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U ltrahigh Energy C osm ic R ays:O ld Physics

or N ew Physics?
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A bstract

W e consider the advantages ofand the problem sassociated with hypotheses to

explain the origin ofultrahigh energy cosm ic rays(UHECR:E > 10 EeV)and the

\trans-G ZK " cosm ic rays(TG ZK :E > 100 EeV)both through \old physics" (ac-

celeration in cosm icsources)and \new physics" (new particles,topologicaldefects,

fatneutrino crosssections,Lorentz invariance violation).

1 Introduction

Owing to theirobserved isotropy (e.g.,Stokes,theseproceedings),and ultra-

high energy,cosm ic raysabove10 EeV (1 EeV � 1018 eV)arebelieved to be

ofextragalacticorigin.Shortly afterthediscovery ofthe3K cosm ogenicback-

ground radiation (CBR),Greisen (1966) and Zatsepin and Kuz’m in (1966)

predicted that pion-producing interactions ofsuch cosm ic ray protons with

the CBR should produce a spectralcuto� atE � 50 EeV (the GZK cuto�).

TheGZK e�ectisnota truecuto�,buta suppression oftheultrahigh energy

cosm icray
uxowingtoan energydependentpropagation tim eagainstenergy

losses by such interactions,a tim e which is only 300 M yr for 100 EeV pro-

tons(Stecker1968).Athigh redshifts,z,the targetphoton density increases

by (1+ z)3 and both the photon and initialcosm ic ray energiesincrease by

(1+ z).A plot ofthe GZK energy as a function ofredshift,calculated for

the�CDM cosm ology,isshown in Figure1 (Steckerand Scully 2004).Ifthe

source spectrum ishard enough,there could also be a relative enhancem ent

justbelow the\GZK energy" owing to a \pileup" ofcosm icraysstarting out

athigherenergiesand crowding up in energy spaceatorbelow thepredicted

cuto� energy.Atenergiesin the1-10 EeV range,pairproduction interactions

should takea biteoutoftheUHECR spectrum .
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Fig.1.The G ZK cuto� energy,de�ned asthe energy predicted fora 
ux decrease

of1=e owing to intergalactic photom eson production interactions,asa function of

redshift(Steckerand Scully 2004).

UHECRs produce giant air showers.Observationalstudies ofthese showers

havebeen donewith scintillatorarraysand with atm ospheric
ourescencede-

tectors.TheAGASA scintillatorarray collaboration claim sa signi�cantnum -

berofevents attrans-GZK energies(Teshim a,these proceedings).However,

HiRes m onocular data obtained using the 
ourescence technique appear to

be consistent with the GZK e�ect (Zech,these proceedings).The AGASA

data indicate a deviation from the predicted GZK e�ect,even ifthe num ber

density ofultrahigh energy sources is weighted like the localgalaxy distri-

bution (Blanton,etal.2001).De M arco etal.(2003) have argued that the

discrepency between theAGASA and HiResresultsisnotstatistically signif-

icant.Better statistics willrequire data from future ground based detectors

such as Auger (Suom ijarvi,Privatera,and Perrone,these proceedings) and

spacebased detectorssuch asOW L (Stecker,elsewhere in theseproceedings)

and EUSO (D’Ali’Stati,theseproceedings).

The Auger project now under construction willuse both scintillators and
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uorscence detectors so that com bined results from Auger can help clarify

the present prim a facie discrepency between the AGASA and HiRes results

obtained using these di�erent techiques..(Note that a 
uorescence detector

such asHiRes,nam ely Fly’sEye,reported thehighestenergy eventyetseen,

itviz.,E ’ 300 EeV.) It is apparent thatthe observationalsituation is in-

teresting enough and thephysicsim plicationsareim portantenough tojustify

both m ore sensitive future detectorsand the theoreticalinvestigation ofnew

physicsand astrophysics.The signi�cance ofa non-observation ofa GZK ef-

fectisprofound.Such a resulteitherrequiresa largeoverdensity ofUHECRs

within about100M pcem itted by unidenti�ed \local"sourcesand trapped by

m agnetic�elds,oritrequiresnew physics.

