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The origin of Galactic cosmic rays (CRs), particularly around the knee region (∼3 PeV), remains
a major unanswered question. Recent observations by LHAASO suggest that the knee is shaped
mainly by protons, with a transition to heavier elements at higher energies. Microquasars – compact
jet-emitting sources – have emerged as possible PeV CR accelerators, especially after detections of
ultrahigh-energy gamma rays from these systems. We propose that the observed proton spectrum
(hard below a few PeV, steep beyond) arises from the reacceleration of sub-TeV Galactic CRs
via shear acceleration in large-scale microquasar jet-cocoon structures. Our model also naturally
explains the observed spectrum of energies around a few tens of PeV by summing up heavier nuclei
contributions. Additionally, similar reacceleration processes in radio galaxies can contribute to
ultrahigh-energy CRs, bridging Galactic and extragalactic origins. Combined with low-energy CRs
from supernova remnants and galaxy clusters around the second knee region, this scenario could
provide a unified explanation for CRs across the entire energy spectrum.

I. INTRODUCTION

The origin of cosmic rays (CRs), mainly composed of
protons, heliums, and heavier nuclei, is a long-standing
puzzle in astrophysics [1–3]. The energy spectrum of CRs
spans over a wide range from 109 to 1020 eV, roughly
following a power-law spectrum ΦCR ∝ E−γ . The spec-
trum exhibits a distinctive feature with a change in the
power-law spectral index from γ ∼ 2.7 to γ ∼ 3 at the
energy around 4 PeV, known as the kneeknee [1, 4, 5],
discovered by Kulikov and Khristiansen in 1958 [6]. At
energies ∼ 100 PeV, the spectral index changed from
γ ∼ 3 to γ ∼ 3.3, called the “second knee” [e.g., 7, 8].
The spectral index changes back to γ ∼ 2.5 at the ankle
around 4 EeV [e.g., 9], and the flux is largely suppressed
at a few tens of EeV [10, 11]. The knee is believed to be
formed due to the limited maximum rigidity of Galactic
CR accelerators [12], or reflecting a spectral break at the
same rigidity [13]. The knee could also be formed due to
the change of the energy-dependent diffusion coefficient
in the propagation of CRs [14], while CRs between the
knee and ankle should be marked as the transition region
from Galactic to extragalactic CRs [15]. CRs with energy
above EeV are regarded as ultrahigh-energy cosmic rays
(UHECRs), which have an extragalactic origin as sup-
ported by the observation of the large-scale anisotropy,
where the dipole direction points in the opposite direc-
tion of the Galactic Center [16].
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CR composition is the key to identifying the origins.
The general pattern of CR abundances around a few GeV
per nucleon resembles that of the interstellar medium or
primordial solar composition, with peaks in the carbon-
nitrogen-oxygen (CNO) and Fe region [17]. Recently, a
kneelike feature around 3 PeV was also revealed on the
measured all-particle spectrum of CRs. The logarithm of
the mean mass of CRs measured by the Large High Alti-
tude Air Shower Observatory (LHAASO) showed trends
toward a heavier composition below several hundred TeV
and above several PeV, while it is a light composition
dominated around the knee, and the turning point is con-
sistent with the position of the knee at energy around
3 PeV [5]. In particular, LHAASO reported the first
high-purity proton spectrum, implicating the knee at en-
ergy around 3 PeV is related to the change of the proton
spectrum [18]. The observed hardening feature above
several hundreds of TeV implicates the emergence of a
new component that has maximum energy at least up to
a few PeV [18].

