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INFN - Sezione di Napoli,

Complesso Univ. Monte S. Angelo, I-80126, Napoli, Italy
and
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Interactions of ultra-high energy cosmic-rays (UHECRs) accelerated in astrophysical environments
have been shown to shape the energy production rate of nuclei escaping from the confinement zone.
To address the influence of hadronic interactions, Hadronic Interaction Models (HIMs) come into
play. In this context, we present a parameterization capable of capturing the outcomes of two
distinct HIMs, namely EPOS-LHC and Sibyll2.3d, in terms of secondary fluxes, including escaping
nuclei, neutrinos, photons, and electrons. Our parametrization is systematically evaluated against
the source codes, both at fixed energy and mass, as well as in a physical case scenario. The
comparison demonstrates that our parameterization aligns well with the source codes, establishing
its reliability as a viable alternative for analytical or fast Monte Carlo approaches dedicated to the
study of UHECR propagation within source environments. This suggests the potential for utilizing
our parameterization as a practical substitute in studies focused on the intricate dynamics of ultra-
high energy cosmic rays.

I. INTRODUCTION

The nature of the ultra-high-energy cosmic-rays (UHE-
CRs) still remains elusive. Yet there are candidate astro-
physical sources that appear to possess the necessary re-
quirements to produce such energetic particles [1–5]. In
most cases they are extended sources where, apart the
actual accelerators, the surrounding environment is filled
with magnetic and radiation fields, as well as gaseous
matter.

Cosmic-ray interactions in plausible source environ-
ments have proven to be a critical input for understand-
ing the energy spectrum and mass-composition provided
by Pierre Auger Observatory [6, 7] and Telescope Array
data [8, 9] . To account for the progressive increase in
energy of the mean logarithmic mass number ⟨lnA⟩, it
is assumed that each individual nuclear component has
the same magnetic rigidity at the sources. In addition,
by assuming sources with an emission spectrum as E−γ ,
the small mixture of elements detected in data can be
replicated if the spectral index γ ≤ 1 [10–12]. Such
hard spectral indices are surprising at first glance, as
typical expectations from first-order Fermi shock accel-
eration predict γ to be ≳ 2. It has been suggested that
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hard values for γ may represent the effect of in-source in-
teractions in changing the ejected spectra if the index of
protons ejected from the sources is softer [13–18]. It was
also shown that such a requirement is consistent with the
data in the energy range across the ankle feature [19, 20].
Focusing on the interactions occurring in the envi-

ronment surrounding the sources imposes studying the
hadronic interactions in these environments. While neg-
ligible for extra-galactic propagation, hadronic interac-
tions could play an important role in a source environ-
ment. In fact, in some extended sources (e.g. in the
nucleus of Starbust Galaxies) where the high density of
target (≃ 102 cm−3) and high value of magnetic field
(B ≃ 200 µG) could significantly enhance their chance
to happen.
Hadronic interactions are a fundamental ingredient to

study in-source propagation, because they significantly
shape the shower, both in terms of disintegration of
accelerated nuclei and in the secondary production
of neutrinos and electromagnetic particles. As shown
in [17], they can contribute much more than photo-
hadronic interactions in the expected neutrino flux from
the source environment.

Cosmic ray propagation codes largely used in UHECR
community, such as SimProp [21] and CRPropa [22], will
be soon updated with modules simulating hadronic in-
teractions [23, 24], to be suited to study in all aspects
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source environments.

Proton-proton and proton-nucleus interactions are nor-
mally taken into account by using Monte Carlo (MC)
codes based upon different Hadronic Interaction Models
(HIMs). There are a few models available to simulate
the hadronic interactions used in cosmic-ray physics: in
particular, EPOS-LHC [25], QGSJetII-04 [26] and Sibyll
2.3d [27] have been recently re-tuned after LHC data and
are the most commonly used.

The diversity of particles generated by HIM codes
strongly hinders simplification into conventional analyti-
cal or parametric models. Yet, for the study of the pro-
duction from cosmic rays of stable secondaries such as
neutrinos, photons, and electrons, some simplistic frame-
works have been employed to establish connections be-
tween the energies of these particles and their parent pro-
tons. One such approximation revolves around the rela-
tionship between the energy of a proton and that of its
resultant pions, resulting in assuming a fixed value for it
(δ-approximation, see e.g. [28]). Further simplification
often assumes fixed energy fractions for the photons, elec-
trons and neutrinos stemming from the pion and muon
decays. However, it is crucial to recognize the inher-
ent oversimplification in these estimates, which provide
only rough insights alongside the assumption of a pri-
mary spectrum.

Other works aim for a more realistic approach, taking
into consideration the distribution of produced pions de-
rived from HIM simulation codes and consequently also of
their secondary products, i.e., neutrinos and photons [28–
30]. Nevertheless, these parameterizations are limited to
proton primaries and do not explore the highest-energies
regime, focusing in the energy range [10 GeV, 10 PeV].

In our study, we demonstrate that in the context of the
propagation of UHECRs within an astrophysical source
environment, its prevailing conditions permit the param-
eterization not only of secondary stable leptons and pho-
tons but also of the other interaction products responsible
for the nuclear cascade therein.

