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The radio technique for the detection of cosmic rays is nowadays a well-established experimental
technique, and several projects intend to adapt it for the detection of neutrinos. When a primary
particle interacts with a target particle in a medium, a shower containing electrically charged
particles is created, and an electric field is emitted. The measurement and analysis of this electric
field can reveal the properties of the primary particle. In order to be able to produce an accurate
reconstruction of the properties of the primary particle, a reliable calculation of the electric field
is needed. Although almost every current radio detection experiment is located near a boundary
(e.g. ground), the effect of this boundary on the calculation of the electric field is either not taken
into account or the field is decomposed into direct, reflected and transmitted components, which
is a correct description in the far-field approximation only. When the emitting shower and the
detector are close to the boundary with respect to the observation wavelength, this approximation
breaks down, as it is the case for the EXTASIS experiment when the particles are near ground
level. We present in this work a frequency-domain calculation of the electric field from a charged
particle track lying in two semi-infinite media separated by a planar boundary. We also give an
estimate of the expected signal from a full air shower using a toy model.
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1. Introduction

The radio detection of neutrinos and cosmic rays consists in the detection of these particles
by measuring the electric field emitted when they interact in a medium. After the interaction, a
particle shower containing charged particles is created, and these particles create an electric field
that is detectable in the MHz-GHz frequency range.

The radio technique is well-established nowadays as a method of detecting cosmic rays [1],
allowing the reconstruction of arrival direction, energy and composition, the three most relevant
characteristics of a cosmic ray [2, 3]. Experiments such as CODALEMA [4], LOFAR [5], AERA
[6], or Tunka-Rex [7] continue to exploit this technique in a satisfactory way.

Radio can also help with the detection of ultra-high-energy (UHE) neutrinos. Since this kind
of detection requires an increase in the effective volume that is prohibitive for the optical detection
method, alternative methods become necessary. The radio technique allows the instrumentation of
large effective volumes of ice, given that the attenuation length of radio waves in ice is ~ 1km.
Pathfinder experiments such as ARIANNA [8], ARA [9], and ANITA [10] have paved the way for
projected experiments such as RNO.

The radio technique relies heavily on the use of simulations, which constitute the only way
of calculating the field from the billions of particles present in a shower. Monte Carlo codes such
as SELFAS3, ZHAireS or CoREAS allow the calculation of the field from extensive air showers,
while ZHS and, quite recently, NuRadioMC [11], can be used for knowing the neutrino-induced
field in dense media.

ZHAireS and NuRadioMC take into account the reflection of the electromagnetic waves on
the interface between two media when it is relevant. However, all of the mentioned codes assume
that the electric field can be approximated by the radiation field (or far field) only. This hypothesis
is valid as long as the distance between the observer and the radiating charges is large compared
to the observation wavelength. While this is the case for most experiments, at EXTASIS [12] the
electric field is measured below 5SMHz (A > 60m). Therefore, if the shower core lies at a few
hundreds of meters away from the antenna, the far-field approximation no longer applies and one
has to perform an exact calculation.

In the present work, we discuss a formula for the electric field of a particle track in two semi-
infinite media. This formula is valid at all frequencies. We will show that this formula reduces to
the far-field (or geometrical optics) solution when the observer or the emitter are far away from
the surface with respect to the observation wavelength. We will check that for most in-ice experi-
ments with antennas near the surface that measure above 100MHz, the far-field approximation is
satisfactory and there is no need for a near-field description. To end with, we show some results
for a shower toy model and discuss the surface wave created when the shower stops abruptly upon
arrival at the ground (sudden death pulse).

