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A new analysis of the propagation of acoustic pulses produced by local heating of liquids due to ionization
by charged particles is presented. It is shown that the wave equations with loss dominate the pulse shape
after small distances and that, due to the bipolar 8-function behavior of the individual pulses, a net observed
pulse is just the time derivative of the received density of pulses from individual heating centers. Angular
distributions, signal-to-noise ratios, detectable volume, and numerical examples are discussed. One
important observation is that the effect of attenuation upon this type of radiation is to produce power-law
rather than exponential cutoff with distance. For example, in the thermal-noise-limited case the signal-to-
noise ratio defined herein only steepens by one-half power in falloff with distance due to attenuation.

INTRODUCTION

Substantial effort has been expended upon the
problem of acoustic radiation from the local heat-
ing caused by the traversal of a charged particle
or group of particles.!”® The heating takes place
essentially instantaneously on both an acoustic and
a thermal diffusion time scale. Herein the ap- -
proach is taken that the bipolar nature of the pres-
sure pulse emanating from a tiny heated region is
known, but that detailed knowledge of its shape is
not necessary beyond a normalization constant. It
will be shown that the measurement of a macro-
scopic pulse arising from the sum of a large num-~
ber of tiny pulses distributed in time permits cal-
culation of this normalization constant for these
individual microscopic source pulses. Once having
measured the constant in question, one may pro-

ceed to calculate the pressure pulse from any given -

distribution of ionizing particles (assuming that
they have the same mixture of § rays that our first
measurement has). One is able to calculate the
magnitudes and angular distributions of pulses
from showers of charged particles, and detectable
volumes for them, for example.

An essential viewpoint of this paper, then, is
that one need not be concerned with complex de-
tails on the atomic scale of the acoustic-pulse pro-
duction, but that observation at finite distances
yields signals whose character is controlled by the
propagation constants of the medium. Considerable
effort is required to solve the thermoacoustic
equations on the microscopic scale, yet the details
are unobservable except in special situations.

Another critical difference in approach taken
herein, as compared with other published tech-
niques for calculating particle-induced acoustic
radiation, is the recognition of the importance of
working in the time domain. Because of the im-
pulsive nature of the source, the mathematics is
simpler in the time domain and calculations using
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numerical techniques are not subject to the diffi-
culties that appear when carrying out Fourier
transforms for transient sources.

Since this work spans several areas of special-
ization in physics, some details, unnecessary to
the expert, have been included and thus some read-
ers may wish to skip sections. For example, Sec.
I should not be necessary for those familiar with
underwater acoustics. Section II presents some of
the important characteristics of point-source ra-
diation, many of which apply equally to distributed
sources as shown in Sec. III. A specific geometry,
that of line radiation including the effects of a fin-
ite distribution of ionization around tracks (such
as those of relativistic heavy ions), is treated in
Sec. IV. A short diversion in Sec. V demonstrates
that the total acoustic noise resulting.from cosmic-
ray muons in the ocean is negligible compared to
the thermal noise spectrum. Finally, in Sec. VI
the problem of acoustic radiation from cascades
of atomic particles is discussed and the results of
an initial calculation presented.

It should be emphasized that throughout this pa-
per I assume only the thermoacoustic production
mechanism to be significant,

I. RADIATION FROM POINT SOURCES WITH .
ATTENUATION

The equations that govern the propagation of an
acoustic pulse are three: equation of motion
(f=Ma):

8p, (1)

equation of continuity (conservation of particles):

ou .
Po 5 ==Pe @)

equation of state (Stokes):

K
DPe=P, =2+

[
= s - 3 )
Po Po Pe (
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where
Po =equilibrium density of the medium,

u, =particle velocity in the x direction and the
dot stands for time derivation (partial and
total the same here),

p.=the pressure, subscript e standing for excess
over the equilibrium value,

K =the bulk compressibility of the medium,

¢ =a constant relating to the viscosity of the medi-
um,

The equation of state is debatable. (A mechanical
analog for this equation is a spring with parallel
dashpot whose force is proportional to the velocity
of the system. An electrical analog is a series
LR circuit). One can choose other models (as for
example Maxwell’s equation),” but the simplest de-
scription of the observed loss in water and most
liquids having a frequency-squared dependence is
given by this model. An accurate predictive de-
scription does not exist on account of complex
molecular relaxation phenomena in many liquids
(particularly sea water) and because of small, but
difficult to handle, thermal effects, shear effects,
etc. The Stokes form will suffice for most situa-
tions, though, for example, the observed absorp-
tion is about 3+ times the classic prediction above
1 MHz in water. We need only increase the ab-
sorption to match the observed value. The varia-
tion from frequency-squared dependence of the at-
tenuation actually observed in the ocean provides
the limitation for this model. It is not a serious
limitation, however.

