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1 Introduction

The DELPHT (DEtector with Lepton Photon and Hadron Identi cation) at CERN
LEP (Large Electron Positron collider) m easured coan ic muons regularly in order to
align and calbrate various subdetectors. A mapr upgrade of the D ELPH I hadron
calorin eter was com pleted in 1997. A s a result the calorin eter granularity increased
substantially and spectacular events lke the one shown in Fig. 1 were registered. The
trigger studies perform ed during 1998 have shown that D ELPH I can register coan ic
events during regular data taking. W henever there was no triggered €' e interaction,
the detector stayed active to record possible coan ic events. In this regin e we were able
to collect data throughout the years 1999 and 2000.

The experimn ental hall of DELPH I was located 100 m etres underground and the
overburden Imposed a cuto of 52 G&V /c on the m om enta of vertical muons. This,
depending on the particular interaction m odel, corresoonds to a lower lin it of prim ary
particle energies of about 10'* &V . The upper lim it of prin ary energy, less than 10'® &V,
llow s from the totalm easurament tine of 16 10 seconds. A fthough this live tin e is
an all com pared to standard coam ic ray experin ents, the granularity of the detector and
them om entum cuto m ake the data Interesting. T he high energy m uons origihate from
m eson decays and other processes w hich take place in the upper atm osphere. T hey carry
Inform ation about the st stages of the shower developm ent. C onsequently, these data
re ect di erent agpects of the show er than those recorded by experin ents on the ground,
w here the vast m a prity of detected m uons originates from pion decays at low energies.

R econstruction of coam ic ray interactions at very high energies relies heavily on M onte
Carlo M C) sinulations. Hence the Interpretation of m easured data is dependent on the
m odels of shower propagation, Including simulations of high energy hadron collisions,
hadron decays and further developm ent of the electrom agnetic and hadronic com po-
nents. W hile the particle decays and the shower propagation are well described, the
m ost In portant source of uncertainties originates from m odels describing the high energy
Interactions of hadrons at the beginning of shower developm ent. T he interaction m od-
els such asNEXUS [1], QGSJET [2]or SIBYLL [3] are tuned to avaikbble accelerator
data at lower energies than those discussed In this paper. T he collider experin ents are
m ore suited to study phenom ena at larger transverse m om enta. T hus our data, which
can reveal features of particle interactions in the very forward region, are in this sense
com plem entary.

The muon com ponent of coam ic ray show ers has been studied w ith Jarge ground ar-
rays (eg. [4,5]) or at Jarge depths corresponding to a m om entum cuto above 1 TeV
(eg. [6{8]). The data at intemm ediate depths underground are scarce and the experi-
m ents detecting muons with a mom entum cuto around 100 Ge&V /c (eg. [9]) use less
precise detectors than the LEP experim ents. Besides D ELPH I, sin ilar studies of cos—
m ic rays were perform ed at ALEPH [10]and L3+ C [11]. D etailed m odel tests [12] show
that QG SJET describes best the various correlations between hadronic, electrom agnetic
and m uon com ponents of atm ospheric showers in the case of ground experin ents. D ata
registered by underground experin ents re ect di erent shower properties. The ain of
this work is to test the interaction m odel, which su ciently well describes the ground
m easuram ents, using m ultim uon data detected underground.

T he detector and its overburden are described In Section 2. T he conditions of event
registration are m entioned in Section 3 and the procedure of event reconstruction is
described In Section 4. The chain of program s used to sim ulate showers is described in



Section 5. T he results obtained are given togetherw ith predictions ofhadronic interaction
m odels iIn Section 6 and they are discussed In the nal Section 7.

2 D etector and its location

DELPHTI was a classical collider experin ent with num erous subdetectors and a
solenoidalm agnetic eld. A detailed description of the apparatus can be found in [13].
Only a few subdetectors were usad for the cosm ic m uon detection, nam ely: T In e Pro—
Fction Chamber (TPC), Tine O f Flight scintillation detector (TOF ), O uter D etector
(OD ),Barrelpart of HAdron calorim eter (HAB ) and BarrelM Uon chambers M UB).A 1l
these partswere Jocated in the barrel part of the detector (Fig.2). TOF served to trigger
cogan ic events.

