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チベット実験・アルパカ実験
グループガイダンス

﨏さこ 隆志
• 銀河宇宙線の謎
• 最⾼エネルギーガンマ線天⽂学〜宇宙最⾼エネルギーの光⼦〜
• 空気シャワーの観測
• チベット実験
• アルパカ実験
• ⼤学院⽣の⽣活・研究テーマ
• 研究室の紹介



銀河宇宙線起源の謎
Knee
~4PeV 2nd Knee

~200PeV

Ankle
~5EeV系内起源?

系外起源?

Gaisser et al. Front.Phys.(Beijing) 8 (2013) 748

• 宇宙線＝宇宙を⾶び交う⾼エネルギーの放射線
• 主成分＝原⼦核（陽⼦を含む）
• 起源＝不明：天体周りの衝撃波が有⼒候補

• 超新星残骸？
• 中性⼦星？
• 星⽣成領域？
• ブラックホール？
• 未知の粒⼦（暗⿊物質）の対消滅や崩壊？

• 定説：
• 銀河系内では陽⼦は4x1015eV (PeV)まで加速
• 原⼦核はZ倍なので鉄原⼦核は1017eV
• それより上は銀河系外起源？
• 宇宙の限界は1020eV

• 我々がやるべきこと・やりたいこと：
• 銀河系内の陽⼦加速の限界は？
• 限界加速はどこで起きているのか？
• ⾼エネルギーで原⼦核種はどう変化するのか？
• 新物理の証拠を探す（ダークマター、原始BH、…）

ここはテレスコープアレイ実験

1015eV 1020eV
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キーワードは PeV

実験室では再現できない
極限物理現象



3

Energy

荷電粒⼦観測
（陽⼦、原⼦核）

ガンマ線観測

TeV PeV EeV

最⾼エネルギー宇宙線観測
（テレスコープアレイ）

⾼エネルギーガンマ線観測
（MAGIC, CTA）

⾼エネルギー宇宙線観測
（Tibet, ALPACA）

最⾼エネルギーガンマ線観測
（Tibet, ALPACA）

• 宇宙最⾼エネルギー粒⼦
• 銀河系外
• 超レア

• 宇宙最⾼エネルギー光⼦
• 銀河系内
• 2019年に観測確⽴

• 銀河最⾼エネルギー粒⼦

• ⾼精度観測
• 超巨⼤実験
• 銀河系内外

TeV=1012eV, PeV=1015eV, EeV=1018eV



宇宙線の伝播 宇宙線の起源
宇宙線原⼦核

宇宙磁場

超PeV宇宙線

⾼エネルギー宇宙線・ガンマ線の観測
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sub-PeVガンマ線

星間物質

宇宙線の伝播 宇宙線の起源
宇宙線陽⼦

宇宙線原⼦核
宇宙磁場

超PeV宇宙線

⾼エネルギー宇宙線・ガンマ線の観測
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sub-PeVガンマ線

空気シャワーアレイ実験

宇宙線空気シャワー

星間物質

宇宙線の伝播 宇宙線の起源
宇宙線陽⼦

宇宙線原⼦核
宇宙磁場

超PeV宇宙線

⾼エネルギー宇宙線・ガンマ線の観測
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チベット空気シャワー観測装置
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pチベット (90.522oE, 30.102oN) 標高4300 m

現行スペック
pシンチレーション検出器数 0.5 m2 x 597
p空気シャワー有効面積 ~65,700 m2
p 観測エネルギー >TeV
p角度分解能   ~0.5°@10TeV g

~0.2°@100TeV g
pエネルギー分解能 ~40%@10TeV g

~20%@100TeV g
p視野    ~2 sr

à空気シャワー中の二次粒子(主にe+/-,γ)を観測し
   一次宇宙線エネルギー、方向を決定



Air shower MC

宇宙線シャワーとガンマ線シャワーの区別
• 宇宙線シャワーの頻度 >> ガンマ線シャワーの頻度
• 宇宙線シャワーにはミュー粒⼦が多い。ミュー粒⼦は地下2mまで到達
• 地下のミュー粒⼦検出器で宇宙線イベントを排除！

Ground surface 8

200TeV gamma shower

electron・positron・muon

200TeV proton shower

electron・positron・muon



海抜4300 m . = 606 g/cm2

チベット空気シャワーアレイと地下ミューオン検出器

Google Map

羊八井高原,
中国, チベット

Google map
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MD construction scene 



sub-PeVガンマ線天⽂学の始まり
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(a) E >10 TeV (b) E >100 TeV

FIG. S2. Significance maps around the Crab nebula observed by the Tibet AS+MD array for (a) E > 10 TeV and for (b)
E > 100 TeV, respectively. The cross mark indicates the Crab pulsar position.

MUON DISTRIBUTION MEASURED BY THE MD ARRAY

In this paper, the total number of particles detected in the MDs (i.e. ⌃Nµ) is used as the parameter to discriminate
cosmic-ray induced air showers from photon induced air showers. As shown in Fig. 2 in the paper, the muon cut
threshold depends on the ⌃⇢, where ⌃⇢ is roughly proportional to energy, and ⌃⇢ = 1000 roughly corresponds to
100 TeV.

For E > 100 TeV, the averaged ⌃Nµ for the cosmic-ray background events is more than 100, while the muon cut
value is set to be approximately ⌃Nµ = 10 ⇠ 30 depending on ⌃⇢. As a result, we successfully suppress 99.92% of
cosmic-ray background events with E > 100 TeV, and observe 24 photon-like events after the muon cut.

Figure S3 shows the relative muon number (Rµ) distribution above 100 TeV for the Crab nebula events. Rµ is
defined as the ratio of the observed ⌃Nµ to the ⌃Nµ on the muon cut line in Fig. 2 at the observed ⌃⇢. Three
events among 24 photon-like evens have ⌃Nµ = 0 which corresponds to the leftmost bin corresponds Rµ = 0 in
Fig. S3. We find a clear bump of muon-less events in Rµ < 1 region, and the relative muon distribution after the
muon cut (Rµ < 1) is consistent with that estimated by the photon MC simulation. This is unequivocal evidence for
the muon-less air showers induced by the primary photons from an astrophysical source.
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FIG. S3. Relative muon number (Rµ) of the Crab nebula events with E > 100 TeV. Rµ is defined as the ratio of the observed
⌃Nµ to the ⌃Nµ value on the muon cut line in Fig. 2 at the observed ⌃⇢. The leftmost bin indicates the number of events with
Rµ = 0. The black points show the number of observed events from the Crab nebula. The solid red histograms and dashed
blue histograms show the photon MC simulation and the observed cosmic-ray background events, respectively. The central
vertical dashed line indicates the muon cut position at Rµ = 1.

Tibet AS 𝛾 Collaboration, 
PRL 123, 051101 (2019)

We have looked for correlations between the sources of
systematic uncertainty and have not found any. Therefore, the
effect of each source of systematic uncertainty can be added in
quadrature to the others. The systematic uncertainties on each
of the fit parameters in the log-parabola likelihood fit can be
seen in Table 5.

The major sources of systematic uncertainty are described
below. Figure 13 shows the shift due to systematics in
E2dN/dE as a function of energy for each estimator.

4.5.1. Angular Resolution Discrepancy

A discrepancy in the 68% containment between data and
simulation can be seen in Figure 8. While the cause of this is
not immediately clear, it is thought to be at least partially
caused by the shower curvature model used during reconstruc-
tion not yet having an energy dependence.

The 68% containment in the Monte Carlo is underestimated
by approximately 5%. The effect of this has been investigated
by scaling the PSF up by this amount and refitting the Crab
Nebula. The maximum effect on the flux is ∼5%, occurring at
the lowest energies (see Figure 13). At the highest energies this
effect is almost completely negligible.

4.5.2. Late Light Simulation

This was the largest source of uncertainty (∼40% in flux) in
Abeysekara et al. (2017a) and arose from a mismodeling of the
late light in the air shower. This is thought to stem from a
discrepancy between the time width of the laser pulse used for
calibration and the time structure of the actual shower. From
simulation, it is expected that the width of the arrival time
distribution of single photoelectrons (PEs) at the PMT should
be 10 ns, but examining the raw PE distributions in data
shows a discrepancy above 50 PEs. Improved studies of the
PMTs have decreased the size of this uncertainty in this work,
although it is still one of the dominant sources of uncertainty.
Systematic uncertainties have been derived by varying the size
of this effect and observing the impact on the flux.

4.5.3. Charge Uncertainty

The charge uncertainty encapsulates how much a PMT
measurement will vary for a fixed amount of light, as well as
the relative differences in photon detection efficiency from
PMT to PMT. The amount of uncertainty has been varied and
the effect on the flux studied. This is not a dominant source of
systematic uncertainty.

4.5.4. Absolute PMT Efficiency/Time Dependence

The absolute PMT efficiency cannot be precisely determined
using the calibration system (see Abeysekara et al. 2017a for a
discussion). Instead, an event selection based on charge and
timing cuts is implemented to identify incident vertical muons.
Vertical muons provide a monoenergetic source of light and
can be used to measure the relative efficiency of each PMT by
matching the muon peak position to the expected one from the
MC simulations. These efficiencies were determined for
different epochs in time and used to measure the range of
uncertainties. This is one of the dominant sources of
uncertainty, along with the late light simulation.

Figure 12. Significance map above 56 TeV in reconstructed energy for the GP (left) and NN (right). The maximum significance is 11.2σ for the GP and 11.6σ for the
NN. Both significance maps have been smoothed for presentation purposes.

Table 5
Systematic Uncertainties on Fit Parameters

Estimator Parameter Sys. Low Sys. High

GP f0 −2.11×10−14 2.00×10−14

α −0.03 0.01
β −0.03 0.01

NN f0 −1.69×10−14 3.23×10−14

α −0.02 0.03
β −0.02 0.02

Note. The systematic uncertainties on the fit parameters, for each estimator.
The units for f0 are TeV cm−2 s−1.
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>56TeV

HAWC Collaboration, 
ApJ 881:134 (2019)

Extended Data Fig. 5 | Phenomenological fits to the γ−ray observations of 
LHAASO J1908+0621, and previous observations of potential counterparts. 
The inset shows the KM2A significance map, indicating the potential 
counterparts of the UHE γ-ray source. The colour bar shows the significance 
( TS). The green circle indicates the PSF of LHAASO. The Fermi LAT points for 
LHAASO J1908+0621 analysed in this work, as well as ARGO48, HESS49 and 
HAWC4 data, are shown together with the LHAASO measurements. The dotted 
curve shows the leptonic model of radiation, assuming an injection of electron/
positron pairs according to the pulsar’s spin-down behaviour, with a breaking 
index of 2 and an initial rotation period of 0.04 s. A fraction of 6% of the current 
spin-down power of the pulsar PSR J1907+0602 at a distance of 2.4 kpc is 
assumed to be converted to e± pairs to support the γ-ray emission. The injection 
spectrum of electrons is assumed to be N E E E( ) ∝ exp{−[ /(800 TeV)] }e

2
e
−1.75 .  

The solid curves correspond to the hadronic model of radiation. Two types of 
energy distributions are assumed for the parent proton population: (i) a single 
power-law spectrum of parent protons, N(E) ≈ E−1.85exp[−E/(380 TeV)] (thin solid 
curve); (ii) a broken power-law spectrum with an exponential cutoff of parent 
protons, with indices 1.2 and 2.7 below and above 25 TeV, respectively, and a 
cutoff energy of 1.3 PeV (thick solid curve). In the inset sky map, the black 
diamond shows the position of PSR J1907+0602, the black contours correspond 
to the location of supernova remnant SNR G40.5-0.5 and the white circle is the 
position and size of HESS J1908+063. The cyan regions are the dense clumps 
described in Methods. The average density in the whole γ-ray emission region is 
estimated to be about 10 cm−3. γ-ray absorption due to photon–photon pair 
production (see Methods) is taken into account in the theoretical curve.

