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A bstract

Spatialdistributions ofenergy deposited by an extensive air shower in the atm o-

spherethrough ionization,asobtained from theCO RSIK A sim ulation program ,are

used to �nd the uorescence lightdistribution in the opticalim age ofthe shower.

Theshowerim agederived in thisway issom ewhatsm allerthan thatobtained from

theNKG lateraldistribution ofparticlesin theshower.Thesizeoftheim ageshows

a sm alldependenceon the prim ary particle type.
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1 Introduction

Theuorescencem ethod ofextensiveairshowerdetection isbased on record-

ing lightem itted by airm oleculesexcited by charged particlesoftheshower.

For very high energies ofthe prim ary particle,enough uorescence light is

produced by thelargenum berofsecondariesin thecascading processso that

the shower can be recorded from a distance ofm any kilom eters by an ap-

propriateopticaldetectorsystem [1,2].Astheam ountofuorescencelightis

closely correlated totheparticlecontentofashower,itprovidesacalorim etric

m easureoftheprim ary energy.

Theparticlesin an airshowerarestrongly collim ated around theshoweraxis.

M ostofthem arespread atdistancessm allerthan severaltensofm etersfrom

the axis,so that when viewed from a large distance,the shower resem bles

a lum inouspointon the sky.Therefore,a one-dim ensionalapproxim ation of

the showerasbeing a pointsource m ightbe adequate in m any casesregard-

ing theshowerreconstruction.Form oredetailed studies,however,thespatial

spread ofparticlesin the showerhasto be taken into account.Thisisespe-

cially im portantfornearby showers,wheretheshowerim age,i.e.theangular

distribution oflightrecorded by a uorescence detector(FD),m ay be larger

than thedetectorresolution.

Theim ageofashowerhasbeen studied in Ref.[3],whereitwasshown thatfor

adisk-likedistribution ofthelightem itted around theshoweraxis,theshower

im agehasacircularshape,even when viewed perpendiculartotheshoweraxis.

Analyticalstudiesincludinglateralparticledistributionsparam eterized bythe

Nishim ura-Kam ata-Greisen (NKG) function or estim ates based on average

particledistributionstaken from CORSIKA [4]werediscussed in Ref.[5]and

Ref.[6],respectively.
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In thispaper,detailed M onteCarlo sim ulationsoftheshowerim agebased on

the spatialenergy depositdistributionsofindividualshowersare perform ed.

By using the energy deposit ofthe shower particles as calculated by COR-

SIKA [7],theprevioussim pli�ed assum ption ofa constantuorescence yield

perparticle isavoided.Assum ing a proportionality between the uorescence

yield and ionization density,thelightem itted by each segm entoftheshoweris

determ ined.A conceptisdeveloped totreattheshowerasathree-dim ensional

object,additionally taking into accountthe tim e inform ation on photonsar-

riving atthe FD.In contrast to previous analyticalstudies,shower uctua-

tionsaspredicted by the showersim ulation code are preserved and studied.

Propagation ofthelighttowardsthedetector,including lightattenuation and

scatteringin theatm osphereissim ulated,sothatthephoton uxatthedetec-

toriscalculated.Theresultingdistribution ofphotonsarrivingsim ultaneously

atthedetector,i.e.theshowerim age,iscom pared toresultsobtained byusing

the NKG approxim ation ofparticle distribution in the shower.The com pari-

son isperform ed fordi�erentshowerenergiesand di�erentprim ary particles.

In particular,itischecked whethertheshowerwidth dependson theprim ary

particletype.

The plan ofthe paper is the following:de�nition ofthe shower width and

algorithm sofuorescencelightproduction aredescribed in Section 2.In Sec-

tion 3 the size ofshower im age in the NKG and CORSIKA approaches is

calculated and its dependence on prim ary energy,zenith angle and prim ary

particleisdiscussed.Conclusionsaregiven in Section 4.
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2 Sim ulations

2.1 Showerwidth and shape function

Given an opticalim aging system forrecording thelightem itted by a shower,

theshowerwidth isde�ned asthem inim um angulardiam eter� oftheim age

spotcontaining a certain fraction F(�)ofthetotallightrecorded by theFD.

Theim ageisconsidered toberecorded instantaneously,i.e.withanintegration

tim esuch thatthecorresponding angularshowerm ovem entiswellbelow the

angularresolution ofthedetector.

Fourm ain com ponentsoflightcontribution can bedistinguished:(i)uores-

cence light,with isotropic em ission;(ii)directCherenkov radiation,em itted

prim arily in the forward direction;(iii) Rayleigh-scattered Cherenkov light;

(iv)M ie-scattered Cherenkov light.Therelativecontributionsofthesecom po-

nentsdepend on thegeom etry oftheshowerwith respectto thedetector[8],

but in m ost cases the uorescence light dom inates the recorded signal.As-

sum ing only m inore�ectson the showerwidth by absorption and scattering

processes during the uorescence light propagation from the shower to the

detector,the lightfraction F(�)ism ainly determ ined by the corresponding

lightfraction F(r)em itted around theshoweraxis

F(r)=

rZ

0

f(r)2�rdr ; (1)

where f(r)isthe (norm alized)lateraldistribution ofuorescence lightem it-

ted.Them ain task isthereforeto derivef(r),which isalso referred to asthe

shapefunction,sincethebrightnessdistribution oftheshowerim agedepends

on the shape off(r).The shape functionsin di�erentm ethodsofevaluating

uorescence lightproduction described in the following,i.e.in the NKG and
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CORSIKA approach,andfordi�erentprim aryparticletypesintheCORSIKA

approach willbecom pared.

