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A bstract

The resultson the uxesofcdharged particles and neutrinos from a 3-din ensional

(3D ) sin ulation of atm ospheric show ers are presented. An agreem ent of calculated

uxes w ith data on charged partickes from the AM S and CAPRICE detectors is

dem onstrated. P redictions on neutrino uxes at di erent experin ental sites are
com pared w ith results from other calculations.

1 Introduction

T he Interpretation ofthe data on atm ospheric neutrinos from di erent expermm ents [, 1]
relies on calculations of neutrino uxes. The many calculations m ade In recent years
o, B, B, B, B, B, ] have been done using approaches invoking di erent m odels of
theE arth’sm agnetic eld, di erent prin ary spectra of coan ic rays and m ethods oftracing

them in the Earth’sm agnetic eld, aswell as variousm odels of production of secondaries
in the nelastic Interactions and the way the Earth’sm agnetic eld is In uencing (ornot)

the propagation of these secondaries in the atm osphere. Fora review see [1]).

In view of uindam ental im portance of results of calculations for the Interpretations of
the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly, i is acknow ledged that a com prehensive sim ulation
of atm ospheric showers is needed. H owever, because of big com puting power required to
perform this task, m ost calculations resort to som e, presum ably well argum ented sin pli-

cations. In the previous work | I an attem pt hasbeen m ade to avoid these sin pli ca—
tions. T he calculations were based on the recent data from the AM S experin ent 1] and
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dem onstrated a good agream ent w ith experim ental results In term s of uxes of charged
secondardes produced In atm ospheric showers [, .

T he present study ollow s the sam e approach w ith som e changes. F irstly, the rigidity
range of generated prin ary cosn ic rays is extended from 100 to 500 GV . Secondly, the
contrdbution from heluim nuclki is sin ulated directly In H e Interactions w ith atm osgohere
and not using the results from proton Interactions. F inally, the statistics of this study is
about 3.5 tim esbigger and corresponds to 22 ps exposure.

2 D escription of the m odel

The calculation is based on the GEANT3/GHEISHA package ] adapted to the scake
of coam ic ray travel and Interactions. The E arth ism odeled to be a sphere 0£6378.14 km
radius ofa uniform density of 522 g/an ®. T he atom ic and nuclear properties of the E arth
are taken to be those of G e —the closest in density (532 g/an?®) elament. The Earth’s
atm osphere ism odeled by 1 km thick variable density layers of air extending up to 71 km
from the Earth’s surface. The density change w ith altitude is calculated using Standard

Atm osphere Calculator []. The Earth’s m agnetic eld for the year 1998 is calculated
according to W orld M agnetic Field M odel W M M 2000) 1] with 6 degrees of spherical
ham onics.

The ux of prim ary protons and heliim nuclei In the Solar system is param etrized
on the basis ofthe AM S data [[]]. At the rigidities below several GV the soectrum is
corrected for the solar activity according to the 11 year solar cycke [1]. Isotropically
an itted from a sphere of 10 Earth’s radii, the prim ary coan ic particles w ith kinem atic
param eters com patible wih those reaching the Earth are traced In the m agnetic eld
until they Interact with the atm osphere. The production of secondaries resulting from
Interactions of He nuclki is treated using the superposition approxin ation [1]. The
leading prim ary and the secondary particles produced in the Interactions are traced In
the m agnetic eld untilthey go below 0125 G &V /c.

3 Com parison w ith experim ental data

A 1l results in this study are obtained directly w ithout any renom alization. To com pare
the calculated uxes of charged particles with the AM S m easuram ents []] the overall
uxes produced In the sin ulation are restricted to the AM S acosptance during the zenith
facing ight period. Figll show s the spectra of protons for di erent positions of AM S
w ith respect to the m agnetic equator. A s In the previous study the result of sim ulation

correctly reproduces the spectra ofboth prim ary and secondary protons.



Protons in AMS
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Figure 1: Proton ux In AM S at di erent m agnetic latitudes (j y ). Solid line — ux

from the top, dashed lne - ux from thebottom . a) j v jJ<02 rad,b) 02< j 4 j<05

rad,c) 05< j 4y j<08rad,c) 08< j y j<1l rad. ThedotsaretheAM S m easuram ents
1.



Positron flux in AMS
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Figure 2: Secondary positron ux n AM S at di erent m agnetic latitudes (j y J. Sold
line - ux from the top, dashed line — ux from the bottom . a) j y <03 rad, b)
03< JuJj<06rad,c) 06< jy J<08rad, c) 08< j y j<1l rad. The dots are the
AM S measuram ents [ ]]. The enhancem ent at higher energies of the measured ux at
high m agnetic lJatitude is due to prim ary cogn ic positrons detected In the lowerm agnetic
cuto region.



