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A B ST R A C T

W e presenta wide �eld,sub-arcm inute resolution VLA im age ofthe Galac-
tic Center region at 330 M Hz. W ith a resolution of� 700� 1200 and an RM S
noise of1.6 m Jy beam �1 ,thisim age represents a signi�cant increase in resolu-
tion and sensitivity overthepreviously published VLA im age atthisfrequency.
The im proved sensitivity has m ore than tripled the census ofsm alldiam eter
sources in the region,has resulted in the detection oftwo new Non Therm al
Filam ents(NTFs),18 NTF candidates,30 pulsarcandidates,revealspreviously
known extended sourcesin greaterdetail,and hasresulted in the�rstdetection
ofSagittariusA � in thisfrequency range.

A version ofthis paper containing fullresolution im ages m ay be found at
http://lwa.nrl.navy.m il/nord/AAAB.pdf.

Subjectheadings: Galaxy: center | radio continuum : general| techniques:
interferom etric

1. Introduction

At a distance ofonly 8 kpc, the Galactic center (GC) o�ers an unparalled site for
exam ining the environm ent ofa (m oderately)active galactic nucleus. A m ulti-wavelength
approach isessentialto understanding thediverserangeofphenom ena in theGC,and low-
frequencies(� < 1000 M Hz)provideseveralcrucialbene�tsin obtaining a com pletepicture
oftheGC.At330 M Hz,therm alsourcessuch asclassicalH IIregionshave notyetbecom e
self-absorbed while non-therm alsources such as supernova rem nants (SNRs) are typically
detected easily.Thustheinteractionsbetween these sources(e.g.in regionsofm assive star
form ation) can be studied. M ore generally,low frequency observations have intrinsically
large �eldsofview,allowing the variouscom ponentsofthe GC to be placed into a larger
context.

TheGalacticCenter(GC)was�rstim agedat330M Hzathighresolutionin1989(Pedlar
etal.1989;Anantharam aiah etal.1991).Advancesenabled bytheseearlyim agingprogram s
include revealing the 70 radio halo around the SagittariusA region and constraining the 3-
dim ensionalstructure ofthe region through opticaldepth distributions. However,im aging
algorithm satthetim ewereunableto com pensateforthenon-coplanarnatureoftheVLA.
Hencethefullprim arybeam oftheVLA at330M Hz(FW HM 1560)wasnotcorrectly im aged
and only thevery centeroftheGC region wasstudied athigh �delity.



{ 3 {

M ore recently,exploiting a num ber ofadvances in im aging algorithm s to com pensate
forthenon-coplanarnatureoftheVLA,LaRosa etal.(2000)re-im aged thesedata,form ing
a full�eld ofview im age. Thisled to the discovery ofm any new sources,and provided an
unparalleled censusofboth extended and sm alldiam eter,therm aland non therm alsources
within 100pc(projection)oftheGC.Thiswasa�orded by signi�cantadvancesin wide-�eld
im aging algorithm s,coupled with greatly increased com putationalpower. However,even
thate�ortfellshortofutilizing thefullresolving poweroftheVLA and thecom m ensurate
im proved sensitivity it would have a�orded. Since those data were presented,signi�cant
im provem entsin software,hardware,and com putationalpowerhavecontinued toberealized.
Thism otivated usto revisittheGC in orderto achieve furtherim provem entsin resolution
and sensitivity at330 M Hz.

In thispaperwe presentanalysisofourlatest330 M Hz im age generated from new A
and B con�guration data sets,which areappropriateforgenerating a m ap with a m inim um
ofconfusion noiseand m axim um sensitivity to sm allerscale(. 10)structure.Consequently
the entire GC region contained by the prim ary beam ofthe VLA hasbeen im aged atthe
m axim um possible resolution forthe �rsttim e. The im age iscentered on the radio-bright
Sagittarius A region and provides a resolution of700� 1200 and an RM S sensitivity of1.6
m Jy beam �1 ,an im provem entby roughly a factorof5 in both param etersovertheLaRosa
etal.(2000)im age.

The im proved sensitivity and resolution have led to the detection ofatleasttwo new
Non Therm alFilam ents(NTFs),18 NTF candidatesand 30 pulsarcandidates. Ithasalso
revealed previously known extended sourcesin greaterdetailand signi�cantly increased the
censusofsm alldiam etersourcesin the GC region. In x2 we describe the observationsand
in x3 we describe data reduction,im age re-construction,and astrom etry. In x4 and x5 we
discuss sm alldiam eter sources,and in x6 we present im ages ofresolved sources including
newly discovered NTFsand NTF candidates.Ourconclusionsarepresented in section x7.

2. O bservations

Twosetsofobservationswereobtained assum m arized in Table1.The�rstwasobserved
at330M Hzin theA con�guration oftheVLA in October1996.Six M Hzoftotalbandwidth
centered on 332.5 M Hz wassplitinto 64 channelsin orderto enable radio frequency inter-
ference (RFI)excision aswellasto m itigate the e�ectsofbandwidth sm earing (chrom atic
abberation). These data were from a seriesofobservationsdesigned to �nd candidate GC
pulsars(i.e.,sm alldiam eter,steep-spectrum objects;Lazio & Cordes2004).Thesecond set
ofobservationswereobtained in theA and B con�gurationsoftheVLA and wereobtained



{ 4 {

between M arch 1998 and M ay 1999. A totalbandwidth of3 M Hz centered at327.5 M Hz
wassplitinto 32 channels.Unlikethearchivaldata re-processed by LaRosa etal.(2000),all
thesenew data wereobtained using all27 antennasoftheVLA.

3. D ata R eduction

Data reduction and im aging at330 M Hz with the VLA utilizesprocedures sim ilarto
those em ployed atcentim eterwavelengths. Key di�erencesare the need form ore intensive
dataeditingand therequirem enttoim plem entnon-coplanarim agingofthefull�eld ofview
in orderto m itigatetheconfusion from the num erousextended and sm alldiam etersources
in the prim ary beam 2.In generalwe followed reduction and im aging proceduresanalogous
tothestepsreported in LaRosaetal.(2000),although thespeed and sophistication ofm any
ofthespecialized algorithm shavebeen greatly im proved.

Initialux density and phasecalibration wereconducted in thestandard m anner,with
CygnusA used forbandpasscalibration in the1998 data and 3C286 used in the1996 data.
Flux density calibration wasbased on observationsof3C286,and initialphase calibration
wasobtained using theVLA calibratorsB1830�360 and B1711�251.

3.1. R adio Frequency Interference Excision

A key issueforlow frequency datareduction attheVLA istheim pactofradiofrequency
interference(RFI).Som esourcesofinterference,such aslightning and solar-related activity,
arenorm ally broad-band,and requirethosetim eperiodsto becom pletely excised from the
data. However,RFIat330 M Hz ism ostly narrow-band. Algorithm sexistthatattem ptto
autom ate the rem ovalofonly those channels with interference. W e elected to inspect the
data and rem ove RFIm anually because in our experiences with autom ated RFIexcision,
eitheravailable algorithm srem oved too m uch good data,orfailed to excise su�cientRFI,
particularly atlow-levels.

RFIexcision wasbased on thefollowing criteria -�rst,visibilitieswith excessiveam pli-
tudes(e.g.,> 100�)were agged. Then the visibility data am plitudeswere scrutinized in
both StokesIand V.StokesV isparticularly usefulin locating RFIasthereshould bevery

2A full description of low-frequency VLA data reduction procedures is at hURL:
http://rsd-www.nrl.navy.m il/7213/lazio/tutorial/i.
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little circular polarization at these frequencies3 while RFIis often highly circularly polar-
ized.Baselinesand tim erangesthatshowed excessivedeviation from surrounding datawere
agged.An additionalm eansby which RFIwaslocalized wastheidenti�cation ofsystem ic
ripplesin theim age.Determ iningthespatialfrequency oftheseripplesallowed theo�ending
baselineand tim erangeto belocated and rem oved from thevisibility (u-v)dataset.

AfterRFIexcision,thespectrallinedata weresm oothed by a factoroftwo in orderto
lowerthecom putationalcostofim aging.Assensitivity declinessteeply neartheedgeofthe
bandwidth,theend channelswereom itted.Theresulting data sethad a bandwidth of2.34
M Hz,12 channelswith 0:195 M Hzeach.

3.2. W ide-Field Im aging & Self-C alibration

An additionalcom plication for low frequency im aging is that the com bination ofthe
large �eld ofview (FW HM 1560 at 330 M HZ),high angular resolution,and non-coplanar
nature ofthe VLA necessitates specialized im aging algorithm s to avoid im age distortion.
W e em ployed the polyhedron algorithm ofCornwell& Perley (1992),in which the sky is
approxim ated by m any two-dim ensionalfacets.W echoseourfacetstobe� 300in size.This
choicewasdriven by thedegreeofnon-coplanarim agedistortion deem ed acceptableatfacet
edges. The algorithm shiftsthe phase centerto the centerofan individualfacetand then
gridsthe u-v channeldata before itisim aged.Iterating overm any facetsallowsthe entire
prim ary beam to be im aged with m inim alnon-coplanare�ects,atthe m inim albandwidth
sm earing oftheindividualchannels,and atthesensitivity ofthefullbandwidth.

Below � 1 GHz,atm ospheric phase errors for interferom eters are dom inated by the
ionosphere.In orderto rem ove ionosphericphaseerrors,an im aging/self-calibration (Corn-
well& Form alont1999)loop isused.Foreach data set,severaliterationsofself-calibration
wereused to im provethedynam icrange.A phaseselfcalibration intervalof2 m inuteswas
used asthisisgenerally shortenough to track ionosphericchangesand long enough to pro-
vide a su�cientsignal-to-noise ratio. Am plitude self-calibration wasused only afterm any
iterationsofphase-only im aging/self-calibration loops,and utilized largersolution intervals,
asdescribed below.

Currentangle-invariantim plem entationsofself-calibration solve forone phase and/or

3The radio source associated with the m assive black hole in the centerofourgalaxy,SgrA �,isslightly
circularly polarized athigherfrequencies(Bower,Falcke,& Backer1999).However,the ux density ofthis
sourceisvery low (< 0.1% )com pared to the totalux density in the�eld.
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am plitudeperantenna pertim einterval.Forthisreason,only ionosphericuctuationswith
isoplanaticpatch sizesontheskylargecom pared tothe�eld ofview canbeproperlyrem oved.
Form sofanglevariantself-calibration areneeded to com pensatefornon-isoplanatice�ects,
especially atthelowerVLA frequency of74 M Hzwherethosee�ectsbecom esevere.

The state ofionospheric weather during an observation hasa strong bearing on data
quality. W e were fortunate to have a very calm ionosphere during both A con�guration
observations.In ourB con�guration observation,theionospherewaslesscalm and datafrom
a sm allnum berofrelatively longeru-v baselineshad to beagged forthe�rsttwo hoursof
theobservation.Howeverthosedata werecom pensated forby high quality A con�guration
data covering regionsofthe u-v plane lostto the turbulentionospheric conditionsearly in
theB con�guration.

Forthespecialcase ofthe GC,m ost(> 90% )ofthe ux density in the prim ary beam
lies within the centralfacet containing Sgr A.Untilproperly deconvolved,artifacts from
Sgr A dom inate allother sources oferror in the im age. At the early stages ofim aging,
calibration and ionospheric phase errors com pound this confusion problem . Therefore,in
the �rst im aging iteration,only the centralfacetcontaining SgrA wasim aged. However,
m uch ofthe em ission in this �eld is di�use,and standard deconvolution,which assum es
pointsourceson an em pty background,willnotdeconvolve thisdi�useem ission e�ectively.
Hence SDI(Steer,Dewdney,& Ito 1984)deconvolution in AIPS wasused.SDIclean m ore
e�ectively cleans di�use em ission by selecting and deconvolving allpixels above a certain
intensity in an im age instead ofiteratively deconvolving a few brightpixels. However,we
found thatstarting with SDIclean resulted in the rem ovaloftoo m uch em ission from the
centralbrightregion,causingdeconvolution errorsin each successivem ajorcycle.Therefore,
deconvolution wasstarted with standard Cotton/Schwab (SGI)clean,and switched to SDI
afterthe�rstm ajorcycle.Gradually thenum beroffacetswasexpanded so thatsuccessive
loops ofphase self-calibration and im aging encom passed the full�eld ofview. Once the
num beroffacetswasbeen expanded to includetheentire�eld,a �nalam plitudeand phase
self-calibration with a long (� onehour)solution intervalwasperform ed to correctforany
system atic gain o�setsbetween antennas.

3.3. M ulti-C on�guration D ata Synthesis

The data from each ofthe three epochs were reduced separately following the proce-
duresoutlined above.Oncereasonably high dynam icrangeim agescould beproduced from
allthreedatasets,intensitiesofsm alldiam etersourceswerechecked forinternalconsistency.
The 1996 A con�guration im age wasfound to have sm alldiam etersource intensitieswhich
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were system atically low by a factor ofroughly 20% ,for reasons we could not determ ine.
Forthis reason,aswellasto bring alldata onto a com m on am plitude scale,the datasets
were self-calibrated one�naltim e.Theconcatenated u-v datasetwasam plitudeand phase
self-calibrated with the 1998 B con�guration im age asthe m odel. The self-calibration was
doneusing atim eintervalof12hours,longerthan thetim eofany oftheindividualobserva-
tions.Thiscorrected forany system ic gain orposition o�setsbetween thedatasets.The B
con�guration m odelwaschosen to anchorthisalignm entbecauseuseofan A con�guration
m odelwould bias the ux densities to be too low. W hile this technique aligned the ux
density scales ofthe three datasets,absolute ux density calibration rem ains unknown at
aboutthe 5% level(Baarsetal.1977). Afterthislastself-calibration,the com bined data
were im aged a �naltim e,producing the �nalfacets. For the �nalim age,allfacets were
interpolated onto onelargegrid,resulting in a singleim agewith a resolution of� 700 � 1200

and an RM S noise of1.6 m Jy beam �1 . Figure 1 shows the �nalim age,containing over a
third ofa billion 100� 100pixelsand Figure2 showsthecentral� 1:2�� 1:0� ofthe�eld.The
totaldeconvolved ux density from thecom bined data setwas326 Jy.