Photonpropagationtowardsthedetectorissim ulatedbasedontheHybrid fadc

sim ulation software[9],includingRayleigh scatteringon airm oleculesand M ie

scattering on aerosols.The�nalshowerim ageisconstructed by recording the

photons that arrive sim ultaneously at the detector [5].These photons that

form an instantaneousim ageoftheshower,originatefrom a rangeofshower

developm ent stages.Thus,fora precise description ofthe shower im age,we

need to take into account also the geom etricaltim e delays ofthe photons

com ing from thesestages,aswillbediscussed later.

Since thiswork isintended asa generalstudy,the resulting photon distribu-

tion afterlight propagation isassum ed to be recorded by an idealdetector.

Possible e�ects ofspeci�c detector conditions such as spatialresolution or

triggerthresholdswillalso becom m ented on,however.Investigationsspeci�c

to theuorescencedetectorsofthePierreAugerObservatory aredescribed in

Ref.[10]

2.2 Fluorescence lightproduction

As the shower develops in the atm osphere,it dissipates m ost ofits energy

by exciting and ionizing airm oleculesalong itspath.From de-excitation,UV

radiation isem itted with a spectrum peaked between 300 and 400 nm (three

m ajorlinesat337.1nm ,357.7nm ,391.4nm ).M easurem entshaveshown that

thevariation oftheuorescenceyield n;0,i.e.thenum berofphotonsem itted

perunitlength alongacharged particletrack,asafunction ofaltitudeisquite

sm allforelectronsofconstantenergy.Forexam ple,them easured uorescence

yield ofan 80M eV electron variesbylessthan 12% around an averagevalueof
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4.8photons/m overan e�ectivealtituderangeof20km in theatm osphere[11].

Thism otivatestosom eextenttheuseofaconstant,averageuorescenceyield

pershowerparticle,aswillbedescribed in theNKG approach (section 2.2.1).

On the other hand,since the uorescence light is induced by ionizing and

exciting the m olecules ofthe am bient air,the uorescence yield is expected

to depend on theionization density along a charged particletrack [11,12,13].

M ostshower particles contributing to the energy depositin airhave kinetic

energiesfrom sub-M eV up to severalhundred M eV [7]which isin theenergy

rangeofconsiderable dependence ofionization density on particleenergy.As

an exam ple,a m easurem entoftheairuorescenceyield [11]between 300 and

400 nm at pressure 760 m m Hg is shown in Figure 1.The solid line repre-

sents the electron energy loss dE =dX as a function ofthe electron energy.

The m inim um ofthis curve corresponds to 1.4 M eV electrons with energy

losshdE =dX ij1:4M eV = 1:668 M eV/gcm �2 and uorescence yield n;0 = 3:25

photonsperm eter.W enotethatdE =dX increasesby about50% forenergies

from 1.0 M eV to 100 M eV,so the energy spectrum ofelectrons in a shower

and its variations with atm ospheric depth should be taken into account for

an accurate determ ination oftheuorescence em ission ofthe shower.There-

fore to obtain a m ore realistic sim ulation ofthe spatialdistribution oflight

production,thedistribution oftheenergy depositin theshowerisused in the

CORSIKA approach (section 2.2.2),where additionally the tem perature and

density dependence oftheuorescence yield istaken into account.
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2.2.1 NKG approach

In the usualtreatm entthatwasalso used in a previousstudy ofthe shower

im age[5],theuorescence lightem itted by a showeriscalculated from [2]:

d2N 

dld

’
n;0N e

4�

"

photon

srm

#

(2)

wheren;0 isa constantvalueoftotaluorescenceyield.Thetotalnum berof

particlesN e =
R
�N (X ;r)2�rdrisgiven by theGaisser-Hillasfunction [1]

N e(X )= N m ax

�
X � X 0

X m ax � X 0

� (X m ax�X 0)=�

exp((X m ax � X )=�) (3)

whereN m ax isthenum berofparticlesatshowerm axim um given by [14]

N m ax = 0:7597

 

E 0[GeV ]

109

! 1:010

� 109 (4)

and �N (X ;r) is density ofelectrons in the shower given by the Nishim ura-

Kam ata-Greisen (NKG)form ula [15]

�N (X ;r)=
N e(X )

r2M
(
r

rM
)s�2 (1+

r

rM
)(s�4:5)

�(4:5� s)

2��(s)�(4:5� 2s)
; (5)

X istheatm osphericslantdepth,X 0 thedepth of�rstinteraction,X m ax the

depth ofshowerm axim um ,� thehadronicinteraction length in air(com m only

�xed to a value of70 g/cm 2),s the shower age param eter(s = 1 atshower

m axim um )and rM theM oli�ereradius.

TheM oli�ereradiusisanaturaltransversescalesetby m ultiplescattering,and

it determ ines the lateralspread ofthe shower.Since the electron radiation

length (the cascade unit) in air depends on tem perature and pressure,the

M oli�ere radiusvariesalong the showerpath.The distribution ofparticlesin

a showerata given depth dependson thehistory ofthechangesofrM along
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theshowerpath ratherthan on thelocalrM valueatthisdepth.To takethis

into account,one usesthe rM value calculated at2 cascade unitsabove the

currentdepth [16]:

rM [m ]= 272:5
T[K](

P [m b]�73:94cos�
P [m b]

)1:=5:25588

P[m b]� 73:94cos�
: (6)

IntheNKG approach wekeep aconstantvalueofuorescenceyield n;0 = 4:02

photonsperm eter,asused by the HiResgroup [2].The spatialdistribution

ofem itted light is therefore also given by the NKG form ula,and the shape

function followsfrom Eq.(5)asfN K G (r)= �N (X ;r)=N e(X ).Theuorescence

lightfraction FN K G (r)using equation (1)can then bedeterm ined analytically

by thenorm alized incom pletebeta function,

FN K G (r)= Ix(a;b)=
1

B (a;b)

xZ

0

u
a�1 (1� u)b�1 du (7)

wherex = 1=(1+ rM =r),a = s,b= 4:5� 2sandB (a;b)isEuler’sbetafunction.