TheHAB detectorwas a sam pling calorin eter and it contained 12000 lim ited stream er
tubes. T he iron of the m agnet yoke served as an absorber. Tt consisted of 20 slabs 5 an
thick. Stream er tubes were inserted into the 2 an w ide gaps between individual iron
plates. The gasm xture inside the tubes was com posed of A r(10% ), CO, (60% ) and iso-
butane(30% ). HAB with its large volum e served as the backbone of m uon detection.
T he detection area of HAB was 75 m? in the horizontal plane. Each tube in the barrel
part of the hadron calorim eter had an e ective length of 3.6 m and its cross—section was
1 8 an?. A1l the tubes were paralkl to the beam pipe. During the upgrade of the
hadron calorim eter in the years 1995 -1997 each tube was equipped w ith read-out of its
cathode, which consisted of resistive vamish of the whole tube interjor [14]. T he an allest
sensitive cellbefore the upgradewasabout20 30 35an®in ( , ,R)standard DELPHI
coordinate systam ! and the cells were organised in towers pointing to the centre of the
detector. A fter the upgrade the cell size of the cathode readout In the barrel becam e
360 8 7an? [15,16]. Consequently the granularity in the plane perpendicular to the
beam s Increased about 14 times. Due to technical lin itations it was possible to read
out signals only on the two outer front-ends of the barrel. T he charge deposited on the
cathode was Integrated for 350 s and acoepted or rejected by a discrin inator. T hus in
this system of cathode read-out, the signals from individual tubes were either yes or no
and the reconstructed tracks are In fact only pro fctions of the m uon tra fctories onto
the plane perpendicular to the LEP beam s, separately for each halfof HAB.

The TPC was able to m easure the fulldirection of m uon tracks. D ue to its relatively
an all volum e it contained only a an all fraction of the m uons passing through DELPH I
(TPC had 10 times an aller detection area com pared to HAB ). During the standard
recording ofe" e collisions, the drift tin e in the TPC ism easured from ty which isgiven
by the instant of beam crossover (BCO ) inside D ELPH I.Tn the case of coam ic events
ty was the average arrival tin e of tracks to the OD .

Tn extram e cases 50% orm ore of the tubes In one orboth sidesof HAB were hit. This
Jed to saturated events where counting of individual m uons was not possible anym ore.
However, the coan ic origin of these events is quaranteed, because in this case vacant
tubes appear In parallel lines which follow the direction of the muon bundl and they
cannot be causad by any noise in HAB .M oreover, In a few such events the lower bound
on the num ber of m uons could be roughly assessed from M UB.

T he apparatuswas situated about 100 m underground. T he surface altitudewas 428 m
above the sea level. T he com position of the rock above theD E LP H T experin ent isknown
from a geological survey perform ed for civil engineering purposes. T he sin pli ed picture

Tas de ned eg. In [13]-R radius, azimuth angle in plane perpendicular to the beam pipe and polar angle (= 0
along beam )



of the overburden structure could be approxin ated by 5 m apr geological layers w ith
di erent m ass densities. T he density of the rock In the vertical direction varies between
22 g=an > and 25 g=am ° depending on the layer. The total vertical depth of DELPH I
Jocation is about 19640 g=am 2. T he resulting energy cuto for vertical cosn ic m uons is

52 G &V . Thedetector was located in a large experim ental cavem equipped w ith three
access shafts shown in Fig. 3. T his scham e of the experim ental area and the overburden
was used In sin ulations.

3 Trigger

T he trigger of coan ic events was entirely based on TO F . T his detector consisted of a
single layer of plastic scintillation counters. Each one was read out by two photom ultipli-
ers. T he scintillator planks covered the intemal side of HAB . Initial attem pts to trigger
on single muons led to a high trigger rate. T herefore in 1999 the trigger was set up to
dem and at Jeast 3 active detector sectors to accept an event. It ran in so-called \parasitic
m ode", ie. whenever there was no triggered € e interaction, the trigger stayed sensitive
to coam ic events for 4:1 s after each beam crossing. T his short detection w indow was
optin ised for " e interactions.

