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Abstract

T here are a num ber of very puzzling m eteoritic events ncluding (@) T he Tunguska event.
Tt isthe only known exam pl of a low altitude atm ospheric explosion. Tt is also the largest
recorded event. Rem arkably no fragm ents or signi cant chem ical traces have ever been
recovered. (b) Anom alous low altiude rsballs which (in som e cases) have been observed
to hit the ground. The absence of fragm ents is particularly strking in these cases, but
this is not the only reason they are anom alous. The other m ain puzzling feature is the
lack of a consistent tractory: low altitude rballs, if caused by an ordinary cosm ic body
penetrating the E arth’s atm osphere, should have been extrem ely Jum inous at high altitudes.
But In these anom alous cases this is (ram arkably) not observed to occur! O n the otherhand,
there is strong evidence that m ost of our galaxy ism ade from exotic dark m aterial { HYark
m atter’. M irror m atter is one well m otivated dark m atter candidate, since it is dark and
stable and it is required to exist if particle Interactions are m irror symm etric. If m irror
m atter is the dark m atter, then som e am ount must exist In our solar system . A though
there is not much room for a large am ount of m irror m atter in the inner solar system,
num erous an all asteroid sized m irror m atter ob ects are a fascihating possibility because
they can potentially collide w ith the Earth. W e dem onstrate that the m irror m atter theory
allow s for a sin ple explanation for the puzzling m eteoritic events poth (@) and ()] ifthey
are due to m irror m atter spacebodies. A direct consequence of this explanation is that
m irror m atter fragm ents should exist n (or on) the ground at various in pact sites. The
properties of this potentially recoverable m aterial depend in portantly on the sign of the
photon-m irror photon kinetic m ixing param eter, .W e argue that the broad characteristics
ofthe anom alous events suggests that isprobably negative. Strategies for detecting m irror
m atter in the ground are discussed.
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I. NTRODUCTION

O ne of the m ost natural candidates for a sym m etry of nature is parity symm etry (@lso
called leftright or m irror symm etry). W hik it is an established experim ental fact that
parity symm etry appears broken by the interactions of the known elam entary particlks,
this however does not exclude the possble existence of exact unbroken parity symm etry in
nature. This isbecause parity (@nd also tin e reversal) can be exactly conserved if a set of
m irror particles exist [ 2]. The idea is that for each ordinary particle, such as the photon,
electron, proton and neutron, there is a corresponding m irror particle, of exactly the sam e
m ass as the ordinary partick,:. Furthem ore, the m irror particles interact w ith each other
In exactly the sam e way that the ordinary particles do. Ik follow s that the m irror proton is
stable for the sam e reason that the ordinary proton is stable, and that is, the interactions
of the m irror particles conserve a m irror baryon number. The m irror partickes are not
produced (signi cantly) In laboratory experin ents just because they couple very weakly to
the ordinary particles. In them odem language of gauge theordes, the m irror particles are all
singlets under the standard G SU (3) SU () U (1) gauge Interactions. Instead the
m irror ferm ions interact w ith a set of m irror gauge particles, so that the gauge symm etry
of the theory is doublkd, ie. G G (the ordinary particlks are, of course, singlets under
them irror gauge symm etry) K]. Parity is conserved because the m irror ferm ions experience
V + A (rdght-handed) m irror weak interactions and the ordinary fem jons experience the
usualVv A (left-handed) weak interactions. O rdinary and m irror particles interact with
each other predom inately by gravity only.

At the present tim e there is a large range of experin ental observations supporting the
existence ofm irrorm atter, fora review seeRef. ES] (foram ore detailed discussion ofthe case
for m irror m atter, accessble to the non-specialist, see the recent book [6]) . The evidence
Includes num erous observations suggesting the existence of mvisble Yark m atter’ in galax—
Jes. M irrorm atter is stabl and dark and provides a natural candidate for this inferred dark
m atter [4]. TheM ACHO cbservations ], close=n extrasolarplanets [], isolated planets [10]
and even gamm a ray bursts [11]1m ay allbe m irror world m anifestations. On the quantum
level, an all fundam ental interactions connecting ordinary and m irror m atter are possble.
T heoretical constraints from gauge invariance, renom alizability and m irror sym m etry sug—
gest only three possble types of interactions @;12]: photon-m irror photon kinetic m ixing,
neutrino-m irror neutrino m assm ixing and H iggsm irror H iggs Interactions. Them ain exper-
In ental In plication ofphoton-m irror photon kineticm ixing is that it m odi esthe properties
of orthopositronium , kading to a shorter e ective lifetin e in Vacuum ’ experim ents [3{15].

T he m irror particles only have the sam e m ass as their ordinary counterparts provided that
the m irror symm etry is unbroken. It is possbl to write down gauge m odels where the m irror
symm etry is broken B,:ff], n som e cases allow ing the m irror particles to have com pletely arbitrary
m asses E}:], how ever these scenarios tend to be m ore com plicated and m uch less wellm otivated in
our view .



A shorter lifetin e is in fact seen at the 5 sigma level! [1§13]. Neutrinom irror neutrino
m assm xing In plies m axin al oscillations for each ordinary neutrino w ith itsm irror partner
A2A47] { a resul which m ay be connected w ith the neutrino physics anom alies [L§].

The pupgoose of the present paper is to m ake a detailed study of one very explosive
In plication of the m irror m atter theory, and that is, that our solar system contains small
asteroid sized m irrorm atter space bodies which occasionally collide w ith ourplanet. Tn Ref.
98] it wasproposed that such m irrorm atter space bodiesm ay have caused the fam ous 1908
Siberian explosion { the Tunguska event { aswellas other an aller, but m ore frequent events.
In the present paperwe w ill exam ine this idea in m ore detail. W e w ill show that the m irror
m atter spacebody (SB) hypothesis provides a natural fram ework for a uni ed explanation
for a num ber ofpuzzling m eteoritic events w hich do not seem to be naturally associated w ith
an ordinary m atter SB, including the 1908 Tunguska event and the anom alous low altitude

reball events.

II.SOME PUZZLING OBSERVATIONS

Our solar system contains a lJarge variety of an all space bodies (SB) { asteroids and
com ets { aswell as the 9 known planets and the various m oons. A though tiny, an all SB
m ay be very num erous and m ay have big in plications for life on our planet. The reason is
that som etim es they m ight collide w ith our planet relasing lJarge am ounts of energy in the
process. For exam ple, there is Interesting evidence that the m ass extinction which w jped
out the dinosaurs 65 m illion years ago was caused by the ocollision of a large asteroid or
com et w ith the Earth. T he evidence is in the form of an excess of the rare elem ent iridium
in clay sam ples dating from that tim e period R(]. Iridim is very rare in the Earth’s crust
and m antle but much m ore comm on In asteroids and com ets. There is also evidence Pra
large m eteorite crater also dating from the sam e tin e period. It is located in the Yucatan
peninsula ofM exico. T he estin ated size ofthis asteroid is of order 10 kilom eters in diam eter
w ith a m ass of about 500 billion tons.

M ore recently, there is evidence that an ob Ect of order 50 m etres in size collided w ith
the Earth in 1908 causing a very large explosion in the Tunguska river region of Siberia.
However, whik the in pact 65 m illion years ago left chem ical traces (the excess of iridim )
aswellas a crater, the m ore recent Tunguska ob Fct is som ew hat m ore inconspicuous —and
m uch m ore puzzling.

A .The Tunguska event

In the early m oming of June 30th 1908 a powerfiil explosion occurred in the Tunguska
river region of Sberia. The explosion attened about 2,100 square kilom eters of forest in a
radial pattem (see Figure 1). The energy released In the explosion has been estim ated to
be the equivalent of roughly 20 m egatons of TNT or 1000 atom ic bombs. There was also
evidence that the Inner two hundred square kilom eters of trees was bumed from above.
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Fig. 1: The Porest devastation at Tunguska. The top gure show s the fallen trees on the
banks of the K hushm o river as seen by Kulk In 1928. The bottom gure show s the area
and orientation of the fallen trees.