2 O ld Physics:T he \B ottom -U p" Scenario

The apparent lack ofa GZK cuto� (with the exception ofthe new HiRes

results)hasled astrophysicists to huntfornearby cosm ic \zevatrons" which

can accelerateparticlestoenergiesO (1ZeV � 1021eV).Itisgenerallyassum ed

thatthedi�usive shock acceleration processisthem ostlikely m echanism for

accelerating particlesto high energy in astrophysicalsources.In thiscase,the

m axim um obtainable energy is given by E m ax = keZ(u=c)B L,where u �

c is the shock speed,eZ is the charge ofthe particle being accelerated,B

is the m agnetic �eld strength,L is the size ofthe accelerating region and

the num ericalparam eter k = O (1).Taking k = 1 and u = c,one �nds

E m ax = 0:9Z(B L),with E in EeV,B in �G and L in kpc.Thisassum esthat

particlescan beaccelerated e�ciently up untilthem om entwhen they can no

longerbecontained by the source,i.e.,untiltheirgyroradiusbecom eslarger

than the size ofthe source.There are notm any cosm ic zevatron candidates.

Galacticsourcessuch aswhitedwarfs,neutron stars,pulsars,and m agnetars

can be ruled out because their galactic distribution would lead to UHECR

anisotropies and this is not the case.Perhaps the m ost prom ising potential

zevatronsareradio lobesofstrong radio galaxies(Bierm ann and Strittm atter

1987).The trick isthatsuch sourcesneed to be found close enough to avoid

the GZK cuto�.Forexam ple,the nearby radio galaxy M 87 m ay be a source

ofobserved trans-GZK cosm ic rays (Stecker 1968;Farrar and Piran 2000).

Such an explanation would requireonetoinvokem agnetic�eld con�gurations

capableofproducingaquasi-isotropicdistribution oftrans-GZK protonswith

energies > 100 EeV,m aking this hypothesis questionable.However,ifthe

prim ary particles are nuclei(see Section 2.1),it is easier to explain a radio

galaxy origin forthetwo highestenergy events(Steckerand Salam on 1999).
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2.0.1 The Dead QuasarOrigin Hypothesis

Alllarge galaxies are suspected to harborsuperm assive black holes in their

centerswhich m ay have once been quasars,fed by accretion diskswhich are

now used up.Ithasbeen suggested thatnearby quasarrem nantsm ay bethe

searched-forzevatrons(Boldtand Ghosh 1999;Boldtand Lowenstein 2000).

This scenario also has potentialtheoreticalproblem s and needs to be ex-

plored further.In particular,it has been shown that black holes which are

notaccretingplasm acannotpossessalargescalem agnetic�eld with which to

accelerateparticlestorelativisticenergies(Ginzburgand Ozernoi1964;Krolik

1999).Observationalevidence also indicates that the cores ofweakly active

galaxieshavelow m agnetic�elds(Falcke2001 and referencestherein).

2.0.2 The Cosm ologicalGam m a-Ray BurstOrigin Hypothesis

Ithasalsobeen suggested thatcosm ological
-raybursts(GRBs)could bethe

zevatron sourcesofthehighestenergy cosm icraysiftheseobjectsem itted the

sam eam ountofenergy in ultrahigh energy (� 1014 M eV)cosm icraysasin �

M eV photons(W axm an 1995;Vietri1995).However,26 ofthe27 burstswith

identi�ed hostgalaxiesasof2003areatm oderatetohigh redshifts(z > 0:36),

with GRB00013 having a redshiftof4.50;they arenotnearby sources.

ThehostgalaxiesofGRBsaresitesofvery activestarform ation (Christensen,

etal.2004).Theburstsoccurwithin starform ing regions.TheGRB redshift

distribution followsthestrong redshiftevolution ofthecosm icstarform ation

rate(Schm idt2001:Stern etal.2002)with am uch lowerburstrateatthelow

redshiftsfrom which the TGZK eventsm ustcom e.GRBsare thoughtto be

supernovae caused by the core collapse ofm assive stars(Cherepashchuk and

Postnov 2001)and thecorecollapsesupernova raterateatz= 0:26 hasbeen

found to be a factorof� 3 higherthan the estim ate forz = 0 (Cappellaro,

etal.2004).Thereisalso som eevidenceforlum inosity evolution;GRBsm ay

havebeen brighterathigherredshifts(Am ati2004).Schm idt(2001)concludes

thatthelocal(z= 0)totalenergyreleaseratebyallGRBsinthe
-rayrangeis

O (1028)W M pc�3 .whereastherequired energy inputratein UHECRsabove

10 EeV is O (1031) W M pc�3 .GRBs failby at least an order ofm agnitude

to accountforTGZK (> 100 EeV)events(Stecker2000)and they failby at

leasttwo ordersofm agnitudeto accountfortheUHECR (> 10 EeV)events

(Scully and Stecker2002).