3.4. A strom etry

Absolute position determ ination for low frequency im ages inevitably relies on tying
theircoordinatesto a grid ofsourceswhosepositionsaredeterm ined from higherfrequency
m aps. The low frequency data alone are incapable ofproviding good astrom etry for two
key reasons. First,self-calibration inherently returnsan im proved visibility data setwhose
position is arbitrarily tied to the position ofan im perfect starting m odel. Secondly,even
priorto self-calibration thelargescalecom ponentoftheionosphereintroducesan arbitrary
phaseshifton both target�eld and phasecalibratorobservations.Fortunately,asdescribed
by Erickson (1984), this second e�ect m anifests itself m ainly as a globalposition shift,
and to �rstorderdoesnotdistortthe brightness distribution within the im age. Hence to
correct for these positionalinaccuracies,sm alldiam eter sources extracted from the im age
(x4)were registered againstthe NRAO VLA Sky Survey (NVSS)1.4 GHz survey (Condon
etal.1998). Figure 3 showsthe relative positionsofthe 103 m atching sources. The m ean
ofthisdistribution iso�setfrom zero by 0.3700 in RightAscension and 2.400 in Declination.
Allsm alldiam etersourcepositionswereadjusted to accountfortheseo�sets.W ede�nethe
rootm ean square deviation from them ean,2.100,asthepositionalaccuracy ofthecom pact
sources.
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4. Sm allD iam eter Sources

Locatingand catalogingsm alldiam eter(lessthan �twobeam widths)sourcesin theGC
region ischallenging. Regionsofextended em ission can confuse autom ated sm alldiam eter
source detection algorithm s,yetdetection by eye can biasagainst�nding weak sources. In
thisdata set,wehavetheadvantagethatagreatdealoftheextended em ission in theregion
hasbeen resolved out,butenough em ission stillexistsin supernova rem nants,non-therm al
�lam entsand extended H IIregionstoconfuseautom ated searches.Forthisreason,weused
a hybrid sm alldiam etersource search m ethod in which regionsofextended em ission were
excluded from autom ated sm alldiam eter source searches. These regions included the Sgr
A region and theregion to thenortheastalong theGalacticplaneextending outto theSgr
D H IIregion.To thesouth,thenon-therm al�lam entSgrC and the"Tornado" supernova
rem nantwerealsorem oved.From therem ainingregion,an autom ated sm alldiam etersource
search algorithm 4 wasused to locatesourceswith a signalto noise threshold exceeding 5�.
Searchesbyeyewerethenusedinareasthathadbeenrem oved.Duetoconfusinguxdensity,
sm alldiam etersource detection in these areascan notbe considered com plete. Finally,all
sourceswere exam ined by eye to exclude genuinely extended sources,sidelobe artifacts,or
sim ilarly m is-identi�ed sm alldiam eter sources. In total,241 sm alldiam eter sources were
identi�ed in thism anner,m orethan tripling thenum berofsm alldiam etersourcesdetected
in LaRosa etal.(2000).Figure1 showsthelocationsofthe GalacticcenterP-band survey
(GCPS)sm alldiam etersources.

Oncethesm alldiam etersourceshad been found,two dim ensionalGaussianswere�tto
the sourcesin orderto solve forpositions,intensities,ux densities,and deconvolved sizes.
Thedistanceofeach sourcefrom thephasecenterwascom puted,and theresulting prim ary
beam correction was applied. It should be noted that the prim ary beam correction is a
m odeled function and thereforeux densitiesofsourcesbeyond thehalfpowerpointofthe
prim ary beam (� 800)should beconsidered uncertain.Furtherm ore,therearem any sources
in theGC region which areextended atthisresolution,butarestilldetected by thesearch
routine.Forthisreason,weincludetheaverageofthem ajorand m inoraxesoftheGaussian
�t to each source. In the cases where this value is signi�cantly greater than the average
beam size (9.7500),the source m ay be partially resolved,and the ux density m easurem ent
isthereforeonly a lowerlim it.Detailsaregiven in Table2.Colum n 1 num bersthesources,
colum n 2identi�essourcesusingtheirGalacticcoordinates,colum ns3and 4givesourceRA
and DEC,colum n 5 givesm axim um intensity,colum n 6 givestheRM S oftheim agein the
region localto thesource,colum n 7 givesux density,colum n 8 givesthearithm aticm ean

4AIPS task SAD.
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ofthe deconvolved m ajorand m inoraxes,colum n 9 givesthe o�setofthe source from the
phase center,and colum n 10 contains inform ation pertaining to source m atches from the
SIM BAD database.Figure4 displaysthelocationsofsourcesin Table2.

In ordertoobtain spectralinform ation,wecom pared ourcatalog(Table2)againstthree
catalogsathigherfrequencies.Table3 detailssourceshaving counterpartsin thesesurveys.
Sourceswere considered a m atch iftheirstated location m atched oursto within 1500. Ata
frequency of1.4 GHz,theGPSR (Zoonem atkerm anietal.1990 & Helfand etal.1992)and
2LC (Lazio & Cordes2004)surveyswereused.TheGPSR m atchesourobservationswellin
survey area and in resolution.The2LC hasa m uch sm allerbeam sizeand lim ited coverage
(inner� 1�),butwasusefulin resolving sourcesseparated by lessthan a beam .At5 GHz,
thecom panion survey to theGPSR,theGPSR5 (Beckeretal.1994)wasused asitm atches
ourresolution and coverageaswell.

Ofparticularnotearetwo transientsources(GCRT J1746�2757and XTE J1748�288)
both described in Hym an et al.(2002). The form er was discovered with this data and is
undetected in the X-ray. The latter,an X-ray transient,was�rstdetected athigherradio
frequencies by Hjellm ing et al.(1998). W e are presently m onitoring the GC at 330 M Hz
severaltim esa yearin orderto constrain the frequency and m agnitude ofGalactic center
transients(Hym an etal.2003).

5. A ssessing Sm allD iam eter Source Populations

5.1. Sm allD iam eter Source D ensity

AstheGalacticcenterisoneofthem ostdensely populated regionsofthesky,weexpect
the source density to be greaterthan in otherregionsofthe sky. To testthishypothesis,
sourcecountsfrom thedeep W SRT (W ierenga1991)and Cohen etal.(2003)surveys,bothat
330M Hz,wereexam ined.Cohen etal.im aged a region farfrom theGalacticplanewith the
VLA with sensitivity and beam sizesim ilartoourGC im age.W ithin thehalfpowerpointof
theprim arybeam ,andcorrectingforslightlygreatersensitivityintheCohenetal.im age,209
sm alldiam etersourcesweredetected in Cohen etal.versus123in ourGalacticcenterim age.
W ierenga (1991)used the W esterbork Synthesisarray telescope to survey a large region of
the sky (� 90 square degrees),and �ta di�erentialsource count(dN

dS
)m odelto the data.

Figure 5 shows the euclidian norm alized di�erentialsource counts forthe Galactic Center
im age with the (dN

dS
) m odelfrom the deep W SRT survey (W ierenga 1991) superim posed.

Thenum berofsourcesexpected underthism odelwasobtained by thenum ericalintegration
ofthefollowing:
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N =

�m axZ

�m in

2�d�

1Z

Sm in

dN

dS
dS

W here �m in is the radialdistance from the phase center at which the integration is
started,�m ax is the radialdistance at which the integration is stopped,and Sm in,is the
m inim um detectable intensity at�m ax.Forourpurposes,�m in = 100in orderto exclude the
centralSgrA supernova rem nant,�m ax isthe fullwidth athalfm axim um (FW HM )ofthe
prim ary beam ,and Sm in is 15 m Jy,the 5� detection lim it at the FW HM ofthe prim ary
beam . W ith these values,W ieringa’s source count m odelpredicts 194 sources out to the
survey lim itofCohen etal.(1:3� radius). The observed value ofCohen etal.(2003)and
the expected value ofW ieringa (1991)agree to within 7% . However,the Galactic Center
region’s123 sourcesrepresentan underdensity of� 40% . Thisisatleastpartly explained
by thepresence ofbrightextended sourcessuch asSgrA,SgrB,and SgrC,asdetection of
sm alldiam etersources thatlie behind them isnotpossible. However,these sources cover
no m ore than 5% ofthe region. To explain thisunderdensity we hypothesize thatthe free
electron scattering screen ofCordesand Lazio (2004)issu�ciently strong in the Galactic
Centerregion thatsourcesoflowerintrinsic intensity arebeing scattered to such an extent
that their surface brightness falls below the detection lim it ofthe survey. The scattering
m odeland theram i�cationsofthisobservation arecovered in detailin section 5.3.

5.2. Sm allD iam eter Source C lassi�cation

Athigh Galacticlatitudesthe�eld ofview at330M Hzisdom inated by an extragalactic
source population,typically radio galaxies(e.g. Cohen etal.2003). Given thatthe line of
sightforthisobservation passesthrough them axim um extentoftheGalacticdisk,we also
expect a contribution from a Galactic source population(s). In this section we assess the
extent to which we have detected both a Galactic and extragalactic population ofsources
and in particularseek to classify theunderlying natureofthesm alldiam etercom ponent.

To determ ine ifany Galactic population ispresent,the clustering ofsources nearthe
Galacticplanewasexam ined.Figure1,showsthedistribution ofsm alldiam etersources.The
sourcesappeartobeconcentrated alongtheGalacticplane.In ordertotestthisobservation
statistically,allsm alldiam eter sources were placed into a radialcoordinate fram e. The
observation (phase) center is the center ofthe fram e,the parallelto the Galactic plane
toward the north is de�ned as zero degrees,and westward is de�ned as positive Galactic
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angle.A schem atic ofthiscoordinatesystem isshown in Figure6.Thiscoordinatesystem
waschosen becauseany given angleranged� willhaveequalarea,r2d�,whereristheradius
oftheim aged area.Furtherm orebecause thesensitivity oftheVLA prim ary beam fallso�
radially from thephasecenterany given r2d� also hasan equalsensitivity.

W e assum e thatany Galactic orextra-galactic population would be sym m etric about
theGalacticplane.Furtherm ore,both populationsareassum ed to besym m etric aboutthe
perpendiculartotheGalacticplanepassingthrough theGalacticcenter.Thesm alldiam eter
sourceswerethereforereected alongtheselinestoplaceallsourcesin onequadrant.In this
coordinate system ,sourcesnearthe Galactic plane willhave sm allGalactic angles(� 35�)
and sourcesfurtherfrom the plane willhave largerGalactic angles(� 55�). An unbinned
Kolm ogorov-Sm irnov (KS)testwasperform ed on thesedataagainstthenullhypothesisthat
thesourcesarerandom ly distributed.TheKS test,shown graphically in Figure7,excludes
the nullhypothesis ata con�dence levelof99.8% (3:6�). Furtherm ore,the percentage of
sourcesrisessteeply atlow Galacticangle,indicatingan overdensity neartheGalacticplane.
Thesm alldiam etersourcecatalog m ustthereforecontain a com ponentofGalacticsources,
asa purely extra-galactic sam ple would notshow clustering along the Galactic plane and
indeed m ightbe expected to show an anti-correlation due to increased scattering (Lazio &
Cordes1998a,b)along theplane.

A m eansofunderstanding thenatureofthesm alldiam etersourcesisvia theirspectral
index (S / �

�) for cases in which a higher frequency detection exists. The sources from
Table3 with 1.4 GHzGPSR (Zoonem atkerm anietal.1990 & Helfand etal.1992)m atches
were exam ined asthissurvey has sim ilarsensitivity and resolution to ourim age. Forthe
subset of 98 sources that m atched the GPSR survey we com puted spectralindices and
perform ed theKS testto determ ineifthesourcesclusteralong theGalacticplane.Figure8
isa histogram ofspectralindices with an overlayed Gaussian representing whatwould be
expected from a pureextragalacticsourcepopulation (DeBreuck etal.2000).Though m ost
(� 90% )ofthesourcesappeartohavespectralindicesconsistentwith extra-galacticsources,
there is a tailofthe distribution towards both at and steep spectralindices com pared
to what is expected from a pure extra-galactic population. Furtherm ore,the KS test on
sourceswith a GPSR m atch had a lowersigni�cancelevel(2:7�)than thesetofallsources,
indicating thatthough som e clustering along the plane m ay exist,the GPSR m atched set
ism ore random ly distributed. W e therefore conclude thatam ong the sources with GPSR
m atchesweareseeingam ostly extra-galacticsourcepopulation with afew (� 10% )Galactic
sources.Thetailofthedistribution towardssteep spectralindicesarenon-therm alGalactic
sources(e.g.pulsars,see below),while the tailtowardsatspectralindicespointstowards
therm alsources,e.g.H IIregionsand planetary nebulae.
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Because the GPSR hassuch wellm atched resolution and sensitivity to ourim age,the
rem aining143sm alldiam etersources(�60% ofoursm alldiam eterpopulation)areofinterest
becausethey m ustrepresenta non-therm alpopulation ofsourcesofrelatively steep spectral
index. In the area ofinterest the GPSR hasa detection threshold of5{10 m Jy. Figure 9
is a spectralindex histogram ofsources withouta GPSR m atch assum ing a 1.4 GHz ux
density of10 m Jy. Assum ing this ux density value results in spectralindices which are
upperlim its,i.e.allsourcesm usthavea spectralindex atleastthissteep.Again overlayed
is a Gaussian representing what is expected from a purely extra-galactic population (De
Breuck et al.2000). W hile roughly 50% ofthe sources in the region have spectralindex
upper lim its consistent with an extra-galactic population and could be background radio
galaxiesfallingbelow thesensitivity lim itoftheGPSR,alargenum berofthesourcesarefar
toosteep tobeconsistentwith being background radiogalaxies.M oreovertheKS testruled
outa nullhypothesiswith a 5:8� con�dence,indicating thatthese sourcestend to strongly
cluster along the Galactic plane. Hence we believe that we are detecting a population of
steep spectralindex sourcesofGalactic origin.Hypothesisforthe identity ofthese sources
are pulsars (x5.2.1),stellar clusters or young stellar objects (x5.2.2),and young Galactic
SNRs(x5.2.3).

