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Abstract

The neutralino, the lightest stable supersymmetric dartis a strong theoretical candi-
date for the missing astronomical "dark matter”. Dependingheir annihilation cross
section, relic neutralinos from early formation of the Usnse trapped in orbits around
massive objects may currently be annihilating at measeredies. The Minimal Su-
persymmetric extension of the Standard Model predictsttieagamma rays emerging
from one of the annihilation modes will give a distinct mohoamatic signal with en-
ergy between 100GeV and 10TeV, depending on the neutralass mAn additional
"continuum” spectrum signal of photons will be produced bg tlecay of secondaries
produced in the non-photonic annihilation modes.

Milagro is an air shower array which uses the water Cherert&okinique and is
capable of detecting TeV gamma rays from the direction ofSbe with an angular
resolution of less than a degree. It is the first instrumepébbe of establishing a limit
on the gamma-ray flux from neutralino annihilations nearSha.

In this report results of a search for neutralino to photonilgitation with the Mi-
lagro gamma-ray observatory are presented. Results of aeMoarlo computer sim-
ulation of the neutralino annihilation density in the Solrstem suggest that a large
portion of neutralino annihilationgd( — 50%) happens outside the Sun which may give
rise to a detectable gamma-ray signal from the solar rediansignificant gamma-ray
signal was observed from the Sun resulting in an upper limith@ sought for photon
flux. The upper limit can be translated to a neutralino-maggeddent limit on the prod-
uct of the neutralino-proton scattering crossectigp, the integrated photon yield per
neutralino in neutralino-neutralino annihilatibn and the local galactic halo dark mat-
ter densityp,. For example, assuming a 1TeV neutralino and ignoring thméimoum

contribution to the signal gives an upper Iimit&;)‘ (Ge”{}cm,g) 10,4‘IPZ<Cm2)b§Y < 2.3.
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Chapter 1
Introduction

Chapter 1, like Chapter 3, had not actually
told him anything that he did not know; it
had merely systematized the knowledge that
he possessed already.

George Orwell, “1984”

1.1 The dark matter problem.

Perhaps, there is no problem of greater importance to cagyand astrophysics than
that of the “dark matter”. It is centered around the noticat tinere may exist an enor-
mous amount of non-luminous matter in the Universe. Thegmes of the matter,
which does not radiate and can not be seen directly, can enigferred by observing
the effects it has on other directly observable astrondmigjgcts.

It has always been known that there is matter in the sky whagsdot emit any
kind of radiation. For instance, the planets do not shingé thoeir contribution to the
mass of the solar system is negligible, so worrying aboutloorinous matter was not
of a great concern.

The first evidence that there is a significant amount of dartaneame from Zwicky
[53], in the thirties, from investigations of clusters ola@ses. It was found that veloci-
ties of the galaxies in a cluster were about 10 times larger &xpected, indicating that
there is invisible gravitating matter in a cluster, holdthg galaxies together.

Somewhat more reliable evidence was found in the 1970s bynR4db] by studying
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Figure 1.1: A “typical” rotation curve of a “typical” galaxydetermined from 21cm
observations.[45]

the rotation curves of spiral galaxies. Kepler's law states the rotational velocity
around a gravitational center depends only on the distance the center and on the
total mass contained within the orbit. Thus, one expects:

GM(r) = v?r

wherev — is the circular velocity at a distanedrom the center of the galaxy/(r) is
the mass enclosed in the spher@nd spherical symmetry is assumed.

If the mass were associated with light (luminous matter)ould decrease as /2
beyond the point where the light cuts off. However, it wasidSee, for instance [45,
41], or fig 1.1) that ~ const, corresponding td/(r) « r, implying existence of dark
halos around spiral galaxies. The halos could be made ofrbdwarf stars, jupiters,
planets and 00/, black holes. Collectively, these objects are called MACH&w
are the main baryonic dark matter candidates.

Dark matter has important consequences for the evolutitimedfniverse. The stan-
dard, Hot Big Bang cosmology is remarkably successful:avjafes a reliable and tested

IMaCHO is Massive Compact Halo Object



account of the history of the Universe from at least 10~2s until today ¢ ~ 14 Gyr).
At present, there is no strong experimental evidence cgictrag the theory. According
to the theory, the Universe must conform to one of three ptess$ypes with negative,
positive or zero curvature. The value of the cosmologicaisitg parametet, Q;,za1,
determines which of the three possibilities applies to oarldv There is, however, a
somewhat philosophical or even aesthetical argument th&esi, ;,, = 1 attractive.
The point is that as the Universe evolves, the valu@gf,;, changes. In fact, the value
of Q;tas = 1 is unstable. If the Universe is opéh,;,; < 1, it will expand forever, until

t—o00

it is totally empty2 — 0. On contrary, if it is closed?;;.; > 1, it will recollapse to

a state with extremely high densify =% oc. The inflationary cosmology [31], which
provides the most compelling explanation for the smoothoéthe Cosmic Microwave
Background Radiation (CMBR), predicts that the early Urseavas extremely close to

flat |t — 1| < O(107%°), leading to the belief tha?,,;; is exactly one.

In fact, the most recent results from the studies of the CMBR the WMAP [7]
observatory yield;;,; = 1.02 + 0.02. The same study implies that the matter compo-
nent of the total energy densitySs, = 0.27+0.04 while ordinary baryonic component
constitutes only about5% of all matter in the Univers€), = 0.044 4 0.004. The rest
of the energy densit@®y = (ot — %) = 0.73 £ 0.04 is an unknown from of energy
(so-called “dark energy”).

In any event, the abundance of baryons is not likely to acctarmall matter even
if Q¢ turns out to be slightly less than unity and non-baryonidadaatter is almost
required to dominate the Universe. The particles or fieldelwbomprise nonbaryonic
dark matter must have survived from the Big Bang, and theeefaust either be stable
or have lifetimes in excess of the current age of the Univekseong the non-baryonic
dark matter candidates there are massive neutrinos, adéhsnd stable supersym-
metric particles.

2Q = p/pe, p— energy density of the Universg, — critical parameter;

=1 zero curvature Universe

< 1 negative curvature, the Universe will expand forever
Q
> 1 positive curvature, the Universe will recollapse, eveliyua



1.2 Supersymmetry.

The main goal of the elementary particle physics is to deaisgodel which combines
all particles and their interactions into one theory. Thpéhs that the development of
supersymmetric theories (See, for example, [47]) is a sigjards the stated goal. In
these theories, bosonic and fermionic fields are allowedattstorm into one another,
and each particle is described by a multiplet containingphesand fermions. In such
models, loops, divergent in quantum field theories, candetoretical strong points of
supersymmetry have motivated many accelerator searchgsgdersymmetric particles.
Most of these have been guided by the Minimal Supersymmettension of the Stan-
dard Model (MSSM) and are based on a missing-energy signatwsed by the escape
of the lightest supersymmetric particles. In the MSSM, tbhevergence of the renor-
malized gauge couplings at the grand unification scale regail masses of supersym-
metric particles to appear betwe#dd (Gel’) and10 (TeV') [2]. Laboratory searches
have set lower mass limits, requiring lightest supersymimparticles in MSSM to pos-
sess masses greater ti#n— 30 (GeV) [11]. Even though no convincing evidence for
existence of supersymmetric particles has been found,athéave been given names.
Bosonic ordinary particles have fermionic superpartneith the same name except
with the suffix “ino” added, while fermionic ordinary parés have bosonic superpart-
ners with prefix “s” added. For example, Higgsino is a supenea for Higgs boson
and selectron is a superpartner for electron. There areadestgerpartners which have
the same quantum numbers and so can mix together in linedications. Since those
do not necessarily correspond to any ordinary particle; #re given different names.
For instance, the photino, Higgsino and Zino can mix intateaty combinations called
the neutralinos. The lightest neutralino is a stable sypensetric particle and makes
the “best” candidate for a solution of the “dark matter pewbi(first suggested in [42],
also see [29] for an extensive review).

1.3 Detection Methods.

There are several ways to test the hypothesis that stableahieas exist and contribute
to the dark matter. They include direct searches with exgéhgisensitive devices which
can detect energy deposited by an elastically scatterddatiao off a nucleus and indi-
rect searches which look for products of neutralino-ndintwannihilations.
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Figure 1.2: Exclusion regions for neutralino-nucleon semgions obtained from differ-
ent direct-search experiments. Closed contour is allowgbn at3o confidence level
from the DAMA experiment. The plot is adopted from [8].

1.3.1 Direct detection.

The Italian/Chinese collaboration (DAMA) has reported anwal modulation in the to-
tal count rate over 4 years. They interpret this as condistigh the annual modulation
predicted for WIMPs [10]. This, however, is not a widely aotes result because of
some possible modulating systematic errors. The CDMS éxrpet has obtained data
that appear to exclude the DAMA result [1]. They reach a spdependent WIMP-
nucleon scrossection limit arourzd 10~*% (¢cm?) in the mass rang20 — 100 (GeV).
Edelweiss has also released results that significantlyntatthe DAMA allowed re-
gion [8]. The summary of the limits of direct searches is shaw the figure 1.2.



1.3.2 Indirect Detection.

Indirect searches also have received considerable attefrom experimenters. For
example, the Kamiokande and SuperKamiokande undergroeuntdimo detectors have
set limits on solar and terrestrial neutralino-induced milaxes [37, 25].

Another possible method for detecting dark matter pagidérom their annihilation
into v-rays. One of the many possible gamma-producing channgisouction of
monochromatic gamma-rays:

XX — v xx — 4y

Even though it is difficult to estimate the rates of these psses because of uncer-
tainties in the supersymmetric parameters, cross secimhthe neutralino distribution,
since the annihilating neutralinos move at galactic vélesi /c ~ 103 the outgoing
photons will give very distinct monochromatic sigriils each annihilation mode:

2
mz
E, = M,, EW:MX<1—<2M>>
X

which has no conceivable origin from any known astrophysioarces.

As was mentioned earlier, neutralinos, if they are to be #r& thatter, should have
non-zero relic abundance today, but their number densigpismall that almost no
annihilations happen. An observation of such an event fromesrandom point in the
Universe is not feasible. However, since the density of nadinbs in the vicinity of a
gravitational center will be larger than in other parts of thniverse and because the
annihilation rate is proportional to the square of the redurto density, there will be an
enhanced flux of high energyrays from such regions. Therefore, it is tempting to look
at signals from well studied gravitating objects, such alme galaxies and the Milky
Way Galaxy, and examine the energy spectrum for a monoetesignal.

The present high energy gamma-ray experiments, such as E@RIE the Whip-
ple atmospheric Cherenkov Telescope, lack the sensitivityetect annihilation line
fluxes predicted for most of the allowed supersymmetric risogled halo profiles. How-
ever, the next generation ground-based and satellite garaynexperiments, such as

3If these two lines can be resolved, the relative strength@two could give a handle on the compo-
sition of the neutralino. This is because despite the faatttie two processes are closely related, there
are some differences which depend on the composition.



GRANITE-IIl, VERITAS and GLAST, will allow exploration ofdrge portions of the
MSSM parameter space, assuming that the dark matter denpiyaked at the galactic
center. [9]

The Sun is also a large gravitating object and one could stivel\solar spectrum
for the neutralino annihilation signal. Of course, that ssgible only with a non-
optical high resolution instrument, capable of monitorihg Sun at energies between
100 (GeV)) and10 (TeV). Several semi-analytical estimates for the detectiorsrfate
several ground-based and satellite experiments are blaitathe literature. However,
a more careful computer simulation following the decayirD Beutralino orbits with
detailed elastic scattering and planetary perturbatiaosrapanied by simulations of
the solar magnetic field smearing and shadowing of the gale@$mic rays by the Sun
will provide a more definitive prediction on the neutralimméhilation rate.

The structure of this work is the following: chapter 2 disses how high energy
cosmic particles can be detected. This is followed by a hiéstription of the Milagro
detector, capable of monitoring the overhead sky at energiarl (7eV'), in chapter 3.
A presentation of the data analysis techniques employdtkicurrent work is given in
chapter 4. Chapter 5 discusses the computer simulatiorchveine used to predict the
gamma ray flux from the near-solar neutralino annihilatioBsapter 6 discusses the
results of the search for the relic neutralinos and is foldwy a summary in chapter 7.



Chapter 2
Extensive Air Showers

All one knew was that every quarter astro-
nomical numbers of boots were produced on
paper, while perhaps half the population of
Oceania went barefoot.

George Orwell “1984”

There are several main reasons which govern the choice aéetdetype to be used
in high energy photon search from the Sun. First of all, ituldtddoe a non-optical de-
vice capable of monitoring the solar region. Because, thithEaatmosphere is opaque
to gamma rays, satellite-based detectors need to be cotestrio detect gamma rays.
Indeed, small detectors sensitive to gamma rays at endrgies a fewGel” have been
constructed and used successftillfhese detectors employ techniques developed for
accelerator experiments where an incoming photon’s dineds determined by e~
tracking detectors and the photon’s energy is usually nredshy a total-absorption
calorimeter. However, the expected low and rapidly dedngasith photon energyy-
ray flux requires detectors with rather large collectioraarand long exposure periods.
Such detectors can be built on the surface of the Earth only.

Even though direct detection ofrays is not possible by ground-based instruments,
at energies above sever@kV indirect gamma-ray detection is possible. Such very
high energy photons initiate extensive air shower (EAS3adss of secondary particles
which are detectable by ground-based detectors. Knowletitjee EAS structure is

lFuture satellite detectors such as GLAST should registetictes with energies as high as
300 (GeV) [21].



required to infer information about the primary photon.

2.1 Development of EAS.

Although an extrapolation from known particle physics ntigh necessary to describe
the initial phase of the shower development, it is believed the structure of the EAS is
well understood. A high-energy primary photon interacthwelectromagnetic fields of
air molecules in the upper atmosphere producing an elegtosiiron pair which in turn
produces high-energy photons via bremsstrahlung. Thdtirgselectro-magnetic cas-
cade grows geometrically as it propagates through the giineos. The shower growth
stops when the mean energy of electrons and positrons fllisvithe critical energy
(E. ~ 85 (MeV)) where the ionization energy-loss mechanism, which doégprm
duce additional shower particles, becomes dominant. Afiepoint (called the shower
maximum) the energy of particles and their number in the €hatart to decrease as
the shower continues its propagation towards the grounel.leNevertheless, a large
number of shower particles may reach the ground and may keetddt

Moreover, because the secondary particles are ultrawvistat, they retain the di-
rectionality of the incident gamma ray and the cascadeestig the ground as a thin
front perpendicular to the direction of the primary phot®he density of shower parti-
cles in the front will decrease with distance from the exttaped incident gamma-ray
trajectory. This trajectory is called the core of the shower

The shower development is a stochastic process and while aoalytical calcula-
tions have been performed, computer simulations are gineraployed to study the
properties of the air shower cascades.

2.1.1 Longitudinal Development of Extensive Air Showers.

The average number of electrong and photonsV, in an electromagnetic shower
can only depend on the primary enerly and the thickness of the traversed matter
t. Moreover, ifEy is expressed in units of critical energ@y andt is in units of radiation
lengthsX,, the number of electrons and photons is almost independehé specific
shower propagation medium. Usually, however, detectargsegister particles with en-
ergies above someg;;,, thus, often, it is desired to know the number of particlea in
shower with energies greater thakh,. According to [46] the average number of parti-
clesNy(Ey, Ey, t) of type k with energy above?,, at atmospheric depthin a shower



B, k=electron k=photon
MeV | A a b A a b
1 |0.92|0.00| 0.45|4.80|-0.88| 0.83
5 |0.75]/0.19| -1.22| 2.98| -0.69| -1.49
10 | 0.63]|0.35|-2.57|2.13| -0.57| -3.45
20 | 0.50|0.53|-4.22| 1.45|-0.36| -5.51

Table 2.1: Values of paramete#s « andb for modified Greisen and NKG formulae.

@ @
510 5 10
£ 2 100 Tev
° o Tl
© - -
s qp8 100.TeV. 5 s
s R @ -
5 : i 3 10 Tev
§ 2 =
€ 10t o 10% : .
3 10 Tev 2 I .
- 4 - s
: § : e 1.0 TeV
2 10 T
- .
. —
1.0 TeV —
10 = RECRN 10
0.1 TeV
10 1-TeV 10
1 1
10 10
4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24
Atmospheric depth t. (radiation length) Atmospheric depth t. (radiation length)

Figure 2.1: Longitudinal development of electron (leftflgrhoton (right) compontents
of gamma-ray showers withy, = 1 (MeV/) particle detection threshold.
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Figure 2.2: Density of electrons (left) and photons (righta gamma-ray shower at
atmospheric depth of 20 radiation lengths as a function@ttre distance witlt;;, =
1 (MeV'). Curves are normalized to the total number of respectiveges.

initiated by a photon with energl, can be described by a modified Greisen formula:
031 - ns
Ni(Eo, En, t) = Ak(Eth)ﬁetk(l 1.51n )

| Ey 3tk

= n — =

4 Ec’ tr + 2y

The parameterization is valid far < ¢ < 24 and0.1 < E; < 10® (TeV). The

coefficientsA,(Ey,) anday(Ey,) are given in the table 2.1 The graphical illustration of
the number of particles in a shower is presented in figure 2.1.

tk =1 + ak(Eth), Sk

2.1.2 Lateral Development of Extensive Air Showers.

The average surface denspy(Ey, Eyp, t, ) Of particles of typet in the shower front
with energies greater thdry, at a distance from the shower axis and at the atmospheric
deptht can be described by a modified Nishimura-Kamata-Greiser@NKnction [46]

Ni(Ey, Eyp, t)

Ey, By, t =
sz( 0y Lthy 7T) Rz

f(r/ Ry, 5)
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Figure 2.3: Average arrival time of the shower front as a fiamcof core distance (il-
lustration).

o 3(t+ be(Eim)) 1 1
Ct+bp(Ey) + 2y fle2) = 21 B(z,4.5 — z2)

Sk xz_z(l + x)z_4'5

whereB(z, w) is the beta-function so thatr [;° f(x, z)zdz = 1. The characteristic

602\/47r/oz

scattering length for photons, = = B
electrons —R. = R, /2.

The values of parameteb§E;, ) are given in the table 2.1 and the average density of
photons and electrons per unit area is shown of figure 2.2 @ascidn of distance from
the shower axis.

X, is the Moliere scattering unit and for

2.1.3 Temporal Distribution of Extensive Air Shower Partides.

Because the air shower detectors determine the primanglgattrection using particle
arrival times, knowledge of the shape of the shower fronigartant for achieving the
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best possible angular resolution. Results of Monte Carwkitions [46] of shower
front are shown on figure 2.3. The shower front appears to hgwarabolic shape as
a function of distance from the core. At large atmospheriatlae air shower photons
travel faster than air shower electrons thus the photowiatfis curved less than the
electronic one. The thickness of the shower is defined byidtalition of the shower
particle arrival times at distancefrom the shower core and increases with the core
distance. At small core distances the fluctuations of arrival timeuaigbits average ap-
pear to be smaller for the photon component than for therelecine and, consequently,
photonic thickness is smaller than the electronic one. Weaore distances, however,
the electronic contribution to the shower is quite small thuelectron ionization losses
in the atmosphere compared to the photonic component.

2.2 Cosmic rays.

Among the particles which enter the Earth’s atmosphere gamays present a very
small fraction. Most of the particles are so-called cosnaigsrconsisting of protons,
helium nuclei and the nuclei of the heavier elements suctadma, oxygen and iron.
Just as gamma rays, cosmic rays initiate cascades in thespi@i@. Heavier cosmic
rays may interact with air nuclei and produce high energyears. High energy pro-
tons interacting with air nuclei may produce neutral andgéd pions. Neutral pions
have a rather short lifetime and decay, dominantly into ph®tvhich may, in turn, pro-
duce electromagnetic cascades. Charged pions have |diegjené and may decay into
muons and neutrinos or may interact with the air nuclei angatecondary high energy
hadrons and replenish the cascade. Muons, produced insbads may also survive
to the ground level. The shower stops its growth when seagridgh energy hadrons
and photons can not be produced.

Because cosmic rays are charged particles they interdcthtnterstellar and inter-
planetary magnetic fields and do not provide directionarmiation about their sources.
Thus, cosmic rays may constitute an unwanted backgroura gamma-ray telescope.
Presence of muons in hadronic cascades is often exploitdifféoentiate cosmic-ray
cascades from the gamma-ray ones.

13



2.3 Air shower detection methods.

The detectors used in high-energy astrophysical expetsreer based on those devel-
oped for laboratory ones. Since the showers extend over fngps large detectors are
necessary to sample the shower. Cloud/bubble chamberegseitable for electronic
data recording and gas-filled discharge tubes are not paaétir large area detectors.
Because charged particles constitute a large fractionec$tilower particles scintillation
and Cherenkov radiation detection techniques are employatbdern air shower de-
tectors. Cherenkov detectors detect radiation produceshwicharged particle moves
through a dielectric medium at velocity greater than thdigbit in the medium. Scintil-
lation counters detect light (luminescence) produced asuatrof recombination of the
electron-hole pairs created by ionizing particles tramgrghe scintillation medium.

If the Earth’s atmosphere is used as the detection mediusnrdisults in the air-
Cherenkov and “fluorescence” detectors. Air-Cherenkogatets typically have energy
thresholds of about several hundredstefl’, while fluorescence ones can detect high
energy cosmic rays with energies abadé (PeV’). Such detectors typically have good
angular resolution but are very narrow field-of-view desi@ad can operate only on
cloudless, moonless nights.

Scintillation arrays have also been built and, due to thmarseness, have rather high
energy thresholds (typically above several teng'e¥’). Such detectors have worse
angular resolution but can observe the entire overhead4ky@rs a day regardless of
weather conditions.

