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• The End of the Energy Spectrum:  
    GZK-effect or Exhaustion of Sources? 

• Mass Composition: getting heavier?! 

• Arrival Directions: surprisingly isotropic 

• EeV neutrinos and photons: smoking gun 

• Further Searches: neutrons, monopoles, … 

• Future: Upgrades of Auger and TA

UHECR Menu
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Particle-density and
-composition at ground 

light trace
at night-sky
(calorimetric)

Also: 
Detection of Radio- & Microwave-Signals

Fluorescence light 

Concept pioneered by the 
Pierre Auger Collaboration 
(Fully operational since 06/2008 
 

Now also used by 
              Telescope Array (TA)
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Pierre Auger Observatory
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3000 km
2

~65 km

~6
5 k

m

Coihueco
HEAT

BLS

CLF

XLF

Loma Amarilla

Los 
Morados

Los Leones

1660 detector 
        stations
on 1.5 km grid

27 fluores. 
     telescopes
at periphery

130 radio
      antennas
...Province Mendoza, Argentina
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3000 km2 area, Argentina 
27 fluorescence telescopes plus

...1660 Water Cherenkov tanks

Auger Hybrid Observatory
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Surface Detector (SD)
507 plastic scintillator SDs 

1.2 km spacing
~700 km2

Fluorescence Detector(FD)
3 stations

38 telescopes 

TA detector in Utah

4

3 com. towers

14 telescopes

12 telescopes

12 telescopes

Refurbished HiRes

39.3°N, 112.9°W
~1400 m a.s.l.

Middle Drum
(MD)

Black Rock Mesa (BR)

Long
Ridge
(LR)

CLF

ELS

2014/3/20 H. Sagawa @ VHEPA2014 FD and SD: fully operational
since 2008/May
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Auger and TA
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Pierre Auger Observatory 
Province Mendoza, Argentina  
1660 detector stations, 3000 km2 
27 fluorescence telescopes

Telescope Array (TA) 
Delta, UT, USA 
507 detector stations, 680 km2 
36 fluorescence telescopes 
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Auger

Auger: 01/2004 - 12/2012 
TA:      05/2008 - 05/2012

Auger and TA can 
see the same sky

Auger exposure 
~8 times that of  TA
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Event Example in Auger Observatory

12 km

~ 20 km
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Event Example in Auger Observatory
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Cross Correlation

Infill

Standard

inclined

calorimetric meas.

µ+e measurement

Energy calibration based on experimental data 
(including invisible energy correction)
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UHECR 
Energy Spectrum



Karl-Heinz Kampert - Univ. Wuppertal 15 14th Marcel Grossmann Meeting, Rome, July 12-18, 2015

All Particle Energy Spectrum

Good agreement between experiments
- some differences at the highest energies -

Kampert & Tiniakov, CR Physique, 15 (2014) 318 

17.5 18.0 18.5 19.0 19.5 20.0 20.5
log10( E /eV )

1036

1037

1038

E3 J
(E

)
eV

2
km

−
2

sr
−

1
yr

−
1 ∆E / E = 14 %

1018 1019 1020
E [eV ]

Auger 2013 preliminary
TA 2013 preliminary

Updates to be presented @ ICRC2015
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All Particle Energy Spectrum

Good agreement between experiments
- some differences at the highest energies -
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p-fit 
GZK-fit to TA data
m=4.4, α=2.39

Kampert & Tiniakov, CR Physique, 15 (2014) 318 

p+ �CMB ! �

! p+ ⇡

Updates to be presented @ ICRC2015
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All Particle Energy Spectrum

Good agreement between experiments
- some differences at the highest energies -

Iron

Proton
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All Particle Energy Spectrum

Energy spectrum alone remains 
ambiguous concerning interpretations
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Need  
Mass Composition 

to disentangle GZK from  
maximum energy scenario



]2slant depth [g/cm
200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600

)]2
 e

ne
rg

y 
de

po
si

t [
Pe

V/
(g

/c
m

0

10

20

30

40

50 Auger event

]2slant depth [g/cm
200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600

)]2
 e

ne
rg

y 
de

po
si

t [
Pe

V/
(g

/c
m

0

10

20

30

40

50 Auger event
photon

]2slant depth [g/cm
200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600

)]2
 e

ne
rg

y 
de

po
si

t [
Pe

V/
(g

/c
m

0

10

20

30

40

50 Auger event

proton

]2slant depth [g/cm
200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600

)]2
 e

ne
rg

y 
de

po
si

t [
Pe

V/
(g

/c
m

0

10

20

30

40

50 Auger event

iron

Karl-Heinz Kampert - Univ. Wuppertal

Longitudinal Shower Development ➙ Primary Mass
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Example of a 3·1019 eV EAS event in FD

KHK, Unger, APP 35 (2012)
EPOS 1.99 Simulations no of particles
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Fits to Xmax Distributions
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Here shown for EPOS-LHC
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Fe

data suggest seeing the exhaustion of sources!

no pure beam at ankle!

Post-LHC Models

See also: Yushkov @ ICRC2015
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Comparison of <Xmax>: Auger vs TA 
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average diff. between data points:
(2.9 ± 2.7 (stat.) ± 18 (syst.)) g/cm2
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Some 

Interpretations…
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Implications of a heavy composition
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Extragalactic propagation of ultrahigh energy cosmic-rays q

Denis Allard

Laboratoire Astroparticule et Cosmologie (APC), Université Paris 7/CNRS, 10 rue A. Domon et L. Duquet, 75205 Paris Cedex 13, France

a r t i c l e i n f o

Article history:

Available online 10 November 2011

a b s t r a c t

In this paper we review the extragalactic propagation of ultrahigh energy cosmic-ray (UHECR). We pres-

ent the different energy loss processes of protons and nuclei, and their expected influence on energy evo-

lution of the UHECR spectrum and composition. We discuss the possible implications of the recent

composition analyses provided by the Pierre Auger Observatory. The production of secondary cosmogenic

neutrinos and photons and the constraints their observation would imply for the UHECRs origin are also

addressed. Finally, we conclude by briefly discussing the relevance of a multi messenger approach for

solving the mystery of UHECRs. ! 2011 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

After more than 50 yr of experimental efforts, the origin of ultra-

high energy cosmic-rays (UHECRs, e.g., cosmic-rays above

!1018 eV) remains a mystery. The understanding of the production

of these particles, the most energetic particles in the universe, is

one of the most intense research field of high energy astrophysics.

