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1 Introduction

The uorescence m ethod of extensive air shower detection isbased on record-
Ing light em itted by airm olecules excited by charged particles of the shower.
For very high energies of the prin ary particle, enough uorescence light is
produced by the large num ber of secondaries in the cascading process so that
the shower can be recorded from a distance of m any kilom eters by an ap-—
proprate optical detector system [1,2]. A s the am ount of uorescence light is
clos=ly correlated to the particle content ofa shower, it provides a calorin etric

m easure of the prim ary energy.

T he particles in an air show er are strongly collin ated around the show er axis.
M ost ofthem are soread at distances sn aller than several tens ofm eters from

the axis, so that when viewed from a large distance, the shower resambles
a lum inous point on the sky. T herefore, a one-din ensional approxin ation of
the shower as being a point source m ight be adequate In m any cases regard—
Ing the shower reconstruction. Form ore detailed studies, however, the spatial
goread of particles :n the shower has to be taken Into acoount. T his is espe-
cially in portant for nearby showers, where the shower In age, ie. the angular
distrdoution of light recorded by a uorescence detector (D ), m ay be larger

than the detector resolution.

T he in age ofa shower hasbeen studied in Ref. 3], where it was shown that for
a disk-like distribution ofthe light em itted around the shower axis, the shower
In agehasa circular shape, even when view ed perpendicular to the show er axis.
A nalytical studies Including Jateralparticle distrioutions param eterized by the
NishinuraK am ata-G reisen NK G ) function or estin ates based on average
particle distributions taken from CORSIKA M]were discussed In Ref. B] and

Ref. [6], respoectively.



In this paper, detailed M onte C arlo sin ulations of the shower in age based on
the spatial energy deposit distributions of individual show ers are perfom ed.
By using the energy deposit of the shower particles as calculated by COR -
SIKA [/], the previous sin pli ed assum ption of a constant uorescence yield

per partick is avoided. A ssum Ing a proportionality between the uorescence
yield and jonization density, the light em itted by each segm ent ofthe shower is
determm ined.A oconcept is developed to treat the shower as a three-dim ensional
ob Ect, additionally taking into account the tin e Inform ation on photons ar-
riving at the FD . In contrast to previous analytical studies, shower uctua—
tions as predicted by the shower sinulation code are preserved and studied.
P ropagation ofthe light tow ards the detector, Including light attenuation and
scattering in the atm osphere is sin ulated, so that the photon ux at the detec-
tor iscalculated. T he resulting distribution ofphotons arriving sim ultaneously
at the detector, ie.the shower In age, is com pared to resuls obtained by using
the NKG approxin ation of particlke distribution in the shower. T he com pari-
son is performm ed for di erent show er energies and di erent prim ary particlkes.

In particular, it is checked whether the shower w idth depends on the prin ary

particlke type.

The plan of the paper is the llow Ing: de niion of the shower width and
algorithm s of uorescence light production are described In Section 2.In Sec-
tion 3 the size of shower Inage In the NKG and CORSIKA approaches is
calculated and its dependence on prim ary energy, zenih angle and prin ary

particle is discussed. C onclusions are given in Section 4.



2 Sin ulations

2.1 Shower width and shape function

G Iven an optical in aging system for recording the light em itted by a shower,
the shower w idth isde ned asthem ninum angulardiam eter ofthe I age
oot containing a certain fraction F ( ) ofthe total light recorded by the FD .
T he in age is considered to be recorded Instantaneously, ie.w ith an integration
tin e such that the corresponding angular showerm ovem ent iswellbelow the

angular resolution of the detector.

Fourm ain com ponents of light contrloution can be distinguished: (i) uores-
cence light, with isotropic em ission; (i) direct Cherenkov radiation, em itted
prim arily In the forward direction; (iii) R ayligh-scattered Cherenkov light;
(i) M jescattered Cherenkov light. T he relative contributions of these com po-—
nents depend on the geom etry of the shower w ith respect to the detector ],
but In m ost cases the uorescence light dom nates the recorded signal. A s
sum Ing only m nor e ects on the shower w idth by absorption and scattering
processes during the uorescence light propagation from the shower to the
detector, the light fraction F ( ) ism ainly detem ined by the corresponding
light fraction F' (r) am itted around the shower axis

Zr
F @)= £f@?2 rdr; @)

where f (r) is the (hom alized) lateral distrbbution of uorescence light em it—
ted. Them aln task is therefore to derdve £ (r), which is also referred to as the
shape function, since the brightness distribution ofthe shower In age depends
on the shape of f (r). T he shape functions in di erent m ethods of evaluating

uorescence light production described in the follow ing, ie. in the NKG and



CORSIKA approach, and fordi erent prin ary particke typesin the CORSIK A

approach w illbe com pared.

