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ABSTRACT

We report the detection of gamma-ray emission from PWN Kes 75 and PSR J1846−0258. Through

modeling the spectral energy distribution incorporating the new Fermi -LAT data, we find the the ob-

served gamma-ray emission is likely a combination of both the PWN and pulsar magnetosphere. The

spectral shape of this magnetospheric emission is similar to the γ-ray spectrum of rotation powered

pulsars detected by Fermi -LAT and the results from our best-fit model suggest the pulsar’s magne-

tospheric emission accounts for 1% of the current spin-down luminosity. Prior works attempted to

characterize the properties of this system and found a low supernova explosion energy and low SN

ejecta mass. We re-analyze the broadband emission incorporating the new Fermi emission and com-

pare the implications of our results to prior reports. The best-fit gamma-ray emission model suggests

a second very hot photon field possibly generated by the stellar wind of a Wolf-Rayet star embedded

within the nebula, which supports the low ejecta mass found for the progenitor in prior reports and

here in the scenario of binary mass transfer.

1. INTRODUCTION

Neutron stars are formed in core-collapse supernovae

(SN) and have a wide range of observational manifesta-

tions, such as rotation-powered pulsars (RPPs), central

compact objects (CCOs), and magnetars. The relation-

ship between these manifestations is unknown, and they

could be seperate objects or different phases of evolution

(see e.g., Harding 2013; Kaspi 2018, for a review). The

vast majority of the over 3000 known neutron stars are

observed as RPPs, where the associated emission comes

from the radiating relativistic particles and is powered

by the loss of the neutron star’s rotational energy. A less

common class of neutron stars are magnetars, for whom

the bursting activity and, in nearly all cases, requires an

energy source larger than their available rotational en-

ergy. In these sources, the energy released by the decay

of extremely strong (& 1014 G) surface magnetic field is

believed to the dominant contributor to their observed
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emission (Kaspi & Beloborodov 2017). Unlike RPPs,

magnetars produce outbursts in X-rays and gamma-rays

and are generally not observed to show radio pulsations.

In the past decade, the distinct border between RPPs

and magnetars have started to fade with some rotation

powered pulsars having a similarly strong spin-down in-

ferred dipolar surface magnetic field and the discovery

of magnetar-like outbursts in a couple of young pulsars.

This fading distinction is also present in the P-Pdot dia-

gram for pulsars, challenging the source class distinction

between magnetars and RPPs. Amongst the previously

assumed ‘regular’ RPPs displaying magnetar-like behav-

ior is the X-ray pulsar J1846−0258 , powering the pulsar

wind nebula (PWN) Kes 75 (Gavriil et al. 2008). With

a surface dipolar magnetic field of B = 5 × 1013 G, a

spin-down luminosity of Ė = 8.1 × 1036 erg s−1, and a

characteristic age of τc = 723 yr, (Gotthelf et al. 2000;

Livingstone et al. 2011) this pulsar was believed to be a

RPP with a high surface-magnetic field.

In 2006 this pulsar was detected to emit magnetar-

like bursts (Gavriil et al. 2008) and its spectrum ob-

served to change with time (Kumar & Safi-Harb 2008;
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Ng et al. 2008). After the observed variability the pul-

sar returned to its previous (quiescent) state, with the

exception of its braking index that was now measured

to be n = 2.16 ± 0.13 (Livingstone et al. 2011) rather

than the n = 2.65 it was before the outburst. In re-

cent years, PSR J1846−0258 showed another period of

magnetar-like bursts (Krimm et al. 2020; Blumer et al.

2021), before returning to ‘normal’ X-ray luminosities.

The behavior of PSR J1846−0258 indicates that per-

haps young pulsars can either evolve into RPPs or the

magnetar class by an emerging surface magnetic field

(e.g. Gullón et al. 2015). In order to understand why

some pulsars show magnetar-like behavior, it is crucial

to understand the circumstances that lead to the forma-

tion of the neutron star (NS). Hence, determining the

properties of the NS at birth as well as its progenitor is

key.

If the rotational power output is strong enough from

the pulsar, a PWN can form. A PWN is a highly rela-

tivistic plasma consisting of electrons and positrons that

were injected by the central pulsar. The interaction be-

tween the colder pulsar wind and the relativistic plasma

generates a shock wave called the ”termination” shock.

