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Resumen

Cuando un rayo cósmico interacciona con las moléculas de la atmósfera este produce una cas-
cada o chubasco de partículas secundarias que se pueden detectar a nivel del suelo por medio
de diferentes técnicas de detección, por ejemplo, usando redes de detectores de partículas,
telescopios de fluorescencia o de aire Cherenkov. La distribución lateral de las partículas
secundarias de un chubasco a nivel del suelo (LDF, por sus siglas en inglés) contiene infor-
mación sobre la naturaleza del rayo cósmico primario, así como de su energía. Los estudios
de la distribución lateral son difíciles de llevar a cabo debido a incertidumbres experimen-
tales o fluctuaciones en el desarrollo del chubasco. El observatorio de rayos gamma HAWC
es un arreglo denso de detectores de partículas ubicado en Puebla, México a 4,100 m s.n.m.
dedicado al estudio de rayos cósmicos y rayos gamma. El detector está equipado con 1,200
fotomultiplicadores los cuales se encuentran distribuidos dentro de 300 detectores de agua
Cherenkov, que en conjunto contienen un total de 60 ML de agua. HAWC tiene la capaci-
dad de llevar a cabo mediciones detalladas, evento por evento, de la distribución lateral de
chubascos de partículas con energías de varios TeV. En este trabajo se presenta un estudio
sobre la distribución lateral de chubascos inducidos por rayos cósmicos medidos por HAWC
en el año 2016 con energías entre 3 TeV y 1 PeV y ángulo cenital < 16.7◦. Los datos fueron
usados para determinar la óptima parametrización de la distribución lateral en HAWC. De
aquí el parámetro de edad es obtenido y su sensibilidad a la composición de los rayos cósmicos
es analizada.

Palabras clave: HAWC, distribución lateral, rayos cósmicos, edad lateral, composición
primaria.
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Abstract

When a cosmic ray hits the molecules of the atmosphere it produces a shower of secondary
particles that can be detected at ground level through different detection techniques, such
as particle detector arrays, and fluorescence or air Cherenkov telescopes. The lateral distri-
bution of particles around the shower axis (LDF) at ground level posses information about
the mass composition and primary energy of cosmic rays. Studies of the LDF are difficult
to perform due to experimental uncertainties and fluctuations in the development of the air
shower. The High Altitude Water Cherenkov (HAWC) observatory is a dense air-shower ar-
ray located in Puebla, Mexico at 4100 m a.s.l. and it is dedicated to the study of cosmic- and
gamma-rays. The detector is instrumented with 1,200 photomultipliers (PMTs) distributed
in 300 close-packed water Cherenkov tanks, which in total contain a total of 60 ML of water.
Due to its design, HAWC is well-suited to perform detailed event-by-event studies of the
LDF of multi-TeV cosmic-ray showers. We present a study of the LDF of cosmic-ray air
showers recorded by HAWC in 2016 with energies between 3 TeV and 300 TeV and zenith
angle < 16.7◦. The data are used to determine the optimal parameterization of the LDF
of the HAWC data. From here the lateral shower age is obtained and its sensitivity to the
cosmic ray mass composition is analyzed. Key words: HAWC, lateral distribution, cosmic

rays, lateral age, primary composition.
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Chapter 1

Cosmic Rays

“What I do is very theoretical. It won’t necessarily
have implications for anything anyone is doing tomorrow,
yet you know that there’s a sense of progress in science,
and as we understand more, it just turns out that, somehow,
the world evolves with us.”
-Lisa Randall.

1.1 Historical introduction
The story of the discovery of the ionizing radiation coming from outer space seems to begin
in the XVIII century, when Charles-Augustin de Coulomb studied the discharge of metallic
conducting bodies [1, 2]. Coulomb observed that the charged body could loss its charge even
when it was isolated from its surroundings. Many scientist after him tried to understand
this outcome and, with the discovery of radiation in the XIX century, new theories came to
light with the purpose of explaining this phenomenon.
On 1887 Sir Charles Vernon Boys, while performing studies on the isolating properties of
different materials such as glass, observed the discharge of two very narrow gold electrically
charged leaves that where hanging from an isolating support (see fig. 1.1). Isolated or not,
the loss of charge of the pair of golden leaves was observed, and he concluded that this effect
was due to convection through the air [3].
In the XIX century, the experimental devices employed for the measurement of charged
bodies were not sophisticated enough and were a source of uncertainties between the experi-
mental observations. Therefore, the development of more refined tools was needed to satisfy
the necessities of the experimental research of the charge bodies phenomenon.
One of the most useful tools that was used in the past for the study of the discharge of
ekectric bodies was the electroscope. The electroscope is a simple device that allows to
detect the electric charge in a body, to measure the sign of the charge (positive or negative),
and to determine its value with a certain degree of uncertainty. The simplest model of an
electroscope is a glass recipient (or a case with glass walls) which contains a pair of metallic
leaves hanging from a metallic rod that goes out of the recipient, being insulated from it
(see fig. 1.2). The main charge loss of the metallic leaves occurs mainly through out the
insulating sleeve that separates the metallic rod from the case. The loss of charge can be
reduced almost to zero with a proper design of the electroscope, but even in this case it will
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Figure 1.1: Charles Boy’s experimental arrangement. The golden leaves (that separate from
each other when they are charged) hang from a bent piece of glass (or quartz). Image source:
[3].

not hold the electric charge for indefinite time.
By the end of the XIX century, the conductivity of the air was subject of study by the
scientific community. Physicists like C. T. R. Wilson, H. F. Geitel and J. Elster joined to
this effort. In that time it was already known that matter was made of atoms and that
each chemical element is represented by a different atom, which posses the same number
of positive and negative charges, making the atom neutral. Hence, the charge loss of an
electroscope was explained by the fact that the air or gas that surrounds the metallic plates
is always slightly ionized, which means that the gas losses its neutral nature. A molecule
from the gas that looses an electron remains with a positive charge excess, while the electron
may stay free or may attach to another molecule giving it a negative charge. Therefore,
inside of the gas there is a small fraction of free electrons and charged molecules, which are
called ions. Now, if the plates of the electroscope have a positive induced charge, they attract
negative ions and the positive charge of the plates is gradually neutralized until the plates
go back to its original position. In a similar way, if the plates have a negative charge, they
will attract positive ions which ends up in with the discharge of the plates. As expected,
several experiments were proposed and carried out in the effort to understand the nature of
the discharge phenomenon inside the electroscope due to the air (or gas) ionization.
At the end of the XIX century, J. Elster and H. F. Geitel, in a series of experiments with a
device named Zerstreuungsapparat (see fig. 1.3), measured the leakage of electricity in the
atmosphere (in fact, what this instrument was measuring is the conductivity of air). With
their results, they concluded that air conducts electricity and that the atmospheric air is
slightly ionized. Later in 1901, they found that radiation causes the ionization of the air
[5]. How did the radioactive material get into the air? Elster and Geitel stated that this
radioactive material is emanated from Earth’s surface in form of gas and it is the main source
of air’s ionization [2, 5].
If the radiation has its origins on Earth’s surface, then its effect should be stronger near the
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Figure 1.2: A model of an electroscope similar to the ones used at the end of the XIX
century. Image source [4].

Figure 1.3: Dispersion instrument (Zerstreuungsapparat) used by J. Elster and H. F. Geitel
in their experiments of air conductivity. Image source: [5].

ground and should decrease gradually by increasing the height. It should be easy to prove
this hypothesis with measurements of radioactivity at different heights so, in order to prove
it, many experiments were carried out, but the results were contradictory.
Hermann Ebert was probably the first person to perform an air balloon flight with the aim to
measure the electrical charge loss in a charged body at different altitudes [2]. He carried out a
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total of three air balloon flights (on June and November of 1900 and January 1901) reaching
a maximum altitude of 3,700 m. He found a change in the loss of charge of the charged
body in relation with the altitude and he also observed that his measurements depended of
climatological conditions.
In 1906, Heinrich Mache and Travis Rimmer studied the intensity of the penetration of the
ionizing radiation and discovered that its intensity varied through out the day and depended
of climatological conditions [2]. After that, in 1908, Mache concluded that the penetrating
radiation was made by two parts: one part comming from chemical elements found on Earth’s
surface and the other part, from the decay of chemical elements that are distributed on the
atmosphere [2]. By that time, scientist believed that the radiation could be explained in
terms of gamma rays emitted by radioactive elements. This idea was based on the fact that
gamma-rays were the most penetrating type of radiation known at the time1.
In 1907, Arthur Steward Eve speculated that the ionization over the ocean (5%) should be
less than over the soil (95%), because in the sea waters the radium (radioactive element
liberated from the surface of the Earth in form of gas) was present to a markedly less degree
than in the sedimentary rocks on land. Also it was expected that the radiation would be
attenuated in the air. The attenuation can be estimated with a very fast calculation, let’s
say that for an altitude of h = 300 m:

I(h)

I0
= e−h/λ = e−300m/98m = 0.03, (1.1)

where I(h) is the intensity of the transmitted radiation after crossing a distance h, I0 is
the initial intensity of the radiation and λ is the mean interaction length for γ-rays in air.
The result of eq. (1.1) predicts that only 3% of the initial radiation on the ground remains
at an altitude of 300 m a.s.l., which means that the radiation from the soil is almost fully
attenuated.
Albert Gockel was a German physicist who spent most of his professional career in the study
of atmospheric conductivity phenomena as a researcher at the Institute of Physics of the
Freiburg University, Switzerland. Due to the tense relation with the head master of the
Institute, Joseph de Kowalski, Gockel’s research often found strong opposition and lack of
funds2 [6]. Due to the financial problems that Gockel faced, he didn’t had access to the
best technology and instruments available at the time, and that was reflected on most of his
research.
On December 11 of 1909, funded by the East section of the Swiss Aeroclub, Albert Gockel
performed the first of three air balloon flights to measure the ion density in the atmosphere
reaching an altitude of 4,500 m after more than four hours of flight. At the beginning,
Gockel’s measurements showed a decrease of the ionizing radiation with altitude, as ex-
pected from the hypothesis of a terrestrial origin of the radiation, but at a smaller rate
than predicted, and at higher altitudes Gockel recorded an increase of the radiation [7].
Gockel used a standard setup of Wulf’s electrometer (see fig. 1.4) coupled to an ionization
chamber [6] and he stated that due to the flight conditions he couldn’t rule out instruments
malfunctioning that could possibly spoiled his results. Gockel reported that "the results of

1In fact, back in 1929 the German literature still referred to cosmic rays as Ultragammastrahlung [2].
2For more information on this topic see R. Cantinaud, Which physics for a new institute? Albert Gockel,

Joseph Kowalski and the early years of the Fribourg Institute Of Physics, Communications of the Swiss
Physical Society, nr 36, 2012, 24-27.
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the measurements are thus that in free atmosphere there occurs indeed a decrease of the
penetrating radiation, but by far not to the extent that one should expect if the radiation
originated mainly from ground" [8]. As of the increase of the radiation at higher altitudes he
concluded that these results shouldn’t be considered as reliable due to possible malfunctions
on the instruments at high altitudes [6].
On his second flight (October 15th, 1910), Albert Gockel intended to fill his balloon, the
Gotthard, with hydrogen-gas instead of coal-gas with the aim to reach altitudes up to 7,000
m a.s.l., but due to funding reasons this wasn’t possible. Despite the difficulties, Gockel
performed his second flight and reached altitudes up to 2 km and the results of his second
flight were in agreement with the measurements of his first flight. With this, Gockel had no
doubts about the results and stated that “An influence of the altitude on the ionisation in
the closed vessels was not seen. It can be concluded that a cosmic radiation, if it exists at
all, can only be a negligible part of the penetrating radiation”, were it is noticeable that he
introduced the term cosmic radiation (kosmische strahlung) [9].
On the other hand, the Jesuit priest Theodor Wulf developed a more sophisticated electro-
scope (see fig. 1.4) in the spirit to unveil the origin of the ionizing radiation in the air to
prove the hypothesis of H. Ebert and A. Gockel that if the radiation comes from the Earth,
then it should decrease with height. In 1910, Wulf made a series of measurements at the top
of the Eiffel tower (330 m height) in Paris, France, to proof the hypothesis, but his observa-
tions led him to a different result [10]. Wulf’s results showed that the radiation decreased
nearly to half its value on the surface, which was not expected under the hypothesis of a
terrestrial origin of the ionizing radiaiton. Even though, Wulf’s results were considered the
most reliable ones at the time because the measurements were performed with sophisticated
instruments and at fixed altitudes and locations.
Not far from France and around the same time, between 1907 and 1912, Domenico Pacini
was performing measurements of air conductivity on the ground, on the ocean on board of
the Royal military ship Folgore and deep in the ocean in Italy. With his measurements he
discovered that the intensity of the ionizing radiation was the same than that observed at
land. Pacini repeated his measurements at the Bracciano lake, near Rome, where he also
performed measurements under water, stating that the radiation was absorbed by water. He
speculated about the causes of the ionization, proposing another source other than the outer
layers of Earth’s crust, suggesting an independent source present in the air [11].
The results of Gockel, Wulf and Pacini were the first evidences that the ionizing radiation
was independent from the radioactive elements present in Earth’s crust, and suggested that
its origin was outside of Earth’s atmosphere.
The austrian physicist Victor F. Hess studied Wulf’s results and the coefficients of absorp-
tion for gamma-ray radioactivity in the atmosphere proposed by Eve to study the causes
of air ionization. Hess found discrepancies between the theoretical predictions and the ex-
perimental data. Hesss, an air balloon flight amateur, decided to continue his studies using
balloon observations and he performed ten air balloon flights (most of them at night) with
two Wulf radiation detectors with three-millimeter thick walls, perfectly sealed and able to
withstand all pressure variations during the ascents, for the observation of the penetrating
radiation [12]. In 1912, Hess did seven air balloon flights from which two of them were of
great importance (see fig. 1.5). The first of these two flights was performed during a Sun
eclipse, on April 17th, between 11 a.m. and 1 p.m. up to an altitude of 2,750 m. As T.
Wulf found, Hess observed that near the ground the intensity of the radiation decreases and
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Figure 1.4: Wulf’s electroscope. The instrument mainly consisted on a pair of
quartz fibbers attached at the bottom to a bend quartz fibber. The distance of
the two fibbers is measured through a microscope. The company Günther & Teget-
meyer was in charge of manufacturing Wulf’s electroscopes [10]. Image source:
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Originalwulf.jpeg.

he also discovered that the radiation near 2,000 m height was greater than the radiation
at sea level and the result was independent from the eclipse. Therefore, the Sun was ruled
out as the main source of this radiation, suggesting that its origin was outside our solar
system (although, nowadays it is known that there are cosmic rays of low energy coming
from the Sun). The second flight took place in the morning of August 7 at 6 a.m., with a
flight duration of approximately 6 hours and a maximum altitude of around 5,3000 m. The
results of this flight (combined with his previous results) led him to the conclusion that the
ionization increases significantly with altitude. On the other hand, his results from all the
flights didn’t show a difference between night and day [12–15]. After his 7th balloon flight
Hess concluded [12]: The results of the present observations seem most likely to be explained
by the assumption that radiation of very high penetrating power enters from above into our
atmosphere, and even in its lowest layers causes part of the ionization observed in closed
vessels.3.
Victor Hess was awarded the Nobel prize in 1936 thanks to his ground breaking studies on
cosmic radiation.
The German physicist Werner Kolhörster confirmed Hess’s results about the increase in air
ionization at higher altitudes by performing air balloon flights up to 9,300 m a. s. l. [18].
In the late 20’s, the development of new instruments allowed to reach a better quality on
the results, achieving important progress in the experimental study of cosmic rays.
Robert Andrews Millikan (see fig. 1.6) was a detractor from the hypothesis that the radia-

3A full translation to the English of Hess’ article [12] can be found at [16]
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Figure 1.5: Victor Hess before the departing of one of his flights in 1911 or 1912. Image
source: [17].

tion had an extraterrestrial origin and he assumed that it had its origin on the radioactive
substances present in the air. Millikan decided to corroborate the results reported by Victor
Hess and W. Kolhöster. For this purpose, Millikan and his colleague H. Cameron positioned
electroscopes at different depths inside water with the purpose of measuring the intensity of
cosmic rays as a function of depth in water and at different altitudes to check whether the
ionizing radiation was produced in air. The selected locations were the Mauir Lake (3,540
m a.s.l.) near the top of Mt. Whitney, and Lake Arrowhead (1,530 m a.s.l.) in Southern
California. As the electroscopes were placed at large depths up to 27 m, they found a con-
tinuous decrease of the discharge rate of the electroscopes [2], from which they concluded
that within the limits of observational error, every reading in Arrowhead lake corresponded
to a reading 6 feet (1.8 m) farther down in Muir Lake, thus showing that the rays do come in
definitely from above, and that their origin is entirely outside the layer of atmosphere between
the levels of the two lakes [19]. As a conclussion of their results, A. Millikan was convinced
about the existence of an extraterrestrial radiation and coined the term cosmic rays [20]
On July 7th, 1928, Hans W. Geiger and his student William Müller announced the creation
of a radiation counting tube, which was used by many scientists in the studies of air’s
ionization measurements and in coincidence counting devices. Bruno Rossi described this
instrument as an open window to a new and unknown territory, with unlimited opportunities
for exploration [22, 23]. Bruno Rossi was an Italian physicist known for his research anf
experimental work on astrophysics and cosmic ray physics, specially on the study of the
nature and behaviour of the cosmic radiation. Among his different contributions to the field,
we found the discovery of the existence of two components in cosmic-ray radiation at sea
level: the hard component (composed by muons), which is able to pass through 1 meter of
lead, and the soft component (composed by electrons, positrons and gamma-rays), which is
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Figure 1.6: Robert Andrews Millikan (1868 - 1953) [21].

generated high in the atmosphere by primary cosmic rays and can be stopped by a metal
screen. It also generates groups of particles as it goes through a 10 cm thick lead screen [22].
On July 3rd, 1930, Rossi conjectured the existence of a geomagnetic effect on cosmic rays
that would be observed as an increase in the incoming flux of positive charged particles
from West to East and vice-versa if negative particles were more abundant on cosmic rays.
Rossi’s experiments about the East-West effect were delayed due to funding problems [22].
But Arthur Compton and Louis Alvarez [24], and Thomas Johnson [25] published results
independently confirming Rossi’s hypothesis of a geomagnetic effect on cosmic rays, and by
doing so they discovered that cosmic rays are mainly positively charged.
On the autumn of 1933, Rossi performed experiments using coincidence counters in Eritrea4,
a former italian colony on Africa, where he observed the existence of very extensive showers
of particles.
In 1938, W. Kolhöster reported the observation of a Schauer (shower) of secondary par-
ticles that were responsible of the coincidence between two particle counters separated by
approximately 10 m. Later in 1938, Pierre Auger and his team started a study on the two
components of cosmic rays proposed by Rossi (without knowing about his conclusions about
the secondary particle showers), which turned into the rediscovery of extensive air showers
[26]. Auger also used an array of coincidence counters for his studies of particle showers.
At first the counters were separated from each other by tens of meters and they were pro-
gressively set wide apart in order to study more dispersed showers. Auger and his team
speculated that these showers must be produced high in the atmosphere, that its branches
could be separated by distances of several meters, and that the showers could cover surfaces
of the order of 1,000 m2 at ground level.
The credit for the discovery of the extensive air showers (EAS) was given to Auger and his
collaborators. The discovery of the EAS opened a new windowto the study of cosmic rays
of PeV energies and above, giving birth to new theories about the origin of these energetic
particles, which still remains as an open question nowadays [RadioactivityBook].
It is difficult to cover all of the history and relevant characters that played key roles on the

4At an altitude of 2,370 m and a geomagnetic latitude of 11◦ 30’ N.
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development of the theory and the experimental designs for cosmic rays research, therefore
in the following section the most representative historic moments about cosmic rays physics
will be summarized 5.

