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The forest as a neutrino detector
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The primary challenge in detecting ultrahigh energy (UHE) neutrinos with energies exceeding 10
16 eV is to

instrument a large enough volume to detect the extremely low flux, which falls as ∼ E
−2. We explore in this

article the feasibility of using the forest as a detector. Trees have been shown to be efficient broadband antennas,

and may, without damage to the tree, be instrumented with a minimum of apparatus. A large scale array of such

trees may be the key to achieving the requisite target volumes for UHE neutrino astronomy.

Introduction.— Detection of neutrinos in the ultrahigh en-

ergy (UHE) range relies upon instrumenting large target vol-

umes with a minimum of apparatus. Current and planned de-

tectors [1–16] use various technologies to instrument target

volumes of water, air, and ice to monitor for neutrino interac-

tions. Those techniques that monitor the air, such as GRAND,

BEACON, TRINITY, TAMBO, or TAROGE-M, seek detec-

tion of the in air decay of tau leptons emerging from a tau neu-

trino interaction in the Earth. These experiments have excep-

tional projected sensitivity [17] for full scale arrays at various

energies, and many have successfully deployed demonstrator

instruments for proof of concept [18–21].

The primary challenge for scalability from demonstrator to

full size array is to find suitable locations, particularly for

those methods that detect tau decays via coherent radio emis-

sion. Antennas require a clear line of sight to the horizon

(specifically, the τ exit point just below the horizon) and re-

quire distance from civilization to minimize interference from

anthropogenic sources. Other challenges to scalability are

practical, including the difficulty of instrumenting large vol-

umes with tens to hundreds of thousands of manufactured an-

tennas (GRAND) or the relative inaccessibility of the deploy-

ment site (TAROGE-M). The experiments listed here have

achieved success in overcoming these difficulties for proto-

type instruments, but they persist as challenges to scalability

for full sized arrays.

In this letter we present a simple idea: use the forest as

the instrument, with trees as radiofrequency antennas [22–28].

There are three primary advantages of using trees as antennas

for a radio UHE ντ detector:

1. Minimum of apparatus. Trees are sturdy, resilient, and

already established in forests, obviating the need to con-

struct and deploy robust manufactured antennas. As we

discuss in this letter, the apparatus to connect a tree to

readout electronics is simple, and therefore promising

for scalability.

2. Coverage. Instrumenting a number of trees on a

wooded hill or mountain results in a uniformly instru-

mented array, without the need to find barren hills to

instrument.

3. Frequency band. A limitation of most detection tech-

nology that relies on optical or radio-frequency detec-

tion is a limited band for detection, owing to the diffi-

culties of making broadband antennas of a reasonable

size. Trees are intrinsically broadband detectors, with

existing studies documenting trees as antennas from

VLF (3-30 kHz) up through HF (3-30 MHz), motivat-

ing more study at frequencies greater than 30 MHz.

Such an instrument could be deployed in any number of

forests in any number of locations all around the globe, in

collaboration with local communities and governing agencies.

In this letter we summarize existing studies and use them to

provide an estimate of sensitivity for a forest detector.

Trees as antennas.— Studies beginning in the 20th century

demonstrated clearly that trees were efficient broadband an-

tennas.I Their study was originally military in nature, the idea

being that trees could serve as both transmitters and receivers

in remote situations. Comparisons of reception performance

relative to manufactured antennas in varying weather condi-

tions were performed with systems that inductively couple the

tree to a receiver system via a simple toroidal coil [23]. Phas-

ing of trees (and other structures) was performed in [25], indi-

cating that multiple trees may be employed as a phased radio

array. In studies of jungle trees [23, 26], the instrumented trees

outperformed manufactured antennas for 4.6 MHz in terms of

signal strength and signal to noise ratio, in some cases by up

to 20 dB. Promisingly, recent patents demonstrate active re-

search into utilizing trees as efficient antennas in the VHF (3-

300 MHz) range [29].

Tree antennas in these studies were connected to electronics

in two ways. The original method, seemingly best suited for

MF (300 KHz-3 MHz) to HF transmission, is to drive a nail

into the tree and run a wire from this nail. A separate lead

is connected to a grounding rod, and these are connected to

the readout electronics. Later studies employed a toroidal coil

wrapped around the tree 1-2 m above grade, inductively cou-

pling the tree to the readout electronics. Both systems demon-

strated improvements over manufactured monopole or dipole

antennas of the same length and configuration (when insulated

from the tree) or the toroidal coil in free space.

The effects of foliage on HF and VHF signals using tra-

ditional manufactured antennas in forested jungles were re-

ported in [30–33] and UHF signals in [34]. The HF/VHF

I Though ref. [22] notes that “a tree is as good as any man-made aerial,

regardless of the size of the extent of the latter, and better in the respect

that it brings to the operator’s ears far less static interference”, this assertion

from 1919 about the low noise figure is not quantified.
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studies indicate that horizontally polarized radiation is less af-

fected by foliage than vertical, and the height of a receiving

antenna with respect to the surrounding foliage and the height

of the radio signal has an effect on propagation losses. For a

receiving antenna with line of sight to a transmitting antenna,

intervening foliage has a minimal effect on propagation (con-

sistent with a smooth earth model), which would be the case

for a tree antenna in a hillside forest as a receiver for a source

at or just below the horizon.