We may worry as to whether infinitesimal-ampli-
tude acoustical theory applies here. Near the par-
ticle tracks it may not, where some shock-wave
phenomena might need to be considered. The ef-
fect of a piling up of initial amplitude would be to
introduce higher-harmonic content which would be
severely attenuated by the medium, and hence un-
observable.

The wave equation in terms of the pressure can
be written

1 ) :
vz(p——cq)—i))—c—lgwo, (4)

where w, =K /¢ and ¢, = (K /p,)V2. (In water w,
~ 10" Hz and ¢,~1.5%10° cm/sec.) This simple
form will be adequate for our present require-
ments. (To appreciate the complex theoretical sit-
uation read Hunt’s article on the propagation of
sound in fluids® or Morse and Ingard’s classic
text,® Chap. 6.)

A useful approach to the solution of the wave
equation is to take its Fourier transform

Vz[p(x, @) +i —;i Blx, w)] + (;“’_)zﬁ(x, w)=0,  (5)
0

0

where
Bly, )= [ plx, et ®)
Thus we can write
V2P (x, w) +k2P(x, w)=0, (7
where
w 1 ‘ :
ke Trio/og)™ * (®)

Then we immediately have solved the x dependence
by

B(x, w)=Py(w)e 1, (9)
Moreover, let us settle the question of radial de-
pendence. In the case of a spherically symmetric
source

1 o ([, 8P\ _ 1 8P
V'2 = e —_— ) 0
P r? or (r ar) r or? (10)

if we replace P by P,/r.
We can also expand k since w/w, < 1:

2
k=i_‘*_’[1_§_(_°_’_>+...]
c 8 \w,
N E(_w_)ﬁ ]
! 2w,c 8 \w, :

We see that the dispersion will be slight for all the
frequencies of interest to us (<100 MHz). So also
will be the deviations from a frequency-squared
dependence of the absorption term.

Keeping only the terms up to O(w%/ w2) we get

P"(,r, w)= —;ﬁo(w)e"(‘U/")"(“"z/zc""o)", (11)

So far we have only considered the source-free
wave equation. Neglecting loss we can write the
wave equation for a point source of heat' as
L, _B oF

Kt o T (12)
where B is the bulk coefficient of thermal expan-
sion, C, is the specific heat at constant pressure,
and E is the energy deposition in the form of heat.
The solution to this is simply a pulse of the form
of a time derivative of a & function if we make the
heat deposition a 6 function in time and space:

E=E5(2)5(t), (13)
plr, )= f,;’gp Yole=d (14)

where 7 is a scalar quantity since this represents
spherically symmetric monople radiation.
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FIG. 1. Behavior of the radiation from a Gaussian deposition of heat. The magnitudes are given for fresh water at
20°C with a heat deposition of 2 GeV over a region with rms size of 1 mm. (a) The pressure pulse at 10-cm distance,
(b) Fourier transform of pulse, and (c), (d), (e) variations of effective size, characteristic frequency, and maximum
amplitude, respectively, with distance.
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A more useful solution is for the case of a Gaus-
sian distribution of heat

’
plr=0,¢)== AEQ t e-(t'z/oz)/z, 7>0

r V21 o®
where A=8/4nC,, t'=t-v/c. This is a bipolar
pulse, the time derivative of a Gaussian, which we
will discuss further later on. It has Fourier trans-
form (gotten by completing the square):

, (15)

‘50 =plr=0,w)=¢ %&.we-ozwz/z. (16)
We now have the complete Fourier spectral func-
tion as a function of 7, including attenuation [see
Fig. 1(b)]:

~ AE wy Wi ?w?
=; A ;¥
plr,w)=i S wexp (z e " B A )

amn

To get the time dependence we retransform, ar-
riving at

, .
p(r’tl)=_;47E_Q_ \/_2%_1'3 e-t12/21—2’ (18)
where

t'=t-r/c (¢t>0)

. r \/2
T=\0"+ .
wyc

Notice that the function is the derivative of a Gaus-
sian in time near the observation point (near zero
in the retarded time) with a spread

and

o, =0
T=

7 1/2 . .
(C—%—) , 7 large (> wyco?)
Explicitly writing the function in the limit of large

7 we have [see Fig. 1(a)]

E - 14
plr large, t')=—(w,c)¥? —47-,-2‘4—52 tle™(wWoel2nt'?