LHAASO Collaboration, 
Nature, 594, 33-36 (2021)

best-fit Nishimura-Kamata-Greisen (NKG) function [20].
The energy resolutions with S50 are roughly estimated to
be 20% and 10% for 100 and 400 TeV, respectively. The
absolute energy scale uncertainty was estimated to be 12%
from thewestwarddisplacement of theMoon’s shadowcenter
due to the geomagnetic field [21]. The live time of the dataset
is 719 days fromFebruary 2014 toMay 2017, and the average
effective detection time for the Galactic plane observation is
approximately 3700 h at the zenith angle less than 40°. The
data selection criteria are the same in our previous work [12]
except for the muon cut condition. According to the CASA-
MIA experiment, the marginal excess along the Galactic
plane in the sub-PeV energies is 1.63 σ, and the fraction of
excess to cosmic-ray background events is estimated to be
approximately 3 × 10−5 [18]. In order to search for signals
with such a small excess fraction,we adopt a tightmuon cut in
the present analyses requiring for gamma-ray-like events to
satisfyΣNμ < 2.1 × 10−4 ðΣρÞ1.2 or ΣNμ < 0.4, where ΣNμ

is the total number of muons detected in the underground
muon detector array. This is just one order of magnitude
tighter than the criterion used in our previous work [12]. The
cosmic-ray survival ratio with this tight muon cut is exper-
imentally estimated to be approximately 10−6 above 400TeV,
while the gamma-ray survival ratio is estimated to be 30% by
the MC simulation. The comparison between the cosmic-ray
data and the MC simulation is described in Fig. S1 in
Supplemental Material [22].
Results and discussion.—Figure 1 shows arrival direc-

tions of gamma-ray-like events in (a) 100ð¼102.0Þ < E <
158ð¼102.2Þ TeV, (b) 158ð¼102.2Þ<E<398ð¼102.6ÞTeV,
and (c) 398ð¼102.6Þ < E < 1000ð¼103.0Þ TeV, remaining
after the tight muon cut. It is seen that the observed arrival
directions concentrate in a region along the Galactic plane
(see also Fig. 2). Particularly in Fig. 1(c), 23 gamma-ray-
like events are observed in jbj < 10° which we define as the
on region (NON ¼ 23), while only ten events are observed
in jbj > 20° which we define as the off region (NOFF ¼ 10).
Since the total number of events before the tight muon cut
is 8.6 × 106, the cosmic-ray survival ratio is estimated to be
1.2 × 10−6 in jbj > 20° above 398 TeV. We use NOFF in
jbj > 20° to estimate the number of cosmic-ray background
events, because the contribution from extragalactic gamma
rays in E > 100 TeV is expected to be strongly suppressed
due to the pair-production interaction with the extragalactic
background light. The mean free path lengths for the pair
production for 100 TeV and 1 PeV are a few megaparsecs
and 10 kpc, respectively [29].
Since the ratio (α) of exposures in on and off regions is

estimated to be 0.27 by the MC simulation with our
geometrical exposure, the expected number of background
events in the on region with jbj < 10° is NBG ¼ αNOFF ¼
2.73, and the Li-Ma significance [30] of the diffuse gamma
rays in the on region is calculated to be 5.9 σ. The number
of events and the significances in each energy bin are
summarized in Table S1 in Supplemental Material [22].

The observed distribution of the number of muons for
E > 398 TeV after the muon cut is consistent with that
estimated from the gamma-ray MC simulation as shown in
Fig. S2 in Supplemental Material [22]. The highest-energy
957ðþ166

−141ÞTeV gamma ray is observed near the Galactic
plane, where the uncertainty in energy is defined as the
quadratic sum of the absolute energy-scale error (12%) and
the energy resolution [12]. Solid circles in Fig. 2 display
NON − NOFF as a function of b in (a) 100 < E < 158 TeV,
(b) 158 < E < 398 TeV, and (c) 398 < E < 1000 TeV.
The concentration of diffuse gamma rays around the
Galactic plane is apparent particularly in Fig. 2.
In order to estimate contribution from the known

gamma-ray sources, we searched for gamma-ray signals

FIG. 1. The arrival direction of each gamma-ray-like event
observed with (a) 100 < E < 158 TeV, (b) 158<E<398TeV,
and (c) 398 < E < 1000 TeV, respectively, in the equatorial
coordinate. The blue solid circles show arrival directions of
gamma-ray-like events observed by the Tibet ASþMD array.
The area of each circle is proportional to the measured energy of
each event. The red plus marks show directions of the known
Galactic TeV sources (including the unidentified sources) listed
in the TeV gamma-ray catalog [9]. The solid curve indicates the
Galactic plane, while the shaded areas indicate the sky regions
outside the field of view of the Tibet ASþMD array.
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cosmic ray density profile above 100 GeV from ref. 19, which clearly 
favours the 1/r profile. Alternatively, the 1/r profile is less striking 
for TeV cosmic rays because of their escape time.

The angular size of the Cygnus Cocoon is about 2.1°, which trans-
lates into a radius of r = 55 pc at 1.4 kpc. The size of the Cocoon is 
similar in both the TeV and GeV energy range. Assuming a loss-free 
regime, the particles from tens of GeV to hundreds of TeV diffuse 
in the region over a time tdiff given by tdiff = r2/(2D) (ref. 20), where D 
is the particle diffusion coefficient. If D(E*) = β D0(E*), where D0(E*) 
is the average diffusion coefficient in the Galaxy at a given energy E* 
and β is the suppression coefficient, then at 10 GeV
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The diffusion time (tdiff) of 10 GeV particles detected with 
Fermi-LAT needs to be shorter than the age of the Cyg OB2 associa-
tion tage, that is, tdiff (10 GeV) < tage ≈ 1−7 Myr (ref. 21), which yields 
β > 0.002. By contrast, the diffusion time of 100 TeV particles must 
be longer than the light-travel time to the edges of the Cocoon, 
tdiff (100 TeV) ≫ Rdiff/c, where Rdiff is the diffusion radius and c is the 
speed of light. With D0(100 TeV) = 3 × 1030 cm2 s−1, we obtain β ≪ 1. 
The combination of observations by the GeV and TeV instruments 
provides unique insights to particle transport in the Cocoon super-
bubble. The ‘suppression of the diffusion coefficient’ (β) is found to 
be 0.002 < β ≪ 1. This confirms that closer to particle injectors, high 
turbulence is driven by the accelerated particles, and cosmic rays 
are likely to diffuse more slowly than in other regions of the Galaxy.

As discussed in ref. 10, although the PWN powered by PSR 
J2021+4026 and PSR J2032+4127 cannot explain this extended 
Cocoon emission, we cannot rule out that the emission could be 
from a yet-undiscovered PWN. The nearby γ Cygni SNR might 
not have been able to diffuse over the Cocoon region because of 
its young age10. The γ-ray emission measured from the Cocoon 

region over five orders of magnitude in energy is likely produced by  
protons in the GeV to PeV range that collide with the ambient dense 
gas. The spectral shape in the TeV energy range is well described by 
a power law without an indication of a cut-off up to energies above 
100 TeV. Therefore, it might be the case that the powerful shocks 
produced by multiple strong star winds in the Cygnus Cocoon can 
accelerate particles, not only to energies up to tens of TeV as previ-
ously indicated by the Fermi-LAT detection, but even beyond PeV 
energies. However, the presence of a cut-off or a break in the GeV to 
TeV γ-ray spectrum at a few TeV, as evidenced in the measurements 
of both ARGO and HAWC detectors, argues against the efficiency 
of the acceleration process beyond several hundred TeV.

The break in the γ-ray spectrum around a few TeV could be due 
to either leakage of cosmic rays from the Cocoon or a cut-off in the 
cosmic ray spectrum injected from the source. In the first scenario, 
the γ-ray emission is dominated by recent starburst activities less 
than 0.1 Myr ago. The diffusion length in the Cocoon is 100–1,000 
times less than that in the interstellar medium owing to strong mag-
netic turbulence10 that is plausibly driven by starburst activities. The 
lower-energy cosmic rays are confined by the magnetic field of the 
Cocoon, whereas higher-energy cosmic rays escape from the region 
before producing γ rays, which results in a spectral break from GeV 
to TeV regime. An injection index of α ≈ −2.1 for the cosmic ray spec-
trum is needed to explain the Fermi-LAT observation. Such a spec-
trum can be achieved by different particle acceleration mechanisms, 
for example through shock acceleration. An example of the leakage 
model is illustrated as the thick solid grey line in Fig. 2a. Assuming 
a recent activity that happened 0.1 Myr ago and a gas density of 30 
nucleons per cm3 as suggested by H i and H ii observations22, the 
proton injection luminosity is found to be Lp ≈ 4 × 1037 erg s−1 above 
1 GeV (Methods). The data above 100 TeV suggest that the stellar 
winds inject protons to above PeV with a hard spectrum.

In the second scenario, the γ-ray emission is produced by contin-
uous starburst activities over the OB2 star lifetime, 1–7 Myr. In this 
scenario, a hard cosmic ray spectrum of α ≈ −2.0, depending on the 
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Fig. 2 | Spectral energy distribution of the γ-ray emission and cosmic ray density at the Cocoon region. a, Spectral energy distribution of the Cocoon 
measured by different γ-ray instruments. Here, Φγ is the γ-ray flux, which is given by Eγ

2 × dN/dEγ and Eγ is the γ-ray energy. Blue circles are the spectral 
measurements for the Cocoon in this study. The errors on the flux points are the 1σ statistical errors. At low TeV energy, HAWC data agree with the 
measurements by the ARGO observatory shown in grey squares14. The red and grey circles are the Fermi-LAT flux points published in ref. 15 and ref. 10, 
respectively. The grey triangles are from the Fermi-LAT analysis in ref. 19. The grey solid and dashed lines are γ-ray spectra derived from the hadronic 
modelling of the region. (The leptonic modelling results are provided in Extended Data Fig. 1). b, Cosmic ray energy density profile calculated for four 
rings (0–15!pc, 15–29!pc, 29–44!pc and 44–55!pc) centred at the OB2 association. The green circles are the cosmic ray densities derived above 10!TeV 
using HAWC γ-ray data. The y errors are the statistical errors and the x error bars are the width of the x bins. The orange and blue lines are the 1/r profile 
(signature of the continuous particle injection) and constant profile (signature of the burst injection), respectively, calculated by assuming a spherical 
symmetry for the γ-ray emission region and by averaging the density profile over the line of sight within the emission region. The black dashed line is the 
local cosmic ray density above 10!TeV based on Alpha Magnetic Spectrometer measurements18. The black triangles are the cosmic ray densities above 
100!GeV from ref. 19.
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declination (dec.) = 41.51° ± 0.04°), which is a slightly extended 
source with a Gaussian width of 0.27° and is possibly associated 
with the PWN TeV J2032+4130 (refs. 12,13), and HAWC J2030+409, 
which is a very-high-energy counterpart of the GeV Cygnus 
Cocoon10 (Methods). The region after subtraction of HAWC 
J2031+415 (PWN) and 2HWC J2020+403 (γ Cygni) is shown  
in Fig. 1b.

HAWC J2030+409 contributes ~90% to the total flux detected 
at the ROI and is detected with a test statistic (equation (1), likeli-
hood ratio test), TS, of 195.2 at the position RA = 307.65° ± 0.30°, 
dec. = 40.93° ± 0.26°. The extension is well described by a 
Gaussian profile with a width of 2.13° ± 0.15° (stat.) ± 0.06° (syst.). 
The location and the Gaussian width of the source are consistent 
with the measurements by Fermi-LAT from above 1 GeV to a few 
hundred GeV.

The spectral energy distribution of the Cygnus Cocoon 
has been extended from 10 TeV in the previously published  
measurement by the ARGO observatory14 to 200 TeV in this 
analysis. The measurement above 0.75 TeV can be described 
by a power-law spectrum E/�E& = /

�

(&�&
�

)Γ , with 
E0 = 4.2 TeV being the pivot energy. The flux normalization is 
/

�

= ���

+���

−���

(TUBU�)+����

−����

(TZTU�)×10−13 cm−2 s−1 TeV−1 and the spec-
tral index is Γ = −����

+����

−����

(TUBU�)+����

−����

(TZTU�). The flux is compat-
ible with an extrapolation from the Fermi-LAT measurement at 
1–300 GeV (refs. 10,15). Compared to Γ = −2.1 in the Fermi-LAT GeV 
data, a significant softening of the energy spectral density is evident 
at a few TeV in the ARGO data14 and persists beyond 100 TeV in the 
HAWC data (Fig. 2a).

GeV γ rays observed by Fermi-LAT can be produced either by 
high-energy protons interacting with gas or by high-energy elec-
trons upscattering stellar radiation and dust emission10. Above a few 
TeV, the inverse-Compton process between relativistic electrons 
and stellar photons is suppressed by the Klein–Nishina effect. If 
produced by electrons, the γ-ray emission is therefore not expected 

to be peaked toward the stellar clusters, but rather trace the dif-
fuse dust emission across the entire Cocoon. This adds difficulty to 
the task of distinguishing the leptonic and hadronic origins of the 
γ-ray radiation. The measurements of the Cygnus Cocoon emission 
above 10 TeV break the degeneracy of the two origins. As shown 
in Extended Data Fig. 1, we find it unlikely that a single electron 
population produces γ rays from GeV to the highest energy by 
inverse-Compton emission without its synchrotron radiation vio-
lating the flux constraints posed by radio16 and X-ray17 observations. 
The leptonic origin of the γ-ray radiation by the Cygnus Cocoon is 
therefore disfavoured as uniquely responsible for the observed GeV 
and TeV flux.