T he broad features of the event suggest a huge explosion In the atm osohere at an altitude of
between about 58 km which produced a dow nw ard going spherical shockw ave. T he soherical
shockw ave toppled the trees In the radial pattem and the heat from the explosion caused
the ash bum ofthe trees. Fora recent review ofwhat isknown about the Tunguska event,
see Ref. P11.

&t is a rem arkabl fact that after considerabl experin ental study w ith m ore than 40
scienti cexpeditionsto the site, the origin ofthe Tunguska explosion is stillan open question.
To explain the forest 21l and other features requires a relatively low altitude explosion
( 5 8 km height), whith suggests that the coan ic body was ablk to withstand huge
pressures w ithout breaking up or com plktely ablating. Roughly, an ordinary body should
break up when the pressure at its surface exoeeds its m echanical strength. Furthem ore, a
large body, like the Tunguska body, would not lose much of its coam ic velocity during its
atm ospheric ight whik it rem ains intact. Thus, as the body m oves closer to the Earth’s
surface the pressure quickly increases in proportion to the ncreasing density of the Earth’s
atm osphere. It has been argued that the necessary low altitude of the explosion, indicated
by the broad features ofthe forest 21, suggests that the body should bem echanically strong
of asteroidal com position rather than com etary. However, the break up of a m echanically
strong body m ade of non-volatile m aterialm ay be expected to lead to m ultiple explosions
and m acroscopic fragm ents (@s well as signi cant chem ical traces, such as iridium excess)
covering the Ym pact region’. Yet, the evidence suggests a single predom inant explosion.
Furthem ore, whilk there is evidence for subsequent explosions these were very am all, and
seem to be at much lower altitude. In the words of Vasilyev R21:

W em ay tentatively concluide that along w ith a great energy release from 5 to 8 kilom eters
above the E arth, there were a num ber of low -altiude m aybe even right above the surface)
explosions that contributed to the totalpicture of destruction.

...Jt should be em phasised that though the patchiness of the e ects associated w ith the
Tunguska explosion hasbeen noted in the literature m ore than once, its origin has not been
discussed. This seam s to be due to serious di culties of its interpretation In tem s of the
existing Tunguska cosm ic body m odels.’

O n the otherhand, the Jack of ram nants could point to a body m ade of volatile m aterial
such as ices, which could have com pletely vaporized In the atm ogphere. However, such a
body should not have survived to low altitudes before breaking up, especially since com ets
should In pact w ith relatively high velocities v " 30 km /s) because of their elliptical orbits.
W hilke it is believed that ices are the m ain com ponents of com ets, it is also known that
com ets typically contain signi cant am ounts of non-volatile m aterials as welli. Thus, a

¥ The puzzling nature of the Tunguska event has also ld to suggestions that its origin was
purely geophysical (see for exam ple, Ref. [_2-3]) . Given the lack of direct m aterial evidence for
the standard extraterrestrial explanation (ie. asteroid or com et), such altemative explanations
are Interesting and possbl. However, there were num erous eye w iness reports observing the
large rball heading towards Tunguska. It is also true that som e details of these reports were
contradictory, they nevertheless do support an extraterrestrial explanation for the event (in our



com etary origin of the Tunguska coan ic body cannot really explain the lack of fragm ents
and cheam ical traces. In either case, the evidence for Iower altitude secondary explosions
does suggest that signi cant pieces of the originalbody survived the m ain explosion { but
w here are the traces?

Tt is an Interesting cbservational fact that, on sn aller scales, there do not seem to be
events which exactly m in ic the Tunguska exam ple. It is the only known case of a coam ic
body exploding at low altitudes In the atm osgphere. Yet, there are very puzzling exam pls
of am allbodies which have been apparently cbserved to survive to low altitudes and strike
the ground. In a sense they are Tunguska-lke’ because of their lJack of fragm ents and
chem ical traces (wWhich is even m ore m ysterious because the sn all bodies have lost their
cogm ic velocity and strike the ground w ith relatively low velocities of order 1 km /s). W e
w ill discuss som e exam ples of these rather m ysterious in pact events in part B below . M ore
generally reballs disintegrate or explode at high altitudes ¢ 30km).An exam pk ofa high
altitude explosion (or hitburst’) is given by the Lugo reball R4].

On January 19, 1993 a bright rball crossed the sky of northem Ttaly, ending w ith an
explosion roughly over the town of Lugo. The energy of the explosion { estin ated to be
about 14 thousand tons of TNT or one atom ic bomb { generated shock waves which were
recorded by six local seign ic stations. By means of the seisn ic data, it was possible to
calculate the height of the explosion, which was estin ated to be approxin ately 30 km . No
fragm ents were recovered. T his event appears to be sim ilar to the Tunguska event, but w ith
about 1000 tin es sn aller n energy relkase and also the explosion occurred at signi cantly
higher altitude (30 km rather than 5 km ). Lierally hundred’s of other aidurst events
have been recorded by the U S departm ent of D efense satellite system (W ith energies in the
range of 1 — 100 thousand tons of TN T ). Interestingly, they all appear to airburst at high
altitudes. The Tunguska explosion appears to be unique for two reasons: Ik is the largest
recorded atm ospheric explosion and also the only known exam pl ofa low altitude aidurst.

B.Som e exam ples of anom alous sm all reballs

T here arem any reported exam ples of atm osgoheric phenom ena resem bling reballs, which
cannot be due to the penetration ofan ordinary m eteoroid into the atm osphere (ora review
of bolides, including discussion of these anom alous events, see Ref. 25]). Below we discuss
several exam ples of this strange class of phenom ena.

(1) The Spanish event { January 18, 1994.

On the early m oming of 1994 January 18, a very bright lum inous ob Ect crossed the
sky of Santiago de Com postela, Spain. This event has been Investigated In detail in Ref.
R6]. T he eye w itnesses cbserved the cb ct to be low in altitude and velocity (1 to 3 km /s).
Yet, an ordinary body penetrating desp Into the atm osphere should have been quite large
and lum nous when i rst entered the atm osphere at high altitudes w ith Jarge coam ic ve-
Iocity (etween 11 and 70 km /s). An ordinary body entering the Earth’s atm osohere at

opinion).



these velocities always undergoes signi cant ablation as the surface of the body m elts and
vapourises, lading to a rapid din inishing of the bodies size and also high lum nosity as
the ablated m aterial is heated to high tem perature as it dum ps its kinetic energy into the
surrounding atm osgphere. Such a large lum inous ob ct would have an estim ated brightness
which would supersede the brightness of the Sun, cbservable at distances of at least 500 km
R4]. Sound phenom ena consisting of sonic boom s should also have occurred 2§]. Rem ark—
ably neither of these two expected phenom ena were observed for this event. T he authors of
Ref. 6] concluded that the obct could not be a m eteoric  reball.

In addition, within a kilom eter of the profcted end point of the \ob fct’s" tra gctory
a \crater" was later discovered P6]. The \crater" had dinensions 29m  13m and 15m
desp. At the crater site, fullgrown pine trees were thrown downhill over a nearby road.
Unfortunately, due to a faulty telephone line on the 17% and 18% of January (the reball
was seen on the 18%) the seisn ic sensor at the nearby geophysical cbservatory of Santiago
de C om postela was inoperative at the crucialtim e. A fter a careful investigation, the authors
ofRef. P6] concluded that the crater wasm ost likely associated w ith the reballevent, but
could not de nitely exclude the possibility of a Jandslide.

N o m eteorite fragm ents or any other unusualm aterial was discovered at the crater site.

(i) The Jordan event { April 18, 2001.

