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Gamma-ray observations have established energetic isolated pulsars as outstanding particle
accelerators and antimatter factories in the Galaxy. There is, however, no consensus regarding
the acceleration mechanisms and the radiative processes at play, nor the locations where these
take place. The spectra of all observed gamma-ray pulsars to date show strong cutoffs or a
break above energies of a few gigaelectronvolt (GeV). Using the H.E.S.S. array of Cherenkov
telescopes, we discovered a novel radiation component emerging beyond this generic GeV
cutoff in the Vela pulsar’s broadband spectrum. The extension of gamma-ray pulsation ener-
gies up to at least 20 teraelectronvolts (TeV) shows that Vela pulsar can accelerate particles
to Lorentz factors higher than 4 X 107. This is an order of magnitude larger than in the case
of the Crab pulsar, the only other pulsar detected in the TeV energy range. Our results chal-
lenge the state-of-the-art models for high-energy emission of pulsars while providing a new
probe, i.e. the energetic multi-TeV component, for constraining the acceleration and emission
processes in their extreme energy limit.

Pulsars, the progeny of supernova explosions, are rapidly spinning and strongly mag-
netized neutron stars that emit beams of electromagnetic radiation modulated at the



stellar rotational period. Their radiation spans a wide range of frequencies — from
the radio domain, where more than 3,000 pulsars are known [1], to high-energy (HE;
100 MeV—100 GeV) gamma rays, where the number of identified or discovered pul-
sars exceeds 270 [2]. Gamma rays are widely believed to be emitted by electrons and
positrons (electrons, hereafter) accelerated to TeV energies at the expense of the neu-
tron star’s rotational energy. However, there is no consensus yet as to the origin of the
observed pulsed signals.

Gamma rays in the HE range have proven to be essential probes of pulsar mag-
netospheres. Indeed, measurements of the spectra of bright gamma-ray pulsars by
space-borne telescopes (EGRET [3, 4] and Fermi-LAT [2]) have established strong
(i.e. exponential) cutoffs at energies beyond a few GeV. The cutoffs are not as abrupt
as expected in magnetic photon absorption or photon splitting scenarios near the
stellar poles, thus ruling out those regions as possible production sites for GeV pho-
tons [5, 6]. Very-high-energy (VHE; >100 GeV) gamma rays are invaluable tools for
testing acceleration and emission processes in their extreme energy limit. They are,
however, out of reach for satellites but accessible to ground-based telescopes. Previous
searches for pulsations in the VHE domain have resulted in the detection up to an
energy ~ 1 TeV of only one pulsar, that associated with the Crab nebula [7-9], while
providing stringent upper limits on the VHE fluxes of other pulsars [10, 11].

We report here on the detection of the Vela pulsar (hereafter Vela), PSR B0833—45,
in the multi-TeV energy range with the H.E.S.S. array of five imaging atmospheric
Cherenkov telescopes (CT1-5). H.E.S.S. is situated in the Khomas Highland of
Namibia and operates in the tens of GeV to tens of TeV energy range. Vela was among
the very first pulsars discovered at radio frequencies [12], the second one detected in
> 30 MeV gamma rays [13], and stands out as being by far the brightest pulsar in
these two domains. Located nearby, at a distance of 287 pc[14], it is a young pulsar
with a spin period of 89 ms and a characteristic age of 11 kyr. In the GeV range,
its rotation phase-folded gamma-ray light curve exhibits two peaks, labeled P1 and
P2, separated by 0.43 in phase and connected by a bridge emission containing a third
peak labeled P3 [5, 15]. Recently, using the largest H.E.S.S. telescope, CT5, which,
thanks to its 28-m equivalent diameter provides a relatively low energy threshold, we
detected the P2 pulse of Vela in the 10 — 80 GeV energy range and showed that there
was compelling evidence that the bright GeV component has a cutoff at energies well
below 100 GeV [15].

Results reported here are based on deeper observations (80 hours) above an energy
threshold of 260 GeV, performed with the 12-m diameter CT1-4 telescopes during
the 2004-2007 and 2014-2016 observing seasons [16]. Given the lack of a priori knowl-
edge of the source spectral hardness (whether soft or hard, i.e. dominated by events
with energy below ~1 TeV, or vice versa), the search for pulsations was conducted by
applying periodicity tests on data sets selected using four predefined and increasing
energy thresholds of 0.5, 1, 3 and 7 TeV. Three types of periodicity tests were used:
the H-test [17] where no a priori knowledge of the light curve (or phasogram, i.e., the
phase-folded distribution of events) is assumed, the C-test [18] where the position and
the (approximate) width of the pulse shape are supposed to be known beforehand, and
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Fig. 1 Phasogram of Vela as measured with H.E.S.S. CT1-4 for energies above 5 TeV,
with H.E.S.S. CT5 in the 10 — 80 GeV range and with the Fermi-LAT above 1 GeV
and 10 GeV, respectively. Phase values are computed relative to the radio pulse. The ranges
corresponding to different features in the pulse profile at low energies (<100 GeV) are shown as grey-
colored intervals: pulses P1, P3, P2, and the leading wing of P2, LW2. The off-phase interval [0.7—1.0]
is shown as a hatched area and the dashed line on the two upper panels shows the estimated level of
the background [15]. The Fermi-LAT light curve for energies above 10 GeV has been multiplied by
a factor 40 for better visibility.

a maximum likelihood-ratio (LR) test [19] based on a priori defined On— and Off-
phase intervals. The pulse P2 of the Vela pulsar, dominating in the tens of GeV energy
range, was considered as the prime candidate for detection in the VHE range and its
parameters, as derived from the Fermi-LAT phasogram above 10 GeV [15], were used
as input to the tests. Pulsed emission was detected at a statistical significance exceed-
ing 4o for all the tests: above energy thresholds of 1, 3 and 7 TeV with the C-test
(4.3, 4.9 and 5.60, respectively), 3 and 7 TeV with the LR test (4.7 and 4.80, respec-
tively), and above 7 TeV for the H-test (4.50). Posterior to this detection, we derived
the significance of the pulsations above two other energy thresholds, 5 and 20 TeV.
The signal displays its highest significance level above 5 TeV and is clearly detected
above 20 TeV, with, e.g., C-test results of 5.8 and 4.60, respectively (Table S1).

