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Abstract

We investigate, in terms of production from pulsars andrthebulae, the cosmic ray
positron and electron fluxes abovel0 GeV, observed by the AMS-02 experiment up
to 1 TeV. We concentrate on the Vela-X case. Starting fromgéa@ma-ray photon
spectrum of the source, generated via synchrotron andsev@mpton processes, we
estimated the electron and positron injection spectraela¢ieatures are fixed from
observations of Vela-X and unknown parameters are borrdvead the Crab nebula.
The particle spectra produced in the pulsar wind nebulahene propagated up to the
Solar System, using aftlision model. Diferently from previous works, the omnidi-
rectional intensity excess for electrons and positronbtained as a dierence between
the AMS-02 data and the corresponding local interstellacspm. An equal amount
of electron and positron excess is observed and we inteigpteis excess (abovel 00
GeV in the AMS-02 data) as a supply coming from Vela-X. Theipkrcontribution is
consistent with models predicting the gamma-ray emissidineasource. The input of
a few more young pulsars is also allowed, while belo#d0 GeV more aged pulsars
could be the main contributors.
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1. Introduction

The AMS-02 experiment extended the observed cosmic ray é@&R)ron, positron
and electron plus positron spectra from 0.5 GeV up to 700 Ge¥,GeV and 1 TeV
respectively [see 1, 2]. CR particles generated and aetetbat known sources are
considered as primaries. For instance, the main comporieziectron spectrum is
that produced by supernova remnants (SNR). CRs are alsageddiirectly inside the
interstellar medium (ISM). In fact, positrons were suppmbtebe mainly originated
from the decay of muons produced by CR interactions with 8 [e.g., 3]. These
particles are commonly referred to as secondaries. Priplasysecondary CR spectra
outside the region interested by the solar activity (ilee, heliosphere) are known as
local interstellar spectra (LIS, see e.g., Sect. 2). Inwltigk we focus our attention on
electron and positron spectra. Moreover, we will refer ecegbns produced in SNR
and in the ISM as the “classical” electron LIS and to posirproduced in the ISM as
the “classical” positron LIS (e.g., “classical” LIS, heftsa cLIS).

At low energy, less than 10 GeV, due to solar modulation, the observed CRs
spectra deviate from LIS’s (see Fig. 1 and, for instance,)4Abhigher energy, it is
commonly acknowledged that, inside the heliosphere,@antiropagation is little af-
fected by solar modulation, thus the omnidirectional distiion is the one determined
by the LIS. Nevertheless observed spectra of electrons asitr@ns [see 1, 2] exceed
the cLIS computed with GALPROP (see Sect. 2) at high ene(gigs, see Fig. 1). We
evaluated the excess for electrons and positrons sulntgetbte cLIS from the AMS-02
fluxes and we found an equal amount for the electron excestharpgbsitron one (see
Fig. 2). Therefore, we take the electron plus positron flugesbed by AMS-02 as
reference data, extending the comparison with models upTeVvldue to the experi-
mental accuracy.

In this paper, we investigate possible astrophysical gsuof positrons and elec-
trons i.e., pulsars and their nebulae (see Sect. 3 and €.d,,85 which may account
for the flux excess, without the need to look for more exotiplamations, e.g., in
the framework of dark matter scenarios [see e.g., 8, 9, 163viBus works already

explored this scenario (see e.g., 11,12, 13, 14, 15, 16éjef@ntly from the usual ap-



proaches, we evaluated the contribution from astrophysicaces reproducing photon
spectra in agreement with the observations.

In particular we consider Vela-X as a source of pair produrctind acceleration.
The positron and electron injection spectra are obtaingdjube difusion process in-
side the pulsar wind nebula (PWN) of Vela-X (see Sect. 3.1eagd 17). Shape and
luminosity of the flux are fitted in order to be consistent with gamma-rays spectrum
observed from the source. Using d&dsion model described in [18], we evaluated the
particle spectra at the Earth position (see Sect. 3.2). Apawivon with experimental
datais, finally, discussed in Sect. 4, while we report ous@erations and conclusions
in Sect. 5.