On W ednesday 18% April 2001, m ore than 100 people attending a filneral procession
saw a low altitude and low velocity rball. In fact, the ob ct was observed to break up
Into two pieces and each piece was observed to hit the ground. The two In pact sites were
later exam Ined by m em bers of the Jordan A stronom ical Society. The In pact sites showed
evidence of energy release (oroken tree, half bumt tree, sheared rocks and bumt ground)
but no ordinary crater (see gure 2). [Thism ay have been due, In part, to the hardness of
the ground at the im pact sites]. N o m eteorite fragm ents were recovered despite the highly
Jocalized nature of the in pact sites and low velocity of in pact. Form ore of the rem arkable
pictures and m ore details, see the Jordan A stronom ical Society’s report P7]. Aswith the
1994 Spanish event (i), the body was apparently not cbserved by anyone when it was at
high altiudeswhere it should have been very bright. O verall, this event seam s to be broadly
sin ilar to the 1994 spanish event (i) . For the sam e reasons discussed in (i) (@bove) it could
not be due to an ordinary m eteoric reball.

(iil) The Poland event { January 14, 1993.

Another anom alous event, sim ilar to the Spanish and Jordan cases was cbserved in
Poland, January 14, 1993 8,25]. Agai, a Iow alitude, Iow velocity (v 1 km /s) body
was cbserved. In this particular case there was evidence of an enom ous electrical discharge
at the ‘m pact site’, which destroyed m ost of the electrical appliances in nearby houses.

There are many other sin ilar examples, some of which have been described by
O Ykhovatov in Ref. P3].



Figure 2a

Figure 2b

Som e pictures of the in pact sites (C ourtesy of the Jordan A stronom ical Society R5]).

C .0 ther anom alous events — Speedy m eteors

In standard theory, light produced by a m eteoroid during its interaction w ith the Earth’s
atm osphere is caused by the ablation process: The surface of the m eteoroid m elts and
vapourises due to the extrem e heating of its surface by the interactionsw ith the atm osphere,
leading to em ission lines as the atom s in the surrounding vapour de-excite. H ow ever, obser—
vations P9] of the Leonid m eteors have shown that radiation from these extrem ely speedy
m eteors (entering the Earth’s atm osphere at about 71 km /s) starts at an extrem ely high
aliude, up to 200 km In height. At these high altitudes the atm osohere is so sparse that
the ablation process should not be occurring at all: there is sin ply not enough airm olecules



to heat and evaporate an entering m eteoroid { yet radiation exists because it is cbserved in
rather great detail R9].

C learly, the observations (@) and (o) and m aybe even (c)] Indicate that there are m any
strange happenings a foot. T hese lJargely unexplained phenom ena do provide m otivation to
exam ne the fantastic possbility that they m ay be m anifestations of the m irror world.

IIT.THE INTERACTIONSOF A M IRROR MATTER SPACEBODY W ITH THE
ATM OSPHERE

There isnot much room for a lJarge am ount of m irror m atter In our solar system . For
exam ple, the am ount of m irror m atter w ithin the Earth has been constrained to be less
than 10 °M g ..o B03]. However, we don’t know enough about the fom ation of the solar
system to be abl to exclude the existence of a Jarge num ber of Space Bodies (SB) m ade of
m Irrorm atter if they are an all like com ets and asteroids. T he totalm ass of asteroids in the
asteroid belt isestin ated to be only about 0.05% ofthem assoftheEarth. A sim ilar oreven
greater num ber of m irror bodies, perhaps orbiting in a di erent plane or even spoherically
distrbuted lke the O ort cloud is a fascihating and potentially explosive possbilityd if they
collide w ith the Earth. The possbility that such oollisions occur and m ay be responsible
for the 1908 Siberian explsion (Tunguska event) has been speculated in Ref. §19]. The
purpose of this paper is to study this fascinating possbility n detail.

If such anall m irror bodies exist In our solar system and happen to collide w ith the
Earth, what would be the consequences? If the only foroe connecting m irror m atter w ith
ordinary m atter is gravity, then the consequences would bem inin al. Them irror SB would
sin ply pass through the Earth and nobody would know about it unless it was so heavy as
to gravitationally a ect the m otion ofthe Earth. W hile we know that ordinary and m irror
m atter do not Interact w ith each other via any of the known non-gravitational forces, it is
possble that new interactions exist which couple the two sectors together. In Ref. P12], all
such interactions consistent w ith gauge invariance, m irror sym m etry and renom alizability
were identi ed, nam ely, photon-m irror photon kinetic m ixing, H iggsm irror H iggs interac—
tions and via ordihary neutrino-m irror neutrinom assm ixing (ifneutrinoshavem ass). W hike
H iggsm irror H iggs interactions w ill be tested if or when the H iggs particke is discovered,
there is currently strong evidence for photon-m irror photon kinetic m ixing [1§] and also
ordinary neutrino-m irror neutrino m assm ixing {12,17]. O £m ost in portance though for this
paper is the photon-m irror photon kinetic m ixing interaction.

In el theory, photon-m irror photon kinetic m ixing is described by the interaction

L=_F F°; (1)

where F F° ) isthe eld strength tensor orelectrom agnetisn (n irror electrom agnetism ).
This type of Lagrangian tem is gauge nvariant and renom alizable and can exist at tree

? Large planetary sized bodies are also possible if they are in distant orbits t_B-J:] orm asquerade as
ordinary planets or m oons by accreting ordinary m atter onto their surfaces E§].
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level P32] ormay be induced radiatively in m odels w ithout U (1) gauge symm etries (such
as grand uni ed theordes) [3,3334]. One e ect of ordinary photon-m irror photon kinetic
m ixing is to give the m irror charged partickes a an all electric charge BA3,33]. That is, they
couple to ordinary photons w ith electric charge e.

Them ost in portant experin ental in plication ofphoton-m irror photon kineticm ixing is
that i m odi es the properties of orthopositronium [13]. This e ect arises due to radiative
o -diagonal contributions to the orthopositronium , m irror orthopositroniim m ass m atrix.
This m eans that orthopositronium oscillates Into its m irror partner. D ecays of m irror or-
thopositronium are not detected experim entally which e ectively increases the cbserved
decay rate [13]. Because collisions of orthopositronium destroy the quantum coherence, this
m Irror world e ect ism ost in portant for experim ents which are designed such that the col:
lision rate of the orthopositronimm is low [14]. The only accurate experin ent sensitive to
them irror world e ect is the Ann A rbour vacuum cavity experin ent fl§]. T his experin ent
obtained a decay rateof s = 70482 00016 s!.Nom alizihg thism easured valie w ith
the recent theoretical value 0£7:0399 s ' [B5] gives

OoP s (eXp)

— = 10012 000023 )
OoP s (theOIY)

which isa ve sigm a discrepancy w ith theory. Tt suggests a value j j’ 10 ° for the photon—
m irror photon kinetic m ixing f[§]. Taken at face value this experin ent is strong evidence
for the existence ofm irrorm atter and hence parity symm etry. It is ironic that the lJast tim e
som ething in portant was discovered In high energy physics with a table top experim ent
was in 1957 where it was dem onstrated that the ordinary particles by them sslves appear to
violate pariy symm etry.

O f course, this vacuum cavity experin ent m ust be carefully checked by another experi-
m ent to m ake sure that m irror m atter really exists. A ctually this is quite easy to do. W ih
the Jargest cavity used in the experin ent ofR ef. [L§] the orthopositroniim typically collided
w ith the cavity walls 3 tin es before decaying. If the experim ent was repeated w ith a larger
cavity then them irrorworld e ect would be Jarger because the decohering e ect of collisions
would be reduced. For exam plk if a cavity 3 tim es Jarger could be used (which m eans that
the orthopositronium would typically collide w ith the walls jist once before decaying) then
the m irror world would predict an e ect roughly 3 tin es larger.

