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Cosmic antideuterons are considered as one of the most promising tools for the indirect detection
of dark matter due to their ultra-low astrophysical backgrounds. Currently only upper limits on the
antideuteron flux exist, but advancements in experimental detection technology may soon lead to
positive signals. A major source of background is the production of secondary antideuterons through
collisions of cosmic rays with the surrounding medium. In this study, antideuteron production is
modeled using a multiphase transport model (AMPT) coupled with a dynamical coalescence model.
By applying a widely used leaky box model and incorporating specific processes, we present a new
theoretical baseline for atmospheric secondary antideuteron flux, including a tertiary contribution,
from primary cosmic rays interacting with Earth’s atmosphere. Our results indicate that the at-
mospheric antideuteron flux are within the range of various existing calculations and remain well
below the upper limits set by the Balloon-borne Experiment with a Superconducting Spectrome-
ter (BESS). The atomospheric antideuteron is found to dominate the antideuteron background at
kinetic energies below 0.26 GeV/n.

I. INTRODUCTION

Searching for cosmic antideuterons has been pro-
posed as a promising method to indirectly detect dark
matter (DM) annihilations and decays [1, 2], due to
their ultra-low astrophysical backgrounds. The high
threshold energy for the production of secondary an-
tideuteron makes them harder to produce compared
to other particles. The small binding energy of an-
tideuteron (about 2.2 MeV) results in higher kinetic en-
ergies for the produced secondary antideutrons, making
low-energy antideuterons be excellent probes for indi-
rect detection of dark matter. Experiments like the Al-
pha Magnetic Spectrometer (AMS-02) [3], the General
Antiparticle Spectrometer (GAPS) [4], the Dark Mat-
ter Particle Explorer (DAMPE) [5, 6], and the Balloon-
borne Experiment with a Superconducting Spectrom-
eter (BESS) [7, 8] have been hunting for their sig-
nals for many years. Although the BESS program
found no candidates, it has reported an upper limit
for the differential flux of cosmic-ray antideuterons
of 1.9× 10−4(m2 s srGeV/n)−1, at the 95% confidence
level, in the range of 0.17-1.15 GeV/n [7] at the upper
atmosphere (about 38 km altitude in this work). The
BESS-Polar II program reported a new upper limit on
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the antideuteron flux of 6.7× 10−5(m2 s srGeV/n)−1 [8]
at 95% confidence level in an energy range from 0.163 to
1.100 GeV/n. The AMS-02 program has measured the
antiproton flux [9, 10], and detected 7 candidate events
of antideuterons [11]. Some new calculations, such as
Ref. [12], indicate that the AMS-02 and GAPS are ca-
pable to observe antideuteron. The GAPS experiment
optimized specifically for low-energy cosmic-ray antinu-
clei, will provide a sensitivity to antideuterons that was
estimated to be 2.0× 10−6(m2 s srGeV/n)−1 [4, 13]. To
date, although certain experimental analyses have docu-
mented exceedingly rare occurrences of antinuclei [14–19]
among billions of samples, the origin of these particles
remains highly uncertain [20]. Theoretical researches on
antideuterons, especially the background calculation of
cosmic-ray antideuterons, are thus of great importance
for experimental exploration.

The dominant background of light antideuterons
mainly comes from secondary particles when primary
cosmic rays (CRs) collide with the interstellar medium
(ISM) or Earth’s upper atmosphere. Additionally, low-
energy antideuterons can be enhanced through the an-
tideuterons’ non-annihilating inelastic interactions with
the medium, which called as the tertiary production and
lead to a migration of antideuterons from the high-energy
part to the low-energy part of the spectrum [21, 22].
For the detection of antideuterons from dark matter an-
nihilation near Earth, it is crucial to accurately assess
their background contributions from astrophysical and
hadronic processes [21, 23]. In particular, both secondary
galactic and atmospheric antideuteron can be produced
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through the same nuclear reaction mechanism in high
energy nuclear collisions involving incident cosmic rays
(mainly protons) colliding with either ISM nuclei (mainly
Hydrogen) in the galaxy or atmospheric nuclei (mainly
Nitrogen-N, Oxygen-O, Carbon-C ) in the Earth’s at-
mosphere [24]. In the atmosphere medium, the secondary
antideuteron flux mainly originates from the p + N, p +
O and p + C collisions. Typically, the production of
secondary antideuteron is described by the coalescence
model, which relies on a coalescence factor that is taken
from experimental measurements [21, 22, 25–28]. This
can be improved by Monte Carlo event generators which
take into account two-particle momentum correlations
and the coalescence process is imposed on an event-by-
event basis [29]. Moreover, atmospheric antideuterons
are capable of scattering upwards into space which play a
vital role in the distribution of low-energy antideuterons
observed in space, that may make the space-based ex-
periments hard to identify the antideutrons originating
from the Earth’s atmosphere rather than from primary
astrophysical sources. Consequently, it is crucial to take
into account the tertiary antideuteron background when
analyzing data from these space-based and balloon-borne
experiments [30].
In the study, we calculated the production of an-

