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ABSTRACT

Supernova remnants act as particle accelerators, providing the cosmic-ray protons that
permeate the interstellar medium and initiate the ion-molecule reactions that drive in-
terstellar chemistry. Enhanced fluxes of cosmic-ray protons in close proximity to super-
nova remnants have been inferred from observations tracing particle interactions with
nearby molecular gas. Here I present observations of Hi and CO absorption, molecules
that serve as tracers of the cosmic-ray ionization rate and gas density, respectively,
in sight lines toward the W28 and Vela supernova remnants. Cosmic-ray ionization
rates inferred from these observations range from about 2-10 times the average value
in Galactic diffuse clouds (~ 3 x 10716 s71), suggesting that the gas being probed is
experiencing an elevated particle flux. While it is difficult to constrain the line-of-sight
location of the absorbing gas with respect to the supernova remnants, these results are
consistent with a scenario where cosmic rays are diffusing away from the acceleration
site and producing enhanced ionization rates in the surrounding medium.

1. INTRODUCTION

The acceleration of cosmic rays occurs in magnetized shocks as particles scatter back and forth
across the shock front (Drury 1983, and references therein). Various observations provide evidence
for enhanced cosmic-ray fluxes in the immediate vicinities of supernova remnants (SNRs), thus con-
firming the long-held theory that such objects act as particle accelerators (Blasi 2013). These obser-
vations include gamma-ray emission co-incident with molecular material in close proximity to SNRs
(e.g., Abdo et al. 2009a; Acciari et al. 2009; Ackermann et al. 2013)—the result of 7° production
from inelastic scattering of hadronic cosmic-rays off of ambient nuclei—and enhanced abundances of
particular molecular ions like Hi and HCO™ (e.g., Indriolo et al. 2010; Ceccarelli et al. 2011) that
have formation rates directly linked to the cosmic-ray ionization rate. Each of these observables traces
slightly different energy regimes in the spectrum of cosmic-ray protons. Pion production “turns on”
for protons with kinetic energy above about 280 MeV, and dominates the energy loss function for
E Z 1 GeV (Padovani et al. 2018, and references therein). Ionization of H and Hs, however, is
dominated by particles with E' ~ 10-100 MeV (Padovani et al. 2009). The diffusion of cosmic rays
away from the acceleration site is energy dependent, with higher energy particles escaping sooner
and thus traveling farther than lower energy particles (Gabici et al. 2009). As a result, observations
of gamma-ray emission and molecular ion abundances can provide complementary information about
the extent to which different energy particles have diffused away from an SNR.
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Gamma-ray emission has been found to be spatially coincident with several SNRs (e.g., Acero et al.
2016). Analyses of the gamma-ray spectra of these sources and of the spatial distribution of emission
with respect to molecular and atomic gas have demonstrated that in many cases the gamma-ray
emission is mostly hadronic in origin; i.e., from 7° creation and decay following inelastic scattering
of protons off of ambient nuclei. Among these objects are the W28 SNR, (Aharonian et al. 2008;
Abdo et al. 2010a), RX J0852.0—4622 (Fukui et al. 2017), and Puppis A (Aruga et al. 2022). The
latter two sources are coincident on sky with the Vela SNR, which hosts the Vela pulsar and pulsar
wind nebula, both strong gamma-ray emitters (Abdo et al. 2009b, 2010b; Grondin et al. 2013). While
there is no gamma-ray emission associated with molecular clouds in the Vela SNR, the remnant does
show hints of interaction between shocks and the ambient interstellar medium. Here, I present
observations of H and CO absorption in sight lines toward these SNRs. CO observations are used
to place constraints on the properties of the absorbing clouds, and Hj observations are used to infer
cosmic-ray ionization rates.

1.1. Vela SNR

The Vela pulsar is located at a distance of 287712 pc (Dodson et al. 2003), and is within the
Vela SNR. Although molecular gas is observed to be coincident with the Vela SNR on-sky (e.g.,
Moriguchi et al. 2001), it is unclear how much of this gas is in close proximity to the SNR along
the line of sight. Distance estimates place the Vela Molecular Ridge (VMR)—a complex of giant
molecular clouds—at 700+£200 pc (Murphy & May 1991; Liseau et al. 1992; Yamaguchi et al. 1999),
well behind the Vela SNR, but there are also some indications of interactions between the SNR and
small pockets of molecular gas (Nichols & Slavin 2004; Miceli et al. 2005).

Two more SNRs coincident with the Vela SNR on-sky but at larger distances are of interest to
this study: RX J0852.0—4622 and Puppis A. RX J0852.0—4622 and Puppis A are at distances of
700-800 pc (Allen et al. 2015) and 1.3+0.3 kpc (Reynoso et al. 2017), respectively, and as mentioned
above, both show gamma-ray emission that is indicative of cosmic-ray interactions with ambient
gas (Aharonian et al. 2005; Tanaka et al. 2011; Fukui et al. 2017; Maxted et al. 2018; Hewitt et al.
2012; Aruga et al. 2022). Figure 1 shows the Vela SNR region in X-ray emission (Aschenbach 1998)
and marks the locations of the sight lines targeted in this study and retrieved from the literature.
Depending on the location of the absorbing gas along the target sight lines, it may be probing the
cosmic-ray flux in close proximity to any of these three supernova remnants.

1.2. W28 SNR

Distance estimates to the W28 SNR have varied from about 1.2 to 3.3 kpc (Nicholas et al. 2012, and
references therein). Observations targeting Na I and Ca 11 absorption toward stars that lie within the
SNR 90 cm continuum radio shell on-sky show high velocity components toward a star at 2.440.3 kpc,
but no such components toward stars at about 1.7 kpc (Ritchey 2020). This is in good agreement
with the kinematic distance of 1.940.3 kpc determined from H 1 self absorption at vpgg = 7 km s7*
(Velazquez et al. 2002). The W28 SNR is known to be interacting with part of a molecular cloud
on its northeast side (Maxted et al. 2016, and references therein). The bulk of CO J =1-0 and
2-1 emission from this cloud is in the velocity range 0 km s™ < vpgg < 20 km s7* (Fukui 2008),
and the cloud is coincident with gamma-ray emission observed by HESS (Aharonian et al. 2008) and
Fermi-LAT (Abdo et al. 2010a), indicating a large flux of cosmic rays entering the cloud from the
nearby SNR. Cosmic-ray ionization rates inferred from observations of HCO' and DCO™ emission
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in this cloud are of order a few times 1071 71 (Vaupré et al. 2014), about 100 times larger than the
canonical value in dense clouds. The eastern edge of the W28 SNR partially overlaps with another
remnant, G6.67—0.42 (Brogan et al. 2006), estimated to be at a distance of 3.7 kpc (Wang et al.
2020). Figure 2 shows the W28 region in 90 cm continuum emission (Brogan et al. 2006) and marks
the locations of sight lines targeted in this study. For a more detailed image of the region, including
CO emission and gamma-ray emission, the reader is directed to Figure 1 of Maxted et al. (2016).