T here are several in portant in plications ofphoton-m irrorphoton kineticm ixing w ith the
relatively Jarge value of j 3’ 10 ©, som e of which have been discussed previously [19.36,371.
One very Interesting e ect is that i allow s m irvor m atter spacebodies to interact w ih
the Earth’s atm osgphere. Im agine that a m irror SB of velocity v is entering the Earth’s
atm osphere and plum m eting tow ards the ground. The m irror SB is constantly bom barded
by the atm osphere in front of i, nitially w ith the velocity, v. P revious work {[4]has shown
that the airm olecules lose their relative forward m om entum after travelling only a distance
ofa few centin eters w ithin them irror SB . T he collision process is dom inated by R utherford
scattering ofthe atm ogpheric nuclki (ofatom ic num ber Z2 7) o them irror SB nucki W ith
m irror atom ic number Z % of e ective elctric charge Z%. The Feynm an diagram for the
scattering process is shown n Figure 3.
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FIG .3. Rutherford scattering ofthem irrornuclkio theatm osphericnuclki. T he scattering
is only possible because of the photon-m irror photon kinetic m ixing, indicated by the cross
X ) in this diagram .

T he Interaction cross section is sin ply the standard R utherford formula (m odi ed for an all
angle scattering by the screening e ects ofthe atom ic electrons at the Bohr radius, ry 108
an ) B8] suppressed by a factor ?:

d wn 4M 2 2727 %
d (@ 2v? sin® 5 + 1=r4)?’

©)

where M , isthem ass of the airm olecules?.

A nyw ay, the R utherford scattering causes the ordinary airm olecules to lose their forward
momentum within the m irror spacebody (@ssum ng that j j 10° as suggested by the
experin ents on orthopositroniim -E-S]) . It ©llow s that the air resistance of a m irror SB is
roughly the sam e as an ordinary SB assum ing the sam e tra fctory, velociy, m ass and size
and that the body rem ains intact. The (kinetic) energy loss rate of the body through the
atm osphere is then

dE Ca am SV°

= 2 @

where .., is the mass density of the air, v the speed, S = R? the cross sectional area
and R the e ective radius of the m irror SB . C 4 is an order of unity drag force coe cient

¥ O rdinarily, the Rutherford form ula only applies (for standard ordinary m atter scattering) at
high velocity (v ” 1000 km /s) because the Bom approxin ation, from which it can be derived,
is only valid for weak potentials and high incident energies (see eg. Ref. [_3__8]) . In the case of
ordinary-m irror m atter scattering { that we are considering { the potential is suppressed by a
factor of 10 °, which m eans that the R utherford scattering form ula is applicable even for very
Iow velocities such asv 1 km /s.
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depending on the shape (and velocity) ofthebody. Th Eq. @) the distance variable x is the
distance travelled.

Equation ) isa standard resultrbut we w illderive it anyway. Speci cally, an on-com ing
air m olecule which interacts with the m irror SB and surrounding com pressed air loses its
relative m om entum , thereby slow ng down the body. Conservation of m om entum tell us
that the change in the SB velociy is then:

M a
M ss

<
[

v ©®)

M ultiplying this by the number of airm olecules ofnumber density n )] encountered after
m oving a distance dx, we have

= 2. ©)

N ote that this equation is equivalent to Eq.@4) with C4 = 2. The factor C4 arises because,
in general, not all air m olecules in the path of the body w ill lose their relative m om entum
to the body; it is a com plicated aerodynam ic and hydrodynam ic problem , which depends
on the shape, speed and trafctory of the body. Solving Eq.(), we nd an exponentially
decaying velocity:

v=vie "7 )

where v; is the Initial velocity of the SB and

X
D= i ®
=S
SB
For an airdensity of .; 10 ° g=am 3,
!
R
D 10 o km : €)

S5meters 1 g=am?

In general, one must also take Into acoount the e ect ofm ass loss or dblation’. For an
ordinary m atter body, the air m olecules do not penetrate the body, but m erely strike the
surface and bounce o . The energy is therefore dissipated right at the surface which causes
it to rapidly m elt and vapourise. Thism eans that R typically decreases quite rapidly for
an ordinary m atter body. For a m irror m atter SB, som e of the energy is dissipated w ithin
the body by Rutherford scattering of the ordinary airm olecules w ith the m irror atom s of
the SB and also by oollisions of the airm olecules w ith other airm olcules. Furthem ore the
heating of the surrounding air as well as the air trapped w ithin the body should provide an
e cient m eans of transporting the heat. The air can transfer heat from the surface regions
of the m irror SB to the rest of the body. A s a crude approxin ation, we can assum e that
the entire m irror m atter SB, as well as a signi cant fraction of air m olecules w ithin and
surrounding the SB are heated to a comm on tem perature Tp,. W e call this the Ysothem al
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approxin ation’. A nyway, the in portant point is that In the m irror m atter case, the energy
In parted to the SB is dissppated w ithin i, rather than just at its surface. Instead of rapid
surface m elting, the SB initially has very low ablation (rlative to the case of an ordinary
SB). T he kinetic energy of the In pacting air m olecules is dum ped into the m irror SB and
surrounding air, and rapidly them alized w ithin it.

Broadly speaking two things can happen depending on the chem ical com position of the
SB and also on is initial velocity and tragctory: If the tem perature of the m irror SB and
surrounding air reaches the m elting point of the body, then the entire body w ill break up
and m elt and subsequently vapourise. O n the other hand, if the tem perature ram ains below
the m elting point, then the body should ram ain intact. Note that once a SB breaks up
Into am all pieces it rapidly dum ps its kinetic energy into the atm osgphere since its e ective
surface area rapidly ncreases, which also rapidly Increases the atm osoheric drag force.

Fora body that rem ains Intact, there are two Interesting lim iting cases. For large bodies
with size much greater than 10 m etres, the atm ospheric drag force is not large enough
to signi cantly slow the body down during its atm osgoheric ight, whilk for an all bodies
Jess than about 10 m etres In size, they typically lose m ost of their cosn ic velocity in the
atm osphere. W e w ill exam ine each of these 1im ting cases in tum, starting w ith the m ost
dram atic case of Jarge bodies such as the Tunguska SB.

IV.HEATING OF A LARGE M IRROR SPACEBODY PENETRATING THE
EARTH'SATM OSPHERE

In this section, we shall exam Ine the case of a large m irror SB entering the Earth’s
atm osphere. For large spacebodies, R 10 m etres, the atm ospheric drag force does not
slow them down much [c.f. Eq.@)], which m eans that we can treat their velocity as being
approxin ately constant during their atm ospheric passage. Fora SB in an lndependent orbit
around the Sun, the velocity at which the body strikes the atm ogphere (as ssen from the
Earth) is in the range 1:

<

11km /s~ v~ 70 km /s. (10)

A purem irror SB entering the E arth atm osphere would have an extram ely low initial tem —
perature, only a few degrees above absolute zero. H owever, is tem perature rapidly begins
to rise during its atm ospheric passage as the kinetic energy of the on-com Ing atm ospheric
mokcules (in the rest fram e of the SB) are dum ped into the SB and the surrounding co—
m oving com pressed air. If the atm osphere was in nite in extent, the tem perature would
eventually rise high enough so that the body m elts, in which case it would rapidly dump
its kinetic energy into the atm osphere because the e ective surface area of the body rapidly

Them ininum velocity of a spacebody as viewed from Earth is not zero because of the e ect
ofthe localgraviy ofthe Earth. It tums out that them lnim um velociy of a spacebody is about
11 km /s, fora body in an independent orbit around the Sun (and a little less if there happened to
be a body in orbi around the Earth).

12



Increases when it breaks apart. The net e ect would be an atm ospheric explosion. There
is evidence that such atm ospheric explosions actually occur, and the Tunguska event is one
well studied exam ple.

Thism echanisn hasbeen discussed qualitatively in Ref. [14], and wew ish now to exam ine
it quantitatively. Could it reasonably be expected to occur given what is known about the
Tunguska event? To answer this question wemust rst estin ate the rate at which energy is
dum ped into the m irror SB as it propagates through the atm osphere.