The particles are injected by the central pulsar and ac-

celerated at the termination shock as they enter the neb-

ula. Their evolution strongly depends on the SN and NS

characteristics (Gaensler & Slane 2006). By studying

the spectral and dynamical evolution of a PWN, com-

bined with the observed properties of the pulsar, one can

then obtain information on the surroundings of the SNR,

the NS birth properties, such as its initial spin period

and spin down energy (see e.g., Gelfand et al. 2009).

Applying this type of study to PSR J1846−0258 and

PWN Kes 75 allows valuable constraints in understand-

ing why this source exhibits both RPP-like and mag-

netar properties. From this we can understand whether

this is an evolutionary phase of young and energetic NSs,

or a separate class.

PWN Kes 75 has been the focus of multiple studies

from radio to infra-red, X-rays, and TeVs (see e.g., Salter

et al. 1989; Reynolds et al. 2018; H. E. S. S. Collabora-

tion et al. 2018; Temim et al. 2019; Gotthelf et al. 2021).

Kes 75 radiates via synchrotron emission at lower ener-

gies and via Inverse Compton Scattering (ICS, ) at TeV

gamma-ray energies. However, for precise characteri-

zation of the IC spectrum and thus local photon field

characterization, MeV–GeV measurements are impera-

tive.

The properties of the photon fields such as the tem-

perature and energy density, enable a more complete

picture of the local environment for Kes 75, which in

turn constrains the magnetic field of the PWN. Previ-

ous attempts in the search for gamma-ray emission co-

incident with Kes 75 have been unsuccessful. However,

a 4-σ Fermi -LAT detection of the pulsar’s pulsed γ-ray

emission up to 100 MeV, has been reported by Kuiper

et al. (2018). This work however, is focused on ener-

gies above 100 MeV, where the pulsed emission is thus

expected to not be significant.

In this paper, we report the likely detection of the

PWN to the Kes 75 complex with the Fermi -LAT. We

analyze the contributions from both the pulsar and neb-

ula to characterize the observed MeV–GeV emission.

We first discuss the data analysis and the results in Sect.

2. We use these results in modeling of the PWN in Sect.

3.2 and discuss our findings and their implications in

Sect. 4 before we conclude in Sect. 5.

2. Fermi -LAT ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

The Fermi -LAT (Large Area Telescope) is a pair

conversion telescope detecting γ-ray photons between

20 MeV to more than 1 TeV.

Since beginning operation in 2008 August, the tele-

scope has performed all-sky surveys every 3 hours. The

recently improved sensitivity and spatial resolution of

the instrument is enabled by the Pass 8 update Atwood

et al. (2013). The Pass 8 update, in its current version

P8R3 (Bruel et al. 2018) offers a higher acceptance of

detected photons and a narrower point spread function

(PSF) at higher energies, allowing for better analysis

of point sources at higher energies. A main addition

to the update was the inclusion of PSF quartiles. The

Fermi -LAT detected photons are divided into four quar-

tiles, categorized based on their reconstruction accuracy

where PSF 0 has the lowest quality and PSF3 has the

highest quality1. This enables the observer to specify

the PSF quality of the photons, to optimize between

spatial resolution and sensitivity.

2.1. Data selection

We have analyzed 11.5 years (2008 August 4 to 2020

February 26) of data towards PWN Kes 75 selecting

data in a 20 degree radius centered on the X-ray co-

ordinates of PWN Kes 75 , RA: 18h46m25s and dec-

lination: -02◦59′13′′. We constrained our data selec-

tion to the 100 MeV − 500 GeV energy range. We al-

lowed a maximum zenith angle of 100 degree to reduce

earth limb contamination. The data was selected to

only include photons in the upper three quartile se-

lection of point-spread functions (PSFs 3, 2, 1) and

binned to 0.1◦ per pixel to accommodate the resolution

1 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/documentation/
Cicerone/Cicerone LAT IRFs/IRF PSF.html

https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/documentation/Cicerone/Cicerone_LAT_IRFs/IRF_PSF.html
https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/documentation/Cicerone/Cicerone_LAT_IRFs/IRF_PSF.html
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at higher energies, with 8 bins per decade in energy.

We consider sources up to a 10◦ radius in the global

source model. To model the Galactic diffuse background

we use template gill iem v07.fits and for the isotropic

diffuse backgrounds the iso P8R3 SOURCE V3 v1.txt

template. As the analysis is performed using more than

10 years of data, we used the 4FGL-DR3 catalog (Ab-

dollahi et al. 2022), version gll psc v27.fit to build our

source model. The analysis is performed using fermi-

tools v.2.2.0, with fermipy v1.1.6 (Wood et al. 2017).