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

All H and CO observations presented herein were made using the Cryogenic Infrared Echelle
Spectrograph (CRIRES; Kaufl et al. 2004) at the Very Large Telescope (VLT). These observations
utilized the (/2 slit to provide a resolving power (resolution) of about 100,000 (3 km s™'). For Hj
observations a reference wavelength of 3715 nm was used to place the R(1,1)* and R(1,0) transitions
on detector 1 and the R(1,1)! transition on detector 3. For CO observations a reference wavelength
of 4681 nm was used to cover the R(6) through P(6) transitions of the v = 1 —0 band (note that the
P(4) and R(3) transitions fall in gaps in wavelength coverage between the detectors). To maximize
starlight passing through the narrow slit, the adaptive optics system was employed. Spectra were
obtained in an ABBA nodding pattern, with 10" separation between nod positions, and 3" jitter
about those positions. Observations of each science target were immediately preceded or followed by
the observations of a bright, early type star at similar airmass for use as a telluric standard star.

Raw CRIRES images were processed using the CRIRES pipeline version 2.3.3. Standard calibration
techniques, including subtraction of dark frames, division by flat fields, interpolation over bad pixels,
and correction for detector non-linearity effects, were applied. Consecutive A and B nod position
images were subtracted from each other to remove sky emission features, and all images from each
nod position were combined to create average A and B images. Spectra were extracted from these
images using the apall routine in IRAF! and then imported to IGOR Pro.? Wavelength calibration
was performed using atmospheric absorption lines, and is accurate to 1 km s~!. Spectra from the
A and B nod positions were then averaged onto a common wavelength scale.

To remove baseline fluctuations and atmospheric features the science target spectra were divided
by the corresponding telluric standard star spectra using custom macros developed in IGOR Pro
that allow for stretching and shifting of the telluric standard spectrum in the wavelength axis, and
scaling of the telluric standard intensity according to Beer’s law (McCall 2001). The resulting ratioed
spectra were then divided by a 30 pixel boxcar average of the continuum level (interpolated across
absorption lines) to remove residual fluctuations and produce normalized spectra. Regions where
strong atmospheric absorption features result in no useful information are removed from the spectra to
improve visualization. Because Earth’s orbital motion causes astrophysical lines to shift with respect
to atmospheric lines (i.e., observed wavelength) throughout the year, wavelength scales for all spectra
were converted to the local standard of rest (LSR) frame. For any targets that were observed on
multiple nights, the normalized spectra are combined using a weighted average (weighted by 1/02,
where o is the standard deviation of the line-free continuum in each spectrum). The normalized
spectra resulting from these reduction procedures are presented in Figures 3-5.

3. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS
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3.1. Hf

H; absorption is detected in 4 sight lines. Each absorption line is fit with a gaussian function to
determine equivalent widths, line center velocities, and line widths. In the case of WR 105, each
absorption feature is fit with the sum of two gaussian functions given the two velocity components.
The resulting fit parameters are presented in Table 1, along with the column densities inferred from
equivalent widths (W) given the standard equation for optically thin absorption

3hc W)\ 1
N(J.K) = (@) BNE (1)

where N(J, K) is the column density in the state from which the transition arises, h is Planck’s
constant, c¢ is the speed of light, A is the transition wavelength, and |u|? is the square of the transition
dipole moment (X and |u|? can be found in Table 2 of McCall et al. 1999).

3.2. CO

CO absorption is detected in 8 of the 11 sight lines presented in this study. As for Hj, each CO
absorption line is fit with a gaussian function to determine equivalent widths, line center velocities,
and line widths. Two components are required for WR 105, CD—23 13793, and HD 70583. Fit
parameters are presented in Table 2, as well as column densities for individual rotational states of
CO computed in the optically thin limit as

N(T)opin = 8re L 22 2)

where ¢g; and g, are the statistical weights of the lower and upper states, respectively, and A,; is the
spontaneous emission coefficient of the transition. Transition data were taken from the HITRAN
database (Rothman et al. 2013). For CO transitions where no absorption is detected, upper limits
to the equivalent width are computed as

W)\ = U)\pix \ Npix> (3)

where o is the standard deviation on the continuum level near the expected CO lines, Apiy is the
wavelength coverage per pixel, and My is the number of pixels expected in an absorption feature.
Upper limits on the CO column densities in these rotational states are then calculated using equation
(2), and are also presented in Table 2.

Column densities computed from transitions probing the same rotational state (e.g., R(1) and
P(1)) should produce consistent results. In several cases though—the J = 1 and J = 2 states in
the 4 km s™! component toward WR 105, the J = 1 state toward HD 313599, the J = 1 state in
the 17 km s~! component toward HD 70583, the J = 1 and J = 2 states toward CD —46 4786, and
the J =1 and J = 2 states toward HD 78344—the column densities determined from the R and P
branch transitions do not agree within uncertainties. These discrepancies may indicate unaccounted
for systematic uncertainties in the measured equivalent widths, or that the assumption of optically
thin absorption is not valid. It is likely that both possibilities are contributing to varying degrees in
each sight line, and I start by considering the latter.

To avoid the assumption of optically thin absorption, a curve-of-growth analysis is used to compute
column densities from the measured equivalent widths. The column density in each rotational state
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is computed using the measured W) for each transition as a function of the Doppler parameter, b,
over the range 0.2 < b < 2 km s™'. For some value of b, N(J) computed from both the R(J) and
P(J) equivalent widths should be equal, and this represents the actual value of N(J). The Doppler
parameter is a property of the interstellar cloud being probed, so b should be the same when derived
from different rotational states (i.e., b derived from the R(1) and P(1) lines should agree with that
derived from the R(2) and P(2) lines), assuming molecules in both quantum states are distributed in
the same way throughout the cloud. For WR 105, CD—46 4786, and HD 78344 the variance weighted
averages of the Doppler parameters derived from the J = 1 and J = 2 transitions are adopted as the
b-values for each sight line (b =1.194+0.1km s™!, b =1.26+0.2 km s7}, and b = 1.16 0.2 km s},
respectively), and used in computing the column densities presented in the last two columns of Table
2. Note that the value of b = 1.16 & 0.2 km s~! found for HD 78344 is in good agreement with the
previous estimate of 1 km s™! from an analysis of CO J = 1-0 emission (Gredel et al. 2002).

For HD 313599 and HD 70583 column densities derived from the R(1) and P(1) absorption lines
do not agree within uncertainties, despite the fact that the absorption features are less than 20%
deep. For lines this shallow, the intrinsic line widths would have to be very narrow for absorption
to no longer be in the optically thin regime. Indeed, the curve-of-growth analysis is incapable of
finding a b-value for HD 313599 for which both N(1) estimates agree, while HD 70583 requires
b=0.6+02km s~!. In both sight lines the J = 2 column densities derived from R(2) and P(2)
transitions are in agreement under the assumption of optically thin absorption, and that agreement
gets worse if b is set to improve the agreement in the J = 1 column densities.