P hoton propagation tow ards the detector is sin ulated based on the Hybrid fadc
sim ulation sofftware P], hcluding R aylkigh scattering on airm oleculsand M ie
scattering on aerosols. The nalshower In age is constructed by recording the
photons that arrive sin ultaneously at the detector [B]. These photons that
form an Instantaneous in age of the shower, originate from a range of shower
developm ent stages. Thus, for a precise description of the shower in age, we
need to take into account also the geom etrical tim e delays of the photons

com Ing from these stages, as w ill be discussed later.

Since this work is intended as a general study, the resulting photon distrdou—
tion after light propagation is assum ed to be recorded by an ideal detector.
Possblk e ects of speci ¢ detector conditions such as spatial resolution or
trigger thresholds w ill also be com m ented on, however. Investigations soeci ¢
to the uorescence detectors of the P jerre A uger O bservatory are described in

Ref. [10]

22 F luorescence light production

A s the shower develops In the atm osohere, it dissipates m ost of its energy
by exciting and ionizing airm olecules along its path.From de-exciation, UV
radiation is em itted w ith a soectrum peaked between 300 and 400 nm (three
m aPpr linesat 3371 nm , 357.7 nm , 391 4 nm ) .M easurem ents have shown that
the variation ofthe uorescence yield n ,, ie.the number of photons em itted
perunit length along a charged particle tradk, asa function ofaltitude isquite
an all for electrons of constant energy. For exam ple, them easured uorescence

yield ofan 80 M €V electron variesby lessthan 12% around an average valie of



4 8 photons/m overan e ective altitude range 0of20 km in the atm osphere [11].
T hism otivates to som e extent the use ofa constant, average uorescence yield

per show er particlk, asw illbe described in the NKG approach (section 22.1).

On the other hand, since the uorescence light is induced by ionizing and
exciting the m olecules of the am bient air, the uorescence yield is expected
to depend on the ionization density along a charged particke track [11,12,13].
M ost shower particles contributing to the energy deposit in air have kinetic
energies from sub-M €V up to severalhundred M €V [7]which is in the energy
range of considerable dependence of jonization density on particke energy.A s
an exam ple, a m easurem ent of the air uorescence yield [L1] between 300 and
400 nm at pressure 760 mm Hg is shown in Figure 1. The solid line repre—
sents the electron energy loss dE =dX as a function of the electron energy.
The m ininum of this curve corresponds to 14 M &V electrons w ith energy
loss hdE =X ijuy ov = 1668 M &V /gan ? and uorescence yield n ,, = 325
photons perm eter. W e note that dE =dX increases by about 50% for energies
from 1.0M €&V to 100 M &V, so the energy spectrum of electrons In a shower
and its varations w ith atm ospheric depth should be taken into acoount for
an accurate determ ination of the uorescence em ission of the shower. T here-
fore to cbtain a m ore realistic sim ulation of the spatial distribution of light
production, the distribution ofthe energy deposit In the shower isused in the
CORSIKA approach (section 22 2), where additionally the tem perature and

density dependence of the uorescence yield is taken into acoount.



221 NKG approach

In the usual treatm ent that was also used In a previous study of the shower

In age [B], the uorescence light em itted by a shower is calculated from R]:

" #
FN | n N, photon
dld 4 srm

@)

wheren , isa constant value oftotal uorescence yield. T he totalnumber of

R
particlesN . = y X ;r)2 rdr is given by the G aisserH illas function [1]

X X Kmax X 0)=
0
Ne(x):Nmax U exp((xmax X)=) 3)
Xmax X0

where N, .« is the num ber of partickes at shower m axinum given by [14]

! 1:010
E eV
N, . = 0:7597 Eobevl] 16 @)
109

and y X ;r) is density of electrons In the shower given by the N ishinura—

Kamata-G reisen (NKG ) formula [15]

CN.X)

n X;r)= ©®)

r s2 T (sas) @5 s)
— 14+ — ;
ey (rM oA Ty ) 2 (s) ¢5 2s)

X isthe atm ospheric slant depth, X ( the depth of rst interaction, X , .x the
depth of showerm axinum , thehadronic interaction length in air (comm only
xed to a value of 70 g/am ?), s the shower age param eter (s = 1 at shower

maxinum ) and ry theM oliere radius.

