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A bstract

W e analyze the uncertainties nvolred In cbtaining the infction soectra of
UHECR particles in the top-down scenario of their origin. W e show that the
DGLAP Q2 evolution of fragm entation functions FF) to Q = My (mass of
the X particke) from their initial values at Jow Q is sub ct to considerable
uncertainties. W e therefore argue that, forx < 0: (the x region of interest for
most hrgeM y valuesofinterest,x 2E =M y beingthe scaled energy variablk),
theFF obtained from DG LAP evolution isnom ore reliable than that provided,
for example, by a smpl Gaussian form (in the varabl In (1=x)) obtained
under the ocoherent branching approach to parton shower developm ent process
to lowest order in perturbative QCD . Additionally, we nd that for x > 04,
the evolution in Q ? ofthe singlkt FF, which determ ies the inction spectrum ,
is \m inin al" | the singlet FF changes by barely a factor of 2 after evolving
it over 14 orders of m agniude In Q M ¢ . W e, therefore, argue that as
long as the m easurem ent of the UHECR spectrum above 10%° eV is going to
rem ain uncertain by a factor of 2 or larger, it is good enough form ost practical
purposes to directly use any one of the available initial param etrisations of the
FFs n the x region x > 0: based on low energy data, w ithout evolving them
to the requisite Q 2 value.
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1 Introduction

One of the m aln problm s In understanding the origin of the cbserved U tra-H igh
Energy Cosm ic Ray (UHECR) events with energy E > 102°eV [Il] | below we will
som etin es refer to these as Extram e Energy Cosn ic Ray EECR) events | is the
di culy of producing such enom ously energetic particles In astrophysical environ—

m entsby m eans ofknow n acceleration m echanian s. There arebut a f&w astrophysical
ob pcts | am ong which are, perhaps, Gamm a Ray Burst (GRB) sources and a class
ofpowerful radio galaxies | w here protons can in principle be accelerated to requisite
energies (at source) of > 10?' &V by the standard di usive shock acoeleration m ech—
anisn abeit with optin istic assum ptions on the values of the relevant param eters.
H owever, even for these cb fcts, their locations and spatial distributions are not easy
to reconcike w ith the cbserved spectrum and large-scale isotropy ofthe UHECR par-
ticles. (For recent review s on astrophysical source origin of EECR see, for exam ple,
Refs. 2,13)).

An alemative m echanisn of producing the EECR particles is provided by the so-
called \top-down" (ID) scenario (see @] fora review) in which the EECR particles
are envisaged to result from decay of som e su ciently m assive particles, generically
called \X " particles, of mass M 10*° eV, which could originate from processes
n the early Universe. This is in contrast to the conventional \bottom -up" scenario
In which all coam ic ray particles including the EECR s are thought to be produced
through processes that accelerate particles from low energies to the requisite high
energies in suitable astrophysical environm ents.

The X particles ofthe TD scenario, if at all they exist in N ature, are m ost likely to
be associated w ith som e kind of new physics at som e su ciently high energy scal
that could have been realized In an approprately early stage of the Universe. Two
possibilities forthe origin ofthe X particleshave been discussed in the literature: They
could be short-lived particls released in the Universe today from coan ic topological
defects such as cosm ic strings, m agnetic m onopolkes, etc. B] omed In a symm etry—
breaking phase transition In the early Universe. A fematively, they could be som e
m etastablk (@nd currently decaying) particle species w ith lifetin e Jarger than or of
the order of the age of the Universe.

