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Based on generalconsiderationsratherthan m odel-dependent�tsto speci�c scenarios,we argue

thatan increasewith energy ofthepositron fraction in cosm icrays,suggested by severalexperim ents

at E >
� 7G eV,m ost likely requires a prim ary source ofelectron-positron pairs. W e discuss the

possible alternatives,and �nd none ofthem plausible on astrophysicalorparticle physicsgrounds.

Furtherobservationalwaysto testdi�erentscenariosare discussed.

PACS num bers:98.70.Sa

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Sincelongtim e,thestudyofthepositron/electronratio

in cosm icrayshasbeen recognized asan im portanttool

to constrain theproduction and propagation ofenergetic

particles in the G alaxy and in the Solar System . The

PAM ELA satellite detector,which began its three-year

m ission in June of2006,isdesigned to m easure (am ong

othercom ponents)thespectraofcosm icraypositronsup

to270G eV and electronsup to2TeV,eachwith unprece-

dented precision [1]. Recently,the PAM ELA collabora-

tion haspresented � rstresultsofthem easurem entofthe

positron fraction in the cosm ic ray spectrum ,which ap-

pearsto begin clim bing quite rapidly between � 7 G eV

and 100 G eV [2]. A sim ilar trend was in fact also in-

dicated by earlierexperim ents,including HEAT [3]and

AM S-01 [4],although with lesser statisticalsigni� cance

and overa sm allerdynam icalrange. The behaviorthat

seem sto em ergein thepositron fraction isvery di� erent

from thatpredicted forsecondary positronsproduced in

thecollisionsofcosm icray nuclideswith theinter-stellar

m edium (ISM ).The situation is sum m arized in Fig 1.

W hileunaccounted system aticsin them easurem entsare

in principlepossible,wethink itisworth reviewing what

kind ofphysicsm ay lead to such an energy spectrum ;we

shallarguethatby farthe sim plestand m ostlikely (as-

tro)physicalinterpretation isthatan additional,prim ary

sourceofhigh energy positronsexists.

The positron fraction isde� ned as

f(E )�
�e+

�e+ + �e�
=

1

1+ (�e� =�e+ )
; (1)

where the  uxes �i refer to the ones at the top ofthe

atm osphere. Here and in the following,we shallkeep

im plicitthedependenceof uxeson energyE .W ere-cast

the uxesin term sofphysically m otivated contributions,

withoutlossofgenerality:

�e+ = P + S ; (2)

�e� = A + P + S � D = �e+ + A � D : (3)

The term A represents the com ponent ofprim ary elec-

tronsaccelerated in addition to any e+ � e� pairs;this

term includes(butisnotnecessarily lim ited to)prim ary

electronsaccelerated in atypicalISM environm entwhere
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FIG .1: The �gure reports the positron fraction vs. energy

m easured by PAM ELA [2], HEAT com bined data [3] and

AM S-01[4].A \typical"prediction based on purelysecondary

e
+

often used asa benchm ark in theliterature[5]and power-

law curvesE
"
passing through PAM ELA datum at6.83 G eV

with index "= 0:2 and "= 0:35 arealso reported forillustra-

tive purposes.

no pairs are present. The term S represents the sec-

ondary com ponent ofe+ produced in hadronic cosm ic

ray collisions in the ISM .Note that an analogousterm

exists for e� as well,which we denote S � D : there is

indeed a sm allde� cit D ofsecondary e� com pared to

secondary e+ dueto chargeasym m etry in thecosm icray

and ISM nucleipopulation,which is proton-dom inated.

Finally,we allow fora putative prim ary  ux P ofe� -e+

pairs,which isputto zero in typicalpredictionsoff(E ).

A P -term m ightbe due forexam ple to unaccounted as-

trophysicalaccelerators as pulsars or to a m ore exotic

source as dark m atter (DM ) annihilation. In term s of

thesecom ponents,

f(E )=

�

2+
A � D

P + S

� � 1

: (4)

First,onetrivialobservation:sincefrom particlephysics

we know thatD � 0,from the em piricaldatum f(E )<

1=2 it follows that A � D 6= 0. This is not surpris-

ing,since it is wellknown that accelerators ofe� (i.e.

