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A recently proposed m odel[1]explains the rise in energy ofthe positron fraction m easured by

the PAM ELA satellite in term s ofhadronic production ofpositrons in aged supernova rem nants,

and acceleration therein.Herewepresenta prelim inary calculation oftheanti-proton 
ux produced

by the sam e m echanism . W hile the m odelisconsistentwith presentdata,a rise ofthe antiproton

to proton ratio is predicted at high energy,which strikingly distinguishes thisscenario from other

astrophysical explanations of the positron fraction (like pulsars). W e brie
y discuss im portant

im plicationsforD ark M attersearchesvia antim atter.

PACS num bers:98.70.Sa

Introduction| The antim atter com ponent in cosm ic

rays (CRs) has been recognized since long tim e as an

im portant diagnostic toolfor cosm ology (e.g. m atter-

antim atter asym m etry of the local universe), particle

physics (indirect dark m atter searches),and properties

ofcosm ic ray sourcesand propagation m edium (see the

standard textbooks[2]orthem orerecentreviews[3,4]).

Recently, the PAM ELA satellite detector [5] has pre-

sented its�rstresultsofthem easurem entofthepositron

fraction in the cosm ic ray spectrum ,which appears to

begin clim bing quite rapidly between � 7 G eV and 100

G eV [6].Thistrend con�rm s(with m uch higherstatistics

and overa widerenergy range)whatpreviously found by

otherexperim ents,including HEAT [7]and AM S-01 [8].

O nverygeneralgrounds,thisbehaviorisatoddswith the

standard predictionsforsecondarypositronsproduced in

thecollisionsofcosm icray nuclideswith theinter-stellar

m edium (ISM );anadditionalsourceofpositronsseem sto

be required [9]. W hile num erousm odelsofdark-m atter

(DM ) annihilation or decay have been proposed (for a

com plete listsee refs.to [5]),astrophysicalexplanations

do exist,in particular invoking e+ � e� acceleration in

pulsars[10].

A genericfeatureoftheseastrophysicalsolutionsisthe

absenceofa signi�cantanti-proton signalaccom panying

the positron one,since the acceleration involves purely

electrom agnetic phenom ena in pulsar m agnetospheres.

Actually,the PAM ELA collaboration haspresented also

data on the �p=p ratio below E � 100G eV [11],which �t

naturally in a scenario ofpurely secondary production

via CR spallation in the interstellar m edium (ISM ).In

turn,this puts a non-trivialconstraint on dark m atter

m odelstrying to accountforthe positron excess[12].