Since the pioneering experiment at Volcano Ranch and the observa-

tion of the first cosmic-ray event above 1020 eV (see [1] for a com-

plete review of the early experiments), large statistics have been

accumulated above 1018 eV. High resolution measurements of the

UHECR spectrum, composition and arrival direction have been al-

lowed by recent experiments like AGASA [2], HiRes [3], the Pierre

Auger Observatory [4] and Telescope Array [5]. Among the most

interesting recent results, one can cite (see [6]) the evidence for a

suppression of the UHECR flux above 3–5 " 1019 eV observed by

HiRes [7] and Auger [8] with a large significance. Furthermore,

the recent analyses at the Pierre Auger Observatory seem to indi-

cate an evolution of the composition toward heavier elements

above the ankle [9] as well as hints for an anisotropic distribution

of the arrival directions of the highest energy events [10] and in par-

ticular a possible diffuse excess in the direction of the Centaurus

constellation[11]. Since the statistics above !3 " 1019 eV are quite

low, and the consistency between the results of different experi-

ments is still a matter of debate, these trends remain to be con-

firmed and understood with future data.

The extragalactic origin of UHECRs (at least above the ankle of

the cosmic-ray spectrum) is widely accepted. As a consequence

the measured cosmic-ray spectrum on Earth has to be shaped by

the effect of the propagation of the particles in the extragalactic

medium. During their journey from the source to the Earth the in-

jected cosmic-ray spectrum and composition can be modified by

interactions with photon backgrounds and cosmic magnetic fields.

A detailed modeling of the extragalactic propagation of UHECRs is

then a necessary ingredient for the astrophysical interpretation of

the data. One of the most important features due to UHECRs extra-

galactic propagation is the prediction of a cut-off in the observed

spectrum above a few 1019 eV due to interactions of UHE protons

or nuclei with photons of the Cosmic Microwave Background

(CMB). This prediction [12,13] of the so-called GZK cut-off (named

after the authors of the original studies Greisen, Zatsepin and Kuz-

min) was made in 1966, closely following the discovery of the

CMB. This prediction started a long series of studies on the extra-

galactic propagation of UHECRs including the production of sec-

ondary neutrinos and photons.

In this paper, we review the main aspects of the extragalactic

propagation of UHECR protons and nuclei. It will be organized as

follows. In the next section, we will review the main interaction

channels of protons and nuclei and discuss their influence on the

energy and mass losses. In Section 3., we show some propagated

spectra, allowing us to discuss expectations concerning the evolu-

tion of the composition from the source to the Earth and the pro-

duction of secondary protons. We discuss, in particular, the

possible implications of the composition trend suggested by the

recent analyses of the Pierre Auger Observatory. In Section 4 we

discuss discuss the production of secondary messengers (neutrinos

and photons) and the possible constraints their observation could

bring for the understanding of the UHECR origin. in Section 5.,

we finally conclude by briefly discussing the prospects for improv-

ing our understanding of the UHECR phenomenon and the ex-

pected contributions of current and planed experiments in

cosmic-rays, gamma-rays and neutrinos.
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In light of the increasingly heavy UHECR composition at the highest energies, as observed by the Pierre

Auger Observatory, the implications of these results on the actual source composition and spectra are

investigated. Depending on the maximum energy of the particles accelerated, sources producing hard

spectra and/or containing a considerably enhanced heavy component appear a necessary requirement.

Consideration is made of two archetypal models compatible with these results. The secondary signatures

expected, following the propagation of the nuclear species from source to Earth, are determined for these

two example cases. Finally, the effect introduced by the presence of nG extragalactic magnetic fields in

collaboration with a large (80 Mpc) distance to the nearest source is discussed.

! 2013 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

During the last decade the field of UHECR research has under-

gone considerable developments with the completion of extremely

large detector facilities. The data from these instruments has lead

to a notable improvement in both the quantity and quality of

UHECR measurements. Following the digestion of this new infor-

mation, a revision of the UHECR model working hypothesis may

be due. In particular, measurements sensitive to the UHECR com-

position have improved dramatically with a coherent picture start-

ing to emerge from the ensemble of different composition sensitive

measurements the Pierre Auger Observatory (PAO) has made [1]. It

should be noted that this picture is obscured somewhat when

additional observational data from the TA experiment are included.

The statistical significance of this disagreement, however, remains

unclear. In this study, such additional observational data sets are

neglected.

2. Monte Carlo modeling

In order to test different hypothesis models, a Monte Carlo

description of UHECR propagation is used, as first described in

[2]. In this description, UHECR protons and nuclei are propagated

through the cosmic microwave background (CMB) and cosmic

infrared background (CIB) radiation fields, undergoing photo-disin-

tegration, photo-pion, pair production, and redshift losses as they

do so. Though the cross-sections and target photon spectral distri-

butions relevant for the proton related energy loss processes are

well understood, some uncertainty still remains in both the

photo-disintegration cross-sections and the CIB spectral distribu-

tion relevant for nuclei propagation. In the present study, the

description of these adopted are [3,4] for the cross-sections and

CIB spectral distribution respectively. In Sections 3–5, extragalactic

magnetic field (EGMF) effects are neglected. The effects introduced

by such fields on the main results are discussed in Section 6. In or-

der to take account of EGMF effects, the ‘‘delta-approximation’’

prescription provided in [5] is implemented.