1.2 Brief historical review of cosmic ray research
to end the historical review a chronological summary of other relevant historical facts in
cosmic ray research is presented [RadioactivityBook, 2, 5, 14, 28]:

1929 Dimitry Skobelzyn makes the first observations of cosmic rays passing through a cloud
chamber. After that, Bothe anf Kolhörster proved that the traces left by the passage
of secondary cosmic rays inside the instrument are curved by magnetic fields. This was
the proof that secondary cosmic rays observed at sea level are charged particles.

1932 Carl David Anderson discovers the positron by performing studies at the California
Institute of Technology (Caltech) of cosmic rays with a cloud chamber. Anderson also
discovered the muon (1936) as a result of his studies on cosmic radiation.

1934 Hans Bethe and Walter Heinrich Heitler developed a theory for the development of
electromagnetic showers in the atmosphere.

1941 Norman Hilberry calculates the energy distribution curve of cosmic rays in the energy
range from 1×1010 eV to 5×1010 eV (see fig. 1.7).

Marcel Schein et al. published experimental results from an air balloon flight experi-
ment performed at the campus of the University of Chicago, USA, which showed that
cosmic rays are composed mainly by protons.

1952 First observations of Cherenkov light in the night sky produced by extensive air show-
ers are made with a parabolic mirror of 25 cm and a phototube of 5 cm at the UK
Atomic Energy Research Establishment, Harwell, England. This observations were
made by William Galbraith and his college, John V. Jelley.

1953 W. Galbraith and J. Jelley developed the air Cherenkov technique for the detection
of EAS. This technique gave raise to Cherenkov astronomy. It allows to estimate the
arrival direction of primary cosmic rays and gamma rays with large precision.

1979 Robert L. Golden et al. discovered antiprotons in the flux of cosmic rays.

2000 It begins the construction of the Pierre Auger observatory in Argentina. The main
goal of this observatory is to study EAS generated by ultra-high energy cosmic rays
(E > 1018 eV). This is the first experiment that combines an array of water Cherenkov
detectors and fluorescence telescopes for a simultaneous observation of EAS. The water
Cherenkov array deployed on the surface works all day long making observations of
cosmic rays, while fluorescence telescopes can only perform measurements under spe-
cific weather conditions and under moonless nights, but they allow better estimations
of the energy of the extensive air showers than a base ground detector array.

5A more detailed description of the history of cosmic rays and related topics can be found at
[RadioactivityBook, 2, 9, 10, 22, 27]
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Figure 1.7: Energy distribution curve (solid line) of cosmic rays in the region of 1010 eV
calculated by N. Hilberry [29]. Hilberry obtained this curve by fitting experimental data
from I. S. Bowen et al. [30] on extensive air showers with a power law. Hilberry found that
the measurements can be described by an E−2.75 function. The fit of the data is represented
by the solid curve and it describes a power-law E−2.75. The doted curve is the fit of I. S.
Bowen, R. A. Millikan and H. V. Neher. Source: [29].

1.3 Cosmic rays
Cosmic rays can be consider as that extraterrestrial radiation composed by atomic nuclei,
neutrons, relativistic electrons and even antiparticles that reach the top of Earth’s atmo-
sphere [14]. its origin and propagation mechanism are yet unknown and are still under
study by several scientific collaborations around the world, which base their work on physi-
cal models, numerical methods, simulations and measurements of cosmic rays, as well as the
observation of the Universe with complementary astrophysical windows.
Some of the questions that are expected to be answered through the study of cosmic rays
are:

1. What are the sources and acceleration mechanisms of cosmic rays?

2. What is the energy spectrum and mass composition of cosmic rays?

3. How do they propagate across the Universe?

4. What new physics can be learned from them and what can it be learn about the
astrophysical environments in which they are produced?
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Cosmic rays can be also used to infer the properties of the magnetic field of our Galaxy and
study physical processes of high energy that occur in the Milky Way and beyond. On the
other hand, cosmic rays offer also the possibility to analyse samples of matter from beyond
our solar system too. These studies can be improved using gamma rays and high-energy
neutrinos which are also produced in cosmic ray accelerators.
The astronomical observations of gamma rays, neutrinos and high energy cosmic rays, among
others, have given clues about astrophysical objects that might be responsible for cosmic ray
acceleration. The sources seem to be inside and out of our Galaxy. The sources of high energy
cosmic rays include shock waves produced by stellar explosions such as supernova remnants
(SNRs) [31] (see fig. 1.8), and may also include pulsars, superbubbles, etc. Meanwhile, the
extragalactic sources include active galactic nuclei (AGN’s) [32–34] and may be the so called
Gamma Ray Bursts (GRB’s) [35, 36].

Figure 1.8: From left to right, the figure shows the gamma rays associated with SNRs
Cassiopeia A, W51C, W44 and IC443 detected by Fermi’s Large Area Telescope (Fermi-
LAT) [37]. Credit: NASA/DOE/Fermi LAT Collaboration.

By identifying the spectrum of the different types of atomic nuclei that are present in the
cosmic radiation, it is expected to find out clues about the mechanisms that produce them
and to understand more about their propagation through the interstellar medium. The
cosmic ray composition can also help to find out about the environment of the sources and
the interstellar and intergalactic medium. Finally, cosmic rays have also information about
secondary reactions such as fragmentation that cosmic rays undergo during their propagation
in space.
In the following subsections there is a more detailed description about the sources, compo-
sition, acceleration and propagation of cosmic rays.
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1.3.1 Primary spectrum of cosmic rays

Primary cosmic rays are those particles of high energies that are accelerated inside astrophys-
ical sources. Among them there are electrons and atomic nuclei, for example, of hydrogen,
helium, carbon, oxygen, neon, iron, and other chemical elements that are result of stellar
nucleosynthesis. Secondary cosmic rays in general are referred as those that are produced
from the interaction of primary cosmic rays with interstellar/intergalactic gas or with Earth’s
atmosphere, and are composed by different kind of particles and atomic nuclei, some of them
are not abundant in stellar nucleosynthesis, like, lithium, beryllium and boron. Antiprotons
and positrons are secondaries. Nowadays there is an interest in measuring the ratio between
these secondary components are primaries in order to constrain the models of propagation
of cosmic rays in the galaxy [38].
In 1949, Enrico Fermi made one of the first predictions on the energy distribution of cosmic
rays assuming that cosmic rays are accelerated in collisions with magnetic clouds in the
space (second order acceleration mechanism) [39]. Fermi found that this distribution of
energy according to this model can be described by a power law, however the model didn’t
make predictions about the corresponding spectral index. In 1959, G. V. Kulinov and G.
B. Khristiansen observed that the spectrum of cosmic rays was not featureless [40]. They
discovered a kink in the spectrum around 1 PeV. This structure was called the knee.
It is of great importance to understand the energy distribution of cosmic rays. This knowl-
edge is fundamental to validate any given theory about the origin and propagation of such
radiation. The number of particles with energy E inside some certain differential energy
interval dE is called the spectrum [15]. According to the experimental data, the total spec-
trum of cosmic rays (which corresponponds to the sum of all spectra of individual nuclei)
spans from a few MeV up to E ≈ 1020 eV, and decreases following a power law of the type
dN/dE ∝ Eγ, where γ is known as the spectral index (γ ≈ −2.7). The differential intensity
of cosmic rays is defined as the number of particles that arrive to the detector per unit area,
per time unit, per solid angle dΩ (in steradians), and per energy interval. In fig. 1.9 (left) a
compilation of diferent measurements of the differential intensity of cosmic rays can be seen.
The cosmic ray spectrum can be expressed as a function of [38]:

1. Rigidity unit,

2. Energy per nucleon,

3. Energy per nucleus.

The units of the differential intensity, I, are [m−2s−1sr−1ε−1], where ε are the units of one of
the previous variables.
In fig. 1.9 (right) the differential intensity is multiplied by a power of the energy to better
appreciate the details of the spectrum. In this figure it can be seen three prominent structures
in the cosmic ray spectrum above energies of 1 × 1014 eV, the knee at around 3 × 1015 eV,
the low energy ankle at 2 × 1016 eV, the denominated second knee located at approximately
1 × 1017 eV, and the ankle, that is found at 3 × 1018 eV [42–44]. The spectral index of the
all-particle spectrum is γ ≈ -2.7 just below E ≈ 3, × 1015 eV, before reaching the knee. The
change in the spectral index above the knee is of γ ≈ -3.1, and above the second knee the
spectrum is even steeper (γ ≈ -3.2). After the ankle, γ ≈ -2.7 [45, 46].
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a) b)

Figure 1.9: a) Total energy spectrum of high energy cosmic rays [41]. At energies around
1011 eV, the intensity is equal to 1 particle per m2 per second, at energies of approximately
1015 eV, the intensity is equal to 1 particle per m2 per year and at energies of 1018 eV, it is
of 1 particle per km2 per year. b) The total energy spectrum of cosmic rays is multiplied by
a scale factor [38], E2.7, to enhance the structures present at energies of 3× 1015 eV, 1× 1017

eV and 3× 1018 eV which are called the knee, the second knee and the ankle, respectively.

The results from different experiments of indirect measurements suggest that the change in
the spectral index at the knee may be due to a transition in the acceleration mechanism or a
change in the type of source, or even the loss of efficiency of the magnetic field that confines
the high energy cosmic rays in the source or in the galaxy [42].
The knee might point out to the fact that most of the cosmic accelerators in the galaxy
have reached their maximum energy, which might be reflected in a change in the mass
composition and in an increment of the abundance of heavy nuclei [15]. It is known that
in this energy region of 3 x 1015 eV the spectrum is dominated by the light and medium
component of cosmic rays, i.e., protons and atomic nuclei of helium, carbon, oxygen, among
others (A<16). In the region of the second knee the dominant component is the heavy one.
This second knee is associated to the presence of a cut in the iron spectrum. The study of
the spectrum of the mass groups of cosmic rays is of importance since it might throw new
clues about the origin of the knee. In general, the knee is attributed to the loss of magnetic
confinement that occurs at the acceleration regions of cosmic rays. This scenario predicts
that all of the individual spectra of cosmic rays for different mass components should have
a knee whose location depends of the electric charge [47]. The energy of each knee turns
out to be proportional to Z·Eknee, were Z is the electric charge of the cosmic ray nucleus
and Eknee ≈ 3 x 1015 eV [48]. Such scenario seems to be supported by KASCADE [48] and
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KASCADE-Grande [49–51] measurements.

1.3.2 Cosmic ray primary composition

Near 79% of primary nuclei inside the galaxy are protons and, approximately, around 20%
are nuclei of He, and it is assumed that this is also valid for the Universe in a big scale.
Studies about the elemental composition of cosmic rays with energies E . 1016 eV are mainly
performed by detectors installed at air balloons which fly at the top of the atmosphere or
satellites that orbit the Earth. The study of the composition of cosmic rays with energies
E & 1015 eV can also be done through the study of extensive air showers (EAS) in the
atmosphere with based-ground experiments, but the information of the composition is more
uncertain than in the direct case due to the uncertainties on the hadronic interaction models
employed in the simulations of the EAS that are used to interpret the recorded data [42].
In general, the chemical composition of cosmic rays is similar to the abundance of elements
in our Solar System (see fig. 1.10), suggesting a stellar origin of cosmic rays [52]. However,
there are some differences on the relative abundances of some elemental nuclei (Li, Be, B,
Mn, V, Sc) because there are other secondary mechanisms that also produce such elements,
spallation reactions or fragmentation of cosmic rays in the interstellar medium.

Figure 1.10: Relative abundances of chemical elements in galactic cosmic rays of energies
below E < 10 GeV and in the Solar system as funtion of the nuclear charge, Z [52].

As mentioned before, positrons and antiprotons are also components of cosmic rays. It is
considered that these particles are mainly secondaries. The detailed study of the spectrum
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of such component can reveal new insights about the propagation mechanisms of comic rays
and set constrains on new physics scenarios [53].

Elements heavier than antihelium and antideuterium haven’t been found on cosmic rays.
The detailed studies of the flux of antiparticles on cosmic rays is important to test prop-
agation and reacceleration models of cosmic rays, test physics beyond the standard model
and search for antimatter stars [54]. Experiments like the Alpha Magnetic Spectrometer
(AMS) have the mission to search for signals of dark matter and antimatter in the cosmic
radiation, as well as to perform a detailed analysis of the composition and flux of low energy
cosmic rays [55]. AMS studies the primary cosmic ray composition exploring a new frontier
in the field of particle physics, searching for antimatter of primal origin and investigating
the nature of dark matter.

1.3.3 Sources

Origin of galactic cosmic rays

The galactic cosmic rays have a wide distribution of energies, expanding up to E . 1018
eV. However, there are some questions regarding the sources and acceleration regions of the
galactic cosmic rays.
The first assumption is that stars with small mass are responsible of injecting low energy
cosmic rays into the interstellar medium given its coronary activity [15]. The stars with
small mass are very active and therefore their contribution to the injection of cosmic rays
is expected to be very significant. It is proposed that the injection mechanism begins with
the acceleration of certain elements to supra thermal energies due to coronary activity, the
particles are later expelled to the interstellar medium; after this, the particles are accelerated
by shock waves which are produced by supernova remnants and/or other galactic sources
[15].
Another supposition about the origin of cosmic rays implies the ionization of dust particles of
the interstellar medium. In 1949, L. Spitzer pointed out that dust particles of the interstellar
medium can be accelerated to velocities similar to that of light by the radiation pressure of
supernova remnants [42]. In 1954, H. Alfvén noticed that cosmic dust gains charge in an
ordinary way and that later it can be accelerated by the same electromagnetic processes that
produce cosmic rays [42].
Alfvén’s theory try to explain the abundance of chemical elements that compose the cosmic
rays along with the mechanism of injection of cosmic rays into the interstellar medium.
Finally, massive stars can be consider as another possible source of injection of low energy
cosmic rays. These stars can be classified into three types [15]:

1. Stars with a stellar mass between 8 and 15 solar masses, that shed most of their mass
in the form of planetary nebulae or become a supernova.

2. Stars with a mass between 15 and 25 solar masses, which violently explode as super-
novae enriching the stellar wind mainly with hydrogen.

3. Stars with a mass bigger than 25 solar masses. When these stars reach their blue giant
phase, they explode as supernovae or core-collapse-supernovae.
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In this scenario, the injection of low energy cosmic rays into interstellar medium is through
stellar wind, explaining at the same time the variety of chemical elements in the cosmic ray
flux, like super massive stars (> 25 solar masses).

Origin of extra-galactic cosmic rays (E & 1018 eV)

Extra-galactic sources energized by massive black holes at the center of galaxies are abundant
and powerful enough to be responsible of very high energy cosmic rays up to the ultra-high
energy regime, these sources are known as active galactic nuclei or AGN’s [56]. Another
source of very high cosmic rays could be the Gamma Ray Bursts [57].
As mentioned before, cosmic rays are deflected by magnetic fields all over the cosmos due to
its charged nature, meanwhile photons and neutrinos are electrically neutral particles and
travel in straight trajectories from its origin. Gamma rays can be produced by hadronic
interactions (for e.g. from the decay of π0’s) or by electromagnetic phenomena like inverse
Compton scattering or synchroton radiation. On the other hand, neutrinos are produced only
from hadronic interactions. High-energy neutrinos of extraterrestrial origin are most likely
to be produced by the interaction of a proton with gas at or near cosmic ray acceleration
regions, so the detailed study of this high-energy particles can throw new information about
cosmic ray sources. The IceCube Neutrino Observatory, located at the South Pole, was built
and designed to observe high-energy neutrinos and cosmic rays that interact with Earth’s
atmosphere. IceCube collaborates in multimessenger observations to unveil some of the
questions about cosmic rays [58], such as the determination of their origin by measuring
neutrinos of the highest energies. In 2018, IceCube confirmed the acceleration of cosmic rays
up to PeV energies [34].

1.3.4 Primary acceleration of cosmic rays

The acceleration mechanism of cosmic rays is one of the unresolved questions on cosmic rays,
which makes this topic a very wide field of study [59]. There are many models that try to
explain the acceleration mechanism and some of the principal models employed on the study
of acceleration of cosmic rays are discussed below.
� Fermi acceleration mechanism of second order

Observations of cosmic rays suggest that the process of acceleration gives place to the for-
mation of an energy spectrum of the power law-type. The spectrum of cosmic rays is of the
form dN(E) ∝ E−δdE, were the δ exponent lays between the range of 2 and 3.
In 1949, E. Fermi proposed a model in which charged particles gain energy through collisions
with interstellar clouds, this way being accelerated to high energies [60]. In this acceleration
model, charged particles are reflected by magnetic mirrors associated with anomalies of the
galaxy’s magnetic field. The magnetic mirrors move randomly with velocity V, thus the
particles gain energy in a stochastic way in the collisions [61]. To recover a distribution
of the power-law type, particles must remain at the acceleration region for some certain
characteristic time τ [61].
The mean energy gained per collision is:〈
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From eq. 1.2 it is clear that the increase in the energy is of second order in the V/c term.
Hence this process is called Fermi acceleration of second order [61].
The final spectrum predicted by this model is:

N(E)dE = constant × E−x, (1.3)

where x = 1 + (ατesc)−1, where τesc is the characteristic time that a particle remains at
the acceleration region due to the magnetic field’s confinement, α = 4

3

(
V 2

cL

)
, and L is the

distance the particle travels between the magnetic mirrors.
This model has some shortcomings, some of which are:

• The velocity of the interstellar clouds of the galaxy have small velocities compared to
the speed of light, V/c ≤ 10−14, which ends up in a very small energy gain for the
charged particles.

• Despite that this model manages to produce a spectrum of the power law form, there’s
nothing in this model that indicates that the spectral index should be approximately
2.7, which is the average value calculated through observations of the cosmic ray spec-
trum.

� First order Fermi acceleration mechanism

The goal of the Fermi’s acceleration model of first order is to derive a linear energy gain on
(V/c), this is a condition that makes the acceleration process more efficient, specially for
bigger values of V. This configuration occurs when relativistic particles collide with shock
waves (for example, shock waves produced by SNRs, AGNs, etc.) that can reach supersonic
velocities [62].
The energy gain is expressed as: 〈
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)
, (1.4)

and the corresponding spectrum is:

N(E)dE = constant × E−2dE. (1.5)

First order Fermi acceleration mechanism is very promising, despite the fact that the derive
spectral index is different than the observed spectral index but it’s more likely to be present
in the Universe at different astrophysical environments and the spectrum is closer to the
observed one. Unlike the second order Fermi’s model, a fixed value for the spectral index is
found and the difference with the observed value seems to be due to the propagation effects
through the interstellar medium according to the standard model about the propagation of
cosmic rays in the galaxy [62].

� Diffusive shock acceleration model

This is the more valid model for the acceleration mechanism of cosmic rays since the 70’s
and it is associated to the acceleration of charged particles at shock waves using the first
order Fermi’s acceleration mechanism [61].
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The particles are accelerated in a sort of ping-pong at the front of the shock waves, for ex-
ample, in supernova remnants. The cosmic ray trajectories are scattered due to fluctuations
of the magnetic field at the shock wave front. If the local magnetic field would be uniform,
the cosmic rays would easily escape the acceleration region through the field lines in the
magnetic field. Cosmic rays travel in a random way through out the field lines inside the
shock region, crossing the shock front multiple times and gaining energy in each cross.