Sihcethem ass scake M y ofthe hypothesized X particlke iswell above the energy scale
acurrently available in acoelerators, itsprin ary decay m odes are unknow n and lkely to
Involve elem entary particles and interactions that belong to unknow n physics beyond
the Standard M odel (SM ) . H ow ever, irrespective ofthe prin ary decay products ofthe
X particke, the observed UHECR particles m ust eventually resul lJargely from \frag-
m entation" of the Standard M odel quarks and glions, that com e from the pxrin ary



decay products of the X particlkes, into hadrons. The m ost abundant nalcbservable
particle species In the TD scenario are expected to be photons and neutrinos from the
decay of the neutral and charged pions, respectively, created in the parton fragm en-—
tation process, together w ith a few percent baryons (hucleons). T he infgction—or the
source spectra of various species of UHECR particles (hucleons, photons and neutri-
nos) in this TD scenario are thus ultin ately determ ined by the physics of the parton
fragm entation process. The nalobservable UHECR particle spectra are determ Ined
by further processing of these inction spectra due to extragalactic and/or G alactic
propagation e ects depending on where the X particle decay takes place. C karly, in

order to test the predictions of the TD scenario against UHECR experin ental data,
it is crucial to be abl to reliably calculate the infction spectra of various UHECR

particles in this scenario. This is the sub fct we concem oursslves w ith in this paper.

The problem at hand is essentially the sam e as detem ining the single-particlke inclu-
sive spectrum ofhadrons produced, for nstance, in theprocesse'e ! =2 ! og!
hadrons (see, orexam pl, B]). The prin ary quarksproduced in the ooIJ)stjon would In
general not be on-shell and would have lJarge tin e-lke virtuality Q s, the center-
ofm ass energy of the process. Each quark would, therefore, reduce is virtualiy by
radiating a gluon, the latter in tum splitting into a gg pair or into two glions, and so
on. Thisprocess gives rise to a parton shower w hereby at each stage a virtualparton
Solits nto two other partons of reduced virtualities. This process of parton shower
developm ent is welldescribed by perturbative Q CD until the virtuality reduces to
Q = Qnadron 1G &V when non-perturbative e ects com e Into play binding partons
Into colorkess hadrons. In the end, the link between partons and hadrons is quan-—
titatively descrbed in tem s of fragm entation functions FFs) D x;0 {5 which give
the probability that a parton a produced w ith an initial virtuality Q = = s produces
the hadron h carrying a fraction x 2E = s of the energy ofa (E being the energy
of the hadron)-'f: . The nal singlk particlke Inclusive spectrum of hadrons is given by
a convolution of these FF s w ith the production probabilities of the prim ary partons
(s2e next section).

In the same way, the problem of detem ining the inpction spectrum of UHECR
particles from the decay of X particles essentially reduces to detem ining the FFs
D 2 x;M yx ) for various hadron soecies h (pions, nuclkons) where a represents the
prin ary partons to which the X particle decays. (A ctually, In our present case, we
w ill be interested only in the so-called \singlet" FF corresponding to a sum over all
partons a as explained later).

C karly, the FFs then selves cannot be directly calculated from rst principls en—

3Athigh energiesE ofour interest throughout this paperwe shallassumeE ’ p, them om entum
of the particle.



tirely within perturbative Q CD w ithout extra assum ptions about the nature of the
non-perturbative process of form ation of hadrons from partons. Severaldi erent ap—
proaches have been taken in the recent literature for evaluating the relevant FF's,
which are discussed below .

In this paper, we critically exam Ine one of the approaches of evaluating the relkevant
FFs, nam ely, the DGLAP evolution equation m ethod 1,8, 9, 10, 11], that has been
w idely used In recent calculationsofthe UHECR inpction soectra In the TD soenario.
W e discuss the Inherent uncertainties Involved in this approach in calculating the
relevant FFs over the ranges of x and M y of iInterest. W e also com pare the FFs so
obtained w ith those given by a sin ple analytical expression (given by a G aussian in
the variabl In (1=x) as discussed later) obtained within the context of an analytical
approach, nam ely, the coherent branching fom alian , to lowest order in perturbative
QCD [], this analytical approach being valid only under \anall" x and \large" Q
approxin ation. W e show that exospt or \large" x > 0:, the uncertainties nvolved in
obtaining the relevant FF sby num erical solution oftheD G LAP evolution equation do
not allow much signi cant advantage of using this num erical m ethod over the sin ple
analytical (out approxin ate) formula for FFs provided by the coherent branching
approach. At the same tine, we also nd that, in the region x > 0:, the evolution
(nh Q) of the singkt FFs whith is what we are Interested in) is very little | the
singlet FF changes by only a factor of 2 or so after evolving it over 14 orders of
magniude n Q My . W eexplain the reason for this, and argue that, as long as the
m easuram ent ofthe EECR spectrum is going to ram ain uncertain w ithin a factor of
2 or larger (which is lkely to be the case In the foreseeable future), it is good enough
form ost practical purposes to directly use any one of the available param etrisations
ofthe FF s in the x region x > 0: based on low energy (say at the Z-pole) data from
e"e ! hadrons experim ents even w ithout evolving them in Q by m eans of DG LAP
evolution equation.