To perform a comparison with the PAO measurements, the

predicted values of the composition sensitive shower profile

parameters, Xmax and RMSðXmaxÞ, were determined for each model.

In order to encapsulate the uncertainty in the hadronic model

description for these values, the spread in predicted values from

four different models [6–9] was determined.

The Monte Carlo description was applied to an ensemble of dis-

tributed sources whose redshift evolution scaled as ð1þ zÞm , with

m ¼ 3 from zmin (with corresponding nearest source distance

Lmin) up to zmax ¼ 1:5. An energy spectrum output by each source,

of the form dN=dE / E%ae%ðE=Emax;ZÞ , with Emax;Z ¼ ðZ=26ÞEmax;Fe, was

adopted.1 Source spectral indices in the range 1 < a < 3, and 3-com-

ponent compositions were scanned over for both the cutoff energy

cases of Emax;Fe ¼ 1020 eV and Emax;Fe ¼ 1020:5 eV. Only spectral and

composition data points with energies above 1018:6 eV were used

in the analysis. The systematic errors for the energy resolution,

Xmax, and RMSðXmaxÞ, were also included in the v2 determination.

The regions of parameter space for which good fits to both the

spectral and composition data were found are shown in Fig. 1.

From each of the two cutoff energy results, two example models
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The Pierre Auger Observatory’s (PAO) shower profile measurements can be used to constrain the chem-

ical composition of the ultra-high energy cosmic ray (UHECR) spectrum. In particular, the PAO’s measure-

ments of the average depth of shower maximum and the fluctuations of the depth of shower maximum

indicate that the cosmic ray spectrum is dominated by a fairly narrow distribution (in charge) of heavy or

intermediate mass nuclei at the highest measured energies ðE J 1019 eVÞ, and contains mostly lighter

nuclei or protons at lower energies ðE # 1018 eVÞ. In this article, we study the propagation of UHECR

nuclei with the goal of using these measurements, along with those of the shape of the spectrum, to con-

strain the chemical composition of the particles accelerated by the sources of the UHECRs. We find that

with modest intergalactic magnetic fields, 0.3 nG in strength with 1 Mpc coherent lengths, good fits to the

combined PAO data can be found for the case in which the sources accelerate primarily intermediate

mass nuclei (such as nitrogen or silicon). Without intergalactic magnetic fields, we do not find any com-

position scenarios that can accommodate the PAO data. For a spectrum dominated by heavy or interme-

diate mass nuclei, the Galactic (and intergalactic) magnetic fields are expected to erase any significant

angular correlation between the sources and arrival directions of UHECRs.
! 2010 Published by Elsevier B.V.

1. Introduction

The chemical composition of the ultra-high energy cosmic ray

(UHECR) spectrum has long been a topic of great interest [1–6].

Until recently, however, very little was known about the nature

of these particles. On one side of the debate, the so called Hillas cri-

terion [7] gives a preference for the electromagnetic fields of cos-

mic ray sources to accelerate heavy nuclei to higher energies

than protons or light nuclei. On the other side, it has been argued

that the angular correlations reported by the Pierre Auger Observa-

tory (PAO) [8], as well as features in the shape of the UHECR spec-

trum [9], suggest that these particles consist largely of protons.

None of these arguments, however, has yet settled the question

of what types of particles make up the UHECR spectrum.

Data from the Pierre Auger Observatory (PAO), however, is

offering increasingly powerful insights into this question. Firstly,

the spectral shape predicted for the UHECR all-particle spectrum

depends not only on the injected spectrum and spatial distribution

of the sources, but also on the chemical composition that is in-

jected from the sources of the highest energy cosmic rays. As the

PAO measures the UHECR spectrum with increasing precision

[10], this information can be used to constrain the chemical com-

position of these particles [11]. Furthermore, the PAO is capable

of performing several measurements that can be used to directly

or indirectly determine the chemical composition of UHECRs as

they enter the Earth’s atmosphere. Among these empirical tools

are the measurements of the average depth of shower maximum,

hXmaxi, and the RMS variation of this quantity, RMSðXmaxÞ. On aver-

age, proton-induced showers reach their maximum development,

hXmaxi, deeper in the Earth’s atmosphere than do showers of the

same energy generated by heavier nuclei. Accompanying this re-

sult, the shower to shower fluctuation of Xmax about the mean,

RMSðXmaxÞ, is larger for proton-induced showers than for iron-in-

duced showers of the same energy. As a result, measurements of

both hXmaxi and RMSðXmaxÞ can be used to infer the average chem-

ical composition of the UHECRs as a function energy.

Very recently, the PAO collaboration has announced their first

measurements of RMSðXmaxÞ [12,13]. These measurements, along

with those of hXmaxi, imply that the UHECR spectrum contains a

large fraction of heavy or intermediate mass nuclei, especially at

the highest energies measured. Furthermore, the small values of

RMSðXmaxÞ measured by the PAO also imply that the composition

of the UHECR spectrum is relatively narrowly distributed at the

highest measured energies, containing little or no protons or light
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Abstract. We use a kinetic-equation approach to propagation of ultra high energy cosmic
ray protons and nuclei to infer possible implications of the data on spectrum and chemical
composition collected by the Pierre Auger Observatory. Using a homogeneous source dis-
tribution, we show that a simultaneous fit to the spectrum, elongation rate Xmax(E) and
dispersion σ(Xmax) implies the injection of nuclei with very hard spectra. This leads however
to underestimate the flux at energies E ≤ 5× 1018 eV, thereby implying that an additional
cosmic ray component is required, which needs to be of extragalactic origin. We discuss the
nature of this additional component in terms of the recent findings of KASCADE-Grande
on fluxes and chemical composition, which allows to describe the transition from Galactic to
extragalactic cosmic rays.
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A strong negative cosmological evolution has been found in low-luminosity, high-
synchrotron–peaked (HSP) BL Lac objects based on Fermi data 
M. Ajello et al., ApJ, 780:73 2014

The Astrophysical Journal, 780:73 (24pp), 2014 January 1 Ajello et al.
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(A color version of this figure is available in the online journal.)
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for ISPs+LSPs evolution) of low-luminosity sources.
(A color version of this figure is available in the online journal.)

shows that the dramatic rise in the number density of BL Lac
objects at z !1 is driven almost entirely by the HSP population.
The fact that low-luminosity HSP objects are the only ones
experiencing negative evolution can also be seen directly in
Figure 11.

