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ABSTRACT

We present a study of the expectations for very-high-energy (VHE) to ultra-high-energy (UHE) gamma-ray and neutrino emission
from interacting cosmic rays in our Galaxy as well as a comparison to the latest results for the Galactic UHE diffuse emission. We
demonstrate the importance of properly accounting for both the mixed cosmic-ray composition and the gamma-ray absorption. We
adopt the wounded-nucleon model of nucleus interactions and provide parameterisations of the resulting gamma-ray and neutrino
production. Nucleon shielding due to clustering inside nuclei is shown to have a measurable effect on the production of gamma rays
and is particularly evident close to breaks and cutoffs in mixed-composition particle spectra. The change in composition around the
‘knee’ in the cosmic ray spectrum has a noticeable impact on the diffuse neutrino and gamma-ray emission spectra. We show that
current and near-future detectors can probe these differences in the key energy range from 10 TeV to 1 PeV, testing the paradigm of
the universality of the cosmic ray spectrum and composition throughout the Galaxy.
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1. Introduction

Collisions between energetic cosmic rays (CRs) and target nuclei
in astrophysical environments generate neutral (π0) and charged
pions (π±), which decay to produce γ rays, electrons, positrons,
and neutrinos. The secondary products, which encode details of
both the CR and target populations, are in principle measurable
at Earth. The accurate interpretation of such measurements is
necessary to understand both the acceleration and propagation of
CRs in our Galaxy. The charge and mass of both beam and target
species have an impact on secondary production (see Kafexhiu
et al. 2014, and references therein). Yet this effect is often ig-
nored in high-energy astrophysics, where hadronic interactions
are commonly restricted to the idealised case of CR protons col-
liding with hydrogen nuclei.

At energies close to the threshold energy for pion production
and below, effects such as the sub-threshold pion production or
hard photon emission occur, which have previously been inves-
tigated in detail (Kafexhiu 2016; Yang et al. 2018). At higher en-
ergies, in many cases the contribution of nuclei can be neglected
or captured in a modest scaling factor (see for example Mori
2009). However, around spectral breaks or cutoffs in the particle
spectra, approximating the influence of nuclei in the CR beam
via simple energy-independent scaling factors is known to give
erroneous predictions (e.g. Kachelriess et al. 2014). Thus, when
modelling hadronic γ-ray and neutrino emission from sources,
which for most cases will have a maximum particle kinetic en-
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ergy that is rigidity limited, consideration of the composition is
necessary.

The same holds true for modelling diffuse γ-ray and neu-
trino emission from Galactic CR collisions with the interstellar
medium (ISM) in the Milky Way at energies around the ‘knee’
feature, at a few PeV in the all-particle CR spectrum. Improve-
ments in γ-ray (Amenomori et al. 2019; Amenomori et al. 2021;
Abeysekara et al. 2020; di Sciascio & LHAASO Collaboration
2016; Bai et al. 2019; CTA Consortium et al. 2019; Albert et al.
2019; Huentemeyer et al. 2019) and neutrino (Blaufuss & Karle
2017; Aartsen et al. 2021) detection capabilities in the TeV to
PeV energy range enable multi-messenger probing in the win-
dow specifically relevant to the CR knee. This energy range has
a particular significance, as the knee feature in the all-particle CR
spectrum plays a central role in the theory of Galactic CR origins
(e.g. Hillas 2005). The physical mechanism underlying the for-
mation of the knee is an open question. Although supernova rem-
nants remain the most plausible candidate for most Galactic CR
production, the current theoretical understanding indicates that
favourable conditions are already necessary to accelerate PeV
protons, conditions that likely only occur in a subset of super-
nova remnants (Bell et al. 2013; Marcowith et al. 2018).

Observations that indicate PeV CR sources associated with
star forming regions are emerging (see for example Aharonian
et al. 2019; Bykov et al. 2020), as are candidate sources in the
Galactic centre region (HESS Collaboration et al. 2016). Con-
vincing evidence for the mechanism(s) that can account for the
PeV CR flux at Earth, let alone the break in the all-particle spec-
trum at∼ 3−4 PeV is, however, still lacking. With the next gener-
ation of γ-ray instruments, the identification of Galactic sources
of PeV CRs is anticipated (CTA Consortium et al. 2019). At the
same time, sensitivity to the diffuse Galactic γ-ray and neutrino
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emission will see major improvements in the near future. In both
cases, the ability to accurately interpret and distinguish spectral
features, including the possible influence of composition effects,
is paramount and can provide validation of existing and future
theories. We note, as an example, that a significant deviation in
the expected Galactic diffuse emission associated with the knee
feature would necessitate a revision of our current paradigm of
CR origins.

Owing to its importance for the interpretation of the emis-
sion, both in very-high-energy (VHE) γ-ray sources and the dif-
fuse emission in the Galaxy, we consider in the following the
impact of target and beam composition on the resulting hadronic
emission and its signatures. To address these problems, the γ-
ray and neutrino emission for CRs and target species of arbitrary
composition and input spectrum have been incorporated into the
open-source GAMERA code (Hahn 2015). The results are ap-
plied to two relevant cases: rigidity-limited accelerators and dif-
fuse Galactic emission.

The Tibet ASγ Collaboration recently reported on the first
detection of diffuse γ-ray emission from the Galactic disk above
100 TeV (Amenomori et al. 2021). While the diffuse ultra-high-
energy (UHE) γ-ray and neutrino emission from the Galaxy has
been previously considered (Lipari & Vernetto 2018), details of
the composition had not been directly addressed. In the follow-
ing, we focus specifically on the composition effects close to the
knee in light of these new observational results, comparing γ-ray
and neutrino expectations, and identify signatures that might be
measurable in the near future.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sect. 2 we first
describe the method used to account for the composition in the
production of γ rays, neutrinos, and electrons and positrons in
hadronic collisions. This is followed by an investigation of the
effects relevant for sources with a rigidity-dependent cutoff and
the development of a simple approximation for the γ-ray and
neutrino emission from exponential cutoff power-law distributed
CRs. In Sect. 3 we turn to the investigation of the implications
for the diffuse γ-ray and neutrino emission from the Galactic
plane. We conclude with a summary and discussion of our results
(Sect. 4). Additional details are provided in the appendix.

2. Modelling γ-ray and neutrino production in
sources with rigidity-limited cutoff

For all conceivable astrophysical sources of CRs, the maximum
energy is rigidity dependent. The composition of the accelerated
particle distribution depends on the environmental conditions in
the vicinity of the accelerator. For example, most young super-
nova shocks propagate into the winds of their progenitors, which
may have a significantly depleted hydrogen content relative to
the typical ISM (e.g. Langer 2012). If PeV CRs are primarily
produced in the very early stages of core-collapse supernovae
(e.g. Bell et al. 2013), understanding the hadronic radiative sig-
natures of these sources requires an accurate picture of composi-
tion effects beyond the idealised scenario of proton-proton colli-
sion.

