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A new basic air shower observable sensitive to the cosmic-ray elemental mass

A. Basak∗ and R. K. Dey†

Department of Physics, University of North Bengal, Siliguri, WB 734 013 India

Based on a Monte Carlo simulation study of vertical extensive air showers (EAS) at the KASCADE
location we introduce a new simple observable ηρ(45;310) (in short ηρ) - the ratio between two
lateral electron densities of an EAS measured at two well-defined radial distances indicated by
the characteristic radial feature of the local age parameter (LAP). Our analyses of simulated data
generated by the Group I nuclei with cosmic-ray elemental masses, Aactual = 1, 4, 12, 16, 24, 32, 40, 56,
observed a double correlation of ηρ with, (i) the lateral shower age sav, and (ii) Aactual of the EAS
initiating primary particle. Applying the first correlation to a new set of simulated showers initiated
by the Group II nuclei with Aactual = 7, 14, 20, 28, 40, 52, the average difference between the lateral
shower age sav obtained directly from the conventional LAP approach and the estimated one sest is
found to be close to 0. The second correlation involving ηρ with Aactual applied to the set of such
showers estimates the average atomic mass < lnAest > of their shower initiating primaries, utilizing
the ηρs. Results of the work revealed that the method of estimating the lateral shower age is almost
high-energy interaction model-independent. A certain level of model dependence is albeit found in
the case of < lnAest > estimation.

PACS numbers: 96.50.S-, 96.50.sd, 96.50.sb
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I. INTRODUCTION

The origin and nature of cosmic rays (CRs) at ener-
gies & 1 PeV remain an enigma. A study of the mass
composition of the CR flux is crucial to understanding
these unresolved issues completely. The measured mass
composition and also the energy spectrum of the CRs
on Earth are known to be directly linked to the origin,
acceleration, and propagation mechanisms of the highly
energetic CR particles. However, the mass composition
of CRs at these energies remains more poorly determined,
and most of the results known to date from various ex-
periments are still inconclusive.

Due to the steeply falling nature of its flux, the mass
composition of CRs above energies of about 0.1 PeV is
studied indirectly via extensive air shower (EAS) meth-
ods, examining the overall characteristics of EASs [1-2],
and the longitudinal profile of the showers [3,4,5]. The
current methods of detecting EASs are the measurements
of secondary particle distributions at various observation
levels and of deep underground muons, as well as the
measurements of atmospheric fluorescence radiation, ra-
dio or Cherenkov emission originating from the EASs.
Different characteristics namely the size of a shower (elec-
tron size or shower size and muon size), the shape of the
lateral profiles (lateral shower age) and the shape of the
longitudinal profiles (the depth of the shower maximum
or the longitudinal shower age), essentially depend on
the primary particle energy and the mass of the particle
[6,7,8,9], can be estimated by arrays of particle detec-
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tors and fluorescence detectors on the ground. Further-
more, Cherenkov radiation detectors on the ground can
only observe the lateral distribution of Cherenkov pho-
tons at the observation level, from which the height of
the shower maximum, and then the depth of the shower
maximum can be estimated [10]. On the other hand, the
antennas of the radio antenna array [11] distributed over
the ground, measure the lateral distribution of the radio
emissions of CR EASs, which in turn provides informa-
tion on the depth of the shower maximum and the radio
amplitude, and later about the type and energy of the
shower initiating primary particle [12].

The findings on the mass composition of CRs in the
PeV region, even after significant experimental efforts,
are still not enough to reach unanimity. The CR mass-
sensitive EAS observables suffer greatly from the fluc-
tuations of the EAS cascade sub-processes in air [13].
Moreover, the results depend on the equipment, the data
analysis techniques, the properties of the hadronic in-
teraction models, the atmospheric conditions, geomag-
netic fields, etc. On the other hand, the efforts to mea-
sure the CR mass composition from the observations of
Cherenkov [14] and fluorescence [14-15] radiations in the
EeV regime are restricted due to uncertainties linked pri-
marily with the model of hadronic interactions. There-
fore, there is an attractive possibility to verify the pre-
viously obtained results on CR mass composition by a
different method and a relatively new and simple EAS
observable correlated to the shower age using the charged
electromagnetic (EM) component of an EAS only. An al-
ternative analysis method in this situation is likely to be
more efficient, but we will not use it in this work. In this
alternative approach, several existing and newly possible
EAS observables (say, the present observable is one) are
simultaneously used to deduce the mass composition of
CRs [16-17].
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The observed/simulated lateral density distribution
(LDD) of electrons in a shower is consistently described
by the well-known Nishimura-Kamata-Greisen (NKG)
lateral density function (LDF) [18,19,20]. The lateral
shower age parameter (s) in the LDF characteristically
describes its slope [19,21], which is estimated routinely
from the shape of the LDD electrons of a shower by ap-
plying shower reconstruction. On the contrary, the NKG-
type LDF was a bit flatter than the observed LDD of
electrons in EAS [22,23,24,25]. However, the LDD data
at lower energies were better explained by the Monte
Carlo (MC) methods of Hillas [26]. In a couple of our
and other authors’ works on the parameter s, we noticed
that the LDF with a single s is inadequate to accurately
describe the simulated/observed LDD of electrons in an
EAS at all distances [27,28,29,30,31]. All of these fea-
tures suggest that the variable r can characterize the pa-
rameter s of an EAS, the radial distance from the EAS
core. Such a radial dependency of s was also found to
be retained for EAS muons [31]. This feature of s could
not be eliminated even with some modified LDFs for the
LDD of electrons/muons. At the outset, the idea of local
shower age parameters (LAP) that emerged in [27-28]
was justified. An MC calculation in [32] inferred that
the mentioned radial dependency of s is somewhat inter-
mittent, resulting from an interplay of some likelihood
effects during the EAS development and having little in
common with the cascade theory. These effects on the
LDFs may arise due to a more significant contribution
of younger sub-cascades started by π0s produced at the
late stage of EAS development and also the finite trans-
verse momenta of those π0s. However, we substantiated
that the shape of the LAP (slocal) versus radial distance
curves (and hence the LDDs of the electrons/muons in an
EAS) for a specific scale distance or the so-called Moliére
radius (rm) maintain nearly the same configuration i.e.,
their independence from the CR mass (A) and energy
(E) [29,30,31,33]. All these crucial findings indicate that
the LAP as a function of r manifests some scaling nature,
an intrinsic feature of a shower cascade.