Fig. 1 shows the phasogram of Vela obtained with and the Fermi-LAT. The sole
significant feature present in the multi-TeV range lies at a peak position (¢gsY
0.568 4+ 0.003) that is statistically compatible with that of the P2 pulse observed in
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Fig. 2 Excess map of the P2 pulse of Vela as measured with H.E.S.S. for energies
above 5 TeV. Gaussian-smoothed excess map (o = 0.15°) in the P2 phase range, where the on and
off maps are made after selection of events in on- and off-phase intervals defined as [0.55 — 0.6] and
[0.7 — 1.0], respectively. The triangle indicates the position of the pulsar and the circle shows the 1o
instrument point spread function.

the HE energy range ( SSV = 0.565 + 0.001). This pulsation also exhibits a similar
width (e.g., FWHM) to that measured in the latter energy range. This, together with
the fact that P1 disappears above few tens of GeV, is in line with the energy evolution
of the light curve at GeV energies [16].

Fig. 2 shows the map of photons with energies above 5 TeV in the P2 pulse phase
range. The spatial distribution of photons is centered on Vela and its spread is com-
patible with the H.E.S.S. point-spread function, as expected for a point-like source.
The spectral energy distribution of the P2 pulse is shown in Fig. 3. It was measured by
selecting signal and background events in the phase ranges of [0.55—0.6] and [0.7—1.0],
respectively. The fit of a power-law function (AN(E)/dE = &, (E/E;) " V") in the
260 GeV — 28.5 TeV energy range resulted in a very hard spectrum with photon index
Tyug = 1.4 £ 0.3%%3 £ 0.1%5' and normalization ®y = (1.74 £ 0.525%at 4 (.355Y5t) x
10715 erg='em 257! at the reference energy Ey = 4.24 TeV, implying an isotropic
luminosity Lagtev = 2 x 103%ergs™t. Given the steeply falling HE spectrum (photon
index I'yg = 5.25 £ 0.255%* [15]), and the non detection upper limits in the 100-
660 GeV range, the extremely hard VHE spectrum can only be a distinct and new
component.
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Fig. 3 Spectral energy distribution (SED) of the P2 pulse of Vela

Data: The green points and the green area below 100 GeV show the measurements by Fermi-
LAT and by H.E.S.S. CT5 in monoscopic mode [15], respectively. The blue area and upper
limits (ULs) above 260 GeV correspond to measurements with H.E.S.S. CT1-4 in stereoscopic
mode (this work). All ULs are given at 99.7% confidence level, and both CT5 and CT1-
4 uncertainty bands consist of 1o confidence intervals combined with systematic errors on
the H.E.S.S. energy scale. For comparison, the SED of the P2 pulse of the Crab pulsar as
measured by Fermi-LAT and MAGIC [9] is also shown.

Heuristic spectral models: Either magnetospheric curvature radiation (CR) or synchrotron
radiation (SR) in the wind zone is considered for emission below 100 GeV, while for the TeV
range inverse-Compton (IC) scattering of soft photons is assumed (see illustration in Fig. 4
and [16]). The CR/IC and SR/IC schemes are shown in orange and blue colors, respectively.
The H.E.S.S. data require v™** > 7 x 107 and hence exclude the traditional scenarios I
(CR/IC), i.e. emission in the inner magnetosphere or at the light cylinder (LC), and II,
(SR/IC), where v™®* is limited by SR cooling. The dashed and dash-dotted curves show
possible paths to fit the data, including a Doppler-boosted scenario (Ilc) with bulk wind
Lorentz factor I'y ~ 10 (see text). The IC intensity is only loosely constrained due to its
strong dependence on model-dependent geometrical factors and on the density of putative
target photons, which in turn depends on the unknown lower limit of its spectrum. All spectral
models are computed with IC seed photons extending into the FIR domain (0.005 — 4 eV)
and are normalized (for Il,, its extrapolation) to a level of 10713 erg " tem 257! at 5 TeV,
except Ic. For the latter model, the targets are limited to the O-NIR range (0.1 —4 eV). More
sophisticated approaches in the CR/IC scenamo are shown in Fig. M2.



The most likely process for producing gamma rays at multi-TeV energies by ener-
getic electrons, whatever the acceleration mechanism and emission regions are, is
inverse-Compton (IC) scattering of low-energy photons (e.g. [20-23]). Potential target
photon fields in Vela may include the observed non-thermal X-rays [24, 25], thermal X-
rays from the neutron star surface [25], UV [26], or optical [27, 28] to the near-infrared
[29] emission (O-NIR). For all these photons IC scattering would proceed in the Klein-
Nishina (K-N) regime. The O-NIR radiation field with its possible extension down to
the far-infrared (FIR) domain constitutes the most plausible target [20-22, 30]. In the
K-N regime, the maximum measured photon energy E™?* > 20TeV constrains the
electron Lorentz factor to be v/g* > E™ /mc? > 4 x 107. The fact that P2 in Vela
occurs at the same phase position for both spectral components, HE and VHE, sug-
gests that these components are generated by the same population of electrons, but
through different radiation processes. In the following we discuss the implications of
the H.E.S.S. discovery under this hypothesis.

Several hypotheses have been proposed to describe the acceleration of electrons
to ultra-relativistic energies (see illustration in Fig. 4). In a first scenario, particles
are accelerated along the magnetic field lines in the pulsar magnetosphere by the
(unscreened) electric field £ that is parallel to these local lines, in charge-depleted
cavities (or gaps) [20, 31, 32] within the light cylinder (LC), or, as recently posited,
also slightly beyond [33]. The latter is defined as the radius at which the co-rotation
speed equals that of light in vacuum (Rpc = c¢P/2m ~ 4.3 x 108 cm for the Vela pulsar
given its period P=89.3 ms). In a second scenario, acceleration takes place through
magnetic reconnection in the equatorial current sheet (CS) of the striped wind beyond
the LC [34—40]).

