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A bstract

W e consider the advantages of and the problem s associated w ith hypotheses to
explain the origin of ultrahigh energy coam ic rays UHECR:E > 10 E€V) and the
\transG ZK " coan ic rays (TGZK :E > 100 EeV) both through \old physics" (ac-
celeration in coam ic sources) and \new physics" (hew particles, topological defects,
fat neutrino cross sections, Lorentz invariance violation).

1 Introduction

O w ing to their cbserved isotropy (e.g., Stokes, these proceedings), and ultra—
high energy, coan ic rays above 10 EeV (1 EeV  10'® &V ) are believed to be
of extragalactic origin . Shortly after the discovery ofthe 3K coan ogenic back—
ground radiation (CBR), Greisen (1966) and Zatsspin and Kuzm n (1966)
predicted that pion-producing interactions of such cosm ic ray protons w ih
the CBR should produce a spectralcuto atE 50 EeV (the GZK cuto ).
The GZK e ect isnot a true cuto , but a suppression of the ultrahigh energy
coan icray ux ow ing to an energy dependent propagation tin e against energy
losses by such Interactions, a tin e which is only 300 M yr for 100 E€V pro-—
tons (Stecker 1968).At high redshifts, z, the target photon density increases
by 1+ z)? and both the photon and initial coam ic ray energies increase by
L+ z).A plt of the GZK energy as a function of redshift, calculated for
the CDM ooanology, is shown in Figure 1 (Stecker and Scully 2004). If the
source goectrum is hard enough, there could also be a relative enhancem ent
jast below the \G ZK energy" ow Ing to a \pikup" of cosn ic rays starting out
at higher energies and crow ding up in energy space at or below the predicted
cauto energy. At energies in the 1-10 E€EV range, pair production Interactions
should take a bie out ofthe UHECR spectrum .
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Fig.1l.The GZK cuto energy, de ned as the energy predicted for a ux decrease
of 1=e ow Ing to Intergalactic photom eson production interactions, as a function of
redshift (Stecker and Scully 2004).

UHECR s produce giant air showers. O bservational studies of these showers
have been done w ith scintillator arrays and w ith atm osgoheric ourescence de-
tectors. The AGA SA scintillator array collaboration clain s a signi cant num —
ber of events at transG ZK energies (Teshin a, these proceedings) . H owever,
HiRes m onocular data obtained using the ourescence technigue appear to
be consistent wih the GZK e ect (Zech, thess proceedings). The AGASA

data indicate a deviation from the predicted GZK e ect, even if the num ber
density of ultrahigh energy sources is weighted lke the local galaxy distri-
bution @ lanton, et al 2001).De M arco et al. (2003) have argued that the
discrepency between the AGA SA and H iRes resuls is not statistically signif-
icant. Better statistics w ill require data from future ground based detectors
such as Auger (Suom iprvi, P rvatera, and Perrone, these proceedings) and
soace based detectors such asOW L (Stedker, elssw here In these proceedings)
and EUSO (D 'A 1i’Stati, these proceedings).

The Auger profct now under construction will use both scintillators and



uorscence detectors so that combined results from Auger can help clarify
the present prim a facie discrepency between the AGASA and HiRes resuls
cbtained using these di erent techiques.. NWote that a uorescence detector
such as HiRes, nam ely F k’'s E ye, reported the highest energy event yet seen,
it viz, E 7 300 E€V . I is apparent that the cbservational situation is in—
teresting enough and the physics in plications are in portant enough to Jjustify
both m ore sensitive fiture detectors and the theoretical investigation of new
physics and astrophysics. The signi cance of a non-observation ofa G ZK ef-
fect is profound. Such a result either requires a large overdensity of UHECR s
w ithin about 100 M pc em itted by unidenti ed \local" sources and trapped by
m agnetic elds, or it requires new physics.

