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W e show that the secondary electrons efected from the jonization ofheavy ions can be injcted Into
the acceleration process that occurs at supemova rem nant shocks. T hiselectron in ection m echanisn
works since ions are ionized during the acceleration when they m ove already w ith relativistic speed,
Just like ejpcted electrons do. U sing the abundances of heavy nuclkim easured In cosmn ic rays at

E arth, we estin ate the electron/proton ratio at the source to be

10 *, big enough to account for

the nonthem al synchrotron em ission observed In young SNRs. W e also show that the lonization
process can lim it the m axim um energy that heavy ions can reach.

Supemova Rem nant (SNR) are believed to be the pri-
mary sources of Coam ic Rays (CR) In the Galaxy. The
theory ofD i usive Shock A cceleration O SA ) applied to
SNR blast waves propagating in the interstellar m edium
provides the m ost com prehensive fram ew ork for the ex—
planation ofthe CR spectrum m easured at Earth. Nev—
ertheless som e aspects of D SA still ram ain unsoled and
one of the m ost fundam ental issues concems how elec—
trons can be Incted into the acceleration process. T he
presence ofaccelerated electrons isa w ellestablished fact,
deduced from direct observations of young SNR s, where
both Radio and X ray em ission are interpreted as syn—
chrotron radiation ofhighly relativistic electrons [1].

T he Inection problem is related to the shock dynam ics
w hich isdom inated by protons (@and m aybe also by heav—
Jer ions). T he shock layer is expected to be few therm al
proton gyroradii thick, which m eans that particles need
have a few tim es the m ean them al proton m om entum
In order to cross the shock and undergo D SA . The inec—
tion condition can be write asp > Pinj Rith» Where
Pojth = 2m K g Tp;2 isthe typicaldownstream therm al
proton m om entum and containsthe com plex shock m i~
crophysics [Z]. A coording to theoreticalestin ates [3] and
Observational constraints [4], is In the range 24. The
Ingection condiion can be easily ful lled for suprather-
m alprotonswhich reside in the highest energy tailofthe
M axwellian distrdbbution. On the other hand the same
condition, applied to electrons, issatis ed only in the rel-
ativistic regim e w ith a m inin um Lorentz factor 5 3-
30 Pra typicalT,,, in the range 10°-10° K . It is therefore
hard to Imn agihe how electronscan com e from the them al
com ponent: if we assum e that electrons upstream ofthe
shock them alize downstream their buk kinetic energy,
ie. Ky Tep = %m eUZ s then the mean them al elec—
tron m om entum IS Pe;tn = M e=M p) Pp;on - Even assum -
Ing som em echanian abl to equilbrate quickly electrons
and protons at the sam e tem peratulﬁ, the m ean electron
mom entum risesonly up to Pe;zn = M =M p Pp;th -

M ost proposed solutions for this inection problem in—
volve som e kind of preacceleration m echanism able to
accelerate electrons from them al energies up to m idly
relativistic energies. Som e studies predict that electrons
can be e ectively preaccelerated by electrostatic waves
generated in the shock layer [5,l€]. T hesem echanisn sare
di cult to study analytically, because their understand—

Ing requires the know ledge of the com plex m icrophysics
that regulates collisionless shocks. A better way to in-—
vestigate them is through particle-in-cell [1] and M onte
Carlo sin ulations [@], which, unfortunately, are still not
able to provide m conclusionson the electron inection
e clency.

In this paper we show that the ionization ofheavy nu—
clel during acceleration can ngct a number of m idly
relativistic electrons large enough to account for the syn—
chrotron radiation observed in young SNRs. In fact, nu—
cleiheavier than hydrogen in the ISM where SNR shocks
propagate, are never fllly ionized sin ply because the typ—
ical ISM  tem perature is not large enough, being of the
order of 10 1@ K . This statem ent is also supported
by the presence ofBaln erdom inated Jlam ents observed
In severalyoung rem nants [9], show ing that even the hy—
drogen in the ISM is not fully ionized.

O nce the shock encounters a partially jonized atom,
the atom can start D SA In the sam eway protonsdo. W e
note that a correct com putation ofthe infction ofheavy
jons Involves the know ledge of the initial charge and the
aggregate state of atom s and their dow nstream tem pera-—
ture, which arevery di cult to predict. W e neglect such
com plications and we assum e that the inection ofheavy
elem ents occurs, sin ply because they are cbserved in the
CR spectrum . The key point we want to stress here is
that, once the acceleration begins, atom sare not stripped
In m ediately, because the ionization tim e tums out to be
large enough to allow them to reach relativistic energies
before com plete ionization. W hen atom sm ove relativis—
tically, the ionization can occur either via Coulomb col-
lisions or via photoionization. In both cases, the m ean
kinetic energy of efected electrons, m easured in the ion
rest fram e, isnegligble w ith respect to the electron m ass
energy. Hence eected electronsm ove, in the plasn a rest
fram e, approxin ately along the sam e direction and w ith
the sam e speed of the parent atom s. In this case, the
m om entum ofefcted electrons can easily exceed pin 5. In
order to prove this statem ent we start com paring the ac—
celeration w ith the ionization tim e.