Considering potential systematic uncertainties in the measured equivalent widths, the most likely
source comes from the process of dividing the science target spectrum by the telluric standard spec-
trum to remove atmospheric absorption features. In many cases the interstellar CO absorption
features are located in the broad wings of strong atmospheric absorption lines, where it is difficult
to determine the correct continuum level. This is particularly true for the P(1) transition, as can be
seen in Figures 3-5 where the useable portion of the spectrum ends very near to the P(1) absorption
lines (i.e., the continuum level was poorly determined, resulting in a very noisy region of the spectrum
that has been omitted here for ease of viewing the spectra). This means that the uncertainties on
Wy quoted in Table 2—returned by the guassian fitting process—are likely underestimates because
they do not account for uncertainty in the continuum level chosen during the normalization process.

3.3. Cosmic-Ray lonization Rates

The simple chemistry by which HJ is formed

Hy + CR — Hy +e¢ + CR/, (4)
Hy +H, — HI +H, (5)

and destroyed
Hf +e~ - Hy+Hor H+ H+ H, (6)

in diffuse clouds makes its abundance useful for inferring cosmic-ray ionization rates. While there

are some minor reaction channels that make the picture more complex (see, e.g., Indriolo & McCall

2012), the analytical expression defined by assuming steady-state chemistry for reactions 4-6,
N(Hg)

((Hy) = kexenHm, (7)
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is a reasonable approximation for the cosmic-ray ionization rate of Hy in diffuse molecular clouds
(Neufeld & Wolfire 2017). Here, ((Hs) is the total cosmic-ray ionization rate of Hy (i.e., accounting
for ionization by cosmic ray protons and secondary electrons), k. is the Hj -electron recombination
rate coefficient, ny = n(H) + 2n(Hy) is the density of hydrogen nuclei, z. = n./ny is the electron
fraction, and N(Hy) and N(HJ) are column densities.

N (H,) has not been directly measured in any of the target sight lines, and so must be estimated. The
preferred method for estimating N (Hj) uses the measured value of N(CH) and the linear relationship
between the abundances of both species (Sheffer et al. 2008). If CH has not been observed, then
N(H,) is estimated from the color excess, E(B — V), and the relation Ny ~ E(B — V)5.8 x 10%
cm~? mag~! from Bohlin et al. (1978), assuming equal amounts of H and Hy along the sight line.
A complication arises with this method when there are multiple absorbing clouds along the line
of sight, since color excess only provides information about the total amount of material in front
of the background star. Considering each absorption component as an individual cloud with the
chemical structure of a 1-D slab model illuminated on one side (e.g., Hollenbach & Tielens 1997;
Snow & McCall 2006), some reasonable limiting assumptions to make are (1) the component with
lower N(CO) should have a CO/H; ratio that is smaller than the component with higher N(CO), and
(2) the component with lower N(CO) should have less Hy than the component with higher N(CO).
These limiting cases (either both components have equal N(Hsz) or equal N(CO)/N(Hz)) provide the
limits on N(Hsy) shown in Table 3 for WR 105 and HD 70583.

CO abundances can also be useful for constraining properties of the gas from which the absorption
arises. In the 1-D chemical model of a cloud mentioned above, hydrogen transitions from H to Ho,
while carbon transitions from C7, to C, to CO going from the edge to the interior. These transitions
mean that the relative abundance of CO with respect to total hydrogen changes throughout clouds,
and that the relative abundances integrated through the cloud, i.e., N(CO)/N(H;), will be different
for clouds dominated by diffuse or dense gas. More diffuse clouds will have N(CO)/N(Hg) ~ 107¢,
while more dense clouds will have N(CO)/N(Hy) ~ 107*. As the H3 chemistry described above
is valid for diffuse molecular clouds (100 cm™ < ny < 500 em™3, 30 K < T < 100 K, n(CT) >
(n(C)4+n(CO)); Snow & McCall 2006), it is important to determine whether or not the clouds being
studied fall into this regime. The N(CO)/N(Hy) ratios reported in Table 3 indicate that most sight
lines fall in the diffuse cloud regime, although a few are more likely probing translucent clouds (WR
105, CD —46 4786, and HD 73882). The HD 78344 sight line appears to be probing a dense cloud.

Hydrogen number density is a difficult parameter to determine for interstellar clouds. One method
for constraining ny utilizes the relative populations of different rotational states of a given molecule
assuming that the level populations are predominantly controlled by collisional (de-)excitation with
H and Hy (e.g., Cy; Sonnentrucker et al. 2007). Goldsmith (2013) details an analysis of this sort
using the J = 0 through J = 3 populations of CO. By calculating excitation temperatures from
the state-specific CO column densities in Table 2 and utilizing expanded versions (Goldsmith 2015,
private communication) of the T,, vs n(Hz) curves in Goldsmith (2013) Figure 3, I infer ny for
the targeted sight lines. In several cases the densities estimated from T}g, T51, and T3, in a single
sight line are not in agreement. This may be due changing conditions within the cloud such that
the higher lying states are only populated in the cloud interior, while the lower lying states are
populated everywhere. In these cases I take the mean value of ny and adopt uncertainties equal to
the difference between the largest density estimate and the mean. Gas densities estimated in this
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way are presented in Table 3. In the absence of CO observations, a value of 200 cm ™ is adopted
for ny as was assumed in Indriolo & McCall (2012). The density estimates for WR 104, WR 105,
HD 70583, CD —46 4786, and HD 78344 place these clouds in the translucent to dense regime, as
suggested by the N(CO)/N(H,) ratios (except for WR 104).

The electron recombination rate coefficient has been measured to be k, = —1.3 x 1078 + 1.27 x
107577948 where T, is the electron temperature (McCall et al. 2004). Assuming that nearly all
electrons are the result of singly photoionized carbon, the electron fraction can be approximated by
the fractional abundance of C*, measured to be about 1.5 x 107 in diffuse clouds (Cardelli et al.
1996; Sofia et al. 2004). However, this assumption can break down for two reasons discussed by
Neufeld & Wolfire (2017), each of which has an opposite effect on the electron fraction. First, as
C™ transitions to C from diffuse molecular to translucent clouds the electron abundance is no longer
directly linked to the carbon abundance. In this case the average value of 2(C") will be an overes-
timate of z., leading to overestimates of ((Hs) as well. In some sight lines, ((Hs) inferred using the
analytical methods described above may be 10 times higher than that inferred from more detailed
chemical models (Neufeld & Wolfire 2017). Second, if the cosmic-ray ionization rate is high, then the
abundance of electrons released by cosmic-ray ionization of H and Hy can rival or surpass that pro-
duced by photoionization of C. In this case the average value of x(C") will be an underestimate of z,
leading to underestimates of ((Hz). Both of these effects are discussed in detail by Neufeld & Wolfire
(2017) who find that the latter will dominate the former in setting z..

Given the preceding equations and assumptions, cosmic-ray ionization rates inferred from Hy abun-
dances are presented in the last column of Table 3. Of the resulting values, those for WR 104 and
WR 105 are the most likely to be affected by x. overestimates as these sight lines pass through large
columns of Hy as estimated from E(B — V'), and may be probing denser gas. As such, the ionization
rates inferred for WR 104 and WR 105 are not considered to be highly constraining in the discussion
below. Properties of all other sight lines where Hj is detected are consistent with the regime where
cosmic-ray ionization rates inferred from the analytical expressions in Indriolo & McCall (2012) and
detailed chemical models in Neufeld & Wolfire (2017) are in good agreement.