The γ-ray and neutrino production from nucleus-nucleus col-
lisions was implemented in the open-source GAMERA code
(Hahn 2015). The algorithm for producing the spectrum fol-
lowed closely the method developed in Kelner et al. (2006)
updated to include improvements discussed in Kafexhiu et al.
(2014). Collisions between nuclei in this work are approximated
with the so-called wounded nucleon model (Białłas et al. 1976;
Rybczyński & Broniowski 2011), in which the collision is de-
scribed as a series of interactions between individual nucleons.

In this approximation, effects that may result from the motion
or excitation inside the whole nucleus are neglected. Produc-
tion of secondary particles, such as neutral or charged pions,
is the sum of all individual nucleon-nucleon secondary particle
productions. The collision between individual nucleons is thus
treated as a collision between two protons. The total production
rates for the different products are in general given by

dN(E)
dE dt

= (1)∑
i, j

cn j

∫ ∞

E
κ(Ep,i)σinel(Ep,i)Jp,i(Ep,i)F

(
E

Ep,i
, Ep,i

)
dEp,i

Ep,i
.

Here, the index i refers to the respective CR species and
the index j to the target species. Ep,i = Ep/Ai is the energy
per nucleon of CR species i with mass number Ai, σinel the
inelastic cross-section from Kafexhiu et al. (2014), Jp,i the
energy number density of CR species i, and F(x, Ep) is the
differential number of photons/neutrinos produced between
x and x + dx per collision from Kelner et al. (2006). The
factor κ accounts for the changes due to different nuclei,

κ =
[
Aiσ(p, A j, Ep, j) + A jσ(p, Ai, Ep, j)

] /
[2σinel], (see Kafexhiu

et al. 2014, Eq. 20). σ(p, A j, Ep, j) is the nucleus-nucleus
reaction cross-section of a proton CR with a nucleus of mass
number A j (Eq. 18 in Kafexhiu et al. 2014).

To highlight the implications of composition variations, we
compare in Fig. 1 the γ-ray spectral energy distributions pro-
duced by rigidity-dependent exponential cutoff power-law dis-
tributed CRs,

dN
dE
= Np ·

(
E
E0

)−αp

exp
(
−

E
Ecut,p · A

)
, (2)

for different target compositions. All curves were normalised
with respect to the idealised case of pure hydrogen (target and
beam) at 100 GeV and the CRs carried the same total energy
above 1 GeV. The cutoff for hydrogen CRs was at 1 PeV, for the
other species it was adjusted according to their rigidity. We used
αp = 2 for all curves in Fig. 1.

We considered first the effect due to a different ambi-
ent medium composition. We adopted typical local Galac-
tic ISM conditions using relative abundances of H(A=1),
He(A=4), C(A=12), N(A=14), O(A=16), Ne(A=20), Mg(A=24),
Si(A=28), S(A=32), and Fe(A=56) of 1 : 9.59 × 10−2 :
4.65 × 10−4 : 8.3 × 10−5 : 8.3 × 10−4 : 1.2 × 10−4 :
3.87 × 10−5 : 3.69 × 10−5 : 1.59 × 10−5 : 3.25 × 10−5 (see e.g.
Meyer 1985). Wind or accelerator specific composition mod-
els will be left to a future study. If the total number density is
conserved, relative to the reference hydrogen (i.e. pure proton-
proton collisions) case, there is an approximate 20 % increase
in the emission (solid blue line). This increase is constant over
the whole energy range. However, if instead of the number den-
sity we fixed the total number of nucleons or the mass den-
sity in the ambient medium, there is a reduction by ∼5 % (blue
dashed line). These effects can be understood as resulting from
the three-dimensional structure of the nuclei: If the number den-
sity is conserved, the nuclei are simply larger, and therefore the
cross-section increases. If the number of nucleons or the mass
density is conserved, the matter distribution is concentrated in
the individual nuclei. The nucleons thus shield each other, re-
ducing the cross-section slightly.

Two other effects are observed if the hydrogen CRs are re-
placed by iron (green solid line). Firstly the emission in the flat
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Fig. 1: Gamma-ray emission for different CR and ambient
medium compositions. The total energy in CRs is the same in
all cases, while the cutoff in each case is rigidity dependent, set
to Z PeV. All curves are normalised to the value of the case of
hydrogen colliding with a hydrogen ISM at 100 GeV (black dot-
ted line). The solid blue line shows the emission for the same CR
spectrum but with an ISM composed of different nuclei, with the
same number density as in the pure hydrogen case. In the blue
dotted line, hydrogen is colliding with an ISM, but now the total
ISM mass is conserved. The green line shows the spectrum from
a pure iron beam colliding with hydrogen. The red line shows
the case for 50 % hydrogen CRs and 50 % oxygen CRs colliding
with the ISM (also with the same number density as in the pure
hydrogen case).
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Fig. 2: Same as Fig. 1, but with a steeper power-law slope of
αp = 2.5.

part of the spectrum is noticeably reduced. A small contribu-
tion to this effect can be attributed to the normalisation; the
rigidity-dependent cutoff occurs at 26 times that of hydrogen
CRs, and since the total energy was fixed, the overall normal-
isation must reduce. However, the dominant effect comes from
the CR composition due to nucleons shielding each other. The
other crucial factor concerns the role of the spectral index of the

CR distribution. In the case of a power-law particle distribution
dN/dE ∝ E−2, the energy is distributed equally across the CR
spectrum, which is obviously not the case for steeper or harder
spectra. Because γ-ray-producing nucleons emitting at the same
energy as individual hydrogen atoms reside in nuclei with energy
A times larger, different particle spectral shapes lead to differ-
ent number densities at the required energy, which modifies the
emission. This can be seen in Fig. 2, which is equivalent in all
aspects to Fig. 1 but with αp = 2.5. The emission from the pure
iron case is one order of magnitude below the emission from
pure hydrogen, a reduction factor of ∼5 compared to the αp = 2
scenario.

The final effect has to do with spectral features. The cutoff
in the green curve in Fig. 1 occurs at a lower energy relative to
the pure hydrogen case, even though the cutoff in the CRs occurs
at a higher energy due to the rigidity dependence. The reason is
that although the cutoff occurs at an energy a factor of Z higher,
the resulting γ rays occur at an energy Z/A ≈ 0.5 lower, where
Z is the number of protons in the nucleus.