W e start w ith a sin plem odel forthe E arth’s atm osgohere. W e assum e that it is com posed
ofmolkcules ofmassM , 30M, M , is the proton m ass), w ith num ber density pro le:

nh) = noexp o ; 11)
hg
whereM ,ng " 12 10 3 g/am?® is the airm ass density at sea—level, and h, 8 km is the
scale height. Eq.{1), which can be derived from hydrostatic equiliorium , is approxin ately
vald forh © 25km . Above that height, the density actually 2allso m ore rapidly then given
by Eq.{1), but wew illnevertheless use this equation since it isa good enough approxin ation
for the things which we calculate.
T he param eters de ning the m irror SB’s tra ctory are illustrated below in F igure 4.

FIG.4. Tragctory ofa SB entering the Earth’s atm osgohere, taken to be approxin ately
a straight path. A1l the length scales involved, x;h are all very sm all com pared to Rg,
allow Ing the curvature of the E arth be ignored.

Its trafctory is directed towards a point on the ground 0°. Consider an instantaneous
point P, Jocated at a vertical height x4 cos above the ground, where the distance 0% is
X4. In the fram e of the SB, on-com Ing air m okcules strike the body and/or surrounding
com pressed air (poth outside and w ithin the m irror body), eventually losing m ost of their
kinetic energy M a v?=2) after m any collisions. T heir kinetic energy is converted prin arily
into them al energy, heating the body and surrounding com pressed air.
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To estin ate the am ount of energy dum ped into the m irror SB and surrounding com —
pressed air from the interaction of it w ith the atm osphere, consider an in nitesin aldistance
dx (at thepoint P ). A sa sim pl approxin ation, let us assum e that all the airm olecules In
the volum e Sdx are swept up by the on-com ing SB and surrounding air. T his approxin ation
is sin flar to the one lrading to Eq.(§) where detailed hydrodynam ic and aerodynam ic e ects
are ignored (equivalent to setting C4 = 2). In this approxin ation, the energy, d , dum ped
Into the m irror SB and surrounding com pressed air is sin ply given by the number of air
m olecules In the volum e Sdx multiplied by their average energy W ith respect to the rest
fram e of the SB):

1
d = n(h)EMAVZde: 12)

This m eans that the total energy dum ped into the spacebody (and surrounding highly
com pressed co-m oving air) during its passage from far away up untilthe pont P is sin ply:
21 X C0S ! 1
&%) = ngexp ———— —M ,Vv*Sdx: 13)
Xq 0 2
W e are m ost Interested In working out the energy going Into Jjust the m irror SB, rather
than both SB and surrounding com pressed air. A ctually this is another di cult hydrody—
nam ic problem . The air trapped within the body and in front of it is highly com pressed.
T he total num ber of air m olecules m oving w ith the SB could be of the sam e order as the
total num ber of m irror m olecules w ithin the SB . W ith our isothem al assum ption, we can
um p this hydrodynam ic uncertainty Into a singke factor, £, which is just the fraction of SB
m olecules to airm olecules co-m oving w ith the SB N i) :

£, = _ Nss | 14)
NSB + Najr
HereN gy isthe number ofm irrorm olecules com prising the SB . Ifthesem olecules havem ass
Mao (Oorexample, M a0’ 18Mp form irror H,O ice) then Ngg = M g5 =M 0. Essentially £,
is the the proportion of the kinetic energy of the on-com Ing air m olcules transferred into
heating the m irror SB . T he energy dum ped Into the SB is then

sp Xa) = £ &) (15)

In addition to the factor f,, there are other hydrodynam ic uncertainties com ing from the
ow of air around the body. W e assum ed that every airm olecule in the path of the body
would be swept up by the body, however real life is always m ore com plicated. In general

wemust modelthe ow ofair around the body { a di cul hydrodynam ical problem ... So,
we must Introduce another hydrodynam ic uncertainty, fi,. Actually, we will combine all
of our hydrodynam ic uncertainties (£, and fi,) Into a single factor £. W e will Jater take
f 0, but this is quite uncertain. A ussful quantiy is the energy gained perm olcul of
the spacebody, sg= s5 &®q)=N s . Evaluating this quantity, we nd:

3fn0\72M AM AOhO e)(p Xii(ozos

SB ’

8 sgR cos
! | |
5f M 100 m 1g/an’’ v 2 s
’ A2 g exp _ B8 ev, (16)
CcOos 18M P R SB 30 km /s ho
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where M ; is the proton m ass and R is the e ective radius of the m irror SB .

Ifwe know the energy dum ped into the SB, s (Xq), we can estin ate the tem perature
gained by the SB ifwe know the soeci cheat ofthe body. Recallthat speci cheat is jast the
energy required to raise the tam perature ofa body by 1 degree. A ctually we are particularly
Interested in the energy required to heat the body from a tem perature near absolute zero
until it m elts. For this we must Integrate the soeci ¢ heat from near absolute zero to the
m elting tem perature, and also add on the heat of fusion, which is the energy required to
e ect the phase transition. This total energy { which we label , { obviously depends
sensitively on the type of m aterial. W hile we do not have any direct em pirical guidance
about the likely chem ical com positions ofm irror SB, we can be guided by the com positions
of ordinary m atter SB { the asteroids and com ets. An Im portant cbservation though is
that whik icy ordinary m atter bodies (com ets) have only a relatively short lifespan in the
Inner solar system because they would have been m elted by the Sun (and therefore can only
exist In elliptical orbits), m irror spacebodies m ade of m irror ices could be plentifiill in the
Inner solar system (in circular orbits) and m Ight be expected to dom inate over non-volatile
substances. In the tablk below, we estin ate this quantity for a few plausble spacebody
m aterials.

Table I: Physical properties 39] of som e cited m inerals n comm on m eteorites [40]

M ineral @°) SB Th Q1 Lg m
@/an’)| ®) | kJ/mol)| kJ/mol)| kI/kg) EV perm okculk]

Ammonia Ice, NH3 (17) 0.8 195 42 5.7 580 (0.1)
M ethane Ice, CH,4 (16) 05 91 2.6 0.9 220 (0.04)
Ice, H,O (18) 0.9 273 6 6 670 (0.12)

C dstobalite, SO, (60) 22 1996 120 9.6 2200 1 4)
Enstatite, M gSi0 3 (104) 39 1850 200 75 21 2500 2.8)
Forsterite, M 9,S10 4 (140) 32 2171 360 71 21 3000 4 .5)
Fe (56) 79 1809 62 138 1400 (0.8)

M agnetite, Fes0 4 (232) 52 1870 360 138 2100 4.1)
Troilite, FeS (88) 4.7 1463 88 31 1400 @ 2)

N ickel (59) 8.9 1728 53 17 1200 (0.7)

A% denotes m irror atom ’s relative m olecular weight;
T, denotesm elring point ofAY;
Q; denotes totalheat absorbed by A ° to raise its tem perature from 0 °K to itsm elting point;
Ly denotes heat of fusion (from solid phase to liquid phase);
m=Q1+ Lp.

A ssum Ing that no fragm entation occurs (pror to m elting), then a largem irror SB would
m elt above the ground provided that sz (g = 0) > L . Solving this condition for the SB
velocity, v, we nd:
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v ' '

u H H

u  cos 0d R 18M o
16 — d 2 km /s: an
05 £ 100m Mo 1g/an® 0dev

W e em phasise that this equation was derived assum ing that the body’s velocity, v, is ap—
proxin ately constant. T his is roughly the case fora large body R 10 m etres) because it
is not slowed down much by the atm ospheric drag force [c.f. Eq.(§)]. O bserve that Eq.@7)

suggests that a large R 100 m ) m irror SB m ade of m irror ices would typically m el at
som e poInt in the atm osphere (only for R 100 m could a m irror icy body survive to hit
the ground). O nce it m elts, the e ect of the pressure of the atm osphere on the liquid body

would cause it to digperse dram atically, increasing its e ective surface area. This greatly

Increases the atm ospheric drag foroe, causing the body to rapidly relkase its kinetic energy

into the atm osphere, leading in essence, to an atm ospheric explosion.

