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Cosmic ray Spectrum, Composition, and Anisotropy MeasunéuiceCube

A. Tamburré'y, for the IceCube Collaboratidn

aBartol Research Institute and Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Delaware, Newark, DE 19716, USA

Abstract

Analysis of cosmic ray surface data collected with the Igediray of Cherenkov detectors at the South Pole providesarrate
measurement of the cosmic ray spectrum and its featuresirktitee” region up to energies of about 1 EeV. IceTop is part of
the IceCube Observatory that includes a deep-ice cubiaeter detector that registers signals of penetrating maadsother
particles. Surface and in-ice signals detected in coimzidgorovide clear insights into the nuclear compositionasfnaic rays.
IceCube already measured an increase of the average pminaas/as a function of energy. We present preliminary resaltsoth
IceTop-only and coincident event analyses. Furthermoegeraview the recent measurement of the cosmic ray anisotsithy
IceCube.
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1. IceCube and Cosmic Rays \alups Lah

lceTop
/81 Stations, each with
2 IceTop Cherenkov detector tanks
2 optical sensors per tank
324 opfical sensors

50m

Acceleration of galactic cosmic particles in the shock vgave
of nearby supernova remnants is believed to produce the fei
tures observed in the energy spectrum of primary partiokes d
tected at Earth. The gradual steepening of the cosmic ray flu
at a few 18° eV, called theknee, and other structures at higher
energies are interpreted as the signatures of these sdilyégs
The transition from galactic to extragalactic componehtos-

IceCube Amay

86 strings including 8 DespCore strings
60 optical sensors on each string

5160 optical sensors

December, 2010: Project completed, 86 strings

1450m___

1 mic particles is predicted|[3] at a few ¥0eV or 108 eV de-

pending on whether the extragalactic component is purely pr
N tonic or a mixture of diferent nuclei. At energies between
@) '

- 'ergy dependent change of cosmic ray composition.
10'7 eV and up to 1& eV, measurements of composition in-
dicate a decrease of the average mass [4].

10'% eV to 10 eV, all air shower experiments observe an in-
crease in the measured average mass, compatible with an e
Abovi

DeepCore
8 strings-spacing optimized for lower energiss
480 optlcal sensors

Eiffel Tower
324 m

2450 m

IceCube (Fig[l) is a multi-purpose astrophysical observa-

. . tory installed at the South Pole in operation since 2005 If5].

Figure 1: Sketch of the IceCube Observatory. IceCube ind86207 config-
uration is shown in red and referred to as IT222 (26 IceTop statiorig2 in-

— consists of a surface array of Cherenkov tanks, called l@eTo ice cables). Other configurations are ITKIBIO (2007-08) in green, ITFAC59
and a large array of optical modules in the deep ice betwee{2008-09) in purple, IT78C79 (2009-10) in blue, and ITSC86 (2010-11 and

“_ 1.45 and 2.45 km below the ice sheet. Data of the surface array/Pseduent seasons) in yeliow.

allow reconstructing direction and energy of down-going pr

mary cosmic rays in the energy range from about 100 TeV to
1 EeV. The main purpose of the deep detector array is to de- Near the top of each string at an altitude of 2835 m a.s.l.

tect neutrinos, but it also permits the reconstruction ofgbeat-

(atmospheric depth of about 68¢cg®), 81 pairs (“stations”)

ing cosmic ray muons [6]. Since May 2011, lceCube is takingyt cyjindrical Cherenkov tanks form IceTop, covering anaare
data in its full configuration. The deep detector is an arfay 04t ghout 1 ki [8]. Each tank contains two standard IceCube

86 cables (“strings”), each instrumented with 60 digitaticgd
modules|[7] (DOMs). A DOM contains photomultipliers and
readout electronics.

le-mail: atamburro@icecube.wisc.edu (Alessio Tamburro)
2please refer to httflicecube.wisc.eduollaboratioriauthorg201303 for a
complete list of authors.
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DOMs and samples secondary particles (low-energy photons,
electrons, and muons) from air showers. At the time of deploy
ment, the top of each tank was at the same level as the sur-
rounding snow. However, snow drifting causes the overburde
to increase with time. The snow depth over each tank is physi-
cally measured every year and can be indirectly estimated fr
the muorielectron ratio in calibration curves (Figl 2). IceTop
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Figure 2: Accumulation of snow over time, for the two tanksook IceTop
station [9]. Direct measurements of snow depth are showmsuilid symbols.
Indirect measurements using calibration curves (VEMCHtd)dare shown with
lines.