Preliminary results, on materials obtained in this paperenpresented as confer-

ence contributions in [19, 20].

2. Electron and positron Spectra

2.1. The “classical” Local Interstellar Spectra

The propagation of cosmic rays in the Galaxy can be desclietie difusion

equation (e.g., 21, Chap. 3and 22):

an- > - 6
a_tl :Qi+V-[Di Vni]+£[bi n] - pini + P;, 1)

where the time evolution of the energy density:- dN,/dE of cosmic ray speciaswith
energyE depends on the source tef@, diffusion codicientD; usually described by
a power law in the energ®(E) = Do(E/Eo)°, [see 23, 24], the change of the particle
energy per unit timdy;, catastrophic processgs and nuclei collisiond?;. Equation
(1) accounts for i) the propagation of primary componefts le.g., electrons, protons
and carbon nuclei mainly accelerated in SNRs [21, Chap. dfiathe production of
secondary spectra like, e.g., positrons and Boron nuctelyared from interaction of
primary CRs with the ISM.

The most recent data provided by PAMELA and AMS-02 were dised by many
authors. For instance, [25] introduced two slopes in tifieision codicient in difer-

ent energy range to explain the proton and helium spectrid] ifterpreted the CR



spectra using an inhomogeneity source distribution falgwthe stars concentration
in the galactic spiral arms; [27] modelled the rising of teMELA and AMS-02
positron flux as due to purely secondary origin, without igkinto account the en-
ergy losses. The GALPROP model solves numerically Eq. (Aafdhe relevant CR
species in a cylindrically symmetric space [28], with a gtaradiusRs, and height
hea.. Therefore, hereafter, we will use the most comprehengigpggation model;
i.e., the GALPROP model by which we evaluate, at the same aingewith the same
propagation parameters, the local interstellar spectezwdral kind of particles: pro-
tons, electrons, ions, anti-particles and photons usetthéoelectron energy loss.

The GALPROP codereturns the predicted “classical” LIS for the specific paeti
at the Solar System. The solution of Eq. (1) depends on paeasiéke the boundary
conditions of the galacticfiective volume for CRs diusion, the difusion codficient
and the injection spectra characterized by power laws wiffere@nt spectral indices
for nuclei, protonsyp) and primary electronsyg). To determine these parameters,
we compared the spectra obtained in this way with the experial data above 10
GeV (energies high enough to neglect solar modulatitetts), then we tuned the co-
efficients minimizing the discrepancies. The calculated speeére normalized at 50
GeV with measured proton, electron and ion fluxes at Eartin.pFaton and electron
spectra we used the AMS-02 data [1, 29], while for the ionesaB/C, BeB, Be/C,
Li/B, Li/Be and LjC we referred to the online cosmic ray database reportedGh [3

The available data are best described using the paramitierd in Tab. 1. In
Fig. 1 we reported the comparison between the cLIS’s and Aid8ata for electron,
positron and electron plus positron spectra. The cLIS®)ing from GALPROP, were
reported, in solid lines, for energy above 10 GeV where soladulation is negligible.

Since the choice of the values of Tab. 1 is not unique, we mexdjifone by
one, the main GALPROP parameters responsible for tiiesdid spectra (the galactic
height and the diusion codicient), as reported in Tab. 2. The ranges of this param-
eters were determined keeping the produced LIS within tipegmental data errors,

with special regard to the Boron over Carbon ratio [see (,,32, 33, 34, 35]. This

httpy/galprop.stanford.egwebrun.php
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Figure 1: Electron, positron (top) and electron plus posittbottom) omnidirectional intiensities observed
by AMS-02 [1, 2] and the cLIS’s evaluated using GALPROP (oi#d with the parameters reported in Tab.
1) in solid lines; the allowed range of the parameters (iteylan Tab. 2) is kept into account by the shadowed

bands.