5.2. The Evolution of LSP Objects

LSP objects are the class of BL Lac objects that most closely
resemble the FSRQ class. Their synchrotron component peaks
at frequencies <1014 Hz (Ackermann et al. 2011), they can show

14

L<1046 erg/s

 We may see mostly nearby low-power sources ! 
Same conclusion independently: I. Dutan & L. Caramete; Astroparticle Physics 62 (2015) 206–216
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to the current mean noise in each energy interval (see
Tab. 2).
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To report the midterm status of the prescription, the phase
of the first harmonic is shown in Fig. 3. The top panel
shows the phase derived with data from January 1 2004 to
December 31 2010 for the larger array, that corresponds to
the analysis in [4] and from September 12 2007 to April
11 2011 for the infill. The bottom panel is derived with
data since June 25 2011 up to December 31, 2012. At this
stage, the values as derived from the analysis applied to the
infill array are still affected by large uncertainties. On the
other hand, the overall behavior of the points as derived
from the analysis applied to the regular array shows good
agreement with equation 4, using the same parameters as
the ones derived with data prior to 2011. The final result
of the prescription is expected for 2015, once the required
exposure is reached.

DE[EeV] mean noise
0.25 - 0.5 5 ⇥ 10�3

0.5 - 1 5 ⇥ 10�3

1 - 2 3.5 ⇥ 10�3

2 - 4 6.8 ⇥ 10�3

4 - 8 1.4 ⇥ 10�2

> 8 2.0 ⇥ 10�2

Table 2: Mean noise in each energy interval considered in
the analysis of the regular array. The analysis performed
in the two first energy bins uses the E-W method, which
explains why the mean noise is about two times larger thanp

p/N.

4 Discussion and conclusions
We have searched for large scale patterns in the arrival di-
rections of events recorded at the Pierre Auger Observa-
tory. No statistically significant deviation from isotropy is
revealed within the systematic uncertainties. The probabil-
ities for the dipole amplitudes that are measured to arise
by chance from an isotropic flux are of about 0.03% in the
energy range from 1-2 EeV, 0.9% for 2-4 EeV and 0.1%
above 8 EeV.

These are interesting hints for large scale anisotropies
that will be important to further scrutinise with independent
data. In addition, the intriguing possibility of a smooth
transition from a common phase compatible with the right
ascension of the Galactic Center at energies below 1 EeV to
a phase around 100� above 5 EeV will be specifically tested
through a prescribed test.
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[2] I. Mariş, for the Pierre Auger Collaboration, Proc. 32nd

ICRC, Beijing, China, 1 (2011) (arxiv:1107.4809).
[3] The Pierre Auger Collaboration, Nucl. Instr. Meth. A

613 (2010) 29.

Figure 3: Phase of the first harmonic as a function of energy.
The top panel shows the phase calculated using data from
January 1 2004 to December 31 2010 for the larger array,
and from September 12 2007 to April 11 2011 for the infill.
The bottom panel shows the phase derived with data since
June 25 2011 up to December 31 2012. The continuous line
shown in both plots corresponds to the value j =263�, that
comes from a fit to the phase measured by the infill of the
first period, and the dashed line is the fit performed in [4],
defined by eq. 4.

[4] P. Abreu, for the Pierre Auger Collaboration, Astropart.
Phys. 34 (2011) 627.

[5] R. Bonino et al. Astrophys. J. 67 (2011) 738.
[6] The EAS-TOP Collaboration, Astrophys. J. Lett. 692

(2009) L130.
[7] The KASCADE Collaboration, Astrophys. J. 604

(2004) 687.
[8] S. Over et al. , Proceedings of the 30th International

Conference on Cosmic Rays, Merida, 4 (2007) 223.
[9] N. Hayashida et al. Astropart. Phys. 10 (1999) 303.
[10] J. Candia, S. Mollerach and E. Roulet, J. Cosmol.

Astropart. P. 0305 (2003) 003.
[11] A. Calvez, A. Kusenko and S. Nagataki, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 105 (2010) 091101.
[12] M. Kachelriess and P. Serpico, Phys. Lett. B 225

(2006) 640.
[13] The Pierre Auger Collaboration et al., Astrophys. J.

13 (2013) 762.

Large scale analysis: 
First harmonic

33

Iván Sidelnik et al. Measurement of the first harmonic modulation at the Pierre Auger Observatory
33RD INTERNATIONAL COSMIC RAY CONFERENCE, RIO DE JANEIRO 2013

to the current mean noise in each energy interval (see
Tab. 2).

j(E) = j0 +jE arctan
✓

log10 (E/EeV )�µ

s

◆
(4)

To report the midterm status of the prescription, the phase
of the first harmonic is shown in Fig. 3. The top panel
shows the phase derived with data from January 1 2004 to
December 31 2010 for the larger array, that corresponds to
the analysis in [4] and from September 12 2007 to April
11 2011 for the infill. The bottom panel is derived with
data since June 25 2011 up to December 31, 2012. At this
stage, the values as derived from the analysis applied to the
infill array are still affected by large uncertainties. On the
other hand, the overall behavior of the points as derived
from the analysis applied to the regular array shows good
agreement with equation 4, using the same parameters as
the ones derived with data prior to 2011. The final result
of the prescription is expected for 2015, once the required
exposure is reached.