Norris(2002)hasgiven an analysisofthelum inositiesand space densitiesof

nearby low lum inosity long-lag GRB sourceswhich areidenti�ed with TypeI

supernovae.Forthese sources,he �ndsa rate perunitvolum e of7:8� 10�7

M pc�3 yr�1 and an average (isotropic)energy release perburst of1.3 �1049

erg overthe energy range from 10 to 1000 keV.The energy release perunit
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volum eisthen � 3� 1028 W M pc�3 ,m orethan twoordersofm agnitudebelow

therateneeded toaccountfortheTGZK events.Even thesenum bersarem ost

likely too optim istic,since they are based on the questionable assum ption of

thesam eam ountofGRB energy being putinto ultrahigh energy cosm icrays

asin � M eV photons.

2.1 The Heavy NucleiOrigin Scenario

A m ore conservative hypothesis forexplaining the trans-GZK events isthat

theywereproduced byheavynuclei.Theconditionsunderwhich theywereac-

celerated in astrophysicalsourceswould havetoprecludedissociation.Stecker

and Salam on (1999)have shown thatthe energy losstim e fornucleistarting

outasFe islongerthan thatforprotonsforenergiesup to a totalenergy of

�300 EeV (seeFig.2).Stanev etal.(1995)and Bierm ann (1998)haveexam -

ined the arrivaldirectionsofthe highestenergy events.They pointoutthat

the� 200 EeV eventiswithin 10� ofthedirection ofthestrong radio galaxy

NGC 315.Thisgalaxy liesata distance ofonly � 60 M pc from us.Forthat

distance,theresultsofSteckerand Salam on (1999)indicatethatheavy nuclei

would haveacuto�energyof� 130EeV,which m aybewithin theuncertainty

in theenergy determ ination forthisevent.The�300 EeV eventiswithin 12�

ofthe direction ofthe strong radio galaxy 3C134.The distance to 3C134 is

unfortunately unknown because itslocation behind a dense m olecularcloud

in ourown galaxyobscuresthespectrallinesrequired foram easurem entofits

redshift.A clue thatwe m ay be seeing heaviernucleiabove the proton-GZK

cuto� com esfrom a recentanalysisofinclined airshowersabove 10 EeV en-

ergy (Ave,etal.2000).Theseresultsfavorproton prim ariesbelow thep-GZK

cuto�energy butthey appearto favora heaviercom position abovethep-GZK

cuto� energy.W enotethatcontinuation oftheUHECR spectrum to energies

signi�cantly above300EeV would ruleoutheavy nuclei(Steckerand Salam on

1999).

3 N ew Physics

The existence ofTGZK events,aswellasthe di�culty in �nding reasonable

candidatesforzevatrons,hasstim ulated theoriststolookforpossiblesolutions

involvingnew physics.Som eoftheseinvolve(A)Top-down scenariosinvolving

such concepts as grand uni�cation and early universe physics,(B) a large

increase in the neutrino-nucleon crosssection atultrahigh energies,(C)new

particles,and (D)a sm allviolation ofLorentz invariance.It should also be

noted that,even ifthe GZK e�ect is seen,top-down scenarios predict the

reem ergence ofa new com ponentateven higherenergies(Bhattacharjee and
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Fig.2.M ean energy loss tim es for protonsand nucleioriginating as iron (Stecker

and Salam on 1999).

Sigl2000).

3.1 Top-Down Scenarios:\Fraggers"

A way to avoid theproblem swith �nding plausibleastrophysicalzevatronsis

tostartatthetop,i.e.,theenergyscaleassociated with granduni�cation theo-

ries(GUTs),supersym m etricgranduni�cation(SUSY-GUTs)andsuperstring

theory uni�cation.In thevery early stagesofthebig bang,theuniverseisbe-

lieved to havereached tem peraturesappropriateto uni�cation theories.Very

heavy \topologicaldefects" m ay be produced as a consequence ofthe GUT

phase transition when the strong and electroweak forces becam e separated.

