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W e discuss the G ZK horizon of protons and present a m ethod to constrain the injection spectrum of

ultrahigh energy cosm ic rays (UHECRs) from supposedly identi�ed extragalactic sources. This m ethod can

be applied even when only one or two events per source are observed and is based on the analysis ofthe

probability fora given sourceto populatedi�erentenergy bins,depending on theactualCR injection spectral

index. In particular,we show that for a typicalsource density of4� 10
�5

M pc
�3
,a data set of100 events

above 6� 1019 eV allows one in 97% ofallcasesto distinguish a source spectrum dN =dE / E
�1:1 from one

with E
�2:7 at95% con�dence level.

PACS:98.70.Sa

Introduction| O ne of the m ain obstacles to fast

progress in cosm ic ray (CR) physics has been the im -

possibility to identify individual sources. However,

there are two piecesofevidence indicating thatwe are

at the dawn of \charged particle astronom y." First,

anisotropieson m edium scaleshavebeen found com bin-

ing allavailable data of\old" CR experim ents [1]as

wellasin the data from the Pierre AugerO bservatory

(Auger)[2].Second,the Augerdata hintfora correla-

tion ofUHECRs and active galactic nuclei(AG N) [3],

although thiscorrelationshasbeen contested [4].Thus

one m ay anticipate that the in uence ofextragalactic

m agnetic � elds is sm allso that UHECRs are not sig-

ni� cantly de ected from their initial direction. This

should beparticularly trueabovetheG ZK cuto� [5]at

� 5� 1019eV,when therangeofUHECRsissigni� cantly

reduced bytheirinteractionswith photonsfrom thecos-

m ic m icrowave background (CM B). For instance, for

typicalenergy spectra and sourcesdistributed roughly

hom ogeneouslythroughouttheuniverse,70% ofthepro-

tons with an observed energy of 80 EeV com e from

sourcescloserthan 100 M pc,even accounting fora 20%

errorin theenergy determ ination.O versuch distances,

the angular spread caused by random m agnetic � elds

of1 nG istypically <
� 3� forsuch high-energy protons.

De ectionsin the G alactic m agnetic � eld are expected

to be ofthe sam eorderofm agnitude[6].

The m ain reason why no sources have been identi-

� ed yetwould be in thisscenario thattheaccum ulated

sky exposure isnotyetlarge enough. W hile largerex-

posures will inevitably increase the num ber of UHE-

CRsdetected persource,itm ay take m any yearsuntil

enough eventsare accum ulated from even the m ostin-

tensesourcein thesky toallow onedrawingadecentin-

dividualspectrum .Thedi� useenergy spectrum ofCRs

below E <
� 4� 1019 eV isknown with reasonable accu-

racy and requiresageneration spectrum dN =dE / E ��

with � � 2:7 for identicalsources| or an appropriate

distribution ofm axim alenergies E m ax [7]| while both

thesourceand thedi� usespectra athigherenergiesare

essentially unknown.Itisthereforetim ely,in theinter-

m ediatephasewhen sourcesm ay beidenti� ed by corre-

lation studies buttypically only one ortwo eventsper

source are detected,to ask how the injection spectrum

can be determ ined best.

W hile � rst-orderFerm ishock acceleration typically

results in � around 2.1 [8],there exist various m odels

that predict either m uch harder or softer spectra. An

exam ple for a m odelwith � � 1 up to 1020 eV is the

acceleration in the electric � eld around superm assive

black holessuggested in Ref.[9,10]thatexplains also

the observed propertiesoflargescale jetsin AG N [11].

Another possibility to obtain � � 1 isto take into ac-

counta largephoton background in theacceleration re-

gion in the usualshock acceleration [12]. O n the other

hand,pinch acceleration m ay serve as an exam ple for

� = 2:7 [13].

