arXiv:1612.08445v1 [astro-ph.HE] 26 Dec 2016

HelMod: A Comprehensive Treatment of the Cosmic Ray Transport Through the Heliosphere

S. Della Torre,^{1, ∗} M. Gervasi,^{1, 2} D. Grandi,^1 G. Johannesson,^3 G. La Vacca,^1 N. Masi,^4 I.V. Moskalenko,^{5, 6} E. Orlando,^{5, 6} T.A. Porter,^5 L. Quadrani,^{4, 7} P.G. Rancoita,^1 and D. Rozza^{1, 2} 1INFN Milano-Bicocca, Piazza della Scienza 3, 20125 Milano, Italy 2Physics Department, University of Milano-Bicocca, Milano, Italy 3Science Institute, University of Iceland, Dunhaga 3, IS-107 Reykjavik, Iceland 4INFN, Bologna, Italy 5Hansen Experimental Physics Laboratory, Stanford University, Stanford, CA 94305 6Kavli Institute for Particle Astrophysics and Cosmology, Stanford University, Stanford, CA 94305 7Physics Department, University of Bologna, Bologna, Italy

HelMod is a code evaluating the transport of Galactic cosmic rays through the inner heliosphere down to Earth. It is based on a 2-D Monte Carlo approach and includes a general description of the symmetric and antisymmetric parts of the diffusion tensor, thus, properly treating the particle drift effects. The model has been tuned in order to fit the data observed outside the ecliptic plane at several distances from the Earth and the spectra observed near the Earth for both, high and low solar activity levels. A stand-alone python module, fully compatible with GalProp, was developed for a comprehensive calculation of solar modulation effects, resulting in a newly suggested set of local interstellar spectra.

The intensity of Galactic Cosmic Rays (GCRs) observed at Earth vary with time accordingly to solar activity. The overall effect of heliospheric propagation on the spectra of GCRs is called solar modulation. Particle propagation in the heliosphere is affected by the outwards flowing solar wind (SW) with its embedded magnetic-field and magnetic-field irregularities. The so-generated and transported heliospheric magnetic field (HMF) is characterized by both the large scale structure (SW expansion from a rotating source) and low scale irregularities that vary with time according to the solar activity (e.g., by modification of SW velocity or local perturbations related to coronal mass ejection [CME]). The SW expansion causes CRs to propagate in a moving medium which is accounted for in the transport equation by the diffusion and adiabatic energy loss terms. In addition, according to the original formulation by Ref. [1], the HMF follows an Archimedean spiral that causes charged particles (i.e., CRs) to experience a combination of gradient, curvature and current sheet drifts [2], whose experimental evidence was provided, for instance, by Refs. [3, 4]. The HelMod model was built [5–15], to include all individual processes, and, therefore, provides a realistic and unique description of the solar modulation. Here we provide a short description of the HelMod model[16] (version 3.0), more details can be found in Refs. [13, 14, 17].

∗corresponding author:stefano.dellatorre@mib.infn.it

I. HELMOD MODEL FOR GCR PROPAGATION IN THE HELIOSPHERE

CR propagation in the heliosphere was first studied by Ref. [18], who formulated the transport equation, also referred to as Parker Equation (see, e.g., discussion in Ref. [13] and reference therein): ∂U ∂t = ∂ ∂x_i ( K^S_{ij} ∂U ∂x_j ) (1) + 1 3 ∂V_{sw,i} ∂x_i ∂ ∂T (α_{rel}T U) − ∂ ∂x_i [(V_{sw,i} + v_{d,i})U],

where U is the number density of Galactic particles per unit of kinetic energy T , t is time, V_{sw,i} is the solar wind velocity along the axis x_i, K^S_{ij} is the symmetric part of the diffusion tensor, v_{d,i} is the particle magnetic drift velocity (related to the antisymmetric part of the diffusion tensor), and finally α_{rel} =^{T +2mr c2}_{T +mr c2} , with m_r particle rest mass in unit of GeV/nucleon.

In the present work, for rigidity greater than 1 GV, we use a functional form with a rigidity dependence following the one presented in Ref. [19]: K_{||} = β 3 K_0 [ P 1GV + g_{low} ] ( 1 + r 1 AU ) , (2)

where K_0 is the diffusion parameter, which depends on the solar activity and magnetic polarity, β is the particle speed in units of the speed of light, P = qc/|Z|e is the particle rigidity expressed in GV, r is the heliocentric distance from the Sun in AU, and, finally, g_{low} is a parameter, which depends on the level of solar activity and allows the description of of the flattening with rigidity below few GV. it is equal to 0.2 for low activity periods while for high activity periods g_{low} = 0 .