Figure 1 also shows the emission from mixed CRs, hy-
drogen, and oxygen, where the energy is distributed equally
between both species. Although the ISM composition leads to
an enhancement, the emission at 100 GeV is on the same level
as the pure hydrogen case. The cutoff in the γ rays occurs at
lower energies as in the hydrogen case, but not by a factor of
0.5. Although in this case there is not much difference from the
pure hydrogen case, the effects can be severe in other setups,
especially in the case of different power-law slopes. In Fig. 2,
the differences in the red curve are already more noticeable for
a slope of αp = 2.5.

The results presented here were determined using the full
GAMERA solutions. The GAMERA code is publicly available1.
As an additional aid for future theoretical studies, we also pro-
vide simple parametrisations for the secondary spectra produced
in collisions between arbitrary power-law CR spectra with expo-
nential cutoffs (Eq. 2) and gas targets. The resulting γ-ray and
neutrino spectral energy distribution was calculated numerically
and fitted with the function

f (E) = N ·
(

E
E0

)−α
exp

− (
E

Ecut

)β. (3)

Details and tabulated values for α, β, Ecut, and N expressed
as functions of Np, αp, Ecut,p, and A are provided in the appendix.
The parametrisation is valid until energies of Ecut,p ∼ 1 PeV and
can therefore be used to investigate effects of the composition for
high energetic individual sources and for diffuse Galactic emis-
sion from rigidity-dependent knees in the CR spectra.

3. Galactic diffuse emission

The Galactic diffuse γ-ray emission has been measured by the
Fermi-LAT Collaboration (Ackermann et al. 2012) between 0.1
and 1000 GeV. The composition of CRs at Earth is similarly
well measured in this energy domain, and the modification of
the expected diffuse γ-ray and neutrino emission relative to the
proton-proton case has been calculated (Mori 2009; Kachelriess
et al. 2014). However, as shown in Sect. 2, the effect of a mixed
composition on the diffuse emission can be more significant in
the presence of cutoffs or breaks, as has also been pointed out by
Kachelriess et al. (2014). The first measurements of the diffuse

1 https://github.com/libgamera/GAMERA
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Fig. 3: All-particle CR data from IceCube/IceTop (Rawlins & IceCube Collaboration 2015), KASCADE-Grande (Schoo et al. 2015),
NUCLEON (Grebenyuk et al. 2019), the Pierre Auger Observatory (The Pierre Auger Collaboration et al. 2015), the Telescope
Array (Ivanov 2015), and the Tunka-133 Array (Prosin et al. 2014). The black line shows the all-particle spectrum from Model A
and the blue line that from Model B. We also show separately the spectra of hydrogen (red) and helium (orange), where solid lines
are for Model A and dashed lines for Model B. The combined spectrum of all species heavier than H and He is depicted with the
green line, which is the same for Model A as for Model B (see text for more details). The model curves for hydrogen and helium,
together with the corresponding single-particle data, are displayed in Fig. 4. The corresponding figures for the different heavier
nucleus species are shown in Appendix C.

γ-ray emission between 100 TeV and 1 PeV were recently re-
ported by the Tibet ASγ Collaboration (Amenomori et al. 2021).
The local CR spectrum is also well constrained in this energy do-
main (Grebenyuk et al. 2019); however, since spatial variations
in composition and spectrum are expected (see e.g. Acero et al.
2016), it is also important to assess the impact of composition at
these high energies.

While the improved sensitivity of the High-Altitude Water
Cherenkov Gamma-Ray Observatory (HAWC) and Large High
Altitude Air Shower Observatory (LHAASO) enables more pre-
cise measurements, with the data reported by the Tibet ASγ
Collaboration it is already possible to make several important
conclusions. We develop in the following a simple model for
the diffuse γ-ray and neutrino emission. The key elements in-
clude: a model for the CR spectrum, including shape, composi-
tion, normalisation and cutoff of the different components; gas
distribution in the Galactic disk; photon field in Galactic plane
to determine absorption. These effects have been explored pre-
viously by Lipari & Vernetto (2018) who highlight in particular
the importance of absorption. They also consider variations in
the spectral index across the Galaxy, and their model is used
in fitting the data by the Tibet ASγ Collaboration (Amenomori
et al. 2021). Since composition effects are not discussed directly
in these works, and CRs with energies above the knee are not
considered, we revisit these issues here. With the new data, it
is possible to better constrain the abundances of different CR
species at energies of 100 TeV and above.

To develop an illustrative CR model, we retrieved CR data
from the Cosmic-Ray DataBase (Maurin et al. 2014, 2020). We

used all-particle data from IceCube/IceTop (Rawlins & IceCube
Collaboration 2015), the Karlsruhe Shower Core and Array
Detector-Grande (KASCADE-Grande) (Schoo et al. 2015), NU-
CLEON (Grebenyuk et al. 2019), the Pierre Auger Observatory
(The Pierre Auger Collaboration et al. 2015), the Telescope Ar-
ray (TA) (Ivanov 2015), and the Tunka-133 Array (Prosin et al.
2014). For the most abundant CR species hydrogen (H), helium
(He), carbon (C), oxygen (O), magnesium (Mg), silicon (Si), and
iron (Fe), we used data from the Alpha Magnetic Spectrometer-
02 (AMS-02) (Aguilar et al. 2015, 2017, 2020), the Cosmic
Ray Energetics and Mass-III experiment (CREAM-III) (Yoon
et al. 2017), CREAM-II (Ahn et al. 2009), the Advanced Thin
Ionization Calorimeter-2 (ATIC-2) (Panov et al. 2009), NU-
CLEON (Grebenyuk et al. 2019), the Dark Matter Particle Ex-
plorer (DAMPE) (An et al. 2019; Alemanno et al. 2021), Tunka-
133 (Prosin et al. 2014), KASCADE-Grande (The KASCADE-
Grande Collaboration et al. 2013), and IceCube/IceTop (Aartsen
et al. 2019).

Our total CR model consists of three different components,
two Galactic components determining the shape until the ankle,
and although not relevant in this study, for completeness, we in-
cluded an extragalactic component dominating above ∼1019 eV.
The first Galactic component for H and He follows an exponen-
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Fig. 4: Cosmic-ray model components of hydrogen (left) and helium (right) together with the corresponding data from AMS-02
(Aguilar et al. 2015), CREAM-III (Yoon et al. 2017), ATIC-2 (Panov et al. 2009), NUCLEON (Grebenyuk et al. 2019), DAMPE (An
et al. (2019) for H, Alemanno et al. (2021) for He), Tunka-133 (Prosin et al. 2014), KASCADE-Grande (The KASCADE-Grande
Collaboration et al. 2013), and IceCube/IceTop (Aartsen et al. 2019). Model A is shown with the solid black line and Model B with
the solid blue line. The black dashed line shows the contribution from the first Galactic component for Model A and the blue dashed
line for Model B. The second components and the extragalactic component for hydrogen are the same in Models A and B and
are shown with dashed-dotted lines and a dotted line in the case of the extragalactic component. Figures for the other CR species,
carbon, oxygen, magnesium, silicon, and iron, can be found in Appendix C.