4. DISCUSSION
4.1. Vela SNR

Unfortunately, H observations toward 6 of the 8 target sight lines near the Vela SNR were never
executed. To better study the cosmic-ray ionization rate in the region, I also consider previously
reported H3 observations toward HD 73882 (Crabtree et al. 2011; Indriolo & McCall 2012) as well
as OH™ observations toward HD 75309, HD 75860, and HD 79186 (Bacalla et al. 2019), HD 78344
(Zhao et al. 2015), and HD 76341 (Kretowski et al. 2010). OH™ is a tracer of the cosmic-ray ionization
rate of atomic hydrogen in diffuse clouds, and the relationship between the primary ionization rate of
H (¢p; does not include ionization by secondary electrons), the total ionization rate of H, ((H), and the
total ionization rate of Hy is roughly ¢, = ((H)/1.5 = ((H2)/2.3 (Glassgold & Langer 1973, 1974).
Using this scaling relation, ((Hz) values corresponding to the (, results reported in Bacalla et al.
(2019) are as follows: HD 75309: (15.9 4 10.1) x 1076 s=1: HD 75860: (11.5 + 1.6) x 10716 s71; HD
78344: (15.24+1.6) x 10716 s71; HD 79186: (27.8 +2.5) x 107'% s7!. Taking the values of E(B — V)
and W, (OH") reported in Kretowski et al. (2010) and using the analysis methods in Bacalla et al.
(2019), the Hy ionization rate toward HD 76341 is (5.3 & 2.3) x 107'® s7!. Tonization rates inferred
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from OH™ abundances are presented in Table 4. When combined with the results inferred from Hj,
it is clear that all seven sight lines that pass through or near the Vela SNR show elevated cosmic-ray
ionization rates with respect to the average value in diffuse clouds (~ 3 x 1071¢ s71; Indriolo & McCall
2012; Indriolo et al. 2015).

Figure 1 shows the locations of the target sight lines with respect to the Vela SNR, RX J0852—4622,
and Puppis A, while Table 4 provides details about the on-sky distances between the sight lines and
SNRs, as well as distances to the target stars themselves. There is no correlation between ¢((Hz) and
on-sky separation from either Vela or RX J0852—4622, as can be seen in Figure 6. While the target
stars are definitely beyond the Vela SNR, and most are also beyond the other two SNRs, the location
of the absorbing gas along the line of sight is difficult to determine. This makes it challenging to
definitively say whether or not the enhanced ionization rates are observed in gas that is in close
proximity to SNRs. The best way to draw a connection between the absorbing gas and the gas near
the SNRs is to search for similar radial velocities.

Absorption line studies of the Vela SNR targeting atomic gas (e.g., Na 1 and Ca 11) show sev-
eral components over a wide range of velocities, some of which change in intensity or velocity over
timescales of a few years (e.g., Cha & Sembach 2000; Kameswara Rao et al. 2020). The high radial
velocity gas (2 50 km s™!) is associated with the expanding Vela SNR, but these components tend
to be much weaker than the deepest absorption at about 0-10 km s~!, which cannot be definitively
linked to the SNR. Evidence for gas in the 10-30 km s~! range interacting with the SNR comes in the
form of high excitation C 1 absorption probing several shocked dense clouds (Nichols & Slavin 2004),
but again this does not constrain the location of the 0-10 km s~ gas where most of the CO and Hj
absorption arises. The best radial velocity match to the absorbing gas is CO emission from the VMR,
which peaks in the 6-10 km s™! range (Murphy & May 1991; Yamaguchi et al. 1999). Distance esti-
mates for the VMR are about 7004200 pc (Liseau et al. 1992), much farther than the Vela SNR, and
if the absorbing gas is associated with the Vela molecular clouds and their envelopes, then it would
not be in close proximity to the SNR. Gaia distance estimates place HD 73882 at 358J_r?5) pc (DR2;
Bailer-Jones et al. 2018) or 755725 pc (EDR3; Bailer-Jones et al. 2021), with the latter potentially
suffering from problems in the astrometric solution (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2021). The sight line
toward HD 73882 has an Hy column density of 12.9 + 2.4 x 10%° em™2 (Rachford et al. 2002), and
Hj absorption centered at about 6 km s™! (Indriolo & McCall 2012). If the smaller DR2 distance
is adopted, then a substantial column of molecular gas must be in the foreground to the VMR and
at the same radial velocity as the VMR, but if the DR3 distance is adopted, then this gas is likely
part of the VMR. Moriguchi et al. (2001) suggested that some of the CO emission coincident with
the Vela SNR is truly in close proximity to the remnant due to the spatial anti-correlation of CO
and X-ray emission in this region. Nothing conclusive about the location of absorbing gas along the
target sight lines can be drawn from the radial velocities of H and OH™, but there is a possibility
that the material is in close proximity to the Vela SNR.

Three sight lines considered here are in close proximity on-sky to the SNR RX J0852—4622: HD
75309, HD 75149, and CD —46 4786. RX J0852—4622 has a shell-type morphology observed in
gamma rays (Aharonian et al. 2005; Tanaka et al. 2011) that is well-matched by small clouds of CO
and H 1 emission in certain velocity intervals (Fukui et al. 2017). This spatial correspondence between
gamma-ray emission and interstellar matter is strong evidence for a hadronic rather than leptonic
origin for the gamma rays. The gas velocity varies as a function of position in the remnant, and
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on the western edge CO emission is observed at about 24 km s=!. The HD 75309 sight line passes
directly through the edge of the remnant in this region, while the HD 75149 sight line is nearby,
just outside of the remnant. CO and HJ absorption toward HD 75149 reported herein is centered
at about 6 km s~!, so this gas is most likely associated with the VMR, not the small CO clouds.
OH™ absorption toward HD 75309 is centered at 1.9 km s=! (J. Cami, private communication) and
so also not associated with the small clouds. CD —46 4786 is located just outside of the southeast
side of RX J0852—4622. Emission in the nearest small CO cloud peaks at about 20 km s~!, while the
absorption is centered at about 8 km s™!, so again the absorbing material does not match the compact
CO clouds. Despite the CO absorption velocities matching the VMR rather than the compact CO
clouds interacting with RX J0852—4622, it is still possible that this material is in close proximity to
the remnant since the SNR itself may be associated with the VMR (Slane et al. 2001; Allen et al.
2015).

Only two target sight lines, HD 70583 and HD 72014, are reasonably close to the Puppis A SNR
on-sky, and of those two only HD 70583 is located behind the remnant. Puppis A shows gamma-
ray emission on the northeast side of the SNR that is coincident with CO and H 1 emission in the
vpsr = 820 km s7! range (Hewitt et al. 2012; Aruga et al. 2022). This indicates the interaction
between hadronic cosmic rays and the ambient ISM, and the total cosmic-ray energy estimated from
the gamma-ray luminosity places the remnant in a phase where cosmic rays are escaping (Aruga et al.
2022). While the sight line toward HD 70583 passes 11 arcmin (4.3 pc at a distance of 1.3 kpc) to the
south of Puppis A, the strong CO absorption at 18 km s~! is within the velocity range that suggests
potential association with the SNR. Future observations of ionization rate tracers in this sight line
could place further constraints on the cosmic-ray flux near Puppis A.