The physical origin of the knee is still unknown and
should be related to Galactic PeVatrons. Supernova rem-
nants (SNRs) are believed to be responsible for CRs at
least up to the knee [19, 20]. However, SNRs as Pe-
Vatrons are challenged by both theoretical and observa-
tional studies [21–24], potentially implying the existence
of another type of PeVatrons. Potential candidates for
PeVatron include massive stars and stellar clusters [25–
27], pulsars and pulsar winds [28–31], superbubbles [32],
hypernovae [33] and interacting supernovae [34, 35], and
isolated black holes [36, 37]. The detection of very-
high-energy (VHE) gamma rays has shown that micro-
quasars are promising sites for accelerating CRs around
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PeV and above, indicating potential sources of Galac-
tic PeV CRs [38]. Microquasars are x-ray binaries with
relativistic jets [39] and display phenomenology that is
similar to active galactic nuclei (AGNs), although the
size of the system is orders of magnitude different. It
is suggested that shear and one-shot acceleration in the
large-scale jet of radio galaxies can be responsible for the
origin of UHECRs [40–44]. This motivates us to investi-
gate whether the shear acceleration by microquasar jets
can be Galactic PeVatrons. Previous studies also sug-
gest microquasars as PeVatrons [45–47], but these stud-
ies consider CR acceleration by shocks in jets or magnetic
reconnections in accretion flows.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we study
the physics of Galactic microquasars and the shear accel-
eration process in the jet-cocoon system of microquasars.
In Sec. III, we propagate the escaped CRs from micro-
quasars and compare the results with observations. In
Sec. IV, we combine CRs from Galactic SNRs and con-
tributions from the shear acceleration process from ex-
tragalactic clusters of galaxies and radio galaxies, and
we proposed an overall picture of the origin of CRs on a
wide energy range from GeV to ∼ 100 EeV. We give a
summary and discussion in Sec. V.

II. COSMIC RAYS ACCELERATED IN
MICROQUASARS

A. The physics of microquasar jets

A microquasar consists of a compact object, usually
a black hole, and a companion star, see Fig. 1 for a
schematic plot. Currently, over 20 microquasars have
been identified in our Galaxy [48, 49]. In the micro-
quasar systems, material of the companion star falls to
the compact star, which releases a large amount of the
gravitational energy. A part of the gravitational en-
ergy is converted to outflow kinetic energy. These out-
flows, called jets, are launched at the vicinity of the
compact star, narrowly collimated to a small solid an-
gle, and often reach relativistic speeds. The kinetic
power of the jets can reach the Eddington luminosity,
Lj ∼ LEdd ∼ 1 × 1039(M/10M⊙) erg s−1. The jets
propagate in interstellar medium and extend to ∼ 100
pc scales, which is many orders of magnitude larger than
the scale of the compact star. See Ref. [50] for a com-
prehensive review.

Recently, Ref. [38] reported detection of gamma rays
above 100 TeV from five microquasars, three of which
(SS 433, V4641 Sgr, and GRS 1915+105) exhibited ex-
tended gamma-ray morphology whose emission zone is
as large as ∼ 50 − 100 pc . These gamma- ays are most
likely originating from the radiation of nonthermal par-
ticles accelerated in the extended jets [38, 51, 52]. The
other two (Cyg X-1 and MAXI J1820+070) are consis-
tent with point source, possibly suggesting a compact
emission region [53, 54], although the best fit positions
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FIG. 1. A schematic plot of the reacceleration of Galactic low-
energy GeV-TeV CRs in the large-scale jet-cocoon system of
microquasars.

of gamma-ray sources have slight offsets from those of
x-ray binaries.

SS 433 is a binary system consisting of a compact ob-
ject and a supergiant star, with a pair of jets moving
in opposite directions with launch velocity v ∼ 0.26 c,
where c is the speed of light [55]. The extended two-
sided jets with ∼ 40 pc are detected in x-rays [56], and
radio lobes surrounding the system extend up to∼ 150 pc
[57, 58]. VHE gamma-ray emission from SS 433 has been
detected at the jet lobes, which are spatially coincident
with the X-ray hot spots [38, 52, 59, 60]. The observed
gamma-ray emission is consistent with inverse Compton
emission from a single population of electrons, and the
magnetic field strength inside the jet is ∼ 20 µG [61].
References [62, 63] pointed out that nonthermal electrons
accelerated at SS 433 jets achieve PeV energies with a
small Bohm factor, based on multiwavelength modeling.
In addition, Ref. [64] performed magnetohydrodynamics
(MHD) simulations of the propagation of the jet in the
surrounding medium, where the jet is spheroidal at early
times and the wings are developed by the broadening
spherical cocoon.