Neutrino detector.— We can estimate the sensitivity of a

forest detector. Current studies that employ arrays of man-

ufactured antennas give sensitivities based on instrumented

area. We can estimate a sensitivity relative to these detailed

studies by making reasonable estimates of both the density of

instrumentation and the quality of the antennas.

The average spacing of lodgepole pine trees (Pinus con-

torta) in the Rocky Mountains is comparable to the average

diameter of the extent of their mature foliage, which can range

from 2-5 mII. Pine trees are also less dense in terms of spe-

cific leaf area than broadleaf deciduous trees [35], which may

result in decreased signal attenuation for less steeply sloped

arrays. It is therefore feasible to assume that instrumentation

of an array with the exact configuration of that presented in,

for example, ref. [8] is achievable by connecting trees of the

desired antenna spacing (tuning of which can set an energy

threshold). A relative estimate of overall array sensitivity is

then obtained by calculating the relative efficiency of the tree

antennas to the manufactured antennas assuming a compara-

ble array geometry. Furthermore, successful phasing of tree

antennas was discussed in refs. [23, 25], indicating that the

successful BEACON concept [13] may be employed using

these natural antennas to provide directivity.

The impulsive radio produced in tau decays from neu-

trino interactions is intrinsically broadband, with higher signal

strengths and wider geometric acceptance at HF [13]. Studies

of tree antennas at 4.6 MHz showed improvements of 6-20 dB

over a short monopole “whip” style antenna tuned to the same

frequency, depending on the weather [23]. In this study, four

transmission cases were tested: whip to whip, tree to whip,

whip to tree, and tree to tree. Received signal strength was

measured as a function of distance between transmitter and

receiver. In all weather, tree to tree transmission performed

the best, then whip to tree, then tree to whip, and finally whip

to whip. Assuming a representative improvement of ∼10 dB

(whip to tree compared to whip to whip in dry weather, Fig. 7

of Ref. [23]), we can estimate the HF gain of the tree antenna

to be ≥4 dBi.III Sensitivities for the lower frequency band

in [13] use antenna gains of 1.8 dBi, indicating that tree anten-

nas may provide comparable ντ sensitivity at these frequen-

cies. We note, however, that 4.6 MHz is just below the simu-

II According to the author’s recollections.
III The the PRC-74 whip used in Ref. [23] has a length of 10 ft so we estimate

its realized gain at 4.6 MHz as -6 dBi. This however does not account for

the matching network of the unit, which increases this realized gain.

lated range in [13], and that the average noise temperature of

an antenna pointed to the horizon is greater at 4.6 MHz rela-

tive to VHF (>30 MHz) [8], which may offset of the advan-

tage in antenna sensitivity, further motivating study of trees as

antennas at VHF frequencies, where radio ντ detectors oper-

ate. Preliminary experimentation by the author at VHF indi-

cates promising sensitivity. [36]

The readout electronics for the forest detector would be

largely identical to those of any other large scale proposed

detector, with similar innovation needed to lower the cost per

channel for an array like GRAND, with a full size of 2x105

channels. For a forest detector, the trees are simply connected

to readout electronics, obviating the need to design, deploy,

and maintain manufactured antennas.

Challenges and opportunities.— Detailed experimental

study of the efficiency of trees as antennas in specific forests

is beyond the scope of this initial letter. Further studies of the

efficiency of trees as antennas in the VHF range, where the

background noise from the atmosphere and galaxy are lower

(and where existing ντ detectors operate), as well as studies

of the effect of polarization, gain pattern, and phasing, are

required to establish the validity of a forest detector. Also im-

portant to study is the uniformity of trees that comprise an

array. These are all needed prior to generating a full projected

detector sensitivity. A design challenge unique to a forest de-

tector could be providing power to the readout electronics.

In a dense forest, finding sky for a solar array may be chal-

lenging, requiring a tall mast, or even unfeasible. We do not

quantify the comparative difficulty of this versus the instru-

mentation of a full array with manufactured antennas. Finally,

a study of background radio sources unique to a forested en-

vironment is needed.

Such a detector could also be useful for cosmic ray studies.

And, built responsibly, will have benefits for forest conserva-

tion, particularly in places where forests are multiple use. A

forest detector could also motivate the large-scale reforesting

of land, to grow a neutrino detector for future generations.

Conclusion.— The forest may be an efficient ντ detector.

Using trees as the antennas for a full scale array has numerous

benefits, including the complete removal of the need for de-

signing and deploying antennas. The trees are simply instru-

mented. The author urges that, should this idea be tested or

implemented, the experimenters take the utmost care in pro-

tecting and maintaining the forest they instrument, and not do

damage to this precious and fragile resource shared by all the

creatures of the Earth. Such a detector must be built in har-

mony with, and with respect for, nature; otherwise, this idea

is not worth trying.
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