
Ilias Cholis, 4/18/2023

Have we found the counterpart signal of the Fermi bubbles at 
the cosmic-ray positrons?

Iason Krommydas @ Rice University
Cholis, Krommydas, PRD 105 023015 (2022)
Cholis , Krommydas arXiv:2208.07880 (ApJ 2023)

– 32 –

6. Morphology and spectral variations

The average spectrum of the bubbles is an important characteristic, but it may be insu�cient

for distinguishing among the models of the bubbles’ formation and the mechanisms of the gamma-ray

emission. In this section, we calculate the spectrum of the bubbles in latitude strips, and estimate

the significance and the spectrum of the enhanced gamma-ray emission in the south-eastern part of

the bubbles, called the “cocoon” (Su & Finkbeiner 2012). We search for a jet inside the bubbles and

determine the location and the width of the boundary of the bubbles.

6.1. Longitude Profiles
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Fig. 22.— Residual intensity integrated in di↵erent energy bands for the baseline model derived with GALPROP

templates in Section 3.2 (top) and for the example model derived with the local templates analysis in Section 4.3

(bottom).

To give a general idea about the morphology of the bubbles, we present the profile plots of the

residual intensity corresponding to the Fermi bubbles at di↵erent latitudes integrated in three energy

bands: 1 - 3 GeV, 3 - 10 GeV, 10 - 500 GeV. The residual intensity is shown in Figure 22. There is

an L-shaped over-subtraction at low energies in the GALPROP residuals in the low latitude part of the

northern bubble. This residual is spatially correlated with the star forming region ⇢ Ophiuchi, which

might have a di↵erent CR spectrum compared to the average. Notice that this feature is not present in

the residuals obtained from the local template analysis, which allows the adjustment of the normalization

of the CR density in local patches. The profile plots in 10� latitude strips are shown in Figure 23.

An excess of emission in the southern bubble for latitudes �40� < b < �20� and longitudes 0� <

` < 15� corresponds to the cocoon proposed by Su & Finkbeiner (2012). There is also a slight excess of

emission for 20� < b < 40� around ` = 10�. At some latitudes, the width of the boundary of the bubbles

is approximately or smaller than 5�. We study the width of the edge in more detail in Section 6.3.



Positron Fraction:
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The Cosmic-Ray positron fraction

Φe− ¼ Ce−E−γe− þ CsE−γse−E=Es ; ð2Þ

(with E in GeV). A fit of this model to the data with their
total errors (the quadratic sum of the statistical and
systematic errors) in the energy range from 1 to
500 GeV yields a χ2=d:f: ¼ 36.4=58 and the cutoff
parameter 1=Es ¼ 1.84% 0.58 TeV−1 with the other
parameters having similar values to those in [2],
Ceþ=Ce− ¼ 0.091% 0.001, Cs=Ce− ¼ 0.0061% 0.0009,
γe− − γeþ ¼ −0.56% 0.03, and γe− − γs ¼ 0.72% 0.04.
(The same model with no exponential cutoff parameter,
i.e., 1=Es set to 0, is excluded at the 99.9% C.L. when fit to
the data.) The resulting fit is shown in Fig. 4(b) as a solid
curve together with the 68% C.L. range of the fit param-
eters. No fine structures are observed in the data. In our
previous Letter, we reported that solar modulation has no
observable effect on our measured positron fraction, and
this continues to be the case.
An analysis of the arrival directions of positrons and

electrons was presented in [2]. The same analysis was
performed including the additional data. The positron to
electron ratio remains consistent with isotropy; the upper
limit on the amplitude of the dipole anisotropy is δ ≤ 0.030
at the 95% C. L. for energies above 16 GeV.
Following the publication of our first Letter [2], there

have been many interesting interpretations [3] with two
popular classes. In the first, the excess of eþ comes from
pulsars. In this case, after flattening out with energy, the
positron fraction will begin to slowly decrease and a dipole
anisotropy should be observed. In the second, the shape of
the positron fraction is due to dark matter collisions. In this
case, after flattening out, the fraction will decrease rapidly
with energy due to the finite and specific mass of the dark
matter particle, and no dipole anisotropy will be observed.
Over its lifetime, AMS will reach a dipole anisotropy
sensitivity of δ≃ 0.01 at the 95% C.L.