V4641 Sgr is another interesting microquasar that
emits gamma-rays above 100 TeV. The morphology of
the gamma-ray signal is clear two-sided lobe structure,
and the size of the lobe is ∼ 100 pc [38, 65]. A spatially
extended x-ray signature is also detected from this object,
although the x-ray signal is concentrated on the central
region within ∼ 15 pc from the central black hole [66].
The multiwavelength modeling of this system indicates
B ≳ 10µG at the x-ray emission region.

GRS 1915+105 is a highly variable object that exhibits
superluminal motion with extended jets of sub-pc scales
[67]. Its Eddington ratio used to be ∼ 0.1 − 1 [68] and
suddenly decreased to 0.01 in 2018 [69]. The gamma-
ray source detected by LHAASO exhibits an extension
of ∼ 50 pc [38], which is consistent with the two-sided
lobe structure detected by ALMA [70].

The microquasar S26 in the Sculptor Galaxy NGC
7793 consists of a black hole and a Wolf-Rayet star. Its
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nebula spans 350 × 185 pc [71], and the jet’s kinetic lu-
minosity Lj ∼ 5×1040 erg s−1 suggests super-Eddington
accretion, making it a potential PeVatron [72].

Nonthermal particles can be accelerated through the
energy dissipation within the jet. With the luminosity
requirement [73] obtained from the Hillas condition [74],
the maximum possible energy of the accelerated CRs is
estimated to be

EA,max ≈ 3× 1016 eV Zϵ
1/2
B

×
Å

Lj

1039 erg/s

ã1/2 Å Γ

1.05

ã−1 Å β

0.3

ã1/2
(1)

where Z is the nuclear charge, ϵB is the energy fraction
carried by the magnetic field, Lj is the total isotropic-
equivalent luminosity of the jet, Γ is the Lorentz factor,
and β is the characteristic velocity normalized by the
speed of light. In our Galaxy, there are likely a few dozen
black hole (BH) X-ray binaries with an x-ray luminosity
of LX ≳ 1038 erg s−1, each exhibiting sufficient luminos-
ity, Lj ∼ 1039 erg s−1, to potentially accelerate CRs up
to the knee energy range. Here, we use frequently used
assumptions of LX ∼ 0.1Ṁc2 and Lj ∼ Ṁc2 to convert

LX to Lj , where Ṁ is the mass accretion rate onto the
BH.

B. Shear acceleration in microquasar jets

Shear acceleration, a class of the Fermi acceleration,
has been suggested to be an efficient mechanism to ac-
celerate CRs, where charged particles gain energy inside
an ordered shear velocity field [75–82]. It has been shown
that the discrete shear acceleration [77] occurring on the
surface of the jet-cocoon system in radio galaxies may
accelerate low-energy “seed” galactic CRs to the UHE
energy range, and the predicted spectrum and composi-
tion are consistent with observations [40, 83].

In AGNs, the reacceleration may occur through the
“one-shot” acceleration, where the seed CRs receive a
boost of a factor of Γ2 [84], and it is possible for powerful
radio galaxies with a Lorentz factor of Γ ≳ 30 to accel-
erate seed galactic CRs with energy E ≲ 1017 eV to the
UHE energy range [41, 42]. However, the one-shot ac-
celeration is challenging in microquasars because of their
low Lorentz factor jets, typically Γ ≲ 3.

We consider the shear acceleration by cylindrical jets
and cocoon as discussed in Kimura, Murase and Zhang
(hereafter KMZ18) [40]. Based on our discussion in
Sec. II A, we assume that the radius of the jet is rjet =
3 pc, the length is ljet = 100 pc, the jet velocity normal-
ized by the speed of light is βj = 0.3 (corresponding to
Lorentz factor Γj ≃ 1.05), and the radius of the cocoon
is rcoc = 60 pc. The coherence length inside the cocoon
is set to lcoh ∼ 0.03rcoc ∼ 1.8 pc. The mean free path
of CRs is given by λ ∼ lcoh(E/Ecoh)

δ, where δ = 1/3
for Kolmogorov turbulence and Ecoh = ZeBcoclcoh ∼
17Z(Bcoc/10 µG)(lcoh/1.8 pc) PeV. CRs will undergo a

discrete shear acceleration when the CR mean free path
is longer than the width of the sheath layer, λ ≳ rsl. For
rsl ∼ fslrjet ∼ 0.06(fsl/0.02) pc, the injection energy is
given by λ ∼ rsl, which can be rewritten as

Einj ≈ Ecoh

Å
rsl
lcoh

ã3
(2)

∼ 0.6

Å
Bcoc

10 µG

ãÅ
rsl

0.06 pc

ã3 Å lcoh
1.8 pc

ã−2

TeV.