Providing a simple and efficient way to simulate
hadronic interactions at the highest energies is thus a
timely topic. For this purpose we have developed a
Monte-Carlo simulation code based on parametric func-
tions describing the key features crucial for in-source
propagation. In the following, starting from HIM simu-
lations, we parameterize the most important quantities,
namely the cross section, the secondary production and
the nuclear fragmentation. This allows us to take into ac-
count the effects of the hadronic interactions in a broad
energy range by using only a few parametric functions.
This procedure is currently implemented for EPOS-LHC
and Sibyll2.3d. In the future, further models will be pos-
sibly considered.

The paper is organized as follows: we introduce the
HIMs we aim to study and detail the most important
quantities for our study in Section II; the parameteriza-
tion of the most important quantities in an astrophysical
scenario is described in Section III; we compare the two

models to the corresponding source codes, in order to
validate the parametric models and estimate their accu-
racies and performances, in Section IV; we discuss the
outcomes of our simulation in a sample in-source case,
showing the impact of our assumptions, in Section V .
We finally draw our conclusions in Section VI.

II. HIMS

The advent of the LHC has brought about remark-
able strides in particle physics and our comprehension
of high-energy interactions. One of the key areas of fo-
cus has been the enhancement of Monte-Carlo genera-
tors, which are crucial for simulating particle interactions
at extreme energies. The primary emphasis in this de-
velopment has been on hadron production. For HIMs
used in cosmic-ray physics, this has led to substantial
advancements in the modeling of hadrons, their interac-
tions and decays, with the utimate goal of understanding
the behavior of forward hadrons within the extensive cas-
cades of secondary particles. Even minor adjustments in
the baryon and resonance production or the introduction
of collective hadronization can have far-reaching conse-
quences on observables, such as the generation of muons
[31].
The propagation of UHECRs in a medium is deter-

mined by the following parameters: the resident time τres,
i.e. the duration UHECRs spend within the medium; the
interaction time τint, i.e. the time interval before an in-
teraction occurs; the decay time τdec which is relevant for
unstable particles. These time scales apply to both the
primary cosmic rays and any potential secondary parti-
cles generated.
The resident time is influenced by factors such as the

size of the medium and of the presence of magnetic fields.
The interaction time depends upon the cross-sections of
the involved processes and the matter density. Decay
time relies on the particle’s mean lifetime and Lorentz
factor.
In the atmospheric propagation of UHECRs, the cru-

cial parameters are the hadronic interaction times and
decay times. The decay time, spanning a wide range
of possible values, holds particular significance, although
the interaction time also varies substantially among dif-
ferent particles. Conversely, the resident time is pre-
dominantly dictated by the air column density, typically
measured in hundreds of g cm−2. As a result, in the
evolution of atmospheric cascades, forward hadrons play
the primary role, with their interaction and decay times
constantly competing, while only very forward nuclear
fragments and nucleons actively participate.
The propagation regime within an astrophysical source

displays significant variability as far as hadronic interac-
tions are concerned. Depending on the source character-
istics, it can range from a mere transport (or transparent)
regime, where the resident time is considerably shorter
than the interaction time (τres ≪ τint), to a full cascade
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regime, where the resident time greatly exceeds the in-
teraction time (τres ≫ τint). Even in scenarios where
the cascade regime dominates, the crucial interaction
timescales primarily concern nuclei and nucleons. In fact
unstable hadrons in all sources have decay times substan-
tially shorter than their interaction times (τdec ≪ τint),
thereby impeding their interaction with matter.

From all that it becomes evident that the role of
HIMs in the propagation of UHECRs within astrophysi-
cal sources differs significantly from its role in extensive
air showers. In source environments, a distinct division
emerges between the contributions of nuclei and nucle-
ons, primarily driving the cascade process, and that of
unstable hadrons, which instead generate fluxes of neu-
trinos, photons, and electrons.

In order to model the dynamics of hadronic interac-
tions and their effects in astrophysical sources, three
features have been chosen to characterize hadronic
interactions: the inelastic cross sections, the rapidity
distributions of secondary particles, and the fragmenta-
tion of nuclei.

- p-p and nucleus-p cross sections: these cross sec-
tions are crucial ingredients to compute the inter-
action time. The timescale for the hadronic inter-
action reads:

τint = (nISM σinel c)
−1, (1)

where nISM is the Interstellar medium (ISM) gas
density and σinel is the inelastic cross section for
proton-proton or nucleus-proton interactions. In
this work we assume that matter is composed only
of protons or hydrogen molecules.

- Secondary production: The multiplicity of sec-
ondary particles and their rapidity spectra in both
proton-proton and nucleus-proton interactions re-
fer to the number and variety of particles produced
as a result of these interactions. They affect pri-
marily the observational signatures of astrophysi-
cal sources, such as gamma-rays and neutrinos, but
also the cascade evolution in the source medium. A
good description of secondary particles is crucial for
interpreting these observations.

- Fragmentation of nuclei : After a nucleus in the
ISM undergoes inelastic process, it may fragment
into various nuclei and particles. The study of these
fragmentation processes is crucial in astrophysics,
because they affect the development of the cascade
and, in a second instance, the spectra of secondary
particles.

For this reason, in the following we will provide a de-
scription of the approach used for the parameterization
of these three features for the two different HIMs.
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FIG. 1. Inelastic cross-sections for nucleus-proton interac-
tions for EPOS-LHC (solid, transparent colored lines) and
Sibyll2.3d (dashed black lines) for five nuclei (1H, 4He, 14N,
28Si and 56Fe) in the energy-per-nucleon range 1016 ÷ 1020

eV/nucleon.