2.2. Data analysis

To investigate if there is a detection of PWN Kes 75

and pulsar J1846−0258 we consider nearby unassoci-

ated2 sources to be a possible counterpart. The nearest

source within this region, at 0.230◦, was 4FGL J1846.9-

0247c, described as a point source with a LogParabola

spectrum. Its location and spectrum make it a good can-

didate to actually describe emission from PWN Kes 75

and hence we exclude this source from the model. In the

new catalog, 4FGLDR3 (Abdollahi et al. 2022), a new

source is reported near the location of PWN Kes 75 ,

4FGL J1845.8-0236c, at 0.4 degree, significantly further

away. We do not consider this source to be the coun-

terpart. Indeed, we achieve the best-fit model where

J1846.9-0247c is replaced by a point source at the po-

sition of PWN Kes 75 and includes the nearby, unas-

sociated source J1845.8-0236c, which is modeling excess

diffuse emission unrelated to PWN Kes 75.

We then fit for a point source at the location of

PWN Kes 75 and compute a Test-Statistic (TS) map

with the abovementioned source excluded. The TS is

defined to be the natural logarithm of the difference in

the likelihood of one hypothesis (e.g. presence of one

additional source) and the likelihood for the null hy-

pothesis (e.g. absence of source):

TS = 2× logL1

logL0
. (1)

The TS quantifies how significantly a source is detected

with a given set of location and spectral parameters and

the significance of such a detection can be estimated

by taking the square root of the TS. For a significant

detection, the Fermi -LAT detection threshold is a TS

= 25 for 4 DOF (degrees of freedom). As shown in

Figure 1, there is significant residual TS (TS max ∼ 70,

N pred = 2112) from a point source coincident with Kes

75 for energies from 100 MeV – 500 GeV, fitted with a

powerlaw spectrum with index = 2.0. Allowing the point

source to vary in location did not improve the fit.

2 sources not associated with any astronomical counterpart

A previous examination of this region using the

4FGLDR2 model in which the newly reported source

4FGL J1845.8-0236c was not included showed an ex-

cess in that region. After inclusion of this source in

4FGLDR3 no such excess is observed in the analysis pre-

sented in this work. Given its proximity to PWN Kes 75

we tried to optimize the location for both PWN Kes 75

and the new source by running a localization analysis on

both sources in fermipy. No better location was found

within 0.5 degree of each source.

Even though PWN Kes 75 is much smaller than the

PSF of the Fermi -LAT instruments (∼0.15◦ for E >

10 GeV)3, we have tested the source for extension us-

ing the extension templates RadialDisk and RadialGaus-

sian. Using the radial disk template we find a best-fit

extension of 0.283+0.021
−0.033 degree and a 95% upper limit of

0.32 degree with TSext = 12.5. For the radial gaussian

template, we find a size of 0.247+0.053
0.048 , and a 95% upper

limit of 0.34 degree with TSext = 15.0. Both these ex-

tensions are not significant and we conclude there is no

evidence for source extension. We additionally tested

the extension results by changing the Galactic diffuse

model flux by ±5% (as we do for the measured flux, see

below), and find significant changes in the extension re-

sults. Because PWN Kes 75 lies in a complex region of

diffuse emission, we therefore interpret the extension re-

sults as not significant and favor instead the point-source

model.

To investigate the systematic uncertainties in the

Galactic diffuse background and effective area, we an-

alyzed the data using the following configurations:

• the 4FGL catalog in stead of 4FGL-DR3,

• the previous version of the Pass 8 instrument re-

sponse function (IRF) newly released isotropic dif-

fuse background version P8R3 SOURCE V2, and

• by reducing the maximum zenith angle to 90 de-

grees, further decreasing any earth limb contami-

nation.

• by altering the normalization of the diffuse back-

ground by ±5%.

The obtained spectra as a result of using different

configurations in the data analysis are shown in Fig-

ure 2 and show good agreement with each other. When

applying the 4FGL catalog, we included the newly re-

ported source 4FGL J1845.8-0236c to remain consistent

with the other source models. For the remainder of this

3 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/science/instruments/table1-1.html

https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/science/instruments/table1-1.html


4 Straal et al.

report we adopt the maximum and minimum bounds

(including upper limits) from the tested configurations

to represent the systematic error (see Table 1).