Thus, CRs with energies above several hundreds of GeV
can undergo a discrete shear acceleration mechanism. In
this context, injection energy is defined as the minimum
kinetic energy required for a CR particle to undergo dis-
crete shear acceleration. We should note that the width
of the shear layer and injection energy to the discrete
shear acceleration are still uncertain, and fsl ∼ 1 is sug-
gested by recent high-resolution MHD simulations when
the kink instability is fully developed [85].
Based on KMZ18 [40], by balancing the acceleration

and effective confinement timescales, the peak energy in
the energy spectrum of escaping CR protons can be esti-
mated to be

Emax = ζeBcocl
1/2
cohr

1/2
jet Γjetβjet (3)

≃ 4.3 PeV

Å
Bcoc

10µ G

ãÅ
lcoh

1.8 pc

ã1/2 Å rjet
3 pc

ã1/2 Åβjet

0.3

ã
ζ,

where ζ ≡ (ζc/ζa)
2 is a numerical factor of order unity.

The average rate of CRs injected into the shear accel-
eration is estimated to be

ṄCR ≈ Ni,inj

tad
≈

2πr2jetljetncr

rcoc/vexp

≃ 7.1× 1033 s−1

Å
rjet
3 pc

ã2 Å ljet
100 pc

ã
(4)

×
Å

rcoc
60 pc

ã−1 ( vexp
3000 km s−1

)
,

where tad ≈ rcoc/vexp is the adiabatic cooling time, vexp
is the expansion velocity and ncr ∼ 2.2 × 10−14 cm−3 is
the observed number density of CRs at rigidity 0.32 TV.
Assuming that CRs are accelerated to PeV energies, the
total luminosity of CRs accelerated by a microquasar is
roughly estimated to be

LCR ≈ EmaxṄCR (5)

≃ 5.0× 1037
Å

rjet
3 pc

ã5/2 Å ljet
100 pc

ã( vexp
3000 km s−1

)
×
Å

rcoc
60 pc

ã−1 Å Bcoc

10µ G

ãÅ
lcoh

1.8 pc

ã1/2 Åβjet

0.3

ã
ζ erg s−1.

We perform Monte Carlo simulations with the code
used by KMZ18 [40] with parameters given in Table I,
and the resulting energy spectra and luminosity of the
escaping CR protons are shown in Fig. 2. As seen in the
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TABLE I. Model parameters used in Monte Carlo simulations.

Parameters rjet Bjet βjet rcoc Bcoc lcoh ljet
[pc] [µG] [pc] [µG] [pc] [pc]

Value 3 50 0.3 60 10 1.8 100

4 5 6 7 8 9
log10(E[GeV])

1036

1037

1038

E2 d
N

/d
Ed

t
[e

rg
s

1 ]

Monte Carlo Simulation

FIG. 2. The energy spectrum of escaping CRs predicted in
the shear acceleration mechanism from Monte Carlo simula-
tions. The parameters are listed in Table I. The above plot is
multiplied with exp(−R/Rmax), where Rmax = 4×107 GeV is
the maximum acceleration energy from the microquasar jets.

figure, our shear acceleration scenario can achieve spec-
tral peak around PeV energies with reasonable parame-
ters (see Sec. V for a discussion about parameter choices).
The escaping CR proton spectrum shows a hard compo-
nent (spectral index ∼ 0.8) below the peak energy and a
gradual cutoff above it.