III. PARAMETERIZATIONS

The software that emulates hadronic interactions de-
scribed in this paper is made publicly available, as
PARISH (PARametric simulation of In-Source Hadronic
interactions) [32]. This availability ensures transparent
access to the intricate details concerning the parametric
assumptions incorporated within the code. As a conse-
quence, rather than providing in this paper an exhaus-
tive account of the parametric functions, we focus on
demonstrating the validation of key distributions. These
distributions are compared with those generated by the
original HIM simulation codes to illustrate the level of ac-
curacy achieved for event features crucial for understand-
ing the propagation in UHECR sources. This validation
is presented in the next two sections.

A. Inelastic cross sections

Nucleus-proton inelastic cross sections have been de-
rived from EPOS-LHC and Sibyll2.3d simulations. They
are easily fitted assuming logarithmic energy and mass
dependence as shown in Fig. 1. The fitted func-
tions, though having slightly different parameters, ap-
pear almost completely superimposed, in the energy-per-
nucleon range 1016 ÷ 1020 eV/nucleon.

B. Secondary particles

HIM simulations produce a wide variety of hadrons
with number multiplicities of the order of hundreds up
to thousands, for energies in the UHE regime. As dis-
cussed in the previous section, the typical matter den-
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sity in astrophysical sources is low enough to impede
re-interactions of these particles, so all of them proceed
through consecutive decays until only stable particles sur-
vive (nucleons, photons, electrons and neutrinos). Nu-
cleons1 only can interact again in the source environ-
ment under certain conditions of matter density and dif-
fusion, otherwise escape. Photons and electrons can in-
duce further cascades in the radiation field depending on
its strength, while neutrinos always escape.

In these circumstances, pions and nucleons can stand
as representative entities for all the hadrons generated in
the interactions. This choice is supported by the follow-
ing factors:

a) Pions account for more than 70% of the total
hadrons produced, while baryon-antibaryon pairs
are produced at approximately a 10% level.

b) Pions actively contribute to the production of elec-
trons and neutrinos through charged pion-muon de-
cays, as well as photons through neutral pion de-
cays.

c) All baryons (antibaryons) heavier than nucleons
(antinucleons) undergo successive decays until only
nucleons (antinucleons) remain.

Therefore we adopt this “lightest hadrons” approxi-
mation, i.e. assuming that the secondaries produced are
only pions and nucleons. The two components serve dis-
tinct functions: the former contributes to the spectra of
neutrinos, photons, and electrons, while the latter fu-
els the cascade process within the source medium. We
derive the parametric distributions for both components
(refer to the details below), utilizing simulated events
from EPOS-LHC and Sibyll2.3d2.

Our simulated data sample consists of nucleus-proton
interactions in five logarithmic energy bins, log10 (E/(A
eV)) = {16, 17, 18, 19, 20} and four mass numbers A
= {1, 4, 14, 56}. In each energy-mass bin, we have
generated 5000 interactions for each HIM. These inter-
actions include all hadrons that are produced instantly
post-hadronization. Additionally, another sample of 5000
interactions per energy-mass bin has been generated, in-
cluding only stable particles (post-decay), with the ex-
ception of neutrons, which are considered pre-decay. The
former sample has been used to parameterize distribu-
tions of pions and nucleons, the latter to validate the
ones of neutrinos, electrons and photons. For the param-
eterization of nuclear fragmentation also samples of the

1 Neutrons decay with a mean path of 9.2 E/EeV kpc. Whether
they escape or decay depends on energy and source size. Gen-
erally, the chance of a neutron interacting as itself, rather than
transforming into a proton post-decay, is very low.

2 For Sibyll2.3d, the original source code was used to generate
events. For EPOS-LHC, we used CRMC (Cosmic Ray Monte
Carlo) [33], an interface giving access to different generators.

same size have been produced for 28Si and 40Ca nuclei,
to have a better description of the high-mass region.
In our parametric model, we focus on few key observ-

ables, namely the multiplicity distribution of all secon-
daries and the rapidity distributions of pions and nu-
cleons. The distributions of neutrinos, electrons, and
photons are not parameterized; rather, they are derived
through MC simulation of the decay processes involving
pions and muons.
The approach to parameterization involves identify-

ing a simple parametric form capable of reproducing
the distribution from the source code across all energy-
mass bins. Subsequently, we proceed determining the
most straightforward evolution of the best-fit parame-
ters. In the majority of cases, employing linear evolu-
tions with respect to both the logarithms of energy-per-
nucleon and mass number provides a satisfactory descrip-
tion across the entire energy-mass range. When dealing
with pion rapidity distributions in the context of EPOS-
LHC, identifying a straightforward evolution of the pa-
rameters proved challenging. In this specific scenario, we
resorted to a bilinear interpolation method to achieve an
adequate representation.
Nucleon energy spectra are extracted from baryon

and antibaryon rapidity distributions using HIM source
codes, operating under the assumption that these distri-
butions are uniform across all baryonic particles. Unlike
pions, their energy spectra do not demand an accurate
modeling, as the cascade is solely influenced by the nu-
cleon interaction length, which in turn exhibits a modest
energy dependence. Consequently, we opt for a unified
nucleon rapidity distribution with identical parameters
depending only on energy for both HIMs, overlooking
the nuances between the two models.