Figure 3: Cosmic ray coincident event recorded by IceCul2®i0. Triggered
DOM charges are calibrated using signals from single muond$OMs are indicated with colored spheres whose volume is@timal to the

: . “ - . registered signal. Signal times are indicated with colosefred to green, red
expressed as an mdependent unit called “Vertical Equmrale being the earliest. This event is reconstructed with anggnefr310'7 eV and a

Muon” (VEM) [8]. zenith angle of 115 Additional information on surface and in-ice reconstruc-
At the altitude of IceTop, secondary particles are sampledion is given in Figs. # and 8, Sdd. 2 dnd 3.

near the shower maximum. This allows precisely measuriag th

energy spectrum of primary cosmic rays with an energy reso- . .
: _Is presented. In Sef] 3 the measurement of composition with

lution of about 10% above 1BeV (10 PeV). Events seen in b Cl P

coincidence by both IceTop and the deep detector (seéFig. pincident even:ts ofIC7ar73is d_lscussed. In Seid 4 a recent
) o X " : udy of the anisotropy comparing IceTop and deep detector
give clear insights into the nuclear composition of cosraigsr

. measurements is reviewed. An outlook on the status of the ex-
for energies that span from PeV to EeV ti@V). The deep tension of the current analysis to include more inclinechéve

detector measures the signal of penetrating muons (mone th:'fls given in Sed5
about 500 GeV at production) from the early stage of shower '
development. The in-ice DOMs detect the light emitted due to
energy loss of high energy muons inside the detector volume2. Cosmic ray Primary Spectrum with IceTop
The amount of Cherenkov light generated is proportionai¢o t
deposited energy, which is in good approximation a funatbn ~ Using data taken between June 1, 2010 and May 13, 2011
the muon multiplicity alone. At a fixed time, the light colted  (effective livetime of 327 days), about 37 million events of cos-
from these muons has traveled a certain distance and the cauic rays were reconstructed. These events are a selection of
herent wave front of photons emitted at a given time is used téceTop events with cas > 0.8 (¢ < 37°) and triggering 5 or
reconstruct track direction and energy loss profile. Patiay ~ more stations. For the analysis, only “contained” eventswe
muons are more abundant in iron showers than in proton shovgonsidered. These events had reconstructed cores within an
ers since shower development starts higher in the atmosphe@rea delimited by the outermost stations.
The in-ice signal of iron showers is therefore larger fonaegi The surface shower particle density decreases rapidly with
energy and zenith angle. the distance from the shower axis. This lateral distributioc-
During the construction phase, IceTop measured the cosmHon (LDF) carries information about the energy of the priyna
ray energy spectrum at energies between 1 PeV and 100 Pd@rticle. The charge expectation valien an IceTop tank at
when only 26 stations were operatioriall[10]. Using coinatde distancer from the shower axis is described by a “double loga-
events, the cosmic ray spectrum and average nuclear compo&fhmic parabola”/[8]
tion were measured between 1 PeV and 30 ReV [11]. Further- [ \-B-xl0g;q(r/125)
more, the large statistics and good angular resolutionvalio S(r) = Si25- (—) , (1)
detection of cosmic ray anisotropies in the Southern skiet t 125
per-millelevel on angular scales down to a few degrees [12, 13}whereS;,s is the charge in VEM at 125 m (Fifl 4). This de-
This paper emphasizes and highlights the latest results fro scription is empirical and derived from simulation. In |togy
analyses of cosmic ray events collected with 73 stationsef | format,s represents the slope of Igg5(r) at 125 m and rep-
Top (IT73) and 79 cables of IceCube (IC79). The latest mearesents its curvature. Assuming a fixed valuexof 0.303
surements of energy spectrum and composition cover the emvas verified not to impair reconstruction quality of simelt
ergy range from about 1 PeV to 1 EeV and include zenith anglesvents. Signals measured between about 30 m and 300 m from
up to about 40. Only events with reconstructed shower coresthe shower axis are well described by El. 1 for primary zenith
contained within the IceTop array were considered. In Bec. 2ngles in the range°840°. For larger angles, the LDF needs
the primary energy spectrum obtained with events of IT78-on to include a description of the muon component as a function
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Figure 5: logq S125Vs10g;q Etrue for simulated events of proton primaries with
cosd >0.95 and triggering 5 or more stations. The histogram is kateid with
E-27. For a measured lgg S125, the dashed line can be used to identify the
most likely true primary energy (see text for details).