Since s of an EAS depends on r, its values obtained
from various experiments will naturally be inconsistent,
as the radial extension of the shower disks would differ
from experiment to experiment. The same is even true
for different EAS events in a single EAS experiment, as
the radii of the shower disks fluctuate reasonably [34].
As the reliable and precise estimation of s from the LDF
fit to the measured electron densities or, in lieu, the in-
ability of s to describe the LDD of electrons in an EAS
seems formidable, Capdevielle et al. suggested a comple-
mentary approach towards an unequivocal estimation of
s. Thereupon, the notion of LAP and its various charac-
teristics arose. The estimation of s of an EAS from the
variation of the LAP with radial distance (r) was started
by Capdevielle et al. [27-28] and continued later by us
[29,30,31]. One crucial feature of slocal versus r curve is
that with an increase of r, the slocal decreases initially
and attains a minimum at about 40−50 m, then it begins

uprising, reaching a peak value, at about 300−320m, and
then follows a descending trend again. This behaviour
does not deviate considerably with the energy and mass
of the CR particle [29] and also the shower size or muon
size of the EAS [31]. The LAP emerges as an acceptable
solution for exploring the nature associated with the lat-
eral shower age of an EAS. Thus, the minimum LAP at
the radial distance of about 45 m [29] or an average of all
LAPs falling in the radial distance range of 40 − 320 m
[30-31] was considered the lateral shower age (introduced
in upcoming Sect. III by sav) of an EAS.

The work reviewed so far concerning a more reliable
and precise estimation of the shower age of an EAS, based
on the two complementary approaches, requires a com-
plete density distribution of electrons on the radial dis-
tance started off the EAS core. The universal nature of
the configuration of the LDD of electrons in EAS, when
described in terms of LAPs [29], offers a possibility to
introduce a new, more basic observable, ηρ(45;310). The
observable ηρ(45;310) is defined by the ratio of mean local
electron densities centered at reference radial distances
45 m (ρe;<r>=45m; corresponding to the minimum LAP
of an EAS) and 310 m (ρe;<r>=310m; corresponding to
the maximum LAP of an EAS) from the EAS core. It
was learned previously that in an extensively spread ar-
ray (< r >= 350 m), the local density of the EM com-
ponent at a specific distance will be influenced weakly
by the EAS cascade sub-processes in air [35-36]. More-
over, the systematic occurrence of the minimum LAP at
∼ 45 m and the maximum LAP at ∼ 310 m in an in-
dividual EAS is actually being substantiated here. The
present work tried to use these two local densities of the
EM component in the form of the new EAS observable
ηρ(45;310) and to establish its correlation with the lateral
shower age first (known as a mass-sensitive parameter in
EAS studies) and then the mass number of the shower
initiating CR particle. Our analysis of simulated show-
ers also found that the local density of the charged EM
component at ∼ 310 m is very useful for converting it to
the primary energy of the CR particle.

The plan of the paper is the following. The simple new
observable ηρ(45;310) is formally introduced in section II.
Section III describes the primary considerations of the
MC simulations of air showers induced by protons and
nuclei. A presentation of our results with the necessary
discussion is given in section IV. Finally, conclusions are
summarized in section V.

II. A BRIEF THEORETICAL DESCRIPTION
OF THE OBSERVABLE

Under some approximations (known as Approximation
A & B in the electromagnetic (EM) cascade theory) ap-
plied to cascade diffusion equations [37], the LDF of EAS
particles progressing through the air was analytically ex-
pressed by Greisen and is well recognized as the NKG
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function, given by [18]

f(r) = C(s)(r/rm)s−2(1 + r/rm)s−4.5. (1)

Except for C(s), called the normalization factor, all the
remaining symbols in Eq. (1) have already been intro-
duced in Sect. I. Here, C(s) is given by the following

C(s) =
Γ(4.5− s)

2πΓ(s)Γ(4.5− 2s)
. (2)

Thanks to the properties of the Eulerian Beta function
in the direct r-dependent part of the NKG function [37-
38], a link can be established between one single cascade
density, ρe(r) of electrons and Ne via the profile function
f(r) as

ρe(r) =
Ne

r2m
f(r). (3)

It should be noted that the above transformation
exploited s as a constant against r for a specific atmo-
spheric slant depth (X).

In Sect. I, we have explained in detail that s of an EAS
does depend on r, and Capdevielle et al. introduced the
idea of local shower age, slocal as a proposition [27-28].
The LAP emerged as a practical approach for examining
the nature related to the lateral shower age of an EAS
after its validation by the scientific world through impor-
tant rapporteurs at international conferences [39,40,41].
For the NKG-type LDF (say, f(x) with x = r

rm
), by

which lateral densities of electrons are described, the ana-
lytical expression of the local shower age for two adjacent
points, xi and xj is given by

slocal(i, j) =
ln(FijX

2
ijY

4.5
ij )

ln(XijYij)
. (4)

Here, we use some substitutions like Fij = f(ri)/f(rj),
Xij = ri/rj and Yij = (xi+1)/(xj+1). The LAP at each
point can be defined by making ri → rj , and specifying

slocal(i, j) as slocal(r) for r =
ri+rj

2 , and is given by

slocal(r) =
1

2x+ 1

(

(x+ 1)
∂ln f

∂lnx
+ 6.5x+ 2

)

. (5)

This identification slocal(r) = slocal(i, j) was found very
decent for the experimental/simulated LDDs with Fij =
ρ(ri)/ρ(rj) [29,31]. As the simulation for the work will
be performed at the KASCADE level [42], rm will take
89 m for the computation of the LAP.
The LAP for the lateral densities of electrons was

computed for each EAS event directly using Eq. (4)
[29,30,31]. The LAP versus r curve has a distinctive fea-
ture where the parameter initially attains a minimum
value at about 40− 50 m, then it shoots up, possessing a
local maximum at about 300− 320 m, and then exhibits
a falling trend again (see Fig. 2). This distinctive feature
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FIG. 1: Lateral density distribution of shower electrons in-
duced by (a) protons and nuclei for a fixed primary energy; (b)
protons only for different fixed primary energies. The high-
energy hadronic interaction model EPOS-LHC was embedded
with the low-energy hadronic interaction model UrQMD in
simulations. The lines are only a guide for the eye.

of the LAP concerning the LDD of electrons in EAS mo-
tivates us to revisit the concept of the lateral shower age
of an EAS. The augmentation of the concept associated
with the lateral shower age will be ascertained here by
studying a new, more basic EAS observable, ηρ(45;310).
The observable is defined by the ratio between the mean
local electron densities computed at 45 m and 310 m ra-
dial distances from the EAS core as specified by the Fig. 1
in Sect. III. ηρ(45;310) is then given by the simple relation.