Topologicaldefects in the vacuum ofspace are caused by m isalignm ents of

theheavy Higgs�eldsin regionswhich werecausally disconnected in theearly

history oftheuniverse.Thesearelocalized regionswhereextrem ely high den-

sitiesofm ass-energyconsistingofearlyuniverseHiggs�eldsaretrapped.Such

defectsgo by designationssuch ascosm icstrings,m onopoles,walls,necklaces

(stringsbounded by m onopoles),and textures,depending on theirgeom etri-

caland topologicalproperties.Superheavy particlesortopologicalstructures

arising at the GUT energy scale M � 105 EeV can decay or annihilate to

produce \X -particles" (GUT scale Higgs particles,superheavy ferm ions,or

leptoquark bosonsofm assM .)TheseX -particleswilldecay to produceQCD

fragm entation jets at ultrahigh energies.Iwillcallsuch sources \fraggers".

Fraggersproducem ainly pions,with a 3 to 10 percentadm ixtureofbaryons,
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so that generally one can expect them to produce m ore high energy 
-rays

and �’sthan protons.Thenum berofGUT and SUSY-GUT top-down m odels

isquitelarge(Bhattacharjeeand Sigl2000).

3.1.1 \Z-bursts"

In principle,ultra-ultrahigh energy O (10 ZeV)neutrinoscan produce ultra-

high energy Z-boson fraggersby interactionswith 1.9K therm alCBR neutri-

nos(W eiler1982)resultingin \Z-burst"fragm entation jets.Thiswilloccurat

theresonanceenergyE res = 4[m �(eV)]
�1 ZeV.A typicalZ boson willdecayto

produce�2nucleons,�20
-raysand � 50neutrinos,2/3ofwhich are��’s.If

thenucleonsproduced from Z-burstsoriginatewithin afew tensofM pcofthe

Earth they can reach us,even though the original� 10 ZeV neutrinoscould

havecom efrom am uch furtherdistance.Ithasbeen suggested thatthise�ect

can be am pli�ed ifourgalaxy hasa halo ofneutrinoswith a m assoftensof

eV (Fargion,etal.1999;W eiler1999).However,aneutrino m asslargeenough

to be con�ned to a galaxy size neutrino halo (Trem aine and Gunn 1979)or

even a galaxy clustersize halo (Sha� and Stecker1984)isnow clearly ruled

outby the resultsofthe W ilkonson M icrowave Anisotropy Probe (W M AP).

These results,com bined with other cosm ic m icrowave background data and

data from the 2dF galaxy redshiftsurvey,togetherwith the very sm allneu-

trino 
avor m ass di�erences im plied by the atm ospheric and solar neutrino

oscillation results,indicatethateven theheaviestneutrino would havea m ass

in thesub-eV range,i.e.,0.03eV � m 3 � 0.24eV (Bhattacharyya etal.2003;

Allen etal.2003).The tritium decay spectralendpointlim itson them assof

the�e arealso consistentwith thisconclusion.Thus,neutrino m assesaretoo

sm allforhalo orgalaxy clustercon�nem ent.

The severe problem with the Z-burst explanation for the TGZK events is

that one needs to produce large 
uxes ofneutrinos with energies in excess

of10 ZeV.Ifthese are secondaries from pion production,the prim ary pro-

tonswhich producethem m usthaveenergiesofhundredsofZeV!W eknow of

no source capable ofaccelerating particles such energies.A m ore likely pro-

cess to produce 10 ZeV neutrinos would be via top-down fraggers.The 
ux

ofsuch neutrinosisconstrained because the related energy release into elec-

trom agnetic cascadeswhich produce GeV range 
-raysislim ited by satellite

observations(Bhattacharjeeand Sigl2000).Thisconstraint,togetherwith the

low probabilityforZ-burstproduction ruleoutthisscenarioforexplainingthe

TGZKs.
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3.1.2 Superheavy Dark M atterParticles

The in
ation ofthe early universe in the accepted big-bang m odelispostu-

lated to becaused by a putativevacuum �eld called thein
aton �eld.During

in
ation,theuniverseiscold but,when in
ation isover,coherentoscillations

ofthe in
aton �eld reheatitto a high tem perature.W hile the in
aton �eld

isoscillating,non-therm alproduction ofvery heavy particlesm ay takeplace.