The discussion thus far has assumed that inferred ionization rates are due entirely to ionization by
cosmic rays. As many supernova remnants emit X-rays, there is likely to be some contribution from
X-ray ionization as well. Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2003) give a prescription for estimating the ionization
rate due to X-rays right at the edge of an SNR. Taking the X-ray luminosities of the Vela SNR
and Puppis A reported by Silich et al. (2020) and the X-ray flux of RX J0852—4622 reported by
Takeda et al. (2016) and using the methods of Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2003) scaled up by a factor of 2
(for Hy ionization), I compute the X-ray ionization rates at the edge of these SNRs. Ifind 3x 10717 s,
2x 10718 571 and 4 x 1071% 57! for Vela, RX J0852—4622, and Puppis A, respectively. These results
suggest that the ionization rates presented in Table 4 are primarily due to cosmic-rays, as the Vela
and RX J0852—4622 X-ray ionization rates are factors of 10-1000 times smaller, and because sight
lines with inferred ionization rates are several tens of pc away from Puppis A.

4.2. W28 SNR

As shown in Figure 2, the sight lines toward HD 313599, CD—23 13793, and WR. 105 are in close
proximity to the W28 SNR, as is the sight line toward WR 104 for which CO and HJ absorption were
presented by McCall et al. (2002). The latter three sight lines also pass through the SNR G6.67-
0.42. Gamma-ray emission (HESS J1801-233) is coincident with the bright 90 ¢cm emission on the
northeast side of of W28 where dense molecular gas is also located. CO emission extends southward
from this point, across the overlap region between both SNRs, to the H 11 regions at 6 = —24° which
are also gamma-ray sources (HESS J1800-24; Aharonian et al. 2008; Maxted et al. 2016). While the
Gaia EDRS3 distance estimates for WR 104 and CD—23 13793 place both stars in front of W28, their
renormalized unit weight error (RUWE) values are much larger than 1.4, indicating problems with
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the astrometric solutions (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2021). The CO absorption observed toward both
stars suggests that they are in fact behind the molecular cloud on the eastern edge of the W28 SNR,
and thus capable of probing material near the remnant. Table 4 gives the on-sky separation between
the target sight lines and the edge of the W28 SNR at a distance of 1.9 kpc. As for Vela, Figure 6
shows no correlation between on-sky separation and ((Hs).

Ionization rates inferred for WR 104 and WR 105 are well above the average value in diffuse
molecular clouds, although as mentioned above these may all be largely overestimated. The ionization
rate toward HD 313599 is also well above average, and is the only sight line in the region for which
((Hy) is likely well constrained. CO and Hj absorption velocities in all three sight lines (WR 104
H7 and CO at about 10 km s™! and 21 km s7!, respectively; McCall et al. 2002) are in reasonable
agreement with the range of CO emission observed in this region (—10-25 km s™!; Nicholas et al.
2011). Previous estimates of the cosmic-ray ionization rate in dense gas near W28 were made using
observations of CO, HCO™, and DCO™ emission (Vaupré et al. 2014). Results ranged from the
average value in dense clouds to highly elevated (about 3 x 10717 s7! to 3 x 107! s71), indicating
varied ionization rates throughout the region. The Hj results match the high side of this range,
although it is possibile that the absorbing gas is not located near the SNR along the line of sight.
G6.67-0.42 is estimated to be at a distance of 3.7 kpc (Wang et al. 2020), but there is no information
available regarding gas velocities associated with this SNR. It is thus difficult to draw any conclusions
about whether or not H absorption might arise from gas in close proximity to G6.67-0.42.

The ionization rate due to X-rays at the edge of W28 can also be calculated using the methods
discussed above, and is in fact presented in Yusef-Zadeh et al. (2003) as 2.3x10716 s~ However,
there are some inconsistencies between this result and other entries in their Table 1, so I have
recalculated the X-ray ionization rate starting from their X-ray luminosity. I find an H, ionization
rate of 51077 s71, well below the inferred ionization rates for sight lines in this region, suggesting
that cosmic-rays are primarily responsible for the ionization of Hy here.

4.3. Spatial Variations in the Cosmic-Ray Flux

The ionization rates discussed above (and presented in Tables 3 and 4) lead to two questions:
What causes the ionization rate in one region to be higher (or lower) than elsewhere? What causes
variations in the ionization rate within a localized region?

The cosmic-ray spectrum at any point in the Galaxy is thought to be controlled by a few main fac-
tors. One common starting point is to assume a “sea” of Galactic cosmic rays—the result of particles
accelerated by all sources within the Galaxy and their diffusion throughout the disk prior to escape—
that sets the base particle spectrum. This spectrum can then be modified by, e.g., proximity to a site
of cosmic-ray acceleration that boosts the local particle flux, propagation through and interaction
with molecular material that causes energy losses (Padovani et al. 2009), or magnetic effects that
alter particle trajectories (e.g., Silsbee et al. 2018). Recent work suggests that the cosmic-ray sea (at
energies relevant for 7% production) is relatively uniform throughout the Galaxy, and that regions
experiencing higher particle fluxes are likely located close to acceleration sites (Aharonian et al. 2020;
Peron et al. 2021). This conclusion fits very well with the interpretation that the elevated ionization
rates found in the W28 and Vela regions are caused by proximity to particle accelerators, namely the
supernova remnants discussed herein.

On smaller spatial scales (of order a few pc), there are several more effects that should be considered
when investigating the cosmic-ray flux. These are the effects that can lead to variations of the cosmic-
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ray ionization rate within a given region. Simulations of particle acceleration predict higher efficiencies
for quasi-parallel geometries (background magnetic field is nearly aligned with the shock normal)
than for other orientations (Caprioli & Spitkovsky 2014), suggesting that the particle flux escaping
an SNR can vary with position around the remnant, as is seen for SN 1006 (e.g., Rothenflug et al.
2004). Additionally, particles escaping a remnant are expected to preferentially diffuse along magnetic
field lines (Nava & Gabici 2013), so that we might expect sight lines along magnetic field lines that
intersect an SNR to experience higher particle fluxes than sight lines for which the vector pointing
to an SNR is perpendicular to magnetic field lines. Magnetic focusing and mirroring are two more
effects related to magnetic fields that can alter the cosmic-ray flux (e.g., Kulsrud & Pearce 1969).
Focusing refers to the increased flux of particles that occurs as field lines—and the particles traveling
along them—converge. Mirroring refers to the reflection of particles in this same converging field
geometry as the increasing field strength causes pitch angles to increase and reverse the direction of
particle propagation along the field lines. While both of these effects work simultaneously, mirroring
dominates over focusing such that particle fluxes are reduced in regions of increased magnetic field
strength (Padovani & Galli 2011). Models of particle propagation through a molecular cloud complex
accounting for all of these effects found that the particle flux varies with the strength and orientation
of the magnetic field, demonstrating that magnetic effects can cause variations in the ionization rate
on small spatial scales (Owen et al. 2021).