A sm entioned above, the X particlke decay processm ay involve particlkes and interac—
tions belonging to possible new physics beyond SM .M ost of the recent studies using
DGLAP evolution equation m ethod have been done In the context of a particular
m odel of the possible new physics beyond SM , nam ely, the M Inin al Supersym m etric
Standard M odel M SSM ).W hik these studies are certainly usefii], there exists, how -
ever, no direct evidence yet of Supersym m etry in generaland theM SSM in particular.
Indeed, the unknown nature of the physics beyond SM introduces additional uncer—
tainties n the whol problm over and above the intrinsic uncertainties associated
w ih the DGLAP evolution m ethod itself which is fuindam entally based on standard
QCD . In oxder to analyze these uncertainties associated w ith the D GLAP evolution
m ethod itself, we restrict our analysis here to the standard D G LAP evolution equa—



tions orFFsbassd on QCD . A 1so, to kesp our analysis sin ple, we shall illustrate our
m aln results by considering the behavior ofthe FF for only one ofthe hadron species,
nam ely, pions; our general conclision, however, apply to nuckons as well as to other
m esons lke the K m eson, too.

The rest of this paper is organized as follow s: In the follow Ing section we set our
notations and express the energy spectrum of hadrons resulting from the decay of
the X particle in tem s of the singlkt fragm entation function EF).In section 3, we
review the variousm ethods ofevaluating the FF .0 urm ain resuls are presented and
discussed in section 4, and brief conclusions are presented In section 5.

2 Fragm entation Functions

Let us consider the situation when the X decays from rest nto a g and a g pair
Where g can be u;d;s;cil;t) which subsequently hadronize: X ! gg ! h+

(here h is a hadron). This is to facilitate direct com parison (at low c.m . energies

of s 100G eV) with the available data on the sim ilar process € e ! =7 !

ag! h+ . W e are interested in the energy soectrum or the single-particle energy
distrdoution of the hadron species h, dN "=dx, where x = 2E,=M 4 1 is the scaled
hadron energy. This can be written asa sum of contrbutions from di erent prim ary
quarks a = u;d;::: (@nd their antipartickes) as []

dn P x 21dzd 4,
o &is)/ ——r's

a X

. h —r7 e .
y  dz (z;s)D , &=z;s); 1)

whered x . 5,=dz, the decay w idth ofthe X into parton a, is calculable in perturbation
theory, and D ! is the perturbatively non-calculable parton-to-hadron fragm entation

a

function EF).

Sihce themass scalke M y ismuch larger than the electroweak scale, we shall assum g,
©llow ing earlier work ], avor universality in the decay of X , which m eans that all
prin ary quark avors are produced w ith equal probability. This, together w ith the
fact that, to lowest order fora 2-body decay, d x 1 ,=dz/ (@  2z),gives

dn B X
dx<x;s>/ D! (x;s) Df; @)

a

where D § is the singktFF [§l.

The proportionality constant of equation @) can be determ ined from the energy



conservation condition for hadronization of each individual quark, nam ely,
2

dxxD}al(x;s)= 1; 3)
0

X

h

togetherw ith the condition for overallenergy conservation in the entire hadronization
process, ie.,
X %1 aN P
dx x
0 dx

x;s)= 2: @)

h

This nally gives
h

®;s) = Lpn ®;s); 5)
dx ’ ng S ’ ’

where ny is the num ber of active quark avors.