Using the seriesexpansion ofIx(a;b),[17]the uorescence lightfraction can

begiven by

FN K G (r)=

 

1

1+ rM
r

! 4:5�s
1

sB (s;4:5� 2s)

0

@ 1+

1X

n= 0

B (s+ 1;n + 1)

B (4:5� s;n + 1)

 

1

1+ rM
r

! n+ 1
1

A (8)

Fors= 1 form ula (8)reducesto

FN K G (r)= 1�

�

1+
r

rM

�
�2:5

: (9)

Inverting the above equation and taking into accountthe distance from the

detectortotheshower(R)wecan �nd theangularsize�N K G thatcorresponds

to a certain fraction ofthetotaluorescence lightsignal:

�N K G = 2arctan

�
r

R

�

= 2arctan(
rM

R
((1� FN K G (r))

�0:4
� 1)): (10)
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2.2.2 CORSIKA approach based on energy deposit

In contrast to the NKG approach,the uorescence light production in the

CORSIKA approach is connected to the localenergy release ofthe shower

particlesin theair;additionally,a dependenceoftheyield on thelocalatm o-

sphericconditionsistaken into account:

n;0(�)= ��(P;T)
�

hc

dE

dX
�air

"

photon

m

#

(11)

where��(P;T)istheuorescencee�ciency;� air,P and T aredensity,pressure

and tem peratureofair,respectively;� isthephoton wavelength,cisspeed of

lightand h isthePlanck constant.

In the CORSIKA showersim ulation program ,the energy lossdE =dX ofthe

showerparticlesiscalculated in detail,taking into accountalso thecontribu-

tion ofparticlesbelow the sim ulation energy threshold [7].W e extended the

codetoobtain aspatialdistribution oftheenergy deposit.Thiso�ersthepos-

sibility toconstructashowersim ulation chain which allowsthecom parison of

quantitiesvery closeto them easured ones,e.g.photon ux ordistribution of

lightreceived atthe detectororeven perpixelasa function oftim e.In par-

ticular,shower-to-showeructuationsgenerated by CORSIKA are preserved

in thisway.

The adopted airshowersim ulation partofthe sim ulation chain isillustrated

in Figure2.A two-dim ensionalenergy depositdistribution around theshower

axisisstored in histogram sduring thesim ulation processfordi�erentatm o-

spheric depths.By interpolation between the di�erent atm ospheric levels,a

com plete description ofthespatialenergy depositdistribution oftheshower,

takingintoaccountalsothegeom etricaltim edelays,isachieved.M orespeci�-

cally,thelateralenergy deposit�E (X i;r)iscalculated for20 horizontallayers
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of�X = 1 g/cm 2.Each observation levelcorresponds to a certain vertical

atm ospheric depth,the �rst one to X 1 = 120 g/cm 2 and the last one to

X 20 = 870 g/cm 2.

The sim ultaneous photons,which constitute an instantaneous im age ofthe

shower,originate from a range ofshower developm ent stages [5],from the

surface S as shown in Figure 2.These sim ultaneous photons are de�ned as

thosewhich arriveattheFD during a shorttim ewindow �t.During this�t

(corresponding to a sm allchange ofthe showerposition in the sky by �� =

0:04� aschosen inthecode)theshowerfrontm ovesdownward alongtheshower

axisby asm alldistanceR��.Thism eansthatthesm allelem entofsurfaceS

in polarcoordinatescorrespondstoasm allvolum e�V = r���rR��,where

�� and �r arestepsin theazim uth angleand in theradialdirection relative

to the shower axis and R is the distance from the FD to the volum e �V .

Thevolum e�V islocated between two CORSIKA observation levelsX i and

X i+ 1.Thedistancebetween thesetwo levelsisdivided into N sublevels,each

ofthem labeled by n.Duetothesm allspacingbetween thechosen CORSIKA

levels,the value ofenergy deposit within the volum e �V atdistance r can

then beconstructed su�ciently wellby linearinterpolation:

�E (X n;r)=
(N � n)�E (X i;r)+ n�E (X i+ 1;r)

N
: (12)

An additionallinearinterpolation in radialdirection between binsoftheCOR-

SIKA outputwasused to �nd thedensity �E (X n;r)oftheenergy deposit.
1

1 The step used in radial direction is �r = 1 m and the binning of the two-

dim ensionalCO RSIK A histogram s of energy deposit is 1 m � 1 m at distances

sm allerthan 20 m to showeraxis,and 10 m � 10 m atlargerdistances.
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Using the above interpolation,the num ber ofphotons N  from the volum e

�V thatareem itted towardstheFD can becalculated as:

N  =
�E (X n;r)dS

hdE =dX ij1:4M eV

16X

i= 1

�igi(�;T)
��A

4�Rp

(13)

where iruns over 16 wavelength bins,�i is the uorescence yield for a 1.4

M eV electron at pressure of760 m m Hg and tem perature of14� C,dS is

a projection ofthe surface r���r into surface perpendicular to direction

ofthe shower axis,hdE =dX ij1:4M eV is the electron energy loss evaluated at

1.4 M eV,A is the light collecting area ofthe FD,R p is the shower im pact

param eter with respect to the FD and gi(�;T) is a function describing the

dependence ofthe uorescence yield on the density � and tem perature T of

the air.Kakim oto etal.[11]provided an analyticalform ula forgi(�;T).For

the391.4 nm uorescence line(13th bin in form ula (13))

g13(�;T)=
�A2

F1(1+ �B2

p
T)

(14)

and fortherestoftheuorescence spectrum

gi(�;T)=
�A1

2:760F1(1+ �B1

p
T)

(15)

where � isin unitsofg/cm3 and T isin Kelvin.F1,A 1,A 2,B 1 and B 2 are

constantsandare1:044� 10�5 ,0.929cm 2g�1 ,0.574cm 2g�1 ,1850cm 3g�1 K �1=2 ,

6500 cm 3g�1 K �1=2 ,respectively. The value of 2.760 photon/m is the total

uorescence yield outsidethe391 nm band.