Table 1: Parameters for the first Galactic components of H and
He for Models A and B (Eq. 4).

Model A Model B
Parameter H He H He

N0/k 28.2 16.0 28.2 16.0
E1 [GeV] 2.0 × 103 4.0 × 103 2.0 × 103 3.0 × 103

E2 [GeV] 2.5 × 104 4.0 × 104 1.5 × 104 9.0 × 103

α1 2.815 2.71 2.815 2.71
α2 2.45 2.32 2.4 2.2
α3 2.72 2.66 3.0 2.87

Ecut [PeV] 9 5 9 5

Notes. E0 is fixed to 10 GeV in all cases. k = 4π/(104c)·cm−2 s−1 GeV−1,
where c is the speed of light such that N0/k is unit-less.

tial cutoff power-law spectrum with two breaks:

dN
dE
= N0

(
E
E0

)−α1

exp
(
−

E
Ecut

)
(4)

×

1 + (
E
E1

)2
−(α2−α1)

2
1 + (

E
E2

)2
−(α3−α2)

2

.

Data from different experiments show discrepancies, especially
at energies above ∼10 TeV. To investigate the effects of differ-
ent power-law slopes permitted by the data on the γ-ray and
ν spectra, two different shapes for this H and He component
were adopted, leading to two different models: In Model A the
model follows the data from AMS-02 and NUCLEON, whereas
in Model B it matches the AMS-02 and CREAM data. The val-
ues for the free parameters in Eq. 4 can be found in Table 1, and
E0 = 10 GeV in all cases.

The first Galactic components of the elements C, O, Mg, Si,
and Fe were modelled with an exponential cutoff power law with

Table 2: Parameters for the first Galactic components of C, O,
Mg, Si, and Fe (Eq. 5).

N0/k E1 [GeV] α1 α2 Ecut [PeV]
C 3.5 7.0 × 103 2.7 2.45 9
O 6.0 7.0 × 103 2.7 2.5 6

Mg 3.0 1.0 × 104 2.75 2.55 42
Si 2.5 1.0 × 104 2.7 2.5 39
Fe 10.0 1.0 × 104 2.8 2.55 36

Notes. E0 is fixed to 10 GeV in all cases. k = 4π/(104c)·cm−2 s−1 GeV−1,
where c is the speed of light such that N0/k is unit-less. The parameters
are the same in Model A and Model B.

only one spectral break:

dN
dE
= N0

(
E
E0

)−α1
1 + (

E
E1

)2
−(α2−α1)

2

· exp
(
−

E
Ecut

)
, (5)

where E0 is again fixed to 10 GeV. The values of the other pa-
rameters can be found in Table 2; they are the same in both mod-
els.

The second Galactic component follows an exponential cut-
off power law for every particle species:

dN
dE
= N0

(
E
E0

)
· exp

(
−

E
Ecut

)
. (6)

It dominates between ≈ 1 × 1017 eV and ≈ 3 × 1018 eV and is
responsible for the hardening of the spectrum above the second
knee. In Models A and B, the parameters were kept the same;
they can be found in Table 3. In this energy range, all-particle
data as well as data for different particle groups are available.
The single-particle group data in this region depend strongly on
the interaction model used, and there are discrepancies between
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Table 3: Values for all species of the second component and the
extragalactic component (Eq. 6).

N0/k α Ecut [PeV]
H 6.0 × 10−6 2.5 70
He 4.0 × 10−6 2.5 140
C 6.0 × 10−7 2.45 420
O 6.0 × 10−7 2.45 560

Mg 5.0 × 10−7 2.45 840
Si 3.0 × 10−7 2.45 980
Fe 8.0 × 10−7 2.4 840

H, extragalactic 1.4 × 10−7 2.4 45 × 103

Notes. The extragalactic component is assumed to consist solely of hy-
drogen for the sake of simplicity. k = 4π/(104c) ·cm−2 s−1 GeV−1, where
c is the speed of light such that N0/k is unit-less. The parameters are the
same in Model A and Model B.

different observatories. The parameters in Table 3 were adapted
to match not only single-particle data, but also to fit the all-
particle spectrum. Because we distinguished between C, O, Mg,
and Si, while the data are given in terms of elemental groups,
it was assumed that the data are composed of equal parts of the
different group members.

To match the hardening at the ankle above several 1018 eV,
we introduced an additional component of most likely ex-
tragalactic origin, assumed to follow an exponential cutoff
power law (Eq. 6). Since the composition of this component
is even more speculative than the one for the second Galactic
component, we made the simplifying assumption that it consists
solely of hydrogen. This is motivated by evidence that the
composition at the ankle is lighter; however, we emphasise
that it plays no role in the results that follow. The values of
the parameters of this component can be found in Table 3 as well.

The CR models are illustrated in Fig. 3. The data points show
all-particle data from IceCube/IceTop, KASCADE-Grande, NU-
CLEON, the Pierre Auger Observatory, the Telescope Array, and
the Tunka-133 Array. The different lines show the sum of all CR
species of Models A and B, the contributions of H and He for
Models A and B, and all heavier species combined. Above PeV
energies, heavier nuclei dominate over H or He. One can see
that Model B does not follow well the all-particle data from NU-
CLEON above ∼10 TeV. This is because H and He in this model
follow the data from CREAM, which lies below NUCLEON.
Model B also undershoots the low-energy data from Tunka and
IceCube/IceTop, but it is still slightly above the low-energy
KASCADE-Grande data. Figure 4 shows the model curves for H
and He in detail together with the corresponding data. Not only
Model A and Model B are depicted, but also the contributions
from the different components. Model curves for the other indi-
vidual particle species, together with the corresponding data, can
be found in Appendix C. The parameters were not only adapted
to match the individual CR data but also the all-particle spec-
trum.

In addition to the γ rays and neutrinos, the decay of charged
pions produces e− and e+, which subsequently emit γ rays by
inverse Compton (IC) scattering and bremsstrahlung. If the
Galactic interstellar CR density, the density of the ISM, the
large-scale radiation fields, and the effective magnetic fields
do not change significantly on timescales shorter than the
cooling times, the particles will have established an equilibrium
between production by hadronic collisions and losses. We

therefore estimated their contribution to the total γ-ray spectrum
by calculating the emission from their equilibrium spectra,
determined by the production rate from the CR model and losses
due to synchrotron radiation, bremsstrahlung and IC scattering
across the Milky Way. For these calculations we used the density
model from Ferrière (1998); Ferrière et al. (2007), the magnetic
field model from Jansson & Farrar (2012a,b) and the radiation
model from Popescu et al. (2017) together with the cosmic
microwave background (CMB). We found that the contribution
was always less than a few per cent of the total emission
above 100 GeV and therefore negligible. Even in the worst-case
scenario, in which synchrotron losses are neglected in the
calculation of the equilibrium spectra, the resulting emission
from secondaries is below 10 %. This is consistent with the esti-
mates of Lipari & Vernetto (2018), and therefore, the emission
from secondary particles is omitted in the following calculations.