In the first scenario, curvature radiation (CR) is traditionally posited to explain
the emission observed in the GeV range, e.g. [21, 41-43], and a combination of syn-
chrotron (SR) and curvature (synchro-curvature radiation, SCR), to also reproduce
the MeV to GeV spectral shape (e.g., [33, 44]). The maximum Lorentz factor of the
electrons is limited by the magnitude of the accelerating electric field Fj in the gap
— or equivalently, the magnetic conversion efficiency n = Ej/B — and by CR losses
which depend on the curvature radius p. of particle trajectories. This limit can be
expressed as Y&R® o pi/ 2 n'/4 [16]. The magnitude of 1 depends on the particular ver-
sion of the acceleration gaps' with values usually assumed to be below 10% at the
LC [33, 45]. Hence, to achieve the maximum photon energy observed by H.E.S.S.,
E™ax ] Jarge curvature radii p. > 4 x 108cm ~ Rpc are required [16]. Taking into
account the HE and VHE spectra provides further constraints. The HE spectral peak
lying at EﬁeEak ~1.5GeV [5, 6, 15] depends also on the combination of n and p. as
EPek o pe/? 13/4. Considering first an emission zone close to the LC, where pe ~ Ryc,
and fitting the GeV component alone results in y32* ~ 3 x 107 and 7 ~ 0.02 which is
insufficient to reproduce the TeV data (curve I, in Fig. 3). A joint fit of both compo-
nents requires 1> > 7 x 107, and by identifying 2 with 738 we obtain 7 < 0.1
and p. > Rpc (curve I, in Fig. 3, red curve in Fig. M1). Hence, if the HE and VHE

1 And may vary with altitude above the pulsar surface.



components are produced by the same electron population, the H.E.S.S. data con-
strain the emission regions to lie beyond the LC and imply at the same time a low
magnetic conversion efficiency.

In the second scenario, SR has been proposed as the mechanism responsible for
the GeV radiation [37, 40, 46, 47], and applied to model the HE component of the
Crab and Vela pulsars [48, 49]. Hard particle spectra reaching maximum energies
beyond the radiative cooling limit are expected in the magnetic reconnection scheme
[50], due to a two-step process: the acceleration takes place deep in the CS where the
magnitude of the perpendicular B is weak, and is followed by abrupt SR cooling in
the magnetic loops (plasmoids) where B-field is strong (e.g., [51-55]). The sharp HE
cutoffs observed at a few GeV in the spectra of pulsars are attributed to the latter
step. In the Vela case, the SR cutoff would correspond to a maximum Lorentz factor of
YEEF ~ 1.3 x 108 [16]. The matching inferred particle spectral indices in the sub-GeV
and TeV regimes, and the compatible luminosity levels when considering the available
photon fields [16], renders the SR/IC scenario in the dissipation region near the LC
[55] attractive. However, 4§E™ is two orders of magnitude lower than the one derived
from the H.E.S.S. data (curve II, in Fig. 3) and requires a more complex approach.
One can speculate on the escape of the highest energy (and IC-emitting) particles from
plasmoids, or their re-energization after SR cooling [55-57], or alternatively, assume
that two populations of electrons are responsible for the HE and VHE components
[16] (curve 1T}, in Fig. 3). Invoking a Doppler-boosted plasma as the origin of the GeV
and/or multi-TeV emission [23, 46, 48, 49, 58-60] alleviates the tensions related to
the maximum achievable energy in the SR/IC scheme. The Ferm+LAT and H.E.S.S.
data can be used to constrain the wind Lorentz factor to be I'y, 2 5 at a distance
of ~ 5Ryc where the gamma-ray emission region should be located (curve II}, in
Fig. 3).This region is, however, further than the typical zone at ~ 1 — 2Ry,c where
the dissipation of the energy is believed to occur through SR according to current
Particle-in-cell (PIC) simulations [55]. Resorting to differentiated SR and IC cooling
zones could mitigate this issue with the condition that the photons from these zones
are beamed into similar phases.

Reproducing the HE-VHE light curves poses indeed further challenges. As men-
tioned above, the TeV light curve maintains the trend observed below 80 GeV, where
the ratio of the intensities of the two peaks P1 and P2 decreases with energy (see Fig. 1
and [2, 6]), that is, the cutoff energy of the P2 spectrum is higher than that of P1. To
form the light curves as measured in the HE and VHE domains, gamma-ray photons
should originate in radially extended and properly shaped zones. Special-relativistic
effects and the B-field structure arrange the photons to arrive at Earth at similar
phases, i.e., to form caustics. Within (or slightly beyond) the magnetosphere, these
caustics arise naturally [61-66], and the higher cutoff energies of the P2 spectral com-
ponent can be attributed to larger curvature radii of the orbits of electrons responsible
for P2 via CR [67, 68]. Caustics can also form within the equatorial CS in the near
wind zone [46, 53, 69], resulting in double-peaked light curves with specific predictions
for the polarization of the HE emission [70]. Alternatively, the phase coherence of the
pulsations can be obtained by a relativistic beaming effect in the far wind zone [37-40].
In this case, the higher cutoff energy of the P2 pulse could arise from the difference in
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Fig. 4 Sketch illustrating main scenarios of particle acceleration and gamma-ray emis-
sion. Electrons are accelerated either (i) along magnetic field lines in charge-depleted cavities within
the light cylinder (LC), i.e. outer gaps, or slightly beyond, i.e. the separatix/current sheet model, or
(ii) through magnetic reconnection in the equatorial current sheet of the striped wind beyond the LC.
GeV gamma rays are either due to curvature radiation (CR) or synchrotron radiation (SR), while
TeV photons are produced through inverse-Compton (IC) scattering of low-energy (O-NIR) photons
(see text). For sake of readability scales are not respected: the pulsar size is exaggerated as well as
the size of the acceleration and emission zones. The neutron star (NS) has a diameter of ~ 12 km and
the light-cylinder radius Rp,c ~ 4300 km. The wavelength of the current sheet stripes (2 X m x Rpc)
is twice as large as that depicted in the sketch.

the maximum energies attained by the positron and electron populations with poten-
tially distinct contributions to the pulses [53, 69]. However, as discussed above, both
CR/IC and SR/IC scenarios are strongly challenged by the H.E.S.S. measurements.

