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W e suggest that the highest energy 7 10%° &V cosm ic ray prin aries m ay be relativistic m agnetic m onopoles.
M otivations for this hypothesis are twofold: (i) conventional prim aries are problem atic, while m onopoles are

naturally accelerated to E

10%° &V by galactic m agnetic elds; (ii) the observed highest energy cosn ic ray ux

is jast below the Parker lim it for m onopoles. By m atching the cosmn ic m onopole production m echanian to the

observed highest energy cosm ic ray ux we estin ate the m onopole m ass to be 100 Gev.

T he recent discoveriesby the AGA SA @], Fly's
Eye [], Haverah Park {3, and Yakutsk []collab-
orations of coan ic rays w ith energies above the
G ZK E] cut{o atE. 5 10%° &V present an
Intriguing challenge to particle astrophysics. T he
origin of the cut{o is degradation of the proton
energy by resonant scattering on the 3K coam ic
background radiation; above threshold, a is
produced w hich then decays to nuclkon plispion.
Forevery mean free path 6 M pc of travel, the
proton loses 20% of its energy on average. So if
protons are the prim aries for the highest energy
coam ic rays they m ust either com e from a rather
nearby source (< 50 to 100 M pc t_é]) or have an
initial energy far above 10?° eV . Neither possi-
bility seem s lkely, although the suggestion has
been m ade that radio galaxies at distances 10
to 200 hléo M pc In the supergalactic plane m ay
be origins '[/1]. A prin ary nuclus m itigates the
cut{o problm (energy per nuckon is reduced
by 1/A), but has additional problem s: above

10'° &V nuclei should be photo {dissociated by
the 3K background ig'], and possbly disintegrated
by the particle density am bient at the astrophys—
ical source.

Gamm a{rays and neutrinos are other possi-
bl prin ary candidates for these highest energy
events. However, the gam m a{ray hypothesis ap—
pears nconsistent [gi] w ith the tin e{developm ent
of the Fly’s Eye event. In addition, the mean
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free path ra  10%° &V photon to annihilate
on the radio background to €" e is believed to
be only 10 to 40 M pc i1, and the density pro ke
of the Yakutsk event @] showed a large num ber
ofmuons which argues against gamm a{ray inii-
ation. Conceming the neutrino hypothesis, the
Fly’s Eye event occured high in the atm osphere,
w hereas the expected event rate for early devel-
opm ent of a neutrino{induced air shower is down
from that ofan electrom agnetic orhadronic inter—
action by six orders of m agnitude E]. M oreover,
the acceleration problem for and prin ardes is
as daunting as for hadrons, shce ’sand ’'s at
these energies are believed to origihate in decay
of  10%° eV pions.

G iven the problem sw ith Interpreting the high-
est energy cosn ic ray prin ardes as protons, nu—
c}ej, photons, or neutrinos, we rekindle the idea
[10] that the prin ary particks of the highest en-
ergy cogm ic raysm ay bem agneticm onopoles @l‘-]
Two \coincidences" in the data support this hy—
pothesis. The rst is that the energies above the
cut-o arenaturally attained by m onopolesw hen
accelerated by known cosm icm agnetic elds. The
second is that the observed coan ic ray ux above
the cut{o is of the sam e order ofm agniude as
the theoretically allow ed \P arker Iim it" m onopole

ux.

To In part itskinetic energy to the induced air{
show er, the m onopole m ust be relativistic. This
bounds the m onopok mass to be = 10'° Gev.
The K bble m echanian {_l-Zj] for m onopole gen-—
eration in an early{universe phase transition es—
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tablishes a m onotonic relationship between the
monopolk’s ux and m ass. T here results, then, a
second upperbound on them onopolem ass, which
tums out to be sin ilar. T he consistency of these
two bounds is a third \coincidence." T hus, we ar—-

riveata ux ofm onopolsofmassM ~ 100 Gev
as a viable explanation the highest energy cosn ic
ray data. T hishypothesishas testable signatures,
aswe shall see.