T
(19)
This function has its extrema at
1/2
té=:t( r) (20)
W,C
with value
_ w,c AE 21
|pm(» large| -(—2-1?’?75 —-——9-72 . (21)

See the sketch in Fig. 1(e). This shows the effect
of attenuation on an initially sharp pulse; the peak
amplitude in the attenuation zone falls off as 1/»2

instead of 1/7. This situation is vastly different
from that encountered in the case of light, for ex-
ample, where the attenuation of a source goes as
the inverse square multiplied by an exponential.
[The reason for comparison of field strength in the
case of acoustics with intensity in the case of light
is that real detectors (say hydrophones and photo-
tubes) generally produce output amplitudes propor-
tional to the field strength in the acoustics case
(coherent pressure sensing) and light intensity (in-
coherent photon collection).] The cutoff in this
acoustic case is far more gentle, being a power
law. Notice also that the bandwidth will decrease
slowly, as 1/vV7 [see Figs. 1(c) and 1(d)].

II. CHARACTERISTICS OF POINT-SOURCE RADIATION

Let us examine several integral quantities. The
impulse may be defined as

2 [ Iptr, ) Idt=(%)l/2 Ay 1 (22)

Thus the impulse at first falls as 1/7 and then
faster as 1/#¥2. Another integral of interest is the
total radiated energy flux

42 «
)= f_m »20r, 1) dt
2 2
. YnAE) ia ) (23)
oc T

We see that the pulse energy falls off as » ¥2, in-
tegrated over the sphere, which represents energy
dissipated by the viscosity of the fluid (and other
mechanisms).

Another quantity of interest is the first moment
of the pulse

f” p(r, t)dt=- —‘f‘—f—*l (24)

-at all distances. This integral does not suffer the
attenuation effects. Bowen made the same obser-
vation,* but arrived at it in a rather different way.
(We can identify this integral with his J, and find
the same value for A as deduced from the §-func-
tion solution.)

It is worth noting that the efficiency for acoustic
energy radiation using Eq. (23) is

e = Ep(r=0) _ _ ¢ E,
°T E, 167%2pC,% (oc)®
~9x10-0 Lo MeV) (25)

[oc (um)]® "’

where the numerical value (typical) is given for
fresh water at 20°C (see list of properties in Table
I). Notice that the efficiency ¢, depends upon the
energy per unit volume where oc characterizes the
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initial deposition region. It is also perhaps worth
noting that if sc=1 A and E, is in the range 100 eV
the efficiency can be very high (though these equa-
tions are not sensible for that case). But at large
distances the apparent efficiency will be

_ c1/2 woa/z Bz E
1 BHS/Zpsz 7.392

E.(v)
€,=—=L
o

_ 1n-10 By (MeV)

~ 10 —rgﬁ-—(c—m)- . (26)
As expected, the parameters of the deposition re-
gion no longer appear (so long as they are small).
This efficiency roughly agrees with other esti-
mates.® Causing the deposition to be highly local-
ized makes the microscopic efficiency high, but at
large distances it is only the total energy deposited
that controls the radiation efficiency (as long as
the deposition region size is large compared to the
attenuation cutoff wavelength.)

Another set of integrals has to do with the signal
to-noise ratios. Signal-to-noise ratios are defined
and calculated in various ways.!' Ultimately in our
case one wants to calculate a quantity that repre-
sents the scale factor in a probability distribution
for noise faking a signal. One measure of this that
will suffice for preliminary estimates is the ratio
of instantaneous signal voltage to rms noise voltage
at the output of a hypothetical optimal filter at-
tached to the output of an ideal transducer. An
optimal filter is one which will maximize the “dis-
tance” between noise and signal in some space
(the analogy can be made rigorously). The stand-
ard recipe in electrical engineering is to “pre-
whiten the noise” and then use a “matched filter.”
One can think of scaling arriving signals to the
noise basis set and then measuring their projection
along the vector pointing in the direction of the
desired signal. The noise power in a three-dimen-
sional medium has a frequency dependence propor-
tional to the number of available states, which
goes as the square of the frequency times the band-
width.!2 The signal-to-noise ratio'® can be written

S/N = f ) dtI?(r, t)/KTp/2nc

i f S2()dt

- 81C,2pkTv? .
___Pe__ I 27
T 16772C,2pkT ¥77’ @1
t
1o, 0= [ arplr, 1), (28)

for a Gaussian source distribution [Eq. (18)]. Be-
cause T becomes dominated by the attenuation fac-
tor at large distances, the distance dependence

goes to

S/Nvr™¥2 | 02w

The interesting result, which may have important
implications for the DUMAND (Deep Underwater
Muon and Neutrino Detector) project then is that
attenuation only adds one-half power falloff in dis-
tance and, again, not an exponential cutoff (as long
as the noise power has thermal, or frequency-
squared, behavior).