Acceleration regions

In 1984, A. M. Hillas found out that a cosmic ray acceleration region must be at least twice as
big as the Larmour radius of the particles for it to accelerate cosmic rays up to high energies.
When this region is of the size of the source the efficiency to accelerate particles is lost. This
sets a limit on the maximum energy of the charged particles that can be accelerated at the
sources [63] and is given by:

Emax ' Z

(
B

µG

)(
Rsource

kpc

)
× 1018eV, (1.6)

where Z is the particle’s charge in units of e, Rsource and B are the size and magnetic field
of the acceleration region. At the acceleration region, the proton spectrum will cutoff first,
followed by helium, carbon and so on [64]. These cutoffs are reflected on the spectrum of
cosmic rays and can be interpreted as a result of a magnetic rigidity cutoff in the source.
There are many different types of astrophysical sources that could meet the requirements
to accelerate cosmic rays up to the observed high energies. In the so called Hillas’ plot
[65] (fig. 1.11), different astrophysical objects are shown in the phase space of the char-
acteristic magnetic field at the site, B, against the typical size, R, of the source along
with the limits needed to accelerate cosmic rays up to a given energy according to formula
([Eq:la_que_va_abajo]).
With the Hillas’ model it is possible to identify many potential populations of sources of
high energy cosmic rays (see fig. 1.11).
The mass composition of cosmic rays is sensitive to their origin and propagation, therefore
the importance of identifying their sources.
There are different models trying to explain the features that are observed in the energy
spectrum of cosmic rays by assuming the existence of different types of sources with energy
cuts that could correspond be responsible of the structures in the energy spectrum. For
example, in [67] three types of sources with different Emax are used for the analysis of the
cosmic rays spectrum. These sources are:

Population 1: It is associated with SNRs, using the knee as an indicator of the energy cut
of this population.

Population 2: This population is considered as a component of high energy galactic cosmic
rays of unknown origin. The energy cut of this population is at E = 3 × 1017 GeV.

Population 3: It is assumed that this population of ultra high energy cosmic rays is of
extra-galactic nature. This group has an energy cut at E = 1.3 EeV.
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Figure 1.11: Hillas’ plot for different possible acceleration sources of cosmic rays (blue). The
dotted lines are upper limits for potential proton accelerators up to knee region, (≈ 1015 eV),
the ankle (≈ 1018 eV), and up to the GZK limit (5 × 1019 eV). Once the particle reaches its
maximum energy, the magnetic field is no longer able to confine the particle at the source,
therefore the particle escapes from the acceleration site [66].

Figure 1.12: Three-population Hillas model that could explain the observed spectrum of
cosmic rays [67].

Propagation

Currently, the propagation mechanisms of cosmic rays through the interstellar medium are
poorly understood. As the cosmic rays travel across the Universe, they are deviated by mag-
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netic fields and interact with particles from the medium, such as interstellar gas. These in-
teractions cause the emission of secondary particles which decay producing hadrons, gamma
rays, neutrinos, and electron-positron pairs, pair production (pγ → pe+e−), pion production
(pγ → πN), and compton like interactions among others [63]. The study of these emissions
may give new insights about the propagation of cosmic rays in the interstellar space, and
about their origins [55].
During their propagation, cosmic rays can also suffer energy losses and be subject to re-
acceleration processes which change the shape of the initial spectrum of the particles.
In the Leaky box model [68] for the propagation of cosmic rays in the Milky Way, it is
assumed that these particles are accelerated at astrophysical sources in the galactic disk and
propagate inside a cylindrical box of height ∼ 3 kpc and radius ∼ 15 kpc. When cosmic
rays arrive to the frontiers of the box, they are reflected. However, there is a small probability
for the particles to escape at the moment they reach the frontier. The confinement inside the
box is due to the presence of the galactic magnetic field in which they propagate diffusely.
Diffusion in the interstellar medium is produced because the magnetic field modify the arrival
direction of cosmic rays in a random walk way, causing that cosmic rays no longer point back
to their source (except for the extreme energies, E ∼ 1020 eV).

Figure 1.13: Simple model of the leaky box model. Cosmic rays travel in all directions in
the galactic disk (described as a cylinder or radius Rd = 15 kpc and height H = 3 kpc)
interacting with the galactic magnetic field and the interstellar medium. Some particles
manage to escape from the magnetic field confinement [68].

The propagation of cosmic rays can be simulated through numerical methods. GALPROP6 is
a public numerical code that simulates the propagation of cosmic rays, electrons, positrons
and antiprotons [69]. GALPROP has an online service which allows the user to perform
calculations on a dedicated high performance computing cluster at Stanford University and
it is available at [70].

6 The latest public version of GALPROP is 56.0.2870 and it was released on October 27th, 2017.
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Chapter 2

Extensive air showers

“The scientist does not study nature because it is useful to do so.
He studies it because he takes pleasure in it because it is beautiful.
If nature were not beautiful it would not be worth knowing, and life
would not be worth living.”
-H. Poincarè.

The observations of Extensive Air Showers (EAS) made by Bruno Rossi, Werner Kol-
hörster and Pierre Auger opened a new era in the research of high energy physics, particle
physics and astrophysics. However, the study of EAS still represents a challenge given the
difficulty of describing the hadronic interactions that take place in this phenomenon. This
chapter focuses on the development of the EAS, as well in the principal parameters that are
used for the detailed study of this phenomenon.

2.1 Discovery of Extensive Air Showers
At the beginning of the 1930s, the Italian physicist Bruno Rossi planned a series of exper-
iments in Asmara, Eritrea, to study the East-West effect; but it was until the autumn of
1933 that Rossi and his team of collaborators were able to perform such experiments [22].
Based on his observations in Eritrea, Rossi stated that [71]: it seems that once in a while
the recording equipment is struck by very extensive air showers of particles, which cause
coincidences between counters, even placed at large distances from one another [22, 40].
Years later, on 1938, W. Kolhörster reported the relation between the simultaneous obser-
vations of two counters separated by a distance of 10 m, stating that such relation must be
related to secondary rays of the high-altitude radiation, i. e. to a shower 1 [72].
Although previous studies of B. Rossi and Kolhörster reported the observation of the phe-
nomenon known today as Extensive Air Showers, the credit for the discovery of the air
shower phenomenon was given to Pierre Auger. Later on 1938, Pierre Auger (unaware of
the work of B. Rossi and W. Kolhörster) and his collaborators placed several Geiger coun-
ters and cloud chambers separated by several meters and operating simultaneously at the
Jungfraujoch in the Swiss Alps at 3450 m. Auger discovered that the counters registered
the arrival of charged particles simultaneously, concluding that the phenomenon was due to

1Translation made by [22].

21



the production of large atmospheric showers, whose origin should be high in the atmosphere
[26]. Nowadays it is known that this atmospheric showers are made of secondary particles
created by the interaction of primary cosmic rays with atmospheric molecules.
When a gamma ray travels into Earth’s atmosphere, it generates a pair production of
electron-positron, which in turn generate less energetic photons, by different processes (e.g.,
Bremsstrahlung) throughout their way into the atmosphere. Then, the less energetic pho-
tons create new pairs of electron-positron. This process keeps going on until a certain energy
threshold is reached. The result of this phenomena is called extensive air shower, EAS, and
it can also be produced by cosmic rays.
The air showers generated by the interaction of primary cosmic rays with air particles have
three main components, which are the following:

• Hadronic component: formed by mesons, neutrons and atomic nuclei derived from the
spalation process of atmospheric nuclei and hadronic interactions.

• Electromagnetic component: composed by gammas, electrons and positrons.

• Muonic component: composed only by muons.

These components are going to be described next.

Figure 2.1: When a primary cosmic ray travels into the atmosphere and collides with the
particles or molecules in it a shower of secondary particles is generated, which is composed
by 3 main components: hadronic, electromagnetic and muonic ones [73].
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2.2 Hadronic component
This component is the result of a copious process of successive collisions of primary cosmic
ray, its fragments, and secondary particles with atmospheric nuclei of nitrogen and oxygen.
The resulting secondaries from these collisions are mainly protons, neutrons, nucleon and
antinucleon pairs, pions, kaons and charmed particles which end up decaying into other
products.
The cosmic rays interact with atmospheric molecules (such as N2, O2, Ar, etc.) produc-
ing a shower of secondary particles whose collisions are dominated by hadronic processes
(in the non-perturbative QCD region, Q2 ∼ 0). The shower travels at the speed of light
and propagates longitudinally along the direction of the initial momentum vector of the
primary incident particle. These type of collisions are inelastic and the final momentum is
approximately equal to the initial momentum, therefore the momentum difference is almost
zero (∆~p = ~pf − ~pi ≈ 0). The air shower secondary particles also have a small transversal
momentum, reason why some of the secondary particles travel sideways in a small fraction,
creating at the same time a lateral development of the shower.
The composition of the particle population in the cascade changes as it propagates through
the atmosphere and the different constituents propagate differently. The hadronic component
is mainly dominated by pions (π± and π0), which are fundamental for the development of the
electromagnetic component. The electromagnetic and muon components of the cascade are
products of the hadronic component, which are produced by the decay process of particles
that emerge from the hadronic interactions.

2.3 Electromagnetic component
The electromagnetic component of an air shower is composed by photons, electrons and
positrons mainly produced by the decay of secondary mesons such as pions or kaons. For
example, the neutral pion decays into:

π0 → γ + γ. (2.1)

The products from this decay feed a component dominated by photons and electrons which
can reach large proportions if the primary particle is highly energetic. In general, the elec-
tromagnetic component dominates in the vertical air showers.
The electron-positron pair production of photons and the bremsstrahlung effect of the elec-
trons are the most important processes in the development of the shower. However, the
energy loss by ionization (by the collisions), photoelectric effect, Cherenkov radiation and
radio emission are also present.

2.4 Muonic component
The most common decays of charged pions and charged kaons can be seen in Eqs. (2.2),
(2.3) and (2.4), and they are mainly muons and neutrinos, which are very abundant in air
showers. The charged pions and kaons commonly decay into:
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π± → µ± + ν±µ , (2.2)

K± → µ± + ν±µ , (2.3)

K± → π± + π0, (2.4)

feeding the muonic component. For a standard array of air shower detectors, the neutrinos
are practically undetectable. Meanwhile, the muons are easier to detect, altough they still
present a challenge for their detection given their penetrating nature.
The majority of the muons are produced high in the atmosphere (≈ 15 km). Muons that
doesn’t decay as they travel trough the atmosphere have an energy loss of ∼2 GeV in the
atmosphere before they reach the ground [38]. The muons that do decay contribute to the
electromagnetic component of the air shower [59].
Despite the fact that a standard base-ground array of particle detectors can’t detect neutri-
nos, its contribution to the total energy of the shower must be taken into account.

2.5 Heitler Model
The Heitler model gives a simple description of the EAS development with some basic param-
eters from the interaction of the secondary particles. The Heitler model was first developed
to depict purely electromagnetic showers, although this model can be extended to the study
of hadronic showers. In the following sections, the Heitler model is going to be described for
both electromagnetic and hadronic showers [74].

2.5.1 Heitler model for electromagnetic showers

The properties of an EAS gives detailed information about the primary cosmic ray that
induced it, thus is vital to develop models that accurately describe the properties of an air
shower. In particular, the Heitler model gives a very simple depiction of the development of
an electromagnetic shower and it doesn’t cover all the details of an electromagnetic shower,
nonetheless it predicts the most important features of purely electromagnetic showers.
Instead of using three particle types (γ, e− y e+), let us consider only one particle with
energy E to make a simple description of the Heitler model for electromagnetic showers.
After traveling a fixed interaction length, λe, such particle will produce two new particles
with an energy of E/2 each after one interaction as shown in fig. 2.2. Each of these new
particles will split into two new particles after traveling an interaction length, λe. After n
consecutive interactions or generations, the total number of particles in the shower is 2n. So,
the total number of particles at a given depth (X = n · λe) is:

N(X) = 2n = 2X/λe . (2.5)

The energy E per particle for a given primary energy, E0, is:

E(X) =
E0

2X/λe
. (2.6)
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Figure 2.2: Diagram of the generation of an electromagnetic (left panel) and an hadronic
(right panel) shower. The solid lines represent charged particles, while the doted lines rep-
resent neutral particles, and λe and λine are the electromagnetic and primary particle inter-
action lengths, respectively [74].
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The energy at which the process of energy loss dominates over the production of secondary
particles is known as critical energy, Ec. It can be assumed that the shower maximum is
reached when the energy of the secondary particles reaches Ec. At this point, the number of
secondary particles is [74]:

Nmax =
E0

Ec
, (2.7)

meanwhile, the corresponding altitude is:

Xmax(E0) ∼ λe · ln
(
E0

Ec

)
, (2.8)

which proportional to the logarithm of the ratio of the primary and the critical energies.
Heitler’s model for electromagnetic showers ends when the shower achieves its maximum
[75].

2.5.2 Heitler model for hadronic showers

As it was mentioned before, the Heitler model was developed to describe air showers of
electromagnetic nature, but this model can be extended to describe air showers induced
by hadronic particles. The hadronic interaction of a particle with energy E is expected
to produce ntot new particles with energyE/ntot and, in a simple picture of the modified
Heitler model for hadronic showers, two thirds of these particles will be charged particles
(charged pions) and the other third part will be neutral particles (neutral pions). A diagram
of the production of this process is shown at fig. 2.2. The neutral pions quickly decay in
electromagnetic particles (π0 → γ+γ), while the charged pions decay in muons and neutrinos
(π+ → µ+ + νµ, π− → µ− + νµ) [74].
On each interaction, the electromagnetic component gets one third of the hadronic compo-
nent energy. After n interactions, the corresponding energy for the hadronic and electro-
magnetic components are given by [74]:

Eh =

(
2

3

)n
E0, (2.9)

EEM =

[
1−

(
2

3

)n]
E0, (2.10)

respectively.
Even if the air shower was generated by an hadronic particle, after several interactions, the
electromagnetic component will carry most of the energy (∼ 90% for n=6). Thus, the shower
depth will correspond to the one of the electromagnetic component, Xe

max. Assuming that
the first hadronic interaction produces electromagnetic particles with an energy ∼ E0/ntot,
we have [74]:

Xmax(E0) ∼ λine + λe · ln
(

E0

ntotEc

)
(2.11)

where λine is the primary particle interaction length. eq. (2.11) is an approximate expression
for the hadronic showers’ maximum depth.

26



It is assumed that all charged hadrons decay into muons once the energy Edec is reached.
After n interactions, the charged hadrons will reach the decay energy [74]:

Edec =
E0

(ntot)n
. (2.12)

Now, given the fact that a hadron will produce a muon in its decay process it follows that
[74]:

Nµ = nnch =

(
E0

Edec

)α
, (2.13)

where α = ln(nch)/ln(ntot), and nch is the number of charged pions in an interaction.
The superposition principle may be used in the case in which the primary particle is a
nucleus. If so, making use of the superposition principle the air shower observables can be
deduced. Under this hypothesis, a nucleus of mass A and E0 energy can be consider as a
superposition of A independent nucleons with an energy Eh = E0/A. And finally [74]:

NA
max ≈ A · Eh

Ec
=
E0

Ec
= Nmax, (2.14)

XA
max ≈ Xmax(E0/A), (2.15)

NA
µ ≈ A ·

(
E0/A

Edec

)α
= A1−α ·Nµ. (2.16)

2.6 Hadronic interaction models
The air shower simulations allow to give an interpretation of the observations of EAS in
terms of the properties of the primary particle.
The hadronic production parameters are of vital importance in the development of an air
shower. Among these parameters are the hadronic cross sections (λine), the particle mul-
tiplicity (ntot), and the production ratio of neutral particles over charged particles. The
predictions made by the hadronic interaction models considerably differ depending on the
assumptions made to extrapolate the existing data from particle accelerators.
There are many hadronic interaction models available for the simulation of extensive air
showers. All of the high energy interaction models reproduce the particle accelerators’ data,
but they all differ when it comes to the extrapolation at energies relevant for the study of
cosmic rays [74].
Some high energy hadronic interaction models (Elab > 100 GeV) are listed below:

• DPMJET II.55 and III [76],

• QGSJET-II [77],

• SIBYLL 2.3 [78],

• EPOS-LHC [79].
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And some low energy hadronic interaction models are:

• FLUKA [80],

• GHEISHA [81].

The differences between the hadronic interaction models are the main sources of uncertainties
in the predictions of extensive air showers and in the study of the energy spectrum and mass
composition of cosmic rays.

2.7 Reconstruction of an air shower
The procedures for the reconstruction of the properties of an air shower depend on the
design and physical configuration of the detector. The detectors are set up in arrays and are
required to cover wide surfaces to collect as much information from an air shower as possible.
In general, the detector arrays are employed for the measurement of cosmic rays of energies
E & 1015 eV.
The process begins by estimating the core position of the air shower and its arrival direction.
These observables depend on the measurement of the lateral distribution of the air shower
and the arrival time of the shower front to the detector (see fig. 2.3).
The general procedure to reconstruct some of the most important air shower properties will
be briefly described in the following subsections.

2.7.1 Arrival direction

The air shower arrival direction is perpendicular to the shower front and it is given by the
zenith, θ, and azimuth, φ, angles. The values of θ and φ are estimated by the differences
between the particles arrival time (see fig. 2.3). The fit of the shower will give the information
about the trajectory of the primary cosmic ray, and it is portrayed as a plane traveling at the
speed of light, but since the shower front has a curvature, to fit it to a plane the differences
of the arrival time to the detectors between the secondary particles near the shower axis and
those at the shower tail must be taken into account.

2.7.2 Shower core

The central region of the air shower is know as the shower core and this region has the biggest
density of particles, which decreases fast far from the core. There are some air showers that
have sub-cores or multiple cores due to the presence of nucleons or nuclei fragments created
by the fragmentation of a heavy primary particle, or by highly energetic secondary particles.
In general, the procedure to estimate a first assumption of the shower position is by assuming
fitting the lateral density distribution function of the shower particles [42].

2.7.3 Shower age (s)

The age parameter gives a description of the stage of development of an air shower. This
parameter arose from the study of the longitudinal and lateral development electromagnetic
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Figure 2.3: Sketch of the particle disk and the front of an extensive air shower arriving at
an array of particle detectors [42].

extensive air showers [82]. Even though this concept appeared from the study of electro-
magnetic particles it can also be extended to describe air showers of hadronic nature.
The longitudinal age parameter was one of the firsts parameters employed to describe the
stage of development of the electromagnetic air showers. This parameter is related with the
increase and decrease of secondary particles in the extensive air showers and with the energy
spectrum of photons and electrons [42].
In general, all the electromagnetic showers are similar to each other once they’ve reached their
point of maximum development. The similarity between the electromagnetic air showers can
be explained from the fact that the energy spectrum of photons and electrons have the same
shape (longitudinal and lateral) at the shower maximum. Also, these particles have the same
lateral distribution around the shower core.
The longitudinal age parameter depends on the production, energy spectrum and decay of
secondary particles in the shower. In the case of an electromagnetic shower, the longitudinal
age parameter is related with the atmospheric depth (see fig. 2.4), X, by [14]:

s =
3t

t+ 2β
, (2.17)

with β = ln(E/Ec) and t = X/X0, where Ec is the critical energy for the production of
secondary particles, and X0 = 1030 g/cm2 is the atmospheric depth at sea level.
The values of the longitudinal shower age are:

• s=0 for the first interaction,
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Figure 2.4: Longitudinal development of electromagnetic showers for different primary energy
values [83].

• s=1 for the shower maximum, and

• s>1 for after the shower maximum.