The results reported here establish Vela as the first pulsating source of tens of
TeV gamma rays and as the second pulsar detected in the VHE range, after the Crab
pulsar [9]. We find the dominant dissipation of energy, and thus particle acceleration
and photon emission, to happen beyond the pulsar LC or at its periphery, and we set a
lower limit of 4 x 107 m,, ¢? to the maximum achievable electron energy. In contrast to
the Crab pulsar, of which the hardest pulsation is shown in Fig. 3, Vela unambiguously
displays a new spectral component, with a very hard index, extending to energies an
order of magnitude higher. These are unprecedented challenges to the state-of-the-art
models of HE and VHE emission from pulsars.
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Our discovery opens a new observation window for detection of other pulsars in the
TeV to the tens of TeV range with current and upcoming more sensitive instruments
such as LHAASO [71] or CTA [72]. It paves the path for a better understanding of
these positron factories in the Galaxy, and their potential contribution to the local
positron excess above 10 GeV as well as to Ultra-High-Energy cosmic rays. The hard
radiation component is also a new tool for probing the role of magnetic reconnection as
an acceleration process in isolated pulsars, with possible implications for other highly
magnetised plasma in diverse astrophysical contexts., e.g., black hole magnetospheres
and jet-accretion disc systems.
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Methods
H.E.S.S. Observations and Data Analysis

Observations of the Vela pulsar were performed with the H.E.S.S. array of imag-
ing Cherenkov telescopes, located in the Khomas Highland of Namibia (23°16'18" S,
16°30’00” E, 1800 m). The H.E.S.S. array has been designed for the detection of high-
energy (HE) and very-high-energy (VHE) gamma rays in the 10 GeV-100 TeV range.
It consists of four imaging atmospheric Cherenkov telescopes (CT1-4), each having a
108 m? mirror area, placed in a square formation with a side length of 120 m, and
a fifth telescope (CT5) with a larger mirror area of 614 m? placed at the center. The
latter telescope was added in 2012 to extend the energy range of the array to below
100 GeV. The observations used for this study focused on the highest energy events
and were performed in stereoscopic mode with CT1-4. Our first set of gamma-ray
observations of the Vela pulsar with CT1-4 consisted of 16.3 hours and resulted in
upper limits above a threshold energy of 170 GeV[10].

A total of 80 hours of data from 2004 to 2016 observing seasons were selected
based on weather conditions and the instrumental status. Observations were mostly
performed in wobble mode [75] with a source-to-center distance of 0.7°, and with the
zenith angle ranging between 20° and 40°. When penetrating the atmosphere, gamma
rays as well as charged cosmic rays interact with its constituents, producing showers
of ultra-relativistic particles that emit Cherenkov light along their path in the air. The
light collected by each dish forms an image of this shower and is recorded by highly
sensitive cameras consisting of photo-tubes and fast electronics. The data analysis

starts with the reconstruction of the direction and the virtual impact point on the
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ground of each event, derived from the combination of information in shower images
recorded by the camera of each telescope [75, 76]. The energy of each event and the
discrimination parameters used to reject the background of charged cosmic rays that
remain after a spatial (angular) cut at the 68% containment radius of the instrument,
are obtained via a multi-variate analysis [77] based on a boosted decision tree (BDT)
classifier implemented within the TMVA package [78]. The BDT is trained using
extensive Monte Carlo (MC) simulations of y-ray induced images [79] and real off-
source data as signal and background inputs, respectively. The results presented in
this paper were cross-checked with an alternative calibration, and with two additional
analysis chains for the reconstruction and background suppression [80-82].

Timing and Phase Selection

The arrival time of each event is provided by a GPS receiver in the central trigger
system of H.E.S.S. and is then software-corrected for the time delays in the array. A
long-term stability of better than 2 us is achieved for the system [83]. The pulsar phase
corresponding to the arrival time of each event is calculated using the TEMPO2 package
[84]. Event arrival times provided by a GPS receiver in the central trigger system of
H.E.S.S. are transformed to the solar system barycentre where the pulsar phase of each
event is computed using an ephemeris derived from radio data from the Parkes Radio
Telescope. The ephemeris consisted of two overlapping solutions, valid for the ranges
MJD 51602.43-56555.73 and 54175.52-57624.20 (with fiducial phase references, TZRMJD
= 54091.726 and 55896.55), with a precision of a few milli-periods (100 — 300 us). Vela
is known for its recurrent glitches. The two timing solutions are phase-connected and

take properly into account the 3 glitches recorded in the years from 2004 to 2013 at
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MJD 53193, 53960 and 55408.8. None of these glitches took place during an observation
run and the glitch at MJD 57734.5 (December 12, 2016, studied in detail in [85]) lies
beyond the H.E.S.S. 2016 observing period which ended at MJD 57541.7 (June 2, 2016).

Periodicity Search

The search for pulsations was conducted at four predefined and increasing energy
thresholds of 0.5, 1, 3 and 7 TeV. These energies were intended to cover the plausible
range of the source spectrum hardness (from soft to hard), given the absence of an
a priori knowledge of it. Three types of periodicity tests were used: the H-test [17]
where no a priori knowledge of the light curve (or phasogram, i.e., the phase-folded
distribution of events) is assumed, the C-test [18] where the position and the (approxi-
mate) width of the pulse shape are supposed to be known beforehand, and a maximum
likelihood-ratio (LR) test [19] based on a priori defined On— and Off-phase intervals.
The pulse P2 of the Vela pulsar, dominating in the tens of GeV energy range, was
considered and its parameters were derived from the Fermi-LLAT phasogram above 10
GeV [15], i.e., 955V = 0.565, and w = 0.025 (FWHM). The FermiLAT phasogram
above 10 GeV was also used to define the On- and Off-phase intervals as [0.55,0.6]
and [0.7,1.0], respectively.

The pulsed nature of the signal enables one to extract the On- and Off-source
events from the same portion of the field of view, thereby eliminating one of the main
sources of systematic effects arising from variations of acceptance as a function of
direction in the sky and/or position in the camera. The required minimal significance
level for detection of pulsations is consequently defined as 40, i.e., lower than that

usually used for a DC (i.e. unpulsed) signal (5¢). Given the small number of events, the
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probability distribution function of all tests was computed numerically using extensive
MC simulations [60].

The periodicity test results are given in Table M1. The C-test resulted in trials-
corrected (pre-trials) significance levels of 4.9¢0 (5.40) and 5.60 (6.00) above energy
thresholds of 3 and 7 TeV, respectively. For these thresholds, the corresponding H-test
results are 3.90 (4.50) and 4.50 (5.00), while the likelihood-ratio test yielded post-
trial significance levels of 4.7¢0 and 4.80, with excess counts of 18.2 and 14.3 events,
respectively. The total number of trials is conservatively assumed to be equal to 12
and corresponds to the number of tests for periodicity (i.e. 3: the C-test, H-test and
the likelihood-ratio test) applied to the data multiplied by the number of data sets (i.e.
4 sets corresponding to the 4 energy thresholds used for selection of events)?. Lower
post-trial significance levels were obtained for the data sets with energy thresholds
of 0.5 TeV and 1 TeV, e.g., for the C-test, 3.70 and 4.30, respectively, pointing to a
hard energy spectrum at P2. Additional post-detection C-tests (likelihood-ratio tests)
were performed above energy thresholds of 5 and 20 TeV. They resulted in significance
levels of 5.80 (5o, 18.2 excess counts) and 4.60 (4.30, 6.7 excess counts), respectively,
confirming the hard photon spectrum.