Another observation that will prove useful later
is that since the effect of attenuation in the fre-
quency domain is to multiply by a Gaussian in fre-
quency, we can equivalently account for the attenu-
ation effects by convoluting any pressure pulse with
the Fourier transform of the loss function. We
shall call this a smearing function and it can be
written as

w,

1/2
Q)= (J‘C‘> eTvost e, (29)

27y

Summarizing results up to this point: We have
formed a microscopic test pulse, a bipolar Gaus-
sian derivative, propagated it in accordance with
Stokes’s equation and found that the time depen-
dence was controlled by the medium after small
distances. Moreover, we have identified several
integrals and their radial dependences, and via the
first moment of the pulse have established a con-
nection with the detailed theory of Bowen, demon-
strating the independence of the normalization con-
stant from the details of the solution to the thermo-
acoustic equations. We have also observed the re-
markably small effect of attenuation upon these
kinds of pulses.

III. COMBINING POINT SOURCES IN THE TIME DOMAIN

It will prove useful to have the following identity
for finding the pressure pulse [P(r, t)] arising
from the sum of many point sources:

P(r, t)=constants x a_at s(t), (30)

where S(¢) is the dehsity of sources as projected to
the observation point ». Think of folding all the
sources onto one line » and arrival times ¢,

s(t)=dep(r, )6(r~ct), (31)

where the integral is over the whole energy depo-
sition range and where » is measured from the
observation point. Now the trick is simply that the
very short individual pulses differentiate the dis-
tribution function [S(¢#)]. To prove this we first
take the convolution of individual pulses and the
density function

Py, t)= fﬁ ar's(t—t"p(r, t'). (32)
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This has Fourier transform Examining the spectrum of a given pulse [e.g.,

5, )= S(W)Br, ) . ‘ (33) Eq. (17)] we see that this is quite justified in gen-
’ ’ eral, if
If the pulse is sufficiently short, which is to say 2cw.\/?

. s e 2% 35)
short compared to the granularity of the distribu- . ) (
tion function, we can replace P(r, w) by the time ]
derivative of a & function: (i.e., <1 MHz even at an » of 1 km for water).

It is well known that multiplication of the Fourier
3:[_8_. 5(,5__ _)] = jweivrlc (34) transform of a function by {w is equivalent to dif- "
at '

ferentiation in the time domain. Thus, the result
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is

3 [s(t)
P(r,t)=AE 3—[[7-] . (36)
Now we can see the importance of the parameter
A. If we use this theorem to measure A, given
that we know the dimensions of a burst of parti-
cles, then we both check the validity of the simple
thermoacoustic theory, and we may calculate back
to a single pulse and forward again to any distribu-
tion. One measurement should, in principle,
specify all further results. Using the numbers
given previously, Eq. (36) takes the value for fresh
water at 20C of :

s(¢)

, .
—6X10-25 AU .
Plr, 1)=6X10"2E at[r ] (37)

where P is in dyn/cm?, E is in €V, and # is in cm.
The 7 has been left inside the time derivative to
account for the special case of an extended distri-
bution, wherein the amplitudes of the micropulses
vary across the distribution of tracks (see Sec.
IV). (With the integral of s normalized to unity we
can set E equal to the total energy deposition.)
Observe that the first moment of the micropulse is
conserved in this case as well [Eq. (28)]:

g afs
[ _IPlr, Dat=AE f ¢ a—t(}-)dt

--4E (38)

v R :

but only if » does not vary significantly over the
distribution arrival time (though even then it works
if one chooses an appropriate »). We might ob-
serve that the total radiated energy [Eq. (23)] is
not independent of s(¢), but is obviously maximized
by a 6-function distribution.

A word of caution should be added about the use
of Eqs. (36) and (37) in the cases where the source
size is small. One will have to take account then
of the stronger » dependence (- power) of short
pulses, as given by Eq. (19). Mathematically, we
would have to do the convolution using the smearing
function [Eq. (29)]. Practically, it will be of con-
sequence for sources of centimeter size observed
from greater than kilometer distances in water.