Recently,one ofus has proposed an alternative and

even sim pler astrophysicalexplanation for the feature

observed in the positron fraction [1]. In this scenario,

the ‘excess’ is due to positrons created as secondary

products of hadronic interactions inside the standard

sourcesofCRs,supernova rem nants(SNRs).In particu-

lar,positronswould beproduced in thelatestageofSNR

evolution,when also thebulk ofcosm icrays(nam ely be-

low theknee)areexpected tobeaccelerated.Thecrucial

physicalingredientwhich leadsto a naturalexplanation

ofthe positron 
ux is the fact that the secondary pro-

duction takesplacein thesam eregion wherecosm icrays

arebeing accelerated;secondary e+ (and e� )participate

in the acceleration processand turn out to have a very


at spectrum at high energy,which is responsible, af-

terpropagation in the G alaxy,forthe observed positron

\excess".Thevaluesoftheparam eterswhich lead to an

explanation ofthe rising positron fraction are typicalof

old SNRs,ratherthan the young,often gam m a-ray and

X-ray bright ones. Since this is now a hadronic m ech-

anism for the explanation ofthe data,one expects an

associated feature in the antiproton spectrum .The pur-

poseofthisletteristo presenta prelim inary calculation

ofthe �p=p ratio within the sim ple m odelof[1].Itisim -

portant to realize that this m odelapplies to a stage of

the SNR evolution in which: 1) not m any observations

are available,with the possible exception ofthe onesin

the radio band,2) m any e�ects are expected to play a

role,such asm agnetic �eld dam ping,on which we have

exceedingly poor control,and 3)itwould be im portant

to carry out the calculations in a tim e dependent way,

in orderto m ove beyond a sim ple estim ate.Thus,som e

ofthe param etersadopted in [1]m ightbe considered as

\e�ective" astrophysicalinputs. W hile they need to be

checked versusm ore realistic m odels,forthe tim e being

webelievethatam oreurgenttask istoestablish whether

the m odelof[1]can accountfor the rising trend ofthe

PAM ELA data;thiscan bedonem ostreliably by check-

ing itversusindependentpredictionsofthesam em odel.

Thecalculation oftheantiproton 
ux (or,rather,thean-

tiproton to proton ratio)isthe�rstofthem and theone

requiring the m inim um num berofindependentassum p-

tions. Such a calculation revealsthat: i)the additional

signaldoesnotviolateexisting data;ii)a genericpredic-

tion ofthe m odelis a 
attening and eventually a weak

rise ofthe �p=p ratio in the decade � 100� 1000 G eV;

the value ofthisratio atTeV energy isaboutone order

ofm agnitude above expectations from the conventional

m odels(ofcourse,thisisequivalenttosayingthataspec-

tralbreak ispredicted in theabsolute �pspectrum ).Since

thisfeature isstrictly related to the one in the positron
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spectrum ,the m odelis very predictive. Clearly,these

results have very im portant im plications also for dark

m attersearchesvia anti-protonsaswellasforastrophys-

icaldiagnosticsvia the �p=p ratio,asweshallcom m entat

the end ofthe letter.

Thecalculation| Hereweonlyreportthespeci�cequa-

tionsthatareneeded tocalculatethe�p=pspectrum ,while

referring to [1]fora detailed description ofthem odel.It

is also worth stressing that up to severaltens ofG eV

the �p=p spectrum iswellin agreem entwith conventional

m echanism s[11].Sinceweareonly interested in thehigh

energy partofthe spectrum ,E � 10G eV,we shallim -

plicitly assum e approxim ations valid in the relativistic

lim it.Com pared with thetreatm entforpositron produc-

tion proposed in ref.[1],the di�erencesariseonly in the

production cross-sectionand in thephysicalprocessesrel-

evantforpropagation. Concerning propagation,forthe

purposes ofthis letter we can neglect energy losses,re-

acceleration,tertiary production,solarm odulation,etc.

which are relevant at low energy. The antiprotons are

injected inside the sourcesasdescribed by the function

Q �p(E )’ 2

Z E m ax

E

dEN C R (E)�p�p(E;E )ngas c; (1)

wherecisthespeed oflight,ngas isthegasdensity forpp

scattering in theshock region and �p�p(E;E )isthedi�er-

entialcrosssection foraprotonofenergyE toproducea �p

ofenergy E .Theenergy E m ax isthem axim um energy of

theprotonsbeing accelerated in theSNR attheagerele-

vantforthem echanism discussed hereand itisdiscussed

in thefollowing.Thefactor2accountsfortheantiproton

com ingfrom antineutron production,which weassum eto

beidenticaltothe �pone(isospin sym m etrylim it).A sub-

tlepointisthatantineutrons,beingneutral,stream freely

away from theacceleration region untilthey decay (bar-

ringnuclearcollisions).Therangeofan (anti-)neutron of

energy E isR n ’ (E =m n c
2)�n c’ 10� 5 E G eV pc,where

�n and m n are the lifetim e and m assofthe neutron,re-

spectively.Thefollowing considerationsassum ethatthe

con�nem ent/acceleration region hasa characteristicsize

‘ � R n,which is easily ful�lled for pc-scale shocks in

SNRs (see also below). As in m ost calculations in the

m odern literature,forthe crosssection ��p(E;E ) we use

the param eterization ofRef.[13]. Afterproduction,the

spectrum described by Eq.(1) is m odi�ed by accelera-

tion inside the source and by propagation to the Earth.

