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ABSTRACT
Recently, Large High Altitude Air Shower Observatory (LHAASO) has detected several Galactic point sources of ultra high
energy (UHE; 𝐸𝛾 > 100 TeV) gamma-rays. These gamma-rays are possibly created in leptonic or hadronic interactions of
cosmic rays (CRs) of PeV energies. In the hadronic channel (𝑝 − 𝑝 interaction), the gamma-rays are accompanied by neutrinos.
The detection of neutrinos is therefore crucial in understanding CR acceleration in such objects. To estimate the neutrino flux,
we adopt the two LHAASO sources (J2226+6057, J1908+0621) found to be spatially associated with the Supernova remnants
(SNR G106.3+2.7, SNR G40.5-0.5). For these two sources, the detected TeV-PeV gamma-ray spectra are found to be unusually
hard (with spectral index ∼ 1.8). We develop a model of gamma-ray and neutrino emission based on the above two prototypes.
The neutrino fluxes from these two sources are found to be below the IceCube sensitivity, but are detectable in upcoming
IceCube-Gen2 and KM3NeT experiments. We further estimate the neutrino fluxes from similar other 10 LHAASO PeVatron
sources and most of them are found to be detectable in IceCube-Gen2 and KM3NeT. Finally, we explore our model parameters,
in particular the spectral power law index and estimate the future potential of the neutrino detectors to probe CR acceleration in
such Galactic sources.
Key words: Cosmic rays (CRs) – Supernova remnant (SNR) – Gamma-rays – Neutrinos

1 INTRODUCTION

Recently, ground based Cherenkov telescope, Large High Altitude
Air Shower Observatory (LHAASO) has observed UHE (TeV-PeV)
gamma-rays from 12 objects located in our Galaxy (Abeysekara et al.
2020; Cao et al. 2021). One of these sources is also detected by the
Tibet AS+MD experiment and found to be associated with the su-
pernova remnant (SNR) G106.3+2.7 (Tibet AS𝛾 Collaboration et al.
2021). In past, other gamma-ray experiments like HAWC, VERITAS
andHESS have detected TeVgamma-rays from some of these sources
(Acciari et al. 2009; H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. 2018; Abeysekara
et al. 2020). These gamma-rays are probably connected to the knee
region of the observed cosmic ray (CR) spectrum at around 3 PeV
and are expected to be produced by the Galactic sources (Gaisser
et al. 2013). Supernova remnants (SNRs) and pulsars are considered
to be the most favourable Galactic objects producing CRs around
PeV energies (Bell 2004; Reynolds 2008; Gaggero et al. 2018; Gabici
et al. 2019; Cristofari 2021). The LHAASO collaboration paper (Cao
et al. 2021), have listed the SNRs and pulsars that are spatially as-
sociated with the observed gamma-rays and are consistent with the
expected potential sources of CRs (Montmerle 1979; Gabici & Aha-
ronian 2007; Aharonian et al. 2019). Individual supernova remnants
(SNRs), i.e., IC 443 and W44, in our Galaxy have also been detected
by the Fermi-Satellite in the MeV-GeV band, providing important
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hints of proton acceleration in SNRs (Ackermann et al. 2013). Fur-
ther, decade long observations of the Galactic centre region by the
HESS telescope have indicated that Sagittarius A∗ could accelerate
protons upto PeV energies (HESS Collaboration et al. 2016).

Another interesting source in our Galaxy is CRAB pulsar wind
nebula (PWN), in which the radiation has been observed from radio
wavelengths to PeV gamma-rays. LHAASO collaboration have also
detected high energy photons from CRAB PWN upto a maximum
energy of (1.12±0.09) PeV (Lhaaso Collaboration et al. 2021). They
have interpreted the multi-wavelength radiation using a synchrotron
self-Compton model with electrons having maximum energy ≈ 2.15
PeV, hence termed as leptonic PeVatron. However, the slightly larger
gamma-ray flux at the tail of the UHE spectra in CRAB PWN is
considered to be of hadronic origin (CR proton acceleration) (Liu &
Wang 2021; Peng et al. 2022). Hence, CRABPWNmight be a source
of both CR electrons and protons upto PeV energies. Indeed, the
observed CR proton data byDarkMatter Particle Explorer (DAMPE)
satellite indicates more than one class of Galactic CR sources (An
et al. 2019; Huang et al. 2020).

The gamma-rays detected by LHAASO can also have the possi-
bility of both leptonic or hadronic origin (Tibet AS𝛾 Collaboration
et al. 2021; Cao et al. 2021). In the leptonic channel, such gamma-rays
may be produced by inverse Compton of relativistic electrons. For
the hadronic channel, the interaction of CR protons with background
protons in dense gas medium can provide a dominant contribu-
tion. Gamma-rays and neutrinos are produced simultaneously in this
hadronic interaction (Gabici & Aharonian 2007; Fujita et al. 2009).
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Detection of the associated neutrinos together with the gamma-rays
will probe this hadronic origin (Gupta 2013; Celli et al. 2020) and
will differentiate leptonic channel.
For the hadronic channel, interaction of CR protons accelerated in