Magnetic field orientations around the Vela and W28 SNRs are not particularly well-constrained,
although both regions have been the subject of multiple polarization studies (Milne & Dickel 1974;
Dickel & Milne 1976; Milne 1980, 1987; Duncan et al. 1996). W28 shows field lines that run parallel
to the bright radio arc on the north and east sides (Milne 1987), but the orientation at the target sight
lines is unknown. Vela shows a twisted magnetic field structure, with polarization vectors rapidly
changing direction across the remnant (Duncan et al. 1996). In both cases, it is not clear how the
field structures can be related to the inferred ionization rates. A simplified analysis considering the
angle defined by the target star, the center of the SNR, and a point due north of the SNR center is
shown in the bottom row of panels in Figure 6. In the case of a uniform magnetic field, the maximum
ionization rates might be expected in the directions parallel to the field lines, and minimum ionization
rates would be offset from the two maxima by 90°. Toward W28 and Vela the sight lines do not
sample a wide enough range of angles to search for this pattern. In RX J0852—4622 however, there
may be a hint of this effect as the ionization rates in sight lines near 90° and 270° are higher than
the ionization rates in sight lines near 0°. As the 180° region is not covered and the uncertainties on
((Hy) are rather large, more observations would be required to confirm this trend.

5. SUMMARY

Observations targeting Hf and CO absorption were made toward sight lines in close proximity on-
sky to the W28 and Vela SNRs. CO/H, abundance ratios and hydrogen number densities inferred
from CO excitation are indicative of diffuse molecular or translucent cloud conditions along most
of the target sight lines, regimes where the cosmic-ray ionization rate can be inferred from Hj
abundances using simple analytical expressions. All three sight lines toward the W28 SNR where
ionization rates are inferred have values that are above the average value in Galactic diffuse molecular
clouds, ¢(Hy) ~ 3x 1071 571, These findings are consistent with a previous study of the region where
elevated ionization rates were found at multiple locations within the dense gas (Vaupré et al. 2014).
All seven of the sight lines toward the Vela SNR where ionization rates are inferred (from Hj and
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OH™) have values that range from about 2-10 times the average value. X-ray ionization rates inferred
at the edges of the W28, Vela, and RX J0852—4622 supernova remnants are 10 to 1000 times lower
than the ionization rates found in the target sight lines, suggesting that the ionization is dominated
by cosmic rays. The results toward both SNRs support the scenario where cosmic rays are accelerated
in the remnants before diffusing outward and interacting with the nearby interstellar medium, where
the high flux of cosmic rays produces elevated ionization rates that are imprinted on the chemical
abundances. A major caveat of this interpretation is the unknown location of the absorbing gas along
each line of sight. While a given sight line may pass close to or even through a SNR on-sky, there is no
guarantee that the gas from which ionization rates are calculated is in close proximity to the remnant.
That said, the elevated ionization rates reported here certainly hint at some regional influence on the
cosmic-ray flux, regardless of association with SNRs. Furthermore, the results suggest that ionization
rates should be considered in the context of the environments surrounding the sight lines from which
they were derived. Such an analysis might reveal the source of the large scatter in the distribution
of inferred ((Hs) within the Galaxy.
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Table 1. H; Absorption Line Parameters

Target Transition ULSR FWHM Wi o(Wy) N(J,K) o(N(J, K))

(kms™1)  (kms™!) (107%um) (107%um) (10'® cm™2) (103 cm—2)

HD 313599  R(1,1)“ 12.7 7.2 4.18 0.33 17.3 1.39
HD 313599  R(1,0) 12.3 7.2 5.17 0.33 13.1 0.84
HD 313599  R(1,1)! 12.3 7.7 4.17 0.29 19.1 1.05
WR 105 R(1,1) 5.3 9.2 3.63 0.37 15.1 1.52
WR 105 R(1,1)v 14.4 5.6 1.36 0.30 5.64 1.23
WR. 105 R(1,0) 5.1 6.5 3.08 0.29 7.79 0.74
WR. 105 R(1,0) 14.1 7.8 2.71 0.31 6.86 0.79
WR 105 R(1,1)! 6.1 8.4 2.88 0.24 13.2 1.10
WR 105 R(1,1)! 15.7 6.8 1.89 0.23 8.67 1.04
HD 75149  R(1,1)v 6.6 5.2 0.92 0.18 3.83 0.73
HD 75149  R(1,0) 7.4 5.7 13.7 0.22 3.47 0.55
HD 75149  R(1,1)! 6.2 5.9 1.00 0.14 4.59 0.63
HD 75860  R(1,1)v 3.5 7.1 1.49 0.19 6.18 0.77
HD 75860  R(1,0) 2.7 7.4 1.81 0.19 4.58 0.48
HD 75860  R(1,1)! 2.5 8.6 1.65 0.17 7.57 0.79

NoTeE—Parameters are determined by fitting H;r absorption lines with gaussian functions.
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Table 2. CO Absorption Line Parameters

Target Transition ULSR FWHM W a(Wy) N(J)thin o(N(J)thin) N(J) o(N(J))

(kms~™1)  (kms~!) (107%um) (10~%pm) (10 cm~2) (10 ecm™2) (10 cm~2?) (10'* cm~?)

HD 313599 R(0) 12.0 4.0 22.17 2.36 10.14 1.08
HD 313599 R(1) 10.9 4.2 13.89 1.64 9.54 1.12
HD 313599 P(1) 10.7 4.5 13.95 2.38 19.09 3.26
HD 313599 R(2) 12.2 5.4 17.22 2.79 13.17 2.13
HD 313599 P(2) 11.0 4.6 13.76 2.25 15.66 2.56
HD 313599 P(3) - 500 2.53 2.69
CD —23 13793 R(0) 5.2 3.5 3.81 0.98 1.74 0.45
CD —23 13793 R(1) 4.5 2.4 2.65 0.94 1.82 0.65
CD —23 13793 R(2) - 3.0 1.05 0.80
CD —23 13793 R(0) 18.9 3.8 4.33 1.03 1.98 0.47
CD —23 13793 R(1) 18.9 4.0 2.68 1.19 1.84 0.82
CD —23 13793 R(2) - 4.00 1.21 0.93
WR. 105 R(0) 4.8 5.9 58.40 1.44 26.71 0.66 118.00 14.70
WR 105 R(1) 4.6 6.0 59.89 1.08 41.16 0.74 202.00 19.10
WR. 105 P(1) 3.9 5.5 51.64 1.21 70.66 1.65 213.00 18.00
WR 105 R(2) 4.8 6.1 56.37 1.29 43.10 0.99 171.00 18.00
WR. 105 P(2) 4.3 5.5 49.61 1.31 56.46 1.49 155.00 13.50
WR 105 P(3) 4.4 5.9 43.65 1.01 46.29 1.07 102.00 5.95
WR. 105 R(4) 5.2 6.7 20.38 0.58 16.88 0.48 22.10 0.84
WR 105 R(5) 6.3 5.0 3.99 0.47 3.37 0.40 3.51 0.44
WR. 105 P(5) 6.2 3.4 3.97 0.44 3.96 0.44 4.13 0.50
WR 105 R(6) 7.2 2.6 1.49 0.48 1.28 0.41 1.30 0.43
WR 105 P(6) . 3.00 0.37 0.36
WR 105 R(0) 16.5 4.3 15.55 1.21 7.11 0.55
WR. 105 R(1) 16.3 4.2 19.30 0.89 13.26 0.61
WR 105 P(1) 15.9 3.8 10.55 0.99 14.44 1.35
WR. 105 R(2) 16.4 4.7 14.75 111 11.28 0.85
WR. 105 P(2) 16.0 4.0 8.48 1.09 9.65 1.24
WR 105 P(3) 16.4 4.9 5.42 0.92 5.75 0.97
WR. 105 R(4) 15.6 2.9 1.57 0.38 1.30 0.31
WR 105 R(5) 4.09 0.62 0.52
HD 70583 R(0) 3.9 3.9 2.96 0.60 1.35 0.28
HD 70583 R(1) 2.9 3.5 2.03 0.48 1.39 0.33
HD 70583 R(2) - 4.0@ 0.59 0.45
HD 70583 R(0) 18.0 4.3 18.16 0.64 8.31 0.29
HD 70583 R(1) 17.1 4.9 18.44 0.58 12.67 0.40
HD 70583 P(1) 17.2 4.8 12.21 0.70 16.71 0.96
HD 70583 R(2) 17.9 4.2 10.39 0.57 7.95 0.44
HD 70583 P(2) 17.8 3.6 7.24 0.33 8.24 0.37
HD 70583 P(3) 17.2 5.5 2.88 0.81 3.06 0.86
HD 70583 R(5) 500 0.50 0.42
HD 72014 R(0) 5.00 2.15 0.98
HD 72014 R(1) 500 1.90 1.31