Light curve Fitting

The characterization of P2 was performed via an unbinned likelihood fit of an asym-

metric Lorentzian function [6, 15]. The fit to data selected above 5 TeV resulted in

a position ¢psY = 0.56870003 and a sharp outer edge (or trailing edge), o1V =

0.00475:055, both of which are compatible with the fitted values obtained above

2The number of trials is conservative for two reasons: (i) the 4 samples have overlapping energy ranges;
and (ii) the 3 periodicity tests do not amount to 3 plain trials as they use exactly the same data sample.

23



Threshold Energy C-test H-test LR
(TeV) o o o Excess
0.5 37 (43) 2.7 (34) 38 (44) | 232
1 4.3 (4.8) 21 (3.0)0 3.8(44) 19.7
3 4.9 (5.4) 3.9 (45) 47(5.2) | 182
5 5.8 4.7 5.0 14.3
7 5.6 (6.0) 4.5 (5.0) 4.8 (5.3) 14.0
20 4.6 3.1 4.3 6.7

Table M1 Significance levels obtained for different periodicity
tests: the C-test, the H-test, and a maximum likelihood-ratio (LR)
test. The parameters for the C-test (qbgg'v = 0.565, and w = 0.025
(FWHM)) and for the LR test (On- and Off-phase intervals
defined as [0.55,0.6] and [0.7,1.0], respectively) were derived from
the Fermi-LAT phasogram above 10 GeV [15]. The tests were
applied on data selected above increasing energy thresholds, four
of which, 0.5, 1, 3 and 7 TeV, were defined a priori to search for
pulsations. Their initial significance level (shown in parenthesis)
is corrected for the number of trials which has been
conservatively estimated to be 12 (4 energy thresholds and 3
tests, see text). The number of events in excess of the background
quoted in the last column was estimated with the LR test.

20 GeV, i.e., ¢SSV = 0.565 £ 0.001 and oF°V = 0.003 £ 0.001 [15]. The central fitted
value of the inner edge width (or leading edge) of the TeV pulse, of¢V = 0.007+5-057,
was found to be slightly smaller than ¢V = 0.017 & 0.002, but the difference is not
statistically significant (< 1.50).

The fact that only P2 is detected in the multi-TeV range is consistent with the
evolution of the phasogram with increasing energy. Indeed, the ratio of P1 / P2 ampli-
tudes decreases with increasing energy, with P1 dominating below 300 MeV, while P3
dims and slides to later phases with increasing energy [6]. This trend was confirmed in
the tens of GeV range [15], P2 being the sole significant feature in Vela’s phasogram

there.

Spectral Derivation

Data were selected for the P2 and Off-phase intervals, defined as [0.55-0.6] and [0.7-

1.0], respectively. The energy spectrum was derived using a maximum likelihood fit
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within a forward-folding scheme, assuming a priori spectral models [86]. Instrument
response functions (IRFs) were computed through extensive MC simulations as a
function of the energy, zenith and azimuthal angles of the telescope pointing direction,
the impact parameter of showers, and the configuration of the telescope array for each
observing period.

The fit of a power law to the overall data set in the 660 GeV — 28.5 TeV energy
range resulted in a very hard spectrum with photon index I'vgg = 1.440.35%t4(.15vst
and normalization ®g = (1.74 £ 0.525%% 4 0.35%5%) x 10715 erg=lem2s! at the
decorrelation energy Ey = 4.24 TeV. This corresponds to an isotropic luminos-
ity Logrev =~ 2 x 10%%ergs™! for the source distance of 287 pc[14]. The systematic
uncertainties on these results have been adopted from the study carried out in [75].
The limited statistics do not allow a test for a statistically significant deviation
from the power-law hypothesis. We adopt conservatively 20 TeV as the maximum
detected energy for individual photons in the following sections, noting that the energy

spectrum extends up to 28.5 TeV due to events displaying an energy beyond 20 TeV.
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Supplementary Material

The Multi-TeV Component

The TeV emission is most likely produced by inverse-Compton (IC) scattering of low-
energy photons by energetic electrons. The target photons in Vela might consist of the
observed non-thermal X-rays [24, 25], UV [26], and optical [27, 28] to near-infrared [29]
emission (O-NIR), or thermal X-rays from the neutron star surface [25]. The spectral
measurements from UV to NIR have shown a flat F'(v) spectrum (o, = 0.01) in the
range € € [0.6,10] eV (log,y(v/Hz) = 14.15 — 15.4)[29]. These photons are generally
considered as being emitted through SR of secondary pairs. In the magnetospheric
scheme, secondary pairs are produced along the outer gaps (e.g. [21, 87]), or between
the NS surface and ~ 0.5 Rp¢, as assumed in [33]. In the wind-based framework, pairs
are produced around the current sheet and their synchrotron emission develops as an
isotropic radiation field in the optical to IR domains, as first proposed in [37] and
investigated in recent PIC simulations [57, 69].

The scattering regime depends on the target photon energy in the center-of-
momentum frame, e, and takes place in the Thomson or deep Klein-Nishina (K-N)
regimes for ve < mec? and ve > mec?, respectively. The lowest energy photons
measured from Vela lie in the NIR domain at an energy of ~ 0.6 eV, together with
two other measurements at 0.33 and 0.2 eV, though with lower precision [29]. This
means that for the lower bound of the (measured) NIR radiation field the scattering
takes place already in the mildly relativistic case. The luminosity in the O-NIR range,

Logev =~ wir 2.3 X 1028 ergs™!, (where wir < 1 corrects for the solid angle) is two to
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three orders of magnitude below that in the thermal, Lg? ~8x 103 ergs!

, and non-
thermal X-rays, Lx ~ wx 103! ergs—!. However, for photons beyond the optical range,
e.g. with energy € > 10 eV, the IC emissivity is strongly suppressed due to the severe
drop in the IC scattering cross section, oxn/oT < 1075 — 107%. Hence the O-NIR
photons are the dominating targets for efficient IC emissivity, noting that some con-
tribution is also expected from the extreme K-N regime [87]. The VHE photon energy
Evar ~ vme c? is thus set by 7.