Figure 4: Lateral distribution of tank signals in VEM for tiegent in Fig[B
fitted to the function in Ed.J1. Below 100 m, saturation stéesoming evi-
dent with signals around 1500 VEM, but it does not impactificantly S12s.

DOMs are completely saturated at about 3000 VEM.

of the distance from the shower core (see Skc. 5) The referen@N€ expects that the energy spectrum is invariant with pspe
distance of 125 m makeS;2s approximately independent of to the zgmth angle. Energy recqnstructlon blases_QO depend
the primary type and minimizes the correlation betw&ess the zenith angle_, th_erefore an incorrect composition apsum
andg. Events with logo(S25) < 0 are currently not used in any 10N leads to a misalignment between measurementsfatett
analysis since they ardfacted by fluctuations introduced when angles. In this paper and in Ref. [14] the final result is given

correcting the signals to account for the snow coveragereCor USiNg the composition assumption corresponding toHHa
treatment of events below this threshold is under invesitiga model described in Rel. [15]. The choice of this specific mhode

Snow coveragefects the measurement 8f,s. Expected is justified by a reasonable agreement of the measured angula

tank signals are therefore corrected by using the followingPectra in dierent energy bands (Fig. 6).
equation|[9]

Seore(1) = S(1) - €XP(-X/ 25, @ T e e
i 1Y

whereX = dgow/ COSH is the slant depth that particles must tra- & r %
verse to the tank at a depdlg,ow, andAs is an attenuation length < = W* 7
fixed to 2.1 m. A maximum likelihood method is used to derive & #@;ftﬂh ;
Si2sand zenith angle from integrated charges and leading edg  [S 10 +1
times of waveforms [8]. This likelihood includes an additad %E F e c0s620.95
term describing signal saturation (see Eig. 4). S —— 0.95>c0s620.90 T

The energy of the primary cosmic ray is estimated from x~ | — 0.80>c0s620.85 |
the relationship betweeBi,s and the true primary energy, ;‘f}o-f‘sfffsef‘f'glol R

Etrue, derived from simulations. The 2-dimensional histogram
of 109, S125 VS 100, Erye for simulated proton showers with
cos? > 0.95 is shown in Fig[]5. The relationship between
l0g;oS125 and log Eqrue depends on the mass of the primary Figure 6: 1T73 cosmic ray spectrum in foufiirent zenith angle bins assuming
particle and the zenith angle of its arrival direction. Faya @& Primary composition based on the H4a (see text for detail).
measured log S125 within a bin of sizeAlog;;S125 = 0.05,
the reconstructed energy (Igde) is the mean of the fitted To unfold the final spectrum and determine its shape, arritera
distribution of the corresponding IggE« e values. The im- tive procedure was used. At each step the spectrum is egdluat
pact of a change of about 1 unit in the spectral index (fronbased on theftective area and the relationship {g&125 vs
-2.6 to -3.5) used to weight the 2-dimensional histogram of0g;, Exrue from the previous step. The fractional contributions
l0g,o S125 VS 109, Etrue is Negligible and corresponds to a shift of the elemental groups of the H4a model was kept throughout
of the mean of log, Eqe distributions which is smaller than the procedure. Starting with a featureless power law spegtr
Alog,Ere = 0.05. Consequently, the relationship betweenthe final spectrum was obtained after two iterations.
primary and reconstructed energy is not spectrum-depénden  In Fig.[d the measured all-particle energy spectrum is shown
Because of mass-dependent energy reconstruction biases wtith its systematic and statistical uncertainties. Thepaliticle
derive the all-particle energy spectrum, a specific assioampt energy spectrum does not follow a single power law above the
for the primary composition of the detected cosmic ray eventknee measured at about 4.4 PeV. The spectrum was fitted by a
has to be made. Assuming an isotropic flux of cosmic rayspower law function proportional t&=** in four different en-
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Figure 7: Cosmic ray energy spectrum assuming a compositmesponding
to the H4a model. Systematic and statistical uncertaiatieshown along with

spectral fits in four dferent energy ranges (see TdHgs] 1,2 ).