Table 2 continued on next page
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Table 2 (continued)

Target Transition ULSR FWHM W o(Wy) N(J)thin o(N(J)thin) N({J) o(N(J))

(km s~ (kms~!) (107%um) (10~%pm) (10 cm~2) (10 ecm™2) (10 cm~2?) (10'* cm~?)

HD 74194 R(0) 5.00 0.88 0.40

HD 74194 R(1) 500 0.68 0.47

HD 75149 R(0) 6.0 11.0 7.83 1.01 3.58 0.46

HD 75149 R(1) 3.9 7.3 2.40 0.46 1.65 0.32

HD 75149 R(2) 9.0¢ 0.43 0.33

HD 75211 R(0) 2.6 4.5 13.84 1.05 6.33 0.48

HD 75211 R(1) 1.3 3.6 8.02 0.85 5.51 0.58

HD 75211 R(2) 4.00 0.59 0.45

HD 75860 R(0) 7.00 0.45 0.21

HD 75860 R(1) 7.00 0.64 0.44
CD —46 4786 R(0) 7.5 6.3 63.59 2.42 29.08 1.11 143.00 31.10
CD —46 4786 R(1) 6.6 6.4 54.19 2.12 37.24 1.46 112.00 16.40
CD —46 4786 P(1) 7.4 5.4 41.86 1.42 57.28 1.95 111.00 8.58
CD —46 4786 R(2) 8.4 4.3 22.31 0.73 17.06 0.56 22.50 1.00
CD —46 4786 P(2) 8.4 3.9 20.33 0.64 23.13 0.73 29.50 1.23
CD —46 4786 P(3) 8.1 4.0 2.35 1.19 2.49 1.26
CD —46 4786 R(5) . 4.00 0.67 0.57

HD 78344 R(0) 4.9 6.7 93.31 0.98 42.68 0.45 7060.00 1070.00

HD 78344 R(1) 4.3 6.1 77.46 0.72 53.23 0.50 1380.00 123.00

HD 78344 P(1) 3.0 6.1 70.11 1.75 95.92 2.40 1160.00 237.00

HD 78344 R(2) 4.5 5.6 31.14 0.91 23.81 0.70 38.50 1.95

HD 78344 P(2) 4.3 5.6 25.66 1.22 29.20 1.39 42.00 3.29

HD 78344 P(3) 6.00 0.94 1.00

NoTE—Parameters determined from fitting CO absorption lines with gaussian functions. In the case of non-detections, the 1o limits are
reported. For WR 105, CD —46 4786, and HD 78344 doppler parameters of b = 1.19 km s~1, b = 1.26 km s~ !, and b = 1.16 km s~ 1,
respectively, were adopted when computing column densities using a curve-of-growth analysis.

@FWHM adopted for computing upper limits on the equivalent width in the case of non-detections.
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Table 3. Total Column Densities and Cosmic-ray Ionization Rates

Target N(Hg) H> Reference N(CO) N(CO)/N(H2) ny N(Hgf) ¢(Ha)
(1020 cm~—2) (10 cm~2) (x1079) (cm™3) (10% cm=2) (10716 s~ 1)
W28 SNR
HD 313599 10.14+5.06 CH,1 34.9£2.2 3.4 160£40 31.6£1.52 11.446.81
CD —23 13793 (5 km s~ 1) 11.4£5.6 CH,1 3.56+0.79 0.31 160£110
CD —23 13793 (19 km s~ 1) 5.61+2.8 CH,1 3.82+0.94 0.68 190£120
WR 105 (5 km s~ 1) 23.3< N(Hp) <43.9 E(B-V)2 61623 14-26 16004850  21.6+1.50  18.1-33.9¢
WR 105 (15 km s~ 1) 2.73< N(Hp) <233 E(B-V)2  384+15 1.7-14 222041540  14.3+2.28  30.8-2567
WR 104 44.7£22.3 E(B-V),3 94.9+£2.2 2.1 1590+1130 23.2+1.5 18.9+17.04
Vela SNR
HD 70583 (3 km s 1) 0.99< N(H2) <6.38 E(B-V),4 2.75+0.43 0.43-2.8 160£80
HD 70583 (17 kms~1)  6.38< N(Hy) <11.8 E(B-V)4  32.5+1.0 2.8-5.1 375042550
HD 72014 2.90+£1.45 E(B-V),5 < 6.87 <24
HD 74194 3.71£1.83 CH,6 < 2.61 < 0.70
HD 75149 4.86£2.43 CH,6 5.23+0.56 1.1 350+50 7.73£0.77 12.7£7.26
HD 75211 6.57+3.24 CH,6 11.8£0.8 1.8 210+40
HD 75860 8.00£3.98 CH,6 < 1.93 < 0.24 200 11.44+1.09 6.53+4.85
CD —46 4786 17.14+8.80 CH,6 280+£32 16 1730£1480
HD 78344 17.1£8.45 CH,6 8430£1080 492 309042600
HD 73882 12.9£2.39 Hs,7 355+170 28 520 9.02+0.50 9.71+£5.57

NOTE—H3 column densities are estimated using proxy observations as indicated in the Ho References column. An entry of ‘CH’ signifies that the