DE[EeV] mean noise
0.25 - 0.5 5 ⇥ 10�3

0.5 - 1 5 ⇥ 10�3

1 - 2 3.5 ⇥ 10�3

2 - 4 6.8 ⇥ 10�3

4 - 8 1.4 ⇥ 10�2

> 8 2.0 ⇥ 10�2

Table 2: Mean noise in each energy interval considered in
the analysis of the regular array. The analysis performed
in the two first energy bins uses the E-W method, which
explains why the mean noise is about two times larger thanp

p/N.

4 Discussion and conclusions
We have searched for large scale patterns in the arrival di-
rections of events recorded at the Pierre Auger Observa-
tory. No statistically significant deviation from isotropy is
revealed within the systematic uncertainties. The probabil-
ities for the dipole amplitudes that are measured to arise
by chance from an isotropic flux are of about 0.03% in the
energy range from 1-2 EeV, 0.9% for 2-4 EeV and 0.1%
above 8 EeV.

These are interesting hints for large scale anisotropies
that will be important to further scrutinise with independent
data. In addition, the intriguing possibility of a smooth
transition from a common phase compatible with the right
ascension of the Galactic Center at energies below 1 EeV to
a phase around 100� above 5 EeV will be specifically tested
through a prescribed test.

References
[1] The Pierre Auger Collaboration, Nucl. Instr. and Meth.

A 523 (2004) 50.
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Figure 3: Right: Upper limits of the dipole equatorial component. Amplitudes are also reported in the two
energy bins when the corresponding p-value expected from isotropy is below 10�3.

DE [EeV] N d?±Dd? [%] f ±Df [�] P(> d?) [%] dUL
? [%]

750 m [E-W] 0.015�0.03 32,244 6.4±3.8 319±42 25 14.5
750 m [E-W] 0.03�0.06 393,846 1.4±0.9 169±46 30 3.3
750 m [E-W] 0.06�0.12 581,313 0.5±0.6 353±71 73 2.0
750 m [E-W] 0.12�0.25 268,728 1.4±0.8 310±43 27 3.1
750 m [E-W] 0.25�0.5 68,782 2.8±1.5 325±39 20 6.0
750 m [E-W] 0.5�1 14,324 7.2±3.3 233±31 10 14.5

1500 m [E-W] 0.25�0.5 918,247 0.58±0.45 245±54 45 1.5
1500 m [E-W] 0.5�1 1,464,390 0.65±0.33 279±36 15 1.3

1500 m [R] 1�2 738,683 0.90±0.2 326±14 1.5⇥10�2 -
1500 m [R] 2�4 196,992 0.60±0.38 325±48 45 1.45

1500 m [R,*] 4�8 50,417 0.40±0.80 15±103 88 4.0
1500 m [R,*] > 8 19,797 5.7±1.3 95±13 6.4⇥10�3 -

Table 1: Summary of the harmonic analysis in different energy intervals in terms of the equatorial com-
ponent of the dipole. In the left column, [E-W] and [R] stand for the selected methods used to obtain the
results, East-West or Rayleigh respectively. Data used are from 01/01/04 to 31/12/14, except for the two last
bins indicated with [R,*], where events with zenith angles larger than 60� are included and where the ending
date is 31/12/13, as reported in [5].

is interesting to note that this phase is roughly in the opposite direction to the one suggested in172

the summary phase plot shown in the left panel for CRs with energies below 1 EeV and which173

is in the general direction of the Galactic Centre. An interesting possibility to explain the low174

amplitudes over the wide energy range would thus be that a progressive cross-over might be taking175

place between a component of Galactic origin and another one of extragalactic origin. The global176

dipole anisotropy is then the sum of two vectors with opposite directions, providing then a natural177

mechanism to reduce significantly the amplitude of the vector describing the arrival directions of178

the whole population of CRs. Continued scrutiny of the large-scale distribution of arrival directions179

of CRs with increased sensitivity will provide further insights to reveal the origin of CRs in this180

energy range.181

7
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Fig. 8.— Cross-correlation of events with the AGNs in the Swift catalog as a function

of D and Lmin (top-left panel) and detail of the scan in Ψ and Eth for the minimum

found (top-right panel). The bottom map (in Galactic coordinates) shows the events with

E ≥ 58 EeV together with the Swift AGNs brighter than 1044 erg/s and closer than

130 Mpc, indicated with red circles of 18◦ radius.

(ℓ, b) = (317.6◦, 30.9◦)), ESO 506-G027 (at (ℓ, b) = (299.6◦, 35.5◦)), AX J1737.4-2907

(at (ℓ, b) = (358.9◦, 1.4◦)), NGC 612 (at (ℓ, b) = (261.8◦,−77◦)) and NGC 1142 (at

(ℓ, b) = (175.9◦,−49.9◦))5.

Figure 9 is similar but for the sample of radio galaxies. The scan in luminosity leads to

two minima with very similar probabilities, both for D = 90 Mpc (see the top-left panel).

The first one has fmin = 5.1×10−5 and corresponds to L > 1039.33 erg/s, Ψ = 4.75◦ and

Eth = 72 EeV, the angle and energy being equal to the parameters already obtained in

the previous subsection (Figure 7). The main difference is that 32 AGNs remain within

5One of the objects in the sample of 10 AGNs is the BLLac Mrk 421, a powerful gamma-ray emitter

at (ℓ, b) = (179.9◦, 65◦), which has been proposed as a candidate source for the hot spot observed by the

Telescope Array (Fang et al. 2014). This object is in a low-exposure region near the border of the Auger

field of view, and there are no events with E > 58 EeV within 18◦ of it.