The total uncertainty on the primary flux is about 10% in all
energy ranges.

3. Nuclear Composition of Cosmic Rays with IceCube

Cosmic rays interacting in the atmosphere produce muons.
If these muons have enough energy to reach the array of in-ice
DOMs of IceCube, they can be used to probe earlier stages of
the shower development. For example, depending on the type
of the primary particle, proton or iron, an event o8 eV
is expected to produce 30 to 80 muons witlffisient energy
to reach a depth of 1500 m. The energy deposited in the deep
detector consequently varies froni6'2 eV to 1510*? eV. The
composition-dependence of the muon multiplicity is the rmmai
detection principle used for coincident event analyses.TEY
muons, IceCube mostly detects the Cherenkov light emityed b
secondary particles produced in radiative loss proceskes.

ergy ranges. The selected ranges did not include data poinfdvidual catastrophic energy losses can be identified aspabr
where the transition between two power laws was observed. increases in the collected light.

The spectral index for the four energy ranges is listed

Nearly vertical ¢ < 37° or cos9 > 0.8) contained air shower

in Tab.[1. Above about 18 PeV the spectrum hardens. AVents of IC7AT73 were analyzed to study the mass compo-

Table 1: Spectral indices with statistical and systematieutainties in the four

energy ranges of lag (E/GeV) shown in Fig[Y.

Energy range yxstatxsys. ¥?/ndf

6.20-6.55 2.6480.002:0.06 2062
6.80-7.20 3.1380.006£0.03 146
7.30-8.00 2.9080.01G:0.03 1912
8.15-8.90 3.3740.069:0.08 g6

sharp drop is observed beyond 130 PeV. The four major sys-  10°
tematic uncertainties at two measured energies are sugedari
in Tab.[2, with the composition assumption being the largest
Two hadronic interaction models were used in simulations:
SYBILL2.1 [16] and QGSJETII[17]. For the same primary

Table 2: Systematic uncertainties of the measured flux atemergies. The
flux assumes a composition corresponding to the H4a moded. systematic
uncertainties include VEM calibration, snow correctiarteraction model, and

composition assumption.

Energy Flux Sys.

VEM Snow Inter. Comp.

3PeV  +4.0%-4.2% +4.6%-3.6% -4.4% +7.0%
30PeV +5.3%-53% +6.3%-4.9% -2.0% =+7.0%

energy QGSJETII produced larg&os5 signals compared to

sition of cosmic rayd [18]. The subsample (30%) of the events
described in Se€l] 2 and contained in both surface and deep de-
tector were reconstructed with their axis crossing botayarof
IceCube. The energy loss profile of a muon bundle as a function
of in-ice depth(dE,/dX),  (X) is derived from amplitude

and timing of the signals in the deep optical sensors. The re-
construction takes into account absorption and scatt@riog-
erties of the surrounding ice. An example is shown in Eig. 8.
The energy loss at a fixed depth depends mainly on the muon
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Figure 8: Reconstructed muon bundle energy (0&5dX)y,ngie @S @ function
of the in-ice depth for the event in Figl 3. The solid blacleliis the fitted
average energy loss. The dashed line is the average enegygfter removal
of stochastic peaks (see text for detail). The highest peakted at a depth
with exceptionally strong dust concentration, and bindwziero energy loss
are artifacts of the reconstruction algorithm.

multiplicity, thus being a composition sensitive obseteab

SYBILL 2.1. To estimate the systematics due to composition, Charged mesons, mainly kaons and pions, either decay into
the diferences between the final and most vertical spectra antigh-energy muons or re-interact, depending on the logal ai
the final and most inclined spectra in the primary energy@angdensity. A correction procedure is therefore applied to ac-

between log,(E/GeV) = 6.2 and logy(E/GeV) = 7.5 were
used. This energy range has negligible statistical fluiinat

count for the strong seasonal variations of the Antarctitoat
spherel[19].



