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Based on the precision nuclei data released by AMS-02, the spectra hardening of both the primary
(proton, helium, carbon, and oxygen) and the secondary (anti-proton, lithium, beryllium, and boron)
cosmic ray (CR) nuclei have been studied in this work. With the diffusion-reacceleration model, we
use 2 schemes to reproduce the hardening in the spectra: (i) adding a high-rigidity break in primary
source injection; (ii) adding a high-rigidity break in diffusion coefficient. The global fitting results
show that both schemes could reproduce the spectra hardening in current status. More multi-TV
data is needed if one wants to distinguish these two schemes. In our global fitting, each of the nuclei
species is allocated a independent solar modulation potential and a re-scale factor (which accounts
for the isotopic abundance for primary nuclei and production cross section for secondary nuclei).
The fitted values of these two parameter classes show us some hints on some new directions in CR
physics. Particularly, it shows that beryllium has the specificity not only on its propagation in
heliosphere, but also on the production cross section and isotopic abundance. This may be related
to some problems in stellar physics and cosmology on this special element.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the spectral features in cosmic rays
(CRs) is of fundamental importance for studying their
origin and propagation. Great progress in cosmic ray
(CR) spectrum measurement has been made in recent
years with new a generation of space-borne and ground-
based experiments in operation. The fine structure of
spectral hardening for primary nuclei at ∼ 300 GV was
observed by ATIC-2 [1], CREAM [2], PAMELA [3], and
AMS-02 [4, 5].

Recently, AMS-02 has released the energy spectra of
He, C, and O [6], which confirms the spectral hardening
of the CR primary nuclei. Moreover, the subsequently re-
leased energy spectra of Li, Be, and B [7] show that the
secondary nuclei spectra hardens even more than that of
the primary ones at a few hundred GV.Because the sec-
ondary CR particles are produced in collisions of primary
CR particles with interstellar medium (ISM), combining
these data together would provide us a excellent oppor-
tunity to study the hardening of the CR nuclei spectra
quantitatively.

Some previous works has proposed different solutions
to this problem: (i) adding a new break in high-energy
region (∼ 300 GV) to the injection spectra (see, e.g., [8–
12]); (ii) adding a new in high-rigidity break to the dif-
fusion coefficient (see, e.g., [13]); (iii) inhomogeneous dif-
fusion (see, e.g., [14–19]); (iv) the superposition of local
and distant sources (see, e.g., [20–23]).

In this work, we do a global fitting on these pri-
mary and secondary nuclei spectra from AMS-02. Two
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schemes are considered: (i) the hardening of the spec-
tra comes from the source – a new high-rigidity break is
added in the primary source injections (Scheme I); (ii)
the hardening of the spectra comes from the propagation
– a new high-rigidity break is added in the diffusion co-
efficient (Scheme II). We hope that the precise spectra
data from AMS-02 would give us a clear result, at least
a tendency.

The paper is organized as follows. We first list the
setups in Sec. II. The fitting results is give in Sec. III.
Then we present some discussions and conclusions in Sec.
IV.

II. SETUPS

In this section, we list some of the most important
setups in this work, more detailed similar configurations
could be found in Niu and Li [24].

A. Model

As in our previous work [10, 24], we use separate pri-
mary source spectra settings for proton and other nuclei
species because of the significant difference observed in
the slopes of proton and other nuclei species when Z > 1.

1. Propagation Model

The diffusion-reacceleration model is used in the global
fitting, which is widely used and can give a consistent
fitting results to the AMS-02 nuclei data (see, e.g., [24–
26]). vA is used to characterize the reacceleration, and
zh represents the half-height of the propagation region in
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the galaxy for the cylindrical coordinate system. In the
whole propagation region, a uniform diffusion coefficient
is used which depends on CR particles’ rigidity.

In Scheme I, the diffusion coefficient is parametrized
as

Dxx(R) = D0β

(
R

R0

)δ
, (1)

where β is the velocity of the particle in unit of light
speed c, R0 is the reference rigidity, and R ≡ pc/Ze is
the rigidity.

