arXiv:1207.4571v2 [astro-ph.HE] 3 Feb 2013

IceCube PeV Cascade Events Initiated by Electron-Antineutrinos at Glashow Resonance

Vernon Barger^∗

Department of Physics, University of Wisconsin, Madison, WI 53706, USA

John Learned^† and Sandip Pakvasa^‡

Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Hawaii, Honolulu, HI 96822 (Dated: February 5, 2013)

We propose an interpretation of the two neutrino initiated cascade events with PeV energies observed by IceCube: Ultra-high energy cosmic ray protons (or Fe nuclei) scatter on CMB photons through the Delta-resonance (the Berezinsky-Zatsepin process) yielding charged pions and neutrons. The neutron decays give electron-antineutrinos which undergo neutrino oscillations to populate all antineutrino flavors, but the electron-antineutrino flux remains dominant. At 6.3 PeV electronantineutrino energy their annihilation on electrons in the IceCube detector is enhanced by the Glashow resonance (the W-boson) whose decays can give the PeV showers observed in the IceCube detector. The two observed showers with ∼ 1 PeV energies would need to be from W leptonic decays to electrons and taus. An order of magnitude higher event rate of showers at 6.3 PeV is predicted from W to hadron decays. This interpretation can be tested in the near term. It has significant physics implications on the origin of the highest energy cosmic rays, since neutrino events and cosmic ray events likely share a common origin.

PACS numbers: 14.80.Ly 12.60.Jv

High energy neutrinos from the cosmos are of great interest as they should be closely related to the highest energy cosmic rays, whose origin is still an unsolved mystery. Experiments designed to detect these cosmogenic neutrinos [1] have placed increasingly tighter upper limits on their flux[2]. However, very recently, the IceCube (IC) Collaboration has reported two neutrinoinduced cascade events with energies of order 1 PeV[3], which are likely cosmogenic. These cascade events could be i) showers from a electron, ii) showers from a tau that decays to hadrons or electrons, or iii) showers from the primary production of hadrons. It has not been reported whether PeV muon-neutrino charged-current events have been detected as well. The IC observations place a stringent upper bound on the overall neutrino flux. [2].

Studies of cosmogenic neutrinos have mostly focused on muon-neutrinos from pion, kaon, and charm decays[4],[5],[6],[7],[8], without any particular emphasis on the electron-antineutrino flux from neutron decays (except for a possible galactic electron-antineutrino source, Centaurus A)[9]. However, electron-antineutrinos have a unique advantage because of the Glashow resonance [10] (the W-boson) at antineutrino energy of E= M^2_W /(2m_e) = 6.3 PeV. This resonance gives an enhancement of electron-antineutrino annihilation on electrons of a factor 300 [11],[12],[15], thus giving electron-

∗Electronic address: barger@pheno.wisc.edu †Electronic address: jgl@phys.hawaii.edu ‡Electronic address: pakvasa@phys.hawaii.edu

antineutrinos a huge advantage over muon-neutrinos and tau-neutrinos, which can compensate for a comparatively smaller continuum flux. [13],[14]. The W-boson decays to hadrons (68%), to electrons (11%), and to tau-leptons (11%) will be manifest as showers in IC, on which we elaborate further below. Our conjecture is that source of the IC PeV shower events is this resonant process. At the Glashow resonance the earth is virtually opaque to electron antineutrinos, so the directions of such resonance associated events should be downward to horizontal.

The primary source of cosmogenic neutrinos is cosmic ray protons (or Fe nuclei) scattering on the cosmic microwave background (CMB) via the Berezinsky-Zatsepin (BZ) process[1]. proton + γ(CMB) → Δ^+ → π^+ + neutron where Δ^+ is the pion-nucleon resonance at 1236 MeV . The three-body decay of the neutrons give electronantineutrinos and the two-body decay of the charged pions give muon-neutrinos. We make the assumption that the two highest energy shower events observed in the Ice- Cube detector are W resonance events, and we discuss the implications of such a grand initiation of high energy neutrino astronomy.