In theCORSIKA sim ulationsperform ed forthisanalysis,electrom agneticin-

teractions are treated by an upgraded version [18]ofthe EGS4 [19]code.

High-energy hadronic interactionsare calculated by the QGSJET [20]inter-

action m odel.To reduce com puting tim e for the sim ulation ofhigh-energy
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events,a thinning algorithm [21]isselected within CORSIKA:Only a subset

ofthesecondary particlesthathaveenergiesbelow a speci�ed fraction ofthe

prim ary energy are tracked in detail.An appropriate weight is attached to

each tracked particleto assureenergy conservation.Thearti�cialuctuations

introduced by thinning are su�ciently sm all,when a thinning levelof10 �6

with optim um weightlim itation [18,22,23]hasbeen chosen.Thisweightlim -

itation stopsthinning in case oflarge particle weightsand includesdi�erent

weightlim itsfortheelectrom agneticcom ponentcom pared to them uonicand

hadronicones.

3 R esults

Sim ulation runswereperform ed forproton and iron showersfordi�erentpri-

m ary energy E 0.Thedepth of�rstinteraction X 0 in theNKG approxim ation

waschosen according to the average depth X 0 from CORSIKA,see Table 1.

Showers landing at variable core distance R p = 2;3;:::;11 and 12 km were

studied.The results shown in the following refer to the shower m axim um ,

wherealso theuorescence em ission islargest.

3.1 Showerim age in the NKG approach

Theshapefunction ofparticledensity fN K G (r)atshowerm axim um isshown

in Figure3A forverticaland inclined (� = 45�)showerswith E 0 = 10EeV and

E 0 = 100 EeV.Itcan beseen thattheseshapefunctionsarealm ostidentical.

Som e di�erences between verticaland inclined showers are seen only atdis-

tancesto showeraxislargerthan ’ 50 m .Thedi�erencesaredueto changes

oftheM oli�ereradiuswith altitude:a largerzenith angleoftheshowerim plies
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a higherposition ofthe showerm axim um and in consequence a largervalue

ofthe M oli�ere radius.Since the M oli�ere radiusdeterm inesthe lateralspread

ofparticles in the shower,for inclined showers the shape function fN K G (r)

becom esbroader.A sim ilare�ectcan beobserved forshowerswith thesam e

geom etry,butdi�erentenergies(showerswith lowerenergy havea higherpo-

sition ofthem axim um and alsoalargerM oli�ereradius)butin thesecasesthe

di�erencesarem uch sm aller.

In the NKG approach the size ofthe showerim age�N K G isconnected to the

width oftheshapefunction ofparticledensity fN K G (r)and can becalculated

atshowerm axim um usingEq.(10)for�xed M oli�ereradius,fraction ofuores-

cence lightFN K G (r)and the detector-to-showerdistance R.The appropriate

FN K G (r)functionsforshowerspresented in Figure3A areshown in Figure3B.

It is seen that 90% (67% ) ofuorescence light em itted (i.e.ofshower par-

ticles) are found within distances about 160 m (58 m ) around shower axis

forverticalshowers and about190 m (70 m ) forinclined showers.The cor-

responding angularwidth ofuorescence lightdistributions atthe detector,

positioned forinstance atR = 3:16 km ,in these casesisabout5.7� (2�)for

verticalshowers and 7.0� (2.6�)forinclined showers.In Table 2 the sizes of

showerim agecontaining 90% and 67% ofthesignalaccording toform ula (10)

arelisted.Thereisabout5% di�erencein theim agespotsizeofshowerswith

the sam e zenith angle butdi�erentenergy,and about19% between inclined

and verticalshowers.In Figure3C thedependence ofshowerim ageversusR

in the NKG approach is shown.The 90% spot size exceeds 1:5� forvertical

(inclined) showers at distances sm aller than 12 km (14.5 km ).W ith typical

FD pixelresolution of1{1:5�,theshowerim agewillcoverm orethan onepixel

atthesedistances.Foracorrectprim ary energy determ ination oftheseevents,

the uorescence lightin the neighboring pixelshasto be taken into account.
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For exam ple,at R = 3:16 km the fraction oflight outside the circle corre-

sponding to pixel�eld ofview (1:5� in diam eter)isabout40% ,asm arked by

theverticaldashed linein Figure3B,butonly about10% iftheR increases4

tim es(increasingR leadstoproportionaldecreasingofim agesize).Neglecting

thise�ectwould resultin a signi�cantunderestim ation ofthe reconstructed

prim ary energy,especially fornearby showers.The analysis ofFigure 3 and

Table 2 leadsto the following conclusion:in case ofthe NKG approxim ation

the size ofthe showerim age isindependentofthe prim ary energy forshow-

ers at the sam e developm ent stage and geom etry.In other words,the sam e

M oli�ereradiusand showerageim ply thesam eshapeoffN K G (r)function and

in consequence lead to thesam espotsizeoftheshowerim age.