5.2.1. Pulsarsand PulsarCandidates

Currentperiodicitysearchesforpulsarsarewellknown tobebiased againstshort-period,
distant,highlydispersed orscattered,and tightbinarypulsars(astherecentLyneetal.2004
detection ofJ0737�3039 illustrates)(e.g.Cordes& Lazio 1997).Aspulsarsareexpected to
havea sm alldiam eterand a steep spectralindex,thishigh-resolution,low frequency survey
m ightbe expected to be a m ore e�ective toolfor�nding Galactic centerpulsars. Forthis
reason,wehaveexam ined ourcatalog forpossiblepulsarcandidates.

Table 4 listsfourpreviously known pulsarswhich were detected by checking oursm all
diam etersourcesagainsttheATNF pulsardatabase5 (M anchesteretal.2003).Table5 lists
ten known pulsars in the search area that were not detected. Low ux density at higher
frequenciesand high im age RM S due to positionsfarfrom the phase centerare consistent
with thesenon-detectionswith theexception ofB1737�30.In thecaseofthissource,higher
frequency detections(� > 1 GHz;Lorim eretal.1995 & TaylorM anchester& Lyne 1993)
indicate that the source could be m arginally detected in our im age. However this pulsar
appears to have a spectralindex turnover at frequencies below � 600 M Hz (D.Lorim er

5hhttp://www.atnf.csiro.au/research/pulsar/psrcat/i
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2004,private com m unication) which would explain this non-detection. Other previously
known sourcesatcom parable distancesfrom the phase centerwhose higherfrequency ux
densities suggested they appear at 330 M Hz were detected at expected levels. Hence the
non-detection ofB1737�30 ism ostlikely nota sensitivity related issue.

W eidentify 30 sourcesaspulsarcandidatesbased on thefollowing criteria:candidates
m usthave a sm alldiam eter(deconvolved size < 1500 along the m ajoraxis)and eitherhave
a steep spectrum (�1:40:33 � �1:0) or their non-detection in the Colum bia 1.4 GHz survey
(Zoonem atkerm anietal.1990 & Helfand etal.1992)im pliesa steep spectrum . The com -
pactnesscriteria ism otivated by theobserved diam eterofSgrA � atthisfrequency (� 1300;
Nordetal.2004)andissetatasizegreaterthan thebeam sizeduetothescatteringdiscussed
in theprevioussection.Table6 givesthedetailsofthepulsarcandidates.

Since we have no frequency-tim e inform ation on any ofthese sources,we cannot say
how m any,ifany,are pulsars. However,sources on this list that are not pulsars are still
interesting sourcesand requirefollow on observations.

5.2.2. Steep Spectrum StellarClustersand Young StellarObjects

In a previous paper based partly on this im age (Yusef-Zadeh et al.2003), the low
frequency em ission ofthe Arches stellar cluster (G0.121+0.017,GCPS G0.123+0.017 in
thissurvey)wasexam ined. Thisstellarclusterisa com pact,therm alsource atfrequencies
between 1.4 and 8 GHz,but is strongly non-therm albetween 0.33 and 1.4 GHz (�1:40:33 =
�1:2� 0:4). The m echanism forthisnon-therm alem ission ishypothesized to be colliding
wind shockswhere the stellarwindsofm asslosing starscollide with the am bientm edium .
Oftheothertwoknown youngstellarclustersin theGalacticcenterregion,theQuintupletis
undetected andthecentralclusterisundetectableduetoitsproxim itytotheSgrA supernova
rem nant.W enotethattheSIM BAD m atchesin Table2 have13 sourceswithin 10ofyoung
stellar objects (YSO).It ispossible thatpartofthe population ofsteep,Galactic sources
discussed in x5.2 iscom prised ofsuch objects.

5.2.3. Young Galactic Supernova Rem nants

Though six Galactic supernovae have been detected in the last 1000 years (Clark &
Stephenson 1977),between 20 and 40 are thoughtto have occurred (one per40� 10 yrs;
Tam m ann,L�oe�er,& Schr�oeder1994).Thequestion ofthem issing SNRswasstatistically
addressed by Green (1991)by noting two m ain detection biases;SNRs m ust have enough
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surface brightnessto be detected,butalso m usthave an angularextentm ore than several
tim es the beam size in order to be identi�ed. This results in a bias toward detection of
extended,presum ably olderSNRs.AsSNRsarenon-therm alin natureand clusterstrongly
along the Galactic plane,a low-frequency survey for sm alldiam eter radio sources in the
Galactic center such as this one could be idealfor identifying a m issing young rem nant
population.

Assum ing an expansion rate of2000 km sec�1 ,a 1000 year old rem nant would have
a diam eter of2 pc,or�4500 atan assum ed galactocentric distance of8 Kpc. Indeed,one
such com pactrem nant,G1.18+0.33 with a diam eterof� 10 isdetected in thisim age and
is discussed in x6.2. A rem nant only 300 years old or 24 Kpc in distance could easily be
classi�ed asa sm alldiam etersource(. 2500)in thissurvey (Table2).

Actualidenti�cation ofyoung SNRs from our sm alldiam eter source list is di�cult.
SNRstypically have a spectralindex of�0:7 < � < 0:0,m aking identi�cation by spectral
index di�cultin a �eld dom inated by background radio galaxiesofnearly thesam espectral
index range. SNRs can be signi�cantly polarized,but depolarization by intervening ISM
m akes polarization work at330 M Hz di�cult. The only possible identi�er is m orphology.
The sm alldiam eter sources were scrutinized by eye for evidence ofshellstructure but no
objectswereidenti�ed in thism anner.Even thisidenti�erm ay bebiased againstidentifying
plerion-typeSNRs.Thuswhilesom eofthesesourcesm ay beyoung GalacticSNRs,wehave
no way ofidentifying them from am ong ourdetected sm alldiam etersources.

5.3. Evidence for a Scattering Screen

Interstellarfreeelectron scatteringtowardstheGalacticcenterisknown tobeboth large
(van Langeveldeetal1992;Frailetal.1994;Lazio& Cordes1998a,b;Boweretal.1999)and
potentially spatially variable(Lazio etal.1999).TherecentNE2001m odel(Cordes& Lazio
2004)describesthescatteringtoward theGalacticcenterby asm oothly distributed screen as
wellasareasofstrongscatteringneeded topredictlargeand/oranom alousscatteringtowards
certain sources. The expected am plitude ofangularbroadening fora Galactic source seen
through thisscreen isapproxim ately 1200,based on thediam etersofSgrA � and variousOH
m aserswhen scaled to 330 M Hz. Sourcescloserthan the Galactic centerwillhave sm aller
scattering diam eterswhilem oredistantobjectswillbem oreheavily broadened,potentially
by alargeam ount.Theangularbroadening ofan extragalacticsourcem ay rangefrom sm all
(lessthan ourbeam diam eter)to extrem ely large (m any arcm inutes),depending upon the
porosity ofthescattering screen.
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Oursurvey isata singlefrequency,so we cannotattributethediam eterofoursources
exclusively to interstellarscattering asintrinsic sourcestructurem ay also contribute.None
theless,thespatialdensity ofsourcesin oursurvey com bined with itsrelatively low obser-
vation frequency m eansthatscattering e�ectsm ightstillbeidenti�ed in a statisticalsense.
Figure10showsthesm alldiam etersourcesin Galacticcoordinateswith theirrelativedecon-
volved sizes.W ehavechecked fora correlation between sourcediam eterand sourceposition
{ both asa function ofdistancefrom theGalacticplaneand asa function ofdistancefrom
thephasecenter.W edetectno correlation.

However,wedothink thatwearedetectingthesignatureofthehypothesized scattering
screen in di�erentialsource counts. Figure 5 clearly shows source counts fallo� strongly
towardslowerux density. Angularbroadening conserves ux density,butsourcesare de-
tected via their m axim um intensity,which willdecrease as the square ofthe diam eter of
the source. Forinstance a source with an intrinsic diam eterof1000 willhave itsm axim um
intensity decreased by �45% ifbroadened by 200.A sourcethatwould havebeen justatthe
detection lim itwould becom e undetectable. A source with higherintrinsic intensity would
stillbedetectable,and itsux density would rem ain unchanged.

5.4. Steep SpectralIndex Sources

Sensitivelow frequency observationsareidealfor�nding steep-spectra sources.Several
sources in our survey with cross identi�cations in Table 3 have m easured spectralindices
thatarevery steep (�1:40:33 � �1:8)and thereforerequirescrutiny.Thesesourcesarediscussed
below.

G C PS G 359.535�1.736 Thissource hasa spectralindex of�1:40:33 = �1:9,a deconvolved
size of10:600� 3:000,and a position angle of102�. A large length to width ratio and
a position angle signi�cantly di�erentfrom thatofthe clean beam suggeststhatthis
sourcem ay bean unresolved radiogalaxy with only asinglecom ponentin the1.4GHz
survey,akin to GCP0.131�1.068.

G C PS G 0.131�1.068 Thissourceisidenti�ed withtwosourcesat1.4GHz(GPSR G0.131�1.065
& GPSR G0.131�10.67),with a spectralindex of�1:40:33 = �1:4 and �2:0 respectively.
The 330 M Hz source isquite elongated with a deconvolved size of11:800� 3:500,and
hasa position angleof60�,signi�cantly di�erentthan theposition angleofthebeam .
Ifthe ux density ofthe two 1.4 GHz sourcesare added,the resulting spectralindex
is�1:1.Thissourceisalm ostcertainly a blending ofthetwo lobesofa radio galaxy.
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G C PS G 0.993�1.599 This source has a spectralindex of�1:40:33 = �2:0,has a size of
2200� 1000 with a position angle of4�,and appears slightly di�use. Ifthis source is
associated with GPSR G1.003�1.594 (3000 to the north),the two sourceswould have
them orphology ofan FR IIradio galaxy.A potentialdi�culty with thisclassi�cation
isthesteep and quitedi�erentspectralindeces(�1:4

0:33 = �2:0 forGPSR G0.993�1.599
versus�1:40:33 = �1:0 forGPSR G1.003�1.594.

G C PS G 1.027+1.544 This source has a size of2600� 1200 with a position angle of148�

and appearsdi�use.Itisidenti�ed with two sourcesat1.4GHz(GPSR G1.025�1.545
& GPSR G1.026�1.546). Ifthe ux densities ofboth 1.4 GHz sources are used in
determ ining thespectralindex,theresultis�1:40:33 = �1:4.W hilem orphologically this
source appearsto be an extragalactic source,itsspectralindex rem ainssteeperthan
iscom m on forextragalacticsources.

G C PS G 1.540�0.961 Thissource isa known pulsarPSR B1749�27. W e derive a �1:40:33
spectralindex of�3:0 forthissource.

5.5. Sagittarius A �

Sagittarius A �,the radio source associated with our Galaxy’s centralm assive black
hole,wasdetected utilizing a subsetofthisdata. Thisisthe �rstdetection ofthissource
atcom parable frequencies,and the lowest frequency detection to date. This detection,as
wellasim plicationsforem ission m echanism s and the location SagittariusA � with respect
to otherobjectsin theSagittariusA region aredetailed in Nord etal.(2004).

6. Extended Sources

Given the relatively high resolution ofthis im age,a shortdiscussion on why new ex-
tended sources were discovered is warranted. At a resolution of4500 as in LaRosa et al.
(2000),largeareasoftheGC region aredom inated by di�useux density which isresolved
outin thisim age. This allowsforthese regionsto be searched forfeaturesthatare unre-
solved oronly m oderately resolved in one dim ension,i.e. NTFs. Secondly severalsources
appearunresolved to LaRosa etal.,butarenow resolved atthishigherresolution.

Am ong the m ost fascinating ofthe unique structures in the Galactic Center are the
NTFs.These arerem arkably coherentm agnetic structuresthatextend tensofparsecsand
m aintain widthsofonly a few tenthsofparsecs(e.g.,Lang etal.1999).Ithasbeen hypoth-
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esized thattheNTFsarepartofa globally ordered space�lling m agnetic�eld (e.g.,M orris
& Serabyn 1996)and ifso they would be the prim ary diagnostic ofthe GC m agnetic �eld.
An alternative idea is that the NTFs are m agnetic wakes form ed from the am pli�cation
ofa weak global�eld through a m olecularcloud-galactic centerwind interaction (Shore &
LaRosa 1999)

Thoughasofyetthereisnoconsensusastotheoriginofthesestructures,theyareknown
to be non-therm alin nature,and therefore high resolution studiesatlow radio frequencies
are im portant to understanding this phenom enon and for increasing the census ofknown
NTFs.

Nine isolated NTFs were known before this work was com pleted. Ofthose nine,we
detecteightaswedonothavesu�cientsurfacebrightnesssensitivity todetectG359.85+0.39
(LaRosa,Lazio,& Kassim , 2001). Table 7 sum m arizes the properties ofthe previously
detected NTFs.W ith respectto lowerresolution m easurem ents,the�lam entstend to have
lowerux density and are longer. Insensitivity to low spatialfrequenciesisresponsible for
reducing theoverallux density oftheNTFs,butalso allowsforextracting thefainterends
ofthe NTFsfrom the extended ux density nearthe Galactic Center. Forthisreason,the
ux density m easurem entsofTable7 should betaken only aslowerlim its.

W e reportthe detection of20 linearstructures,two ofwhich have been con�rm ed as
NTFs(LaRosa etal.2004).W eregard secureidenti�cationsofNTFsasthosesourceswith
large length to width ratioswhich have highly polarized (& 10% linearpolarization),non-
therm alem ission.W ith theseobservations,wecan determ ineonlym orphologyand spectrum
where higher frequency observations are available. W ithout polarization inform ation,we
shallclassifytherem aining18objectsasNTF candidates.Table8sum m arizestheproperties
ofthese20 linearstructures.

Ifwe assum e thatallofthese NTF candidateswillbe eventually con�rm ed asNTFs,
the totalnum ber ofknown NTFs would triple. Figure 11 shows the intensity histogram
ofNTFs and NTF candidates. W e show the intensity, rather than ux density for two
reasons.First,detectionsofthese sourcesisbased on m axim um intensity,notux density.
secondly baselinesubtraction can bedi�cultforextended sourcesthatpassthrough regions
ofdi�use ux density,so the totalux density ofthe NTFsisuncertain. Clearly apparent
in Figure 11 is a rapid increase in the num ber ofpotentialNTFs at low intensity. The
rangeofintensitiesisfairly sm all,buttheincreasein num berrisesfasterthan linearly with
decreasing intensity.By increasing sensitivity by a factorof� 5 overLaRosa etal.(2000),
we have tripled the num berofknown and suspected NTFs,suggesting thatthe num berof
NTFsrisesatm inim um asN � I

�0:7 .W econcludethatjustthetip oftheNTF lum inosity
distribution isbeing detected and wehypothesizethattherem ay behundredsoflow surface
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brightnessNTFsin theGC region.