The goal of the Milagro project is to built a detector semsito cosmic gamma rays
at energies around 1 TeV and capable of continuously mangaohne overhead sky with
angular resolution of less than 1 degree.
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Chapter 3

The Milagro Detector

In a sense it told him nothing that was new,
but that was part of the attraction. It said
what he would have said, if it had been pos-
sible for him to set his scattered thoughts in
order.

George Orwell “1984”

Milagro employs the water Cherenkov detection techniquiekvis widely used in
particle physics experiments but is new to air shower detectThe use of water as a
detection medium has several advantages: it is possiblenstrtict a large instrument
that can detect nearly every relativistic charged showeigbafalling within its area by
observing the Cherenkov radiation the particle produced #pical detector altitude,
there are 4-5 times more photons in an extensive air showardharged particles. In
a conventional EAS array these photons are undetected. Ykbea photons enter the
water, they convert to electron-positron pairs or Comptoaiter electrons which, in
turn, produce Cherenkov radiation that can be detected s&pently, Milagro has a
very low energy threshold for an EAS array.

This chapter presents the Milagro detector with its physioa electronic compo-
nents, event reconstruction methodology and performahaeacteristics. For a more
detailed description see references [4] and [3].

Tibet is a conventional EAS array with energy threshold etsal TeV. Such a low threshold could
be achieved only due to its high altitude of 4300 m above ses |28].
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Figure 3.1: Schematic view of the Milagro pond.

3.1 General description.

The Milagro experiment is a part of what is now known as thetéreRlill Observatory
located at35.88° North latitude andl06.68° West longitude in the Jemez Mountains
near Los Alamos, New Mexico. At an altitude 2650 (m) above the sea level, its at-
mospheric overburden is aboti0 (g/cm?). The Milagro detector, commissioned in
June of 1999, records about 1700 extensive air shower ggensecond and is sensitive
to gamma-showers with energies abawé (GeV'). The duty-cycle of the detector is
about 90%. The remaining time the detector is off for schedluhaintenance and/or
when the environmental conditions do not warrant its opemafforest fires, loss of
electrical power, etc). Milagro is built in a pre-existing) @netric) kilo-ton trapezoidal
water reservoir (see figure 3.1) filled with pure water andrimsented with two hori-
zontal planar layers of photomultiplier tubes (PMT). The tlayer (AS) has 450 PMTs
arranged on &.8 x 2.8 (m) grid, 1.5 (m) below the water surface. The second layer
(MU) has 273 PMTs located under aboutm) of water on an interlace?l8 x 2.8 (m)
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grid. The photo-tube assembly is buoyant with the weightrithistion allowing the
photo-cathode to face upward when the assembly is submargkginchored to the bot-
tom of the pond with a Kevlar string. A reflecting conical bafff installed in each PMT
assembly to increase the light collection area and blocizbotal and upward traveling
light. The signals from the PMTs are delivered to the datpuesition (DAQ) system for
processing and recording. A high-density polypropylenerliand cover are installed to
ensure water-tight bottom and walls of the pond and lightampeability of the whole
detector.

3.1.1 Photomultiplier tube.

As was mentioned above, the Cherenkov radiation produc#utkinetector volume is
detected by photo-multiplier tubes. Unlike conventionakct&o-vacuum tubes where
electrons are injected into the tube due to thermal emidsoon its cathode, the injec-
tion of electrons (photoelectrons or PE for short) into thetp-tube is caused by light
via the photo-electronic effect. Due to an externally aggblroltage, the electrons travel
towards the anode of the tube. However, on the way they eteoandynode chain
which plays the role of an amplifier. When electrons hit a digysecondary electrons
are emitted which bombard the next dynode on their way to @ndd such a setup,
enormous amplification can be reached with a relativelytshgarode chain.

The amplification is not the only important parameter of a PM& others include:

Spectral Sensitivity: PMT should be sensitive to the wavelengths produced in the
Cherenkov radiation.

Quantum efficiency: The ratio of the number of photoelectrons produced to the-num
ber of incident on photocathode photons is called quantficiezicy. Ideally it is
equal to unity.

Time resolution: Time resolution of a PMT is thought to be limited by fluctuasan
the photoelectron cascade development, especially oaiil stages, especially
between the photocathode and the first dynode. Lower liganhsgities generally
lead to poorer time resolution.

Pre-pulsing: Pre-pulses on the PMT output are thought to occur when pleatvens
are produced by the first dynode, exposed to the incidert lidjigher light inten-
sities generally lead to higher pre-pulsing probability.
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Late pulsing: Late pulses on the PMT output are thought to occur when aliqethec-
trons are reflected off the first dynode and re-enter the dyibdin producing a
PMT pulse later than should have. Higher light intensitiesegyally lead to lower
late pulsing probability.

After pulsing: After pulses on the PMT output are thought to occur when tedigas
molecules in the PMT are being ionized by the photoelectrdi ions hitting
the photocathode may cause secondary electron emissia@h wiould produce
a secondary pulse. Higher light intensities generally keelkigher after pulsing
probability.

Saturation: Saturation is the effect of decreased PMT amplification fghér intensity
input. This is caused by inability of dynode chain to acagkeincreased numbers
of secondary electrons to sufficiently high energy.

After testing several PMT models, the Hamamatsu 8-inchtaesR5912SEL was
selected for this application. It has relatively high quentefficiency (.2 — 0.25) at
wavelengths 0825 — 450 (nm), good timing resolution.7 (ns) at 1PE), relatively low
late/pre/after pulsing rates (about 5%) and relativelglénear response (up to about
75 PE). For a more detailed description of the PMT charasttesi see references [4]
and [33].

3.1.2 PMT pulse model, time over threshold.

Each PMT should provide information about the intensityigi incident on the PMT
photocathode and the time when the light was registeredceSime total charge in a
PMT pulse (number of photoelectrons) is proportidralthe incident light intensity, if
the PMT pulse quickly charges a capacitor which is then siaidcharged via a load
resistor, the total charge in the PMT pulse can be measurdéaebgapacitor discharge
time. This suggests that the time spent by a pulse over atghesshold level is asso-
ciated with the input light levéland is the main assumption of the time-over-threshold
(ToT) method employed by Milagro. The PMT signal can be digid with logical
“one” when the PMT pulse exceeds the discriminator threshal logical “zero” oth-
erwise. A time-to-digital converter (TDC) attached to sactligital output will record
the ToT. The beginning of the logical “one” provides the PMilge arrival time (;.,+).

2Provided that the PMT saturation limit is not reached
3In fact, in this model ToT is proportional to the logarithmtbé number of PEs.
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Figure 3.2: lllustration of HiToT, LoToT and edge-train

This method of measuring PMT pulse charge has several aayesover a conventional
method when the PMT pulse is sent to an analog-to-digitaleder (ADC). ADCs usu-
ally have narrow dynamic range, and are relatively slow aqmesive devices.

Presence of pre- and after- pulses will distort the PMT paiseit will not conform
to the ToT model described above. Since strong pulses are likely to be distorted,
two thresholds, high (at the level of about 7 PE) and low (aiuald/4 PE) are in-
troduced in the Milagro electronics. Large pulses will #fere cross both thresholds
and the time-over-high-threshold (HiToT) is a much betteasure of the pulse charge.
Two close weak pulses will cross only the low threshold legdio excessively long
time-over-low-threshold (LoToT), but absence of HiToThiag such signals. To avoid
use of two TDCs on a single PMT channel a logical exclusive @&ation is executed
on LoToT and HiToT digital outputs leading to a train of raigiand falling edges cor-
responding to each threshold crossing (see figure 3.2). M pulse is weak and only
low threshold is crossed, the edge train contains only tvgeed2-edge pulse), if both
thresholds are crossed — four edges are recorded (4-edge) piach TDC installed
in Milagro is capable of recording up to 16 discriminatordegrossings.

The train of edges with their TDC counts constitute the rawTFgnal.

19



*************************************

| |
' PMT Channel Low Threshold ! —| Trigger Detector
! Discriminator ! —| Logic Trigger
|
. High Gain|__|
. [~ Amplifier !
| |
| |
) | to other TDCs
|
! 1o | e
|
PMT |
Signal| g!gh _Th_resthold W@T UL o ! bAQ
| iscriminator ;
L] Low (_B_aln . 1L !
Amplifier | =
|
|
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, ' From

other TDCs

Figure 3.3: Block diagram of detector electronics

3.1.3 The Detector trigger.

All PMT channels in Milagro were manufactured as uniform¢ypmssible, facilitating
a simple multiplicity triggering logic. Indeed, as an exdeme air shower front hits the
detector a majority of PMT signals arriving at the outputthefPMT channels will be in
close coincidence with each other. The coincidence windasehosen to b&)0 (ns).
If more than 60 PMT signals arrived within the window, a teggvas generated to the
DAQ system. TDC modules are then read out with look back tilme®(us) and the
event is saved. It is desirable to trigger the detector atvanhultiplicity requirement
to lower the detector energy threshold. However, lowerirgpyond 60 would increase
the probability of triggering on muon events which is not gual of the project. The
generated trigger was sent to a Global Positioning Systeakdbr absolute event time
readout.

The TDC readouts from all PMTs channels and the trigger tiorestitute the raw
event data and are sent for further software conditioninbpocessing.

3.2 Event Reconstruction.

The ultimate goal of any high energy gamma-ray telescopegtris to study the proper-
ties of the objects which emitted the particles. This mehasthe characteristic param-
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eters of the particles must be defined. Such parametersrainal ime and direction,
energy of the particle and its tyhgThe shower impact parameter on the detector (core
distance) is also an important parameter, which, howeseami related to the source.)
As was mentioned in chapter 2, the particles of interesitr(@ry) do not reach the de-
tector level and disintegrate in the Earth’s atmospheraticrg extensive air showers of
secondary particles. These secondary patrticles can betegtend constitute the ob-
served event. The process of inferring the characterisfitise primary particle given
the observed event is called event reconstruction. Thisnmulii-step process which
requires deep understanding of the structure of the exteasi showers, detector hard-
ware limitations and statistical nature of detection ftsel

Currently, the signals from the PMTs in the top layer are dsedhower direction
determination and from the bottom — to distinguish photod aadron induced air
showers.

3.2.1 Pre-processing.

As was described above, the raw event data contains “edgentformation” registered
by each PMT's TDC in the event. These data are not immediatetgble for primary
particle characterization because the data is tainted Beramd systematic effects in
the detector. Systematic effects include systematiceif-ef TDCs on different PMT
channels (called time pedestals), TDC conversion factuumber of TDC counts per
unit time) and delayed electronics response to lower PMmhaggcompared to higher
ones (called electronic slewing). These systematic effect studied with the help of
the calibration system (see appendix B) and can be takeaaatmunt. Noise effects are
random by nature and thus are more difficult to study and coridoise could be due to
signals not associated with the main shower event (theeheatfonic/radioactive noise,
non-shower particle hitting a PMT) or partially recordedyedrains due to hardware
constraints.

Noise filtering.

The main purpose of the edge-finding filter is to check thah &dd T signal in an event
conforms to the PMT signal model described in section 3.112is should eliminate
some thermal/electronic noise and partially recordedadggyrnrhe behavior of all PMT-

4major types are photon and hadron
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electronic channels was studied in great detail and bas¢bdabna set of criteria was
developed which would select viable signals. (See [27].)

If a PMT signal does not satisfy the criteria, an attempt islen® convert the signal
to the proper form. This is done by checking the number of sddpeir polarity and
timing within the PMT signal. This filter is applied for eacMP in each event regis-
tered by the detector. After such filtering only about eigétgent of all PMT signals
are considered as unrecoverable and are discarded.

A completely different problem arises when valid PMT signtbm non-shower
particles are recorded with the main shower event. Presditicese signals will degrade
the quality of event reconstruction as such signals do noy @y useful information
about the shower. An idea of a method for filtration of such P8&ignals was first
proposed in [26] and [50] and then used in [23] and is basedherfdct that PMT
signals produced by a shower must be causally relatedhedinbe interval between any
two PMT pulses multiplied by the speed of light in water slibuibt be larger than the
spatial distance between the PMTs. If a PMT signal is cayslidconnected from the
main shower event, it should be discarded. Unfortunatetheamoment of writing, this
idea is not developed enough to be a part of the standard Mikagnt reconstruction.
This filter is applied to calibrated event.

TDC conversion factors.

TDC conversion factors were monitored with the help of thigbcation system (see
appendix B) and were found to be stable. Of most importantieeigact that all TDC
modules operated at a common conversion rate of 2 countsgomersacond with ex-
tremely high precision (see section B.2.1). This meansTbé&l counts can be used as
time measure directly and there is no need to convert TDCtsdartime for each PMT
channel separately. This simplified the structure of themstruction code.

Raw to Calibrated event.

As was mentioned before, time response of PMT-electronamitls is dependent on
the light intensity input. Since each PMT signal remainifigrefiltration conforms to
the signal model, it is possible to correct for the effectelettronic delays to signals
of varying strength. Based on that and auxiliary data okthiftom the calibration
process (see appendix B) the measured Time-over-Thre@wldT for weak signals

Spolarity means correct sequence of rising/falling edges
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and HiToT for strong ones) can be converted to PMT pulse @rtime (%;,,;) and
number of photoelectrons emitted from PMT photocathodg.(PHET coordinates and
observed ;. and PE for each PMT in an event constitute a calibrated eveht@ntain
all information needed for event reconstruction.

3.2.2 Processing: angle, time, energy, type.

Even though at this processing stage all information oataafrom the PMTs is known,
to reconstruct the particle characteristics the genemattsire of the showers and detec-
tor capabilities should be taken into account. For instasicee the PMT efficiency is
only about 20 percent, there is no guarantee that the oltbk®\VA signal is generated
by the shower-front particles. Particles trailing the froray generate a PMT pulse too,
but if the PMT happened to register the shower-front pasicthe PMT pulse might
be discarded as the ToT pulse model does not allow for moredalsangle PMT pulse
in a shower event. Another example is that it is almost imipbsgo differentiate a
low energy shower with small detector impact parameter feonigh energy one with
large impact parameter without knowledge of the showerctira. Thus, any method
of event reconstruction must take into account detectoshoder features.

Shower impact parameter.

As discussed in chapter 2 while the primary particle impacameter does not provide
any information about the source and the patrticle it creatdelps to understand the
detector response to the shower produced.

Currently, the PMT PE distribution in the top layer in an evisranalyzed to infer
the location of the shower core. If the decision is made thatore is inside the Milagro
pond, a PE-weighted average of PMT positions is used as tied@cation, while if it
is decided that the core is outside the pond, it is placedeatlistance 060 (m)® from
the center of the pond. The direction to the core, in the ledse, is reconstructed by
connecting the center of the pond with §ié” £-weighted PMT positions. The decision
of whether the core is inside or outside the pound is madedbaisehe radial profile
distribution of the number of PEs observed in the top layefBM

The information inferred about the shower core is used irstimapling correction,
angular and energy reconstruction. Full details of thistoétare described in [48].

8Computer simulations indicate that this is the most probabire distance for the showers which
trigger the detector and have cores outside of the detector.
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Sampling correction.

A great care has been take to eliminate systematic and raatfent in the detector on
event reconstruction. There is, however, a remaining ohé& Aas to do with the finite
probability of a PMT-electronic channel to detect light. uBh the light, produced by
the shower particles may be lost. The situation is commutéty the fact that showers
have thickness and detection of trailing particles, ifipteted as the shower front, will
degrade the quality of the angular reconstruction.

Luckily, knowing that the thickness of the shower is a funtof impact parameter
and that the number of particles in the shower falls off glyigkith longitudinal distance
from the shower front, the amount of light produced by thaitrgparticles is generally
lower than by the front of the shower. Using that knowledbe ghower sampling effect
can be observed based on measured light level at a given PBlTisadistance from
the shower axis and PMT pulse time can then be corrected tesemt the shower front
arrival time.

The Milagro sampling correction has been developed baslgdomumber of PEs
registered by a PMT in [35] and [22] and assumes that the shawized vertically
when the impact parameter is equal to the core distance.

Time of event.

The time of an event is recorded as time of arrival of the PMTtiplicity trigger and is
read from a GPS clock.

Angular reconstruction.

After detector sampling effects have been taken into ad¢tivm obtained PMTST ;¢
times represent the best knowledge of the shower front. Kmgpthat the shower front
forms a paraboloid, its main axis can be found and will givedlrival direction of the
progenitor particle.

The algorithm utilized by Milagro first assumes that the skioarrived vertically and
given the shower core position the curvature of the shoveert tan be “taken out” with
what is called “curvature correctiori’Following that, the shower direction is sought as
the directrix of the plane fitted to the PMT$,,,; times (“time-lag” method) using a
weightedy?-method. (See for instance [15].) The weights for {ii€fit are prescribed

"The functional form of the curvature correction was obtdiflem data and computer simulations
in [35].
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based on the number of PEs observed, as the quality of PMTréswdution increases
with increase in the input light level [35].

Energy reconstruction.

Energy estimation is based on the amount of light depositéda detector, distance to
the core and the angle of the shower arrival and relies heamicomputer simulations
of the shower propagation in the atmosphere and in the detekt this time, primary
particle energy is not being inferred in online data process

Primary particle type identification.

Because of their hadronic cores, air-showers generateacieint cosmic rays develop
differently from purely electromagnetic cascades. Théabaity of photons to produce
electron-positron pairs is several orders of magnitudedrighan that of any process that
might lead to muon production. In contrast, interactionsigh energy hadrons with
atmospheric nuclei lead to the production of charged pidmislmmay decay into muons.
In addition, multi-GeV hadronic particles may also survisg¢he ground. Simulations
indicate that 80% of proton and only 6% of photon induced howers that trigger
Milagro will have at least one muon or hadron entering thedoon

Hadrons that reach the ground level and produce hadronéadas in the detector
or muons that penetrate to the bottom layer will illuminatekatively small number
of neighboring PMTs in that layer. Photon induced showensthe other hand, gen-
erally will produce rather smooth light intensity distrtmns. Based on this simple
observation a technique for identification of photon/hadratiated showers has been
formulated [51, 5] and according to computer simulations carrectly select about
90% of hadron initiated showers and about 50% of photon iedunes.

In a search for sources of high energy photons where haditastéad showers rep-
resent unwanted background, the proposed identificatioense will allow increase of
signal to noise ratio.

3.2.3 Post-Processing: Analysis Techniques.

After characteristics of the primary particle have beemdshed further analysis has
to be done, based on the concrete task under investigatibiie Wiany different tasks
use similar techniques to answer stated questions, manipgmpique methods. For
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this reason the discussion of methods and algorithms ughd present work is delayed
until chapter 4.

3.3 Detector performance and simulations.

After a device have been built and tuned, it is desirable $bite operation and gauge
its response. Usually, this is done by comparing the devi@sponse with the expected
one given a known input signal. Needless to say that suchtaste®t possible to
perform with Milagro due to unavailability of controllabtest sources of high energy
particles above the Earth’s atmosphere, and one is forcesbtot to computer simula-
tions to estimate the detector performance. A simulateeinskte air shower is sent to
a simulated detector. The output of the simulated detestset for standard analysis
and the result is compared with the input primary particleapeeters.

The air shower simulation is done with the CORSIKA packad} [8 the standard
US atmosphere down to the detector level. The simulated eshbant is then input
into the GEANT-based detector simulation package. Theututfthis procedure is the
Milagro “calibrated” event which can be sent for the staddparticle characteristics
reconstruction described earlier.

The most important parameters of the detector which ararsatebased on com-
puter simulations are angular resolution, energy respangeact parameter informa-
tion, particle type identification quality and the detet@ffective area.

Extensive air showers were generated over an energy rang®0ofGel’) to
100 (TeV), with zenith angles ranging frorh to 45 degrees and core locations uni-
formly distributed overl000 (m) radius around the detector. Probability of triggering
on a shower with energy outside the selected range or withehigenith angles is very
small which motivated the choice.

Angular resolution is characterized by the difference leefavthe reconstructed and
the known input particle direction. The overall accuracytied angular reconstruction
is believed to b&).75°. The report [52] suggests that the energy of an incidentgbart
can be reconstructed by Milagro with a fractional error abatib0% for particles with
energies above (TeV').2 Core location is reconstructed with error of abaat(m) if
the shower lands on the detector and with error of aboyin) otherwise.

8The same report also implies that since the quality of ens¥ggnstruction relies on the quality of
the core reconstruction, it is not possible to reach the 58&sgy resolution with the current Milagro
configuration. An upgrade with an outrigger array is neagssa
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3.3.1 Effective area.

As was already mentioned, a shower event can be detectedf égarore lands outside

the detector. This leads to the notion of effective area @aatha of imaginary detector
which has perfect sensitivity to events which land on it ameboutside. This parameter
describes sensitivity of the detector to particles of défe type, energy and arrival
direction.

If No(k, E,©) showers induced by particles of typeare simulated with core lo-
cations uniformly distributed over sufficiently large ardg, local arrival directions
(0,0 + ¢0) and energies in the range @, E + 0 E) then the effective ared, (£, ©)
can be computed using the number of eve¥its:, £, ©) which satisfy detector trigger
condition in the simulations:

Nt(k7E7 ®>

AlE.0) = 51 F o)

Ao

Base simulations of proton and photon initiated show&&E, ) were obtained
whered is the local zenith angle only.
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Chapter 4

Analysis Techniques

...if all others accepted the lie which the
Party imposed — if all records told the same
tale — then the lie passed into history and be-
came truth.

George Orwell “1984”

4.1 Coordinates on the Celestial Sphere.

4.1.1 Celestial Sphere.

Because the stars are distant objects, thgyearto lie on a sphere concentric with
the Earth. This imaginary sphere is known as the Celestiaéf@p Astronomy uses a
number of different coordinate systems to specify the pmsstof celestial objects and
only those relevant to this work ones are discussed here.