SNR with molecular cloud is considered to be a prominent source of
the UHE flux. SNRs with age (tage ∼ 100 yr) are favoured as acceler-
ators of CRs upto PeV energies due to amplification of the magnetic
field in the downstream shock regions (Gaggero et al. 2018). The
acceleration depends on the confinement time of CR protons and gas
density of the acceleration zone. Longer confinement would provide
the protons with sufficient time to accelerate to higher energies. The
association of UHE gamma-ray sources with old SNRs (tage ≥ 10
kyr)might indicate a long time confinement of CR protons, surround-
ing the SN shocks (Kar & Gupta 2022; De Sarkar & Gupta 2022).
The gas density determines magnetic field strength and also respon-
sible for CR energy losses due to interaction like 𝑝− 𝑝 collisions. For
example, for a confinement time of about 10 kyr, the required source
gas density is found to be about 10 cm−3 (see Sudoh & Beacom
2022, for details). These accelerated protons are expected to escape
the source and interact with neighbouring molecular clouds. There-
fore, detection of neutrinos produced in these interactions is crucial
to probe the origin of these PeVtrons.
These neutrinos might be detected by current (IceCube) and fu-

ture (IceCube-Gen2, KM3NeT) high energy neutrino detectors. In
fact, it has been shown that IceCube and KM3NeT are sensitive to
objects like SNR G40.5-0.5 and Vela junior (Mandelartz & Becker
Tjus 2015). IceCube has detected bunch of diffuse neutrinos over
a period of 7.5 years (Abbasi et al. 2021). Although, most of these
neutrinos are found to be of extra-galactic origin (Sarmah et al. 2022;
Chakraborty & Izaguirre 2015; Petropoulou et al. 2017), the possi-
bility of few of these events originating in the galaxy can not be ruled
out (Razzaque 2013; Neronov et al. 2014). In addition, detection of
gamma-rays by LHAASO and TibeT AS+MDmakes Galactic PeVa-
trons strong contenders of high energy neutrino factories, detection
of neutrinos can reveal these gamma-ray associated PeVatrons.
In this work, we use the 𝑝 − 𝑝 interaction model to estimate the

resultant gamma-ray and neutrino fluxes. We built our model in the
context of the two sources, SNR G106.3+2.7 and SNR G40.5-0.5.
Both these sources have associated molecular cloud in close vicinity.
The gamma-rays mostly illuminated by the molecular cloud moti-
vates for a hadronic model with protons acceleration and diffusing
out of the SNR interacts with the protons in molecular cloud. We
find that neutrino flux from both these objects are below the Ice-
Cube sensitivity. We also estimate the associated neutrino flux to
observed gamma-rays from the Crab nebula (Lhaaso Collaboration
et al. 2021), considering that the observed gamma-ray flux is com-
pletely hadronic. Even with this purely hadronic origin, the Crab
neutrino flux is below IceCube limit. We further compute the associ-
ated neutrino fluxes from the remaining LHAASO sources based on
the observed gamma-ray flux. All these objects are also found to be
below IceCube sensitivity. However, many of these objects are found
to be potential neutrino sources for the future neutrino detectors like
IceCube-Gen2 and KM3NeT.We extended our study for the possible
parameter space of our molecular cloud model; mainly the spectral
index and total energy.
This manuscript is organised as follows. In Sec. 2, we describe

the model of secondary (gamma-ray and neutrino) emission in the
hadronic channel and fitted the observed gamma-ray data of the two
prototype sources (SNR G106.3+2.7 and SNR G40.5-0.5). Sec. 3 is
dedicated to discussion on the available parameter space and detec-
tion prospects of Galactic PeVatrons with different gamma-ray and
neutrino telescopes. Finally, we conclude this paper in Sec. 4.

2 SECONDARY GAMMA-RAY AND NEUTRINO FLUXES

The interaction of CR protons with the molecular cloud leads to the
production of charged 𝜋± and neutral pions 𝜋0, respectively. The
decay of neutral pions produces gamma-rays (𝛾) and charged pions
produce neutrino (𝜈) fluxes. The fluxes of these gamma-rays and
neutrinos depend on the CR proton spectra (𝐽𝑝 (𝐸𝑝)), the molecular
cloud density (𝑁𝐻 ), and the production spectra of the secondary
particles (𝛾, 𝜈) for a given energy of proton (𝐸𝑝) (Kelner et al.
2006). The flux of secondary particles is expressed as

Φ𝑖, 𝑝𝑝 (𝐸𝑖) = 𝑐𝑛𝐻

∫ ∞

Ei
𝜎𝑝𝑝 (𝐸𝑝)𝐽𝑝 (𝐸𝑝)𝐹𝑖

(
𝐸𝑖

𝐸𝑝
, 𝐸𝑝

)
𝑑𝐸𝑝

𝐸𝑝
, (1)

where, 𝑖 = 𝛾 or 𝜈 𝑓 and 𝑓 stands for neutrino flavours (𝑒, 𝜇). The CR
protons are assumed to follow a power-law type distribution with an
exponential cutoff above 𝐸0, i.e., 𝐽𝑝 (𝐸𝑝) = 𝐴𝑝𝐸

−𝛼
𝑝 exp(−𝐸𝑝/𝐸0)