One of the most important distributions we shall
encounter is the Gaussian (either two or three di-
mensional which project as a one-dimensional.
Gaussian, or even four dimensional if there is a
Gaussian particle pulse distribution in time, as at
an accelerator. For the time distribution we
simply convolute with the spatial distribution, the
mean square deviations in time being added.) The
Gaussian distribution as illustrated in Fig. 2(a)
leads to a pressure pulse

AE t’ -t
Ponth== =2 e e @9)

At maximum this pulse has a value of

E
=T7,4X%X T26
|P|=T.4%10 po (40)

’
for P,, in dyn/cm?, E in eV, 7 in cm, and ¢ in sec,
where, again, the numerical example is for fresh
water at 20C (see Table I). Note that we have
come full circle. Equation (39) is identical with
the micropulse expression in Eq. (18). Thus the
equations for the “micropulse” apply for the
“macropulse” as well, in particular, Egs. (19)-
(21) giving the effect of attenuation, and Eq. (28),
expressing the effect of distance upon the signal-
to-noise ratio.

IV. LINE DISTRIBUTION

We will now discuss the acoustic radiation from
a line source of ionization such as that produced
by a single charged particle moving in an essen-
tially straight line. First let us consider the case
of a ¢ function of ionization along the track. The
pressure pulse for this case is gotten from

@ _ m-—z_lw[u(t—ta)—u(t—tb)], (41)
0

v

PRESSURE
(1073 dyn/cm?)

T=1I°C
Fe (min ionizing) in H,O

r=10cm

r=100cm

‘(

r=10cm
x 17100

TIME (pusec)

FIG. 3. Pressure pulse from a relativistic iron nucle-
us traversing water, as seen at several distances.
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where
t,=R/c,
u(x)=0, x<0,1, x>0,
E=LdE/dx,

and the sketch [Fig. 2(a)] shows the other param-
eters. The pressure is then

P(t)=A —3.—5 {1/(:2— 12 V2[6(t = t,) = 6(¢~t3)]

- U-z—_-;—z)s-,é-[u(t—ta)—u(t-t,,)]}.

(42)

This function, as illustrated in Fig. 2(b), consists
of a large compression spike followed by a smaller
rarefaction pulse with a long tail. This is typical
of the solution to a two-dimensional wave equation:
One finds functions that are asymmetric in.space.
The Fourier transform can be easily obtained by
observing that

D - ° _8_ __S_ iwt
P(w)=AE f-«, at(r)e dt

=-iwAE | %e“‘" dt

y dE o0 eiwt
=—iwA Tx _[mdt _——7—(t2—t(2,)1 5
x [ult=t,) = u(t-t,)]

i -1

oA E fcoah (ty/tg) deeiwt"“h(e).
costi 18, /)

This integral has a simple form when {,=¢, and £,

- 00

Plw)= ”‘;’A %Hg(wto), (44)

where H3 is the Hankel function of the second kind.
In the case where observations are made at many
wavelengths from the track the behavior is

5 rw\/2  dE i(wtg=- 1/

~ X = 0= 1/4) 1 45

B(w) (Zto) A——e , Wiy > (45)
whilé in the low-frequency region the behavior is
stronger with frequency:

= E
P(w)= —jwin(wi,) A dE

ol wiy <1, (46)

This is illustrated in Fig. 2(c). It is interesting,
but not surprising, to note that the same solution
can be obtained by starting with the two-dimension-
al wave equation.

In order to account for the effects of attenuation
of the medium we may convolute the pressure as a

function of time [Eq. (42)] with the smearing func-
tion [Eq. (29)]. The smearing function, of course,
transforms the compression peak to a Gaussian,
but the rarefaction is more difficult. The pulse
from a finite line source becomes more symme-
trical with distance until it can be treated as a
point (when its projected length becomes small
compared to the minimum observation wavelength).
A more realistic model of the distribution of ion-
ization around a single track is given by*

—Z’é = %[0.56(p)+0.5 '(—p%;yew”/zpm*], (47)
where
po=1pm,
pu = 0.6R (TH),

Z, 1
—=x-p Z,2 =2 — Xconstants Xlog terms
dx o 14 Am [32 g

=energy loss per unit distance in the medium,

R (Tw)=range of an electron with the maximum
6-ray energy [Tw~2m,(P,/m,)?],

Z ,=charge of the particle,

Zn/A,, =average of charge—to-atomicQ-number ratio
of elements of the medium (by fractional
density),

pm=density of the medium.

One sees that the resultant pressure pulse will be
sensitive to the details of this distribution, partic-
ularly the parameter p, which governs the low-
frequency content. Explorations of the acoustic
radiation at high frequencies could prove to be a
useful tool for investigating the ionization distribu-
tion around heavy ions, a subject which has played
an important role in the detection of ultraheavies
and a claimed discovery of a magnetic monopole in
cosmic rays (Ref. 14).