LaRosa etal.(2004)discussthe propertiesofthe em erging NTF population in detail,
butherewebriey review severalnoteworthy properties.Firstly thenew NTFssigni�cantly
increase the volum e ofspace overwhich the NTF phenom enon isknown to occur.Though
G359.10�0.2 rem ainsthefurthestsouthern extentoftheNTF phenom enon,new candidate
NTFsarenow foundNorth,East,andW estofthosepreviouslyknown.Theentirepopulation
ofsuspected NTFsnow covers� 2 square degreescovering Galactic longitudesfrom +0:4�

to �0:9� and Galactic latitudes from +0:7� to �0:5�. This observation is of particular
im portanceto NTF m odelsassum ing a space�lling poloidal�eld,asthevolum eoverwhich
this �eld m ust exist,and therefore the m agnetic energy in the �eld,are now signi�cantly
increased.Offurthernoteisthespace distribution ofthenew candidateNTFs.Previously
G359.10�0.2 (TheSnake)wastheonly NTF found south oftheGalacticplane,though the
GalacticCenterradioarcand SgrC crosstheplane.Thirteen ofthetwenty candidateNTFs
aresouth oftheGalacticplane.

TheorientationoftheNTFsisofparticularinterestduetotheirpotentialtodiscrim inate
between di�erentNTF origin theoriesand fortracing Galactic Centerm agnetic �elds. For
the purposesofthisdiscussion,orientation willbe de�ned asthe separation angle between
the long axisofthe NTF and the norm alto the Galactic plane. The nine known isolated
NTFsare,with the exception ofG358.85+0.47,nearly norm alto the Galactic plane. This
observation supportsthehypothesisthatthem agnetic�eld in theregion ispoloidalin nature
(e.g.M orris & Serabyn 1996,and references therein). However,the new NTF population
di�erssigni�cantly with a m ean orientation of35� � 40�. Furtherm ore,NTFsm uch closer
to the plane and to the Galactic Center than G358.85+0.47 such as NTF G359.22�0.16
are nearly parallelto the Galactic plane. Thissuggeststhatthe Galactic Centerm agnetic
�eld issigni�cantly m orecom plicated than a sim pledipole�eld.Though itnoteworthy that
the brightest NTFs align norm alto the plane,the new NTF population would appear to
im ply an largerscalenon-poloidal�eld and/oradisordered com ponentofthem agnetic�eld.
M oreover,thepseudo-random orientation ofweakercandidateNTFsm ay indicateaphysical
m anifestation notdirectly connected to thepropertiesofany global�eld.

6.1. N T Fs and N T F C andidates

C andidate N T Fs G 359.86�0.24 and G 359.66�0.11 Lying to the south ofSgr A in
Figure12,theselong,low brightnessNTF candidatesboth curve northward.

C andidate N T Fs G 359.88�0.07 and G 359.85�0.02 To thesouth and westofthesu-
pernova rem nantSgrA Eastin Figure 12,and separated by only 40,these NTF can-
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didates are nearly perpendicular to each other. Candidate NTF G359.85�0.02 is in
itselfinteresting in thatitisso close to the plane and to the Galactic Center,yetis
parallelto the plane. The sim ple dipole m odelofthe Galactic Centerm agnetic �eld
would be challenged to explain thisNTF orientation. G359.85�0.02 wasm arginally
detected at620 M Hz and labeled "Thread U" in Roy (2003)and G359.88�0.07 was
identi�ed in Lang etal.(1999)asa "streak".

C andidate N T Fs G 0.02+ 0.04 and G 0.06�0.07 To the north ofSgr A in Figure 12,
these two faint NTF candidates are nearly parallel to the nearby bright �lam ent
G0.08+0.15.G0.02+0.04 wasidenti�ed in Lang etal.(1999)asa "streak".

C andidate N T F G 359.90+0.19 To the south ofthe western extension ofG0.08+0.15,
thisNTF candidatedi�ersin orientation by roughly 35� from thenearby brightNTF.
Ifthiscandidateisan NTF,ittraceswhatm ustbesigni�cantm agnetic�eld gradient
in thisregion.

N T F G 359.10�0.2 (T he Snake) G359.10�0.2(Figure13)wasreported by LaRosaetal
(2000)tohavealength of5.20.Reduced sensitivity tolargescalefeaturesand increased
sensitivity to sm allscale featuresin thisim age show thatthisfeature in factextends
overm ore than 200,hasa large’kink’in the m iddle,and showscurvature in di�erent
directionson each side ofthe kink;observationswhich are in agreem entwith higher
frequency observationsofthissource(Grey etal.1995).

C andidate N T Fs G 359.40�0.07 and G 359.40�0.03 To the south of Sgr C in Fig-
ure 14 lies candidate NTF G359.40�0.07. This source was observed by Liszt &
Spiker(1995)at18cm and detected asasm alldiam etersourcein LaRosaetal.(2000).
W e derive a 20/90 cm spectralindex of� � �0:1. Higher-resolution,20 cm observa-
tions(Lazio & Cordes2004)show thesourceto havea �lam entary appearance.

Candidate NTF G359.40�0.03 m ay be a faint extension of G359.40�0.07. If one
source,the brightpartofisdistinctly non-perpendicularto the Galactic plane while
theextension curvesand becom esm oreperpendicular.Thisdem onstratesasigni�cant
m agnetic�eld gradient,particularly given itsproxim ity to SgrC,which doesnot.

C andidate N T F G 359.36+0.09 Figure14showsthatG359.36+0.09liesjustto thewest
ofSgr C.At high resolution the western end ofSgr C �lam ent is resolved into two
distinct�lam ents(Liszt& Spiker1995).Theend oftheSgrC �lam entbeginsto are,
and there islinearsource G359.36+0.09 thatm ay connectto the bottom �lam entof
SgrC. A very faintstructure appearsto crossthis�lam entbetween itand SgrC.If
real,thiswould bethesecond exam ple ofinteracting �lam entsin theSgrC region as
G359.43+0.13 to thenorth also exhibitsa crossing �lam ent.
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N T F G 359.22�0.16 Figure 14 shows this NTF lies to the south ofthe eastern part of
SgrC.ThisNTF hasbeen observed to havea polarization of� 40% at6 cm (LaRosa
et al. 2004),con�rm ing this source as an NTF.This NTF is nearly parallelto the
Galactic plane m aking itonly the second con�rm ed NTF to be parallelto the plane,
yet it is m uch closer to the plane than G358.85+0.47 ’The Pelican’,the only other
previously known parallelNTF.Furtherm ore,since theend ofthissourceislessthan
10pcin projection from theSgrC �lam ent,yetnearly norm altoSgrC,asim pledipole
Galacticm agnetic�eld structurecannotexplain this�lam ent.

C andidate N T F G 359.43+0.13 Figure 14 shows this candidate to lie northwest ofSgr
C.This cross-shaped source m ay be an exam ple ofinteracting NTFs. Even ifthis
structure issim ply a projection e�ectwe have anotherpotentialNTF thatisparallel
to the Galacticplane,and onethatisfarcloserto SgrA than isG358.85+0.47,’The
Pelican’(Lang etal.1999).

N T F G 0.39�0.12 & C andidate N T Fs G 0.37�0.07,G 0.43+0.01,and G 0.39+0.05
Figure 15 showsourcandidatesbetween SgrB1 and the Radio Arc. They appearto
be isolated NTFsthatcrossthe plane with the sam e orientation asthe bundled �la-
m entsin theGalacticCenterRadio Arc.NTF0.39�0.12 hasbeen observed to have a
6 cm polarization greaterthan 10% (LaRosa etal.2004)and isthereforecon�rm ed as
an NTF.These NTFsare the only known NTFsknown north ofthe Radio Arc and
thereforesigni�cantly increasethevolum eoverwhich theNTF phenom ena occurs.

C andidate N T F G 359.12+0.66 Figure16 showsthevery faintG359.12+0.66.This�la-
m entwas�rstdetected athigherfrequencies(M .M orris2002,privatecom m unication)
and isatthelim itsofdetection here.Thisisa very long �lam ent(� 15:60)thatisfar
abovetheGalacticplane,and appearsto bifurcatein them iddle.

C andidate N T F G 359.33�0.42 Figure 17 shows the short G359.33�0.42. This candi-
dateNTF isvery nearly perpendicularto theGalacticplane,m aking itthe only per-
pendicularcandidatesouth oftheGalacticplane.

C andidate N T F G 359.99�0.54 Figure18showstheveryfaintcandidateNTF G359.99�0.54.
Though no partofthis�lam enthasa ux density greaterthan 3 tim estheRM S noise
ofthe im age,it is detectable by com paring the ux density ofthe region to nearby
regions.This�lam entisthefurthestsouth oftheGalacticplaneofalltheNTFs.

C andidate N T F G 359.59�0.34 Figure 19 shows G359.59�0.34. This short candidate
ares signi�cantly to the northwest,m ore than tripling its width. Other NTFs are
observed to are,butthisisthem ostextrem eexam ple.
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6.2. SN R G 1.88+0.33

Figure 20 showssupernova rem nantG1.88+0.33. Considered a sm alldiam etersource
in LaRosa etal.(2000),itisnow resolved in ourim age.Firstreported asa SNR in Green
& Gull(1984),this rem nant is quite sm all(< 10),and ifit could be shown to be nearby,
would beoneoftheyoungestknown Galacticsupernova rem nants.A 327/74 M Hzspectral
index of� �0:65 (Brogan etal.2004)indicatesthattherem nantdoesnothave signi�cant
74 M Hz absorption. The factthatthe line ofsightpasseswithin 2� ofthe Galactic center
suggeststhatitm ay beon thenearsideoftheGalacticcenterto avoid absorption,butthis
isnota robustdistance indicator.Ifindeed itison thisside ofthe GalacticCenter(< 7:8
Kpc) it would be less than 3 pc in diam eter,sm aller than 428 year old Tycho (Schwarz,
Goss,Kalberla,& Benaglia 1995).

6.3. G 0.4�0.6

G0.4�0.6isam oderately strong(1� 2Jy),extended (� 50)region ofem ission,shown in
Figure21,and located approxim ately onedegreeeastoftheGalacticcenter.Itsm orphology
on them uch lowerresolution LaRosa etal.(2000)330 M Hzim ageconsistsofan incom plete
sphericalshellwith acentralcom ponentofem ission,resem bling acom positeSNR.However,
a com parison with an earlierVLA im ageat1.6 GHz,kindly provided by H.Liszt,indicates
thateach ofthesourcecom ponentsshown in Figure21hasaattoinverted spectrum .VLA
observations obtained by us in 2001 at4.8 GHz,togetherwith previous,lower resolution,
single dish m easurem ents at 4.9 and 10 GHz (Altenho� et al. 1979;Handa et al. 1987),
dem onstratethatthespectrum isatathigh frequencies.

An upper lim it ofonly 1% polarization was determ ined from the recent 4.8 GHz ob-
servation.W econsiderunlikely the possibility ofsevere depolarization due to a foreground
therm alplasm a.Them orphology at4.8GHzsuggeststhattheregion ofem ission m ay actu-
ally consistoftwophysically distinctsourceswith onecom prised oftheeastern and southern
regionsasindicated in the�gure,and a second,separatewestern region.

Based on its spectrum and unpolarized em ission,we conclude that G0.4-0.6 is m ost
likely an H IIregion(s)with decreasing ux density below � 1 GHzdue to self-absorption.
This interpretation is supported by a single dish observation (Downes et al. 1980) that
detected H110a and H 2CO recom bination linesfrom the region. Also,theirradialvelocity
m easurem entsprovideevidence thatthesourceislocated in theGC.
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7. C onclusions

W e have a presented a high resolution,high sensitivity im age ofthe Galactic Center
at330 M Hz.Synthesized from new observationsand utilizing im proved low frequency data
reduction procedures,this im age im proves on previous GC 330 M Hz im ages (LaRosa et
al.2000)by roughly a factorof�vein both resolution and surfacebrightnesssensitivity.

In thisim agewehaveidenti�ed 241 sm alldiam etersources(diam eters. 1500),tripling
thenum berdetected in previouslow-frequency im agesofthisregion (LaRosaetal.2000).Of
these,roughly 40% can be identi�ed with sourcesdetected athigherfrequencies,prim arily
those in the 1.4 GHz GPSR catalog (Zoonem atkerm anietal.1990 & Helfand etal.1992),
enablingspectralindex determ inations.Thespectralindex distribution isbroadly consistent
with thatexpected from an extragalacticpopulation ofsources,though therearesigni�cant
tailstoboth steep spectrum and atspectrum sources.Therem aining�60% show clustering
along the Galactic plane and roughly 50% ofthis population have spectralindex upper
lim its(� � �0:7)which are inconsistent with extra-galactic sources. The exactnature of
these sources is unknown,but candidates include young SNRs,pulsars,and stellar wind
shocksfrom young stellarobjectsand/orstellarclusters.A paucity oflow ux density sm all
diam etersourceswith respectto an extra-galacticpopulation isinterpreted asthee�ectof
a freeelectron scattering screen along theGalacticplane.

Offourteen known pulsars in the survey area,four are detected. Non-detections are
explained through low intrinsic brightness at higher frequencies and/or positions farfrom
the phase center ofthe observations. Thirty sources were classi�ed as pulsar candidates
based on m orphology and spectrum .

W e have identi�ed twenty non-therm al�lam entsand NTF candidates. Ifallare even-
tually con�rm ed,the censusofNTFsin the Galacticcenterwillhave tripled. The pseudo-
random orientation ofthese �lam entsisin stark contrastto previously detected �lam ents,
which with one exception are allnearly norm alto the Galactic plane. AsNTFshave been
thoughttobetracersoftheGalacticcenterm agneticstructure,theintroduction ofrandom ly
oriented �lam entsnecessitatesre-exam ination ofthe paradigm ofa strong,ordered,global
m agnetic�eld,currently accepted theoriesofNTF form ation,orboth.

