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W e suggest that the highest energy
>

� 10
20

eV cosm ic ray prim aries m ay be relativistic m agnetic m onopoles.

M otivations for this hypothesis are twofold: (i) conventionalprim aries are problem atic, while m onopoles are

naturally accelerated to E � 10
20

eV by galactic m agnetic �elds;(ii)theobserved highestenergy cosm ic ray 
ux

is just below the Parker lim it for m onopoles. By m atching the cosm ic m onopole production m echanism to the

observed highestenergy cosm ic ray 
ux we estim ate the m onopole m assto be
<

� 10
10

G eV.

Therecentdiscoveriesby theAG ASA [1],Fly’s

Eye[2],Haverah Park [3],and Yakutsk [4]collab-

orations ofcosm ic rays with energies above the

G ZK [5]cut{o� atE c � 5� 1019 eV presentan

intriguing challengeto particleastrophysics.The

origin ofthe cut{o� isdegradation ofthe proton

energy by resonantscattering on the 3K cosm ic

background radiation;above threshold,a � � is

produced which then decaystonucleon pluspion.

Forevery m ean free path � 6 M pc oftravel,the

proton loses20% ofitsenergy on average. So if

protonsare the prim ariesforthe highestenergy

cosm icraysthey m usteithercom efrom a rather

nearby source (
<
� 50 to 100 M pc [6])orhave an

initialenergy far above 1020 eV.Neither possi-

bility seem s likely, although the suggestion has

been m ade that radio galaxies at distances 10

to 200h
�1

100
M pc in the supergalactic plane m ay

be origins [7]. A prim ary nucleus m itigates the

cut{o� problem (energy per nucleon is reduced

by 1/A), but has additional problem s: above

� 1019 eV nucleishould be photo{dissociated by

the3K background [8],and possiblydisintegrated

by theparticledensity am bientattheastrophys-

icalsource.

G am m a{rays and neutrinos are other possi-

ble prim ary candidates for these highest energy

events. However,the gam m a{ray hypothesisap-

pearsinconsistent[9]with thetim e{developm ent

ofthe Fly’s Eye event. In addition, the m ean
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free path for a � 1020 eV photon to annihilate

on the radio background to e+ e� is believed to

be only 10 to 40 M pc [9],and the density pro�le

ofthe Yakutsk event [4]showed a large num ber

ofm uonswhich arguesagainstgam m a{ray initi-

ation. Concerning the neutrino hypothesis,the

Fly’sEye eventoccured high in the atm osphere,

whereas the expected eventrate for early devel-

opm entofa neutrino{induced airshowerisdown

from thatofan electrom agneticorhadronicinter-

action by six ordersofm agnitude [9]. M oreover,

theacceleration problem for
 and � prim ariesis

as daunting as for hadrons,since 
’s and �’s at

these energies are believed to originate in decay

of
>
� 1020 eV pions.

G iven theproblem swith interpreting thehigh-

est energy cosm ic ray prim aries as protons,nu-

clei,photons,or neutrinos,we rekindle the idea

[10]thatthe prim ary particlesofthe highesten-

ergycosm icraysm aybem agneticm onopoles[11].

Two \coincidences" in the data supportthishy-

pothesis.The �rstisthatthe energiesabovethe

cut-o� arenaturally attained by m onopoleswhen

acceleratedbyknowncosm icm agnetic�elds.The

second isthattheobserved cosm icray 
ux above

the cut{o� isofthe sam e orderofm agnitude as

thetheoreticallyallowed\Parkerlim it"m onopole


ux.

Toim partitskineticenergytotheinduced air{

shower,the m onopole m ustbe relativistic. This

bounds the m onopole m ass to be
<
� 1010 G eV.

The K ibble m echanism [12] for m onopole gen-

eration in an early{universe phase transition es-
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tablishes a m onotonic relationship between the

m onopole’s
ux and m ass.Thereresults,then,a

secondupperbound on them onopolem ass,which

turnsoutto be sim ilar.The consistency ofthese

twoboundsisathird \coincidence." Thus,wear-

riveata
uxofm onopolesofm assM
<
� 1010 G eV

asa viableexplanation thehighestenergy cosm ic

raydata.Thishypothesishastestablesignatures,

aswe shallsee.

Thekineticenergy ofcosm icm onopolesiseas-

ily obtained.Aspointed outby Dirac,the m ini-

m um chargefora m onopoleisqM = e=2� (which

im plies �M = 1=4�). In the localinterstellar

m edium ,the m agnetic �eld B is approxim ately

3� 10�6 gauss(� B �6 )with a coherence length

L � 300 pc (� L300) [13]. Thus, a galactic

m onopolewilltypically havekineticenergy:

E K � qM B L
p
N

’ 6� 1020 (
B

B �6

)(
L

L300

)1=2 (
R M

R 30

)1=2 eV;

where N � R M =L � 100(R M =R 30)=(L=L300)is

the num berofm agneticdom ainsencountered by

a typical m onopole as it traverses the galactic

m agnetic�eld region ofsizeR M � R 30 � 30 kpc.