ηρ(45;310) =
ρe;<r>=45m

ρe;<r>=310m
. (6)

To validate whether the new observable, ηρ(45;310) can
achieve the objectives of the work indicated in Sect. I,
we use an extensive analysis of simulated EAS events gen-
erated by using the air shower simulation package COR-
SIKA [43].
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Number of simulated showers [Group I (S-I or S-II sample)]

Type of PCR particle
Energy of PCR particle in PeV

0.5 1 2.25 5 10 22.5 50 100

p1
1 50 50 50 50 50 50 30 10

He4
2 50 50 50 50 50 50 30 10

C12
6 50 50 50 50 50 50 30 10

O16
8 50 50 50 50 50 50 30 10

Mg24
12 50 50 50 50 50 50 30 10

S32
16 50 50 50 50 50 50 30 10

Ca40
20 50 50 50 50 50 50 30 10

Fe56
26 50 50 50 50 50 50 30 10

Total number of showers: 2720

TABLE I: S-I sample contains 2720 number of simulated showers generated by EPOS-LHC hadronic interaction model. S-II
sample also contains the same number of simulated showers but generated by QGSJet-II-04 hadronic interaction model.

Number of simulated showers [Group II (S-III or S-IV sample)]

Type of PCR particle
Energy of PCR particle in PeV

2 8 32 128

Li73 50 50 25 10

N14
7 50 50 25 10

Ne20
10 50 50 25 10

Si2814 50 50 25 10

Ar4018 50 50 25 10

Cr5224 50 50 25 10

Total number of showers: 810

TABLE II: S-III sample contains 810 number of simulated showers generated by EPOS-LHC hadronic interaction model. S-IV
sample also contains the same number of simulated showers but generated by QGSJet-II-04 hadronic interaction model.

III. SIMULATION OF EASS AND DATA
ANALYSIS

The simulation of the EAS events is performed using
CORSIKA package version 7.7401 [43]. Two groups
of primary nuclei are formed for simulation. Group I
includes protons, helium, carbon, oxygen, magnesium,
sulphur, calcium, and iron as primaries. On the other
hand, the primary components of Group II are lithium,
nitrogen, neon, silicon, argon and chromium. Two
equal-sized samples (S-I & S-II) of total 2 × 2720
EAS events are simulated using Group I nuclei as pri-
maries corresponding to the high energy (> 80 GeV/n)
hadronic interaction models EPOS-LHC [44] (S-I) and
QGSJet-II-04 [45] (S-II). Two more samples (S-III &
S-IV) taking a minimal number, i.e. 2 × 810 of EAS
events are also simulated using Group II nuclei, and
EPOS-LHC (S-III) and QGSJet-II-04 (S-IV) as the

high energy hadronic interaction models. This makes it
possible to assess how well different empirical parameters
found through; (i) the study of the sample S-I may be
applied to both the samples S-III and S-IV, and (ii)
the study of the sample S-II may be applied to both
the samples S-III and S-IV respectively. Both of these
hadronic interaction models were used in combination
with the low energy (< 80 GeV/n) hadronic interaction
model UrQMD [46]. The EGS4 program library [47]
takes care of the simulation of the EM component of
an EAS in the EM sub-cascades of electrons and photons.

The simulated events are generated at the default
geographical location of CORSIKA corresponding to
the KASCADE experiment (latitude 49.1o N, longitude
8.4o E, 110 m a.s.l.) [42] at fixed zenith angle Θ = 0◦

only. The kinetic energy thresholds for muons and elec-
trons are set at 0.3 and 0.003 GeV. Tables I and II present
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FIG. 2: Variation of the local age parameter with radial dis-
tance for (a) different primaries with a fixed primary energy;
(b) different primary energies with protons only. The Moliere
radius rm is set at 89 m. The high-energy hadronic interac-
tion model EPOS-LHC was embedded with the low-energy
hadronic interaction model UrQMD in simulations. We have
shifted proton and Fe points (Fig. a), and also the lowest and
highest energy points (Fig. b) slightly in the horizontal direc-
tion by multiplying each mean r by 1.05 to visually separate
their errors from the rest.

details about four simulated samples, S-I, S-II, S-III and
S-IV, of EAS events with different composition series,
primary energies, and hadronic interaction models.

The LAP of a simulated/observed CR shower has been
estimated using the main Eq. (4). Such an equation re-
quires only two basic information on the density and dis-
tance data from the LDD of electrons of a shower [29,31].
For estimating the basic density data, we have subdivided
the entire radial distance range 1−1000 m in an EAS into
14 fixed distance bands (∆) on the log scale by setting,
∆ji = ln rj − ln ri ≈ 0.5 with increasing r. In practice,
however, this procedure may not be suitable at any arbi-
trary radial distance owing to considerable uncertainties
in density and EAS core measurements and also from ar-
ray triggering conditions. However, some of these condi-
tions required by the present method could be practicable

in EAS experiments utilizing closely packed particle de-
tectors. Moreover, a reasonable number of showers must
be analyzed to reduce the statistical fluctuations over
electron densities at various radial distance intervals.

In Fig.1a, we have studied the variation of the simu-
lated electron densities over the range 1 − 1000 m at a
fixed E with the EPOS-LHC model for eight different
primary nuclei taken for the sample S-I. For a particular
primary species p, the nature of variation of the simu-
lated electron densities with radial distance is shown in
Fig.1b for 8 different fixed primary energies. The varia-
tion of the LAP with radial distance from the EAS core
is the main attribute from which the concept of the ob-
servable ηρ(45;310) has emerged. A study of this kind is
depicted in Fig. 2 per the electron density data used in
Fig. 1a (here Fig. 2a) and b (here Fig. 2b). The LAP es-
timation is affected mixedly by the radial distance range,
primary energy, and CR composition. It is found that
errors in LAP estimation are more significant for lighter
nuclei-initiated showers than those initiated by heavier
nuclei.

It is important to note that the core position for a
simulated shower is always situated at the origin (0, 0)
in the intrinsic 2D CORSIKA shower plane [43]. Each
secondary particle in an EAS reaching the ground COR-
SIKA plane corresponding to z = 0 has their (x, y) co-
ordinates, and in terms of these coordinates the radial
distance r of the particle from the EAS core can be de-
termined. In simulation, the radial distance of each of
the EAS particles is known with great precision. How-
ever, the dispersion of the LAPs of an average EAS lies
in the range ∼ 0.05− 0.15 for 10 m < r < 750 m. The
two average distances 45 m and 310 m were chosen from
the characteristic high-low-high kind of radial variation
in the LAP within ∼ 330 m or so (Fig. 2). The figure
shows that with an increase of r, the LAP experiences
a gradual decrement, reaching a least possible value at
about 45 m, and starts increasing, and attained a max-
imum at a radial distance of about 310 m. The average
lateral electron densities at these two radial distances (45
and 310 m) were used to have the new parameter ηρ.