Futurework willincludea 330 M HzGalacticCenterim ageutilizing allVLA con�gura-
tionsin com bination with data from theGreen Bank Telescope,and 74 M HzVLA im aging
oftheGalacticcenter.

Theoriginaldata requestwaswritten with thehelp ofK.Anantharam aiah."Anantha"
passed away during theinitialstagesofthisprojectand willbem issed greatly.
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Fig.1.| 330 M Hz A+B-con�guration im ageofthe GalacticCenterregion.Prim ary beam
correction hasnotbeen applied. The dashed circle represents the halfpower pointofthe
prim ary beam (FW HM � 1560). The synthesized beam is1200� 700,and the RM S noise is
1.6 m Jy beam �1 .The gray scale islinearbetween �2 and 50 m Jy beam �1 .The scalloping
ofthe im age around the edgesdelim itsthe region im aged.Crossesindicate sm alldiam eter
sourcelocationsfrom Table2.
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Fig.2.| Theinner� 1:0� � 1:2� ofFigure1.Thisim agewasgenerated using a non-linear
transferfunction in orderto show the detailin the SgrA region and the fainterNTFsand
NTF candidates.
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Fig. 3.| The position o�set between the NVSS positions and the nom inalpositions for
103 sm alldiam etersourcescom m on to both surveys.Theastrom etriccorrection applied in
Section 3.4 wasderived from theseo�sets.
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Fig.4.| M ap forlocating sourcesin Table2.Thedashed linerepresentsb= 0.
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Fig.5.| Euclidean norm alized di�erentialsm alldiam etersourcecountsfortheinner1.3� of
theGalacticCenterim age.On theordinateisplotted S5=2� dN

dS
in unitsofJy3=2 ster�1 .The

dashed line denotesthe theoreticalcom pleteness lim it,and the solid line showsthe source
countsfrom a deep W SRT survey (W ieringa 1991).Notethe increasing di�erence between
theW SRT observed sourcecountsand theGC sourcecountswith decreasing ux density.
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Fig.6.| Schem aticoftheGalacticAnglecoordinatesystem discussed in Section 5.2.
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Fig. 7.| Graphicalrepresentation ofthe unbinned Kolom ogorov-Sm irnov test. The solid
lineistheobserved distribution ofGalacticangleforallsourcesin Table2,thedashed line
showsthe expected distribution underthe nullhypothesisthatthe sourcesare distributed
random ly.Theobserved distribution risessteeply atlow Galacticangles,dem onstratingthat
thesm alldiam etersourcestend to clusterneartheplane.
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Fig. 8.| �
0:33
1:4 spectralindex (S � �

�)histogram ofthe 98 sources detected at330 M Hz
and in the GPSR 20 cm survey (Zoonem atkerm anietal.1990 & Helfand etal.1992).The
Gaussian representsthe distribution expected ifthe sourceswere purely extra-galactic (De
Brueck etal.2000).
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Fig. 9.| �
0:33
1:4 spectralindex (S � �

�) histogram ofthe 143 sources not detected in the
GPSR 1.4 GHz survey (Zoonem atkerm anietal.1990 & Helfand etal.1992)assum ing all
sourceshavea 1.4 GHzux density of10 m Jy.Thedetection threshold oftheGPSR survey
in the area ofinterestis5-10 m Jy depending on position. Note thatsince the 20 cm ux
density isan upperlim it,the spectralindicesareupperlim its,i.e.they m ay allbe steeper
than displayed here.The Gaussian representsthe distribution expected ifthe sourceswere
purely extra-galactic(DeBrueck etal.2000).
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Fig.10.| Positionsand relativedeconvolved sizesofallsm alldiam etersourcesin Galactic
coordinates. No correlation between distance from the Galactic plane and the deconvolved
sourcesizewasdetected.
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Fig.11.| The histogram ofm axim um intensity forallknown NTFsand NTF candidates.
The verticaldotted line representsourestim ate ofthe m inim um intensity atwhich we can
detectNTF candidatesreliably.
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Fig.12.| Non-Therm alFilam entscandidatesin theSgrA region.Thegray scaleislinear
between �1 and 10 m Jy beam �1 . Prim ary beam correction has not been applied but is
negligablein this�eld.

Fig. 13.| Non-Therm alFilam entG359.10�0.2 (The Snake). The gray scale islinearbe-
tween �1 and 10 m Jy beam �1 .Prim ary beam correction hasnotbeen applied;thevalueat
thecenterofthe�eld is1.29.
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Fig. 14.| Non-Therm alFilam entsand candidatesin the SgrC region. The gray scale is
linearbetween �1 and 10 m Jy beam �1 .Prim ary beam correction hasnotbeen applied;the
valueatthecenterofthe�eld is1.13.
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Fig. 15.| Non-Therm alFilam ents and candidates in the region between SgrB1 and the
Radio Arc showing three candidate NTFs and one con�rm ed NTF sim ilar in appearance
to the�lam entscom prising theGalacticCenterRadio Arc,which islocated approxim ately
100 to the south. The gray scale islinearbetween �1 and 10 m Jy beam �1 . Prim ary beam
correction hasnotbeen applied;thevalueatthecenterofthe�eld is1.08.
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Fig. 16.| Non-Therm alFilam ent candidate G359.12+0.66. The gray scale is linear be-
tween �1 and 4 m Jy beam �1 . Thissource hasan extrem ely low surface brightness and is
bestviewed from a distance. Prim ary beam correction hasnotbeen applied;the value at
thecenterofthe�eld is1.61.

Fig. 17.| Non-Therm alFilam ent candidate G359.33�0.42. The gray scale is linear be-
tween �1 and 15 m Jy beam �1 .Prim ary beam correction hasnotbeen applied;thevalueat
thecenterofthe�eld is1.21.
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Fig. 18.| Non-Therm alFilam ent candidate G359.99�0.54. The gray scale is linear be-
tween �1 and 6 m Jy beam �1 . Thissource hasan extrem ely low surface brightness and is
bestviewed from a distance. Prim ary beam correction hasnotbeen applied;the value at
thecenterofthe�eld is1.09.
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Fig. 19.| Non-Therm alFilam ent candidate NTF 359.59�0.34. The gray scale is linear
between �1 and 15 m Jy beam �1 .Prim ary beam correction hasnotbeen applied;thevalue
atthecenterofthe�eld is1.08.
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Fig. 20.| Supernova Rem nant G1.88+0.33. The gray scale is linear between �7
and 30 m Jy beam �1 .Prim ary beam correction hasnotbeen applied;thevalueatthecenter
ofthe�eld is5.01.
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Fig. 21.| H IIregion G0.4�0.6. The gray scale islinearbetween 0 and 10 m Jy beam �1 .
Prim ary beam correction hasnotbeen applied;the value atthe centerofthe �eld is1.28.
The threeregionsindicated were used to determ ine spectralindicesasdescribed in Section
6.3.
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Table1. ObservationalSum m ary

Date Con�guration � (M Hz) �� (M Hz) Integration(hours) Beam

24 O ctober1996 A 332.5 6 5.55 900� 500

4 M arch 1998 A 327.5 3 5.38 900� 500

26 Septem ber1998 B 327.5 3 5.47 3600� 2000
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Table2. GalacticCenterP-band Survey (GCPS)ofSm allDiam eterSources

# Nam e RA Dec I RM S S � O �set SIM BAD a

(J2000) (m Jy beam �1 ) (m Jy) (00) (0) M atch

1 357.796-0.790 17 43 24.22 -31 13 39.6 89.7 13.2 234.2 10.4 136.2
2 357.809-0.300 17 41 29.34 -30 57 32.6 168.8 11.0 237.2 5.8 129.0
3 357.841-0.881 17 43 52.51 -31 14 13.0 82.6 13.1 337.0 12.0 136.0
4 357.861-0.234 17 41 21.34 -30 52 44.8 64.4 9.9 91.6 13.5 125.3
5 357.866-0.997 17 44 23.82 -31 16 36.2 233.4 13.5 881.6 15.2 137.0
6 357.886+ 0.004 17 40 28.64 -30 43 56.7 186.1 9.3 292.4 6.6 123.2
7 357.907+ 0.107 17 40 7.36 -30 39 36.4 84.6 9.2 129.0 5.7 122.6
8 358.003-0.637 17 43 18.22 -30 58 17.1 427.5 9.0 654.5 6.6 121.9
9 358.118+ 0.006 17 41 2.35 -30 32 5.0 36.7 6.4 83.2 10.4 110.0
10 358.141-1.672 17 47 46.16 -31 23 33.8 153.4 16.0 715.9 16.6 145.6

11 358.154-1.680 17 47 49.85 -31 23 8.0 305.0 16.0 1463.6 17.4 145.7
12 358.157+ 0.027 17 41 3.27 -30 29 24.2 166.4 6.0 270.8 6.7 107.4
13 358.267+ 0.037 17 41 17.10 -30 23 30.9 89.9 5.0 124.2 5.6 100.8
14 358.416-0.026 17 41 53.85 -30 17 54.9 43.3 4.0 59.8 4.7 91.4
15 358.440-0.212 17 42 41.30 -30 22 35.5 55.5 4.0 92.4 7.4 90.8
16 358.475-0.741 17 44 51.94 -30 37 24.8 29.8 4.7 39.0 5.0 97.6
17 358.554-0.965 17 45 56.61 -30 40 23.4 44.7 5.0 55.3 3.0 100.1 PSR
18 358.556-0.572 17 44 23.48 -30 27 59.4 29.0 3.8 40.3 5.0 88.6
19 358.586-1.528 17 48 15.95 -30 56 16.4 55.1 8.7 127.4 10.5 120.8
20 358.591-1.515 17 48 13.61 -30 55 34.1 62.6 8.4 115.9 7.7 119.7

21 358.592+ 0.044 17 42 3.10 -30 6 42.5 283.8 3.3 351.9 4.5 81.2
22 358.607+ 1.438 17 36 39.14 -29 21 25.1 213.1 8.5 287.1 5.4 120.0
23 358.615-0.036 17 42 25.35 -30 8 3.3 46.9 3.2 231.9 17.3 80.1
24 358.633-0.124 17 42 48.69 -30 9 56.1 36.8 3.1 58.9 6.5 78.4
25 358.634+ 0.060 17 42 5.41 -30 4 5.6 31.9 3.2 186.6 20.3 79.3 IRAS
26 358.638-1.162 17 46 55.97 -30 42 13.2 175.4 5.4 251.7 5.8 103.3
27 358.645-0.035 17 42 29.53 -30 6 31.6 18.7 3.1 104.9 19.7 78.0
28 358.664+ 0.726 17 39 33.53 -29 41 22.0 34.9 3.9 44.9 8.5 89.8
29 358.684-0.118 17 42 54.85 -30 7 8.6 29.7 3.0 101.7 14.4 76.1
30 358.687-1.511 17 48 26.41 -30 50 30.2 41.5 7.5 42.5 5.2 115.7

31 358.697+ 0.260 17 41 27.62 -29 54 31.8 35.2 3.0 42.5 8.1 77.1
32 358.756+ 0.972 17 38 49.66 -29 28 50.1 23.7 4.3 27.6 7.7 93.9
33 358.786+ 1.265 17 37 45.84 -29 17 54.1 177.4 5.6 244.6 4.9 105.0 IRAS
34 358.800-0.121 17 43 12.35 -30 1 19.0 14.7 2.7 14.6 9.8 69.0 IRAS
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Table2| Continued

# Nam e RA Dec I RM S S � O �set SIM BAD a

(J2000) (m Jy beam �1 ) (m Jy) (00) (0) M atch

35 358.804-0.012 17 42 47.43 -29 57 41.1 18.5 2.6 22.2 7.4 68.3 YSO
36 358.814+ 1.562 17 36 41.06 -29 6 56.9 46.3 8.0 103.6 7.2 118.0
37 358.840-0.193 17 43 35.18 -30 1 32.6 15.2 2.6 19.0 12.2 66.8
38 358.845-1.599 17 49 10.16 -30 45 7.4 227.8 7.3 317.8 5.2 114.4
39 358.849+ 0.153 17 42 15.07 -29 50 11.2 27.4 2.6 45.2 7.1 67.1
40 358.849+ 0.159 17 42 13.63 -29 49 56.8 98.9 2.6 153.6 5.6 66.6

41 358.874+ 0.275 17 41 49.96 -29 45 2.1 71.1 2.6 102.1 5.7 66.8
42 358.892+ 1.406 17 37 28.82 -29 8 1.6 107.9 6.0 144.5 4.6 107.7 X,SY1
43 358.897+ 1.285 17 37 57.51 -29 11 39.2 34.2 5.2 63.2 7.8 101.7
44 358.901+ 1.638 17 36 36.31 -29 0 7.8 106.8 8.3 181.6 7.1 119.0
45 358.918+ 0.071 17 42 44.38 -29 49 15.7 95.3 2.4 1623.5 6.4 62.2
46 358.922+ 0.138 17 42 29.21 -29 46 56.4 12.9 2.4 13.5 2.7 62.0 YSO
47 358.926-0.326 17 44 19.04 -30 1 20.2 13.4 2.4 34.5 10.2 63.5
48 358.930+ 0.008 17 43 0.91 -29 50 35.4 13.3 2.4 15.4 6.8 60.9 IRAS
49 358.932-1.198 17 47 46.86 -30 28 15.4 129.6 4.1 221.7 7.7 92.2
50 358.934-1.200 17 47 47.78 -30 28 12.2 97.7 4.1 174.7 7.5 92.2