C. Nuclear fragmentation

Nuclear fragments, along with nucleons from secon-
daries (Sec. III B), contribute to the cascade within the
source environment. Notably, each nucleus interacts with
ISM targets with comparable timescales (see eq.(1)), be-
cause inelastic cross sections vary by at most a factor of
10 at a given energy-per-nucleon.
Nuclear fragmentation is a slow process with respect

to hadronic times, predominantly originated by the evap-
oration of a nucleus excited by the hadronic interaction
(residual nucleus) [34, 35]. Upon examining the nuclei
ejected in events from HIMs under consideration, we ob-
served that the majority of fragment distributions ex-
hibit independence of the primary energy, aligning with
expectations from the evaporation model. Consequently,
we confidently assumed the complete preservation of this
energy-independence, and accordingly parameterized the
fragmentation distributions solely as a function of the
mass number, aggregating all energies present in the data
sample.
Cosmic-ray collisions are predominantly peripheral, af-
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fecting only a small number of nucleons and impart-
ing relatively modest energy to the residual nucleus (see
e.g. [36]). In addressing the subsequent de-excitation pro-
cess, each HIM employs some statistical approach, in-
volving the emission of nucleons, deuterons or heavier
fragments. In the context of UHECR interactions and
in the source reference system, these fragments maintain
the Lorentz factor of the initial projectile nucleus and
follow its original direction.

The comparison between the outputs of the two HIMs
reveals differences, hindering a uniform treatment of the
parameterization process. In Sibyll2.3d, the nuclear frag-
ments are distinctly categorized from the hadrons gener-
ated in the interaction. The fragments included in this
class encompasses nucleons and heavier nuclei. Conse-
quently, the mass of the residual nucleus responsible for
generating these fragments can be derived from the code
output, along with the count of wounded nucleons 3. In
contrast, the output of EPOS-LHC exclusively identifies
nuclear fragments with A > 1 via their (A,Z) numbers,
while nucleons originating from the evaporation remain
untagged. Our parameterization assumes that, with A
representing the mass number of the projectile nucleus
and Afrag the mass number of the nuclear fragment, the
evaporation process involves also A−Afrag − 1 nucleons.
Regarding the distribution of fragment masses, they

have been parameterized for both HIMs. EPOS-LHC ex-
hibits significant differences compared to Sibyll2.3d (see
Sec. IV). The former HIM generates a single heavy frag-
ment (A > 1), with rare exceptions when two 4He nuclei
emerge from 8Be. All together, the produced fragments
are too light with too many free nucleons, as pointed out
in [37]. Sibyll2.3d displays a broad mass distribution of
fragments, necessitating a more intricate parameteriza-
tion. This complexity arises because the determination
of mass numbers for the fragments must consider the con-
straint imposed by the total mass number of the residual
nucleus.

IV. COMPARISONS

In this section, we aim to demonstrate the validity
of the parameterizations outlined earlier by conducting
thorough comparisons between the distributions derived
directly from the HIM source Monte Carlo codes and
those generated by the corresponding parametric model.
Additionally, we provide a comparative analysis with an-
other established parameterization, focused on the pro-
duction of secondary photons and neutrinos from pro-
tons, which is further discussed towards the conclusion
of this section.

3 The count of wounded nucleons is directly linked to the mass of
the residual nucleus. The mass number of the residual nucleus
may significantly differ from that of the projectile nucleus.

A. Secondary particles

Our parametric model is built upon the assumption
of the ‘lightest hadrons’ approximation. Concentrating
solely on longitudinal kinematics, as extensively admit-
ted in the context of UHECRs, the generation of sec-
ondary particles is derived exclusively from modeling the
rapidity distribution of pions and nucleons. We have
conducted a comparison between our distributions and
those derived from HIM source simulations across each
projectile energy-mass bin explored in this study. For
brevity, we present the comparison results at two energy-
per-nucleon (1017 and 1019 eV/nucleon) for two projec-
tiles: protons and 56Fe.
Figure 2 illustrates the pion rapidity distribution

across four energy-mass bins. The black histograms
represent data generated using the HIM source codes,
while the red histograms depict results derived from the
parametric model. The left set of panels corresponds
to EPOS-LHC, whereas the right panels correspond to
Sibyll2.3d. The shapes of pion rapidity distributions are
reproduced to a satisfactory extent in the entire rapid-
ity range and in all cases. Parametric model tends to
overestimate the HIM source rapidity distributions (by
10 ÷ 20% for EPOS-LHC and 40 ÷ 50% for Sibyll2.3d),
notably within the central region. This overestimation
is necessitated by the partial inability of pion-muon de-
cays to comprehensively represent the cascade decays of
unaccounted particles.
Fig. 3 illustrates the distributions comparing the to-

tal multiplicity for HIM source codes (black) against the
pion multiplicity for the parametric model (red). From
these histograms we derive the ratio between the mean
multiplicity of pions and all secondaries. Specifically, for
EPOS-LHC, this ratio falls within the range of 0.74 to
0.78, while for Sibyll2.3d, it ranges between 0.90 and 1.
For each interacting nucleus of a given mass number