The Celestial sphere has North and South Celestial poleselisas/the celestial
equator which are projected reference points of the samé@uson the Earth’s sur-
face. A coordinate system which is based on these referevioéspon the celestial
sphere is called the equatorial celestial coordinate systed is similar to the geo-
graphical coordinate system on the Earth’s surface. A pmirthe celestial sphere can
be described by two coordinates named “declinatiopaqd “right ascension’d). The
declination of a star is the analog of the latitude and is tigu&ar distance from the star
to the celestial equator. Right ascension is the analografitode with the zero of
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Figure 4.1: Definitions of main points and arcs on the Cedésphere

right ascension at the point of vernal equirfo8ecause of the Earth’s rotation, right
ascension and declination are not measurable directlyeogritund-based observer and
additional local to the observer coordinate system is chiced. The local coordinates
are azimuth 4) and zenith distance:) which can be converted to declinatio¥) @nd
hour angle {7). The list below defines the main points and arcs on the ¢alegthere
which are illustrated on figure 4.1.

C — Observer

CP — Axis parallel to the axis of rotation of the Earth passingtigh the observer'.
P, P" — North and South Celestial poles.

Z — Zenith, CZ is the continuation of the plumb line at obseiWer

Horizon — intersection of a plane perpendiculard@¥ at pointC' and the celestial
sphere.

Lvernal equinox is the point where the Sun crosses the callesjuator on its south to north path
through the sky and is stationary in space.
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Local Reference Meridian — The arcPZ P’ of the great circlécontaining pointsP,
Z andP'.

N,S — North and South on the horizon as defined by the interseofitme great circle
PZ P" with the horizon.

PZ — /PCZ = /2 — ¢, ¢ is geographical latitude of the observer on the Earth.

Celestial Equator — intersection of the plane perpendiculai@ at pointC' with the
Celestial sphere.

X — A celestial object on the sky (a star).

ZX — Zenith distances) of the star X is the angleZC X .

/PZX — Azimuth (4) of the star X is the dihedrdéingle between the reference merid-
ian and theZC X plane measured from North towards East.

PX — /PCX = /2 — ¢, declination §) of the star is the angle betweéhx and the
Celestial equator.

(ZPX — Hour angle {7) of the star is the dihedral angle between the referencedmeri
ian PZ and thePC X plane measured from South towards West.

YT — Point of vernal equinox

PY P’ — Celestial reference meridian.

TPX — Right ascensionq) of the star is the dihedral angle between & P and
XCP planes.

Given the definitions above, the law of cosines for the tribetiapplied to the
spherical triangleZ P X two times yields the relationship between the £) and ¢, H)
coordinate systems:

2A great circle is a section of a sphere that contains a diaroétae sphere.

3The dihedral angle is the angle between two planes and isedidisi the angle between their normal
vectors.

4Three vectors with common vertex, often called a trihedngl@since they define three planes.
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{ cos(m/2 — &) = cosz cos(m/2 — ¢) +sin zsin(7/2 — ¢) cos(2m — A)
cos z = cos(m/2 — 0) cos(m/2 — ¢) + sin(w/2 — 0) sin(m/2 — ¢) cos H

_ —sinzsin A
tan I = cos ¢ cos z—sinz sin ¢ cos A

{ sin d = sin ¢ cos z + cos ¢ sin z cos A

Since the local reference meridian is defined relative toBhagh, due to Earth’s
rotation the hour angle of a fixed in space point will grow witine (that is why it is
called hour angle) while the local coordinate declinatiolhnemain constant. The hour
angle of vernal equino¥/~ links the local observer’s coordinate systemf{gnd the
celestial equatorial coordinate systemd) by providing the position of a fixed point
(vernal equinox) on the celestial sphere in local coordisat = Hy — H. Hour angle
of vernal equinox is also called the local sidereal timeeibhshould be consistent with
the observer’s geographical longitude and the time redudweone Earth’s revolution,
called a sidereal day. In contrast, the solar (or univeds))is defined as time between
two consecutive appearances of the Sun on the local referaeddian. The solar day
is longer than the sidereal one due to Earth’s rotation abidadmotion around the Sun,
though both days are divided into 24 hours.

4.1.2 J2000 reference.

Because the Earth’s rotation is not uniform, its axis oftiotais not fixed in space and
even its shape and relative positions on its surface arexeat;fbecause the introduced
celestial equatorial coordinate system follows the motibthe Earth’s pole and equa-
tor, the coordinate grid “drifts” on the surface of the céldssphere’. Therefore, the
introduced coordinate system provides only apparent egbénsion and declination of
the stars at the observation moment.

To solve this problem, all coordinates on the celestial splage reported relative
to the position of the Earth’s pole and equator at specifiecherds of time which are
called epochs. Each epoch lasts for 50 years and the cumens defined with respect
to the Earth’s position at noon on the January 1, 2000. Thesapparent celestial
coordinates need to be reduced to the J2000 refefence.

SThese drifts include, but not limited to precession, notatcelestial pole offset and polar motion.
5The major contribution to the “drift” of a celestial refe@nframe is due to the Earth’s pole preces-
sion. Newcomb (Newcomb, S. Astron1JZ, 20 1897) derived the formulae for precession parameters
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4.1.3 Diurnal parallax.

The Equatorial coordinate system had been defined undesghengtion that the ob-

server is located at its origin — the center of the Earth. ABerving stations, however,
are located on the Earth’s surface. Due to Earth’s rotatl@pbserving station moves
and the observation of a celestial body is being made froferdifit points in space.

This will cause an apparent difference in position of céé¢stody when made at dif-

ferent moments of time. The effect is callddirnal parallax For measurements of
distant stars this has a negligible effect, but there coald bubstantial diurnal parallax
on objects inside the Solar system. Diurnal parallax on tle®m/J for example, can be
as large a9.95°.

4.1.4 Milagro event coordinates.

The local hour angle and declination of an event on the dalegihere are calculated
from the zenith and azimuth which are provided by the everdnistruction section 3.2.2
(see also [19] for a discussion on local coordinates). Leadtreal time as well as
the geographic coordinates of the detector can be obtamed d Global Positioning

Ca(t), za(t) andb 4 (t) which specify the position of mean equinox and the equatardste with respect
to the mean equinox and equator of the initial epoch. Astmtinal Alimanac on page B18 supplies these
parameters for the J2000.0 epoch in degrees:

Ca = 0.64061617 + 0.00008397% + 0.00000507"
za = 0.64061617 + 0.00030417% 4 0.00000517"
64 = 0.55675307 — 0.000118572 — 0.000011673

whereT stands for the time from the basic epoch J2000.0 in Juliatudes, T’ = (Julian Day—
2451545.0)/36525.

If subscript0 refers to the coordinates at the epoch J2000.0 and no spbicthe epoch of the date,
the transformation formulae are:

cos(a — z4)cosd = cos(ag+ Ca)cosBacosdy — sinb 4 sindy

sin(aw — z4) cosd = sin(ag + C4) cosdo
sind = cos(ag+ Ca)sinfa cosdp + cos 4 sin dy

sin(ag + Ca)cosdy = sin(a — z4)cosd
cos(ag + Ca)cosdy = cos(aw— z4)cosf cosd +sinfysind
sindg = —cos(a—z4)sinfycosd + cosbysind
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System receiver which facilitates the conversion from llécaelestial coordinates. In
Milagro, the coordinates of reconstructed events are eifrom the epoch of date to
the J2000 reference in real time and are saved to disk fdrdugrocessing.

As will be clarified in the sections to follow, the signal pessing method employed
in this work expects the event coordinates in a local refedrame. Thus, even though
the events are saved in J2000 reference which seems to bendenty the conversion to
J2000 must be undone during the offline/online signal pisings

4.2 Sky Mapping.

In counting-type astrophysical experiments, the brigbénef a particular point in the
sky is characterized by the number of events observed fratpihint during the ex-
posure time. Such experiments measure the density of evantise surface of the
Celestial sphere. Therefore, the procedure used to gertbeasky images (projections
of a sphere onto a plane surface) should conserve the derigiyents. To meet this
requirement an equal area projection of a sphere onto a phasé be used. This re-
qguirement, however, is not enough to uniquely fix the propectand several different
projections are available. It is crucial to understand #mgt area preserving projection
is not conformal and might distort the distances and/orctiivas on the map. That is
why different area preserving mappings should be used fimrdnt tasks. For example,
the sinusoidal projectidrhas minimal distortions near the equator and that is why is it
very convenient for galactic plane studies. When the sanpping is used for an object
far from the galactic equator, linear distortions becongaificant.

It would be prudent to save the local hour angle and dectinatif the registered events during
the online realtime processing. This would force the camathis of celestial bodies which are known in
J2000 from catalogues, to be reduced to epoch of date therazlnced to the apparent Right Ascension-
Declination by application of the parallax correction (daessary) then to local hour angle-declination
using local time. This approach would save some computerdiuning online and offline data processing
because the Milagro event rate is abdvg: Hz) and the detector angular of resolution (several tenths
of a degree) allows for rare (once per several seconds (ire@dnsls the Earth rotates 6ri° of arc))
computation of local coordinates of the celestial bodies.

8The Sinusoidal Equal Area Projectias defined as:

xz =1lcosb
y=">

where(l, b) are galactic coordinates

33



Figure 4.2: Concept of the auxiliary coordinate system an@elestial sphere cen-
tered onL (left) and corresponding sky projection (right). The “yXig of the sky
projection always points to a pol&/ and the circles are the lines qf = const at
X =m7/6, /3, /2.

In addition to the previously discussed constraints, adinés with identical spatial
orientation with respect to the point of interest must be pegjinto a unique location.
This is especially important if the point of interest movestloe Celestial sphere. How-
ever, a simple algebraic difference in Celestial coordigatf any two points does not
define their relative spatial orientation. One way to adsltes problem is to introduce
auxiliary coordinates on the Celestial sphere: an analdgtitdde () and longitudeq)
which are measured with respect to the preselected poie. f{§ure 4.2 and appendix C

for the definition of the(y — £) coordinate system.) Using these coordinates, the sky

image centered on the selected point can be produced withelpeof the Azimuthal
Equal Area Projection in the polar case defined as:

(1= o @)

y = 1/2(1 — cos x) cos &

This mapping not only satisfies the above requirements sislegeral other impor-
tant features such as conservation of the directions asfsa@nits origin, the locus
of points equidistant from the center of the mapping is pigé into a circle (see fig-
ure 4.2) and it can be easily oriented along the lines of thithEamagnetic field.
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4.3 Statistical Nature of Signal Establishment.

In a typical counting type astrophysical experiment duobgervation time; the num-
ber of events observed due to some physical proceds.isAssuming that an event
contains no information about any other one, the number eénded events is a random
variable which is distributed according to the Poissorritistion® In other words, the
probability to observe exactlyy; events during time, is given by:

. _ ()\tl)Nl —\t1
p(Nla )\) - Nll €

where) has a meaning of average event rate.

However, an observed event could be due to either a sourcackgtound. Since
the average count rate due to background is not known, bas#ddsoone observation
it is not possible to decide whether there were any “sourgehts observed. Therefore
without altering the conditions of the experiment a secorésurementV, duringt,
is made where it is believed that all observed events areabadkground only. Now,
a decision should be made as to whether there is a differegteeebn these numbers
which can be interpreted as a detection of a source. SincebervedV; and N, are
random numbers, this question should be approached frostdkistical point of view.
Note that a statistical test cannot verify that a given higpsis® is true or false, but can
only suggest which of the two or more hypotheses is the manesgdle explanation of
the observation.

4.3.1 General test construction.
Suppos¢* that a result of an observation is described by the valuesvefiables:
{z} =21,29, ..., 2,

The{z} may represent outcomesofepeated measurements made under identical
conditions or a sample from a population. All possible ontes of a measurement are

9Some of the properties of the Poisson distribution are disediin appendix A

0aAny statement concerning the unknown distribution of a candvariable is called a statistical hy-
pothesis.

1This subsection is based on the section Il of the paper [40].
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said to form a sample spatE. A hypothesis about the origin of the observed evénts
defines the probability of occurrence of every possible niagon

p(x1, 29, ..., Ty)

and thus, the probability that the observed event will fatbisome regionv of all
possible outcomes is

P(w) = /wp(xl,...,xn) dzy ...dx,

Of course,P(IW) = 1. Different hypothese¢/ with their corresponding probability
distributionsp({x}) will be endowed by the same subscripts, sucti/agandp,.

A statistical test is formulated so that all prior knowledgr@ngly support$i, called
the null hypothesis. Hypothesig, is rejected if the observed evefit} lies within a
certain critical regionu. and accepted or doubted otherwise. Such a formulation of a
test implies that it is possible to rejeffty when, in fact, it is true. The danger of falsely
rejecting the null hypothesis is characterized by the esftine first kind or significance
¢.and:

§c:P0(wc):/ po(x1,...,x,) dzy ... dzy,

The choice of the value @f. depends on the penalty for making the error, therefore,
the risk¢,. must be set in advance, not after the results of a measurereavailable.
Even though the error of the first kind can be chosen to berarpismall, the equation
¢ = Py(w,) has, in general, infinitely many solutions on configuratiQrwith the same
level of significance...

SinceH, is being tested, it implies the existence of an alternatiyeothesisH; or
there would be no question abalit.*? But, as the risk. is required to be smaller and
smaller, the risk of acceptingH,, when H; is true may increase. This error is called
the error of the second kind and is given by:

(=P (W\w) :/W\ p1(ze, ... x,) dry .. dxy,

The two errorg and( can rarely be eliminated, and in some cases it is more impor-

2While it may not be constructive F,, is false” is an admissible alternative hypothesis.
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tant to avoid the first, in others — the second. WHénand H, are specified it is the
choice of the critical region which allows control of the@s.

A prescription to resolve the apparent vagueness in thagedvormulation of the
test was proposed in [40]. It is proposed that given the twaohlyesed/, and H; and
the desired risk level., the corresponding best critical regieffs* minimizes the error
C.

If based on the outcome of the experiment, the obsesvisdinside of the critical
regionw’e*!, it is said that the null hypothesis is rejected in favor @& #iternative one
with significances, and power(1 — (). If, however,z ¢ w*, it is said that the null
hypothesis is not rejected in favor of the alternative onth significance,. and power
(1-0).

Often, however, rather than use the full data samplgit is convenient to define
a test statisti® U. Each hypothesis for the distribution ¢f} will determine a distri-
bution forU, and a specific range of values @Gfwill be mapped to a critical region in
W-space. In constructing one attempts to reduce the volume of data without loss of
the ability to discriminate between different hypotheses.

4.3.2 Testing a composite hypothesis.

If the hypothesis being tested does not specify the proipabil occurrence of every
possible observation, it is called a composite hypothelsisiill be assumed that the
composite hypothesis depends on an unspecified paraimaser

p(T1, Toy .oy Ty A)

As before, the null hypothesis should be rejected if the nleskevent lies within a
critical regionw...
In order to control the error of the first kird the critical region must satisfy:

&= Py(w,) = / po(T1, ..., Tp; Ag) dxy ... dx,
for every value of the parametgg. In other words, the error of the first kind should

not depend on the unknown value of the paramagerlf such critical regions exist, it
is necessary to choose the best one which minimizes the @frtbe second kind. It

13statistic is a random variable which is a function of the obse sample of data.
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should be noted that the error of the second kind may, in g@érd#pend on the values
Ao and)\; of the alternative hypothesis (1, ..., z,; \1).

This problem has been solved in [40] for a special class oftilhypotheses when
po({z}; \o) is infinitely differentiable function o\, in every point{z} € W and the
functionpy({x}; \) satisfies the equation:

do _ dInpo({z}; Xo)
Do A+ Bo, ¢= D

and the coefficientd and B are functions of\, only and do not depend dr:}. Itis
shown in [40] that the best critical regiarte*! is constructed of pieces of hypersurfaces
¢ = C' = const such that:

(4.2)

pl({x}7)\1) T wbest
GEY R @3

whereq is a constant whose value is governedif§ chosen subject to constraint:

po({z}; No)dx = / po({z}; Ao)dx (4.4)

{z}ewbestng=C

& /{x}GWﬂd):C

4.3.3 Significance of a measurement.

In as much as an attempt is being made to identify the presemeesource, the null-
hypothesisH, will be formulated in the following way:

The source is not present. The resuls and NV, of two independent
observations come from a single Poisson distribution wittameter.

with an alternative hypothesig; that:

The independent count¥; and N, come from Poisson distributions
with different parameters; and )\, correspondingly.

Mathematically, ifH, is true the probabilityy( Ny, Ny; A) to observeV; and N, is:

. o ()\tl)Nl —\t1 ()‘tZ)NQ —Ato
po(NhN%)\)— N, € N, €

while, if H; is true the probability; (N7, No; A, A) is:
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(Altl)Nl e—)\ltl ()\t2)N2 e—)\tg
N;! No!

p1<N1>N2§)\17)\> =

where the values of and )\, are unspecified and the only requirement is thag \.

The formulatedH, satisfies the conditions of a theorem presented in [40] which
states that there exists the best critical regigf* corresponding to significancg
independent of the value of the parameter

Following the algorithm for construction of the best crlicegion from [40], the
equations (4.2) and (4.3) become:

¢ = N, = Ny + Ny = const

Ny
Py MY i s Ni 2> Ne, A > A
p 17 (A) ‘ =4 T M <N, A<

It is thus clear that the best critical region for testiyg= \ against\; # A does not
exist, however, it does exist for testing = A against\; > X\ or \; < ) separately.

The valueN, corresponding to the error of the first kids found as the solution of
the equation (4.4):

EX o po(k, Ne = ks A) = Sily, po(k, Ny — k3 A), Ag > A

EXN polky Ny — ks ) = Snsopolk, Ny — ks A), Ay < A

Immediately, it should be noted that the solutidpdoes not depend on the values
of the parametera; and\ and the best critical region exists for thig with regard to
all alternative hypothesed;. After explicitly writing the probabilityp, (N1, Ns), one
arrives to the following equation aN¢:

E=(1+a) M yylty, CRaf, A > o
Oé:tl/t2>0, C:Ln:m
£=(1+0a)™ M55 Chak, A< ' '

The error of the second kindcan be computed as:
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(=% o Xnsy pilk, Ny — ks A, A, A > A

¢ = YN0 Zhtner 21 (ks N = kA, 0), A< A

— —A1t1—At2 [e%e] )\t Ny Né_l ()\Altt;)k )\ )\
(=e ZNtzo( 2) 2 k=0 EN(N;—k)!» 1>

3 3 ~ . (Mttl)/c
(=e MM e ()™M Y e o A< A

The explicit solution for the critical region is needed if ahility to compute the
error of the second kind is desired. As expected, this error will depend on the values
of the parameters and \; of the alternative hypothesid;. It is, however, possible
to decide if the null hypothesis should be rejected or nohait the explicit solution.

To do this, N, must be set taV; and¢ must be computed from the equations above
usingN; = (N7 + Ns). If itis found that theg obtained in this fashion is smaller than
the critical valuet,, the null hypothesis should be rejected and should not leetesj
otherwise.

As will be explained below, because the procedure for spgtmupper limit is based
on the error of the second kirqd expression for which is not known in a closed form, a
“practical” statistic which was proposed in [34] is consiglin this work:

N, — aN.
U= 2 %2 ot /ty>0 (4.5)
(I(N1—|—N2)

The denominator in (4.5) is the maximum likelihood estinm@taispersion of N, —
aN,) given the null hypothesis is true. Then, under the null higpsis the mean value
of the statistid/ is zero and the dispersion is equal to unity. If bathanda /N, have
not deviated far from the expected value)sf, then N; andaV, can be regarded as
coming from Gaussian distributions with the means equalttoand dispersionat;
anda\t, correspondingly (See discussion on Gaussian limit to Baoigléstribution in
appendix A.). Hence, the values of the statigtiare distributed according to a Gaussian

u2 . . .
distribution with zero mean and unit varianggu) = \/%6_7. This statement is valid
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for all u < wy:

lu| < Juo| << min (73604(1 T+ a)2(N; + Ny), {/36a-3(1 + a)2(N; + Ng)) (4.6)
If, however, theH, (\,) is true, thel will have approximately Gaussian distribution
with unit dispersion and shifted mean:

1 wu)?

e 2
\ 2T

wherew;(\;) is monotonically increasing function of; and is equal to the average
value of U computed wherH, () is true.

pl()\l) =

(u-Nh L M-A
Janm+ N0t Dlta)

Let us define the critical range of values of the statigticorresponding to signifi-
cancet,. in the following way (see figure 4.3 for an illustration):

up (A1) >~

f A >\ u>u, & = u+°° po(u)du.
If A < A u<ug, &= [ po(u)du.

For the reasons of tradition, in astrophysics, it is custyrt@report the level of sig-
nificance not as probability., but as “number of sigmasi. which motivated the choice
of statistic. The table 4.1 provides the translation betwibe critical value.. and the

u2
significancet, with the approximation error aginot exceedinq/% e T du.

4.3.4 Setting an upper limit.

Some times, when the null hypothesis can not be rejectedimasthe results of a test
and there are several alternative hypotheses availalidemieaningful to ask the ques-
tion of which of the alternatives provides error of the setkimd larger thar,,. For in-

stance, in the case considered here, there are many alkerngpothesis parametrized

14The value ofu is obtained by substituting with N; 5 and A with corresponding maximum likeli-

hood estimate$+2¢, , into the equation (A.2).
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|uel £

1.0 [ 1.587-107!
2.0 | 2.275- 1072
3.0 | 1.350- 1073
3.5 | 2.326-10*
4.0 | 3.167-107°
4.5 | 3.398-1076
5.0 | 2.867- 1077

Table 4.1: Significanc€. and corresponding critical value.

p(U) f Error of the

first kind

Error of th
i C sérccgnc:j kinec
’ ! \\

po(u) I R 1(1)

K Ue ﬁ1(>\1) u

Figure 4.3: Critical region illustration for the statisticwhen\; > .
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by the values of\;*®. Since each alternative hypothegis(\;) defines a probability
distributionp; (u, A1) in the sample space, the errdr\ ) is (see figure 4.3 for an illus-
tration):

It A > A0 (A1) = JZ5 pi(u, Ar)du.