2 01d Physics: The \Bottom -Up" Scenario

The apparent lack of a GZK cuto (Wih the exosption of the new HiRes
resuls) has led astrophysicists to hunt for nearby coan ic \zevatrons" which
can accelerate particlesto energiesO (1 26V 10%1eV ). It isgenerally assum ed
that the di usive shock acceleration process is the m ost lkely m echanian for
acelerating particles to high energy in astrophysical sources. In this case, the
maxinum obtahable energy is given by Ep . = keZ U=c)BL, where u

c is the shock speed, €Z is the charge of the particke being accelkrated, B
is the m agnetic eld strength, L is the size of the accekrating region and
the num erical parameter k = O (1). Taking k = 1 and u = ¢, one nds
Enax=09Z BL),withE InEeV,B In G and L In kpc. This assum es that
particles can be accelerated e ciently up untilthe m om ent when they can no
longer be contained by the source, ie., until their gyroradius becom es lJarger
than the size of the source. There are not m any cosn ic zevatron candidates.
G alactic sources such as white dwarfs, neutron stars, pulsars, and m agnetars
can be ruld out because their galactic distribution would lead to UHECR
anisotropies and this is not the case. Perhaps the m ost prom ising potential
zevatrons are radio Iobes of strong radio galaxies (B iem ann and Strittm atter
1987). The trick is that such sources need to be found close enough to avoid
the GZK cuto .For exam ple, the nearby radio galaxy M 87 m ay be a source
of observed transG ZK ocoan ic rays (Stecker 1968; Farrar and P iran 2000).
Such an explanation would require one to iInvoke m agnetic eld con gurations
capablk of producing a quasi-isotropic distribution oftransG ZK protonsw ith
energies > 100 E€V, m aking this hypothesis questionable. H owever, if the
prin ary particles are nucki (see Section 2.1), i is easier to explan a radio
galaxy origin for the two highest energy events (Stecker and Salam on 1999).



2.0.1 TheDead Quasar O rigin H ypothesis

A 1l large galaxies are suspected to harbor supem assive black holes In their
centers which m ay have once been quasars, fad by accretion disks which are
now used up. It hasbeen suggested that nearby quasar ram nantsm ay be the
searched—for zevatrons @B oldt and Ghosh 1999; Boldt and Lowenstein 2000).
This scenario also has potential theoretical problem s and needs to be ex—
plored further. In particular, it has been shown that black holes which are
not accreting plasn a cannot possess a lJarge scale m agnetic eld w ith which to
accelerate particles to relativistic energies G nzburg and O zemoil964; K rolk
1999). O bsarvational evidence also indicates that the cores of weakly active
galaxies have low m agnetic elds Falke 2001 and references therein).

202 The CoanolgicalGamm aRay Burst O rigin H ypothesis

Tt has also been suggested that cosn ological -ray bursts (GRBs) could be the
zevatron sources of the highest energy coam ic rays if these ob fcts em itted the
sam e am ount of energy in ulrahigh energy ( 10 M &V) coan ic rays as in

M €V photons (W axm an 1995;V ietri 1995) . H owever, 26 of the 27 bursts w ith
denti ed host galaxies as 0f 2003 are at m oderate to high redshifts (z > 0:36),
w ith GRB 00013 having a redshift of 4 50; they are not nearby sources.

T he host galaxies of G RB s are sites of very active star form ation (Christensen,
et al. 2004) . T he bursts occur w ithin star form ing regions. The GRB redshift
distribution follow s the strong redshift evolution of the coam ic star form ation
rate (Schm idt 2001 :Stem et al. 2002) w ith a m uch lowerburst rate at the low

redshifts from which the TG ZK events must com e. GRB s are thought to be
supemovae caused by the core collapse of m assive stars (C herspashchuk and
Postnov 2001) and the core collapse supemova rate rate at z = 026 has been
found to be a factor of 3 higher than the estin ate for z = 0 (C appellaro,
et al 2004).There is also som e evidence for lum inosity evolution; GRBsm ay
have been brighter at higher redshifts A m ati2004).Schm idt (2001) conclides
that the Iocal (z = 0) totalenergy rekease rateby allGRBsin the -ray rangeis
O (10?®) W M pc?® .whereas the required energy nput rate n UHECR s above
10 EeV is O (10°') W Mpc?®.GRBs failby at kast an order of m agnitude
to acocount Pr TGZK (> 100 E€V) events (Stecker 2000) and they failby at
Jeast two orders of m agnitude to acocount for the UHECR (> 10 E€V) events
(Scully and Stecker 2002).