The lateral age parameter of an electromagnetic EAS is related with the shape of the lateral
distribution of particles at ground level and it is a function of the distance to the shower
axis. It is given by the following equation:

s(r) =
2− α + (6.5− η)

1 + 2r
, (2.18)

where r = R/R0 and α and η are parameters estimated from the fit of the lateral distribution
of particles at ground level [84].
The lateral and longitudinal age parameters of an electromagnetic air shower are equal, but
in the case of hadronic induced air showers these parameters doesn’t agree, albeith both of
them can still be used as parameters for the development stage of the hadronic air showers.
The name lateral age expresses the relation between this parameter and the lateral distribu-
tion of electrons at the shower maximum. In particular, the value of the lateral age indicates
the slope of the lateral distribution of shower particlesat detector level [85, 86]. The showers
that have an Xmax at an altitude high in the atmosphere are called old, and are characterized
by having large s values (flatter lateral distributions) and, in general, are produced by low
energy events and heavy primaries. The young air showers have an Xmaxs at lower altitudes
in the atmosphere, posses smaller values of lateral age (i.e., steeper lateral distributions) and
are related to high energy events and light primaries. The mathematical relation between
the lateral age and the lateral distribution is stablished through a lateral distribution func-
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tion (LDF), first described by Nishimura, Kamata and Griesen. For a pure electromagnetic
cascade, the compact form of the Nishimura-Kamata-Griesen (NKG) function is [85, 86]

ρ(r) = NC

(
r

rM

)s−α(
1 +

r

rM

)s−β
, (2.19)

where N is the number of electromagnetic particles at the observation level, C is a normal-
izing factor, rM is the Moliere radius,α and β are fixed parameters, and s is the lateral age
parameter. ρ(r) gives the density of electromagnetic particles at a given distance, r, at the
shower disk coordinates.
Frequently, the NKG function, or a modified version of it, it is used for the description of
the lateral density distribution of other type secondary particles of the EAS, such as muons
[87, 88].
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Chapter 3

Detection methods of Cosmic Rays

The detailed study of the composition and spectrum of cosmic rays at low and high energies
may give new insights about the acceleration mechanism, nature and interaction of cosmic
rays with the interstellar medium and Earth’s atmosphere. Nowadays, there are many
international collaborations conformed by scientists of different institutions that have the
goal of unveiling the mysteries about the cosmic radiation. In order to achieve this objective,
such collaborations have built observatories specially designed to detect and study the cosmic
radiation. In general, these observatories can be categorized into two types: of indirect
detection or direct detection. We will briefly talk about them in this chapter.

3.1 Direct measurements
At low energies, the detection and the study of cosmic radiation can be performed by in-
struments placed completely or nearly outside our atmosphere, which can be installed at
airplanes, air balloons, satellites or space ships. These instruments perform direct measure-
ments of cosmic rays [42, 75].
The experiments that are installed at the space stations (or ships) have excellent energy and
angular resolution, can have a very large duty cycle, and are able to measure the primary
composition of cosmic rays, but their effective area (≤ 1 m2) is constrained by the reduced
size of the instruments on board [75]. Airborne experiments can have a larger effective area,
but their duty cycle is very short. Due to the characteristics of the instruments employed,
only cosmic rays and gamma rays of energies up to 1015 eV can be detected with direct
measurements. The constrain on the effective area of these instruments directly restricts
measurements to energies up to E . 1015 eV, where the statistics is smaller due to the fact
that the cosmic ray flux decays (for example, the flux of cosmic rays at energies of 1015
eV is just 1 particle per m2 per year). Hence, at energies > 1 PeV, the measurements are
performed indirectly. This is generally carried out with instruments designed to detect the
particle showers generated at the top of the atmosphere by the collisions of primary cosmic
rays or gamma rays.
At the present there are more advanced and sophisticated instruments for direct measure-
ments of cosmic rays than in the past century. Some of the most common instruments
utilized for direct measurements are:

• Magnets : They are used to curve the particle’s path in order to calculate the par-
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ticle’s charge. In tracking chambers they are used to measure the charged particle’s
momentum [75].

• Plastic scintillators : When a cosmic ray interacts with the plastic scintillator a flash
of light is emitted. Such flash of light is proportional to the particle’s energy and
electric charge and it comes from the energy deposited by the cosmic ray in the plastic
scintillator as it goes through it. Plastic scintillators are of low cost and can be used
to measure the primary particle’s energy and time of flight among other variables [89].

• Emulsion chambers : An emulsion chamber is a stack of emulsion plates and other
materials such as X-ray films and target plates. Emulsion chambers can identify the
nature of the incoming particle, record its track, observe its nuclear interactions, and
measure its energy. How does it work? When a cosmic ray interacts with an emulsion
chamber it produces a shower of secondary particles inside the detector. The emulsion
chamber has layers of targets (or dense material) where the cosmic rays interact and
emulsion plates that record the particles. The paths of the particles are traced in the
emulsion plates which are analyzed to determinate the nature of the particles. The
target layers and the emulsion plates are intertwined with each other. The top layers
at the emulsion chamber are used to identify the primary particle, while the traces
produced by the secondary particles are employed to reconstruct the arrival direction
of the primary cosmic ray. The primary particle can be identified by the distinctive
signature left by it inside the chamber. For example, an electron will produced a single
cored shower within a few radiation lengths from the top of the emulsion chamber.
The particle’s energy is measured at the lower plates of the emulsion chamber and it
is estimated either by the radiation length of the particles or by the particle density of
the shower of secondary particles [89, 90].

• Calorimeters : The main utility of a calorimeter is to measure the primary cosmic ray
energy, but it can also provide information about the particle’s direction and the nature
of the primary particle. The incoming particle’s energy is deposited into a calorimeter
through collisions with the detector. The calorimeter is composed by layers of very
dense materials intertwine with detectors. Inside a calorimeter, the particles interact
with the material through electromagnetic or hadronic interactions, depending on the
nature of the particle. The energy of the primary particle is divided between the
multiple secondary particles that are produced and part of their energy is dissipated
via ionization and excitation of matter [75, 89].

Some of the most relevant experiments that have employed the direct measurement technique
to study the cosmic ray spectrum above 1013 eV are: JACEE [91], CREAM [92–94] and ATIC
[95, 96]. On the other hand, among the new detectors used to explore nowadays the flux of
cosmic rays up to 1015 eV are: NUCLEON [97], DAMPE [98, 99] and CALET [100].

3.2 Indirect measurements
As explained before, at high energies the statistics on the direct measurements decreases
since the flux of cosmic rays decays following a power law. This way it is necessary to
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perform indirect measurements through air shower detectors with large area installed at
ground level, which can compensate the small flux of cosmic rays at energies > 1 PeV and
gamma rays at energies > 1 TeV thanks to their big size and coverage [42].
Different instruments have been developed over the years with the purpose of studying the
EAS on Earth’s surface. The detailed study of the characteristics of the air showers (such as
lateral structure, size, age, energy, particle content, etc.) is an important activity inside the
field of cosmic rays since it allows to obtain information about such extraterrestial radiation
at high energies.
How the measurements of the instruments are interpreted depends on the simulations of the
interactions between the primary particles and the particles in the atmosphere. Such simu-
lations depend strongly on the modeling of the hadronic interactions and their predictions at
high energies have systematic uncertainties associated with them, which have an important
influence on the measurement of the primary cosmic ray energy and the cosmic ray mass
composition [101].
Over the last years, progress has been made to increase the sensitivity of the air shower
detectors in the energy region of TeV that overlaps with the energy range accesible to direct
measurement instruments [101]. This translates into the accumulation of much higher statis-
tics and opens a new window to study the cosmic ray energy spectrum from 1 TeV to 1 PeV
which has been barely explored. Such achievement was done thanks to the new generation
of indirect experiments which employ more refined techniques for the study of cosmic rays.
In the following, some of the techniques employed in the air shower detection of cosmic rays
are briefly described [42]:

Particle detector arrays : This is the most common method employed in the detection
of EAS and it is based on the observation and sampling, at ground level, of the particle
disk generated by the cosmic rays when they interact with the atmosphere. The sam-
pling is performed using particle detectors [42]. Unlike balloon borne or space borne
instruments, the particle detector arrays can’t measure the primary cosmic ray in a
direct way. Instead, particle array detectors measure the secondary particles of air
showers at ground with particle detectors such as: photomultipliers, scintillator detec-
tors, resistive plate counters, among others. These instruments have a large effective
area (105 m or greater), which allow them to perform observations at energies above
TeV where the flux of cosmic rays is low. Also these instruments have a very large duty
cycle and doesn’t require special climatological conditions for the measurements. The
main disadvantage of this method is that it depends on hadronic interaction models to
estimate the energy of the air showers and the nature of the primary particle. Some
of the observatories that nowadays employ this method to detect cosmic rays at high
energies are: IceTop [102], the Pierre Auger Observatory [33], the Telescope Array and
TUNKA-Grande [103].

Imaging Air Cherenkov Telescopes (IACT) : For this method high angular resolution
optical telescopes are used, which record the Cherenkov emissions generated in the air
by the EAS. This technique offers a more sensitive and improved angular and energy
resolution as compared to particle detector arrays. The air Cherenkov detectors only
detect events within their field of view, which is very limited. The main disadvantage
of this method is that it requires very specific climatological conditions, such as a clear
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sky, no rain precipitation and low atmospheric pollution. Besides, these detectors can
only be used mostly in clear moonless nights [42]. H.E.S.S. [104], VERITAS [105] and
MAGIC [106] and TUNKA-133 [103] are experiments that implement this detection
technique for studies of cosmic and gamma rays.

Air fluorescence telescopes : The air fluorescence is produced by the light emission of
nitrogen’s molecules in the atmosphere which are excited by the passage of air show-
ers and it is mainly isotropically emitted in the range of λ=300-400 nm, hence, air
fluorescence can be detected (in principle) from all directions. The detectors that em-
ployee this technique can monitor a big volume of the atmosphere over a large surface.
These detectors can estimate the energy of the air shower almost independently of
the hadronic interaction model. But, just like the IACT’s, this method requires clear
moonless nights, no rain precipitation and low atmospheric pollution. The Telescope
Array observatory employs this technique on the search for Ultra High Energy Cosmic
Rays [107].

Radio emission detection : This technique focuses on the detection of radio frequency
pulses produced by air showers [42]. The radio emission of an air shower provides ad-
ditional energy calibration, particle track recovery and allows the detection of highly
inclined air showers. The combination of radio detection techniques and particle de-
tector arrays will provide a unique tool to study the energy spectrum and composition
of cosmic rays over a broad energy range. The first detector to employ this technique
for the study of cosmic rays was LOPES [108]. LOFAR [109], the Pierre Auger obser-
vatory [33] and TUNKA-Rex [103] are experiments that employ this technique for the
detection of cosmic rays.

As it was mentioned before, the detailed study of the characteristics of the air showers is
of great importance due to the information that they can provide on the primary particle.
This work is focused on the analysis of the measurements taken by a particle detector array,
the HAWC observatory. The HAWC observatory detects γ-rays with energies between 100
GeV and 100 TeV, and cosmic rays on the energy range from 10 TeV to 1 PeV. The science
goals, design and detection technique and other important characteristics of this experiment
are going to be described in detail in the next chapter. Meanwhile, in the following sections,
some of the most relevant indirect method experiments that studied or are studying cosmic
rays in HAWC’s energy interval with indirect methods are going to be described.

3.2.1 ARGO-YBJ

The ARGO-YBJ experiment was a large coverage extensive air shower detector dedicated
to the study of cosmic rays and gamma rays in the energy interval of E = 20 TeV - 5 PeV.
It was located at Yangbajing, Tibet, at an altitude of 4,300 m a.s.l. (see figs. 3.1) [110].
ARGO-YBJ began its activities on November, 2007 and finished operations on February,
2013 [110].
The ARGO-YBJ detector consisted of an array of Resistive Plate Counters (RPCs) dis-
tributed over a flat surface of ≈ 7,000 m2, which were designed to measure the particle
densities and the arrival times of the shower front particles. The main array of ARGO-YBJ
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Figure 3.1: Region of Yangbajing, Tibet. On the image, the facilities of the experiments
Tibet ASγ (at the center) and ARGO-YBJ (on the right) can be seen [111].

was surrounded by a ring of 288 RPC’s (∼ 20% of physical coverage) as shown in figs. 3.2.
The active area of the central carpet was ∼ 93% [112].
The features of the ARGO-YBJ detector were exploited to perform detailed studies of the
lateral distribution of charged particles around the shower axis [113], arrival direction and
energy of the primary cosmic rays. According to [113] the LDF that best described ARGO-
YBJ’s simulated and experimental data was a NKG-like function:

ρ(r) = A

(
r

r0

)s−2(
1 +

r

r0

)s−4.5
, (3.1)

Figure 3.2: ARGO-YBJ detector layout. The central carpet of RPCs extends over 74 x 78
m2 and it is surrounded by a partially cover guard ring of RPCs stations. [114].

where A is a normalization factor, s is the lateral age parameter, and r0 is a constant scale
radius. Here, A and s were free parameters, and r0 = 30 m was found through fits over
simulated and real data. To obtain information about the development stage of the shower
(age parameter), the ARGO-YBJ collaboration performed fits over the lateral distribution
of charged particles around the shower axis using eq. (3.1), as shown in Fig 3.3.
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Figure 3.3: Average density distribution of particles around the shower axis as function of
the distance to the shower core for a proton induced event (left) of an energy of E = 500
TeV and zenith angle θ < 15◦, and for an iron induced shower (right) with an energy of 1.4
PeV and zenith angle θ < 15◦ [113]. Both events are from a MC sample of the ARGO-YBJ
observatory data. The lines represent fits from different lateral distribution functions chosen
by the ARGO-YBJ collaboration for their studies. The solid line represents the fit made
with eq. (3.1).

3.2.2 KASCADE

KASCADE (Karlsruhe Shower Core and Array Detector) was an array of detectors dedicated
to the study of cosmic rays. It successfully collected data between the years from 1996 and
2013. KASCADE was located on the north campus of the Karlsruhe Institute of Technology,
Karlsruhe, Germany, at an altitude of 110 m a.s.l. (see figs. 3.4). KASCADE performed
cosmic ray measurements in the energy interval E = 100 TeV - 100 PeV [115] to investigate
the origin of the knee at ∼ 4 PeV in the spectrum of cosmic rays and to determine the
composition of cosmic rays in this energy region. In 2003, KASCADE had an upgrade,
called KASCADE-Grande [116], which performed measurements on the energy range from
1016 eV to 1018 eV. The upgrade consisted in the addition of an 0.5 km2 array composed of
57 scintillator detectors (10 m2 each), which was called Grande.
The area of the KASCADE array detector was 200 × 200 m2 (see figs. 3.4). KASCADE
consisted of three main components: an array of 252 unshielded and shielded scintillation
detectors separated 13 m each from each other to measure the electromagnetic an muon
components of the air showers, respectively, a central detector equipped with a calorimeter,
to measure the hadronic component, and a muon tunnel [115].
The KASCADE collaboration performed studies on the energy spectrum, anisotropies and
the primary composition of cosmic rays to investigate the origin of the knee. They also
performed tests of hadronic interaction models in the forward region (for which Q2 ∼ 0,
where Q2 is the squared transferred momentum in the collision).
The KASCADE experiment was designed to measure the electromagnetic, hadronic, and
muon components of the air shower [87]. The lateral distributions of electrons, muons and
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Figure 3.4: The KASCADE experiment was located at 110 m above sea level (1022 g/cm2).
The central detector of KASCADE was ubicated at the big central building of the image,
it was surrounded by a rectangular array of 252 scintillation detector stations. The stations
were distributed over an area of 200 × 200 m2, and were equally spaced by 13 m [117].

hadrons of the shower disk were studied with KASCADE in details at energies from 1014 eV
up to 1017 eV. The KASCADE collaboration found that, at least for r = 10 m to 200 m, the
lateral density distribution of such components could be described by a NKG function,

ρ = N · c̄(s) ·
(
r

r0

)s−α(
1 +

r

r0

)s−β
, (3.2)

where N is the number of charge particles, r0 is a scale parameter, c̄(s) is a normalization
factor given by

c̄(s) =
Γ(β − s)

2πr20Γ(s− α + 2)Γ(α + β − 2s− 2)
, (3.3)

and s is the lateral shower age. Here N and s are free parameters, while r0, α and β are
constants obtained from MC simulations.
According to MC data α = 2, β = 4.5 and r0 = 80 m for electrons. Fig. 3.5 shows the
measured lateral distributions for electrons with KASCADE for vertical data fitted with eq.
(3.2).
The muon lateral distribution is also well described by eq. (3.2) as reported in [87, 88]. The
KASCADE collaboration found that the optimum values for the constants in eq. (3.2) in case
of muons are α = 1.5 and β = 3.7, when r0 = 40 m according to MC simulations. Examples
of the reconstructed muon lateral distributions measured by KASCADE for vertical EAS
along with the results of the fit with eq. (3.2) are presented in figs. 3.5.
The lateral particle and energy densities for hadron induced air showers at KASCADE were
also studied (see figs. 3.6). Again, the fit that best represents the lateral distribution
was obtained by applying eq. (3.2). The measured lateral distributions for the hadronic
component with KASCADE for θ < 18◦ fitted with eq. (3.2) are presented in figs. 3.6 [87].
The KASCADE collaboration found that the optimum values for the constants in case of
hadrons are α = 2 and β = 4.5, when r0 = 10 m according to MC simulations. A value for
the scale radius was fixed to rh = 10 m.
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Figure 3.5: The lateral distributions of electrons above 5 MeV of kinetic energy measured
with KASCADE for θ < 18◦ and different shower size ranges, Ne, are presented on the left
panel, while the lateral density distributions of muons measured with KASCADE for an
energy threshold of 230 MeV for EAS with θ < 18◦ and different truncated muon number
ranges are shown at the right panel. The truncated muon number, N tr

µ , is the number of
muons detected within a distance from 40 m to 200 m from the shower axis. The densities of
particles are represented by data points. The lines represent the fits with the NKG function
(3.2) to KASCADE experimental data (statistical errors are smaller than the size of the data
point in most cases).

3.2.3 TAIGA

The TAIGA observatory (Tunka Advanced Instruments for cosmic rays physics and Gamma
Astronomy) is located at the Tunka Valley, Russia at an altitude of 675 m a.s.l. and has
a total area of about 3 km2. TAIGA has three different detector systems with distinct
measurement techniques for the detection of cosmic rays on the energy range from 100 TeV
to several 100’s of PeV (see figs.3.7) [118]:

TUNKA-133: This is an air Cherenkov detector array composed by 175 wide-angle Cherenkov
detectors distributed over an area of 3 km2.

TUNKA-Rex: It is a radio detector array, which consist of 63 antennas that are distributed
over the area of TUNKA-133.

TUNKA-Grande: It is a particle detector built from part of the instrumentation left by
the KASCADE-Grande experiment [116]. It is composed by 19 scintillation stations
each with an area of 10 m2, also distributed within the area of TUNKA-133. All the
stations of TUNKA-Grande operate simultaneously with the antennas of TUNKA-Rex.

So far, some of the main results that have been obtained by the TAIGA collaboration are
related with the all particle energy spectrum and with the reconstruction methods of air
showers using Cherenkov light [103].
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Figure 3.6: The open symbols represent the hadron lateral distribution density measured
with KASCADE for θ < 18◦ (left scale), and the filled symbols represent the corresponding
lateral energy density, while the curves corresponds to the respective fits with the NKG
function (3.2) over the data. The full lines represent the fits applied to the data within the
range of 8 m ≤ r ≤ 90 m, while the dashed lines are extrapolations to smaller distances,
where data was removed because of saturation effects near the shower core [87].