The highest photon energies observed by H.E.S.S. imply a lower limit on the max-
imum particle energies of V& > 4 x 107 (Eypg/20 TeV). When taking into account

the spectral shapes of both GeV and TeV components, Lorentz factors of > 7 x 107

are needed to reproduce the data in the TeV range (see below).

The GeV Component

When considering pulsar gaps, electrons are believed to be accelerated by the compo-
nent of the electric field parallel to the local magnetic field, )|, and radiating in the
GeV regime mainly through CR. The maximum achievable Lorentz factor v is lim-

ited by radiation reaction and not by escape from the acceleration region. Equating

620

2
3 p2

the energy loss and gain rates ( v =e cE))), results in an expression of ER as

max __ (3773)1/4 p:?/Q

a function of the magnetic field B and curvature radius pc, as 7¢R* = ( 55 ,
where 7 is the magnetic conversion efficiency, F| = n B 3. The magnitude of 1 depends
on the particular version of the acceleration gaps with values usually assumed to be

below 10% [33, 45] at the LC, although in some models values as large as 30% are

used [41, 88]. The radius of curvature can be expressed in units of the LC radius

3For simplicity we use a constant value for E| along the field lines in the gap, as usually done in
magnetospheric models.
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(pe = € Rrc, with Rpc = ¢P/27, and P the period of the pulsar). Assuming a static
dipole geometry for the magnetic field, B(r) = Bps(Rus/r)?, with By and Ry the

surface magnetic field and the neutron star radius, respectively, ygg* can be expressed

as YOR* = (3 /c 6)1/451/2771/4Br11£4 34 p-1/4,
Using the inferred value of B, the assumed value of Ry, and the measured period
P for Vela (2.47 x 102 G, 12 km and 89 ms, respectively), Y&R© and the corresponding

CR photon energy EZR™ for emission regions close to the LC can be written as:

FEEx s 107 ¢/ 2p M (M1)
EB3 ~ 5GeV /2% (M2)

with n_; =7/0.1.

Assuming that CR is the dominating radiation process forming the HE spectral
component, a mono-energetic beam of particles with v = y&g* ~ 4 x 107 would con-
tribute near EX2X ~ EB3*. Given the measured ENX ~1.5GeV [5, 6, 15, for an
emission taking place near the LC, £ ~ 1, values of n < 0.1 and Lorentz factors
< 4 x 107 are implied (see Fig. M1). An estimate of the number of the contributing
electrons can be obtained from the inferred luminosity L 5 cev =~ wug 9 X 1033 ergs ™!
(where wyg < 1 corrects for the solid angle) and given the curvature energy loss
rate, —2Z|cp = %%7‘1 ~ 6.5 x 10*(v/(4 x 10M)* ¢ 2ergs™ as: N§R ~
L1.5Gev/(%‘ltEJCR) ~ wyg &2 1.4 x 10?° particles.

Alternatively, the GeV component can be interpreted as SR, if considering non-

ideal MHD plasma conditions (E > B, ) deep in the reconnection layers to promote

the maximum energy beyond the maximum reachable synchrotron energy (~160
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MeV)[50]. In such a scenario, the peak of the GeV component would correspond to

the characteristic energy EZS* ~ EPpIeEak ~ 1.5 GeV, with
B ~ 1.3 x 10%(B, /Brc) Y2 (E5X /1.5 GeV) /2 (M3)

where Byc = 5.53 x 10*G is the magnetic field intensity at the LC.

The SR energy loss rate, =4 |gg) ~ 5 x 109 (/1.3 x 10°)2 ergs~! is two orders of
magnitude larger than in the CR case, which implies in this case a smaller number of
particles, N® ~ L1.5Gev/(%thJSR) ~ wyg 1.8 x 10?7, involved in the GeV radiation.

The CR/IC and SR/IC scenarios

Given the phase alignment of the GeV and TeV pulsations, we assume that the same
population of electrons, within an energy range partially or completely in overlap,
and from similar spatial regions, is at the origin of the two components. The emission
regions do not necessarily have to be identical as photons from radially extended zones
can arrive at Earth at similar phases, i.e. form caustics, thanks to special-relativistic
effects and the B-field structure, within (or slightly beyond) the magnetosphere [61—
66], or within the equatorial CS in the near wind zone [53, 69].

Using the results obtained above, we can derive some constraints on the target
radiation field energy density, and thereby, on the effective volume of the IC emission
region Vic in both SR/IC and CR/IC scenarios. We first consider IR to optical target
photons and restrict the computations to the deep K-N regime, i.e. ye ~ 10 x m, c?,
and hence the energy range to (€min, €max) = (0.1,4) eV. The energy loss rate in the
extreme K-N limit is given by [89]: =4£ |, ~ ((3/8) or cm?c?* ::i:x @[log(l“e) -

11/6] de where ¢ < 1 represents an overall efficiency factor for the IC scattering (i.e.
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anisotropy, target photon direction/opening angle with respect to the accelerating field

devy

Mec2?

direction, etc), T', = and n(e) is the target photon density .
The target radiation field displays a photon index of @« = «, +1 = 1.01 £ 0.01
in the optical to IR range, and a luminosity of Lggev ~ wir 2.3 x 1028 ergs™! [29)].

The target photon density n(e) depends inversely on the effective interaction volume

Vic. This is also the case for the IC luminosity LEY = NI¢ %‘ltEJIC = Logrev ~

0%%ergs~!. Assuming the same solid angle for the GeV and TeV emissions,

WVHE 2x1
WHE = WvHE, and using the number of emitting particles NOCR and NﬁQ‘R derived above

in the CR and SR scenarios, the required energy density of the target field could be

expressed for each case as:

CR 13 5 1 LY NE® T
UCR ~ 3.8 x 10" eV em ™3 — M4
¢ ey e <2103Oerg/s> (1.41029> (M4)
and
1 KN NSR N\ 7!
USR ~3.0x10%eVem3= e 0 M5
¢ ©AUeV e e\ 3100 erg s ) \ 1.8 1027 (M5)

Assuming a crossing time t. = 7 Rpc/c, where 7 < 1 marks the uncertainty on
emitting zone dimensions, and writing U, = Lo ¢cv X t./Vic, one obtains the following

constraints:

VER ~ v €% Cwir 5.3 x 102*em? (M6)
ViR v vrCwir 6.8 x 10%2cm?® (MT)
where v > 1 is a correction factor to take into account the impact of the lower

bound of the target photon energy range on the IC luminosity, e.g. a factor as high

4The spectral fits use a more detailed calculation including an extension to €min = 0.005 €V and using
the full K-N cross section formula.
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as v ~ 10 for ey, = 0.005 eV, as illustrated through spectral fits further below.
Considering a particle density nl$ ~ kg nE§ ~ k4 4.3 x 108 cm ™3 near the LC, where
nIé(Jj is the Goldreich-Julian particle density and k4 = #/10* the pair multiplicity,
the effective volumes V&R and ViER contain the total number of particles NGO& ~
ni VER ~ 2.3 x 103 and NEB ~ ngor VIR ~ 2.9 x 103! for the CR/IC and the
SR/IC scenarios, respectively. The particles contributing to the peak of the HE and
VHE components represent then a fraction NF'®/NSE ~ NSB/NSR ~ 10 (up to the
respective correction factors in Eqs. M6, M7) of the total number of particles available
near the LC.

The effective volume under the CR/IC hypothesis V&R is of the same order as the
SR emitting volume mentioned in [33], i.e. VSR ~ %120)4 (r2,—r2) ~ 3x10%cm?,
but the unknown magnitude of v &2 wir makes any further comparison difficult.
In the SR/IC framework, target photons are produced around the current sheet and
the IC interaction can be assumed to be isotropic, hence (wig ~ 1. As suggested
by PIC simulations, the layer thickness ¢ can be estimated from the fiducial Larmor
radius of the electrons accelerated in the open field line region beyond the LC [47, 69],
pr = Ymec? /(e Brg) ~ 6 ~ 4 x 10* cm for 4S5® ~ 1.3 x 10°. This corresponds to a SR
emission volume VS8 ~ § x RZ ~ 1.2 x 10?2cm?®, which is of the same order as the
constraint in Eq. (MT).

Heuristic spectral models

To further explore the implications of the H.E.S.S. data, we perform a joint fit to the
HE and VHE components thus taking their spectral features into account. The limited

statistics of the H.E.S.S. measurement only allows the fitting of a power-law function
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to the data. Consistently, we assume for the energy distribution of the IC emitting

particles the functional form:

d*N

i ™ (7/70) 7P exp [—(v/7™)?] (M8)

where the argument of the (super-) exponential cutoff represents YER* or v§E*, which

are identified with > in the CR/IC and SR/IC schemes, respectively.

In the CR/IC scenario, the inverse-squared dependence of the CR energy loss

dE

rate on radius of curvature, —%4Z|cr o p;? o 72 (see above), implies a narrow

distribution for the trajectories of particles contributing most to the GeV component,
and hence also for the energy distribution of particles (see, e.g., Fig. 11 in [45]). For
the computation of CR, we consequently limit the extent of the particle distribution
at its lower energy bound to v&%*/10, and define an effective radius of curvature p.
(or the scaled radius é) representing the particle trajectories which contribute to the
peak near Efﬁ;k ~ 1.5GeV, ie. for which Eg5* ~ 1.5GeV. As discussed above, for a

given EZE* there is a degeneracy between values of n and &, which also determine the

maximum Lorentz factor v~ (Eq. M1). We consider two cases. First, the emission
is hypothesized to take place near the LC, i.e. é ~ 1. The fit is constrained by the

max .,

GeV data in this case and results in 7 ~ 0.02 and Y33* ~ 2.8 x 107 (shown by a
gray cross in Fig. M1). The latter value, when identified to &, is insufficient to
reproduce the VHE data (see curve labeled I, in Fig. 3 of the main text). In the
second case, the maximum Lorentz factor of IC-emitting particles is also constrained

through the fit to the TeV component which results in yg?* 2 7 x 107. Different

combinations of (), é) can satisfy this condition, granted that n < 0.1 and é > 1.
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Fig. M1 Constraints in the CR/IC scenario on magnetic conversion efficiency. The
maximum achievable Lorentz factor for electrons, y&g* is shown in color scale (increasing contours
levels are shown as white curves) as a function of magnetic conversion efficiency 1, and scaled curvature
radius, é The red curve shows (7, é) values when fitting the HE component, i.e. they correspond to

particle trajectories which contribute most to the HE peak, EGg* ~ Eﬁ?k ~ 1.5 GeV. The thickness

of the red curve illustrates the uncertainty on HE peak energy (~ £10%). The gray cross shows the
solution (n,£) ~ (0.02,1) yielding yg@g* ~ 2.8 x 107, while the gray and white diamonds correspond
to curves I, and Ic in Fig. 3 of the main text with y3g* ~ 3 x 107 and 7 x 107, respectively.

These combinations (which lie on the red curve in Fig. M1 to the right side of the white
diamond) imply a dissipation region located beyond the LC® where open field lines
reach curvature radii well above Ry, and can provide for acceleration to higher energies
than traditionally assumed in the magnetospheric picture®. The solution corresponding
to (n ~ 0.003, f ~ 15) is marked as a white diamond in Fig. M1 and is shown in
Fig. 3 of the main text in two versions: for the curve labeled I}, the IC component is

calculated using O-NIR target photon field, while for I it is extended to the FIR. The

5Given the inclination and viewing angles in Vela (~ 70° and ~ 65°, respectively), the open field lines
of interest cross the LC surface at radial distances not much larger than Ryc.

8We note, however, that more complicated schemes such as the non-stationary gap model as adopted in
[43] and having recourse to a combination of different particle injection rates could still accommodate the
data.
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comparison of these two curves illustrates the impact of the target energy range on
the TeV luminosity, i.e. a gain in luminosity of almost an order of magnitude for the
extrapolated target energy range. The luminosity of the IC component depends also
strongly on the effective interaction volume which is a complex quantity to tightly
constrain. The normalization of the models is hence (almost) a free parameter in the
spectral fits. On the other hand, the parameters of the energy distribution of the
parent population can be constrained by the joint fit, though not unambiguously given
both the correlation between the spectral index p and the exponential power 3, and
the limited extent of the distribution itself towards lower energies (see above). For the
two solutions (7 ~ 0.02,€ ~ 1) and ( ~ 0.003,¢ ~ 15) we obtain (p, 8) ~ (0.6,1.9)
and ~ (1.1, 2.0), respectively. For both solutions, we note a power deficit in the lower
energy part of the HE spectrum (< 1 GeV) as compared to the data. This deficit
is usually attributed to the SR contribution to this part of the spectrum (globally
modeled as synchro-curvature radiation, SCR see e.g. [90]), which is not included in
the spectral model. Predicted spectral energy distributions (SEDs) taken from two
recently published models adopting more sophisticated CR/IC and SCR/IC schemes
and including computation of light curves [33, 87] are shown in Fig. M27.