In this work, we have seen that the event-by-event
analysis of simulated (or even in observed data [29,31])
electron density data provides a number (here, 14) of
LAPs for each shower from the specified 14 radial dis-
tance bands. One observable parameter was then picked
to look into any possible physical character related to the
LAP so that it is sensitive enough to the mass compo-
sition of the CR primary [29]. Such an observable ex-
tracted from the LAP can be obtained by taking an av-
erage value (sav) of several LAPs in the radial distance
range 45− 310 m. It is noteworthy to mention that such
an observable sav was considered (a lateral shower age
obtained from the LAP) and used in our earlier works
[29,30,31].

Here, we will demonstrate a strong correlation between
ηρ(45;310) (henceforth ηρ in short) and sav from the anal-
ysis of simulated showers induced by nuclei in Group I.
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FIG. 3: Variation of the lateral shower age parameter sav with ηρ for different showers induced by Group I primaries using the
EPOS-LHC model (S-I). Each type of shower has been generated at eight different primary energies.
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PCR particle a b c
p 0.8426 ± 0.0149 0.8810 ± 0.0075 212.2132 ± 9.2473
He 0.9184 ± 0.0206 0.8777 ± 0.0082 168.7812 ± 10.4938
C 0.8735 ± 0.0198 0.8769 ± 0.0198 194.7877 ± 17.0395
O 0.8843 ± 0.0430 0.9077 ± 0.0218 182.4862 ± 19.4597
Mg 0.9126 ± 0.0414 0.8759 ± 0.0209 172.9396 ± 18.4137
S 0.9256 ± 0.0433 0.8902 ± 0.0213 163.4759 ± 18.0517
Ca 0.9316 ± 0.0349 0.9014 ± 0.0175 158.4254 ± 13.9781
Fe 0.9780 ± 0.0328 0.8810 ± 0.0146 140.1258 ± 12.5557
From Fig. 4 only 0.9013 ± 0.0069 0.9007 ± 0.0036 173.5525 ± 3.1992

TABLE III: Values for parameters a, b and c that were determined from the fitting of the sav versus ηρ data presented in Fig. 3
and Fig. 4 by the Eq. (7). The high-energy hadronic interaction model EPOS-LHC (S-I) was embedded with the low-energy
hadronic interaction model UrQMD in simulations. The highlighted numerals in the last row show the combined fit parameters
a, b, c from Fig. 4 only.

PCR particle a b c
p 0.8495 ± 0.0201 0.8829 ± 0.0077 206.2607 ± 12.4681
He 0.8957 ± 0.0259 0.8626 ± 0.0089 182.3864 ± 12.9568
C 0.8872 ± 0.0330 0.8854 ± 0.0140 184.3970 ± 16.6556
O 0.8824 ± 0.0359 0.8985 ± 0.0173 184.3331 ± 17.0848
Mg 0.8869 ± 0.0441 0.8967 ± 0.0222 182.4826 ± 20.2601
S 0.8886 ± 0.0404 0.8926 ± 0.0088 181.5454 ± 18.9039
Ca 0.9151 ± 0.0357 0.8881 ± 0.0175 168.5360 ± 15.6733
Fe 0.9780 ± 0.0329 0.8809 ± 0.0148 140.1266 ± 12.6263
From Fig. 6 only 0.8922 ± 0.0075 0.8985 ± 0.0036 178.3235 ± 3.6313

TABLE IV: Values for parameters a, b and c that were determined from the fitting of the sav versus ηρ data presented in Fig. 5
and Fig. 6 by the Eq. (7). The high-energy hadronic interaction model QGSJet-II-04 (S-II) was embedded with the low-energy
hadronic interaction model UrQMD in simulations. The highlighted numerals in the last row show the combined fit parameters
a, b, c from Fig. 6 only.
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FIG. 4: Variation of the lateral shower age parameter sav with
ηρ for all 2720 showers of Group I (S-I), generated at eight
different primary energies.

The empirical relation describing such a correlation will
then be applied to the simulated showers induced by nu-
clei in Group II to estimate the lateral shower age (we
denote it by sestimated, and henceforth by sest in short)
using only the key observable ηρ for each shower in S-III
and S-IV samples. The paper divulges a new approach
in which ηρ may act as a primary observable to charac-

terize CR showers and estimate the mass A of the EAS
initiating primary.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Correlation of ηρ with the lateral shower age sav

The generated showers in samples S-I and S-II mani-
fest a condition for both the EPOS-LHC and QGSJet-II-
04 models, which suggests a correlation between sav and
ηρ. Such a correlation between two observables can be
parametrized in a straightforward exponential form irre-
spective of the high-energy hadronic interaction models
as

sav(ηρ) = a+ b · exp(−ηρ/c) (7)

For each simulated p-initiated shower, say, in sample
S-I (EPOS-LHC), a pair of parameters (sav, ηρ) was
obtained. We have then combined all the pairs of such
parameters obtained from the analysis of a total of
340 p-initiated simulated showers of the sample S-I
(EPOS-LHC) for eight different primary energies in a
figure (Fig. 3a), which is displaying a variation of sav
with ηρ. For the remaining nuclei, He, C, O, Mg, S, Ca
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FIG. 5: Variation of the lateral shower age parameter sav with ηρ for different showers induced by Group I (S-II) primaries
using the QGSJet-II-04 model. Each type of shower has been generated at eight different primary energies.
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PCR particle PCR energy [in PeV] ηρ ±∆ηρ sav ±∆sav sest ±∆sest

Li

0.2 151.443 ± 21.515 1.279 ± 0.044 1.277 ± 0.047

8 174.433 ± 19.083 1.232 ± 0.034 1.231 ± 0.037

32 209.378 ± 20.506 1.174 ± 0.030 1.170 ± 0.033

128 240.146 ± 13.266 1.128 ± 0.016 1.127 ± 0.019

N

0.2 136.221 ± 18.496 1.311 ± 0.038 1.312 ± 0.044

8 162.554 ± 17.209 1.255 ± 0.031 1.254 ± 0.0362

32 187.139 ± 15.485 1.207 ± 0.025 1.207 ± 0.028

128 222.224 ± 17.999 1.153 ± 0.026 1.151 ± 0.027

Ne

0.2 130.470 ± 17.485 1.326 ± 0.037 1.326 ± 0.043

8 156.085 ± 14.738 1.268 ± 0.028 1.267 ± 0.032

32 186.973 ± 9.444 1.209 ± 0.016 1.208 ± 0.019

128 212.229 ± 8.163 1.168 ± 0.011 1.166 ± 0.015

Si

0.2 126.406 ± 14.135 1.336 ± 0.036 1.336 ± 0.036

8 153.176 ± 14.092 1.274 ± 0.029 1.273 ± 0.031

32 179.557 ± 10.852 1.222 ± 0.019 1.221 ± 0.022

128 203.765 ± 11.273 1.181 ± 0.016 1.179 ± 0.020

Ar

0.2 118.260 ± 11.288 1.357 ± 0.027 1.357 ± 0.031

8 145.607 ± 11.837 1.290 ± 0.024 1.290 ± 0.028

32 169.287 ± 12.898 1.241 ± 0.022 1.240 ± 0.026

128 200.623 ± 9.450 1.186 ± 0.013 1.184 ± 0.018

Cr

0.2 113.585 ± 10.208 1.369 ± 0.027 1.369 ± 0.029

8 139.746 ± 9.325 1.303 ± 0.020 1.303 ± 0.023

32 167.917 ± 11.270 1.245 ± 0.019 1.243 ± 0.024

128 189.641 ± 11.383 1.203 ± 0.018 1.203 ± 0.021

TABLE V: The average values of ηρ, sav and sest for all the 810 simulated showers in S-III (EPOS-LHC) sample of Group II.