T he kinetic energy of coan ic m onopoles is eas—
ily obtained. A s pointed out by D irac, the m Ini-
mum charge oramonopolk isqgy = e=2 (Which
Inpliess y = 1=4 ). In the local interstellar
medium , the m agnetic eld B is approxin ately
3 10 ° gauss ( B ) with a coherence length
L 300 pc ( Lsogo) 'Q;’x'] Thus, a galactic
m onopole w ill typically have kinetic energy:
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where N Ry = 100 Ry =R30)=@L=L3gp) is
the num ber of m agnetic dom ains encountered by
a typical m onopole as i traverses the galactic
m agnetic eld region ofsize Ry R3p 30 kpc.
N ote that this energy is above the G ZK cut{o .
Thus, the \accekration problem " ©rE ~ 10%°
eV prim aries is naturally solved in the m onopole
hypothesis.

A nother m onopole accekeration m echanism of
the right order of m agniude is provided by
the surface magnetic eld of a neutron star.
At the neutron star’s surface, a m onopolk ac—
quires a kinetic energy Eg ay BL 7
2 10%'ev @ =10%%gauss) (L=km ): However, it is
thought to be unlkely that obfcts as small
as stars would contain a population of bound
m onopoles large enough to generate a m easure—
able ux.

To obtain the theoretically predicted m onopole

ux, it is worthwhile to review how and when_a
m onopole is generated in a phase transition l_1g',
:;Lj]. The topological requirem ent for m onopole
production is that a sem isin ple gauge group
changes so that a U (1) factor becom es unbro—
ken. If the m ass or tem perature scale at which
the sym m etry changes is , then the m onopoles
appear as topological defects, wih m ass M

I . WeuseM 100 in the estin ates to

follow . A1l that is necessary to ensure that the
m onopolks are relativistic today, ie. M~ 100
GeV, and so produce relativistic air showers, is
to require this sym m etry breaking scale associ-
ated w ith the production ofm onopoles to be at
orbelow 108 Gev.

ThisM 10'% GeV restriction also serves to
am eliorate possible overclosure of the universe by
an excessive m onopolem ass density. At the tine
of the phase transition, roughly one m onopol or
antin onopole is produced per correlated volim e
@2_5]. T he resulting m onopole num ber density to—
day is

ny 041 (=10"7G6ev)’ = )’am *; @)

where . is the phase transition correlation
length, bounded from above by the horizon size
L at the tim e of the phase transition, or equiv—
alently, at the G Insourg tem perature Tg of the
phase transition. T he correlation length m ay be
com parable to the horizon size (second order or
weakly rst order phase transition) or consider—
ably am aller than the horizon size (strongly st
order transition). The resulting m onopole m ass
density today relative to the closure value is

v 01 M=10"cev) (w=0): @)

M onopoles less m assive than 1013 ( =Y )3
G eV do not overclose the universe.

From E q.@'), the generalexpression for the rel-
ativistic m onopole ux m ay be w ritten

Fu = cny =4 02 M=10"°Gev)’ & =.)° )

peran? sec sr. The \P arker lin it" on the galactic
monopok ux [[4]1isFEL 10 '° =an 2=sec=sr.
It is derived by requiring that the m easured
galactic m agnetic elds not be deplted by ac—
celerating m onopoles) faster than the elds can
be regenerated by galactic m agnetohydrodynam —
ics. Com paring this Parker lim it with the gen—
eralmonopok ux In Eq. (::;), we see that the
Parker bound is satis ed if M 10M (o= )
Gev. From Egs. ('@') and (:j) we may also
w rite for the relativistic m onopole closure density

R M 10 8 (Ey i=10%°eV) Ey =F: %), which
show s that the hypothesized m onopole ux does



not close the universe regardless of the nature of
the m onopole{creating phase transition (param —
eterized by =l ).

T here is no obvious reason why m onopoles ac—
celerated by coan icm agnetic elds should have a
falling gpectrum , or even a broad spectrum . So
we assum e that them onopole spectrum is peaked
in the energy half{decade 1 to 5 10%° &V .W ith
this assum ption, the m onopole di erential ux is

dE'y 40 M 3,
0" gy
aE 1006V ' .