TeV−1. The power-law index 𝛼 is typically chosen to be 2 based on
Fermi’s diffusive shock accelerationmechanism (Gaisser et al. 2016).
The normalization constant 𝐴𝑝 is related to the total energy (𝐸𝑝,total)
of the CR protons by the relation

∫ ∞
𝑚𝑝

𝐸𝑝𝐽𝑝 (𝐸𝑝)d𝐸𝑝 = 𝐸𝑝,total
and 𝜎𝑝𝑝 (𝐸𝑝) is the energy dependent cross-section for the 𝑝 − 𝑝

interaction (Kafexhiu et al. 2014). In particular, the upper limit of this
integration is the maximum proton energy, 𝐸𝑝,max which depends
on the magnetic field of the acceleration zone, confinement time and
shock speed (Gaisser et al. 2016; Tibet AS𝛾 Collaboration et al.
2021). In case of SNR, this 𝐸𝑝,max is found to be a few PeV (Tibet
AS𝛾 Collaboration et al. 2021). In our analysis, we obtain the proton
normalization by fitting the observed gamma-rays, and thus the exact
value of 𝐸𝑝,max is not necessary for our calculation. The cut-off
energy 𝐸𝑜 < 𝐸𝑝,max makes the proton spectra to fall rapidly for
energies larger than 𝐸𝑜.
Now, these secondary gamma-rays and the neutrinos are produced

from the same 𝑝 − 𝑝 interaction implying a connection between
the final state fluxes of these secondaries. The secondary fluxes are
connected by the following relation at 𝐸𝛾 ≈ 2𝐸𝜈 (Ahlers & Murase
2014)

𝐸𝛾

d𝑁𝛾 (𝐸𝛾)
d𝐸𝛾

' 𝑒−𝑑/𝜆𝛾𝛾
2
3

∑︁
𝑓

𝐸𝜈 𝑓

d𝑁𝜈 𝑓
(𝐸𝜈)

d𝐸𝜈 𝑓

, (2)

where, d𝑁𝛾 (𝐸𝛾)
d𝐸𝛾

and
d𝑁𝜈 𝑓

(𝐸𝜈)
d𝐸𝜈 𝑓

are the differential fluxes of
gamma-rays and neutrinos of flavour 𝑓 respectively. 𝜆𝛾𝛾 is the mean
free path for the UHE gamma-rays in the Galactic radiation fields
for a source located at a distance 𝑑. Therefore, one might predict the
neutrino flux from SNR using this multi-messenger connection, i.e.,
from gamma-ray observations.
The same secondary gamma-ray and neutrino flux at earth can

also be estimated directly from Eq. 1 and given by

𝐸2𝑖
d𝑁𝑖

d𝐸𝑖
=

𝐸2
𝑖
Φ𝑖, 𝑝𝑝 (𝐸𝑖

)
4𝜋𝑑2

. (3)

Since we are interested in detection of muon tracks with high
energy neutrino detectors like IceCube, the muon flux at earth,
𝐸2𝜈𝜇

d𝑁𝜈𝜇

d𝐸𝜈𝜇
is computed by assuming the flavour ratio 1 : 1 : 1. Note

that neutrinos and anti-neutrinos are treated as same here. Clearly, for
sources with known properties like 𝑛𝐻 , 𝐸0 etc., one may use Eq. 3,
otherwise the Eq. 2 can be used for sources with only gamma-ray
observations.
Neutrinos beingweakly interacting in nature can propagate to earth
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Figure 1. Hadronic gamma-rays (left), and muon neutrinos (right) from SNR G106.3+2.7. The high gamma-ray flux is fitted to the Tibet AS+MD data for a
primary proton spectra with index 1.8 and the total energy of proton is 8× 1047 erg. The low energy part of the spectra is fitted to the Fermi-LAT and VERITAS
data. The absorption due to pair production on ISRF is negligible that results in overlapping of the gamma-ray flux with (red-dashed) and without absorption
(blue). The distance to the source is taken to be 0.8 kpc. The correlated muon neutrino flux has been plotted (right) in addition to the detectors’ sensitivities.
The sensitivities of the neutrino detectors are chosen for declination, 𝛿 = 60° for IceCube and 𝛿 = 30° for IceCube-Gen2 which are closest available to the
declination of this SNR. IceCube is not sensitive to this neutrino flux but IceCube-Gen2 has good sensitivity.
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Figure 2. Hadronic gamma-rays (left), and muon neutrinos (right) from SNR G40.5-0.5. The gamma-ray flux is fitted to the LHAASO J1908+0621 data for a
primary proton spectra with index 1.75 and the total energy of protons is 9 × 1049 erg. The distance to the source is taken to be 8.5 kpc. Gamma-rays above 10
TeV suffer tiny loss due to pair production on ISRF that is shown by the red-dashed curve while the gamma-ray spectra without absorption is shown by the blue
curve. The corresponding neutrino flux has good sensitivity to IceCubt-Gen2 but weak to IceCube. The sensitivities of the neutrino detectors are shown for the
declination, 𝛿 = 0° closest available to the declination of this SNR.