TheM oliere radiis is a natural transverse scale set by m ultiple scattering, and
it detem ines the lateral spread of the shower. Since the electron radiation
length (the cascade unit) in air depends on tem perature and pressure, the
M oliere radius varies along the shower path. T he distrbution of particles in

a shower at a given depth depends on the history of the changes of y along



the shower path rather than on the localy, value at this depth. To take this
into acoount, one uses the ry value calculated at 2 cascade units above the
current depth [16]:

P M 7394 cos  1=525588
TKI P mb; :

- 2125
B o] P nb] 7394 cos

©)

In theNKG approach wekeep a constant value of uorescenceyieldn ;= 402
photons per m eter, as used by the HiRes group R]. The spatial distribution
of em itted light is therefore also given by the NKG formula, and the shape
function ollows from Eqg. (B) as fyke ) = y X ;)N X ).The uorescence
light fraction Fyx¢ () usihg equation (1) can then be determm ined analytically

by the nom alized Incom plete beta function,

7X

Fyke (0) = I @;b) = wlad uwldu (7)

B @sb) o

wherex = 1=(1+ 14 =r),a= s,b= 45 2sandB (@;b) isEuler'sbeta function.
U sing the series expansion of I, @;b), [L7] the uorescence light fraction can

be given by

| 0
1 P 1 £ B(s+ L;n+ 1) 1

Fyke () = < @1+ _
1+Lr SB (s;45 2s) _,B @5 sin+ 1) 1+Lr

n

Fors= 1 formula (8) reduces to
r 25
FNKG (r) =1 1+ — . (9)
ey
Inverting the above equation and taking into acoount the distance from the
detectorto the shower R) wecan nd the angularsize yxg that corresponds

to a certain fraction ofthe total uorescence light signal:

r T 0:4
NKG = 2arctan E = 2arctan(?((l Fykg (X)) 1)): (10)



222 CORSIKA approach based on energy deposit

In contrast to the NKG approach, the uorescence light production In the
CORSIKA approach is connected to the local energy release of the shower
particles in the air; additionally, a dependence of the yield on the localatm o—

Soheric conditions is taken Into acoount:

n #
dE photon
n()= (P;T)h—c& air o 11)

where (P;T) isthe uorescencee ciency; .ix,P and T are density, pressure
and tem perature of air, respectively; is the photon wavelength, ¢ is speed of

light and h is the P Janck constant.

In the CORSIKA shower sinulation program , the energy loss dE =dX of the
show er particles is calculated in detail, taking into acoount also the contribbu-—
tion of particles below the sin ulation energy threshold [7]. W e extended the
code to obtain a spatialdistribution ofthe energy deposit. Thiso ersthe pos-
sibility to construct a shower sin ulation chain which allow s the com parison of
quantities very close to the m easured ones, eg.photon ux or distribution of
light received at the detector or even per pixel as a function of tim e. In par-
ticular, showerto-shower uctuations generated by CORSIKA are pressrved

in thisway.

T he adopted air shower sin ulation part of the sim ulation chain is ilustrated
In Figure 2.A two-din ensional energy deposit distribution around the shower
axis is stored In histogram s during the sin ulation process for di erent atm o—
soheric depths. By Interpolation between the di erent atm osoheric levels, a
com plte description of the spatial energy deposit distribution of the shower,
taking into acoount also the geom etricaltin e delays, isachieved.M ore soeci —

cally, the lJateralenergy deposit z X ;;r) is calculated for 20 horizontal Jayers



of X = 1 g/an %.Each cbservation level corresponds to a certain vertical
atm ospheric depth, the st one to X; = 120 g/an? and the last one to

X20= 870 g/CmZ.

T he sim ultaneous photons, which constitute an instantaneous in age of the
shower, origihate from a range of shower developm ent stages [B], from the
surface S as shown In Figure 2. These s ultaneous photons are de ned as
those which arrive at the FD during a short tin e window t.During this t
(corresponding to a am all change of the shower position in the sky by =
004 aschosen In the code) the shower front m oves dow nw ard along the shower
axisby a am alldistance R .Thism eans that the an allelem ent of surface S
In polar coordinates correspondstoa an allvolime V = r rR ,where

and r are steps In the azin uth anglk and in the radial direction relative
to the shower axis and R is the distance from the FD to the volume V.
The voluime V is Jocated between two CORSIK A observation kvels X ; and
X i+ 1. The distance between these two kevels is divided into N sublevels, each
ofthem labeled by n.D ue to the an all spacing between the chosen CORSIK A
Jevels, the value of energy deposit w ithin the volime V at distance r can
then be constructed su ciently wellby lnear interpolation:

N n)gXyr)+ng Kiiir)

g Xnir)= N : 12)

An additional linear Interpolation n radialdirection between binsofthe COR —

SIKA output wasused to nd the density gy K ,;r) of the energy deposit. !