Electron flux in AMS
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Figure 3: Secondary electron ux In AM S at di erent m agnetic latitudes (j y J. Sold
line - ux from the top, dashed line — ux from the bottom . a) j y <03 rad, b)
03< Ju J<06rad,c) 06< jy J<081rad,d) 08< j y J<1l rad. The dots are the
AM S measuram ents [ ]]. The enhancem ent at higher energies of the measured ux at
high m agnetic latitude is due to prim ary coan ic electrons detected in the lower m agnetic
cuto region.



Positron/electron flux ratio in AMS
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Figure 4: Caloulated dependence on m agnetic latitude of positron/electron ux ratio.
The dotsarethe AM S measuraments | ].



Vertical muons at the sea level
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Figure 5: Verticalmuon ux at the s=a level. H istogram : this study. C ircles: data from
CAPRICE 94 2]



T he sin ulated positron and elctron spectra shown in Figsll and @ are in good agree—
m ent w ith those cbtained in the AM S experin ent 1] allow ing for still Insu cient statis—
tics of spiraling positrons and electrons in the equator region, where the soiraling sec—
ondaries dom inate. For detailed discussion of the behaviour of the secondaries see 1]
The m easured relative rate of secondary lptons and their dependence on the m agnetic
latitude is well reproduced by the sinulation Eiglll).

The histogram in Figll shows the ux of cogn ic muons w ithin the acceptance of the
CAPRICE 94 experiment. The calculated ux is In good agreem ent w ith the m easured
one reported In ].

A good agreem ent between the predictions of uxes of charged secondaries provided by
this calculation and the m easurem ents is a strong indication that the uxes of neutrino,
which are produced in the sam e decays as the charged particles (see F igllll) are sin ulated
correctly.

4 A tm ospheric neutrino uxes

Figslllll show the angular distrbutions of neutrino event rate in di erent regions ac—
cording to the geom agnetic latitude calculated using the neutrino uxes obtained iIn this
work. These distrdbutions are the result of convolution of neutrino uxes w ih the neu-
trino cross sections [0],L0],001] and do not include detector related e ects. The actual
am ount of detected neutrinos from those produced Jjust under the E arth’s surface, which is
m odeled as a sin ple sphere, depends on the actual detector position (depth underground,
surrounding Jandscape) . C om pared to W] the event rates from thiswork, given in F igslill
for the m agnetic latitude region wih sin( vy )= [02,0.6], are systam atically higher for
very Iow, E =01-031 G&V, energy neutrinos, and are sim ilar in the energy range of
E =031-1.0 GeV .For higher energies of E =1.031 G&V this work predicts event rates
which are at the level 0f 0.7-0.8 of the 3D calculation result of [']. The in portant di er-
ence w ith previous calculations is clearly visble in the highest neutrino energy range of
E =31-10.0G €&V .0n the one hand the angulardistribbutions and the absolite event rates
for e-like events are practically the sam e for all types of calculations. O n the other hand
the integral event rate for -like events is only about 0.6 ofthose predicted In ['] and the
angular distrloution of this events, apart form the angular region close to the horizontal
direction, ismuch atter. This tendency is typical for high energy neutrino events at all
m agnetic latitude regions (see Figll) .

Theneutrino ux at di erent experin ental sites is calculated forthearea 12° in lati-
tude and longitude w ith the centerat (35° N ; 142°E ); 48° N ; 98°W ) and (42°N ; 13°E)
and the depth underground of 520 2700 mwe), 700 and 750 m for K am ioka, Soudan and
G ran Sasso sites correspondingly. F igll show s the averaged over all directions di erential
energy spectra of di erent neutrinos and antineutrinos at the K am ioka site. T he soectra
for Soudan and G ran Sasso sites are presented in F igsill and Il correspondingly.



Electron events. Intermediate region
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Figure 6: Average nadir angl distrbution for e-like events for detectors located In po-
sitions on the Earth with m agnetic latitude sn( v )= 02,06]. a) E =01031 G&V, b)
E=03110GeV,c)E =1031G&V,d)E =31-100G&V .From Ref.[] : dashed line —
1D calculation w ithout geom agnetic e ects; dotted line —1D calculation; dash-dotted line
—3D calculation. Solid line -this work.