At energies above ∼100 TeV, the absorption of γ rays by in-
terstellar radiation fields and the CMB becomes significant. To
take this into account, we calculated the absorption in the Galac-
tic axisymmetric radiation model from Popescu et al. (2017) and
the CMB. We assumed that the spectral shape and composition
of the CRs is unchanged throughout the Galaxy but that the total
CR density scales according to Lipari & Vernetto (2018) Eq. 16
with

NCR = N� ·
sech(r/RCR) sech(z/ZCR)

sech(r�/RCR)
. (7)

Here, N� is the CR density at the Sun, r� is the radial distance
of the Sun towards the Galactic centre, and RCR = 5.1 kpc and
ZCR = 1 kpc are constants taken to be the same as in Lipari
& Vernetto (2018). For the density of the target material, we
used the interstellar density from the model by Ferrière (1998);
Ferrière et al. (2007). The e+ and e− particles produced in the γγ
collisions will subsequently re-emit at lower energies. However,
in the case of power-law spectra softer than ∼ −2, this effect
is not important due to the lower energy content in γ rays in
the absorption energy regime compared to the lower energies,
where the additional emission occurs (Murase & Beacom 2012),
and can therefore be neglected.

To highlight the differences induced by different particle
species on the γ-ray and neutrino spectra, the composition and
the spectral index were assumed to be constant throughout the
Galaxy. In additional to the spatial distribution of the CRs in
Eq. 7, we allowed for an overall normalisation constant, which
was determined by fitting the γ-ray emission to the data from
the Astrophysical Radiation with Ground-based Observatory at
YangBaJing (ARGO-YBJ) (Bartoli et al. 2015) and from the Ti-
bet ASγ Collaboration (Amenomori et al. 2021) for the Galactic
longitude range 25° < l < 100° and Galactic latitudes |b|< 5°.
For the ISM composition, the same relative abundances as in
Sect. 2 were used.

The results are shown in Fig. 5. Data from ARGO-YBJ
and from the Tibet air shower and muon detector array (Ti-
bet AS+MD) are displayed together with the emission from the
mixed CR Models A and B described above and shown in Fig.
3. For comparison, we also plot two extreme cases where the CR
particles from Model A are exclusively hydrogen or iron. The
emission without absorption is shown as well. In all cases, the
normalisation was fitted separately to match best the γ-ray data.
This accounts for the similar flux levels of the pure hydrogen,
the pure iron and the mixed CR models below ∼10 TeV. The γ-
ray production rate from the pure hydrogen case with the same
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Fig. 5: Gamma-ray fluxes from different CR models together
with data from ARGO-YBJ (Bartoli et al. 2015) and the Ti-
bet air shower array and muon detector array (Tibet AS+MD)
(Amenomori et al. 2021) for Galactic longitudes 25° ≤ l ≤ 100°
and Galactic latitudes with |b|≤ 5°. Each colour represents a dif-
ferent CR model; the solid lines are with absorption, and the cor-
responding dotted lines without. The curves are normalised by
a fit on the data by taking the absorption into account. The blue
colour represents Model A, with all different CR species. The or-
ange and red curves assume that all CR species of Model A are
hydrogen or iron, respectively. The cyan curve is the emission
from Model B, where the H and He CR spectra are changed with
respect to Model A. The corresponding all-sky Galactic neutrino
fluxes are shown in Fig. 6.

normalisation as in the mixed model would be a factor of 1.9
above the mixed-composition case at 1 TeV. The fitted mixed CR
Model A curve is only 23 % above an estimation of the flux cal-
culated with the Galactic hydrogen density given by the model
from Ferrière (1998); Ferrière et al. (2007) and assuming the CR
density profile in Eq. 7 from Lipari & Vernetto (2018).

Above ∼30 TeV, the spectrum from the mixed CR Model
A starts to soften with respect to the hydrogen case. This effect
becomes increasingly important for higher energies. At 1 PeV,
the pure hydrogen case is a factor of 1.5 above the mixed
Model A. For the pure Fe case, a spectral softening can be
observed already below 10 TeV. This is expected because any
spectral feature will appear at an energy 1/A with respect to
hydrogen, where A = 56 for iron (see Sect. 2). The pure iron
case is of course extreme, but any different assumption about
the composition will be situated between the hydrogen and the
iron curves.

We now consider the mixed CR Model B shown in Fig. 5. In
terms of the shape of the γ-ray emission, the curve lies between
the mixed Model A and the pure Fe case. This demonstrates
that changes in the spectral index of the underlying CR spec-
tra can have very similar effects as a change in the composition.
Disentangling these effects is nearly impossible with γ-ray data
alone. Interpretations of future high-resolution measurements of
the Galactic diffuse γ-ray emission should therefore take into ac-
count possible effects of a change in the composition as well as
possible spectral changes.
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Fig. 6: Predicted all-sky Galactic neutrino emission (solid lines)
together with combined limits from IceCube and ANTARES
(Albert et al. 2018) (dashed and dashed-dotted line for the
KRAγ5 and KRAγ50 model, respectively). The different colours
represent neutrino emission from the same CR models for the
γ-ray emission in Fig. 5. The blue line is the neutrino flux from
the mixed CR Model A, and the orange and red lines show the
emission assuming all CR species from Model A are H or Fe,
respectively. The cyan curve shows the results for Model B.

Above energies of ∼100 TeV, the absorption becomes no-
ticeable. Maximum absorption occurs between 2 and 3 PeV due
to the CMB with a reduction in flux down to 61 %. Because the
CR density distribution is the same for all models and the com-
position is assumed to be equal throughout the Galaxy, the ab-
sorption is the same for all model curves and does not mask any
differences due to composition. A different CR density distribu-
tion can have a moderate effect on the absorption: For the case
of constant CR density but the same ISM density distribution,
the flux is at most reduced down to 56 %. The slightly increased
absorption is caused by a larger relative fraction of the emission
being emitted at further distances and therefore being subject to
stronger absorption (see also Appendix E).