– 26 –

No significant excesses were found around the Galactic Center, the Galactic Plane, or

the Super-Galactic Plane. This suggests that, if the deflections are not too large, at these

energies the sources are unlikely to be Galactic and also that a non-negligible fraction of

the flux arises from extragalactic sources that are not very close to the Super-Galactic

Plane.

The high degree of isotropy observed in all these tests of the distribution of UHECRs

is indeed quite remarkable, certainly challenging original expectations that assumed only

few cosmic ray sources with a light composition at the highest energies. If the actual

source distribution were anisotropic, these results could be understood for instance as due

to the large deflections caused by the intervening magnetic fields if a large fraction of the

CRs in this energy range were heavy, as is indeed suggested by mass-composition studies

(Abraham et al. 2010a; Aab et al. 2014). Alternatively, it could also be explained in a

scenario in which the number of individual sources contributing to the CR fluxes is large.

Indeed, the lack of autocorrelation has been used in Abreu et al. (2013a) to set lower

bounds on the density of sources if the deflections involved are not large.

We have also studied the cross-correlation between events and nearby extragalactic

objects in different flux-limited catalogs with the aim of identifying possible scenarios of

UHECR sources. The parameters corresponding to the minima obtained when scanning

in energy, distance and angular scale are listed in Table 1 (first three rows). The penalized

probabilities that these minima are due to fluctuations of an isotropic background are of the

order of a few percent. In all three cases the object distance corresponding to the minima is

D ≃ 80 to 90 Mpc, although it happens for different angular scales and energy thresholds.

When a further scan is performed on the minimum intrinsic AGN luminosity, additional

minima appear (see rows 4 and 5 in Table 1). We note that the penalized probability is

∼1.3% for Swift AGNs within 130 Mpc and brighter than 1044 erg/s, corresponding to

an excess of pairs for events above 58 EeV on angular scales of 18◦, while for the radio

galaxies the penalized probability is ∼11%.

Objects Eth Ψ D Lmin fmin P
[EeV] [◦] [Mpc] [erg/s]

2MRS Galaxies 52 9 90 - 1.5×10−3 24%

Swift AGNs 58 1 80 - 6×10−5 6%

Radio galaxies 72 4.75 90 - 2×10−4 8%

Swift AGNs 58 18 130 1044 2×10−6 1.3%

Radio galaxies 58 12 90 1039.33 5.6×10−5 11%

Centaurus A 58 15 - - 2×10−4 1.4%

Table 1: Summary of the parameters of the minima found in the cross-correlation analyses.

Finally, considering circular windows around the direction of Cen A, the most sig-

Example: 
Correlation to bright SWIFT AGN 
best for: 
D < 130 Mpc
L > 1044 erg/s
Ψ < 18°

➠ 62 pairs correlate with the 10 AGN,
    for 32.8 expected
    p = 1.3%

Summary of searches

Auger Collaboration
ApJ 804:15 (2015)

No significant excesses were found 
around the Galactic Center, the 
Galactic Plane, or the Super-
Galactic Plane.
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1) Observed change of phase in RA-analysis and 
     absence of significant correlations to Galactic Center and Galactic Plane 

     ➪ 10 EeV sources are unlikely of Galactic origin  

2) Only small deviations from overall isotropic sky 

     ➪ either large deflections by B-fields, e.g. due to heavy primaries 
  (supported by Auger composition studies) 

    ➪ or number of sources is very large (and luminosity low) 
  (bounds by Auger from lack of autocorrelations: ρ ≳ 10-4 Mpc-3 ) 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+: Shower like events
x: Track like events

IceCube Collaboration: 
Phys. Rev. Lett. 113 (2014) 101101

No significant clustering seen (p=84%)

Galactic coordinates

cross correlations to catalogs ➾ no signal yet
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Figure 5. Figure 4 with additional constraints on steady point sources added. The figure shows
the additional sources: Flat Spectrum Radio Quasars, Bl Lacs, Fanaro↵-Riley II galaxies, Galaxy
Clusters, Fanaro↵-Riley I and Starburst galaxies (see caption of Fig. 4 for more explanation).

to match the observed di↵use flux, and the neutrino flux emitted by the total population is
normalized to the observed di↵use flux. The simulation allows to predict the number of neutrino
muliplets expected to be seen by IceCube (including e↵ective areas and Poisson fluctuations due
to low count rates). By requiring consistency with the observed number of neutrino multiplets,
i.e. no triplet of neutrinos within 100 seconds [28], one obtains a lower bound on the source
density. For a di↵use power-law flux matching the IceCube flux of Eq. 3, the bound on the
source density derived from the non-observation of neutrino triplets or higher multiplicities in
three years of IceCube data corresponds to ⇢ > 2 · 10�6Mpc�3yr�1 [28]. The bound is broadly
consistent with a recent sensitivity estimate [29] and depends only weakly on the evolution of
the GRB density as a function of redshift and on the luminosity function. However, it does
depend on the assumed spectral shape, which has been assumed to follow a power-law over
the full energy range that IceCube is sensitive to. Fig. 4 illustrates the current constraints on
transient sources. The bound from the non-observation of multiplets is shown as a vertical line.
As one can see, GRBs, being very rare, are excluded as the dominant sources of the observed
di↵use neutrino flux.