The beam crossing frequency depended on the num ber of €' (e ) bunches in the col-
Ider. D uring the running m ode w ith 4 bunches in them achine, thelbbeam crossing period
was 222 s, whilke in the 8 bunch m ode the period decreased to 111 s. Con-—
sequently, the detector was sensitive to coam ic events for 18% of the total data taking
tine In 4 bunch m ode and for 37% in 8 bunch m ode. D edicated coan ic runs (w ithout
the beam s In the collider) have been perform ed m ainly at the beginning of each year.
A lthough there were no € e collisions, BCO signals were issued to m in ic the 8 bunch
m ode.

In an dealcase, two muons passing TOF would be su cient to activate the trigger.
In reality the TOF detection e ciency n Z ° ! * events was 84% . However, w ith
Increasing m uon m ultiplicity the TO F trigger e ciency quickly approaches alm ost 100% .
A Iready formuon multiplicity N = 5the TOF e ciency is 99% , for lower m ultiplicities
N = 3(4) the corresponding e ciencies are 94(97)% . Tt was found in [17]that wih 5
orm ore m uons the trigger stability is assured. F ig. 4 plots the rate of events w ith m uon
m ultiplicity higher than 5 In di erent run periods. T he event rates are consistent w ithin
statistical errors and there is no di erence between the runs w ith and without beam s
In LEP . In total, taking into account various bunch schem es and the 4:1 s detection
w indow , the accum ulated e ective live tine is Teer = 16 10 s (= 185 days).

4 Event reconstruction

T he tracks of cosn ic m uons were reconstructed from hadron calorin eter data by the
ECTANA program [18],which scans signals n the HAB m odulesand nds track pattems
of hit stream er tubes. T his package has the advantage that it was developed not only for
studiesof et e collisions, ie. tracks com ing from the Interaction point in the centre of the
detector, but it has the option for cosm ic events aswell. W hen running in coan ic m ode
it allow s tracks originating anyw here in the calorim eter to be reconstructed w ithout an
explicit cut on the track im pact param eter. T he search for active stream er tubes starts
from the outer planes of a given m odule and continues inwards. A group of at least 4
aligned hits is taken as a track elem ent. The track elem ent is also required to have a



reasonable density of hits, at least 30% of tubes along its length have to be active. A 1l
possible hypotheses starting from a certain hit found during the scan are analysed, and
the positions of hits are tted by a straight line. The best t in tem s of the num ber of
hitsand 2 is stored. B efore accepting the track, its sin ilarity w ith other hypotheses was
checked to avoid double counting.

T he Jlength of the reconstructed track was required to be larger than 50 an . Tt was
possible to t radii of curvature of the bent tracks, however, there were only a few such
tracks and their radiiwere quite large. T herefore the coordinates of active tubeswere t-
ted only by straight lines in the nalanalysis. Them atching between track elem ents from
di erent calorim eter sectors was perform ed. T he num ber of reconstructed trackswas con—
sidered as the reconstructed m ultiplicity of an event. T he perform ance and functionality
of the ECTANA program were checked with M C studies that com pared param eters of
reconstructed and in fcted events. However, noM C tuning of the reconstruction software
was neaded.

The analysed data sam ple consists of 54201 events w ith m uon m ultiplicities bigger
than 3. They were registered during the years 1999 and 2000. The num ber of events
w ith m ultiplicity above a given value is given in Tab. 1 and the di erential m ultiplicity
distrdbution is shown in Fig. 5.

A Together there were only 7 saturated events lke the one depicted In Fig. 6 where
m ore then 50% of the tubeswere hit. In the case of saturated events vacant tubesm ake
parallel line pattems which cannot result from a glitch of the electronics. T he saturated
events are expected to havem ultiplicity higher than the highest m ultiplicity reconstructed
from unsaturated events N > 127). M oreover, In two of these events we were able to
assess the Iower Iim it of the m ultiplicity from the proportionality between the num ber
of M UB anode hits and reconstructed m uon multiplicity from HAB (Fig. 7). However,
this procedure was not possible in allevents. TheM UB timew indow isonly 59 safter
BCO and the events com ing at the end of trigger tinewindow 4.1 safter BCO are not
registered properly as the necessary drift tine is 25  s.