! The step used I radial direction is r = 1 m and the binning of the two-
din ensional CORSIKA histogram s of energy deposit is 1 m 1 m at distances

an aller than 20 m to shower axis, and 10 m 10 m at larger distances.

10



U sing the above Interpolation, the number of photons N from the volim e

V that are em itted towards the FD can be calculated as:

X ,;r)ds  ®°
= 19i( ;T)

N = —
hE =dX 1jum ev 4 4 R

13)
P

where i runs over 16 wavelength bins, ; is the uorescence yield fora 14
M &V ekctron at pressure of 760 mm Hg and tem perature of 14 C, dS is
a progction of the surface r r iInto surface perpendicular to direction
of the shower axis, dE =dX ij .y «v is the electron energy loss evaluated at
14 MeV, A is the light collecting area of the FD , R is the shower in pact
param eter w ith respect to the FD and g;( ;T) is a function describbing the
dependence of the uorescence yield on the density  and tem perature T of
the air. K akin oto et al. [l11] provided an analytical formula forg;( ;T).For

the 3914 nm uorescence lne (13th bin in omula (13))

A,
quiz( ;T)= = (14)
F.1+ B, T)

and for the rest ofthe uorescence spectrum

A
G( ;T)= —p— 15)
2:76OF1 (1+ Bl T)

where isin units ofg/am® and T is in Kelkin.F;,A;,A,,B; and B, are
constantsand are1:044 10°,0.929am?g?!,0574an?g?!,1850an3g *K 72,
6500 an3g 'K 2, respectively. The value of 2.760 photon/m is the total

uorescence yield outside the 391 nm band.

In the CORSIKA sinulations perfom ed for this analysis, electrom agnetic in—
teractions are treated by an upgraded version [18] of the EGS4 [19] code.
H igh-energy hadronic Interactions are calculated by the QG SJET RO] Inter-

action m odel To reduce com puting tim e for the simnulation of high-energy

11



events, a thinning algorithm R1] is selected within CORSIKA :Only a subsst
of the secondary particles that have energies below a speci ed fraction of the
prn ary energy are tracked in detail. An appropriate weight is attached to
each tracked particle to assure energy conservation. The arti cial uctuations
introduced by thinning are su ciently snall, when a thinning level of 10 °©

w ith optimum weight Im itation [18,22,23] hasbeen chosen. T his weight lin —
Itation stops thinning in case of large particlke weights and inclides di erent
weight lin its for the electrom agnetic com ponent com pared to the m uonic and

hadronic ones.

3 Resuls

Sinulation runs were perfom ed for proton and iron showers for di erent pri-
m ary energy E 3. The depth of rst interaction X (¢ In the NKG approxim ation
was chosen acoording to the average depth X from CORSIKA, see Tablke 1.
Showers landing at variable core distance R, = 2;3;::;711 and 12 km were
studied. The results shown in the Pllow ng refer to the shower m axinum ,

where also the uorescence am ission is lJargest.

3.1 Shower Inage in the NKG approach

T he shape function of particlke density fykg () at showerm axinum is shown
In Figure 3A forverticaland Inclined ( = 45) showerswih Ey = 10E&V and
Eo = 100 E€V . It can be seen that these shape functions are alm ost identical.
Som e di erences between vertical and Inclined showers are seen only at dis—
tances to shower axis Jarger than / 50 m . The di erences are due to changes

ofthe M oliere radius w ith altitude: a Jarger zenith angle of the shower in plies

12



a higher position of the shower m axinum and in consequence a larger value
of the M oliere radius. Since the M oliere radius detem ines the lateral soread
of particles In the shower, for Inclined showers the shape function fykg ()
becom es broader. A sim ilar e ect can be cbserved for showers w ith the sam e
geom etry, but di erent energies (showers w ith lower energy have a higher po-
sition ofthem axinum and also a JargerM oliere radius) but in these cases the

di erences aremuch an aller.