tideuteron near the Earth’s upper atmosphere with the
full phase-space distribution of antiproton and antineu-
tron in p+A collisions generated by a multiphase trans-
port (AMPT) model [31]. The fluxes of these an-
tideuterons [24, 32–37] in atmospheric propagation are
determined using the leaky box model [36] with the in-
clusion of tertiary component to describe the evolution
process of the atmospheric antideuteron.

II. ANTIDEUTERON PRODUCTION AND

PROPAGATION

A. Antideuteron production from collisions of

cosmic rays and the atmosphere medium

Antideuteron production in upper atmosphere can be
calculated by the AMPT model [31, 38] coupled with
a dynamical coalescence [39–42] model. The AMPT
model, which has two versions (Default and String melt-
ing) and consists of four main components (initial con-
ditions, partonic interactions, hadronization of partonic
matter, and hadronic interactions), was employed to ob-
tain the full phase-space information of antinucleons. In
the AMPT model, the initial conditions are obtained
from the HIJING model [43, 44], which provides spa-
tial and momentum distributions of minijet partons and
soft strings. In the string melting mechanism, both ex-
cited strings and minijet partons are transformed into
partons. Zhang’s parton cascade model [45] was used to
simulate the strong interactions among partons. A sim-
ple quark coalescence model is employed to describe the
conversion of these partons to hadrons. A relativistic

transport (ART) model [46] was used to simulate inter-
actions among the hadrons and corresponding inverse re-
actions, as well as resonance decays. The AMPT model,
which consists of these four parts, has been widely used to
simulate the evolution of dense matter produced in high
energy nuclear collisions [31, 38]. Specifically, the string
melting version of the AMPT model effectively describes
anisotropic flows and particle correlations in collisions of
pp, pA or AA systems at RHIC and LHC energies. In
this study, the string melting version was employed to
simulate the collision mechanism between the CRs and
the main component of Earth’s atmosphere to provide
pahase-space information of antinucleons.
To describe the antideuteron production, we employ

a coalescence model [47–57] which has been successfully
in describing the light nuclei [39, 40, 58, 59] production
in relativistic heavy-ion collisions. In this model, the for-
mation probability of an antideuteron from an antiproton
and antineutron pair is given by the Wigner function of
the deuteron internal wave function,

ρWd̄ (r, k) = 8 exp(−x2

σ2
d̄

− σ2
d̄k

2), (1)

where k = (k1 − k2)/
√
2, x = (x1 − x2)/

√
2, and σd̄ =

2/
√
3 rd with rd = 1.96 fm being its root-means-quare

radius. Here, x1 and x2 are the spatial coordinates and
k1 and k2 are the spatial momentums of the two nucleons
in their rest frame at equal time, and they are obtained
from propagating the nucleon with an earlier freeze-out
time to the time of the later freeze-out nucleon.

B. Antideuteron propagation in the atmosphere

The propagation of the produced antideuterons can be
described by a leaky box model (LBM) [36, 37] which has
been successfully employed in previous studies [21, 35].
The flux Φd̄ of the antideuteron at kinetic energy Td̄ is
given by[21]:

Φ(Td̄) =
λesc(Td̄)λint(Td̄)

̺[λesc(Td̄) + λint(Td̄)]