In order to examine the pressure pulse from
more realistic circumstances, a program has been
written which numerically intergrates the ioniza-
tion from a given spatial distribution, generating
the s(¢) function. It then calculates the pressure
pulse and convolutes with the smearing function to
account for attenuation. Values are calculated for
various integrals, including the theoretical maxi-
mum signal-to-noise ratio, and the pulse is Fou-
rier transformed. This program was used to cal-
culate the pressure pulses illustrated in Fig. 3 for
fresh water at 20°C with a relativistic iron nu-
cleus as the source, as observed at several dis-
tances from the track. The temporal nature of
pulses appears similar for various media, results
of which are summarized in Table II. We see that
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TABLE II. Results of computer calculations for the pressure wave created by iron nuclei of 1.9 GeV/nucleon in the
liquids indicated. The resulting signal-to-noise ratios assume an infinite medium and thermal noise limited detection
system. The last three columns show the effect of localizing tracksto a2-mm rmsdiameter region. Distanceis 10 cm.

Single track

(107% dynes/cm?)  (kHz) (dB)

2-mm beam diameter
[Pl o S/N |P,
(1073 dynes/cm?)

T dE [dx o S/N

Material (°C) (MeV/cm) (kHz) (dB)
CCly 25 2190 663 -27.4
H,O 11 1670 2929 —-59.2
Hg 25 13430 5823 -18.1
CS, 25 967 204 -32.8
Acetone 25 1318 443 -33.0
Benzene 25 1420 520 -31.5
Liquid argon -~186 686 4635 -15.3

9.94 193 -27.3 1.53
1.44 311 -58.8 0.053
1751.00 302 -17.6 22.5
0.710 158 -32.4 0.497
1.71 212 -32.9 0.613
2.67 237 -31.4 0.861
391.00 178 -14.7 3.22

substantial gains over water can be appreciated in
terms of pressure very near the source, but that
attenuation takes most of this back for reasonable
distances (e.g., centimeter distances for track de-
tectors). Further work is required for solid ma-
terials and gases. ‘

V. TOTAL NOISE IN THE OCEAN

It is amusing to calculate the total amount of
noise produced by cosmic -rays'® in the ocean. A
short calculation follows, yielding an upper limit.
Let us assume that all the energy of cosmic rays
arrives randomly at the ocean surface and is de-
posited in packets, whose dimensions we need not
be concerned with so long as the dimensions of the

distribution are small compared to the wavelengths

at which we make observations. This produces an
upper limit because (for an average muon track
with energy 2x10° eV and actual range of 10 m) we
are assuming that the energy is deposited in a
small region, say 1 cm, and therefore has much
greater (10%) acoustic radiation efficiency. If the
observation is made at a depth & the total noise
received from cosmic rays can be gotten by inte-
grating the received energy from each event (in-
coherent addition):

I(w)= fm21rpdp1(r, w)=%[132(7, w)pdp

ZnAZEgzwz Le o202
0

pc .
x/""’ pdp exp[=(@¥/wyc)p? +1*)?]
“o P2+
21[A2EQ20J210 e-w2(02+h/woc)

8
pc (1+w2h/wyc)® ’ (48)
where I have used Eq. (17) for the spectral density,
where p=(#2 +1?)V2, where I, is the cosmic-ray
flux per unit area, and where E, is the average
cosmic-ray energy at sea level. In the low-fre-

quency limit (which again overestimates the noise)
we then have
_ 21A’EZ 0’
pc ’
Now the minimum noise in the ocean,' arising

from the random thermal motions of the medium
is given by

I(w) (49)

4 2
N(w)=kT ’CT{ df. (50)
The ratio of cdsmic—ray-produced noise to thermal
noise power is then

I cBESL -13

_]\7<<8_szJfl)kJ’lT~7X10 s (51)
and thus negligible. This may, however, be mis-
leading because though the average noise is small,
some phase information has been neglected. A
more sophisticated calculation is required to ex-
amine the possibility of significant rate (above ran-
dom fluctuations) of pulses arriving from distant
muons of great energy that penetrate to the ocean
bottom, radiating relatively large amounts of
acoustic energy. To estimate this rate let us as-
sume that all muons arrive vertically and that the
ocean is a homogeneous medium of constant depth
and infinite extent. The average ocean depth is
about 4 km (Ref. 15) and the rate of cosmic-ray
muons reaching this depth is approximately I, =70/
km? sec.'® The energy lost in reaching this depth
is about E i, =3 TeV. The average energy loss
rate is rising linearly in this region and is at a
rate of about 4 TeV/km at 10-TeV energy.!” We
can thus assume an energy-loss spectrum that
goes as

ar__ Iy ( E )‘7
dEdA ~ (y— D)Emin \Eqyy ’

dzl (E )-y+1
aa e

- (52)
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where y is the differential muon surface spectrum
(~8.7).18
The maximum signal-to-noise ratio for distant
pulses is given by Eq. (28):
@ds/zﬁzEz ~ E2
167%2C, 2 pk Tr*/2 ~ RPECE

a=8.5%X1072 cm¥2/eV?,

S/N =
(53)