In the NKG approach the size of the shower in age ykg is connected to the
w idth ofthe shape function ofparticlke density fyx¢ (r) and can be calculated
at showerm axinum using Eq. (10) for xed M oliere radius, fraction of uores—
cence light Fykg (r) and the detectorto-shower distance R . T he appropriate
Fykg (r) functions for showers presented in Figure 3A are shown In Figure 3B.
Tt is seen that 90% (67% ) of uorescence light am itted (ie. of shower par-
ticles) are found within distances about 160 m (58 m ) around shower axis
for vertical showers and about 190 m (70 m ) for inclined showers. The cor-
responding angular width of uorescence light distrdbbutions at the detector,
positioned for instance at R = 3:16 km, In these cases isabout 5.7 @ ) for
vertical showers and 7.0 (2.6 ) for nclined showers. In Tabl 2 the sizes of
shower in age containing 90% and 67% ofthe signalaccording to formula (10)

are listed. T here is about 5% di erence in the im age soot size of showers w ith

the sam e zenith angl but di erent energy, and about 19% between inclined

and vertical showers. In F igure 3C the dependence of shower In age versus R

In the NKG approach is shown. The 90% soot size exceeds 15 for vertical
(inclined) showers at distances sn aller than 12 km (145 km ). W ih typical
FD pixelresolution of1{15 , the shower In age w ill coverm ore than one pixel
at these distances. For a correct prin ary energy determm nation ofthese events,

the uorescence light in the neighboring pixels has to be taken into account.

13



For example, at R = 316 km the fraction of light outside the circle corre-
soonding to pixel eld ofview (15 in diam eter) is about 40% , asm arked by
the vertical dashed line in F igure 3B, but only about 10% ifthe R increases 4
tin es (increasing R Jeads to proportional decreasing of in age size) . N eglecting
this e ect would result In a signi cant underestin ation of the reconstructed
prin ary energy, especially for nearby showers. The analysis of Figure 3 and
Tabl 2 kads to the ollow Ing conclusion: in case ofthe NKG approxin ation
the size of the shower in age is Independent of the prim ary energy for show —
ers at the sam e developm ent stage and geom etry. In other words, the sam e
M oliere radius and shower age in ply the sam e shape of fyk¢ (r) function and

In consequence kad to the sam e soot size of the shower In age.

In the above estin ation of shower in age we have neglected the In uence of
Raylkigh— and M je-scattered and direct Cherenkov light distribution on the
shower in age size. To estin ate this e ect, relative di erences between shower
In ages obtained using these additional contribbutions to the uorescence ux
w ith respect to uorescence only are shown in F igure 4. T he additional contri-
butions to the uorescence light Increase the in age size on average by about
7% (3% ) within the In age size containing 90% (67% ) oflight and these changes
of shower in age size slightly depend on R . T hese changes can be well under-
stood if we take into account the Rayleigh scattering, which is the second
dom inant com ponent in the total signal for the studied geom etry. It is well
known that Rayligh scattering probability is proportionalto (I + cos® ),
where is the anglk between the direction of photon em ission and the direc—
tion towards the FD . Since  increases for a vertical shower w ith Increasing
R, s0 the Raylkigh scattering probability and also contribution of R aylkigh—
scattered light to the shower In age w illbe am aller.W e note from F igure 4 that

this contribution depends on the fraction of light considered: it is larger w hen

14



we study 90% oflight than for 67% .Thism eansthat in the "center" of shower
In age uorescence dom nates, but it is less In the "tail". T he shower in age in
the scattered light is therefore larger, although the "scattered" contribution
is an all for the considered geom etries. In the follow ing we concentrate on the

m an com ponent, the unscattered uorescence light.

32 Comparison of shower im age in the NKG and CORSIKA approaches

In this section we study the di erences between the caloulated lateral distri-
butions of energy deposit n the NKG and CORSIKA approaches and their
In uence on the shower inage. W e assum e that uorescence emm ision dom —
Inates the received signal and that the distrbution of light em itted by the
show er is proportional to the distribution of energy deposit: £ (r) g X;1).
For this purpose, n Figure 5A we show the calculated lateral distrlbutions
of the energy deposit versus the distances to the shower axis at any point of
surface S (seeFigure 2) . In case ofthe NKG approxin ation, the Jateraldensity

of energy deposit (dashed line) is calculated using the follow ng formula:

vke & ;r) = hdE =dX iN .xfyke @) 1e)

where IdE =dX i is the energy loss of an electron corresponding to a constant

value of the average uorescence yield n , = 402 photons perm eter.