The mixed Model A and the pure hydrogen case can match
the ARGO-YBJ and the Tibet AS+MD data points best. In case
of an extremely heavy composition such as in the pure Fe case,
the emission drops already at energies of tens of TeV, making it
impossible to account for the emission measured above 100 TeV.
The mixed Model B nearly touches the lower error of the sec-
ond Tibet AS+MD data point but fails to fit the first data point.
Thus, Model A is preferred over Model B, suggesting that the
NUCLEON data provide a more consistent picture relative to
one derived from CREAM data. A mix between Model A and
the pure hydrogen case could better account for the first and the
second Tibet AS+MD data point as the curves shown, but more
data with more statistics are needed to derive firm conclusions.
Changes in the CR spectrum could have similar effects. None
of the models can account for the highest energy data point.
Two effects make this even more difficult, namely the presence
of heavier nuclei and the absorption. Therefore, it seems very
likely that a large contribution at this energy comes from un-
resolved sources. This is in line with the conclusions from the
Tibet ASγ Collaboration that four of the ten photons in that en-
ergy bin were detected within 4° of the direction of the Cygnus
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Fig. 7: Contributions from hydrogen (dashed lines), helium
(dashed-dotted lines), and heavier nuclei (dotted lines) to the to-
tal γ-ray and neutrino fluxes (solid lines). Model A is represented
by blue colours and Model B by cyan. The upper panel shows
the γ-ray emission together with the data from Tibet AS+MD
(Amenomori et al. 2021) and ARGO-YBJ (Bartoli et al. 2015),
the lower panel the neutrino fluxes together with the limits from
Albert et al. (2018). The solid lines are the same as in Figs. 5 and
6.

cocoon. The upper panel of Fig. 7 shows the respective contri-
bution from H, He and combined heavier species to the γ-ray
emission from both mixed CR models in Fig. 5. Hydrogen CRs
are responsible for the largest fraction of the emission (& 64 %
Model A, & 67 % Model B), followed by helium (. 28 % Model
A, . 24 % Model B). All heavier nuclei combined account for
less than 9 % of the emission in Model A (16 % Model B) at all
energies. Changes in the fraction or spectral indices of H and He
CRs will therefore have the biggest effects on the resulting γ-ray
emission.

The corresponding neutrino emission was also calculated for
each case and compared to combined IceCube and Astronomy
with a Neutrino Telescope and Abyss Environmental Research
project (ANTARES) limits from Albert et al. (2018). Because
the limits from IceCube are for the integrated all-sky neutrino
emission, the corresponding neutrino emission from the fitted
models in Fig. 5 was re-scaled according to the angular inte-

grated CR and ambient medium column densities. The results
are shown in Fig. 6. The same trends observable in the γ rays
also appear in the neutrino fluxes. The limits presented depend
strongly on the underlying models. At energies below ∼10 TeV,
the blue curve for Model A is slightly above the limits, but the
pure hydrogen case is consistent with the KRAγ5 limit (KRAγ
model with a 5 PeV cutoff; see Gaggero et al. 2015 for details).
However, different assumptions in the CR and ambient medium
density distribution could change this, and different underlying
models in the calculation of the neutrino limits have effects as
well. More statistics in the neutrino data will greatly improve
the confidence of the limits. We therefore conclude that Model
A and the pure hydrogen case are both broadly consistent with
neutrino limits. Future neutrino observatories might be able to
probe the Galactic emission or to constrain the emission better.
The relative contributions of H, He, and heavier nuclei to the
neutrino emission in both models are nearly the same as for γ
rays; the corresponding figure is shown in the lower panel of
Fig. 7.

The results show that the effects of composition on γ-ray and
neutrino emission should be taken into account in the interpreta-
tion of measurements of diffuse γ-ray emission. First, the level of
emission at energies below the knee feature is affected. If the all-
particle CR spectrum contains a larger amount of heavier nuclei,
γ-ray and neutrino production is reduced relative to the pure hy-
drogen case. This can in principle be accounted for by a nuclear
enhancement factor, but this factor will vary across the Galaxy.
However, a change in ISM or CR density has the same effect
and would be difficult to disentangle. The second effect related
to composition concerns the shape of the break associated with
the knee: if heavier nuclei become more abundant, this break
will be shifted to lower energy if the energy at which the knee
occurs remains the same. In theory, this allows measurement of
the composition independently across the Galaxy if sufficiently
accurate data are available and the CR spectrum is unchanged.
If the CR knee is not constant across the Galaxy, for example
close to extreme CR sources, or the spectral shape of the CRs
changes throughout the Galaxy, it would have similar effects.
Future measurements should be interpreted with these different
effects in mind, and the composition should not be neglected.

4. Conclusions

The mixed composition of CRs and target gas is frequently ne-
glected in γ-ray studies. A notable exception is Ahlers et al.
(2016), in which a strong dependence on composition was
demonstrated for estimates of the diffuse neutrino flux. The sen-
sitivity of the neutrino flux to the CR composition was also
explored by Joshi et al. (2014), revealing a similar behaviour.
We have shown that for realistic composition and the expected
rigidity-dependent cutoffs, there is a significant softening ex-
pected in the spectra of hadronic sources and the diffuse Galac-
tic emission from strong interactions. The mixed composition
enhances the CR knee as a feature of diffuse γ-ray emission,
with a steeper decline expected above ∼100 TeV that makes the
feature easier to detect. This implicitly assumes that the compo-
sition and spectrum of CRs measured at Earth are characteristic
of the Galaxy as a whole. Such studies are timely given the re-
ported differences between the hydrogen spectra above ∼1 PeV
calculated by the KASCADE and IceCube/IceTop experiments
(see Lipari & Vernetto 2020, for discussion).

The recent Tibet AS+MD measurement of Galactic diffuse
emission at hundreds of TeV just starts to test this paradigm,
but near-future measurements with LHAASO and later SWGO
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will tightly constrain not just the spectrum of CRs throughout
the Galaxy, but also the composition around the knee and be-
yond. Similarly, current neutrino limits are very close to the ex-
pected fluxes (Aartsen et al. 2017) given the paradigm of a uni-
versal spectrum and composition. Next-generation instruments
will certainly detect this emission and strongly complement the
γ-ray measurements.

We note that γ-ray instruments with greater sensitivity and
resolution (in comparison to Tibet AS+MD) are required to re-
solve out the majority of the source population, in particular
given the new paradigm that UHE γ-ray emission seems to be
rather common in, for example, pulsar wind nebulae (Albert
et al. 2021; Breuhaus et al. 2021).