III. OBSERVED COSMIC-RAY SPECTRUM ON
EARTH

In general, the propagation of CRs in our Galaxy can
be described by the transport equation [91, 92],

∂Ni(E,x)

∂t
+V · ∇Ni(E,x)−∇ · [D(r)∇Ni(E,x)]

= Qi(E,x, t)− piNi(E,x)

+
vρ(x)

mp

∑
k≥i

∫
dσi,k(E,E′)

dE
Nk(E

′,x)dE′, (6)

where Ni(E,x) is the number density per energy at po-
sition x, and the second and third terms on the left side
describe the time evolution of the particle number den-
sity due to advection and spatial diffusion, respectively.
The first term on the right side represents the injection
of particles of type i, and the second and last terms ac-
count for the loss and gain processes. Here, the loss
of nuclei of type i caused by collisions and decay with
a rate pi = vρ/λi + 1/γτi, where ρ is the interstellar
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FIG. 3. Predicted CR intensity on Earth and the mean mass
⟨ln(A)⟩ distribution from microquasars. The all-particle en-
ergy spectra are taken from LHAASO [5], HAWC [51], NU-
CLEON [86], TIBET [4], TA [87], and Auger [88], while the
proton spectra are taken from LHAASO [18], KASCADE-
Grande [89], and IceTop [90]. The measurements of the mean
mass ⟨ln(A)⟩ distribution are taken from LHAASO [5] and
IceTop [90].

medium density, λi is the mean free path of interac-
tions when particle propagates inside the Galaxy, τi is
the decay time of a particle of type i, and γ is theparticle
Lorentz factor. In this study, we employ a publicly avail-
able version of the DRAGON code to propagate CRs
from sources to Earth [93]. The maximum value of the
galactocentric radius is RG = 10 kpc and the halo size
is HG = 4 kpc. The spatial distribution of microquasars
is unknown. High-Eddington ratio microquasars, includ-
ing SS 433 or Sgr V4641, likely follow the distribution
of massive stars, and thus, they have similar spatial dis-
tribution with Galactic SNRs. For the source distribu-
tion, we adopt the Ferriere2001 model [94], based on the
population studies of SNRs. The spatial distribution of
the diffusion coefficient is constant and parametrized as
D = 23.8 × 1028(R/250 GV)δcm2 s−1 with δ = 0.45 for
R < 250 GV, while δ = 1/3 for R ⩾ 250 GV [95, 96].
The chosen diffusion coefficient is determined by the ob-
served boron to carbon (B/C) ratio [97].

We adjust the energy injection rate of CRs to match
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the CR data at PeV energies, which requires Qcr,tot ∼
1.3 × 1042 erg kpc−3 yr−1. The energy injection rate
integrated over the Galactic volume is

Lcr,tot = QCR,totVG ≃ 1.5× 1038 erg s−1, (7)

where VG ∼ 2πR2
G × HG ∼ 1 × 1068 cm3 is the Galac-

tic volume. Our scenario is consistent with the value
required to explain CRs in the knee energy range if we
have around three to ten microquasars in our Galaxy.
For our scenario to work, microquasars need to have ex-
tended jets of ∼ 100 pc. Only two objects (SS433 and
V4641 Sgr) exhibit such a feature. The other three micro-
quasars, GRS 1915, Cyg X-1, MAXI J1820, do not have
such large-scale extended jets, although they have more
compact jets. Since we can observe only less than half of
our Galaxy, three to ten microquasars with extended jets
sounds more reasonable. Note that the required number
of microquasars with extended jets depends on the injec-
tion energy given by Eq. 2.

In Fig. 3, we present the predicted energy spectrum
and mean mass ⟨ln(A)⟩ of CRs from Galactic micro-
quasars in our shear acceleration scenario. Note the
shaded region in the lower panel about ⟨ln(A)⟩ are af-
fected by low- and high-energy components. In our
scenario, the CR composition ratio is determined by
the Galactic CR composition ratio at the rigidity of
Rinj = Einj/Z. Since Einj is uncertain, we examine sev-
eral values of Einj (see the next paragraph). In Fig. 3,
we adopt the CR composition at 300 GV from the AMS-
02 observation [98–102]. Our model demonstrates that
CRs from microquasars could explain both proton and
all-particle spectrum around the knee. The hard proton
spectrum below the peak energy (at a few PeV) and a
steep power-law decay beyond the peak predicted by our
model agrees well with the LHAASO observations. Fur-
thermore, the model self-consistently predicts the spectra
of helium, intermediate mass, and heavy nuclei around
knee, with their relative abundance normalized to the lo-
cal Galactic CR abundance at 300 GV. Future precision
measurements of light and heavy nuclei will provide a
critical test of this scenario.