and energy, the actual number nπ of pions is randomly
generated from the parametric multiplicity distribution.
Subsequently, nπ rapidity values are independently and
randomly drawn from the corresponding rapidity distri-
bution. Each rapidity value is converted into energy us-
ing the expression Eπ ≃ µπ/2× exp (y), where µπ ≃ 0.38
GeV represents the fixed assumed mean pion transverse
mass in the parametric model. Following the decay of pi-
ons, and the subsequent muon decays for charged pions,
photons, neutrinos, and electrons are finally generated
and the energy spectra of these secondary particles di-
rectly stem from the preceding distributions of pions. In
the following, we will combine the energy spectra of elec-
trons and photons, referring to them as ‘e.m. particles’.
Despite originating from distinct interactions, they both
progress together within the source medium through the
electromagnetic cascade in the resident radiation field.
The cascade process is not considered in this analysis, as
it depends on source characteristics that fall outside the
scope of the models.
Figures 4 and 5 display the logarithmic energy spec-
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FIG. 2. Pion rapidity distributions for protons and 56Fe nuclei of 1017 and 1019 eV/nucleon colliding with target protons. Left
(right) panels correspond to EPOS-LHC (Sibyll2.3d). Black (red) line are generated with the corresponding HIM source code
(parametric code) simulation.

FIG. 3. Distributions of total multiplicity for HIM source code (black) and pion multiplicity for parametric model (red).
Protons and 56Fe nuclei of 1017 and 1019 eV/nucleon colliding with target protons are shown.

tra of neutrinos and e.m. particles produced in inter-
actions of 1017 and 1019 eV/nucleon protons and 56Fe
nuclei with target protons. Again the HIM source his-
tograms are depicted in black and the parametric ones in
red; the left panels refer to EPOS-LHC and the right ones
to Sibyll2.3d. The reproduced neutrino spectra demon-
strate a reasonable level of fidelity. In the case of EPOS-
LHC, the parametric spectrum aligns within 20% to the
source spectrum, except for energies below about 1 GeV.

However, for Sibyll2.3d, the parametric spectrum tends
to underestimate the source spectrum by approximately
20% to 40%, particularly noticeable in certain energy in-
tervals. Similarly, the energy spectra of e.m. particles
are also reproduced to a reasonable extent, even if with a
tendency for the parametric model to underestimate the
HIM source spectrum. This underestimation amounts to
about 40% to 50% for EPOS-LHC and 20% to 40% for
Sibyll2.3d. One can argue that most of these dispari-
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FIG. 4. Neutrino log10(E/eV) distributions for protons and 56Fe nuclei of 1017 and 1019 eV/nucleon colliding with target
protons. Same color codes as in Fig. 2.

FIG. 5. Log10(E/eV) distributions of photons and electrons, for protons and 56Fe nuclei of 1017 and 1019 eV/nucleon colliding
with target protons. Same color codes as in Fig. 2.

ties, for both neutrinos and e.m. particles, stem from
hadrons whose decay modes and kinematics are poorly
represented by pion-muon decays.

In relation to nucleons, their quantity is determined by
modeling the ratio of all baryons to the number of sec-
ondaries, and studying its variation with the logarithmic
energy-per-nucleon and mass number, as derived from
the HIM source codes. This ratio is reasonably replicated
across all energy-mass bins. In Figure 6, the distribu-
tions of the baryonic fraction is presented for EPOS-LHC

(above) and Sibyll2.3d (below), along with their respec-
tive parametric models, specifically for protons and 56Fe
at an energy of 1019 eV/nucleon.

Nucleon rapidity distributions have been studied for all
the energy-mass bins. As an example, Figure 7 shows the
rapidity distributions for 56Fe nuclei of 1019 eV/nucleon
colliding with target protons. Modeling encompasses
both the central region and the projectile leading peak.
Instead, the target peak is excluded from consideration,
given that the associated energy range falls significantly
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FIG. 6. Distribution of the ratio of all baryons to the num-
ber of secondaries for protons and 56Fe at an energy of 1019

eV/nucleon. Up (down) panel corresponds to EPOS-LHC
(Sibyll2.3d). Black (red) line are generated with the corre-
sponding HIM source code (parametric code) simulation.

0 5 10 15 20 25
y

210

310

410

EPOS-LHC

0 5 10 15 20 25
y

310

410

Sibyll2.3d

FIG. 7. Rapidity distributions of baryonic particles, for 56Fe
nuclei of 1019 eV/nucleon colliding with target protons. Left
(right) panel corresponds to EPOS-LHC (Sibyll2.3d). Same
colors as for Fig. 6.

below the objectives outlined in this paper. It is im-
portant to note that the rapidity distributions include
all baryonic particles in the HIM source code (depicted
by the black histogram), while the parametric code rep-
resents the distribution for only protons or neutrons (in
red), in accordance with the ‘lighest hadrons’ approxima-
tion. Generally, the unified nucleon rapidity distribution
assumed for both models better reproduces Sibyll2.3d
than EPOS-LHC, which exhibits more complexity. How-
ever, the resulting differences in nucleon energy lead to
minimal changes in the interaction length, as observed
earlier.