If )\1 < Al C()\l) = futoopl(u, Al)du

For the case ok; > A, ((\;) is monotonically decreasing function df. Therefore,
A} corresponding to the largest allowed er¢piis called the upper limit on; (((\Y) =
(). It means that the probability of making the error of theosetkind by accepting
the null hypothesis when in fact one of the alternative hlgpsés with parametex;
(A1 > AY > \) is true is less thag,. For a discussion on the upper limit construction
procedure, please, see appendix E.

4.4 Background estimation.

One method of searching for a source is by counting the numbgf©) of events
from local direction(©; © + dO) while it was exposed to a source regidron the sky
(the “on-source” bin) and comparing it with the number of kground eventsV? ()
expected from this region. The number of background everieaed from the “on-
source” region is given by:

N (©) = /@ 11— $(O,1)] Ry(©', £)dO'dt

where R, (0, t) is background event rate from local directi®nat an observation mo-

mentt and ©.4) €0
0, 1) €
¢<@’t>:{ 1, (0,t)¢Q

Since the functionz, (0, t) is not knowna priori, it should be determined from the
observed data. To accomplish that one is forced to introdooge assumptions about
the structure of?,(©,¢). Probably, the most natural simplification comes from the as
sumptions that the background events are distributed umijoon the sky (their distri-

15Remember thak; is not a source strength, but merely the average event catmtiue to possible
presence of a source.
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bution is independent of local coordinate¥® and that the conditions of the experiment
(hardware, software, field of view, everything) remain d¢ans(at least for periods of
time long enough to allow measurementRf(O, t) to the necessary accuracy). Then,
Ry(©, 1) can be factorized:

Ry(©,1) = G(O) - Ry(t)

whereR,(t) is overall event rate due to background only and is indepatrafdocal
coordinates and:(0) is the detection efficiency of the instrument and does notdép
on time. Thus, the problem of determiniiy(©, ¢) is reduced to the one dt,(¢) and
G(0).

Knowing that the number of background events expected froyrpaint on the sky
at some time is:

dN®(©,t) = R,(0,1)dOdt = R,(t)G(©)dOdt

the total number of background ever¥s,,(©) which are to be observed within some
large timeT" from the local directior® outside of the source regidéh'® and the total
rate R’ ,(t) from all viewed sky except for the source region are:

out

{ Nb(©) = [ 0(0,1)G(O)Ry(t)dt = G(O) [ 6(O, 1) Ry(t)dt
RY.(t) = [0(O,)G(O)Ry(t)dO® = Ry(t) [¢(0,1)G(0)dO
The functionsN?,,(©) and R ,(¢) are not distorted by the presence of any source
(by assumption) and can be measured directly. Then, thd squations can be solved
for R,(t) andG(©) numerically with the initial approximation t&,(¢) taken from the
observed total event rate.

Thus, the expected number of background events in the scegan can be found
from:

8Charged particles which form the background are isotrapimegalactic and inter-galactic magnetic
fields.

1"The outside region should not contain any known source irfighe of view of the detector. The
events from other sources and their source regions shouldrbeved from the analysis as they would
bias the background estimation.

8Due to the Earth’s rotation, the local directiénwill fall within the source regiorf2 at some times
and outside at the others. If for a particular source reglo® is exposed td2 only, N°, can not be
estimated with the presented method.
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N (©) = / [1— ¢(O,1)] Ry(1)G(O')dO)dt
S

4.5 Performing test for a source presence.

If N,.(©) and N’ (©) are the number of events observed from the local diregtion
inside of some birf2 in the on-source and off-source measurements respectthely
value of the statisti€¢/ from (4.5) is:

Non<@) - Ngn<®>
VNE(©) + a(©) N, (O)

U(©) =

where
Ni = Non(©) aNy =N, (8) a(©) =N, (0)/N,,(0)

Since the measurements made from different local diresti®rare independent,
all measurements fror®’s which fall into the bin{2 can be easily combined to obtain
compounded statistic of the measurement in thebin

- Z@ ( ) Z@ ( ) NOH(Q) - Nb (Q) ) c 0
N2, (©)Non (O N5.(©)Non(©)
o v0)+ T R vy @)+ mo e
4.7)

The critical valueu, of the statistid/(€2) is set to five. IfU(2) is greater than five,
the null hypothesis will be rejected and it will be said tha¢ bbserved counts must
have come from an astrophysical source. A measurement gbtree strength can be
performed.

If the observed/((?) is less than five, the null hypothesis will not be rejected and
an upper limit corresponding t23% error of the second kind will be made. A mea-
surement of the source strength can be performed only ikin@gsvn (from other exper-
iments) that the source exists.

It should be remembered for probability interpretationaeding to the table 4.1 to
be valid, the inequality (4.6) needs to be satisfied and:fox 5 and typical value of
a = 1/15 the number of events observed in the observation\jr(€2) should be about
2106,
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4.6 Gamma-Ray flux measurement.

Given the detector response to particles of different tygmesassumed source features,
it is possible to predict the number of everit§Q)) to be observed in the bift due

to the source. Theny(Q) can be compared with the actually observed nunibg)
and some statement regarding the assumed source featarég caade. Indeed, let
P(k, k,E,E,0,0,r, ﬁ) be the probability that the detector registers a particlsyjpé

k coming from Iocal directior® with energyFE distancer from the apparatus and re-
construction output information about the particlé j®, £, R. Then, the total number
of events due to particles of tyfeto be observed from a regidhis:

A

Ni(@) =3 /éEQ P(k,k, E, E,0,0,7, R)F(k, E,0)T () dE dE dO d© d7 dR

whereF'(k, E, ©) is the number of particles of typewith energyE emitted by the
source in local directio® per unit area per unit timé;(0©) is the time during which
the source is located in local directiéh The mtegratlon is performed over all possible
values of energies and £, all possible distancesand E and all directions in the field
of view ©, but® € Q.

The integration over core distanc&s?, measured energf and the summation
over identified particle typé can be performed:

P(k,E,0,0) = Z/P k,E,E,0,0,7,R)dE dF dR

No(Q) = / F(k, E,©)T(0)

/ P(k,E,0,0)dd| dE dO
e

If it is believed that the error in measuring event's direntdoes not depend on
particle energyP (k, £, ©, ©) can be factored as:

P(k,E,0,0) = A,(E,©)R,(6]0)

The functionA,(E, ©) is known as the “effective area” introduced in section 3.3.1
R.(©]|©) is known as the angular resolution (or point spread) functidhen, the num-
ber of events to be detected from the directions in thetbist

No(Q) = / F(k, E,0)T(0)AL(E, ©)

/~~Rk(é|@)dé dEdO  (4.8)
[SISY)
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The integration should be performed over the exposure tnieet whole source and
given A,(E,©)R,(0|0©) can be done during data processing. Thus, by counting the
number of events in an observation Bif(Q2) and comparing it withV, (Q), it is possi-
ble to deduce some properties of the source functioi £, ©). If the null hypothesis
is rejected, the differencd’s (Q) = (N,,,(2) — N? (Q)) should be interpreted asray
count.

For instance, if a point source is considered with the sofuetion F'(v, £, 0) =
Fod(E — Ey)d(© — (1)) where©y(t) is the source path in the local coordinates, the
equation (4.8) gives:

N3, (9) = Fy [ (6 — 00(t)T(6) A, (Fo, ©) [ /@ R,(6]0) dé] 6 —

eQ

— By [ A, (Eo.000) | [ B(8160(t)) a6 ds
N5, (Q)

J Ay (Eo, ©0(1)) | Joca B (©160(1)) d6)] dt

If the null hypothesis is not rejected, an upper limit cop@sding to the errof, can
be set as (see equation (4.7)):

F():

N N ©)N,,(6) -
N? < w = O e
( o C \IZ Z Ngut(@)
leading to:
01(Gu)y S0 VB (6) + £ 2O ®)

= 1AL (Fo 00(1)) [J@eg R,(6]6y(t)) dO] dt

4.7 Optimal bin.

If the Milagro detector had perfect angular resolutionntpeocessing events from an
infinitesimally small region of the sky around a point soungauld yield the maximum
achievable sensitivity for source search as describeddtiose4.5. However, due to
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detector’s finite angular resolution, source events shibelexpected and accepted from
some finite region around it. This, on the other hand, wiliéase the number of cosmic
ray background events collected. Clearly, the optimal a®aicceptance region (called
the “optimal bin”) should have a configuration which prowddbe maximum power for
the source search algorithm described in section 4.5. $hfatria given detector angular
resolution function and given background event distrifmutn the sky, the optimal bin
will provide the maximum value of the statistic
In fact, the procedure for optimal bin construction, like fprocedure for the con-
struction of the best critical region, should be a part of stedistical test formulation
and can not be modified based on observed data. Since, indaecasidered here, the
critical region on the values of the statistichas been defined, the optimal bin construc-
tion should be considered within the same framework. Thiarrmjtconfiguratior(zopt
should maximize the value of statisti&(Q), thus the equation on the optimal search
regionQ,,, is:
SU(Q
5Q

~—

=0
Using the definition of/(2) from the equation (4.7):
Q) — A n N (Q) ~
VB + (5, cq Mo/ ()

and neglecting)-dependence of the term in the square brackets one arrives at

2 SNL(), 1 SNL(Q)
N5 (@) 0@ 19 NE(Q) 00
The solution of this equation will be performed under thaiagstions that the shape
of the observation bin is circular with opening angle<< 1; that the bin is centered
on a source occupying not more than a solid angle with openirg< 1 and that the

number of background events in the bin is proportional taiesa (this is reasonable in
the small angle limit). Then:

(4.9)

Qopt

_—
N (&) ~&* and — ! -dN‘”i(w)
NP (@) dw

U]opt
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Figure 4.4: Conceptual diagram of a small angular recoastnu error parameteriza-
tion.

Also, it will be assumed that the detector’s angular resotuis described by a 2-D
Gaussian with dispersiarf. This means that the erreion the reconstructed angle can
be parametrized by two variablesandy which form a Cartesian coordinate system (see
figure 4.4) and = /22 + y2. The probability of observing evefit, y) away from the
true direction is:

dR(z,y) = e~ @ +*)/20% g gy

2102
This representation is valid for small errors since the sphgay be treated as a plane.
Under these assumptions, a point source with the sourcéidanc
F,(E,0) = F(E)éO© — O) will produce the signal (see equation (4.8)):
R 1
N3, = (100 [ FB)AE.00E) x [ | oM dray
E T

2yy2<52 202
w € _ 2 2

—e /20 de =
(o

_ (T(@o)/EF(E)AV(E, @O)dE> X/o
_ <T(@o)/EF(E)A7(E, @o)dE> % [1 _ 6—032/202}

Then, the equation (4.9) becomes the equation on the opbimalpeningw:

~ 2 - 2
<“°Pt> —2In [1 + (“"pt> ] = Qg ~ 1.5850

o o

For a source whose source functiBn £, ©) is smooth within some opening angle
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w << 1 and zero outside and which is located in local directity) the number of
events detected from the source in the observation binde(&quation (4.8)):

1

2mo?

N (0, @,@) =

// L T(O0+ P, (B, 0 + DA(E, 09 + &) x
I2+y2_@2

X

/ e~ (@D +w=*)/20" 4305 dzdyd B
242 <a?

whereé = (z,y) — describes coordinate of a point inside the source binivelab
its center®,. Introducing the notations® = w/c andw’ = w/c and substituting
the coordinate system parameterization from Cartesiamler psz = po cos ¢, y =
po sin ¢ the integration ovey can be performed and one arrives at:

A 2T nd
N2 (89,07, @%) = o” / / / T(0y + & F, (B, O+ &) A(E, O + &)dEx
0 0

X [pe"’Q/ 2 / T 2Io(pﬁ)ﬁdﬁ] dpdg (4.10)
0

where Iy(p) is the zeroth order modified Bessel function of the first kimdl & =

(po cos ¢, posin @).
In the expression (4.10) the integration over the argtan be performed by ex-
panding thel'(©, + €)F, (E, Oy + €)A(E, O + €) in to Taylor series:

T(O + &) F,(E, 00 + ) A(E, 0y + &) = T(Q) F,(E, 09) A(E, Q)+

+€- Vo (T(O0) F, (E, ©) A(©p) ) + O(€?)

All even order corrections iawill give zero contribution to the integral (4.10) be-
cause the integration is performed overr range. Keeping only the first order correc-
tion in the source size” the number of events in the observation bin factors as:

NS (0,37, 0%) = (02 / T(O0)F,(E, 00)A(E, @O)dE) x

></ pe I (/ 6‘52/210(/)/7)/)61/7) dp
0 0

Hence, in the equation (4.9) tkkk-dependent factor will cancel and the optimal bin
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Figure 4.5: Optimal bin sizeg , as a function of the size sourcg.

w? | 0.00 | 0.35 | 0.40 | 0.50 | 0.60 | 0.70 | 0.80 | 0.90 | 1.05
Wope | 1.585 | 1.610 | 1.617 | 1.635 | 1.657 | 1.684 | 1.715 | 1.750 | 1.810

Table 4.2: Source size” and corresponding optimal bin sizg,.

size will loose its dependence of the source location. Thedig.5 shows the solution
wg,; Of the optimal bin size problem (4.9) for the smooth sourcein€w?. In the
limiting case of the zero source size, the solution conwetgehe previously obtained
w7, = 1.585. Itis also interesting to note that the fractigft‘ () of the signal events
retained in the optimal bin is a very weak function of the sesize:

fPH0.0) = 0.715 f7/(1.05) = 0.721  f*(1.9) = 0.751

The assumption that the number of background events in ashpnoportional to
the bin’s area is a good one for the Milagro data and the censitiexamples provide
a good guideline for the choice of the observation bin sizeteNhat the constructed
optimal bin is the optimal among the source centered cirduitess and some other bin
shape could be better. Nevertheless, the circular bin willded in this analysis.
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Chapter 5

Photon flux at the Earth due to near
solar neutralino annihilations

‘Yes, | says to ’er, ‘That’s all very well, 1
says. ‘But if you'd been in my place you'd
of done the same as what | done. It's easy to
criticize, | says, ‘but you ain’t got the same
problems as what | got.
‘Ah, said the other, ‘that’s jest it. That's jest
where it is!

George Orwell, “1984”

While some introduction to the main goal of the current wods fbeen done, the
proper formulation of the problem is long overdue.

There is overwhelming evidence that the Universe, and tlhexges in particular,
are full of the “dark matter”. There is no reason to assumetti@Milky Way is any
different. In this work, it is supposed that the weakly iaiging particle (neutralino),
predicted by super-symmetric theories, is the solutiomef‘tdark matter” problem. If
this is indeed the case, the neutralinos will form a halo addtie Milky Way Galaxy and
at the location of the Solar System the density of the hald@rakuoos is often assumed
to bepy = 0.3 (GeV/em?).

The neutralinos entering the Solar system may loose eneagglastic scattering
with ordinary matter scatterers and become trapped in ther Spstem. For simplicity,
the Solar system is assumed to consist of the uniform deSsityonly. This means that
only the particles whose orbits cross the Sun can be captureear-solar bound orbits
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and their orbits will always cross the Sun. Due to the capaumck repeated scatterings
in the Sun, there will be a near-solar enhancement in theitgenfsthe neutralinos.
This process is responsible for dark matter accretion inSbkar system. The dark
matter diminution is due to neutralino-neutralino anmtidns. The annihilation can
not happen faster than accretion, otherwise, all dark mateld have annihilated by
now. On the other hand, if accretion happens faster tharhdaton, the Sun would
constantly increase its mass. Thus, it is reasonable taressiat the Solar system
has reached dynamic equilibrium and that the capture raqual to the annihilation
one. Also, it is reasonable to assume that all possibletieiborbits, not crossing
the Sun have annihilated by now, as there is no mechanismpolgte them by the
incoming particles. Given that one of the annihilation atela is+-ray production,
one might expect an enhancedray signal from the neighborhood of the Sun due to
neutralino annihilations. The purpose of this chapter isstimate the-ray flux due to
this process.

5.1 General formulation of the problem.

The problem of finding the density distribution of the pdescin the Solar system can
be addressed by kinetic thedrif ¢(p, x) is the density of particles in phase space, then
it should satisfy the Boltzmann equatfon

d _ Og(p,x) . 9g(p,x)
dtg(p,x)— opt pit ox’

z; = Clg(p, v)]

whereClg(p, x)] is the collision integral and the explicit dependence@f, ) on
time has been dropped since in the considered model thegsragassumed to be sta-
tionary: dg(p, x) /0t = 0. The spatial density of particlegx) is:

n@) = [ g(p.2)dp

The collision integral consists of two terms: one is due totraino annihilations
C.lg(p, x)] and the other is due to scattering in the $ufy(p, z)].

1The hydro-dynamic approach is not justifiable since thena¢inbs do not interact with each other.
2Summation over repeated indices is assumed.
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Calg(p.2)) = = [ o(p.P)g(p. )90, x)dpf = ~(ov)ag(p,)n(x)

Colg(p,2)] = Oz, Ro) [ (W +.0)9(p+ 0, 7) = W(p, 0)g(p, )} da

— L |1’| < R@
O(z, Rp) = { 0, |z|> Rs

wheregq is the particle momentum change in a collisid¥i(p, q) is the probability
that a particle will change its momentum frgnto (p — ¢) in a collision.

A simplification can be made by noting that neutralino massuish greater than that
of any scatterer in the Sun and relative energy loss and mimeshange of neutralino

in a scattering are small. Thu8/(p, ¢q) is a quickly decreasing function ¢§| and
diffusion approximation can be made:

Wp+qglp+q,2)~
~ W0, Q)90 ) + e (W, )90, 2)) + —aity =0 (W (o, @)y 7)) + -
~ WP, 09 2) + a5 (W )9, 296 755 (W (P, )9,

Culg(p. )] ~ - { Aip)g(p, ) + = (Bis()g(p. ) )
op op?

where .
Ai(p) = / W (p,q)dq Bi;(p) = 5 / ¢:q;W (p, q)dq

The functioni¥ (p, ¢) can be constructed by considering a structure-less ekstiter-
ing process where the angle of deflection of the incideniglarin the center of mass
reference frame is uniformly distributed betwdeandr.

The boundary condition for the problem can be formulateddsyiming a Maxwellian
distribution of velocities of galactic neutralinos. Thémthe Sun’s reference frame the
distribution will be shifted by the velocity of the Suf in the Galactic disk:

1 3/2 _@agx@ﬁ ;
lim ) = (oo (p) = — e *0m™x d
lim g(p, z) = goo(p) p0<2m8mi ) p
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wherem, is the neutralino mass. It will also be assumed thavg = /Vi =
220 (km/s).
The sought for annihilation rate density at a pains simply:

L(2) = = [ Calg(p,)ldp = (ov)an®(@)

Needless to say, the task of solving the stated problem tarelly or numerically
is daunting even whel/ (p, ¢) has a simple structure. Direct computer simulations of
the system will require enormous amounts of computer tin@véver, the distribution
function g(p, ) is not the immediate goal of the project and only the distrdyuof
the annihilation points is of interest. Therefore, it is posed to perform computer
simulations of annihilating particles only. This poses fvoblems: how to know that
the particle will annihilate and what the boundary conditom the annihilated particles
is.

5.2 General idea of the solution.

The stated problem is solved with “backward in time” simigat The particles gen-
erated at the annihilation points (so, it is known that theiglas annihilated) are then
propagated backward in time gaining energy in each scadten the Sun until they
exit the Solar system. If the distribution of the annihibatipoints is correct, the correct
distribution of the annihilating particles at the boundeill be restored automatically.
Thus, an algorithm should be devised to adjust @niori distribution of the annihilation
points in such a way as to reconstruct the correct distobubf annihilating particles
at the Solar system boundary. This is possible if the padichrry information about
their origin right until the annihilation point. The lastsasnption is reasonable since the
neutralinos interact in the Sun only and their momentum de¢shange much in each
scattering.

Since two particles are required in the act of annihilatibe, particle pairs will be
considered. LetX describe the state of a pair of particles, th€pn will denote the
pair state at the annihilation point ad,, — the state at the boundary. The trajectory
pairs can be divided into two classes: the first class comigiie trajectories with both
particles trapped in the Solar system via scattering in tlve &d the second — the
trajectories when at least one of the trajectories was apptd and annihilated in its
first flight through the Solar system. Supposing that the tifrféght through the Solar
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system is much smaller than the mean life time of the partibkecontribution from the
second class can be neglected and only captured trajecosygan be considered. Let
the joint probability that a pair of captured particles dnlaited atX, and entered the
Solar system aX ., be P(X ., cap, Xy). The task of the project is to find the distribution
of the annihilation points oP(Xy, cap) and according to Bayes’ theorem, the joint
probability P( X, cap, Xy) is:

P(Xo, cap, Xo) = P(Xo|Xoo, cap) P(Xoo, cap) = P(X|cap, Xo)P(Xo, cap) (5.1)

/P(Xoovcapv XO) dXO = P(Xoovcap) = /P(XOO|CG'p7 Xo)P(Xo,Cap) dXO (52)

and
P(Xo, cap) = P(cap| Xoo)P(Xs)

whereP(X,,) is the known distribution of all trajectories entering th@a® system
at infinity and P(cap| X ) is the conditional probability that the trajectori&s, will be
captured.

The probabilities P(X.,) and P(cap|X,) can be found analytically (see
sections 5.2.3 and 5.2.4 correspondingly) &{ . |cap, X)) can be constructed using
a backward in time computer simulation (see section 5. 280 a method of solving
the equation (5.2) foP (X, cap) is described in section 5.2.1.