The cosmic ray energy density above a proton energy of 10 TeV 
is calculated for four annuli up to 55 pc from Cyg OB2 (Fig. 2b). We 
find that the cosmic ray energy density in all spatial bins is larger 
than the local cosmic ray energy density of 10−3 eV cm−3 based on 
Alpha Magnetic Spectrometer measurements18. Therefore, as for the 
GeV γ rays10, TeV γ rays come from the freshly accelerated cosmic 
rays inside the Cygnus Cocoon, rather than from the older Galactic 
population.

The radial profile of the cosmic ray density yields information 
on the mechanism that accelerates particles in the Cygnus Cocoon. 
Assuming that a cosmic ray accelerator has been active in the cen-
tre of the region at a radius of r = 0, roughly at the location of Cyg 
OB2, a 1/r dependence of the cosmic ray density would imply that 
the acceleration process has continuously injected particles in the 
region for 1–7 Myr. A continuous acceleration process, which can-
not be guaranteed by a single supernova explosion event, could be 
produced by the combined and long-lasting effect of multiple pow-
erful star winds. Conversely, a constant radial profile would imply a 
recent (< 0.1 Myr) burst-like injection of cosmic rays, such as from a 
supernova explosion event. Although the measured cosmic ray pro-
file seems to agree with a 1/r dependence, a constant profile, namely 
a burst-like injection, cannot be excluded. This is in contrast to the 
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Fig. 1 | Significance map of the Cocoon region before and after subtraction of the known sources at the region. a, Significance map of the Cocoon region. 
The map is in Galactic coordinates, where b and l refer to latitude and longitude, respectively. It is produced as described in ref. 11. The blue contours are 
four annuli centred at the OB2 association as listed in Supplementary Table 1. The green contour is the ROI used for the study, which masks the bright 
source 2HWC J2019+367. b, Significance map of the Cocoon region after subtracting HAWC J2031+415 (PWN) and 2HWC J2020+403 (γ Cygni). The 
light-blue, medium-blue and dark-blue dashed lines are contours for 0.16, 0.24 and 0.32 photons per 0.1°!×!0.1° spatial bin, respectively, from Fermi-LAT 
Cocoon10. Both maps are made assuming a 0.5° extended disk source and a spectral index of −2.6 with 1,343 days of HAWC data.
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◦ ◦

< Erec <

∆ ◦± ◦ ∆ ◦± ◦

liQaWiRQ (Dec) UelaWiYe WR Whe kQRZQ CUab SRViWiRQ (R.A. =
83.63 , Dec = 22.02 , J2000.0 eSRch) aUe VhRZQ iQ Fig.
15. The laVW eQeUg\ SRiQW iQ Fig. 15 iV RbWaiQed XViQg Whe
biQV ZiWh 100 TeV 1 PeV. WheQ a cRQVWaQW YalXe
iV  XVed  WR  fiW  Whe  SRViWiRQV  aW  all  eQeUgieV,  Ze  RbWaiQ
R.A. = í0.024 0.016 ,  Dec = 0.035 0.014 .

◦
◦

◦

◦ >
σ

∆
◦± ◦ ∆ ◦± ◦

The  CUab  NebXla  caQ  be  RbVeUYed  b\  KM2A  fRU
abRXW  7.4  hU  SeU  da\  ZiWh  a  ]eQiWh  aQgle  leVV  WhaQ  50 ,
cXlPiQaWiQg aW  7 .  The RbVeUYaWiRQ WiPe fRU ]eQiWh aQgle
leVV  WhaQ  30   iV  4.3  hU  SeU  da\.  TR  check  fRU  a  SRVVible
V\VWePaWic SRiQWiQg eUURU aW laUge ]eQiWh aQgleV, Whe RbVeU-
YaWiRQ  Rf  Whe  CUab  NebXla  aW  ]eQiWh  aQgleV  higheU  WhaQ
30   iV  aQal\]ed  VeSaUaWel\.  AW  eQeUgieV  25  TeV,  Whe
achieYed  VigQificaQce  iV  12 ,  aQd  Whe  RbWaiQed  SRViWiRQ
UelaWiYe  WR  Whe  kQRZQ  CUab  SRViWiRQ  iV  R.A.  =
í0.073 0.042 ,  Dec  =  0.074 0.032 .  ThiV  UeVXlW  iV
URXghl\ cRQViVWeQW ZiWh WhaW RbWaiQed XViQg all daWa ZiWh-
iQ VWaWiVWical eUURUV.

◦

AccRUdiQg  WR  WheVe  RbVeUYaWiRQV  Rf  Whe  CUab  NebXla,
Whe  SRiQWiQg  eUURU  Rf  KM2A  fRU  Ȗ-Ua\  eYeQWV  caQ  be
dePRQVWUaWed WR be leVV WhaQ 0.1 .

D.    AQJXODU UHVROXWLRQ

◦

θ2

θ

σPSF

AccRUdiQg  WR  a  UeceQW  HESS  PeaVXUePeQW  [30],  Whe
iQWUiQVic  e[WeQViRQ Rf  TeV Ȗ-Ua\ ePiVViRQ fURP Whe CUab
NebXla  iV  abRXW  0.014 .  CRPSaUed  ZiWh  Whe  PSF  Rf  Whe
KM2A  deWecWRU,  Whe  iQWUiQVic  e[WeQViRQ  iV  Qegligible.
TheUefRUe,  Whe  aQgXlaU  diVWUibXWiRQ  Rf  Ȗ-Ua\V  deWecWed  b\
KM2A fURP Whe CUab NebXla VhRXld be PaiQl\ dXe WR Whe
deWecWRU  aQgXlaU  UeVRlXWiRQ.  FigXUe  16  VhRZV Whe   PeaV-
XUed  aQgXlaU  diVWUibXWiRQ  iQ  KM2A  daWa  iQ  WZR  eQeUg\
UaQgeV. The VRlid-aQgle deQViW\ Rf UecRUded eYeQWV iQ Whe
YiciQiW\ Rf Whe CUab NebXla iV VhRZQ aV a fXQcWiRQ Rf  ,
ZheUe    iV Whe  aQgle  WR  Whe  CUab diUecWiRQ.  The diVWUibX-
WiRQ  iV  geQeUall\  cRQViVWeQW  ZiWh  Whe  aQgXlaU  UeVRlXWiRQ
RbWaiQed  XViQg  MC  ViPXlaWiRQV.  FRU  each  eQeUg\  biQ,  a
GaXVViaQ  fXQcWiRQ  iV  XVed  WR  fiW  Whe  aQgXlaU  diVWUibXWiRQ
VhRZQ iQ Whe lefW-haQd aQd Piddle SaQelV Rf Fig. 16. The
UeVXlWiQg    fURP CUab daWa  iV  cRQViVWeQW  ZiWh  ViPXla-

WiRQV, aV VhRZQ iQ Whe UighW-haQd SaQel Rf Fig. 16.

E.    6SHFWUDO HQHUJ\ GLVWULEXWLRQ

s
σNs

= J ·Eα

α χ2

The Ȗ-Ua\ flX[ fURP Whe CUab NebXla iV eVWiPaWed XV-
iQg Whe QXPbeU Rf e[ceVV eYeQWV (N ) aQd Whe cRUUeVSRQd-
iQg VWaWiVWical XQceUWaiQW\ ( ) iQ each eQeUg\ biQ. The Ȗ-
Ua\ ePiVViRQ fURP Whe CUab NebXla iV aVVXPed WR fRllRZ
a  SRZeU-laZ  VSecWUXP  f(E) .  The  UeVSRQVe  Rf  Whe
KM2A deWecWRU ZaV ViPXlaWed b\ WUaciQg Whe WUajecWRU\ Rf
Whe CUab NebXla ZiWhiQ Whe FOV Rf KM2A. The beVW-fiW
YalXeV Rf J aQd   aUe RbWaiQed b\ PiQiPi]iQg a   fXQc-
WiRQ fRU 7 eQeUg\ biQV:

χ2=

7∑

i=1

(
Nsi
−NMCi

(J,α)
σNsi

)2

. ���

−1 −2 −1

SiQce Whe fiW Rf Whe VSecWUXP iV fRUZaUd-fRlded, Whe bi-
aVeV aQd eQeUg\ UeVRlXWiRQ iQ Whe eQeUg\ aVVigQPeQWV aUe
WakeQ iQWR accRXQW. The iQflXeQce cRPiQg fURP Whe aV\P-
PeWU\  iQ  eQeUg\  UeVRlXWiRQ  VhRZQ  iQ Fig.  8  caQ be   Qeg-
lecWed.  The  UeVXlWiQg  diffeUeQWial  flX[  (TeV   cP   V )

σSFLJ. 14.      (cRlRU RQliQe) SigQificaQce PaSV ceQWeUed RQ Whe CUab NebXla aW WhUee eQeUg\ UaQgeV.    iV Whe VigPa Rf Whe 2-diPeQViRQ
GaXVViaQ WakeQ accRUdiQg WR Whe PSF Rf KM2A. The cRlRU UeSUeVeQWV Whe VigQificaQce. S iV Whe Pa[iPXP YalXe iQ Whe PaS.

 

 

FLJ. 15.    (cRlRU RQliQe) The ceQWURid Rf Whe VigQificaQce PaS
aURXQd Whe CUab NebXla iQ R.A. aQd Dec diUecWiRQV aV a fXQc-
WiRQ Rf eQeUg\. The daVhed liQeV VhRZ cRQVWaQW YalXeV WhaW fiW
Whe ceQWURid fRU all eQeUgieV.

ObVeUYaWiRQ Rf Whe CUab NebXla ZiWh LHAASO-KM2A í a SeUfRUPaQce VWXd\ ChiQ. Ph\V. C 45, 025002 (2021)

025002-11

LHAASO Collaboration, 
Chin. Phys. C45, 023002 (2021)
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Extended Data Fig. 1 | Spectral gamma-ray energy distribution of G106.3+2.7. a, The flux data points with 1σ statistical error bars include measurements 
by Tibet AS+MD (red dots; this work), Fermi30 (blue squares), VERITAS14 (purple pentagons) and the Dominion Radio Astrophysical Observatory’s 
Synthesis Telescope2 (turquoise blue dots). The two red downward arrows above 1014 eV show 99% C.L. upper limits obtained by this work. Note that 
all the VERITAS data points are raised by a factor of 1.62 to account for the spill-over of gamma-ray signals outside their window size of 0.32∘ radius. 
The best-fit gamma-ray energy spectrum in the leptonic model is shown by the black solid curve, with the flux by the electron synchrotron radiation (the 
orange solid curve), the IC scattering of CMB photons (the green dashed curve) and the IC scattering of IR photons (the light blue dash-dotted curve). The 
gray open diamond shows the flux of PSR J2229+6114 obtained in the 2!−!10 keV range6. b, The best-fit gamma-ray energy spectrum in the hadronic model 
is shown by the turquoise blue solid curve. The lower panels show the residual Δσof the fit.
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package18, which allows us to estimate the parent particle spectrum 
to best reproduce the observed gamma-ray energy spectrum. For 
the energy distribution of the parent particles, we assume an expo-
nential cut-off power-law form of dN=dE / E!α exp !E=Ecutð Þ

I
. 

We provide the best-fit gamma-ray spectra for hadronic and lep-
tonic models (Extended Data Fig. 1) and list the best-fit param-
eters (Supplementary Table 2). In the hadronic model, we obtain 
Ecut ≈ 0.5 PeV and α ≈ 1.8. The value of α falls between that pre-
dicted in the standard diffusive shock acceleration (α = 2) and the 
asymptotic limit of the very efficient proton acceleration (α = 1.5)  
(refs. 19,20). The total energy of protons with energies >1 GeV 
(>0.5 PeV) is estimated to be ~5.0 × 1047 erg (3.0 × 1046 erg) for a tar-
get gas density of 10 cm−3. One might argue that, considering the 
estimated SNR age of 10 kyr, PeV protons escape the SNR much 
earlier than the present time in the standard theory of cosmic-ray 
acceleration. Given that Ecut ≈ 0.5 PeV and that the maximum energy 
of protons that remain inside an SNR is proportional to τ−0.5 where 
τ is the SNR age21, protons should be accelerated up to ~1.6 PeV at 
τ = 1 kyr in the case of G106.3+2.7. This suggests that the accelera-
tion of protons at G106.3+2.7 should be efficient enough21 to push 
their maximum energy up to ~1.6 PeV during the SNR free expan-
sion phase. In addition, G106.3+2.7 has a dense molecular cloud 
nearby that is indispensable for accelerated protons to produce 
TeV gamma rays via π0 production. With α ≈ 1.8, the proton energy 
spectrum does not appear softened, which implies that protons may 
not be able to escape the SNR easily owing to the suppression of the 
diffusion coefficient (Supplementary Information). Future observa-
tions of the physical parameters of G106.3+2.7 such as the magnetic 
field and the particle density could provide useful information for 
these theoretical studies on its mechanisms of particle acceleration 
and confinement.