FIG. 1: Upper panel: Differential intensity of galactic proton measured by PAMELA and AMS-02 compared with modulated spectra from HelMod for the low and high activity respectively; the dashed lines are the GALPROP LISs (see text). The bottom panel show a zoom in linear scale for rigidity range from 1 up to 10 GV.

The latter is in qualitative agreement with simulations performed for strong turbulence conditions as shown in Figures 3.5 and 6.5 of Ref. [20].

The perpendicular diffusion coefficient is taken to be proportional to K_{||} with a ratio K_{⊥,i}/K_{||} = ρ_i for both r and θ i-coordinates (e.g., see Refs. [19, 21] and references therein). This description is consistent at high rigidity with those from quasi-linear theories (QLTs). Palmer [22] constrains the value of ρ_i between 0.02 and 0.08 at Earth. We found best agreement at ρ_i ≈ 0.058. As remarked in Ref. [14], in this description K_{||} has no latitudinal dependence and a radial dependence ∝ r; nevertheless, the reference frame transformation between the field aligned to the spherical heliocentric frame (see, e.g., Ref. [23]) introduces a polar angle dependence.

As discussed in Section 2.1 of Ref. [13], the diffusion parameter, K_0, provides a scaling factor for the overall modulation intensity and is evaluated using the Monthly Smoothed Sunspot Number. Therefore, the effective modulation experienced by CRs is related to the solar activity and polarity of the magnetic field. This approximation is valid as long as disturbances coming from the Sun (like CMEs) are short and not very frequent, and do not significantly affect the average behavior of the heliospheric medium.

During periods of high solar activity the rate of CMEs increases leading to a more chaotic structure of magnetic field and stronger turbulence, thus the HMF cannot be properly described by a dipole configuration. To improve the practical relationship between K_0 and solar activity, we use the Neutron Monitor Counting Rate (NMCR). In the current work, we exploit the NMCR recorded by the McMurdo station and available through the Neutron Monitor Database [24] following the same fitting procedure used in Section 2.1 of Ref. [13]. NMCR allows us to account for short-time and large-scale variations occurring during the high solar activity periods, and thus to re-scale the diffusion parameter accordingly.

In the present work, we use the drift model originally developed by Ref. [25] and refined using definitions of Parker’s magnetic field with polar correction as reported in Ref. [14] (see also Ref. [26] for a discussion about modified Parker’s magnetic field). Since during the high activity period the HMF is far from being considered regular, in this work we introduced a correction factor that suppresses any drift velocity at solar maximum.

We compute the CR propagation from the Termination Shock (TS) down to Earth using a Monte Carlo approach, i.e., the HelMod Monte Carlo code [13] that solves the two-dimensional Parker equation for CR transport through the heliosphere. HelMod code applies the stochastic integration to a set of stochastic differential equations (SDEs), which are fully equivalent to Eq. (1) (see a discussion in, e.g., Refs. [13, 15]). In this scheme, quasi-particle objects evolve backwardin-time from the location of the detector, i.e., from the Earth, back to the TS. The modulated spectrum is then obtained by averaging the evaluated LIS fluxes, which take into account the reconstructed rigidity at the heliospheric boundary (see Section 4.1.2 in Ref. [15]).

In the current calculation, we assume a static and spherical heliosphere with TS located at 100 AU [13]. Even though variations of the real size of the heliosphere may be important for the analysis of CR propagation near the TS, we do not consider them in this work.

The numerical uncertainties of our Monte Carlo approach were evaluated in Ref. [15], who employed the Crank-Nicholson technique for the SDE integration, and found them to be less than 0.5% at low rigidities. The large number of simulated events ensure that the statistical errors are negligible compared to the systematic uncertainties. HelMod parameters were tuned using proton data in both high and low solar activity (see Fig. 1). The local interstellar spectrum (LIS) is

FIG. 2: The computed normalized probability function G(P0|P ) for P0 = 2 (solid lines) and 9.7 GV (dashed lines) evaluated for AMS-02 proton binning during the period 2011–2014 (blue and green) and for PAMELA proton binning during December 2009 (red and black), see text for details.

assumed to be isotropic along the heliosphere boundary. Nowadays LIS parametrization is constrained by measurements from Voyager probes, at low energy, and AMS-02, at high energy. In Ref. [27] it is discussed how further constrains can be achieved requiring the agreement of GALPROP LIS, modulated using HelMod, with a large set experimental data in different solar conditions.