The latter phase is identicalfor �p and p,so the spec-

tralm odi�cation induced by propagation cancelsin the

antiproton to proton ratio. W e assum e that SNRs ac-

countfor the overallCR 
ux at the Earth and,for the

m om ent,weareassum ing thatitisentirely m adeofpro-

tons. Also,throughoutthe paperwe are relying on the

factthatm ostoftheG eV-TeV production ofcosm icray

protons happens in the late stage ofSNRs which is of

concern here. Then,the solution for the �p=p 
ux ratio

can be easily derived from [1]in the form

J�p;SN R s(E )

Jp(E )
’ 2n1 c[A (E )+ B(E )] (2)

where

A (E )= 


�

1

�
+ r

2

�

� (3)

�

Z E

m

d! !
� 3
D 1(!)

u2
1

Z E m ax

!

dE E2� 
 �p�p(E;!);(4)

and

B(E )=
�SN r

2E 2� 


Z E m ax

E

dE E2� 
 �p�p(E;E ): (5)

In theaboveexpressions,n1 isthebackground gastarget

in theupstream region oftheshock,u1 the
uid velocity

there (which we �x at u1 = 0:5 � 108 cm /s),�SN is a

typicalSNR age,here �xed to �SN = 2 � 104 yr. The

param eter� (which we �x as�’ 0:17)isthe fraction of

proton energy carried away by a secondary antiproton,

while r isthe com pression factorbetween upstream and

downstream .The index � 
 isthe slopeofthe spectrum

inm om entum space,whichisrelatedtothespectralindex

� in energy space ofthe accelerated cosm ic ray protons

at the source via � = 2� 
 and to the ratio r by 
 =

3r=(r� 1).Here,we�x r= 3:8 so that�’ � 2:07.Note

thatthisisanotherinstanceofthe oversim pli�cation we

areforced to here:the com pression factorr ischosen in

ordertoachievean injection spectrum / E � 2:1 necessary

to �t the CR spectrum after propagation. However,it

is wellknown that SNR shocks stay strong (r = 4) at

alm ost alltim es. It follows that the spectrum steeper

than E � 2 should follow from acom plex overlap overtim e

during the SNR evolution ratherthan the factthatthe

shock is weaker. Iftaken into account,this e�ect leads

to an enhanced rate ofproduction ofsecondariesinside

the SNR fora given setofparam eters.

Finally,the function D 1(!)isthe di�usion coe�cient

upstream oftheshock,whichin quasi-lineartheorywrites

D 1(E )=

�

�cc

3F

� �

E

eB �c

� 2� �

; (6)

where B is the m agnetic �eld,e the unit charge,F �

(�B =B )2 is the ratio of power in turbulent m agnetic

�eld over that in the ordered one,�c is the largest co-

herence scale ofthe turbulent com ponent,and � is the

index carachterizing the 
uctuation spectrum . Forsim -

plicity,in thefollowing we�x �= 1 (Bohm -likedi�usion

index),in which casethe m odeldoesnotdepend explic-

itly on �c (for a K raichnan spectrum ,one would have

� = 1=2 and a dependence from the square rootofboth

E and �c).Denotingby B �G them agnetic�eld in m icro-

G aussand by E G eV the energy in G eV,num erically one

has

D 1(E )’ 3:3� 1022F � 1
E G eV B

� 1

�G
cm 2 s� 1 : (7)

For the following num ericalestim ate,we �x n1 = 2

(in cm � 3)and fF ;B �G g= f1=20;1g.W e considerthese

num bersasreasonable ifapplied to old SNRs,in which
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m agnetic �eld am pli�cation is not e�ective and in fact

it is likely that m agnetic �elds are dam ped (see for in-

stance [17]). W e stress once again that this period is

very poorly m odeled and a precise quanti�cation ofthe

astrophysicalparam etersistricky:forinstancedam ping

isrequired to lowerthe m axim um energy ofaccelerated

particles,butthetem poraldependenceofthe m axim um

energy isnotknown,though itisexpected to be rather

fast.The velocity ofthe shock u1 isbetterknown,since

it can be estim ated by using the standard Sedov solu-

tion in a constant density ofthe background m edium ,

yet the new term is quite sensitive to it (depending on

u2
1
).M orecom plicated situations| such astheexpansion

in a density pro�leinduced by a presupernovawind| are

ofrelevance only in the early stagesofthe expansion of

theshell,and in any caseonly forsupernovaeoftypeII.