Alternatively, the observed gamma-ray emission might result 
from protons accelerated by the SNR up to 0.1 PeV and then 
re-accelerated up to 1 PeV by the adiabatic compression of the 
Boomerang pulsar wind nebula (PWN) inside the SNR22. If the 
adiabatic compression ended at an age of 5 kyr as estimated in ref. 22,  
accelerated PeV protons need to travel a distance of 6 pc from the 
Boomerang PWN to the molecular cloud during the lapse time 
of T = 5 kyr until the present time. The diffusion coeffiicient of a 
0.5 PeV proton in the interstellar medium with a magnetic field of 
3 μG would be D ≈ 2 × 1030 cm2 s−1 (ref. 23), which gives a diffusion 
length of L ! 2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
DT

p

I
 = 380 pc (ref. 24) for T = 5 kyr. As the diffusion 

length around an SNR could be shorter by a factor of 10 or more25, 
we then estimate L ≲ 38 pc. As this is much larger than 6 pc, it would 
be possible for 0.5 PeV protons to diffuse from the Boomerang 
PWN to the molecular cloud and emit TeV gamma rays through π0 
production. This scenario might not be natural, however, consid-
ering that TeV gamma-ray emissions have not been detected from 
other molecular cloud clumps around the source (Fig. 1, green con-
tours) although protons should also be able to diffuse up to them, 
and considering that the proton spectrum needs to be kept hard 
with α ≈ 1.8 after the diffusion of 6 pc for T = 5 kyr.

In the leptonic model, we obtain Ecut ≈ 190 TeV, α ≈ 2.3 and an 
SNR magnetic field strength of ~9 μG. The total energy of relativistic 
electrons with energies >10 MeV is estimated to be ~1.4 × 1047 erg. 
We estimate (Supplementary Information) that electrons need to be 
newly accelerated within 1 kyr if they originate from the SNR, and 
that electrons provided by the Boomerang PWN are not likely to 
produce the observed gamma-ray emission in view of the energy 
budget and the gamma-ray morphology. The X-ray flux for the 
small 2′-radius region at PSR J2229+6114 has been measured in the 
2−10 keV range6, whereas the X-ray flux for the extended region 
of our gamma-ray emission region with the 1σ extent of 0.24° has 
not been published yet, although X-ray data of the region observed 
by Suzaku, XMM-Newton and Chandra are publicly available 
(https://www.darts.isas.jaxa.jp/astro/suzaku/data/public_list/). We 
point out that a flux upper limit on the synchrotron spectrum at 
the X-ray band would provide important information to rule out 
the leptonic scenario for particle acceleration at the gamma-ray 
source (Supplementary Fig. 1). In a scenario presented in previous  
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Fig. 1 | Significance map around SNR G106.3+2.7 as observed by 
Tibet AS+MD above 10!TeV. The inset figure shows our point spread 
function (PSF). The red star with a 1σ statistical position error circle is 
the centroid of gamma-ray emissions determined by this work, whereas 
the magenta open cross, the black X mark and the blue triangle are the 
centroids determined by VERITAS14, Fermi29 and HAWC15, respectively The 
black contours indicate 1,420!MHz radio emissions from the Dominion 
Radio Astrophysical Observatory synthesis telescope16,17, and the cyan 
contours indicate 12CO emissions from the Five College Radio Astronomy 
Observatory survey3. The grey diamond at the northeast corner of the radio 
emission marks the pulsar PSR J2229+6114.
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FIG. S2. Significance maps around the Crab nebula observed by the Tibet AS+MD array for (a) E > 10 TeV and for (b)
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MUON DISTRIBUTION MEASURED BY THE MD ARRAY

In this paper, the total number of particles detected in the MDs (i.e. ⌃Nµ) is used as the parameter to discriminate
cosmic-ray induced air showers from photon induced air showers. As shown in Fig. 2 in the paper, the muon cut
threshold depends on the ⌃⇢, where ⌃⇢ is roughly proportional to energy, and ⌃⇢ = 1000 roughly corresponds to
100 TeV.

For E > 100 TeV, the averaged ⌃Nµ for the cosmic-ray background events is more than 100, while the muon cut
value is set to be approximately ⌃Nµ = 10 ⇠ 30 depending on ⌃⇢. As a result, we successfully suppress 99.92% of
cosmic-ray background events with E > 100 TeV, and observe 24 photon-like events after the muon cut.

Figure S3 shows the relative muon number (Rµ) distribution above 100 TeV for the Crab nebula events. Rµ is
defined as the ratio of the observed ⌃Nµ to the ⌃Nµ on the muon cut line in Fig. 2 at the observed ⌃⇢. Three
events among 24 photon-like evens have ⌃Nµ = 0 which corresponds to the leftmost bin corresponds Rµ = 0 in
Fig. S3. We find a clear bump of muon-less events in Rµ < 1 region, and the relative muon distribution after the
muon cut (Rµ < 1) is consistent with that estimated by the photon MC simulation. This is unequivocal evidence for
the muon-less air showers induced by the primary photons from an astrophysical source.
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FIG. S3. Relative muon number (Rµ) of the Crab nebula events with E > 100 TeV. Rµ is defined as the ratio of the observed
⌃Nµ to the ⌃Nµ value on the muon cut line in Fig. 2 at the observed ⌃⇢. The leftmost bin indicates the number of events with
Rµ = 0. The black points show the number of observed events from the Crab nebula. The solid red histograms and dashed
blue histograms show the photon MC simulation and the observed cosmic-ray background events, respectively. The central
vertical dashed line indicates the muon cut position at Rµ = 1.
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We have looked for correlations between the sources of
systematic uncertainty and have not found any. Therefore, the
effect of each source of systematic uncertainty can be added in
quadrature to the others. The systematic uncertainties on each
of the fit parameters in the log-parabola likelihood fit can be
seen in Table 5.

The major sources of systematic uncertainty are described
below. Figure 13 shows the shift due to systematics in
E2dN/dE as a function of energy for each estimator.

4.5.1. Angular Resolution Discrepancy

A discrepancy in the 68% containment between data and
simulation can be seen in Figure 8. While the cause of this is
not immediately clear, it is thought to be at least partially
caused by the shower curvature model used during reconstruc-
tion not yet having an energy dependence.

The 68% containment in the Monte Carlo is underestimated
by approximately 5%. The effect of this has been investigated
by scaling the PSF up by this amount and refitting the Crab
Nebula. The maximum effect on the flux is ∼5%, occurring at
the lowest energies (see Figure 13). At the highest energies this
effect is almost completely negligible.

4.5.2. Late Light Simulation

This was the largest source of uncertainty (∼40% in flux) in
Abeysekara et al. (2017a) and arose from a mismodeling of the
late light in the air shower. This is thought to stem from a
discrepancy between the time width of the laser pulse used for
calibration and the time structure of the actual shower. From
simulation, it is expected that the width of the arrival time
distribution of single photoelectrons (PEs) at the PMT should
be 10 ns, but examining the raw PE distributions in data
shows a discrepancy above 50 PEs. Improved studies of the
PMTs have decreased the size of this uncertainty in this work,
although it is still one of the dominant sources of uncertainty.
Systematic uncertainties have been derived by varying the size
of this effect and observing the impact on the flux.

4.5.3. Charge Uncertainty

The charge uncertainty encapsulates how much a PMT
measurement will vary for a fixed amount of light, as well as
the relative differences in photon detection efficiency from
PMT to PMT. The amount of uncertainty has been varied and
the effect on the flux studied. This is not a dominant source of
systematic uncertainty.

4.5.4. Absolute PMT Efficiency/Time Dependence

The absolute PMT efficiency cannot be precisely determined
using the calibration system (see Abeysekara et al. 2017a for a
discussion). Instead, an event selection based on charge and
timing cuts is implemented to identify incident vertical muons.
Vertical muons provide a monoenergetic source of light and
can be used to measure the relative efficiency of each PMT by
matching the muon peak position to the expected one from the
MC simulations. These efficiencies were determined for
different epochs in time and used to measure the range of
uncertainties. This is one of the dominant sources of
uncertainty, along with the late light simulation.

Figure 12. Significance map above 56 TeV in reconstructed energy for the GP (left) and NN (right). The maximum significance is 11.2σ for the GP and 11.6σ for the
NN. Both significance maps have been smoothed for presentation purposes.

Table 5
Systematic Uncertainties on Fit Parameters

Estimator Parameter Sys. Low Sys. High

GP f0 −2.11×10−14 2.00×10−14

α −0.03 0.01
β −0.03 0.01

NN f0 −1.69×10−14 3.23×10−14

α −0.02 0.03
β −0.02 0.02

Note. The systematic uncertainties on the fit parameters, for each estimator.
The units for f0 are TeV cm−2 s−1.
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Extended Data Fig. 5 | Phenomenological fits to the γ−ray observations of 
LHAASO J1908+0621, and previous observations of potential counterparts. 
The inset shows the KM2A significance map, indicating the potential 
counterparts of the UHE γ-ray source. The colour bar shows the significance 
( TS). The green circle indicates the PSF of LHAASO. The Fermi LAT points for 
LHAASO J1908+0621 analysed in this work, as well as ARGO48, HESS49 and 
HAWC4 data, are shown together with the LHAASO measurements. The dotted 
curve shows the leptonic model of radiation, assuming an injection of electron/
positron pairs according to the pulsar’s spin-down behaviour, with a breaking 
index of 2 and an initial rotation period of 0.04 s. A fraction of 6% of the current 
spin-down power of the pulsar PSR J1907+0602 at a distance of 2.4 kpc is 
assumed to be converted to e± pairs to support the γ-ray emission. The injection 
spectrum of electrons is assumed to be N E E E( ) ∝ exp{−[ /(800 TeV)] }e

2
e
−1.75 .  

The solid curves correspond to the hadronic model of radiation. Two types of 
energy distributions are assumed for the parent proton population: (i) a single 
power-law spectrum of parent protons, N(E) ≈ E−1.85exp[−E/(380 TeV)] (thin solid 
curve); (ii) a broken power-law spectrum with an exponential cutoff of parent 
protons, with indices 1.2 and 2.7 below and above 25 TeV, respectively, and a 
cutoff energy of 1.3 PeV (thick solid curve). In the inset sky map, the black 
diamond shows the position of PSR J1907+0602, the black contours correspond 
to the location of supernova remnant SNR G40.5-0.5 and the white circle is the 
position and size of HESS J1908+063. The cyan regions are the dense clumps 
described in Methods. The average density in the whole γ-ray emission region is 
estimated to be about 10 cm−3. γ-ray absorption due to photon–photon pair 
production (see Methods) is taken into account in the theoretical curve.

LHAASO Collaboration, 
Nature, 594, 33-36 (2021)

best-fit Nishimura-Kamata-Greisen (NKG) function [20].
The energy resolutions with S50 are roughly estimated to
be 20% and 10% for 100 and 400 TeV, respectively. The
absolute energy scale uncertainty was estimated to be 12%
from thewestwarddisplacement of theMoon’s shadowcenter
due to the geomagnetic field [21]. The live time of the dataset
is 719 days fromFebruary 2014 toMay 2017, and the average
effective detection time for the Galactic plane observation is
approximately 3700 h at the zenith angle less than 40°. The
data selection criteria are the same in our previous work [12]
except for the muon cut condition. According to the CASA-
MIA experiment, the marginal excess along the Galactic
plane in the sub-PeV energies is 1.63 σ, and the fraction of
excess to cosmic-ray background events is estimated to be
approximately 3 × 10−5 [18]. In order to search for signals
with such a small excess fraction,we adopt a tightmuon cut in
the present analyses requiring for gamma-ray-like events to
satisfyΣNμ < 2.1 × 10−4 ðΣρÞ1.2 or ΣNμ < 0.4, where ΣNμ

is the total number of muons detected in the underground
muon detector array. This is just one order of magnitude
tighter than the criterion used in our previous work [12]. The
cosmic-ray survival ratio with this tight muon cut is exper-
imentally estimated to be approximately 10−6 above 400TeV,
while the gamma-ray survival ratio is estimated to be 30% by
the MC simulation. The comparison between the cosmic-ray
data and the MC simulation is described in Fig. S1 in
Supplemental Material [22].
Results and discussion.—Figure 1 shows arrival direc-

tions of gamma-ray-like events in (a) 100ð¼102.0Þ < E <
158ð¼102.2Þ TeV, (b) 158ð¼102.2Þ<E<398ð¼102.6ÞTeV,
and (c) 398ð¼102.6Þ < E < 1000ð¼103.0Þ TeV, remaining
after the tight muon cut. It is seen that the observed arrival
directions concentrate in a region along the Galactic plane
(see also Fig. 2). Particularly in Fig. 1(c), 23 gamma-ray-
like events are observed in jbj < 10° which we define as the
on region (NON ¼ 23), while only ten events are observed
in jbj > 20° which we define as the off region (NOFF ¼ 10).
Since the total number of events before the tight muon cut
is 8.6 × 106, the cosmic-ray survival ratio is estimated to be
1.2 × 10−6 in jbj > 20° above 398 TeV. We use NOFF in
jbj > 20° to estimate the number of cosmic-ray background
events, because the contribution from extragalactic gamma
rays in E > 100 TeV is expected to be strongly suppressed
due to the pair-production interaction with the extragalactic
background light. The mean free path lengths for the pair
production for 100 TeV and 1 PeV are a few megaparsecs
and 10 kpc, respectively [29].
Since the ratio (α) of exposures in on and off regions is

estimated to be 0.27 by the MC simulation with our
geometrical exposure, the expected number of background
events in the on region with jbj < 10° is NBG ¼ αNOFF ¼
2.73, and the Li-Ma significance [30] of the diffuse gamma
rays in the on region is calculated to be 5.9 σ. The number
of events and the significances in each energy bin are
summarized in Table S1 in Supplemental Material [22].