E (PeV) α(E) β(E)
0.5 -0.0447 ± 0.0029 7.7713 ± 0.3965
1 -0.0484 ± 0.0028 8.6508 ± 0.4451
2.25 -0.0505 ± 0.0028 9.8139 ± 0.4846
5 -0.0531 ± 0.0021 10.8741 ± 0.2319
10 -0.0556 ± 0.0025 11.9164 ± 0.3093
22.5 -0.0589 ± 0.0027 13.4106 ± 0.2824
50 -0.0631 ± 0.0024 15.0286 ± 0.2662
100 -0.0649 ± 0.0024 16.0235 ± 0.2598

TABLE VI: The parameters α and β at different primary energies for showers initiated by S-I nuclei (EPOS-LHC model).

E (PeV) α(E) β(E)
0.5 -0.0463 ± 0.0029 8.2194 ± 0.4865
1 -0.0477 ± 0.0028 9.0595 ± 0.4463
2.25 -0.0492 ± 0.0029 10.0620 ± 0.3913
5 -0.0509 ± 0.0025 11.1704 ± 0.3153
10 -0.0529 ± 0.0025 12.1158 ± 0.3089
22.5 -0.0549 ± 0.0027 13.3384 ± 0.2819
50 -0.0567 ± 0.0022 14.5185 ± 0.2671
100 -0.0586 ± 0.0022 15.5862 ± 0.2618

TABLE VII: Same as Table VI but for showers initiated by S-II nuclei (QGSJet-II-04 model).
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a1 b1 c1
0.1991 ± 0.0002 -0.4020 ± -0.0002 -0.0475 ± 0.0004

a2 b2 c2
0.5841 ± 0.0373 0.4065 ± 0.0376 8.6743 ± 0.0867

TABLE VIII: The fitted parameters in Eq. (9) and (10) for showers initiated by S-I (EPOS-LHC) nuclei.

a1 b1 c1
0.2244 ± 0.0001 -0.4511 ± -0.0001 -0.0476 ± -0.0002

a2 b2 c2
0.5738 ± 0.0354 0.2476 ± 0.0248 9.0276 ± 0.0559

TABLE IX: Same as Table VIII but for showers initiated by S-II (QGSJet-II-04) nuclei.
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FIG. 6: Variation of the lateral shower age parameter sav with
ηρ for all 2720 showers in Group I (S-II), generated at eight
different primary energies using QGSJet-II-04 model.

and Fe in S-I, the dependence of sav on ηρ are shown
in Fig. 3b to Fig. 3h. All these variations of sav with
ηρ in Fig. 3 can be described by the parametrization
in Eq. (7). For each type of primary shower in S-I
(EPOS-LHC), the parameters a, b and c are found by
making an exponential fit according to Eq. (7) of sav
versus ηρ data. As a result, eight sets of fit parameters
(a, b and c) can be obtained for eight primary particle
types. Finally, the correlation between sav and ηρ
in Eq. (7) is also used to fit all the 2720 number of
sav versus ηρ data in S-I (EPOS-LHC) together. The
combined scattered plot of sav versus ηρ data, as well as
the fitted curve, is shown in Fig. 4. The parameters, a,
b and c obtained from the fits in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 are
shown in Table III. On the other hand, Fig. 5, Fig. 6
and Table IV together obtained from the analysis of
simulated showers in sample S-II (QGSJet-II-04) display
the analogous results of Fig. 3, Fig. 4 and Table III. It
is noteworthy to mention that the nature of variation of
sav with the variation of ηρ is effectively independent of
the hadronic interaction models that were used in the
present simulation.

The ηρ values experience statistical fluctuations with
the type of primary species and CR energy. This may
cause a dispersion in the correlation of sav with ηρ using
simulations. For a specific case with E = 50 PeV, our
analysis has found a larger error in ηρ with a dispersion,
∆ηρ

ηρ
× 100% ≈ ±12.3% for the primary p. Such a

dispersion has declined to ±6.2% if it corresponded to
Fe showers. Our simulation gives a dispersion range,
≈ ±(4− 11)% in ηρ for Fe showers, if the simulation
corresponded to a primary energy range, 0.5− 100 PeV.
The main reason for higher errors of ηρ at lower primary
energies is the large shower-to-shower fluctuations in
electron densities, particularly around 310 m. Radial
distance beyond 300 m, a considerable fall in electron
density may contribute a significant error to ηρ. As the
lateral spread of p or lighter nuclei-initiated showers is
smaller than that of the Fe-initiated showers, the error
of ηρ is expected to be higher for showers initiated by p
or lighter nuclei.

The dispersion found in ηρ should affect the value of
sav via their correlation in Eq. (7). We have seen that
for 50 PeV proton-initiated showers the average values of
ηρ and ∆ηρ were 237.42 and ±29.3. Using these values,
together with a, b, c from Table III for proton primary in
Eq. (7), the average values of sav and ∆sav are ≈ 1.13
and ±0.04. We notice that these results on sav and ∆sav
agree very well with those obtained from LAP, as men-
tioned in Sect. III. Hence, using the new observable, ηρ
in predicting the shower age parameter looks practicable.

