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ABSTRACT

It is shown that the relativistic jets associated with the growth and past activity of the supermassive black hole in the Andromeda
galaxy could be the main source of cosmic rays with energies above 10> eV. Most of the cosmic ray energy is related to a
bow shock of the jet that produces multi-PeV cosmic rays with light composition. The highest energy cosmic rays with heavy
composition are produced in the jet itself. The spectra of energetic particles produced in Andromeda galaxy and propagated to

the Earth are calculated and compared with observations.
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1 INTRODUCTION

It is believed that the acceleration of ultra-high energy cosmic rays
(UHECRS) occurs in astrophysical objects with relativistic mo-
tions. This is happening in pulsar nebula, active galactic nuclei
(AGN) jets driven by the gas accretion onto central black holes,
and anisotropic explosions of gamma-ray bursts (see a review of
Bykov et al. (2012)).

It is currently clear, that the energy released during the gas ac-
cretion and the corresponding growth of supermassive black holes
(SMBHs) produce a strong impact on the evolution of parent galax-
ies (e.g. Donahue & Voit (2022)). If the power of the jet driven
by accretion is high enough the jet can propagate on sub-Mpc
scales in the circumgalactic medium. The particles can be acceler-
ated in the magnetosphere of rotating SMBH (Istomin & Sol 2009;
Bafiados et al. 2009; Jacobson & Sotiriou 2010; Wei et al. 2010),
near the jet boundary via shear acceleration, at the inner termina-
tion shock at the end of the jet, and the outer bow shock surrounding
the cocoon of the jet (Norman et al. 1995).

Taking into account different acceleration sites and different ac-
celeration mechanisms one can expect several different components
in the general flux of emitted accelerated particles.

In particular, the spectra of energetic particles produced at the
outer bow shock of the jet via the diffusive shock acceleration (DSA)
mechanism are similar to the spectra of galactic supernova remnants
(SNRs). It is known that the DSA mechanism (Krymskii 1977; Bell
1978; Axford et al. 1977; Blandford & Ostriker 1978) operates in
the vicinity of shocks in SNRs. The X-ray and gamma-ray obser-
vations of the last decades indicated the presence of multi-TeV en-
ergetic particles in these objects (see e.g. Lemoine-Goumard (2014)
for a review).

The light chemical composition of cosmic rays accelerated at the
bow shock is expected because of the low metallicity and high ion-
ization state of the circumgalactic medium.

The heavier composition and different spectra are expected for
particles accelerated in the jet itself. Acceleration of particles in the
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shear flow (Berezhko 1981; Earl et al. 1988) is one of the possibil-
ities. The presence of electrons accelerated up to PeV energies in
shear flows is consistent with modern X-ray and gamma-ray obser-
vations of large-scale extragalactic jets (Wang et al. 2021). It is ex-
pected that protons and nuclei can be accelerated to higher energies
because of the lower energy losses.

Probably the jets with strong toroidal magnetic fields produce
the highest energy particles while the maximum energy of par-
ticles accelerated by bow shocks is lower. Low-energy particles
can propagate only from nearby sources. The prime candidates are
SMBHs in the Galactic center and the Andromeda galaxy with
masses 4 - 10® Mg, and 2- 108 M, respectively. They are not in
an active state now. However, they were active in past. The huge
gamma ray halo of Andromeda galaxy (Karwin et al. 2019), Fermi
and eROSITA bubbles (Su et al. 2010; Predehl et al. 2020) in the
Milky Way are apparently originated as a result of recent activity of
the central SMBHs. Cosmological simulations of Andromeda-like
galaxies (Pillepich et al. 2021) also demonstrate a pulsed activity of
SMBH every 108 years and the peak mechanical luminosity about
10% erg s~ 1.

The idea of the cosmic ray production during the past activ-
ity of the Galactic center is not new (see e.g. Ptuskin & Khazan
(1981); Giler (1983); Istomin (2014); Fujita et al. (2017)). The par-
ticles above the "knee" energies could be also produced in other ob-
jects like Galactic winds (e.g. Volk & Zirakashvili (2004)), pecu-
liar supernovae (e.g. Wang et al. (2007)), and neutron star mergers
(Kimura et al. 2018b).