5.2.1 Solution of the Fredholm equation.

The equation (5.2) is the Fredholm equation of the first kirth wespect to the sought
for function P( X, cap):

P(Xo, cap) = / P(Xo|cap, Xo) P(Xo, cap) d(Xo, cap) (5.3)

The kernel P(X . |cap, X,) of this equation is not known analytically and is con-
structed in simulations (see section 5.2.2). It should kedthat due to the nature
of the kernel construction method, the kerd&lX|cap, X,) represents a “list” of
“(Xo, cap)’s and (X, cap)’s which are “connected” by the simulation process. Be-
cause the initial stateX, cap) is random and the propagation process is stochastic, it is
statistically improbable to have repeated pairs in theTikis implies that all knowledge
regarding the kernel can be expressed as:
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1, A{(X, cap), (Xo, cap)} € list
P(Xocleap, Xo) = { 0, {(Xw,cap), (Xg,cap)} ¢ list

Thus, the equation (5.3) becomes:
P(Xo, cap) = P(Xw, cap)

In other words, when annihilation stgt&, cap) of a captured particle is associated
with a state at the boundafy ., cap) by the propagation process from section 5.2.2
the relative contributio (X, cap) from the state X, cap) is P(X«, cap).

Thus, generating the initial statéX, cap) such that all final stateSX ., cap) are
sampled will lead to the solution of the equation (5.3).

To construct the histogram of the radial distribution of @r@ihilation points it
should be noted that the statgy = (79, ¥1, ) is the position and the velocities of the
two particles at the annihilation point, thus:

P(7, cap) :/ )

w(To

P(Xo, cap) d, d, = / P(Fy, &, 5) d7, 47

—

w(™o)

wherew(7) is the velocity volume over which the integration is beingfpened. This
volume should include all particles which are captured anfthite. If the above inte-
gration is performed by the means of the Monte Carlo methdld wniform sampling
in the velocity volumeP (7, cap) becomes:

) Z P(F(]?UMUQ)

0> U1,72

w?(

Nv(

i

P(7ro, cap) =

il

whereN, (1) is the number of sampled points.
Because the histogram of the annihilation poiAtSY) is defined is the average of
P(70, cap) in thery bin, H(rp) is:

1 1 W2<_»0>
H(ry) = P(ry, cap) = — P(ry, vy, v
() =y, S Pl cap) = - 05 S0 Pl )

whereN,, is the number of entries in thg bin.
The obtained expression for the histograh) of the annihilation points may be
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simplified by choosing a fixed large volume of the velocityspa(r,) = 2 and by
noting that in any finite random sample the probability toeske two different pairs of
orbits passing through the same paints zero leading tav, (i) = 1.

Q2

H<F0> Z P(F()?Ul?/i?)

70 7,01,02

5.2.2 Transition tables{ (X, cap), (X, cap)}.

The transitions fromX, to X, for captured particles are found with backward in time
simulations and was mentioned before. Because the paréetdve independently, each
particle is propagated from its initial state (annihilatipoint) backward in time until it
encounters an interaction in the Sun. At this point, mommnitichanged according
the rules of elastic scattering, the energy is gained, aadhéhw angular momentum is
computed. Afterwards, the particle is propagated untihdaunters the next scattering.
This process repeats until the accumulated energy is gtéatezero, which means that
the particle is no longer bound to the Solar system and ite stanfinity is found and
recorded.

Because the particle may spend long periods of time betweeractions in the Sun,
one must solve the equations of particle motion analyiicatld use the results. The
motion in central potential fields is integrable and eacjettary is defined by integrals
of motion: the total energy of neutralin@ and its angular momenturh However, the
kinematics depends only on mass densities of these qesnfit= £ /m andJ = f/m
and mostly those will be used in the calculations.

The major simplification in the trajectory calculation carfeom the fact that the
energy and angular momentum are conserved between thersuggt This means that
between the scatterings the motion is executed in one plademrly rotation of the
whole orbit is possible. The Runge-Lenz vectdrwhich fixes the orientation of the
particle orbit and is conserved outside the Sun may chasgkréction only when par-
ticle passes through the Sun. Since between the scattéhe¢imjectory inside the Sun
does not change its properties, the particle passage thtbegSun can be tracked by
rotation of the Runge-Lenz vector. Any point on the parttciégectory can be specified
by its angle relative to the current direction of the Rungst vector.

The trajectory length inside the Sun plays the main role engiropagation process
because it is the quantity which defines when the next soadtshould occur. Given
an initial point and the path-length inside the Sun untiltle&t scattering, the point of
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next scattering can be found by rotating the Runge-Lenvect the appropriate angle.
Thus, the task is to convert the trajectory length insideSine into the angle of rotation.
This problem can be solved analytically for the specifiedusoiodel.

The act of scattering can also be described as rescalinghandtation of the ve-
locity. Thus the whole process of particle propagation fitsrannihilation point back
to infinity can be described as a sequence of rotations apigithe Runge-Lenz vector
and the velocity rotation with rescaling.

The details of the simulation process are described in theragix D.

5.2.3 Distribution of neutralinos at infinity P(X,,).

Because the stat&_, describes the state of two identical particles at the boyntlze
P(X) function is constructed as the product of two identicalrdbstions describing
a single patrticle:

P(Xo) = goo(71)goo(22)

The expression foy..(x) is a simple generalization of the results obtained earlier
in [24] and [43]. However, a self-consistent derivation is\pded here for complete-
ness.

Let us choose a sphere of a large radiuaround the Sun so that the effects of Sun’s
gravity are negligible and the velocity distribution of tharticles is a known function
f(¥)d*v and does not depend on the point on the spheren | &€ the concentration of
particles at the sphere. The number of particles enteri@@tiar system per unit time
with velocity v from the surface elemenitd is then:

AN = n, f(0) (7 - dA) d*7 dt
where we are interested in the particles withdA) < 0 since the particles should enter
the sphere.
Since we are considering the spheié¢ = R?sinfdf d¢; and dA 11 R we can
choose the coordinate systeifh ¢;) so thatd is counted from the direction of the
velocity v, then:

dJ%de
2v

(7-dA) = (7- R)Rsin0d0dp, = 2id (v R?sin®0) dep; =
v
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Then, the number of particles entering the Solar system is:

dt d5dJ2ds,

5y , (T-R)<0

dN = n, f(7)

If we are interested in the total distribution, we must ndtattsince the velocity
distribution does not depend on the spatial point, for eysmticle with (v - ﬁ) <0
there will be exactly one particle witfy - ﬁ) > 0. Hence, the number of particles
entering the Solar system with the velocityand magnitude of angular momentym
per unit time is:

AL TAT g, AN oy f(@)

AN = ny f(©) 4o PX) = G Baras, ~ & (5.4

Consider the case when the velocity distribution at infirstgpherically symmetric
as in[43], L
f()?dv = 4 (2ma?) =322 2 dy

then after integration over the spherical coordinates ®#locity andi¢; one arrives

at:
N
%ﬁ'ZQW%wf@%udeQ=2ﬂ%ufﬁﬂd5djz

This is the formula (2.7) from [43].

If the motion of the Sun with spedd, in the locally isotropic Galactic halo is taken
into account, then, as in [24]:

. _ d°7  sinh 2P
fopiao = [ @)=t =252

e V5 /207 [47‘(‘(27‘(‘0‘2)_3/26_1)2/2021)2(1’[}}
0,9 v 2

and the rate at which the particles enter the Solar systenammailar momentum per
speed is:
AN = mndtdJ / F@) Y = T dt d 72 f(v)oddo
0,0 2v 2

This is the expression which will be used for calculationhef distribution of the parti-
cles at infinity.
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5.2.4 Capture probability P(cap|X«).

Because the stat¥ ., describes the state of two identical particles at the boynalad
because each particle is captured independently?thep| X ., ) function is constructed
as the product of two identical capture functions descglairsingle particle:

P(Ca'p|Xoo) = gcap(xl)gcap(xQ)

Also it will be assumed that the capture happens in one amtlisin other words,
after the first collision (forward time) the particle will & negative enerdy This will
greatly simplify calculations, while higher order coriiecis can be considered. The
argument for this is that the mean-free-path of neutralindBe Sun\ = 1/n,0,, is of
the order ofl0* — 10? (R,) for expected values @f,,. The energy loss in a collision is
(see section D.9):

~ 2p(1 —cosf)v®  2n(1 —cosb) B B
AE = TES IR TS Y: (-Um)=v(e-Uwm) n=

my

mp

where€ is the energy before the collision abdr) is the potential energy at the colli-
sion. Since is the scattering angle in the center-of-mass system andass-section

structure is assumedoys @ is distributed uniformly between 1 and1, this leads to the

fact thatv is uniformly distributed between zero a%%'

V> b0 need for capture
Eafter =E-AE <O = E—v(E-U(r) <0 = o
0<v< iy allowed range
Thus, the probability that a particle will be captured in @adlision at the distance

from the center of the Sun is:

(n+1)2l n ¢ ]@[ n €
4n m+1)2 E-U(r) m+1)2 E-U(r)

Peap(€;7) =

1, 220
9(2):{0 2<0

The probability that a particle will travel distangeavithout scattering and scatter in

3The particle may scatter twice or more in the first pass thindghg Sun, but it is assumed to become
trapped after the first collision.

61



Y,y + dy is:

1 dy
dp = ~e Vdy ~ =
P=Re Ry

Again, this approximation is valid since the mean free péatieaitralinos inside the Sun
A is much greater than the particle trajectory length indgeSun.

The probability that the particle with energyand angular momentugt will loose
energy in one collision to become captured on the bound iztbit

L(EJT) 1
gcap(x) :/0 cha:U(E?T(y))dy

whereL(€, J) is the path-length inside the Sun.
From the energy conservation law:

'U2 ,r‘,2 jZ
5:§+U(7‘):5+ﬁ+(](r)
dy dr P
Z =AU 2= V216 - U] - T2/
Goan(3) = = J 2~ U(r)] {(n+1)2[ i _ ¢ Hdr
cap A rpin \ 216 = U(r)] — T?/r? 4n m+1)2 E-U(r)

Ther,.:;» 1S the minimal distance from the Sun’s center to the orbit eaa be found
from the equation of motion:

a
E=T%) 2%+ Urmin) = T2 /202 — 3R, (3 - Tfnm/Ré) =

2 _ (3aRs +26R2) — \/(3aRs + 26 R2)? — 4aR, J?

re. =
e © 2aR

The r,,.. 1S computed from the restriction on maximum capturable ggnend
should not be greater tha, or less tham,,;,.

4n & 4n
— 0 Ew 1T
12 E—0@ = T -1

U(r)
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4n B1e"
(n—1)% 2Rq

R 2
T maz R2 (3—76( 277)5.)7 rmingrma:cSR@a €<

The integrals which need to be executed to fing(x) are elliptical integralsg.., ()
can be written in the form:

maz a — by
ool 2 Vay =ty ="
_m+né_/mz
2n AJez \/(ay —by? —¢)(a — by)
where 5

a a

=264+ —, b= — =J?

a + R R c=J

From Gradshtein and Rizhik(Russian 3.141-2 page 245):

max a—by 77L(LL o
/mm PR / \/y By C)dy—Q\/(A—C)EE(%Q)

From Gradshtein and Rizhik(Russian 3.131-3 page 233):

mas 1 1 [rfes 1
/wz¢“y—@-*ﬂa—@ W=y, V@—Amrwﬂ@—cﬂy‘

2
= ——=—=FEF(7,q)
by/(A—C)
a a+va*—4bc 9 a—+va?—4bc
> = — = = . =
A>B>r2 >C, A 5 B 5% ., C=roin 5%

= arcsin m‘” C _/B= ¢
TmAsN T e 1T\ ¢
B

Further simplification comes from the fact that- C' =
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H mX7 (T@V) H fout H I(mx) X 10704'11.‘?2”7’2 0.3G5‘3 cmfiv (8_1) H

0.1 0.195 1.65 10"
0.2 0.195 4.17 107
0.5 0.196 6.72 106
1.0 0.199 1.68 10'°
2.0 0.201 4.22 101
5.0 0.2 6.72 10
10.0 0.2 1.69 10

Table 5.1: Summary of the simulation/computation resultapture integral and the
fraction f,,; of annihilations betweehand2 solar radii as a function of neutralino mass
mX.

Where the elliptical integrals are:

1] 5 2 sin ¢ dt
EF(gb,k):/O 1/y/1 — k2sin (t)dt:/o T K <1

)(1 = k22)

¢ sin ¢ 1 — k2¢2
EE(gb,k):/O \/1—k2sin2(t)dt:/0 ,/Tktzdt, k| <1

5.3 Predicted photon flux.

The results of the computer calculation are summarizedariahle 5.1 for several se-
lected neutralino masses. Abotit — 50% of particles annihilate outside the Sun, but
their distribution is a sharply falling function of dista&rom the Sun (see figures 5.1
and 5.2), so only the annihilations happening between odevao solar radii will be
considered to produce detectable signal. The fraction ofraknos annihilating be-
tween one and two radii of the Sun is denoted asin the table.

Only a small fraction of the annihilated particles will pragk photon signal. If pho-
ton yield for producing a photon with enerdy, per neutralino in neutralino-neutralino
annihilation isb,, (£,, m, ), the total number of photons produced per second is:

d&)O = 1(my) - four - by(Ey,m,) dE,
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Some of the produced photons will be absorbed by the Sun. rHe&dn of the
photons escaping the Sunfis..,. and is of the order of /2. The distance between the
Earth and the Sun 54 which leads to the flux of number of photons per unit area per
time at Earth from neutralino annihilations as:

AR (E,) = 1(my) « fout - by(Eyymy)  fescape/ATLE dE,

de(Ev) =
— Po . Opx . . fout . fescape ) ](mx) 9 _1
wﬂ%WﬂHWWN%WQOJW 55 10% ¢ (em7sT)
(5.5)
The photon yield may have the following structure:
. E
b ) = B (5, — ) + 5 m) (2

whereP(i—l) is the probability to produce photon with energly, £, < m,, in the

continuous spectrum neutralino to photon annihilatiorcpss.
There are indications (see [9]) that the continuum specprghability has the form:

p(ﬂ) L (&)-1-56—mwmx

My My MMy
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Figure 5.1: Radial distribution of the annihilation poirits m, = 200 (GeV') and

o, = 107% (ecm?). Vertical scale is in arbitrary units, horizontal scaleridi.,. above
25 - 10° neutralino annihilations

66



-3
x10 "

0.35

0.3 h

0.25

0.2

0.15

0.1 =

—

\
o0s |-
: MM}JJM wt‘km., TR VLA AR R P

o Loyl
0 2 4 6 8 o 12 14 16 18 20

Figure 5.2: Radial distribution of the annihilation poirits m, = 1000 (GeV') and
o, = 107% (ecm?). Vertical scale is in arbitrary units, horizontal scaleridi.,. above
22 - 10° neutralino annihilations

67



Chapter 6

Outcome of the test for presence of the
photon flux from the Sun and its
Implications

His courage seemed suddenly to stiffen of its
own accord.
George Orwell, “1984”

The gamma ray signal from neutralino annihilations neatfSte should appear as
an excess number of events from the direction of geometaater of the Sun over the
expected background. Observation of the Solar region caetiermed by tracking the
Sun on the Celestial sphere using the one-arc-minute ppadisrmulae for the Sun’s
Celestial coordinates from [12]. The interpretation of tiserved signal, however, is
not an easy problem. Largely, this is due to the fact that tsenic ray background is
not expected to be uniform; the Sun absorbs the cosmic rgyieagimg on it and forms a
cosmic-ray shadow. The situation is complicated by the reigfields of the Earth and
the Sun. Due to bending of charged particles trajectoriesagnetic fields, the Sun’s
shadow will be smeared and shifted from the geometricatiposof the Sun in the TeV
range of particle energies. On the other hand, in the preseistrong Solar magnetic
fields, lower energy particles can not reach the surfacesoftin and are reflected from
it. Such particles are not being removed from the intergkyemedium and may not
even form a cosmic-ray shadow of the Sun. Therefore, it ifcdif to ascertain the
exact shape of the cosmic-ray shadow at the Sun’s positidleduce excess above it.
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| | Now [ Now | U |
Sun | 137211] 137728| -1.35
Moon | 49762 | 50064 | -1.31

Table 6.1: Number of events in the optimal bin centered orSilne and the Moon (see
section 4.5).

The effect of the Earth’'s magnetic field and the Solar wind lsarstudied by ob-
serving the shadow of the Moon during solar day. If the solagnetic field is weak,
the shadows of the Sun and the Moon should be very similarusecaf the geometry
of the problem. The Sun and the Moon cover similar size regmnthe celestial sphere
and traverse similar paths on the local sky in one year ofrehtien. In addition, the
Moon is far enough from the Earth to be considered outsideegftfect of the Earth’s
magnetic field, so is the Sun.

6.1 The data set.

The data to be used in this work was chosen to satisfy thewoitp conditions: online
reconstruction, the number of photo-tubes required t@#nghe detector greater than
60, the number of photo-tubes used in the angular reconistnu@Nfit) greater than

20, zenith angles smaller thald degrees and all events should pass the gamma/hadron
separation cut. The data used were collected between JW@A®and September 10
2001. The dates are motivated by introduction of the hadepaustion parameter into
the online reconstruction code on July 19, 2000 and detéatofoff for major repairs

on the 11th of September 2001. Several data runs were didesh&rom the dataset
which included calibration runs and the data when the orilA® was in an unstable
regime.

For the Sun analysis &5° regions around the Moon and the Crab nebula were
vetoed from the data set. For the Moon analysis, same sizengeground the Sun and
the Crab were vetoed. Overall, 1164.7 hours of exposuree8tm and 423.5 hours of
exposure on the Moon during the day time is obtained in thia dat. The number of
events in the optimal circular bin df26° radius centered on the Moon and the Sun is
givenin table 6.1 and the sky maps with corresponding exjeap@aphs are presented in
figure 6.1. The sky maps are generated according to the equdtil) with the vertical
axis pointing to the Geocentric Geomagnetic North dipole po
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Figure 6.1: Significance maps of the regions of the sky ardhadiaytime Moon(left)
and the Sun(right) and the corresponding source expostuaetson of zenith angle in

hours per degree. The color code is the valu& ¢see equation (4.7)).
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| my (TeV) | A(em?s) | X (em?s) |
0.1 1.055 - 10™ 0.000

0.2 8.772- 10" | 4.969- 10"
0.5 6.070 - 10" | 2.634 - 10°
1.0 3.389-10% | 2.127 - 1010
2.0 1.600 - 101 | 1.280 - 10
5.0 5.942 - 101 | 1.208 - 10*2
10.0 1.608 - 10 | 5.575 - 10"
20.0 3.684 - 101 | 2.136 - 10%3
50.0 8.030 - 10%% | 1.035 - 10

Table 6.2: Coefficients of the flux limit calculation (see atjon (6.1)).

—2.-1 Ipx Po o
‘ My (T@V) ‘ Is < <Cm S ) ‘ 10—43cm? 0.3GeV/cm3 b’Y < ‘

0.1 4.54-1078 770
0.2 5.46 - 1077 351
0.5 7.89 10710 328
1.0 1.41-1071° 234
2.0 2.99 1071 204
5.0 8.06 - 1012 339
10.0 2.98 - 10712 512

Table 6.3: The upper limit on the monochromatic photon flug ¢ttm near-solar neu-
tralino annihilations and corresponding upper limit on drl;)gpobi.

6.2 Alimiton possible gamma-ray flux due to near-Solar
neutralino annihilations.

Because the shape of the solar shadow is not known, not ta eldalse signal the null
hypothesis is formulated as cosmic-ray background is umifand there is noy-ray
emission from the solar region. The mean value of the st@afi5{see equation (4.5))
is equal to zero under this hypothesis. Based on the resutteeaneasurement (see
table 6.1) the formulated null hypothesis can not be refeatigh significance2.867 -
1077 (see table 4.1) and an upper limit on the possiBlay flux from the solar region
should be obtained.
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Figure 6.2: The values off{,F.) below the lines are allowed based the constructed
upper limit for corresponding neutralino masses.

‘ my, (TeV) ‘ Fo < (em™s7") | {5585 aatasls <

0.1 — —

0.2 9.64-107° 6.47 - 10°
0.5 1.82-107° 7.58-10°
1.0 2.25-1077 3.75 - 10°
2.0 3.74-1078 2.48 - 10°
5.0 3.97-107° 1.65 - 10°
10.0 8.59 - 10710 1.42-10°

Table 6.4: The upper limit on the continuum photon flux due eéarrsolar neutralino
annihilations and corresponding upper limit on thepbS .
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The deficit of events from the direction of the Sun can not leatgr than that pro-
duced by the Moon because of Sun/Moon similarities. To besexative in setting
the upper limit, the strongest event deficit produced by tle®iMin 5° radius from its
position should be used as a correction for possible preseintie shadow of the Sun.
The smallest value of the statistic observed in the sky map centered on the geomet-
rical position of the Moon is-3.3 (see figure 6.1). The exposure on the Sun is about
2.75 greater than that on the Moon, leading to the estimated naxeficit in the Sun’s
direction computed in terms &f as:U}%* = —3.3v/2.75 = —5.5.

Thus, the upper limit on the photon flux from the region of thua $orresponding to
the significanc@.867 - 10~7 with error of the second kin2.275 - 1072 (see table 4.1) is
computed based on the value of the statistic

up =50+55+20=125

leading to the upper limit on the mean number of the gammatsoun

N < N, = u1\/ Ny + aNg = 4791

The differential photon flux due to neutralino annihilasaiaken from [9] has the
form of:

-3/2 .