Given the prevalence in the community of simplified treat-
ments for mixed composition (when considered at all) that do
not properly capture breaks and cutoffs in the parent population,
we expect the parameterisations provided here to be of rather
general use in improving predictions for VHE and UHE γ-ray
and neutrino emission.
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Appendix A: Comparison of different CR species

In Sect. 2 we discussed the impact of different species on the γ-ray and neutrino spectra for sources with a rigidity-dependent cutoff.
Here, we elaborate on one of the effects mentioned: the reduction due to shielding within nuclei. The effect is illustrated in Fig.
A.1. We let the same nucleons produce the emission, but they are in the first case freely flying as proton CRs, and in the other cases
packed into helium, oxygen, and iron atoms. The cutoff in the γ-ray spectra manifests at the same energy, but the overall emission
for iron is reduced to less than 70 % relative to hydrogen atoms. This effect is almost independent of the power-law slope of the
CRs.
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Fig. A.1: Gamma-ray spectra resulting from interactions of exponentially cut-off power-law distributions. To highlight the effect of
shielding, here the same number of nucleons in a given energy range are present for each species, only distributed into the different
particle nuclei: hydrogen, helium, oxygen, and iron.

Appendix B: Parametrisation

As discussed in the main part of the text, we provide parametrised fits for the emitted spectra of γ rays and neutrinos for exponential
cutoff power-law distributions of the form

dN
dE
= Np ·

(
E
E0

)−αp

exp
(
−

E
Ecut,p · A

)
, (B.1)

where A is the mass number of the beam.
For the target material, we considered the same mixed composition described in Sect. 2. The γ-ray and neutrino spectral energy

distributions were calculated numerically and fitted with the function

f (E) = N ·
(

E
E0

)−α
exp

− (
E

Ecut

)β, (B.2)

with reference energy E0 = 1 TeV. We used the following representations for N, α, Ecut, and β as functions of Np, αp, Ecut,p, and A:
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β =

1∑
i=0

aiα
i
p ln(biEcut,p) + α2

p(c3Ed3
cut,p + e3),

α = αp − δ − 2 with

δ =

2∑
i=0

αi
p(ciE

di
cut,p + ei),

Ecut = 1000 · Ecut,p ·

2∑
i=0

αi
p

 3∑
j=0

ki j ln j(Ecut,p)

 , (B.3)

N =
Np · 1 erg2

1017 · 10κ, with

κ = p0 · α
2
p + p1 · Ap2 + p3 · Ap4 · αp and

pi = qi0 · E
qi1
cut,p + qi2.

The numerically determined values for these variables, for both γ rays and neutrinos, are tabulated below. While we were free
to choose Ecut,p, its unit was set to PeV, as the value most relevant to the present study. In determining the final γ-ray and neutrino
spectra, Eq. 3 should be multiplied with the total number density of the ambient medium.

These approximate parametrisations provide a good description for γ-ray energies between 0.1 TeV and Ecut,p with the free
parameters 1.8 ≤ αp ≤ 3.0, 1 ≤ A ≤ 56 and 10 TeV ≤ Ecut,p ≤ 1 PeV. It works best, with an accuracy much better than 30 % in most
cases, for α ∈ [2.0, 3.0], γ-ray energies below 0.5 × Ecut,p, and neutrino energies below 0.2 × Ecut,p.

At energies well above the cutoff energy in the respective γ-ray and neutrino spectra, the accuracy of the parametrisation
degrades rapidly. But because the emission above these energies is strongly suppressed compared to the level before the cutoff, this
is not a major issue for applications such as predicting the emission from sources with different compositions or fitting spectra to
data. Since the cutoff in the produced neutrinos appears at lower energies than for γ rays produced by the same CRs, the validity
range for the parametrisation of the production of neutrinos is shifted to lower energies.

In Fig. B.1 the parametrisation for the production of γ rays is compared to the full GAMERA calculations for the CR species
hydrogen, oxygen and iron for arbitrary values of Ecut,p and αp.

Table B.1: Parameters ai and bi used for the calculation of β for γ rays and neutrinos in Eq. B.3.

γ rays Neutrinos
ai bi ai bi

i = 0 −9.23 × 10−2 1.93 × 101 −9.83 × 10−2 4.48
i = 1 7.10 × 10−2 1.16 × 103 6.82 × 10−2 2.65 × 102

Table B.2: Parameters ci, di, and ei for the calculation of the parameter δ (and β) for γ rays in Eq. B.3.

γ rays
ci di ei

i = 0 −4.91 × 10−2 −4.81 × 10−1 3.00 × 10−1

i = 1 4.78 × 10−2 −4.19 × 10−1 −1.51 × 10−1

i = 2 −1.25 × 10−2 −3.63 × 10−1 2.78 × 10−2

i = 3 −1.21 × 10−1 1.52 × 10−1 6.47 × 10−2

Table B.3: Parameters ci, di, and ei for the calculation of the parameter δ (and β) for neutrinos in Eq. B.3.

Neutrinos
ci di ei

i = 0 −2.60 × 10−1 −2.86 × 10−1 6.01 × 10−1

i = 1 3.61 × 10−1 −1.96 × 10−1 −4.87 × 10−1

i = 2 −1.03 × 10−1 −1.45 × 10−1 1.18 × 10−1

i = 3 −1.25 × 10−1 1.22 × 10−1 8.59 × 10−2
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Table B.4: Table for the parameters ki j for the calculation of Ecut in Eq. B.3 for γ rays.

γ rays
ki j j = 0 j = 1 j = 2 j = 3

i = 0 −1.77 × 10−2 −5.32 × 10−3 5.46 × 10−3 8.50 × 10−4

i = 1 −3.06 × 10−2 7.91 × 10−3 −5.54 × 10−3 −1.07 × 10−3

i = 2 2.89 × 10−2 −3.53 × 10−3 1.17 × 10−3 2.81 × 10−4

Table B.5: Table for the parameters ki j for the calculation of Ecut in Eq. B.3 for neutrinos.

Neutrinos
ki j j = 0 j = 1 j = 2 j = 3

i = 0 3.10 × 10−2 −3.98 × 10−3 5.02 × 10−4 1.50 × 10−4

i = 1 −5.44 × 10−2 3.48 × 10−3 −5.34 × 10−4 −2.45 × 10−4

i = 2 2.30 × 10−2 −9.52 × 10−4 7.02 × 10−5 5.68 × 10−5

Table B.6: Parameters qi j for the calculation of the parameters pi for γ rays in Eq. B.3.

γ rays
qi j j = 0 j = 1 j = 2

i = 0 −2.69 × 10−2 −4.54 × 10−1 4.99 × 10−1

i = 1 −1.02 × 10−1 −5.51 × 10−1 7.16
i = 2 8.74 × 10−4 −6.24 × 10−1 9.20 × 10−2

i = 3 1.09 × 10−1 −4.91 × 10−1 −3.62
i = 4 1.67 × 10−3 −6.13 × 10−1 9.61 × 10−2

Table B.7: Parameters qi j for the calculation of the parameters pi for neutrinos in Eq. B.3.