51 358.948+ 1.234 17 38 16.89 -29 10 43.5 67.8 4.6 99.5 6.1 97.4
52 358.955-1.045 17 47 13.76 -30 22 20.6 73.2 3.5 110.4 6.3 84.5 IRAS,PN?
53 358.972-0.181 17 43 51.62 -29 54 24.1 16.4 2.3 43.0 10.9 59.0
54 358.981+ 0.018 17 43 6.04 -29 47 41.5 14.1 2.3 15.7 12.7 57.8
55 358.983+ 0.578 17 40 54.92 -29 29 50.3 142.8 2.6 164.5 3.1 68.7
56 359.011-0.003 17 43 15.27 -29 46 49.9 49.6 2.2 77.1 6.2 55.8
57 359.019-1.571 17 49 28.47 -30 35 18.5 68.8 5.9 100.2 6.1 107.1
58 359.096-1.443 17 49 8.80 -30 27 22.4 40.8 4.7 78.1 8.9 98.1
59 359.145+ 0.826 17 40 20.80 -29 13 43.8 20.6 2.7 29.6 5.8 71.0
60 359.150-0.529 17 45 39.45 -29 56 15.1 12.2 2.2 13.7 2.9 56.0

61 359.150-2.247 17 52 29.24 -30 49 16.7 89.7 14.5 318.8 14.6 140.5
62 359.159-0.037 17 43 44.91 -29 40 20.1 10.7 2.0 37.2 14.4 47.3 IRAS,YSO
63 359.180-2.292 17 52 44.41 -30 49 3.9 183.7 15.2 334.4 7.5 142.6 PN
64 359.204+ 1.397 17 38 16.53 -28 52 30.7 31.5 4.6 54.3 7.8 97.4
65 359.212+ 1.901 17 36 21.39 -28 35 52.7 476.0 9.8 643.3 5.2 125.0
66 359.229+ 1.979 17 36 5.76 -28 32 30.4 274.0 11.0 706.8 9.7 129.0
67 359.235+ 0.102 17 43 23.01 -29 32 5.3 12.2 1.9 11.3 4.5 43.8
68 359.260+ 1.385 17 38 27.58 -28 50 2.4 23.8 4.4 36.5 5.3 95.2
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Table2| Continued

# Nam e RA Dec I RM S S � O �set SIM BAD a

(J2000) (m Jy beam �1 ) (m Jy) (00) (0) M atch

69 359.264-2.297 17 52 57.42 -30 44 54.5 87.2 14.6 273.4 48.2 140.7
70 359.300-0.134 17 44 28.12 -29 36 10.8 34.6 1.9 83.4 9.9 39.3

71 359.305-0.841 17 47 15.71 -29 58 0.0 77.2 2.4 213.3 10.4 60.7 X,PSR
72 359.326-0.567 17 46 13.80 -29 48 24.3 17.1 2.0 47.6 11.2 48.5
73 359.348-0.239 17 44 59.77 -29 37 1.9 10.7 1.8 16.0 12.8 37.1
74 359.359-0.981 17 47 56.66 -29 59 37.2 29.1 2.5 76.7 11.1 66.0 X,PN
75 359.387-1.764 17 51 7.09 -30 22 17.5 59.6 6.2 70.4 3.2 108.4
76 359.389+ 0.459 17 42 21.85 -29 12 56.0 12.2 2.0 77.4 21.0 45.0
77 359.391+ 1.272 17 39 13.05 -28 47 0.8 141.2 3.6 294.0 7.9 85.9
78 359.394+ 1.270 17 39 13.82 -28 46 55.1 73.3 3.6 80.1 7.3 85.8
79 359.413+ 0.007 17 44 11.20 -29 25 57.5 10.7 1.8 15.1 5.9 31.7 YSO
80 359.432+ 0.130 17 43 45.15 -29 21 9.4 15.9 2.0 82.6 10.2 44.0

81 359.460-1.246 17 49 13.84 -30 2 35.1 23.9 3.1 24.0 1.6 77.5 PSR
82 359.465-0.169 17 45 0.07 -29 28 49.5 14.1 1.7 25.9 8.1 29.4 IRAS,YSO ,X
83 359.467-0.174 17 45 1.49 -29 28 54.2 11.7 1.7 37.6 13.6 29.3 IRAS,YSO ,X
84 359.473+ 1.247 17 39 30.74 -28 43 40.4 64.5 3.4 97.9 5.6 82.7
85 359.476+ 1.241 17 39 32.34 -28 43 42.4 66.8 3.4 98.0 5.4 82.4
86 359.483-0.218 17 45 14.28 -29 29 27.2 11.0 1.7 24.9 10.3 29.5
87 359.535-1.736 17 51 21.46 -30 13 48.9 72.0 5.5 182.5 10.2 104.0
88 359.545-1.147 17 49 2.46 -29 55 9.8 123.6 2.7 170.8 4.6 70.4
89 359.547+ 0.986 17 40 41.97 -28 48 10.7 93.9 2.6 248.9 11.5 66.4
90 359.558+ 0.801 17 41 26.51 -28 53 29.7 23.9 2.2 75.3 13.5 56.0 PN

91 359.568+ 1.145 17 40 8.21 -28 42 4.2 65.3 2.9 295.7 16.4 74.9
92 359.591+ 1.051 17 40 33.26 -28 43 52.1 15.7 2.7 50.8 13.3 69.4
93 359.605+ 0.305 17 43 29.20 -29 6 48.0 44.1 1.7 154.8 13.3 29.3
94 359.628+ 1.311 17 39 38.28 -28 33 44.7 64.6 3.4 199.7 11.5 83.8
95 359.646-0.057 17 44 59.75 -29 16 3.1 15.2 1.7 105.0 22.3 18.3 YSO
96 359.657-0.067 17 45 3.69 -29 15 48.8 14.0 1.7 82.2 18.7 17.8 YSO
97 359.673-1.278 17 49 51.99 -29 52 37.6 21.3 3.0 36.2 6.9 75.5
98 359.710-0.586 17 47 13.23 -29 29 19.0 80.2 1.8 129.1 6.9 35.4
99 359.710-0.903 17 48 28.29 -29 39 8.8 112.8 2.2 175.6 5.6 53.5
100 359.712-0.907 17 48 29.52 -29 39 8.6 127.1 2.2 265.3 8.4 53.7

101 359.733+ 1.139 17 40 33.31 -28 33 53.6 15.0 2.8 35.4 10.4 72.5
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102 359.733-1.854 17 52 17.45 -30 7 10.9 149.9 6.3 192.2 4.9 109.3
103 359.744-0.590 17 47 19.11 -29 27 39.9 22.3 1.8 76.3 14.0 34.5 IRAS
104 359.745+ 0.818 17 41 49.73 -28 43 26.9 11.8 2.1 16.9 4.7 53.3
105 359.764-1.980 17 52 52.11 -30 9 25.3 82.8 7.7 109.8 4.9 116.5
106 359.770-0.459 17 46 51.97 -29 22 14.7 8.5 1.7 49.2 19.7 27.0
107 359.776-0.450 17 46 50.74 -29 21 41.5 11.0 1.7 29.7 12.0 26.0
108 359.778+ 1.985 17 37 24.74 -28 4 32.0 245.7 9.1 277.5 3.0 122.4
109 359.780+ 0.522 17 43 3.49 -28 51 2.3 24.4 1.8 111.6 17.2 35.8
110 359.832-0.877 17 48 39.55 -29 32 4.2 16.8 2.1 20.0 7.7 50.5

111 359.845-1.845 17 52 31.25 -30 1 6.6 562.8 6.1 764.0 5.5 108.2
112 359.868-1.509 17 51 14.39 -29 49 40.3 44.7 3.7 53.3 4.0 87.7
113 359.873+ 0.177 17 44 37.48 -28 57 8.6 87.2 1.6 508.7 19.6 14.1 YSO
114 359.900-1.060 17 49 32.33 -29 34 11.7 38.0 2.4 81.6 9.5 60.9 IR
115 359.912-1.815 17 52 33.43 -29 56 44.7 326.9 5.8 473.8 6.2 105.9
116 359.923-1.837 17 52 40.31 -29 56 52.5 129.1 6.0 186.6 6.1 107.2
117 359.931-0.876 17 48 53.33 -29 26 57.1 34.9 2.1 49.9 5.7 49.5
118 359.978-1.314 17 50 43.71 -29 38 0.4 30.1 3.0 40.1 2.8 75.8
119 359.986+ 1.382 17 40 13.78 -28 13 16.4 85.0 3.6 177.8 8.5 85.7
120 359.988-0.544 17 47 43.04 -29 13 42.5 10.1 1.8 14.4 8.8 29.8

121 359.993+ 1.590 17 39 27.04 -28 6 17.0 105.8 4.7 214.1 5.9 98.2
122 0.005-0.892 17 49 7.60 -29 23 38.4 299.0 2.1 568.0 8.7 50.7
123 0.028+ 0.622 17 43 16.09 -28 35 12.6 10.6 1.9 20.7 6.0 40.3
124 0.059+ 1.903 17 38 24.31 -27 52 55.9 45.6 7.9 68.7 15.3 117.5
125 0.075-1.066 17 49 58.53 -29 25 22.6 29.0 2.4 106.2 13.8 61.6 IR
126 0.078-0.690 17 48 30.27 -29 13 40.0 10.2 1.9 17.8 7.0 39.3
127 0.107-1.217 17 50 38.78 -29 28 23.2 29.2 2.7 51.1 7.9 70.9
128 0.111-1.392 17 51 20.85 -29 33 32.2 48.9 3.3 64.9 5.1 81.2
129 0.115+ 0.792 17 42 48.85 -28 25 24.1 36.0 2.1 78.4 9.3 51.4
130 0.119+ 1.160 17 41 24.37 -28 13 33.7 26.3 2.8 33.7 4.1 73.3

131 0.123+ 0.017 17 45 50.81 -28 49 20.1 43.2 1.6 91.7 9.4 11.2 X,M C
132 0.131-1.068 17 50 6.94 -29 22 32.0 55.7 2.4 129.0 8.7 62.2
133 0.156-0.781 17 49 2.65 -29 12 24.7 12.6 2.0 26.5 15.9 45.8 O PC
134 0.191-2.221 17 54 49.58 -29 54 38.6 76.3 11.6 99.5 6.4 131.2 IRAS
135 0.193-0.688 17 48 46.10 -29 7 37.6 21.7 1.9 29.4 5.3 41.2
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136 0.197-1.218 17 50 51.72 -29 23 45.7 94.3 2.8 113.6 3.8 71.7
137 0.272+ 1.195 17 41 38.11 -28 4 39.3 224.2 3.0 259.5 2.9 77.2
138 0.281-0.485 17 48 10.66 -28 56 51.1 13.3 1.8 58.9 17.1 33.1 IRAS,H II
139 0.285+ 0.407 17 44 42.93 -28 28 50.1 10.0 1.8 12.8 12.1 34.4
140 0.300+ 0.767 17 43 21.18 -28 16 45.9 17.7 2.2 31.5 7.7 53.6

141 0.306+ 0.392 17 44 49.17 -28 28 13.5 40.1 1.8 50.6 4.7 33.9
142 0.314+ 1.643 17 40 0.96 -27 48 17.7 144.1 5.4 404.5 10.2 103.7
143 0.315-0.195 17 47 7.55 -28 46 4.8 15.0 1.7 28.2 8.5 23.7 X
144 0.329-1.668 17 52 57.07 -29 30 45.6 92.5 4.9 122.0 4.9 99.9
145 0.355+ 0.250 17 45 29.21 -28 30 11.1 23.9 1.8 24.2 3.4 30.1
146 0.359+ 0.897 17 42 59.48 -28 9 38.4 14.6 2.4 21.9 6.4 62.0
147 0.391+ 0.230 17 45 39.14 -28 28 57.6 22.8 1.8 27.1 6.4 32.0 IRAS,YSO
148 0.405+ 1.060 17 42 28.43 -28 2 10.6 208.9 2.8 261.1 4.6 71.7
149 0.409+ 0.977 17 42 48.37 -28 4 33.7 36.2 2.6 127.2 13.5 67.6
150 0.413+ 0.523 17 44 33.95 -28 18 40.2 12.9 2.0 13.0 5.7 44.5

151 0.420-0.567 17 48 49.80 -28 52 13.6 11.4 1.9 41.0 13.6 42.2 IRAS
152 0.426-0.060 17 46 51.74 -28 36 10.0 53.5 1.7 90.7 7.5 28.6 YSO
153 0.441+ 0.586 17 44 23.41 -28 15 12.4 60.9 2.0 117.0 7.6 48.1
154 0.446+ 1.019 17 42 43.74 -28 1 21.8 16.1 2.7 22.5 10.5 70.6
155 0.450+ 0.591 17 44 23.63 -28 14 38.3 55.5 2.0 94.9 8.2 49.0
156 0.469-0.097 17 47 6.57 -28 35 9.9 56.3 1.8 161.8 11.8 31.3
157 0.473-0.677 17 49 23.13 -28 52 53.7 11.5 2.1 76.0 20.7 49.4
158 0.478-0.101 17 47 8.63 -28 34 48.6 38.3 1.8 138.8 13.2 32.4
159 0.481-1.598 17 53 1.55 -29 20 45.1 32.6 4.7 58.3 8.1 98.3
160 0.485-0.703 17 49 30.75 -28 53 5.7 11.1 2.1 32.5 11.9 50.9

161 0.491-0.699 17 49 30.78 -28 52 42.2 12.5 2.1 24.3 8.1 51.0
162 0.491-0.779 17 49 49.45 -28 55 6.9 24.3 2.2 26.3 6.4 54.7
163 0.491-1.044 17 50 51.90 -29 3 17.7 55.0 2.6 72.8 5.2 68.2
164 0.502-2.109 17 55 6.13 -29 35 10.6 59.2 10.7 114.1 8.9 128.2
165 0.538+ 0.261 17 45 52.89 -28 20 26.9 17.9 1.9 30.9 7.5 40.1
166 0.548-0.851 17 50 14.53 -28 54 25.9 24.8 2.3 127.5 16.7 60.3 IRAS,H II
167 0.554-0.839 17 50 12.61 -28 53 43.7 17.1 2.3 51.0 13.0 60.0 IRAS,H II
168 0.562-0.819 17 50 8.87 -28 52 42.0 101.8 2.3 119.7 3.7 59.3
169 0.565-0.854 17 50 17.72 -28 53 38.7 15.0 2.4 79.7 18.8 61.1 H II
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170 0.586-0.871 17 50 24.55 -28 53 5.1 19.5 2.4 432.7 42.3 62.6 H II