× 1

4π
[Qsec

d̄ (Td̄) +Qter
d̄ (Td̄)] , (2)

where the mean free path against inelastic interac-

tions λint(Td̄) = 〈mair〉/〈σd̄+atm
R (Td̄)〉 and the Qsec

d̄
(Td̄)

and Qter
d̄

(Td̄) are the secondary and tertiary source
terms, respectively. The average cross section on at-

mospheric gas is denoted by σd̄+atm
R = 105A2/3 mb ob-

tained from a parameterized formula in Refs. [21, 60].
We used the LBM escape length λesc(Td̄)=11.8 g/cm2,
which is taken from Refs. [24, 32, 35], and the av-
erage density ̺ = 2.28 × 10−24 g/cm3, as suggested
in Refs. [21, 34, 35]. The quantity 〈mair〉 stands for
the mean mass of the target air which has a value of
〈mair〉=14.58 amu (Nitrogen, Oxygen, Carbon). The
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atmosphere composition number density is simply set as
N : O : C = 1 : 0.27 : 5.1× 10−4 cm−3 for their dif-
ferent proportions in the atmosphere. Actually, these
numbers as well as the average density are not perfectly
known, which results in a peculiar parametrization for
λesc(Td̄) [21, 35]. However, an alternative choice for these
quantities would not significantly affect the shape of the
antideuteron flux distribution [21].
The antideuteron flux in the galactic ISM are calcu-

lated by many researchers [21, 26, 61, 62]. Here, the an-
tideuterons produced from ISM are not included in our
calculations. As described in Ref. [21], the secondary and
tertiary atmospheric antideuteron flux was calculated us-
ing the same method as the calculation of antideuteron
flux in the galactic ISM with taking into account some
specific processes and mechanism. In the LBM model,
the secondary source term Qsec

d̄
and tertiary source term

Qter
d̄

in Eq. (2) play curcial roles in the overall produc-
tion of the antideuteron from CRs interacting with the
atmosphere. For the d̄ flux, the secondary source term is
given as [21, 35]:

Qsec(Td̄) =

p
∑

i=CRs

N,O,C
∑

j=atm

4πnj

∫ ∞

Tmin

dσi+j(Td̄, Ti)

dTd̄

× Φi(Ti)dTi,

(3)

where nj represents the number density of the atmo-
spheric gas in cm−3, such as: nN = 1 cm−3, nO =
0.27 cm−3 and nC = 5.1× 10−4 cm−3 as mentioned ear-
lier, while Td̄ = (Ed̄ − md̄)/n denotes the antideuteron
kinetic energy per nucleon. The differential cross sec-
tion σi+j for the production of antideuterons at different
energies Ti follows [28]:

dσi+j(Td̄, Ti)

dTd̄

= σij
dNd̄(Td̄, Ti)

dTd̄

, (4)

where σij is the total inelastic cross section of an-
tideuteron for the proton with kinetic energy Ti react-
ing with a “fixed-target” j in the atmosphere. The σij

can be calculated with antideuteron yields, which were
obtained from p+N/O/C collisions by using the AMPT
model coupled with a dynamical coalescence mode. The
dNd̄(Td̄, Ti)/dTd̄ represents the kinetic energy distribu-
tion of antideuteron yields. The Φi(Ti) is the flux of
cosmic ray protons, which can be obtained by param-
eterizing the primary cosmic ray flux based on several
space-based experimental measurements [3, 5, 63, 64].
Following Ref. [28], a well-fitting parameterized formu-
lae for the primary proton cosmic ray flux is given as:

Φ(T ) = aT−γ(
T

T + b
)c

N
∏

i=1

f(Tbi,∆γi, s), (5)

where

f(Tb,∆γ, s) = [1 + (
T

Tb
)s]∆γ/s. (6)

The parameters are taken for fits of the proton flux fol-
lowing Ref. [28] with N = 2, a = 26714 m2s sr/(GeV/n),
b = 0.49 GeV/n, c = 6.81, γ = 2.88, Tb1 = 343 GeV/n,
Tb2 = 19503 GeV/n, ∆γ1 = 0.265, ∆γ2 = −0.264, and
s = 5.
Once antideuterons are formed, their inelastic inter-

actions could result in a reduction of their flux, which
can be described as the tertiary contribution. The ter-
tiary source term Qter was emphasized to describe the
process involving the non-annihilating interaction of an-
tideuterons with the main components of the upper at-
mosphere [22, 26]. The tertiary contribution does not
mean generating new antideuterons. It simply indicates
that the flux of antideuteron at energy T must account
for the added redistribution of those at energies T