3 Evaluation ofFFs

T hree approaches to the problam of evaluating the relevant FF s have been followed
n the literature. Below we discuss these n tum:

31 UsingDGLAP evolution equation for FFs

A Though the FF s them selves are not directly calculable entirely w ithin perturbative
QCD , given their x dependence extracted from experim entaldata at some scale Q (2),
the evolution ofthe FF sw ith Q 2 is com putable w ithin perturbative Q CD , and is given
by theD GLAP evolution equation forFF's {§]. The rekevant FFsatthe scaleQ = M

can then be evaluated by num erically solving the D G LAP evolution equation for the
FFs, starting with input FFs extracted from e'e data at som e laboratory energy
scale, eg., on the Zpoke Qo= 91GeV). Thism ethod has been used, for exam pl,
in Refs. B,9,10, 11] to obtain the infction spectra of UHECR particles in the TD

scenario.

3.1.1 Numerical solution ofD GLAP evolution equation for FF s

The DGLAP evolution equation for the FF is given by a form sin ilar to that for
parton distrbution fiinctions []
@ x %214z s
t&D 1 X0 = o ;2—Pji(z; s)D § x=z;1); Q)

1

where the sym bols have their usualm eaning [§] and, as is weltknown, the splitting
function is P y; instead ofP ;. T hese splitting functions have perturbative expansions
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In powers of the strong coupling ¢ and we have taken the Lowest O rder (LO) ex—
pressions for these in our caloulations of the LO DGLAP evolution for the FF. In
practice, one considers non singlt fragm entation combinations (n avor space) of
the orm Dygs = Dy Dg (Where i;j run over both quark and antiquark Eg:wors)
so that the avor singlet gluons drop out, and the singlet combinationsD s = ;D g
which m ixes w ith the fragm entation of the gluon, giving a m atrix relation. D ue to
the 1=x polk in the P4, splitting function, the sea contrdbution Increases signi cantly
at Jow x for Jarger Q2. In fact, the e ect of splitting is the sam e for distribution and
fragm entation functions | as the scale of evolution Q2 increases, the x distribution
is shifted towards lower values.

T he evolution equations are usually solved num erically In M ellin space. H owever, for
convenience, we have used a num erical solution of these equations In real space.

T here are various param etrisations for FF s availablk in the literature, given, for ex—
ampl, by KKP [12], BKK [[3], and by K retzer [I4], the m ost recent being those of
KKP and K retzer. T hese provide sim ple param etrisations of the FF s as functions of
x and Q ? that are intended to reproduce their evolved values (cbtained by solving the
tin e-lke evolution equations) w ithin the range of validity of their param etrisations.
M ost of these param etrisations do not work below around x / 005 or at the ukra
high energy values of Q 2 that we are ultin ately interested in.

T herefore, for num erical accuracy, we have not used any of the param etrisations
provided by these groups. W e have taken the x distrioutions of these FFs at their
starting scale Q3 and evolved them through the DGLAP equations to higher values
of Q2. This allows us to reach much higher valies of Q2 and very low values of
x < 10 ® asisrequired orouranalysis, way beyond the range ofvalidity ofthe sin ple
param etrisationsprovided. It is, of course, not clearw hether even these starting values
are reliable over such enom ous ranges of x and Q 2. For the present, however, we w ill
assum e that these starting param etrisations are reliable as long as we do not reach
ulkra low values of x where the phencm enon of coherent branching m akes the FF's
tum downwards aswe go to Iower x (see below ).

In what follow s, when we talk ofa particular param etrisation K KP,BKK orK retzer)
it should be understood to m ean that we use the initial param etrisations provided by
these groups and evolve them through the evolution equations, and do not use the
algebraic param etrisations given by the authors valid over a restricted range of Q 2
and x.