B. Applicability of Eq. (7) to Group II showers

To demonstrate the applicability of the present
method via Eq. (7) to Group II showers, we would
exploit explicitly the combined fit parameters obtained
from the analysis of Group I showers in Group II. For
S-III (EPOS-LHC) and S-IV (QGSJet-II-04) samples
of showers in Group II, the parameter sav is deter-
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FIG. 7: Fig. a: the lateral shower age parameters sav ob-
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tance range 45− 310 m as a function of the estimated lateral
age parameters sest for S-III showers using the combined fit
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Fig. b: Same as Fig. a but between S-II and S-IV samples.
The correlation between sav and sest has been approximated
by sav = a1 sest + s0; Fig. c & d: distributions of sav − sest
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FIG. 9: Fig. a: variation of A with ηρ for S-I nuclei cor-
responding to eight different primary energies (EPOS-LHC
model). Fig. b: same as Fig. a but for the S-II sample
(QGSJet-II-04 model).

mined from the average of several LAPs in the radial
distance range, 45–310 m, as done before. Further,
the parameter ηρ is also determined for them. In
order to test the validity of our analysis algorithm, we
analyzed Group II:EPOS-LHC(QGSJet-II-04) showers
by exploiting the parameters determined by Group
I:EPOS-LHC(QGSJet-II-04) showers. To test the high-
energy hadronic interaction model dependency, we have,
however, analyzed the Group II:QGSJet-II-04(EPOS-
LHC) showers with the parameters determined by the
Group I:EPOS-LHC(QGSJet-II-04) showers.

Thus, first using the observable ηρ of each shower in the
S-III (EPOS-LHC) sample, we would estimate their cor-
responding sest values with the help of Eq. (7) together
with the combined fit parameters a, b, c borrowed from
Table III (highlighted a, b, c only) for the S-I (EPOS-
LHC) sample. We compared the shower age, sest pre-
dicted by the relation (7), with sav of showers generated
by nuclei of the S-III (EPOS-LHC) sample. The results
are displayed in Fig. 7a, which reveal that the sav pa-
rameter can be expressed as a function of sest by a lin-
ear equation, sav = a1 sest + s0 with fitted parameters
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FIG. 10: Fig. a: α parameters estimated at eight different
CR energies E for showers initiated by S-I nuclei. Fig. b:
β parameters estimated at eight different CR energies E for
showers initiated by S-I nuclei.

(a1 = 0.97 ± 0.004, s0 = 0.032± 0.005) for the Group II
nuclei with the S-III (EPOS-LHC) sample, respectively.
We repeat it by analyzing S-IV (QGSJet-II-04) show-
ers with the parameters determined by S-II (QGSJet-II-
04) showers. Likewise, we depict the obtained results in
Fig. 7b, and the corresponding fitted parameters take the
values as (a1 = 0.98± 0.005, s0 = 0.021± 0.006).
Secondly, we have analyzed the Group II:QGSJet-

II-04(EPOS-LHC) showers with the parameters de-
termined by the Group I:EPOS-LHC(QGSJet-II-04)
showers. These results are displayed in Fig. 8a and
Fig. 8b, and the corresponding fitted parameters
are (a1 = 0.98 ± 0.005, s0 = 0.022 ± 0.006) and
(a1 = 0.98 ± 0.004, s0 = 0.027 ± 0.005). Moreover,
we further computed the difference between the two
age parameters, sav and sest. Finally, in Fig. 7c and
Fig. 7d, we have presented a pair of histograms of these
differences, δs = sav−sest for showers initiated by Group
II nuclei with S-III(EPOS-LHC) and S-IV(QGSJet-II-
04) samples, respectively. The Gaussian distribution
function fits the histogram (Fig. 7c) with a parameter
set, µ = 0.0 and σ = 0.0056, and the histogram (Fig. 7d)
with µ = −0.0017 and σ = 0.0054. On the other hand,
the histogram fits of Fig. 8c and d picked the values
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FIG. 11: Fig. a: α parameters estimated at eight different
CR energies E for showers initiated by S-II nuclei. Fig. b:
β parameters estimated at eight different CR energies E for
showers initiated by S-II nuclei.

as µ = −0.0017, σ = 0.0054 and µ = 0.001, σ = 0.005,
respectively. It has been thus noticed that the relation
of sav or sest with ηρ obtained from the present analysis
clearly shows insignificant model dependence.

In the above, we have parametrized sest as a function
of ηρ of Group II showers using a set of combined fit
parameters a, b and c, derived from Group I showers for
both EPOS-LHC and QGSJet-II-04 hadronic interaction
models. It should be, however, mentioned how the
uncertainties in combined fit parameters a, b, and c
given in Table III (EPOS-LHC) would lead to cast
uncertainties in sest in Table V. The error propagation
procedure puts an estimate as,

∆sest =
[

∆a2+
exp(−2ηρ/c)·{b

2(c2∆η2

ρ+∆c2η2

ρ)+∆b2c2}

c4

]1/2

;

with ηρ as well as ∆ηρ come from Group II showers.
In Table V, we have shown sest ± ∆sest, corresponding
to ηρ ± ∆ηρ of Group II showers generated by EPOS-
LHC model only. Though not shown here, our analysis
found no noticeable difference in these results using the
QGSJet-II-04 model.
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FIG. 12: Fig. a: distributions of estimated values of lnAest

for S-III (EPOS-LHC) showers with parameters determined
by the S-I (EPOS-LHC) showers. Fig. b: same as Fig. a
but for showers initiated by S-IV (QGSJet-II-04) nuclei with
parameters determined by the S-II (QGSJet-II-04) showers.

C. An estimate of cosmic ray mass A extracted
from ηρ

We know that s or sav takes the highest value for the
CR nuclei A = 56 and the lowest value for A = 1 at
a particular E or a particular pair of EAS observables
(Ne, Nµ) in simulations [17,29]. Commonly, the compar-
ison of experimentally measured variations of s or sav
versus E or versusNe or versus the combined observables
Ne, Nµ with simulations has been exploited to study the
change of CR mass composition across the knee or an-
kle [17,29-30]. Here, we observe, though in simulated
data, that ηρ as a new EAS observable gets the higher
value for the CR species A = 1 and the lowest value for
A = 56 at a particular E (see Fig. 9a or Table V with
EPOS-LHC model, and Fig. 9b only with QGSJet-II-04
model). A direct measure of A could be achieved if a cor-
relation between ηρ and A is established. Based on a set
of simulated showers, a unique correlation is obtained to
estimate the CR mass A by exploiting the EAS observ-
able ηρ alone. At a specific CR energy, the observable ηρ
accounts the variations in A among different CR species.
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The energy dependence of A is directly regulated by the
two parameters α and β. The correlation is then given
by,

A = exp(α · ηρ + β) (8)

where, A is expressed in atomic mass unit (amu).
To amend the parameters α and β, we use the fol-

lowing analytical models (see Eq. (9) and Eq. (10)) that
have been derived by fitting the Eq. (8) to the data of
A versus ηρ obtained from the analysis of showers in
samples S-I (EPOS-LHC) and S-II (QGSJet-II-04). The
parametrized α and β take the following dependencies on
the CR energy.