′

> T ,
subtracting the flux of antideuterons redistributed to
lower energies. This contribution can arise in various
ways. Such as, antideuterons may undergo elastic scat-
terings process, but the cross section for these interac-
tions is so minimal that the resulting energy loss of an-
tideuterons is usually negligible. During elastic scatter-
ings, antideuterons can exist without any change in en-
ergy. Additionally, antideuterons may undergo annihi-
late during their propagation, especially at low energies.
However, no empirical approach was used to calculate
the annihilate cross section [21, 26]. In this work, the
tertiary source term is expressed as[35]:

Qter(Td̄) =4πnj

∫ ∞

T
d̄

[
σd̄+atm→d̄X
inel (T

′

d̄
)

σd̄+p→d̄X
inel (T

′

d̄
)

]× dσd̄+p→d̄X

dTd̄

(T
′

d̄, Td̄)Φd̄(Td̄

′

)dT
′

d̄ ,

(7)

where σd̄+atm→d̄X
inel (T

′

d̄
) represents the non-annihilating

inelastic rescattering cross section between the produced
antideuteron and the atmospheric medium, which can be
derived from a parametric form based on Glauber calcu-
lations [62, 65, 66]. It can be parametrized as a function
of atomic mass number of the target nucleus as [65]:

σhA
inel = πR2

A ln

[

1 +
AσhA

tot

πR2
A

]

, (8)

where the total cross section σhA
tot of a hadron h (h=

p̄, d̄, 3He, 4He) interacting with a nucleon N is esti-
mated with Glauber calculations [65]. A is the atomic
number of the target nucleus with radius RA. The

σd̄+p→d̄X
inel (T

′

d̄
) is the inelastic rescattering cross section

for the antideuteron reacting with proton. Since no spe-
cific experiment was undertaken for this process, one can
assume the antideuteron inelastic cross section as simply
twice the size of the corresponding antiproton inelastic
cross section [21, 26],

σd̄+p→d̄X
inel (Td̄) = 2σp̄+p→p̄X

inel (Tp̄), (9)

where σp̄+p→p̄X
inel (Tp̄) was derived as [62, 67]:
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σp̄+p→p̄X
inel (Tp) =24.7 (1 + 0.584 (Tp)− 0.115

+0.856 (Tp)− 0.566) mbarn .
(10)

The differential cross section in Eq. (7) indicates inelastic

non-annihilating (NAR) process with incident energy T
′

d̄
which in low energy can be given by [22]:

dσd̄+p→d̄X

dTd̄

(T
′

d̄→Td̄) =
σd̄+p→d̄X
NAR

T
′

d̄

, (11)

where σd̄+p→d̄X
NAR denotes the total inelastic scattering

cross section for d̄+p→d̄+X , as detailed in Refs. [21, 26].
The tertiary contribution was treated as a corrective term
and handled iterative. The Φd̄(T

′

d̄
) in the integral was

calculated by using Eq. (2) without Qter contribution,
while Φd̄(Td̄) necessitated an iterative approach for de-
termination [26].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Model validation for antideuteron production in

p+ A → d̄+X collisions

To validate our model and account for significant nu-
clear reactions between cosmic rays and atmospheric con-
stituents, based on existing experimental measurements,
the antideuteron production in p + A collisions were
calculated using the AMPT model coupled with a dy-
namical coalescence model. In this work, the ratios of
antideuteron to pion yields Nd̄ /Nπ− [68–72] that pro-
duced from model calculation with 0.1 million simula-
tions of p + Al and p + Be collisions at 200 GeV/c and
70 GeV/c respectively, are compared with that in exper-
iments. Figure 1 displays the comparison of Nd̄ /Nπ− in
p + Al and p + Be collisions between model calculation
and experimental data for various collision energies. It is
seen that our model calculation reproduces well the data
from plab = 10 GeV/c to 40 GeV/c, suggesting the ap-
proach is suitable for describing antideuteron production
in high-energy pA collisions.