171 0.636+ 1.537 17 41 11.50 -27 35 18.3 62.5 5.4 88.7 10.3 103.6
172 0.653-0.340 17 48 29.25 -28 33 15.2 17.0 2.0 50.4 12.8 45.8
173 0.657+ 1.054 17 43 5.84 -27 49 29.2 112.3 3.1 181.4 7.1 78.7
174 0.663-0.853 17 50 31.23 -28 48 34.0 90.3 2.5 110.4 4.3 64.8
175 0.667-0.037 17 47 20.52 -28 23 6.1 112.6 1.9 194.6 9.5 43.0 H II,X
176 0.677-0.224b 17 48 5.50 -28 28 24.4 54.3 2.0 255.5 17.5 45.1 XRB
177 0.691-0.224 17 48 7.44 -28 27 42.6 32.3 2.0 52.4 7.1 46.1
178 0.722+ 0.405 17 45 45.51 -28 6 31.7 64.7 2.2 87.0 7.6 54.0
179 0.722+ 1.299 17 42 18.62 -27 38 28.2 60.1 4.2 81.3 2.9 93.2
180 0.736-1.465 17 53 5.77 -29 3 29.3 128.9 4.6 169.2 4.6 97.4

181 0.749+ 1.184 17 42 48.94 -27 40 39.1 20.2 3.8 21.8 5.6 88.4
182 0.801-1.385 17 52 55.92 -28 57 44.0 35.2 4.4 65.6 8.3 95.3
183 0.801-1.796 17 54 33.21 -29 10 10.9 59.0 7.8 308.2 17.2 116.8
184 0.809-1.571 17 53 40.90 -29 2 56.3 37.9 5.6 44.5 6.9 105.1
185 0.837-0.556 17 49 45.82 -28 30 27.0 14.6 2.4 13.4 4.0 61.6
186 0.838-0.560 17 49 46.84 -28 30 29.3 25.1 2.4 55.1 9.2 61.8
187 0.845-0.105 17 48 1.43 -28 16 5.8 12.1 2.2 45.8 15.2 53.8 IRAS,YSO
188 0.847+ 1.171 17 43 5.81 -27 36 5.0 390.0 4.0 421.0 2.3 90.6
189 0.858-0.952 17 51 21.70 -28 41 31.8 34.3 3.0 47.1 4.6 77.1
190 0.868-0.286 17 48 47.06 -28 20 30.9 21.3 2.3 27.9 3.8 57.2

191 0.874-0.283 17 48 47.16 -28 20 8.0 92.6 2.3 141.9 6.6 57.2
192 0.880+ 0.489 17 45 48.31 -27 55 49.4 47.9 2.5 69.1 5.9 65.0
193 0.891+ 0.209 17 46 54.83 -28 3 56.9 13.4 2.3 18.8 9.2 59.3
194 0.891+ 0.736 17 44 52.60 -27 47 32.1 20.1 2.9 32.0 6.8 73.8
195 0.900-0.856 17 51 4.99 -28 36 26.2 17.6 2.9 27.4 9.1 75.1
196 0.900-1.404 17 53 13.98 -28 53 11.4 33.2 4.9 60.7 8.1 99.5
197 0.901+ 0.405b 17 46 10.63 -27 57 22.6 36.3 2.4 183.4 18.1 63.3
198 0.931-1.136 17 52 15.19 -28 43 23.1 30.2 3.8 43.2 3.9 88.1
199 0.936+ 1.469 17 42 9.99 -27 22 8.1 63.0 6.2 82.0 4.6 108.4
200 0.954-1.619 17 54 12.38 -28 56 55.2 46.4 6.8 55.1 11.1 112.1

201 0.990-0.332 17 49 14.96 -28 15 39.5 18.9 2.5 36.8 12.0 65.1 YSO
202 0.993-1.599 17 54 13.15 -28 54 18.8 64.5 6.8 154.1 10.7 112.3
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203 1.003-1.595 17 54 13.65 -28 53 40.5 82.2 6.9 171.8 8.8 112.5
204 1.011+ 0.026 17 47 54.40 -28 3 29.9 115.7 2.5 132.8 3.4 64.2
205 1.012-0.372 17 49 27.29 -28 15 45.2 24.2 2.6 46.0 8.7 67.1
206 1.027+ 1.544 17 42 5.64 -27 15 8.9 52.2 7.4 155.8 19.0 115.2
207 1.028-1.112 17 52 23.09 -28 37 38.6 563.2 4.0 892.1 6.5 91.2
208 1.048+ 1.572 17 42 2.33 -27 13 11.0 326.6 7.9 363.7 1.8 117.3
209 1.062+ 0.381 17 46 39.09 -27 49 53.0 110.2 2.8 125.1 3.3 72.2 IRAS
210 1.067-1.891 17 55 32.47 -28 59 17.7 59.9 11.1 135.4 8.9 129.5

211 1.094-0.275 17 49 16.28 -28 8 33.3 15.4 2.7 15.0 1.9 70.4
212 1.138+ 0.807 17 45 11.26 -27 32 39.1 24.6 3.8 28.6 7.1 88.2 IRAS,PN
213 1.173-0.384 17 49 52.58 -28 7 49.8 21.0 3.0 42.9 8.3 76.7
214 1.178-0.381 17 49 52.71 -28 7 28.9 22.5 3.0 31.2 5.0 76.7
215 1.189-1.319 17 53 34.04 -28 35 38.9 236.6 5.9 327.2 5.4 106.7
216 1.200+ 0.415 17 46 50.58 -27 41 44.9 22.2 3.2 21.5 4.8 80.5
217 1.301+ 0.130 17 48 10.98 -27 45 22.7 21.1 3.3 25.0 2.6 82.0
218 1.323+ 0.216 17 47 53.96 -27 41 35.1 20.5 3.5 20.5 4.7 84.3
219 1.386-0.291 17 50 0.65 -27 54 3.1 26.0 3.7 71.1 12.0 87.3
220 1.387-0.172 17 49 33.19 -27 50 18.2 22.4 3.7 37.0 4.0 86.7

221 1.409-0.385 17 50 25.81 -27 55 42.3 133.5 3.9 153.8 3.0 90.3
222 1.411-0.290 17 50 4.08 -27 52 41.6 22.5 3.9 43.0 8.8 89.3
223 1.415-0.295 17 50 5.68 -27 52 39.7 21.1 3.9 34.7 5.6 89.6
224 1.448+ 1.776 17 42 12.53 -26 46 20.3 82.7 14.9 80.7 11.5 141.6
225 1.459+ 0.235 17 48 8.72 -27 34 0.4 98.7 4.2 237.3 4.9 92.9
226 1.467+ 0.053 17 48 52.01 -27 39 15.0 33.6 4.0 32.8 6.4 91.3
227 1.468+ 0.229 17 48 11.12 -27 33 44.8 77.6 4.2 122.8 5.6 93.1
228 1.474-0.247 17 50 2.63 -27 48 8.4 66.4 4.1 124.0 8.5 92.2 IRAS
229 1.480-0.825 17 52 18.34 -28 5 33.6 87.0 5.4 128.9 6.3 103.3
230 1.490+ 0.173 17 48 27.23 -27 34 20.9 23.4 4.2 35.2 5.9 93.5

231 1.499-1.245 17 53 59.55 -28 17 21.0 111.9 8.0 185.7 7.5 117.7
232 1.513-1.220 17 53 55.79 -28 15 52.6 187.7 8.0 357.4 8.0 117.7
233 1.540-0.963 17 52 59.06 -28 6 39.3 845.4 6.5 1099.3 4.8 110.4 PSR
234 1.620+ 0.261 17 48 24.99 -27 24 55.0 28.6 5.3 38.9 11.7 102.6
235 1.761-0.377 17 51 12.92 -27 37 19.9 38.8 6.5 48.8 9.8 110.7
236 1.772-1.040 17 53 49.26 -27 57 1.2 62.9 9.8 97.0 6.2 125.1 IR
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237 1.777+ 0.120 17 49 19.67 -27 21 14.7 39.8 6.5 51.6 4.7 110.2
238 1.796-1.025 17 53 48.86 -27 55 18.1 89.3 9.9 113.4 6.1 125.5
239 1.828+ 1.068 17 45 47.97 -26 49 8.4 168.0 11.6 375.9 7.6 131.0
240 1.894+ 0.479 17 48 12.93 -27 4 6.8 61.5 8.7 94.3 5.6 120.8
241 2.186+ 0.043 17 50 34.02 -27 2 31.5 78.8 12.7 80.8 4.6 134.6

Note. | Iis intensity,RM S is the localsensitivity,S is ux density,� is the average deconvolved size,
O �setisthe distanceofthe sourcefrom the phasecenter(J2000 17h45m 40:045s� 29�00027:90000).

References. | M atches m ade using the SIM BAD database, operated at CDS, Strasbourg, France
hhttp://sim bad.u-strasbg.fr/Sim badi

aW ithin 10: PSR,puslar;IRAS,IRAS infrared source;YSO ,young stellarobject;X,X-ray object;PN,
planetary nebula;PN?,possible planetary nebula;IR isogalinfrared source;XRB,x-ray binary;H II,H II
region;O PC,open cluster;M C,m olucularcloud;SY1,Seyfert1 galaxy.Stellarm atcheswereneglected,and
radio sourcem atchesarein Table 3.

bTransientsource,seeHym an etal.2002.
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S A ngular G PSR 2LC G PSR 5
N am e (m Jy) D iam eter(00) N am e �

1:4

0:33
N am e �

1:4

0:33
N am e �

0:33

5

357.796�0.790 234.2 10.40 357.795�0.788 �1.3
357.809�0.300 237.2 5.79 357.810�0.298 �0.7 357.808�0.299 �0.9
357.841�0.881 337.0 12.03 357.840�0.880 �1.6
357.866�0.997 881.6 15.17 357.865�0.995 �0.9
357.886+ 0.004 292.4 6.62 357.885+ 0.006 �0.9 357.885+ 0.005 �0.8
357.907+ 0.107 129.0 5.71 357.907+ 0.109 �1.2 357.906+ 0.109 �0.9
358.003�0.637 654.5 6.62 358.003�0.636 �0.4
358.118+ 0.006 83.2 10.38 358.116+ 0.007 �0.9
358.154�1.680 1463.6 17.43 358.155�1.678 �1.6
358.157+ 0.027 270.8 6.68 358.157+ 0.029 �1.0 358.157+ 0.029 �0.8

358.267+ 0.037 124.2 5.63 358.266+ 0.038 �1.1
358.440�0.212 92.4 7.43 358.440�0.210 �0.5 358.439�0.211 �0.3
358.475�0.741 39.0 4.99 358.476�0.739 �0.4
358.554�0.965 55.3 3.01 358.553�0.963 �0.5
358.556�0.572 40.3 5.03 358.555�0.571 �1.0
358.586�1.528 127.4 10.47 358.584�1.528 �1.0
358.591�1.515 115.9 7.65 358.590�1.513 �0.9
358.592+ 0.044 351.9 4.53 358.592+ 0.046 �1.0 358.592+ 0.046 �1.1
358.607+ 1.438 287.1 5.41 358.606+ 1.440 �0.8
358.634+ 0.060 186.6 20.31 358.633+ 0.063 0.3 358.633+ 0.062 0.1

358.638�1.162 251.7 5.77 358.638�1.160 �1.2
358.645�0.035 104.9 19.73 358.645�0.035 �0.7 358.644�0.033 �0.4
358.684�0.118 101.7 14.38 358.684�0.116 0.1
358.697+ 0.260 42.5 8.06 358.696+ 0.262 �0.3
358.786+ 1.265 244.6 4.94 358.786+ 1.268 �0.8
358.804�0.012 22.2 7.39 358.803�0.011 0.4
358.814+ 1.562 103.6 7.19 358.813+ 1.564 �1.3
358.845�1.599 317.8 5.23 358.844�1.597 �0.7
358.849+ 0.159 153.6 5.59 358.849+ 0.161 �1.0
358.874+ 0.275 102.1 5.71 358.873+ 0.277 �1.1

358.892+ 1.406 144.5 4.63 358.891+ 1.408 �0.7
358.901+ 1.638 181.6 7.11 358.900+ 1.639 �0.6
358.918+ 0.071 1623.5 6.43 358.918+ 0.073 �1.0 358.917+ 0.072 �0.9 358.916+ 0.072 �1.1
358.932�1.198 221.7 7.74 358.932�1.195 �0.9
358.934�1.200 174.7 7.47 358.934�1.198 �1.0
358.948+ 1.234 99.5 6.12 358.948+ 1.237 �0.9
358.955�1.045 110.4 6.33 358.955�1.043 �0.8
358.972�0.181 43.0 10.87 358.972�0.180 �0.4
358.983+ 0.578 164.5 3.07 358.983+ 0.580 �0.4
359.011�0.003 77.1 6.17 359.011�0.001 �0.8 359.010�0.001 �0.9

359.019�1.571 100.2 6.06 359.018�1.573 �1.8
359.019�1.569 �1.0

359.159�0.037 37.2 14.43 359.158�0.035 �0.9
359.300�0.134 83.4 9.89 359.299�0.133 �0.7 359.300�0.133 �1.0
359.305�0.841 213.3 10.36 359.305�0.839 �0.7 359.305�0.841 1.1

359.306�0.841 �1.3
359.359�0.981 76.7 11.09 359.358�0.980 0.9 359.357�0.980 0.9
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S A ngular G PSR 2LC G PSR 5
N am e (m Jy) D iam eter(00) N am e �

1:4

0:33
N am e �

1:4

0:33
N am e �

0:33

5

359.389+ 0.459 77.4 21.01 359.388+ 0.460 0.1 359.388+ 0.460 0.1 359.388+ 0.460 0.2
359.391+ 1.272 294.0 7.88 359.391+ 1.274 �1.2
359.394+ 1.270 80.1 7.32 359.394+ 1.273 �0.6
359.535�1.736 182.5 10.21 359.535�1.734 �1.9
359.545�1.147 170.8 4.55 359.544�1.144 �1.1 359.544�1.146 �0.9

359.547+ 0.986 248.9 11.47 359.547+ 0.988 �0.7 359.547+ 0.988 �0.5
359.558+ 0.801 75.3 13.47 359.558+ 0.804 �0.6 359.558+ 0.803 �0.4
359.568+ 1.145 295.7 16.38 359.569+ 1.147 �0.2
359.591+ 1.051 50.8 13.34 359.589+ 1.053 �0.9
359.605+ 0.305 154.8 13.34 359.606+ 0.305 �0.7 359.604+ 0.307 �1.4