The observed distribution of the number of muons for
E > 398 TeV after the muon cut is consistent with that
estimated from the gamma-ray MC simulation as shown in
Fig. S2 in Supplemental Material [22]. The highest-energy
957ðþ166

−141ÞTeV gamma ray is observed near the Galactic
plane, where the uncertainty in energy is defined as the
quadratic sum of the absolute energy-scale error (12%) and
the energy resolution [12]. Solid circles in Fig. 2 display
NON − NOFF as a function of b in (a) 100 < E < 158 TeV,
(b) 158 < E < 398 TeV, and (c) 398 < E < 1000 TeV.
The concentration of diffuse gamma rays around the
Galactic plane is apparent particularly in Fig. 2.
In order to estimate contribution from the known

gamma-ray sources, we searched for gamma-ray signals

FIG. 1. The arrival direction of each gamma-ray-like event
observed with (a) 100 < E < 158 TeV, (b) 158<E<398TeV,
and (c) 398 < E < 1000 TeV, respectively, in the equatorial
coordinate. The blue solid circles show arrival directions of
gamma-ray-like events observed by the Tibet ASþMD array.
The area of each circle is proportional to the measured energy of
each event. The red plus marks show directions of the known
Galactic TeV sources (including the unidentified sources) listed
in the TeV gamma-ray catalog [9]. The solid curve indicates the
Galactic plane, while the shaded areas indicate the sky regions
outside the field of view of the Tibet ASþMD array.
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cosmic ray density profile above 100 GeV from ref. 19, which clearly 
favours the 1/r profile. Alternatively, the 1/r profile is less striking 
for TeV cosmic rays because of their escape time.

The angular size of the Cygnus Cocoon is about 2.1°, which trans-
lates into a radius of r = 55 pc at 1.4 kpc. The size of the Cocoon is 
similar in both the TeV and GeV energy range. Assuming a loss-free 
regime, the particles from tens of GeV to hundreds of TeV diffuse 
in the region over a time tdiff given by tdiff = r2/(2D) (ref. 20), where D 
is the particle diffusion coefficient. If D(E*) = β D0(E*), where D0(E*) 
is the average diffusion coefficient in the Galaxy at a given energy E* 
and β is the suppression coefficient, then at 10 GeV
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The diffusion time (tdiff) of 10 GeV particles detected with 
Fermi-LAT needs to be shorter than the age of the Cyg OB2 associa-
tion tage, that is, tdiff (10 GeV) < tage ≈ 1−7 Myr (ref. 21), which yields 
β > 0.002. By contrast, the diffusion time of 100 TeV particles must 
be longer than the light-travel time to the edges of the Cocoon, 
tdiff (100 TeV) ≫ Rdiff/c, where Rdiff is the diffusion radius and c is the 
speed of light. With D0(100 TeV) = 3 × 1030 cm2 s−1, we obtain β ≪ 1. 
The combination of observations by the GeV and TeV instruments 
provides unique insights to particle transport in the Cocoon super-
bubble. The ‘suppression of the diffusion coefficient’ (β) is found to 
be 0.002 < β ≪ 1. This confirms that closer to particle injectors, high 
turbulence is driven by the accelerated particles, and cosmic rays 
are likely to diffuse more slowly than in other regions of the Galaxy.

As discussed in ref. 10, although the PWN powered by PSR 
J2021+4026 and PSR J2032+4127 cannot explain this extended 
Cocoon emission, we cannot rule out that the emission could be 
from a yet-undiscovered PWN. The nearby γ Cygni SNR might 
not have been able to diffuse over the Cocoon region because of 
its young age10. The γ-ray emission measured from the Cocoon 

region over five orders of magnitude in energy is likely produced by  
protons in the GeV to PeV range that collide with the ambient dense 
gas. The spectral shape in the TeV energy range is well described by 
a power law without an indication of a cut-off up to energies above 
100 TeV. Therefore, it might be the case that the powerful shocks 
produced by multiple strong star winds in the Cygnus Cocoon can 
accelerate particles, not only to energies up to tens of TeV as previ-
ously indicated by the Fermi-LAT detection, but even beyond PeV 
energies. However, the presence of a cut-off or a break in the GeV to 
TeV γ-ray spectrum at a few TeV, as evidenced in the measurements 
of both ARGO and HAWC detectors, argues against the efficiency 
of the acceleration process beyond several hundred TeV.

The break in the γ-ray spectrum around a few TeV could be due 
to either leakage of cosmic rays from the Cocoon or a cut-off in the 
cosmic ray spectrum injected from the source. In the first scenario, 
the γ-ray emission is dominated by recent starburst activities less 
than 0.1 Myr ago. The diffusion length in the Cocoon is 100–1,000 
times less than that in the interstellar medium owing to strong mag-
netic turbulence10 that is plausibly driven by starburst activities. The 
lower-energy cosmic rays are confined by the magnetic field of the 
Cocoon, whereas higher-energy cosmic rays escape from the region 
before producing γ rays, which results in a spectral break from GeV 
to TeV regime. An injection index of α ≈ −2.1 for the cosmic ray spec-
trum is needed to explain the Fermi-LAT observation. Such a spec-
trum can be achieved by different particle acceleration mechanisms, 
for example through shock acceleration. An example of the leakage 
model is illustrated as the thick solid grey line in Fig. 2a. Assuming 
a recent activity that happened 0.1 Myr ago and a gas density of 30 
nucleons per cm3 as suggested by H i and H ii observations22, the 
proton injection luminosity is found to be Lp ≈ 4 × 1037 erg s−1 above 
1 GeV (Methods). The data above 100 TeV suggest that the stellar 
winds inject protons to above PeV with a hard spectrum.

In the second scenario, the γ-ray emission is produced by contin-
uous starburst activities over the OB2 star lifetime, 1–7 Myr. In this 
scenario, a hard cosmic ray spectrum of α ≈ −2.0, depending on the 
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Fig. 2 | Spectral energy distribution of the γ-ray emission and cosmic ray density at the Cocoon region. a, Spectral energy distribution of the Cocoon 
measured by different γ-ray instruments. Here, Φγ is the γ-ray flux, which is given by Eγ

2 × dN/dEγ and Eγ is the γ-ray energy. Blue circles are the spectral 
measurements for the Cocoon in this study. The errors on the flux points are the 1σ statistical errors. At low TeV energy, HAWC data agree with the 
measurements by the ARGO observatory shown in grey squares14. The red and grey circles are the Fermi-LAT flux points published in ref. 15 and ref. 10, 
respectively. The grey triangles are from the Fermi-LAT analysis in ref. 19. The grey solid and dashed lines are γ-ray spectra derived from the hadronic 
modelling of the region. (The leptonic modelling results are provided in Extended Data Fig. 1). b, Cosmic ray energy density profile calculated for four 
rings (0–15!pc, 15–29!pc, 29–44!pc and 44–55!pc) centred at the OB2 association. The green circles are the cosmic ray densities derived above 10!TeV 
using HAWC γ-ray data. The y errors are the statistical errors and the x error bars are the width of the x bins. The orange and blue lines are the 1/r profile 
(signature of the continuous particle injection) and constant profile (signature of the burst injection), respectively, calculated by assuming a spherical 
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local cosmic ray density above 10!TeV based on Alpha Magnetic Spectrometer measurements18. The black triangles are the cosmic ray densities above 
100!GeV from ref. 19.
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declination (dec.) = 41.51° ± 0.04°), which is a slightly extended 
source with a Gaussian width of 0.27° and is possibly associated 
with the PWN TeV J2032+4130 (refs. 12,13), and HAWC J2030+409, 
which is a very-high-energy counterpart of the GeV Cygnus 
Cocoon10 (Methods). The region after subtraction of HAWC 
J2031+415 (PWN) and 2HWC J2020+403 (γ Cygni) is shown  
in Fig. 1b.

HAWC J2030+409 contributes ~90% to the total flux detected 
at the ROI and is detected with a test statistic (equation (1), likeli-
hood ratio test), TS, of 195.2 at the position RA = 307.65° ± 0.30°, 
dec. = 40.93° ± 0.26°. The extension is well described by a 
Gaussian profile with a width of 2.13° ± 0.15° (stat.) ± 0.06° (syst.). 
The location and the Gaussian width of the source are consistent 
with the measurements by Fermi-LAT from above 1 GeV to a few 
hundred GeV.

The spectral energy distribution of the Cygnus Cocoon 
has been extended from 10 TeV in the previously published  
measurement by the ARGO observatory14 to 200 TeV in this 
analysis. The measurement above 0.75 TeV can be described 
by a power-law spectrum E/�E& = /
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)Γ , with 
E0 = 4.2 TeV being the pivot energy. The flux normalization is 
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(TZTU�)×10−13 cm−2 s−1 TeV−1 and the spec-
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(TZTU�). The flux is compat-
ible with an extrapolation from the Fermi-LAT measurement at 
1–300 GeV (refs. 10,15). Compared to Γ = −2.1 in the Fermi-LAT GeV 
data, a significant softening of the energy spectral density is evident 
at a few TeV in the ARGO data14 and persists beyond 100 TeV in the 
HAWC data (Fig. 2a).

GeV γ rays observed by Fermi-LAT can be produced either by 
high-energy protons interacting with gas or by high-energy elec-
trons upscattering stellar radiation and dust emission10. Above a few 
TeV, the inverse-Compton process between relativistic electrons 
and stellar photons is suppressed by the Klein–Nishina effect. If 
produced by electrons, the γ-ray emission is therefore not expected 

to be peaked toward the stellar clusters, but rather trace the dif-
fuse dust emission across the entire Cocoon. This adds difficulty to 
the task of distinguishing the leptonic and hadronic origins of the 
γ-ray radiation. The measurements of the Cygnus Cocoon emission 
above 10 TeV break the degeneracy of the two origins. As shown 
in Extended Data Fig. 1, we find it unlikely that a single electron 
population produces γ rays from GeV to the highest energy by 
inverse-Compton emission without its synchrotron radiation vio-
lating the flux constraints posed by radio16 and X-ray17 observations. 
The leptonic origin of the γ-ray radiation by the Cygnus Cocoon is 
therefore disfavoured as uniquely responsible for the observed GeV 
and TeV flux.

The cosmic ray energy density above a proton energy of 10 TeV 
is calculated for four annuli up to 55 pc from Cyg OB2 (Fig. 2b). We 
find that the cosmic ray energy density in all spatial bins is larger 
than the local cosmic ray energy density of 10−3 eV cm−3 based on 
Alpha Magnetic Spectrometer measurements18. Therefore, as for the 
GeV γ rays10, TeV γ rays come from the freshly accelerated cosmic 
rays inside the Cygnus Cocoon, rather than from the older Galactic 
population.