without any losses. However, gamma-rays may undergo absorption
during propagation. Absorption might effect the gamma-rays pro-
duced in SNRs and therefore, it is important to analyse this absorp-
tion process. This might also effect the cut-off energy, 𝐸0 of the CR
protons i.e., large absorption would allow large 𝐸0 for the primary
CR flux. The absorption is due to pair production on low energy
photon backgrounds like cosmic microwave background (CMB) and
the Galactic interstellar radiation field (ISRF). This is estimated by
the factor 𝑒−𝜏𝛾𝛾 , where 𝜏𝛾𝛾 = 𝑑/𝜆𝛾𝛾 is the attenuation of gamma-
rays on the low energy photons (Moskalenko et al. 2006). Larger the
optical depth, larger is the absorption. The optical depth depends on
the density and average energies of these low energy photons and

the distance to the source 𝑑. Clearly, gamma-ray fluxes from further
sources experience larger absorption. The CMB photons’ number
density is about 440 cm−3 and has an average energy of the order of
10−4 eV. This results in threshold energy for gamma-rays to interact
with CMBphotons at about 100GeV (Moskalenko et al. 2006). Since
the CMB is uniform, the amount of absorption on CMB effectively
depends only on the distance, 𝑑. On the other hand, the energies of
Galactic ISRF photons are larger than that of CMB photons and the
distribution of ISRF photons is highly non-uniform. Therefore, the
threshold energy for ISRF is lower than 100 GeV and the absorption
depends on the location of the source (Moskalenko et al. 2006). For
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example, for a source located in a denser ISRF region will have larger
absorption than that of a source located in a thinner ISRF.
In the following, we use the method of direct calculation, i.e.,

Eqs. 1 and 3 for the secondary fluxes from the Galactic SNR sources,
G106.3+2.7 and G40.5-0.5, as requisite properties are known from
observations.

SNR G106.3+2.7

SNRG106.3+2.7 is one of the probable PeVatron source in which CR
protons are accelerated due to the high shock speed (Ge et al. 2021).
The distance of this source is 0.8 kpc and its shape is not perfectly
spherical but a comet shaped SNR of length 14 pc and width of
6 pc (Kothes et al. 2001). Recently, The Tibet AS𝛾 Collaboration
reported the discovery of gamma-rays above 10 TeV which extends
upto 100 TeV gamma-rays (Tibet AS𝛾 Collaboration et al. 2021).
Further, the LHAASO collaboration also reported the discovery of
UHE gamma-rays from this spatial region from the source LHAASO
J2226+6057 (Cao et al. 2021). These UHE gamma-rays are found
to be spatially correlated with a molecular cloud and hence CR
proton interactions are considered to be strong contenders (Tibet
AS𝛾 Collaboration et al. 2021). This is also supported by the hadronic
interactionmodels developed for this source (Bao&Chen 2021;Yang
et al. 2022). The probable density of the molecular cloud region is
approximately 10 cm−3 and is consistent with the Bremsstrahlung
radiation of electrons (Fujita et al. 2021).
Figure 1 shows the model fitting of Tibet AS+MD gamma-ray data

(left) and the corresponding neutrino emission in the model (right).
The multi-messenger nature of the emission is crucial in fitting the
gamma-ray spectra. The spectra data at the lower energies (10−3 −
1 TeV) are from VERITAS (Acciari et al. 2009), at intermediate
energies (1 − 10 TeV) are from Fermi-LAT (Xin et al. 2019), and at
higher energies (∼ 10 TeV) are taken from Tibet AS𝛾 (Tibet AS𝛾
Collaboration et al. 2021). The best fitting parameters 𝐸𝑝,total, 𝐸0
and 𝛼 are such that both the normalisation and the slope of the spectra
are well explained (see Table 1). We note the smaller 𝐸𝑝,total for this
SNR and this may be due to low transfer of shock kinetic energy to
accelerated protons (Tibet AS𝛾 Collaboration et al. 2021). Moreover,
the power law index, 𝛼 in this object is found to be less than 2 from
gamma-ray spectra fitting. This is in contrast with the diffusive shock
acceleration theory that predicts 𝛼 = 2. Extreme pressure at shock
frontmight cause such efficient particle acceleration (see e.g.,Malkov
1999a). These fit parameters are also consistent with (Tibet AS𝛾
Collaboration et al. 2021). The source being located only at 0.8 kpc,
the gamma-ray flux has negligible absorption during propagation to
earth (Tibet AS𝛾 Collaboration et al. 2021; Moskalenko et al. 2006).
Based on these parameter choices, we estimate the gamma-ray flux

from this object. The resulting gamma-ray flux gives a good fitting
to the gamma-ray data at both low energy and high energy. As men-
tioned, absorption during propagation is negligible which resulted in
the overlap of the blue and red dashed curves. The associated neu-
trino flux is estimated using Eq. 3 and is found to be consistent with
Eq. 2. This neutrino flux is found to be much below the detection
sensitivity of IceCube. However, IceCube-Gen2 will be able to detect
these neutrinos provided the source is located closer to earth. Note
that larger 𝛼 would change the sensitivity.

