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ABSTRACT B| EQ. 3, ENVELOPE of EQ. 3, and EQ. 4 MATCH

The detection of ultra-high-energy neutrinos and cosmic rays (UHE-v and

E| EVENT GEOMETRY FOR UHECR in ARA
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of the observed E-field and provide strong evidence that the it originates from the
Askaryan effect. Our model offers a fast, physical alternative to computationally
intensive Monte Carlo techniques, enabling efficient UHE-v identification in data
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