Including the energy losses of ultra-high energy protons (with typical inverse power law energy spectra) in their propagation through the CMB, it is found that the generic non-resonance flux of electron-type antineutrinos has a broad maximum near 10 PeV while the flux of muon-type neutrinos has a broad maximum near 1 EeV [5]. Thus, muon-neutrino events associated with the BZ process are not expected in the 1 to 10 P eV range

Typeset by REVTEX now being probed by IC.

At proton energies near 10^{19} eV, the cosmic ray spectrum cuts off sharply due to absorption over extra-galactic distances from the scattering on the CMB. A GZK[16]-like cut-off is seen in the Auger[17] and HiRes[18] cosmic ray data, if one assumes that protons are the primary component of the highest energy cosmic rays. However, the Auger data favor a largely Fe composition. Corresponding to the GZK cut-off for protons, the neutrino energy spectrum should also cut-off sharply above 10^{19} eV. It has been argued that a large detector array, of order 1000 km^3, or an experiment, such as ANITA[20], with a huge target but higher energy threshold, would be needed to detect the BZ neutrino flux.[21]

Returning to our consideration of the electronantineutrinos from the neutron decays, neutrino oscillations will modify the neutrino-flavor composition ratios from an initial (1:0:0) to (2.5:1:1) [22] in the tribi-maximal neutrino mixing approximation [23], which becomes (2-3:1:1) when recent global fits to the MNSP neutrino mixing matrix elements [24] are used. Thus, a predominance of electron-antineutrinos from the neutron source exists even before the W-resonance cross section enhancement is included. At higher neutrino energies the flavor mix is expected to be essentially 1:1:1 from the 1:2:0 of the pion-muon decay chain[25]. Once the neutrino and antineutrino fluxes are inferred from IC observations, the corresponding diffuse photon flux can be predicted and compared with Fermi-LAT[26] data.

The resonance events for which the W decays into hadrons will have shower energies very close to the resonance energy 6.3 PeV. When the W decays into e, which has a branching fraction of about 11 percent, the shower energy has a spectrum from 0 to 6.3 PeV, where y = E(e)/(6.3 PeV), with a distribution (1−y)^2. The average shower energy is 6.3P eV < y >= 1.57P eV . When the W decays into tau, the showering events have a branching fraction of 11 percent times the combined branching fraction of tau to hadrons and tau to electrons, which is about 90 percent, so the net branching fraction is about 10 percent. The corresponding shower energies are roughly 1/2 those of the two-body W to electron mode. The Glashow resonance origin of shower events predicts the relative event rates of the various final states. The two showers reported by IC with energies close to 1 PeV would need to be of electron or tau origin. The muons from the muonic decay of the W lose energy rapidly and will produce tracks with many mini-showers along the track and they can be easily distinguished from electron and hadron showers.

In hadronic showers of W resonance origin, the visible event energies must be less than 6.3 PeV. These events should be dominantly W decays to two jets, leading to many pions and kaons. A small fraction of the energy is lost in secondary neutrinos and the energy used in breakup of the nuclei. In the IC Cherenkov detector, the energy of showering events winds down quickly to low energy particles, some of which may be below Cherenkov threshold. This is in contrast to muon-neutrino initiated events, where more of the energy goes to modes whose Cherenkov radiation is detected but is spread over a larger distance..

In passing we note that the IC observation of cascade events bodes well for the success of the KM3 neutrino telescope in the detection of cosmogenic neutrinos.[27] Conclusions

We have interpreted the observation of PeV shower events in the IceCube detector as the first evidence of cosmogenic neutrinos. This source of the cosmic electron-antineutrinos is the BZ process in which cosmic ray protons and Fe nuclei interact with the CMB background photons giving neutrons that decay to electron-antineutrinos. The cross-section for the electron-antineutrinos interactions on electrons in the detector is enhanced more than two orders of magnitude by the Glashow resonance.

