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A recently proposed m odel [1] explains the rise In energy of the positron fraction m easured by
the PAM ELA satellite in term s of hadronic production of positrons in aged supemova rem nants,
and acceleration therein. H ere we present a prelin nary calculation of the antiproton ux produced
by the sam e m echanisn . W hile the m odel is consistent w ith present data, a rise of the antiproton
to proton ratio is predicted at high energy, which strikingly distinguishes this scenario from other
astrophysical explanations of the positron fraction (like pulsars). W e brie y discuss in portant
In plications for D ark M atter searches via antim atter.

PACS num bers: 98.70.Sa

Introduction| The antin atter com ponent in coam ic
rays (CRs) has been recognized since long tim e as an
In portant diagnostic tool for cosm ology (eg. m atter—
antin atter asymm etry of the local universe), particle
physics (indirect dark m atter searches), and properties
of coam ic ray sources and propagation m edium (see the
standard textbooks [2] or them ore recent review s [3,4]).
Recently, the PAM ELA satellite detector [5] has pre-
sented its wst results of the m easurem ent of the positron
fraction in the coam ic ray spectrum , which appears to
begin clin bing quite rapidly between 7 GeV and 100
G eV [6]. Thistrend con mn s (w ith m uch higher statistics
and over a w der energy range) w hat previously found by
other expermm ents, including HEAT [7]and AM S-01 [B].
O n very generalgrounds, thisbehaviorisat oddsw ith the
standard predictions for secondary positrons produced in
the collisions of cosn ic ray nuclides w ith the interstellar
medim (ISM );an additionalsource of positrons seam s to
be required [9]. W hile num erous m odels of dark-m atter
(DM ) annihilation or decay have been proposed (for a
com plete list see refs. to [5]), astrophysical explanations
do exist, in particular invoking &* e accelkration in
pulsars [10].

A generic feature of these astrophysical solutions is the
absence of a signi cant antiproton signal accom panying
the positron one, since the acceleration involves purely
electrom agnetic phenom ena in pulsar m agnetospheres.
Actually, the PAM ELA collaboration has presented also
data on the p=p ratio below E 100G eV [11],which t
naturally In a scenario of purely secondary production
via CR gpallation in the interstellar m ediuim (ISM ). In
tum, this puts a non-trivial constraint on dark m atter
m odels trying to account for the positron excess [12].

R ecently, one of us has proposed an altemative and
even sin pler astrophysical explanation 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
sources of CR s, supemova rem nants (SNR s). In particu—
lar, positrons would be produced in the late stage of SNR
evolution,when also the buk of cosn ic rays (nam ely be-
low the knee) are expected to be accelerated. T he crucial

physical ingredient which leads to a natural explanation
of the positron ux is the fact that the secondary pro—
duction takesplace in the sam e region w here coan ic rays
are being accelerated ; secondary €' (and e ) participate
in the acceleration process and tum out to have a very
at spectrum at high energy, which is responsible, af-
ter propagation in the G alaxy, for the observed positron
\excess" . T he values of the param eters w hich lead to an
explanation of the rising positron fraction are typical of
old SNR s, rather than the young, often gamm a-ray and
X -ray bright ones. Since this is now a hadronic m ech—
anian for the explanation of the data, one expects an
associated feature in the antiproton spectrum . T he pur-
pose of this letter is to present a prelin inary calculation
of the p=p ratio within the sinplemodelof [1]. It is In —
portant to realize that this m odel applies to a stage of
the SNR evolution in which: 1) not m any observations
are available, w ith the possible exception of the ones in
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) it would be In portant
to carry out the calculations in a tin e dependent way,
in order to m ove beyond a sin ple estin ate. T hus, som e
of the param eters adopted In [1]m ight be considered as
\e ective" astrophysical inputs. W hile they need to be
checked versusm ore realistic m odels, for the tin e being
webelieve that a m ore urgent task is to establish w hether
the m odel of [1] can account for the rising trend of the
PAM ELA data;this can be donem ost reliably by check-
ing it versus independent predictions of the sam em odel.
T he calculation of the antiproton ux (or, rather, the an—
tiproton to proton ratio) is the rst of them and the one
requiring the m inin um num ber of Independent assum p-—
tions. Such a calculation reveals that: i) the additional
signaldoes not violate existing data; ii) a generic predic—
tion of themodel is a attening and eventually a weak
rise of the p=p ratio in the decade 100 1000 Ge&v;
the value of this ratio at TeV energy is about one order
of m agnitude above expectations from the conventional
m odels (of course, this isequivalent to saying that a spec—
tralbreak ispredicted in the absolute p spectrum ). Since
this feature is strictly related to the one in the positron
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spectrum , the m odel is very predictive. C learly, these
results have very im portant im plications also for dark
m atter searches via antiprotons aswell as for astrophys-
icaldiagnostics via the p=p ratio,aswe shallcom m ent at
the end of the letter.