N orris (2002) has given an analysis of the lum inosities and space densities of
nearby low lum nosity long-lag GRB sources which are identi ed with Type I
supemovae. For these sources, he nds a rate per unit voluime of 7:8 10 7

Mpc3yr! and an average (isotropic) energy release per burst of 1.3 10%°
erg over the energy range from 10 to 1000 keV . The energy release per unit



volmeisthen 3 10®W Mpc?,m orethan two orders ofm agnitude below

the rate needed to account forthe TG ZK events. Even these num bers arem ost
likely too optin istic, since they are based on the questionable assum ption of
the sam e am ount of GRB energy being put into ultrahigh energy coan ic rays
asn M €V photons.

2.1 The Heavy Nucki O rigin Scenario

A m ore conservative hypothesis for explaining the transG ZK events is that
they were produced by heavy nuclki. T he conditions underwhic they were ac—
celerated In astrophysical sources would have to preclude dissociation . Stecker
and Salam on (1999) have shown that the energy loss tin e or nuclki starting
out as Fe is Ionger than that for protons for energies up to a total energy of

300EeV (s=eeFig.2).Stanev etal. (1995) and Biem ann (1998) have exam —
ined the arrival directions of the highest energy events. T hey point out that
the 200 EeV event iswithin 10 ofthe direction of the strong radio galaxy
NGC 315.Thisgalaxy lies at a distance ofonly 60 M pc from us. For that
distance, the resuls of Stecker and Salam on (1999) Indicate that heavy nucki
would havea cuto energy of 130Ee&V ,which m ay bew ithin the uncertainty
In the energy determ ination forthisevent. The 300 E€&V event iswihin 12
of the direction of the strong radio galaxy 3C134. The distance to 3C134 is
unfortunately unknown because is location behind a dense m olecular cloud
In our own galaxy obscures the spectral lines required for a m easurem ent of its
redshift. A clue that we m ay be seeing heavier nuclki above the proton-G ZK
cuto oomes from a recent analysis of inclined air showers above 10 EEV en-
ergy Ave, etal 2000).These resuls favor proton prin aries below the pG ZK
cuto energy but they appear to favor a heavier com position alove the p-G ZK
cuto energy.W e note that continuation ofthe UHECR spectrum to energies
signi cantly above 300 E€eV would rule out heavy nuclei (Stecker and Salam on
1999).

3 New Physics

The existence of TG ZK events, aswellas the di culty In nding reasonable

candidates for zevatrons, has stin ulated theorists to look forpossible solutions
Involving new physics. Som e ofthese nvolve A ) Top-down scenarios Involving
such concspts as grand uni cation and early universe physics, B) a large
Increase In the neutrino-nuclon cross section at ultrahigh energies, (C) new
particles, and O ) a snall violation of Lorentz Invariance. It should also be
noted that, even if the GZK e ect is seen, top-down scenarios predict the
reem ergence of a new com ponent at even higher energies B hattachariee and
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Fig.2.M ean energy loss tin es for protons and nucli origihating as iron (Stecker
and Salam on 1999).

Sigl12000).

3.1 Top-Down Scenarios: \Fraggers"

A way to avoid the problm swih nding plausble astrophysical zevatrons is
to start at the top, ie., the energy scale associated w ith grand uni cation theo—
ries (GUT s), supersym m etric grand uni cation (SUSY -G U T s) and superstring
theory uni cation. In the very early stages of the big bang, the universe isbe-
lieved to have reached tem peratures approprate to uni cation theories. Very
heavy \topological defects" m ay be produced as a consequence of the GUT

phase transition when the strong and elctroweak forces becam e ssparated.
Topological defects In the vacuum of space are caused by m isalignm ents of
the heavy H ggs elds in regionswhich were causally disconnected In the early
history ofthe universe. T hese are localized regions w here extrem ely high den—
sities ofm ass-energy consisting ofearly universe H iggs elds are trapped. Such