3.2 M onte Carlo sin ulation

In this approach one perform s a direct num erical sin ulation of the parton shower
process described by perturbative Q CD coupled w ith a num ericalm odeling ofthe non—
perturbative hadronization process. In the context of TD scenario of UHECR origin
this \M onte Carlo" (M C) method has been studied in Refs. [15,12]. A com parison
ofthe D G LAP evolution and M C m ethods of obtaining the relevant FF shas recently
been done n  {11].

3.3 Coherent Branching, M odi ed Leading-L.og A pproxin a—
tion and Local Parton-H adron Duality: An analytical
approach

T his is essentially an analytical approach entirely w ithin perturbative QCD in which
the parton-to-hadron singkt FF s are obtained from an analytical solution, cbtained
under large~ s and sm allx approxim ations, ofam odi ed form oftheD G LAP evolu—
tion equation that describes the parton shower evolution process w ithin the socalled
\oocherent branching" form alisn  [§]. The m ethod assum es perturbative QCD to be
valid alltheway down to a virtuality of e san \e ective" QCD scal of order few
hundred M €V, and essentially gives the perturbative gluon-to-gluon fragm entation
function which dom lnatesallFFsat snallx . The FFsto di erent hadrons are taken
to be proportionalto thisglion-to-glion FF w ith appropriate nomm alization constants
determ ined from €"e ! hadrons data in accordance w ith the hypothesis of Local
Parton Hadron Duality [L§] which, at a purely phenom enological level, seem s to de-
scribe the experin entaldata ratherwell [6]. A though there isno \proof" ofthe LPHD
hypothesis at a fundam ental theoretical level yet, the basis of the LPHD hypothesis
is that the actual hadronization process occurs at a low virtuality scale of order of
a typical hadron m ass Independent of the energy of the cascade niiating prim ary
parton, and nvolves only low m om entum transfers and local color rearrangem ent
w hich do not drastically alter the form ofthem om entum spectrum ofthe particles in
the parton cascade already determ ined by the \hard" (ie. Jargem om entum transfer)
perturbative QCD processes. Thus, the non-perturbative hadronization e ects are
lum ped together n an \unin portant" overall nom alization constant which can be
determm ined phenom enologically.

The m odi cation of the DGLAP evolution equation referred to above consists of
ordering the basic parton splitting processes (that give rise to parton show er develop—
m ent) according to decreasing am ission angles between the nalstate partons rather
than their decreasing virtuality. This angular ordering is due to the ocolor coher—
ence phenom enon which leads to suppression of soft gluon em ission, m aking the FF's



tumover at an all x below a characteristic value x. (O:ZLGeV=p 5)? | an e ect
clearly seen in the experin entaldata {17].

To leading order, the solution of the above m entioned m odi ed DGLAP equation
gives the follow Ing G aussian form for the singlet FF, D5 (dropping the superscript
h), in the variable n (1=x) ' 6]:
1
Ds() xDs(x;8)/ exp F( o) i (7)
where the peak position ,= Y=2,and 2 ?= @Y’=36N.)'?,withY hQ=.)=
himyx= o )andb= (1IN, 2r)=3,N.= 3 being the number of colors.

Including the next-to-leading order corrections, calculated In an analytical fram ew ork

known as M odi ed LeadingL.og Approxin ation M LLA) 18], yields again a closed

form analytical expression for FF's that, as functions of the variable , can be well
approxin ated by a \distorted G aussian" [I§] in temm s of calculable higher m om ents
ofthe variable . The above G aussian expression is a good approxin ation to the ull
M LLA result for not too far away on either side from the peak position . The

peak position , also de nes foruswhat wem ean by \sm all" x approxin ation: The

M LLA (and its G aussian approxin ation) are expected to be valid for x not too large
compared to x. /(o =Q ).

W ithin the LPHD picture, there isno way ofdistinguishing between various di erent
goecies ofhadrons, allofw hich would thushave the sam e spectral shape. P henom eno—
logically, the experin ental data at laboratory energies can be tted by using di erent

values of . for di erent soecies of particles depending on their m asses. For our
consideration of particles at EECR energies, however, all particles are extrem ely ek
ativistic (and hence essentially m assless), and allhadron species have essentially the
sam e spectral shape which, w illbe relatively lnsensitive to the exact value of . since
P s My . .