Note thatthisenergy isabove the G ZK cut{o�.

Thus,the \acceleration problem " for E
>
� 1020

eV prim ariesisnaturally solved in the m onopole

hypothesis.

Another m onopole acceleration m echanism of

the right order of m agnitude is provided by

the surface m agnetic �eld of a neutron star.

At the neutron star’s surface, a m onopole ac-

quires a kinetic energy E K � qM B L ’

2 � 1021eV(B =1012gauss)(L=km ):However,it is

thought to be unlikely that objects as sm all

as stars would contain a population of bound

m onopoles large enough to generate a m easure-

able 
ux.

Toobtain thetheoretically predicted m onopole


ux,itisworthwhile to review how and when a

m onopole is generated in a phase transition [12,

13]. The topologicalrequirem ent for m onopole

production is that a sem isim ple gauge group

changes so that a U (1) factor becom es unbro-

ken. Ifthe m ass or tem perature scale at which

the sym m etry changesis�,then the m onopoles

appear as topologicaldefects, with m ass M �

��1 �. W e use M � 100� in the estim ates to

follow. Allthat is necessary to ensure that the

m onopoles are relativistic today,i.e. M
<
� 1010

G eV,and so produce relativistic air showers,is

to require this sym m etry breaking scale associ-

ated with the production ofm onopolesto be at

orbelow � 108 G eV.

This M
<
� 1010 G eV restriction also servesto

am elioratepossibleoverclosureoftheuniverseby

an excessivem onopolem assdensity.Atthetim e

ofthe phasetransition,roughly onem onopoleor

antim onopole isproduced percorrelated volum e

[12].The resulting m onopole num berdensity to-

day is

nM � 0:1(�=1017G eV)3(lH =�c)
3cm �3

; (1)

where �c is the phase transition correlation

length,bounded from above by the horizon size

lH atthe tim e ofthe phase transition,orequiv-

alently,at the G insburg tem perature TG ofthe

phase transition. The correlation length m ay be

com parable to the horizon size (second order or

weakly �rst order phase transition) or consider-

ably sm allerthan the horizon size (strongly �rst

order transition). The resulting m onopole m ass

density today relativeto the closurevalueis


M � 0:1(M =1013G eV)4(lH =�c)
3
: (2)

M onopoles less m assive than � 1013(�c=lH )
3=4

G eV do notoverclosethe universe.

From Eq.(1),thegeneralexpression fortherel-

ativistic m onopole
ux m ay be written

FM = cnM =4� � 0:2(M =1016G eV)3(lH =�c)
3 (3)

percm 2� sec� sr.The\Parkerlim it"on thegalactic

m onopole 
ux [14]is F P L
M

� 10�15 =cm 2=sec=sr.

It is derived by requiring that the m easured

galactic m agnetic �elds not be depleted (by ac-

celerating m onopoles) faster than the �elds can

be regenerated by galacticm agnetohydrodynam -

ics. Com paring this Parker lim it with the gen-

eralm onopole 
ux in Eq. (3),we see that the

Parker bound is satis�ed if M
<
� 1011(�c=lH )

G eV. From Eqs. (2) and (3) we m ay also

writefortherelativisticm onopoleclosuredensity


R M � 10�8 (hE M i=1020eV)(FM =F P L
M

), which

showsthatthe hypothesized m onopole 
ux does



notclose the universe regardlessofthe nature of

the m onopole{creating phase transition (param -

eterized by �c=lH ).

Thereisno obviousreason why m onopolesac-

celerated by cosm icm agnetic�eldsshould havea

falling spectrum ,or even a broad spectrum . So

weassum ethatthem onopolespectrum ispeaked

in theenergy half{decade1 to 5� 1020 eV.W ith

thisassum ption,them onopoledi�erential
ux is

dFM

dE
� 4� 10�40 (

M

1010G eV
)3(

lH

�c
)3

percm 2� sec� sr� eV.Com paring thism onopole
ux

to the m easured di�erential
ux (dF=dE )E xp �

10�38�2 per cm 2� sec� sr� eV above 1020 eV (sum -

m arized in [9]),we infer M � (�c=lH )� 1010�1

G eV.W e note that the m onopole m ass derived

herefrom the
ux requirem entisrem arkablycon-

sistent with the three prior m ass requirem ents,

nam ely thattheE � 1020 eV m onopolesberela-

tivistic,thatthey notoverclosetheuniverse,and

that they obey the Parker lim it. It is very in-

teresting that the observed highest energy cos-

m ic ray 
ux lies just below the Parkerlim it for

m onopole 
ux. A slightly larger observed 
ux

would exceed thislim it,whileaslightlylower
ux

would nothave been observed. Ifthe m onopole

hypothesis is correct,it is possible that we are

seeingevidenceforsom edynam icalreasonforcing

them onopole
ux to saturatethe Parkerbound.

