arXiv:1701.02363v1 [astro-ph.HE] 29 Dec 2016

From Observations near the Earth to the Local Interstellar Spectra

S. Della Torre,^1 M. Gervasi,^{1, 2} D. Grandi,^1 G. Johannesson,^3 G. La Vacca,^1 N. Masi,^{4, ∗} I.V. Moskalenko,^{5, 6} E. Orlando,^{5, 6} T.A. Porter,^5 L. Quadrani,^{4, 7} P.G. Rancoita,^1 and D. Rozza^{1, 2} 1INFN Milano-Bicocca, Piazza della Scienza 3, 20125 Milano, Italy 2Physics Department, University of Milano-Bicocca, Milano, Italy 3Science Institute, University of Iceland, Dunhaga 3, IS-107 Reykjavik, Iceland 4INFN, Bologna, Italy 5Hansen Experimental Physics Laboratory, Stanford University, Stanford, CA 94305 6Kavli Institute for Particle Astrophysics and Cosmology, Stanford University, Stanford, CA 94305 7Physics Department, University of Bologna, Bologna, Italy

Propagation of cosmic rays (CRs) from their sources to the observer is described mainly as plain diffusion at high energies, while at lower energies there are other physical processes involved, both in the interstellar space and in the heliosphere. The latter was a subject of considerable uncertainty until recently. New data obtained by several CR missions can be used to find the local interstellar spectra (LIS) of CR species that would significantly reduce the uncertainties associated with the heliospheric propagation. In this paper we present the LIS of CR protons and helium outside the heliospheric boundary. The proposed LIS are tuned to accommodate both, the low energy CR spectra measured by Voyager 1, and the high energy observations publicly released by BESS, Pamela, AMS-01 and AMS-02. The proton and helium LIS are derived by combining CR propagation in the Galaxy, as described by GALPROP, with the heliospheric modulation computed using the HelMod Monte Carlo Tool. The proposed LIS are tuned to reproduce the modulated spectra for both, high and low, levels of solar activity.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, considerable advances in astrophysics of CRs have become possible due to superior instrumentation launched into space and to the top of the atmosphere. The launch of Payload for Antimatter Matter Exploration and Light-nuclei Astrophysics (PAMELA) in 2006 [1], followed by the Fermi Large Area Telescope (Fermi-LAT) in 2008 [2], and the Alpha Magnetic Spectrometer–02 (AMS–02) in 2011 [3] signify the beginning of a new era in astrophysics. Their excellent quality data are leading to breakthroughs in our understanding of CR sources, particle transport in the interstellar medium and in the heliosphere, as well as the details of the structure of the interstellar medium.

In this paper, the most recent CR measurements were used to unveil the true local interstellar spectra of CR protons and helium. Our approach combines two state-of-the-art propagation packages, GALPROP for the Galaxy and HelMod for the heliosphere [4], into a single framework that is run to reproduce direct measurements of CR species at different modulation levels and at both polarities of the solar magnetic field. The proposed LIS accommodate both the low energy interstellar CR spectra measured by Voyager 1 and the higher energy observations by BESS, Pamela, AMS- 01, and AMS-02. Here we are providing only illustrative results, more details could be found in a forthcoming paper.

∗corresponding author:masin@bo.infn.it

II. MARKOV CHAIN MONTE CARLO APPROACH TO INTERSTELLAR PROPAGATION

The MCMC interface to GALPROP v55 was developed on the basis of CosRayMC [5] and, in general, from the COSMOMC package [6], embedding the GALPROP framework into the MCMC scheme. Sampling of GALPROP CR production and propagation parameters employs an iterative procedure while using AMS-02 data as observational constraints. This allows a considerable parameter space to be explored and provides estimates of the most probable values of the parameters together with their 68%/95% confidence intervals.