http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.4846v3
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electronsonly,notpairs)existin nature.Shockson the

background ISM atsupernovarem nants(SNRs,them ost

likelyacceleratorsofG alacticCosm icRays)aretheprim e

candidate in that sense; for m odern predictions ofthe

electron spectrum and an overview ofpastpublications,

see e.g.[6]and refs. therein. The low-energy behavior

off,typically found to decline from � 0:1 to � 0:05 up

to � 5 G eV,has been m easured since longtim e. This

range is in uenced by tim e and charge-dependentsolar

m odulation,which islikely responsibleforthedi� erences

am ongexperim ents.W eshallneglectin thefollowingso-

lare� ects which are irrelevantin the high energy range

we focuson here. O n the otherhand,growing evidence

has been collected in the recent years that f(E ) m ight

berising athigh energies,with thelatestPAM ELA data

stronglyfavoringthisobservation.W hileoneshould wait

forhigherstatisticsand possibly an independentcon� r-

m ation (in particularby AM S-02 [7]),itisusefulto clas-

sify the possible (astro)physicalm echanism s leading to

such an e� ect,a task we discussin Sec.II.W e willcon-

cludethattheonly oneappearing viablerequiresP 6= 0,

which would im ply thediscoveryofanew classofcosm ic-

ray sources(Sec.III).

II. T H E N EC ESSIT Y O F A P R IM A R Y

SP EC T R U M O F e
+

-e
�
PA IR S

A . B asic A rgum ents

To provethe statem entin the title ofthisSection,we

shalladopta \reductio ad absurdum " approach.Letus

notethatf0� df=dE > 0 im plies

�

A � D

P + S

� 0

< 0: (5)

Letusnow considertheAnsatzP = 0 and neglectD for

the m om ent(we shallsee thatthis is justi� ed,actually

even a conservative assum ption). Then,we should re-

quire(A =S)0< 0 to producea rise.W eseenow thatthis

requireshighly im plausibleastrophysicalconditions.

In a very sim ple (position-independent) leaky-box

m odel,them asterequation forleptonssim pli� esinto [8]

@�

@t
= q(E )�

�

�(E )
�

@

@E
[b(E )� ]; (6)

where� isthelepton  ux,q(E )theinitial/injection spec-

trum ,�(E ) / E � �e an e� ective containm enttim e,and

b(E ) � � dE =dt ’ �E 2 the energy-loss rate function,

which at the energies of interest (E>� 7G eV) is dom -

inated by synchrotron radiation and inverse Com pton

scattering. Let us assum e spectra at the injection of

the typicalpower-law form / E � e;E � p respectively

for electrons and for protons (which, being the dom i-

nanthadroniccom ponentofcosm icraysand ISM ,arethe

m ain responsible for secondary leptons). Protonssu� er

virtually no energy lossesand obey an equation sim ilar

to Eq.(6) with b(E ) ! 0,which yields for the steady

state solution (@� =@t= 0)a spectrum / E� p� � with,

a priori,�6= �e.The index � isconstrained from the nu-

clide ratio B/C to lie in the range0:3� 0:6 (a review of

recentcosm icray experim entsand theirinterpretation is

provided in [9]). The convolution ofthisspectrum with

therelevantcross-sectionisthesourceterm forpositrons,

q+ / E � p� � assum ing an energy-independentinelastic

cross-section and inelasticity. Forthe electrons,one has

sim ply q� / E � e,plus a subdom inant secondary con-

tribution ofsim ilarm agnitudeand shapeofthepositron

one. The resulting spectra of prim ary electrons and

secondary positrons at the Earth are thus respectively

/ E � � � ;E � � + where�� = e+ ‘,�+ = p+ ‘+ �.Here

‘sym bolically representsthe steepening dueto di� usion

and energy losses of leptons. For exam ple, when one

can neglectenergy losses,� / q(E )�(E )and ‘= �e;at

su� ciently high-energy (TeV range)whereenergy-losses

dom inate it is easy to see that � / b(E )� 1
R

dE 0q(E 0)

and ‘ = 1. Independently of the value of ‘, in this

sim ple m odelwe end-up with (A =S) / E � e+ p+ � and

thus Eq.(5) requires p + �� e < 0. This condition

seem sextrem ely hard to achieve,requiring wildly di� er-

ent (by >
� 0:6) source spectralindexes for protons and

electrons. This would contradictthe standard theoreti-

calinterpretation ofthespectraldi� erencebetween pand

e� observed atthe Earth asdue to di� erentenergy-loss

properties,ratherthan intrinsicones.Also notethatthe

condition p + �� e < 0 could not hold down to low

energies,sincethethe sign off0 isnegativearound G eV

energies.So,oneshould also invokesom espectralbreak

in the injection electron spectrum placed ad hoc in the

� 7G eV range.In sum m ary,insisting in thepriorP = 0

and requiringthus(A =S)0< 0seem stoim ply:i)thatour

scenariosforthe origin ofG alactic electronsare wrong,

requiring in turn eithernew sourcesornew acceleration

m echanism sdi� erentfrom the proton ones;ii)som e de-

greeof� netuning,in thesensethattheenergy atwhich

f0changessign would correspond to som espectralbreak

in the electron spectrum . These conditionsappearway

m oreextrem ethan allowing forprim ary sourcesofpairs,

forwhich candidates(both astrophysicaland exotic)do

existin the literature.