For cosmic ray ground observations, one of the most important observed features is the
lateral distribution of air showers, from which most shower observables are derived, and for
the TAIGA experiment this is not the exception.

The lateral distribution of charged particles and radio emission have been studied in
TUNKA using TUNKA-Rex and TUNKA-Grande. An example of the lateral distribution
of radio emission measured with TUNKA is shown in figs. 3.8. This information is useful
for energy calibration of EAS in a model independent way [119].

3.2.4 Observatories in process of upgrading

Different experiments of PeV cosmic rays are now under upgrading. Some of them are listed
below.

IceTop The IceCube observatory focuses on the research of high energy neutrinos, but
thanks to its surface array, IceTop, it can also study cosmic rays. The IceTop array
is under an upgrade wich will allow it to measure cosmic rays in the energy range
from 100 TeV to 1 EeV with better precision. The IceCube collaboration will upgrade
IceTop with scintillator detectors and radio antennas [120].

LHAASO The Large High Altitude Air Shower Observatory already completed its first
construction stage and the collaboration of LHAASO reported its first results at the
36th International Cosmic Ray Conference [121]. The complete array of LHAASO will
consist on an array of plastic scintillators distributed over an area of 1 km2, an array of
1146 water Cherenkov tanks placed underground, a closed facility with a surface water
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Figure 3.7: TAIGA is composed by 19 inner clusters and six outer clusters of cosmic ray
detectors. Each of the inner clusters has three antenna stations (Tunka Radio Extension
or TUNKA-Rex), seven photomultiplier detectors dedicated to the measurement of air
Cherenkov radiation (TUNKA-133) and one scintillator detector for the measurement of
electrons and muons (TUNKA-Grande). On the other hand, each of the outer clusters has
only one antenna station and seven photomultiplier detectors [118].

Cherenkov and 12 IACTs. LHAASO will study cosmic rays of energies from 1 TeV to
1 EeV [122].

Telescope Array The construction of the Telescope Array low energy Extension (TALE)
allowed the TA to reduce its energy threshold down to 4 PeV. TALE consists on ten
fluorescence detectors. With this extension, the TA will study cosmic rays in the energy
range between 4 PeV and 100 EeV [123, 124].
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Figure 3.8: Lateral distribution of radio emission of an air shower event from a jointly
measurement by TUNKA-Rex and TUNKA-Grande for energies above 100 TeV to 1 EeV.
The curve represents the best lateral distribution function fit that best describes the shape
of the data [119].
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Chapter 4

HAWC Observatory

“Space, is big. Really big. You just won’t believe how vastly hugely
mind-bogglingly big it is. I mean you may think it’s a long way down
the road to the chemist, but that’s just peanuts to space. Listen...”
-Douglas Adams, The hitchhicker’s guide to the galaxy.

The High Altitude Water Cherenkov (HAWC) gamma-ray observatory is a ground-based air
shower detector designed to study the sky in gamma-ray energies between 100 GeV and 100
TeV, however thanks to it’s location and design it can also measure cosmic rays up to 1
PeV. HAWC is located on the Pico de Orizaba National Park at 4100 m a.s.l., between the
Citlaltepetl (Pico de Orizaba) Volcano and the Sierra Negra Volcano, in the state of Puebla,
Mexico (see fig. 4.1). On March 20th, 2015, HAWC enter officially into operation, although
the observatory had been already performing measurements along different development
stages thanks to it’s modular design. HAWC will end its data taking period on 2025 and
then the whole instrument will be dismantled to ensure the preservation of the Pico de
Orizaba National Park’s protected area.

4.1 Science goals
The main science goals of HAWC are to survey the sky in gamma rays through different
astrophysical windows, to search for Galactic TeV sources of gamma rays and to understand
how the high energy cosmic rays are accelerated and propagate through the Galaxy and the
Universe.
HAWC’s science objectives are broad and involve the study of key areas of astronomy, as-
trophysics and particle physics, in particular [125–128]:

• To extend the gamma ray observations up to 100 TeV.

• To discover and to study galactic and extra-galactic gamma ray and cosmic ray sources.

• To investigate the acceleration of primary cosmic rays at astrophysical sources.

• To explore the energy spectrum of cosmic rays in the energy interval between 10 TeV
and 1 PeV.
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Figure 4.1: HAWC is an air shower detector designed to study the sky in gamma rays (E
= 100 GeV - 100 TeV), and cosmic rays (up to 1 PeV). The experiment is located at 4100
m a.s.l. (below the shower maximum, 640 g/cm2) on the slopes of the Pico de Orizaba
Volcano in Puebla, Mexico. Thanks to it’s high altitude, HAWC can measure air showers
with energies as low as 100 GeV (Image source: HAWC collaboration).

• To search phenomena related with physics beyond the Standard Model, such as Lorenz
invariance violation, primordial black holes and signals from dark matter.

The detailed study of the sky at high energies by measuring different wavelengths (multi-
wavelength astrophysics) and different types of particles (multi-messenger astrophysics) are
essential to understand the Universe around us. HAWC, as a high energy gamma ray and
cosmic ray detector, is involved in multi-wavelength and multi-messenger campaigns, sharing
its observational data with different experimental collaborations such as: VERITAS [105],
MAGIC [106], HESS (air Cherenkov telescopes) [104], IceCube [102], ANTARES (neutrino
telescopes) [129], SWIFT (X-ray telescopes) [130], Fermi-LAT (GeV gamma-ray telescope)
[131], and LIGO [132], Virgo (gravitational wave observatories) [133].
On the field of gamma rays, the HAWC science program is dedicated to monitor galactic
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and extra-galactic sources and to study the gamma ray energy spectra of the objects. The
later helps to distinguish between leptonic and hadronic scenarios for the production of
gamma rays. This knowledge can contribute to the understanding of cosmic ray acceleration
mechanisms. On the galactic side, HAWC surveys astrophysical sources such as the Crab
nebula (see fig. 4.2), supernova remnants (SNRs), binary systems [134], extended regions
such as Cygnus, the Galactic plane [135], young star clusters and Fermi Bubbles [136], among
others.

Figure 4.2: The first TeV gamma-ray source to be detected in the story of the gamma-ray
astronomy was the Crab Nebula [137]. It is a steady source of TeV gamma rays, making of
it a standard candle to validate the performance of any ground-based gamma ray detector.
The image is a significance map of gamma ray signals detected by HAWC in the direction
of the Crab nebula. Image source: [138].

On the other hand, on the extra-galactic area, the HAWC collaboration measures the emis-
sion of photons on the energy range of TeV coming from Active Galactic Nuclei (AGNs).
It is also expected that it could detect new gamma ray sources and Gamma Ray Bursts
(GRBs).
The HAWC collaboration also focuses on the research of cosmic rays. In this regard, the
studies involves the investigation of the composition and the energy spectrum of primary cos-
mic rays [139, 140], which is important to comprehend the nature of the nearby astrophysical
sources, as well as the acceleration and propagation of cosmic rays. HAWC’s collaboration
also expects to contribute on the search for high energy cosmic ray sources and in the un-
derstanding of the acceleration mechanisms of primary cosmic rays in the Universe. HAWC
is also capable of measuring the cosmic ray anisotropy at TeV energies [141]. HAWC has
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an instantaneous 2 sr field of view, which is equal to a 15% of the sky. After a cycle of
24 hours HAWC maps two thirds of the celestial vault. Thanks to it’s wide field of view,
the HAWC observatory is able to make detailed maps of the sky on gamma rays with un-
precedented statistics, albeit with a lower angular resolution compared to an IACT. With
HAWC’s data it is possible to create stellar maps, like the one in fig. 4.3, where some galactic
and extra-galactic sources of high energy gamma rays are portrayed, like the Crab Nebula
and the Milky Way. Finally to demonstrate the potential of HAWC for new discoveries,
the HAWC collaboration has reported new astrophysical sources such as the jets of the mi-
croquasar SS443 [142] and the extended halos of Geminga (PSR B0633+17) and Monogem
(PSR B0656+14) [143] and even that haven’t yet been observed by other instruments, for
example, the 2HWC J2006+341 source [144].

Figure 4.3: Stellar map created with HAWC’s gamma ray observational data with an effective
time of 340 days (taken between November 2014 and November 2015). On the map, the
galactic plane, the Crab nebula and other high energy galactic and extragalactic sources
(Markarian 501 and Markarian 421, as examples of extragalactic objects) are visible. Several
constellations are shown on the map as a guide (Image source: [138]).

4.2 The HAWC detector
HAWC consists of a close-packed array of 300 water Cherenkov detectors (WCD) distributed
over a flat surface of 22,000 m2 with a 62% of physical coverage. Each WCD is 4.5 m high,
7.3 m in diameter, and has four upward-facing photomultipliers (PMTs) distributed at the
bottom of the WCD (see fig. 4.4), giving a total of 1,200 PMTs [145]. The detector also
contains 60 ML of ultra-pure water each. The complete array of the observatory is presented
at fig. 4.5.
HAWC is able to discern between air showers generated by gamma rays from those induced
by cosmic rays (Gamma/Hadron separation) from the smoothness of the shower front and
to resolve the core position of the air shower at ground level thanks to its large coverage. For
the detection of shower particles (whether induced by gamma rays or cosmic rays), HAWC
employs the WCDs. The relativistic particles that passes through the water tanks produce
Cherenkov radiation, which is measured with the PMTs.
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Figure 4.4: Left: sketch of a WCD of HAWC. Due to water’s refraction index and its low
cost, water is employed to fill in the WCDs [146]. Right: HAWC’s site counts with a
continuous purifying water system, which prevents the presence of impurities, contaminants
or microorganisms inside each WCD of the experiment. In the figure the purifying water
system can be seen (Image source: HAWC Collaboration).

Figure 4.5: HAWC main array of 300 WCD. The observatory takes measurements day and
night independent from weather conditions. At the center of the array there is a small
building called counting house, which is home of the Data Acquisition Center. The Pico de
Orizaba (Citlaltépetl) Volcano can be observed in the background. (Image source: HAWC
collaboration).
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4.3 Cherenkov Radiation
The HAWC observatory uses the water Cherenkov technique, which was pioneered by the
Milagro Collaboration [147], for the detection of relativistic particles at water, recording the
air shower passage at ground level. This kind of detection method measures the Cherenkov
radiation generated by the secondary particles of an air shower as they propagate through
the water in the WCD.
The Cherenkov radiation receives its name after the Russian physicist Pavel Alekseyevich
Cherenkov, who was the first scientist in detecting this type of radiation.
When a charged particle travels through a transparent refractive and dielectric medium
at speed u, such that u is greater than the speed of light in the aforesaid medium the
Cherenkov light is produced [61, 148]. The Cherenkov effect was theoretically first predicted
by Oliver Heaviside in 1888 [149, 150], discovered experimentally by P. Cherenkov [151]
and later interpreted by Il’ja Frank and Igor Tamm [152] in 1937. Cherenkov, Frank and
Tamm shared the Nobel Prize in physics on 1958 for their work on the Cherenkov radiation.
The Cherenkov light is the electromagnetic equivalent of a sonic boom but in a transparent
medium.
The Cherenkov radiation is emitted around a small cone through the direction of propagation
of the particle, as depicted on a two-dimensional diagram in fig. 4.6. The aperture angle of
the cone is given by:

cos θ =
c

un
=

1

βn
, (4.1)

where β=u/c is the relative velocity of the charged particle in the medium, n is the refraction
index of the medium and c is the speed of light in the vacuum [42].

Figure 4.6: When a charged particle, let’s say an electron, travels at a speed greater than
the speed of light in a transparent medium, it produces conical wave fronts of Cherenkov
radiation. The Cherenkov light is emitted at an angle θ with respect to the particle trajectory.
The refraction index of the water is 1.33 then, if we assume u ≈ c, the angle at which the
Cherenkov photons are emitted is θ ∼41◦. Image credit: [153].

From eq. (4.1) it can be seen that there exist a threshold condition for the production of
Cherenkov radiation. Such condition is

βthn = 1, (4.2)

48



which tells us that only charged particles with β > 1/n will produce Cherenkov radiation in
a transparent medium [148].
The kinetic energy threshold for emission of Cherenkov radiation by an electron in a medium
of refraction index n can be obtained from the following expression [148]:

Eth = 511 keV

[(
1− 1

n2

)1/2

− 1

]
. (4.3)

The kinetic energy threshold for an electron in air is Eth = 21 MeV and the maximum emission
angle of the Cherenkov cone is θmax=1.3◦. On the other hand, the threshold energy for the
production of Cherenkov light by electrons in water (nwater = 1.33) is 263 keV according to
eq. (4.3), and following eq. (4.1) θmax ≈41◦.
The energy loss of charged particles by Cherenkov radiation is almost negligible and repre-
sents only ≈0.1% of the energy loss by ionization. The number of photons, Nf , emitted by
an electron per path length of travel, as a function of the refraction index, is [148]:

Nf = 2π · z2 · α · l ·
(

1

λ2
− 1

λ1

)
·
(

1− 1

β2n2

)
, (4.4)

where z is the particle charge, α=1/137 is the fine structure constant, n is the media refrac-
tive index, l is the length of the medium, and λ1 and λ2 are extreme points of the emitted
wavelength interval. Using eq. (4.1), the eq. (4.4) can also be expressed as follows [42]:

Nf = 2π · z2 · α · l ·
(

1

λ1
− 1

λ2

)
· sin2(θ). (4.5)

According to eq. (4.5), an electron in air (nair = 1.00029) at sea level will produce ≈ 30
photons/m with wavelengths between 350 and 500 nm.

4.4 Photomultiplier tubes, PMTs
Once the air shower secondary charged particles have spread inside the WCDs, the produced
Cherenkov radiation is captured by the photomultiplier tubes placed upward-facing at the
bottom of each WCD. A PMT is a vacuum sealed optical detector that works under the pho-
toelectric principle [154]. The are two models of PMTs employed at the HAWC observatory.
The first model is the high quantum-efficiency Hamamatsu R7081 of 10-inch, which gives
HAWC an enhanced sensitivity to low-energy air showers [154]. The second model is the
Hamamatsu R5912 of 8-inch [154]. The PMTs from the second model were inherited from
the MILAGRO experiment [147]. Each WCD has one Hamamatsu R7081 PMT anchored to
the bottom surrounded by 3 Hamamatsu R5912 PMTs arranged in an equilateral triangle.
All the PMTs installed at HAWC have the upper part of the tube covered by a glass shell
whose inner face is a semi-conductive film called photocathode. The left panel of fig. 4.7
shows a schematic diagram of a general PMT, and the right panel shows a photograph of a
HAWC PMT.
The photons that reach the photocathode, according to the photoelectric principle, can pro-
duce electrons from the photocathode surface. These free electrons are accelerated towards a
metallic plate (called dynode) thanks to a potential difference. Each PMT has a chain of 10
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a) b)

Figure 4.7: a) PMT diagram taken from [154]. b) Photography of one of the Hamamatsu
R5912 8-inch PMTs used in HAWC (Image source: HAWC collaboration).

consecutive dynodes placed inside. When a primary electron collides with the first dynode
produces a new group of electrons, which are then accelerated towards the second dynode
generating a bigger group of electrons. This process continues copiously until the electrons
reach the last dynode of the PMT. Once the electrons have reached the last dynode, all of
the electrons are transferred to the anode where they are collected and sent to the PMT
output channel.

4.4.1 Data Acquisition System

Each PMT sends the signal through a coaxial wire RG-59 to the counting house (data
acquisition center). Inside the counting house, the signal sent by the PMTs is received
by the data acquisition system (DAQ) [140, 154]. A schematic diagram of this process is
depicted in fig. 4.8. The DAQ is in charge of amplifying, giving shape, analyze and digitize
the signal from the PMTs. The electronic analog and digital devices (front end board, FEB)
are in charge of amplifying and giving shape to the signal [140, 154]. The analog FEBs
compare the signal against two thresholds of different voltages, high (4 photoelectrons, PEs)
and low (1/4 PEs) ones, respectively. Each time that the signal goes through one of the
thresholds it generates a pulse with a time lenght equal to the time that the signal spent
above the specified threshold (see fig. 4.9). The digital FEBs digitize and give shape to
the pulses with the Time over Threshold (ToT) technique. The result of this technique
are two-edge and four-edge signals [140]. A two-edge signal is generated when the signal
crosses the low voltage threshold , but not the high voltage threshold. When the signal
crosses both thresholds a four-edge signal is generated (see fig. 4.9). Once the signal has
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been characterized and digitize it is sent to the Time Digital Converter (TDC), where the
signal is converted to binary system, and later is sent to an on-site cluster of servers where
a selection process is performed to reduced the data rate from ∼450 MB/s to ∼20 MB/s,
which generates approximately 1.7 TB of data per day. The selection is done by a trigger
that requires that the signal from at least 28 PMTs is received in a time interval of 150 ns.
The corresponding trigger rate is 25 kHz [145]. For the reconstruction, the hits (or PMTs
with signal during an event) are saved up to 500 ns before the trigger and up to 1 minute
after the trigger.

Figure 4.8: Scheme of the PMT signal processing in HAWC (Image source: [154]).

After this point, the data has been digitize and stored in hard drives to continue with the
online/offline reconstruction of the detected air showers [155, 156].
The DAQ is plugged to a cluster of servers that performs the online air shower event recon-
struction in real time, which allows to monitor the data in a fast way. The offline air shower
event reconstruction is carried out with more refined algorithms (AERIE [157]) due to the
longer period of time that it takes. The data generated from the offline reconstruction is
used for the detailed analysis of air shower events. The offline air shower reconstruction will
be described with more detail on the next section.

4.5 Air shower reconstruction
The offline air shower reconstruction takes place once the raw data from the PMTs has
been successfully acquired. Below are described the reconstruction steps to get the main air
shower parameters.

4.5.1 Core position

The first step on the reconstruction of an air shower is to identify the position where the
shower axis lands on the detector or, in other words, to find the shower core position at
ground level. The shower axis is defined as the path between the primary particle and the
point at the detector where it would have landed if it hadn’t interacted with the atmosphere.
The shower core is the point of maximal energy deposition and highest particle density, and
it’s position is employed for the reconstruction of the primary cosmic ray arrival direction and
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a)

b)

Figure 4.9: The ToT method applied to the PMTs signals from HAWC. The curves represent
the pulses from a PMT of the experiment. On a) the curve doesn’t cross the high voltage
threshold, generating a two-edge event. While on b) the pulse crosses both thresholds,
generating a four-edge event. Image source: [140].

for the Gamma/Hadron separation. An electromagnetic induced air shower has a smoothed
distribution of deposited charge , in the core region has the maximal deposition of charge, and
as the distance grows from the core the deposited charge on the detector falls. Meanwhile, the
charge distribution of a cosmic ray induced shower has an irregular and clumpy distribution of
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deposited charge (see fig. 4.10). It is of great importance to make the most precise estimation
of the core position, due to its impact on the subsequent air shower reconstruction steps. A
first rough estimation of the core position is made by estimating the center of mass of all
the hits located within the array detector. This first estimation gives a first calculation of
the shower core position. The center of mass is given by the following expression [155]:

−→r cm =

∑−→r iqi∑
qi

, (4.6)

where ri is the position of the i-th PMT in the detector coordinate system and qi is the
effective charge detected by the i-th PMT. For a detailed and quick estimation of the core
position the Super Fast Core Fitter (SFCF) is implemented. The SFCF is a simplification
of a modified NKG-like function that includes a Gaussian component. The latter is used to
find the core by a χ2 fit over the lateral distribution of the deposited charge of the event
using the center of mass as a first approximation. The SFCF has the form [145]:

Si = S(A,−→x ,−→x i) = A

(
1

2πσ2
e−|
−→x i−−→x |2/2σ2

+
N

(0.5 + |−→x i −−→x |/r0)3

)
, (4.7)

where Si is the signal at the i-th PMT, −→x is the core position, −→x i is the position where
the measurement was made, r0 = 124.21 m is the Molière radius, σ = 10 m, N = 5·105,
and A is the signal amplitude. The core position and overall amplitude, A, are left as free
parameters.
In HAWC, the lateral distribution of an event is the effective charge distribution as a function
of the radial distance to the shower core position at the shower front coordinate system (see
fig. 4.10) [85, 86].