In the SR/IC scenario, the formation of a hard power-law particle spectrum, i.e.
with index p € [1,2], is expected from PIC simulations of acceleration via relativis-
tic magnetic reconnection (e.g., [52-54, 57]). Accordingly, we use a larger energy span
(few 10°) for particles as compared to the CR case. As for the IC target photon field

energy span, we limit the computations to the measured O-NIR domain. Using an

"Inspired by the first preliminary announcement of a H.E.S.S. multi-TeV signal [91].
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Fig. M2 SEDs from two publications in the CR/IC and SCR/IC schemes compared to
the Vela data. Data: see Fig 3. Curves: Two recently published models are compared to the Vela
SED. Curve A shows the phase-resolved SED of an outer-gap-based CR/IC model applied to Vela
P2 [87]. The curve labeled B corresponds to the re-scaled version of a phase-averaged computation
based on a separatrix/CS scenario [33] where primary particles are predominantly accelerated in the
CS, though not through magnetic reconnection. Here, particles are cooled via SCR in the MeV and
GeV ranges. Both models predict a GeV peak energy (Eg;;k 2> 3GeV) larger than that measured by
Fermi-LAT | i.e. they do not lie on the red curve in Fig. M1, hence providing for larger maximum
Lorentz factors y™2* for IC-emitting particles. The target SR photon spectrum is extrapolated for
both models to the FIR (epin = 0.001 and 0.005 eV, for curves A and B, respectively).

exponentially cutoff power law for the particle energy distribution (see the functional
form M8 given above), the fit of the resulting SR component to the GeV data yields

shape parameters p ~ 1, 8 ~ 1.8 and y§E* ~ 1.3 x 10° (see Eq. M3). In this case,
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the spectral model fits the HE data in the < 1 GeV range without requiring an addi-
tional SCR component. The best-fit cutoff value with the (super-) exponential form
is, however, well below the value & 2 7 X 107 required by the H.E.S.S. measure-
ment (see curve labeled II, in Fig. 3 of the main text). For the SR/IC scenario to
reproduce the H.E.S.S. data, IC emitting particles must therefore have a significantly
higher energy cutoff than the one deduced from the SR cooling. PIC simulations have
confirmed that the acceleration and SR cooling processes take place in subsequent
steps and different regions [92]. Recent studies including synchrotron cooling and pair
production have further shown that the highest energy particles are not trapped by
the magnetic loops (or plasmoids/magnetic islands) but accumulate in their vicin-
ity where the magnetic field intensity is weak and the SR cooling is inefficient [57].
Hence they can reach energies well beyond the SR burn-off limit 7§ and exceeding
the magnetization op,c ~ 7 x 10° at LC®. For this to happen, the Larmor radius of
such particles, pr, ~ 4 x 1073 Rpc (Y™*/7 x 107), should be larger than the size of
the largest plasmoids. Alternatively, cooled particles could be re-accelerated further
in the CS layers and produce an IC emission in a second step. In any case the phase
coherence of the SR and IC pulses should be preserved, given the phase alignment
of the HE and VHE components in the data. The formation of caustics for emission
loci in the 1 — 2 Rjc region as shown in PIC studies makes such scenarios plausible
[53]. The IC cooling time for particles with v ~ 108 scattering € = 0.1 eV targets,
tic ~ 50 ms, is of the order of the pulsar period, and hence compatible with the above

schemes. For generating the spectral model corresponding to this picture, we assume

8The magnetization at the LC is defined through Michel’s magnetization parameter pn as: oLc ~ pvm =
Bio/(47T kangS mec?) =~ 7 x 10° (e.g., [47, 57, 93]).
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that the particles with energies beyond 5™ are from the same population as the
one emitting SR, of which the energy spectrum is extended to beyond the SR cooling
energy. The fit to the TeV data (shown for y™2* ~ 108 and labeled I}, in Fig. 3 of the
main text) results in an interaction volume V;2R ~ 1.5 x 10%® cm®. This corresponds,
as expected, to a larger volume than that estimated above, as the highest energy par-
ticles must have larger Larmor radii than those trapped and cooled through SR in the
plasmoids. Various uncertainties, e.g. the correction factor v 7 (Cwir ~ 1, see above)
or the unknown lower bound of the target field energy range, make it difficult to go
beyond this order-of-magnitude comparison.

The bulk movement of the striped wind, with Lorentz factor I'y,, can affect
the physical picture due to the Doppler boosting of radiations [23, 46, 48, 49, 58—
60]. In such a scheme, SR and IC take place in the wind co-moving frame where
electrons are assumed to have an isotropic distribution. The observed emission is
obtained after Doppler boosting of the quantities into the laboratory frame. Assum-
ing B(f) ~ Brc/#? in the near wind region (e.g., [46]), and given the emission radius

# =r/Ryc, B'(?) = B(?)/Tyw, and EZ*" = ERaX /2T, one can rewrite (Eq. M3) as:

YEEx! 106(1?5;,)1/ 2 #. By requiring that the 20 TeV photons are produced by

max/

SR-emitting electrons, v = 2 x I'y, v§g™’, one obtains a relation :

EI[laX _1/2 EVHE
Iy, ~22 (—SR _ i M9
(1.5 GeV) (20 TeV> " (M9)

The linear rise of the bulk Lorentz factor up to the fast magnetosonic point (e.g. [53]),
I'y = (14 72)Y2, provides a second constraint, leading to a solution: I'y, ~ 7, ~ 5.

Taking into account the exact shape of the GeV component modifies this solution
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somewhat, but the emission radius remains at a few Rpc. As an example, a fit to
the data with I'y, = 10 at 7%, = 5 is shown in Fig. 3 in the main text (curve labeled
II.). A dissipation region at this distance is, however, not favored by PIC simulations
which point to a SR emission region closer to the light cylinder (1 to 2 Rpc). An
alternative boosted scenario, involving e.g. a re-acceleration of cooled particles, where
SR and IC photons are emitted in separate zones could still be compatible with the
above constraint if the formation of caustics provides the phase alignment of the two

components.
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