In the present paper we calculate the propagation of UHECRs
from Galactic center and nearby Andromeda galaxy and check
whether they can considerably contribute to the observed spectrum
of UHECRs.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next Sections 2 and 3,
we describe our model. The application of the model for Andromeda
and Milky Way is given in Section 4. The discussion of results and
conclusions are presented in Sections 5 and 6.
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2 PROPAGATION MODEL

The evolution of energy distributions of protons N(r,z,€) and nu-
clei Nj(r,z,€,A) in expanding Universe is described by equations
(Berezinsky & Gazizov 2006)

—H(z)(z+ 1)%—2V =VD(r,z,€)(z+1)>VYN +H(z) (g‘é_];’ ,QN)

de

INi(A)
dz
+H(7) (8% 72N[(A)> + %b(s)Ni(A)

—Vou(A)Ni(A) + V(A + DN;(A+ 1)+ gi(z,£,4) (1 +2)38(r).  (2)

—H(z)(z+1) = VD;(r,z,€)(z+1)*VNi(A)

Here r is the comoving coordinate, and the redshift z is used in-
stead of time. This system for all kinds of nuclei with different mass
numbers A from Iron to Hydrogen should be solved simultaneously.
The energy per nucleon € = E /A is used here because it is approxi-
mately conserved in a process of nuclear photodisintegration, ¢(z, €)
and ¢;(z,€,A) are the spectra of the point cosmic-ray proton and
nuclei sources respectively, b(A, €,7) is the characteristic rate of en-
ergy loss by the production of e~e™ pairs and pions, Vpn(A,€,2)
is the frequency of nuclear photodisintegration (for details see our
paper Ptuskin et al. (2013)), the sum in the right side of Eq. (1) de-
scribes the contribution of secondary protons produced by the pho-
todisintegration of heavier nuclei, H(z) = Ho((1+2)>Q, + Q4)"/2
is the Hubble parameter in a flat universe with the matter density
Qu(=0.3) and the A-term Q4 (= 0.7), its value Hy = 70 km s~ !
Mpc ! at current epoch is used.

Diffusion coefficient D(r,z,E) is determined by scattering on
magnetic inhomogeneities. We use the analytical approximation ob-
tained in numerical trajectory calculations of Harari et al. (2014).

p= 4E2+09E+023El/3 E. = ZeBI 3)
BTN R PR El R

where B o< (14 z)? is the magnetic field strength and [, o< (14z)~!
is the coherence scale of the magnetic field in the intergalactic
medium.

3 PARTICLE ACCELERATION IN JETS

A relativistic jet outflow produces complex flow structures in the
galactic halo schematically shown in Fig.1 (see, for example, mod-
eling of Seo et al. (2021)) . The supersonic jet flow terminates at
the end of the jet and produces a low density cocoon with the back-
ward flow. The cocoon is surrounded by the denser galactic halo
gas shocked at the bow shock. The bow shock propagates at a non-
relativistic speed depending on the ratio of the jet and halo gas den-
sities. DSA mechanism can operate at the bow shock, at the termi-
nation shock at the end of the jet, and in multiple small scale shocks
inside the bow shock and cocoon observed in numerical modeling of
jets (Seo et al. 2021). The presence of the shear flow in the cocoon
and in the jet itself probably results in the shear acceleration. Below
we shall consider 3 main components of accelerated particles.

1) The particles accelerated up to maximum energies in the jet
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Figure 1. Schematical view of the jet.

Table 1. Parameters of source components in Andromeda galaxy

component Y €max La(z=0) k(A)
jet 05 10%ev  13-10ergs™! 90k, (A), A >4
bow shock 2.0 5-10% eV 3.2:10" ergs™! ko(A)A/Z
cocoon 20 6-107eV 1410 ergs™! k>(A)A/Z

itself via shear acceleration, DSA at the termination shock, or insta-
bilities in the jet.

2) The particles with the lowest maximum energies are acceler-
ated at the non-relativistic bow shock. The properties of this compo-
nent are robust because DSA is well studied.

3) The particles accelerated up to intermediary energies in the co-
coon where the shear acceleration in sub-relativistic backward flow
oceurs.

The source spectra of different components are given by

4. A) < k(A)e Vexp (7 o ) @

where the function k(A) describes the source chemical composition
and can be written in terms of the solar composition ke (A).

The spectral index 7, the maximum energy €max and coefficients
k(A) adjusted to reproduce observational data are given in Table 1,
see also Section 5 below.