defects go by designations such as coam ic strings, m onopolks, walls, necklaces
(strings bounded by m onopolks), and textures, depending on their geom etri-
cal and topological properties. Superheavy particles or topological structures
arising at the GUT energy scale M 10° EeV can decay or anniilate to
produce \X -particles" GUT scalk Higgs particles, superheavy fem ions, or
Jeptoquark bosons ofm assM .) These X -particles w ill decay to produce Q CD

fragm entation Fts at ultrahigh energies. I will call such sources \fraggers".
Fraggers produce m ainly pions, w ith a 3 to 10 per cent adm ixture ofbaryons,



o that generally one can expect them to produce m ore high energy -rays
and ’sthan protons.ThenumberofGUT and SUSY G UT top-down m odels
is quite Jarge Bhattacharee and Sigl2000).

311 \Z-bursts"

In principl, utraulrahigh energy O (10 ZeV ) neutrinos can produce ultra—
high energy Z boson fraggers by interactionsw ith 1.9K them alCBR neutri-
nos W eiler 1982) resulting n \Z “burst" fragm entation ts.Thisw illoccurat
the resonance energy E ;s = 4l €V )]?! ZeV .A typicalZ boson w illdecay to
produce 2nuckons, 20 -—raysand 50 neutrinos,2/3 ofwhich are ’s.If
the nuclkons produced from Z -burstsorighhate w thin a few tens ofM pc ofthe
Earth they can reach us, even though the origihal 10 Z&V neutrinos could
have com e from am uch further distance. It hasbeen suggested that thise ect
can be am pli ed if our galaxy has a halo of neutrinos w ith a m ass of tens of
eV (Fargion,etal.1999; W eiler 1999) . H ow ever, a neutrino m ass large enough

to be con ned to a galaxy size neutrino halo (Trem aine and Gunn 1979) or
even a galaxy cluster size halo (Sha and Stecker 1984) is now clearly ruled

out by the results of the W ikonson M icrowave A nisotropy Probe W M AP).
These resuls, combined with other coam ic m icrowave background data and
data from the 2dF galaxy redshift survey, together w ith the very am all neu-
trino avor m ass di erences i plied by the atm ospheric and solar neutrino

oscillation resuls, indicate that even the heaviest neutrino would have a m ass
In the sub-€V range, ie.,0.03&V m; 024 &V Bhattacharyya etal. 2003;
A llen et al. 2003). The trtium decay spectral endpoint lin its on the m ass of
the . are also consistent w ith this conclusion. T hus, neutrino m asses are too
an all for halo or galaxy cluster con nem ent.

The svere problem w ith the Z -burst explanation for the TG ZK events is
that one needs to produce large uxes of neutrinos w ith energies In excess
of 10 ZeV . If these are seocondaries from pion production, the prin ary pro—
tons which produce them m ust have energies ofhundreds 0ofZ2eV !W e know of
no source capable of accelerating particles such energies. A m ore lkely pro—
cess to produce 10 ZeV neutrinos would be via top-down fraggers. The ux
of such neutrinos is constrained because the related energy release nto elec—
trom agnetic cascades which produce G €V range -rays is lim ited by satellite
observations Bhattacharie and Sigl2000).T his constraint, togetherw ith the
low probability for Z “burst production rule out this scenario forexplaining the
TGZK s.



312 Superheavy D ark M atter P articks

The In ation of the early universe in the accepted bigdbang m odel is postu—
lated to be caused by a putative vacuum eld called the in aton eld.D uring

in ation, the universe is cold but, when in ation is over, coherent oscillations
ofthe n aton eld rcheat it to a high tem perature. W hilke the in aton eld

is oscillating, non-them alproduction of very heavy particlesm ay take place.
These heavy particles m ay survive to the present as dark m atter. They are
also fraggers. T heir decays orannihilation w ill produce ultrahigh energy parti-
cles and photons via fragm entation . It has been suggested that such particles
m ay be the source of ultrahigh energy coan ic rays Berezinsky et al. 1997;
Kuzm in and Rubakov 1998; B lasi et al. 2002; Sarkar and Toldra 2002; Bar-
bot and D rees 2002). A com parison of recent experim ental constraints from