Muon events. Intermediate region

(kton yr)'1

“1“’
F

a)

1
k[T

-0.5 0
cos©®

0.5

N

[
L} |
. L
f .
|
r r
L
-
3
,
L

(kton yr)'1
tn

g
= wn
TTTT T

1
p—

-0.5 0
cos®

Figure 7: Average nadir anglk distribution for -lke events for detectors located In po-
sitions on the Earth with m agnetic latitude snh( v )= 02,06]. a) E =01031 G&V, b)
E=031410GeV,c)E =1031G&V,d)E =31-100G&V .From Ref.[] : dashed line —
1D calculation w ithout geom agnetic e ects; dotted line —1D calculation; dash-dotted line
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F igure 8: A verage nadir anglk distribution fore-like and -like events nduced by neutrinos
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lne - 1D calculation; dash-dotted line —3D calculation. Solid line -thiswork.
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Neutrinos at the Kamioka site
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Figure 9: D i erentialenergy soectra ofatm ospheric neutrino (averaged over alldirections)
at the Kam ioka site. a) ,b) <, ,d) . A sterisks from Ref. [1], open circles from
Ref. ], tdangles from Ref. 1], stars from Ref.]. H istogram s —this work.
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Neutrinos at the Soudan site
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Neutrinos at the Gran Sasso site
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In com parison w ith predictions of previous calculations m ade for this sites |, I, &, B]
there is an excess of Iow energy and a de cit ofhigh energy neutrinos. T he sam e tendency
is reported in [1]. The extent of these di erences depends on the given site and is not
the sam e for di erent kinds of neutrino.

From Figll one can see that there is a considerable di erence both In East/W est
and down/up asymm etry of the uxes at di erent sites. At the sam e tin e the ratio of
muon( + ) to electron ( . + ) neutrino uxes, dom nated by low energy neutrnos,
appears to be constant at all sites and independent on the direction of neutrinos w ih
resoect to the surface of the Earth. The situation is much di erent if one considers
di erent neutrino energy intervals Figlll). A s it is shown in Figllll the m uon/electron
neutrino ux ratio isconstant only for low energy neutrinos. W ith the increase ofneutrino
energy the ratio behaves di erently at di erent sites, although there is a clear tendency
towards an aller values of m uon/electron neutrino ux ratio for directions approaching
horizontal. This e ect, reported In our previous work 1] is con m ed by the present
higher statistics calculations.

5 D iscussion

The neutrino uxes predicted In thiswork for di erent locations have the energy spectra,
relative intensity and angular distrbutions di erent from those ocbtained by other authors.
T here are several points In calculations which can explain these di erences.

5.1 Primary cosm ic ray UXx

Tt is recognized, that the prim ary coam ic ray spectrum is a m a pr source of uncertainty
In calculations of atm ospheric neutrino uxes. A s i was dam onstrated in section 3, the
prin ary proton ux calculated using the forward tracihg m ethod tswellthe AM S data.
In this section we present the resulson prin ary proton ux atdi erentm agnetic latitudes
cbtained using the backward tracing m ethod com m only used as a standard procedure in
atm ospheric neutrino ux calculations. In this study the protons w ith the interstellar
rigidity spectra are isotropically em ited from a sphere situated at the the top of the
atm osphere at 70 km from the Earth’s surface and are traced follow ing the backward
path of a particle w ith the sam e rigidiy but of the opposite charge. O nly particles back—
traced to a lJarge distance (10 Earth’s radii) are considered as follow ing an "allowed"

tra pctory.

The ux ofprimary protons with "allowed" trafctories passing through a detection
plane from the top ham isphere is shown in Figllll or di erent m agnetic Jatitude regions.
T he detection sohere isassum ed tobe at 400 km , corresponding totheAM S ight altitude.
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A comparison with AM S measuram ents (see F igllll) show s that the cuto value at
di erent m agnetic Jatitudes is predicted correctly forboth backward and forward tracing.
H owever, at variance w ith predictions obtained w ith forward tracing, the ux of "allowed"
badktraced protons approaches the m easured values only above 40 G &V and is far below
elssw here |]]. Forprotons responsible forproduction of low energy neutrinos it isabout 2
tin es Jess then in the experim ent. Thisde cit in prim ary ux intensity could be a reason
for the Iower uxes and, consequently event rates, predicted for low energy neutrinos in
previous calculations as com pared w ith the present one.

et

Figure 16: A tm ospheric neutrino production m echanism .

52 /e event rato for high energy neutrinos

T here is a qualitative explanation ofthe event suppression at high energy resulting from
this study. T he production of neutrinos in atm ospheric showers is illustrated in F igllll.
Charged pions produced through inelastic interactions of prin ary coam ic radiation decay
as follow s:
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D ue to the Earth’sm agnetic eld a charged partick is de ected before decay from its
nitialdirection. Thede ection, , ispractically independent oftheparticlem om entum ,
P

P
L p’+m? = const
JR— —_— = ;

R P mp m

where L is the decay path length and R is the radius of curvature of the particle track in
the m agnetic eld.