α(E) = a1 · ln(E
2) + b1 · ln(E) + c1 (9)

β(E) = a2 · ln(E
2) + b2 · ln(E) + c2 (10)

The parameters α and β are so obtained from the fit
procedure using Eq. (8) to the variations of A with ηρ
for showers in S-I (EPOS-LHC) and S-II (QGSJet-II-04)
samples, are listed in Table VI and Table VII. These
variations between A and ηρ are already shown in Fig. 9a
and b. The corresponding fitted values of α and β for
different primary energies are shown in Table VI (S-I)
and Table VII (S-II). The variations of fitted α and β
with the CR energy are parametrized nicely by Eq. (9)
and Eq. (10) and are shown in Fig. 10a and b for the S-I
(EPOS-LHC) sample and in Fig. 11a and b for the S-II
(QGSJet-II-04) sample. The six parameters (a1, b1, c1)
and (a2, b2, c2) are included in Table VIII and Table IX.
In order to validate the analytical modeling for the

CR mass A via Eq. (8) to Group-II showers in S-III
(EPOS-LHC) sample, we would borrow the parameters
(a1, b1, c1) and (a2, b2, c2) obtained from the analysis
of the S-I sample in Table VIII, and use them in S-III
(EPOS-LHC) showers to obtain α and β corresponding
to their CR energies. For the S-III (EPOS-LHC) sample
of simulated showers, the parameter ηρ is already known
from Table V, corresponding to the EPOS-LHC model.
Now, using the parameter ηρ of each shower in the sam-
ple S-III (EPOS-LHC) and the combined parameters α
and β, the estimated masses Aest for the species in S-III
(EPOS-LHC) can be predicted with the help of Eq. (8).
A reasonably more precise estimate of the primary CR
mass Aest and a better separation of the distributions
from individual types of primary species can be achieved
if the resolution in Aest determination is expressed in
lnAest. The distributions of lnAest analyzed from the
S-III (EPOS-LHC) showers with the parameters deter-
mined by the S-I (EPOS-LHC) showers are depicted in
Fig. 12a. Six different types of species in the S-III sample
are included. Similarly in Fig. 12b, the distributions of
lnAest analyzed from the S-IV (QGSJet-II-04) showers
with the parameters determined by the S-II (QGSJet-II-
04) showers are also shown. The mean (µ(lnAest)) and

standard deviation (σ(lnAest)) of the distributions for S-
III (EPOS-LHC) and S-IV (QGSJet-II-04) showers are
given in Table X and Table XI, respectively. To see a
certain level of high-energy hadronic interaction model
dependency of lnAest distributions through the charac-
teristic parameters µ(lnAest) and σ(lnAest), we have, how-
ever, analyzed the Group II:QGSJet-II-04(EPOS-LHC)
showers with the parameters determined by the Group
I:EPOS-LHC(QGSJet-II-04) showers. In the later cases,
we have just shown these final characteristic parameters
via Table XII and Table XIII from the analysis. Thus,
the resulting estimates for lnAest, shown in Fig. 12 or Ta-
ble X to Table XIII, reveal the efficiency of the present
method to identify heavy nuclei (e.g., Cr) from light CR
primaries (e.g., Li). Alternatively, in lnAest, the resolu-
tion is clearly comparable for heavy and light primaries.

PCR ln (Aactual) µ(lnAest) σ(lnAest)

Li73 1.946 1.939 ±0.143 1.069 ±0.147
N14

7 2.639 2.676 ±0.115 1.031 ±0.119
Ne2010 2.996 3.006 ±0.067 0.834 ±0.068
Si2814 3.332 3.372 ±0.054 0.639 ±0.055

Ar4018 3.689 3.708 ±0.066 0.501 ±0.066
Cr5224 3.952 4.048 ±0.036 0.530 ±0.035

TABLE X: The resulting values of the mean µ(lnAest) and
standard deviation σ(lnAest) from the Gaussian fit of the dis-
tributions of estimated lnAest) of S-III (EPOS-LHC) showers
with parameters determined by S-I (EPOS-LHC) showers.

PCR ln(Aactual) µ(lnAest) σ(lnAest)

Li73 1.946 2.082 ±0.106 1.116 ±0.108
N14

7 2.639 2.766 ±0.063 0.888 ±0.063
Ne2010 2.996 3.091 ±0.042 0.865 ±0.043
Si2814 3.332 3.356 ±0.064 0.672 ±0.063

Ar4018 3.689 3.717 ±0.033 0.656 ±0.033
Cr5224 3.952 3.948 ±0.049 0.643 ±0.030

TABLE XI: The resulting values of the mean µ(lnAest) and
standard deviation σ(lnAest) from the Gaussian fit of the dis-
tributions of estimated lnAest) of S-IV (QGSJet-II-04) show-
ers with parameters determined by S-II (QGSJet-II-04) show-
ers.
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PCR ln(Aactual) µ(lnAest) σ(lnAest)

Li73 1.946 2.567 ±0.097 1.095 ±0.099
N14

7 2.639 3.319 ±0.059 0.794 ±0.081
Ne2010 2.996 3.512 ±0.078 0.772 ±0.071

Si2814 3.332 3.907 ±0.060 0.573 ±0.060
Ar4018 3.689 4.301 ±0.032 0.568 ±0.061
Cr5224 3.952 4.531 ±0.069 0.451 ±0.042

TABLE XII: The resulting values of the mean µ(lnAest) and
standard deviation σ(lnAest) from the Gaussian fit of the dis-
tributions of estimated lnAest) of S-III (EPOS-LHC) showers
with parameters determined by S-II (QGSJet-II-04) showers.

PCR ln(Aactual) µ(lnAest) σ(lnAest)

Li73 1.946 1.739 ±0.101 1.093 ±0.102
N14

7 2.639 2.280 ±0.113 0.975 ±0.118

Ne2010 2.996 2.595 ±0.119 0.955 ±0.125
Si2814 3.332 2.885 ±0.054 0.629 ±0.054
Ar4018 3.689 3.313 ±0.089 0.751 ±0.091
Cr5224 3.952 3.509 ±0.077 0.751 ±0.079

TABLE XIII: The resulting values of the mean µ(lnAest) and
standard deviation σ(lnAest) from the Gaussian fit of the dis-
tributions of estimated lnAest) of S-IV (QGSJet-II-04) show-
ers with parameters determined by S-I (EPOS-LHC) showers.
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FIG. 13: Graphical representation of the numerals in Table X
to XIII, showing the estimated (lnAest) values corresponding
to their actual values (lnAactual).