FIG. 8. Distribution of the mass number of nuclei from the
nuclear fragmentation of 14N and 56Fe. Up (down) panel cor-
responds to EPOS-LHC (Sibyll2.3d). Black (red) line are gen-
erated with the corresponding HIM source code (parametric
code) simulation; parametric histograms are shaded for a bet-
ter comparison with the source HIM ones.

B. Nuclear fragmentation

In Fig. 8, the distribution of nuclear mass numbers
is shown for all fragments. The primary nuclei selected
in this figure are 14N and 56Fe; the upper panels corre-
spond to EPOS-LHC, while the lower panels represent
Sibyll2.3d. The HIM source distributions are shown as
black histograms, the parametric distributions are drawn
as red shaded histograms.

A notable observation is the significant disparity in the
treatment of nuclear fragmentation between the two HIM
source codes (black histograms). In EPOS-LHC, highly
unstable nuclei within the lower mass range (e.g., 5 and
8) are absent from the list of fragments. Additionally, an
evident odd-even mass number effect is observed. These
distinct nuclear characteristics are presumably handled
within the source code itself. Conversely, Sibyll2.3d does
not consider nuclear binding energy and stability, lead-
ing to the generation of all nuclei without discrimination,
thereby leaving the treatment of unstable nuclei to the
user. In our parameterization, we retained these individ-
ual features unchanged.

When comparing the outcomes of HIM simulations
with those of the parametric model, we note the repro-
duction of the most significant features observed in the
original HIMs. However, for Sibyll2.3d we notice some
deficiency in mass numbers within the high mass range,
particularly near the mass number of the projectile. This
deficiency results in a tendency to favor lower mass num-
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FIG. 9. Energy spectra of the nuclear fragments from 14N
and 56Fe interactions at 1019 eV/nucleon. Up (down) panels
correspond to EPOS-LHC (Sibyll2.3d). Same colors as for
Fig. 8.

bers. Regarding EPOS-LHC, while there is noticeable
reproduction for 14N, difficulties manifest when attempt-
ing to produce lower mass numbers, in the case of 56Fe.
All these disparities are expected to diminish their im-
pact when considering propagation in astrophysical envi-
ronments, as light nuclei are generated alongside heavier
fragments to compose the final residual nucleus mass.
Given the comparable values of interaction mean paths
among all nuclear fragments, the main aspects of the cas-
cading process are substantially preserved.

The energy spectra of the nuclear fragments exhibit a
reasonable level of reproduction, as depicted in Fig. 9.
This outcome is a direct result of preserving the Lorentz
factor during the interaction. Consequently, the shape of
the energy spectrum is determined by the distribution of
fragment mass numbers.

C. Usage and performances

As outlined in the previous section, the paramet-
ric simulation code (PARISH) presented here is specif-
ically tailored for integration into simulation frameworks
within the context of extended astrophysical sources.
The primary function within these frameworks is to cal-
culate the spectra of both nuclei and secondary particles
that escape from the source. These simulation packages,
such as CRPropa and SimProp, incorporate parametric
models of photo-nuclear interactions. Consequently, our
Monte Carlo simulation of hadronic interactions is ideally
suited to complement and run concurrently with photo-
nuclear interactions within these frameworks.

Efforts have already been made to integrate the orig-
inal HIM source codes directly into propagation codes,
either by interfacing with the HIM Fortran code itself
[17], by utilizing interaction tables generated through the
CRMC interface [38] or implementic a frontend interface
to HIM’s [24]. However, the adoption of a relatively sim-
ple C++ code, comprising around 1500 lines, as opposed
to the original extensive source codes (approximately
25,000 and 82,000 lines for Sibyll and EPOS, respec-
tively), facilitates straightforward insertion and manage-
ment within the propagation codes.
Another crucial consideration is the CPU time required

for generating hadronic interactions. For all the timing
tests we utilized, as a reference, the same Linux ma-
chine with Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-7700 CPU @3.60GHz,
7.7GB of total memory. The system is running Ubuntu
18.04.6 LTS and the installed C++ compiler is g++
(Ubuntu 7.5.0-3ubuntu1 18.04) 7.5.0. The PARISH ex-
ecution time per collision consistently remains below 6
ms (from 0.9 to 5 ms for Sibyll2.3d, ≈ 6 ms in all cases
for EPOS-LHC). Remarkably, this value exhibits mini-
mal variance across a broad energy range spanning from
1016 to 1020 eV/nucleon, as well as for various projectile
nuclei ranging from proton to iron. Moreover, of signif-
icant importance is the observation that the execution
time remains virtually identical for both the generation
of secondary hadrons and secondary stable particles.
The execution times for the same machine using the

HIM source codes exhibit an increase with energy and
projectile mass. Specifically, with Sibyll2.3d (EPOS-
LHC), the duration per collision spans from 1 ms (18
ms) for protons at 1016 eV/nucleon to 9 ms (360 ms) for
iron nuclei at 1020 eV/nucleon.
However, the most extensive utilization of HIM source

codes involves their management of decays for all gener-
ated unstable hadrons. In this scenario, execution times
per collision increase, ranging from 15 ms (22 ms) for
protons at 1016 eV/nucleon to 41 ms (430 ms) for iron
at 1020 eV/nucleon with Sibyll2.3d (EPOS-LHC).
The PARISH simulation, which includes particle de-

cays, proves to be significantly more expedient than the
source codes, with speeds ranging from approximately 10
to 70 times faster.