In case of the CORSIKA approach, the energy deposit density (solid line in
Figure 5A ) was obtained using the two-dim ensionalhistogram ofdk =dX . It is
seen that the density of energy deposit obtained using CORSIK A histogram s
becom es larger than NKG at distances to shower axis an aller than 45 m . In
the NKG approxin ation, it is assum ed that all particles Jose the sam e am ount

of energy and that the shape of the lateral distrlbbution of energy deposit has

15



the same WK G ) functional form .P lots in Figures 5B and 5C show that these
assum ptions are not strictly valid. In F igure 5B we see that the particke density
calculated from the NKG formula (dashed line) is di erent from the particle
density from CORSIKA (solid line).The di erence in the Jateral distribbution
of energy deposit ismainly caused by this di erence in the lateral particle
distrbution. A m inor additional e ect on the shape function is given by the
average energy lossperparticke. In Figure 5C the calculated relative di erence
z =1 hE=dX i=hdE =dX icor between average energy losses of elctrons
hE=dX iin CORSIKA and NKG approach is shown.The average CORSIKA
energy loss is always larger than energy loss in the NKG approach and the
di erences varies w ith distance from shower axis. This re ects a variation of
the distrdbbution of kinetic energy of particles around the shower axis, w ith
m ore energetic particles being closer to the axis. Q ualitatively, a narrower
lateral particle distrbution is expected for the CORSIKA proton events, as
the electrom agnetic com ponent is pem anently fed from high-energy hadrons
collin ated around the axis. The NKG approxin ation, on the contrary, rather

re ects a purely electrom agnetic shower behavior.

In Figure 6A, the nom alized distrlbution of energy deposit from F igure 5A

(the shape function of energy deposit fi (r)) i the NKG and CORSIKA ap-
proxin ations are shown.W e see that for distance to shower axis an aller than
25 m the CORSIKA shape function becom es considerably larger than the
NKG one.Fiting CORSIKA data with a NKG type function wih xed age
s= 1 Jeads to an e ective value of the M oliere radius r, = 58 m . This value
is about 50% am aller than the origihalM oliere radius (g = 104 m ) in the
NKG approach. This In plies that the di erences n the NKG and CORSIKA

approaches w ill lead to di erent sizes of shower in age. To estin ate this dif-

ference m ore precisely, rst we calculate the fraction of energy deposit Fg (r)

16



bassd on fz (r) n CORSIKA and NKG approaches (see Figure 6B).Next we
t a twoparam eter function

r b
Fr@m=1 1+ - : a7
a

which ism otivated by the functional form derived In Eqg. (9), to the fraction
of energy deposit. The t lads to the follow Ing values of param eters a =

5424 153 m and b= 1:2928 0:033.Using the above param eterization of
Fg (), we nd the angular size (or corresponding to a given percentage of

uorescence light Fi (r) n the CORSIKA approach:

a 1=b
COR = Zamtan(g (@ Fg (©) 1)): 18)

The size of shower inage ykg I the NKG approach can be calculated using
Eqg. (10).In Figure 6C the shower In age size ykg and cor containing 90% of
light are shown.W e can see that the shower in age n NKG approach is larger
by about 23% than In CORSIKA .Finally, we calculate the relative di erence
k between the size of shower inage n NKG and CORSIKA approach as a

finction ofpercentage of uorescence light according to the follow ing form ula:

NKG COR a (1 Fg (r))lzb 1

NKG ny 1 Fyge @) 0% 1°
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T he varation ofk is shown in Figure 6D .

3.3 Shower Imnage in the CORSIKA approach

3.3.1 Dependence on prin ary energy

The shape functions of CORSIKA lateral distrioutions for proton showers

with prin ary energies Eyg = 10 E€V (dashed line) and 100 E€V (solid line)
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are shown in Figure 7A . It is seen that the higher energy leads to a slightly
narrow er shape function for distances above 10 m to shower axis. T his in plies
that the size ofthe shower in age w illdecrease w ith Increasing energy.F igures 7
B,C andD con m thisresul.The varation ofthe in age size is rather an all:
below 7% in fullFg (r) range. W e note that the varation of the in age size

w ith energy is aln ost the sam e as that in the NKG approach (section 3.1).

332 Dependence on zenih angk

The Integral of energy deposi Fi (r) for proton showers with zenith angles

= (P and = 45 at energy 10 E€V is shown In Figure 8A . 90% of the
energy deposit is found w ithin the distance 0f125m for = ¢ and 170 m
for = 43 around the shower axis. This m eans that the in age spot size is

about 452 and 615 , respectively (see also Tabk 3).A t of a functional
form as given In Eqg. (17) to the fraction Fg (r) of the energy deposit leads
to ags = 1372 34 m and Iys = 2:86 005 for the inclined shower and
toay= 5424 153m andlky = 1928 0:033 for the vertical shower. U shg
these param eters, we can nd the angular size ofthe shower In age according to

formula (18) and the relatire di erence between showers w ith di erent zenith

angles:
ag (I Fg ()™ 1
kCOR — 45 0 7 l _0 ( E ( ))l=b . (20)
45 a5 1 Fg () e 1
where o and 45 are angular sizes of shower lmage for = 0 and =