The obtained spectrum describes the entire PWN

complex, which is both the PWN, and the pulsar. In

Sec. 3.2 we find the energies where the pulsar domi-

nates (100 MeV < E < 5 GeV) and where the PWN

dominates (5 GeV < E < 500 GeV). We therefore also

test spectral models best describing both components

in the Fermi -LAT source model. The spectrum in en-

ergies 100 MeV < E < 5 GeV is best described using a

PLEC2 model (powerlaw with super exponential cutoff

24, and we find an improvement of the fit compared to

fitting a simple powerlaw. The TS for PWN Kes 75 in

this energy range also increases from 73 to 89. Its best

fit parameters have an index1 = 1.46 ± 0.44, index2 =

0.67, the exponent factor = 0.009 ± 2.6 × 10−6 and a

prefactor of (7.5± 4.5)× 10−12. The data above 5 GeV

is best described by a powerlaw with index = 2.49±0.38

and prefactor = (2.32±2.25)×10−12, with a TS of 16.5.

Further in this work we model the full spectrum of the

PWN complex, using the obtained fluxes given in Table

1.

We note that the obtained spectrum of PWN Kes 75

is very similar to the unassociated source 4FGL J1846.9-

0247c located at 0.230 degrees from the X-ray co-

ordinates of PWN Kes 75. Given the obtained

source spectrum (see Sec. 3.1), the detection of

PWN Kes 75 at energies of 0.332 TeV and above in

the HESS Galactic plane survey (H. E. S. S. Collabo-

ration et al. 2018) makes us conclude that the unassoci-

ated source 4FGL J1846.9-0247c describes emission fom

PWN Kes 75.

3. PWN MODELING

3.1. Spectral Analysis

The fluxes obtained above and given in Table 1 are

for fitting a γ-ray point source at the X-ray coordinates

of PWN Kes 75. Furthermore, since the PWN com-

plex is unresolved by Fermi -LAT this source contains

emission from the PWN and the pulsar. Due to the

lack of non-thermal X-ray emission observed from the

supernova remnant (SNR) shell (Gotthelf et al. 2021),

it does not seem likely to contribute significantly. Given

the previous non-detection of pulsed gamma-ray emis-

sion in the energy band analyzed in this work (Kuiper

et al. 2018), we assume magnetospheric pulsar emission

typical to other gamma-ray pulsars, which not necessar-

4 https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/scitools/
source models.html#PLSuperExpCutoff2

ily arises from the same emission mechanism responsible

for the detection at lower energies (< 100 MeV). The γ-

ray emission from typical gamma-ray pulsars is primar-

ily observed below . 1 − 10 GeV, and well described

by a power-law or power-law with an exponential cutoff

(Abdo et al. 2013). As described below, we model the

observed γ-ray emission of this source with a power-law

with an exponential cutoff typical of a pulsar and the γ-

ray emission from the PWN as predicted by our model

described below.

3.2. PWN Model

As the evolution of a PWN inside a SNR depends

heavily on the properties of the progenitor star, super-

nova explosion, and the neutron star at birth, modeling

the PWN allows for obtaining information on the afore-

mentioned. Following both the dynamical and spectral

evolution of the PWN is currently best done using one-

zone models. We use the evolutionary model as de-

scribed by Gelfand et al. (2009) to obtain values for

the properties given in Table 2. The procedure used to

fit the observed properties of a PWN with the values

predicted by this model for a particular combination of

input parameters is described in detail by Hattori et al.

(2020), and we refer the reader to those papers for an

extended description of the model and its applications.

We do note this model and fitting procedures has suc-

cessfully reproduced the properties of several PWNe, all

with different sets of measured properties. (e.g., Hat-

tori et al. 2020; Gotthelf et al. 2014; Gelfand et al. 2015,

2013).

The properties we aim to reproduce with this model

are listed in Table 1, and include the Fermi -LAT flux

measurements derived in §2.2. Adding these flux mea-

surements to the existing spectral energy distribution

(SED) of PWN Kes 75 allows us to disentangle the PWN

and the possible pulsar component in the Fermi -LAT

detection. For the pulsar we assume a flux contribution

in GeV emission that can be described by a power-law

with exponential cut off

dNγ
dE

= N0 × E−Γ × exp

(
−E

Ecut

)
, (2)

that gives the pulsar flux in ergs cm−1 s−1, N0 the nor-

malization at 1 GeV in photons s−1 cm−1 GeV−1 and the

energy E is given in GeV, Γ the photon index, and Ecut

the cut off energy in GeV. For consistency with previ-

ous analyses of this source (Gelfand et al. 2014; Reynolds

et al. 2018; Gotthelf et al. 2021), we assume the pulsar

braking index is a constant p = 2.65 (Livingstone et al.

