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ABSTRACT

It has been argued that the cbservations of coan ic particles w ith energies In excess of 108 Tev

represent a puzzle. Its solution requiresnew astrophysics or new particle physics. W e show that the
latter is unlkely given that the scale associated with a new particle physics threshold m ust be of
order 1 G&V, not TeV and above, In order to resolve the problem . In m ost cases such new physics
should have been revealed by accelerator experin ents. W e exam ne the possbility that the highest
energy cogm ic rays are nitiated by non-standard interactions of neutrinos in the atm osphere. W e
show that proposals in this direction either violate swave unitarity or f2all short of producing a
sizeable e ect by several orders of m agnitude.

1 Introduction

Coamn ic rays reveal N ature’s particle accelerators. Ever since the pioneering H averah
Park experin ent ] discovered that cosm ic particles are accelerated up to 10° TeV
energy, the origin of the highest energy coam ic rays has been hotly debated. Sev-—
eral recent observations of isolated events w ith even higher energy is nothing less
than paradoxical; they seem to In ply asoects of particle physics or astrophysics not
revealed in previous experin ents. W e w ill outline the puzzle further on.

The energies of such partickes exceed by a factor of a hundred m illion those
achieved w ith m an-m ade accelerators. W hen ocolliding w ith atm osoheric nuclki, the
center of m ass energy is approxin ately 500 TeV , m ore than one order of m agniude
larger than that ofthe future Large H adron Collider at CERN . It m ay therefore seem
reasonable to speculate that coan ic particles, accelerated to such energy, m ay exhbit
new particke physics. In a recurrent scenario they are assum ed to be neutrinos w hich
becom e strongly interacting B, 3] at these extrem ely high energies. T he physics be—
hind such Interactions, being at scales of several tens or even hundreds of TeV , m ight
be Intin ately connected to the problem of avor and femm ion m asses.

The m ain point of our paper is to dem onstrate that new G&V, not TeV -scalkg,
physics is required to have any in pact on the problm at hand. Thisw ill ollow from
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the fact that cross sections of several tens of m illlbbam or Jarger m ust be associated
w ith the new physics. Tt isextram ely di cul for such new thresholdsto be tumed on
up to m illibbam cross sections at 10® TeV energies w ithout violating swave unitarity.
N eadlss to say that new G eV -scale physics is unlkely to have escaped the scrutiny
of accelerator experin ents.

T he paper consists of two parts. W e rst discuss the puzzling features of the
highest energy coan ic rays. Subsequently, we study the possibility that non-standard
neutrino interactions at these very high energies give an explanation of these events.
O ur ocus on neutrinos ism otivated by the fact that —unlike protons —they are lJargely
una ected by attenuation, as w ill be discussed in the next section. W e show that,
even in the presence of new interactions at high energies, they cannot provide a reat-
izable explanation. T his w ill substantiate our assertion that any new particle physics
relevant to these issues should have been or can be revealed in existing experin ents.
W e conclude w ith som e com m ents.

2 The H ighest Energy C osm ic Rays: A P aradox

In October 1991, the Fly’s Eye coan ic ray detector recorded an event of energy
30 03¢ 10° Tev []. This event, together w ith an event recorded by the Yakutsk
air shower array in M ay 1989 [, of estin ated energy 2 10°® TeV, are the two
highest energy cosm ic rays ever seen. M ore recent papers [§] report that the Akeno
G iant A ir Shower A rray, an Instrum ent of over 100 scintillation detectors soread over
a 100 km ? area, recorded 2 events in the sam e energy range.