The cakultion| Hereweonly reportthe speci cequa—
tions that are needed to calculate the p=p spectrum ,while
referring to [1] for a detailed description of the m odel. Tt
is also worth stressing that up to several tens of G &V
the p=p spectrum iswell In agream ent w ith conventional
m echanism s [11]. Sihcewe are only interested In the high
energy part of the spectrum , E 10G eV ,we shall in —
plicitly assum e approxin ations valid in the relativistic
Iim it. C om pared w ith the treatm ent for positron produc—
tion proposed in ref. [1], the di erences arise only in the
production cross—section and In the physicalprocesses rel-
evant for propagation. Conceming propagation, for the
purposes of this letter we can neglect energy losses, re-
acceleration, tertiary production, solar m odulation, etc.
which are relevant at low energy. The antiprotons are
infcted inside the sources as described by the function
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w here c is the speed of Iight, ny,s is the gasdensity forpp
scattering in the shock region and p (E;E ) is thedi er-
entialcross section for a proton ofenergy E to producea p
ofenergy E . The energy E, 2x isthem axinum energy of
the protons being accelerated in the SNR at the age rele-
vant for them echanisn discussed here and it is discussed
in the follow Ing. T he factor 2 accounts for the antiproton
com ing from antineutron production,which weassum e to
be denticalto the p one (isospin symm etry lim it). A sub-
tle point isthat antineutrons, being neutral, stream freely
away from the acceleration region until they decay (bar—
ring nuclear collisions). T he range ofan (anti-)neutron of
energy E SR, / (E=m, ) pc’ 10 °Egev pc, where
» and m , are the lifetin e and m ass of the neutron, re—
spectively. T he follow Ing considerations assum e that the
con nem ent/acceleration region has a characteristic size
‘ Ry, which is easily ful lled for pcscale shocks in
SNR s (see also below ). A's In m ost calculations in the
m odem literature, for the cross section ,(E;E ) we use
the param eterization of Ref. [13]. A fter production, the
spectrum described by Eqg. (1) ismodi ed by accelera—
tion inside the source and by propagation to the Earth.
The latter phase is dentical for p and p, so the spec—
tralm odi cation induced by propagation cancels in the
antiproton to proton ratio. W e assum e that SNR s ac—
count for the overall CR ux at the Earth and, for the
m om ent, we are assum ing that it is entirely m ade of pro-
tons. A Iso, throughout the paper we are relying on the
fact thatm ost of the G eV -TeV production of coam ic ray
protons happens in the late stage of SNRs which is of
concem here. Then, the solution for the p=p ux ratio
can be easily derived from [1]in the form
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In the above expressions, n; is the background gas target
in the upstream region of the shock,u; the uid velocity
there wWhich we x atu; = 05 1¢an /s), sy Is a
typical SNR age, here xed to sy = 2 1¢ yr. The
param eter (which we xas ' 0:17) is the fraction of
proton energy carried away by a secondary antiproton,
while r is the com pression factor between upstream and
dow nstream . T he Index is the slope of the spectrum
Inmomentum space,which isrelated to the spectralindex

iIn energy space of the accelerated coam ic ray protons
at the source via = 2 and to the ratio r by =
3r=(r 1l).Here,we xr= 38sothat ' 2:07.Note
that this is another instance of the oversinm pli cation we
are forced to here: the com pression factor r is chosen in
order to achieve an infction spectrum / E 2% necessary
to t the CR spectrum after propagation. However, it
is well known that SNR shocks stay strong (r = 4) at
aln ost all tin es. It follow s that the spectrum steeper
thanE 2 should ollow from a com plex overlap over tin e
during the SNR evolution rather than the fact that the
shock is weaker. If taken into account, this e ect leads
to an enhanced rate of production of secondaries inside
the SNR for a given set of param eters.