2011), the value measured before the outbursts detected

in 2009, throughout its evolution.

https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/scitools/source_models.html##PLSuperExpCutoff2
https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/data/analysis/scitools/source_models.html##PLSuperExpCutoff2
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Figure 1. TS maps centered at the location of PWN Kes 75. These maps show the TS of an additional point source at any
pixel on the map. The image on the left shows the TS map for energies between 100 MeV and 500 GeV and the right for energies
between 1 GeV and 500 GeV. The inner contour in the right figure is drawn at TS = 40.
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Figure 2. Fluxes of a point source at the location of
PWN Kes 75, using six different configuration files to as-
sess the influence on the systematic errors. See Sec. 2.2 for
the different configurations.

From our modeling of the pulsar component, we ob-

tain a gamma-ray efficiency of 0.97%, a cutoff energy of

∼ 1 GeV, and a spectral index of Γ = 1.29 (see Table 2).

With four free parameters in our modeling, our best-

fit model (see Fig. 3) reaches a chi-squared (χ2) value

of 2.4.

The best fit model shows that the fermi energies below

∼ 5 GeV are described by the pulsar component of the

model, wheras the energies above ∼ 5 GeV are described

by the PWN component of our model.

The values of the input parameters for the best-fit

model are given in Table 1 and the modeling results will

be further discussed in Sec. 4.2.
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Figure 3. SED of PWN Kes 75. Observed data are shown
in color and best model fit in black solid line. Dashed and
dotted line respectively show the contribution of the PWN
and pulsar. Observed and best-fit properties can be found
in Tables 1 and 2. The blue Fermi-LAT data points reflect
the fluxes obtained in the main configuration. The model is
fit to the range of fluxes as described in Sec. 2.2.

4. DISCUSSION

As discussed in Section 3.2, our modeling of

the observed dynamical and spectral properties of
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Table 1. Observed properties of PWN Kes 75 used in the modeling of this source

Property Observed Model Citation

PSR J1846−0258
Ė( erg

s
) 8.10× 1036 Fixed Livingstone et al. (2011)

tch (yr) 723 Fixed

p 2.65± 0.01 Fixed

P (ms) 326.57 - Livingstone et al. (2011)

Pulsar Wind Nebula

Angular radius θpwn 30′′ ± 1.7′′ 30.′′3

Angular expansion rate θ̇pwn (0.249± 0.023) %
year

0.253 %
year

Reynolds et al. (2018)

S1.4 (mJy) 348± 52 341 Salter et al. 1989

S4.7 (mJy) 247± 37 254 Salter et al. 1989

S15 (mJy) 172± 26 168 Salter et al. 1989

S89 (mJy) 80± 12 86 Bock & Gaensler 2005

F (2−10 keV)a 2.031± 0.025× 10−12 2.130× 10−12 Gotthelf et al. (2021)

Γ(2−55 keV) 2.13± 0.022 2.04 Gotthelf et al. (2021)

F (0.176 GeV)a (< 8.49× 10−2 − 31.84)1.3 × 10−12 4.78× 10−12 This work

F (0.549 GeV)a (< 0.189− 19.91)1.0 × 10−12 7.50× 10−12 This work

F (1.71 GeV)a (2.38− 7.86)0.70−0.63 × 10−12 5.61× 10−12 This work

F (5.32 GeV)a (0.554− 1.46)0.48−0.45 × 10−12 1.21× 10−12 This work

F (16.6 GeV)a (0.968− 1.22)0.49−0.47 × 10−12 1.35× 10−12 This work

F (51.6 GeV)a (1.07− 1.18)0.67−0.66 × 10−12 1.65× 10−12 This work

F (160 GeV)a < 2.03× 10−12(3σ) 1.71× 10−12 This work

F (0.332 TeV)a 8.381.81
−1.78 × 10−12 7.72× 10−12 H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. (2018)

F (0.787 TeV)a 1.300.18
−0.18 × 10−12 1.20× 10−12 H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. (2018)

F (1.96 TeV)a 1.340.26
−0.25 × 10−13 1.41× 10−13 H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. (2018)

F (4.87 TeV)a 1.480.53
−0.50 × 10−14 1.30× 10−14 H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. (2018)

Supernova Remnant

Angular radius θsnr 1.′50± 0.′15 1.′44

Distance d (5.80.5
−0.4) kpc 5.82 kpc Verbiest et al. (2012)

aUnabsorbed flux given in units of ergs s−1 cm−2.