D. Comparison with other models for secondary
fluxes

In the field of High Energy cosmic ray physics, models
concerning hadronic interactions primarily focus on the
production of secondary neutrinos, electrons, and pho-
tons.
Simplistic approaches approximate the behavior of sec-

ondary leptons and photons as delta functions at a cer-
tain fraction of the primary energy. These offer only
rudimentary insights alongside the assumption of a CR
power-law differential spectrum, since pion multiplicity
and the kinematics of their decays play an important role.
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FIG. 10. Differential photon yield per collision of 1017

eV/nucleon primaries. The black histograms represent pho-
tons generated using the Sibyll2.3d source code for proton
(lower) and iron (upper) collisions. The red (blue) histogram
corresponds to the Sibyll2.3d parameterization proposed in
this study for protons (iron) collisions. The dashed line illus-
trates the analytical parametric function for photons provided
in [29]. The vertical gray line marks the lower limit of appli-
cability for this function.

The most widely accepted model is the one introduced
by Kelner et al. [29]. The model provides simple ana-
lytical parametric functions for secondary photons and
leptons, adaptable to any primary proton distribution.
Only proton primaries are considered. Secondary par-
ticle spectra are characterized in terms of Feynman-x,
the ratio of energy transferred from the incident proton
to the secondary particle, relative to the primary pro-
ton energy. The model parameters are fitted using in-
clusive secondary meson spectra derived from Sibyll dis-
tributions, within the energy range of primary protons
spanning from 1011 to 1017 eV, with the resulting sec-
ondary spectra being applicable for x > 10−3.

Figure 10 illustrates a comparison of photon yields
between the parameterization proposed in this study
and that formulated by Kelner et al. for primaries at
1017 eV/nucleon. Additionally, the spectra from the
Sibyll2.3d source code are depicted for both proton and
iron collisions within the same figure. The photon dis-
tributions for protons from both parameterizations align
well with those generated by Sibyll2.3d and with each
other, particularly for photon energies exceeding 1014

eV (i.e., x > 10−3). Furthermore, our parameterization
demonstrates remarkable fidelity in reproducing photon
spectra for iron nuclei as well.

V. A PHYSICAL CASE:

UHECR PROPAGATION IN ULTRA-LUMINOUS
INFRARED GALAXIES

To assess the efficacy of the proposed parameterization,
we give a concrete illustration where both the hadronic
interaction model and the parameterization are employed
in an astrophysical scenario. n this particular example,
Sibyll2.3d has been taken into consideration, utilizing
SimProp as propagation code.
When UHECRs propagate within the source environ-

ment, a cascade involving nucleons and nuclear frag-
ments is generated, whose evolution depends on vari-
ous source features such as size, radiation, and magnetic
fields. Hadronic interactions occur at progressively lower
energies, shaping the escaping nuclei, which form the ob-
servable energy spectrum and composition injected into
the extra-galactic space. Regarding the elemental energy
spectra detected at UHECR observatories, the chosen en-
ergy range for parameterization is considered adequate
for producing accurate model predictions.
In contrast, secondary stable particles resulting from

the same interactions possess energies at a per mil level
compared to the colliding nucleus. Given the scien-
tific importance of investigating the spectra of secondary
neutrinos and electromagnetic particles, a key objective
in multi-messenger astrophysics, we have carefully ad-
dressed the low-energy extrapolation of our model to
maintain acceptable accuracy and robustness. For this
reason, the multiplicity of secondary particles and the
rapidity distribution of these particles are tuned to best
replicate the expected behavior according to the HIMs
down to the 1012 eV energy range.
A perfect environment where UHECR acceleration

and high gas density could coexist is the core of ultra-
luminous infrared galaxies (ULIRGs) [39]. They are very
dense environments, with a high rate of star formation
and supernova explosions. They are thought to be sites
of cosmic-ray acceleration, and are predicted to emit γ-
rays in the GeV to TeV range. A high star formation
rate means lots of young, massive, stars, which radiate
mostly in the UV and have short lifespans on the order
of tens of millions of years. The UV emission is absorbed
by the interstellar dust and re-emitted in the far-infrared
(FIR).
We focus in particular on Arp220 [40] , the closest

ULIRG to Earth, at a distance of about 75 kpc. It is
the product of a merger of two galaxies and retains two
dense nuclei, sites of very high star formation. Due to its
high density and close proximity to Earth, it is considered
a good candidate to search for high energy contribution
from its star forming regions. We choose to model the
environment following [41]: a leaky box model is used,
where interactions with photons and protons are taken
into account, considering parameters at the source listed
in Table I. The procedure adopted for this simulation is
similar to [17].
In addition to considering interactions, it is essential

to include diffusion in the environment; in fact, charged
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FIG. 11. Escaping fluxes from the Starburst nucleus of Arp220 considering different injected nuclear species: protons (top-left
panel), helium (top-right panel), nitrogen (bottom-left panel) and silicon (bottom-right panel). Dashed lines refer to Sibyll2.3d,
solid lines to our parametric model. The escaping fluxes are normalized to the injection spectrum. The mass numbers of
escaping fluxes are grouped as follows: A = 1 (red), 2 ≤ A ≤ 4 (grey), 5 ≤ A ≤ 22 (green), 23 ≤ A ≤ 28 (cyan). The escaping
fluxes are normalized to the injection spectrum.