Parameter Value

Raal 30 kpc

hcal. +4 kpc
Do 58108 cn? st
1 0.33
Eo 4 GeV
vA 30 kms?
Yp 198 (E <9 GeV), 242 (E > 9 GeV)
Ye 1.7 (E < 4 GeV), 268 (E > 4 GeV)

Table 1: Propagation parameters used in GALPROP code tondlatethe “classical” electron and positron

LIS’s.

overall uncertainty is included in the shadowed regionsigf E. We also found that
the cLIS, obtained with the parameters of Tab. 1 and 2, is eitnle with thep/p
ratio of PAMELA [36] and AMS-02 [35].

Parameters Range
Galactic height (kpc) 2<hga <6
Diffusion Codicient Constant (cAs ™) | 4- 10°® < Dg < 107°
Diffusion Codicient Index 03<6<04

Table 2: Ranges of propagation parameters used in GALPR@® todetermine the errors in the LIS

evaluation.

2.2. Electron and positron flux excess at high energy

The omnidirectional intensity excess for electrons andtpmss are shown in Fig.2.
The diference between the observed AMS-02 spectra and GALPROR¢ktHd
lines of Fig. 1) were calculated for energy abovel0 GeV (where the solar modu-
lation dfects are negligible) and requiring at least fiatence (above 10%) between
the two fluxes. Under these constraints the electron andrposignal is reported for
energy above 90 GeV and above 10 GeV, respectively. We refgmtthe electron

plus positron spectrum, above 50 GeV, divided by a factorftw@ comparison with
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Figure 2: Omnidirectional intensity excess for electropssitrons and half of all electron, obtained as a
difference between the AMS-02 flux and the corresponding “claidilS.

respect to the other data. The error bars of these data comettie experimental ob-
servations. We can remark how these excess spectra ofgussénd electrons can be
fitted using similar power laws. The electron signal spéat@ex, resulting from the
fit, is —(2.503+ 0.353), for positrons we have(2.502+ 0.030), while for electron plus
positron spectrum we havg2.568+ 0.088). The points of Fig. 2 are dependent on the
parameters used in GALPROP. The uncertainties due to theecbhbthe GALPROP
parameters result as a scale factor of the omnidirectionahsities in Fig. 2. This
uncertainty is mostly constrained by the positron spectamchcan be accounted as a
scale factor o~ 5% at 100 GeV and above, while at lower energy iki20%. For
the electron plus positron spectrum, the uncertainty atM.iSabout 25%. Hereafter,
we will compare our source models with the electron plustpmsispectrum since the

upper point reaches 1 TeV.



3. Pulsarsas possible sour ces of the excess components

Looking at Fig. 2, above 50 GeV, a region marginalffeated by the solar modu-
lation, it is possible to say that the electron and positignals are compatible. Thus,
the dominant physical process is expected to proceed via prpauction mechanism.
Pulsars (PSRs) are among the most likely sources of elepwsitron pairs. The high
magnetic field and the fast rotation of these neutron staic te huge electric fields
[37]. Electrons produce high energy photons via curvatadgation. The interactions
between photons and high magnetic fields generate pairsjaBtan generate again
curvature photons. At the end, electromagnetic showergraduced.

PWN identify the region around the pulsar where a relafivistagnetized wind
is populated with electrons and positrons [e.g., 39, 40]. NP&ve widely believed
to be responsible for the acceleration of cosmic rays up évges of 16° eV [e.g.,
41, 42, 43]. The central pulsar converts its spin-down pawer a relativistic wind
injected near the magnetosphere. The electrons and pesitrdhe wind, interacting
with shock fronts, are accelerated and get a power-law gregrgctrum. They radiate
at lower energies, from radio frequencies to X-rays, thiothg synchrotron process in
the magnetic field of the nebula. The highest energy partefgectrum comes from
inverse Compton scattering of the radiation field: syndlrotadiation generated by
the PWN, cosmic microwave background (CMB), infrared amad-Btjht photons (e.g.,
44, 45, 46). The gamma ray spectra of PWN reach very high grfergnstance, tens
of TeV. The observed high-energy emission from the Crab Neims been modelled in
detail by several authors [see 44, 45, 47, 46, 48]. Highgngrocesses in other PWN
such as that of the Vela-X nebula, the nebulae around PSR440BSR 1509-58, 3C
58, CTB 80 and other few nebulae have been also studied irb(4%1, 48, 52]. It was
also suggested that the production of gamma-rays in theaictiens of hadrons with
the matter of the supernova could contribute to the highergnend of the observed

spectrum, especially in the case of the youngest nebulaébels, 54, 52].