In general, the muon tracks inside bundles are aln ost parallel as dem onstrated in
Fig. 8. In this picture we plot the angle between the vertical direction and the track
pro gction onto the plane perpendicular to the LEP beam s. T he track collinearity helped
to nd high multiplicity events origihating from muon interactions close to the detector.
Them anual scanning wasdone on alleventswith N > 30. A Itogether we have refected
14 events w ith diverse directions of tracks. T hey correspond to 1:3% of the 1065 scanned
events. T he parallelisn of reconstructed tracks was checked also by the cut that requires
m ore than 50% of reconstructed tracks to be aligned within 5 of the m ean value of all
track angles in the event. T his cut rejected the sam e events as the scanning procedure.

A s already m entioned above, the cathode read-out could not detect how m any m uons
hit one single tube. T herefore at higher m ultiplicities m uons start to shadow each other
and the reconstructed m ultiplicity is in fact a lower lim it of the real event m ultiplicity.
However, even the highest reconstructed m ultiplicities around 120 are still strongly cor—
related w ith the nitialm ultiplicity as can be seen from Fig. 9, where the reconstructed
multiplicity in M C data is plotted as a function of the num ber of m uons incted into
HAB.

Unlke the hadron calorim eter, the TPC gives full spatial inform ation on traversing
muons. The drawback is its relatively sm all size. The track reconstruction from the
TPC was possble with standard D ELPH I software tools w ith the provision for start
of the drift tin e (see Section 2). D ue to the digproportion of TPC and HAB sizes, the
regpective m ultiplicities do not correlate well. H owever, we were able to reconstruct the



m uon bundle directions from the TPC and to com pare the m ultjplicities from the TPC
with M C predictions [17].

5 S ulation

To simulate the regponse of DELPH I to coan icray induced showers, we have st
up a chain of sin ulation program s. T he high energy interactions were m odelled by the
QGSJETO1l [2] program in plem ented within the CORSIK A [19] package® . The rock
above theD E L P H Idetector and the shape of the experin ental cavem aswellas the basic
structures such as concrete walls and the three access shafts were represented according
to Fig. 3 and smulated by GEANT 3 [20]. Full sim ulation of the detector response was
provided by the DELSIM [21] sin ulation package.

A s the chem ical com position of coam ic rays is not well known, we have used only
two lim iting cases of hadron prim ary particles — protons and iron nuclei. Data sets
were generated for both types of prin ary particles in 12 energy intervals 102 -3 18 &V,
3 1 -108 eV ,etc. upto 3 10 -10'® &V . The Jowest energy intervalbarely contributes
due to the muon energy cuto of 52 G&V and the condition N > 3. A lso the highest
energy interval contributes very little, if at all, because of the relatively short observation
tin e. The Iower energy Iin it depends on the interaction m odel and on the thickness of
the overburden while the upper Im it is given by the ux value used for nomm alisation
and the observation tim e. A s these two lim its are not given reliably we have used a w der
energy range for the sim ulations.

ANl CORSIKA simulations were done w ithout \thinning". At high energies (E >
107 eV ) the thinning option speeds up sin ulations of showers w ith billions of secondary
particlesby discarding a de ned fraction of the secondaries and by ascribing the ram aining
particles certain weights. However, this option m ight introduce additional system atic
errors. For this reason full event sim ulation was used in the analysis.

The data sam ples were generated according to an energy dependence E using
the spectral index = 1 in order to obtain su cient representation of events at the
upper part of the energy spectrum . Events were then re-weighted according to one of the
assum ed energy spectra (see below ).

Show er centres were an eared uniform Iy over a circular area with radiusR = 200 m
around the D ELPH I detector. T his radius value was chosen as optin albecause an aller
R values led to an increased fraction of lost events w ith an all m uon m ultiplicities w hile
larger radii would In ply the necessity of using large data sam ples to produce enough
events w ith high m uon m ultiplicities. This is dem onstrated in Fig. 10 which show s the
stability of the sim ulated m ultiplicity distrrbution as a function of R . For each radius the
ratio of occupancies in two adjacent bins in the nal integralm ultiplicity® distrbution is
plotted. W ith increasing values of R , the sin ulated m ultiplicity distrilbution stabilises.
AtR = 200m the stability is reached at all sin ulated energies. Furthem ore, the radius
of 200 m ensures that the fraction of lost events at the lowest multiplicity N = 4 is
an aller than 0.5% .