B. Atmospheric antideuteron production

Antideuterons can be formed by cosmic ray interac-
tions with the atmosphere medium when the threshold
energy is exceeded. Since the abundance of cosmic ray
helium is smaller compared to proton, we neglected the
antideuteron contributions produced by helium reacting
with atmosphere. In the current work, to account for
both the continuous of the cosmic ray proton spectrum
and the essential threshold required for antideuteron for-
mation, we parameterize the continuous cosmic ray pro-
tons spectrum within the energy range from 20 GeV/n
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Results of antideuteron to pion yield
ratios for this work (lines) comparing with the experimental
data (stars) from p+A collisions at 70 GeV/c or 200 GeV/c
as reported in Refs. [68–72]. The top panel displays data
measured at a range of angles: 0, 12, 27, 47 mrad for p+Al
collision, while the bottom panel exhibits data measured in
27, 47 mrad at 70 GeV/c for p+Be collisions.

to 5× 104 GeV/n [28]. Upon determining the total inte-
gral of the spectrum, the incident energy candidates are
defined by binning the spectrum based on the fraction of
the total integral for Ti. And the proton energy spectra
are split into 9 bins with various incident energies [25]
considering the weighting of different incident proton en-
ergy bins in the parameterized primary proton cosmic ray
flux spectra [28] which are shown in TABLE I. Within
each energy bin, we selected the median value Tp as an
input energy to simulate the production of antideuteron
by the AMPT model coupled with the dynamical coa-
lescence model, subsequently multiplying the differential
production distribution by its weight. We have simu-
lated 0.1 million events for each channel of i+j collisions
(i ∈ {p} and j for j ∈ {N, O, C}) in every incident en-
ergy. These results of kinetic energy distribution of an-
tideuteron yields dNd̄/dTd̄ from model calculations serve
as inputs for the flux calculation according to Eqs. (2)
and (3). The cross sections of secondary antideuteron

σ
p+N/O/C

d̄
from model calculations for p + N/O/C in dif-

ferent energies are summarized in TABLE I.

Figure 2 illustrates the antideuteron production cal-
culated using the AMPT model coupled with the coales-
cence model to simulate CRs (p) interacting with Earth’s
atmospheric constituents (N/O/C). The differential yield
distribution with antideuteron momentum varies with re-
action types and shows a trend of first increasing and
then decreasing. Notably, the p + N reaction signifi-
cantly dominates the production, followed by the p +
O reaction which contributes slightly less, and the p +
C reaction with minimal contribution. This trend may
be attributed to the selection of nj as discussed in sec-
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TABLE I. Incident proton energy, maximum and minimum values of the energy bins, converted collision energies in the center-
of-mass, the proton flux and corresponding weight. The cross sections of secondary antideuteron from model calculations for
p+N/O/C with corresponding energies.

Tp Tmin Tmax

√
s Flux weight σp+N

d̄
σp+O

d̄
σp+C

d̄

(GeV/n) (GeV/n) (GeV/n) (GeV) [m−2 s−1 sr−1 (GeV/n)−1] (%) (mb) (mb) (mb)

20 10 30 6.1 4.056 85.40 2.050E-5 1.740E-5 2.560E-5

40 30 50 8.6 5.981E-1 8.83 8.770E-4 1.010E-3 9.080E-4

80 50 110 12.2 8.468E-2 4.42 7.470E-3 8.080E-3 7.74E-3

200 110 290 19.3 6.220E-3 1.12 3.380E-2 3.734E-2 3.430E-2

750 290 1210 37.3 1.718E-4 0.22 1.127E-1 1.219E-1 1.167E-1

1900 1210 2590 59.4 1.514E-5 0.017 1.661E-1 1.760E-1 1.618E-1

4700 2590 6810 93.5 1.419E-6 0.0056 2.447E-1 2.490E-1 2.197E-1

12500 6810 18190 152.6 1.093E-7 0.00118 3.391E-1 3.595E-1 3.304E-1

34095 18190 50000 252 6.862E-9 0.00022 4.896E-1 5.297E-1 4.486E-1

tion II B. Because in the atmosphere of Earth, nitrogen
comprises the majority of atmospheric gas, while oxygen
constitutes approximately 25% of the total, and carbon
only accounts for 0.03%.
Figure 3 shows the diverse contributions of the afore-

mentioned processes to the source term Qsec for different
reaction types, as defined in Eq. (3). Regarding the sec-
ondary source Qsec for antideuterons, the contributions
from p + N, p + O and p + C collisions exhibit a sim-
ilar distribution, peaking at around 2−3 GeV/n. This
feature can be explained by the threshold effect [73] that
the d̄ flux distribution in the low energy region is primar-
ily influenced by the rapidly increasing d̄ production cross
section when the energy surpasses its production thresh-
old [21]. The high energy region decay of the distribution
is determined by the rapidly declining flux of incident cos-
mic ray protons with increasing energy, combined with
the natural decrease of the high energy production cross
section. And at every incoming energy level, the p +
N reaction prominently contributes to the production of
Qsec, with the p + O reaction providing a slightly less
contribution to the p + N reaction.