SNR G40.5-0.5

SNR G40.5-0.5 is spatially overlapped with the UHE gamma-ray
source LHAASO J1908+0621 (Cao et al. 2021). In earlier observa-
tions, this SNR was found be overlapped with extended TeV source

Parameters SNR G106.3+2.7 SNR G40.5-0.5
𝐸𝑝,total (erg) 8 × 1047 9 × 1049
𝐸0 (TeV) 6 × 102 4 × 102

𝛼 1.8 1.75

Table 1.Model parameters chosen for the two prototype SNRs. These param-
eters give the best fit to the observed gamma-ray data of these objects. SNR
G106.3+2.7 is located at 0.8 kpc and G40.5-0.5 is located at 8.5 kpc. The
target gas density, 𝑛𝐻 for SNR G106.3+2.7 is 10 cm−3 and for G40.5-0.5 is
45 cm−3.

MGRO J1908+06, detected by Milagro Galactic plane survey (Abdo
et al. 2007). This source was also detected by the H.E.S.S. telescope
in gamma-rays (Aharonian et al. 2009). UHE gamma-rays were also
discovered from MGRO J1908+06 source by the HAWC detector
(Abeysekara et al. 2020) that makes SNR G40.5-0.5 a plausible
CR particle accelerator. The source distance is uncertain and CO
Molecular-line emission infers a source distance of approximately
3.4 kpc (Yang et al. 2006) but at a larger distance of 5.5 to 8.5 kpc
usingΣ−D relation (Downes et al. 1980). Themean gas density in the
associated molecular cloud is ∼ 45 cm−3 taking the source distance
8 kpc (Li et al. 2021) and the source linear size at this distance would
be approximately 60 pc.
Model fit of the gamma-ray data of this object is shown in the

left panel Fig. 2 for the parameters listed in Table 1. The low energy
(10−3 − 10−1 TeV) data are from Fermi-LAT (Abdollahi et al. 2020;
Cao et al. 2021) and at high energies (> 10−1 TeV) data are taken from
HESS (H. E. S. S. Collaboration et al. 2018), HAWC (Abeysekara
et al. 2020), and LHAASO (Cao et al. 2021). The parameters listed
in Table 1 can well explain these multi-messenger gamma-ray data.
Note that 𝐸𝑝,total in this SNR is found to be larger than that of SNR
G106.3+2.7. However, the power-law index 𝛼 is found to be similar
to that of G106.3+2.7. Since this source is farther away, gamma-rays
suffer larger absorption due to pair production on ISRF compared to
G106.3+2.7. However, this absorption is still tiny and negligible; and
shown by the red dashed curve. The corresponding neutrino flux is
estimated using Eq. 3 and shown in the right panel. This neutrino flux
estimation is found to be consistent with Eq. 2. To check the IceCube
neutrino sensitivity, we look into the closest available declination of
IceCube, i.e., 𝛿 = 0° to the source declination. The neutrino flux has
weak sensitivity to IceCube but has reasonably good sensitivity to
IceCube-Gen2.Hence, this object sets an outstanding goal to neutrino
detection in IceCube-Gen2 as the neutrino flux is much above the
detection sensitivity.
In the following, we investigate the parameter space of Galactic

PeVatrons allowed by gamma-ray observations (Tibet AS𝛾 Collabo-
ration et al. 2021; Cao et al. 2021) and discuss the future detection
prospects with gamma-ray and neutrino detectors.

3 DETECTION PROSPECTS OF GALACTIC PEVATRONS

In the preceding sections, we have computed the expected muon
neutrino flux in detail for the two prototype sources. The neutrino
flux estimates of such objects show that the flux might be detected
by the current and upcoming generation of IceCube experiment.
This motivates one to look further into the detection prospects of
these Galactic objects. Based on this, we make estimate of future
detection of such sources motivated by the two detected prototype
SNRs.We also estimate the expected neutrino events in IceCube from
the LHAASO catalog sources (see Table 2 and (Cao et al. 2021)) to
check the consistency of our chosen parameter space.
In order to investigate the detection possibility, a range of CR pro-



Neutrinos from Galactic UHE sources v

CTA

LHAASO

Fermi-LAT

Tibet AS+MD

γ

10-3 10-2 10-1 100 101 102 103

10-15

10-14

10-13

10-12

10-11

10-10

Eγ (TeV)

d
N

γ
/d
E
γ
×
E
γ
2
(T
e
V
c
m

-
2
s
-
1
)

IceCube

IceCube-Gen2

KM3NeT

νμ

10-3 10-2 10-1 100 101 102 103

10-15

10-14

10-13

10-12

10-11

10-10

Eνμ
(TeV)

d
N

ν
μ
/d
E
ν
μ
×
E
ν
μ

2
(T
e
V
c
m

-
2
s
-
1
)