Six main propagation parameters (Table I), that determine the overall shape of CR spectra, were taken into account in the scan using the 2D GALPROP model: the Galactic halo half-width z, the normalization of the diffusion coefficient D_0 and the in-

TABLE I: Propagation parameters, obtained with the MCMC posterior distributions and the GALPROP- HelMod calibration

N Parameters Best Value Units Scan Range 1 z 4.0 kpc [1-10] 2 D0/10^{28} 4.3 cm^2 s^{−1} [1-10] 3 δ 0.39 . . . [0.3-0.9] 4 V_{Alf} 28.5 km s^{−1} [0-40] 5 Vconv 12.5 km s^{−1} [0-20] 6 dVconv /dz 9.8 km s^{−1} kpc^{−1} [0-20]

FIG. 1: A comparison of the DCR best set proton LIS (blue curve) with Voyager 1 2015-2016 monthly averaged data shown as a function of kinetic energy.

dex of its rigidity dependence δ, the Alfvén velocity V_{Alf} , the convection velocity and its gradient (V_{conv}, dV_{conv}/dz). The single values of the injection indices were subsequently tuned together with HelMod model version 3.0 [4].

The solar modulation is made by means of the numerical functions, which provide the solution of the CR transport through the heliosphere and are embedded in the HelMod code. The high energy break, or change of slope, for protons and helium highlighted by ATIC [7], CREAM [8], PAMELA [9] and AMS- 02 [10, 11] is firstly computed introducing ad hoc an additional injection index γ for nuclei. This second break is tuned to be in agreement with CREAM-I data above AMS-02 range. The experimental observables used in the MCMC scan include all published AMS-02 data on protons [10], helium [11], B/C ratio (preliminary results from [12]), and electrons [13], while positrons and antiprotons were excluded.

The results of the simulations show that simultaneous inclusion of diffusion, convection, and reacceleration is required to reproduce AMS-02 measurements, while plain diffusion scenarios are excluded [14]. Since p and He spectra and the B/C ratio are not affected by the pulsar contribution nor by the Dark Matter annihilations, they can be used to constrain the modulated spectra provided by HelMod making the results unbiased and easy to understand. Therefore, uncertainties associated with the interstellar propagation can be significantly reduced relatively to other analyses [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23], providing an order of magnitude improvement in the accuracy: in our analysis, the final errors associated with the determination of the major propagation parameters are reduced to ∼5–10%. Table I lists the propagation parameters used in the scan, their prior ranges, and the computed best values.

FIG. 2: The best fit proton LIS (red curve) is compared with high energy data by AMS-02, CREAM-I, ATIC-02, and PAMELA.

III. PROTON AND HELIUM LIS OUTSIDE MODULATED ENERGY REGION

The direct measurements of proton and helium LIS are now available at both low and high energies. At low energies, measurements of CR fluxes are provided by Voyager 1 that crossed the Termination Shock (TS) in the second half of 2012 [24, 25]. We took the latest Voyager 1 2015-2016 data averaged over monthly intervals (http://voyager.gsfc.nasa.gov/heliopause/vim/monthly/index.html). The average of six months of Voyager 1 data for protons is shown in Figure 1. The error associated with each data point is chosen conservatively to be equal to the variation of the monthly average, but not smaller than 15% of the flux value. The model provides a good description of proton and helium LISs at low energies. We also emphasize that Voyager 1 data were not included into the MCMC scan, and a remarkable agreement between the model predictions and the LIS data supports our approach. The low energy LIS by Voyager 1 that are reproduced by GALPROP are linked to the modulated AMS-02 data using the HelMod code.

At high energies, where CR fluxes are not affected by the heliospheric modulation, we use AMS-02 data up to ∼2 TV and extend the rigidity range to 20–30 TV using data taken by CREAM-I and ATIC-02 (Figure 2). In this energy range the data are scarce and there is a systematic discrepancy between CREAM- I and ATIC-02. Extrapolations of proton and He spectra by AMS-02, even not perfect, seem to prefer CREAM-I data. The relatively smaller error bars of CREAM-I vs. AMS-02 data at high energies drive the fit to result in flatter index values.