On the other hand, core collapse supernovae are still plausible candidates. They possess all
the right ingredients for being extraordinary neutrino factories: a) they have been shown to
produce ejecta with 1050 ergs kinetic energy, capable of e�ciently accelerating CRs and b) they
provide abundant amounts of target material for neutrino production, e.g. the stellar envelope
or the circumstellar medium (CSM). The shock acceleration can happen at non-relativistic shock
fronts [30, 31] or within (mildly) relativistic jets [32]. Other scenarios consider the spin down
of rapidly rotating newborn pulsars producing large electromagnetic fields, a model that can
explain also the highest energy CR [33]. The fact that the most promising SNe types (e.g. IIn,
Ib/c or hypernovae) are rare and transient by nature puts them within reach of IceCube.

Kowalski; 1411.4385

High level of Isotropy ➾ source density must be fairly high
Int. Flux F=ρ·L is known ➾ Mean Luminosity per source must be low

Assumption: 
steady point sources

allowed 
region from ν’s

Density & Luminosity 
compare very well to UHECRs !

allowed 
region from UHECR

Same sources for
UHECR and ν’s ?
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This analysis: no significant correlations (p-values ≃ 2-4 %)

Correlation between the UHECRs measured by Auger and TA and ns from IceCube G. Golup
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Figure 1: Distribution of UHECR deflections in two models for the regular component of the galactic
magnetic field, PT2011 [13] and JF2012 [14], for a rigidity E/Z = 100 EeV.

and Jansson and Farrar [14] and assuming these are protons with E = 100 EeV. The distributions83

of the obtained deflections are different for each model (Fig. 1), but the median values for both are84

2.7�. We have then chosen an average value of 3�. The values of 6� and 9� are also considered85

to account for larger deflections that could arise from other light CR components (Z = 2,3) or a86

stronger than predicted strength of the intervening magnetic fields.87

3.1 UHECR correlation analyses with high-energy cascades and high-energy tracks88

Figure 2: Aitoff-Hammer projection of the sky in galactic coordinates showing the arrival directions of the
IceCube high-energy cascades (plus signs) and high-energy tracks (crosses), and the UHECRs detected by
Auger (circles) and TA (triangles). The dashed line indicates the Super-galactic plane.

The arrival directions of the high-energy tracks and high-energy cascades in IceCube, and of89

the UHECRs measured by Auger and TA are shown in Fig. 2 in galactic coordinates. Two different90

analyses are performed with this data set: a cross-correlation and a stacking likelihood analysis.91

The cross-correlation method consists of computing the number of UHECR-n pairs as a func-92

tion of their angular separation a , np(a), and comparing it to the expectation from an isotropic93

distribution of arrival directions of CRs. The angular scan performed in this case is between 1� and94

30� with a step of 1� and, due to this scan, the method does not rely on any assumption about the95

exact value of the strength of the magnetic deflections, unlike the likelihood method.96

4

△ TA >57EeV  ;  ○ Auger >52EeV;  ⨉  IceCube cascades   ;  + IceCube tracks

IC+ Auger+TA-Coll., ICRC 2015 The Hague

• cross correlation analysis 
• stacking analysis done 
• 3°, 6°, 9° UHECR angular smearing at 100 EeV around neutrino direction

with 4-year IC data to be presented @ ICRC ⟹ interesting to pursue
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Cosmogenic 
Neutrinos

Recall: 
• If flux suppression above 5∙1019 eV 
  is due to GZK-effect:  
  expect cosmogenic neutrinos & photons 

• If due to source exhaustion: 
  neutrinos & photons strongly suppressed
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10+

EAS are sensitive to all ν flavors and channels

42 14th Marcel Grossmann Meeting, Rome, July 12-18, 2015
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EeV Neutrino Limits
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11

The limit applies in the energy interval ⇠ 1.0⇥1017 eV�
2.5⇥ 1019 eV where the cumulative number of events as
a function of neutrino energy increases from 5% to 95%
of the total number, i.e. where ⇠ 90% of the total event
rate is expected. It is important to remark that this
is the most stringent limit obtained so far with Auger
data, and it represents a single limit combining the three
channels where we have searched for UHE neutrinos. The
limit to the flux normalization in Eq. (3) is obtained in-
tegrating the denominator of Eq. (2) in the whole energy
range where Auger is sensitive to UHE neutrinos. This
is shown in Fig. 4 , along with the 90% C.L. limits from
other experiments as well as several models of neutrino
flux production (see caption for references). The denom-
inator of Eq. (2) can also be integrated in bins of energy,
and a limit on k can also be obtained in each energy bin
[35]. This is displayed in Fig. 5 where the energy bins
have a width of 0.5 in log10 E⌫ , and where we also show
the whole energy range where there is sensitivity to neu-
trinos. The limit as displayed in Fig. 5 allows us to show
at which energies the sensitivity of the SD of the Pierre
Auger Observatory peaks.

The search period corresponds to an equivalent of 6.4
years of a complete Auger SD array working continuously.
The inclusion of the data from 1 June 2010 until 20 June
2013 in the search represents an increase of a factor ⇠ 1.8
in total time quantified in terms of equivalent full Auger
years with respect to previous searches [17, 18]. Further
improvements in the limit come from the combination of
the three analysis into a single one, using the procedure
explained before that enhances the fraction of identified
neutrinos especially in the DGH channel.

In Table III we give the expected total event rates for
several models of neutrino flux production.

Several important conclusions and remarks can be
stated after inspecting Figs. 4 and 5 and Table III:

1. The maximum sensitivity of the SD of the
Auger Observatory is achieved at neutrino energies
around EeV, where most cosmogenic models of ⌫
production also peak (in a E2

⌫ ⇥ dN/dE⌫ plot).

2. The current Auger limit is a factor ⇠ 4 below the
Waxman-Bahcall landmark on neutrino production
in optically thin sources [13]. The SD of the Auger
Observatory is the first air shower array to reach
that level of sensitivity.