3.1. Electron and positron spectra at the source

Since pulsars are rotating magnetized neutron stars, dbigsiESR lose their en-
ergy through the electromagnetic radiation of the magrdifiole spinning around a
tilted axis. Within a simplified model, it is possible to detene the main physical
parameters of the pulsar (like magnetic field or energy Is&s}ing from the rotation
frequency {) of the pulsar, its first) and secondw derivative. The spin down of the
pulsar is assumed as:

v =-k/", 2)

wherek depends on the magnetic moment and on the moment of ineitie@ afeutron
star anchis the braking index that would be equal to 3 for a magnetioldipAssuming

constank, from Eq. (2) we get:
vy

n= ﬁ (3)

Moreover, integrating Eq. (2), assuming constarithe age of the pulsar{,) can be

Hereyy is the birth rotation frequency. The time evolution of sdiown luminosity is

obtained:

given by [e.g., 55]
n+l

n—

L(t) = Lo (1 + Tio) (5)

N

wherely is the initial spin-down luminosity anty = Pg/(n — 1)P0 is the initial spin-
down time scale.
To evaluate the energy spectrum of electrons and posittahe aource, we follow the
approach described in [17]. This method is similar with osheported in [56, 55].
The time dependent model by [17] describes both particlgpliotbn injection spectra
from the nebula. It assumes an initial particle injectiote rgroduced by the pulsar,
that follows a broken power law with indices anda, and energy break,:
Qo(t)(Ee/Ep)™  if Ee < Ep

Q(Ee,t) = , ; (6)
Qo(t)(Ee/Ep)™  if Ee > Ep



whereE. is the particle kinetic energy ar@(t) can be derived by requiring the conti-

nuity of the two power laws and that

f QEe, DELIEs = 7L (1), @)

with n the conversion factor of the spin-down powgt) into particle luminosity. The
diffusion equation for the fferential electron density(Ee, t) = dN(Ee, t)/dEe can be
approximated as ([17, 56, 55]):

dne(Ee, t)
dt

Ne(Ee, 1) Ne(Ee, t)
Ton®)  Tesdl)

The particle spectrum obtained as a solution of the Eq. (8) tsne fromt = O to

t =T (age of the PWN) is:

dN(E., T) (T (_u)
T = | QEayexp[-—)a ©

= Q(Ee, t) -

(8)

wheret_}; = 7, + o3 corresponding to the lifetime of an electron with respect to
both synchrotron energy loss and escape timescale (ieetjrtte to difuse 1 PWN
radius). In Ref. [17], the authors applied their model to @rab nebula, for which
an accurate spectral energy distribution is known, due toaraus observations from
radio frequency up to gamma rays (see 17 and referencesrithefde low energy
spectral indexd; in eq.6) is generally fixed by fitting the synchrotron spectiat low
frequency. The high energy spectral index inh eq.6) is however related to the inverse
Compton process. In the next subsection we will use thidtrasisource spectrum of

the electron and positron excess spectra at Earth.

3.2. Electron and positron spectra at the Earth

Following the approach reported in [18], the time evolutiddrthe energy density
ne(X, E, t) of electrons or positrons from a single source disgfndm the Solar System,
with energyE and after a dfusion timet, is obtained disregarding the last two terms
of Eq. (1) [see 57], i.e.,

one(X, E, t)
ot

Qe(E. 1) + V- [D(E)Vne(X E, 1)

0
*3E [b(E)ne(X, E, 1)]. (10)
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In Eg. (10), the termb(E) accounts for the rate of energy loss due to ionization,
Bremsstrahlung, synchrotron and inverse Compton pros¢ssg, 58, Chap. 4]. How-
ever, above- 1 GeV, the only relevant mechanisms are synchrotron andsav@omp-
ton. Furthermore, above few GeV, using an average intastabhgnetic field of 3:G
and the photon radiation fields reported in [57] (Table 2, elddil), the fit of the total

energy loss rate can be described by a power law as in:

dE

_ o 2
- = ~b(E) ~ ~boE?, (11)

wherebgy ~ 7-1071 GeV-1s! (value in agreement with those reported in e.g., 59, 60).
Due to the high rate of energy loss, a positron or an electr@@@GeV dissipates most
of its energy in about years and can ffusively travel up to a typical distance of
about 2 kpc. Thus, sources responsible of the high energy@oand electron excess
(observed by PAMELA, 61, and AMS-02, 62, 63) are located iegion relatively
close to Earth (within a distance of2 kpc).