Figure 3. Left: Detection prospects of gamma-rays from Galactic SNR at 10 kpc with different gamma-ray telescopes. The curves in different colours shows the
sensitivities of Fermi-LAT (green) (Fermi-LAT Fermi-LAT), LHAASO (magenta) (Vernetto & for the LHAASO Collaboration 2016), Tibet AS+MD (brown)
(Tibet Tibet) and CTA (black) (CTA CTA). The orange band shows gamma-ray flux for the parameter space based on the observations of SNR G106.3+2.7 and
G40.5-0.5. This shows that the high energy gamma-ray detectors will probe large fraction of this parameter space for SNR at 10 kpc. Right: Corresponding
detection prospects at high energy neutrino detectors. The sensitivities of IceCube, IceCube-Gen2 and KM3NeT are shown by the blue dot-dashed, magenta and
green lines respectively (IceCube Collaboration et al. 2021; Aartsen et al. 2021; Aiello et al. 2019). These neutrino detectors will also probe some part of the
parameter space.
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Figure 4. Left: Detection horizon of SNRs for different gamma-ray telescopes. The orange band show integrated flux above 1 TeV as a function of distance
(kpc) for the same parameter as in Fig. 3.. The horizontal lines show the detectors sensitivities (Vernetto & for the LHAASO Collaboration 2016; Fermi-LAT
Fermi-LAT; CTA CTA; Tibet Tibet). All these gamma-ray telescopes are capable of probing a large part of the parameter space . The upcoming CTA will probe
sources as far as 50 kpc. Right: Corresponding detection horizon of different neutrino detectors. The orange band shows the energy integrated (101 − 102 TeV)
𝜈𝜇 flux as a function of distance (kpc) for the same parameter as in Fig. 3. The horizontal lines show the energy integrated sensitivities (corresponds to 𝛿 = 0°
in the energy range 101 − 102 TeV) of IceCube (blue), IceCube-Gen2 (magenta) and KM3NeT (green) (IceCube Collaboration et al. 2021; Aartsen et al. 2021;
Aiello et al. 2019). This shows that the maximum reach of IceCube is about 10 kpc whereas for IceCube-Gen2 and KM3NeT, the maximum reach is about
50kpc. The stars of different colours in both panels show the energy integrated 𝛾 and 𝜈𝜇 flux for the sources listed in Table 2.

ton spectra parameters is considered, motivated by the observations
(Cao et al. 2021; Tibet AS𝛾 Collaboration et al. 2021). This parame-
ter space is obtained by varying the total energy 𝐸𝑝,total (1048−1051
erg) and the power law index 𝛼 (1.7 − 2.0) based on the gamma-ray
observations of SNR G106.3+2.7 and G40.5-0.5. While varying the
parameters, we choose to keep the cut-off energy, 𝐸0 fixed as both
objects show similar values. The power law index, 𝛼 is also found to
be similar in these two objects, i.e., about 1.8. However, this index
is in contrast with the diffusive shock acceleration theory which pre-

dicts a power law index 𝛼 = 2.0 (Gaisser et al. 2016). Such smaller
value of 𝛼 is possibly due to very efficient proton acceleration in
these objects (Malkov 1999a; Blasi 2002). Indeed, observation of
neutrinos from such sources by the neutrino detectors in question
will be crucial to probe the softer spectra i.e., large 𝛼. Therefore, the
variation of 𝛼 is considered in the range (1.7 − 2.0).
For the parameter space discussed above, gamma-ray and muon

neutrino fluxes are estimated for an SNR at 10kpc. The left panel
in Fig. 3 shows the gamma-ray flux and the right panel shows the
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Sl No. LHAASO sources IceCube events, N𝜈𝜇 (5 yr)
I J0534+2202 2.74
II J1825-1326 0.28
III J1839-0545 0.08
IV J1843-0338 4.68
V J1849-0003 2.82
VI J1908+0621 4.55
VII J1929+1745 0.85
VIII J1956+2845 1.33
IX J2018+3651 2.33
X J2108+5157 1.05
XI J2032+4102 1.07
XII J2226+6057 2.57

Table 2. Expected number 𝜈𝜇 events at IceCube for the LHAASO cata-
logue. The sources J2226+6057 and J1908+0621 are associated with SNR
G106.3+2.7 and G40.5-0.5 respectively. The conventional atmospheric 𝜈𝜇
flux produces a background of O(104) events on top of these events.

corresponding muon neutrino flux. The orange band in both panels
corresponds to the uncertainty in the parameters 𝐸𝑝,total and 𝛼. In the
gamma-ray plot, the sensitivities of different gamma-ray telescopes
operating at different energy ranges have been shown. At low energy,
Fermi-LAT is capable of probing a small part of the SNR parame-
ter space. Interestingly, the high energy gamma-ray telescopes like
LHAASO, Tibet AS+MD and CTA (upcoming) will be able to probe
a much larger fraction of the SNR parameter space.
In addition to the correlated neutrino flux, high energy neutrino

detectors’ sensitivities have also been plotted in right panel of Fig. 3.
The blue dot dashed line corresponds to the sensitivity of IceCube
(IceCube Collaboration et al. 2021), the magenta line shows the
sensitivity of IceCube-Gen2 (Aartsen et al. 2021) and the green-
dashed line is the sensitivity of KM3NeT (Aiello et al. 2019). This
shows that IceCube is hardly sensitive to such neutrinos from sources
at 10 kpc. However, IceCube-Gen2 and KM3NeT might be able
to detect these neutrinos from SNRs provided the neutrino fluxes
produced are > (10−13) TeVcm−2s−1 above 10 TeV. Nevertheless,
these future detectors together with the gamma-ray telescopes can put
stringent constraints on a significant region of the SNR parameter
space. For this, the UHE gamma-rays detected by LHAASO (Cao
et al. 2021) might assist to scan this parameter space and help us to
understand the future detection possibilities.
The PeVatron sources detected in gamma-rays by LHAASO (Cao