How N ature accelerates m icroscopic particles to m acroscopic energy is stillam at—
ter of soeculation. In order to accelerate a partick to energy E In a m agnetic eld
B, is gyroradiis m ust be contained w ithin the accekerator. In other words, the ac-
celerator’s dim ension R has to exceed the partick’s gyroradius E =B . This leads to
the relation

E BR; 1)

where the equality can be satis ed for a totally e cient acoelerator. It is generally
acoepted, that supemovae In our own galaxy accelerate the buk of the coan ic rays,
perhaps via shocks driven into the interstellar m edium by the supemova explosions.
A Though the blueprint of this accelerator is com plex, w ith a typical size of tens of
parsecs and am agnetic eld of severalm icrogauss, sm axin um energy reach iseasily
obtained by din ensional analysis:

h l B " R #

= 10°Tev : @)
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Ourown galaxy istoo an alland its elds too weak to acoelerate particles to energies
exceeding 10° TeV . This in plies that they must be produced outside our galaxy,
possbly near supem assive black holes In active galactic nuclkeiwhere m agnetic elds



ofhundreds ofm icrogauss extend over kiloparsec distances. T he highest energy coanm ic
rays should point at their sources, even if they are charged. The gyroradiis of a
10’ TeV proton in the 3 10 ® gauss galactic el is roughly 10 kpc, com parable to
the size of our galaxy. So, 108 TeV particles should travel in straight paths from their
sources through the galactic and intergalactic m agnetic elds.

W hat com plktes the puzzl isthat, at thispoint, one can reasonably argue that the
highest energy coan ic rays are not nuclki or protons, nor gamm a rays or neutrinos,
as long as these particles have standard interactions. W e present these argum ents

sequentially:

The mean free path ofa 3 16 TeV proton In the coam ic photon background
is only 8.8 M pc. Protons of this energy, traveling through the om nipresent 2.7K
photon badkground, w ill photoproduce pions, and w ill thus be dem oted in energy
over a distance of less than 10 M pc, ie. much Jss than the 100 M pc plus distance
from the posited sources. A tematively, the probability for a proton ofthis energy to
traverse 100 M pc w ithout an interaction is 1:16 10 ° . A cosm ic ray proton needs
an energy of 3 10'° TeV to reach Earth from a 100 M pc source w ith the observed
energy. Needless to say, achieving energies of this order becom es a challenge, even
if the param eters for the standard acceleration m echanian s are stretched [7:]. From
the previous discussion it is clear that the identi cation of the highest energy cosn ic
rays w ith protons is problem atic. T he above argum ents apply, m utatis m utandis, to
nuclki.

Them easured showerpro k oftheF ly’sEye event is su cient to conclude that the
event has not been Iniiated by a photon. Photonsw ith these energies interact In the
geom agnetic eld, thus starting a cascade well before entering the atm osphere B, 9,
10]. A M onte C arlo sin ulation ofthe atm ospheric showerpro ke oftheF }y’sEye event
has been perform ed {[1]. The sinulation includes interactions w ith both the Earth's
magnetic eld and nuclki in the atm osphere. They show that a 10® TeV photon
encountering the ever increasing geom agnetic eld will Interact som ew here between
500 and 10000 km above the Earth’s surface. T he m ost probable height is 3000 km .
Thedipolem agnetic eld at thisdistance isroughly 0.1 G auss. N otice that the shower
direction In this event is alm ost perpendicular to the eld lines. In the prim ary
Interaction the photon is transform ed into a pair of electrons which, subsequently,
su er an energy loss as a result ofm agnetic brem sstrahling which is peaked forward
ath =E 01 rE = 10° TeV and H = 0: G auss. The resulting electrom agnetic
show er consists, on average, of 6 {rays carrying 65% of the prin ary energy. T hese

{rays of energy 10’ TeV will initiate the developm ent of the atm ospheric cascade.
A fter further cascading the overall photon energy distribution peaks at 10° TeV .One
m ust take nto acoount that at these energies the electrom agnetic cascade is elongated
by the LPM e ect [10].

The bottom line is that a shower initiated by a 3 10° TeV gamm a ray reaches



shower m axinum high i the atm osphere at x, .« = 1075 gran 2, inconsistent w ith
the observed value of 815 52 gran ? . As a result of the large num ber of secondary
photons that contribute to the com posite air shower, the uctuations are very an all.
W e conclude that the hypothesis of the event being initiated by a {ray is not con—
sistent w ith the experin ental observations. T he sam e conclusion is reinforced by the
Yakutsk event which is recorded by a giant array of 18 km 2. The detector consists
of scintillators, C erenkov detectors, m uon detectors and antennas for radio frequency

detection. The shower is rich in m uons and therefore not initiated by a {ray.