3. Some models of neutrino production in astrophys-
ical sources such as Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN)
are excluded at more than 90% C.L. For the model
#2 shown in Fig. 14 of [32] we expect ⇠7 neutrino
events while none was observed.

yields a value of Nup = 2.39 slightly smaller than the nominal
2.44 of the Feldman-Cousins approach.
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Figure 4. Top panel: Upper limit (at 90% C.L.) to the nor-
malization of the di↵use flux of UHE neutrinos as given in
Eqs. (2) and (3), from the Pierre Auger Observatory. We
also show the corresponding limits from ANITAII [29] and
IceCube [30] experiments, along with expected fluxes for sev-
eral cosmogenic neutrino models that assume pure protons
as primaries [31, 33] as well as the Waxman-Bahcall bound
[13]. All limits and fluxes converted to single flavor. We used
Nup = 2.39 in Eq. (2) to obtain the limit (see text for de-
tails). Bottom panel: Same as top panel, but showing several
cosmogenic neutrino models that assume heavier nuclei as pri-
maries, either pure iron [31] or mixed primary compositions
[9].

4. Cosmogenic ⌫ models that assume a pure primary
proton composition injected at the sources and
strong (FRII-type) evolution of the sources are
strongly disfavored by Auger data. An example
is the upper line of the shaded band in Fig. 17
in [31] (also depicted in Figs. 4 and 5), for which
⇠4 events are expected and as consequence that
flux is excluded at ⇠98% C.L. Models that assume
a pure primary proton composition and normalize
their expectations to the GeV �-ray flux observa-
tions by the Fermi-LAT satellite detector are also
disfavored. For instance for the model shown as a
solid line in the bottom right panel of Fig. 5 in [33]
(also depicted in Figs. 4 and 5 in this work), cor-
responding to the best-fit to the cosmic-ray spec-

Auger Collaboration, PRD 91, 092008 (2015)

Neutrino upper limits start to constrain
cosmogenic neutrino fluxes of p-sources

(2015)

Would have expected to see 1-7 GZK neutrinos (for different models), have seen none
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}

Cosmogenic neutrino fluxes may be down by 
~2-3 orders of magnitudes for exhausted sources !!
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Enormous progress in last 8 years
8 years ago… 
• did not know whether flux  
 suppression exists 

• thought composition is    
 purely protons 

• no signatures of anisotropies  
 (on any angular scale) 

• no relevant bounds on  
 cosmogenic ν’s and γ’s

Now… 
• beyond any doubt  

• appears to become heavier 
 (unless new physics at Ecm ~ 50 TeV) 

• LS anisotropies seen,  
 but no point sources yet 

• cosmogenic ν’s and γ’s  
 being constrained 

• particle physics: σ(pp) 

• smoothness of space-time 

• unexpected geophysical 
 effects (elves, …)
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Next logical Step
Now… 
• beyond any doubt  

• appears to become heavier 
 (unless new physics at Ecm ~ 50 TeV) 

• LS anisotropies seen,  
 but no point sources yet 

• cosmogenic ν’s and γ’s  
 being constrained 

• particle physics: σ(pp) 

• smoothness of space-time 

• unexpected geophysical 
 effects (elves, …)

Next… 
• understand origin of 
 flux suppression  

• measure composition into 
 flux suppression region 

• composition enhanced 
 anisotropies, p-astronomy 

• improve limits by better 
 triggers 

• particle physics at 100 TeV 

• …
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Upgrades of 
TA and Auger Observatory
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TAx4 SD Upgrade

48

500 more SDs 
2 more FD stations 

• SD: 700 ➔ 2800 km2 
• Hybrid: x3 acceptance 
• Optimized for UHECR above cutoff  
  (fully efficient above ~60 EeV) 

 collect statistics more rapidly 

funding of array 
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Auger Upgrade
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measure composition event-by-event 
into flux suppression region
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Auger Upgrade

50

4 m2 to reduce poisson statistics at d>800 m

Scintillators on top of each Water Cherenkov Tank
(non invasive, fast to install, robust technology, relatively inexpensive)
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Reconstructed ⟨Xmax⟩ and σ(Xmax)
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p-Astronomy
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E > 55 EeV (141 events)  Swift-BAT AGNs at less than 100 Mpc  

All 141 events
(our current
observed 

excess correlation)

107 events
with X

max
 (19) < 770

from 
M1 benchmark

34 events
with X

max
 (19) > 770

 17 come from M1
14 p-like at < 3 deg
3 p-like at > 3 deg

use arrival directions of 141 measured events with θ < 60° and E> 5.5·1019 eV
and randomly assign Xmax according to maximum rigidity model with 10% p-like at high E

and let 50% of p-like events correlate with Swift-BAT sources

this reproduces well 
the present situation

~ 3σ effect

p-like events are removed

only p-like events included
~ 5σ effect
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Auger Upgrade: Status
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The Pierre Auger Observatory Upgrade

Preliminary Design Report

April 26, 2015

Organization: Pierre Auger Collaboration

OBSERVATORY

Observatorio Pierre Auger,
Av. San Martı́n Norte 304,
5613 Malargüe, Argentina

April 17, 2015

positively evaluated by 
International Advisory Committee 

endorsed by 
International Finance Board 

R&D well advanced, prototypes running 

engineering array 03/2016 

construction 11/2016 - 2018 

data taking into 2024 

costs: 12.5 M€ 

funding: some positive signs, but  
not yet approved
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Pierre Auger Collaboration
~500 Collaborators; 88 Institutions, 17 Countries: 
Argentina Poland  UK                                    

Australia Portugal  USA                                    

Brazil  Romania                 

Czech Republic Slovenia                                 

France Spain                              

Germany           

Italy USA           

Mexico 

Netherlands               

54

Associated OBSERVATORY

☀

Full members
Associate members

☀

New members are welcome!

Peru  
Bolivia

Colombia

EoI
Milano  
Napoli  
Rome 
Catania 
Torino 
Lecce 
L’Aquila 
Gran Sasso