These heavy particles m ay survive to the present as dark m atter.They are

alsofraggers.Theirdecaysorannihilation willproduceultrahigh energy parti-

clesand photonsvia fragm entation.Ithasbeen suggested thatsuch particles

m ay be the source ofultrahigh energy cosm ic rays (Berezinsky etal.1997;

Kuz’m in and Rubakov 1998;Blasietal.2002;Sarkarand Toldr�a 2002;Bar-

botand Drees2002).A com parison ofrecentexperim entalconstraints from

dark m atternuclearrecoilsearcheswith predicted ratesgivesa lowerlim iton

them assofsuperheavy dark m atterparticlesof106 EeV,unlessthey interact

weakly with norm alm atter(Albuquerqueam d Baudis2003).Theannihilation

ordecay ofsuch particlesin a dark m atterhalo ofourgalaxy would produce

ultrahigh energy nucleonswhich would notbe attenuated atTGZK energies

owing to theirproxim ity.Theresulting airshowerdistribution would then be

anisotropic.This would be an even larger e�ect in the case ofannihilation

than decay,since the
ux would then scale asthe square ofthe particleden-

sity density ratherthan linearly.Since the galacticcenterisviewed from the

southern hem isphere,the location ofthe AUGER detectorwillm ake itideal

fortesting thishypothesis.

3.1.3 Halo Fraggersand the M issing Photon Problem

Halo fragger m odels such as Z-burst and superheavy halo dark m atter de-

cay or annihilation willproduce m ore ultrahigh energy photons than pro-

tons.Theseultrahigh energy photonscan reach theEarth from anywherein a

dark m attergalactichalo becausethereisa \m ini-window" forthetransm is-

sion ofultrahigh energy cosm ic raysbetween � 0:1 and � 106 EeV (Stecker

2003).Such photon-induced giantairshowershavean evolution pro�lewhich

issigni�cantly di�erentfrom nucleon-induced showersbecauseoftheLandau-

Pom eranchuk-M igdale�ectand also cascading in the Earth’sm agnetic �eld

(Cillisetal.1999).Takingthisintoaccount,Shinozaki,etal.(2002)haveused

theAGASA data to placeupperlim itson theprim ary photon com position of

theirUHECR events.They �nd an initialphoton fraction upperlim itof28%

forevents above 10 EeV and 67% for events above 30 EeV at a 95% con�-

dence levelwith no indication ofphotonic showersabove 100 EeV.A recent

reanalysisoftheultrahigh energy eventsobserved atHaverah Park by Ave,et

al.(2000)indicatesthatlessthan halfoftheevents(at95% con�dencelevel)

observed above10 and 40 EeV are
-ray initiated.An analysisofthehighest

energy Fly’sEye event(E = 300 EeV)showsitnotto be ofphotonic origin
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(Halzen and Hooper2002).

In order to solve the m issing photon problem for halo fraggers,Chisholm

and Kolb (2004)have suggested thata sm allviolation ofLorentz invariance

could allow ultrahigh energy photons to decay into electron-positron pairs

(Colem an and Glashow 1999),thuselim inating thephoton com ponentofthe

fragger-produced 
ux.Theam ountofLorentzinvariancerequired iswithin the

observationallim its obtained by Stecker and Glashow (2001).However,the

scenario suggested by Chisholm and Kolb,im pliesthatneutronswould bethe

prim ary ultrahigh particlesproducing the giantairshowers,again producing

a halo anisotropy for which there is no present indication (Shinozaki,etal.

2002;Kachelrie� and Sem ikoz2003).

3.2 Increasing the Neutrino-Nucleon CrossSection atUltrahigh Energies

Variousprocesseshave been invoked to produceobservable
uxesofhigh en-

ergy neutrinos(see,e.g.,Stecker2003).Sinceneutrinoscan travelthrough the

universe withoutinteracting with the 2.7K CBR,ithasbeen suggested that

ifthe neutrino-nucleon cross section were to increase to hadronic values at

ultrahigh energies,they could produce the giantairshowersand accountfor

theobservationsofshowersabovetheproton-GZK cuto� (see,e.g.,Ringwald,

theseproceedings).

Severalsuggestionshavebeenm adeforprocessesthatcanenhancetheneutrino-

nucleon cross section at ultrahigh energies.These suggestions include com -

posite m odelsofneutrinos(Dom okosand Nussinov 1987),scalarleptoquark

resonancechannels(Robinett1988)and theexchangeofdualgluons(Bordes,

etal.1998).Burdm an,etal.(1998) have ruled out a fairly generalclass of

these typesofm odelsby considering acceleratordata and unitarity bounds.