In thiswork,wepresentan alternativem ethod toset

constraints on the UHECR source spectrum ,suitable

forthenearfutureofproton astronom y.Thebasicidea

to constrain the spectralindex ofindividualsourcesis

that,even though therelativeweightofdi� erentsources

cannotbeknown in advance(i.e.beforem easuringtheir

spectraindividually),therelativeweightofdi� erenten-
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Fig.1:D istanceR in M pcfrom which 90% ofUHECRs

arrivewith energy > E asfunction ofthethreshold en-

ergy E forE m ax = 1021 eV and � = 2:7.The thin solid

red lineusesCEL in a staticUniverseas[19],thegreen

line usesCEL in an expanding Universe.The blue line

labeled \SO PHIA"hasto becom pared to [20].Thered

linetakesinto accountadditionally an experim entalen-

ergy resolution �E =E = 20 % .

ergy binsfor a given source is a directconsequence of

the source spectrum . Now suppose thata m inim alen-

ergy E m in can be identi� ed,above which we can trust

that the observed CRs com e roughly in straight lines

from theirsourceand,m ostim portantly,sourcesinside

thehorizon appearwith a sm allenough angularspread

on the sky that they do not overlap. The energy dis-

tribution ofCRs seen above E m in from a given source

should then re ect the source spectrum (m odi� ed by

theusualpropagation e� ects),and even ifoneobserves

only oneofthem ,itsenergy containssom einform ation

about the source spectrum . W e show how this sim ple

argum entcan beim plem ented quantitativelyforagiven

dataset,takingintoaccountUHECR energylossesfrom

pureproton sourceswith supposedlyidenti� ed distances

and identicalm axim um energy.W e use thistoy m odel

to illustratethebasicfeaturesofthem ethod and to ex-

ploreitspotentialpower,leaving necessary re� nem ents

forfuture work.

Propagation and horizon scale ofUHE protons| In

Fig.1,we show the \90% horizon" { i.e. the distance

R 90 from which 90% ofthe UHECRsobserved abovea

given energy,E ,originate| as function ofenergy. W e

assum e a uniform source distribution with a density

ns = 4� 10�5 =M pc
3
(cf.e.g.Refs.[14,15])and apower-

law source spectrum dN =dE / E �� with � = 2:7 up

to the m axim alenergy E m ax = 1021 eV.W e used for

the calculation ofphoto-pion production the program

SO PHIA [16],eithertaking into accountthestochastic-
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Fig.2:ThedistanceR in M pcforwhich a certain frac-

tion f ofUHECRsarriveswith energy > E asfunction

oftheenergy threshold E for = 2:7.From top to bot-

tom ,f = 90% asred line,f = 70% aspink,f = 50% as

m agenta,f = 30% asblue and f = 10% asgreen line.

ity ofthecorrespondingenergy losses(dotted,blueline)

or applying the continuous energy loss (CEL) approx-

im ation to its results (dashed,green line). The e+ e�

pairproduction lossesweretaken from Ref.[17].

Thef = 90% horizon com puted within theCEL ap-

proxim ation underestim atesconsiderablythefullM onte

Carlo result.Thedi� erenceincreasesfora larger\hori-

zon fraction", f ! 1, and as function of energy for

E ! E m ax.Therearetworeasonsforthelatterdiscrep-

ancy. First,the energy transfer per interaction,y,in-

creaseswith energyand violatesm oreand m orestrongly

theform alrequirem enty � 1 needed fortheapplicabil-

ity ofthe CEL approxim ation.Second,the  ux taking

intoaccountthestochasticnatureoftheenergylossesin

pion production rem ains� nite forE ! Em ax,while in

theCEL approxim ation noparticleswith E = E m ax can

reach theobserverfrom asourceata� nitedistance[18].

In a realistic experim ent, the prim ary energy can

only be reconstructed with a � nite precision. Assum -

ing a G aussian (in logE ) experim entaluncertainty of

� E =E = 20% ,wecom puted the90% horizon asa func-

tion ofthem easured CR energy,forthesam econditions

as above. The two resulting curves are also shown in

Fig.1. Since the CR spectrum is falling steeply,the

m isinterpretation oflowerenergy eventsashigh energy

oneshasa largerim pactthan thereverse,which in turn

leadsto an increase ofthe estim ated horizon scale. At

low energies,say <
� 5� 1019 eV,theobserved spectrum

approxim ates wellto a power-law and the energy res-

olution only a� ects the absolute  ux,not the relative

 uxesrelevantforR90(E ).
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The horizon scale for UHE protons and nucleiwas

recently discussed also in Refs.[19,20]. In Fig.1 we

com pareourcalculationsto thoseofRefs.[19]and [20]

for proton prim aries. In Ref.[19],Harariet al. pre-

sented results(shown asorangeline)using theCEL ap-

proxim ation and assum ing a static Universe,ourresult

forthesam eassum ptionsisshown with a thin solid red

line.Both calculationsagree wellatm oderate energies

E = 80 � 100 EeV,while there is som e disagreem ent

both athigh and low energies.However,thedi� erences

atlow energiesbetween the two calculationsare m uch

sm allerthan the di� erencesbetween those calculations

and the m ore correct CEL calculation in the � CDM

m odel for the expanding Universe, presented with a

green line.