The new measurement shows a previously unobserved
behavior of the positron fraction. The origin of this
behavior can only be ascertained by continuing to collect
data up to the TeV region and by measuring the antiproton
to proton ratio to high energies. These are among the main
goals of AMS.
In conclusion, the 10.9 × 106 primary positron and

electron events collected by AMS on the ISS show that,
above ∼200 GeV, the positron fraction no longer exhibits
an increase with energy. This is a major change in the
behavior of the positron fraction.
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FIG. 3 (color). The positron fraction above 10 GeV, where it
begins to increase. The present measurement extends the energy
range to 500 GeV and demonstrates that, above ∼200 GeV, the
positron fraction is no longer increasing. Measurements from
PAMELA [21] (the horizontal blue line is their lower limit),
Fermi-LAT [22], and other experiments [17–20] are also shown. Energy [GeV]
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FIG. 4 (color). (a) The slope of the positron fraction vs energy
over the entire energy range (the values of the slope below 4 GeV
are off scale). The line is a logarithmic fit to the data above
30 GeV. (b) The positron fraction measured by AMS and the fit of
a minimal model (solid curve, see text) and the 68% C.L. range of
the fit parameters (shaded). For this fit, both the data and the
model are integrated over the bin width. The error bars are the
quadratic sum of the statistical and systematic uncertainties.
Horizontally, the points are placed at the center of each bin.
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We Account for pulsars and other cosmic-ray sources and 
Comparing to Observations

CALET

DAMPE

While pulsars are not the only source
of cosmic-ray electrons and positrons, 
adding their contribution we can test 
various hypotheses on the properties 
of Milky Way pulsars using the 
recently released (2017-2021) cosmic-
ray energy spectral measurements.

Cholis, Krommydas, PRD 105 023015 (2022)



Using the Fermi Data



Using the Fermi Data

-

collection of ISM models

- point sources =



Planck Collaboration: Detection of the Galactic haze with Planck

Fig. 9. Top: The microwave haze at Planck 30GHz (red, −12 µK < ∆TCMB < 30 µK) and 44GHz (yellow, 12 µK < ∆TCMB < 40
µK). Bottom: The same but including the Fermi 2-5 GeV haze/bubbles of Dobler et al. (2010) (blue, 1.05 < intensity [keV cm−2
s−1 sr−1] < 1.25; see their Fig. 11). The spatial correspondence between the two is excellent, particularly at low southern Galactic
latitude, suggesting that this is a multi-wavelength view of the same underlying physical mechanism.
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ABSTRACT

Using precise full-sky observations from Planck, and applying several methods of component separation, we identify and characterize the emission
from the Galactic “haze” at microwave wavelengths. The haze is a distinct component of diffuse Galactic emission, roughly centered on the Galactic
centre, and extends to |b| ∼ 35◦ in Galactic latitude and |l| ∼ 15◦ in longitude. By combining the Planck data with observations from the Wilkinson
Microwave Anisotropy Probe we are able to determine the spectrum of this emission to high accuracy, unhindered by the large systematic biases
present in previous analyses. The derived spectrum is consistent with power-law emission with a spectral index of −2.55 ± 0.05, thus excluding
free-free emission as the source and instead favouring hard-spectrum synchrotron radiation from an electron population with a spectrum (number
density per energy) dN/dE ∝ E−2.1. At Galactic latitudes |b| < 30◦, the microwave haze morphology is consistent with that of the Fermi gamma-ray
“haze” or “bubbles,” indicating that we have a multi-wavelength view of a distinct component of our Galaxy. Given both the very hard spectrum
and the extended nature of the emission, it is highly unlikely that the haze electrons result from supernova shocks in the Galactic disk. Instead, a
new mechanism for cosmic-ray acceleration in the centre of our Galaxy is implied.