For Scheme II, the diffusion coefficient is parametrized
as

Dxx(R) = D0 ·β
(
Rbr

R0

)
×


(

R

Rbr

)δ1
R ≤ Rbr(

R

Rbr

)δ2
R > Rbr

, (2)

where Rbr is the high-rigidity break; δ1 and δ2 are the
diffusion slopes below and above the break.

2. Primary Sources

The primary source injection spectra of all kinds of
nuclei are assumed to be a broken power law form. In
Scheme I, it is represented as:

qi = Ni×



(
R

RA1

)−νA1

R ≤ RA1(
R

RA1

)−νA2

RA1 < R ≤ RA2(
R

RA2

)−νA3
(
RA2

RA1

)−νA2

R > RA2

,

(3)
where i denotes the species of nuclei, Ni is the normal-
ization constant proportional to the relative abundance
of the corresponding nuclei, and νA = νA1(νA2, νA3)
for the nucleus rigidity R in the region divided by two
reference rigidity RA1 and RA2. In this work, we use
independent proton injection spectrum, and the corre-
sponding parameters are R p1, R p2, ν p1, ν p2, and ν p3.
All the Z > 1 nuclei are assumed to have the same value
of injection parameters.

For Scheme II, we have

qi = Ni ×


(
R

RA

)−νA1

R ≤ RA(
R

RA

)−νA2

R > RA

, (4)

which are described by one break at the rigidity RA (R p)
and two slopes below (νA1 or ν p1) and above (νA2 or ν p2)
it.

3. Solar modulation

We adopt the force-field approximation [27] to de-
scribe the effects of solar modulation in the solar sys-
tem, which contains only one parameter the so-called
solar-modulation φ. Considering the charge-sign and sus-
pected nuclei species dependence of the solar modulation
which is represented in previous fitting [24], we adopt φp,
φHe, φC, φO, φ p̄, φLi, φBe, and φB to modulate the pro-
ton, He, C, O, p̄, Li, Be, and B nuclei data, respectively.
This would give us a limitation of force-field approxima-
tion as a simple and effective theory to describe the solar
modulation on local interstellar spectra (LIS).

4. Numerical tools

The public code galprop v56 1 [28–32] was used
to solve the diffusion equation numerically. In view of
some discrepancies when fitting with the new data which
use the default primary source (injection) isotopic abun-
dances in galprop [33], we use factors cHe, cC, and cO
to re-scale the helium-4, carbon-12, and oxygen-16 abun-
dance. At the same time, cp̄, cLi, cBe, and cB are em-
ployed to re-scale the uncertainties from the p̄, Li, Be,
and B’ production cross sections. Here, we expect that a
constant factor is a simple assumption, which would help
us to get a better fitting result.

B. Data Sets and Parameters

In our work, the proton flux (from AMS-02 and
CREAM [2, 4]), helium flux (from AMS-02 and CREAM
[2, 5]), carbon flux (from AMS-02 [6]), oxygen flux
(from AMS-02 [6]), anti-proton flux (from AMS-02 [34]),
lithium flux (from AMS-02 [7]), beryllium flux (from
AMS-02 [7]), and boron flux (from AMS-02 [7]) are added
in the global fitting data set. The CREAM data is used
as the supplement of the AMS-02 data because it is more
compatible with the AMS-02 data when R >∼ 1 TV. The
errors used in our global fitting are the quadratic sum of
statistical and systematic errors.

Altogether, the data set in our global fitting is

D ={DAMS-02
p , DAMS-02

He , DAMS-02
C , DAMS-02

Ø ,

DAMS-02
p̄ , DAMS-02

Li , DAMS-02
Be , DAMS-02

B ,

DCREAM
p , DCREAM

He } .