4.5.2 Arrival direction

The next step on the reconstruction of an air shower is to reconstruct the arrival direction
of the primary particle. The information is obtained from a fit to the arrival times of the
shower front.
As a first approximation, the shower front can be portrayed as a plane travelling at the
speed of light. This is true near the shower axis, where the secondary particles remain
approximately with the same direction of the primary particle, but the secondary particles
farther from the shower axis have to travel larger trajectories and, therefore, their arrival
times are bigger than at the center, which makes the shower front to curve given its finite
velocity. Due to the fact that the shower front has a curvature, a correction must be applied
to the data, which takes into account the differences in arrival time among the PMTs near the
shower axis and those at the tail of the EAS [140, 145]. In general, the curvature correction
of the shower front is of the order of 0.15 nm per meter from the shower core. Finally, a χ2

fit over the shower plane is performed. The resulting zenith, θ, and azimuth, φ, angles of
the vector normal to the fitted plane determine the arrival direction of the primary particle
[140].
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a) b)

c) d)

Figure 4.10: Charge distribution of a) a cosmic ray induced event with a primary energy
E=104.9 GeV, and c) a gamma-like event of energy E = 56 TeV both measured with HAWC.
For the panels a) and c) the small dots indicate the individual position of each PMT and the
big circles stand for the positions of each WCD. The fitted core for each event is denoted by
a star. Panel b) shows the lateral distribution of deposited charge around the shower axis
for the event displayed at a). The blue line represents the fit applied with eq. (4.7). At d)
the lateral distribution of the gamma-like event at c) is shown, where the red band is the
best fit to a NKG function (4.8) and the red circle is the optimal radius (r = 41 m), where
the uncertainties on the effective charge due to the fit are smaller. It is clear to see from b)
and d) that the lateral distribution for the gamma like event is smoother and less clumpy
than that for the cosmic ray induced air shower (Image source: [138, 158]).

4.5.3 Age parameter, s

The reconstructed age parameter, s, measured at HAWC corresponds to the lateral shower
age. The age parameter is estimated by performing a fit event by event to the lateral
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distribution of effective charge (see fig. 4.10) measured by the HAWC’s PMTs. The fit is
performed using an NKG-like function [85]:

f(r) = A · (r/r0)s−3 · (1 + r/r0)
s−4.5, (4.8)

where r is the radial distance to the shower core on the shower front coordinate system,
s is the lateral shower age, r0=124.21 m is the Molière radius and A is a normalization
parameter. The age parameter and A are left as free parameters.

4.5.4 Energy reconstruction

For the reconstruction of primary particle energy the lateral distribution is also needed. By
mean of the simulation of proton induced showers, four-dimensional probability tables are
built with bins in zenith angle, θ, primary energy, E, PMT distance to the shower core in the
shower plane, r, and deposited effective charge at the PMTs, Qeff . Given an air shower with
reconstructed arrival direction and core position, each PMT contributes with a probability
value extracted from the tables even if the PMT didn’t recorded a signal: the tables also
have the probability that a PMT is not activated. For each possible energy, a likelihood
function is calculated as the product of the probability values of the PMTs. The energy bin
with the maximum likelihood value is chosen as the best energy estimator of the air shower
event [139, 140].
The bins of the proton probability tables are defined as follows:

• Zenith angle bins:

– θ0 ∈ [0◦, 16.8◦],

– θ1 ∈ [16.8◦, 35.2◦],

– θ2 ∈ [35.2◦, 60◦].

• Energy bins: E ∈[70 GeV, 1 PeV], with a bin width of 0.1 in the logarithm of the
energy, this is, ∆log10E/GeV = 0.1. There are 44 energy bins in total.

• Lateral distance bins: R ∈ [0, 350] m, with a bin width of 5 m. 70 radial bins are used.

• Charge bins: Qeff ∈[1, 106] PE, where ∆Qeff=0.15. 40 effective charge bins were
employed.

4.5.5 Simulation

The generation and propagation of secondary particles from the atmosphere to ground level is
simulated via the CORSIKA v740 software package [159]. The hadronic interaction models
employed for the simulations are FLUKA [80] and QGSJet-II-03 [77], for the low- and
high- energy regions, respectively. The interaction of the secondary shower particles with
HAWC’s detectors are simulated with HAWCSim which is based on a toolkit developed at
CERN called GEANT4 [160]. The simulated file that is created have the same output as
the experimental data files. Both, simulations and experimental data are then reconstructed
with the same algorithm.
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Eight atomic nuclear species are generated at HAWC’s simulations. These species were
measured during the flights of the experiments CREAM, PAMELA and AMS. The eight
atomic nuclear species that are simulated are 1H, 4He, 12C, 16O, 20Ne, 24Mg, 28Si and 56Fe,
with a differential energy spectrum E−2 between 5 GeV and 3 PeV uniformly distributed
with r over a flat circular surface of 1000 m in radius [92]. The simulations are generated in
this way to compensate the statistics for those radial distances and energy bins where the
number of events is low. On the other hand, the zenith angle has a total range between 0◦
and 70◦ with a sinθcosθ arrival distribution, where θ is the shower axis zenith angle.
The package Software for Weighting Events and Eventlike Things and Stuff (SWEETS)
[161, 162] adds weights to the simulated data to model isotropic fluxes, point, extended or
transitory sources, uniform distributions per unit area on the ground and to simulate specific
energy spectra. The weight is added to describe more realistic distributions.
SWEETS adds weight to each type of atomic nucleus according to a double power-law
function fitted with observational data from AMS [55], CREAM-II [94] and PAMELA [163]
(see figs. 4.11 and 4.12) of the corresponding nucleus. The double power-laws have the form
[164]:

f(E) =


A×

(
E
E0

)a
, para E < Eb,

A×
(
Eb

E0

)a−b (
E
E0

)b
, para E ≥ E0,

(4.9)

where A is a normalization constant at E0, a is the spectral index for E < Eb, and b is the
one for E ≥ Eb. Here Eb is the energy at which the spectral index change. E0 was fixed to
a value of 100 GeV for all nuclear species fits [164, 165].
Tables 4.1 and 4.2 show the best fit parameters, as well as the maximum and minimum
associated errors for the parameters A, a, b, Eb and E0 [165]. This is the nominal composition
model that is going to be used in the present work. Both data and simulations were processed
with the same reconstruction algorithms.

4.5.6 Simulated data
For this work, the test_nobroadpulse_10pctlogchargesmearing_0.63qe_25kHzNoise_run5481 with
curvature 1 MC data set was selected. The curvature 1 parameter refers to the correction that was
applied over the arrival times of particles of the air shower front to the PMTs due to the curvature
of the EAS, which improves the angular resolution of simulated air shower events induced by cosmic
rays and detected with HAWC [166].

4.5.7 Observables
Some of the reconstructed variables available at HAWC for simulated and experimental data sets
are presented below:

event.hit.channelIsGood Gives information about the PMT channel status. It can take values
of 1 (channel is good) and 0 (channel is bad).

stdCuts.isSelected This observable tells if a hit passes the reconstruction standard cuts. If it
takes a value of 0 it means that it did not fulfilled the cuts. If it is equal to 1 it means
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Best fit Minimum value Maximum value

Hydrogen
A [1/(GeV m2 s sr)] 0.04479 0.04445 0.0451

a -2.807 -2.818 -2.796
b -2.658 -2.667 -2.646

E0 [GeV] 100 100 100
Eb [GeV] 440.6 511.4 388.2

Helium
A [1/(GeV m2 s sr)] 0.03308 0.03289 0.03328

a -2.734 -2.74 -2.728
b -2.547 -2.562 -2.53

E0 [GeV] 100 100 100
Eb [GeV] 842.4 967.3 746.3

Carbon
A [1/(GeV m2 s sr)] 6.947×10−6 6.779×10−6 7.111×10−6

a -2.756 -2.732 -2.779
b -2.554 -2.588 -2.519

E0 [GeV] 1,200 1,200 1,200
Eb [GeV] 2843 3631 2421

Oxygen
A [1/(GeV m2 s sr)] 4.995×10−6 4.909×10−6 5.099×10−6

a -2.756 -2.732 -2.779
b -2.554 -2.588 -2.519

E0 [GeV] 1,600 1,600 1,600
Eb [GeV] 3791 4841 3227

Table 4.1: The table shows the fit parameters and respective errors of the double power-law
functions (4.9) employed in the nominal composition model of HAWC for hydrogen, helium,
carbon and oxygen data [165].
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Best fit Minimum value Maximum value

Neon
A [1/(GeV m2 s sr)] 6.3×10−7 5.967×10−7 6.645×10−7

a -2.756 -2.732 -2.779
b -2.554 -2.588 -2.519

E0 [GeV] 2,000 2,000 2,000
Eb [GeV] 4738 6051 4034

Magnesium
A [1/(GeV m2 s sr)] 5.683×10−7 5.424×10−7 5.925×10−7

a -2.756 -2.732 -2.779
b -2.554 -2.588 -2.519

E0 [GeV] 2,400 2,400 2,400
Eb [GeV] 5686 7261 4841

Silicon
A [1/(GeV m2 s sr)] 5.71×10−7 5.571×10−7 5.841×10−7

a -2.756 -2.732 -2.779
b -2.554 -2.588 -2.519

E0 [GeV] 2800 2800 2800
Eb [GeV] 6634 8472 5648

Iron
A [1/(GeV m2 s sr)] 2.001×10−7 1.965×10−7 2.042×10−7

a -2.756 -2.732 -2.779
b -2.554 -2.588 -2.519

E0 [GeV] 5600 5600 5600
Eb [GeV] 1.327×104 1.694×104 1.13×104

Table 4.2: Table of the fit parameters and respective errors of the double power-law functions
(4.9) employed in the nominal composition model of HAWC for neon, magnesium, silicon
and iron data [165].
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a) b)

Figure 4.11: The double power-law fit (lines) with eq. (4.9) over the experimental data
(points) for different direct measurements for (a) protons, and (b) helium nuclei [165]. These
elements are part of the nominal composition model of HAWC.

Figure 4.12: The double power-law fit (lines) with eq. (4.9) over the experimental data
(points) from different direct measurements for carbon, oxygen, neon, magnesium, silicon
and iron nuclei, respectively [165]. These elements are part of the nominal composition
model of HAWC.

that the hit PMT passed the standard reconstruction cuts with 0 < PE < 10000, -150 ns <
Twindow < 300 ns relative to the trigger time, loTOT < 500 and was marked as good [167].
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rec.nHit Number of hits registered at the PMTs after a standard selection.

rec.coreFiduScale This is a scale factor related to HAWC’s perimeter that indicates where did the
shower core landed on the detector array. When rec.coreFiduScale ≤ 100 the reconstructed
shower core falls inside the HAWC array.

rec.coreFitUnc Shower core error from the reconstruction in units of m.

rec.coreFitStatus indicates if the core position reconstruction was successful. If it is equal to
zero it means that the fit passed the shower core reconstruction method.

rec.zenithAngle Zenith angle of air shower’s arrival direction in units of rad.

rec.angleFitStatus indicates if the angular reconstruction was successful or not. It can take the
following values: rec.angleFitStatus = 0 if the reconstruction was successful, rec.angleFitStatus
= 1 the reconstruction failed, rec.angleFitStatus = 2 means that there’s no available data,
rec.angleFitStatus = 3 the fit didn’t converge.

rec.protonlheEnergy Logarithm of the primary energy estimation, assuming that the primary
particles are protons using the log-likelihood method described at the sub-section 4.5.4. The
energy is expressed in units of eV.

rec.LDFAge Lateral shower age, s. This parameter is calculated by performing a fit over the
lateral distribution of an event using the eq. (4.8).

rec.LDFAmp Resulting amplitude, A, from the fit over the lateral distribution of an event using
the eq. (4.8).

rec.CxPE40XnCh Number of channels activated within a small region of radius equal to 40 m.

rec.nChAvail Number of channels available at HAWC during the event detection.

CxPE40 Maximum energy deposited at the PMT with the highest signal outside a region with
radius of 40 m.

rec.coreX Estimated X position on the shower core at ground level in HAWC’s coordinate system
in units of m.

rec.coreY Estimated Y position on the shower core at ground level in HAWC’s coordinate system
in units of m.

In the following lines, some additional simulated observables (mc) are listed, which are only found
on HAWC’s Monte Carlo data sets:

mc.corsikaParticleId Primary particle identification used in CORSIKA and HAWC. Some useful
particle IDs are:

1: gamma, γ.

14: proton, p.

402: helium.

1206: carbon.

1608: oxygen.

2010: neon.
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2412: magnesium.

2814: silicon.

5626: iron.

mc.eventWeight Factor by which an event can be weighted to make its distribution in the area
uniform and its energy distribution flat.

mc.coreX Shower core’s true X position at ground level in HAWC’s coordinate system in units of
m.

mc.coreY Shower core’s true Y position at ground level in HAWC’s coordinate system in units of
m.

mc.zenithAngle True zenith angle of the arrival direction of the primary particle determined in
units of rad.

mc.delCore Difference between the reconstructed core position and the true core position in me-
ters.

mc.logEnergy Base ten logarithm of the true primary energy. Here the energy is given in units
of GeV.

sweets.IWgt In HAWC simulations with CORSIKA, primaries are not generated with a realistic
probability distribution of E and r, MC events must be re-weighted for this purpose. The
SWEETS program compute the weights. The primaries of the simulated events using COR-
SIKA are drawn from unnatural and unphysical distributions for E and r, thus they must
be re-weighted in order to model physical fluxes of particles. The sweets.IWgt is a weight
to reproduce in simulations an isotropic flux and the nominal mass composition model of
HAWC.

4.5.8 Gamma/Hadron separation
Almost 99.9% of the events detected by HAWC are cosmic rays, and they represent the major
background in the observation of gamma-ray events. Therefore, it is vital to count on with an
effective Gamma/Hadron separation method. As mentioned before (see sub-section 4.5.1), gamma
ray induced air showers are different from hadronic induced air showers, physically such difference
can be seen on the lateral distribution. The lateral distribution of a γ-ray induced air shower is
smoother and more compact, while the lateral distribution of a cosmic ray air shower is more bulky
and more clumpy.
The HAWC collaboration employs two variables to perform the Gamma/Hadron separation: Com-
pactness (C) and the Parameter for Identifying Nuclear Cosmic-Rays (PINCness, P).
The Compactness is defined as [145]:

C =
Nhit

CxPe40
, (4.10)

where Nhit is the number of PMTs activated during the event and CxPe40 is the highest charge
measured outside a circle of 40 m from the shower core. As cosmic ray induced air showers are
more clumpy far from the shower core region than gamma ray induced air showers (and therefore
are more likely to get an isolated large hit), these showers have smaller values of C.
On the other hand, the PINCness variable measures how smooth the lateral distribution of an event
is and has a χ2-like form [145]:
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P =
1

N

N∑
i=0

(log10qi − 〈log10qi〉)2

σlog10qi
, (4.11)

where N is the number of total hits per event, qi is the measured effective charge at the i-th PMT,
and σlog10qi is the corresponding qi uncertainty. So, the smoother the lateral distribution of an air
shower is, the more likely it is to be a gamma ray induced event, and a smaller value of PINCness.

4.5.9 Quality cuts
Some quality cuts were applied to HAWC’s experimental and simulated data to diminish the effect of
the systematic errors in the shower parameters, such as: energy, arrival direction and core position.
The quality cuts applied on this work are listed below:

rec.zenithAngle Only vertical events are selected, in particular, the events that have an arrival
direction between 0◦ and 16.71◦ are taken into account.

rec.coreFiduScale<100 This cut is mainly applied to diminish the systematical errors in the
reconstruction of the energy, core position and arrival direction. This scale was chosen to
select events with shower cores inside HAWC’s area.

rec.nChAvail>0 During the reconstruction procedure there are some cases in which the number
of available channels is cero. This cut discriminates such events.

rec.nHit≥0.3*rec.nChAvail Eliminates low energy events that are below the region of maximum
efficiency.

rec.nHit≥75 This cut optimizes the energy reconstruction algorithm (see section 4.5.4).

rec.angleFitStatus=0 Only the events that have a successful angular fit are selected.

rec.coreFitStatus=0 Only the events that have a successful core fit are selected.

rec.CxPE40XnCh≥60 First, a circumference of a radius of 40 m is plotted from the center of
the detector. This quality cut selects only those events that activated at least 60 channels
within the circumference.

stdCuts.isSelected=1 It removes hits that were tagged as bad and did not satisfy some standard
quality criteria for the behaviour of the signal of the PMTs and for the relative time threshold
of the trigger.

event.hit.channelIsGood=1 It ensures that the PMT used in the reconstruction is good.

In other words, the selected events are verticals, θ <16.71◦, activated at least 60 channels in a radius
of 40 m from the shower core, fell inside HAWC’s area, recorded a signal in at least 75 channels of
a total of 1200, and activated at least 30% of the available channels.

4.6 Systematic errors
The selected events for this work went through a quality test. The test was carried out through an
analysis of the systematic errors of the:

• arrival direction,
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• energy,

• and the air showers’ core position.

All the MC samples were weighted according to the nominal model, as described at section 4.5.5.
Also, the aforementioned quality cuts were applied to the MC samples.
In general, the systematic error, or bias, is defined as the difference between the true and the
reconstructed observables, and the resolution is defined as the region that covers the 68% of the
bias.
In the following, for the plots in this section, the graph on the left represents the bias, and the graph
on the right side represents the resolution. The blue points stand for protons, the red triangles
represent the iron nuclei, and the black stars represent the data for all nuclei using the nominal
composition model, while the R and T superscripts stand for the reconstructed and true variables,
respectively.

4.6.1 Angular bias and resolution
The angular bias is defined as the angle between the true and reconstructed shower arrival directions,
i. e.:

∆α = |−→α T −−→α R| = cos−1(sinθRsinθT cos(φT − φR) + cosθT cosθR). (4.12)

fig. 4.13 shows that the the arrival direction bias generally tends to decrease as the energy tends to
grow up. At high energies, the angular resolution is better. However, it is clear that the iron nuclei
resolution is slightly worse than the resolution for the hydrogen nuclei, specially at low energies,
log10(E/GeV ) = [3.5, 4.5], and it maybe due to the fact that the iron signals are less intense in the
detectors and have more fluctuations.
At an energy E=104.5 GeV, the angular bias and resolution for protons are: . 0.3◦ and . 0.4◦,
respectively; and for iron nuclei we have: . 0.3◦ and . 0.4◦, correspondingly.

4.6.2 Energy bias and resolution
The energy systematic error is given by:

∆E/E = (ET − ER)/ET . (4.13)

For both energy bias and resolution, the behaviour for the hydrogen and iron nuclei is better at
high energies, as appreciated in fig. 4.14. At low energies, the bias for protons and iron nuclei is
bigger than at high energies, most likely due to fluctuations which are larger at low energies. It
is also observed that the bias is bigger for iron nuclei than for protons since we are using proton
calibrated expressions to get the primary energy.
At an energy of E=104.5 GeV, the bias and the resolution for the hydrogen nuclei are: . 20% and
. 30%, respectively; meanwhile, for the iron nuclei they are . 80%, . 97%, correspondingly.