In the above estim ation ofshower im age we have neglected the inuence of

Rayleigh-and M ie-scattered and direct Cherenkov light distribution on the

showerim agesize.To estim atethise�ect,relativedi�erencesbetween shower

im agesobtained using these additionalcontributionsto the uorescence ux

with respecttouorescenceonly areshown in Figure4.Theadditionalcontri-

butionsto the uorescence lightincrease the im agesize on average by about

7% (3% )within theim agesizecontaining90% (67% )oflightandthesechanges

ofshowerim agesize slightly depend on R.These changescan bewellunder-

stood ifwe take into account the Rayleigh scattering,which is the second

dom inant com ponent in the totalsignalforthe studied geom etry.It is well

known that Rayleigh scattering probability is proportionalto (1 + cos2�),

where � isthe anglebetween the direction ofphoton em ission and the direc-

tion towardsthe FD.Since � increases fora verticalshower with increasing

R,so the Rayleigh scattering probability and also contribution ofRayleigh-

scattered lighttotheshowerim agewillbesm aller.W enotefrom Figure4that

thiscontribution dependson thefraction oflightconsidered:itislargerwhen
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westudy 90% oflightthan for67% .Thism eansthatin the"center"ofshower

im ageuorescencedom inates,butitislessin the"tail".Theshowerim agein

the scattered lightistherefore larger,although the "scattered" contribution

issm allfortheconsidered geom etries.In thefollowing weconcentrateon the

m ain com ponent,theunscattered uorescence light.

3.2 Com parison ofshowerim age in the NKG and CORSIKA approaches

In thissection we study the di�erencesbetween the calculated lateraldistri-

butions ofenergy deposit in the NKG and CORSIKA approaches and their

inuence on the showerim age.W e assum e thatuorescence em m ision dom -

inates the received signaland that the distribution oflight em itted by the

showerisproportionalto thedistribution ofenergy deposit:f(r)� �E (X ;r).

For this purpose,in Figure 5A we show the calculated lateraldistributions

ofthe energy depositversusthe distancesto the showeraxisatany pointof

surfaceS (seeFigure2).In caseoftheNKG approxim ation,thelateraldensity

ofenergy deposit(dashed line)iscalculated using thefollowing form ula:

�N K G (X ;r)= hdE =dX iN m axfN K G (r) (16)

where hdE =dX iistheenergy lossofan electron corresponding to a constant

valueoftheaverageuorescence yield n;0 = 4:02 photonsperm eter.

In case ofthe CORSIKA approach,the energy depositdensity (solid line in

Figure5A)wasobtained usingthetwo-dim ensionalhistogram ofdE =dX .Itis

seen thatthedensity ofenergy depositobtained using CORSIKA histogram s

becom eslargerthan NKG atdistancesto showeraxissm allerthan 45 m .In

theNKG approxim ation,itisassum ed thatallparticleslosethesam eam ount

ofenergy and thattheshapeofthelateraldistribution ofenergy deposithas
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thesam e(NKG)functionalform .Plotsin Figures5B and 5C show thatthese

assum ptionsarenotstrictlyvalid.In Figure5B weseethattheparticledensity

calculated from the NKG form ula (dashed line)isdi�erentfrom the particle

density from CORSIKA (solid line).Thedi�erencein thelateraldistribution

ofenergy deposit is m ainly caused by this di�erence in the lateralparticle

distribution.A m inoradditionale�ecton the shape function isgiven by the

averageenergy lossperparticle.In Figure5C thecalculated relativedi�erence

z = 1 � hdE =dX i=hdE =dX iCO R between average energy losses ofelectrons

hdE =dX iin CORSIKA and NKG approach isshown.TheaverageCORSIKA

energy loss is always larger than energy loss in the NKG approach and the

di�erencesvarieswith distance from showeraxis.Thisreectsa variation of

the distribution ofkinetic energy ofparticles around the shower axis,with

m ore energetic particles being closer to the axis.Qualitatively,a narrower

lateralparticle distribution is expected forthe CORSIKA proton events,as

theelectrom agnetic com ponentisperm anently fed from high-energy hadrons

collim ated around theaxis.TheNKG approxim ation,on thecontrary,rather

reectsa purely electrom agneticshowerbehavior.

In Figure 6A,the norm alized distribution ofenergy depositfrom Figure 5A

(theshapefunction ofenergy depositfE (r))in theNKG and CORSIKA ap-

proxim ationsareshown.W eseethatfordistanceto showeraxissm allerthan

25 m the CORSIKA shape function becom es considerably larger than the

NKG one.Fitting CORSIKA data with a NKG-type function with �xed age

s= 1 leadsto an e�ective valueofthe M oli�ereradiusrm = 58 m .Thisvalue

is about50% sm aller than the originalM oli�ere radius (rM = 104 m )in the

NKG approach.Thisim pliesthatthedi�erencesin theNKG and CORSIKA

approacheswilllead to di�erentsizesofshower im age.To estim ate thisdif-

ference m oreprecisely,�rstwecalculate thefraction ofenergy depositFE (r)
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based on fE (r)in CORSIKA and NKG approaches(seeFigure6B).Nextwe

�ta two-param eterfunction

FE (r)= 1�

�

1+
r

a

�
�b

: (17)

which ism otivated by the functionalform derived in Eq.(9),to the fraction

ofenergy deposit.The �t leads to the following values ofparam eters a =

54:24� 1:53 m and b = 1:928� 0:033.Using the above param eterization of

FE (r),we �nd the angularsize �CO R corresponding to a given percentage of

uorescence lightFE (r)in theCORSIKA approach:

�CO R = 2arctan(
a

R
((1� FE (r))

�1=b
� 1)): (18)

Thesizeofshowerim age�N K G in theNKG approach can becalculated using

Eq.(10).In Figure6C theshowerim agesize�N K G and �CO R containing90% of

lightareshown.W ecan seethattheshowerim agein NKG approach islarger

by about23% than in CORSIKA.Finally,wecalculatetherelativedi�erence

k between the size ofshower im age in NKG and CORSIKA approach as a

function ofpercentageofuorescencelightaccordingtothefollowingform ula:

k =
�N K G � �CO R

�N K G
’ 1�

a

rM

(1� FE (r))
�1=b � 1

(1� FN K G (r))
�0:4 � 1

: (19)

Thevariation ofk isshown in Figure6D.