359.606+ 0.305 �1.3 359.606+ 0.305 �1.1
359.606+ 0.304 �0.6

359.628+ 1.311 199.7 11.54 359.627+ 1.313 �0.9
359.646�0.057 105.0 22.30 359.646�0.055 1.2
359.657�0.067 82.2 18.74 359.655�0.067 �0.5
359.673�1.278 36.2 6.92 359.674�1.276 �0.7

359.710�0.586 129.1 6.94 359.709�0.584 �0.6 359.708�0.585 �0.8 359.709�0.585 �0.6
359.709�0.585 �0.9

359.710�0.903 175.6 5.57 359.709�0.902 �1.0 359.709�0.902 �0.3
359.712�0.907 265.3 8.44 359.711�0.906 �1.1
359.744�0.590 76.3 13.95 359.744�0.588 �0.3 359.744�0.588 0.1
359.776�0.450 29.7 12.01 359.775�0.449 �0.6 359.775�0.449 �0.4

359.775�0.449 �1.7
359.780+ 0.522 111.6 17.19 359.781+ 0.523 �1.0 359.781+ 0.523 �0.9
359.868�1.509 53.3 3.98 359.867�1.507 �0.7
359.873+ 0.177 508.7 19.58 359.873+ 0.179 �0.4 359.872+ 0.178 �0.7 359.873+ 0.178 �1.0

359.872+ 0.178 �0.7
359.900�1.060 81.6 9.53 359.903�1.057 �1.6
359.931�0.876 49.9 5.68 359.934�0.874 �0.8 359.930�0.875 �0.6

359.978�1.314 40.1 2.77 359.972�1.313 �0.5
359.986+ 1.382 177.8 8.54 359.972+ 1.384 �1.3
359.993+ 1.590 214.1 5.90 359.972+ 1.591 �1.4

0.000+ 1.591 �1.1
0.005�0.892 568.0 8.67 0.000�0.889 �0.5 0.005�0.890 �1.3
0.075�1.066 106.2 13.78 0.074�1.063 �0.7
0.111�1.392 64.9 5.07 0.112�1.390 �0.7
0.115+ 0.792 78.4 9.33 0.114+ 0.793 �0.9
0.131�1.068 129.0 8.70 0.131�1.065 �1.4

0.131�1.067 �2.0
0.193�0.688 29.4 5.34 0.191�0.686 0.4 0.192�0.687 0.5 0.192�0.687 0.2
0.197�1.218 113.6 3.80 0.198�1.216 �0.9
0.272+ 1.195 259.5 2.89 0.271+ 1.198 �1.1

0.281�0.485 58.9 17.10 0.279�0.482 0.4 0.280�0.483 0.7 0.280�0.483 0.4
0.300+ 0.767 31.5 7.69 0.299+ 0.769 �0.9
0.306+ 0.392 50.6 4.70 0.305+ 0.394 �0.6 0.306+ 0.394 �0.7

0.305+ 0.394 �0.7
0.305+ 0.394 �0.5
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S A ngular G PSR 2LC G PSR 5
N am e (m Jy) D iam eter(00) N am e �

1:4

0:33
N am e �

1:4

0:33
N am e �

0:33
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0.314+ 1.643 404.5 10.17 0.314+ 1.643 �1.3
0.315�0.195 28.2 8.45 0.314�0.194 0.8
0.329�1.668 122.0 4.89 0.328�1.666 �0.9
0.391+ 0.230 27.1 6.43 0.391+ 0.231 �0.7
0.405+ 1.060 261.1 4.58 0.405+ 1.062 �0.8 0.404+ 1.062 �0.7
0.426�0.060 90.7 7.48 0.426�0.058 �0.1 0.426�0.058 �0.2
0.441+ 0.586 117.0 7.55 0.441+ 0.588 �1.4 0.440+ 0.587 �0.3

0.478�0.101 138.8 13.18 0.477�0.100 �0.3 0.477�0.100 �0.4
0.481�1.598 58.3 8.08 0.481�1.595 �1.2
0.485�0.703 32.5 11.85 0.486�0.701 0.1
0.491�0.779 26.3 6.39 0.491�0.777 �0.3
0.491�1.044 72.8 5.23 0.491�1.042 �0.5 0.490�1.043 �0.8
0.548�0.851 127.5 16.70 0.548�0.849 0.7 0.546�0.852 1.0
0.538+ 0.261 30.9 7.50 0.539+ 0.263 0.3 0.538+ 0.262 0.7 0.537+ 0.263 0.5

0.538+ 0.262 0.7
0.562�0.819 119.7 3.73 0.562�0.816 �0.9 0.562�0.817 �0.8
0.636+ 1.537 88.7 10.31 0.634+ 1.539 �0.7
0.657+ 1.054 181.4 7.05 0.656+ 1.056 �0.9

0.663�0.853 110.4 4.34 0.662�0.852 �0.8 0.662�0.852 �0.8
0.667�0.037 194.6 9.51 0.668�0.035 0.5 0.667�0.035 1.4 0.667�0.036 1.1

0.667�0.035 2.3
0.667�0.035 1.5

0.736�1.465 169.2 4.56 0.738�1.463 �0.8
0.847+ 1.171 421.0 2.33 0.846+ 1.173 �0.7
0.858�0.952 47.1 4.57 0.858�0.950 �0.4
0.874�0.283 141.9 6.60 0.873�0.282 0.5 0.872�0.282 �0.9
0.900�1.404 60.7 8.14 0.899�1.402 �0.9
0.931�1.136 43.2 3.93 0.931�1.134 �0.9
0.936+ 1.469 82.0 4.64 0.936+ 1.471 �1.5
0.954�1.619 55.1 11.13 0.954�1.617 �0.8

0.993�1.599 154.1 10.69 0.991�1.598 �2.0
1.003�1.595 171.8 8.77 1.003�1.594 �1.1
1.011+ 0.026 132.8 3.39 1.011+ 0.027 �0.7 1.010+ 0.028 �0.9
1.027+ 1.544 155.8 19.0 1.025+ 1.545 �2.0

1.026+ 1.546 �1.8
1.028�1.112 892.1 6.51 1.028�1.110 �1.2
1.048+ 1.572 363.7 1.82 1.047+ 1.574 �0.6
1.062+ 0.381 125.1 3.31 1.061+ 0.382 �1.1 1.061+ 0.382 �1.2
1.138+ 0.807 28.6 7.13 1.139+ 0.809 0.6
1.189�1.319 327.2 5.41 1.189�1.316 �0.7
1.409�0.385 153.8 2.98 1.409�0.383 �0.6 1.408�0.383 �1.0

1.467+ 0.053 32.8 6.40 1.467+ 0.055 �0.6
1.480�0.825 128.9 6.33 1.480�0.822 �1.3
1.499�1.245 185.7 7.48 1.499�1.242 �0.8
1.513�1.220 357.4 8.02 1.513�1.218 �0.9
1.540�0.963 1099.3 4.79 1.540�0.961 �3.0
1.772�1.040 97.0 6.18 1.772�1.038 �0.8
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S A ngular G PSR 2LC G PSR 5
N am e (m Jy) D iam eter(00) N am e �

1:4

0:33
N am e �

1:4

0:33
N am e �
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1.796�1.025 113.4 6.07 1.796�1.023 �1.2
1.828+ 1.068 375.9 7.62 1.828+ 1.070 �1.3
1.894+ 0.479 94.3 5.55 1.893+ 0.480 �0.8

6

R eferences.| (G PSR )Zoonem atkerm anietal.1990 & H elfand etal.1992,(2LC)Lazio & Cordes1998,(G PSR 5)Beckeret
al.1994

Table4. Detected Pulsars

Nam e PulsarNam e AngularDiam eter Flux Density �
0:33
1:4

(00) (m Jy)

358.554�0.965 B1742�30 3.0 55.3 �0.5
359.305�0.841 J1747�2958 9.9 83.4 �0.7
359.460�1.246 B1746�30 1.6 24.0 �1.1
1.540�0.963 B1749�28 4.8 1099.3 �3.0

References. | Taylor,M anchester,& Lyne (1993)and the ATNF Pulsar
Cataloguehhttp://www.atnf.csiro.au/research/pulsar/psrcat/i
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Table5. Pulsarnon-detections

PulsarNam e Distance From Flux Density 3� Flux Densitya �
0:33
1:4

b

Phase Center(0) (m Jy (� = 1.4 G Hz)) (m Jy (� = 0.33 G Hz)) (m Jy beam�1 )

J1738� 2955 105 0.29 17.7 � 2.8

B1736� 29 80 2 9.9 � 1.1

J1739� 3023 114 1.0 21.3 � 2.1

B1737� 30 100 6.0 14.4 � 0.6

J1740� 3052 128 0.7 32.1 � 2.5

J1741� 2733 106 1.1 17.7 � 1.9

J1741� 2945 73 0.6 9.6 � 1.9

J1741� 3016 96 2.3 14.4 � 1.3

J1747� 2802 62 0.5 8.1 � 1.9

J1752� 2821 97 0.32 14.7 � 2.7

a330 M Hz ux density required fora 3� detection atlocation ofthe pulsar.

bLowerlim itbased on 3� non-detection.
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Table6. PulsarCandidates

Nam e AngularDiam eter Flux Density �
0:33
1:4

(00) (m Jy)

357.907+0.107 5.71 129 �1.2
358.157+0.027 6.68 270.8 �1.0
358.556�0.572 5.03 40.3 �1.0
358.592+0.044 4.53 351.9 �1.0
358.638�1.162 5.77 251.7 �1.2
358.687�1.511 5.2 42.5 �1.5a

358.756+0.972 7.7 27.6 �1.2a

358.874+0.275 5.7 102.1 �1.9b

358.918+0.071 6.43 1623.5 �1.0
359.096�1.443 8.9 78.1 �1.0b

359.145+0.826 5.8 29.6 �1.4b

359.260+1.385 5.3 36.5 �1.4b

359.387�1.764 3.2 70.4 �1.2b

359.545�1.147 4.55 170.8 �1.1
359.712�0.907 8.44 265.3 �1.1
359.986+1.382 8.54 177.8 �1.3
0.107�1.217 7.9 51.1 �1.6a

0.272+1.195 2.89 259.5 �1.1
0.359+0.897 6.4 21.9 �1.0a

0.426�0.060 7.5 90.7 �1.0a

0.481�1.598 8.08 58.3 �1.2
0.749+1.184 5.6 21.8 �1.0a

0.809�1.571 6.9 44.5 �1.6b

0.936+1.469 4.64 82 �1.5
1.011+0.026 3.4 132.8 �1.3a

1.028�1.112 6.51 892.1 �1.2
1.062+0.381 3.31 125.1 �1.1
1.474�0.247 8.5 124.0 �1.3a

1.480�0.825 6.33 128.9 �1.3
1.796�1.025 6.07 113.4 �1.2
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Nam e AngularDiam eter Flux Density �
0:33
1:4

(00) (m Jy)

aSpectral index im plied by non-detection in the
Colum bia Survey (Zoonem atkerm aniet al. 1990 &
Helfand etal.1992)and should be considered an up-
perlim it.

bSpectralindex m easured againsttheNVSS survey
(Condon etal. 1998),notthe Colum bia survey. The
NVSS hasa resolution of4500,so spectralindex values
should beconsidered an upperlim it.
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Table7. Previously Detected Non-Therm alFilam ents

Nam e M axim um Intensity Flux Density Size PlaneAnglea

(m Jy beam �1 ) (m Jy) (0) (�)

G0.08+0.15 77.7 4990 21:1� 0:3 0,10b

G359.79+0.17 48.0 2540 8:3� 0:5 35
G359.54+0.18 37.6 1420 6:5� 0:8 25
G359.96+0.09 25.7 1450 12:5� 0:4 15
Radio Arc 52.0 24000 32:0� 4:0 5
SgrC 99.7 4680 11:5� 0:2 15
G358.85+0.47 7.7 106 3:2� 0:8 90
G359.10�0.2 22.4 1540 22:7� 0:4 0,10b

G359.85+0.39 � � � � � � � � � � � �

aPlaneAngleistheangleoftheNTF with respectto thenorm alto theGalactic
Plane.

bThisNTF showssigni�cant’kinks’and hastherefore been �tted with two ori-
entations.
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Table8. New Non-Therm alFilam entsand Candidates

Nam e M axim um Intensity Flux Density Size PlaneAnglea

(m Jy beam �1 ) (m Jy) (0) (�)

G359.12+0.66 11.9 647 15:6� 0:2 35
G359.22�0.16b 23.4 269 1:8� 0:5 55
G359.33�0.42 13.9 81.0 2:4� 0:2 55
G359.36+0.09 10.7 65.2 2:5� 0:2 60
G359.40�0.03 11.9 93.8 1:8� 0:2 5
G359.40�0.07 40.6 229 1:7� 0:3 40
G359.43+0.13 18.8 265 2:4� 0:3 0,90c

G359.59�0.34 20.8 188 2:3� 0:2 25
G359.66�0.11 9.9 226 3:5� 0:5 20
G359.85�0.02 8.5 173 1:8� 0:2 90
G359.86�0.24 11.2 205 8:1� 0:2 35
G359.88�0.07 33.8 930 1:6� 0:2 5
G359.90+0.19 11.9 129 2:4� 0:2 35
G359.99�0.54 9.4 88.8 8:6� 0:2 30
G0.02+0.04 22.3 228 2:0� 0:3 0
G0.06�0.07 10.5 163 2:1� 0:2 15
G0.37�0.07 14.1 128 1:1� 0:3 5
G0.39+0.05 17.8 232 4:1� 0:3 5
G0.39�0.12b 16.1 731.2 10:1� 0:3 5
G0.43+0.01 11.6 43.9 1:6� 0:3 5

aPlaneAngleistheangleoftheNTF with respectto thenorm alto theGalactic
Plane.

bSourceobserved to havesigni�cant6 cm polarization (LaRosa etal.2004.)
cThissourcem ay betwo interacting NTFswith orientationsof0� and 90� to the

Galacticplane