During the sn earing of showers with E < 10 &V each shower was used 10 tin es.
For higher energies the num ber of m oves is 100. Taking 100 m oves at energy > 10 &V,
one CORSIKA generated shower contributed to the simulated spectrum at N > 45 on

°F irst analyses with Q G SOET m odelwere perform ed with CORSIKA ver. 6.014 from M arch 2002. Later studies of
QGSJET with m odi ed param eters used CORSIK A ver. 6.031 from February 2004. It was checked that the results of
the two sin ulations w ere independent of the COR SIK A version.

3De ned in Section 6.




average only once. Since the events with N > 45 are dom inated by prin ary energies
higher than 10%*® &V , the relatively high num ber ofm oves is, in fact, chosen optin ally.

The generated data set at N > 45 (which corresponds roughly to E 10% &v)
was about 20 tin es larger than the realdata sam ple. At lower m ultiplicities (ie. lower
energies) the sam ples were about equal. T he stability of the results was also checked by
doubling the size of the M C data sets.

T he nom alisation of the sim ulated m ultiplicity distributions depends necessarily on
the assum ed energy spectrum of prim ary particles. Four spectra corresponding to dif-
ferent lines in Fig. 11 were assumed. Lines 1, 2 and 3 all represent power law indices

= 277 below theknee (Eyxpee= 3 18 &V )and = 3:0 above the knee, thus they have
the sam e shape of energy dependence and they di er by the total ux only. A ssum ption
1b isde ned by exponents = 2% below and = 3:05 above the knee. These spectral
Indices were used for tests of Q G SIET 01 w ith changed intemal param eters.

T he m ost notable contributions to the systam atic errors are our im perfect know ledge
of the overburden and due to a hardware e ect which in certain situations caused cross—
talk of the cathode read-out and appeared as a w iderm uon track that can shadow m ore
muons than the nom al track. The e ect of inaccurate know ledge of the overburden
was taken into account by changing the rock density by 5% in all geological layers.
Changes of m ultiplicity distrdoution induced by this density variations stay within 5% .
T he crosstak hasbeen studied in detailin 2% ! * Interactions. Based on this it was
ncorporated into theM C . T he system atic ervor induced by thise ectwaschecked nM C
by using two options: one w ith fiill crosstalk sin ulation taken into account and another
w ith this sim ulation sw itched o . Tt was found that the Im pact of crosstalk on the nal
m ultiplicity distribution is less than 5% of the num ber of events at high m ultiplicities.
T he upper bound of the possible live tin e ervor was estim ated using the know ledge of
the DELPH Idead tim e and it isabout 2% . Due to the DELPH Im agnetic eld, another
e ect which m ight induce system atic error is the possble track m atching ine ciency in
the upper and the lower part of HAB for low energy muons. A ssum ing only straight
Iines in track reconstruction we could double count curved tracks. The e ect was studied
using the option ofthe ECTANA package that enabled to search also for curved tracks. It
was found that them axim al In pact on the nalm ultiplicity distribution decreases w ith
Increasing m ultiplicity and it is about 8% for m ultiplicities below 15, 4% at integrated
m ultiplicities larger than 20, 3% form ultiplicities lJarger than 45 and 2% form ultiplicities
larger than 70.

T he overall systam atic error is . 8% at high m ultiplicities (N 45) which is below
the statistical uncertainty. M ore detailed discussion of the whole sin ulation is provided
in [17].

6 Results

6.1 D irections ofm uon bundles

The m ost straightforward and M C -independent results are those conceming the di-
rections of muon bundles. A s explained already above, it was possible to reconstruct
the filll spatial direction of the tracks only from TPC data. A s the TPC reconstruction
depends on the mean arrival tine to OD , we have selected higher m ultiplicity events
w ith m ore than 15 muons in HAB and at least 4 reconstructed tracks in TPC . This cut
corresponds to prin ary energies of about  10*° &V . T he sky plt of event directions in
galactic coordinates is shown In Fig.12. T he event direction is given as a m ean direction



of individualm uons and the pointing precision isa few degreesdue to m ultiple scattering
In the overburden, detector precision and unknown core position of the shower. T here is
no apparent clistering of events.