3.3 Showerim age in the CORSIKA approach

3.3.1 Dependence on prim ary energy

The shape functions ofCORSIKA lateraldistributions for proton showers

with prim ary energies E 0 = 10 EeV (dashed line) and 100 EeV (solid line)
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are shown in Figure 7A.Itisseen thatthe higherenergy leadsto a slightly

narrowershapefunction fordistancesabove10m toshoweraxis.Thisim plies

thatthesizeoftheshowerim agewilldecreasewithincreasingenergy.Figures7

B,C and D con�rm thisresult.Thevariation oftheim agesizeisrathersm all:

below 7% in fullFE (r) range.W e note that the variation ofthe im age size

with energy isalm ostthesam easthatin theNKG approach (section 3.1).

3.3.2 Dependence on zenith angle

The integralofenergy deposit FE (r) for proton showers with zenith angles

� = 0o and � = 45o at energy 10 EeV is shown in Figure 8A.90% ofthe

energy deposit isfound within the distance of125 m for� = 0o and 170 m

for� = 45o around the shower axis.This m eansthatthe im age spotsize is

about 4.52� and 6.15�,respectively (see also Table 3).A �t ofa functional

form as given in Eq.(17) to the fraction FE (r) ofthe energy deposit leads

to a45 = 137:2 � 3:4 m and b45 = 2:86 � 0:05 for the inclined shower and

to a0 = 54:24� 1:53 m and b0 = 1:928� 0:033 forthe verticalshower.Using

theseparam eters,wecan�nd theangularsizeoftheshowerim ageaccordingto

form ula (18)and therelativedi�erencebetween showerswith di�erentzenith

angles:

kCO R =
�45� � �0�

�45�
’ 1�

a0

a45

(1� FE (r))
�1=b 0 � 1

(1� FE (r))
�1=b 45 � 1

: (20)

where �0� and �45� are angular sizes ofshower im age for � = 0� and � =

45�,respectively.The ratio kCO R versus fraction oflight FE (r) is shown in

Figure 8B.Itisinteresting to com pare these di�erenceswith those observed

in the NKG approach.In the NKG approach,the size ofthe shower im age

depends on the M oli�ere radius (equation (10)),so for the sam e fraction of

light FE (r) the relative di�erences for shower with di�erent zenith angle is
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given by

kN K G =
�N K G ;45� � �N K G ;0�

�N K G ;45�
’ 1�

rM ;0�

rM ;45�
; (21)

where rM ;45� and rM ;0� are the M oli�ere radiicorresponding to the position

ofshower m axim um forinclined and verticalshower,respectively.Using rM

values from Table 2,we obtain kN K G = 19% .W e note that this value does

not depend on the fraction oflight FE (r) (horizontalline in Figure 8B),in

contrastto thedi�erence kCO R,which strongly decreaseswith FE (r).

3.3.3 Dependence on prim ary particle type

Average lateraldistributionsofenergy depositin showerswith di�erentpri-

m ary particleand energy arepresented in Figure9.Thelinesrepresentthree-

param eter�tsofNKG-typefunctionstodatapoints;theparam etersareshown

in Table 4.The rm and s are only e�ective �tting param eters,not "real"

M oli�ere radius and age param eter.The NKG function describes the COR-

SIKA distribution ofenergy depositvery wellclose to showeraxis,butwith

non-conventionalrm and s.2 Itseem sthatsuch param eterization willbeuse-

fulto calculate quickly the uorescence signalusing form ula (13).Variation

ofthe param eters(rm ,s)with energy isnotstrong.Forinstance,in case of

proton showers rm varies by about 2% between 10 and 100 EeV and the s

param eter varies by about 9% .This m eans that at �rst approxim ation the

shape ofenergy deposit density around the shower m axim um seem s to be

alm ost independent ofenergy,although the am ount oftotalenergy deposit

changes.On theotherhand,when wecom paresand rm forshowerswith the

sam eenergy butdi�erentprim ary,thedi�erencesarem uch larger.

2 �tting with constant age param eters leads to worse �2=ndf value,as shown in

Table 4.
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On thebasisofFigure9,oneexpectsdi�erencesin thesizeofshowerim agefor

thesam eenergy,butdi�erentprim ary.To study thise�ectm oreprecisely,we

show in Figure 10B the integralofenergy depositFE (r)foriron and proton

shape function at 10 EeV.It can be seen that 90% ofenergy deposit falls

within 125 m from the showeraxisin case ofproton shower,and within 149

m for iron shower.The im age spot size is about 4.5� and 5.4� for proton

and iron,respectively.A �t ofa functionalform as given by Eq.17 to the

fraction ofenergy deposit in iron showers leads to aF e = 55:79 � 1:83 m

and bF e = 1:805 � 0:038 and in proton showers ap = 54:24 � 1:53 m and

bp = 1:928� 0:033.Thus,the size ofshowerim age foriron showers�F e and

proton one �p can be calculated using form ula (18)with appropriate values

ofparam eters;an exam ple is shown in Figure 10C.The size ofiron shower

im age is always larger by about 13% than proton one for alldistances.In

Figure10D therelativedi�erenceq= (�F e� �p)=�F e between iron and proton

shower im age size versus fraction oflight is presented.It can be seen that

di�erencesin the im age spotsize between iron and proton increase when we

take into account a larger fraction ofthe energy deposit.W e note that the

di�erence q was calculated assum ing the sam e distance to the shower,but

not the sam e altitude ofthe proton and iron shower m axim um .It should

thereforebechecked iftheobserved di�erencebetween iron and proton im age

isonly an atm ospheric e�ectgiven by the di�erent localvalue ofrM in air.