Then, we fit the injection spectrum, i.e., the results of B, s a function of the
initial energyEg, using a power law with spectral indexand an exponential energy
cut-off E¢y:

E
Qel(Eor 1) = Quo(DES" exp(—g‘;t), (12)

the interstellar dtused spectra of electrons and positrons from Eq. (10) islgR,

J(X E, 1)

C
—ne(X, E, t
4n_ne( ) D) )

i Qe,O
4 (4n2)/2

E X2
" eXp[_M} eXp(‘rAS] , (13)

wheret is the difusion time (i.e., the time spent to reach the solar systahsg,the

E~ (1 - botE)*?

distance between the source position and the Earti @isthe mean distance travelled
by particles with initial energtey = E/(1-botE) down to energ¥ resulting from both

energy loss and ffusion processes given by

Eo , ,\ 1/2
Ad(E, Eg) = (L %) . (14)

11



Eq. (13) allows one to evaluate the electron and positrostspeat Earth coming
from PWN for energies beyond 10 GeV, i.e., energies high enough to neglect solar

modulation €ects.

4. Thecaseof Vela-X: Results

The pulsar J05342200, located inside the Crab Nebula, the remnant of a saparn
explosion occurring in A.D. 1054, is an extremely well sedliobject. This young
source can give us information about the first step of thedlifa generic PSFPWN.
Note that the Crab distance is about 2 kpc and, due to the ag&aw not see yet
particles coming from that source at Earth. The TeVCat ogta# contains less than
40 PWN observed in the TeV energy range. Only five of them areclthan 2 kpc and
were observed by Cherenkov telescope experiments like HEE 5], Veritas [66,
67] and Magic [68]. Vela-X belongs to this sample. These ola®ns regard a small
fraction of known pulsars and they are much less completeaaaodrate in comparison
with the Crab Spectral Energy Distribution (SED). Indeedsitvidely believed that
PWN are no more observable after the early phase of expangi@} suggested that
all the pulsars have an initial stage as PWN and the lifetifrtb@se objects is about
10°-10* years. During this phase electrons and positrons are tdappigle the PWN,
but later, after a tim&@ from the SN explosion, they are free to propagate. Mature
pulsars, like Geminga and Monogem, have no more gamma-régsiem from the
nebula, but the electrons and positrons released aresstiiing) to the Earth. For all the
older pulsars we do not have information regarding the reephbton spectrum, the
braking index or the birth frequency. For what concerns t8& Rge, we can roughly

estimate the minimum characteristic agg.,c = —v/2v as reported in [69].

4.1. Model 1: using observed parameters for Vela-X

Vela-X was detected by HESS [65] in the very high energy gamagaand, the
spectrum can be fitted by a power law with the photon inOgx= 1.45 + 0.09a +
0.24s in the energy range between 550 GeV and 65 TeV and an expaheutidf

“httpy/tevcat.uchicago.edu
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at an energy of 18 + 2.3ga + 4.1 TeV. The X-ray part was detected using ROSAT
combined with ASCA data [70, 71]. The spectrum observedigrt#gion has a spectral
index of'x ~ 2. The observation of the timing property of the pulsar givethe basic
information to evaluate the braking index as in Eq. (3). \felane of the few pulsars
[72] for which it is possible to measure the braking index; 1.4+0.2[73]. Therefore,
we built a model based on the observed parameters of Vela armdsumed a value of
n not dependent on time. The birth periBg can be evaluated by Eq. (4) knowing the
frequency, its derivatives and the age of the object. The BRdurce is the only one
for which all these parameters are known. For this reasomssemed the same initial
rotation period of the Crab pulsaP{ ~ 20 ms, 74). In this way, Eq. (4) gives an age
for Vela of about 26 kyrs (instead of the common characierigiera e = 11 kyrs).
The results reported in Fig. 3 and 4 (Model 1) come from thadysis. We get a photon
spectrum compatible with the HESS and ASCA data requiringreversion éiciency