The energy loss of a single muon is given by

w T T T | I
£ 800 Proton
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wherea = 0.260 GeYm is the continuous energy loss constant 25 500
andb = 3.5710% m™! the proportional energy loss constant.

b b b b b By L s

The profile of a bundle produced by a shower of a primary par- e
ticle is described with the following equatian [20] 300
200
dE,,) fEu-max dN, dE,
— X) = — —dE, st 4
(dX bundle( ) E,min dEll dXx ot ( ) i g |
% 1 3 3 .

wheredN,/dE is the energy distribution of the muons in the log(NN mass output)

bundle E, min = %‘ e’ — 1) the minimum energy a muon needs
at the surface to reach the depthandE,, max o« E/Athe maxi-  Figure 9: Template histograms for four mass groups in thensteucted energy
mum energy a muon can obtain from this shower at the surfac®in log,o E = [7.6,7.7] for a surrogate dataset created from simulations.
Here, E represents the primary energy afdts atomic mass.
The muon multiplicity is given by the formula [21]

_ T
& VY T, N IceTop 73/IceCube 79
dN E 7;1_1 -1 ‘“.B . 'l. v IceTop 73, H4a composition assumplioni
aE = ®(z) B 6 E
> '“"l!ni .
wherey, = 1.757 is the muon integral spectral index and 9% b ';” ;
a normalization factor that depends on the shower propertie g
By mtegratmg Eq[4, an average muon bundle energy loss |vg1047
obtained R
—1 pt L
d& X) = - A e XL, . Ey . L IceCube Preliminary
X) =« € Yu
dX Joundie cosd A
C . IR A | ' Lol
_ 107 108
.[_ (E) " (i b B\ gw (2B Primary Energy [GeV]
A Yo l-v A Ay 1-v '

) Figure 10: Diferential energy spectrum of ICT973 events multiplied byg2”
The reconstructed profile is fitted to this integrated enémgy  compared with the IT73-only measurement shown in[Hig. 7. fiesypatic error
profile. band of+7% due to the composition uncertainty is added to the IT78tsp@.

A multilayer perceptron neural network (NN) was trained

with Monte Carlo simulations of 4 primaries (proton, helium spectrum obtained in Sdd. 2 demonstrates that selectirithe
oxygen, and iron) to solve the non-linear mapping of primary,o4el was a reasonable choice.

energy, primary mass, and reconstructed variables. Thee®as  gqr g given reconstructed energy bin, the fractions of each
were chosen due to their equal distance on a logarithmie scal;, qividual mass group (B Pre Po, Pre) and their uncertain-
The previous analysis of coincident events showed that &i anjag are known from the template histogram for that bin. The

Fe yield similar outputs [11]. Measurements of the elecagm  5,6rage mass in the given energy bin is calculated as fallows
netic component of the air showers at the surf&;edj and the

muon component in the ice (IgdE/dX)punge) are the main < logA >= pylogAu + Prel 00AHe+ PologAs+ Prel 0gARe. (7)
ingredients used to train the network how to find the best fit to

the primary energy and mass. More detail on the analysis cahhe result is shown in Fid._11. Above about 300 PeV not
be found in Ref.[18]. Intrinsic shower fluctuations and thkar ~ €nough reconstructed events are available from 1 year af dat
tively large overlap betweenfiiérent primary types in the input  This results in a larger uncertainty on the solution of teatepl
variables cause a considerable spread of the NN mass oatput fhistograms at these energies.

a given reconstructed energy bin. An un-binned likelihotd fi

is used to create template histograms for each simulated mag  sidies of Anisotropy with IceCube

group and reconstructed energy (. 9).

Data were passed through the trained NN to obtain a The anisotropy of cosmic ray arrival directions can be mea-
composition-independent energy estimate. The resulpipg-s sured in two diferent ways in IceCube [22]: using TeV muon
trum can be compared to that derived from IceTop-only dataevents collected with the deep detector [12, 13] and using ai
(Fig.[T0). The coincident event analysis is independenbofc  showers triggering the surface array. The in-ice detecsrén
position assumptions and the good agreement with the enerdgwer primary energy threshold than IceTop (20 TeV) and can
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Figure 11: The< logA > composition spectrum as a function of the primary
energy obtained with IC7BI'73 data. Systematics are included, dashed line

represents the prediction based on the H4a model. This figagapted from ) o ) ) ]
Ref. [18]. Figure 13: Relative intensity sky maps obtained with IT78darhe lceTop

datasets have a median primary energy of 400 TeV (upper) &&l/Xlower).
The angular binning or smoothing angle is°2For the low energy sky map,