Letusanalyzethe m onopolehypothesisin de-

tailby focussing on som em oresalientfeaturesof

the data. There appearsto be an eventpile{up

justbelow � 6� 1019 eV (theG ZK cut{o�),and

a gap justabove.Thereareeventsabovethegap

which weproposetoexplain.Sofar,noeventsare

seen abovetheFly’sEyeeventenergy at3� 1020

eV.The eventrate athighestenergiesexceedsa

powerlaw extrapolation from thespectrum below

the gap (with low statisticalsigni�cance). Ex-

ceptforthehighestenergy cosm icray events,the

spectrum iswell�t[1]by a di�use population of

protonsdistributed isotropically in the universe.

The apparent pile{up ofevents between � 1019

eV and 6 � 1019 eV is explained by the pion

photo{production m echanism ofG ZK [15]. For

theeventsabove1020 eV,a di�erentorigin seem s

to be required.Thatthe galacticm agnetic�elds

naturally im part1020 to1021 eV ofkineticenergy

to them onopole,and thatthereappearsto bean

absence ofevents above and just below this en-

ergy,we �nd very suggestive. A m onopole with


M � E M =M willforward{scatter atm ospheric

particlesto 
 = 2
2
M
. Consequently,there isan

e�ectiveenergy threshold ofE M � 10M forrela-

tivisticairshowersinduced by m onopoles.Thus,

an apparent threshold in the data at E � 1020

eV m ay also be explained ifthe m onopole m ass

is� 1010 G eV.

Any proposed prim ary candidatem ustbeable

to reproduce the observed shower evolution of

the 3 � 1020 eV Fly’s Eye event. The shower

peaksat815� 55g=cm
2
,which ism arginallycon-

sistent with that expected in a proton{initiated

shower. Doesa m onopole{induced airshower�t

the Fly’s Eye event pro�le? W e do not know.

Thehadroniccom ponentofthem onopoleshower

is likely to be com plicated. The interior ofthe

m onopole issym m etric vacuum ,in which allthe

ferm ion,Yang{M ills,and Higgs�eldsofthegrand

uni�ed theory coexist. Thus, even though the

Com pton size ofthe m onopole isincredibly tiny,

its strong interaction size is the usual con�ne-

m entradiusof� 1 fm ,and itsstrong interaction

cross{section is indeed strong,� 10�26 cm 2,and

possibly growing with energy like otherhadronic

cross{sections. Furtherm ore, a num ber of un-

usual m onopole{nucleus interactions m ay take

place, including enhanced m onopole{catalyzed

baryon{violating processes with a strong cross{

section � 10�27 cm 2 [16];catalyzation ofthe in-

verse processe� + M ! M + � + (�p or �n),fol-

lowed by pion/antibaryon initiation ofahadronic

shower;binding ofone or m ore nucleons by the

m onopole [17], in which case the m onopole{air

interaction m ay resem blea a relativisticnucleus{

nucleus collision; strong polarization of the air

nucleidue to m agnetic interaction with the in-

dividual nucleon m agnetic m om ents and elec-

tric (~E = 
M e=2�r2�̂)interaction with the pro-

ton constituents,possibly causing fragm entation

[17];hard elastic m agnetic scattering ofionized

nuclei (in the rest fram e of the m onopole the

charged nucleuswillseethem onopoleasare
ect-

ing m agnetic m irror);and possible electroweak{

scale sphaleron processes [18] at the large Q {



value ofthem onopole{airnucleusinteraction (�


M Am N � TeV).Clearly,m ore theoreticalwork

isrequired tounderstand am onopole’sairshower

developm ent.

O n theotherhand,them onopole’selectrom ag-

neticshoweringpropertiesarestraightforward.A

m agnetic m onopole has a rest{fram e m agnetic

�eld B R F = qM r̂=r2. W hen boosted to a ve-

locity ~�M ,an electric �eld ~E M = 
M
~�M � ~B R F

is generated,leading to a \dualLorentz" force

acting on the charged constituents ofair atom s.