PWN Kes 75 allows us to estimate the properties of the

associated pulsar – both its birth properties, the γ-ray

efficiency and spectrum of its magnetospheric emission.

We derived the properties of the pulsar wind powered by

the loss of rotational energy of the pulsar, the progeni-
tor supernova explosion, and its environment. In Section

4.1, we discuss the very high-energy (VHE) emission of

the pulsar and compare the observed properties of the

magnetospheric γ-ray emission of this pulsar to that ob-

served from other, rotation-powered, pulsars. In Section

4.2, we discuss the implication of the derived properties

for the supernova explosion. Lastly, in Section 4.3, we

discuss the physical significance concerning our measure-

ments regarding the environment of this source.

4.1. VHE pulsar emission

In our analysis of the PWN+PSR complex, at energies

above 100 MeV, we assume a power-law with exponen-

tial cutoff for the pulsar. We find a good agreement with

the observed flux in the 100 MeV − ∼2 GeV range and

conclude it likely that the flux in this energy range is

emitted by the pulsar magnetosphere. In the following

sections this magnetospheric emission is compared with

its detected MeV emission and to gamma-ray pulsars re-

ported in the second Fermi pulsar catalog (Abdo et al.

2013).

4.1.1. Comparison to its MeV pulsed emission

Since the discovery of pulsar J1846−0258 in X-rays by

Gotthelf et al. (2000), there have been numerous stud-

ies related to its high-energy (&2 keV) pulsed emission.

Kuiper & Hermsen (2009) reported a measurement of

the high-energy pulsed spectrum of the pulsar in the

∼ 2− 300 keV band, and reveiled a major spin-up glitch

at the onset of the magnetar-like bursts and enhance-

ment in X-ray flux in 2006 (Gavriil et al. 2008; Kumar

& Safi-Harb 2008). A first attempt to detect the pulsar

at higher energies, in the MeV−GeV band of Fermi -

LAT was conducted by Parent et al. (2011) using the

first∼20 months of data who reported a non-detection of

PSR J1846−0258 for energies above 100 MeV. A follow-

up study by Kuiper et al. (2018), who used 8 years (2007

August 28 – 2016 September 4) of Fermi data and a

multi-instrument timing solution of the pulsar derived
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Table 2. Derived properties of PWN Kes 75 from modeling of this source

Property Derived in Gotthelf et al. (2021) Derived in this work

Supernova Explosion Energy Esn 0.126× 1051 ergs 0.11× 1051 ergs

Supernova Ejecta Mass Mej 0.51 M� 0.37 M�

ISM Density nism 0.56 cm−3 0.63 cm−3

Wind Magnetization ηB 0.0724 0.115

Minimum Energy of Injected Leptons Emin 2.0 GeV 1.9 GeV

Break Energy of Injected Leptons Ebreak 2.042 TeV 1.92 TeV

Maximum Energy of Injected Leptons Emax 1.00 PeV 1.11 PeV

Low-Energy Particle Index p1 1.73 1.17

High-Energy Particle Index p2 3.04 3.05

Temperature of External Photon Field 1 Tic 32 K 32 K

Normalization of External Photon Field 1 Kic 1.17× 10−3 2.88× 10−3

Temperature of External Photon Field 2 Tic
a − 1.46× 105 K

Normalization of External Photon Field 2Kic
a − 1.40× 10−15

Pulsar

Pulsar Spindown Timescale τsd 398 years 432 years

Pulsar Initial Spin-down Luminosity Ė0 4.69× 1037 ergs s−1 3.9× 1037 ergs s−1

Pulsar Initial Spin Period P0 ≈ 200 ms ≈ 268 ms

Pulsar photon index (γ-rays) a − 1.29

Pulsar cutoff Energy Ecut
a − ∼ 1 GeV

Gamma-ray efficiency η = Lγ/Ė
a − 0.97%

Gamma-ray Luminosity Lγ (0.1− 100 GeV) − 7.86× 1034 ergs s−1

χ2 / degrees of freedom − 2.4 / 4

aParameters not modeled in Gotthelf et al. (2021).

Note—The free parameters in the physical models used to reproduce the observed properties of PWN Kes 75 are listed in Table
1. The reported values are the combination which had the highest likelihood L, which corresponds to the given χ2.

from X-ray observations covering these dates, reported a

4.2σ detection of pulsed emission from PSR J1846−0258

in the 30− 100 MeV band, with no pulsed emission de-

tected at photon energies larger than 100 MeV, and a

pulsed spectrum well described by a log-parabola which

peaks at a photon energy of 3.5 ± 1.1 MeV. Our detec-

tion at energies above 100 MeV does not have sufficient

photons to allow for a pulsation analysis.