. . . 2.910° events and for the high energy sky map,- D07 events were used. The
use events at Iarger zenith angles (Up tb).?ll]hls makes it pos- “deepest” deficits in both maps are measured with a signiearf 7. 1.

sible for the deep detector to reach a higher sensitivitpiiab

6.310'° eventgyr, anisotropy leveb > 10°) and scan small

scale structures. In Fif_ 112 the sky maps in two energy range®t change at higher energies. The measurement is inoemisist
obtained with data collected from IceCube between May 2008 both amplitude and phase with the Compton-Getting predic
and May 2010 are shown. tion of an apparent anisotropy caused by the relative motion
between the Earth and sources of cosmic r@s [24]. A detailed
review of possible explanations of the observed topology ca
be found in Ref.[[22].

5. Outlook

S In Sec[2 and3 results of analysis of nearly vertical events
15 Rel‘{ﬁ-iie Inte(;sity [‘i-l%,j;] . 1.5 have been presented. In particular, IceTop-only eventoup t
about 40 and coincident IceCube events up to about 38ve
been used to scan primary energies above about 1 PeV. Analy-
sis of data collected with a denser sub-array at the centeeof
Top will decrease the energy threshold of the detector taabo
100 TeV [25].
Another ongoing analysis is trying to identify and recouastr
inclined events up to a zenith angle of"q@]. Depending on
the primary energy, inclined events abové 30d with their re-
Relative Intensity [ x10°°] constructed shower axis traversing only the in-ice deteab
_ o _ _ _ ume can leave signals in IceTop tanks. These signals have a
Figure 12: Relative intensity sky maps obtained with IC7Be Tata sets have

median primary energies of 20 TeV (upper) and 400 TeV (lowEhe angular Iarger' COI"ItHbUtIOﬂ from the mgon ComPO”e”t of air Shc_’wers'
binning or smoothing angle is 20 The “deepest” deficits in the lower map is AlS0, inclined events with axis intersecting IceTop butsiig

measured with a significance of 6:3 the in-ice volume are expected to have fiadient LDF than the
one described here. In fact, the larger amount of mattenenco

The main advantage of IceTop is a better energy resolutiotered by secondaries causes their rapid absorption. Thefuse
(20% at>300 TeV). Fig[IB shows the sky maps in two en-events contained in only one of the detector componentwfor ¢
ergy ranges obtained with IceTop data collected between Maincident analyses (Fig._14) will more than double the curren
2009 and May 201]@3] Only events with zenith angles lessaperture. For inclined showers, the larger muon contidiouti
than 60 are selected (1:40° eventgyr above 100 TeV, sensi- (see Fig[[Ib) needs a modification of the current IceTop LDF,
tivity to anisotropies > 10~4). IceTop confirms the large scale which is optimized for nearly vertical showers whose siefac
anisotropy measured with deep-ice events of IceCube. The reomponent is mainly dominated by electromagnetic pagicle
sult also shows that the global topology of this anisotropgsd  The number of muons collected is described by:

6




Vertical /
Field \\ ,:/
of View ) /

IceCube

goal is to provide a bridge between experiments operating at
lower energies around the knee and ultra-high energy aetect
at EeV energies. At the moment, the iffsztient knowledge of

the ice’s optical properties does not allow a better estnadt

the absolute average composition.
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m and above) the contribution from single muons becomesrappas charge

clustering around 1 VEM. [22]
(23]
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whereg andy are parameters that depend on energy and dired?®!
tion of the shower. Knowing the expected number of muons for
tanks at large distances from the shower core is the first step
towards an energy estimate for inclined showers.

6. Conclusions

Results from analyses performed with data of IT73 and
IC79I1T73 have been presented. They can be considered the
first comprehensive set of cosmic ray analyses that incatpor
detailed studies of the detector performance and systesnati
conducted during the construction years of IceCube. Ice@ub
currently taking data in the third year after its completibip-
coming analyses will yield refined results with smaller syst
atics and larger statistics, and lead to new understandiogta
cosmic ray composition and sources. Analysis of coincident
events allows the use of the electromagnetic to TeV muon com-
ponent ratio whose outcome has not been explored before. The
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