dark m atter nuclear recoil searches w ith predicted rates gives a lower lim i on
the m ass of superheavy dark m atter particles of 10° E€V , unless they interact
weakly w ith nom alm atter A buquerque am d Baudis 2003) . T he annihilation
or decay of such particles n a dark m atter halo of our galaxy would produce
ulrahigh energy nuckons which would not be attenuated at TG ZK energies
ow ing to their proxin iy. T he resulting air shower distribution would then be
anisotropic. This would be an even larger e ect n the case of annihilation

than decay, since the ux would then scale as the square of the particle den—
sity density rather than linearly. Since the galactic center is viewed from the
southem hem isphere, the location of the AUGER detector willm ake it ideal
for testing this hypothesis.

3.1.3 Halb Fraggers and the M issing P hoton P robkm

Halo fragger m odels such as Z -burst and superheavy halo dark m atter de-
cay or annihilation w ill produce m ore ultrahigh energy photons than pro-
tons. T hese ultrahigh energy photons can reach the Earth from anywhere n a
dark m atter galactic halo because there isa \m iniw ndow " for the transm is-
sion of ultrahigh energy cosm ic rays between  0: and 10° EeV (Stecker
2003) . Such photon-induced giant air showers have an evolution pro le which
is signi cantly di erent from nuclkon-induced show ers because ofthe Landau—
Pom eranchuk-M igdal e ect and also cascading in the Earth’s m agnetic eld
(C illisetal. 1999).Taking this Into acoount, Shinozaki, et al. (2002) have used
the AGA SA data to place upper lin its on the prin ary photon com position of
theirUHECR events. They nd an Initialphoton fraction upper lin it of 28%

for events above 10 E€V and 67% for events above 30 E€V at a 95% oon —
dence kevel w th no Indication of photonic showers above 100 E€EV . A recent
reanalysis of the ultrahigh energy events cbserved at H averah Park by A ve, et
al. (2000) ndicates that less than half of the events (@t 95% con dence level)

observed above 10 and 40 E€V are -ray initiated.An analysis of the highest
energy Fly'sEye event (E = 300 E€V) show s it not to be of photonic origin



(H alzen and H ooper 2002).

In order to solve the m issing photon problm for halo fraggers, Chishom
and Kob (2004) have suggested that a sm all violation of Lorentz invariance
could allow ultrahigh energy photons to decay into electron-positron pairs
(Colem an and G lashow 1999), thus elin lnating the photon com ponent of the
fraggerproduced ux.T he am ount of Lorentz invariance required isw ithin the
observational lin its obtained by Stecker and G lashow (2001). However, the
scenario suggested by Chisholn and K o, im plies that neutrons would be the
prin ary ulrahigh particles producing the giant air showers, again producing
a halo anisotropy for which there is no present indication (Shinozaki, et al
2002; K achelre and Sem ikoz 2003).

32 Increasing the Neutrino-Nuckon C ross Section at U lxahigh E nergies

Various processes have been invoked to produce observable uxes ofhigh en—
ergy neutrinos (see, eg., Stecker 2003) . Since neutrinos can travel through the
universe w ithout interacting w ith the 2.7K CBR, it has been suggested that
if the neutrinonuclkon cross section were to increase to hadronic values at
ulrahigh energies, they could produce the giant air showers and account for
the cbservations of show ers above the proton-G ZK cuto (see, eg.,Ringwald,
these proceedings).