We provide the analytical functional dependence of the derived LIS as a function of rigidity. To achive the required accuracy, especially in the AMS- 02 range, the fit was split into two rigidity intervals, roughly below and above 1 GV. The search of the analytic solutions was guided by an ad-

FIG. 3: Proton differential intensity for a low solar activity period (PAMELA 2007). Points represent experimental data, dashed line is the GALPROP LIS, and solid line is the computed modulated spectrum. The bottom panel is the relative difference between the numerical solution and experimental data.

vanced MCMC fitting procedure such as Eureqa (http://www.nutonian.com/products/eureqa). The combined LIS formula looks like:

F (R) × R^{2.7} = (1) { ∑_5 i=0 a_iR^i, R ≤ 1 GV, b +^c_R +^{d1}_{d2+R} +^{e1}_{e2 +R} +^{f1}_{f2 +R} + gR, R > 1 GV,

where a_i, b, c, d_i, e_i, f_i, g are the numerical coefficients reported in Table II. The derived expressions are (i) quite similar (at the level of <1–2%) to numerical solutions in 5 orders of magnitude energy interval, including the spectral flattening at high energies, and (ii) are based on Voyager 1, AMS-02, and CREAM-I data.

IV. DATA AT EARTH

As described in the previous sections, our approach combines two state-of-the-art codes, GALPROP for interstellar propagation and HelMod for heliospheric propagation, within a single framework for the first time. AMS-02 data, which is guiding the refinement of the propagation scheme, is a vital ingredient of this approach. The converse is also true, the refined

FIG. 4: Helium differential intensity for a low solar activity period (averaged PAMELA 2006-2009 measurements). See Figure 3 for legend.

propagation scheme is beneficial for interpretation of the AMS-02 data. A comparison is made with observational data for conditions of low (i.e., 1997–1998, 2006–2010) and high solar activity (i.e., 2000–2002, 2011–2013), and then with the moderate activity period, thus providing an unique model that is valid for the entire solar cycle.

A. Low Solar Activity

During the solar minimum period, the heliospheric magnetic field (HMF) forms a regular structure thus requiring an inclusion of the magnetic drift effects; the latter is widely accepted in the literature, see e.g. [26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31]. The solar minimal activity between cycles 23 and 24 was recently studied by the PAMELA instrument, e.g., [32]. Such a period was characterized by a negative HMF polarity (A < 0), that results in a more uniform latitudinal distribution in the inner part of the heliosphere for positively charged CR species. Examples of the proton and helium spectra during the low activity period are shown in Figures 3 and 4.

B. High Solar Activity

High solar activity periods are challenging from the viewpoint of theory of the heliospheric transport. The

TABLE II: Parameters of the analytical fits to the proton and He LIS. a0 a1 a2 a3 a4 a5 b c d1 d2 e1 e2 f1 f2 g p 94.1 −831 0 16700 −10200 0 10800 8590 −4230000 3190 274000 17.4 −39400 0.464 0 He 1.14 0 −118 578 0 −87 3120 −5530 3370 1.29 134000 88.5 −1170000 861 0.03

FIG. 5: The differential intensities of CR protons measured by AMS-02 (high solar activity period). See Figure 3 for legend.

high frequency of solar events disturbs the interplanetary medium and disrupts the HMF that became difficult to model. An important change is the lack of regular structure of the HMF that completely suppresses the charge-sign dependence related to the magnetic drift process. We introduced an additional correction factor that suppresses any drift velocity during the solar maximum. AMS-02 provides an unique data-set integrated over 3 years [10, 11] of observations during the solar activity peak of cycle 24. The described model allows the average proton and helium spectra measured by AMS-02 during high solar activity periods (see Figures 5,6) to be well reproduced by the modulated ones from Helmod code.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Hundred years after the discovery of CRs, the unprecedented precision of AMS-02 instrument and its vast energy coverage promise solutions of many longstanding astrophysical puzzles. Once the spectra of all