2. General field from a particle track in two semi-infinite media

Let us assume a three-dimensional space divided by a planar boundary at z = 0. Medium 1
corresponds to z > 0 and medium 2 to z < 0. Each medium has a complex relative permittivity
(&1r, &), where the imaginary part indicates absorption. Both media can have a conductivity o >.
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Let us now consider a charge ¢ at rest at the point X = x; that is instantaneously accelerated
at a time ¢t = #; to a velocity v. After travelling in a straight line at constant speed, the particle
is suddenly stopped at a time #, at the point x,. We call this trajectory a particle track, and it
constitutes the basis of many radio emission Monte Carlo codes. Its current density can be written

as
Jirack (X,1) = qv8> (X —x1 —v(¢' —1))[O( —11) — O(¢' —1)], (2.1)

where @ is the Heaviside step function. Equivalently, in the frequency domain,

153 .
Jirack(X, @) =qv [ dt’ &' 53(x —x; —v('—1)). 2.2)
151
Eq. (2.2) can be regarded as an integral of successive point unit dipoles, each one with a current
given by

Jaipote (%, ) = 28(x)8(y)6 (2 — ) (), (2.3)

which suggests that the field for a particle track can be written as a superposition of solutions
for the dipole case. The solution for the field of a dipole in two semi-infinite media can be found
in [13, 14]. We assume that the velocity of the particle is, without loss of generality,

V=vX+v,Z=v(cosOL+sinO3), (2.4)

which means that the field can be written as a composition of vertical (Z) and horizontal (%)
dipoles. Let E, ) (x,X', @) be the field created by a vertical (horizontal) unit dipole at X' = (x',0,z’).
The adapted formulas can be found in [14], and we will not rewrite them here due to their length.
The field for a particle track can be written using the dipole fields:

qv
1A m 2

Eack (X, ®) = ar dor [cos O, (x,X'(1'), ®) + sin OE, (x,X (1), ®)] , (2.5)
with x/(t) the trajectory of the particle. The factor of 1 Am has been included to account for
the dimensions of the unit dipole field.
If both the track and the observer are in medium 1, the field can be written as a superposition of
the direct field (as if there were no boundary), the field from a perfect image and a field expressed
as a Bessel integral that codifies part of the field created by the boundary:

qv
1A-m t

having defined the fields as a combination of the vertical and horizontal unit dipole fields,

[5) . , . , ,
Bk (x,0) = dr' ¢ [E{ + B} + | = By + B+ Bitiys (2.6)

Ecli,tm,mt = cos BEZ,;mJnt +sin eEf}i,llm,mt. (27)

The direct and image unit dipole fields in the integrand are expressable in a closed form, while
the integral dipole field is a Bessel integral that is quite time-consuming and must be evaluated
using special techniques (as the partition extrapolation technique, see [15]), due to the oscillatory
nature of the Bessel functions. As an example, we can show that the radial component for the
vertical dipole is:
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/0 n (koIS 2.8)

Once the direct, image, and integral fields have been calculated, one must integrate Eq. (2.6)
using numerical methods, in general.

If the particle is in medium 2 and the observer in medium 1, the decomposition into direct,
reflected and image fields is not easily obtainable, in general. The dipole field is more easily
expressed as a Bessel integral. The vertical component of the vertical dipole, for instance, is
oy [ e~ piniz
2w Jo N
which allows to write the field for a particle track in medium 2 as

Eyyi, = Jo(kop )k dkp, (2.9)

qv

%) L
dt’ ' [cos OE), 5 .1 +sinOE, 5 ,]. (2.10)
1A-m f ’ ’

Etrack72—>] <X7 0)) =

3. Direct, boundary, and total fields

It is also physically intuitive to rewrite Eq. (2.6) as a sum of direct field (without boundary)
and the field created by the boundary, which is mathematically the sum of the image field and the
integral field. Symbolically,

Etrack(X7 (U) = Ed + Eim + EW — Ed + Ebound 3.0

track track track — “track track »

with Egﬁ;‘gﬂd being the field created by the boundary due to the excitation from the direct field. Let
us calculate the different contributions to the field from a 1.2m long down-going electron track
that stops at the boundary. Medium 1 is air (&, = 1.00012) and medium 2 is an average soil
(&, =13, 0 =5mSm™"). The observer is located at a radial distance of 50m and 2m away from
the boundary, in air. We show in Fig. 1, left, the radial (x, solid lines) and vertical (z, dashed lines)
components of the field from the vertical track. The field is decomposed into direct and boundary
fields, and they combine to yield a non-null total field. We see that the vertical field is in fact
boosted at low frequencies.