Let us consider a single partially ionized species N ,
wih mean charge Z. , atom icchargeZ andmassmy =
2Zm . For sim plicity we com pute the acceleration tim e
In the fram ew ork of linear shock acceleration theory, ie.
neglcting the dynam ical role of accelerated particles,
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and for a plane shock geom etry. If a particle wih m o—
mentum p di useswith a di usion coe cientD (p), the
wellknown expression for the acceleration tim e is [L0]:

3 Dl(p)+D2(p)
ux ] uy Uz
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where u isthe plasn a speed in the shock rest fram e, and
the subscript 1 (2) refers to the upstream (dow nstream )
quantities (hote that ughock = U1). The downstream and
upstream plasmn a speeds are related through the com pres—
sion factor, u, = u;=r. W e lim it our considerations to
strong shocks, which have com pression factor r= 4, and
weassum e Bohm di usion coe cient, ie.Dg = 1, 3,
where c is the particle speed and ry = pc=(Z. eB) is
the Lam or radiis. T he turbulent m agnetic eld respon—
sble for particle di usion is assum ed to be com pressed
dow nstream accordingtoB, = rB;.Even ifthisrelation
applies only for the m agnetic com ponent parallel to the
shock plane, choosing a di erent com pression rule does
not a ect ourm ain results. Applying previous assum p—
tions, Eq. [I) becom es:

thoe ()= 177 ''B Jug P@=Ze ) yr; Q)

where is the particle Lorentz factor. Here B ¢ is the
upstream m agnetic eld expressed in G and the shock
speed isu; = ug 108am =s. T orderto com pute the energy
reached by particles when ionization occurs, we com pare
Eq. [@) with the ionization tim e. A s already m entioned,
Jonization can occur either via Coulomb collisions w ith
them al particles or via photoionization by background
photons. W hether the form er process dom Inates on the
latter depends on the ratio betw een the them alparticle
and the ionizing photon densities.

W econsider rstthe rok ofcollisions. A fulltreatm ent
of collisional ionization is hard because of the com plex
cross section nvolved and it is beyond the scope of this
work; our purpose can be achieved using the ollow ing
approxin ation. Let us consider the process in the rest
fram e ofthe target atom , which isbom barded w ith point—
like charged particles (in our case protons or elctrons)
w ith kinetic energy Eyxi, . The classical ionization cross
section hasam axinum when Eyy, is tw ice the ionization
energy, I, and the valie is:

rcno?l}.(= a(z)NeIRyzd; (3)
where ag is the Bohr radius, Iz yq is the jonization poten—
tialexpressed in Rydberg units and N . is the num ber of
electrons in the considered atom ic orbital. ForE i, > 21
the cross section decreases like E kjnz and reaches a m In—
Inum when reltivistic e ects becom e In portant, while,
in the full relativistic regine o / oG Exim) (e eg.
11]). Hencewe can use Eq. [@) as a good upper lim it or
the collisional cross section in a wide range of incident
particle energy.

A ccelerated dons collide m ainly with them al protons
and electrons, whose densities are assum ed to be equal,

ne = np. Thetotalionization tim e isthe averagebetw een
the upstream and downstream contribbution, weighted
for the respective residence time, ie. n = & +
t) = com1+ = comz) Y, wheret; = 4D ;=cu; [LO]. The
nalresul is:

wn €3Ny @+ 1) ‘= 00024I% 4n, ‘yr; @)
where n; is the upstream proton density in am 3. Now,
equating con with the acceleration tine ;n Eq. ), we
get the value of the Lorentz factor, on that ions have
when the collisional ionization occurs. U sing typical pa—
ram eters for a young SNR , the result reads:
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An upstream m agnetic eld around 25 G is expected if
m agnetic am pli cation occurs, but the condition .on >
inj can be easily il lled even form agnetic eld as low
as the m ean galactic value, ie. 5G.

In the atom rest frame efcted electrons can have
kinetic energy ranging from 0 up to Eyxi I. But,
due to the longrange nature of Coulomb interaction,
events wih a snallm om entum transfer are highly fa—
vored and the m a prity of eected electrons have kinetic
energy E m & [11]. As a consequence when parent
atom s m ove relativistically w ith respect to the plasna
rest fram e, efected electrons m ove approxin ately in the
sam e direction and with the sam e Lorentz factor com —
puted in Eq. [§). The sam e is true when the electron is
efcted by photoionization.