FIG. 6: The differential intensities of CR helium measured by AMS-02 (high solar activity period). See Figure 3 for legend.

elements through iron measured with a few per cent accuracy up to several TV are released, they can be used to identify the sources of CRs and their propagation history, reveal the properties of the interstellar medium, and transform the whole field of astrophysical science. The GALPROP-HelMod framework is providing an example of a self-consistent and concise description of CR propagation from the Galactic scale down to the inner heliosphere. Elimination of the uncertainties in the astrophysical backgrounds would, in turn, enable us to search for traces of exotic physics. The resulting LIS accommodate both the very low energy interstellar CR spectra measured by Voyager 1 and the higher energy observations at Earth publicly released by PAMELA and AMS-02.

Acknowledgments

This work is supported by ASI (Agenzia Spaziale Italiana) under contract ASI-INFN I/002/13/0 and and ESA (European Space Agency) contract

XXV European Cosmic Ray Symposium, Turin, Sept. 4-9 2016 5

4000116146/16/NL/HK. Igor Moskalenko, Elena Orlando, Troy Porter acknowledge support from NASA Grants Nos. NNX13AC47G and NNX17AB48G, Elena Orlando additionally acknowledges support from NASA Grants Nos. NNX16AF27G and NNX15AU79G, and Troy Porter additionally acknowledges support from NASA Grant No. NNX10AE78G.

[1] P. Picozza, A. M. Galper, G. Castellini, O. Adriani, F. Altamura, M. Ambriola, G. C. Barbarino, A. Basili, G. A. Bazilevskaja, R. Bencardino, et al., Astroparticle Physics 27, 296 (2007), astroph/0608697.

[2] W. B. Atwood, A. A. Abdo, M. Ackermann, W. Althouse, B. Anderson, M. Axelsson, L. Baldini, J. Ballet, D. L. Band, G. Barbiellini, et al., Astrophys. J. 697, 1071 (2009), 0902.1089.

[3] M. Aguilar, G. Alberti, B. Alpat, A. Alvino, G. Ambrosi, K. Andeen, H. Anderhub, L. Arruda, P. Azzarello, A. Bachlechner, et al., Physical Review Letters 110, 141102 (2013).

[4] S. Della Torre, M. Gervasi, D. Grandi, and et al., in HelMod: a Comprehensive Treatment of the Cosmic Ray transport through the Heliosphere (submitted to Proceedings of the 25th European Cosmic Rays Symposyum (ECRS2016), Septembers 4-9,2016 (Torino, Italy) 2016, 2017).

[5] J. Liu, Q. Yuan, X.-J. Bi, H. Li, and X. Zhang, Phys.

Rev. D 85, 043507 (2012), 1106.3882.

[6] A. Lewis and S. Bridle, Phys. Rev. D 66, 103511 (2002), astro-ph/0205436.

[7] H. S. Ahn, E. S. Seo, J. H. Adams, G. Bashindzhagyan, K. E. Batkov, J. Chang, M. Christl, A. R. Fazely, O. Ganel, R. M. Gunasingha, et al., Advances in Space Research 37, 1950 (2006).

[8] Y. S. Yoon, H. S. Ahn, P. S. Allison, M. G. Bagliesi, J. J. Beatty, G. Bigongiari, P. J. Boyle, J. T. Childers, N. B. Conklin, S. Coutu, et al., Astrophys. J. 728, 122 (2011), 1102.2575.

[9] O. Adriani, G. C. Barbarino, G. A. Bazilevskaya, R. Bellotti, M. Boezio, E. A. Bogomolov, L. Bonechi, M. Bongi, V. Bonvicini, S. Borisov, et al., Science 332, 69 (2011), 1103.4055.

[10] M. Aguilar et al. (AMS Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 171103 (2015), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.171103.