M ore recently,the prospectofenhanced neutrino crosssectionshasbeen ex-

plored in thecontextofextra dim ension m odelsinvoked by som etheoristsas

a possible way foraccounting forthe extraordinary weakness ofthe gravita-

tionalforce (Arkani-Ham ed,etal.1999;Randalland Sundrum 1999).These

m odelsallow thevirtualexchangeofgravitonspropagatingin thebulk (i.e.in

the space offullextra dim ensions)while restricting the propagation ofother

particles to the fam iliar four dim ensionalspace-tim e m anifold.It has been

suggested that in such m odels,�(�N) ’ [E�=(100EeV)]m b (Nussinov and

Schrock 1999;Dom okosand Kovesi-Dom okos1999;Jain,etal.2000).Other

scenariosinvolve the neutrino-initiated atm opheric production ofblack holes

(Anchordoquiet al.2002;Feng and Shapere 2002) and higher dim ensional

extended objects,p-dim ensionalbranes called \p-branes" (Ahn,etal.2002;

Anchordoqui,et al.2002).Such interactions,in principle,can increase the

neutrino totalatm ospheric interaction cross section by orders ofm agnitude
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above the standard m odelvalue.However,sub-m m gravity experim ents and

astrophysicalconstraintsruleouttotal�N crosssectionsaslargeas100m b as

would beneeded to�tthetrans-GZK energy airshowerpro�ledata.Nonethe-

less,extra dim ension m odels m ay produce signi�cant increases in this cross

section,resulting in m oderately penetrating airshowers.Such showersshould

also bepresentatlowerenergies(Anchordoquietal.2001;Tyler,etal.2001).

No such showershave been observed,putting an indirectconstrainton extra

dim ension TeV-scalegravity m odels.

3.3 New Particles

The suggestion has also been m ade that undiscovered neutralhadrons con-

taining a lightgluino could beproducing thetrans-GZK events(Farrar1996;

Cheung,etal.1998;Berezinsky,etal.2002).W hiletheinvocation ofsuch par-

ticlesisan intriguingidea,itseem sunlikely thatsuch particlesofafew proton

m asseswould be produced in copiousenough quantitiesin astrophysicalob-

jectswithoutbeing detected in terrestrialaccelerators.There arealso strong

acceleratorconstraintson lightgluino production (Alavi-Harati,etal.1999).

One should note thatwhile itistrue thatthe GZK threshold forsuch parti-

cleswould behigherthan thatforprotons,such isalso thecaseforthem ore

prosaic heavy nucleipreviously discussed.In addition,such neutralparticles

cannotbe accelerated directly,butm ustbe produced assecondary particles,

m aking theenergeticsreqirem entsm oredi�cult.

3.4 Violating LorentzInvariance

W ith theidea ofspontaneoussym m etry breaking in particlephysicscam ethe

suggestion thatLorentzinvariance(LI)m ightbeweakly broken athigh ener-

gies(Satoand Tati1972).Although no truequantum theory ofgravity exists,

itwassuggested thatLIm ightbe violated in such a theory with astrophys-

icalconsequences(Am elino-Cam ilia etal.1998;Galante,these proceedings).

A sim ple form ulation for breaking LIby a sm all�rst order perturbation in

theelectrom agneticLagrangian which leadstoarenorm alizabletreatm enthas

been given by Colem an and Glashow (1999).Using thisform alism ,these au-

thorspointoutthatdi�erentparticlescan havedi�erentm axim um attainable

velocities (M AVs) which can be di�erent from c.Ifwe denote the M AV of

a particle oftype iby ci and the di�erence ci� cj � �ij then Colem an and

Glashow have shown that for interactions ofprotons with CBR photons of

energy � and tem perature TC B R = 2:73K ,pion production is kinem atically

forbidden and thusphotom eson interactionsare turned o� if

10



 10

 100

 1000

 10000

 100000

 1e+06

 1e+07

 1e+08

 1e+17  1e+18  1e+19  1e+20  1e+21

J(
E

) 
x 

E
2  (

m
-2

 s
r-1

 s
-1

 e
V

)

Energy (eV)

Γ = 2.60

Fig.3.Predicted spectra foran E
�2:6 source spectrum with source evolution (see

text) shown with pair-production losses included and photom eson losses both in-

cluded (black curve)and turned o� (lighter(red)curve)(Steckerand Scully 2004).

The curves are shown with ultrahigh energy cosm ic ray spectraldata from Fly’s

Eye (triangles),AGASA (circles),and HiRes m onocular data (squares).They are

norm alized to the data at3 EeV (see text).