For pions the m ean decay length is short (c =7.8 m) and, consequently, the m ean
de ection is very am all ( " 04 mrad). Formuons the m ean decay length is about
100 times Ionger (c =658.6m ) resulting n am ean muon de ection before decay, !
3°. A beit relatively am all, this de ection is su cient to direct m ost of neutrinos from
atm ospheric m uon decays towards the ground, even allow ing for the Earth’s spherical
shape.

Thus, the neutrinos from * ! " and ! decays of pions produced
in the atm osphere and going nearly parallel to horizon never reach the surface of the
Earth. On the other hand (@ half of) neutrinos from muon decays are em itted towards
the Earth. A ssum Ing equal ux from the East and the W est, which is the case for high
energy neutrinos produced by high energy coan ic rays, one gets for the nearly horizontal

ux: and . from theW est and and . from theEast (see Figllll), and forthemuon
to electron event ratio:

A Nl neutrinos from the vertical direction reach the Earth’s surface. T his gives for the

event ratio:
( + )+ + )
—_ = =2
e e+ e

In agream ent w ith resuls of the present calculations.

5.3 H adronic interaction m odels

D i erent groups use di erent m odels to sin ulate production of secondaries in the atm o-—
soheric showers. Independent of the m ethod used, allm odels are eventually ne tuned
using asm uch availabl experin entaldata aspossible. The GHE ISHA code of sin ulation
ofhadronic interactions used in this study is not an exosption.

T here is a certain am ount of critician of GHEISHA in connection w ith neutrino ux
calculations [, B0, ] based on direct m odel tests presented n 0, ]

The nabilty of GHEISHA to predict the properties of residual nuclkar fragm ents
and the related problem s with m om entum /energy conservation m ay be of in portance
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In calorim etry, but have no pertinence to the secondaries responsible for production of
charged Jptons and neutrinos in the energy range considered in this study.

The results of ] are relevant for proton Interactions w ith relatively heavy @A > 27)
nuclei at proton energies E 1y, <1 GV ie. the region of energies too low to a ect atm o-
Soheric neutrino uxes.

In ] the Interactions of pions w ith several nucki are studied. It is adknow ledged
that as far as sscondary pion multiplicity and Feynm an x distribbutions are concemed
GHEISHA behaves well up to the pion energies as high as 100 G&V . At the same tine
there are som e deviations from experin entaldata, especially forheavy nuclki, in transverse
m om enta and rapidity distribbutions ofthe secondaries. T hese deviations can not seriously
In uence the resuls of atm ospheric shower sin ulations.

An atm ospheric shower is developing In the m ediim of rapidly changing density. A
particle arriving vertically w ith respect to the Earth’s surface pass through an equiva-
lent of one nuckar interaction length when it reaches an altitude of about 17 km . The
equivalent of second interaction length is attained at about 13 km . At these altitudes the
density ofatm ogphere is 1/10 and 1/5 ofair density at the ground level repectively. T his
corresoonds to nuckar nteraction length ofabout 13 km and 3.5 km respectively. A pion
ofenergy ashigh as 20 G &V hasa m ean decay length ofonly about 1 km . C onsequently,
charged pions produced in atm ospheric showersm ostly decay in  ight and do not Interact
w ith atm osphere. Forthe neutrino uxes, it m eansthat thee ect ofihaccuracy n angular
distributions of secondary pions reported In 1] is washed out by the change in direction
ofpions in the Earth’sm agnetic eld and the subsequent pion decay.

6 Conclusions

O urcaloulations arebased on the up-to-datedata on the coan icray uxesm easured by the
AM S detector [1]. The atm ospheric showers are sin ulated w ith as little sin pli cations
aspossible at all stages of prin ary and secondary particle travel and interaction w ith the
atm osphere. The di erence in angulardistrbutions ofthe ratiosof uxesofdi erent kinds
ofneutrino at di erent sites and their dependence on the neutrino energy reported in 1]
is con m ed on the basis of higher statistics. T he angular distribbutions and the neutrino
event rates cbtained in this study suggest a possibility to describe the experim ental results
on the high energy atm ospheric neutrino uxes [, Il] w thout evoking m uon neutrino
oscillations.

T he good agream ent between charged secondary particle spectra produced in this cal-
culation and experin entaldata from AM S [l]]and CAPRICE [1] supports the viability
ofthe result on atm ospheric neutrino uxes.

A cknow legem ents. I'm grateful to ProfYu G alaktionov for very useful and stinu-
lating discussions.
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