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The electron spectrum exhibits a complex structure and has controversially proposed origins. This
work reproduce the evolution of the electron spectrum based on a spatially dependent propagation
(SDP) model. The key point is that our SPD model features two diffusion regions leading to two
diffusion timescales, competing with the cooling timescale. This results in a three-segment power-
law electron spectrum: (1) The spectrum below tens of GeV is primarily influenced by cooling effects
from distant sources. (2) The spectrum dominated by diffusion effects from nearby sources from tens
of GeV to TeV. (3) The spectrum above TeV, which is predominantly governed by cooling effects
from nearby sources. This evolution is unique to the SDP model, and we offer a comprehensive and
clear depiction of electron evolution under a single propagation scenario for the first time.

I. INTRODUCTION

High-energy electron spectra serve as an excellent
probe for nearby sources of cosmic rays (CRs). The elec-
tron propagation time scale can be expressed as τdif =
L2/Dxx, where L represents the diffusion halo radius and
Dxx denotes the diffusion coefficient. The electron energy
loss time scale can be approximated as [1, 2]

τloss(Einit) ≃ 20× (
Einit

10GeV
)−1Myr (1)

where Einit represents the initial energy of the electron.
When τloss > τdif is satisfied, energy loss becomes dom-
inant, thereby obscuring the contributions from distant
sources to the high-energy component, while the num-
ber of nearby sources is minimal. Therefore, high-energy
electron spectra serve as an excellent probe for nearby
sources. To conduct a thorough investigation using this
probe, precise measurements are essential.

Experiments such as AMS-02, DAMPE, and HESS
have provided comprehensive and precise measurements
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of the electron spectrum[3–9]. The electron spectrum
shows hardening around ∼40GeV[3–5] and experiences
cutoff at ∼TeV[7, 8]. These reveal the intricate three-
segment power-law structure of the electron spectrum,
prompting theoretical physicists to utilize a range of the-
oretical models to elucidate its origins.

Currently, the interpretations of the electron spec-
trum primarily involve neighboring source models such as
pulsar wind nebulae[10–14] and supernova remnants[15–
17], the K-N effect[14, 18], and dark matter particle
annihilation[19–21]. However, the crucial issue is that
these models fail to dynamically portray the mecha-
nisms underlying the evolution of the electron spectrum.
Therefore, it is essential to provide a comprehensive and
clear depiction of electron evolution.

In this work, we trace the origins of the evolution of the
electron spectrum using SDP model.The organization of
this paper is as follows: Sec.II presents CR SDP model,
followed by the results in Sec.III. Finally, Sec.IV provides
a summary.

II. MODEL AND METHODOLOGY

To describe the propagation process of CRs, we utilize
the SDP model[22–27] in this work. As shown in Fig-
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FIG. 1: Schematic illustration of the physical mechanisms underlying the three segments of the power-law spectrum
of CR electrons. Electrons from distant sources propagate through the outer zone, where they are dominated by
cooling effects and concentrated in the low-energy region, forming the first segment of the energy spectrum. In

contrast, electrons contributed by nearby sources are concentrated in the high-energy region and are classified into
two parts based on their energy, with one part dominated by diffusion and the other by cooling, leading to the

second and third segments of the electron energy spectrum, respectively.

ure . 1, the presence of a slow diffusion region around
the source, combined with the primary distribution of
sources on the galactic plane, necessitates the division
of the CR propagation space into inner and outer zones.
The values of Dxx and L differ between the inner and
outer zones, leading to two distinct diffusion timescales,
τIH and τOH , within the SDP model. Previous work
has demonstrated that particles contributed by distant
sources (Comp-A) propagate through the outer zone, re-
sulting in longer propagation times and lower energies,
while particles contributed by nearby sources (Comp-
B) propagate through the inner zone, leading to shorter
propagation times and higher energies. Consequently,
for electrons from distant sources, τloss < τOH , and
their propagation process is predominantly governed by
cooling effects, thereby forming the first segment of the
electron spectrum. Electrons from nearby sources can
be categorized into two groups based on energy: those
with energies τloss > τIH , whose propagation process is
dominated by diffusion effects, constitute the second seg-
ment of the electron spectrum; and those with energies
τloss < τIH , whose propagation process is governed by
cooling effects, form the third segment of the electron
spectrum. Therefore, this group of electrons should ex-
hibit a distinct structural transition from diffusion domi-