Thisatm ospheric e�ectcan beestim ated using theM oli�ere radiusforproton

and iron showers attheirm axim a and can be calculated using the equation

q = 1 � rM ;F e=rM ;p.Since the M oli�ere radius for iron rM ;F e = 110 m and

forproton rM ;p = 104 m ,the relative di�erence in the shower im age due to

the atm ospheric e�ectisq ’ �6% .Thus,halfofthe di�erence between the

prim ariesvisible in q presented in Figure 10D iscaused by thisatm ospheric

e�ect.
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In Figure 11 the inuence ofuctuations in proton and iron shower shape

function ofenergy depositarepresented.Fluctuationsin proton showerpro�le

lead tochangesin thesizeoftheshowerim ageofabout1�.However,theim age

ofa proton showerisalwayssm allerthan iron showerim age.

3.4 Detailed sim ulationsofthe showerim age

This section sum m arizes results presented untilnow with one m odi�cation:

weshow theshowerim ageincluding alllightcom ponents.

Figure 12 shows the size ofthe shower im age � containing 90% or 67% of

lightasa function ofdistanceR from theFD to theshower,forshowerswith

di�erentcoredistanceR p.A com parison oftheshowerim agederived usingthe

two-dim ensionalCORSIKA histogram sand thatgiven by the NKG function

is m ade for two di�erent shower energies.It is evident that the im age size

in theshowerm axim um isindependentofenergy in theNKG approxim ation

and thatthe NKG approxim ation leadsto largersizesofshowerim age than

thosederived from CORSIKA.M oreover,fora showerwith higherenergy the

im age size from CORSIKA isslightly sm aller than the size atlower energy.

Thesedi�erencescan beunderstood when wetakeinto accountthevariation

ofthe shape function in these cases,which were discussed earlierand shown

in Figures3A,6A and 7A.Forexam ple,Figure 7A showsthatthe valuesof

the shape function at100 EeV are largerthan those at10 EeV atdistances

to the showeraxissm allerthan 10 m .Since we calculate the widthsofthese

functions at distances corresponding to 90% or 67% ofthe totalsignal,we

expectthatthewidth atthehigherenergy willbesm aller.A sim ilare�ectis

observed when onecom parestheshapefunctionsin theNKG and CORSIKA

approxim ations,(see Figure 6A).In thiscase one expects thatthe width of
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theshapefunction in theNKG approxim ation willbelargerthan thatderived

from CORSIKA.In caseoftheNKG approxim ation,thechangesoftheshape

functionswith energy arenegligible,asseen in Figure3A;theobserved sm all

di�erencesareonly dueto di�erentdistancesto theshower.

4 C onclusion

Shower im age sim ulations m ore accurate than available untilnow are pre-

sented,which incorporate a m ore realistic distribution ofuorescence light

em itted by the shower.The im age sim ulations are based on distributions of

energy deposited by the shower in air as derived from CORSIKA.A com -

parison ofthe size ofthe shower im age obtained using CORSIKA and that

given by theNKG function wasm adefordi�erentenergiesand prim ary parti-

cles.Toa�rstapproxim ation,theresultsofthesetwocom pletely independent

m ethods(analyticalversusM onteCarlo)show quitereasonableagreem ent.

Theim agespotsizederived from CORSIKA issm allerbyabout15% com pared

to theNKG approxim ation.Thisdi�erenceism ainly dueto thedi�erencesin

lateralparticledistributionsin theNKG and CORSIKA approxim ation.

Theenergy depositdistribution from CORSIKA leadsto a dependenceofthe

size ofshower im age on the prim ary particle,so that studies ofthe shower

im agem ay behelpfulfortheprim ary particleidenti�cation.
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Table 1

Average values ofdepth of�rst interaction X 0,depth ofshower m axim um X m ax

and altitudeofshowerm ax H z (above sea level)forverticalshowersobtained from

CO RSIK A.

E 0 X 0 X m ax H z

(EeV) (g/cm 2) (g/cm 2) (km )

p 10 44.4 757 2.572

100 42.1 805 2.034

Fe 10 10.6 696 3.241

100 8.7 746 2.695
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Table 2

Size ofshowerim age � and distance r around the showeraxiscontaining 90% and

67% ofuorescence lightin the NKG approxim ation forverticalproton showersof

di�erent E 0 and zenith angle � landing at a distance of3 km from the eye and

observed from R= 3.16 km .Additionally,the localM oli�ere radius rM is shown at

showerm axim a.

E 0 � �90% r90% �67% r67% rM

(EeV) (deg) (deg) (m ) (deg) (m ) (m )

10 0 5.69 157 2.10 58 104

10 45 7.00 194 2.59 71 128

100 0 5.42 150 2.00 55 99

100 45 6.68 184 2.47 68 122

Table 3

Size ofshowerim age � and distance r containig 90% and 67% ofuorescencelight

forverticalproton showersofdi�erentzenith angle � atenergy 10 EeV.

� �90% r90% �67% r67%

(deg) (deg) (m ) (deg) (m )

0 4.52 125 1.53 42

45 6.15 170 2.26 65
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Table 4

Fitting param etersofNKG -type functions(rm ,s and N m ax atshowerm axim um )

to shapefunctionsobtained using CO RSIK A lateraldistribution ofenergy deposit.

rm (s = 1)isthe value obtained using �xed valuesofs param eteratshowerm axi-

m um .