The injection of particles into DSA depends mainly on the ra-
tio of atomic mass to the charge. Hybrid modeling of quasi-parallel
shocks shows that the injection is proportional to this quantity
(Caprioli et al. 2017). Galactic cosmic ray composition then can be
reproduced if ions are injected in the neutral or warm interstellar
medium where they are single- or double-ionized. In the case of the
hot medium of the galactic halo or the hot cocoon interior, the full
ionization of ions is a more reasonable assumption. So we use a
weak enhancement factor of injection A/Z for the bow shock and
cocoon components. This results in light cosmic ray composition.
The use of a similar enhancement for the cocoon component is jus-
tified if the injection occurs in small-scale shocks in the cocoon
or if the bow shock particles are reaccelerated in the cocoon. The
latter opportunity seems very likely because the halo gas shocked
at the bow shock is mixed with the cocoon material due to devel-
opment of the Kelvin-Helmholz instability in the shear flow (see
Mbarek & Caprioli (2019)).

A similar injection mechanism can operate for the jet compo-
nent when a small number of cocoon particles can be further reac-
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Figure 2. Spectra of different elements and all-particle spectrum (thick solid
line) produced in Andromeda galaxy and observed at the Earth position.
A possible contribution in the all particle spectrum from the Galactic cen-
ter (MW) is shown by the thin solid line. Spectra of Tunka-25, Tunka-133
array (Budnev et al. (2020), open circles) and Pierre Auger Collaboration
(Abreu et al. (2021), energy shift +10%, black circles) are also shown.

celerated in the jet. Since the shear acceleration is very effective
and produces the hardest spectra in ultra-relativistic flows (see e.g.
Rieger & Duffy (2019); Wang et al. (2021)) we expect that jet par-
ticles are mainly produced from reacceleration of the bow shock
component in the ultra-relativistic part of the jet. Usually the jet
is ultra-relativistic at sub-kiloparsec scales and becomes slower at
larger distances (see Blandford et al. (2019) for a review). Therefore
the jet component is produced closer to the jet origin and its com-
position is heavy because of the high metallicity of galactic bulges
and preferential injection of partially ionized heavy ions into DSA
at the bow shock. Qualitatively speaking, the large adjusted enrich-
ment factor 90 of the jet component (see Table 1) is the product of
the high metallicity of the galactic bulge 3-5 and the enhancement
factor 10-20 of the ion injection at the bow shock.

4 MODELING MILKY WAY AND ANDROMEDA GALAXY
4.1 Andromeda galaxy

We model the propagation of particles from Andromeda galaxy at
distance of 785 kpc from the maximum redshift z = 1 down to the
present time z = 0. It was assumed that the enhanced SMBH accre-
tion produced jet every 280 million years (Az = 0.02) with the last
episode 140 million years ago (z = 0.01). In addition we multiply
the source terms in Eqs. (1,2) by (14 z)* to take into account cos-
mological evolution. Averaged in time luminosity L., of different
components of accelerated particles are given in Table 1. We use the
value of the intergalactic magnetic field B = 10~7 G and the coher-
ence scale [ = 0.13 Mpc that gives E. = 1.2-101°Z eV. The particle
distribution vanishes at the spherical boundary of simulation domain
with radius R = 8 Mpc that corresponds to the escape of particles
from the edge of the Local Supercluster of galaxies.

The numerical solution of cosmic-ray transport Eqs (1,2) follows
the finite difference method. The results of calculations are shown in
Figures (2-4).

The calculated all-particle spectrum and spectra of protons and
nuclei are shown in Figure 2. The photodisintegration of nuclei on
the background microwave photons strongly influences the high en-
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Figure 3. Calculated mean logarithm of atomic number A (solid line). The
measurements of Tunka-133, TAIGA-HiSCORE array (Prosin et al. (2022)
open circles) and Pierre Auger Collaboration (EPOS-LHC, energy shift
+10% Bellido et al. (2017), black circles) are also shown.
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Figure 4. Calculated cosmic ray anisotropy (solid line). The results of Pierre
Auger Collaboration (energy shift +10%, Aab et al. (2018) black circles)
and KASCADE-Grande experiment (Chiavassa et al. (2015) open circles)
are also shown.

ergy part of the all-particle spectrum. Taking into account the sim-
plicity of the model the agreement with observations is good. A
slightly heavier composition of the bow shock component would im-
prove the fit at energies 10'® —10!7 eV. The same is true for the cal-
culated mean logarithm A as shown in Figure 3. The slightly heav-
ier composition is indeed expected because a small fraction of the
time the bow shock propagates in the galactic bulge where gas is
not fully ionized and the gas metallicity is high. Some input of reac-
celeration of heavy galactic cosmic ray component (Caprioli 2015;
Kimura et al. 2018a) is not excluded either.