nance to cooling dominance. The combined contributions
of these three components lead to the complex structure
of the electron spectrum. Based on the location of the in-
flection point in the electron spectrum, it can be inferred
that τOH ≈ 5Myr and τIH ≈ 0.3Myr.

In the following a quantitative description of the CR
propagation process is provided. The propagation of CRs
can be represented mathematically by the following par-
tial differential equation[28]

∂Ψ(r⃗, p, t)

∂t
= Q(r⃗, p, t) + ∇⃗ · (Dxx∇⃗Ψ− V⃗cΨ)+

∂

∂p
[p2Dpp

∂

∂p

Ψ

p2
]− ∂

∂p
[ṗΨ− p

3
(∇⃗ · V⃗c)]−

ψ

τf
− ψ

τr
,

(2)

where Q(r⃗, p, t) describes the distribution of sources,V⃗c
represents the convection velocity, Dxx denotes the spa-
tial diffusion coefficient, Dpp is the momentum diffusion
coefficient accounting for the reacceleration process, ṗ,τf
and τr are the energy loss rate, the fragmentation and
radioactive decaying timescaleds, respectively.

Since the diffusion speed of CRs in the inner zone is
lower than that in the outer zone and is dependent on
the distribution of sources, the diffusion coefficient of the
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TABLE I: Propagation model parameters and spectral injection parameters.

Model D0
a[cm−2s−1] δ0 Nm ξ n vA[km s−1] z0[kpc] Normalization[GeV−1m−2s−1sr−1] νa

1 Rbr[GV] νa
2

SDP-1 1× 1029 0.8 0.6 0.082 4.0 6 5 0.268 1.85 7.8 2.68
SDP-2 1× 1029 0.8 0.6 0.082 4.0 6 5 0.268 1.85 7.8 2.72
TRO 1× 1029 0.33 0.6 0.0 4.0 6 5 0.267 1.85 7 2.8
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FIG. 2: Left panel: Electron spectrum observed by the AMS-02[3], DAMPE[5], HESS[7, 8], and CALET[4]
experiments. Right panel: Measurement results from each experiment compared with the calculational results from
the SDP model and the traditional model. The black line represents the results from the traditional model, while
the blue and green lines correspond to the calculational results from the SDP model for the AMS-02 and DAMPE

experiment results, respectively.

model is expressed as:

Dxx(r, z, R) = D0F (r, z)β
η(
R

R0
)δ(r,z), (3)

where the function F (r, z) is defined as:

F (r, z) =

{
g(r, z) + [1− g(r, z)]

(
z

ξz0

)n

, |z| ≤ ξz0

1, |z| > ξz0
,

(4)
With g(r, z) = Nm/[1 + f(r, z)]. Here the diffusion coef-
ficient of the inner zone is anticorrelated with the source
distribution f(r, z) , given by

f(r, z) =

(
r

r⊙

)1.25

exp

[
−3.87(r − r⊙)

r⊙

]
exp

(
−|z|
zs

)
,

(5)
where r⊙ = 8.5 kpc and zs = 0.2 kpc . For the outer
zone, the diffusion coefficient remains constant when
varying spatial locations.In contrast, the diffusion coeffi-
cient in the traditional model remains constant through-
out the entire space. In order to investigate the rela-
tionship between the electron spectra at different energy
ranges and the locations of their sources, we categorize
f(r, z) into two parts. Using the position of the Sun as

the central reference point, we divide the sources into
nearby and distant sources based on their distance R
from the Sun.
The source spectrum of CRs is assumed to be a broken

power law in rigidity. To solve the transport equation, we
employ the numerical package DRAGON[29] . The force-
field approximation is incorporated to account for solar
modulation effects[30]. The key parameters pertaining
to CR propagation are summarized in Table I.