[11] M. Aguilar, D. Aisa, B. Alpat, A. Alvino, G. Ambrosi, K. Andeen, L. Arruda, N. Attig, P. Azzarello, A. Bachlechner, et al., Physical Review Letters 115, 211101 (2015).

[12] A. Oliva and AMS-02 Collaboration, in Proceeding of Science ICRC 2015, edited by P. of Science ICRC 2015 (2015), p. PoS(ICRC2015)265.

[13] M. Aguilar, D. Aisa, A. Alvino, G. Ambrosi, K. Andeen, L. Arruda, N. Attig, P. Azzarello, A. Bachlechner, F. Barao, et al., Physical Review Letters 113, 121102 (2014).

[14] A. W. Strong, I. V. Moskalenko, and V. S.

Ptuskin, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 57, 285 (2007), arXiv:astro-ph/0701517.

[15] D. Maurin, F. Donato, R. Taillet, and P. Salati, Astrophys. J. 555, 585 (2001), astro-ph/0101231.

[16] D. Maurin, R. Taillet, F. Donato, P. Salati, A. Barrau, and G. Boudoul, ArXiv Astrophysics e-prints (2002), astro-ph/0212111.

[17] L. Dorman, ed., Cosmic Ray Interactions, Propagation, and Acceleration in Space Plasmas, vol. 339 of Astrophysics and Space Science Library (2006).

[18] T. Stanev, High Energy Cosmic Rays (Springer, 2010).

[19] M. Cirelli, G. Corcella, A. Hektor, G. Hütsi, M. Kadastik, P. Panci, M. Raidal, F. Sala, and A. Strumia, JCAP 3, 051 (2011), 1012.4515.

[20] R. Trotta, G. Jóhannesson, I. V. Moskalenko, T. A.

Porter, R. Ruiz de Austri, and A. W. Strong, Astrophys. J. 729, 106 (2011), 1011.0037.

[21] B. Coste, L. Derome, D. Maurin, and A. Putze, A&A 539, A88 (2012), 1108.4349.

[22] N. Tomassetti and F. Donato, A&A 544, A16 (2012), 1203.6094.

[23] N. Masi, The Dark Matter Search. The AMS-02 Experiment (Lambert Academic Publishing, 2013).

[24] E. C. Stone, A. C. Cummings, F. B. McDonald, B. C.

Heikkila, N. Lal, and W. R. Webber, Science 341, 150 (2013).

[25] A. C. Cummings, E. C. Stone, B. C. Heikkila, N. Lal, W. R. Webber, G. Jóhannesson, I. V. Moskalenko, E. Orlando, and T. A. Porter, Astrophys. J. 831, 18 (2016).

[26] J. R. Jokipii, E. H. Levy, and W. B. Hubbard, Astrophys. J. 213, 861 (1977).

[27] M. S. Potgieter and H. Moraal, Astrophys. J. 294, 425 (1985), ISSN 0004-637X.

[28] G. Boella, M. Gervasi, S. Mariani, and et al., J. Geophys. Res. 106, 29355 (2001).

[29] R. D. Strauss, M. S. Potgieter, I. Büsching, and A. Kopp, Astrophys. J. 735, 83 (2011).

[30] S. Della Torre, P. Bobik, M. J. Boschini, C. Consolandi, M. Gervasi, D. Grandi, K. Kudela, S. Pensotti, P. G. Rancoita, D. Rozza, et al., Adv. Space Res. 49, 1587 (2012).

[31] P. Bobik, G. Boella, M. J. Boschini, C. Consolandi, S. Della Torre, M. Gervasi, D. Grandi, K. Kudela, S. Pensotti, P. G. Rancoita, et al., Advances in Astronomy 2013, 793072 (2013), 1212.1559.

[32] O. Adriani, G. C. Barbarino, G. A. Bazilevskaya, R. Bellotti, M. Boezio, E. A. Bogomolov, M. Bongi, V. Bonvicini, S. Borisov, S. Bottai, et al., Astrophys. J. 765, 91 (2013), 1301.4108.

eConf TBA