On the other hand, a large m irror rocky body could survive to hit the ground intact;
only if its velocity was relatively large (50 km /s) would i mel in the atm osphere. O f
course, our estin ation m ight be too sim plistic to allow usto draw very rigorous conclisions.
N evertheless, the m irror m atter hypothesis does seem to provide a nice explanation for
the m ain features of the Tunguska event: the low altitude explosion, absence of ordinary
fragm ents, and no chem ical traces. Let us now take a closer look.

The SB would melt at a height h = x400s above the ground if sz &®g) = o . Solving
this condition for the height, h, we nd

2 | | 1 3
', S !
v lg/am 100 m f 05 M 01 ev
h=hyn4 El — A? 5. (18)
10 km /s SB R 0:d cos 18M p n

Focussing our attention onto the Tunguska event, which is characterized by M 55 16 10
kg 0 R 40 m form irror ioe and 20 m form irror iron), cos 05, and the height of
the atm ospheric explosion ish  hy. In thiscase we nd that

v 12 km /s form irror ioce;
v 40 km /s form irror iron: 19)

R ecall the range of expected velocities of the SB is 11 km /s< v < 70 km /s. Thus, it seem s
that both m irror ices and m irror non-volatile m aterialm ay plausbly explain the Tunguska
event.

An interesting observation is that if Jarge m irror SB are predom inately m ade ofm irror
ices, then Eq.{l8) suggests that amaller such bodies should explode at higher altitudes
because of their an aller R values. Roughly speaking, the energy gained per m okcule (in
a large SB) is proportional to the area swept out divided by the number of SB m olecules
(le. / S=V / 1=R). That is, the energy gained per m okcul is inverserly proportional
to the body’s size. Thus, an aller bodies should heat up faster. Furthem ore, the energy
gained also depends on the body’s velocity, but the characteristics of the Tunguska event
suggest a m irror body near the m inimum valie possble, 11 km /s [see EqQ.f19)]. SB with
higher velocities, which are possible, would also kead to higher altiude explosions. T hus, the
unigue low altitude explosion associated with the Tunguska event seem s to have a smplke
explanation In thism irror m atter interpretation. Sm aller m irvor SB of Tunguska chem ical
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com position should always m el and thereby explode higher up In the atm osphere. This
feature is In accordance w ith the observations of airburst events discussed In part IT.

To oconclude this section, ket us m ention that there are m any puzzling features of the
Tunguska event which we have yet to address here. For exam ple, the origin of the optical
anom alies, including abnom al sky-glow s and unprecedented bright noctilucent clouds #%.
Them ost puzzling aspect ofwhich isthat they seem to appeara few dayskefore the Tunguska
event (for a review, see eg. P1]). W e m ake no clain s that the m irror m atter space-body
hypothesis de nitely explains all of the cbserved e ects; our m ain task is to see if it can
explain them ain characteristics ofthe event (the low altitude atm ospherdic explosion, absence
of fragm ents and cham ical traces, visual sightings of the bolide) . W e suggest that the broad
features of a SB m ade ofm irror m atter are indeed consistent w ith the m ain features of the
Tunguska event. Further work needs to be done to see to what extent it can explain the
other reported features.

V.HEATING OF A SMALL M IRROR SPACEBODY PENETRATING THE
EARTH'SATM OSPHERE

In this section we w ill exam ine the case of a an allm irror SB entering the Earth’s at-
m osphere. For an all bodies, R © 10m etres, the atm ospheric drag force e ectively \stops"
the body In the atm osphere { it loses its coan ic velocity and would reach the Earth’s sur-
face with only a relatively low in pact velocity in the range 0:1 km /s ) Vi pact * 3km/s
(providing of course that it doesn’t m elt or break up on the way down).

Because the velocity is not constant in this case, wemust combine Eq.{12) with Eq.(@):

1
d = n(h)EM AV2Sdx

A

M
dv = vn h)Sdx: (20)

SB

That is,

WM
d = ;B dv: 1)

T hus, if the body loses m ost of its coam ic velocity in the atm osphere, then Integrating the
above equation (and putting in the hydrodynam ic factor, £), we nd:

SB fMgp VV=4: (22)

¥¥ T hese optical anom alies are In addition to the visual sightings of the bolide on June 30, 1908.
T he visual sightings could be explained in the m irror SB hypothesis because part of the kinetic
energy of the SB is transferred to the air, which is eventually converted into ordinary heat and
light as the high velocity airm olecules (at least 11 km /s) eventually interact w ith (m ore distant)
surrounding stationary’ air.
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Here, v is the nitial velocity ofthe SB .
T he above equation for the energy transferred to heating the SB can also be conveniently
expressed In tem s of heat energy perm okcule, sz sgNgp :

SB — ™ A0V2:4
!
M AO v z
" f 5ev. 23)
18M p 11 km /s

C Jkarly, the only an allm irvor spacebodies which can survive to strike the ground w ithout
com plktely m elting m ust have relatively high values for ,, and relatively low nitialvelocities
near the m inin um 11 km /s. In the follow ing table we compare sz with , for some
plausibl m irror SB m aterdials.

Table II Comparison between , and ~p fora smallm irror SB R © 10 m etres).

M ineral ‘~SB €V perm o]ecu]e)‘ n (€EV perm o]ecu]e)‘
H,0 & NH3 Ice | 05 o= e i 01
CHy Ioe 05 &5 1= ’ 0.04
Crstobalite, S0, | 15 o5 o= ’ 14
Enstatite, M gS©0; | 25 &5 5= ’ 238
Forsterite, M ;S0 4| 35 o5 o ’ 45
Fe 15 & = i 038
M agnetite, Fes0 4 7 % TR ’ 41
Troilite, FeS 2 £ v 7 12
N ickel 15 o5 o ’ 0.7

A s this table shows, a an allm irror SB can potentially reach the Earth’s surface w ithout
m elting provided that £ © 04 ifthey arem ade oftypicalnon-volatilem aterials (and £ S 002
ifthe arem ade of ices) . W hile valuesof f aslow as  0:1 are presum ably possblk®, values
as low as 002 seam Iless lkely. This means that a snallm irror m atter SB can possibly

?2Roughly speaking E q.i_2-§) also applies to ordnhary m atter bodiesw hich lose their cosn ic velociy
In the atm osphere; parts of which certainly do som etin es survive w ithout com pltely m elting. In
addiion to m eteorite falls, there are also well docum ented gpace debris, such as parts of satellite
(eg. Skylab debris). Satellite parts enter the E arth’s atm ogphere at about 8 km /s, jist below the
m ininum velocity of SB's.
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survive to hit the Earth’s surface provided that it is m ade of a non-volatile com position
such asm irror rocky silicate m aterials orm irror iron m aterials.

Can such a snallm irror m atter SB be responsbl for the cbserved anom alous events
discussed In section TIB ? Recallthat an ordinary m atter explanation for these events su ers
from two mamn di culties. First, any low altitude ordinary body must have had a large
highly lum inous parent body. Second, a body having survived to low altitudes, losing its
coan ic velocity, should have kft recoverable fragm ents. R em arkably both ofthese di culties
evaporate In the m irror m atter interpretation.

F irst, the Jack ofordinary fragm ents iseasily explained ifthe SB ism ade ofm irrorm atter.
O nem ight expect recoverable m irrorm atter fragm ents, but these m ight have escaped notice
(especially if isnegative, aswe willexplain in the next section).

Second, low altitude m irror SB need not have been large and highly lum inous at high
altitudes. Ablation should occur at a much lower rate for a m irror SB because the pressure
of the atm osphere is dissipated w ithin the body (rather than just at its surface aswould be
the case for an ordinary m atter body entering the atm osohere). M ore in portantly, air can
be trapped within the body and can transport the heat away from the surface regions. The
m echanisn for producing ordinary light from a m irror SB is therefore com pletely di erent
to an ordinary m atter body. For a m irror SB, we can identify three basic m echanisn s for
producing ordinary light:

Interactions w ith the air through ionizing collisions W here electrons are rem oved from
the atom s) and excitations of the airm olecules.