T he absence of point sources is dem onstrated also by the dependence of the event rate
on sdereal tim e. Fig. 13 show s no signi cant m odulation of the rate during the sidereal
day. The an all dip disappears at higher m ultiplicities.

The lack of point lke anisotropies in the data justi es the assum ption of uniform
distribution of coan ic ray directions which isused In M C sim ulations.

6.2 M uon m ultiplicities

T he shadow Ing e ect reduces the num ber of reconstructed tracks when com pared to
the num ber of m uons entering the calorin eter. In fact we m easure only a lower lim it
of the event m ultiplicity and therefore we plot the integrated m ultiplicity distributions
where all events w ith given m ultiplicity or higher contribute to the corresponding bin.
The m easured distribbution is plotted in Fig. 14a together w ith M C sim ulations of proton
and iron induced showers.

Taking into account that the com position of prin ary cosn ic rays is light at energies

10* eV thedata should ©llow theM C prediction for proton prin ary particles at sm all
m ultiplicities. T his behaviour is quaranteed only by ux value 1 from Fig.11. H owever,
this value represents the upper lim it of m easured uxes. Taking into account the spread
of ux 1 -3,we obtaln for theM C prediction the bands dem onstrated In Fig. 14b.

Evidently even the highest ux value combined with the assum ption of pure iron
prin aries is not su cient to describe the surplus of high m ultiplicity events. T he excess
of events In the region N 80 is19 (based on statistical errors) for ux 1;assum ing
a more realistic ux value 2, the discrepancy reaches about 3 . One is tem pted to
Interpret Fig. 14 as a convolution of proton and iron induced showers. However, this
would m ean that the prim ary particles at Iower energies would be only protons while
at the higher energies the prim aries would be entirely iron nuclei. T he contributions of
ndividual energy bins in the case of iron prin aries are detailed in Fig. 15. Fig.16 show s
the distribution of proected angle m easured n HAB ascom pared toM C event sam ples
with N 4 and N 20 regpectively. T he lower m ultiplicity corresponds to the point
In Fig. 14 where data can be descrlbbed by proton prin ardes. T he second m ultiplicity
Interval represents the region where M C sim ulation of iron nucleibest describes the data.

The saturated events appear In the simulation In the same way as in the data as
events w ith m ore than 50% of the tubes hit. In the case of prim ary protons and ux 1
the num ber of M C saturated events is1:1 04. In the case of fron prin aries the total
num ber of expected saturated events is 33 1: com pared to 7 saturated events in the
realdata.

A Ithough we have tested only the QG SIJET m odel, it is clear that the use of other
m odelswould lead to an even greater discrepancy asQ G SIET predicts higherm uon den-
sities close to the shower core than otherm odels do (eg. SIBYLL or DPMJET [24]).
Because of this, it was suggested [25] to test the sensitivity of the produced m ultiplic—
ity spectra to QG SIET intemal param eters. In [26]a set of QG SJET 01 param eters is
m odi ed; nam ely the inelastic cross—section of p (PN ) is reduced and the elasticity of
the collisions is increased. Tt is argued that such m odi cations can im prove consistency
between m easurem ents of coan ic ray com position by experin ents based on shower ar-
rays and by C erenkov or uorescence telescopes. R eference [26 ] suggests several possible
m odi cations. In the follow Ing we w ill keep its notation and denote the tested m odel as



m odi cation 3a. The result obtained with themodi ed QG SJET is com pared w ith the
data and w ith the orighalQGSJET 01 In Fig.17a.

T hem odel 3a enlarges the region w here the data are betw een the predictions for proton
and iron induced showers. In the case of unm odi ed QG SJET 01, the data reach the iron
curve at m ultiplicity 20. Using 3a, the data are consistent with a m ixture of light
and heavy com ponents up to a multiplicity  70. T he slight event excess in data is still
apparent at the highest m ultiplicities, however, now w ith som ewhat sn aller signi cance.