Photoionization can occur only when atom s collide
w ith photons whose energy is larger than the ionization
potentialT. Atom sm oving relativistically see a distrlbbu-—
tion of photons peaked In the forward direction ofm o—
tion, w th a m ean photon energy °= ,where isthe
photon energy in the plasn a rest fram e. In order to es—
tin ate the photoionization tin e we adopt the sinplest
approxin ation for the K —shell cross section [L2], ie.:
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where r is the Thompson cross section and is the
ne structure constant. The factor Z 2 is due to the
nuclear charge dependence ofK -type orbials din ension.
In order to get the fiill photoionization tin e we need to
Integrate over the total photon energy spectrum , ie.:
Z
dn
phl( ) = d ph ()

T () %)

where dnyp=d is the photon spectrum as seen in the
plsna rest frame. The relevant ionizing photons are
only thosewith energy ’ I= (measured in theplasna
fram e) because the photoionization cross section rapidly
decreases with increasing photon energy. The corre—
soonding num erical value of photoionization tim e is:

1
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Comparing pn with Eq. [@) for the last inner orbital
(which has Inyq = Z?) we see that photoionization gen-
erally dom inates over the collisional jonization for heavy
ions, namely when npy ~ 4n12 2.

In Fig.[ll we com pare the acceleration tin e w ith both
the collisional and the photoionization tine. The two
panels show the case of lonization for two hydrogen-lke
ions,He' andC® ,sothatZ. = 2 1.Each character-
istictin e isshown fortwo di erent choicesofthe param e~
ters: tyec, plotted w ith solid lines, is shown foru; = 3000
km /s, B1 = 3 G (upper line) and Hdru; = 10* km /s,
B1 = 20 G (lower line);  on (dotdashed) is shown for
n; = 001 (upper line) and 1an 3 (ower line); nally

on (dashed Iine) is com puted according to Eq. [@), usihg
the G alactic interstellar radiation eld (ISRF) plus the
cogn ic m icrow ave background. W e use the ISRF as cal-
culated In [L3], which includes the photons produced by
stars and the infrared radiation resulting from the stellar
light reprocessed by G alactic dust. In Fig.[d the lower
dashed line is com puted using the ISRF in the G alactic
center, whilke the upper dashed line corresponds to a lo—
cation in the G alactic plane, 12 kpc far away from the
G alactic center [L3]. W e neglct the high energy radia—
tion com ing from the rem nant itself because the typical
num ber density of the X ray photons is negligble and
does not exceed 10 ph=am 3. Fig.[d shows that the
m ost relevant contribution to photoionization com es from
the opticalphotons, which produces the rst dip present
of the dashed curves. The value of where ;1 and

ph Intersect ty.. , denti esthe Lorentz factor of ejected
electrons. From the upper panelwe see that even elec—
trons from He' canbeefctedwith > 10 and can easily
undergo D SA .

A rem arkable consequence of the ionization process is
that, under appropriate circum stances, heavy elem ents
reach a maxinum energy lower than Z proton the
valie predicted by the shock acceleration theory. This
because they cannot be com pletely ionized in a tin e less
than the Sedov tin e of a typical SN S. In fact the pho—
tolonization of the last inner shell, due to photons w ith
energy ,occursonly when > Z2Ryd= . The accelera—
tion tim e required to reach such a Lorentz factor istyec =
2:4Z=26)*(=eV) ®:=20 G) '@=5000km=s) %r. If
the optical photon density is low enough, the photoion—
ization is dom inated by IR photons ( 10 %v), and
tace can be longer than the Sedov tim e.

Now we estin ate whether the num ber of electrons In—
Bcted Into the accelerator is lJarge enough to produce
the observed synchrotron em ission. In the literature the
num ber of accelerated electrons isusually com pared w ith
that of protons: D SA operates in the sam e way for both
kind of particles, hence a proportionality relation be-
tw een their distrbution fiinctions isusually assum ed, ie.
fe P) = Kepfp ) (valid In the energy range where elec-
tron losses can be neglected). It is worth stressing that
here we are only interested in the electron/proton ratio
n young SNR s, and not to the K ., m easured in the CR
soectrum at Earth. These two quantities could be dif-
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FIG.1l: Comparison between acceleration (solid lines), pho—
toionization (dashed) and collisional ionization time (dot—
dashed) as functions of the ion’s Lorentz factor. T he top and
low er panels show the results for the hydrogen-like ions He'

and C°', respectively. For each tim e two curves are shown,
rapresenting two di erent set of param eters, as explained in
the text.

ferent because the latter is the sum of the contrbution
com ing from all sources integrated during the source age,
and also re ects transport to Earth and losses in trans—
port (expecially radiative losses for electrons).