O n the top ofthe aboveconsiderations,there areem -

piricalargum entswhich appearto disfavorthishypoth-

esis.De� ning �tot � �e+ + �e� ,from Eq.(1)one has

�tot(E 1)

�tot(E 2)
=
f(E 2)

f(E 1)

�e+ (E 1)

�e+ (E 2)
: (7)

Assum ing only secondaries, the hardest spectrum the-

oretically possible for positrons derived in [10]goes as

� E � 3:33 above10 G eV.In thesam epaperitisreported

thatthesoftestpossiblespectrum for�tot � tting (poorly,

at3 �)thedata com piled in [11]goesas� E � 3:54 in the

sam erange.Asaresult,them axim algrowth possiblefor

the positron ratio| assum ing only secondary positrons
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and no priorsforthe electrons| is

f(E 2)

f(E 1)
<
�

�

E 2

E 1

� 0:2

: (8)

Asillustrated in Fig.1,thisisinsu� cienttofully explain

the rise suggested by the PAM ELA data. M ore in gen-

eral,thisargum entprovesthata betterdeterm ination of

the electron energy spectrum m ight revealan inconsis-

tency ofthef(E )and �tot data with a purely secondary

origin of e+ , which does not resort to any theoretical

considerationson the �e�  ux.

B . Possible loopholes: further discussion

Although illustrated in asim pleleakyboxscenario,the

conclusion thatP 6= 0isrequired appearsrobust.A sub-

tlepointin theconsiderationsfollowingEq.(5)isthatwe

really need to com parethespectrum oftheprim ary elec-

tronswith theoneofcosm icraynucleiatm uch higheren-

ergies(a factor>� 20)sincesecondary leptonsonly carry

a lim ited am ountoftheparentnucleusenergy.Although

a concavity ofthe spectrum would be naturally accom -

m odated in non-linearacceleration m odels[12],there is

no evidence that the (wellm easured) proton spectrum

presentsa noticeablechangeofslopearound TeV energy,

certainly notatthe levelof� p ’ 0:5.

Another way around the previous conclusion m ay be

to consider a progressively rising role ofHelium nuclei

as source ofsecondaries. Still, at energies around the

TeV one should require a  ux ofHelium nucleicom pa-

rable to proton one and,at the sam e tim e,its spectral

index harder than the proton one by an am ount larger

than �.Actually,som eindicationsofa hardening ofHe-

lium spectrum hasbeen claim ed by the ATIC-2 collabo-

ration [13]. Butitsam ountand the energy range where

ithappensappearinsu� cientto explain the beaviourof

f(E ).Forexam ple,between 200G eV and 1TeV the ux

ratio �p=�H e variesby only � 15% .To excludethispos-

sibility,however,itwould be im portantto com pare the

positron fraction and p and He spectra m easured with

the sam e instrum ent. Prelim inary resultsby PAM ELA,

for exam ple,do not support such an explanation since

they show thatboth p and He uxesarewell� tted with

the sam espectralindex ’ 2:73 up to � 500 G eV [14].

In [5],the possibility was discussed that the average

interstellarproton spectrum m ay beharderthan theone

m easured \locally" by an index � 0:15,invoking both a

better agreem entwith the di� use gam m a-ray spectrum

and the HEAT data on the positron fraction.Note that

even thisad hoc adjustm entwould be insu� cientto ex-

plain the presentevidence supporting f0 > 0. Still,as-

sum ing thatthis argum entiscorrect,one would expect

two qualitative predictions:since the \collecting cosm ic

rayvolum e"in theG alaxydependsboth on prim arytype

and energy(viadi� usion and spallation e� ects),aspatial

non-universality ofcosm icray acceleration should re ect

into a changeofslope ofa single speciesvs.energy,and

ofdi� erentspeciesfrom oneanother.TheTRACER col-

laboration has instead reported that for nucleibetween

O xygen and Iron a single power-law index� 2:7 can � t

allthedata in theG eV to TeV energy pernucleon,with

possible variationswithin � 0:05 [15]. W e take here the

agnostic point ofview that the gam m a-ray \excess" is

notunderstood atthe m om ent(itm ighteven be due to

a calibration problem ,see[16]),butnote thatitm ay be

consideredaswellasan indicationthatadditionalsources

existcontributing abovetheG eV range,which isconsis-

tentwith the hypothesis ofadditionalprim ary em itters

ofcosm icray positrons.