Key words. Galaxy: nucleus – ISM: structure – ISM: bubbles – radio continuum: ISM

1. Introduction

The initial data release from the Wilkinson Microwave
Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) revolutionised our understanding of
both cosmology (Spergel et al. 2003) and the physical processes
at work in the interstellar medium (ISM) of our own Galaxy
(Bennett et al. 2003). Some of the processes observed were
expected, such as the thermal emission from dust grains, free-
free emission (or thermal bremsstrahlung) from electron/ion
scattering, and synchrotron emission due to shock-accelerated
electrons interacting with the Galactic magnetic field. Others,
such as the anomalous microwave emission now identified as

! Corresponding author: K. M. Górski, e-mail:
krzysztof.m.gorski@jpl.nasa.gov

spinning dust emission from rapidly rotating tiny dust grains
(Draine & Lazarian 1998a,b; de Oliveira-Costa et al. 2002;
Finkbeiner et al. 2004; Hinshaw et al. 2007; Boughn & Pober
2007; Dobler & Finkbeiner 2008b; Dobler et al. 2009), were
more surprising. But perhaps most mysterious was a “haze” of
emission discovered by Finkbeiner (2004a) that was centred
on the Galactic centre (GC), appeared roughly spherically
symmetric in profile, fell off roughly as the inverse distance
from the GC, and was of unknown origin. This haze was
originally characterised as free-free emission by Finkbeiner
(2004a) due to its apparently very hard spectrum, although it
was not appreciated at the time how significant the systematic
uncertainty in the measured spectrum was.

1

In gamma rays we have discovered the Fermi Bubbles

Planck Coll. A&A 2013 
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• collisions of galaxy clusters 
(e.g. bullet cluster)

Scales of dark matter

• DM tested in wide variety of arenas

Most of the universe is beyond the standard 
model

DM is 
collisionless, not 
part of the 
standard model

• success of BBN (DM is non-baryonic)!

• growth of structure (cold DM)
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6. Morphology and spectral variations

The average spectrum of the bubbles is an important characteristic, but it may be insu�cient

for distinguishing among the models of the bubbles’ formation and the mechanisms of the gamma-ray

emission. In this section, we calculate the spectrum of the bubbles in latitude strips, and estimate

the significance and the spectrum of the enhanced gamma-ray emission in the south-eastern part of

the bubbles, called the “cocoon” (Su & Finkbeiner 2012). We search for a jet inside the bubbles and

determine the location and the width of the boundary of the bubbles.

6.1. Longitude Profiles
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Fig. 22.— Residual intensity integrated in di↵erent energy bands for the baseline model derived with GALPROP

templates in Section 3.2 (top) and for the example model derived with the local templates analysis in Section 4.3

(bottom).

To give a general idea about the morphology of the bubbles, we present the profile plots of the

residual intensity corresponding to the Fermi bubbles at di↵erent latitudes integrated in three energy

bands: 1 - 3 GeV, 3 - 10 GeV, 10 - 500 GeV. The residual intensity is shown in Figure 22. There is

an L-shaped over-subtraction at low energies in the GALPROP residuals in the low latitude part of the

northern bubble. This residual is spatially correlated with the star forming region ⇢ Ophiuchi, which

might have a di↵erent CR spectrum compared to the average. Notice that this feature is not present in

the residuals obtained from the local template analysis, which allows the adjustment of the normalization

of the CR density in local patches. The profile plots in 10� latitude strips are shown in Figure 23.

An excess of emission in the southern bubble for latitudes �40� < b < �20� and longitudes 0� <

` < 15� corresponds to the cocoon proposed by Su & Finkbeiner (2012). There is also a slight excess of

emission for 20� < b < 40� around ` = 10�. At some latitudes, the width of the boundary of the bubbles

is approximately or smaller than 5�. We study the width of the edge in more detail in Section 6.3.