45 , respectively. The ratio kcor versus fraction of light Fy (r) is shown in
Figure 8B . It is interesting to com pare these di erences w ith those cbserved
In the NKG approach. In the NKG approadh, the size of the shower In age
depends on the M oliere radiis (equation (10)), so for the sam e fraction of

light Fy (r) the relative di erences for shower with di erent zenith angl is
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given by

;45 ;0 ;
kNKG — NKG NKG ’ l ; (21)

NKG ;45 Y ;45

where 1y ;45 and 1y ;, are the M oliere radii corresponding to the position
of shower m aximum for Inclined and vertical shower, respectively. U sing 1,

values from Table 2, we cbtain kyxg = 19% . W e note that this value does
not depend on the fraction of light Fg (r) horizontal line in Figure 8B), In

contrast to the di erence kcor, which strongly decreases w ith Fy (¥).

3.3.3 D ependence on prin ary partick type

A verage lateral distributions of energy deposit In showers w ith di erent pri-
m ary particle and energy are presented In F igure 9. T he lines represent three—
param eter tsofNK G -type finctions to data points; the param eters are shown

in Tabk 4. The ;, and s are only e ective tting param eters, not "real"

M oliere radius and age param eter. The NKG function describbes the COR-
SIK A distrbution of energy deposit very well close to shower axis, but w ith
non-conventionaly, and s.? Tt seem s that such param eterization w illbe use-
ful to caloulate quickly the uorescence signal using formula (13). Variation

of the param eters (4, , s) with energy is not strong. For instance, In case of
proton showers r, vares by about 2% between 10 and 100 E€V and the s
param eter varies by about 9% . This m eans that at rst approxin ation the
shape of energy deposit density around the shower maxinum ssem s to be
aln ost Independent of energy, although the am ount of total energy deposit
changes. O n the other hand, when we com pare s and 5, for showers w ith the

sam e energy but di erent prin ary, the di erences are m uch larger.

2 ttihg with constant age param eters kads to worse 2=ndf value, as shown in

Tablk 4.
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O n thebasis of F igure 9, one expects di erences in the size of shower in age for
the sam e energy, but di erent prin ary. To study thise ect m ore precisely, we
show in Figure 10B the integral of energy deposit Fy (r) for iron and proton
shape function at 10 E€V . It can be seen that 90% of energy deposit &2lls
within 125 m from the shower axis n case of proton shower, and within 149
m for iron shower. The inage soot size is about 45 and 54 for proton
and iron, resgpectively. A t of a functional form as given by Eqg. 17 to the
fraction of energy deposit in iron showers leads to ape = 5579 183 m
and br. = 1805 0038 and in proton showers a, = 5424 153 m and
k, = 1:928 0:033.Thus, the size of shower in age for iron showers r. and
proton one , can be calculated using ormula (18) with appropriate values
of param eters; an exam pl is shown in Figure 10C . The size of iron shower
In age is always larger by about 13% than proton one for all distances. In
Figure 10D the relativedi erenceg= ( re p)= re between iron and proton
shower in age size versus fraction of light is presented. It can be seen that
di erences In the In age soot size between iron and proton increase when we
take into acoount a larger fraction of the energy deposit. W e note that the
di erence g was caloulated assum ing the sam e distance to the shower, but
not the sam e altitude of the proton and iron shower m axinum . & should
therefore be checked ifthe cbserved di erence between iron and proton in age
is only an atm ospheric e ect given by the di erent ocalvalie of ry in air.
T his atm ospheric e ect can be estin ated using the M oliere radius for proton
and iron showers at their m axin a and can be calculated using the equation
g= 1 1y ge=lu p. Sce the M oliere radius for iron 1y pe = 110 m and
for proton 1, , = 104 m, the relative di erence in the shower in age due to
the atm ospheric e ect isg ’ 6% . Thus, half of the di erence between the
prin aries visbl in g presented In Figure 10D is caused by this atm ospheric

e ect.
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In Figure 11 the iIn uence of uctuations in proton and iron shower shape
function ofenergy deposit are presented. F luctuations in proton showerpro le
lead to changes In the size ofthe shower In age ofabout 1 .H owever, the In age

of a proton shower is always an aller than iron shower in age.

34 Detaild simulations of the shower im age

This section summ arizes resuls presented until now with one m odi cation:

we show the shower I age including all Iight com ponents.