III. RESULTS

Applying the method mentioned above, we calculated
the electron energy spectrum. The left panel of Figure 2
clearly illustrates the three-segment structure of the elec-
tron energy spectrum. The DAMPE, HESS, and CALET
data employed represent the total electron data minus
the positron data from AMS-02[3]. The right panel of
Figure 2 presents the measured results of the electron en-
ergy spectrum, along with the calculations from the tra-
ditional model and the SDP model. It is evident that the
electron flux calculated using the SDP model accurately
reproduces the complex structure of the observed elec-
tron energy spectrum, while the traditional model fails
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FIG. 3: Partitioned calculation results of the SDP model and the traditional model compared with the observations
from AMS-02[3], DAMPE[5], HESS[7, 8], and CALET[4] experiments. The left panel displays the partitioned

calculation results of SDP-2 within the SDP model, while the right panel presents the partitioned calculation results
from the traditional model. The blue and green shaded areas represent the electron flux contributions from nearby
sources (R < 0.4kpc) and distant sources (R > 0.4kpc), respectively. The black line indicates the total electron flux

calculated by the models.

to capture the fine structure of the electron flux. SDP-1
and SDP-2 represent the results of the SDP model with
parameter sets tailored for the DAMPE and AMS-02 ex-
perimental data, respectively.

To better understand the origins of the complex struc-
ture of the electron spectrum, we separately investigate
the contributions of distant and nearby sources to the
electron flux, referred to as Comp-A and Comp-B. As
described in Sec.II , we use a standard of 0.4kpc, which
is half the thickness of the inner diffusion halo, to dis-
tinguish between nearby and distant sources. Figure 3
illustrates the results of the SDP-2 model and the par-
titioned calculations of the traditional model. In SDP
model, Comp-A is concentrated in the low-energy range
and exhibits distinct characteristics of cooling effects. In
contrast, Comp-B is primarily focused in the high-energy
range, displaying a clear transition from diffusion domi-
nance to cooling dominance around 700GeV . However,
the spectra of Comp-A and Comp-B in the traditional
model are essentially consistent and cannot explain the
complex structure of the electron energy spectrum. The
partitioned calculation results provide strong support for
the SDP model.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

This work presents a clear and comprehensive prop-
agation diagram that dynamically reveals the evolution

mechanism of the electron energy spectrum. The dual
diffusion timescale resulting from the SDP model’s dou-
ble diffusion halo plays a crucial role in this evolution
mechanism. Electrons originating from distant sources
propagate in the outer halo, dominated by cooling ef-
fects, and exhibit results similar to those of traditional
models. In contrast, electrons contributed by nearby
sources are governed by diffusion and cooling, depending
on their initial energy. Consequently, the three-segment
power-law spectrum of electrons is produced by the outer
halo cooling of distant source electrons, the inner halo
diffusion of nearby source electrons, and the inner halo
cooling of nearby source electrons. Based on the SDP
model, we validate the aforementioned framework by sep-
arately investigating the contributions from nearby and
distant sources. The results of model calculations suc-
cessfully replicate the complex features of the electron
energy spectrum and confirm the contributions of near-
source and far-source electrons to the electron flux. The
calculations presented provide support for the propaga-
tion diagram phenomenon we propose.
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statistics measurement of the cosmic-ray electron spec-
trum with hess, Physical Review Letters 133, 221001
(2024).

[9] A. Archer, W. Benbow, R. Bird, R. Brose, M. Bu-
chovecky, J. Buckley, V. Bugaev, M. Connolly, W. Cui,
M. Daniel, et al., Measurement of cosmic-ray electrons
at tev energies by veritas, Physical Review D 98, 062004
(2018).