) P00 () e
= —m .

dE ’ X My f01.01 2-3/2e—782 ]y

where F; is the integral flux due to a-function-like photon annihilation channel and

Fc(m% > 0.01) is the integral flux form% > 0.01 due to continuum photon spectrum

annihilation channel of neutralinos with masg.*

Computing the number of events to be observed by the detesiog the for-
mula (4.8) for the given spectrum and following the procedor setting an upper limit
(from section 4.6), it is possible to set a constraint on tiegral fluxes in the form:

Fs-A+F. ¥ <4791 (6.1)

Fs andF, are in the units ofm—2s~! and the coefficientd andX are given in the
table 6.2 for different neutralino masses. The figure 6.2vshithe region of parameter

1 a=3/2em0dy = —26\;,;1 —2\/atErf(\/ax)
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Figure 6.3: The values o@,ooapxbi, poapxbi) below the lines are allowed based the
constructed upper limit for corresponding neutralino reass

space( F,, F;) restricted by the upper limit.

The upper limit on the monochromatic photon flux due to ndutwaannihilations
and corresponding limit onpxpobi (see equation (5.5)) are presented in table 6.3. The
upper limit on the continuous photon flux with energies abduén, due to neutralino
annihilations and corresponding limit @R, pob¢, (see equation (5.5)) are presented in
table 6.4. The figure 6.3 depicts the combined limitgppobS ando,, pob?.
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Chapter 7
Conclusion

The landscape that he was looking at re-
curred so often in his dreams that he was
never fully certain whether or not he had seen
it in the real world.

George Orwell “1984”

The Milagro data set collected during 2000-2001 has bedyzathand searched for
the evidence of a steady near-1Te\fay flux from near-solar neutralino annihilations.
As a result of the analysis, it was argued that no evidencthéogamma-ray signal due
to such a process has been found. The upper limit on the galayrfaix due to such a
process with significance867-10~" and the powef1 —2.275-107?) has been set. Even
in the absence of a clear signal the constructed upper limyt constrain the values of
free parameters of supersymmetric models.

The interpretation of the constructed limit on the gammafhax is highly model
dependent. It is based, for instance, on assumptions liegatte shape of the velocity
distribution of the dark matter in the halo and the assumedsire of the Solar System.
The current work presents a calculation of the neutralinutalation rate density as a
function of distance from the Sun and the neutralino captateonto near-solar bound
orbits. It is shown that in the considered model only abo@506 60% of annihila-
tions happen inside the Sun. The calculation allowed teding) the established limit
on the gamma-ray flux from neutralino annihilations to tmeition the product of the
neutralino-proton scattering crossectigy, the integrated photon yield per neutralino
in neutralino-neutralino annihilatiol, and the local galactic halo dark matter density

£o-
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To the knowledge of the author the current work presentsteatismpt to set a con-
straint on the parameters of supersymmetric models by wibgehigh energy gamma
rays from the region of the Sun. Continuous improvementséomstruction algorithms,
detector modifications and longer observation times willttea better upper limit. One
of the factors which lead to a deterioration of the consadetpper limit is the inability
to compensate for presence of the Solar cosmic-ray shadewodine intricate struc-
ture of the Solar magnetic fields. Once the cosmic-ray shadaiae Sun is understood
guantitatively, it may be possible to improve upon the limit
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Appendix A

Poisson distribution

A.1 Definition

The Poisson distribution arises in many problems as thellision of the number of
occurrences of some event over an interval of time or regfospace. The distribu-
tion assumes that an event can occur at random at any timardgripgpace and that
the probability of event occurrence does not depend on amgr @vent. The Poisson
distribution is defined as:

)\k )
plk;\) = e (A.1)
) [eS) )\k
Zp ]{7 )\ =e Z 7l = :1
o0 B 00 k)\k: o) )\kz 1
k=0 k=0
) B . [e'e) ka)\k -
D(k)=<k*>—<k>’=e¢ Z — N\ =
—1)A’f Ak

N2 = [A%A + AeA] — 2=

_AZ T
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A.2 Gaussian Limit of Poisson Distribution

Substituting thé:! in the Poisson distribution (A.1) by the approximate expi@susing

the Stirling formula:
n! = v2mn (ﬁ) e
€

the Poisson distribution becomes:

1 [(ed)" Y
p(k; ) =~ ﬁ(?) e

or
In [p(k; \) V27 k| & kIn [i]—Azkll—lnél—)\
Letk = A+ 0 than
In [p(k; V27 k| &~ (A +0) [1—1 AT”] A=
A+5l Z:l 1)t = (i)n]—kz—%é—;Jréi—erO(i—Z)
Thus:
ki) ~ |5 B O

3
For sufficiently smalb such that% << 1and|es® — 1| << 1 the Poisson distribu-
tion approaches the Gaussian distribution with mean argkigon equal ta:

53 53 0 4/ 0
622 — — — - < >
€6 1‘<<1 = e <<1l = )\<<\/)\_1,VA_6
)\k ) 1 o2 (k— )3
——e 2 : 1 > A.2
p(k; A) = e g P ‘ oz | << , VA>6 (A.2)
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Appendix B

Calibration

For, after all, how do we know that two and
two make four?
George Orwell, “1984”

The desire to reconstruct the position of events on the Gal&phere with system-
atic errors much less thar? dictates that the times registered by PMTs have to have
resolution about (ns) and the locations of the photo-tubes be known to alhotm)
accuracy in horizontal and abdutcm) in vertical directions. To meet the latter require-
ment photographic and theodolite surveys of the pond werfenpeed. At the end of
the construction period, when the pond was filled with wagter;as-built” measurement
of the PMT elevation was done.

Even though great care has taken to construct all PMT charaselniformly as
possible, remaining systematic differences in PMT changlebuld be studied and re-
moved. This includes synchronization of all TDC modulesdfirDC time offsets and
conversion factors) and compensation for the PMT-pulsditudp dependence of TDC
measurements (known as the slewing correction).

To correctly reconstruct the shower front, shower size altiipately, to estimate the
energy of the primary particle, the relative “pulse-heightphoto-electron (PE) con-
version must be determined to interpret all PMT amplitudasaeements in a common
unit for each event. This is then translated to an absolle sf the energy deposited
in the water.

Full description of the calibration system with its compotse operation, data anal-
ysis and other comments is available in [13] and referenited therein.
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Figure B.1: Calibration system setup

B.1 Calibration system setup.

The Milagro calibration system has been designed to refletite@above goals and is
based on the laser — fiber-optic — diffusing ball concept usedher water-Cherenkov
detectors (See, for instance, [6]). A computer operatedamatontroller (Newport
MM3000) drives a neutral density filter wheel to attenuataised nitrogen dye laser
(Laser Photonics LN120C) beam. The beam is directed to otieeothirty diffusing
laser balls through the fiber-optic switch (DiCon MC606) hsven on Fig B.1. Part of
the laser beam is sent to a photo-diode. When triggered byhbt-diode, the pulse-
delay generator (Stanford Research DG535) sends a trigtge o the data acquisition
system. A laser fire command is issued by the motion contrgiteviding full automa-
tion of the calibration process. The balls are floating in pload so that each PMT
can register signals from more than one light source. Suadandant setup allows
calibration of the PMTs and the electronics.

Calibration data was collected by stepping the filter wheebugh a full circle in
10 degrees increments for each laser ball. On each laser bédir-+fiheel setting about
2000 laser triggers a20 (H z) and aboutl600 “random” triggers (with no light input)
at the rate ofl00 (Hz) were sent to the data acquisition system. Raw data from all
PMT channels was recored and analyzed. Only 2- and 4-edgesewéh correct po-
larity were selected to ensure proper ToT determinatiorr. peoposes of occupancy
measurements all data was used without any edge selection.
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B.2 Timing calibration.

The importance of accurate time readings from the PMT chancen not be over
stressed as the quality of event reconstruction depends drhe issues which need
to be addressed are described in this section.

B.2.1 TDC Conversion Factor.

The time of PMT pulse threshold crossings is read by LeCr&871BASTBUS TDC
modules. These digital devices measure time in the unitc@firits” and, according
to specifications, each count corresponds to 0.5 nanosgcdnttoduction of known
variable delays in the calibration-DAQ trigger logiallowed observation of common
time shifts in all PMT channels to verify the TDC conversiastbrs a2.0000 4+ 0.0003
counts per nanosecond. This assured that all TDC moduleatepmn a common scale
and allowed for a simple interpretation of TDC measurements

B.2.2 Electronic slewing correction.

Time response of a PMT channel depends on the input lighhsitieand is called
electronic slewing. Indeed, a weaker pulse will cross tlsertninator threshold later
than a strong one arriving at the same time (see figure B.23edBan the ToT PMT
pulse model described in 3.1.2, when the size of the pulsessribed by the time
over threshold, a slewing correction can be devised by stgdyre PMT pulse arrival
time (T:.-+) @s a function ofl'oT for different filter wheel transparency settings. The
time of light pulse emission is supplied by the photo-diodd & believed to be free
of slewing effects since the light level incident on the diad constant. The slewing
correcting curve is found by fitting the obtained calibrataata with a polynomial (see
figure B.3).

Note, however, that obtainéfl,,,; includes time propagation of the laser pulse in
the detector medium and optical fibers. These may vary front RMPMT and should
be taken into account to produce triig,,; versusl'oT dependence.

The procedure described above should be performed indep#yndor both thresh-
old levels HiToT and LoToT .

1Special TDC calibration data should be taken for this praced
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Figure B.2: lllustration of the electronic slewing. Strengulses cross the discriminator
threshold earlier than the weaker ones.
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Figure B.3: Plots showW,,,; vs T'oT data obtained for calibration (left) and the poly-
nomial fit to the data (right). The units of both axes are TDGntse.
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B.2.3 Speed of light in water, fiber delay.

In order to correct for propagation time of light in the déteccoordinates of PMTs
and laser balls as well as the speed of light in water must b&’yknPMT and laser ball
coordinates are known from the survey. Only a typical indesetraction of water is
found in reference tables and fiber optic delays may vary fiaser ball to laser ball,
thus, all these parameters need to be measured with theatalibsystem.

Interestingly enough, this problem can be easily solved ffl3everal PMTs can
register light from two laser balls (cross-calibration)heTtimes measured from two
different laser ball§?;, ,, andT?2,,, on the same PMT after slewing correction should be
identical. The non-zero difference between the tiffigs., and7?2,,, can be attributed
to an error in the water propagation time, ,,.4..i0, and/or difference in the laser balls’
fiber optic delayA s.,. If 7 is defined as:

=T}

2
start Tsmn - Afiber — Apropagation
it will be zero in absence of errors in water propagation tand fiber delays.

The distribution over all PMTS of observedfrom a given laser ball pair can be
constructed and studied. Since theg;,., is constant for the given laser ball pair and
Apropagation depends on the relative PMT ball positions, the use of cospeed of
light will yield the minimal width of ther distribution. After that, the mean of the
distribution can be interpreted as the fiber optic diffeeeg;,... Note that a PMT in
close proximity to any one of the laser balls will have enleghsensitivity to speed of
light variation, while PMTs located half way between theelasalls will have enhanced
sensitivity to the fiber optic difference.

Needless to say that the procedure described in this sifrseetn be used to test
the self consistency of the timing calibration. The use abwg coordinates of laser
balls or PMTs will reveal itself as mismatch in the slewingwas ¢). In fact, using this
procedure, it was discovered that coordinates of severdiPiere interchanged. An
extension of the procedure described here is discussedijnwfere coordinates of the
laser balls themselves are allowed to vary and can be restore

Correcting the slewing curves by corresponding fiber optlays and water propa-
gation times yields the final calibration curvesiqf,,; as a function ofl'oT'.
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B.3 Photo-Electron calibration.

The main purpose of the photo-electron calibration is to eimdlationship between the
observed ToT and the number of photo-electrons emittedentie photo-tube. The
calibration procedure is based on a well known occupancyhoadetiescribed in the
literature (see for instance [6] or [32]) and proceeds in tyeoeral steps. First, the
ToT-PE conversion is established for low input light leuedsng the occupancy method
and then a different procedure is applied to calibrate PMTsgh light levels given
the characteristics of the calibration filter wheel. The lghprocedure relies on the
assumptions that the number of photo-electrons produc®MT is proportional to the
light intensity at the PMT’s photocathode, that the inpghtilevel into the calibration
system is constant, and that all light level modulation is tlua controlled change in
the transmittance of the filter wheel only.

The calibration data required for photo-electron calibrais the same as for the
timing calibration which is obtained with laser light pasgthrough a filter at different
transparency settings. While it is difficult to establisa tight level stability of the laser
output, it was found that if probability of the laser to praéuno light when it is triggered
is less than 2.5%, the PE calibration results are self ctamis

This section presents the main ideas of the PE calibratitowied by a description
of innovations in the method implementation. Full desanipof the occupancy method
applied for Milagro calibration is presented in [14], [32]d[13].

B.3.1 Low light level calibration and the Occupancy method.

The occupancy method is based on the assumption that theemwhphoto-electrons
produced at a PMT’s photocathode obeys a Poisson distiouf?(n; \) = %e_’\.
Here\ is the mean number of PEs produced at the photocathode.sTjhtified by the
assumption that the emission of a photo-electron is nota@l@ emission of a different
one which is true if the photo-tube did not reach its satarati

The probabilityn that a photo-tube registered the light pulse (which meafesast
one photo-electron was emitted from the photo-cathodeglis&the occupancy and is
given by:

n=Pn>0\)=1-Pn=0;\)=1-¢? = X=—In(1l-1)

Based on its definition, occupangycan be easily measured if a PMT is illuminated
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many times by the light pulses of identical intensity:

_number of observed pulses
~ number of sent pulses

n

As the intensity of input light is varied, it is possible todia relationship between
the number of PEs and the observed ToT directly. Howevemifgh light levels when
A > 2, itis not possible to measurereliably based om, since the error of the mea-
surement o\ increases exponentially with error gn

AN = LAn = e Anp
L—=n

B.3.2 High light level calibration.

The high light level calibration is based on the assumptnan there is no saturation of
the PMT channel and the mean number of photo-electrons pealig proportional to
the input light level intensity. If the transmittance of tlileer wheelT is known, then:

A=a- T

wherea is some parameter which is constant, but different for caffie laser ball-PMT
pairs. It can be found from this equation at low light leveéshusel” is known and\
can be measured with the occupancy method. Thus, givenahentittance properties
of the filter wheel, the ToT to PE conversion can be found ah hight levels with a
linear error on\.

For some PMT laser ball pairs, even the lowest light levekjids was relatively
high for the occupancy method to be used. For these PMTstlefaaway laser ball
was used to establish the ToT-to-PE conversion for lowert ligvels. The obtained
conversion curve was then extended by the data from thestdaser ball to the highest
possible light level.

If, contrary to the assumption, saturation of the PMT chaimeresent, the number
of PEs can not be established using this method. Howeveg sine goal of calibration
is to study the PMT response to different light levels, tlsisiot a problem and the
method described here allows one to infer the light intgratithe PMT cathode from
the observed ToT as the effective number of PEs which shaud heen emitted from
the photocathode provided the PMT response were linear.
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B.3.3 Filter calibration.

As was mentioned earlier, transmittance properties of ttex fwheel are important for
high light level PE calibration. The transmittance projgsrcan be obtained from the
manufacturer of the filter or can be measured in laboratorynethod to calibrate the
filter wheel using the same calibration data as for slewirgyRB calibration was pro-
posed and used. This method has the advantage that thesfiti@ibrated as it is being
used in detector calibration. The method employs the ocmypmethod with additional
supposition that for any two sufficiently close transmitsof the filtefl; and75; there
exist a PMT for which the occupancy method can be used at lghthihtensities. Then,
given two corresponding measurements of mean number obghettrons:

T2 . )\2
T M\
The transmittancd; can be related tds; in the analogues manner and so forth,

leading to the restoration of the levels of transmittancalfidfilter settings. Because the
absolute calibration of the filter is not required, it is ajwgossible to set, = 1.

B.3.4 Dynamic Noise Suppression.

The PE and filter calibration procedures rely on correct Kedge of PMT occupancy.
PMT thermo-electron emission, Cherenkov light from thevetoparticles and other
sources can cause a signal on the PMT output not related toghecalibration light.
This noise will increase the measured PMT occupancy and genme calibration ac-
curacy.

Dynamic noise suppression is a technique which allows cbore of the apparent
occupancy on a tube by tube basis and is based on the assortitahe arrival of
the laser light is not correlated with the noise pulses. T probability to observe
anything (apparent occupanéy{any)) is:

P(any) = P(laser) + P(noise) — P(laser) - P(noise)

P(any) — P(noise)
1 — P(noise)

n = P(laser) =

whereP(laser) is the probability to observe laser light (true occupamcgnd P (noise)
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Filter wheel calibration
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Figure B.4: Filter wheel calibration with and without noiseppression. (Bank 2,3
represent laser balls 11-20 and 21-30 respectively, whdeaAd MU represent PMTs
from “top” and “bottom” layers used for filter calibration.)

is probability to observe noise pulse.

P(any) can be measured by sending laser pulses to a PMT, as befale Rihoise)
can be estimated by sending uncorrelated triggers to dgtassiton system without any
light input which can be interlaced with the laser data tgkin

The dynamic noise suppression is an important step in edidor process and was
used for the ToT-to-PE and filter calibrations. The effecthad noise suppression is
shown on figure B.4 where the filter wheel calibration curves@esented with and
without the noise suppression.

B.3.5 Statistical error of the occupancy method.

In order to address the question of the accuracy of the oocypaethod, suppose that
shots of the laser beam were sent, out of whictvere detected by the PMT. Occupancy
7 is estimated as:

m
n=—
n
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n || d(n) | pass/fail
0.1 0.009 fail
0.2 || 0.009 pass
0.3 || 0.008 pass

0.8|| 0.004| pass
0.9 0.002 fail

: : _ AN _
Table B.1: Occupancy accuracy test results to satisfy thar gr= 5~ = 0.01 on

measured\ with n = 2000 laser shots.

The question of the accuracy of this estimation is that ofdtefidence interval.
Since the probability of a PMT registering a signal in a shsoequal ton, then the
number of detected pulsesis distributed according to binomial distribution:

n!

P,

n

(mv n) = Cﬁ?ﬁm(l - ﬁ)n_m> C:Ln =

m!(n —m)!

The upper bound of the confidence interyg),., corresponding to the significance
« is defined so that probability of detectihg< m pulses is less thafl — «):

Pnupper k < m, n Z nnupper nupper)n_k S 1 - (Bl)

Correspondingly, lower boungj,,., is such that

—k
Pmowm > m, n Z nnlower nlower)n S 1 —

or
Z CEnl er (1 = Tower)" ™ > @ (B.2)

If the required relative error on the value of occupancy(ig) = % then ny,per
should be no greater than + §(n))n andn,...- should be no less thafi — §(n))n.
Thus, for given number of laser shots and number of regidtprises it is possible
to check if the required accuracy is met. The requirementtheraccuracyS( ) are
governed by the requirement on the relative eqref 2 on PE () determination:
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A) An —-n

Now, the task is to estimate the allowed range of occupanciegh error not ex-
ceeding the specified valygrovided that laser pulses were sent.
Forn < 0.5 the equation B.2 will be automatically satisfied if:

n*n

Z nup;l)er nuznper)n_k <1—a, Nuper = (1+d(n))n

and fornp > 0.5 the B.1 is satisfied if:

nxn—1

Z nlower nlower)n_k >, Mower = (1 —=0(n))n

Therefore, for relative errof = 0.01, confidencenr = 95% andn = 2000 the
allowed range of occupancies to be used.is < n < 0.8 (see table B.1). For the
phototube noise measurementgs~ 0.03) the requirements are eased:= 0.1. We
also verify that using 60000 random “shots” is just enougheiach the goal. (The
requirement ofy = 0.01 is met at 66% confidence level only.)

B.3.6 Threshold effect on the occupancy measurement.

The problem addressed here is that of a finite threshold vehERI T pulse should cross
in order to be recorded by the electronics. The presenceeofitite threshold leads
to an under estimation of the occupancy and if the final efiecthe number of PEs is
bigger than; a correction should be made.

The assumption of PMT operation is that electron multigicoain each stage is
a statistical process with some average gainThen, the number of electrorison
the output of the first amplification stage obeys Poissomibigton with averageyw
wherew is the number of photo-electrons emitted from the PMT phattomde (This
assumption is similar to that of occupancy method and isdaseproposition that
probability of emitting an “amplified” electron does not @&yl on other electrons being
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emitted.) and is distributed according to:

k
Pk gu) = L oo
k!

It is the number of electrons on the output of the first stagedbminates the fluctu-
ations on the output of the entire cascade and is resporisit@dility of the PMT pulse
to cross the discriminator threshold. The PMT electronianctel was constructed in
such a way that onlyg or more electrons after the first stage will produce signahst
enough to be detected. Thus, the probability that PMT sighstirengthw PEs will not
be detected is:

k<pg k<pg k
Bw) = Y Plkigu) = 3. DL emon
k=0 k=0 :

and the occupancy given average number ofR&decreased:
00 )\2
n(A) =1—=P0;\) = > Pw; N)f(w) =1—e* =X B(1) - 36‘%(2) -
w=1

For estimation purposes Milagro PMT is assumed to have uniftage to stage
amplification with typical gain of the entire PMT’s cascade2o 107 (see [4] for the
measured PMT’s gain at the operated voltage). Since the RiMi3ists of 10 stages, the
gain of a single stage is= (2 - 107)1% = 5.3 and the threshold level is setat= 0.25
(signals with more then 0.25 equivalent PEs will cross tteeritininator threshold and
will be detected.) the functiop¥(w) falls off rapidly and for given PMT parameters
a one PE input will be lost with probabilitg(1) = 3.1 - 102 while 2PE — with
B(2) = 2.9-10~* and can be neglected. Hence, taking into account only tisedb%
PE signals, the measured occupancy is equal to:

nrel—e = B(1)re™

The magnitude of the correctigi(1) e~ has to be compared with the required
accuracy om which leads to the direct comparison/(fl) andg.