4 1 )?
peran? sec sr &V .Comparing thism onopole
to the measured di erential ux (@F=dE )g xp
10 3 2 peran? sec sr &V aboved®V (sum -
marized n {), we nferM  (=k) 10017
G eV . W e note that the m onopole m ass derived
here from the ux requirem ent is rem arkably con—
sistent w ith the three prior m ass requirem ents,
nam ely that theE  10?° &V m onopoles be rela—
tivistic, that they not overclose the universe, and
that they obey the Parker lim it. It is very in—
teresting that the observed highest energy cos—
mic ray ux lies just below the Parker lin it for
monopol ux. A slightly larger observed ux
would exceed this lim i, while a slightly ower ux
would not have been observed. If the m onopole
hypothesis is correct, i is possible that we are
seeing evidence orsom e dynam icalreason forcing
the m onopole ux to saturate the P arker bound.
Let us analyze the m onopole hypothesis In de—
tailby focussing on som e m ore salient features of
the data. There appears to be an event pile{up
Jistbelow 6 10'° eV (the GZK cut{o ), and
a gap st above. T here are events above the gap
w hich weproposeto explain. So far, no eventsare
seen above the Fly’s Eye event energy at 3 102°
eV . T he event rate at highest energies exceeds a
power law extrapolation from the spectrum below
the gap (wih low statistical signi cance). Ex-—
cept for the highest energy coam ic ray events, the
soectrum iswell t 'E:] by a di use population of
protons distrbuted isotropically In the universe.
T he apparent pile{up of events between  10'°
eV and 6 10’ &V is explained by the pion
photo{production m echanian of G ZK f_l-§'] For
the events above 10%° &V, a di erent origin seem s
to be required. T hat the galactic m agnetic elds

ux

naturally in part 102° to 10%! eV ofkinetic energy
to them onopole, and that there appears to be an
absence of events above and just below this en—
ergy, we nd very suggestive. A m onopolk w ith

M Ey =M will orward{scatter atm ospheric
partickesto = 2 2 . Consequently, there is an
e ective energy threshold ofE y 10M fPorrela—
tivistic air showers lnduced by m onopols. T hus,
an apparent threshold in the data at E 1020
eV may also be explained if the m onopole m ass
is 10 Gev.

Any proposed prim ary candidate m ust be able
to reproduce the ocbserved shower evolution of
the 3 10%° &V Fl's Eye event. The shower
peaksat 815 55g=amn 2, w hich ism arginally con-—
sistent w ith that expected in a proton{initiated
shower. D oes a m onopole{induced air shower t
the Fly’s Eye event pro k? W e do not know .
T he hadronic com ponent ofthe m onopole shower
is likely to be com plicated. The interior of the
m onopole is symm etric vacuum , in which all the
ferm ion, Yang{M ills, and H iggs eldsofthe grand
uni ed theory coexist. Thus, even though the
C om pton size of the m onopol is ncredbly tiny,
its strong interaction size is the usual con ne-
ment radiusof 1 fm, and its strong interaction
cross{section is indeed strong, 10 ?* am?, and
possbly grow ng w ith energy like other hadronic
cross{sections. Furthem ore, a number of un—
usual m onopole{nucleus nteractions may take
place, including enhanced m onopole{catalyzed
baryon {violating processes w ith a strong cross{
section 10 %" am? f_l-g‘]; catalyzation of the in-
verse processe +M ! M + + (oorn), Pk
Jow ed by pion/antibaryon initiation ofa hadronic
show er; binding of one or m ore nuclons by the
m onopole f_l-j], In which case the m onopole{air
Interaction m ay resem ble a a relativistic nucleus{
nuclkus collision; strong polarization of the air
nuclei due to m agnetic interaction w ith the in-
dividual nuclon m agnetic m om ents and elec—
tric @ = w e=2 r?") interaction with the pro—
ton constituents, possbly causing fragm entation
[_1]I]; hard elastic m agnetic scattering of ionized
nucki (in the rest fram e of the m onopolk the
charged nuclkusw illsee them onopolk asa re ect—
ing m agnetic m irror); and p_ossib]e electrow eak {
scale sphaleron processes t_lé] at the large Q {



valie of the m onopole{air nuclkus interaction (

M Amy TeV ). C learly, m ore theoretical w ork
is required to understand a m onopole’s air show er
developm ent.

O n the otherhand, them onopole’s electrom ag—
netic show ering properties are straightforward. A
m agnetic m onopole has a rest{fram e m agnetic

ed Brr = oy £=r’. W hen boosted to a ve-
Iocty "y ,an ekctric ed Ey = y M Brr
is generated, leading to a \dual Lorentz" force
acting on the charged constituents of air atom s.
T he electrom agnetic energy loss of a relativistic
m onopol traveling through m atter isvery sim ilar
to that of a heavy nuclkus w ith sim ilar {factor
and chargeZ = gy =e = 1=2 = 137=2. One re—
suk isa 6Gev=(@gam ?) \mininum {ionizing
m onopol" electrom agnetic energy loss. Inte—
grated through the atm osphere, the totalelectro—

m agnetic energy loss is therefore (62=cos ;)
TeV, for zenith anglke , “ 60 . For a horizontal
shower the integrated energy loss is 240 TeV.