of the spin down luminosity of aboyt = 0.5% for both electrons and positrons. The
Model 1, reported in the figures, is thefdised spectrum at the Earth for which we set
T ~ 10 kyrs, in comparison with the initial spin-down time scaleich is evaluated to
bero ~ 29 kyrs. We also decided to vary tRg-value in the range: 1@ Py (ms) < 30.
Consequently, Vela age changes from 33 to 19 kyrs. In allszasge fit the photon
spectrum in agreement with the ASCA and HESS data. For thjzgse we change the
efficiency inside the range2b < n (%) < 1 respectively and the released time from
22 to 5 kyrs. The band of the model reflects the uncertainthenvela pulsar distance
that is about 6% (Vela distance is Z_Q?pc) [69] and the variation due to the assumed

initial rotation period 10< Py (ms) < 30.

4.2. Model 2: using Crab-like parameters for Vela-X

Observation of the timing properties of the other five pidsgounger than Vela,
gives for the braking indem values in the range between 2 and 3 [72]. All of them are
more similar to the value for the Crab nebula with respectia\X. Therefore, we can
alternatively assume that all the pulsars are similar at thigh and then we can take
the properties (initial rotation period, breaking indek{wvab. We need to assume that

there is a variation of the braking index from 2.5, at thethidown to 1.4, at later time.

13



Parametery, Model 1 | Model 2

@ 1.9 15
@ 2.8 2.4

Ep (MeV) | 1.5-10° | 1.5-10°
n 1.4 2.5

n (%) 0.25-1 5
Po(ms) | 10-30 20
Tage (Kyr) | 33-19 11
7o (Kyr) 22-35 0.7

T (kyr) 5-22 1

Table 3: Parameters used in Model 1 and 2 for Vela-X nebula.

It could be associated to some changes in the structure oEitliieon star, as suggested
by the observation of glitches in the rotation period [73}e @ not have a model for
this variation and, therefore, it is not currently possifolevaluate the photon spectra
at the present day, but we can use the Crab photon spectnvetsdéter~ 1000 years
from the birth. For the Crab-like source the initial spinagotime scale isg ~ 700
years and the characteristic agerig.c ~ 11 kyrs. The conversionfléciency of the
spin down power into particle luminosity)is defined by [17]#e- +17e- = 257+ = 0.1).
Therefore, we take electron-positron spectra, normatizé¢ite photon emission like in
the Crab nebula, and propagate the source spectrumlaftet000 years, as assumed
in [18]. In Fig. 3 and 4 the positron or electron spectrum agi®d from Eq. (13)
using all the Crab parameters, is shown for Vela-X (Modell2)e main parameters of

the two models are summarized in Tab. 3.

From an inspection of Fig. 3, one may remark that the measeiestron and
positron intensities can be accounted for by the flux exjgdcten Vela-X within mod-
els 1 and 2. Fig. 4 shows the comparison between our moddiS érid Vela-X con-
tributions) and the absolute AMS-02 electron plus posifiex. The shadowed bands

keep into account the uncertainties due to the cLIS parasméiee Tab. 2), the error

14
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Figure 3: Two model of this analysis of the expected posittoelectron omnidirectional intensities from
Vela-X compared with the half electron plus positron sigaslin Fig. 1. The shadowed bands reflect the
uncertainty on Vela distance, that is about 6%, and theti@miaue to the assumptions on the initial rotation

period.