The value of K ¢, In the source strongly depends on
the assum ption for the m agnetic eld strength in the re—
gion where electrons radiate and, In the context of the
D SA theory, it can be determ ined for those SNR s w here
both nonthem alX ray and TeV radiation are observed.
Two possible scenarios have been proposed [4, 114, [15].
In the st one elctrons produce both the X-ray and
the TeV com ponents via the synchrotron em ission and
the inverse Com pton e ect, respectively; this scenario
requires a downstream m agnetic eld around 20 G, and
Ke 10 2 10 . The second scenario assum es that
the num ber of accelerated protons is large enough to ex—
plin the TeV em ission as due to the decay of neutral
pions produced In hadronic collisions. In this case the
D SA requires a m agnetic eld strength of fw hundreds

G andK o 10 % 10 °. Such a largem agnetic eld
is consistently predicted by the theory as a result of the
m agnetic am pli cation m echanisn s which operate when
a strong CR current ispresent. In the ollow Ing we show
that ngction via ionization can account for the second
scenario, ie. the onew ith e cient CR s production.



In oxder to get the electron spectrum , f (), we need
to solve rst the transport equations for allpartially ion—
ized species which take part in the acceleration process
and release electrons. T hen we can use the ions distribu-
tion functions as source tem s for the electron transport
equation. For the sake of sim plicity let us consider the
sin plest case where the acceleration involves only one
hydrogen-like species which in-ct one electron per atom ,
N*T ! N**+e ,ascouldbethecase ©DrHe" . The ac—
celeration of all the three com ponents can be described
using the wellknown transport equation [L0]but addind
a \decay tem " to take Into account the ionization pro—
cess, ie.:

@f;

=D )@2fi +
u@x @x?

1du @fl
3dxp@p

+ Qi  S; ©

where the index 1= ;N *;N*" identi es the species.
Q; is the source termm whilke S; is the \decay temm " due
to the ionization. W e assum e that the inction of ions
N * occurs only at the shock position and ata xedm o—
mentum pipj, henceQy+ ®Kip) =K @ pny) &), where
the nom alization constant K is detem ined by the total
num ber of ions inected per tim e unit. T he decay tem
is Sy+ = fy+ ®;P)= ion ), where the total ionization
tine is i = (Coﬁ+ phl) 1. For electrons and N **
the decay tem s vanish whik the infction term s can be
approxin ated as follow s:
Z
Qi &xjp) = 1 Pl WP o et
P ion (P)
(10)
Becauseboth N ** and e m ove approxin ately w ith the
sam e Lorentz factor of N ¥, wecan set ;= 1 orN**
and ;= m=my forelectrons. In the case of linear shock
acceleration theory, Eq. [9) can be solved using standard
techniques [L0] and we will show the detailed procedure
In a future paper. W ede nep asthemomentum value
where the ionization tine or N * is com parable to its
di usiontine 4D =u?. Itiseasy to show thatfy ++ oy )
and f. (pe) both become apowerlaw / p Sforpy > po

and pe > pp 5=, respectively. The index s isonly a

function of the com pression factor, s = 3r=(r 1), and
s ! 4 when the shock is strong. In the lim i p Po
the ratio between electrons and ions has the follow ing
expression :

£ ©) z me °°

K Tim =
N T fyes ) 2%

1 ma 1)

Herethe factorZz=QZ 1) isduetothedi erentdi usion
coe client for electrons and ions, while the ratiom .=m y
is due to the di erent m om entum they have when the
Jonization occurs. In order to give an approxin ated esti-
mate HrK o, we need to multiply Eq. [II) by the total
num ber of efcted electrons, ie. (& Ze ), and sum
over al]1_3 atom ic species present in the accelerator, ie.
Kep ! y Knp @y Zy ;o JKey s where Ky are the
abundances of ions m easured at the source in the range
of energy where the ionization occurs. Even if the values
of Kyp are widely unknown, we can estin ate it using
the abundances m easured at Earth and adding a correc—
tion factor to com pensate forpropagation e ects, nam ely
the fact that particles wih di erent 2 di use in a dif-
ferent way. The di usion tim e in the G alaxy is usually
assumedtobe 41 / (©E=Z) ,wih 03 06 (seclé]
for a review on recent CR experim ents). IfK y p;0 is the
ion/proton ratio m easured at E arth, than the sam e quan—
tity m easured at the source isKyp = Ky p;0Z, - Hence
the nal expressl'pn for the electron/proton ratio at the
source is: Kep ! KnpoZy @n  Znuje )Ken -

U sing the abundances ofnucleim easured at 1 TeV [L7]
and assum ing that Z=2 is the num ber of electronse ec-
tively in‘ected by each species, wehaveK o, 10 “.Re-
m arkably this num ber is exactly the order of m agnitude
required to explain the X —ray em ission in the context of
e cient CR acceleration. W e note that the present esti-
m ate is based on linear shock acceleration theory, while
a correct treatm ent requires the inclusion of non linear
e ects.
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