N eutrino origin is also inconsistent w ith the observed shower pro ls. At thes
energies the atm osphere is trangparent to neutrinos. The ratio of the neutrino-air
and proton-air cross sections is, in the absence of new physics, approxin ately 10°
at this energy. T he particle physics is su ciently precise to bracket its value In the
range 10° 10’. This is so even when the energies are so high as to probe very am all
values of x. T he average x is given by:

dx x — : 3)

Tt is essential not to neglect the x-dependence ofthe W propagator in the expression
ford =dx which gives the m ain contrdbution to average x:

|
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where s is the square of the center of m ass energy. If we assum e that the quark
distrbution fiinction is given by qx) 1=x'* , wih 1=2 from perturbative
QCD,we obtaln

1G2 M 2 gq_
<x> 0@ ——F——" M7 =s); ®)
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with average Q2 of the order M 2 . Thus, orE @ 3) 10® TeV one expects

< x> (107 10%). However, the fact that this values of x are wellbelow the
aurrently m easured range, does not represent an obstaclk to bound the neutrino cross
section. For instance, in Reference [12] variousm ethods of extrapolation at low x are
used In order to establish a range for the neutrino cross section. At these energies
the charged current cross section varies from approxinately 2 10° to3 10 * mb
for di erent structure functions. These are still very am all values.

W ith a cross section reduced by at least a factor 10° com pared to protons, neutri-
nos should interact in the earth, not the atm osphere, w ith relatively at distributions.
A Though nothing can bem ade of an odd single event interacting in the atm osohers,
the neutrino scenario is inconsistent with 5 events, or m ore depending on how one
counts, all interacting at the top of the atm osohere.

W e conclude that the highest energy coam ic rays are neither protons or photons,
nor neutrinos. W hile the data itself mules out photons, both protons and neutrinos



are disfavored by a problem atic factor of 10° which represents the probability that
a proton reaches us w ithout attenuation from 100 M pc source, and the ratio of the
neutrino to proton interaction cross sections in the case of neutrinos. This is the
paradox. Its resolution m ay Involve new astrophysics, or new particke physics at
energies w hich exceed those of existing acoelerators by two orders of m agniude. In
what follow s we w ill argue that the second possbility is unlkely if we restrict the
prin ary to be a know n particle experiencing non-standard interactions. A sm entioned
earlier, neutrinos are the m ost prom ising candidates w ithin this option due to the
absence of attenuation e ects.

3 IsNew Particle Physics the Solution?

G oing the partick physics road is attractive. W hat if, for instance, neutrinos becam e
strongly interacting so asto initiate air showers? Transform ing the energy of 10° Tev
to the center ofm ass, yields approxin ately 450 TeV . At such energies physics asso—
ciated wih scalesas large as 10 100 TeV m ay be relevant and even dom inant. A's
m entioned above, this energy scales m ight be associated w ith new particle physics,
the generation of avor and femm ion m asses, dynam ical supersym m etry breaking, etc.
T he possibility that these new interactionsm ight cause neutrinos to becom e strongly
Interacting at these energies hasbeen raised In several opportunities. For instance, it
isthe underlying physics behind the neutrino com positeness proposalofR eference B].
M ore recently, a m odel of spontaneously broken fam ily symm etry 3], with a typical
scale ofhundreds of TeV and designed to generate avor, was suggested as a possble
origin of a very large neutrino coupling at high energies, thus o ering a potential
explanation for the U kra High Energy Coanic Ray (UHECR) events. W e willnow
show that these proposals fail, dram atically. In order to resolve the puzzle of the
highest energy coan ic rays the new physics scale cannot exceed several G €V .On the
one hand, schannel unitarity prevents us from tuming on suddenly, at 10°® TeV, a
threshold associated w ith a cross section characterized by a a typical scale of about
1 G eV .M ore sophisticated proposalsm ight get around the unitarity bound at the cost
ofgiving a very an alle ect. W e w ill study below various speci ¢ exam ples covering
these possibilities.