A second electrom agnetic prediction is C erenkov
radiation at the usual angl but enhanced by
(137=2)> 4700 com pared to a proton prin ary.
This enhanced Cerenkov radiation may help in
the identi cation of the m onopole prin ary.

W e can derive useful nformm ation on som e of
the characteristics of the m onopole shower sin —
ply from kinem atics. For relativistic m onopoles
with massM greatly exceeding the m asses of the
target air atom s and their constituent nucleon
masses m , the m axinum energy transfer occurs
via rward (in the lab fram e) elastic scattering.
Thismaxinum is

0 2 1
E,=Ex = @+ M “=2mEy ) " :

In contrast, the m axin um energy transfer for a
relativistic particle ofenergy E and m assm scat—
tering on a stationary target particle ofthe sam e
m ass is

E =E, =1 m=2F 1:

m

W e see that a relativistic nuclon or light nu-
cleus prin ary will transfer essentially all of its
energy in a single forward scattering event. If

2mEy, , ie. © 10°
10%° eV, it too w ill transfer

the m onopole has M
GeV PrEy few

m ost of its energy in the rst orward{scattering
event, possbly m in icking a standard air shower.
On the other hand, a relativistic m onopole pri-
mary with M > 10° Gev will retain most of
is energy per each scattering, and so will con—
thuously \initiate" the shower as it propagates
through the atm osphere. For this reason, we refer
to the m onopole shower as \m onopole{nduced"
rather than \m onopole{initiated." The smaller
energy transfer per collision ora M > 10° Gev

m onopol as com pared to that of the usual pri-
m ary candidates m ay constitute a signature for
heavy m onopole prin aries. M oreover, the back{

scattered atm ospheric particles in the center{of{

m ass systam Wwhich is roughly half of the scat-
tered particles) are forward{scattered in the lab
fram e into a cone ofhalf{angle 1= y ; at the given
energy ofE  10%° eV, this angle w illbe large for
a heavy m onopol prin ary com pared to the an—
gk for a usualprin ary particlke, possbly o ering
another m onopol signature.

Sinple GUT models may be constructed in
which aU (1) symm etry rst appearsata cosn ic
tem perature far below the nitial GUT {breaking
scale, signaling the appearance ofm onopolesw ith
massM farbelow the nitialGUT scale. Indeed,
there are several published m odels in which ex-
actly this happens, the m ost recent being ngli]
T he utility of an intem ediate breaking scale has
been invoked before in m any contexts, ncliding
the P eccei{Q uinn solution to the strong CP prob-—
Jem , the right{handed neutrino scale In \see{saw "
m odels of neutrino m ass generation, and super—
symm etry breaking In a hidden sector.

To conclude, we suggest that the prin ary par-
ticles ofthe highest energy coan ic raysdiscovered
In the past severalyears are relativistic m agnetic
m onopoles of m ass M 10'° Gev . Energies of

10%° eV can easily be attamhed via accelera—
tion In a typicalgalactic m agnetic eld, and the
observed highest energy coam ic ray ux (just be-
lIow the P arker lim i) can be explained w ithin the
m onopole hypothesis by the K bble m echanian .
Fortunately, there are som e possble tests of this
m onopole hypothesis. F irst of all, the m onopole
prin aries should be asymm etrically distributed
on the sky, showing a preference for the direc—



tion of the local galactic m agnetic eld. Sec-
ondly, the characteristics of air showers induced
by m onopoles m ay carry distinctive signatures:
T he electrom agnetic shower and Cerenkov cone
should develop as if the relativisticm onopole car-
ried 137=2 unisofelectric charge. In addition,
there m ay be several strong interaction aspects
ofthe m onopole, each contributing to m onopole{
Induced air shower developm ent. F inally, the en—
ergy transfer per scatterer w ill be sn aller for a
M ~ 10° GeV m onopole com pared to that of a
standard prim ary, and the scattering angle w ill
be larger.

T here are good prospects for m ore coam ic ray
data at these highest energies. T he present cos—
m ic ray detection e orts are ongoing, and the
\A uger P roct" has been form ed to coordinate
an Intemationale ort to instrum ent a 5,000 km 2
detector and collect ve thousand eventsper year
above 10'° P61
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