T he potential build up of ordinary elctric charge as a consequence of these ionizing
collisionswhich can trap ionized airm oleculesw ithin thebody. T hisbuild up ofcharge
can lead to electrical discharges [1]. N ote that this trapping of air cannot occur ifthe
SB ism ade of ordinary m atter.

Heating of any ordinary m atter fragm ents (if they exist!) within the m irror m atter
goacebody, which subsequently radiates ordinary light.

The rst two of these m echanisn s listed above are actually m ost In portant for very
goeedy (m irror) m eteoroids (as we will explain In a m om ent) but nevertheless m ay still
ply a rlk even if the velocity is near the m inin um 11 km /s as we suspect to be the
case for the anom alous Iow altiude rballs (such as the 2001 Jordan event and the 1994
Spanish event). A an allm irrorm atter body can thereby be relatively din at high altitudes
(especially if i is of low velociy, v 11 km /s). As it m oves through the atm osphere it
slow s down due to the atm ospheric drag force. T he kinetic energy of the body is converted
Into the heating of the whole body and the surrounding com pressed air both outside and
w ithin the body. A ny ordinary m atter fragm entsw ithin the body w ill also heat up and em it
ordinary light, but the body need not be extram ely bright at high altitudes. T he heating of
the whole body could m ake the body act like a heat reservoir, perhaps allow Ing trapped air
and ordinary m atter fragm ents to em it som e ordinary light even at low altitudeswhere it is
m oving relatively slow Iy (especially as ourestin ates in table IT suggest that the body w illbe
heated to near m elting tem perature which is typically " 1800 K for plausiblk non-volatile
m irror SB m aterials).
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Let us brie y expand upon the e ect of ionizing collisions and the potential build up
of ordinary charge w ithin the SB due to trapped ionized airm olcules. Thism echanian is
m ost In portant at very high altitudes ¢ 100 km ), since in pacting airm olecules can strike
them irror SB w ith their fullvelociy. At low er altitudes com pressed air developsw thin and
In front ofthe body which can shield the m irror SB from direct im pacts at coan ic velocity.
N ote that thism echanian is also m ost In portant for SB entering the atm osphere w ith high
velocity. The in pacting air atom s have energy,

E= M.¢ 70 7 v ©4)
= = — eV
2 A 30 km /s

For a high velocity SB, v 70 km /s, the energy of the in pacting air atom s is su ciently
high for jonizing collisions to occur. For ordinary SB, the probability of ionizing collisions at
these velocities is quite Iow [2], however form irror SB energy loss due to onizing collisions
can be potentially com parable to R utherford scattering. T hism ight explain the anom alously
high altinide beginnings of the observed light from certain speedy m eteors @1]. It m ight
also explain the release ofelectrical energy in som e anom alous events such as the 1993 Polish
event brie y m entioned in section IB, because ionizing collisions should lkad to a build-up
of ordinary electric charge w thin the m irror SB from trapped ionized airm olecules.

O foourse, ifthe body ism ade (predom nately) ofm irrorm atter and does survive to hit
the ground, it would not leave any signi cant ordinary m atter fragm ents. T his obviously
sin ply explains the other m ysterious feature of the anom alous an all rball events { the
lack of ordinary fragm ents (despite the fact that the body was actually cbserved to hit the
ground at low velocities). An im portant consequence of the m irror m atter interpretation of
the anom alous an all reball events is that m irror m atter should exist In solid form (if they
are indeed due to non-voltile m irror m atter m aterial*) and m ay therefore be potentially
recoverable from these in pact sites aswe willexplain in the ollow Ing section.

VI.FINDING M IRROR MATTER IN/ON THE GROUND AND THE SIGN OF

T he photon-m irror photon kinetic m ixing nduces an all ordinary electric charges for the
m irror electron and m irrorproton. A very in portant issue though isthe e ective sign ofthis
Induced ordinary ekctric charge (the orthopositroniim experin ents are only sensitive to j j
they don'’t provide any nformm ation on the sign of ). There are basically two physically
distinct possibilities: The induced charge is either of the sam e sign or opposite, that is,
either the m irror electrons repel ordinary electrons, or they attract them . In the case where
ordinary and m irror electrons have ordinary charge ofthe sam e sign, the ordinary and m irror
m atter would repel each other. In this case, a fragm ent of m irror m atter could ram ain on
the Earth’s surface, largely unm ixed w ih ordinary m atter. In the case where the m irror
electrons have a tiny ordinary electric charge of the opposite sign to the ordinary electrons,

* Transfer of heat from the air to them irror body would quickly m el any volatile m irror m atter
com ponents (if they are on the Earth’s surface), even if they could survive to hi the ground.
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the m irrvor atom s attract the ordinary ones. In this case it would be energetically favourable
for m irror m atter to be com pletely iInm ersed In ordinary m atter, relkasing energy In the
process.

In the 1rst case, themaxinum repulsive force at the m iror m atter — ordinary m atter
boundary can be crudely estin ated to be of order, !:

2
electrostatic surface &
m axim um atom s r2

bohr

2
=3 41%2€

7 (25)
Iﬁohr

Nsg )

where N S2f2% isthe num ber of surface atom s fwhich is related to the totalnum ber of atom s,

atom s
surface

Nss by, N iom s Nsg )2:3] and Z; (Z,) is the atom ic number of the ordinary m irror)
nucli. T he electrostatic force opposes the foroe of gravity, so am irror rocdk can be supported
on the Earth’s surface provided that F Secostatic 5, poravity ¢ oravity g oin ply given by

m axim um

F gravity = gM rock
gM AN g5 ; (26)

where g’/ 98 m=¢ is the acceleration of gravity at the Earth’s surface. Thus, we nd:
F vy gM Aoriohr Nss )l=3

electrostatic
Fm axim um VAYA 262

@7)

For a m acroscopic sized body, N g5 is of order the A vagadro’s number, N, . Putting in the
numberswe nd:

]
F gravity 10 ¢ N 1=3
10 © SB ; ©8)

electrostatic
Fm axim um N A

where we have taken 7, Zy 10 and Mpo 20Mp . Clearly, n this case where the
Induced ordinary electric charge of m irror particles are of the sam e sign as their ordinary
counterparts, m irrorm atterbodies can be supported against graviyy if 10 as suggested
by experin ents on orthopositronium [I3]. If they inpact with the Earth at Iow velocity
then one m ight expect m irror fragm ents to exist right on the ground at the in pact sites (or
perhaps partly em bedded in the ground).

O f oourse, a pure m irror rock or fragm ent would be invisble, but one could still touch
it and pick it up (@Gf 10°). If i contained embedded ordinary m atter, then it would
then be visbl but surely of unusual appearance. O f course, the fact that no such m irror
rocks have been found m ay be due to their scarcity. The oldest terrestrial age of an iron

T his equation com pletely neglects the shielding e ect of electrons which m eans it is probably
an over estin ate (by an order of m agnitude or two) of the m axin um electrostatic repulsive force.
N evertheless, it is perhaps good enough for our purposes.
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m eteorite that has been recovered on Earth (in Tam arugal in the Atacam a desert, Chik) is
15 m illion years @3]. This represents a crude upper estin ate for the typical tin e that an
extraterrestrialbody could rem ain and be found on the E arth’s surface before it isbured by
tectonic m ovem ents of the Earth’s crust. The actual rate of anom alous low altitude bolide
events across the entire Earth should be roughly 10-100 tin es the cbserved event rate (since
they are only observed In populated regions). Thus, since Jordan—like events are observed
to occur roughly on a yearly basig™,, one m ight expect them to occur on the planet roughly
once every few weeks. Each event m ight leave an all rodks and fragm ents over an area of
about 1 m 2. Thus, the totalarea covered by m irror rocks and fragm ents integrated over the
lastm illion years is roughly expected to be less than oforder10’ 1¢ m? (orbetween 10-100
square kilom eters) { a very am all fraction of the Earth’s surface. N evertheless, the odds of
nding a m irror m atter rock could be greatly im proved if one were to carefully search the

Ym pact sites’, such as the one In Jordan and the one in Spain. N evertheless, the fact that
no strange Invisble rocks have been recovered suggests perhaps that the induced ordinary
electric charge of m irror particles is of opposite sign as their ordinary counterparts. In this
case things are m ore Interesting but som ew hat m ore com plicated.