C. Atmospheric antideuteron flux calculation

The propagation of antideuteron in the atmosphere can
be predicted by a widely used LBM model including a
tertiary contribution [21, 26, 35]. As discussed in the
section II B, a numerical method was employed to solve
Eq. (2) [21, 26, 35] for forecasting the flux of atmospheric
antideuterons resulting from interactions between cosmic
rays (predominantly protons) and the atmosphere. In
reality, CRs particles traverse a considerable portion of
the Earth’s atmosphere before being detected by experi-
ments [3–5, 7, 74]. Following Refs. [21, 24], the amount
of material encountered by CRs during this journey can
be comparable to that encountered during their traversal
through the Galaxy. The same mechanism of produce the
antideuteron flux was used through interactions of CRs
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The kinetic energy distributions of
secondary antideuterons for the p + N, p + O and p + C
reactions are calculated using the AMPT model coupled with
a dynamical coalescence model.

particles with the atmosphere.

According to Eqs. (2) to (7), antideuterons are gen-
erated from collisions between the atmosphere and cos-
mic ray protons with energy ranging from 20 GeV/n
to 5 × 104 GeV/n. Figure 4 presents the calculated
atmospheric antideuteron flux derived from the LBM
model framework and simulations conducted using the
AMPT model coupled with the dynamical coalescence
model, as well as some experimental limitation and the-
ory estimates. The total antideuteron flux comprising
secondary and tertiary components, is depicted in red
solid line. The blue dash line represents the secondary
flux excluding contributions from the tertiary source
term. The secondary antideuteron flux can reach ap-
proximately 10−9 ∼ 10−8m−2 s−1 sr−1 (GeV/n)−1 from
0.5 GeV/n to 1 GeV/n. However, the flux diminishes
notably when the kinetic energies of antideuteron are
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The distribution of antideuteron ki-
netic energy per nucleon as a function of Qsec, defined in
relation (3), encompasses contributions from various reaction
types to the total secondary source term arsing from cosmic
ray protons interacting with target particles in the Earth’s
atmosphere.

bigger than 10 GeV/n, potentially due to the dynam-
ics of secondary particles during the atmospheric prop-
agation. The black solid line and shaded area denote
the contribution of the tertiary flux. Tertiary produc-
tion arises from non-annihilating inelastic interactions of
cosmic-ray antideuterons, resulting in a redistribution of
antideuterons at low energy. This tertiary mechanism
also determines the non-annihilating inelastic processes,
previously disregarded due to the small binding energy of
CRs antideuterons with nucleons or nuclear targets [1].
The role of the tertiary component primarily mainfests
in the low-energy range, altering the energy distribution
and enhancing the secondary component. The solid red
line represents the total antideuteron flux encompassing
contributions from Qsec and Qter. Upon considering all
contributions, the total antideuteron flux exhibits an en-
hancement in the low-energy region, up to a kinetic en-
ergy of approximately 8 GeV/n, compared to the scenario
without the Qter contributions. However, at higher ki-
netic energies, a reduction of the total flux is observed.
This tendency can be traced to the generation and under-
lying mechanisms of the Qter contributions as previously
described. The antideuteron flux reaches a maximum
value of about 5.24× 10−8m−2 s−1 sr−1 (GeV/n)−1 at a
kinetic energy of about 2.5 GeV/n, which is comparable
with results in Ref. [21]. For comparison, the estimated
ISM secondary d̄ flux [75] is also depicted in Fig. 4. It
is found that The atomospheric antideuteron dominates
the antideuteron background at kinetic energies below
0.26 GeV/n, whereas the ISM antideuteron flux becomes
the primary background at kinetic energies above 0.26
GeV/n.