1 http://galprop.stanford.edu
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The parameter sets for Scheme I is

θ1 ={D0, δ, zh, vA, |
R p1, R p2, ν p1, ν p2, ν p3,

RHe1, RHe2, νHe1, νHe2, νHe3, |
N p, cHe, cC, cO, cp̄, cLi, cBe, cB, |
φp, φHe, φC, φO, φ p̄, φLi, φBe, φB} ,

for Scheme II is

θ2 ={D0, Rbr, δ1, δ2, zh, vA, |
R p, ν p1, ν p2, RHe, νHe1, νHe2, |
N p, cHe, cC, cO, cp̄, cLi, cBe, cB, |
φp, φHe, φC, φO, φ p̄, φLi, φBe, φB} .

These parameters can be separated into four groups:
the propagation parameters, the source parameters, the
modulation parameters and re-scale parameters. And
their priors are chosen to be uniform distributions with
the prior intervals given in Tables I and II.

III. FITTING RESULTS

When the Markov Chains have reached their equilib-
rium states, we take the samples of the parameters as
their posterior probability distribution function (PDF).
The best-fitting results and the corresponding residuals
of the primary nuclei flux for 2 schemes are showed in
Fig. 1, and the corresponding results of the secondary
nuclei flux are showed in Fig. 2. 2

The best-fit values, statistical mean values, standard
deviations and allowed intervals at 95% CL for param-
eters in set θ1 and θ2 are shown in Table I and Table
II, respectively. For best-fit results of the global fit-
ting, we got χ2/d.o.f = 383.45/521 for Scheme I and
χ2/d.o.f = 395.48/524 for Scheme II.

IV. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we use the newly released data from
AMS-02 [4–7, 34], to study the origin of the spec-
tra hardening in the primary (proton, helium, carbon
and oxygen) and secondary (anti-proton, lithium, beryl-
lium and boron) CR nuclei spectra based on 2 different
schemes. Global fitting results have shown that, both
of the schemes could give an effective fitting on the cur-
rent primary and secondary nuclei spectra from AMS-02,

2 Considering the correlations between different parameters, we
could not get a reasonable reduced χ2 for each part of the data
set independently. As a result, we show the χ2 for each part of
the data set in Figs. 1, 2.

and could reproduce the hardening of the spectra obvi-
ously. More precise secondary nuclei data on high en-
ergy regions (>∼ 1 TV) is needed to distinguish these two
schemes.

In our global fitting, each kind of the species has em-
ployed an independent modulation potential φ to account
for the solar modulation, which is based on the force-field
approximation. As a widely used and effective treatment
on solar modulation, such configuration could show us
the limitation of its effects. In most of the situations, it
could give us an acceptant results.3 If we want to study
the fine structures in low-energy regions of the spectra
(<∼ 30 GV), we should consider more effects in solving
the Parker transport equation which contains diffusion,
convection, particle drift and energy loss (see, e.g., Bos-
chini et al. [35]). On the other hand, the different fitting
values of φ for different nuclei species indicate some of
the species really experience different physical processes
in the heliosphere. Especially for beryllium, it needs fur-
ther researches. 4

Another interesting aspect comes from the fitting val-
ues of the re-scale factors. All the primary nuclei abun-
dance have a re-scale factor of 0.5 ∼ 0.6. We know
that in galprop, the primary source (injection) isotopic
abundances are taken first as the solar system abun-
dances, which are iterated to achieve an agreement with
the propagated abundances as provided by ACE at ∼
200 MeV/nucleon [36, 37] assuming a propagation model.
As a result, it is natural that the abundance of the CR
species in the solar system (relatively low rigidity CR par-
ticles) is different from that of the outer space (relatively
high rigidity CR particles). This provide us a effective
and independent way to study the isotopic abundance
out of the solar system. Moreover, all the re-scale factors
of the secondary nuclei species are larger than 1.0, some
of them can reach up to 1.7 ∼ 1.8 (cp̄ and cBe). Be-
cause these factors represent the re-scale on the produc-
tion cross section of the species, this would lead to further
study on these cross sections on colliders and would open
a new door to study nuclear physics. 5

Note: Excluding the fitting values of cp̄ and φ p̄ for
anti-proton’s negative charge, we find that the most spe-
cial species is beryllium, not only its propagation in helio-
sphere, but also the production cross section and isotopic
abundance. This would be related to some interesting
problems in stellar physics and cosmology on such this
special element, which needs further research based on
more precise CR data.