[10] P.-p. Zhang, B.-q. Qiao, W. Liu, S.-w. Cui, Q. Yuan,
and Y.-q. Guo, Possible bump structure of cosmic ray
electrons unveiled by ams-02 data and its common origin
along with the nuclei and positron, Journal of Cosmology
and Astroparticle Physics 2021 (05), 012.

[11] C. Evoli, E. Amato, P. Blasi, and R. Aloisio, Galactic
factories of cosmic-ray electrons and positrons, Physical
Review D 103, 083010 (2021).

[12] D. Hooper, I. Cholis, T. Linden, and K. Fang, Hawc
observations strongly favor pulsar interpretations of
the cosmic-ray positron excess, Physical Review D 96,
103013 (2017).

[13] A. Bykov, A. Petrov, A. Krassilchtchikov, K. Levenfish,
S. Osipov, and G. Pavlov, Gev–tev cosmic-ray leptons in
the solar system from the bow shock wind nebula of the
nearest millisecond pulsar j0437–4715, The Astrophysical
Journal Letters 876, L8 (2019).

[14] C. Evoli, P. Blasi, E. Amato, and R. Aloisio, Signature of
energy losses on the cosmic ray electron spectrum, Phys-
ical Review Letters 125, 051101 (2020).

[15] T. Kobayashi, Y. Komori, K. Yoshida, and J. Nishimura,
The most likely sources of high-energy cosmic-ray elec-
trons in supernova remnants, The Astrophysical Journal
601, 340 (2004).

[16] M. Di Mauro, F. Donato, N. Fornengo, R. Lineros,
and A. Vittino, Interpretation of ams-02 electrons and
positrons data, Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle
Physics 2014 (04), 006.

[17] K. Fang, X.-J. Bi, and P.-F. Yin, Explanation of the knee-
like feature in the dampe cosmic energy spectrum, The
Astrophysical Journal 854, 57 (2018).

[18] K. Fang, X.-J. Bi, S.-J. Lin, and Q. Yuan, Klein–nishina
effect and the cosmic ray electron spectrum, Chinese
Physics Letters 38, 039801 (2021).

[19] X. Liu and Z. Liu, Tev dark matter and the dampe elec-
tron excess, Physical Review D 98, 035025 (2018).

[20] X.-J. Huang, Y.-L. Wu, W.-H. Zhang, and Y.-F. Zhou,
Origins of sharp cosmic-ray electron structures and the
dampe excess, Physical Review D 97, 091701 (2018).

[21] L. Feng, Z. Kang, Q. Yuan, P.-F. Yin, and Y.-Z. Fan,
Interpretation of the cosmic ray positron and electron
excesses with an annihilating-decaying dark matter sce-
nario, Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics
2020 (04), 031.

[22] N. Tomassetti, Origin of the cosmic-ray spectral harden-
ing, The Astrophysical Journal Letters 752, L13 (2012).

[23] D. Gaggero, A. Urbano, M. Valli, and P. Ullio, Gamma-
ray sky points to radial gradients in cosmic-ray transport,
Physical Review D 91, 083012 (2015).

[24] Y.-Q. Guo, Z. Tian, and C. Jin, Spatial-dependent diffu-
sion of cosmic rays and the ratio of pbar/p, b/c, arXiv
preprint arXiv:1509.08227 (2015).

[25] W. Liu, Y.-h. Yao, and Y.-Q. Guo, Revisiting the spa-
tially dependent propagation model with the latest obser-
vations of cosmic-ray nuclei, The Astrophysical Journal
869, 176 (2018).

[26] Y.-H. Yao, X.-L. Dong, Y.-Q. Guo, and Q. Yuan, Com-
mon origin of the multimessenger spectral anomaly of
galactic cosmic rays, Physical Review D 109, 063001
(2024).

[27] A. Abeysekara, A. Albert, R. Alfaro, C. Alvarez,
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