II. HELMOD PYTHON MODULE FOR GALPROP

The SDE integration with HelMod results in quite an expensive effort from the computational point of view since minimization of uncertainties requires a simulation of a considerable number of events propagating from the Earth to the heliospheric boundary. The common approach is to evaluate the modulated spectrum directly from the numerical integration using the procedure described in Ref. [15] (and references therein) that forces a new simulation run for each LIS to be tested. A different approach allows to use SDE Monte Carlo integration to evaluate the normalized probability function G(P_0|P ) that gives a probability for a particle observed at the Earth with a rigidity P_0 having a rigidity P at the heliospheric boundary. Once G(P_0|P ) is evaluated it is possible to obtain the modulated spectrum directly from J_{LIS} provided by GALPROP with the relationship reported in Ref. [28].

J_{mod}(P_0) = ∫_∞ 0 J_{LIS}(P )G(P_0|P )dP (3)

For illustration, in Figure 2 we show the computed normalized probability function for P_0 = 2 and 9.7 GV evaluated for protons during the period 2011- 2014, equivalent to the data taking period of released AMS-02 data [29]. The normalized probability functions were evaluated for several CR species (p, He, B, C, e^−) for a set of selected experiments running from 1997 to 2015 [29–34].

To simplify the calculations, we developed a python script that reads the GALPROP output and provides the modulated spectrum for periods of selected experiments. The calculation of propagation in the heliosphere is substituted by the integration of Eq. (3) with the normalized probability functions, which are pre-evaluated using the HelMod code as described in the previous Section. This method dramatically accelerates the modulation calculations while provides the accuracy of the full-scale simulation.

The HelMod python module can be downloaded from a dedicated website or used on-line [16]. It reads the GALPROP output format (FITS) and provides a modulated spectrum for a specified period of time. While the heliospheric propagation is fixed by using the provided functions G(P_0|P ), the LIS spectrum can be specified by a user. The output rigidity binning is chosen to be compared with CR experiments in the specified period, alternatively the AMS-02 rigidity binning is chosen as the standard one.

III. CONCLUSION

We presented the 2-D Monte Carlo Heliospheric Modulation Model, i.e. HelMod, to evaluate GCR modulated spectra at Earth. The model includes details of individual processes occurring in the heliosphere particle propagation, thus providing a realistic and unique description of the solar modulation. The model is tuned by using several proton observations at Earth in different solar activity periods, treating in a unique description the high and low solar activity periods. Moreover HelMod provides further constraints to proton LIS in conjunction with GALPROP. To make the calculation available to the community, a python module and a dedicated website, are developed to provide modulated spectra for selected GCR experiments in different solar activity periods.

Acknowledgments

We wish to specially thank Pavol Bobik, Giuliano Boella, Matteo Boschini, Karel Kudela, Simonetta Pensotti, Marian Putis, Mauro Tacconi and Mario Zannoni for their support to the HelMod code and many useful suggestions. This work is supported by ASI (Agenzia Spaziale Italiana) under

4 XXV European Cosmic Ray Symposium, Turin, Sept. 4-9 2016

contract ASI-INFN I/002/13/0 and ESA (European Space Agency) contract 4000116146/16/NL/HK. Igor Moskalenko, Elena Orlando, Troy Porter acknowledge support from NASA Grants Nos. NNX13AC47G and NNX17AB48G, Elena Orlando additionally acknowledges support from NASA Grants Nos. NNX16AF27G and NNX15AU79G, and Troy Porter additionally acknowledges support from NASA Grant No. NNX10AE78G.

[1] E. N. Parker, Astrophys. J. 128, 664 (1958), ISSN 1958ApJ...128..664P.

[2] J. R. Jokipii, E. H. Levy, and W. B. Hubbard, Astrophys. J. 213, 861 (1977).

[3] M. Garcia-Munoz, P. Meyer, K. R. Pyle, and et al., J. Geophys. Res. 91, 2858 (1986).

[4] G. Boella, M. Gervasi, S. Mariani, and et al., J. Geophys. Res. 106, 29355 (2001).

[5] M. Gervasi, P. Rancoita, and I. Usoskin, in Proceedings of the 26th International Cosmic Ray Conference (ICRC2016), August 17-25, 1999 (Salt Lake City, USA) (1999), p. 69.

[6] M. Gervasi, P. Rancoita, I. Usoskin, and G. Kovaltsov, Nuclear Physics B Proceedings Supplements 78, 26 (1999).

[7] P. Bobik, M. Gervasi, D. Grandi, P. Rancoita, and I. Usoskin, in Solar Variability as an Input to the Earth’s Environment, edited by A. Wilson (2003), vol. 535 of ESA Special Publication, pp. 637–640.

[8] P. Bobik, M. Gervasi, D. Grandi, P. G. Rancoita, and I. G. Usoskin, in Astroparticle, Particle and Space Physics, Detectors and Medical Physics Applications (WORLD SCIENTIFIC, 2004), pp. 23–28.

[9] P. Bobik, M. J. Boschini, M. Gervasi, D. Grandi, and P. G. Rancoita, in Astroparticle, Particle and Space Physics, Detectors and Medical Physics Applications (WORLD SCIENTIFIC, 2006), pp. 206–211.