The total antideuteron flux calculated in this study is

 Qter only
 ISM d  (Ref.[75])

FIG. 4. (Color online) Calculated atmospheric d̄ flux pro-
duced in the upper atmosphere (at an altitude of 38 km)
is compared with the upper limits observed by BESS 97-00
and BESS-Polar II experiments. The red solid line repre-
sents the total d̄ flux including Qter contributions, while the
blue dash line indicates the d̄ flux excluding Qter contribu-
tion. The black line and shaded areas represent the d̄ flux
contributed solely by Qter. The violet short dash line rep-
resent the estimated ISM secondary d̄ flux with GALPROP
v.57 from Ref. [75]. The horizontal line labeled d̄ BESS(97-00)
corresponds to the upper limit on d̄ flux observed by BESS
experiments from 1997 to 2000 [7]. The horizontal line labeled
d̄ BESS-Polar II corresponds to the updated upper limit on d̄
flux observed by BESS experiments [8]. Additionally, the hor-
izontal line labeled d̄SUSY represents the upper limit on d̄ flux
from super-symmetric dark matter annihilation [1]. The hor-
izontal line labeled d̄PBH illustrates the upper limit on evap-
orative products of primordial black holes [21, 76].

approximately two orders of magnitude lower than the
upper limit for antideuteron flux from supersymmetric
dark matter annihilation (indicated by the horizontal line
labeled d̄SUSY) provided in Ref. [1]. This discrepancy can
be attributed to the rapid drop in the kinetic energy dis-
tribution of predicted dark matter signals. The horizon-
tal line labeled d̄PBH represents the upper limit on evap-
orative products of primordial black holes (PBH) [21].
It is evident that the antideuteron flux we have calcu-
lated remains approximately an order of magnitude lower
than the result predicted from PBH [21]. Regarding the
experimental detection of cosmic-ray antideuteron back-
ground, the BESS experiment has provided an upper
limit on antideuterons at approximately 38 km above
sea level, although no comic-ray antideuterons were ob-
served. The horizontal line labeled d̄ BESS (97-00) ex-
periment represents the upper limit for the d̄ flux. It
is evident that the total antideuteron flux we calculated
differs significantly from the BESS(97-00) limit[7], with
a discrepancy of approximately three orders of magni-
tude. Despite BESS-Polar II analyzing more than ten
times the experimental data compared to previous BESS
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efforts, no candidate antideuterons were detected, result-
ing in a new upper limit (indicated by the horizontal
line labeled d̄ BESS-Polar II) [8, 77]. Notably, our cal-
culations span several orders of magnitude in value and
remain significantly below the upper limits of the BESS
experiments [7, 8, 77], suggesting that the optimal strat-
egy for antideuteron detection may lie in the lower kinetic
energy range.

IV. SUMMARY

In the present study, we study the antideuteron back-
ground induced by cosmic rays near Earth’s atmosphere.
With the primary proton flux obtained from experi-
mental measurements, the interaction of primary cosmic
rays with Earth’s atmosphere medium is modeled by the
AMPT model, which is then coupled with a dynamical
coalescence model to calculate antideuteron production.
Subsequently, a leaky box model framework with the in-
clusion of tertiary component (inelastic non-annihilating
process) has been employed to describe the interaction
and propagation of the produced antideuterons in the at-
mosphere medium. Within this hybrid approach, we cal-
culate the flux of atmospheric antideuterons near Earth.
The results show that the antideuteron flux increases by
approximately five orders of magnitude as the kinetic
energy per nucleon decreases from T = 100 GeV/n to
T = 2 GeV/n. This suggests that the optimal energy
range for balloon-borne antideuteron detection experi-
ments lies at low kinetic energies, specifically T < 10
GeV/n. Additionally, the calculated flux is significantly
below the upper limit observed by BESS experiments,
providing a valuable reference for balloon-borne exper-

iments like BESS-PolarII and GAPS, as well as space-
based experiments like AMS-02. Furthermore, our find-
ings indicate that atmospheric antideuterons dominate
the background flux at kinetic energies below T = 0.26
GeV/n, while the interstellar medium antideuteron flux
becomes the primary contributor at higher energies.

The methodology developed in the present study can
be extended to calculate antideuteron production in the
interstellar medium. In this analysis of cosmic ray prop-
agation, we have predominantly considered the cosmic
ray proton component due to its prevalence. However,
other components, such as helium, have not been in-
cluded in the present calculations due to their relatively
lower abundance. Future investigations could optimize
these models by incorporating these additional cosmic
ray species and more detailed description of the propa-
gation process, thereby achieving a more comprehensive
and accurate understanding of antideuteron fluxes in var-
ious astrophysical environments.
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