Therefore, it is concluded that the systematic error on paoay is comparable to
the statistical one and for the desired accuracy of PE datation (few per cent) the
threshold effect can be neglected. If the probabiliti€s) are known for each PMT the
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correction, could be done with the following approximateniala:
__
1—p5(1)

Also note, the filter wheel calibration is quasi-immune frins problem because it
is based on the ratio of thes for a given PMT and thq% factor cancels.

S In(1—n)

B.4 Calibration Extrapolation.

The maximum light level at which the calibration data wasilatée often was lower

than could be observed in the shower data rendering stronfj jtNses unusable. To
cope with this problem, extrapolation was used to infer tlaes of calibration parame-
ters beyond the calibrated range based on the known valddssaus. Indeed, typically
it was required to extend HiToT calibrated range by ali®it(ns) to interpret shower

data?

B.4.1 Slewing extrapolation.

The shape of the slewing correction function depends on ig&ichinator threshold
level, amplification coefficients, gains of PMTs, wiring asalon. Instead of trying to
take all the unknown parameters into account and puttingtteg a physical model of
the slewing, a statistical one was built taking the follogvapproach.

It is believed that all PMT channels (PMTs themselves anderic boards) were
designed and manufactured to meet common characteristiostefore, the study of
the channels’ responses (calibration) can be viewed as apteulabout 700 times)
measurement of a singe functioR;;,,; vs ToT. The fact that the curves obtained for
different channels are slightly different can be attriloute the “manufacturing imper-
fections” and the channels differ only due to unavoidableomtrollable reasons such as
spread of characteristics of electronic components aratial slewing measurement
errors. Thus, a slewing curve for a PMT can be viewed as acpéatirealization of
some random function. All slewing curves together form olesving function fam-
ily characterized by its mean dependeheet) and correlation functior< (¢,¢'), by

’LoToT was never extrapolated as it is prudent to switch tousses of HiToT as soon as it becomes
meaningful.
SHere,t andt’ denote the time over threshold.
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analogy with the mean and dispersion for a random variable.

The characteristics:(t) and K (¢,t") of the random function were deduced from
the observed high range slewing calibration data and, basetie random function
framework carried out to the first order of canonical expamsihe value of the slewing
correctionz(t) given the last known calibrated valuét,) at timet, is:

z(t) —m(t)

(t) = m(t) + Kty )

K(t, ty)

with the root mean square error of:

rms(t) = \JK(t, t) — 7(§$717t2§2

Using this method slewing curves were extrapolated onljheogoint where real
data for at least 50 PMTs existed with estimated error orapeiation of the order of
0.7 (ns).* Beyond that, linear extrapolation was used with the sIop)a(IﬂE%l%.

Details describing the extrapolation method used to exsdemling curves for the
HIiToT calibration can be found in report [16]. A brief revieaf’ the notion of random
functions can be found in memo [20].

B.4.2 PE extrapolation.

Contrary to slewing calibration where the quality of theadmicreases with the input
light level, the quality of ToT-to-PE conversion degrades do exponential relation

between ToT and PE and possible PMT saturation. This leadeg@anclusion that

sophisticated random function extrapolation is not justifand the extrapolation was
developed based on a simple physical argumentlthaP £/ ~ ToT. Thus, the PE vs

ToT data was fit to a third order polynomial of the form:

In PE = ag + a1 ToT + axToT? + a3ToT?

and the values of the polynomial were used as the extrapolaileedless to say that
beyond approximately’ £ = 100 the error grows very fast and any algorithm relying

4The comparison of extrapolated data from a calibration rith walibrated data obtained indepen-
dently [38] yielded the measured extrapolation errdr.65 (ns) in good agreement with the expectations.
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on PE should treat the values beyaRd = 100 as logical “big”, “Big” and “BIG".

B.5 Energy calibration.

It is planned that absolute energy calibration measuresneititbe done using through-
going muons. The imaging capabilities of the detector walexploited in order to find,

fit and select well-defined through-going muon tracks. Oheaggeometry of the track is
known, the Cherenkov energy deposit will be estimated antpemed against the photo-
electron distribution in the event. This was the primarycdile energy calibration

method used in the IMB detector [6].
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Appendix C

Auxiliary Celestial Coordinate system

An additional coordinate system on the Celestial spherehvis used in this work is

defined relative to a preselected celestial object (pointhencelestial sphere). The
object is the origin of the coordinate grid. The “zero” axighos coordinate system can
be chosen to point to any poinf on the celestial sphere.

Let L = (., o) be the point on the Celestial sphere which should be the cehte
the map directed to poit/ = (s, aps), then the pointX = (dx, ax) on the Celestial
sphere will have coordinatés, &) relative to the point. defined as (see figure C.2):

x=LX=/LCX, ¢=/MLX

¢ is measured clockwise from thHel/ line and¢ € (—m;7), x € (0;7)
From spherical triangl& LPX:

cosy = cos(LvX) = sindy sin dx + cos Iy, cos dx cos(ay — ax)
From spherical trianglé&\ PM X :
cos(]\/[vX) = sindy sin 0x + cos dyy cos dy cos(ap — ax)
From spherical trianglé\ PM L:

~—

cos(M L) = sin dyy sin oy, + cos dpy cos 0y, cos(ap — o)
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Figure C.1: Schematic of the map Figure C.2: Auxiliary caoates on the
Celestial sphere

From spherical triangl& M LX:

cos(]\/[vX) = cos(]\/TL) cos(LTX) + sin(]\ZL) sin(LTX) cos(MLX)
cos(.MvX) - cos(.MvL) COS(L\X)
sin(]\/TL) sin(LvX)

There is no problem in defining the however, points symmetric with respect to
MC L-plane are indistinguishable. A way to solve this probleristroduce an aux-
iliary vectorii = CM x CL Then if (77 - (ﬁ) > 0 then¢ € (0;7) else¢ € (—m;0).

cosé = cos(/MLX) =

1Since Right Ascensions of the objects come only in diffeesnthe derived formulae will work in
the local coordinates ofd, H) by substitutinga. — H,.. However, the(d, H) coordinate system is
left-handed and the cross-productis defined in the righdbd system. Beware!
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Appendix D

Kinematics of the particles in the Solar
system (Simulations appendix)

D.1 propagate_infinity ().

The task of this function is to find a particle state at infigiyen its state at the annihila-
tion point by “backward-in-time” propagation. The funatidhowever, should return the
state in “forward-time” frame since only these quantitiesd physical meaning. The
sequence of actions to be performed is summarized below:

1. Find orientation of the orbit in space (section D.2).
2. Check that a particle crosses the Sun (section D.3). If, ipoto 6.

3. Generate column density which should be accumulatedrdoefext scattering
(section D.10). Compute parameters of the inside and autsibits (if orbit at
least partially exits the Sun) (see section D.5). Propatieearticle to its first
scattering point or go to 6 if the particle does not scatt&he(last situation is
not possible within the considered model, but is implemafde future develop-
ment.)

4. Generate scattering off of a proton (section D.9), compioge parameters of the
new orbit (section D.5). Generate the column density to loeraclated until the
next scattering (section D.10).
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¢ If the particle in on unbound orbit, propagate it to the edijhe Sun, com-
pute the Runge-Lenz vector and go to 6.

e If orbit is completely inside the Sun find the next scatterpmnt (sec-
tion D.6).

e If particle leaves the Sun, rotate the orbit according todbleimn density
required and then, propagate the particle to the next scagtpoint (sec-
tion D.7).

5. Goto4.

6. Use Runge-Lenz vector to find thg, or record that the particle is on a non-
crossing Sun bound orbit. Perform time reflection on indiatl final state (sec-

tion D.7).

D.2 Conserved quantities.

In the considered model, the Sun is a ball of uniform denditgass)/, and radiusk.
Thus, the gravitational potentiél(r) is the function of the distancefrom the center of
the Sun and is:

U(T)Z{ = e

a .2 3. _  « r2
mr—%—%<%—3) TSR@
wherea = Gy M, andGy is the gravitational constant. The energy and angular mo-

mentum are conserved in such a system and are:

2

€ = +U(r) = const, J =7 x ¥ = const
When the particle moves outside of the Sun, its trajectory lwa described by a
conical section with the Sun in one of its foci. The trajei@siof the particles inside the
Sun are elliptical only with the center of the Sun in the cenfehe ellipse.
There is an additional conserved quantity when the pastisleutside the Sun. It is

the Runge-Lenz vectd¢:

K=ixF—aifr |K|=va?i2E]?
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The Runge-Lenz vector points along the major axis from faoyserihelion.

D.3 Which orbits cross the Sun.

The energy conservation law outside the Sun has the form:

v i J? o«

E =
2+2r2 r

whereuw, is the radial velocity of the particle. The particle will @®the Sun if its
minimum distance to the center of the Sug,, is less thanRk.. At this pointv, = 0
and:

s J? e L :\/a2+25j2—a
212 . Tmin e 28

Thus, only the trajectories for whicli? < 2R (E R + «) will cross the Sun.

A separate remark should be made regarding the unbound avhith cross the
Sun. Particles on such orbits may never cross the Sun. Indegdgarticle is at its
annihilation point and if it happens to be on an unbound d@dstcan be determined
from its velocity and position vectors), the angle betwesrvelocity and the Runge-
Lenz vector should be acute for the particle to pass throbglsun. In other words, if
& > 0andK - 7 < 0 the particle will not cross the Sun.

D.4 Rotation of a vector B around a vector L by an an-
gle~.

Only the proper rotations on angleare considered where the rotation is governed by
the “right handed screw” rule around vectbr|L| # 0. The new vecto3’ is obtained
from the original B by application of the rotation matrid (v, L).

—

B = A(y,L)B

The explicit from of the transformation in Cartesian cooates is:
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B! a-+cL? cL,L,—0bL, cL,L,+bL, B,
B'=| B, |=| ¢L,L,+0bL, a+ ch/ cL,L,—bL, |-| By,

Yy
B! cL,L,—bL, cL,L,+bL, a-+cL? B,
where
b sin y 1 —cosvy
a=cosy b=— c=——7-—
VI? L2

If operation of rotation of vectoK is performed around vectqf, a special case
arises wher7 = 0. In this situation the operation of rotation is not definechwver,
from the physics of the situation, it follows that the rotatiangley is either0 or .
Thus the rotation in this case is very simple:

if (7 == 7T> K =-K
else K'= K

D.5 Some facts about elliptical trajectories.

In addition to the global coordinate system which is attdcteethe Sun and whose
axis is oriented along the Sun’s motion in the Galactic dis&re are several auxiliary
coordinate systems which are convenient to introduce. Bbthe auxiliary coordinate
systems are centered on the Sun’s center and one of thendisousealyze the particle
trajectory inside the Sun, and the other — outside.

Capital letters for the names of the variables will représiea trajectory which is
outside the Sun and the small letters will represent thenpeters for the trajectories
which lie inside the Sun.

D.5.1 Equation of the ellipse.

The equation of ellipse with the coordinate system at it$eran
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Figure D.1: Elliptical trajectory inside the Sun.

where¢ = 0 is the point of maximal distance from the point on ellipseite origin (see
figure D.1).
The equation of ellipse with the coordinate system at onesdbci

P

"= 1+ Ecosd

whered = 0 is the point of minimal distance from the point on ellipsetie brigin (see
figure D.2).

The relationship between the semimajor axi®r A) and semiminor oné (or B)
and the eccentricity (or £) and the latus rectum (or P) is:

e2=1-0/a®> p="b*/a
E?=1-B%/A> P=B%/A

D.5.2 Ellipse inside the Sun.

The parameters of the ellipse inside the Sun are:
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3a
2R

a2 = (5’R@ + R — aj2/R@)
R2

E=E+
p = <€’R@ —\JER: - ajz/R@>

The trajectory of a particle inside the Sun is an ellipse esitiee potential energy
varies as distance from the Sun’s center squared. Morethneegllipse is centered on
the Sun’s center. It is always possible to choose the coatelisystem in such a way
that theO X axis is along the semimajor axis of the ellipse & — the semiminor
one. Because same calculations are simpler using one parégragon of an ellipse and
others in another, two different ellipse parameterizagiare used in this work. One is by
providing the polar angle measured counterclockwise from teX and the distance
to the point from the origim and the other is by specifying a phase anglameasured
clockwise from th@Y axis’ only.! (See figure D.1.)

The orientation of the coordinate system is chosen by raguihat at one selected
point (usually initial point of propagation) if the angletbeen” and v is acute, the
phase angle of the point should be between zero ary® and between-7/2 and zero
if the angle is obtuse (see fig D.1).

The equations of the same ellipse in different parametioizaare:

_ : _ b2 _ bcosv
x—asmw—,/wcosé N tangﬁ—asiw 2 .
y:bcosw:,/l_e;’msingb r? = b+ (a* — b?)sin*¢) =

T—eZcos? ¢
(D.1)
The lengths of the elliptical arc between the angles andi), is:
dr = acos v dip 5 e o o, @ =0 2
{ dy = —bsin 1 di ‘ = (ds)* = (dx)* + (dy)* =a [1 = sin® ¢ | (dv)

ds = a\/1 —e2sin® ¢ dyp, e* =1—b?/a?
P2
s:a/ V1 —e2sin?e) dyp
P1

Thus, the length of an elliptical arc can be expressed indehthe elliptical inte-

1The angle(w/2 — v) is called the eccentric anomaly in celestial mechanics.
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gral:

0
EE, k) :/ V1 k2sin?tdt, k2 <1 6¢l0;7/2]
0

D.5.3 Angle between”and v.
If current position”and velocitys are known, it is easy to find the ang{léAU) between

the two:
oS (77/,\17) v
rv
If velocity ¢ is not known, but the the phase angleorresponding to the positioh
on the ellipse is known it is possible to find the angle betwéandv. Inside the Sun,

the energy conservation law is:
v? Q 3a r?
gV 0 a 3o 02:<zm —a—> R, (©2)
2 2R} 2R, © "RY /B

—  J J?

F=rxt = |J|=r [dsin(F0) = sin(70) == =[5

(77/7\17) _ { arcsin( rzv2j)2, Y€ [—m;—m/2)U[0;7/2] < tany >0 (0.3)
), ¥ €[-m/2;0|U[r/2;7] << tany <0

T — arcsin(y/ -5

To find ' it is enough to rotate the vectdraround.7 by angle(r, 7) (see figure D.1)
and rescale appropriately:

- —

U= Erotate_vector(ﬁ T, (7, 7))
r

D.5.4 Ellipse outside the Sun.
The parameters of the ellipse outside the Sun are:
26 J*

a2

P=7%a

E? =1+
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Figure D.2: Elliptical trajectory outside the Sun.

The bound trajectory while outside the Sun is an ellipse withcenter of the Sun
at one of its foci (“the outside ellipse”or “the outside dthilt is interesting to find the
angle® between the Runge-Lenz vector (the direction on the peoimeand the point
where the outside ellipse intersects the Sun (see figure Dt2§ angle is easily found
from the equation of the outside ellipse:

P
R—®:1+Ecos<1>
jZ—OéR@

1
cos d = T (P/Rs —1) = Fok,

(D.4)

D.5.5 Rotation of outside orbit due to passage through the $u

The angle of rotation of the orbit in a single pass through3he is defined as the angle
of rotation of Runge-Lenz vector due to this passage.

If v is angle of rotation of the orbit as it passes through the @nd,®, is the
coordinate describing the point of entrance of the orbi thie Sun and, is direction
to the same point, but with respect to the orbit which is iagtde Sun, we obtain the
relationship for the angle of rotation of the orbit (see feyr.3):

¢0:q)0+(7T/2—’}//2) = ’}/:7T—|—2(I)0—2¢0

From the equation (D.4), can be obtained:
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Figure D.3: Rotation of the outside orbit due to passageutiinghe Sun.

2 _
®, = arccos <M>

EO[R@

From the equations (D.1) and (D.3) the phase and spatiaésinfthe entrance point
of the orbit into the Sun are:

, R% —1? b cos g
= — _ t =

sin g a? — b2 an go a sin vy
The “—" sign is selected since at the entrance point into the (Sum) < 0 always.

Rotation of the Runge-Lenz vect&ir happens on the angle-) around.7 in one
passage of the orbit through the Sun.

(D.5)

D.6 Motion inside the Sunpropagate_in_sun ().

Only the motion which is initialized from inside and whileside the Sun is treated here.
That is, the task considered here is knowing the requestedhoodensity to evolve a
particle from its initial position and velocity inside theisto the scattering point inside
the Sun or if the particle exits the Sun — output the new dioaadf Runge-Lenz vector

104



and the remaining column density to be accumulated in suiesggpasses through the
Sun.
There are several situations possible:

e The orbitis completely inside the Sun. Propagate the patbdts next scattering.
Output final” andv.

e The orbit exits the Sun and column density to be accumulatkige to allow the
particle to exit the Sun. Output the final Runge-Lenz vegtor

e The orbit exits the Sun geometrically, but the column dersitbe accumulated
is not large enough. Particle scatters before its existp@utandv just before
the scattering.

D.6.1 Particle is inside the Sun.

An orbit lies completely inside the Sun if the semimajor aishe ellipse is not larger
than the radius of the Sum < R.. The phase anglé;, and the spatial angle;
corresponding to the current positieninside the Sun can be found from the equation
of the ellipse in phase coordinates (see equations (D.3j2uid):

siny, = sign(ry - v1) 2;%27 Y1 € [-7/2;7/2]
(D.6)

_ bcosn
tan ¢1 T asiniyy

The final angles/), and¢, are such that the column density accumulated by a par-
ticle traveling inside the Sun is equal to the specified colwensityL. Currently, the
equation formulated in the phase angles is considered:

L = trajectory length(vy,1s)

This equation can be solved (see section D.8) and the comdsp spatial angle is:

b cos 1y

tan ¢o =
02 a sin vy

Now, the sought for direction of, can be found by rotating the vectsr on angle
—(¢o — ¢1) around.J and the magnitude aof, an be found from the equation of the
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ellipse (D.1):

2
r3 = b+ (a® — b*)sin®¢)y, 7 = rotate_vector (i, J, ¢ — ¢2) - \;TZP

The velocity vectori, at the point; can be found by rotating the vectdr on the
angle between, andv, obtained from the equation (D.3). The magnitudéof found
from the energy conservation law (D.2).

In the case of a circular orhit= b and the previous logic will fail because the initial
phasey, is arbitrary and the most appealing choice is towset= 0. The logic of the
presented algorithm is intact.

D.6.2 Orbit exits the Sun, but the particle doesn't.

It is possible to have a situation where a particle has itgirposition inside the Sun,
but its orbit leaves the Sun geometrically. It is also pdssibowever, that the column
density to be accumulated is small and the particle scatkfigre it has a chance to
exit the Sun. This is case of motion confined to the interiathefSun and was treated
above. To make sure that the particle stays inside the Seiepthhmn density which can
be accumulated until the exit from the Sun should be grehgar the requested column
densityL:

L < trajectory_length(¢1,¢r,)

wherer), is the initial phase defined in equation (D.6) angl, is the phase of the exit
point from the Sun and computed as in equation (D.1):

. |R2 — b2
sinypr, = + h (D.7)

If it is found that the requested column density is greatantimaximum possible in
the configuration, the particle leaves the Sun and this casedted right below.

D.6.3 Particle exits the Sun.

Again, as beforegq, 11 describe the initial point (equation (D.6)) amnel- is the final
point of propagation — the point of orbit exit from the Sungssguations (D.1) and
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(D.7),v2 = Yr,):

R% — b2
a?— b2’ ~ asinyy

The accumulated column density inside the Sun between sapgland, should
be computed and subtracted from the remaining column densit

The spatial angle between the initial poiitand the Runge-Lenz vectéir consists
of the angle between the initial point and the exit point frém Sun(¢; — ¢,) and
the angled, between the exit point from the Sun and the Runge-Lenz vediash is
found from equation (D.4). Therefore, the vectpshould be rotated b, — ¢ — O2)
around the7 with rotate_vector(f, J, (¢; — ¢ — ®,)) to find the direction of the
Runge-Lenz vector.

sin g = + (D.8)

D.7 Motion outside the Sun
propagate_outside_sun ().

The task of this function is given the direction of the Rurgmz vector and the column
densitycolumn_density to be accumulated inside the Sun until the next scattering
point find the particle position and velocity at the scattgrpoint. Needless to say,
the function should process only the particles which passutih the Sun. The other
parameters which are expected to be available are the ptmano the orbit inside the
Sun and the phase angle defined in the equation (D.8).

There could be several distinct cases:

1. The trajectory is an ellipse

2. The trajectory is a hyperbola or parabola (but the partiobsses the Sun)

D.7.1 Find the scattering point.

The parameters of the trajectory do not change betweeregogt and only rotation
of the whole orbit is possible as the orbit passes througlsthe The angle of orbit

rotation due to a single pass through the Sun was obtainegtiioa D.5.5. The number
of required passes through the Sun can be be determined fremeguired column
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density to be accumulated and the column density accunaulage single pass through
the Sun. This will give the total angle of the orbit rotaticefére the scattering.

Due to spherical symmetry of the Sun, the column densityractated in one pass
through the Sun has the form of (see section D.5.2 and equid)):

Ly =2-trajectory_-length(0,¢p,)

The total angle: -  of rotation of the orbit is:
n-v=floor (column density/L;y) -7
column_density := column_density — nlq

From figures D.2 and D.3, one sees that the vector pointifggtentrance point into
the Sun can be found by rotating the Runge-Lenz vector byegrgb,), that is why
the total rotation ofC to be performed is on angle-ny — ®,) around7.