Allin all,we are using sim ple e�ective param eterswith

allthe lim itationsthatthisapproach im plies. M ore im -

portantforthephenom enologyisthatthecom bination of

param etersn1B
� 1

�G
u
� 2

8
=F � 160isroughlywhatrequired

to �t the high-energy behaviorofthe positron fraction,

within a fudge factorofO (1).Note that,forthe chosen

param etersand theenergyrangeweareinterested in,the

characteristic size ofacceleration ‘ ’ D 1=u1 is roughly

three ordersofm agnitude largerthan R n,con�rm ing a

posteriorithe validity ofincluding �n in the sourceterm .

Another im portant point to discuss is that ofthe m ax-

im um energy for the prim ary and secondary particles:

protons accelerated at the shock have a m axim um en-

ergy which in principle can be estim ated by equating

the acceleration tim e and the age ofthe rem nant. The

m axim um energyofsecondaryproductsisdeterm ined by

theprocessresponsiblefortheirproduction:forelectrons

and positrons,typically the energy ofthe secondariesis

�� 0:05 ofthe parentproton.Forantiprotonsthisfrac-

tion is�� 0:17.Howeverthosesecondaryparticleswhich

areproduced within a distanceoforderD (E )=u on both

sidesofthe shock participatein the acceleration process

and they end up being accelerated atroughly the sam e

m axim um energyastheparentprotons,with arather
at

spectrum .Fortypicalvaluesofparam etersonecan easily

�nd m axim um energy in the range between 3 TeV (for

Bohm )and 80TeV (forK raichnan).Howeverthesenum -

bers do not take into accounta num ber ofphenom ena,

such asthepresenceofhigherenergy particlesgenerated

atprevioustim es,dam pingofthe�eld and thepossibility

ofobliquity ofthe m agnetic �eld lines overm ostofthe

shock surface.Because ofthese num erousuncertainties,

we adopt a sort ofe�ective value of10 TeV for E m ax,

though onehasto keep in m ind thatalllim itationslisted

above.Aslong asE m ax = O (10)TeV (within a factora

few),itsexactvalueisofm inorim pactforpredictionsof

�p=p atE <
� 1TeV.Q ualitatively,a highervalue ofE m ax

would increasetheslopeoftherisein thepositron ratio,

while a lowervaluewould 
atten it.

Finally,wecom m enton theroleofnucleiin ourcalcu-

lations:in [15]itwasfound thatforatypicalcom position

m ixtureliketheonem easured locally,correcting forthis

e�ect roughly am ounts to a factor " ’ 1:20. W e have

repeated the e�ective weighted-average renorm alization

using the sam e cross-section weights as in [15],but the

updated com position ratio com piled in [16],table 24.1.

W eobtain a factor"= 1.26,which weshalluseto renor-

m alizeboth Eq.(2)and theISM contribution.TheISM

spallation contribution to �p=p can bewritten in thesam e

approxim ation asabovein theform

J�p;ISM (E )

Jp(E )
’

2"X (E )

m p E
2� 
� �

Z
1

E

dEE2� 
� ��p�p(E;E ); (8)

with the gram m ageparam eterized as:

X (E )= �

�

E

10G eV

�
� �

gcm � 2 (E � 10G eV): (9)

Hereweadopt�= 0:6and � = 5:5,wellwithin therange

discussed in [18].
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FIG .1: The �p=p ratio for the param eters reported in the

text,together with a sim ple m odelofsecondary production

in the ISM (dashed line), and with the recent data from

PAM ELA [11]. The dotted and dot-dashed lines represent

the contributionsofthe A and B term s ofEq.(2)alone,re-

spectively. The thick solid curve is the overallcontribution

due to ISM plus the new m echanism , while the thin solid

curve only includesthe ISM contribution plusthe B term .