Below, we shall com pare the sihgkt FF obtained w ithin the coherent branching for-
m alisn described above w ith that cbtained from num erical solution of the DGLAP

evolution equation. Since we consider DGLAP evolution for the sngkt FF only to
leading order (LO ), to be consistent, and for sim plicity, we shalluse the corresponding
LO resul, nam ely, the G aussian expression given by eq. (]) nstead ofthe ullM LLA

resul. The G aussian approxim ation Which we shall refer to as \M LLA -G aussian"

hereafter) becom es an Increasingly better approxin ation to the fullM LLA resul at
increasingly higher ™ s.

An Im portant point to note here is that, at laboratory energies, M LLA gives a very
good t to the data at essentially \all" x values (including \large" x) orwhich data



exist [L§], although theM LLA analytic result isbased on sn allx approxin ation. For
exampl, Pr . = 200M &V Wwhich valie we shall assum e throughout this paper for
illistration ofthe relevant numbers) and s= 91G&V,wehave x.’ 0:05. However,
asshown in Figure 1 below , the sin ple G aussian curve provides a very good tto the
91 GeV data at keastup to x ’ 0:3 and reasonably good t at even larger values ofx.
Since thew idth ofthe G aussian, , ncreaseswih s (@beit only Jogarithm ically), we
m ay expect theM LLA (G aussian) to provide, w ith increasing P s, Increasingly better
description of reality at increasingly larger values of x beyond the corresponding x.
values.

A ctually, this fact | that M LLA results provide good description of the data even
at relatively \large" x although it was derived under an all x approxin ation | was
already noticed in {19, 18] where this agreem ent was temm ed as \natural, though
accidental”. T he technical reason for this \coincidence" was also explained there; we
shall, however, not go into these technical aspects in this paper.

4 Resuls and D iscussions

Asatest ofourDGLAP evolution code we show In Figure la the com parison of the
results of DG LAP evolution of the singlet FF forpion ( * + ) with experim ental
data at 912 Gev Q0] for the three di erent initial param etrisation ®KKP, BKK,
K retzer) ofthe FFs. And F igure 1b show s the corresponding D ( ) vs curves.

The caloulations are In overall good agreem ent w ih the data, as expected. For
com parison, we also display the M LLA -G aussian curve. A s mentioned in the last
section, the M LLA -G aussian ts the data at large x reasonably well. In fact, the
G aussian provides a better description of the data than the DG LAP resuls even at
m oderately lJarge x 05. And, asexpected, at anallx &< 0:1) (de. > 23),the
DGLAP results fail rather badly whereas the G aussian gives an excellent t. The
reason for this is clear: T he phenom enon of coherent branching dom inates the parton
shower process at low x. The standard DGLAP evolution equation for FF does not
take this phenom enon into account, and the resulting FF s obtained from num erical
solution ofthe D G LAP evolution equation are, therefore, not expected to be valid for
x < xX¢ 0:05 (brp§= 912GeV). Actually, as seen from the gures, the DGLAP

already fails at an x value som ew hat larger than this value of x.).

In Figure 2 we show the resuls forthe singlketD (X) (forpions) at variousvaliesofM y

up to M y = 10'°G eV obtained by solving the DGLAP equation for three di erent
InitialFF param etrisations. A gain, for com parison we also show theM LLA -G aussian
curves.
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In Figure 3we show theD ( ) vs = I (1=x) curves for the sam e set of param etrisa—
tions as in Figure 2.