E 0 rm s N m ax �2=ndf rm (s= 1) �2=ndf

(EeV) (m ) (1010 particles) (m )

p 10 98:1� 0:2 0:844� 0:001 1:572� 0:001 3.95 58 4.1

100 96:7� 0:2 0:765� 0:001 16:492� 0:004 2.00 46 8.3

Fe 10 46:5� 0:9 1:181� 0:009 1:532� 0:001 1.26 68 1.6

100 46:6� 0:8 1:201� 0:008 15:349� 0:008 1.22 65 1.7
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Fig.1.Energy dependence ofnitrogen uorescence between 300 and 400 nm in dry

air atthe pressure 760 m m Hg.The scale ofuorescence yield is adjusted so that

the 1.4 M eV pointlieson the dE =dX curve (taken from Ref.[11]).
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Fig.2. Geom etry ofan EAS as seen by the uorescence detector.Photons which

arrive sim ultaneously to the FD originate from surface S.See textform ore details.
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Fig.3.(A)Shape ofparticle density distribution fN K G (r)versusdistance to shower
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ure 3A.Horizontaldashed lines correspond to 90% and 67% .The verticaldashed

line indicates a 1:5� pixeldetector �eld ofview.Upper scale is the shower im age

size corresponding to distance to shower R=3.16 km . (C) Size of shower im age

containing 90% ofuorescence lightversusthe detector-to-shower distance (R).

29



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Re
lat

ive
 d

ife
re

nc
es

 (%
)

R (km)

90%

67%

Fig.4.Relative di�erence between size ofshower im age calculated using totallight

and only uorescence versus the detector-to-shower (R) distance for a vertical

shower with energy 10 EeV.

30



Distance to shower axis (m)
1 10 10

2

)) 2
)m2

En
er

gy
 d

ep
os

it 
de

ns
ity

 (M
eV

/((
g/

cm

10
5

10
6

10
7

10
8

, s=1o=0θ=10 EeV, 0proton, E

NKG

CORSIKA
(A)

Distance to shower axis (m)
1 10 10

2

) 
-2

Pa
rt

ic
le

 d
en

si
ty

 (m

10
5

10
6

10
7

10
8

(B)
CORSIKA

NKG

Distance to shower axis (m)
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

R
el

at
iv

e 
di

ffe
re

nc
e 

(%
)

14

16

18

20

22

(C)

Fig.5.(A) Lateraldistributions of energy deposit density in the CORSIKA and

NKG approxim ations,calculated for an average verticalproton shower with energy

10 EeV.(B)Particledensity from CORSIKA and derived usingNKG function,(C)

Relative di�erence z between average energy loss obtained from the CORSIKA and

NKG approaches.

31



10-8

10-7

10-6

10-5

10-4

10-3

10-2

50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400S
h
a
p
e
 f
u
n
c
ti
o
n
 o

f 
e
n
e
rg

y
 d

e
p
o
s
it
 f

E
(r

) 
(m

-2
)

 Distance to shower axis (m)

 

(A)
E0=10 EeV, θ=0o

NKG, s=1, rM=104 m 

CORSIKA, s=1,  rm=58 m 

0

20

40

60

80

100

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

F
ra

c
ti
o
n
 o

f 
e
n
e
rg

y
 d

e
p
o
s
it
  
(%

)

Distance to shower axis (m)

Size of shower image α (deg)

s=1, R=3.16 km

(B)

CORSIKA
NKG

1

10

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

S
iz

e
 o

f 
s
h
o
w

e
r 

im
a
g
e
 α

 (
d
e
g
)

R (km)

 

90%

(C)

NKG
CORSIKA

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

0 20 40 60 80 100

 R
e
la

ti
v
e
 d

if
fe

re
n
c
e
  
k
  
(%

)

Fraction of energy deposit FE(r) (%)

 

(D)

Fig.6.(A) Shape ofparticles density fE (r) in the CORSIKA and NKG approx-
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EeV are presented.
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Fig.7.(A) Shape ofenergy depositdensity fE (r) for verticalproton showers with

energies 100 EeV and 10 EeV derived from CORSIKA.(B) Integralofenergy de-

posits versus distance to shower axis.(C) Size ofshower im age containing 90% of

uorescence lightversus detector-to-shower distance R.(D) Relative di�erence in

the shower im age size between proton showers with energies10 EeV and 100 EeV.
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(B)

NKG

Fig.8.(A) Integralof energy deposits versus distance to shower axis for proton

showers with di�erentinclination,derived from CORSIKA.(B)Relative di�erence

in the shower size im age between these showers.
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Fig.9.Com parison ofthe the average lateraldistributionsofenergy depositdensity

calculated for an average iron and proton showers with di�erentenergy.
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(D)

Fig.10.(A) Shape ofenergy depositdensity fE (r) for vertical10 EeV proton and

iron showers.(B)Integralofenergydepositversusdistanceto showeraxisforproton

shower(solid line)and iron (dashed line).(C)Sizeofshowerim agecontaining90%

ofuorescence lightversus detector to shower distance R.(D) Relative di�erence

in the shower im age between iron and proton shower.
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Fig.11.(A) Lateraldistribution ofenergy deposit calculated for 15 single proton

showers(solid lines)and averageof5 iron showers(dashed lines)atenergy E 0 = 10

EeV.(B) Integralofthe energy deposits versus distance to shower axis for proton

showers (solid lines)and iron ones (dashed line).
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Fig.12.(A) Size of the shower im age at shower m axim um containing 90% and

67% oflight versus the detector to shower distance R,using the CORSIKA and

NKG distributions ofenergy deposit.The dashed line corresponds to shower im age

obtained with constantvalue ofuorescence yield n;0 = 4:02 photons/m .(B) Size

ofthe showerim agecontaining 90% and 67% oflightversusR usingthe CORSIKA

distributions ofenergy depositfor iron (showers atdi�erentenergies).
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