The calculated anisotropy is shown in Figure 4. It is low even de-
spite the large free path of particles that is comparable to Andromeda
distance for energies above 10!°Z eV. However the particles traveled
to multi-Mpc distances during the time from the last SMBH activity
and this explains the almost isotropic distribution at present.

MNRAS 000, 1-5 (2022)
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4.2 Milky Way

We also model the propagation from SMBH in the Galactic center
that was treated as the scaled Andromeda case. Assuming that the jet
power is proportional to the accretion rate that in turn is proportional
to the square of the SMBH mass (Bondi 1952) we divide the power
Le; of the jet, bow shock, and cocoon components by 502. The corre-
sponding maximum energies were divided by 50. In addition, we use
the last episode of the Galactic SMBH activity 28 million years ago
(z =0.002) which roughly corresponds to the age of the eROSITA
bubbles (Predehl et al. 2020). The corresponding all-particle spec-
trum is shown in Figure 2.

5 DISCUSSION

The maximum energy of particles accelerated at the nonrelativistic
bow shock is determined by the nonresonant cosmic ray streaming
instability (Bell 2004) (see Appendix for details)

b Mesc 1
&l = = L
max = 510(B/B,) V Preaalic

Tesc 1/2 ( L ) 1/2 )

=1.73-10%ev —=¢__
¢ 2In(B/By) "Pead \ 10%erg s—!

Here Peqq i the ratio of the speed of bow hock "head" to the speed
of light ¢, L is the total power of two opposite directed jets, TNesc is
the ratio of the energy flux of runaway accelerated particles to the
kinetic flux of the shock. The logarithmic factor in the denominator
corresponds to the situation when the seed magnetic field B;, ampli-
fied in the upstream region of the shock up to values of B via cosmic
ray streaming instability.

The parameter Nesc is close to 0.01 for shocks where the pres-
sure of accelerated particles is of the order of 0.1 of the shock
ram pressure and can be higher at cosmic-ray modified shocks. For
Nesc = 0.01, Breaq = 0.1 and In(B/Bj,) = 5 the protons are acceler-
ated up to multi PeV energies at the jet bow shocks.

Our modeling shows that particles with energies above 1015 eV
can be extragalactic. Lower energy particles are probably produced
in Galactic supernova remnants.

We found the mean jet cosmic ray power of the order 3 - 10*
erg s~ at the present epoch in the Andromeda galaxy. Taking into
account the standard 10 % efficiency of DSA we expect the total
mean jet power 3- 103 erg s~ !. Then for 10% duty cycle the real jet
power produced in an active state will be of the order of 3 - 10** erg
s~! which is one percent of the Eddington luminosity. The peak lu-
minosity could be correspondingly higher for shorter duty cycle of
the order of 1% (Bird et al. 2008). Multi-PeV particles indeed can
be produced at jet bow shocks in Andromeda galaxy. It takes cos-
mological time for these particles to reach the Earth. In this regard
pulsations of the source do not play a role at these low energies.
This is opposite to the highest energy part of the spectrum which is
mainly determined by the last episode of SMBH activity.

The remnants of the cocoon and bow shock produced during the
last episode are still in Andromeda’s halo at hundred kpc distances
(see, for example, the recent modeling of Husko & Lacey (2022)).
The electrons are accelerated up to TeV energies at the bow shock
with the speed of the order of 103 km s~! and produce gamma rays
via Compton scattering of microwave background photons. The bow
shock gamma-ray luminosity is of the order of the electron bow
shock production power. Using a proton to electron ratio 10° that

MNRAS 000, 1-5 (2022)

is a characteristic value in young SNRs and the bow shock cosmic
ray energetics 3 - 10%2 erg s~! mentioned above we obtain the bow
shock gamma-ray luminosity 3 - 103 erg s~! that is in accordance
with observations of Andromeda’s gamma-ray halo (Recchia et al.
2021). Strong electron energy losses will result in the shell mor-
phology of the gamma-emission (see also Recchia et al. (2021) for
details).