For comparison, we also adopt the CR composition in-
ferred fromt AMS-02 observations at reference rigidities
of 100 GV and 1 TV [98–102]. We also consider a sce-
nario where injected CRs follow solar abundances, f⊙, as
expected if they are swept from the interstellar medium
(ISM) [103]. The adopted composition ratios are summa-
rized in Table II. As demonstrated in Ref. [104], the non-
thermal tail of nuclei is enhanced by a factor of (A/Z)2,
f enhance
⊙ , for efficient diffusive acceleration in nonrela-
tivistic shocks considering fully ionized state. Our analy-
sis shows that reaccelerating low-energy CRs (100 GV – 1
TV) yields a mean logarithmic mass ⟨lnA⟩ roughly con-
sistent with observations near the CR knee. In contrast,
models assuming solar or enhanced solar compositions
fail to reproduce the observed mass distribution. For
CRs from microquasars, the (A/Z)2 ∼ A2 enhancement
scenario – expected in a singly ionized medium – predicts

TABLE II. Injected CR composition at the rigidity 300 GV,
100 GV, and 1 TV for different composition models. In addi-
tion, we also include solar composition f⊙ and enhanced solar
composition fenhance

⊙ by a factor of (A/Z)2 for a fully ionized
medium.

Z A fA,300GV fA,100GV fA,1TV f⊙ fenhance
⊙

P 1 1 0.787 0.803 0.767 0.922 0.747
He 2 4 0.194 0.18 0.212 0.077 0.250
CNO 7 16 0.0145 0.013 0.0157 0.007 0.003
NeMgAlSi 12 28 0.00374 0.00352 0.004 0.001 0.0006
Fe 26 56 0.00121 0.00097 0.0014 0.00002 0.0001

a heavier CR composition than a fully ionized medium.
However, this leads to an overly heavy composition, in-
consistent with the observed ⟨lnA⟩. These results might
indicate that the reacceleration of preexisting low-energy
CRs provides a plausible explanation for the composition
trends observed in the knee region.

IV. CONNECTION TO LOW- AND
HIGH-ENERGY COMPONENTS

In this section, we aim to demonstrate that our micro-
quasar model can be combined with other astrophysical
models explaining the CR spectrum at different wave-
lengths. In particular, we provide a possible model, in
which the whole CR spectrum from around GeV to 100
EeV can be explained with four main sources, including
SNRs (Gal pop1), microquasars (MQs, Gal pop2), clus-
ters of galaxies (CGs, ExGal pop1) and radio galaxies
(RQs, ExGal pop2), as shown in Fig 4. Note that the
main purpose here is to demonstrate that the reacceler-
ation model works not only in the microquasars but also
in the large-scale jet-cocoon system in radio galaxies.
For CRs from Galactic SNRs, we calculate the ob-

served energy spectrum of each element with DRAGON
code, and the normalization is adjusted to match the
AMS-02 data. We adopt a broken-power-law injection
spectrum of CRs from SNRs to fit the data. See the Ap-
pendix for the details. The escaped CR spectrum typ-
ically has an exponential cutoff beyond the maximum
acceleration energy. We set the maximum rigidity from
Galactic SNRs to Rmax = 0.4 PV.
For CRs in the knee energy range, we use the CR spec-