Allresults using the CEL approxim ation di� er in

shapeasa function ofenergy from thecalculationssus-

ing SO PHIA for pion production either directly (blue

line),orusing theSO PHIA resultsin a kineticequation

approach asin Ref.[20](m agenta line).Theagreem ent

between the latter two results is alm ost perfect at all

energies.

Asan illustration,weshow in Fig.2 thehorizon dis-

tance corresponding to di� erentCR fractions. Speci� -

cally,weplotthedistanceR f below which a given frac-

tion f ofthe UHECRsreach the Earth with an energy

largerthan E ,asafunction ofthatenergy,forf = 10% ,

30% ,50% ,70% and 90% (using always SO PHIA and

� E =E = 20% ).

Estim ation of the spectralindex| Since the angu-

larresolution ofcosm ic ray experim entsispoorby as-

tronom ical standards, the identi� cation of individual

sourcesrequiresa relatively large angulardistance be-

tween them . This can only hold for su� ciently high

energiessuch thatthe horizon scaleissm all,say ofthe

orderof100 M pc,leaving a lim ited num ber ofsources

overthe sky.De� ning ashorizon,within which 90% of

allCRsobserved abovea given energy wereem itted,we

� nd from Fig.2 thata horizon of100 M pc corresponds

to a threshold energy ofE = 1� 1020 eV.At present,

the im portance ofde ectionsin extragalacticm agnetic

� elds above this energy is unclear. Assoon assources

aredetected,onewillbeabletosetan upperlim itandto

a certain extentreconstructthe extragalacticm agnetic

� eld.Here,welim itourselvesto theoptim isticscenario

wherede ectionsin extragalacticm agnetic� eldsarenot

m uch larger than the com bined e� ects ofthe G alactic

m agnetic� eld and theexperim entalangularresolution.

Atpresent,thepictureofuniform ly distributed,ex-

tragalactic UHECR sources having allthe sam e lum i-

nosity and the sam e injection spectrum is able to de-

scribe wellthe observed energy spectrum in a broad

energy rangefrom a few� 1017 eV ora few� 1018 eV up

to the G ZK cuto� ,depending on the assum ed source

com position [21,22].

W e� rstproduceaM onteCarlo(M C)sam plebygen-

erating sources with constant com oving density ns =

4 � 10�5 M pc
�3

up to a m axim alredshift ofz = 0:1.

Then we choose a source i according to the declina-

tion dependent exposure ofAuger,with an additional

weight chosen according to the source distance. Fi-

nally,we generate a CR with an initialenergy drawn

random ly accordingto theassum ed injection spectrum ,

dN =dE / E �� 0,and propagateituntiliteitherreaches

theEarth distanceorlosesenergy down to below E m in.

In theform ercase,wethen apply an energy-dependent

angular de ection to m im ic the e� ect ofthe G alactic

m agnetic� eld,with a shiftperpendicularto theG alac-

tic plane equalto �b = 2�(E =1020eV)�1 , where this

m agnitude ism otivated by the resultsofRef.[6]. The

chosen m agnetic� eld likely overestim atesde ectionsfar

away from the galactic plane in m ostofm odels. How-

ever, we consider this choice as a conservative upper

lim it. Finally,we de ect the CR direction to account

fora � nite experim entalangularresolution,taking the

Augersurfacedetectorasa reference[23],with a spher-

icalG aussian density / exp(� ‘2=(2�2
l
))sin(‘)d‘,where

�‘ = 0:85� and ‘isthe angulardistance.

After having generated N cosm ic rays,we perform

a correlation analysisbetween theCRsand thesources.