The radial profile of the cosmic ray density yields information 
on the mechanism that accelerates particles in the Cygnus Cocoon. 
Assuming that a cosmic ray accelerator has been active in the cen-
tre of the region at a radius of r = 0, roughly at the location of Cyg 
OB2, a 1/r dependence of the cosmic ray density would imply that 
the acceleration process has continuously injected particles in the 
region for 1–7 Myr. A continuous acceleration process, which can-
not be guaranteed by a single supernova explosion event, could be 
produced by the combined and long-lasting effect of multiple pow-
erful star winds. Conversely, a constant radial profile would imply a 
recent (< 0.1 Myr) burst-like injection of cosmic rays, such as from a 
supernova explosion event. Although the measured cosmic ray pro-
file seems to agree with a 1/r dependence, a constant profile, namely 
a burst-like injection, cannot be excluded. This is in contrast to the 
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◦ ◦

< Erec <

∆ ◦± ◦ ∆ ◦± ◦

liQaWiRQ (Dec) UelaWiYe WR Whe kQRZQ CUab SRViWiRQ (R.A. =
83.63 , Dec = 22.02 , J2000.0 eSRch) aUe VhRZQ iQ Fig.
15. The laVW eQeUg\ SRiQW iQ Fig. 15 iV RbWaiQed XViQg Whe
biQV ZiWh 100 TeV 1 PeV. WheQ a cRQVWaQW YalXe
iV  XVed  WR  fiW  Whe  SRViWiRQV  aW  all  eQeUgieV,  Ze  RbWaiQ
R.A. = í0.024 0.016 ,  Dec = 0.035 0.014 .

◦
◦

◦

◦ >
σ

∆
◦± ◦ ∆ ◦± ◦

The  CUab  NebXla  caQ  be  RbVeUYed  b\  KM2A  fRU
abRXW  7.4  hU  SeU  da\  ZiWh  a  ]eQiWh  aQgle  leVV  WhaQ  50 ,
cXlPiQaWiQg aW  7 .  The RbVeUYaWiRQ WiPe fRU ]eQiWh aQgle
leVV  WhaQ  30   iV  4.3  hU  SeU  da\.  TR  check  fRU  a  SRVVible
V\VWePaWic SRiQWiQg eUURU aW laUge ]eQiWh aQgleV, Whe RbVeU-
YaWiRQ  Rf  Whe  CUab  NebXla  aW  ]eQiWh  aQgleV  higheU  WhaQ
30   iV  aQal\]ed  VeSaUaWel\.  AW  eQeUgieV  25  TeV,  Whe
achieYed  VigQificaQce  iV  12 ,  aQd  Whe  RbWaiQed  SRViWiRQ
UelaWiYe  WR  Whe  kQRZQ  CUab  SRViWiRQ  iV  R.A.  =
í0.073 0.042 ,  Dec  =  0.074 0.032 .  ThiV  UeVXlW  iV
URXghl\ cRQViVWeQW ZiWh WhaW RbWaiQed XViQg all daWa ZiWh-
iQ VWaWiVWical eUURUV.

◦

AccRUdiQg  WR  WheVe  RbVeUYaWiRQV  Rf  Whe  CUab  NebXla,
Whe  SRiQWiQg  eUURU  Rf  KM2A  fRU  Ȗ-Ua\  eYeQWV  caQ  be
dePRQVWUaWed WR be leVV WhaQ 0.1 .

D.    AQJXODU UHVROXWLRQ

◦

θ2

θ

σPSF

AccRUdiQg  WR  a  UeceQW  HESS  PeaVXUePeQW  [30],  Whe
iQWUiQVic  e[WeQViRQ Rf  TeV Ȗ-Ua\ ePiVViRQ fURP Whe CUab
NebXla  iV  abRXW  0.014 .  CRPSaUed  ZiWh  Whe  PSF  Rf  Whe
KM2A  deWecWRU,  Whe  iQWUiQVic  e[WeQViRQ  iV  Qegligible.
TheUefRUe,  Whe  aQgXlaU  diVWUibXWiRQ  Rf  Ȗ-Ua\V  deWecWed  b\
KM2A fURP Whe CUab NebXla VhRXld be PaiQl\ dXe WR Whe
deWecWRU  aQgXlaU  UeVRlXWiRQ.  FigXUe  16  VhRZV Whe   PeaV-
XUed  aQgXlaU  diVWUibXWiRQ  iQ  KM2A  daWa  iQ  WZR  eQeUg\
UaQgeV. The VRlid-aQgle deQViW\ Rf UecRUded eYeQWV iQ Whe
YiciQiW\ Rf Whe CUab NebXla iV VhRZQ aV a fXQcWiRQ Rf  ,
ZheUe    iV Whe  aQgle  WR  Whe  CUab diUecWiRQ.  The diVWUibX-
WiRQ  iV  geQeUall\  cRQViVWeQW  ZiWh  Whe  aQgXlaU  UeVRlXWiRQ
RbWaiQed  XViQg  MC  ViPXlaWiRQV.  FRU  each  eQeUg\  biQ,  a
GaXVViaQ  fXQcWiRQ  iV  XVed  WR  fiW  Whe  aQgXlaU  diVWUibXWiRQ
VhRZQ iQ Whe lefW-haQd aQd Piddle SaQelV Rf Fig. 16. The
UeVXlWiQg    fURP CUab daWa  iV  cRQViVWeQW  ZiWh  ViPXla-

WiRQV, aV VhRZQ iQ Whe UighW-haQd SaQel Rf Fig. 16.

E.    6SHFWUDO HQHUJ\ GLVWULEXWLRQ

s
σNs

= J ·Eα

α χ2

The Ȗ-Ua\ flX[ fURP Whe CUab NebXla iV eVWiPaWed XV-
iQg Whe QXPbeU Rf e[ceVV eYeQWV (N ) aQd Whe cRUUeVSRQd-
iQg VWaWiVWical XQceUWaiQW\ ( ) iQ each eQeUg\ biQ. The Ȗ-
Ua\ ePiVViRQ fURP Whe CUab NebXla iV aVVXPed WR fRllRZ
a  SRZeU-laZ  VSecWUXP  f(E) .  The  UeVSRQVe  Rf  Whe
KM2A deWecWRU ZaV ViPXlaWed b\ WUaciQg Whe WUajecWRU\ Rf
Whe CUab NebXla ZiWhiQ Whe FOV Rf KM2A. The beVW-fiW
YalXeV Rf J aQd   aUe RbWaiQed b\ PiQiPi]iQg a   fXQc-
WiRQ fRU 7 eQeUg\ biQV:

χ2=

7∑

i=1

(
Nsi
−NMCi

(J,α)
σNsi

)2

. ���

−1 −2 −1

SiQce Whe fiW Rf Whe VSecWUXP iV fRUZaUd-fRlded, Whe bi-
aVeV aQd eQeUg\ UeVRlXWiRQ iQ Whe eQeUg\ aVVigQPeQWV aUe
WakeQ iQWR accRXQW. The iQflXeQce cRPiQg fURP Whe aV\P-
PeWU\  iQ  eQeUg\  UeVRlXWiRQ  VhRZQ  iQ Fig.  8  caQ be   Qeg-
lecWed.  The  UeVXlWiQg  diffeUeQWial  flX[  (TeV   cP   V )

σSFLJ. 14.      (cRlRU RQliQe) SigQificaQce PaSV ceQWeUed RQ Whe CUab NebXla aW WhUee eQeUg\ UaQgeV.    iV Whe VigPa Rf Whe 2-diPeQViRQ
GaXVViaQ WakeQ accRUdiQg WR Whe PSF Rf KM2A. The cRlRU UeSUeVeQWV Whe VigQificaQce. S iV Whe Pa[iPXP YalXe iQ Whe PaS.

 

 

FLJ. 15.    (cRlRU RQliQe) The ceQWURid Rf Whe VigQificaQce PaS
aURXQd Whe CUab NebXla iQ R.A. aQd Dec diUecWiRQV aV a fXQc-
WiRQ Rf eQeUg\. The daVhed liQeV VhRZ cRQVWaQW YalXeV WhaW fiW
Whe ceQWURid fRU all eQeUgieV.

ObVeUYaWiRQ Rf Whe CUab NebXla ZiWh LHAASO-KM2A í a SeUfRUPaQce VWXd\ ChiQ. Ph\V. C 45, 025002 (2021)

025002-11

LHAASO Collaboration, 
Chin. Phys. C45, 023002 (2021)
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Extended Data Fig. 1 | Spectral gamma-ray energy distribution of G106.3+2.7. a, The flux data points with 1σ statistical error bars include measurements 
by Tibet AS+MD (red dots; this work), Fermi30 (blue squares), VERITAS14 (purple pentagons) and the Dominion Radio Astrophysical Observatory’s 
Synthesis Telescope2 (turquoise blue dots). The two red downward arrows above 1014 eV show 99% C.L. upper limits obtained by this work. Note that 
all the VERITAS data points are raised by a factor of 1.62 to account for the spill-over of gamma-ray signals outside their window size of 0.32∘ radius. 
The best-fit gamma-ray energy spectrum in the leptonic model is shown by the black solid curve, with the flux by the electron synchrotron radiation (the 
orange solid curve), the IC scattering of CMB photons (the green dashed curve) and the IC scattering of IR photons (the light blue dash-dotted curve). The 
gray open diamond shows the flux of PSR J2229+6114 obtained in the 2!−!10 keV range6. b, The best-fit gamma-ray energy spectrum in the hadronic model 
is shown by the turquoise blue solid curve. The lower panels show the residual Δσof the fit.
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package18, which allows us to estimate the parent particle spectrum 
to best reproduce the observed gamma-ray energy spectrum. For 
the energy distribution of the parent particles, we assume an expo-
nential cut-off power-law form of dN=dE / E!α exp !E=Ecutð Þ

I
. 

We provide the best-fit gamma-ray spectra for hadronic and lep-
tonic models (Extended Data Fig. 1) and list the best-fit param-
eters (Supplementary Table 2). In the hadronic model, we obtain 
Ecut ≈ 0.5 PeV and α ≈ 1.8. The value of α falls between that pre-
dicted in the standard diffusive shock acceleration (α = 2) and the 
asymptotic limit of the very efficient proton acceleration (α = 1.5)  
(refs. 19,20). The total energy of protons with energies >1 GeV 
(>0.5 PeV) is estimated to be ~5.0 × 1047 erg (3.0 × 1046 erg) for a tar-
get gas density of 10 cm−3. One might argue that, considering the 
estimated SNR age of 10 kyr, PeV protons escape the SNR much 
earlier than the present time in the standard theory of cosmic-ray 
acceleration. Given that Ecut ≈ 0.5 PeV and that the maximum energy 
of protons that remain inside an SNR is proportional to τ−0.5 where 
τ is the SNR age21, protons should be accelerated up to ~1.6 PeV at 
τ = 1 kyr in the case of G106.3+2.7. This suggests that the accelera-
tion of protons at G106.3+2.7 should be efficient enough21 to push 
their maximum energy up to ~1.6 PeV during the SNR free expan-
sion phase. In addition, G106.3+2.7 has a dense molecular cloud 
nearby that is indispensable for accelerated protons to produce 
TeV gamma rays via π0 production. With α ≈ 1.8, the proton energy 
spectrum does not appear softened, which implies that protons may 
not be able to escape the SNR easily owing to the suppression of the 
diffusion coefficient (Supplementary Information). Future observa-
tions of the physical parameters of G106.3+2.7 such as the magnetic 
field and the particle density could provide useful information for 
these theoretical studies on its mechanisms of particle acceleration 
and confinement.

Alternatively, the observed gamma-ray emission might result 
from protons accelerated by the SNR up to 0.1 PeV and then 
re-accelerated up to 1 PeV by the adiabatic compression of the 
Boomerang pulsar wind nebula (PWN) inside the SNR22. If the 
adiabatic compression ended at an age of 5 kyr as estimated in ref. 22,  
accelerated PeV protons need to travel a distance of 6 pc from the 
Boomerang PWN to the molecular cloud during the lapse time 
of T = 5 kyr until the present time. The diffusion coeffiicient of a 
0.5 PeV proton in the interstellar medium with a magnetic field of 
3 μG would be D ≈ 2 × 1030 cm2 s−1 (ref. 23), which gives a diffusion 
length of L ! 2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
DT

p

I
 = 380 pc (ref. 24) for T = 5 kyr. As the diffusion 

length around an SNR could be shorter by a factor of 10 or more25, 
we then estimate L ≲ 38 pc. As this is much larger than 6 pc, it would 
be possible for 0.5 PeV protons to diffuse from the Boomerang 
PWN to the molecular cloud and emit TeV gamma rays through π0 
production. This scenario might not be natural, however, consid-
ering that TeV gamma-ray emissions have not been detected from 
other molecular cloud clumps around the source (Fig. 1, green con-
tours) although protons should also be able to diffuse up to them, 
and considering that the proton spectrum needs to be kept hard 
with α ≈ 1.8 after the diffusion of 6 pc for T = 5 kyr.