T he proton-proton cross section at 108 TeV energy is roughly 100 mb [13]. The
Interaction length of a proton In the atm osphere corresponding to this Interaction
cross section is 40 gan ?, ie. the fiill atm osphere represents 20 interaction lengths.
A sthe interaction length is nversely proportionalto the cross section, the atm osohere
isonly 2 nteraction lengths fora particle w ith a cross section of10mb. So, in order for

ve cogn ic rays to niiate showers near the top of the atm osphere, their interaction
cross section must be severaltin es 10 mb, ornot m uch an aller than the 100 mb value
for protons.

The new particle physics scenarios we consider here are chosen partly because of
the attention each of them has attracted In relation to the UHECR question. They



also span a w ide range ofm odels m aking our conclusions quite general. Our ain is
to show that, wih very few and constrained exceptions, extensions of the standard
m odel of electroweak interactions at scales above a few TeV cannot be the physics
behind UHECR and that the energy scale necessary to explain the highest energy
cogn ic rays is not far above 1 G&V in most cases. To illustrate this point we will
study three di erent classes of m odels: schannel resonances, com posite neutrinos
and the t-channel exchange of a gauge boson strongly coupled at high energies.

W e st study the e ects of an schannel ¢ scalar resonance S in the N cross
section. This is very sim ilar to the study of the e ects of Ieptoquarks n UHECR 1n
Reference [I4]. T he production cross section, in the narrow w idth approxin ation, is

given by

2 2
2xq(x=f;@2=M§>; (6)
S

(N ! SX)=

where is the coupling of S to quarks and Jkptons. In Figure 1 we plot this cross
section as a function of the neutrino energy, for various values ofM g and for =1
1. For reference, we plot the SM N charged current cross section, com puted using
the CTEQ 4D set ofparton distribution fiinctions [15]. T hese are extrapolated down
to vales of x as low as 10 ® by using the double logarithm ic approxin ation {L§]. The
uncertainties associated w ith the use of this procedure are irrelevant for the purpose
ofthe calculation ofthe neutrino cross sections due to new physicse ects, shcewe are
Interested in enhancam ents of several orders ofm agniude. A 1so plotted in Figure 1 is
the pp cross section, which setsthe scale am odelm ustm atch in order forthe neutrinos
to Interact in the atm osphere. W e observe that in order to obtain a neutrino cross
section of this size at the highest energies the m ass scale of the exchanged particle
hastobeO (1) GeV .0 foourss, such amassisin agrant con ict with all low energy
data. The idea behind this sin plk exercise is to show the di culty of generating

a’ 100 mb cross section at E ’/ 10% Ge&V.New particlke physics scenarios which
extrapolate from and extend on established particlk physics, cannot generate neutrino
cross sections far above their SM values. In what follow s, we w ill arrive at the sam e
conclusion In two com plktely di erent and seem ingly prom ising type ofm odels.

W e next consider the possbility that neutrinos are com posite with a scale .
som ew here between 10 TeV and several hundred TeV . If the neutrino constituents
are colored, they will experience strong interactions w ith quarks and gluons above
the scale .. This is essentially the scenario proposed in ], where it was suggested
that the cross section is determ ined by the scale of the strong interactions, ocp,as
opposed to the scale of com positeness. Thiswould Jlead to a Jarge cross section of the
order of severalm illlbbams, and perhaps to an explanation ofthe UHECR events. W e
w ill show that this is not the case. W e 1st notice that the size of the neutrino m ust
be detem ined by . and that no color can leak out ofa 1= . radius. In oxder to
resolve the constituents, the wavelength of an exchanged particle m ust be su ciently