on Vela-X distance and, for Model 1, also the variation duthtbassumptions on the
initial rotation period. In the top graph, the band is in agnent with the AMS-02 data,
thus, Vela-X alone can account for the electron and poséxoess components. In the
bottom one, for energies between 20 and 80 GeV, the AMS-QRatatslightly above
the model. This discrepancy can be accounted for introduaired pulsars contribut-
ing with lower energy electrons and positrons (in comparisidh Vela-X), while the
photon emission of their PWN is no more observable. The mamribution coming
from these mature pulsars is due to Monogem. Its electrorpasitiron contributions,
evaluated with Model 2 (Monogem treated as Crab-like), igcidr 2 higher than the
Vela-X one at 40 GeV.
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Figure 4: Electron plus positron contribution from cLIS avigla-X Model 1 and 2 (solid lines) compared

with the AMS-02 flux. The bands keep into account the unaatitas of the cLIS parameters (see Tab. 2),

the error on the Vela-X distance and, for Model 1, also théatian due to the assumptions on the initial

rotation period.



5. Discussion and Conclusions

In the present paper, we analysed the AMS-02 electron,rpasiind electron plus
positron spectra in the energy range abeviQ GeV. The excess spectra for electrons
and positrons were obtained by subtracting the expectedsal” LIS’s, computed
with GALPROP, to the omnidirectional distributions obssthby AMS-02. A compar-
ison above- 50 GeV indicates for electrons and positrons the same flusttedame
slope. These excess spectra can be accounted for by pulsees@n which generated
electron-positron pairs will be accelerated by the surdig pulsar wind nebula. In
particular, we evaluated electron and positron spectramgéed in the Vela-X PWN
and propagated them to the Earth. We used ti@idint models built using observed
parameters of Vela and Crab nebulae. Finally, we compagedtsavith observations.
Both models, taking into account uncertainties and assonmgptare not in disagree-
ment with the AMS-02 excess components at energy largerthad0 GeV. Vela-X
Model 2, built on Crab, requires a particle conversidiiceency which is an order
of magnitude higher than Model 1. Our results are also inexgent with a smooth
change in the spectral shape as reported by AMS-02.

Comparison with data, for energy above 100 GeV (see solaslin Fig. 4), indi-
cates the possibility of an extra source similar to Vela. rétie only another known
pulsar, B1737-30 (or J1740-3015), with parameters sirtdlaela. It is 400 pc far and
20600 years old [75, 76], but the photon emission of its reebak not been observed
yet. Moreover, statistically we expect just one (or very)ewore pulsar like Vela: we
can consider a pulsar birth rate of 0.9-2 objects per celfiftity78], a spatial distribu-
tion like in [77] and [79], pulsars with age from 10 to 50 kynsad volume of about 1
kpc around the Earth.

At energies lower than 100 GeV, the tiny discrepancy of FigMédel 2) can be
covered by mature pulsars flgears) because the low energy electrons and positrons
released are still ffusing to the Solar System. The main contribution from thigses
comes from Monogem and it is a factor 2 higher than the VelaxX at 40 GeV.

Our models predict that a single close PWN, Vela-X, may beaesible for at

least half of the electron and positron excess in CRs, thdfae signal in the CR

17



arrival directions could be detected. If no other sourceissed, we expect a dipole
anisotropy above 100 GeV centered in the direction of Vela2@0 GeV, the dipole
anisotropy for electrons plus positrons from Vela-X is extpd to be of the order of
~ 2% [80] not yet excluded by the FERMI experiment [81]. Comsedy, at lower en-
ergy, several sources can contribute to the electron anttgrospectra, but the angular
distribution of all these sources should be more isotropldS-02 observation could
be able to provide additional data to the anisotropy studies

Our models predict a change of the slope at energies belove¥((See Fig. 3).
Future measurements up to this energy range can be usedfiiorconreject such a
prediction.

Our results are in agreement with models describing theéroafthe pulsar wind
nebula (e.g., the one discussed in 40), where the minimetreleand positron lumi-
nosity is not expected to be lower than a few percent. Thubjscontext, the current
results can be used to constrain the fraction of the spinadominosity which is trans-
ferred to particle acceleration needed to fit the excesdrspelserved by AMS-02.

Finally, the satisfactory agreement between the modeldtendata leads to keep
into account PWN as source of electrons and positrons. Tdretea realistic LIS

should include this type of electrons and positrons sources
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