Figure 12 shows the size of the shower inage  ocontaining 90% or 67% of
light as a function ofdistance R from the FD to the shower, for showers w ith
di erent core distanceR , .A com parison ofthe show er in age derived using the
two-din ensional CORSIK A histogram s and that given by the NKG function
ismade for two di erent shower energies. It is evident that the in age size
In the showerm axin um is lndependent of energy in the NKG approxin ation
and that the NKG approxin ation leads to larger sizes of shower in age than
those derived from CORSIKA .M oreover, for a shower w ith higher energy the
In age size from CORSIKA is slightly an aller than the size at lower energy.
These di erences can be understood when we take into account the variation
of the shape function In these cases, whith were discussed earlier and shown
In Figures 3A, 6A and 7A .For exam ple, Figure 7A show s that the values of
the shape function at 100 EeV are larger than those at 10 E€V at distances
to the shower axis an aller than 10 m . Shce we calculate the w idths of these
functions at distances corresoonding to 90% or 67% of the total signal, we
expect that the width at the higher energy willbe an aller. A sim ilare ect is
observed when one com pares the shape functions In the NKG and CORSIKA

approxin ations, (see Figure 6A). In this case one expects that the width of
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the shape function in the NKG approxin ation w illbe Jarger than that derived
from CORSIKA .In cass ofthe NKG approxin ation, the changes of the shape
functions w ith energy are negligble, as seen in F igure 3A ; the observed an all

di erences are only due to di erent distances to the shower.

4 C onclusion

Shower im age sinulations m ore accurate than available until now are pre—
sented, which hoorporate a m ore realistic distrbution of uorescence light
an itted by the shower. The in age sin ulations are based on distrioutions of
energy deposited by the shower in air as derived from CORSIKA . A com—
parison of the size of the shower in age obtained usihg CORSIKA and that
given by the NKG function wasm ade for di erent energies and prin ary parti-
cles.Toa rstapproxin ation, the resuls ofthese two com pletely independent

m ethods (@nalytical versus M onte C arlo) show quite reasonable agreem ent.

T he in age oot size derived from CORSIKA isan allerby about 15% com pared
to the NKG approxin ation.Thisdi erence ism ainly due to the di erences In

lateral particle distrbutions In the NKG and CORSIKA approxin ation.

T he energy deposit distribution from CORSIKA Ileads to a dependence of the
size of shower In age on the prin ary particle, so that studies of the shower

In age m ay be helpful for the prin ary particle identi cation.
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Tabk 1
Average values of depth of rst interaction X ¢, depth of shower m axmum X ax

and altitude of showerm ax H , (@bove sea level) for vertical show ers cbtained from

CORSIKA.

E0 XO Xmax Hz

EevV) (@/an?) (@/an?) (m)

o) 10 44 4 757 2572
100 421 805 2.034
Fe 10 106 696 3241
100 8.7 746 2695
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Tablk 2

Size of shower Im age and distance r around the shower axis containing 90% and
67% of uorescence light n the NKG approxin ation for vertical proton showers of
di erent E g and zenih angl  landing at a distance of 3 km from the eye and
ocbserved from R=3.16 km . Addiionally, the local M oliere radiis ry is shown at

showerm axim a.

Eo 905 Toos 675  Ters I
Eev) (deg) (deg) m) deg) () )

10 0 569 157 2.10 58 104

10 45 700 194 259 71 128
100 0 542 150 2.00 55 99
100 45 6.68 184 247 68 122

Tablk 3
Size of shower in age and distance r containig 90% and 67% of uorescence light

for vertical proton showers of di erent zenith angle at energy 10 E€V.

920% Toos 67% Te7s

(deg) (deg) m ) (deg) (m )
0 452 125 153 42
45 615 170 226 65
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Tablk 4
F itting param eters of NK G ~type functions (5, , s and N, .x at shower m axin um )
to shape functions obtained using CORSIK A lateral distrbbution of energy deposit.

I, (5= 1) is the value cbtained using xed values of s param eter at shower m axi-

mum .
Eq T s Ny ax 2=ndf Iy (s=1) 2=ndf
EeV) m) 10%° particles) )
P 10 981 02 0844 0001 1572 0001 3.95 58 41
100 9657 02 0765 0:001 16:492 0004 200 46 83
Fe 10 465 09 14181 0009 1532 0001 126 68 16
100 46% 08 1201 0:008 15:349 0:008 122 65 1.7
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Fig.1l.Energy dependence of nitrogen uorescence between 300 and 400 nm in dry
air at the pressure 760 mm Hg. The scak of uorescence yield is adjusted so that

the 1.4 M &V point lies on the dE =dX curve (taken from Ref. [11]).

Fig.2. Geometry of an EA S as seen by the uorescence detector. P hotons which

arrive sim ulaneously to the FD originate from surface S. See text for m ore details.
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