�p� > 5� 10�24 (�=TC B R )
2
:

The corrsponding condition forsuppression ofelectron-positron pairproduc-

tion interactionsisgiven by

�ep > 5� 10�19 (�=TC B R )
2
:

Thus,given even a very sm allam ountofLIviolation,both photom eson and

pair-production interactionsofUHECR with theCBR can beturned o�.Such

a violation ofLorentz invariance m ight be produced by Planck scale e�ects

(Aloisio,etal.2000;Alfaroand Palm a2002,2003).Theam ountofLIviolation
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Scully 2004).Thecurvesareshown with ultrahigh energy cosm ic ray spectraldata

from Fly’sEye (triangles),AGASA (circles),and HiResm onoculardata (squares).

They are norm alized to thedata at3 EeV (see text).

required issm allcom pared totheconstraintobtained by Steckerand Glashow

(2001)from the non-suppression ofintergalactic absorption ofm ulti-TeV 
-

rays,viz.,�e
 < 1:3� 10�15 .The m ost stringent constraints to date on LI

violation in QED interactionsaregiven by Jacobson,etal.(2004).

Figures3and 4,show thepredicted spectraobtained assum ingan E �2:6 source

spectrum and a source lum inosity evolution / (1+ z)3:6 for0 < z < 2 with

no furtherevolution outto zm ax = 5,following the starform ation rate.The

resulting spectra,norm alized atan energy of3 EeV above which energy the

extragalacticcom ponentisassum ed to bedom inant(see,e.g.,Stecker2003),

arecalculated for\on"and\o�"energylossesforbothphotom esonproduction

and pairproduction forprotons,
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The cosm ic ray spectraldata from theFly’sEye,AGASA,and HiResdetec-

torsare also shown.1 From Figs.3 and 4,itcan be seen that,in principle,

a very sm allam ountofLIviolation can elim inate the GZK \cuto�".W hen

pair-production isturned o�,the� 10EeV \bite"in thepredicted spectrum is

elim inated.Ofcourse,when both interactionsareturned o�,allofthefeatures

in thepredicted spectrum disappearand only a power-law rem ains.Contrary

to thediscussion ofAlfaro and Palm a (2003),ascan beseen from thecurves

in Figs.3and 4,thepresentdatacannotbeused toputconstriantson LIvio-

lation in pair-production interactions;thesedataappeartobeconsistentwith

eitherthe presence orabsence ofsuch interactions.In the case ofbottom -up

m odels,thererem ainstheproblem ofaccelerating protonsto TGZK energies

in thesources(seeSection 2)which,ofcourse,isnota problem fortop-down

m odels(seeSection 3 and Aloisio,theseproceedings).

4 D istinguishing O ld vs.N ew Physics Scenarios

Future data which willbe obtained with new detector arrays and satellites

willgive us m ore clues relating to the origin of the trans-GZK events by

distinguishing between thevarioushypothesesthathavebeen proposed.

An \old physics" zevatron origin willproduceair-showersprim arily from pri-

m aries which are protons or heavy nuclei,with a m uch sm aller num ber of

neutrino-induced showers,the neutrinos being secondaries from CBR pho-

tom eson interactions.Zevatron eventsshould clusternearthedirection ofthe

sources.

A \new physics" fraggerorigin m echanism willnotproduceany nucleiheavier

than protonsand willproducem oreultrahigh energy neutrinosthan protons.

Thus,itwillbeim portantto look forthe�-induced airshowerswhich areex-

pected to originatem uch m oredeeply in theatm ospherethan proton-induced

airshowersand arethereforeexpected to bem ostly horizontalshowers.Such

m odels also produce m ore photons than protons.Photons produced in the

galactichalo,e.g.,from thedecay orannihilation ofsuperheavy dark m atter,

can reach usand willhavean anisotropicdistribution on thesky.New physics

top-down m echanism s m ay produce harder spectra than are expected from

cosm ic zevatrons.Ifdi�erentialcosm ic ray spectra are param etrized to be of

the form F / E
�� ,then fortop-down m odels� < 2,whereasforbottom -up

m odels� � 2.IfLorentzinvariance violation istheexplanation forthem iss-

ing GZK e�ect,onecan also look fortheabsenceofa pair-production 10 EeV

\bite" in thespectrum ,butthism ay bem oredi�cultto detect.

1 O therUHECR data aregiven elsewherein theseproceedingsand in Nagano and

W atson (2000).
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