In the leptonic model, we obtain Ecut ≈ 190 TeV, α ≈ 2.3 and an 
SNR magnetic field strength of ~9 μG. The total energy of relativistic 
electrons with energies >10 MeV is estimated to be ~1.4 × 1047 erg. 
We estimate (Supplementary Information) that electrons need to be 
newly accelerated within 1 kyr if they originate from the SNR, and 
that electrons provided by the Boomerang PWN are not likely to 
produce the observed gamma-ray emission in view of the energy 
budget and the gamma-ray morphology. The X-ray flux for the 
small 2′-radius region at PSR J2229+6114 has been measured in the 
2−10 keV range6, whereas the X-ray flux for the extended region 
of our gamma-ray emission region with the 1σ extent of 0.24° has 
not been published yet, although X-ray data of the region observed 
by Suzaku, XMM-Newton and Chandra are publicly available 
(https://www.darts.isas.jaxa.jp/astro/suzaku/data/public_list/). We 
point out that a flux upper limit on the synchrotron spectrum at 
the X-ray band would provide important information to rule out 
the leptonic scenario for particle acceleration at the gamma-ray 
source (Supplementary Fig. 1). In a scenario presented in previous  
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Fig. 1 | Significance map around SNR G106.3+2.7 as observed by 
Tibet AS+MD above 10!TeV. The inset figure shows our point spread 
function (PSF). The red star with a 1σ statistical position error circle is 
the centroid of gamma-ray emissions determined by this work, whereas 
the magenta open cross, the black X mark and the blue triangle are the 
centroids determined by VERITAS14, Fermi29 and HAWC15, respectively The 
black contours indicate 1,420!MHz radio emissions from the Dominion 
Radio Astrophysical Observatory synthesis telescope16,17, and the cyan 
contours indicate 12CO emissions from the Five College Radio Astronomy 
Observatory survey3. The grey diamond at the northeast corner of the radio 
emission marks the pulsar PSR J2229+6114.
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PWN,? SNR?

全て北半球！



ガンマ線で見た宇宙

12

Tibet
ASγ

Sub PeVの宇宙
• チベット実験・LHAASO実験による地上からの観測
• チベット・輝く天の川銀河（注：既知天体の寄与は除いた図）
• LHAASO・天の川に沿って多くの天体
• 銀河系の中⼼⽅向はどうなってるの？GeVもTeVの華やか！
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Figure 1. Significance maps of the region monitored by LHAASO. A point test source with a spectral index
of 2.6 for WCDA data and 3.0 for KM2A data is used.

significance. In this work, a power-law spectrum is assumed with an index of 2.6 for WCDA data in
the energy range 1�25 TeV and 3.0 for KM2A data at energies E > 25 TeV as initial conditions.
This leaves only one free parameter for the likelihood calculation. According to Wilks’ Theorem, the
TS is distributed as �2 with one degree of freedom (dof), and the significance can be estimated with
S =

p
TS. Figure 1 shows the significance maps obtained in the energy bands 1 TeV < E < 25 TeV

and E > 25 TeV in Galactic coordinates. The signals are clearly visible. However, most sources
in the Galactic plane are nearby and overlapping. Hence, further analysis is needed to derive each
source separately.

3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE CATALOG

The identification of point-like gamma-ray sources and their corresponding significance can be
roughly derived from Figure 1. However, it is important to note that the significance may be over-
estimated due to the overlap with nearby sources. Conversely, in the search for point sources, a
significant portion of the sources may actually be extended, resulting in an underestimation of their
significance. To improve source detection, the significance of a given source is reassessed by coupling
the fitting of localization, extension and spectrum, and new potential sources are also explored. In

https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/

http://tevcat.uchicago.edu

GeVの宇宙

TeVの宇宙
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4,740 m above sea level 
(16゜23’ S, 68゜08’ W)

ALPACA
(Andes Large area PArticle detector 

for Cosmic ray physics and Astronomy)
Mt. Chacaltaya, Bolivia

チベットの成功を南半球で！
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258 m   Muon Detector  x  (16+48)  (3,700 m  )2

1 m   AS Detector  x  (97+304)  (82,800 m  )

Ver.1.0
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ALPACA空気シャワー実験
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1. Array coverage 82,800m2

401 x 1m2 プラスチックシンチレータ
⽅向とエネルギーの測定

2. Underground water Cherenkov muon 
detector (MD)  3600m2

地下 2m (~16X0)に設置
58m2 with 20”f PMT  x 64 cells

2m
15m

ü 荷電宇宙線シャワーの除去効率 >99.9% @100TeV.
ü ⾓度分解能 ~0.2° @100TeV,   エネルギー分解能 ~20%@100TeV
ü 100% duty cycle, FOV 𝜃zen<40°(well studied), 𝜃zen<60°(in study) 

Muonの多い
ハドロンシャワー

をMDで判定

Muonは地下まで貫通
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1. Array coverage 82,800m2
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2. Underground water Cherenkov muon 
detector (MD)  3600m2

地下 2m (~16X0)に設置
58m2 with 20”f PMT  x 64 cells

2m
15m

ü 荷電宇宙線シャワーの除去効率 >99.9% @100TeV.
ü ⾓度分解能 ~0.2° @100TeV,   エネルギー分解能 ~20%@100TeV
ü 100% duty cycle, FOV 𝜃zen<40°(well studied), 𝜃zen<60°(in study) 

97 detectors
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ALPAQUITA construction in June 2022
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• 2022年6⽉から建設再開（コロナ中断）
• 97台の地上検出器設置完了
• 2023年4⽉にデータ収集開始
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Real air shower events!!
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（>100TeV荷電宇宙線による空気シャワー）

ガンマ線/宇宙線
⼤気分⼦と衝突

⼆次粒⼦群: 空気シャワー

地上粒⼦検出器

1. 相対的な粒⼦到着時間
(カラースケール)

2. 粒⼦数に⽐例した電荷量
(円のサイズ)

à ⽅向・エネルギーを推定

空気シャワーの観測原理



ALPAQUITA宇宙線観測の成果
K. Kawata ICRC2025

⽉の影に加えて太陽の影も確認。太陽活動極⼤期のため、予想
通り⽉の影よりも弱い信号となる。

Any2 rates, R1,O and R2,O, respectively, are described as

R R
N

r R
2

2 , 1O T T1, 1, 1
2

2, ( )= ¥ +

R R
N

r
2

2 . 2O T2, 2, 1
2 ( )= + ¥

Because the debnition of Any-n is the rate of n or more hits,
R2,T is also counted in R1,O. The higher-order effects from
Any3 and Any4 are ignored in this correction. Given R1,O and
R2,O as the observed Any1 and Any2 rates, respectively, N at
the time of interest and τ from the electronics setup
(effectively 550 ns), we can obtain the R1,T and R2,T. Though
we need to solve a quadratic equation of r1, considering a
relation R1,T ∼ R1,O, the solution is uniquely determined. We
found that the fraction of R2,T to R2,O is about 20%, while the
difference between R1,T and R1,O is less than 1%.

Figure 4 shows the corrected counting rates of Any1 and
Any2 (R1,T and R2,T) around the FD event after applying the
corrections for the atmospheric pressure effect (barometric
coefbcients are −0.47%/hPa and −0.78%/hPa for Any1 and
Any2, respectively). Though the decrease in Any1 remains, the
Any2 counting rate no more indicates signibcant decrease. The
amplitude and its error of the Any1 decrease, 4.26%± 0.33%,
are estimated in the same manner discussed in Section 2 and
summarized in Table 1. We debned the 2σ upper limit of the
Any2 amplitude to be 0.95%, as a sum of the observed
decrease (0.23%) at the moment of the FD peak and twice the
standard deviation of the Any2 counting rate in May 8 and 9
(0.36%). It is also summarized in Table 1.

5. Discussions

Figure 5 summarizes a relation between the median primary
rigidity (Rm) and the observed FD amplitude of the various
sites and observational methods. Two error ranges are assigned
to each data point, where the narrower error is the one debned
in Section 2 and summarized in Table 1, while the wider error
is debned below. A power-law btting without including the
ALPAQUITA Any2 upper-limit point and using the narrow
errors gives a best-bt function of observed amplitude (Aobs),
which is A R10.9% 0.3% 10 GVmobs

0.55 0.03( ) ( )/= ± ¥ ±

with χ2 = 108.1 (14 degrees of freedom). Apparently, the
large χ2 does not support this simple btting. As seen in
Figure 5, the amplitude of many data points largely deviates
from the neighbor points with respect to the narrower error
sizes even if they have similar median primary rigidities. This
is possible when the FD has a signibcant diurnal variation
superposed due to the anisotropy, and the FD amplitude is
determined not only by the median primary rigidity but also by
the detector’s viewing longitude. Looking at Figures 1 and 4, a
clear diurnal modulation of the amplitude is found after May
12. Slight differences between the maximum phases of diurnal
variation observed by different stations support an existence of
the in5uence of strong anisotropy. Though a sophisticated
technique to resolve this diurnal anisotropy is developed by
K. Munakata et al. (2022), application of such correction is not
in the scope of this paper. Instead of correcting the anisotropy
effect, we simply rescaled the errors by multiplying a factor
2.78 ( 108.1 14/ ) to make χ2/dof equal to unity. The rescaled
errors are shown as the wider error ranges in Figure 5. This
gives a conservative error estimate of the btting parameters
under an assumption of power-law nature of the amplitude.
The new btting shown in Figure 5 with a 1σ error band
gives A R10.9% 0.9% 10 GVmobs

0.55 0.07( ) ( )/= ± ¥ ± .
We discuss the validity of this artibcial scaling factor 2.78 in

terms of anisotropy. K. Munakata et al. (2024) reported the
amplitudes of diurnal anisotropy during two FD events
observed in 2012 to be 1.5% and 2% at 15 GV. From
Table 1, the error of the amplitude at 15 GV is about 0.5%.
Scaling this by 2.78 results in an error of 1.4%, which is
consistent with the diurnal anisotropy amplitude reported in
the previous study. Recently, M. Abunina et al. (2025)
reported the anisotropy of the 2024 May 10 FD event and
concluded the north–south and equatorial anisotropies were
3.1% and 1.9%, respectively. Because these values are the
moduli of the maximum-to-minimum variations, a quadratic
sum of half of them, 1.8%, can be compared to 1.4%, and they
are in a reasonable agreement. We note that anisotropies
during large FDs are frequently reported (e.g., M. Y. Hofer &
E. O. Flückiger 2000; A. Mishev et al. 2024), and M. Abunina
et al. (2025) point out that the anisotropy of the 2024 May 10
event is the smallest compared with the other large (>10%
amplitude) FDs.
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Figure 4. Time probles of the ALPAQUITA Any1 (black) and Any2 (red crosses) relative counting rates after the accidental coincidence and pressure corrections.
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The power index of 0.55 is situated in the hard side of the
range reviewed in H. V. Cane (2000), which allows us to
discuss the high-rigidity behavior of this event. The measure-
ment by the ALPAQUITA Any1 at 76 GV (red blled circle)
aligns well on the power law. Comparing with the GMDN data
at slightly lower rigidity (blue open squares), there is no
indication of softening. On the other hand, the observation
with the Misato underground muon detector at 145 GV (green
open triangle) indicates a spectral softening. Beyond a wide
gap from the other points, the 2σ upper-limit amplitude of the
ALPAQUITA Any2 at 960 GV is located on the extrapolation
of the low-rigidity measurements. Though it is marginal in this
event, the upper limit of the ALPAQUITA Any2 constrains a
simple extrapolation from the low-energy behavior. This result
demonstrates the ability of new technique to study the high-
rigidity behavior of FD events.

We note that the observed FD amplitude tends to become
larger than that in space with a wider spread of the response
function. In general, the response function of a muon detector
spreads wider than that of an NM. Also, as we see in Figure 3,
the response function of ALPAQUITA Any1 spreads in a wide
rigidity range. These facts possibly make the amplitude at
higher rigidity in this study systematically larger and
consequently a harder rigidity dependence. When we discuss
the rigidity dependence of FD amplitude in space instead of
the dependence of the observed amplitude, we must take this
point into account.