T he num ber of events at low m uon m ultiplicities in the case of proton prim aries and
model3a (Fig. 17a) isnow larger than in the data. The an aller and m ore realistic ux
1b predicts a num ber of low multiplicity events consistent w ith the data as seen from
Fig.17b. At high m ultiplicities the m odel 3a predicts of course less events with ux 1b
than with ux assum ption 1. However, the prediction of m odel 3a w ith spectrum 1b is
still above the prediction of QG SJIET with ux 1.

7 Conclusions

The negranularity hadron calorin eter of the D ELP H I experin ent was used tom ea—
surem ultim uon events originating from cosm ic ray showers. T hem ultiplicity distribution
of muon bundles cannot be described by current M onte Carlo m odels in a satisfactory
way. It is di cult to express the disagreem ent quantitatively as we have to use ux
values m easured elsew here and also the chem ical com position of initial particles is not
wellknown. H owever, even the com bination of extrem e assum ptions of highest m easured

ux value and pure iron spectrum fails to describe the abundance of high m ultiplicity
events. Sin flar qualitative conclusions can be drawn from m easurem ents of ALEPH [10]
and L3+ C [27], where m uon bundles (up to m ultiplicity of about 30) were studied In
coincidence w ith the ground array signals.

The tested Q G SIET Joased m odelw ith m odi ed cross-sections [26 Jperform s som ew hat
better but it uses a value of the pp total crosssection at the lowest lin it allowed by
CDF [28],E710 [29]and E811 [30]m easuram ents. Justi cation of this assum ption can
be given only by future experim ents. Hadron interactions at energies beyond the reach
of accelerators are not very well known. Recently, also a m ore exotic explanation [31],
basad on the assum ption of the presence of strangelets in cosm ic rays, has been suggested
to describe enhanced production of high m ultiplicity m ultim uon events.

The m ain conclusion is that the m ultim uon data from coan ic ray show ers detected
at Interm ediate depths are quite sensitive to the dynam ics of initial high energy interac—
tions. In our case the prin ary collisions leading to high m ultiplicity events (N > 45)
correspond to Interactions at energies equivalent to about 5 TeV in the pp centre-ofm ass
system . This energy region has been so far inaccessible to laboratory m easurem ents.
H owever, even after LHC data becom e available, m uon underground m easuram ents have
the potential to reveal som e details of nteractions in the very forward direction which
are inaccessible to collider experin ents. T hus they are in portant for the tuning of high
energy interaction m odels which are indispensable for m easurem ents and energy recon—
struction of cosm ic rays at even higher energies of the order 10%° &V, inaccessible to
present and near future accelerators.
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3
4

num ber of events
N >3 54201
N 30 1065
N 70 78
N 100 24

Tabl 1: M ultiplicities of reconstructed events.
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Figure 1: H gh m ultiplicity cosm ic event as seen by hadron calorin eter. T he num ber of
reconstructed tracks was 127.
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from [22] and modi ed. The squares close to line 1 correspond to results of Hav—
erah Park taken from [23]. The data points were added using the m acro available at
http://astroparticle uchicago edu/announce htm 1. F lixes are m ultiplied by E 7.
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Figure 12: G alactic coordinates of events w ith m ore than 15 tracks In HAB and m ore
than 3 reconstructed tracks In TPC .
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Figure 13: The event rate versus the sidereal tin e expressed in degrees. Events w ith
m ore than 5 reconstructed m uons are taken into account.
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Figure 14: Integrated m ultiplicity m easured In HA B together w ith the result of the M C
sim ulation of iron and proton induced showers with assumed ux 1 (a) and uxes1 -3
o).
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Figure 15: Contributions of di erent energy intervals to the nal integral m ultiplicity
distrbution . Prin ary particles are fron nuclei.
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Figure 17: (a) The integral m ultiplicity distrdbution for QG SJET and m odi cation 3a
com pared to data. Flux 1 isassumed. (b) The Integralm ultiplicity distribbution for the
m odi cation 3a com pared to data. F lux 1b is assum ed.