The electrom agnetic energy loss ofa relativistic

m onopoletravelingthrough m atterisverysim ilar

to thatofa heavy nucleuswith sim ilar
{factor

and charge Z = qM =e = 1=2� = 137=2. O ne re-

sult is a � 6G eV=(gcm �2 ) \m inim um {ionizing

m onopole" electrom agnetic energy loss. Inte-

grated through theatm osphere,thetotalelectro-

m agnetic energy loss is therefore � (6:2=cos�z)

TeV,forzenith angle �z
<
� 60�. Fora horizontal

showerthe integrated energy lossis � 240 TeV.

A second electrom agneticprediction isCerenkov

radiation at the usual angle but enhanced by

(137=2)2 � 4700 com pared to a proton prim ary.

This enhanced Cerenkov radiation m ay help in

the identi�cation ofthe m onopoleprim ary.

W e can derive usefulinform ation on som e of

the characteristics ofthe m onopole shower sim -

ply from kinem atics. For relativistic m onopoles

with m assM greatly exceeding them assesofthe

target air atom s and their constituent nucleon

m asses m ,the m axim um energy transfer occurs

via forward (in the lab fram e)elastic scattering.

Thism axim um is

E
0

m =E M = (1+ M
2
=2m E M )�1 :

In contrast,the m axim um energy transfer for a

relativisticparticleofenergy E and m assm scat-

tering on a stationary targetparticleofthesam e

m assis

E
0

m =E m = 1� m =2E � 1:

W e see that a relativistic nucleon or light nu-

cleus prim ary willtransfer essentially allof its

energy in a single forward scattering event. If

the m onopole has M
<
�

p
2m E M , i.e.

<
� 106

G eV forE M � few � 1020 eV,ittoo willtransfer

m ostofitsenergy in the �rstforward{scattering

event,possibly m im icking a standard airshower.

O n the other hand,a relativistic m onopole pri-

m ary with M > 106 G eV will retain m ost of

its energy per each scattering,and so willcon-

tinuously \initiate" the shower as it propagates

through theatm osphere.Forthisreason,werefer

to the m onopole showeras \m onopole{induced"

rather than \m onopole{initiated." The sm aller

energy transferpercollision fora M > 106 G eV

m onopole as com pared to that ofthe usualpri-

m ary candidates m ay constitute a signature for

heavy m onopole prim aries. M oreover,the back{

scattered atm ospheric particlesin the center{of{

m ass system (which is roughly halfofthe scat-

tered particles)are forward{scattered in the lab

fram eintoaconeofhalf{angle1=
M ;atthegiven

energy ofE � 1020 eV,thisanglewillbelargefor

a heavy m onopole prim ary com pared to the an-

gle fora usualprim ary particle,possibly o�ering

anotherm onopolesignature.

Sim ple G UT m odels m ay be constructed in

which a U (1)sym m etry �rstappearsata cosm ic

tem perature farbelow the initialG UT{breaking

scale,signalingtheappearanceofm onopoleswith

m assM farbelow theinitialG UT scale.Indeed,

there are severalpublished m odels in which ex-

actly this happens, the m ost recent being [19].

The utility ofan interm ediatebreaking scalehas

been invoked before in m any contexts,including

thePeccei{Q uinn solution tothestrongCP prob-

lem ,theright{handed neutrinoscalein \see{saw"

m odels ofneutrino m ass generation,and super-

sym m etry breaking in a hidden sector.

To conclude,we suggestthatthe prim ary par-

ticlesofthehighestenergycosm icraysdiscovered

in thepastseveralyearsarerelativisticm agnetic

m onopoles ofm ass M
<
� 1010 G eV.Energies of

� 1020 eV can easily be attained via accelera-

tion in a typicalgalactic m agnetic �eld,and the

observed highestenergy cosm icray 
ux (justbe-

low theParkerlim it)can beexplained within the

m onopole hypothesis by the K ibble m echanism .

Fortunately,there are som e possible testsofthis

m onopole hypothesis. Firstofall,the m onopole

prim aries should be asym m etrically distributed

on the sky,showing a preference for the direc-



tion of the local galactic m agnetic �eld. Sec-

ondly,the characteristicsofair showersinduced

by m onopoles m ay carry distinctive signatures:

The electrom agnetic shower and Cerenkov cone

should develop asiftherelativisticm onopolecar-

ried � 137=2unitsofelectriccharge.In addition,

there m ay be severalstrong interaction aspects

ofthem onopole,each contributing to m onopole{

induced airshowerdevelopm ent.Finally,theen-

ergy transfer per scatterer willbe sm aller for a

M
>
� 106 G eV m onopole com pared to that ofa

standard prim ary,and the scattering angle will

be larger.

There are good prospectsform ore cosm ic ray

data atthese highestenergies. The presentcos-

m ic ray detection e�orts are ongoing, and the

\Auger Project" has been form ed to coordinate

an internationale�ortto instrum enta 5,000 km
2

detectorand collect�vethousand eventsperyear

above1019 [20].
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