In Figures 2 and 3, we have nom alized the G aussian curves wih the DGLAP evo—
Jution results at x ¥ 0:03 where the resuls of all three FF param etrisations agree.
Tt can be sen from Figures 2 and 3 that there are lJarge discrepancies am ongst the
results of the three di erent initial param etrisations or x < 10 2. Note that these
discrepancies are at x regions well above the tuming points of the FF s that are due
to coherence e ects, and are therefore to be attributed to m agni cation (due to Q 2
evolution) ofthe intrinsic di erences am ongst the three nitial param etrisations. T he
Bamm etrisations are done by tting the F'F s to the known data which go only up to
s 190 GeV .M oreover, m ost param etrisations (ncluding KKP) are restricted to
X region above 005 (ecause there are no data for Iower x at the initial scale of
param etrisation). So the resulting Initial param etrisations do not satisfy the various
sum rules very well. For exam ple, the mom entum (or energy) sum rul is rather
poorly satis ed n KKP. A Iso, the behavior ofD (X;Q) show s som e strange behavior
as illustrated m ore clarly in Figures 4 a{c where we show the behavior of FF asa
function of x for di erent values ofQ for KKP, BKK and K retzer param etrisations.

On standard theoretical ground, it is expected that w ith increasing Q , the x distri-
bution should shift towards Jower values, ie., the FF should increasewih Q at low x
and decrease at large x. In e ect, this in plies a stegpening of the particle spectrum

wih increasing Q . Thus, the FFs as a function of x for two di erent values of Q

should cross at some x. However, the curves In F igures 4a{c do not show this ex—
pected crossing behavior except m arghhally for the BKK param etrisation ¢ igure 4a)
at low Q values (speci cally theQ =10 and 90 G&V curves). Thisisa re ection ofthe
fact that the data availablk at existing energies (on which the param etrisations are
based) show this behavior clarly only at low Q s < 50GeV), whilke being essen—
tially atbeyond thisvalue orallx (see, eg., Figure 151 (o) in Ref. {L7]) . M oreover,
none ofthe param etrisations use the low x data which do show slight ncreasew ith Q

(see Figure 151 (o) ;n Ref. {I}]). Consequently, our evolution results based on these
param etrisations also do not show this e ect. In fact, the Q = 10°GeV curve is
always substantially below the curves for ower Q forallx re ecting the above facts.

T he above resuls illustrate the fact that using D G LAP evolution to predict the shape
ofthe UHECR inpction spectra is sub ect to considerable uncertainty associated w ith
the niialFF param etrisations.

T he other in portant point to notice is that the e ect of the evolution of the singlkt
FF wih Q2 is \m inin al". In fact, over the whol range ofM y from 91 { 10°G eV,
the FF changes only by a factor 2 (e Figure 2). The reasons for this is that

11



the Q2 evolution of the FFs is driven m ainly by the gluon. However, in our case,
particularly at very lJarge Q and sm allx, the gluon FF is several orders ofm agnitude
an aller than the singkt FF . T herefore, the evolution of the gluon FF has very little
e ect on the singlkt FF . Actually, with the iniial param etrisations used here, the
singkt is 4 orders of m agnitude larger than the glion even at anallerQ @25 G&V)
ranallx ( 107). Hence over the whol range in Q (ie. up to M y 10°Gev),
there is very little evolution wih Q .

So it appears that 1llDGLAP evolution is essentially unnecessary at the current
Tevel of m easurem ent of the UHECR spectra which are, and lkely to ram ain In the
foreseeable fiture, uncertain by factors largerthan 2 or so. A typicalparam etrisation
ofthe FF s is of the fom x (1 x) wih and being filnctions of Q 2. H owever,
the above discussion seem s to suggest that, as far as the singlkt FF (for a given
hadron species) is concemed, it is su cient to ocbtain it directly from the individual
FFs of di erent partons as given by the above form wih approprate values of the
param eters and extracted from the relevant experin entaldata at som e laboratory
energy scake Qg.