4.6.3 Core position bias and resolution
The formula used to calculate the systematic error of the shower core position is as follows:

∆R =
√

(XT −XR)2 + (Y T − Y R)2, (4.14)

where X and Y represent the coordinates of the shower core position at ground.
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Figure 4.13: Left: The arrival direction bias vs log10ER in HAWC for the selected MC data.
Right: Angular resolution vs log10ER in HAWC for the selected MC data.

Figure 4.14: Left: Primary energy bias vs log10ER in HAWC for the selected MC data.
Right: Energy resolution vs log10ER in HAWC for the selected MC data.
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From fig. 4.15 it can be seen that the bias and the resolution for the shower core position of protons
tends to decrease as the energy grows up. In the case of the iron induced air showers, the bias at
low energies is bigger than for protons, but both of them decrease at high energies and are almost
similar.

At an energy of E=104.5 GeV, the systematic error and the resolution for the shower core position
are: . 7.5 m and . 10.5 m, respectively; and for the iron component they are . 8 m, . 11 m,
correspondingly.

Figure 4.15: Left: Shower core position bias vs log10ER in HAWC for the selected MC data.
Right: Core resolution vs log10ER in HAWC for the selected MC data.

4.7 Experimental data
For this work, the employed experimental runs have a total duration of 119,875.148 s (1.38 days)
and were recorded by HAWC in 2016. Table 4.3 has a basic description of the experimental runs
selected for this work 1.
To diminish the effect of systematic errors in the analysis, the events must fulfill the quality criteria
described in chapter 4.5.6. For the present analysis data with primary energy in the interval E =
103.5 GeV - 106.2 GeV was considered. Before applying the criteria selection of section 4.5.9, the
experimental data set had a total of 3,367,914,278 events, and after the cuts the experimental data
set has 33,571,855 events, which corresponds to the 1% of the initial events.

1For a more detailed description about the experimental runs, please visit: HAWC Tranches [168].
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Run Date Duration #events before cuts #events after cuts

run005481 2016/06/02 t=32,168.625 s 795370112 7942997
run005489 2016/06/05 t=21,158.948 s 539856641 5362015
run005490 2016/06/05 t=35,311.425 s 900178843 8929378
run005493 2016/06/07 t=26,147.625 s 655220894 6559812
run005515 2016/06/12 t=19,499.774 s 477287788 4777653

Table 4.3: Experimental runs selected for the study of the lateral distribution of EAS mea-
sured at HAWC.
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Chapter 5

Analysis method of the lateral
distribution of cosmic-ray induced
showers

The HAWC observatory is well-suited to perform detailed event-by-event studies of the lateral
distribution of EAS at TeV energies given its instrumented area, large volume and coverage, closed-
packed detector design, high altitude and large number of photomultipliers (PMT).
The interest in the study of the lateral distribution lies in the fact that it contains information
about the energy and the mass composition of the primary cosmic rays.
As mentioned in chapter 2, the lateral age parameter, s, is related to the shape of the lateral
distribution of secondaries and the depth of the shower maximum position. In addition, the lateral
shower age has a dependence with the mass composition of cosmic rays. At HAWC, the age
parameter has been already used in primary cosmic ray mass composition studies [139, 164, 169].
The dependence of the mean lateral age parameter as a function of the energy and the primary mass
is shown in fig. 5.1 MC predictions. The measured energy dependence of the age is also shown.
As observed in the above figure, there is a deviation in the behaviour of the measured lateral shower
age from the MC predictions at energies higher than E = 105.5 GeV. The deviation observed on the
graph may be due to the fact that the lateral distribution function (LDF) used for the estimation
of the lateral age parameter may not be fitting properly the data. This deviation has motivated the
purpose of this work, which focuses in the study of the lateral distribution of cosmic ray induced
air showers with the aim of:

• Determinate the origin of the deviation of the experimental shower age distribution from the
MC predictions (see fig. 5.1) at E ≥ 105.5 GeV.

• Verify if the observed deviation is due to the LDF used in the estimation of the lateral shower
age at HAWC.

For the purpose we will find the function that best describes the lateral distribution of EAS created
by cosmic rays and detected with HAWC and we will study the impact of the LDF in the observed
deviation. In addition we will study the sensitivity of the lateral shower age to the mass composition
of cosmic rays by calculation of the figure of merit.
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Figure 5.1: Mean lateral age parameter as a function of the energy for eight nominal species
(circles) according to MC predictions in comparison with experimental data (squares) for
vertical air showers, θ < 16.71◦.

5.1 Reconstruction of the lateral distribution of EAS in
HAWC

At HAWC, the lateral distribution of the event is just the lateral effective charge distribution
deposited at each PMT as a function of the distance to the shower core position, Qeff (r), at
the shower front coordinate system. That means that we need to project the coordinates of the
PMTs onto the shower front plane to obtain the above mentioned distributions. As a first step the
coordinate system of the detector is translated to the core position. This way if the position of the
ith-PMT in the HAWC system is defined as

~ri = xiî+ yiĵ + zik̂, (5.1)

and the position of the shower core is

~Rc = xcî+ ycĵ + zck̂, (5.2)

in the same system, then the position of the ith-PMT in the new system centered at the EAS core
is given by

~ri,H = ~ri − ~Rc, (5.3)

Then, we need to make a projection of the position of the WCDs to the shower front, for this we
define a normal vector perpendicular to shower front pointing to the direction from which arrived
the cosmic ray (see fig. 5.2). Such vector is defined as:

n̂ = sinθcosφî+ sinθsinφĵ + cosθk̂, (5.4)
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where θ and φ are the zenith and azimuth angles of the shower axis. Here, φ is measured from x̂,
which points to the East.
The perpendicular vector from a PMT to the shower core front is ~di and it is given by

~di = −di(n̂), (5.5)

where

di = n̂ · ~ri,H , (5.6)

Then, by vectorial sum, the lateral position vector from the shower core to a PMT in shower disk
coordinates (SDC) is:

~ri,SDC = ~ri,H + ~di, (5.7)

and finally, the lateral distance of the PMT to the core on the shower front plane is:

ri,SDC = |~ri,SDC | =
√
x2i,SDC + y2i,SDC + z2i,SDC (5.8)

where

xi,SDC = xi,H − di(sinθcosφ), (5.9)

yi,SDC = yi,H − di(sinθsinφ), (5.10)

zi,SDC = zi,H − di(cosθ), (5.11)

which were derived from eqs. (5.5) - (5.7). Fig. 5.2 shows a 2-dimensional sketch of these quantities.
Finally, we can perform two rotations to orient the late/early components of the EAS with the
−x/+x regions and the shower axis, along the ẑ direction. For the first case, we make a φ rotation
around the ẑSDC-axis of our system, so that the xy projection of the arrival direction and the new
x̂φ-axis match. So we have:

xφyφ
zφ

 =

 cosφ sinφ 0
−sinφ cosφ 0

0 0 1

xSDCySDC
zSDC

 .
from which it is found that:

xφyφ
zφ

 =

 xSDCcosφ+ ySDCsinφ
−xSDCsinφ+ ySDCcosφ

zSDC

 . (5.12)

Finally, a last rotation of θ is performed around the ŷφ-axis, so that the shower axis match with the
new ẑθ-axis. Hence,

xθyθ
zθ

 =

 cosθ 0 sinθ
0 1 0

−sinθ 0 cosθ

xφyφ
zφ

 ,
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Figure 5.2: Sketch of the relevant quantities for the calculus of the distance to the shower
axis at shower disk coordinates.

and solving the above equation, we obtain

xθyθ
zθ

 =

 xφcosθ + zφsinθ
yφ

−xφsinθ + zφcosθ

 . (5.13)

Fig. 5.3 shows a lateral distribution of a simulated air shower event in this new coordinate system.
The final result is the lateral distribution of effective charge deposited at each PMT, Qeff , as a
function of the distance to the core position (see fig. 5.4 for a MC event sample). The errors of the
effective charge are parametrized by using the following empirical function [170]:

log10(Q
error
eff ) =

{
0.3− 0.06667 log10(Qeff ) if log10(Qeff ) ≤3,
0.1 if log10(Qeff ) >3.

(5.14)

5.2 Parameterizing the LDF of cosmic-ray induced ex-
tensive air showers

Many collaborations of different experiments have dedicated different analysis to the proper param-
eterization of the lateral distribution through of cosmic ray induced air showers by comparing the
fits of the data with distinct lateral distribution functions.
At HAWC, the lateral distribution of gamma induced EAS is described by the following NKG-type
function [158]:
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Figure 5.3: Lateral distribution of a proton induced air shower from MC data in 1D (left,
where r is the lateral distance at shower disk coordinates) and 2D (right, in the coordinate
system defined in section 5.1). The simulated event has an energy of 104.5 GeV and a zenith
angle θ = 8.06◦.

f(r) = A

(
r

rM

)s−3(
1 +

r

rM

)s−4.5
, (5.15)

where ρ(r) is the charge distribution at a distance r [m] at shower disk coordinates, rM = 124.21
m is the Moliere radius, A is a normalizing factor, and s is the lateral age parameter. It has been
checked that this NKG-like LDF gives a good description of gamma-ray induced air showers [145],
but this hasn’t been proven yet for cosmic ray induced air showers. Part of this work focuses on
determining a LDF that gives an optimal parameterization of the HAWC’s data. This and other
LDFs chosen from the literature were selected in this study to find a LDF that best describes the
lateral distribution of air showers detected at HAWC.
Among the different LDF functions that were tried, it is found the lateral distribution function
(5.16) used by the KASCADE collaboration:

f(r) = N · c̄(s) ·
(
r

r0

)s−α(
1 +

r

r0

)s−β
, (5.16)

where N is the number of particles, r0 is a scale parameter, s is the lateral shower age, and

c̄(s) =
Γ(β − s)

2πr20Γ(s− α+ 2)Γ(α+ β − 2s− 2)
, (5.17)

is a normalization parameter.
For this work, the lateral shower age was left as a free parameter, while α = 2.33 and β = 1.17
are constants derived from MC simulations, and in this study r0 was set to a value of the Moliere
radius at HAWC equal to 124.21 m.
The lateral distribution function used by the ARGO collaboration was also selected for this work:
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f(r) = A

(
r

r0

)s−2(
1 +

r

r0

)s−4.5
, (5.18)

where A is a normalization factor, s is the lateral shower age, and r0 is a constant scale radius. In
this study, r0 = 124.21 m. The s parameter was left as a free parameter.
Finally, the lateral distribution function called scaling formalism used by the AGASA and ARGO
collaborations was also selected for this analysis [113, 171]. The LDF scaling formalism is

f(r) = C

(
r

r0

)−α(
1 +

r

r0

)−(β−α) [
1 +

r

10r0

]δ
, (5.19)

where C is parametrization constant, α, β and δ are fixed parameters, while r0 is a scale radius
again. Since the scaling formalism didn’t described properly the selected data for this work, a
modified version of eq. (5.19) was employed instead

f(r) = C

(
r

rM

)−s(
1 +

r

rM

)(s−β)
[

1 +

(
r

rM

)φ]δ
, (5.20)

where β = 3.59, φ = 0.19 and δ = 3.61 were derived from MC simulations and rM = 124.21 m is the
Moliere radius. In the following, eq. (5.20) will be given the name of modified scaling formalism.
On the other hand, there were other lateral distribution functions that were tested but it was found
that they didn’t describe the lateral distribution of cosmic-ray induced air showers measured with
HAWC. The following LDFs were ruled out from the analysis:
� The Havera Park lateral distribution function [172]

f(r) = Kr−(η+
r

4000
), (5.21)

where K is a normalization constant, r is the lateral distance to the shower core and η was left as
a free parameter.
� The Egorov lateral distribution function

f(r) =
N

r2M

(
η − 2

2π

)(
r

rM

)−1(
1 +

r

rM

)−η
, (5.22)

where rM is the Moliere radius, N is a normalization constant, and η was left as a free parameter.
� The Kaneko lateral distribution function

f(r) =
CN

2πr2M

(
r

rM

)s−2(
1 +

r

rM

)s−4.5 [
1 + C

(
r

rM

)2
]
, (5.23)

where r is the lateral distance to the shower core, rM is the Moliere radius, C is a normalization
constant, and s is the lateral shower age which was left as a free parameter.

5.3 Description of the Analysis

5.3.1 Fit of the lateral distribution of air showers
To fit the experimental data the LDFs (5.15), (5.16), (5.18) and (5.20 were employed using the χ2

method to verify the quality of the fits.
As a first step an average over the values of the effective charged deposited at each PMT, Q̄eff , is
obtained for several radial bins, r (see fig. 5.4 - left), and then different fits are applied over the
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Figure 5.4: Left panel: lateral distribution of a proton induced air shower from the MC data
set with an energy of E = 106 GeV and a zenith angle of 15.57◦. The gray markers correspond
to the effective charge points per PMT. Their corresponding errors were calculated using Eq
(5.14), the solid black circles correspond to the mean Qeff per radial bin and the black and
grey error bars represent the sum in quadrature of error on the mean plus the experimental
error and the one sigma error. Upper right panel: result of the fits to the mean Qeff of the
MC event on the left. Lower right figure: The difference between the observed values and
the values from the fit. The χ2/NDOF values for the fitted results are: HAWC LDF = 1.08,
KASCADE = 2.2, ARGO LDF = 0.8, Modified LDF = 1.3.

Q̄eff distribution using the χ2 method (see fig. 5.4 - right). To fit Qeff (r) with the above LDFs the
minimum χ2 method was used. For that, the observed distribution is compared against an expected
distribution of the same data as follows:

χ2 =
n∑
i=1

(
Q̄eff,i − f(ri)

σi

)2

, (5.24)

where n is the number of radial bins, Q̄eff,i is the mean measured value of the deposited charge per
radial bin, ri, f(ri) is the predicted mean value of effective charge and σi is the uncertainty of the
data value, which is the sum in quadrature of the error on the mean and the experimental error.
To obtain the LDF that best fits the data, a systematic study was carried out through a comparison
of the χ2 per number of degrees of freedom (NDOF) of the results of the fits. The results for the
MC predictions in the energy range between 103.5 GeV to 106.2 GeV for hydrogen and iron nuclei
are shown in fig. 5.5, from which it can be seen that at energies lower than E ∼ 104.4 GeV the eqs.
(5.15) and (5.16) give a better description of the MC data, but for energies higher than E ∼ 104.4

GeV, eqs. (5.15) and (5.20) fit better the data.
The average s obtained with the selected LDFs for the MC simulations is shown at fig. 5.6 for
protons and iron nuclei. The sensitivity of the lateral age parameter to the mass composition of
cosmic rays was studied with the results from the fits of the selected LDFs and are presented in the
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Figure 5.5: Comparisons of the mean χ2/NDOF as a function of the reconstructed energy
of the resulting fits with each of the selected LDFs for the hydrogen (left panel) and iron
(right panel) MC events.

following section.

5.3.2 Predicted lateral age parameter
The average s obtained with the LDFs (5.15), (5.16), (5.19) and (5.20) for protons and iron nuclei
from the MC simulations is shown at fig. 5.7 as a function of the energy. The error bars represent the
one sigma error. It can be seen that the age parameter has a dependence with the mas composition
and the energy. From figs. 5.7, upper and right lower panels, as the energy tends to grow up,
the values of the age parameter tend to decrease, i.e., at higher energies the measured air showers
become younger, and the values of the age parameter depend on the mass composition, the heavier
nuclei produced older showers than the lighter nuclei. At energies higher than 105 GeV the lateral
shower age doesn’t decrease because the air shower is not completely contained by the detector. On
the other hand, from fig. 5.7, left lower panel, the s parameter for the LDF (5.20) behaves different
(it increases with energy and with lighter mass groups) as it no longer acts as the traditional lateral
shower age by its new definition, but it is observed that this s parameter is also sensitive to the
mass composition of cosmic rays. The sensitivity of the age parameter to the mass composition
of the primaries is evaluated with the figure of merit (FOM). The FOM quantifies the separation
between the mean values of the classes to analyze [173, 174], in this case, the separation of proton
and iron showers by the shower age value. The FOM is defined as:

FOM =
|sFe − sp|√
σ2p + σ2Fe

, (5.25)

where sp and sFe are the mean values of the proton and iron populations, respectively, and σp and
σFe are the one standard deviation of the proton and iron classes. The FOM defines a relation
between the mean value and the standard deviation of the observable for the two populations thus,
for example, if the FOM = 1 it indicates that the means of the two populations are separated by
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Figure 5.6: Average lateral shower age as a function of the reconstructed energy obtained
from the results of the fits with HAWC LDF (blue circles), KASCADE LDF (green squares),
ARGO LDF (red triangles) and Modified Scaling Formalism LDF (pink stars) for the hy-
drogen (left panel) and iron (right panel) MC events.

one standard deviation. The FOM for the age MC distributions shown in fig. 5.7 are shown on the
plot of fig. 5.8.
The results of the analysis of the lateral distribution of EAS from cosmic ray primaries measured
with HAWC and the discussion of the results for the FOM are described in the following chapter.
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Figure 5.7: Mean lateral shower age estimated by the fits with the formulas HAWC LDF
(top left), KASCADE LDF (top right), ARGO LDF (bottom left) and MODIFIED LDF
(bottom right) to the lateral distribution of hydrogen (blue face-down triangles) and iron
(red triangles) primaries as a function of the reconstructed energy for MC simulations. The
error bars correspond to a 1σ statistical error.
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Chapter 6

Experimental analyses, results and
discussion

In this chapter the analysis described in chapter 5 will be applied to HAWC’s experimental data
to determine the optimal parametrization of the lateral distribution of EAS from cosmic ray pri-
maries measured at HAWC. From here, the lateral shower age parameter will be obtained. Also,
the sensitivity of the shower age to the cosmic ray mass composition will be analyzed using MC
simulations.

6.1 Study of the shape of the lateral distribution of EAS
measured at HAWC

For this first analysis of the data, the average lateral distribution of effective charge deposited at
each PMT per radial bin, Q̄eff (r), for each measured event was calculated. Then the χ2 method is
applied to fit the Q̄eff (r) of the event using eqs. (5.15), (5.16), (5.18) and (5.20) to determine which
of the LDFs gives a better parameterization of the data. As examples, the Qeff (r) and Q̄eff (r)
distributions for different experimental events with energies E(GeV) = 103.85,104.5, 105.05, 105.55

and 106.05 are shown in figures 6.1 - 6.3 left (top and bottom). The Q̄eff (r) distributions are shown
along with their 1σ errors (thin black error bars) and the sum in quadrature of the errors on the
mean and the average experimental error (bold black errors).
The comparison of the mean χ2/NDOF obtained from the fits are shown in fig. 6.4 for measured
data. On the other hand, the fits of the example HAWC events are presented in figs. 6.1 - 6.3, right
(top and bottom).
Finally, to appreciate the quality of the fit at different radial distances we present the corresponding
deviation between the measured and fitted Q̄eff (r) values against the lateral distance to the core
in figs. 6.1 - 6.3 too.