Figure 4 shows our SED model with the pulsar pulsed

flux model derived in Kuiper et al. (2018) overlaid.

The flux point in our lowest energy range (centered

at 0.176 GeV, see table 1) detected in our analysis of

the Fermi data is consistent with this model. How-

ever, the flux measured at higher photon energies is

not consistent with an extrapolation of the MeV pulsed

emission reported by Kuiper et al. (2018), suggesting

the higher energy emission (> 100 MeV) does not arise

from the same emission mechanism. A similar discrep-

ancy is observed in the SED of the pulsed emision from

the Crab pulsar in this energy, (see Fig. 8, Kuiper

et al. 2018) which also can not be described by a single

parabola. The here reported GeV component is simi-

lar to one predicted for PSR J1846−0258 by Harding

& Kalapotharakos (2017). In their modeling of the

VHE pulsar emission of J1846−0258, they predict an

emission component in the ∼GeV-range caused by cur-

vature radiation whose predicted shape is qualitatively

similar to what is observed here (Figure 3, Harding &

Kalapotharakos (2017)).

4.1.2. Comparison to 2PC

To determine if the magnetospheric γ-ray emission of

J1846−0258 is comparable to that of rotation powered

pulsars not associated with magnetar-like activities, we

compare the pulsar properties obtained from our mod-

eling to that of other young, energetic rotation powered

pulsars as compiled in the second Fermi pulsar cata-

log (2PC, Abdo et al. 2013)5. The properties we ob-

tain for the pulsar and compare to the pulsars in Abdo

et al. (2013) are given in Table 2. In Abdo et al. (2013),

Figures 7 to 10 describe pulsar properties from the de-

tected sample that we can compare our obtained prop-

erties to. To magnetic field at the light cylinder is taken

5 Given the detection approach of 2PC, the catalog is biased to-
wards radio-emitting pulsars.
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from the ATNF catalogue, (BLC = 1.31×104 G, Manch-

ester et al. 2005), and the gamma-ray luminosity in the

0.1−100 GeV range derived in this work is given in Table

2.

The gamma-ray efficiency ηγ of 0.97% is typical for

gamma-ray pulsars with similar spin-down energy. Its

gamma-ray luminosity (Lγ ≈ 7.86× 1034 erg s−1) seems

to be on the lower end and more in line with Lγ ∝
Ė

1
2 than a linear relation, consistent with the findings

in 2PC on gamma-ray pulsars. The obtained photon

index of Γ = 1.29 seems to be harder than most other

pulsars of similar spin-down energy, but within the range

of values observed in this sample. The cut-off energy of

the spectrum of ∼ 1 GeV compared to its magnetic field

at the light cylinder is observed to be similar to other

pulsars in the BLC ∼ 104 G region.

The obtained pulsar properties agree well with what

is obtained for the larger sample of gamma-ray emit-

ting pulsars, supporting the assumption that this ad-

ditional component originates in the pulsar’s magne-

tosphere, and suggesting that the underlying physical

emission mechanism is similar to that observed from

rotation-powered pulsars.
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Figure 4. SED of PWN Kes 75 . Observed properties are
shown in color and with the best model fit overlain in the
black solid line (as shown in figure 3). Added is the best-
fit pulsed spectrum of PSR J1846−0258 from Kuiper et al.
(2018).

4.2. PWN model

In Gotthelf et al. (2021) we modeled PWN Kes 75 af-

ter adding new X-ray measurements as observed in that

work. From our modeling we obtain that the dynami-

cal and spectral properties of PWN Kes 75 can best be

described to be formed in a low-energy supernova explo-

sion with low ejecta mass (see Table 2, Esn = 1.1× 1050

ergs, Mej = 0.37 M�). This is very similar, albeit a

bit lower, than derived in Gotthelf et al. (2021). Other

work also seem to favor a low explosion energy and ejecta

mass (Leahy & Tian 2008). We further compare our re-

sults to the modeling results presented in Gotthelf et al.