We can find in Fig. 1 right the field for the same track, but as a function of the observer radial
distance and for three different frequencies.

4. Field from an underground track

We can check explicitly that the field coming from underground tracks is negligible with re-
spect to the field from tracks in the atmosphere. This is relevant, for instance, for experiments
located at a high altitude, where the air showers still contain a large number of particle when they
traverse the ground. Let us place an electron track that travels 1.2m in air with an an angle of
7 /4 with respect to the normal of the boundary, and traverses the ground for 0.12m, which is a
reasonable depth range for underground shower particles. The observers are at z = 2m and three
different radial distances. The results are found in Fig. 2, left. The field coming from the ground
is orders of magnitude below the field emitted in the atmosphere. This suggests that we can safely
ignore the field from underground tracks when measuring the field from air showers.
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Figure 1: Left: Components of the electric field of a 1.2m long electron track travelling at v ~ ¢. Right:
same, as a function of the observer radial distance. See text for details.

5. Far field. Direct, reflected and transmitted components

When the emitting track or the observer are far away from the boundary with respect to the
observation wavelength, we expect the field to be well approximated as a sum of direct and reflected
components if both track and observer are in medium 1. Using the direct and image fields, this can
be written as

E{ra;ck = E?rack + rHEggck,H + riEggck,L7 (5.1)

where we have introduced the Fresnel parallel (rp) and perpendicular (r ) reflection coefficients.

We can check numerically whether this is the case for an antenna in ice (&, = 1 782, we i gnore
absorption). We identify medium 1 as ice and medium 2 as air, and place an antenna at a distance of
2m from the boundary, similar to an ARIANNA station, and a radial distance of 50m. We choose
several emitting down-going tracks, at heights of 10, 100 and 1000 m.

We show in Fig. 2 right the comparison between the exact field (Eq. (2.6), points) and the
direct+reflected contributions (Eq. (5.1), solid lines). We have also included the ZHS-TR formalism
from [16] (dashed lines). The three approaches agree in the far field. For low enough frequencies,
the Fresnel approximation and the ZHS-TR method break down. However, for an experiment
such as ARIANNA (observer antennas 2m away from the boundary), whose lowest frequency is
100MHz, we obtain that the error is < 10% for tracks in ice at a distance > 10m, which implies
that surface or near-field effects are not relevant for most in-ice showers induced by neutrinos and
the far-field description is enough. However, we must remember that the present analysis is valid
for homogeneous media only, and in reality ice presents a depth-dependent index of refraction. We
still expect the far-field description to be valid when coupled to ray-tracing techniques, although a
rigorous justification should come from FDTD techniques or advanced analytic calculations.

Analogously, if the observer lies in medium 1 and the track lies in medium 2, Eq. (2.10) can
be reduced to a transmitted component in the far field. See [14] for a complete description.

6. Shower toy model and sudden death pulse (SDP

It would be useful to implement this formulas in a Monte Carlo code to get predictions on
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Figure 2: Left: Module of the electric field as a function of frequency for an electron track traversing the
air-soil boundary and several observing radial distances. The contributions in air (solid) and soil (dashed)
have been separated. Right, top: Electric field as a function of frequency created by a track in ice (several
heights) with the observer also in ice at a radial distance of 100m and a height of 2m. Several calculations
are compared. See text for details. Right, bottom: relative errors for the Fresnel and ZHS-TR approaches.

the fields induced by the boundary within a realistic EAS simulation. However, the numerical
evaluation of the Bessel integrals requires a prohibitive CPU time.