Finally, the function D 1 (! ) is the di usion coe cient
upstream ofthe shock,which in quasilinear theory w rites

Di(E)= == B ¢ (6)
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where B is the m agnetic eld, e the unit charge, F
( B=B)? is the ratio of power In turbulent m agnetic
eld over that in the ordered one, . is the largest co-
herence scale of the turbulent com ponent, and is the
index carachterizing the uctuation spectrum . For sin —
plicity, in the followingwe x = 1 (Bohm —lkedi usion
index), In which case the m odeldoes not depend explic—
ithy on . (for a K raichnan spectrum , one would have
= 1=2 and a dependence from the square root of both
E and .).Denotingby B ¢ them agnetic eld inm icro—
Gaussand by Eg oy the energy In G €V, num erically one
has
Di(E)’ 33 10°F 'EgwB can’s ':  (7)
For the follow ing num erical estin ate, we x n; = 2
(nan 3)and fF ;B gg= f1=20;1g.W e consider these
num bers as reasonable if applied to old SNR's, In which



m agnetic eld am pli cation is not e ective and in fact
it is lkely 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 of the
astrophysical param eters is tricky: for instance dam ping
is required to lower the m axin um energy of accelerated
particles, but the tem poraldependence of the m axin um
energy is not know n, though it is expected to be rather
fast. T he velocity of the shock u; is better known, since
it can be estin ated by using the standard Sedov soli—
tion In a constant density of the background m edium ,
yet the new temm is quite sensitive to it (depending on
uf ). M ore com plicated situations| such asthe expansion
in a density pro le induced by a presupemova w Ind| are
of relevance only in the early stages of the expansion of
the shell, and In any case only for supemovae of type II.
Allin all, we are using sin ple e ective param eters w ith
all the Im itations that this approach In plies. M ore in —
portant for the phenom enology is that the com bination of
param etersn, B G:Lu8 2 160 isroughly w hat required
to t the high-energy behavior of the positron fraction,
within a fudge factor of O (1). Note that, for the chosen
param etersand the energy rangew e are Interested in, the
characteristic size of acceleration * / Di=u; is roughly
three orders of m agnitude larger than R, , con m ing a
posteriori the valdity of ncluding n in the source tem .
Another in portant point to discuss is that of the m ax—
mum energy for the prim ary and secondary particles:
protons accelerated at the shock have a maximum en-
ergy which in principle can be estinm ated by equating
the acceleration tim e and the age of the rem nant. The
m axin um energy of secondary products is determ ined by
the process responsible for their production : for electrons
and positrons, typically the energy of the secondaries is
0:05 of the parent proton. For antiprotons this frac—
tion is 0:17. However those secondary particlesw hich
are produced w ithin a distance of order D (E )=u on both
sides of the shock participate In the acceleration process
and they end up being accelerated at roughly the sam e
m axin um energy asthe parentprotons,w ith a rather at
spectrum . For typicalvalues of param eters one can easily
nd maxinum energy in the range between 3 TeV (for
Bohm )and 80 TeV (forK raichnan). H ow ever these num —
bers do not take into account a num ber of phenom ena,
such as the presence of higher energy particles generated
atprevious tin es,dam ping ofthe eld and the possibility
of obliquity of the m agnetic eld lines over m ost of the
shock surface. Because of these num erous uncertainties,
we adopt a sort of e ective value of 10 TeV for E ax,
though one has to keep in m ind that all lin itations listed
above. Aslong asEpax = 0 (10)TeV (within a factor a
few ), its exact value is of m inor in pact for predictions of
p=p atE < 1TeV.Qualitatively, a higher valie of E; ax
would Increase the slope of the rise in the positron ratio,
while a lower value would atten it.