et al. 2021) are listed in Table 2. The estimation of neutrinos from
these sources is not straightforward due to the following reasons. All
of these objects might not be pure hadronic PeVatrons and therefore
might not produce much neutrinos (Sudoh & Beacom 2022). In fact,
the source J0534+2202 is found to be associatedwith the Crab nebula
and most of these gamma-rays are expected to be of leptonic origin
except for the tail of the spectra which might be hadronic (Lhaaso
Collaboration et al. 2021). Therefore, we use the gamma-ray-neutrino
correlation given by Eq. 2 to estimate the maximum possible neutri-
nos from the Crab considering these gamma-rays to be completely
hadronic. For the remaining LHAASO sources, association of any
molecular cloud is not well known (Cao et al. 2021) and model of
CR interacting with molecular cloud might not be appropriate. In
addition, only the fluxes at 100 TeV are available for these sources
(Lhaaso Collaboration et al. 2021). Thus, we assume a proton power
law index 𝛼 = 1.8 and normalize the gamma-ray flux at 100 TeV to
estimate the neutrino fluxes from these objects (Cao et al. 2021).
To analyze the detection possibility of these sources with Ice-

Cube, we have computed the number of 𝜈𝜇 tracks at IceCube by the
following formula

N𝜈𝜇 = 𝑇

∫ 100 𝑇 𝑒𝑉

0.1 𝑇 𝑒𝑉
d𝐸𝜈𝜇

d𝑁𝜈𝜇

d𝐸𝜈𝜇

𝐴𝑒 𝑓 𝑓 (𝛿) (4)

where, 𝑇 is the observation time and 𝐴𝑒 𝑓 𝑓 (𝛿) is the declination
dependent effective area (Aartsen et al. 2017). The declination of
the source plays an important role in the detection of neutrinos.
Therefore, the declination of each source in Table 2 is taken into
account for the calculation of IceCube events. The number of events
for 5 years are shown in Table 2. The events are found to be so tiny
that they might be buried deep in the large conventional atmospheric
background (O(104)). This explains the non-observation of neutrinos
till date from such SNRs (Abbasi et al. 2022).
It is clear from the above analysis that the source distance is also

an important parameter for the detection of these PeVatron sources
by gamma-ray and neutrino telescopes. Fig. 4 shows the energy inte-
grated gamma-ray (left) and muon neutrino (right) flux as a function
of source distance (in kpc). The orange band in both panels cor-
responds to the uncertainty in the SNR parameters, 𝐸𝑝,total and 𝛼
as discussed above. The gamma-ray flux is integrated above 1 TeV
following the best sensitive energy ranges of the different detectors.
The horizontal lines in the left plot are the integral sensitivities for
CTA, LHAASO and Tibet AS+MD. All these gamma-ray telescopes
are well capable of detecting SNRs in the galaxy. In future, CTA will
probe vast region of the SNR parameter space.
Similarly, detection horizons of different high energy neutrino

telescopes like IceCube, IceCube-Gen2 and KM3NeT are shown in
the right panel of Fig. 4. The orange band shows the integrated 𝜈𝜇
flux in the range (10 − 102) TeV for the parameter space discussed
above. Energy integrated sensitivities in the range 101 − 102 TeV of
IceCube, IceCube-Gen2 and KM3NeT for declination angle 𝛿 = 0°
have also been plotted. This plot shows that the maximum reach of
IceCube is about 10 kpc whereas for IceCube-Gen2 and KM3NeT
the maximum reach is about 50kpc. However, for the lower limit of
the neutrino flux, the detection horizon for IceCube falls below 200
pc and for IceCube-Gen2, KM3NeT, it falls below 1 kpc.
The gamma-ray and neutrino fluxes produced by the LHAASO

sources (Cao et al. 2021) listed in Table. 2 are also shown in Fig. 4
by the star symbols in different colours. All these sources are above
the sensitivities of LHAASO and CTA, while they are below the
sensitivity of IceCube. Interestingly, the upcoming neutrino detectors
IceCube-Gen2 and KM3NeT will be able to detect neutrinos from
such SNRs. As pointed out earlier, all of these sources might not
be pure hadronic PeVatrons (Sudoh & Beacom 2022). Therefore,
the neutrino fluxes shown here can only be treated as upper limits.
As mentioned earlier, the Crab gamma-ray fluxes are expected to be
mostly leptonic (Lhaaso Collaboration et al. 2021). Thus, neutrino
emission from Crab might be faint and not detectable. Even for the
purely hadronic model, the neutrino flux from Crab is found to be
below IceCube sensitivity. Indeed, IceCube-Gen2 and KM3NeT will
be able to constrain the hadronic nature of these sources.
Note that the detection of neutrinos strongly depends on the source

declination, 𝛿. The sensitivities shown here for the neutrino detec-
tors are for 𝛿 = 0°, i.e., the largest sensitivities. For declination
angle other than this, the sensitivity would be lower and some of the
sources might fall below the detectors’ sensitivities. Nevertheless,
the upcoming neutrino detectors might still be able to detect some
PeVatrons and unravel the nature of these sources, i.e, hadronic or
leptonic.
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4 DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