If ordinary and m irrvor m atter attracts each other, as i would do if say  is negative
(or if one had a piece ofm irror antim atter and were positive) then a fragm ent ofm irror
m atter should becom e com pletely inm ersed in the ground (or at least thebuk ofit). In the
process energy w illbe released, but exactly how m uch isa non-trivial solid state problem . In
the realistic case of m aterials of varying density and com position, a m irror body should be
expected to com e to rest w ithin the E arth, probably only jist below the surface ( m eters).

T hus, irrespective of the sign of , m irror m atter should be found in the im pact sites {
either on the ground or buried beneath the surface { ifthe anom alous low altitude reballs
are Indeed caused by m irror SB . In som e cases (eg. the 2001 Jordan event) these sites are
highly Jocalised and easily accessble. One could collect sam ples of earth undemeath the
In pact site and try to search for the presence of m irvor m atter fragm ents In the sample.
A though chem ically inert, m irror m atter still hasm ass so its presence can be inferred by
itsweight. Iffone could count the num ber of ordinary atom s (and theirm ass) in the sam ple,
m aybe by using a m ass spectrom eter, then the presence of invisble gravitating m atter could
be nferred.

Another com plm entary way to test for m irror m atter is by searching for is them al
e ectson the ordhary m atter surroundings. C onsider the case where there is indeed m irror
m atter embedded in the ground. The m irror m atter w ill be heated up by the Interactions
w ith the ordinary atom s. H owever, the m irror m atter w ill them ally radiate m irror photons
(Whith quickly escape) providing a cooling m echanism . Heat will be replaced from the
ordinary m atter surroundings which w illbecom e cookr as a resul.

To m ake this quantitative, consider a sphericalm irror body of radius R ° surrounded by a

Y¥Y In this estim ate, we use the an aller Jordan-type events discussed in section IIB, rather than
large Tunguska-type atm ospheric explosions (section ITA ), because the fom er seem to be m ore
likely to leave large non-volatile fragm ents (hn iror rocks’) which should be easierto nd then an all
fragm ents which m ight be left after atm ospheric explosions.
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much larger volum e of ordinary m atter. In this case, the energy lost per unit tin e to m irror
radiation is given by the Stefan-Bolzm ann law :

Qra= T"A% 29)

where T? is the surface tem perature of the m irror body and A° is its surface area. As
energy escapes, this causes a tem perature gradient in the surrounding ordinary m atter as
it them ally conducts heat to replace the energy lost. If we consider a shell of radiis R
surrounding the m imorbody R > R then the heat crossing this surface per unit tin e is
given by:

Q = e A (30)
@R '
where is the coe cient of them al conductivity, and A = 4 R 2. Thus, equating the
them al energy transported to replace the energy escaping (@sm irror radiation), we nd:

QT TR ® 1)
@R RZ
This m eans that the change In tem perature of the ordinary m atter surrounding a m irror
m atter body at a distance R, T R), is given by:

TUR®
T - @@
R) R
! 4 ! 2
T RO 50 an
K; (32)
270 K 5an R

where we have taken = 0:004 cal/K s.an, which is the average value in the Earth’s crust.

D f course the actual value of  is the one valid at the particular im pact site]. C learly,
an in portant but non-trivial solid state problm is to gure out the rate at which heat
can be transferred from the surrounding ordinary m atter Into the m irror m atter ob ct,
ie. what is T%? If there were perfect them al conduction between the m irror m atter and
surrounding ordinary m atter, then T°= T RY. However, because the them al conduction
isnot perfect @ndmustgotozeroas ! 0), it llowsthat T°< T RY). It ispossbl that
T%could be signi cantly lessthan T R %;m ore work needs to be done to nd out. H owever,
if T is not so amn all (it should be largest or m irror m atter bodies with < 0 and large
m irror them al conductivity, such as m irror iron or nickel, because they can draw In heat
from the surrounding ordinary m atter throughout their volum e) then Eq.{32) suggests that
m irror m atter fragm ents can lave a signi cant in print on the tem perature pro l of the
surrounding ordinary m atter. Thus, we m ay be abl to Infer the presence of m irror m atter
in the ground sin ply by m easuring the tem perature of the Earth at various depth$?% .

2Z2Z

Tt m ay be worth looking at satellite infrared tem perature m aps of the Tunguska region to see
if there is any discemable tem perature anom aly.
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VII.CONCLUSION

O ne of the m ost faschhating ideas com .ng from particle physics is the conospt of m irror
m atter. M irror symm etry { perhaps the m ost natural candidate for a symm etry of nature
{ requires a new form ofm atter, called h irror m atter’, to exist. T he properties of m irror
m atter m ake it an ideal candidate to explain the nferred dark m atter of the Universe. In
addition, the m irror m atter theory predicts m axin al neutrino oscillations and a shorter
e ective orthopositronium lifetim e { both e ects which have been seen In experin ents.

Ifm irror m atter really does exist, then som e am ount should be out there In our solar
system . W hile there isnot much room for a large proportion ofm irror m atter in the inner
solar system , it is conceivable that num erous am all (asteroid sized) m irror m atter space—
bodies m ight exist. In fact, it is possble that m any of the observed reballs are in fact
caused by the entry into the Earth’s atm osphere of such m irrorm atter spacebodies ™. W e
have shown that the interaction of a m irrorm atter spacebody w ith the Earth’s atm osgphere
Seam s to provide a very sin ple explanation for the Tunguska event as well as the m ore
puzzling low altitude reballevents (such asthe 1994 Spanish event and 2001 Jordan event
discussed In section IT).

O ur analysis assum es that the photon-m irror photon kinetic m ixing interaction exists,
which is supported by experin ents on orthopositronium . This fuindam ental interaction
provides the m echanisn causing the m irror spacebody to release is kinetic energy In the
atm osphere thereby m aking its e ects bbservabl’. Thus, one way to test the Tunguska
m irror spacebody hypothesis is to repeat the orthopositronium experin ents. If m irror
m atter really exists and there is a signi cant photon-m irror photon interaction ( > 10 °),
then thismust show up if carefill and sensitive experin ents on orthopositronium are done.

A m oredram aticway to test them irror spacebody hypothesis isto start digging! Ifthese
events are due to the in pact of a m irror m atter spacebody, then an in portant in plication
is that m irror m atter should exist on (or in) the ground at these Inpact sites. W e have
argued that the characteristics of m irror m atter fragm ents on the Earth’s surface depend
rather crucially on the e ective sign of the photon-m irror photon kinetic m ixing param eter,

, with the evident lack of surface fragm ents at various m pact sites’ suggesting that < 0.
In this case, m irrorm atter should exist em bedded in the ground at the various ‘m pact sites’
and can be potentially extracted.

*% Tnterestingly, recent studies using the Sloan digital sky survey data have found Efl-fﬁ,:flﬁ] that
the num ber of ordinary spacebodies (greater than 1 km in size) seem s to be signi cantly less ( 3
tin es) than expected from crater rates on them oon [4§]. W hile both ordinary and m irror m atter
spacebodies would leave craters on the m oon (assum ing 10 °), m irror spacebodies m ay be
Invisble (or very dark) if they contain negligble am ount of ordinary m atter. T hus, large m irror
spacebodiesm ay have escaped direct observation, but their presence m ay have been hinted by the
m easured lunar crater rate.
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