Finally,we comm ent on the role of nucleiin our calcu—
lations: in [15]itwas found that for a typicalcom position
m xture like the one m easured locally, correcting for this

e ect roughly am ounts to a factor " / 1:220. W e have
repeated the e ective weighted-average renom 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 e obtain a factor " =1.26,which we shalluse to renor—
m alize both Eq. (2) and the ISM contribution. T he ISM
spallation contribution to p=p can be w ritten In the sam e
approxin ation as above in the form
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w ith the gram m age param eterized as:
X (E) _E (B 10Gev): (9)
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Hereweadopt = 06 and = 5:5,wellw ithin the range
discussed In [18].
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FIG.1l: The p=p ratio for the param eters reported in the
text, together w ith a sin ple m odel of secondary production
in the ISM (dashed line), and with the recent data from

PAM ELA [11]. The dotted and dotdashed lines represent
the contrbutions of the A and B tem s of Eqg. (2) alone, re—
spectively. The thick solid curve is the overall contribution
due to ISM plus the new m echanism , while the thin solid
curve only includes the ISM contribution plus the B temm .

T he predictions thus obtained are reported n Fig. 1.
A Ithough the m odeldescribed is very sin ple, the overall
agreem entw ith the data is good, w ith the predictions for
the conventionalm odel (only antijprotons from spallation
in the ISM ) strongly di ering from the present ones be-
yond the E 100 GeV region. In the case considered
here the ratio attens at rst, then grow s w ith energy.
T he latter behavior is exclusively due to the A term of
Eq. (4),whil the form er behavior is due to the interply
of the decreasing ISM tem ofE(q. (8), the rising A -term
and the relatively at B-term of Eq. (5). Tt is Im por-
tant to note that the B—tem accounts for production of
p w ithout \reacceleration", thus it does not depend on
the di usion properties, only on the density of the envi-
ronm ent n; and the typical tin escale gy : we see that



its presence alone contributes to change appreciably the
shape of p=p at E > 100 G &V . The role of the A -term

is even m ore dram atic at high-energy (and indeed it is
essential to explain a positron fraction rise of the kind
revealed by PAM ELA ), but it is som ewhat m ore m odel
dependent both in shape and nomm alization.

D iscussion and Conclusions| In this letter, we have
discussed an in portant signature of the m echanism pro—
posed in [1] to explain the anom alous behavior of the
positron ratio at high energies: a harder com ponent
should em erge In the antiproton spectrum at energies
above 100 GeV . The p=p ratio attens at rst, then
eventually starts rising w ith energy. New data at high
energy from PAM ELA and AM S-02 [19] should easily
distinguish betw een this explanation and a pulsar related
one for the positron fraction. A sdiscussed above, though
the e ect predicted here (and in [1] for positrons) m ust
be present, its strength depends on them any param eters
of the problem and on whether they are appropriate to
describe the nal stages of SNRs. This uncertainty is
m ainly of concem for the rising (\reacceleration") term ,
while the injection term is less m odel dependent. The
latter showsup as a attening in the antiproton ratio
and represents a conservative prediction for the energies
Just above the ones currently probed by PAM ELA .Even
Iin iting ourselves to the e ects of the htter term , the
In plications for astrophysics are of crucial in portance:

T he good new s is that the high-energy range of the an—
tiproton spectrum m ay reveal in portant constraints on
the physics of the CR acceleration sites. The bad new s
is that it is not straightforw ard to infer from high energy
pP=p-data the propagation param eters, as the di usion in—
dex ,since they are partially degenerate w ith source pa-
ram eters: The thin solid line in Fig. 1 m ight be easily
confused with a purely ISM m odelw ith no contribution
atallfrom SNRs,buta lowervalue of thedi usion index
in the ISM ,

Sin ilarly, our resultsm ay change dram atically the per—
spectives for the detection of DM via a signature n high—
energy antiprotons: Indeed, we have discussed a purely
astrophysicalm echanism to produce a high-energy \ex—
cess" of antiprotons over the secondary yield from ISM
production. Even a subleading role for the m echanian
proposed In [1] In explaining the positron excess m ght
produce m easurable anom alies In the antiproton spec-
trum . An \excess" In the high-energy range of p=p could
not be interpreted anym ore uniguely asm anifestation of
new physics: com pare for example Fig. 3 in [12] with
ourFig.1l. Them echanism proposed herem ight thus re-
quirea paradigm changeforDM searchesvia antim atter,
at least until the contridbution from standard astrophysi-
calsources isunderstood and corresponding uncertainties
are kept under control.
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