To what extent can one use the M LLA at all x values of Interest, nam ely, in the
region x < 0:d1? W hil, aswe have seen, theM LLA describes the data well essentially
atallx forQ = 91G &V, the situation becom esm ore com plicated for larger values of
p§= My .ForMy = 102G eV, for exam ple, the coherent branching e ect becom es
in portant only at \ultradow" x < x. 14 10’. At the same tine, the TD

senario of UHECR origin is generally relevant only for obssrved UHECR energies
E > 10°GeV, which correspondstox > 2 10° x. PrMy = 108°Gev. Thus,
the coherent branching e ects are not yet \sw itched on", and i is not a priori clear
whether the M LLA expression for the FF is valid at such relatively \large" x. This
is the basis of the argum ent that one should not use the M LLA results In these
circum stances; Instead, one should obtain the relevant FFs by solving the DGLAP

evolution equation for FF.W hile this is perhaps what one should do, the problem

here is that the starting param etrisations of the F'F s are not known at such values of
x, and one has to extrapolate the starting FF swellbelow the lowest x value (  0:05)
up to which the initial param etrisations of the FF s are known. This extrapolation
is fraught w ith considerable uncertainty since one has to assum e, a priori, a form of
the extrapolated FF, and, as discussed above, sin ple extrapolation of the existing
FF param etrisations to am allx values gives w idely di erent answers when evolved to
high M y valuesby means ofD GLAP evolution equation.

In Ref. {10], the guiding principles adopted for extrapolation of the starting FFs to
the relevant low x values are energy conservation and continuiy of the FFs. These
conditions, however, do not uniquely x the form of the FFs valid over the entire
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range of x of iterest. In addition, to inpose energy conservation, Ref. (] had
to assum e FF' s for all hadrons to have the sam e powerJlaw form at low x, based on
M LLA-LPHD resul. T he interesting result ofR ef. 1], however, is that the resulting
FF sobtained by solving theD G LAP evolution equation at high M y sm oothly m atch
onto the properly nom alized M LLA resul at an x value which is considerably larger
than the corresponding value of x.. This suggests that one m ight as well use the
M LLA-LPHD fomula in the region x < 0:, considering the uncertainties involred
In DGLAP evolution of FF's.

5 Summ ary and conclusions

In this paper we have analyzed the uncertainties involved in obtaining the infc—
tion spectra of UHECR particlkes In the top-down soenario of their origin. W e have
dem onstrated that evaluating the relevant FF s at the values ofM y and x of interest
by evolving them (in Q = My ) from their nitial (param etrised) values at Iow Q by
num erically solving the D GLAP evolution equation for FF is sub ct to considerable
uncertainties. Indeed, we nd that orx < 0: (the x region of interest form ost large
values ofM y of interest), the FF cbtained from D GLAP evolution cannot be said to
be any m ore reliable than that provided by the sin ple G aussian form (In the variable

) based on coherent branching approach to parton shower developm ent. At the sam e
tine, we also nd that forx > 0:, the evolution ofthe singlet FF, which determm ines
the inction spectrum , is \m inim al" | the singlket FF changes by barely a factor of
2 after evolring over 14 orders of m agnitude In Q M . W e, therefore, argue
that as long as them easurem ent ofthe EECR spectrum is going to ram ain uncertain
by a factor of 2 or larger (Wwhich is lkely to be the case in the foreseeable future), it
is good enough for m ost practical purposes to directly use any one of the available
initial param etrisations of the FF s in the x region x > 0: based on low energy (say
at the Zpolk) data from €" e ! hadronsexperin ents, w ithout any need for evolving
them to the required EECR Q2 value.
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Figurel:D (x) andD ( ) curvesalongw ith 91 G €V data forthree di erent param etri-
sations: KKP (dotted), BKK (shortdash) and K retzer (long-dash). Also shown is
theM LLA -G aussian curve (solid line) given by equation @) w ith nom alization xed
by average pion m ultiplicity data.
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Figure 2: A com parison ofD (x) vs x curves at various di erent values ofQ = M
for the three di erent FF param etrisations : KKP (dotted), BKK (short-dash) and
K retzer (long-dash). T he solid curves represent the M LLA G aussian.
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Figure 4: A plt of x°D &;Q) vs. x or @) KKP () BKK and (c) K retzer FF
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