trum that comes directly from Monte Carlo simulations,
as in Fig. 3. At energies above around 100 PeV to EeV,
CRs from extragalactic sources begin to dominate. At
this energy range, the second knee appears, where the
spectrum is further steepened from γ ∼ 3 to γ ∼ 3.3, be-
cause of the limitation of the maximum energy of the sec-
ond Galactic component based on the rigidity-dependent
modeling. The physical origin of the CRs beyond the sec-
ond knee up to the ankle has been proposed by various
models, and it has been shown that an additional com-
ponent so called the B-component is required [12, 15].
This component may be responsible for the proton sub-
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FIG. 4. An overall picture of the CR spectrum from Galactic to extragalactic components. Gal pop1: CRs from SNRs [19, 20]
(dotted curve); Gal pop2: CRs from MQs (dashed curve); ExGal pop1: CRs from extragalactic sources, e.g., CGs [105]
(dotted-dashed curve); ExGal pop2: UHECRs from RGs [40] (long dashed curve). The data points are the same as those
in Fig. 3, with the AMS data taken from Refs. [98–102], and the mean mass distribution measured by Auger is taken from
Ref. [106].

ankle (hardening) feature around 100 PeV observed by
KASCADE-Grande [107] , and the proposed models in-
clude the cluster of galaxies [105, 108, 109], Galactic
wind [110, 111], and Wolf-Rayet star explosions [110].
In addition, superknee CR accelerators such as Galactic
neutron star merger remnants [96] and interacting super-
novae [112, 113] may explain another hardening feature
around 1016.22 eV reported by TALE [8].
For the subankle proton component, we consider a

cluster of galaxies for the demonstrative purposes. We
consider that the injected CRs have a composition simi-
lar to the solar composition, but enhanced by a factor of
(A/Z)2; see the last column in Tabel II about f enhance

⊙ .
Note that our results are unaffected by the composition

assumption unless the CRs are dominated by heavy nu-
clei, and such nuclei can be largely disintegrated inside
the clusters [114, 115]. The source spectral index above
10-100 PeV is scr = 2.4 and the maximum acceleration
rigidity Rmax = 3.7 × 1017 eV, following Ref. [105]. We
propagate CRs from an ensemble of extragalactic sources
that are uniformly distributed with the characteristic dis-
tance between sources ds = 32.5 Mpc. The number den-
sity of galaxy clusters is around 10−5 Mpc−3, which leads
to ds ∼ 46 Mpc. The observed flux is obtained with
Eq. 6 in Ref. [116]. We assumed a uniform extragalac-
tic magnetic field Brms = 1 nG and coherence length
Lcoh = 1 Mpc.
UHECRs above EeV energies are produced from ra-
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dio galaxies via the shear acceleration mechanism [40–
44, 83, 85]. Here, we adopt the predicted spectrum and
composition model of UHECRs in KMZ18, where CRs
with rigidity ∼ 1 TV in radio galaxies are reacceler-
ated by shear in kpc-scale jets. Since radio galaxies are
more evolved than our Galaxy, KMZ18 considers that
the metal composition is enhanced by a ratio of 3, com-
pared to our Galaxy. Here, we further enhance the iron
composition ratio by a factor of 3 to improve the fit to
the latest UHECR data. The further enhancement of the
iron composition ratio in radio galaxies is reasonable be-
cause elliptical galaxies have lower star-formation rates
than our Galaxy. In radio galaxies, core-collapse super-
novae do not frequently occur because of their low star-
formation rates, while type Ia supernovae occur because
explosions of white dwarfs require significant time lag af-
ter star-formation activities. Then, type Ia supernovae
inject iron into the ISM, enhancing the iron composition
ratio. In addition, we consider a larger value of magnetic
field strength in the cocoon with Bcoc = 4.5 µG, where
the peak energy of the injection spectrum shown in Fig. 3
in KMZ18 is increased to Rmax ≈ 2.4 EV .
We found that the overall CR spectrum and composi-

tion could be explained by the above four populations.
This demonstrates that the reacceleration of Galactic
CRs plays a key role in reshaping the mass distribution of
accelerated CRs at different energy ranges. However, one
should keep in mind that uncertainty is currently large.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we studied the reacceleration and escape
of CRs in microquasars within the framework of the shear
acceleration mechanism. Our results showed that the
CRs from microquasars could explain the observed pro-
ton energy spectrum above the PeV energy range. In our
model, the relative fraction of nuclei is determined by the
direct measurements of CRs. The predicted all-particle
spectrum and composition ratio are consistent with the
LHAASO observations if the CR injection rigidity is 100
GV to 1 TV. The maximum acceleration energy of CRs
from shear acceleration in microquasars is close to the
knee around 3 PeV, and the escaping CRs have a hard
spectrum.