The remaining problem is to find the angle between the poirtndfance into the
Sun and the scattering point using the remaining columnityeiosbe accumulated. The
particle will spend remaining time on an ellipse inside thm,Sand the phase angle at
the scattering point; can be found given the remaining column density and the phase
angleyy (equation (D.5)) of particle entrance into the Sun (sea@e®.8):

b cos ¥

column_density = trajectory_length(¢y,¢1) = tang; = "
a S111 Yy

Now, the sought for scattering point can be found by rotating the vectdir on
angle(—ny — & + ¢9 — ¢1) around.J and the magnitude af, an be found from the

equation of the ellipse (D.1):
2 2 72\ 2 = > 7 i
ri =b"+(a®—b")sin“yy 7 = rotate_vector(K,J,—ny—Po+po—¢1)- @

The velocity vectors; at the point/; can be found by rotating the vector on
the angle betweef; and#;, obtained from the equation (D.3) around vector The
magnitude of; is found from the energy conservation law (D.2).
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Figure D.4: Finalize

D.7.2 Particle on an unbound orbit crossing the Sun.

This situation can occur if a particle is generated on a Hygar or parabolic orbit,
but it passes through the Sun. If the requested column gesssimaller than can be
accumulated in one passage through the Sun, the above ldbsuffice. If however,
the requested column density can not be accumulated in ke gags, the particle will
leave the Solar system, thus, in the previous calculatisasihgle of orbit rotation due
to passage through the Sun is equattérom the section D.5.5 only. The output of
the function in this case is the final direction of the Rungmt vector and is found by
rotating the input Runge-Lenz vector on the angle/) around.’ .

D.7.3 Velocity at infinity.

This is the final function and its task is to find the velocitytbé particle at infinity.
Since only “forward” in time information is needed, this fition should perform time-
reflection on the initial and final velocities of the particle

The time reflection can be performed in the spherical coatdmby requiring the
change in the polar angle— (7 — ) and in the azimutlp — (7 + ¢)moduld27).
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A particle can exit the Solar system only when it is on a hypkclor a parabolic
trajectory whenf > 0. The direction of the velocity at infinity can coincides with
the direction of the trajectory asymptote. Thus, the véjodirection can be found
by rotating the Runge-Lenz vector to point to the asymptsée figure D.4) by angle
(m — arctan B/A).

B J 2 1

i N O L
A V28 « « €7
and the magnitude of the velocity can be found from the eneoggervation law:
Voo = V2&

The above works for the Solar system escape on a parabolictooh because in
this case the patrticle starts its fall into the Solar sysuema) direction. Even though
U, = 0 in this case, it is necessary to know the direction in whiahghrticle started
to fall onto the Solar System, that is wiy, should be stored in spherical coordinates
providing the information about the magnitude and the dioecof the velocity even if
|Us| = 0.

If £ < 0 and the particle does not cross the Sun, it stays on closeddborlbit
around the Sun and the velocity at infinity is not defined.

D.8 SolvePath4Psi.

The task of the function is given initial point on an ellipsside the Sun via its phase
anglev;, find the pointy,,; such that the ellipse pathlength fram, to v, is equal
to the given value opbath_in. If such a point is found, its phasg,,; is returned.
If the point can not be found because the particle leaves tinebSfore the requested
pathlength is accumulated, the&th_in is decreased by the path traveled in the Sun
andd,,; is set to the exit point from the Sun.

The length of an ellipse from point = 0 to ¢ is found by the elliptical integral:

EE(,e) = sign(y) - /Ow V1 —e2sin® tdt

wheree is eccentricity of the ellipse and| < 7/2.
Thus, elliptical distance between two points on ellipse is
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L(tin, Yout) = a(EE(Wous, €) = EE(in, €))

The problem with this definition is that both initial, and finali,,; phases should
be less tham /2, otherwise, the definition of the distance on the ellipsetrbasnodified.

The initial phase);, is within allowed range by its construction.

D.8.1 Bracketing the root.

If the orbit exits the Sun, botfy;,, and+,,; are within allowed bounds since the phase
for the exit pointy,; < r < 7/2.

If the pathlengthpath_in is larger than the path from;, to ¢ the particle exits
the Sun. The path(v;,, ¥r) is subtracted fronpath_in and the remainingath_in
and« i are returned with a flag that the particle exited the Sun.

Otherwise, the particle stays inside the Sun even thougbrliit geometrically exits
the Sun and);, < v, < ®¥r. The root bracket is found. If the ellipse is completely
inside the Sun, more things have to be done.

If the total requested pathlengttath_in is greater than the length of ellipse, parti-
cle will make one or several full revolutions which are ndenmesting for us. Pathlength
path_in should be reduced by the path acquired in full revolutiorfser&his is done,
Your 1S WIthIN: v, < Yo < 27 + 14, The problem is reduced to the one where the
particle does not make a full revolution in the Sun.

Since it is known that the particle makes less than a full lgian, a check can be
made ifi,,, < 7/2 andi,,, < 37/2 by comparingeath_in with L(v;,, 7/2) and
(L(@oim, 7/2) + L(=7/2,7/2)).

If it is found that the solution is in,,; < 7/2 the lower bound on the roaf, is set
to ¢;,, and the upper, to /2.

If itis found that the solutionis i /2 < 1,,; < 37/2, the pathlengttd (¢);,, 7/2) is
subtracted fronpath_in andiy, is reset to to-m/2, v is set to—= /2, and the upper
boundy, is set tor /2. This effectively produces a rotation of the coordinateesysby
the angle ofr. Thus, after the root is found, its value will have to be irs®ed byr.

If it is found that the solution is inj,,, > 37/2, the pathlength.(¢);,, 37/2) =
(L(%n, 7/2)+ L(—7/2, 7r/2)) is subtracted fronpath_in andi;,, becomes the upper
bound on the root), = v;,. The lower bound on the roaf, is set to—=/2 and;, is
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reset to to—= /2. This effectively produces a rotation of the coordinateeysby the
angle of2x. Thus, after the root is found, its value will have to be irased by2r.
When the algorithm arrives to this point, the bracketinghef toot is finished:

—7/2 < < Yo < 1, < /2 with possible flag to increase,,; by 7 or 27.

D.8.2 Circular bracketing.

The phase angle interval can be reduced further by notibtiaigthe length of the arc of
radius of semimajor axig is not smaller than the length of the ellipse within the same
boundaries on the phase angleLikewise, the length of the arc of the semiminor axis
radiusb is not greater than the length of the ellipse within the saméndaries on the
phase angle. In other words, the solution,,; can be bracketed as:

V1 < Gou <t 1= (Y1 +27/a) Wy = min((t + 27m/b), )

D.8.3 The solution.

The equation fot),,; which needs to be solved is:

L(%’m ¢out) =path_in

This equation can be solved on the specified intefval ¢») using the secant or
bisection method until the error on accumulated pathleigttecomes within allowed
range. (It was found that far > 0.99, when the ellipse is close to degeneration into a
line, the bisection method is faster than the secant.)

The solution of this equation should be increasedrbyr 27 if coordinate system
rotation was required as described before.

D.9 Scattering in the Sun.

Let momenta of a neutralino and a scatterer (proton) befmattesing in the laboratory
reference frame bg, andp), and afterp”, andp’, accordingly. It should be noted that
two vectorsp, andp’, form a plane thug) can be found fronp”, by a rotation. The
magnitude and the angle of rotation can be found from thenkais of the elastic
scattering. The axis of rotation has a random direction acsp
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Figure D.5: Scattering diagramdO = %(px + pp), OB = ﬁ(px + Dp),
OC = |udli.
D.9.1 Elastic scattering.

In the center-of-mass frame, the momenta before scattaraig

ﬁxO - ,1“7
ﬁpO = _/“7

My My o p_'x p"p 1 . . my,
=" V=" —-"—" uw=—- — = —
H My + My, my, My H n+1 \px npp| " mp

In the center-of-mass reference frame, the act of elaséitteseng can change the
directions of the momenta onfy

ﬁX/O = pon = nT11|ﬁX - nﬁp|ﬁ
B = —puii = — =[5, — |

whereri is a unit vector along the velocity of the neutralino aftex tollision. In labo-
ratory reference frame:

ﬁ;{ = pon + mﬁxmp (ﬁx ‘l'ﬁp) = ﬁm’x - nﬁp|ﬁ+ %(ﬁx ‘l'ﬁp)

mp

P, = —pvil + pea— (Py + Dp) = —n—}rl‘ﬁx — MPp| 7T + _mXTrJLr—Pmp (P + Dp)

2This is merely a statement of the energy conservation law
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The task is to find thg,, whenp” is known. If in the laboratory frame the scatter is

at rest before the scatteripig = 0, then (see figure D.5\9B = u7 AB = j, and point
B is on the sphere. In this case, the angle of deflection of akurvelocityd, from its
original direction is related to the scattering angjia the center-of-mass frame as:

my, sin 0 sin 6
tanf; = —
m, +m,cos 1+ cosf
and
o . m, +m R R n+1
D] = 1P — = U] = [7]
* X \/mi+m§+2mxmpcosﬁ X XV 4 2ncosf+ 1
2 +2n+1

[0,* = |7 [
X2+ 2ncosf + 1

The energy loss in a collision is:

(|17><|2 - |17;<|2) _ 2p(1 —cosf) [#[?

2 (14 mn)? 2

D.9.2 Choosing the axis of rotation.

Vectorsv, andv|, from a plane which is defined by some veciiorA vectorii perpen-
dicular tov”, can be found by solving:

A / / / o
vy -n=0 = vn, +un, +uv,n, =0

This equation can be solved by setting trial coordinatestHfervectori = (1,1,1)
and then modifying one of the coordinates to satisfy theagtimality condition:

L £0)  nei= —( )/
elseif @, #0) n, = —v, /v,
else ng =0
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Then, the obtained vectarcan be rotated on a random angle aroufydvhich will
produce a vector perpendicular#q and pointing in a random direction in space. The
obtained vector defines tite’ , v, ) plane.

D.10 Generate path inside the Sun.,

The probabilitydp that a particle will travel distancethrough matter without scattering
and then scatter immediately after that in the distance + dx) is:

1
dp = Xe_m/)‘ dx
where) is the mean free path of the particle in matter.
Thus, the pathlength which need to be accumulated in the Btiimext scattering
should be drawn from an exponential distribution with pagtan).

)\:1

OpxTp

n, is the concentration of the scatterers and is the crossection of the scattering
process. In the given mode), = Mo | m,, iS the mass of scatterers (protons).

13
3 TG mp
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Appendix E

Comments on the upper limit
construction procedure

Very often physicists consider the question of validity afeav theory to be equivalent
to a non-zero value of the parameter(s) of the theory. THtexyahe tests of validity of
a new theory are designed in such a way as to measure thes)abfi@§ parameter(s).
If the measured value is non-zero it is concluded that the theary is valid with the
obtained value of the parameter. Such a “physical’ appreaems to give adequate
results but is not correct from a methodological point ofwiéndeed, one can always
assume that some theory is correct and obtain a non-zere Y@ithe parameter of
the theory based on the experiment, but that does not meathth#éheory correctly
describes the observed process. Also, if the measurementnea successful”, that
is, the experiment could not show that the value of the pat@m& non-zero, it is not
possible to decide if the new theory is valid or not. And momportantly, the new
theory might not even have a free parameter to be measured.

In the defining work by Neyman [39] on statistical estimatiba question of a sta-
tistical test is separated from the question of the measeménThe procedure for pa-
rameter estimation (measurement) demands that it is knbainthe process, whose
parameter is being measured, exists and the observed di#gadsbed by the known
distribution with the parameter being measured. If it is thet case, the procedure can
not guarantee that the constructed confidence intervatwaitain the true value of the
parameter with requested probability. This fact if ofteedeoked.

When a new theory is proposed the experiment should not ggtitmate the value of
the parameter of the theory, but, instead, it should be desdli¢p exploit the differences
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between the adopted (old) and the new theories and checlle@kththere is evidence
to reject the old one. It is the difference between the old thiednew theories which
provides the “signal” in the test. The test of the validitytbé new theory should be
designed in the spirit of the proof by contradiction (alstechindirect proof) method.
In other words, it should be assumed that the new theory isgvemd the old one is
correct. If the contradiction between the old theory anceoled data is found (i.e. the
“signal” is found), the assumption of validity of the old tirg should be rejected and the
new theory may be accepted as a valid one. If the contradiiinot found, nothing can
be said regarding the validity of the new theory and the obiir can not be rejected in
favor of the new one due to lack of evidence.

E.1 Sensitivity and upper limit.

There is a question which an experimenter should answer \@hsigning the experi-
ment: what is the probability to accepk due to pure chance whehh, is true i.e. what
is the power of the constructed test. The power of the testrpon the alternative
hypothesis and its parameters as well as on the null hypeth&a new theory provides
a large power of the test and is true, the contradiction betvtiee observed data and the
old theory will be found easily by the constructed test. H,tbe other hand, the new
theory provides small power if it is true, the contradictioetween the observed data
and the old theory will not be found easily. It is seen that‘dteength” of a “signal” is
defined in terms of the power of the test. The new theory ptedi¢strong” detectable
“signal” if it provides large power of the test.

Suppose that the alternative hypothesis has the fopm(ef \) wherex is observed
guantity and)\ is the parameter of the new theory. For some values tife power
of the test will be small and for others the power will be bigislproposed to define
“sensitivity” of the test (or experiment) as such valuesh® parameten for which
the test has the power of at ledst’.. The sensitivity defined this way has several
important properties: it is a detector feature and can hmagtd before the experiment
is performed, it is not a random number and does not depertearatue of the observed
guantity.

It is also proposed to state the upper limit whéis not rejected as such values’of
for which the power of the test is big (say at |e98%:). The choice is motivated by the
logic that it is hard to miss such a strong “signal” and yetdiswmot observed. In other
words the values of for which there is a big chance to not reject the null hypathase
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below the upper limit and the values ®for which the chance to rejeéi, is big can be
dismissed whert/, was not rejected based on the observed data.

E.2 Problem with the current approach.

Currently, the upper limit on the value of the parametesf a theory is reported as
the upper boundary of the one-sided confidence interval @epénameter which is ob-
tained assuming that the data came from a distribution ctexiaed byp, (z; A). This
is, however, true and correct only in the cases when the ghilyprocess originating
the observed data exists and according to the theory isideddoyp; (z; ). Again,
only if there is no question of existence of the process isritect to use the procedure
for confidence interval construction for parameter estiomatNote that the bounds of
the confidence interval are random by nature because thdymegons of a random
variable and will vary with the data observed.

The application of the same technique to construction ofrdidence interval on
A due to a process which is not known to exist when the hypatlesabsence of this
process is not rejected based on the observed data willdemeaningless results. The
constructed confidence interval will not have the desiredidence level and more over,
the theoryH, which has no parameter has not been rejected based on the observed
data. It is irrational and illogical to assume the validityl6, when H, is not rejected.

E.3 Examplel.

Let us consider a situation when according to the old adofstedry a quantityX is
distributed according to Gaussian law with zero mean anavkrsiandard deviation:

If a new theory is correct, the data should be distributed according to the Gaussian
distribution with positive mean:

1
pi(x;m) = e~ (@=N?/20% N\ 5

V2mo?

Let us assume that if > 3¢ the old theory is rejected and a confidence interval on
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the values of\ may be constructed. K < 3¢ the old theory is not rejected and an
upper limit on the values of should be set with the confidencef% (or 1.28¢).

Further, let us assume that the outcome of the measurementi8, which is the
most probable outcome when the old theory is true. Accortlirte current approach,
the upper limit on the\ would be\ < 1.28¢ (This is a standard one-sided confidence
interval on\ with 90% confidence.)

Now, suppose that the new theory is true with the paramgter 1.290. This
signal is above the upper limit. What is the probability afativering the signal in this
experiment or what is the power of the test? For a discovelmgppen: > 30 should be
observed which has a probability of happening@f only. Therefore, the experiment
which set a limit of\ < 1.28¢ has almost no capability to discover a stronger signal.
This is clearly unsatisfactory result.

Using the approach proposed here, it is required to stategper limit correspond-
ing to 90% power of the test. Since in the observed data 30. no discovery is made.
The upper limit would be\ < (3.0 + 1.28)0 = 4.28¢. The result is stated as: the upper
limit corresponding to significance35 - 10~ and the powe0.9.

E.4 Example ll.

The importance of knowledge of existence of a process befereasurement can be
performed can be illustrated on a somewhat artificial exam@uppose according to
a new theory elephants have wings. An attempt to measureetiuyghl of the wings,
for example, resulted in the limit that their length is betw® and2 centimeters, for
example. The approach proposed here would state that newiege found, but if they
were longer thai centimeters, for example, they would have definitely beemdo

This illustrates that by following the assumption that tlegrtheory is correct with-
out testing it, one is in danger of reporting a limit on an absparameter while ac-
cording to the approach proposed it will be clearly statet the new effect was not
discovered and how strong the effect should have been tocsbewdired.
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E.5 Example lll.

Suppose it is known that observed dafacomes from a Gaussian distribution with
unknown meark and known variance:

1 _(@=n)?
P A) = —o—ge =

If it is desired to estimate the value afby a90% one-sided confidence interval,
given that the observed datas x = 0, the interval on the values ofis: —oco < \ <
1.280.

Suppose, later, an existence of a new process is proposediexrto which the
same dataX on the same experiment should have the distribution of:

1 _ (z=A—p)?

p(l’; )‘nu) = \/We R 0

One is tempted (and according to the current approach thisdwwappen) to state
that based on the same data the total signalds < (A + p) < 1.280. This is, of
course, incorrect, because it is not known if the new proaésthe parameten exists.
Instead, one should consider a statistical test with:

(z=))?2
. . _ 1 — 5
HQ. po(l’7 )\) = %27T026 202
(@=r—pm)?

Hy: Pl(ﬂ)\yﬂ):\/ﬁﬁ’ 202 1 =>0

If the value of X is known, the test would be very simple: if the observed dsta i
greater than some, the null hypothesis should be rejected. Far35-10~2 significance
the critical region is defined as:

r>x9g=A+30

If the observed data is inside of the critical region, a canfizk interval on the value
of . may be constructed. If the null hypothesis is not rejectesg@d@n the observed data,
the upper limitu,, corresponding to the power 6f9 can be found from the equation:

o0 1 276 2 o0 1 2 /0 2
—(z—A—pu)?/20 dr = / —y?/20 duy = 0.9

—€ a e .
304X \/2mo2 30—pu V 2mo2 Y
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If all the information available on the value afis in the form—oo < A < A, with
100% confidence, one is forced to construct a conservative temb@ge assuming that
A = \,. This will lead to the critical region corresponding to thgrsficancel.35- 103
constructed as:

T >x9= A+ 30

Again, as before, if the observed data is inside the critiegion, the null hypoth-
esis of absence of the secondary progesan be rejected and the valueofmay be
estimated. If the observed data is outside of the criticgiorg the null hypothesis is
not rejected and an upper limit on the valueudbased on power of the test can be con-
structed as above. Note that the information on the valuke,athould come from an
independent experiment otherwise the constructed testgper limit are not correct.

If, however, no information on the value afis available the proposed test will not
yield any meaningful result as it is not possible to distisgudataX originating due to
process\ or .

A more general statement can be made. If the null and thenatiee hypotheses on
the origin of observed datd’ come from the same family of probability distributions
ie:

po(z; A) = f(z; X)) and py(z; A, p) = fla; A+ p)

and if no knowledge regarding the value ofs available, it is not possible to construct
a meaningful statistical test to differentiate the twelowever, if several independent

lindeed, the hypothesis test should be constructed in suchyasw that the critical region on the
values ofX does not depend oh A procedure for constructing such a region was proposeddyyén
and Pearson [40] for the case when:

_dlnpo(xz;A)  do(x; N)
- d\ da\

d(x; \) = A(\) + B\)o(z; A)

For these conditions to be satisfied the funcfigfiz; A) should come from exponential family of the
form:
fla;A) = ZWNT@)+RAN+S()
whereZ(\), Q(X), T'(z), S(x) are some functions and(\), Q(X) are infinitely differentiable functions
of A. The equation of hypersurfagéx; \) = const in the X-space is equivalent to the equatibtz) =

const.
Since in the considered case bgthandp, are of the same type, the likelihood ratig/p, is inde-
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observationg; andx, can be made such that it is known that datariginated due to
process with parameteronly andz, is due to possiblé\ + 1) the test constructed in
the form:

po(x1, 223 A) = f(o; A) f(x2; A) and py(z1, zo; A, i) = f(213 A) f(2a; A+ )

will have the power to differentiate whether or not the dat@aame from a new process
even if no information on\ is available before the test.

E.6 Whenis the new theory valid?

Any theory of a physical process should be considered “aslbies’ if no observed
data contradicts predictions based on the theory. Howevstatistical tests it is only
possible to reject a theory in favor of some other theory aisciot possible to state with
absolute certainty whether or not the given theory desstibe given process correctly.

The question of how much evidence contradicting to validitthe old theory in fa-
vor of the new one should be observed in order to declare lieatéw theory correctly
describes the given physical process is a philosophical Qiwiously, the answer to
this question is of great practical importance and will govihe choice of desired sig-
nificance and power in formulating and performing the test.

pendent of the values af on the hypersurfaceé(z; A\) = const and the equation for the critical region
corresponding to the error of the first kigdbecomes:

€ Jo(zry=const PO AT = 400 comst; po po>q PO(T5 A)d
(E.1)
PL(@A) _ const-(Z(A+pu)—Z(A)+Q(A+p)—Q (A
Bl —e (ZA+m)=ZN+RA+K) =R > ¢
Since the integration in (E.1) is performed overabr whichp; /py > ¢ is true and becauge /pg > ¢
is either always true or always false for all valuesXafthe equation (E.1) becomes:

f/ po(z; A)dx =/ po(w; \)dx
¢(x;\)=const ¢(x;\)=const

For a giverg this equation can be satisfied onlypif(x; A) = 0 or if £ = 1. The former condition is
not interesting and the later one states that the null hysigrshould be rejected all the time regardless
of the valuer.
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