Possible impacts of the geomagnetic storm observed during
this period are discussed. H. Hayakawa et al. (2025) reported
that the Dst index observed at 2:00 UT on May 11 ranks this
event as the sixth-largest geomagnetic storm since 1957. In
general, a geomagnetic storm reduces the geomagnetic cutoff
rigidity and consequently increases the observed FD ampl-
itude. Because the median primary rigidities summarized in
Table 1 are given for the magnetically quiet period, a possible
reduction of the median primary rigidity moves the point in
Figure 5 leftward, or a possible correction of this effect moves

the point downward. M. Abunina et al. (2025) estimated this
so-called magnetospheric effect on the NM observation on
May 10 at 10 GV. They concluded that within the observed
15.7% amplitude, a 4% amplitude is a contribution from the
magnetospheric effect. K. Munakata et al. (2018) discussed
that the reduction of the cutoff rigidity is small enough for the
observation sites with the quiet-time cutoff rigidity above
10 GV. In addition, the detectors counting high-energy
particles by requiring multichannel coincidence, such as
GMDN and ALPAQUITA Any2, or by operating at under-
ground, such as the Misato muon detector, have response to
primary particles only above 10 GV. In such detectors, even if
their site has a low cutoff rigidity, they are not sensitive to
geomagnetic storms. As discussed in Section 2, the quiet-time
cutoff rigidity of the ALPACA site is 12 GV. We calculated
the cutoff rigidity during the May 11 geomagnetic storm using
the OTSO tool (N. Larsen et al. 2023) using the parameters
given in A. Papaioannou et al. (2025) at the time of GLE 74
and concluded that the reduction is 0.7 GV. It reduces the
median primary rigidity by 4 GV with respect to the quiet-time
value of 76 GV and thus has a negligible impact on our
discussions. In conclusion, the magnetospheric effect can
move only some NM data points in Figure 5 downward but
does not impact the other points. It does not change or even
strengthens our conclusions regarding the hard nature of this
event and the importance of the ALPAQUITA Any2
observation.

6. Summary

We implemented the counting modes of Any-n coincidence
in the newly constructed ALPAQUITA air-shower array.
Though the Any1 and Any2 events are not useful for the air-
shower reconstruction, their counting rates, especially Any2,
have a unique rigidity coverage to monitor the variability of
the cosmic-ray intensity. We successfully detected the FD that
occurred from 17:00 UT on 2024 May 10 together with the
NM and GMDN networks. Our Any1 measurement with the

Figure 5. Median primary rigidity and amplitude of the FD event on 2024 May 10. The black open circles, blue open squares, green open triangle, and red blled
circle show the data of NMs, GMDN, Misato muon detector, and ALPAQUITA Any1, respectively. The red arrow shows the upper limit determined by the
ALPAQUITA Any2. Narrower error bars in each plot are derived from the standard deviation of each station, while the wider errors are debned to obtain χ2/dof = 1
in the power-law btting shown with a black line and hatched area indicating 1σ error band.
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The Astrophysical Journal, 998:16 (7pp), 2026 February 10 Anzorena et al.

2024年5⽉の太陽活動に伴うフォーブッシュ減少を観測。⾼エネル
ギーチャンネルの上限値で単純な冪乗則によるTVまでの減少を制限。

ApJ, 998:16 (2026)

南半球中緯度で初の宇宙線異⽅性地図を作成

T. Kawashima 
2025年度学位論⽂
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Figure 12. Comparison of the all-particle cosmic-ray energy spectrum measured by ALPACA with results from other exper-
iments (Akaike et al. 2025; Cagnoli et al. 2025; Alfaro et al. 2025; Cao et al. 2024; Amenomori et al. 2008; Abbasi et al. 2018;
Aartsen et al. 2020). For each experiment, the hadronic interaction model adopted in the corresponding analysis is indicated
next to the experiment name. For the Tibet measurements, the assumed primary flux model is also specified.

spectrum, the positions of the first spectral break as717

well as the spectral indices below and above the break718

agree remarkably well, as seen in Figure 13.719

When an energy shift of →14% is applied to the720

DAMPE spectrum, a much improved agreement in the721

spectral structure is observed. After the shift, the posi-722

tions of the first spectral break, as well as the spectral723

indices below and above the break, become consistent724

with those obtained in this work.725

In contrast, the comparison with the HAWC spectrum726

reveals a di!erent behavior. Even after applying an en-727

ergy shift of →14%, the break energy reported by HAWC728

remains systematically higher than that observed in this729

work, in contrast to the cases of CALET and DAMPE.730

This indicates that the di!erence cannot be fully at-731

tributed to a simple energy-scale o!set and may reflect732

di!erences in the reconstructed spectral structure or un-733

derlying analysis assumptions.734

In addition, the spectral indices above 1014 eV pro-735

vide further insight into the global structure of the all-736

particle spectrum. As shown in Figures 12 and 13, the737

reported all-particle spectra can be broadly classified738

into two groups based on their spectral slopes in this739

energy range.740

The results from Tibet, IceTop, and TALE exhibit741

spectral indices of approximately →2.65, whereas those742

from LHAASO and HAWC show systematically softer743

spectra with indices close to →2.75. Although the di!er-744

ence between these slopes is only about 0.1, it becomes745

clearly visible in the scaled comparison, indicating a ten-746

sion between the two groups. The spectral index mea-747

sured in this work, ω = →2.685±0.007, lies closer to the748

former group and is consistent with the results from Ti-749

bet, IceTop, and TALE within systematic uncertainties.750

Finally, it is important to consider whether a similar751

second spectral break is visible in direct measurements.752

For CALET, the current statistical uncertainly at en-753

ergies above several tens of TeV remains limited. As a754

result, it is di”cult to assess the presence or absence755

of a second spectral break with the presently available756

data, and the spectrum above the first break is consis-757

tent with both single- and double-break scenarios within758

statistical uncertainties.759

In contrast, the DAMPE spectrum extends to higher760

energies with comparatively smaller statistical uncer-761

tainties. Although the highest-energy bins are still lim-762

ited in statistics, the DAMPE data show a hint of a spec-763

tral hardening above the first break. While this feature764

is not statistically significant and is driven primarily by765

the last energy bin, it is qualitatively compatible with766

the presence of a second spectral break around ↑ 70TeV767

suggested by this measurement. Further confirmation of768

this structure will require increased statistics from direct769

measurements in the multi–10TeV to 100TeV range.770

A physical interpretation of the second spectral771

break can be discussed in connection with the energy-772

10-300TeVの全宇宙線エネルギースペクトルを測定。30TeVでの軟
化を確認。70TeVの硬化の可能性。

藤⽥ 2026年春の物理学会, 投稿準備中



最初の地下ミューオン検出器

20

1台⽬MD

• （北半球の）夏に1台⽬の建設完了。内部と周囲の装置を設置の後、今年中にガンマ線観測開始
• 残り3台の建設と周辺装置の設置を来年完了予定



これから数年の研究の状況
• チベット実験

• データ収集の継続・解析
• 過去のデータの新しい解析（機械学習の導⼊等）

• ALPACA実験（修⼠では新しい装置の建設や⽴ち上げを学んでもらう）
• 地上検出器の 97台が稼働中。これで初期性能確認。
• 地下ミュー粒⼦検出器1号機の建設（2025年11⽉開始）
• 地下ミュー粒⼦検出器1台＋地上100台でのガンマ線天⽂学開始（2026年末-）
• 地下ミューオン検出器2-4号機の建設（2027年）
• フルスケール（地上400台＋地下4台）での運転(2027年末-)

21

みなさんはこのデータでD論を書く

このデータでM論

世界初の南半球sub-PeVガンマ線天⽂学



⼤学院⽣の研究テーマ
• ALPACA初期データによる装置性能の検証
• ⽉・太陽による宇宙線の影ー装置の性能＋太陽磁場変動の研究
• ガンマ線天体の探索
• ガンマ線突発天体の探索
• 宇宙線の原⼦核種弁別
• 暗⿊物質・原始ブラックホール等からのガンマ線の探索
• ミュー粒⼦を⽤いた宇宙線原⼦核組成の研究
• 空気シャワーの新しい解析⽅法の研究（機械学習）
• 雷電場の空気シャワーへの影響
• ⾼エネルギー太陽フレア粒⼦の研究
• ALPACA低エネルギー拡張の研究
• 将来計画Mega-ALPACAの研究

22

新しい装置で新しいデータ（世界初）
BGの宇宙線も貴重なデータ
宇宙天気や地球⼤気も関係

装置の設置
装置の較正

データ解析

シミュレーション

機械学習

マルチメッセンジャー
天⽂学

素粒⼦物理

フィールド
ワーク

宇宙天気

ラテン
アメリカ

宇宙物理

地球⼤気・雷



⼤学院⽣の⽣活
• M1前期：本郷の授業を優先して単位を取得
• 授業のない⽇に柏で輪講ゼミ、論⽂紹介ゼミ（TAグループと合同）
• 週に⼀回柏（+オンライン）で研究進捗報告会
• ⼆ヶ⽉に⼀度、国内グループ会議
• 隔週：海外共同研究者とオンライン会議（主にスタッフのみ）
• 観測サイト出張は 1回/年程度、⼀ヶ⽉（南⽶・4,700mなので応相談）
• M1後半：国内学会デビュー
• M2：国内の国際会議デビュー
• D：海外の国際会議デビュー、投稿論⽂執筆

23



研究室・研究グループの体制
• 教授：﨏さこ隆志（修⼠博⼠学⽣の受け⼊れ可）
• 准教授：川⽥和正（修⼠博⼠学⽣の受け⼊れ可・TAグループと兼任）
• 准教授：奥村暁（学⽣受け⼊れはないが⼀緒に研究・ニュートリノ観測の将来研究）
• 助教：⼤⻄宗博、⼤⽯理⼦（CTAグループと兼任）

• シニアフェロー（名誉教授）：瀧⽥正⼈
• 研究員：Marcos Anzorena、樋⼝諒

• ⼤学院⽣：(博⼠) 横江、⽔野、今和泉、杉本、（修⼠）⼭中、⽟置、⾜助
• 技術職員：粟井
• 秘書：⽩神

• 国内共同研究者：横浜国⽴⼤学、信州⼤学、神奈川⼤学、⽇本⼤学、⼤阪公⽴⼤学、宇都宮⼤学、⼤阪
電気通信⼤学、中部⼤学、京都⼤学、他

• 国外共同研究者：中国国家天⽂台（中国）、サンアンドレス⼤学（ボリビア）、グアダラハラ⼤学（メ
キシコ）、他
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銀河宇宙線・ガンマ線
•宇宙線の起源、Pevatronを探せ！
• PeVatronからのsub-PeV領域ガンマ線の検出!

﨏（Ａ８）

川田（Ａ８）

• 午後の個別説明会は宇宙線研建物の412室です
• テレスコープアレイグループ（414室）と合わせてどうぞ
• オンラインや個別の訪問・説明も歓迎です。sako@icrr.u-tokyo.ac.jpに気楽

に連絡ください。

⼩規模だけど世界が注⽬するグループです。⾃分が主役
になって、実験装置、解析、シミュレーションを⾃分の
⼿を動かして理解しながら研究をしたい⽅、歓迎です。

mailto:sako@icrr.u-tokyo.ac.jp
mailto:sako@icrr.u-tokyo.ac.jp
mailto:sako@icrr.u-tokyo.ac.jp
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Expected line
assuming 1.1o resolution

Center position 0.3o westward

「月の影」の観測
�✓ ⇠ 1.6o

E[TeV]

ü ⾓度分解能
ü ポインティング精度
ü 絶対エネルギースケール

- 宇宙線は全⽅位から等⽅的にやってくる
- 宇宙線が⽉に遮蔽されることで⽉の⽅向だけ宇

宙線の頻度が下がる
- 「⽉の影」は空気シャワー実験性能の良い検証

地磁気による影のずれ

27

-4s

-8s

-2s

-6s



何が問題？
？

1015eV（PeV） 宇宙線の起源
超新星残骸？

宇宙線は荷電粒⼦
宇宙には磁場がある
＝まっすぐ⾶んでこない28



ガンマ線で探る宇宙線の起源
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Interstellar 
Matter

𝜋0
𝛾

1015eV CR

？ 宇宙線の起源
超新星残骸？1015eV（PeV）

1014eV 𝛾
(sub PeV)



sub-PeVガンマ線

星間物質

宇宙線の伝播 宇宙線の起源
宇宙線陽⼦

宇宙線原⼦核
宇宙磁場

超PeV宇宙線

⾼エネルギーガンマ線の観測
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Yangbajing Cosmic Ray Observatory

90゜522E,   30゜102N,  4,300 m a.s.l. (606g/cm2)

Beijing

Chengdu
Lhasa

1.5 hours drive from Lhasa
Yangbajing

Correlation Between Solar Activity and 
the Sun’s Shadow Observed by  
the Tibet Air Shower Array 

Kazumasa Kawata 

ICRR, University of Tokyo, Japan 

For the Tibet AS Collaboration 

32nd ICRC, Aug.ust 17,  Beijing 1 



ガンマ線で見た宇宙

32

https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/

• ⼈⼯衛星を利⽤
• 輝く天の川（宇宙線と星間物質の反応）
• 銀河系内外の多様な天体

GeVの宇宙



ガンマ線で見た宇宙

33

https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/ssc/

http://tevcat.uchicago.edu

TeVの宇宙

http://magic.scphys.kyoto-u.ac.jp/Science/science.html

• チェレンコフ望遠鏡による地上からの観測
• 銀河系内外の多様な天体
• 個々の天体を詳しく観測するが「地図」が描けない