O nem ayfurtherwonderifarisingpositron ratiom ight

be due to an unexpected energy-dependent beaviour of

the di� usion index;from previousconsiderationsand in

the sim plest case of p = e, it would follow indeed

(A =S) / E �. For the sake ofthe argum ent and with

a slight abuse,let us assum e � to be \slightly" energy

dependent (this is not rigoroussince the previous solu-

tion has been derived for a constant�.) The condition

(A =S)0 < 0 translates into the requirem ent that �(E )

declines with energy faster than 1=ln(E ) in the 0.1-1

TeV energy range ofthe parent nucleus producing the

positrons. This is a relatively large e� ect,with � drop-

ping by at least a factor � 3 in a decade ofenergy to

account for the rising f(E ). Even the proposalthat �

changesfrom � 0:6 above10 G eV to � 0:3 atTeV ener-

gies([6]and refs.therein)appearsinsu� cienttoaccount

for the sign off0. O n the other hand, this argum ent

facesanotherdi� culty:the featurelesspower-law ofCR

protonswould resultfrom a � ne-tuned com pensation of

the variation of�(E )and the injection spectrum ,which

seem sim probable,the two being unrelated. Itisworth

notinghoweverthateven thisbaroquescenarioistestable

em pirically from high-energy B/C data.

Anotherapproxim ationin thepreviousargum entisthe

assum ption ofa constantcross-section. A rising inelas-

tic cross section would re ect in the secondary energy

spectrum .Indeed,the inelastic crosssection growswith

energy (see e.g.[17]),butonly logarithm ically,by � 1%

between 10 and 100 G eV and by � 10% between 0.1 and

1 TeV,i.e. equivalent at m ost to a power-law ofindex

� 0:04.Thisism orethan oneorderofm agnitudesm aller

than whatneeded to explain the positron feature.

Finally,let us com e back to D ,or better D =S. The

aboveconsiderationsarea fortioritrueif(D =S)0� 0,i.e.

ifthe relativedi� erencebetween positronsand electrons

rem ains constant or declines with energy. Note that

this function is m ostly dependent on particle physics,

apart for the convolution with the prim ary cosm ic ray

spectrum . Ifwe take for exam ple the e+ and e� yields

for a proton power-law spectrum reported in Fig.12 of

Ref.[17]onecan concludethat:i)thesecondary spectra

are slightly harder than the prim ary one, consistently

with the energy-dependence e� ect discussed above;

ii) the electron spectrum is slightly harder than the

positron one,i.e.D =S isslightly decreasing with energy.
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Although a detailed study would be required to assess

m ore quantitatively the uncertainties in this argum ent,

it is clear that a su� ciently strong dependence ofD =S

which m ight account for a rise in f(E ) appears out of

question.

III. C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,m otivated by observationalevidenceand

in particularbyPAM ELA data[2],wehavediscussed un-

derwhich conditionsa risein thepositron fraction f(E )

can take place. Barring the case ofsystem atics in the

m easurem ents,we have analyzed the following hypothe-

ses:

1) \Anom alous" prim ary electron sourcespectrum .

2) Spectralfeature in the proton  ux responsible for

the secondaries.

3) RoleofHelium nucleiin secondary production.

4) Di� erencebetween localand ISM spectrum ofpro-

tons.

5) \Anom alous" energy-dependent behaviour of the

di� usion coe� cient.

6) Rising crosssection athigh energy.

7) High energy behaviorofthe e+ =e� ratio ofsecon-

dariesin pp collisions.

All of the above options seem to be at least strongly

disfavored ifnotalready ruled out;nonetheless,we have

sum m arized the signatures associated with di� erent

explanations,and the way to testthem observationally.

Am ong the options listed which assum e P = 0, the

one com ing closer to a (very bad) � t to the data is

nr. 1), which is not only disfavored by the data, but

requires an ad hoc adjustm ent,lacking at the m om ent

an astrophysical m odel producing it. W e concluded

that the m ost likely cause of the energy trend of the

positron fraction isthepresenceofa prim ary  ux ofe+ ,

which| both in astrophysical and exotic m odels| are

probably injected in the form ofpairs (see [18]for an

early review ofpossibleprim ary sources).Accepting this

solution,one has at high energies f(E ) ’ (2 + A

P
)� 1;

from a rise at E >
� 7G eV one can further deduce that

the spectrum ofpairsisharderthan the one ofprim ary

electrons,which isalso a typicalprediction in pulsaror

DM annihilation/decay m odels. In the opinion of the

author, the positron spectralshape and norm alization

suggestpulsarsasthe m ostplausible responsibleforthe

em ission,a possibility which has drawn som e attention

lately [19,20,21].Atvery least,theseobjectsshould be

seriously considered am ong the m ain actorsofthe high

energy G alactic sky; perhaps they are also responsible

for m ost unidenti� ed G alactic gam m a ray sources, as

recently supported by the discovery by FERM I of a

pulsatinggam m a-rayem ission from theSNR CTA 1[22].
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