[10] P. Bobik, G. Boella, M. Boschini, S. Della Torre, M. Gervasi, D. Grandi, K. Kudela, S. Pensotti, and P. Rancoita, Proc. of 21st European Cosmic Ray Symposium, Košice (Slovakia) 9-12/9/2008 p. 248 (2009).

[11] P. Bobik, G. Boella, M. Boschini, S. Della Torre, M. Gervasi, D. Grandi, K. Kudela, S. Pensotti, and P. Rancoita, Proc. of the 11th International Conference on Particle Physics and Advanced Technology, Como 5–9/10/2009, World Scientific, Singapore pp. 760–764 (2009).

[12] P. Bobik, M. J. Boschini, C. Consolandi, S. Della Torre, M. Gervasi, D. Grandi, K. Kudela, S. Pensotti, and P. G. Rancoita, Astrophys. Space Sci. Trans. 7, 245 (2011).

[13] P. Bobik, G. Boella, M. J. Boschini, and et al., Astrophys. J. 745, 132 (2012), 1110.4315.

[14] P. Bobik, G. Boella, M. J. Boschini, C. Consolandi, S. Della Torre, M. Gervasi, D. Grandi, K. Kudela, S. Pensotti, P. G. Rancoita, et al., Advances in Astronomy 2013, 793072 (2013), 1212.1559.

[15] P. Bobik, M. J. Boschini, S. Della Torre, M. Gervasi, D. Grandi, G. La Vacca, S. Pensotti, M. Putis, P. G. Rancoita, D. Rozza, et al., Journal of Geophysical

Research (Space Physics) 121, 3920 (2016). [16] HelMod (version 3.0), http://www.helmod.org (2016).

[17] M. J. Boschini, S. Della Torre, M. Gervasi, G. La Vacca, and P. G. Rancoita, Submitted to Adv. Space Res. (2017).

[18] E. N. Parker, Plan. Space Sci. 13, 9 (1965). [19] R. A. Burger and M. Hattingh, Astrophys. J. 505, 244 (1998).

[20] A. Shalchi, Nonlinear Cosmic Ray Diffusion Theories (Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg, 2009).

[21] M. S. Potgieter, J. Geophys. Res. 105, 18295 (2000). [22] I. D. Palmer, Rev. Geophys. Space Ge. 20, 335 (1982). [23] R. A. Burger, T. P. J. Krüger, M. Hitge, and N. E.

Engelbrecht, Astrophys. J. 674, 511 (2008). [24] K.-L. Klein, C. Steigies, and Nmdb Team, in EGU General Assembly Conference Abstracts, edited by D. N. Arabelos and C. C. Tscherning (2009), vol. 11 of EGU General Assembly Conference Abstracts, p. 5633.

[25] M. S. Potgieter and H. Moraal, Astrophys. J. 294, 425 (1985), ISSN 0004-637X.

[26] J. L. Raath, M. S. Potgieter, R. D. Strauss, and A. Kopp, Adv. Space Res. 57, 1965 (2016), 1506.07305.

[27] S. Della Torre, M. Gervasi, D. Grandi, and et al., in From Observations near the Earth to the Local Interstellar Spectra (submitted to Proceedings of the 25th European Cosmic Rays Symposyum (ECRS2016), Septembers 4-9,2016 (Torino, Italy) 2016, 2017).

[28] C. Pei, J. W. Bieber, R. A. Burger, and J. Clem, J.

Geophys. Res.-Space 115, A12107 (2010).

[29] M. Aguilar et al. (AMS Collaboration), Phys. Rev.

Lett. 114, 171103 (2015).

[30] Y. Shikaze, S. Orito, T. Mitsui, and BESS Collaboration, Astrop. Phys. 28, 154 (2007), arXiv:astroph/0611388.

[31] M. Aguilar, J. Alcaraz, J. Allaby, and AMS Collaboration, Phys. Rep. 366, 331 (2002).

[32] O. Adriani, G. C. Barbarino, G. A. Bazilevskaya, R. Bellotti, M. Boezio, E. A. Bogomolov, M. Bongi, V. Bonvicini, S. Borisov, S. Bottai, et al., Astrophys. J. 765, 91 (2013), 1301.4108.

[33] D. Maurin, F. Melot, and R. Taillet, Astron. Astrophys. 569, A32 (2014), 1302.5525.

[34] K. Abe, H. Fuke, S. Haino, T. Hams, M. Hasegawa, A. Horikoshi, A. Itazaki, K. C. Kim, T. Kumazawa, A. Kusumoto, et al., Astrophys. J. 822, 65 (2016), 1506.01267.

eConf TBA