Parameter Value
R (pc) 250
B (µG) 500

nISM (cm−3) 3500

UFIR
eV cm−3

[
kT

meV

]
31312 [3.5]

UOPT
eV cm−3

[
kT

meV

]
1566 [350]

TABLE I. Parameters used to compute UHECRs propagation
in the Arp220 environment (from [41]). The same notations
of [17] are used.

particles may remain confined for an extended period
before eventually escaping. The diffusion timescale is
given by τD = R2/D, where R ≡ pc/q ≈ E/q repre-
sents the magnetic rigidity of a UHECR with energy E
and charge q. The diffusion coefficient, computed within
the framework of quasi-linear theory [42], is expressed as

D ≃ cr2−δ
L lδ−1

c /3. Here, rL = E/qB denotes the particle
Larmor radius, lc is the coherence length of the magnetic
field, δ is the slope of the turbulence power spectrum,

and B represents the strength of the turbulent magnetic
field. We adopt δ = 5/3 as recommended for a Kol-
mogorov turbulence cascade.

We assume an accelerated spectra Φ(E) following the
diffusive shock acceleration with Φ(E) ∝ E−2 and no
cutoff.

We inject 104 particles logarithmically distributed in
the energy range 1017 − 1020 eV, where our parameteri-
zations are valid. Note that the purpose of this exercise is
not to test Arp220 as a possible source of UHECRs, but
rather to estimate the effect of the surrounding environ-
ment on the propagation of UHECRs and thus to show
that our parametric model describes escaping particles
as well as HIM source code.

In Fig. 11 we show the transparency, i.e. the ratio be-
tween the escaping fluxes from the Arp220 environment
and the injected ones, for different injected masses, from
proton to silicon nuclei; dashed lines refer to Sibyll2.3d,
solid lines to our parametric model. One can notice how
the proposed parameterization can well describe the out-
put of Sibyll2.3d in terms of secondary nuclei, with signif-
icant differences only at very low transparencies. These
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FIG. 12. Neutrinos (left-hand side) and electromagnetic
fluxes (right-hand side) associated to UHE proton propaga-
tion in Arp220. Dashed lines refer to Sibyll2.3d, solid lines to
our parametric model. The escaping fluxes are normalized to
the injection spectrum.

differences reflect in very small changes at the escape of
the environment, meaning that the development of the
cascade in the medium is accurately followed. One can
also notice how the proton transparency present a max-
imum at energy ≃ 1019 eV, which corresponds at the
energy where the interplay between photo-hadronic and
hadronic interaction times takes place.

To test the secondary production, we extend our injec-
tion range down to 1012 eV, adopting the same number of
primaries per energy bin as for nuclei. The production of
neutrinos, photons and electrons in source environment
are instead shown in Fig.12, where we compare the yield,

y = dNi

dE /
dNinj

dE i.e. the ratio of the number of secondary
particles produced between E and E+dE to the number
of protons injected in the same energy range.

The expected fluxes of neutrinos, photons and elec-
trons produced in source environment are influenced by
a dual interplay: firstly, they are shaped by the develop-
ment of the nuclear cascade, and secondly, by the pro-
duction of secondary particles. Also in this case a good
agreement is reached, especially having in mind the un-
certainties associated to the modeling of the source envi-
ronment. It is crucial to highlight the distinct meanings
of the two fluxes. In the case of neutrinos, the flux rep-
resents the actual neutrino spectrum emerging from the
source environment. Conversely, for electromagnetic par-
ticles, determining the actual escaping flux necessitates
incorporating the electromagnetic cascade in the source
radiation field, a process not addressed in the current
study.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we introduce a parameterization capa-
ble of describing the most important features of two dif-

ferent HIMs, Sibyll2.3d and EPOS-LHC, when hadronic
interactions occur in an astrophysical source environ-
ment. This parameterization characterizes secondary
fluxes, including disintegrated nuclei, neutrinos, photons,
and electrons. Validation procedures demonstrate a good
agreement between our parameterization and the under-
lying source code. Additionally, we illustrate this agree-
ment within a physical scenario, showing how the com-
bined effects of nucleus fragmentation and secondary pro-
duction replicate cascades across a broad energy spec-
trum.

Our software, facilitating efficient emulation of the
tested HIMs, is now publicly accessible, empowering the
broader scientific community to enhance their predictions
regarding hadronic interactions within source environ-
ments, without necessitating direct engagement with the
HIMs themselves.

This study represents a significant advancement with
respect to the previous literature; Introducing a ded-
icated parameterization for hadronic interactions is a
novel approach for the UHECR community. We have
shown that our proposed parameterizations offer com-
petitiveness compared to direct HIM usage, with distinct
advantages in terms of usability and computational effi-
ciency.

Furthermore, there is potential for extending our pa-
rameterizations to lower energies, providing a versatile
framework applicable to galactic cosmic rays as well.

The implications of this work extend to multi-
messenger astrophysics, where these interactions play a
pivotal role in shaping observed UHECR spectra. Ac-
curately computing hadronic interactions within source
environments is essential for precisely modeling UHECR
energy spectra, compositions, and arrival directions.
This, in turn, offers invaluable insights into the physical
processes within the sources responsible for their accel-
eration.
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