The required number of microquasars in our Galaxy
is three to ten (compare Eqs. [5] and [7]). The lifetime
of microquasars in our Galaxy is uncertain, but it might
be 0.03 − 1 Myr [58, 117], which is comparable to or
longer than the escape time of the Knee CRs (∼80 kyr).
If the lifetime is comparable or shorter than the CR es-
cape time, the CR density in the ISM might be spatially
inhomogeneous and temporary intermittent [118, 119].
In addition, we assume that microquasars in our Galaxy
have identical CR spectral shape and CR luminosity for
simplicity. In reality, there are distributions of CR lu-
minosity and spectral shape, depending on the jet power
and jet size of individual microquasars. Investigating the

effect of these remains as a future work.
In our scenario, the magnetic field strength in jets and

cocoons should be as high as Bjet ∼ 50 − 100 µG and
Bcoc ∼ 10 − 30 µG to achieve the PeV CR acceleration.
Both field strengths are somewhat higher than expected,
but the energetics arguments are not violated. The mag-
netic luminosity in the jet can be estimated to be

LB =
B2

jet

4π
r2jetβjetc (8)

≃ 3.2× 1038
Å

Bjet

50µG

ã2 Å rjet
3 pc

ãÅ
βjet

0.3

ã
erg s−1.

This is slightly lower than the Eddington luminosity,
LEdd ∼ 1039(M/10 M⊙) erg s−1. The required cocoon
magnetic field strength, Bcoc ∼ 10 µG, is a few times
higher than the typical ISM value, BISM ∼ 3 µG, and
thus, the shock compression of the ISM would be able to
naturally achieve the required Bcoc.
Given the universality of the shear acceleration mecha-

nism, we consider a unified model in which microquasars
dominate observed Galactic CRs around knee, while ra-
dio galaxies are responsible for the observed UHECRs.
We found that the whole CR range from GeV to 100
EeV could be explained given that SNRs supply most
low-energy Galactic CRs and another population (e.g.,
galaxy clusters) could contribute at subankle energies.
Our model could be tested with future CR experiments
with improved measurements of the composition and
anisotropy.
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TABLE III. Model parameters used in Monte Carlo simula-
tions.

Model rjet Bjet βjet rcoc Bcoc lcoh ljet
[pc] [µG] [pc] [µG] [pc] [pc]

A (default) 4 50 0.2 60 20 1.8 100
B 3 50 0.3 60 10 1.8 100
C 3 100 0.4 60 30 12 100

4 5 6 7 8 9
log10(E[GeV])

1036

1037

1038

E2 d
N

/d
Ed

t
[e

rg
s

1 ]

Model-A
Model-B
Model-C

FIG. 5. The energy spectrum of CRs predicted in the shear
acceleration mechanism from Monte Carlo simulations. Three
different parameter sets are considered.

Appendix A: Dependence on source parameters

Here, we present the results for parameters that are
different from the default one in Table I, as indicated
in Table III. The predicted energy spectrum of escaping
CRs is summarized in Fig. 5. The predicted CR intensity
on Earth is presented in Figs. 6 and Fig. 7, respectively.
We can see the peak energy predicted with Model B is
slightly below PeV, which is unable to explain the ob-
served proton knee structure.

Appendix B: Propagate CRs in the Galaxy

In Fig. 8, we show the observed energy spectrum of
CR species calculated from DRAGON code. The injec-
tion spectrum from Galactic SNRs is assumed to have a
broken powerlaw formula,

dN

dR
∝



R−γ1exp(−R/Rmax), R ≤ R12

R−γ2exp(−R/Rmax), R12 < R ≤ R23

R−γ3exp(−R/Rmax), R23 < R ≤ R34

R−γ4exp(−R/Rmax), R34 < R ≤ R45

R−γ5exp(−R/Rmax), R > R45

(B1)

where Rmax = 0.4 PV. The adopted parameters are
listed in Table IV and the energy spectrum is presented
in Fig. 8.
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