6.2 Analysis of the age of air showers and primary com-
position

The mean lateral age parameter estimated from the fits of the measured data using each of the
selected LDFs as a function of the reconstructed energy is shown in Figure 6.5 (left). This calculation
was performed to study the energy evolution of the above parameter and compare it with the
predictions of the model. In this regard, the average s obtained with the HAWC LDF for the
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Figure 6.1: Left panels: lateral distributions of two measured air showers. The left top
panel corresponds to an event with an energy of E = 103.85 GeV and a zenith angle of 7◦,
while the left bottom panel shows an event with an energy of E = 104.15 GeV and a zenith
angle of 9.7◦. The gray markers correspond to the effective charge per PMT and their error
bars (in gray) are the systematic uncertainties calculated using eq. (5.14). The solid black
circles represent the mean Q̄eff (r) per radial bin. The black error bars correspond to the
sum in quadrature of the error on the mean and the experimental error, and the orange
error bars represent the 1σ error. Right panels: results of the fits to the mean Q̄eff and
the difference ∆ log10(Q̄eff ) = log10(Q̄

exp
eff ) - log10(Q̄

fit
eff ) between the observed values and the

values from the fit. The χ2/NDOF values of the results from the fits for the top right panel
are: HAWC LDF = 2.34, KASCADE = 1.74, ARGO LDF = 2.68, Modified LDF = 3.42;
while the corresponding χ2/NDOF values for the event in the bottom panel are: HAWC
LDF = 2.13, KASCADE = 1.67, ARGO LDF = 2.5, Modified LDF = 2.56. In these cases,
eq. (5.16) gives a better description of the lateral distribution of measured EAS according
to the χ2/NDOF analysis.
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Figure 6.2: Left panels: lateral distributions of two measured air showers. The left top
panel corresponds to an event with an energy of E = 104.5 GeV and a zenith angle of 9.7◦,
while the left bottom panel shows an event with an energy of E = 105.05 GeV and a zenith
angle of 10.3◦. The gray markers correspond to the effective charge per PMT and their error
bars (in gray) are the systematic uncertainties calculated using eq. (5.14). The solid black
circles represent the mean Q̄eff (r) per radial bin. The black error bars correspond to the
sum in quadrature of the error on the mean and the experimental error, and the orange
error bars represent the 1σ error. Right panels: results of the fits to the mean Q̄eff and
the difference ∆ log10(Q̄eff ) = log10(Q̄

exp
eff ) - log10(Q̄

fit
eff ) between the observed values and the

values from the fit. The χ2/NDOF values of the results from the fits for the top right panel
are: HAWC LDF = 2.64, KASCADE = 2.3, ARGO LDF = 2.9, Modified LDF = 2.5; while
the corresponding χ2/NDOF values for the event in the bottom panel are: HAWC LDF =
1.6, KASCADE = 2.3, ARGO LDF = 1.5, Modified LDF = 1.76.
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Figure 6.3: Left panels: lateral distributions of two measured air showers. The left top panel
corresponds to an event with an energy of E = 105.55 GeV and a zenith angle of 12.3◦, while
the left bottom panel shows an event with an energy of E = 106.05 GeV and a zenith angle
of 14.7◦. The gray markers correspond to the effective charge per PMT and their error bars
(in gray) are the systematic uncertainties calculated using eq. (5.14). The solid black circles
represent the mean Q̄eff (r) per radial bin. The black error bars correspond to the sum in
quadrature of the error on the mean and the experimental error, and the orange error bars
represent the 1σ error. Right panels: results of the fits to the mean Q̄eff and the difference
∆ log10(Q̄eff ) = log10(Q̄

exp
eff ) - log10(Q̄

fit
eff ) between the observed values and the values from

the fit. The χ2/NDOF values of the results from the fits for the top right panel are: HAWC
LDF = 1.89, KASCADE = 2.23, ARGO LDF = 1.89, Modified LDF = 1.96; while the
corresponding χ2/NDOF values for the event in the bottom panel are: HAWC LDF = 1.69,
KASCADE = 2.5, ARGO LDF = 1.45, Modified LDF = 1.76.
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experimental data were compared with the predictions of the MC models for protons and iron
nuclei in fig. 6.6.

6.3 PINCness
In the search for different parameters of the EAS sensible to the mass composition of cosmic rays,
the mean Parameter for Identifying Nuclear Cosmic-Rays, or PINCness (see section 4.5.8), was
estimated for each measured and simulated event as a function of the reconstructed energy and also
as a function of the lateral distance to the shower core. The corresponding graphics are shown in
the right panel of fig. 6.7 and in figs. 6.8 (for different energy intervals).

6.4 Comparison of LDF data with model predictions
In addition to the mass composition studies, tests of the predictions of the QGSJET-II-03 high-
energy hadronic interaction model were performed using the Q̄eff (r) data. The test consisted in
a comparison among the measured Q̄eff (r) distributions with the expectations from the above
hadronic interaction model for proton and iron nuclei as the more representative elements for the
light and heavy mass groups of cosmic rays. The comparisons were performed for the following
primary energy intervals: log10(E/GeV ) = [3.5,4.0], [4.0,4.5], [4.5,5.0], [5.0,5.5], [5.5,6.0], [6.0,6.5].
The results are shown in figs. 6.9.
From figs. 6.9 a deviation in the behaviour of the experimental data from the MC predictions close
to the shower core and above Q̄eff (r) = 3 PE for high energies is observed. This change in the
behaviour of the lateral distribution of measured EAS seems to be a systematic and may have an
influence in the corresponding calculation of the lateral shower age.
To study the effect of the observed deviation near the shower core region on the estimation of the
age parameter, the analysis of the lateral distribution was repeated, this time by ruling out the
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Figure 6.5: Mean lateral shower age estimated from the fits of the selected LDFs over
HAWC’s experimental data in the energy range between E = 103.5 and 106.2 GeV.

Q̄eff (r) values close to the shower core. Depending on the energy interval a corresponding radial
cut was applied. For this part of the analysis, the energy intervals described above were used. The
radial cuts were chosen according to the results shown in fig. 6.9 for the shower core regions in
which the deviation was more dominant. The selected radial cuts are shown in table 6.1).

Energy interval Radial cut [m]

log10(E/GeV ) = [3.5,4.0] r > 0
log10(E/GeV ) = [4.0,4.5] r > 0
log10(E/GeV ) = [4.5,5.0] r > 5
log10(E/GeV ) = [5.0,5.5] r > 12.5
log10(E/GeV ) = [5.5,6.0] r > 22.5
log10(E/GeV ) = [6.0,6.5] r > 27.5

Table 6.1: Radial cuts corresponding to the corresponding energy intervals selected to study
the sensitivity of the age parameter to the data of the lateral distribution near the shower
core.

The fit of the data using the LDF (5.15) was repeated but with the radial cuts mentioned before.
The results of the fit in different radial regions for some measured EAS are illustrated in fig. 6.10
and are compared with the results of the fit without the radial cuts.
The observed deviation near the shower core may also be originated from a saturation effect of the
effective charge deposited at each PMT for values above log10(Qeff ) = 3 Photo Electrons (PE).
To study the influence of this possible saturation effect in the estimation of the lateral shower age,
a cut was applied over the values of the deposited charge and then the analysis of the shower age
was repeated. Only data with log10(Qeff ) < 3 PE were taken into account for the fit and the
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and experimental data (circles). The error bands of each component correspond to a 1σ
containment error in the MC simulations and the error bars to the 1σ statistical uncertainty
of the measured data.
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Figure 6.7: Mean PINCness vs the reconstructed energy as calculated for MC protons and
iron nuclei (triangles) compared with the measured data (circles).

estimation of the age parameter. The resulting mean lateral age parameter for MC simulations and
measured data is shown in fig. 6.12 as function of the energy.

6.5 Discussion

6.5.1 Parameterization of the lateral distribution of EAS induced
by cosmic rays

First, the quality of the fits made with the eqs. (5.15), (5.16), (5.18) and (5.20) will be analyzed
based on the results shown in the figures 5.5 and 6.4. From these analysis, it will be discussed
the implications for the determination of the LDF that best describes the lateral distribution of air
showers induced by cosmic rays in measured data and simulations.
From the results presented at figs. 5.5 and 6.4 for MC and experimental data, it can be seen that
the quality of the description of the LDFs varies depending on the energy region. In the low energy
region (E . 104.5 GeV), for experimental data and MC simulations, the eqs. HAWC LDF (5.15) and
KASCADE LDF (5.16) give a better description of the data, while in the energy regime between
104.5 GeV and 105.5 GeV, eqs. HAWC LDF (5.15) and ARGO LDF (5.18) fit better the measured
data, but for the MC simulations the eqs. ARGO LDF (5.18) and Modified Scaling Formalism LDF
(5.20) work better in that energy regime. On the other hand, at energies E > 105.5 GeV the quality
in the description of the data decreases, but not for the MC simulations. In any case, the fits with
eqs. (5.15) and (5.18) at higher energies are better than at low energies. This difference between
the experimental and MC results at energies E > 105.5 GeV may be because the shape of the lateral
distribution for measured and simulated air showers is different in this energy region. In addition,
it was also found that non of the selected LDF’s describes the experimental and MC data in all the
energy range according to the above figures. In any case, we see that the HAWC LDF (5.15) seems
to give an accurate description of the experimental and MC data at all energies in comparison to
the other LDF’s.
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Figure 6.8: Mean PINCness as a function of the lateral distance to the shower core for
different energy intervals obtained for MC simulations and experimental data. The black
dots correspond to HAWC data and the triangles represent the simulated proton (blue) and
iron (red) nuclei.
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Figure 6.9: Lateral distribution of a mean EAS for low (left panel) and high (right panel)
energies corresponding to the MC (blue bands: proton; red bands: iron) and experimental
(solid markers) data. The error on the mean is smaller than the marker size for experimental
data. The error band shows the error on the mean for the simulated data. Right: the dashed
line points a deviation in the behaviour of the experimental data near the shower core region
and above Q̄eff (r) = 3 PE. 87



r [m]
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180

)
e
ff

(Q
1
0

lo
g

2−

1−

0

1

2

3

4

5

HAWC Data

eff
Q

HAWC LDF r = [0,200] m

HAWC LDF r = [5,200] m

r [m]
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180

)
e
ff

(Q
1
0

lo
g

2−

1−

0

1

2

3

4

5

HAWC Data

eff
Q

HAWC LDF r = [0,200] m

HAWC LDF r = [12.5,200] m

r [m]
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180

)
e
ff

(Q
1
0

lo
g

2−

1−

0

1

2

3

4

5

HAWC Data

eff
Q

HAWC LDF r = [0,200] m

HAWC LDF r = [22.5,200] m

r [m]
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180

)
e
ff

(Q
1
0

lo
g

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

4.5

5

HAWC Data

eff
Q

HAWC LDF r = [0,200] m

HAWC LDF r = [27.5,200] m

Figure 6.10: Fits over the lateral distribution of some EAS event examples measured with
HAWC for different radial intervals using HAWC’s LDF (5.15). These events have energies
of 1064.5 GeV (top left), 105.05 GeV (top right), 105.55 GeV (bottom left) and 106.05 GeV
(bottom right).
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Figure 6.11: Mean shower age for MC simulations (triangles) and measured data (circles) as
a function of the energy estimated using eq. (5.15) for the radial cuts shown in table 6.1. In
the figure, r has units of m.
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Figure 6.12: Mean lateral age parameter as function of the energy for experimental (circles)
and MC (triangles) data estimated from the results of the fit of HAWC LDF (5.15) after a
cut on the effective charge, log10(Qeff ) < 3 PE, deposited at each PMT.

6.5.2 Dependence of the age parameter on the parameterization of
the LDF

Now, the influence of the LDF in the behaviour of the lateral shower age will be analyzed. First,
the results of the fits made with the eqs. (5.15), (5.16), (5.18) and (5.20) are shown in fig. 6.5. The
observed shower age seems to have the same behaviour with the energy for the eqs. (5.15), (5.16)
and (5.18), but not for eq. (5.20). It’s important to point out that, due to the way in which the
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age parameter (s) was added in the Modified Scaling Formalism LDF (5.20), it no longer behaves
as the lateral shower age parameter. However, it still describes the shape or form of the lateral
density distribution of EAS, besides, as it is seen in figs. 6.6, it is still sensitive to the primary
mas composition. The s parameter for the Modified Scaling Formalism LDF (5.20) behaves in an
inverse way to the shower age defined by the other LDF’s.
As a next step, the mean values of the shower age for measured data are going to be compared with
MC predictions, this is done in figs. 6.6. The deviation between the mean lateral shower age for
measured air showers and the MC predictions at energies E > 105.5 GeV doesn’t disappear, which
indicates that such deviation doesn’t depend on the LDF used in the fit of the lateral distribution,
but from the data itself.

6.5.3 Study of the sensitivity of the age parameter to the compo-
sition of cosmic rays

The lateral shower age dependence to the mass composition of cosmic rays is going to be discussed
from the results of the figure of merit shown in fig. 5.8.
According to MC simulations, the value of the FOM for the proton and iron populations is greater
than 1 for energies E > 103.8 GeV and reaches its maximum at E = 104.8 GeV, and then it starts
to decrease. At E = 105.5 GeV the FOM has the value 1.75 (see fig. 5.8). A value of the FOM
equal to 1 indicates that the means of the two populations are separated by one standard deviation.
The initial behaviour of the FOM distributions for both MC populations is because the values of
the error bands of both populations overlap. At high energies it is expected that the value of the
FOM would continue to be constant, but it decreases, this may be because the distance between
the distribution of both populations becomes smaller, may be due to the size of the detector, which
is not able to fully contain air showers at high energies. The FOM values bigger than 1 indicates
that the mass composition of cosmic rays measured with HAWC can be well studied in an energy
region from 103.8 GeV to approximately 105.8 GeV.
Finally, the comparison of the experimental data with the MC simulations indicates that the light
component of cosmic rays at least up to energies of E = 105.5 GeV is more abundant in the cosmic
ray flux because the mean value of the experimental shower age lies in the MC region for light
nuclei.

6.5.4 Analysis of PINCness as a mass composition parameter
Now, the behaviour of the PINCness will be analyzed. From fig. 6.7 it can be observed that the mean
PINCness as a function of the reconstructed energy distribution of the measured EAS with HAWC
has approximately a constant behaviour through out the energy range from 103.5 GeV to 106.2

GeV. Also, a strong deviation in the energy regions log10(E/GeV ) = [3.5,4.7] and log10(E/GeV )
= [5.5,6.2] of the mean measured PINCness from the MC predictions is observed. Therefore, this
parameter can not be used for mass composition studies. To find out which radial regions contributes
more to the observed deviation, the PINCness as a function of the lateral distance to the shower
core was studied as well. The results of the distribution of the PINCness as function of the distance
to the shower core for different energy intervals are shown in fig. 6.8. In general, in the low energy
regime (from 103.5 GeV to 104.5 GeV) the PINCness values for the experimental data and MC
predictions are bigger near the shower core region between r = 40 m and 80 m. On the other hand,
in the high energy regime (104.5 GeV to 106.5 GeV), there is no agreement between the experimental
PINCness distribution and the MC predictions, but in a very limited radial range.

90



6.5.5 Test of the predictions of the QGSJET-II-03 hadronic inter-
action model using the Qeff(r) data

To test the interaction models the measured mean lateral distributions of EAS were compared
with MC predictions for protons and iron nuclei at six different energy intervals from E = 103.5

GeV to 106.5 GeV (see figs. 6.9). In the energy intervals from E = 103.5 GeV to 105.5 GeV, the
measured mean lateral distribution of EAS measured with HAWC lies within the MC predictions.
At energies E > 105.5 GeV, the experimental mean lateral distributions are not in agreement with
the predictions of the hadronic interaction model QGSJET-II-03. As we see from the figures, some
of the values of the mean lateral distributions of the data are above the expectations.

6.5.6 Dependence of the anomaly in the shower age on the Qeff

data close to the EAS core region and with large values
From fig. 6.9 (bottom), it was found that the measured data for the mean lateral distribution of
EAS deviate from MC predictions near the shower core region at E > 105 GeV. This deviation
suggests an effect of the shower core region in the deviation of the lateral shower age observed in
the same energy regime. In section 6.4, the lateral age shower was estimated again, but leaving out
the values of the Qeff (r) near the shower core in the fits of the lateral distributions with eq. (5.15).
The results were presented in fig. 6.11. In this figure it is noticed that there is a better agreement
between the expectations and the data for the lateral shower age at high energies which means that
in fact the behavior of the lateral distribution near the shower core is contributing to the observed
anomaly.

6.10
On the other hand, from figs. 6.9 at high energies, for a given energy interval, it is observed that
the experimental data points do not follow the same composition tendency close to the core than
outside the core region. One should expect the same tendency regardless of the lateral distance to
the shower core. The composition must be unique inside the same energy bin but it is observed
that close to the shower core, it is changing because the experimental primaries tend to move from
one MC composition curve to another. It was pointed out in section 6.4 that for points near to
Qeff (r) = 3 there seems to be some kind of saturation that contributes to the above behaviour of
the measured composition near the core. For this purpose to study the influence of this potential
effect of saturation the fits were repeated again but applying a cut log10(Qeff ) > 3 PE as explained
in section 6.4 and the results are shown in fig. 6.12.
It can be seen that after applying the above cut there is a better agreement between the measured
lateral age parameter and the MC predictions up to energies of E ∼ 105.8 GeV, which indicates that
the deviation of the age parameter observed in fig. 5.1 may be due to differences in the effective
charge for log10(Qeff ) > 3 PE.
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Chapter 7

Conclusions

From this analysis, it has been found that none of the selected LDFs describes satisfactorily the
measured data for all radial ranges and energies. However, it was found that HAWC’s LDF gives
a good description of the data in the energy range between E = 103.5 - 106.2 GeV in comparison
with the other LDFs. The deviation on the behaviour of the distribution of the age parameter is
still present at least at energies E > 105.8 GeV for the fits with different LDFs of the Q̄eff (r) data,
which shows that this feature at higher energies is independent from the parameterization chosen
for the description of the lateral distribution of air shower data measured with HAWC.
The sensitivity of the lateral age parameter to the mass composition of cosmic rays in the energy
interval from 103.5 GeV to 106.2 GeV was also studied in this work. From the results of the FOM
it can be ensured that it is possible to perform mass composition studies with HAWC’s data in an
energy interval between E = 103.8 - 105.5 GeV using the lateral age parameter. The experimental
lateral shower age distribution is in the light mass component region, which indicates that the light
mass component is more abundant in the cosmic ray flux at energies E < 105.5 GeV.
It is of great importance to reduce the systematical errors in the reconstruction of the lateral age
parameter to apply it in the study of the all particle and light (H + He) energy spectra of cosmic
rays with the highest possible precision.
In an attempt to use the PINCness parameter in the study of the mass composition it was found that
this observable is not useful for this purpose due to the deviations in PINCness observed between
data and simulations.
It was also found that the average Qeff (r) of an EAS is within the predictions of the hadronic
interaction model QGSJET-II-03 in the energy range between 103.5 GeV to 105.5 GeV. In particular,
in the energy intervals log10(E/GeV ) = [5.5, 6.0] and log10(E/GeV ) = [6.0, 6.5] the average Q̄eff (r)
of an EAS seems to be above the predictions of the hadronic interaction model QGSJET-II-03 in r
= [20,110] m . In addition to these observations, from the above comparisons between the Q̄eff (r)
for measured and MC data, it can also be seen a deviation in the behaviour of the experimental
curves from the MC predictions near the shower core, which increases radially with the energy. The
previous analysis over the high energy events helped to suggest a deviation in the Qeff data from
the expectations in the shower core regions and also for data Qeff > 103. The last observations
may suggest three hypotheses about the origin of the deviation of the lateral age parameter at
high energies: The corresponding deviation may be a consequence of 1) the systematical errors of
the measurements in the PMTs near the shower core of high energy events, 2) a problem in the
calibration of data or 3) deviations between predictions of the model and the data.
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