3 Except the situation for anti-proton flux, it comes from the
charge-sign dependence of the solar modulation, which cannot
be handled by force-field approximation.

4 Here we exclude another special species – anti-proton, whose
particularity would mainly be generated by its negative charge.

5 A such pioneering work can be found in Génolini et al. [38].
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FIG. 1: The global fitting results and the corresponding residuals to the primary nuclei flux (proton flux, helium
flux, carbon flux and oxygen flux) for 2 schemes. The 2σ (deep red) and 3σ (light red) bound are also showed in the

figures.
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lithium flux, beryllium flux and boron flux) for 2 schemes. The 2σ (deep red) and 3σ (light red) bound are also

showed in the figures.
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ID Prior Best-fit Posterior mean and Posterior 95%
range value Standard deviation range

D0 (1028 cm2 s−1) [1, 30] 18.36 13.03±3.18 [13.98, 20.92]
δ [0.1, 1.0] 0.28 0.31±0.03 [0.28, 0.30]
zh ( kpc) [0.5, 30.0] 11.30 8.82±1.13 [7.82, 12.31]
vA ( km/ s) [0, 80] 56.89 47.44±8.04 [50.37, 62.26]
R p1 ( GV) [1, 30] 24.61 21.54±2.72 [20.18, 26.22]
R p2 ( GV) [60, 1000] 528.31 640.23±87.56 [486.96, 892.43]
ν p1 [1.0, 4.0] 2.18 2.11±0.05 [2.13, 2.20]
ν p2 [1.0, 4.0] 2.47 2.46±0.02 [2.46, 2.49]
ν p3 [1.0, 4.0] 2.37 2.32±0.04 [2.32, 2.38]
RA1 ( GV) [1, 30] 22.23 19.88±0.70 [19.45, 23.41]
RA2 ( GV) [60, 1000] 540.03 413.85±87.40 [394.88, 624.91]
νA1 [1.0, 4.0] 2.10 2.05±0.03 [2.05, 2.11]
νA2 [1.0, 4.0] 2.41 2.40±0.01 [2.40, 2.42]
νA3 [1.0, 4.0] 2.25 2.24±0.02 [2.22, 2.28]
Np

a [1, 8] 4.45 4.44±0.03 [4.42, 4.49]
cHe [0.1, 5.0] 0.64 0.65±0.01 [0.64, 0.65]
cC [0.1, 5.0] 0.55 0.561±0.01 [0.54, 0.56]
cO [0.1, 5.0] 0.50 0.52±0.02 [0.49, 0.52]
cp̄ [0.1, 5.0] 1.72 1.54±0.17 [1.57, 1.92]
cLi [0.1, 5.0] 1.43 1.28±0.16 [1.31, 1.58]
cBe [0.1, 5.0] 1.70 1.55±0.15 [1.57, 1.88]
cB [0.1, 5.0] 1.10 1.01±0.10 [1.02, 1.20]
φp ( GV) [0, 1.5] 0.70 0.70±0.05 [0.66, 0.75]
φHe ( GV) [0, 1.5] 0.61 0.65±0.05 [0.56, 0.67]
φC ( GV) [0, 1.5] 0.72 0.73±0.04 [0.67, 0.78]
φO ( GV) [0, 1.5] 0.74 0.72±0.04 [0.68, 0.77]
φ p̄ ( GV) [0, 1.5] 0.008 0.25±0.26 [0.001, 0.171]
φLi ( GV) [0, 1.5] 0.65 0.74±0.12 [0.56, 0.75]
φBe ( GV) [0, 1.5] 0.27 0.41±0.13 [0.20, 0.40]
φB ( GV) [0, 1.5] 0.63 0.72±0.11 [0.56, 0.74]

a Post-propagated normalization flux of protons at 100 GeV in unit 10−2 m−2 s−1 sr−1 GeV−1