N om ally, leptoquark scenarios have 1



anall. In g scattering, this in plies that the exchanged gluon can only interact w ith
the neutrino constituents if its m om entum transfer is of the order of ., or larger.
To estin ate the neutrino cross section we assum e that the preons inside the neutrino
have O (1) mom entum fractions. Thus the N cross section is approxin ately given

b
Y d s h i

—— 2 — 1+ @+y)’ ;
B dy s + 1+ y) xqK) 0

Q 4

formom entum transfers satisfying Q% > 2. In Figure 2 we plot the neutrino cross
section for ssveralvalues of .. For any reasonable values of . the cross section is
now here nearthe ’ 100 mb lJandm ark it should reach atE ’ 102 GeV .Theplt of
the cross section or .= 1 GeV illustrates the fact that this is the rlkvant energy
scale to enter the m illlbbam regin e, as one would expect. O f course, the neutrino
com postteness scale is bound by experin ents to be at least a fow TeV [I7]. The
failire of the argum ent In [_2] can be traced back to the fact that color is con ned
inr ' 1= _, and therePre the factor of 0 ¢ in the denom iator in (7) represents an
unsum ountable suppression. This feature of swave unitarity prevents the sudden
appearance of a very large e ect. T he statem ent that the interaction scale should be
ofabout 1 G&V is very general and can be applied to m odels w here exotic particles
are chosen to be the prin ary sources of UHECR . These must carry color in order to
hadronize and thus have a large cross section In the atm osphere, regardless of their
m ass or other quantum num bers.

F inally, we consider the very intriguing scenario of Reference 3], where form ions
transform under a spontaneously broken generation symm etry taken to be SU (3).
T he generation group is assum ed to be dual to SU (3) color. The m assive gauge
bosons in this m odel couple to generation number w ith a coupling g, satisfying the
duality condition

gg= 4 : 8)

T hese gauge bosons, dubbed \dual gluons", nduce avor changing neutral currents
FCNC) at tree kvel. Experin ental bounds on FCNC processes force their m ass
scale to be at or above the 100 TeV range. It was pointed out in 3] that neutrino
Interactions could becom e strong at very high energies via the exchange ofdualglions,
w hich becom e strongly coupled due to the condition {8). This fact explainswhy there
would be no large e ects induced at Iow energies. The N cross section induced by
the exchange of a dualglion is given by

d F S n 20
dXdy= 2 .Q2) Q2+ M}2)2 xgq®) 1+ 0+ vy) ; ©)

where M ; isthem ass of the dualgluon and F is a factor of order one com ing from

the group structure of the generation symm etry. For instance, for SU (3), we have

F = 2 as long aswe consider only rst generation ferm ions in the initial state. The
N cross section m ediated by dual glion exchange is plotted In F igure 3 for several



values of the dual gluon m ass. It is apparent that for the desired m ass range of
100 TeV the e ect on the cross section is negligble, even when com pared to the SM

cross sections. This is the case despite the very large enhancem ent com ing from
the running of  in the denom inator, a consequence of (§). The main reason for
the rehtive suppression is the value of M y =M ; . This is som ewhat upset by the
fact that the dualgluon cross section rises linearly with E  up to very large energies
befPre saturating. Even with this feature, the cross section at E 102 Gev is
about one hundred tin es an aller that the SM one. W e see that a dual gluon m ass
of 50 GeV, in obvious con ict with experim ental bounds on FCNC, is required in
order to yield a su ciently large cross section at the highest neutrino energies. This
m echanism avoidstheneed fora O (1) G &V scale, given the extrem e strength of ~Q 2)
at very high energies. Even w ith this coupling the m odel produces an insigni cant
enhancam ent of the SM neutrino cross section because of the scale 0o£100 TeV .On
the other hand, one could In principle in agine a com plktely unrelated m odel w here
the dualgluon hasno FCNC interactions and then is allowed to be lighter. H owever,
the induced contact Interactions, even when avor diagonal, are constrained to be
govermned by a scale above a faw TeV {[7]. A fthough at these m ass scakes the e ect
of dualglion exchange is Jarge com pared to the SM  cross sections, it is still several
orders of m agnitude an aller than needed to explain the UHECR excess.