For a shower event originating from W decay to an electron and an electron-antineutrino, the shower energy will be between 0 and 6.26 PeV, with an electron energy distribution given by (1 − y)^2, with y = E(e)/(6.3P eV ). For events from W decay to a tau, the shower energy will be roughly half that of W to e events.

The observation of a larger sample of shower events is needed to test the Glashow resonance hypothesis. It makes an unambiguous prediction of relative event rates from the various decay channels. Hadron shower events with energies at 6.3 PeV will occur at 10 times the rate of the lower energy showers from W to e and W to tau.

The IC observation of shower events has significant implications for the type of cosmic neutrino production. Cascade events can differentiate types of models which produce the UHE cosmic rays[5],[6],[17],[18]. Electronantineutrino initiated showers could point to the dominance of Fe nuclei in the primaries[19], as suggested by the Auger data[17].

If a Glashow resonance interpretation of PeV showers is confirmed by IceCube, then several matters should become the focus of present and future experiments:

First, directionality is paramount, and the extraction of directions from the cascades will be a priority and this can be done quite accurately. The directions need to be from above the local horizon. The source directions should not be galactic since corresponding cosmic ray events are not seen in Extensive Air Showers data[17], and moreover the Galactic Center is not above the horizon at the South Pole. It is not unexpected that they should come from a single or few powerful and cosmologically not distant sources, and the direction would point back to their origin. Gamma Ray Bursts (GRB) are a potential source of the showers. In that case there would be a correlation with the direction of the showers and timing when a GRB is observed. Obscured GRB sources may only be seen as the showers since, unlike gamma rays, neutrinos are relatively unaffected by the obscuration.

Second, the higher statistics IceCube data in the analysis stage should settle whether the origin of the shower events is the Glashow resonance. The already reported two PeV shower events would be associated with W to e or W to tau decays. Moreover, W to hadrons shower events should be observed at an energy of 6.3 PeV at an order of magnitude higher rate.

Third, there must be muon events from the decay of W-bosons into a muon and a muon-antineutrino at a rate comparable to the electron shower rate and muon energy spectra the same as that of electron events. Muons at PeV energies will shower heavily within the array and they should be detected as very different from cosmic ray muons originating in the atmosphere, which essentially never reach the array from the surface with PeV energies.

Fourth, if the IC PeV showers are electron-antineutrino Glashow resonance events, then higher energy muonneutrino events should be detected (the implications are strong in this direction but not vice versa)[5], but the rate is expected to be rather small, and even smaller if the primaries are Fe nuclei.

Fifth, experimental detector design has so far focused mainly on muon-neutrino detection, since in a 1:1:1 threeneutrino environment the detection of the very high energy muons wins out over contained cascades. But with the Glashow resonance bump in the electron-antineutrino event rate, there is an exciting opportunity in neutrino astronomy with cascade detection.

Sixth, the discovery of the PeV shower events by IC presents an opportunity for KM3NeT[29], which has not yet been committed in construction geometry, to focus on cascade detection in their design. Based on the two IC shower events in 1km^3 years, a useful KM3NeT signal should be obtained in 10km^3 years.

Seventh, the dominance of Fe in the UHE cosmic ray composition could boost the neutron flux (and corresponding electron antineutrino flux from neutron decays) and thus enhance the rate of IceCube shower events. Acknowledgements

We thank L. Anchordoqui, F. Halzen, A. Karle, D. Marfatia, and T. Stanev for helpful discussions. This work was supported in part by grants from the U.S. Department of Energy. VB thanks the University of Hawaii high energy physics group for its hospitality. SP thanks the Galileo Galilee Institute for Theoretical Physics for its hospitality and the INFN for partial support during the completion of this work. This work was supported in part by the U.S. Department of Energy under grant Nos. DE-FG02- 04ER41305 and DE-FG02-04ER41291.

[1] V. Berezinsky, G. Zatsepin, Yad.Fiz. 11, 200-205 (1970). [2] R. Abbasi, et al, [Ice Cube Collaboration] Nature 484, 351 (2012); arXiv:1204.4219.