The scaled jet power in the Galactic center is of the order of 10*!
erg s~ ! in the active state that is exactly what is needed for the pro-
duction of eROSITA bubbles (Predehl et al. 2020). With such ener-
getics the Galactic center gives a small contribution in observed all
particle spectrum (see Figure 2). We leave a detail treatment of the
Galactic center’s contribution for future investigations.

In is known that the electric potential difference is a reasonable
estimate for the maximum energy of particles accelerated at quasi-
perpendicular shocks (Zirakashvili & Ptuskin 2018). For example,
single charged anomalous cosmic rays are accelerated up to hun-
dreds MeV at the solar wind termination shock with the electric po-
tential 200 MV (Cummings & Stone 1987). The jet electric potential
is also a good estimate for the maximum energy as seen in trajectory
calculations (Alves et al. 2018; Mbarek & Caprioli 2019).

It is given by

Ehax = €4/ ﬁijagC71

=1.73-10"° vﬁ'/Z( Limag )1/2 (6)
o eV P 10Merg s~
where Ly is the magnetic luminosity of two opposite jets.

So the maximum energy of the jet component 10'° eV used in our
calculation is also in agreement with theoretical expectations.

Our model does not exclude a contribution at the highest ener-
gies from more distant sources like Cen A or M87. For example,
Mollerach & Roulet (2019) use similar propagation parameters and
showed that UHECRSs can originate in Cen A.

It is known that the dipole anisotropy of the Auger Collaboration
is in the direction of Cen A (Aab et al. 2018). Note that the direction
of the anisotropy does not necessarily coincide to the direction of
the main source. It could be that the particles produced during the
last event in Andromeda are distributed isotropically within several
Mpc now while the currently active Cen A source produces the ob-
served anisotropy. In addition, there are several other "hot spots". In
particular, the Telescope Array Collaboration reported the detection
of the "hot spot" in the direction of the Perseus-Pisces supercluster
(Kim et al. 2022). The Andromeda galaxy is in the same direction.
So we can not exclude that this excess is related to Andromeda (see
also the recent paper of Plotko et al. (2022)).

6 CONCLUSION

Our results and conclusions are the following:

1) We performed the modeling of the propagation of UHECRs
produced in the Galactic center and in the nearby Andromeda
galaxy. It was assumed that the periodic activity of the central
SMBHs produces large-scale jets accelerating high energy particles.

2) We found that the light intermediary energy component of the
jet cocoon produced via shear acceleration mechanism can explain
the observable spectrum and composition below the "ankle". Heav-
ier higher energy component with hard spectrum is probably pro-
duced in the jet itself.

3) Lowest energy light component related to particles accelerated



at the bow shock can explain the cosmic ray spectrum at PeV ener-
gies.

4) The Andromeda’s gamma-ray halo is produced by electrons
currently accelerated at the bow shock propagating in the galactic
halo.

5) The production of UHECRs in Andromeda galaxy can ex-
plain the "hot spot" observed by Telescope Array Collaboration
(Kim et al. 2022).

6) We suggest some modification of the reacceleration of galactic
cosmic rays by jets (Caprioli 2015; Kimura et al. 2018a). It seems
that the reacceleration of bow shock particles makes the main con-
tribution to the production of UHECRs. The heavy composition is
expected because the reacceleration efficiency is highest for ultra-
relativistic jets. This happens close to the jet origin in the galactic
bulge where the gas is partially ionized and has a high meatallicity.
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APPENDIX. MAXIMUM ENERGY LIMIT FROM THE
STREAMING INSTABILITY

The maximum rate I" of the nonresonant streaming instability is
given by (Bell 2004)

_ NZ2 _ nescu3e,/7rp
N 2C€max

where p is the plasma density, u is the shock speed, and the electric
current of energetic particles J was expressed in terms of the param-
eter Nesc that is the ratio of the energy flux of runaway particles with
energy €max to the flux of the shock kinetic energy %pu3.

For the instability to have enough time to amplify the magnetic
field from the seed value of By, to the value of B the rate ' = % In B%
where R is the shock radius. This gives the estimate for the maximum
energy (c.f. Zirakashvili & Ptuskin (2008); Bell et al. (2013))

(€Y

eTescy/ npRu2 Nesc
— = L.c—2 2
max = BB, 2In(B/By) " V"¢ @

where the shock parameters are expressed in terms of the power of
two opposite jets Lj = 7pu’ R?. Introducing B = u /c we obtain the
equation (5) in the main text.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/IATEX file prepared by the author.
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