Neutrinos
qi j j = 0 j = 1 j = 2

i = 0 −1.14 × 10−1 −2.97 × 10−1 6.11 × 10−1

i = 1 −3.68 × 10−1 −4.12 × 10−1 8.21
i = 2 2.13 × 10−3 −5.46 × 10−1 8.31 × 10−2

i = 3 4.38 × 10−1 −3.42 × 10−1 −4.34
i = 4 3.99 × 10−3 −5.61 × 10−1 8.59 × 10−2
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Fig. B.1: Gamma-ray spectra for the CR species hydrogen, oxygen, and iron for different values of Ecut,p and αp in Eq. B.1. The
black dashed lines show the corresponding parametrisations. In all cases, Np = 1 and n = 1, where n is the ambient density.
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Appendix C: CR model components for heavier nuclei

Figure C.1 shows the different contributions from the CR species C, O, Mg, Si, and Fe to the mixed CR Models A and B (described
in the text and illustrated in Fig. 3) together with the CR data for each species. For IceCube/IceTop (Aartsen et al. 2019) and
KASCADE-Grande (The KASCADE-Grande Collaboration et al. 2013), data are only given for individual elemental mass groups.
We therefore assumed that data from the C-O group are split equally between C and O, and the same for Mg and Si and the
corresponding Mg-Si group. The model parameters were not only adapted to fit the single-particle data, but also to match the
all-particle data (see Fig. 3).
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(a) Carbon
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(b) Oxygen
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(c) Magnesium
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(d) Silicon
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Fig. C.1: Cosmic-ray model contributions from the heavier nuclei carbon, oxygen, magnesium, silicon, and iron together with the
corresponding data from AMS-02 (Aguilar et al. 2017 for C and O and Aguilar et al. 2020 for Mg and Si), CREAM-II (Ahn et al.
2009), ATIC-2 (Panov et al. 2009), NUCLEON (Grebenyuk et al. 2019), KASCADE-Grande (The KASCADE-Grande Collabora-
tion et al. 2013), and IceCube/IceTop (Aartsen et al. 2019, for C-O and Fe). The contributions are the same in Model A and Model
B. The first components are shown with the black dashed lines and the second components with the dashed-dotted lines, summing
up to the total contributions (solid black lines).

Article number, page 15 of 17



A&A proofs: manuscript no. arXiv

Appendix D: Emissivity of the CR models

In Fig. D.1 we show the total production rates per unity ISM density for γ rays from the mixed CR Model A, the mixed CR Model
B and by assuming all CRs from Model A are hydrogen and iron. The CR density is the local one, and the ISM composition is the
one described in the text and used in Figs. 5 and 6. This shows the different emission levels, which are masked in Fig. 5 due to the
fit of the normalisation.
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Fig. D.1: Gamma-ray production rates per cm3 per unit ISM number density from the mixed Model A (blue) and the mixed Model
B (cyan) compared to the case assuming all CR particles from Model A are hydrogen (orange) or iron (red).

Appendix E: Impact of absorption for different CR distributions

The spatial distribution of CRs in the Milky Way influences the resulting absorption. To quantify these effects, we show in Fig.
E.1 the absorption for Galactic latitudes |b|≤ 5°, Galactic longitudes 25° ≤ l ≤ 100°, the ISM density model of Ferrière (1998);
Ferrière et al. (2007) and two different CR distributions: A uniform distribution, and a distribution satisfying Eq. 7, where the CRs
are concentrated more towards the Galactic centre. The uniform CR distribution suffers slightly more absorption than the non-
uniform distribution. This result might seem surprising at first glance, as the strong radiation fields in the Galactic centre result in
γ rays suffering strong absorption. However, γ rays produced behind the Galactic centre are absorbed even more, because they not
only have to traverse the stronger radiation fields at the centre, but also those behind the Galactic centre and the emission region.
Furthermore, at PeV energies, the CMB dominates the absorption, and in this case the radiation field does not depend on the location.
It is therefore the averaged and integrated local absorption, which determines the overall absorption. This can be understood within
the framework of a slightly simplified calculation: We consider only absorption due to the CMB at 1 PeV for the simplified case of
a homogeneous ISM density. In this case, the total absorption is

e−τ =

∫ dmax

0 exp (−τCMB · x)NCR(x)dx∫ dmax

0 NCR(x)dx
. (E.1)
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Here, dmax is the maximum distance from which Galactic γ-ray emission is received, τCMB = 3.575 × 10−23 cm−1 the optical depth
of the CMB at 1 PeV, and NCR(x) the local CR density. For a uniform CR distribution, Eq. E.1 simplifies to

e−τ =
1

τCMB · dmax

[
1 − exp (−τCMB · dmax)

]
. (E.2)

For the non-uniform CR density (Eq. 7, z = 0), one obtains

e−τ =

−2RCR
RCRτCMB+1 · exp ((r� − x(RCRτCMB + 1))/RCR) · 2F1(1, a; b; c)

∣∣∣∣dmax

x=0

RCR arctan
(
sinh

(
x−r�
RCR

))∣∣∣∣dmax

x=0

(E.3)

with a =
1
2

(RCRτCMB + 1), b =
1
2

(RCRτCMB + 3), c = − exp
(

2(r� − x)
RCR

)
, (E.4)

where 2F1 is the Gaussian hypergeometric function. For r� = 8 kpc, RCR = 5.1 kpc and dmax = 32 kpc this gives e−τ = 0.275 for the
uniform CR distribution, and 0.407 for the non-uniform CRs. The uniform model suffers significantly more absorption, because a
larger fraction of the γ-ray emission comes from larger distances behind the Galactic centre. Reducing dmax to 16 kpc, which would
mean that γ rays are produced only within Galactic radii of 8 kpc, leads to e−τ = 0.470 for the uniform CR distribution, and 0.457
for the non-uniform CRs. In this case, the uniform CR distribution suffers slightly less absorption. This illustrates the importance
of the distances at which larger relative fractions of the γ-ray emission is produced. With realistic non-uniform density models and
averaging over Galactic latitudes and longitudes, the differences in the absorption coefficients between different CR distributions
are reduced. This is the case for the density model from Ferrière (1998) and Ferrière et al. (2007) used in this work, where γ-ray
production was considered out to Galactic radii of 24 kpc, corresponding to dmax = 32 kpc in the previous calculations.
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Fig. E.1: Comparison of the γ-ray transmissivities of the diffuse emission for a uniform CR density model and the distribution
according to Eq. 7. The Galactic latitude and longitude range is the same as in Fig. 5, with Galactic longitudes 25° ≤ l ≤ 100° and
Galactic latitudes with |b|≤ 5°, and the ISM density model is the one from Ferrière (1998) and Ferrière et al. (2007).
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