(2021), providing a one on one comparison to the influ-

ence of the Fermi -LAT measurements on the SED and

the evolution of the PWN. From Table 2 it is shown that

the addition of the GeV emission shows the need of an

additional high-temperature IC photon field. Next to

the additional photon field, this work reports a higher

wind magnetization ηB & 0.04 than previous studies

(see Table 2). This is the result of the increased IC

emission required by our Fermi -LAT detection of this

source. The additional IC radiative losses associated

with this emission decreases the particle energy inside

the PWN, and therefore a more strongly magnetized

wind is needed to produce the same synchrotron lumin-

iosity. The increased wind magnetization also affects the

low-energy particle index, which is found to be lower in

this work. Furthermore, the slightly longer pulsar spin-

down timescale leads to a longer initial spin period.

4.3. Implications of the additional IC field

The energy range observed by Fermi -LAT provides

an excellent view of the ICS part of the spectrum of

PWN Kes 75 that was not probed by previous observa-

tions performed by the HGPS (H. E. S. S. Collaboration

et al. 2018). With the addition of the flux points in the

100 MeV − 500 GeV energy range, we need a second

background photon field to properly reproduce the IC

part of the spectrum in our modeling.

As the case for Gotthelf et al. (2021), one photon

field has a temperature of ∼ 32 K which agrees well

with the temperature of the surrounding dust (Temim

et al. 2019). However, our Fermi -LAT result requires an

additional, high-temperature photon field, with Tic,2 ∼
1.5× 105 K and an energy density:

uic,2 =Kic,2aT
4
ic,2 (3)

≈ 5.4× 10−9 ergs

cm3
= 3.4

keV

cm3
, (4)

where a is the radiation constant, that is orders of mag-

nitude larger than the energy density of the local inter-

stellar radiation field at the ultra-violet (UV) energies

where this emission should peak (e.g., Habing 1968).

To identify the possible source of such an intense back-

ground photon field, we first calculate the total en-

ergy of photons Eic,2 inside the PWN, assuming it is

a sphere of radius Rpwn = θpwnd ≈ 0.85 pc for the val-

ues given in Table 1, such that Eic,2 ∼ 4 × 1047 ergs.

Assuming that these photons cross the PWN in a time

tcross ∼ 2Rpwn

c ≈ 2 × 108 s, the rate with which such
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photons are injected into the PWN Lic,2 is:

Lic,2∼
Eic,2

tcross
≈ 2.3× 1039 ergs

s
= 6× 105 L�. (5)

Assuming that the energy injection rate Lic,2 and tem-

perature Tic,2 of this additional background photon field

corresponds to the luminosity and (effective) tempera-

ture of its source, both values are comparable to that

observed from Wolf-Rayet stars (e.g., Aadland et al.

2022b,a; Abbott 2004; Tramper et al. 2015) – suggesting

the presence of such a star inside the PWN. If present,

this star would have an absolute magnitude MV . −6

(e.g., Aadland et al. 2022b). Using the derived relation-

ship between X-ray absorption and optical extinction

(e.g., Foight et al. (2016)), the interstellar Hydrogen col-

umn density towards Kes 75 (NH ≈ 4×1022 cm−2; e.g.,

Gotthelf et al. 2021) implies an extinction AV & 14 mag.

For a distance of d = 5.8 kpc (Table 1), the apparent

magnitude of a Wolf-Rayet star inside Kes 75 would be

mV ∼ 22 – fainter than current surveys of this field (e.g.,

Pan-STARRS; Magnier et al. 2020). If present, such a

star was likely the binary companion on the stellar pro-

genitor, and would provide important information on its

properties and evolution before exploding.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this report we analyze the emission associated to

the unknown source 4FGL J1846.9-0247c, coincident

with the location of PWN Kes 75. Performing a de-

tailed analysis of the source points to a PWN+PSR ori-

gin from PWN Kes 75. From our modeling of the ob-

tained spectrum, we derive both the physical properties

of the PWN, as well as the gamma-ray properties of the

pulsar. The pulsar its gamma-ray parameters are found

to be consistent with that observed in pulsed emission

from known gamma-ray pulsars. The magnetospheric

component we observe can be explained by a curvature

radiation component around these energies as predicted

for this source by Harding & Kalapotharakos (2017).

We find the Fermi -LAT flux measurements provide

valuable constraints to the local photon fields, and when

combined with the derived progenitor characteristics,

support a scenario where the progenitor was in a binary

system before going supernova.

The high temperature IC photon field suggests the

presence of a Wolf-Rayet star embedded within the

PWN. This WR star was then likely the binary com-

panion of the progenitor to PWN Kes 75.

Furthermore, the addition of the Fermi -LAT flux mea-

surements give rise to the need of a higher wind magneti-

zation than perviously reported in Gotthelf et al. (2021),

underlining the importance of Fermi -LAT in the study

of PWNe.
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