If we fix a minimum signal-to-noise ratio then we
can solve for the energy required to produce a
signal of that level at that distance:

1/2
By = (——SQN) e (54)

The rate of events producing pulses above the
threshold S/N ratio will then be

fad “y+1
R= f 2nrdrr'5/"‘7’1’lo<—§@l—) , (55)
7 min ’ OEnin
where 7, =(a/S/N)¥°E ;Y. We see that the in-

tegral does not diverge with distance; the gain in
rate due to increasing area is overwhelmed by the
steep spectrum. This conclusion can change if (due
to direct muon production at the primary cosmic-
ray interaction and other possibilities) the spec-
trum should become flatter at very high energie's.
It is thus easy to see that at no reasonable signal
levels and rates, even with arrays with substantial
gain, will the total rate due to cosmic-ray muons
at great distances be large. Note that we ignored
the complexities of long-range acoustic propaga-
tion in an ocean with a variable index of refraction.
The conclusion of this paper is that the relative
amount of acoustic noise in the ocean caused by
cosmic-ray muons is negligible. (However, this
does not say that special detectors could not ob-
serve large rates of acoustically detected muons.)

VI. ACOUSTIC RADIATION FROM CASCADES OF
PARTICLES

Another important circumstance is the radiation
of sound from energetic cascades of particles. The
practical applications of this could be in the labor-
atory®® or in the ocean.

Most cascades of elementary particles have sim-
ilar characteristics. They grow rapidly in particle
numbers and ionization, spreading out conically
and then decay exponentially. Their cross-sec-
tional distributions are characterized by a 1/p? de-
crease of ionization per unit volume. No simple
function has been derived relating these cascades
to known input parameters (e.g., average trans-
verse momentum, particle multiplicity, etc.).
Most available results are for Monte Carlo studies
which have been tested in various ways against ex-
periment.?® The following function approximates

some of the behavior of hadronic cascades:
aE
av
A=3.66X1074E%37

=AEF,(p)F,(s) MeV /cm?, (56)

E =initial hadronic-particle energy (in GeV)
> 100,

(p+ po)z
20," 7

Fy(p)= 20
BRI (o +p)? P

Po =708,
Pm=7mS,
s=z/x,
a=2.993,
z =axial distance from first interaction in cm,
A=14.21nE,
0.045(18.4 - InE) cm,
7":{0.1 cm if £>9.8X10% eV,
7,=160 cm.

This function approximates the correct behavior in

‘water, as well as other materials, roughly, by

scaling the attenuation length A by the ratio of ab-
sorption lengths in the materials and the radial
factors 7, and 7, by the Moliere lengths. The en-
ergy dependence is approximate, as is the normal-
ization constant (A). No guarantees are made about
the accuracy of this function particularly when ex-
trapolated to high energies. It would be useful to
have such a function carefully fit to cascade Monte
Carlo results, particularly with respect to the
sensitivity to various models used to extrapolate
hadronic interaction characteristics to ultrahigh
energies. However, the author believes that the
function will be adequate for a first attempt at cal-
culating the acoustic radiation at substantial dis-
tances from such cascades. For the very near field
there will be sensitivity to details, plus at energies
below roughly 10-TeV fluctuations (substantial)
from shower to shower should really be taken into
account. At higher energies the statistics will be
good but the dominant uncertainty will be the length
of the cascade.

We can identify four zones in the radiation pattern
as a function of distance from the cascade axis:

(1) Very near field. Within a few cascade atten-
uation lengths (1) of the cascade the behavior will
be difficult to calculate.

(2) Near field. The pressure wave falls off as 1/
V7, as from a line of radiation. The radiation is
contained in a cylinder of height nx, where »n~5.
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0 t
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TIME (usec)

PRESSURE (1075 dyn/cm?)

FIG. 4. Acoustic radiation from a 10'-eV cascade in
sea water with model described in text. Pressure pulses
are shown at three locations 400 M distant from the cas-
cade axis. At distances of several kilometers the pulses
(within the beam width) will approach a common shape.