Fermi-LAT Collaboration 
Result ApJ 2014

Su et al. ApJ 724, 1044 (2010)

Discovery of edges on the emission.
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In addition to the Fermi Bubbles, in 2021 the e-ROSITA 
Bubbles at X rays were discovered



So what are those bubbles a signal of ?
They could be signals of EPISODIC bursts of cosmic-rays originating 
from the supermassive black hole at the center of our galaxy

…AND maybe the galactic center excess in GeV energy gamma rays
 is just the result a similar signal from the supermassive black hole.



Connecting to positrons

…the cosmic rays giving these gamma-ray, X-ray and microwave 
signals would either be protons OR electrons + positrons.

If the Fermi Bubbles are produced by cosmic-ray electrons + 
positrons, then we can estimate 
i) the age of the Fermi Bubbles burst event to be ~5 Myr old. The 

e-ROSITA signal would come from an older burst event.
ii) the energy output of the Fermi Bubbles to be                     erg. 

The e-ROSITA energy output is highly uncertain.

Most of those positrons propagate perpendicular to the disk. 
However, some fraction will end up propagating along the galactic 
disk. The highest energy positrons would be reaching us (at the 
Sun) about now….
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For a Milky Way source the cosmic-ray positron flux evolution with time

Malyshev, Cholis, Gelfand, PRD 2009 

Assuming Time-bombs of Cosmic-Rays

Modeling the cosmic ray flux from a burst of 
positrons, originating from pulsars or from the 

supermassive black hole
Assuming the injection time is much smaller than the propagation time
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A cosmic-ray burst event from the center of the galaxy can 
give tiny spectral features at 10-30 GeV positron energies:

Fermi and/or e-ROSITA Bubbles counterpart signal in positrons?
Cholis , Krommydas arXiv:2208.07880 (ApJ 2023)



Cholis , Krommydas arXiv:2208.07880 (ApJ 2023)

The impact of ISM assumptions on the propagation 
of cosmic-rays

Alternative energy losses assumptions

alternative 
diffusion assumptions



…within the uncertainties YES. Typically a small fraction of the total 
energy of the original burst event leaks to positrons that reach us.

Cholis , Krommydas arXiv:2208.07880 (ApJ 2023)

DO these positron features have the right properties to 
be related to the Fermi Bubbles?

Three different choices for the 
averaged anergy losses the 

positrons experience on their trip 
from the center of the galaxy to us.



Acknowledgements
MSGC, NASA No. NNX15AJ20H

MSGC, NASA No. 80NSSC20M0124

Thank you

Office of High Energy Physics

DE-SC0022352



Additional Slides



Including uncertainties on the Pulsar 
Properties

One has to include all uncertainties, pertaining to

• The Neutron Stars distribution in space

• The initial conditions of the Neutron Stars (as a 
distribution of properties) in terms of their initial    
spin-down power

• The uncertainties on their time evolution, i.e. 

• How many cosmic-ray electrons and positrons they 
produce/inject into the interstellar medium and with 
what spectrum

• How these electrons/positrons propagate from there 
to us (ISM physics & Heliospheric Physics)

We have produced  over 7K unique Milky-Way pulsar simulations. Each 
simulation contains anywhere between 5K to 18K unique pulsars within 
4 kpc from the Sun.
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The impact of ISM assumptions on the propagation of cosmic-rays

suppressed E-loss

enhanced E-loss for alternative 
diffusion assumptions

“conventional” Energy-losses

Cholis, Krommydas, PRD 105 023015 (2022)



Alternative assumptions on the (i.e. observable) luminosity 
of pulsars

Cholis, Krommydas, PRD 105 023015 (2022)

Cholis, Karwal, Kamionkowski, PRD 98 063008 (2018)



Total Lepton Flux from AMS-02: Cholis, Krommydas, PRD 105 023015 (2022)

ALSO relied on work: Cholis, McKinnon, PRD 106 063021 (2022), to 
model the impact of the solar wind..



Total Lepton Flux from DAMPE (probing the youngest pulsars):