W e conclude that it ishighly unlkely that neutrino Iniiated air showers involving
new neutrino interactions are responsible for the apparent excessofevents n UHECR .
W e have shown that the needed scale is, In most cases, of O (1) G&V which is not
an allowed energy scale for new neutrino interactions. O ne type ofm odels that gets
around this general constraint, does so by having an Increasingly strong coupling at
high energies. Even iIn these cases, the scaks that are still allowed by low energy
constraints (eg. a fBw TeV 1n Fig. 2) are already too high to provide a lJarge enough
e ect.

4 Some FinalRem arks

W ehave studied the possibility that the UHECR excess is nitiated by know n particles
w ith non-standard interactions at very high energy. W e concentrated on neutrinos as
they donot su er from the attenuation that forces protons,for instance , to com e from

local sources. W e found that, even In the presence of in portant new physics e ects
at the high energies at hand, neutrino initiated air showers are not viabl. W e have
also shown that the energy scale associated w ith the interactions responsble for the
UHECR should be, in m ost cases, In the vicinity of1 G €V . T hus, m odels postulating
exotic prim aries m ust arrange for them to form hadrons, which In tum can interact
w ith the desired cross sections in the atm osphere. An exosption to this is the m odel
ofR eference [2], w here the energy scale needed is of the order 0o£ 100 G €V due to the
large enhancam ent given by the strength ofthe coupling at high energies. H owever, In
this aswell as in all other cases, the necessary energy scales are wellbelow the lin its



allowed by cbservation. W e conclude w ith a few com m ents about possibble altermative
explanations.

A s it can be read from F igurel, kptoquarks [14]aswellas typical supersym m etric
m odels, which are associated with TeV -scale physics, are irrelevant to coam ic ray
issues. At 108 TeV supersym m etric particles interact w ith universal electrow eak cross
section, ie. cross sections sim ilar to those of Standard M odel neutrinos [[§].

T he scenario where the highest energy coan ic rays are light gluinos does not vi-
olate our no-go argum ent [19]. Their m ass is ndeed in the G eV +ange. But m ost
In portantly, they form various supersym m etric hadrons which Interact w ith the at-
m osphere w ith cross sections govemed by the 1 G&V scale. This soenario can be
tested by existing accelerator experin ents R{].

Topologicaldefects 1] are an exam ple of new partick physics not covered by our
exclusion argum ent because they are, essentially, a new astrophysical source and do
not represent new particle dynam ics.

Scenarios involving exotic prim aries, possbly avoidding our argum ents, require
yet additional assum ptions In order to be rlkvant. W hik large cross sections w ith
hadrons are required, those w ith photons m ust be suppressed In order to avoid sig—
ni cant attenuation in the coan ic m icrow ave background. If not, the new particle
has properties sin ilar to protons and can only com e from local sources. Heavy sta—
ble colored particles fall in this category P2]. On the other hand, heavy quasi-stable
particlkes P3]decaying locally, for instance in the halo, arenot a ected by attenuation.

In sum, a particlke physics explanation of the UHECR is not viable unless new
Interactions and new m atterw ith the right properties are invoked. O n the otherhand,
it ispossble that the coan ic ray paradox m ay have an altemative solution which can
hardly be raised to the lkevel ofnew astrophysics. T herem ay bem echanism sby which
10® TeV energy is reached locally, not in sources beyond 100 M pc. Such speculations
have been disfavored. W e m ention them for com pleteness: galactic w inds exoeeding
the size of our galaxy P4] possbly reaching out into the local cluster, and pinball
enhancem ent of the particle energy between several galactic supemovae R5].
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1: Neutrino cross section as a function of the neutrino energy, for the case
of scalar schannel exchange. For com parison the standard m odel charged current
neutrino-nuclkon cross section, as well as the total pp cross section, are shown in
dashed lines.

Figure 2: Neutrino cross section as a function of the neutrino energy, for the case of
neutrino com positeness.

Figure 3: Neutrno cross section as a function of the neutrino energy, In the dual
gluon m odel of R eference 31.
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