10,000 T T T T T T T

. =30
25
-20
S =15
100} .
' -10
CASCADE

ENERGY

10'%ev —
CASCADE DIRECTION

o i CASCADE
MAXIMUM
jol—1 1 1

-5
1 I 1 1
-15 -10 -5 o 5 10 15
DISTANCE ALONG CASCADE (m)

T

1,000

PERPENDICULAR DISTANCE FROM CASCADE AXIS (m)

FIG. 5. Contours of constant inherent maximum sig-
nal-to-noise ratio for a 10%-eV cascade in fresh water
at 11°C.

10km|
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MAXIMUM DETECTION DISTANCE

1 1
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CASCADE ENERGY (eV)

10m

FIG. 6. Maximum detection distance versus energy
for various signal-to-noise ratios.

(3) Far field. The fall of pressure with distance
is now as 1/ and contained in a zone of angular
width p,/x.

(4) Attenuation zone. Attenuation now takes ef-
fect and speeds the fall of pressure with distance
to 1/72. Note that the angular width now must in-
crease in compensation because the apparent
source size is dominated by the medium. The ang-
ular zone is roughly

(re/we 2/ .

Notice also that the signal-to-noise ratio falls

'off only an extra 3 power in 7 in this region [see

Eq. (27)].
The same computer/program as that described in

lO“

o S
© o

DETECTABLE VOLUME (m3)
3
(-]

L ! 1 1
10'4 108 106 10'7 0'® 101°

E CASCADE (eV)

FIG. 7. Volume contained inside a given signal-to-
noise ratio limit versus energy.
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Sec. IV has been used to calculate pulses from
cascades and to generate contour plots of pressure
and signal-to-noise ratio. Figure 4(a) shows pres-
sure pulses from a 10'6-eV cascade at 400 m along
the perpendicular to the peak on the cascade axis.
Figures 4(b) and 4(c) show the pulse as received
+10 m from this point, parallel to the cascade axis.
One sees a sensitivity to position, which may be
used to unambiguously determine the cascade sense
of motion. Figure 5 presents a plot of contours of
constant (inherent maximum) signal-to-noise ratio
for a 10'°-eV cascade. Figure 6 contains a plot of
contours of constant signal-to-noise ratio on an
energy versus maximum detection distance plot.
Notice that the breaks into far and attenuation re-
gions are gentle and only slowly varying with en-
ergy, occurring at about 400 m and 4 Km, respec-
tively. Finally, most relevant for the DUMAND
project, Fig. 7 gives the effective volume versus
cascade energy for various signal-to-noise ratio
limits. This is the volume within which such a
cascade may be heard with signal-to-noise ratio
greater than the stated value. There are many un-
certainties in these calculations, but the behavior
with energy is inescapable. The volume increases
nearly linearly with the cube of the energy out to
spectacular values of “insonification” volume. One
must be careful because of the assumption of ther-
mal noise and an infinite homogeneous ocean.
Moreover, at great distances the attenuation is
substantially greater than that predicted by an
extrapolation of simple frequency-squared depen-
dence from high frequencies downwards. These
calculations represent upper limits for signal-to-
noise ratios at kilometer distances in the ocean.
(The temperature of 11°C in fresh water corres-
ponds to about 4°C in salt water in the deep ocean
in terms of the coefficient of bulk thermal expan-
sion.)

SUMMARY

We have shown that acoustic radiation from
atomic particles traversing liquid media can be
usefully treated as the time-domain addition of the
microscopic pulses from the ionization region.

One need not know the details of the radiation on
the particle scale so long as it approximates that
due to point heating of the medium (i.e., no micro-
bubbles). At most conceivable observation dis-
tances the temporal structure of the pressure pulse
will be controlled by the characteristics of sound

propagation in the medium.

Using the techniques developed herein, applica-
tions have been made to various distributions in-
cluding the two situations of greatest current inter-
est, the line radiation from heavy ions and the

‘more complex radiation from a nuclear cascade.

Perhaps the most striking result is the lack of a
sharp cutoff of attenuation with this kind of radia-
tion which leads to a power-law decrease (rather
than an exponential decrease) with distance. This"
suggests that detection of particles at distances far
into the attenuation region may be possible.

Further work is required (and is in progress) to
account for variations of the attenuation coefficient
from exact proportionality to the square of the fre-
quency as well as better approximations to the ion-
ization distributions of both cascades of particles
and around individual particle trajectories. As
yet, there is no experimental evidence in the U. S.
for any mechanism other than thermoacoustic as
used herein, Observation of microbubble produc-
tion or other phenomena would be exciting and re-
quire a new analysis. (It should be added that we
do have one piece of evidence not consistent with
the simple thermoacoustic picture.?*)
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