The predictionsthus obtained are reported in Fig.1.

Although them odeldescribed isvery sim ple,theoverall

agreem entwith thedataisgood,with thepredictionsfor

theconventionalm odel(only antiprotonsfrom spallation

in the ISM )strongly di�ering from the presentonesbe-

yond the E � 100 G eV region. In the case considered

here the ratio 
attens at �rst,then grows with energy.

The latter behavioris exclusively due to the A -term of

Eq.(4),whiletheform erbehaviorisdueto theinterplay

ofthedecreasing ISM term ofEq.(8),therising A -term

and the relatively 
at B-term ofEq.(5). It is im por-

tantto note thatthe B-term accountsforproduction of

�p without \reacceleration",thus it does not depend on

the di�usion properties,only on the density ofthe envi-

ronm entn1 and the typicaltim escale �SN : we see that
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itspresence alone contributesto changeappreciably the

shape of �p=p at E >
� 100 G eV.The role ofthe A -term

is even m ore dram atic at high-energy (and indeed it is

essentialto explain a positron fraction rise ofthe kind

revealed by PAM ELA),butitissom ewhatm ore m odel

dependentboth in shape and norm alization.

Discussion and Conclusions| In this letter,we have

discussed an im portantsignatureofthe m echanism pro-

posed in [1]to explain the anom alous behavior ofthe

positron ratio at high energies: a harder com ponent

should em erge in the antiproton spectrum at energies

above � 100 G eV.The �p=p ratio 
attens at �rst,then

eventually starts rising with energy. New data at high

energy from PAM ELA and AM S-02 [19]should easily

distinguish between thisexplanation and apulsarrelated

oneforthepositron fraction.Asdiscussed above,though

the e�ectpredicted here (and in [1]forpositrons)m ust

bepresent,itsstrength dependson them any param eters

ofthe problem and on whether they are appropriate to

describe the �nalstages ofSNRs. This uncertainty is

m ainly ofconcern forthe rising (\reacceleration")term ,

while the injection term is less m odeldependent. The

latter shows-up as a 
attening in the antiproton ratio

and representsa conservativeprediction forthe energies

justabovetheonescurrently probed by PAM ELA.Even

lim iting ourselves to the e�ects ofthe latter term ,the

im plications for astrophysics are ofcrucialim portance:

The good newsisthatthe high-energy range ofthe an-

tiproton spectrum m ay revealim portant constraintson

the physicsofthe CR acceleration sites. The bad news

isthatitisnotstraightforward to inferfrom high energy

�p=p-datathepropagation param eters,asthedi�usion in-

dex �,sincethey arepartially degeneratewith sourcepa-

ram eters: The thin solid line in Fig.1 m ight be easily

confused with a purely ISM m odelwith no contribution

atallfrom SNRs,buta lowervalueofthedi�usion index

in the ISM ,�.

Sim ilarly,ourresultsm aychangedram aticallytheper-

spectivesforthedetection ofDM via a signaturein high-

energy antiprotons: Indeed,we have discussed a purely

astrophysicalm echanism to produce a high-energy \ex-

cess" ofantiprotons overthe secondary yield from ISM

production. Even a subleading role for the m echanism

proposed in [1]in explaining the positron excess m ight

produce m easurable anom alies in the antiproton spec-

trum .An \excess" in thehigh-energy rangeof�p=p could

notbeinterpreted anym oreuniquely asm anifestation of

new physics: com pare for exam ple Fig.3 in [12]with

ourFig.1.Them echanism proposed herem ightthusre-

quireaparadigm changeforDM searchesviaanti-m atter,

atleastuntilthecontribution from standard astrophysi-

calsourcesisunderstood and correspondinguncertainties

arekeptundercontrol.
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