Several suggestionshave been m ade forprocesses that can enhance the neutrino—
nuclkon cross section at ultrahigh energies. These suggestions include com —
posite m odels of neutrinos (O om okos and Nussinov 1987), scalar kptoquark
resonance channels R obinett 1988) and the exchange ofdualglions (B ordes,
et al. 1998). Burdm an, et al. (1998) have ruled out a fairly general class of
these types of m odels by considering accelerator data and unitariy bounds.
M ore recently, the progoect of enhanced neutrino cross sections hasbeen ex—
plored In the context of extra din ension m odels invoked by som e theorists as
a possibl way for accounting for the extraordinary weakness of the gravia-
tional force @A rkaniH am ed, et al. 1999; R andall and Sundrum 1999). T hese
m odels allow the virtualexchange of gravitons propagating in thebuk (ie.in
the space of full extra din ensions) whilke restricting the propagation of other
particles to the fam iliar four dim ensional spacetin e m anifold. &t has been
suggested that In such models, ( N) '’ [E =(100EeV)]mb Nussihov and
Schrock 1999; D om okos and K ovesiD om okos 1999; Jain, et al. 2000). O ther
scenarios nvolve the neutrino-initiated atm opheric production ofblack holes
A nchordoqui et al 2002; Feng and Shapere 2002) and higher din ensional
extended ob Fcts, p-din ensional branes called \p-branes" @A hn, et al 2002;
Anchordoqui, et al. 2002). Such Interactions, in principle, can increase the
neutrino total atm ospheric Interaction cross section by orders of m agnitude



above the standard m odel value. However, sub-mm graviy experin ents and
astrophysical constraints rule out total N cross sectionsas argeas100mb as
would beneeded to tthetransG ZK energy air showerpro ke data.N onethe—
less, extra din ension m odels m ay produce signi cant increases in this cross
section, resulting In m oderately penetrating air showers. Such showers should
also be present at lower energies A nchordoquiet al. 2001; Tylr, et al 2001).
N o such showers have been observed, putting an indirect constraint on extra
din ension TeV -scale gravity m odels.

3.3 New Particks

T he suggestion has also been m ade that undiscovered neutral hadrons con—
taining a light gluino could be producing the transG ZK events (Farrar 1996;
Cheung, et al. 1998; Berezinsky, et al. 2002) .W hile the nvocation of such par-
ticles isan intriguing idea, it seem sunlkely that such particles ofa few proton
m asses would be produced in copious enough quantities in astrophysical cb—
“ects w ithout being detected in terrestrial accelerators. T here are also strong
accelkerator constraints on light gluino production @A laviH arati, et al. 1999).
O ne should note that whik it is true that the G ZK threshold for such parti-
cles would be higher than that for protons, such is also the case for them ore
prosaic heavy nuclkei previously discussed. In addition, such neutral particles
cannot be accelerated directly, but m ust be produced as secondary particks,
m aking the energetics reqirem ents m ore di cul.

34 Viokhting Lorentz Invariance

W ih the idea of spontaneous sym m etry breaking In particle physics cam e the
suggestion that Lorentz invariance (LI) m ight be weakly broken at high ener-
gies (Sato and Tatil972).A lthough no true quantum theory of gravity exists,
it was suggested that LI m ight be violated in such a theory with astrophys—
ical consequences A m elino-C am ilia et al. 1998; G alante, these proceedings).
A simpl omulation for breaking LI by a anall rst order perturbation in
the electrom agnetic Lagrangian which leadsto a renom alizable treatm ent has
been given by Colm an and G lashow (1999).U sing this form align , these au—
thors point out that di erent particles can have di erent m axin um attainable
velocities M AV s) which can be di erent from c. If we denote the M AV of
a particle of type iby ¢ and the di erence c; ¢ ;3 then Colem an and
G lashow have shown that for interactions of protons wih CBR photons of
energy and temperature T.zr = 273K , pion production is kinem atically
forbidden and thus photom eson interactions are tumed o if

10
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Fig. 3. P redicted spectra oran E 2% source spectrum w ith source evolution (see
text) shown w ih pairproduction losses inclided and photom eson losses both in—
cluded (black curve) and tumed o (lighter (red) curve) (Stecker and Scully 2004).
The curves are shown with ulrahigh energy cosn ic ray spectral data from F X's
Eye (trdiangls), AGA SA (circks), and HiRes m onocular data (squares). T hey are
nom alized to the data at 3 EeV (see text).

p > 5 107 (=Tpgr)’:
T he corrsponding condition for suppression of electron-positron pair produc—
tion Interactions is given by

> 5 10% (=Tpr)*:

Thus, given even a very an all am ount of LI violation, both photom eson and
pairproduction interactionsof UHECR w ith the CBR can betumed o .Such
a violation of Lorentz invariance m ight be produced by P lanck scal e ects
(A Joisio, et al. 2000; A Ifaro and Palm a 2002, 2003) . T he am ount of L I violation

11
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Fig. 4. P redicted spectra oran E 2% source spectrum w ith source evolution (see
text) shown w ith pairproduction lossestumed o and w ith photom eson production
losses included (lighter (red) curve) and tumed o  (black straight line) (Stecker and
Scully 2004). The curves are shown w ith ultrahigh energy coan ic ray spectraldata
from Fly’s Eye (trangles), AGA SA (circles), and H iResm onocular data (squares).
They are nom alized to the data at 3 EeV  (see text).

required is sm all com pared to the constraint obtained by Stecker and G lashow

(2001) from the non-suppression of Intergalactic absorption ofmuliTev -
rays, viz.,, « < 13 10 '° . The most stringent constraints to date on LI
viclation in QED interactions are given by Jacobson, et al. (2004).

F igures 3 and 4, show the predicted spectra cbtained assum ngan E 2® source
spectrum and a source um inosity evolution / L+ z)*® Hr0< z < 2wih
no further evolution out to z, .x = 5, follow Ing the star fom ation rate. The
resulting spectra, nom alized at an energy of 3 E€V above which energy the
extragalactic com ponent is assum ed to be dom inant (see, eg., Stecker 2003),
are calculated for\on" and \o " energy losses forboth photom eson production
and pair production for protons,

12



The coan ic ray spectraldata from the Fk'sEye, AGASA, and H iRes detec—
tors are also shown!'i From Figs. 3 and 4, it can be seen that, in principle,
a very sn all am ount of LT violation can elim inate the GZK \cuto ".W hen
pairproduction istumed o ,the 10EeV \bie" in the predicted spectrum is
elin inated.O foourse, when both interactions are tumed o , allofthe features
In the predicted spectrum disappear and only a powerdaw rem ains. C ontrary
to the discussion of A Ifaro and Palm a (2003), as can be seen from the curves
in F igs. 3 and 4, the present data cannot be used to put constriants on LI vio—
lation iIn pairproduction interactions; these data appear to be consistent w ith
either the presence or absence of such Interactions. In the case of bottom ~up
m odels, there rem ains the problem of accelerating protons to TG ZK energies
In the sources (see Section 2) which, of course, isnot a problem for top-down
m odels (see Section 3 and A loisio, these proceedings).

4 D istinguishing O Id vs.N ew P hysics Scenarios

Future data which will be obtained w ih new detector armrays and satellites
will give us m ore clues relating to the origin of the transG ZK events by
distinguishing between the various hypotheses that have been proposed.

An \oMd physics" zevatron origin w ill produce airshow ers prin arily from pri-
m aries which are protons or heavy nuclki, wih a much snaller number of
neutrino-induced showers, the neutrinos being sscondaries from CBR pho-—
tom eson interactions. Zevatron events should cluster near the direction of the
sources.

A \new physics" fragger origin m echanisn w illnot produce any nuclkiheavier
than protons and w ill produce m ore ultrahigh energy neutrinos than protons.
Thus, i willbe in portant to look for the -induced air showers which are ex—
pected to originate m uch m ore desply in the atm osphere than proton-induced
air showers and are therefore expected to be m ostly horizontal showers. Such
m odels also produce m ore photons than protons. Photons produced in the
galactic halo, eqg., from the decay or annihilation of superheavy dark m atter,
can reach us and w illhave an anisotropic distridbution on the sky.New physics
top-down m echanisn s m ay produce harder soectra than are expected from
cogan ic zevatrons. If di erential cogm ic ray spectra are param etrized to be of
the form F / E ,then fortop-down models < 2, whereas for bottom -up
m odels 2. If Lorentz invariance violation is the explanation for the m iss—
Ing G ZK e ect, one can also ook for the absence of a pairproduction 10 EeV
\bite" in the spectrum , but thism ay be m ore di cul to detect.

1 OtherUHECR data are given elsew here in these proceedings and in N agano and
W atson (2000).
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