Instead, we can think of a simple shower toy model to check whether there is a noticeable
electric field created when a particle shower is suddenly decelerated at ground level. We model
the shower as a collection of straight lines streching from an altitude of 10km to ground level. We
set these lines at several distances from the shower core: 10, 30, 50, 70, and 90 m. We expect to
contain most of the particles of a vertical shower, since the Moliere radius is ~ 80 m near sea level.
For each radial distance, a vertical line is placed at each azimuth angle 0,7 /4,7, ...,71 /4. There
are 40 long lines in total. These lines are divided into 3m long tracks with a charge that depends
on their height:

qi = —0.2N(z;) f(pi)Ai, (6.1)

where N(z;) is a Gaisser-Hillas profile for a 1 EeV shower, the factor —0.2 accounts for the negative
excess charge, f(p;) is the lateral Nishimura-Kamata-Greisen distribution and A; is a geometrical
factor that depends on the area of the shower portion approximated by the line i.

This simple model calculates only the excess charge emission and not the geomagnetic com-
ponent, but this is fine for the study of the SDP since it is created by the charge excess. After
calculating the field in frequency domain, we filter using an eight-order low-pass Butterworth with
critical frequency equal to 10MHz and we transform it to time domain with an inverse FFT. The
result is in Fig. 3. The ground altitude is Om, and the antennas are placed at 9m of height, as in
the EXTASIS experiment. Medium 1 is air and medium 2 is average soil. We show the direct,
direct+reflected (Fresnel) and exact calculations. The first bipolar pulse is due to the shower max-
imum emission, for which the Fresnel calculation is close to the exact calculation. As the shower
develops, the particles get closer to the boundary and the Fresnel approximation breaks down.
When the particles stop at ground level, their deceleration creates the second pulse, which is the
SDP discussed in [17, 18].
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It can be shown that the SDP presents two important properties: the delay between the prin-
cipal pulse and the SDP is directly proportional to the distance from shower core to observer, and
the amplitude of the SDP falls with the inverse of the distance to the shower core. If a SDP is
measured, the core position could be reconstructed using these two properties.

Total electric field (SDP)
I

500 o L .
< or « © + ¢, .
£ > ;
3 ]
2 3 i
= 0, .
S > @ Q
E r e
w e 1
-==- Direct —500 @
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Figure 3: Left: Eelctric field in time domain created by our model shower for two different observers.
The upper curve has been offset for readability. Right: Polarisation map of the SDP emitted by a 30°
shower for two rings of antennas situated at 300m and 300 m from the shower core. Arrows correspond to
the horizontal polarisation, and the radius of the circles indicate the amplitude of the vertical compotent.
Ground is at 1400 m of altitude.

If the shower is vertical, the SDP polarisation is vertical as well. We have also simulated a
30° shower and studied the polarisation of the SDP for this inclination. The result can be found in
Fig. 3 right, from where it can be seen that the vertical polarisation is predominant.

We should clarify that the SDP seems hard to measure near sea level [12] and that its possible
detection is favoured at higher altitudes such as the South Pole or the Pierre Auger Observatory site
in La Pampa.

7. Summary and conclusions

We have discussed an exact solution to the electric field created by a particle track in two
semi-infinite media that takes into account the effect of the boundary at all frequencies. This field
is constructed using the solution for a dipole found in [13]. This field can be divided into direct
emission and surface-induced emission (image field and integral field).

This solution predicts that at low frequencies, the vertical field from a particle track near
ground level is enhanced and not cancelled, as one could assume calculating the direct and reflected
components.

We have shown that this solution implies that the field emitted by underground tracks from an
EAS is negligible compared to the emission in air.
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In the far-field, when either the track or the observer are far away from the boundary with
respect to the observation wavelength, the field is well described by a superposition of direct and
reflected radiation fields if track and observer lie in the same medium. This is also equivalent to
the ZHS-TR formalism [16].

We have also discussed a simple toy model for air shower that supports the existence of a
signal at low frequencies created when the shower abruptly stops at ground level, called sudden
death pulse (SDP).

To end with, we should point out that the formulas in this work provide a way to compute the
electric field of a track when a planar boundary is present, but we have not discussed the antenna
response. When the field is not a pure radiation field (that is, when the antenna is in the near
field), the reception patterns become more complicated and one cannot use the far-field response,
in general.
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