First, we identify as \the source" ofa given CR the

source with the sm allestangular distance ‘ to the ob-

served CR arrivaldirection and m axim aldistance R =

100M pc. Inside this region,there are around � 160

sourcesforchosen density ns = 4� 10�5 M pc
�3
. Such

a sm allnum ber m akes the probability negligible that

sourcesoverlap,ifthey areuniform ly distributed.This

probability increases,ifsources follow| as expected|

thelarge-scalestructureofm atterand m ay constitutea

reallim itation to resolvesinglesourcesin clustercores.

Additionally,werequirethattheangulardistance‘

be sm allerthan a prescribed value,‘m ax.Next,having

pre-de� ned an energy E2 thatdividesthewholeenergy

rangeinto two largebins,wecountforeach sourceithe

num bersN i;1 and N i;2 ofhigh energy (E � E2)and low

energyevents(E m in � E < E2),respectively.G iven the

corresponding fractionsf1(�)and f2(�)= 1� f1(�)of

N i = N i;1 + N i;2 eventsexpected from a source atthe

identi� ed distanceforan arbitrary valueofthespectral

index �,we calculate with a binom ialdistribution the

probability,

pi(N i;1;N i;2j�)=
(N i;1 + N i;2)!

N i;1!N i;2!
f
N i;1

1
(�)f

N i;2

2
(�); (1)
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thatthe observed num bersN i;j areconsistentwith the

value �0 used in the M C.Considered as a function of

�,thisprobability distribution hasthetruevalue�0 as

itsexpectation value,ifourprocedureisunbiased,and

m easures how strongly the data disfavor a di� erently

assum ed value� 6= �0.

Since the di� erentsourcesem itCRsindependently

from one another, we can sim ply m ultiply the single

sourceprobabilitiespi(N i;1;N i;2j�)to obtain theglobal

probabilityofagivendatasetwith N sidenti� ed sources:

p(fN i;1gi= 1;N s
j�)=

N sY

i= 1

pi(fi;1;fi;2j�): (2)

The basic outcom e ofa sam ple ofM C sim ulations

for� xed param eters� = �0 :::isthusabinned distribu-

tion,f(pj�),giving thefraction f ofM Csproducing the

value p.W ith how m uch con� dence can we distinguish

thesedistributionsfortwo di� erent�1 and �2? Clearly,

thesm allertheoverlap ofthetwodistributions,theeas-

ierthe two param etersets�i can be distinguished.
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Fig. 3: D istribution of probability of reconstructed

power law spectrum if real power law spectrum is

� = 2:7,angle ‘m ax = 4
�
. In allcases E m in = 60 EeV.

Thered lineisfor� = 1:1 and thebluelinefor� = 2:7.

W e study now the possibility to distinguish di� er-

ent values of the injection spectrum of CRs in m ore

detail. As sim plifying assum ption we assum e that the

injection spectrum ofallsourcesisthesam e,i.e.in par-

ticular that the m axim alenergy ofallsources is iden-

tical. This assum ption allows us to study the spectra

only above � 4� 1019 eV,because at lowerenergies a

spectralindex � < 2:6 requireseitheradditionalG alac-

ticsourcesora non-uniform sourcedistribution.In the

latter case, either the source density or the lum inos-

ity ofsingle sourcesshould increase asfunction ofred-

shift,n(z)= n0(1+ z)m and L(z)= L0(1+ z)m respec-

tively,or the m axim alenergy ofsources is distributed

asdn=dE m ax / E 3:6��
m ax

[7].M oreover,we consideronly

two extrem e cases,nam ely a power-law with �0 = 1:1

and �0 = 2:7.

In Fig.3 we com parethe distributionsofprobabili-

tiesobtained from Eq.(2)choosing astrue value �0 =

2:7,as source density as alwaysns = 4� 10�5 =M pc
3
,

as num ber ofCRs N = 100,and ‘m ax = 4�. The red

solid lineisthedistribution ofprobabilitiesobtained as-

sum ing � = 1:1,whilethebluedashed linecorresponds

� = 2:7.Thetwocurveshaveonlyasm alloverlap,since

theprobabilitiesusingthecorrect� arerathernarrowly

concentrated around p = 1,whiletheprobability distri-

bution using the wrong � extends from extrem ely low

valuesup to one. Thusan experim entaldi� erentiation

between di� erentinjection spectra seem spossible,even

ifonly one or,in few cases,two events per source are

detected,asitisthe case forthe chosen param etersin

Fig.3.Thisconstitutesthe m ain resultofourwork.