The 12 sources detected by LHAASO in TeV gamma-rays provide
evidence of CR acceleration to very high energies. If these gamma-
rays are created by hadronic interaction of CR protons with back-
ground protons, they should be accompanied by neutrinos. However,
no neutrinos are expected for leptonic origin of these gamma-rays.
Therefore, detection of neutrinos will play a crucial role to identify
the nature of these sources. Based on the gamma ray data, we have
estimated the plausible neutrino fluxes from these sources and test
their detectability in IceCube, IceCube-Gen2 and KM3NeT.
These objects detected by LHAASO are found to be spatially as-

sociated with SNRs and pulsars. CRs accelerated in SNRs and pulsar
interactingwith any nearbymolecular cloud can be the origin of these
gamma-rays. In fact, for two of these sources, gamma-rays are found
to be originated in the molecular clouds of SNR G106.3+2.7 and
G40.5-0.5. However, for some of these sources no molecular clouds
have been identified yet. On the other hand, one of these objects is
found to be connected to the Crab nebula where the emission is ex-
pected to be mostly leptonic. Therefore, detection of the associated
neutrino signal is important to probe the nature of these sources.
Using the gamma-ray data of SNR G106.3+2.7 and SNR G40.5-

0.5, we have developed a 𝑝 − 𝑝 interaction model and estimated the
neutrino fluxes from these objects. The age of SNR G106.3+2.7 is
∼ 10 kyr, while for SNR G40.5-0.5, it is in between 10-20 kyr (see
e.g., Cao et al. 2021). For these two sources, model parameters, i.e.,
CR proton energy 𝐸p,total, spectral index 𝛼, the cutoff energy 𝐸0 are
listed in Table 1. We found 𝛼 and 𝐸0 to be similar for both SNRs (1.8
and ∼ 500 TeV) but their 𝐸p,total is very different. The asymmetry in
the source geometry and cloud morphology can affect the escape of
the CR protons andmay cause this difference in the total energy in CR
protons (Fujita et al. 2021). Our chosen spectral indices are harder
compared to the standard diffusive shock acceleration model, which
predicts 𝛼 = 2 (Drury 1983). However, if the shock compression
ratio is very high then the CR spectral index can be harder; i.e.
𝛼 = 1.5 (Malkov 1999b) as also predicted using nonlinear diffusive
shock acceleration mechanism (Blasi 2002). The neutrino flux from
SNR G106.3+2.7 is found to be below IceCube sensitivity and SNR
G40.5-0.5 has poor sensitivity to IceCube. This also explains the
non-observation of neutrinos from these two sources. However, both
these sources appeared to be sensitive to IceCube-Gen2. Hence,
IceCube-Gen2 will be able to probe the hadronic channel in these
objects.
Based on the analysis of these two sources, we have derived the

probable parameter space of this SNR + molecular cloud model. The
parameter space has been constructed considering uncertainties in the
model parameters, i.e., spectral index, 𝛼 and total energy, 𝐸𝑝,total.
The upper limit of 𝛼 = 2.0 is considered based on the standard
CR acceleration mechanism. The wide variation in 𝐸𝑝,total is taken
based on the observation the two SNR G106.3+2.7 and G40.5-0.5.
Future neutrino telescopes (IceCube-Gen2 and KM3NeT) will be
able to probe a large portion of this parameter space, provided the
events are located within 50 kpc. However, the best possibility of
detection indeed lies within a region of 10 kpc which is inferred by
the LHAASO sources.
We have also estimated the neutrino flux from Crab nebula based

on the gamma-ray spectra observed by LHAASO. Most of these
gamma-rays are expected to be of leptonic origin. Thus, the neutrino
signal is expected to be weak. The neutrino flux from Crab is found
to be below IceCube sensitivity, even for the purely hadronic model.
Neutrino fluxes for the remaining LHAASO sources are estimated
based on the gamma-ray data and assuming a power law index 1.8.

All these sources are found to be below IceCube sensitivity but many
of them might be detectable in IceCube-Gen2 and KM3NeT.
Further, primary and secondary electrons accelerated at the shock

regions, can also contribute towards the multi-wavelength radiation.
Their synchrotron radiation depends on the magnetic field and hence
this can be tuned to get the radio toX-ray spectrum consistent with the
observations. The inverse-Compton radiation can be another channel
for the gamma-ray spectrum in the UHE regime. In this work we are
mainly interested in estimating the maximum neutrino flux from
SNRs, hence we have not discussed the radiation due to electrons.
However, contamination from the leptonic channel of the concentric
PWN cannot be discarded in these sources (Torres et al. 2014; Yu
et al. 2022; Joshi et al. 2022)
To conclude, we have analysed the detection prospects of the

LHAASO sources and also similar possible sources in the Galaxy.
IceCube might be able to detect closer objects within 1 kpc but for
extremely neutrino bright sources the detection horizon extends up
to 10 kpc. The future detectors KM3NeT and IceCube-Gen2 can
have detection sensitivity up to 50 kpc. Such detection will probe the
nature of Galactic PeVatrons.
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