Ho column density is calculated from the CH column density using the relation N(CH)/N(H2) = 3.5f%}1 x 1078 from Sheffer et al. (2008). An

entry of ‘E(B — V)’ signifies that the Ha column density is calculated from E(B — V) using the relation Ny ~ E(B — V)5.8 x 102! cm ™2 mag ™!
from Bohlin et al. (1978), and assuming 2N (H2)/Nu = fu, = 2/3. An entry of ‘Hz’ indicates direct measurement from Ha absorption. Numbers
refer to the sources of N(CH) and E(B — V), and are as follows: (1) Adam Ritchey, private communication; (2) - Rate & Crowther (2020); (3)
- Conti & Vacca (1990); (4) - E(B — V) estimated from photometry (Zacharias et al. 2012), spectral type (Houk 1978, 1993), and intrinsic color
(Fitzgerald 1970); (5) - Jenkins et al. (1976); (6) - Gredel et al. (2002); (7) - Rachford et al. (2002). Total CO and Hg,L column densities are found
by summing over the state-specific column densities reported in Tables 1 and 2. In cases where a state is probed by multiple transitions (e.g.,
the J =1 and J = 2 states of CO, and the (J, K) = (1, 1) state of ng) the state-specific column density is determined from a variance weighted
average of the different measurements before being combined in the sum over all states. In cases where CO absorption is not detected, 30 upper
limits on column densities are reported. CO and H;r column densities for WR 104 are from McCall et al. (2002). For HD 73882 N(CO) and ng
are from Sonnentrucker et al. (2007) and N(H;r) is from Crabtree et al. (2011).

@This ionization rate may be an overestimate as diffuse cloud chemistry becomes a poor assumption at the inferred gas density



Table 4. On-sky separation between target sight lines and SNRs

0¢

Target ¢(H2) d Gaia DR2 d Gaia EDR3 ULSR(H;) vLsr(OHT)  Angular Separation On-Sky Separation Angular Separation ~On-Sky Separation
(10716 s—1) (pe) (pe) (km s~1) (km s™1) (arcmin) (pe) (arcmin) (pe)
W28 SNR G6.67—0.42
HD 313599 11.4+6.81 21707535 22307190+ 12.4 3.8 2.1 N/A N/A
CD —23 13793 105213957 426752+ 3.5 2.0 T 0
WR. 105 18.1-33.9, 30.8-256 1760720 41317558 5.5, 14.7 6.3 3.5 T 0
WR 104 18.9+17.0 364271922 6897506 10.0 3.7 2.0 T 0
Vela SNR RX J0852.0—4622
HD 70583 20237156 2143783 T 0 315 69
HD 72014 783135 717139 T 0 282 62
HD 74194 22121199 2203178 T 0 88 19.2
HD 75149 12.7+7.26 17057359 14661122 6.7 T 0 5 1.1
HD 75211 171617323 15427132 T 0 94 20.5
HD 75860  6.53+4.85, 11.541.6 20357152 22657155 2.9 4.3 T 0 103 22.4
CD —46 4786 21217193 2149173 5 0.4 13 2.8
HD 78344 15.2+1.6 25091283 2149783 N.R. 103 8.6 113 24.6
HD 73882 9.7145.57 358779 755728+ 5.7 90 7.5 327 72
HD 75309 15.9+10.1 19317176 1797+122 1.9 T 0 T 0
HD 76341 5.3£2.3 12927128 1125788 N.R. 41 3.5 175 38.3
HD 79186 27.842.5 12797359 167772024 3.1 111 9.3 159 34.6

NoOTE—In considering whether or not sight lines can probe material in close proximity to each SNR, the following distances are adopted: W28 SNR - 1.9 kpc; G6.67—0.42 - 3.7 kpc; Vela SNR
- 287 pc; RX J0852.0—4622 - 750 pc. Columns 3 and 4 give the distances to the background stars as determined from the Gaia DR2 (Bailer-Jones et al. 2018; Gaia Collaboration et al.
2018) and EDR3 (Bailer-Jones et al. 2021; Gaia Collaboration et al. 2021) catalogs, respectively. EDR3 entries for which the renormalized unit weight error (RUWE) is greater than 1.4
are marked with a t in column 4, as this indicates potential problems with the astrometric solution (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2021), and thus unreliable distance estimates. If a star is
closer to the Earth than an SNR, an entry of N/A indicates that the sight line cannot be probing material in close proximity to that SNR. If a star is farther away from the Earth than an
SNR and is located within the SNR on-sky, then an entry of T indicates that the sight line passes through the SNR. If a star is farther away from the Earth than an SNR and is located
outside of the SNR on-sky, then the angular separation between the target star and the nearest edge of the SNR is reported. This angular separation is used along with the distance
to the SNR to calculate the minimum possible distance between the absorbing gas and the SNR. For sight lines where H3+ or OHT absorption is detected, the mean LSR velocity of all

absorption lines is reported. An entry of N.R. indicates that the gas velocity was not reported in the publication despite absorption being detected, while ..

has not been observed. The two ionization rates reported for HD 75860 were calculated from H;r and OH* abundances, respectively.

. indicates that the molecule
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Figure 1. ROSAT X-ray map of the Vela SNR for photon energies in the range 0.1 < E < 2.5 keV
(Aschenbach 1998). Data were retrieved from the NASA High Energy Astrophysics Science Archive Research
Center (https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/). Flux scaling is arbitrary as the intent of the image is simply to
show the locations of target sight lines with respect to the supernova remnants. Sight lines targeted in this
work, and previously observed sight lines with cosmic-ray ionization rate estimates, are marked by blue
squares and are labeled. The location and size of RX J0852.0—4622 is marked by a red circle (Maxted et al.

2018).
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Figure 2. VLA 90 cm continuum emission image of the W28 SNR. Data were retrieved from the MAGPIS
website (Helfand et al. 2006, http://third.ucllnl.org/gps). Flux scaling is arbitrary as the intent of the
image is simply to show the locations of target sight lines with respect to the supernova remnants. Sight
lines targeted in this work, and previously observed sight lines with cosmic-ray ionization rate estimates, are
marked by blue squares and are labeled. The approximate sizes and locations of G6.67—0.42 and the W28
SNR are marked by red circles (Brogan et al. 2006).
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Figure 3. The top panels show spectra of three sight lines toward the W28 SNR—WR 105, HD 313599,
and CD —23 13793—targeting the v = 1-0 band of CO near 4.7 ym. R-branch lines are shown as solid black
curves, and P-branch lines as dashed red curves. The bottom panels show spectra in the same sight lines
(except CD —23 13793, which had low S/N) targeting the v5 band of H;}r In all panels spectra have been
shifted vertically for clarity, and gaps indicate regions where the removal of atmospheric features was poor.
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Observations targeting the v = 1-0 band of CO near 4.7 pm in six sight lines toward the Vela
SNR—HD 70583, CD—46 4786, HD 78344, HD 72014, HD 74914, and HD 75211—are shown here. Notation
is the same as in Figures 3 and 4, but no H; observations were made toward these sight lines.
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Figure 6. In the top row, ionization rates are plotted as a function of the minimum distance between
the absorbing gas and the SNR (values from Table 4). In the bottom row, ionization rates are plotted as
a function of angle around the remnant, defined as 0° at due north, and increasing to the east. Center
coordinates used for each remnant to define these angles are 18h30m00s, —23°26'00” for W28, 08h34m00s,
—44°50'00” for Vela, and 08h52m19.2s, —46°20'24” for RX J0852.0—4622.
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