TABLE I: Constraints on the parameters in set θ1. The prior interval, best-fit value, statistic mean, standard
deviation and the allowed range at 95% CL are listed for parameters. With χ2/d.o.f = 383.45/521 for best fit result.
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ID Prior Best-fit Posterior mean and Posterior 95%
range value Standard deviation range

D0 (1028 cm2 s−1) [1, 30] 18.27 13.28±3.49 [7.97, 18.63]
Rbr ( GV) [200, 800] 541.73 504.43±96.85 [324.73, 665.23]
δ1 [0.1, 1.0] 0.28 0.31±0.04 [0.27, 0.38]
δ2 [0.1, 1.0] 0.14 0.19±0.05 [0.13, 0.30]
zh ( kpc) [0.5, 30.0] 8.53 8.51±0.04 [8.44, 8,58]
vA ( km/ s) [0, 80] 65.66 50.07±11.24 [33.36, 67.14]
R p ( GV) [1, 30] 27.88 24.22±3.16 [18.06, 28.63]
ν p1 [1.0, 4.0] 2.20 2.12±0.06 [2.03, 2.20]
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a Post-propagated normalization flux of protons at 100 GeV in unit 10−2 m−2 s−1 sr−1 GeV−1
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G. Jóhannesson, M. Kachelriess, G. La Vacca, N. Masi,
I. V. Moskalenko, E. Orlando, S. S. Ostapchenko, S. Pen-
sotti, T. A. Porter, L. Quadrani, P. G. Rancoita,
D. Rozza, and M. Tacconi, Astrophys. J. 840, 115
(2017), arXiv:1704.06337 [astro-ph.HE].

[10] J.-S. Niu, T. Li, R. Ding, B. Zhu, H.-F. Xue,
and Y. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 97, 083012 (2018),
arXiv:1712.00372 [astro-ph.HE].

[11] J.-S. Niu, T. Li, and F.-Z. Xu, ArXiv e-prints (2017),
arXiv:1712.09586 [hep-ph].

[12] C.-R. Zhu, Q. Yuan, and D.-M. Wei, Astrophys. J. 863,
119 (2018), arXiv:1807.09470 [astro-ph.HE].

[13] Y. Génolini, P. D. Serpico, M. Boudaud, S. Caroff,
V. Poulin, L. Derome, J. Lavalle, D. Maurin, V. Poireau,
S. Rosier, P. Salati, and M. Vecchi, Physical Review
Letters 119, 241101 (2017).

[14] P. Blasi, E. Amato, and P. D. Serpico, Physical Re-
view Letters 109, 061101 (2012), arXiv:1207.3706 [astro-
ph.HE].

[15] N. Tomassetti, Astrophys. J. Lett. 752, L13 (2012),
arXiv:1204.4492 [astro-ph.HE].

[16] N. Tomassetti, Astrophys. J. Lett. 815, L1 (2015),
arXiv:1511.04460 [astro-ph.HE].

[17] N. Tomassetti, Phys. Rev. D 92, 081301 (2015),
arXiv:1509.05775 [astro-ph.HE].

[18] J. Feng, N. Tomassetti, and A. Oliva, Phys. Rev. D 94,
123007 (2016), arXiv:1610.06182 [astro-ph.HE].

[19] Y.-Q. Guo and Q. Yuan, Phys. Rev. D 97, 063008 (2018),
arXiv:1801.05904 [astro-ph.HE].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.171103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.171103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.211101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.211101
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.251101
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.251101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.021101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.021101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.06093
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa6e4f
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa6e4f
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.06337
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.97.083012
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.00372
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.09586
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aacff9
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aacff9
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.09470
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.241101
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.241101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.061101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.061101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.3706
http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.3706
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/752/1/L13
http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.4492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/815/1/L1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.04460
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.081301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.05775
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.123007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.123007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.06182
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.063008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.05904


8

[20] A. E. Vladimirov, G. Jóhannesson, I. V. Moskalenko,
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