The mean values of ln (Aest) i.e., µ(lnAest) are plot-
ted against ln (Aactual), obtained from Table X to Table
XIII in Fig. 13, and then fitted with the straight line
ln (Aest) = m · ln (A) + c. An insignificant difference be-
tween ln (Aest) i.e. µ(lnAest) and ln (Aactual) for the cases
EPOS-LHC (S-I) to EPOS-LHC (S-III) (solid-red line in
Fig. 13) and QGSJet-II-04 (S-II) to QGSJet-II-04 (S-IV)
(dash-blue line) indicates the validity of our analysis al-
gorithm utilized in the work. Contrary to that, the two
peripheral straight lines (green and amber) in Fig. 13
corresponding to EPOS-LHC (S-I) to QGSJet-II-04 (S-
IV), and QGSJet-II-04 (S-II) to EPOS-LHC (S-III) cases
indicate a certain level of high energy interaction model

dependency of our CR mass determination method.
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FIG. 14: Correlation of the CR energy of S-I (EPOS-LHC)
showers and average density of EAS charged particles (e+µ)
at a core distance of 310 m.

The correlation in Eq. (8) is applied to estimate the
average CR mass, requiring a measure of the CR energy
E. Some earlier simulations determined E in the EeV
range by using the estimators as either the flux density
of EAS charged particles (ρe+µ) or the flux density of only
muons (ρµ) both measured at a core distance of 600 m
[48]. Our simulation study, however, put some effort just
to examine whether the selected fixed CR energies in the
work could be estimated using the correlation between E
and the local density of electrons (ρe) around 310 m ra-
dial distance and at least for the light component (proton
and helium) air showers by the following,

log10(E) = A+B log10(ρe(r = 310 m)) (11)

Analyses of simulated data find A = 16.74 ± 0.01 and
B = 0.92 ± 0.01 from the EPOS-LHC model whereas
using the QGSJet-II-04 these values are A = 16.77±0.02
and B = 0.92 ± 0.01 respectively. The relationship
(Eq. (11)) for the light component (proton and helium)
obtained in this study can be used for energy estimations
of S-III and S-IV nuclei-initiated showers. The average
differences between the actual and estimated CR energies
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FIG. 15: Distributions of log10(Eactual/Eest) for showers ini-
tiated by S-III (EPOS-LHC) nuclei. The values of the mean
and standard deviation of the distribution are shown.

are log10(Eactual/Eest) ≃ 0.065 and ≃ 0.068 respectively
from the EPOS-LHC and QGSJet-II models. In Fig. 14
and 15, our analyses are presented, considering both the
interaction models.

Finally, the CR mass sensitivity power of the new ob-
servable ηρ is tested using a well-known statistical pa-
rameter ‘the figure of merit (FOM)’. The FOM could
determine the quality of the CR mass estimator ηρ. The
FOM is a very reliable statistical indicator for Gaussian
distributions. We estimate the FOM for the first two
classes (e.g. c1 = p and c2 = Fe classes) of Group-I nu-
clei and then for the second two classes (e.g. c1 = Li and
c2 = Cr classes) of Group-II. The standard form of the
FOM is written by

FOM =

∣

∣µ[ηρc1
]− µ[ηρc2

]
∣

∣

√

σ2[ηρc1
] + σ2[ηρc2

]
(12)

, where µ[ηρc1
] and σ2[ηρc1

] are the mean value and the
variance of the distribution of the observable ηρ for c1
class showers while µ[ηρc2

] and σ2[ηρc2
] for c2 class show-

ers respectively. The FOMs for the observable ηρ take

1.98 and 2.36, respectively, corresponding to the EPOS-
LHC and QGSJet-II models from the first two classes
of simulated showers at a fixed CR energy 50 PeV. The
FOMs are 1.77 and 1.60 from the second two classes of
simulated showers generated at the energy 32 PeV, cor-
responding to the EPOS-LHC and QGSJet-II models.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In the present analysis using a new method, we mainly
focused on the observable ηρ for extracting the CR mass
information and have drawn the following conclusions.
It was demonstrated that the new observable ηρ has

maintained a good correlation with the lateral shower age
sav. The relation between sav and ηρ for Group I showers
is found very accurate and reliable in predicting lateral
shower age sest of EASs initiated by a new CR series of
nuclei in Group II. The predicted lateral shower age sest
simply using the observable ηρ agrees nicely with that
obtained from the existing method of averaging several
LAPs of an EAS in the radial distance range 45− 310 m
(shown in Table V and also in Fig. 7, and Fig. 8). As
ηρ is found a complementary one to the lateral shower
age sav or sest of an EAS, it seems evident that the ob-
servable be effective to characterize EASs. Our analyses
agree with some well-established facts that lateral shower
age rises with the CR mass A at a fixed primary energy
and decreases with the CR energy E for a particular CR
species (Table V and elsewhere). The observable ηρ also
retains such dependencies on A and E but in a converse
manner.
Some of the features of the lateral shower age known

from previous studies revealed that the parameter and
its fluctuation showed sensitivity to the nature of the
shower-initiating primary CR particle. The lateral
shower age sest estimated by exploiting the new observ-
able ηρ may presumably improve the accuracy of the
measurement of the CR mass composition by air shower
experiments.
The work mainly aimed to exploit the observable ηρ

as an effective estimator of the primary CR mass. It
has been demonstrated that the method can estimate
the average CR masses from simulated EAS data, if ηρ
and E are measured with average accuracy (Fig. 12 and
Table X to Table XIII).
The present analyses rely on air shower simulations,

and therefore, validating the results obtained with two
hadronic interaction models, EPOS-LHC and QGSJet-
II-04, is very appropriate to gain a greater insight into
differences, if any. It has been thus noticed that relation
of sav or sest with ηρ, obtained from the present analysis
clearly showing a little model dependence. However, a
certain level of high energy interaction model dependency
of the CR mass determination from the present method
has been noticed. A clear indication of that feature could
be realized by the interpretation of the departure of the
two peripheral straight lines (green and amber) in Fig. 13



17

from the central ones.
In this paper, we have proposed a new observable,

studied its characteristics, and discussed its application
for simulated air shower data. We noticed that ηρ val-
ues experienced an adequate dispersion range from their
averages owing to significant shower-to-shower statistical
uncertainties in ρe, particularly at large radial distances.
A ground array equipped with densely packed scintilla-
tion detectors only covering up to ≃ 350 m is suitable to
determine ηρ, and of course, the core locations of EASs
(would provide very accurate radial distance measure-
ment) more accurately.
It is worth mentioning that the present analysis has

been restricted by some limiting factors in connection
with the present computational capabilities for simula-
tions. Accordingly, we planned to go along with a modest
total of 2 × 3530 vertical showers generated at different
fixed primary energies in the range of 0.5 − 128 PeV at

the default KASCADE location in CORSIKA. It would
be crucial to formulate the main attribute of the work
to inclined simulated EASs with arbitrary energy in the
range 0.5− 130 PeV, and also to examine a specific sur-
face detector array response in future. Applying the basic
aspect and the scheme of the method to a CR composi-
tion analysis using observed electron density data from
a closely packed array of scintillation detectors [49,50]
would be an exciting project.
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