[3] A. Ishihara, ”Ice Cube: Ultra High Energy Neutrinos”, talk at Neutrino 2012, Kyoto Japan, June 2012; slides available at http://neu2012.kek.jp/index.html.

[4] R. Gandhi, C. Quigg, M. Reno, and I. Sarcevic, Phys.

Rev. D58 (1998) 093009, arXiv:9807264 [hep-ph]. [5] R. Engel, D. Seckel and T. Stanev, Phys.Rev. D64 (2001) 093010 arXiv:0101216 [astro-ph] [6] K. Kotera, D. Allard, and A. Olinto, JCAP 1010 (2010) 013, arXiv:1009.1382 [astro-ph] [7] S. Yoshida et al, ApJ 479 547-599 (1997); arXiv:9608186 [astro-ph] [8] F. Halzen, Acta Phys. Polon. B42 (2011) 2525-2546 arXiv:1111.1131 [9] L. Anchordoqi, H. Goldberg, and T. Weiler, Phys.Rev.

D84 (2011) 067301, arXiv:1103.0536 [astro-ph] [10] S. Glashow, Phys. Rev. 118 (1960) 316-317. [11] A. Bhattacharya, R. Gandhi, W. Rodejohann, and A. Watanabe, JCAP 1110 (2011) 017, arXiv:1108.3163 [astro-ph] [12] Z. Xing and S. Zhou, Phys. Rev. D 84, 033006 (2011), arXiv:: 1105.411 [hep-ph].

[13] A. Bhattacharya, R. Gandhi, W. Rodejohann, and A. Watanabe, arXiv: 1209.2422 [hep-ph].

[14] M. Kistler, T. Stanev, and H. Yuksel, arXiv:1301.1703 [astro-ph].

[15] The cross section into showers integrated over the Wresonance at 6.3 PeV is 4.4 × 10^{−31} cm^2. The charged current cross section for muon-neutrinos is about 1.4 ×

10^{−33} cm^2, so the ratio is about 300. See[11].

[16] K. Greisen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 16 748 (1960); G. Zatsepin and V. Kuz’min, JETP Lett. 4: 78 (1966).

[17] Auger Collaboration, K.-H. Kampert, Proc. of 32nd ICRC 2011, arXiv: 1207.4823 [astro-ph].

[18] HiRes Collaboration, P. Sokolsky, Nuclear Physics B (Proc. Suppl.) 196 (2009) 67-73, arXiv 9104184 [astro- ph] [19] D. Hooper, A. Taylor, and S. Sarkar, Astropart. Phys. 34 (2011) 340-343, arXiv:1007.1306 [astro-ph] [20] ANITA Collaboration, P. Gorham, et al , Phys. Rev.

D82 (2010) 022004.

[21] P. Allison, et al, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A604 (2009) S64- S69, arXiv:0904.1039 [astro-ph].

[22] L. Anchordoqui, H. Goldberg, F. Halzen, and T. Weiler, Phys. Lett. B593 (2004) 42.

[23] P. Harrison, D. Perkins and W. Scott, Phys.Lett. B530 (2002) 167, arXiv 0202074 [hep-ph] [24] T. Schwetz, talk at the GGI Invisibles Workshop, Florence, june 2012, G. Fogli, talk at the Neutrino 2012, Kyoto, June 2012.

[25] J. Learned and S. Pakvasa, Astropart. Phys. 3, 267(1995), arXiv: 9408296 [hep-ph].

[26] M. Ahlers, L. Anchordoqui, M. Gonzalez-Garcia, and F. Halzen, Astropart.Phys. 34 (2010) 106-115, arXiv:1005.2620.

[27] P. Coyle , talk at Neutrino 2012.

[28] D. Hooper, A. Taylor and S. Sarkar, Astroparticle. Phys.

23, 11(2004), astro-ph/0409316.

[29] KM3NeT Collaboration, http://www.km3net.org/home.php