W e quantify the chances to distinguish two di� er-

entspectralindicesin the following way:W e calculate

theareaA correspondingto thedesired con� dencelevel

(C.L.), A,starting from 1 to the left using the best-

� tdistribution (e.g.the blue line in Fig.3)and obtain

thereby asitslowerboundary pA .Thusonly in 1� pA

caseswewillobtain by chancea lowerprobability using

thecorrecttesthypothesis.Nextwecounthow largeis

the area B ofthe wrong test hypothesis on the left of

pA .As� nalanswerweobtain thatin thefraction B of

allcaseswecan distinguish between thetwo hypotheses

with C.L.A.

Letusillustrate thisprocedure forthe case consid-

ered above,choosing ascon� dencelevelA = 95% .The

green dashed-dotted verticallinein Fig.3enclosing95%

ofthe area ofthe true (blue) distribution determ ines

p95 = 0:056. The area ofthe red curve on the left of

p95 = 0:056 is B = 0:971. Hence one can exclude in

B = 97:1% ofcases with at least 95% C.L.the expo-

nent� = 1:1 for the spectrum ,ifthe true exponentis

�0 = 2:7.

In addition to the ratherextrem e casesofthe spec-

tral indices above, we investigated the ability of the

m ethod to distinguish between any ofthem and an in-

term ediate value of�0 = 2:0,often considered in the

contextofastrophysicalparticle acceleration.Asan il-

lustration,we found thatwith a data setof100 cosm ic

raysabove6� 1019 eV,itispossiblein 50% ofthecases

todiscrim inate�0 = 2:0from avalueofeither1.1or2.7

with a C.L.of95% .Likewise,fora data setof200 cos-

m icraysabove4� 1019 eV (i.e.foressentially thesam e

exposureofthesky,butwith a lowerenergy threshold),

an injection spectralindex of1.1 can be discrim inated
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against�0 = 2:0with aC.L.of95% in 90% ofthecases,

while an injection spectralindex of2.7 can be discrim -

inated against�0 = 2:0 with a C.L.of95% in 70% of

the cases.

Sum m ary| W ehaveproposed a m ethod to estim ate

thegeneration spectrum ofindividualextragalacticCR

sources that is well-suited for the tim e when only one

ortwo eventspersourcearedetected.An im portantin-

gredientofthism ethod istherelativefraction ofevents

contained in a prescribed energy interval.Thereforewe

haverecalculated thehorizon scaleofultra-high energy

protons,taking into accounta reasonable energy reso-

lution,sim ilarto thatofAuger.

W ehavedem onstrated fora toy-m odelthepotential

ofthis m ethod,� nding that around 100 events above

6� 1019 eV are required to distinguish with 97% prob-

ability atleastatthe 95% C.L.the two extrem e cases

� = 1:1 and 2.7.A di� erentiation between �’sthatare

m oresim ilarwillbeclearly m orechallenging.An injec-

tion spectralindex of2.0 can stillbedistinguished from

the two above values with a 95% C.L.in the m ajority

ofcases(with the sam estatistics).

Severaloftheissueswehaveneglected,likethee� ect

ofa possibleE m ax distribution,should beincluded in a

m orecom plete study assoon asexperim entaldata will

be available. A properestim ation of� also requiresto

quantifythebiasintroduced e.g.bym isidenti� ed events.

In general,itprovesm ore e� cientto rem ove from the

data set the doubtfulevents (e.g. in regions where a

given catalogue used to identify sources is known to

be incom plete,orwhen severalsourcesatdi� erentdis-

tancesareidenti� ed overa sm allregion ofthesky,with

possible overlap due to m agnetic de ection orpooran-

gular resolution),and apply the m ethod with a corre-

spondingly sm aller statistics. Sources physically clus-

tered in theuniversearenota problem here,sincethey

are located essentially at the sam e distance from the

Earth and thussu� erfrom thesam eattenuation during

propagation.
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