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Astrophysical Neutrinos
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First observation of high-energy astrophysical neutrinos by IceCube in 2013.

2013: A Milestone for Neutrino Astronomy

First observation of high-energy astrophysical neutrinos by IceCube!

“track event” (from nµ scattering) “cascade event” (from all flavours)

[“Breakthrough of the Year” (Physics World), Science 2013]
(neutrino event signature: early to late light detection)
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Edep ≃ 71 TeV Edep ≃ 1.0 PeV

"track event" (e.g.  CC interactions)νμ "cascade event" (e.g. NC interactions)

(colours indicate arrival time of Cherenkov photons from early to late)
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Multi-Messenger Panorama
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detection of 
isotropic TeV-PeV 

neutrinos with 
multiple channels

see L.A. Fusco 


(PoS 1126)


for ANTARES

https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.09520
https://pos.sissa.it/contribution?id=PoS(ICRC2019)1017
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.03545


Markus Ahlers (NBI) Introduction and Review of Astrophysical Neutrinos

Status of Neutrino Astronomy
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Most energetic neutrino events (HESE 6yr (magenta) & nµ + nµ 8yr (red))

North

Galactic Plane
180o

-90o

-180o

Earth
absorption

South

No 5  discoveries of steady or transient emission from known Galactic or 
extragalactic high-energy sources, but several intriguing candidates.

σ
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Where are the Sources?
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Population of extragalactic 
neutrino sources can be visible as 


individual sources


or by their


combined isotropic emission.


The relative contribution can be 
parametrized (to first order) by the 

average 


 local source density 


and


source luminosity.

Hubble 

horizon

“Observable Universe”  with far (faint) and near (bright) sources.

bright

faint
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Individual Sources vs. Isotropic Emission
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Rare sources can not be the dominant sources of TeV-PeV neutrino emission (magenta band).


Consistent with results of IceCube analyses of GRBs and Fermi-LAT blazars. 
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[IceCube, ApJ 835 (2017) 45; ApJ 843 (2017) 2]

https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.03874
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.06868
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Realtime Alerts
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PoS(ICRC2017)982

Realtime neutrino alerts and follow-up in IceCube

IceCube 
Live

South

IceCube 
Live
North

Online Event 
Filtering 
System

Iridium

HESE Alert

EHE Alert AMON 
& 

GCN

South Pole, Antarctica

IceCube Data Center, Madison WI

Median alert latency: 33 seconds 

Followup 
Reconstructions

Figure 1: Overview of the realtime alert system. Events satisfying alert criteria are identified in the online
event filtering system that operates in realtime at the detector site in Antarctica. Event summaries and event
data are transferred to the north via the IceCube Live experiment control system [9] over an Iridium satellite
connection. Once in the north, alerts are formatted for distribution to GCN via the AMON network. Ad-
ditionally, full event information for each alert is used to trigger automated followup event reconstructions.
Median latency for alerts, comparing the time of the neutrino event to the alert being issued, is 33 seconds.

Track events are classified online by a "signal-trackness" parameter [14] that uses the likeli-
hood values returned from track and shower reconstructions to assign a numerical measure of how
consistent each HESE event is with being a track. Events with a signal-trackness value �0.1 are
classified as tracks.

Based on measured background event rates, and expectations based on the measured HESE
neutrino flux [6], 4.8 alerts are expected per year. Of these, 1.1 are expected to be astrophysical,
while 3.7 are from atmospheric background events, primarily rare cosmic ray muon events. Given
their track nature these events have good angular uncertainty, as shown in Figure 2, based on
simulated HESE event samples. Here, the median angular difference between the alert direction
and true direction is 0.55� (1.89� for 90% inclusion) for tracks with a reconstructed track length
>200 m.

2.2 EHE Track Alerts

The extremely-high-energy (EHE) neutrino alert stream is based on an offline search for cos-
mogenic neutrinos that resulted in the serendipitous discovery of the first observed PeV-scale neu-
trinos [15]. The standard EHE analysis searches for neutrinos with energies of ⇠ 10 PeV to 1 EeV,
where the expected event rate in the most optimistic case is ⇠1 event per year [13]. To move this
analysis into the realtime framework the event selection was modified in order to increase the sen-
sitivity to astrophysical neutrinos, specifically neutrino energies in the 500 TeV to 10 PeV range,
which are track events with good angular resolution.

The EHE alert selection requires a minimum deposited charge of ⇠4000 photoelectrons (NPE)
detected in IceCube DOMs, as well as at least 300 DOMs registering a signal. A cut on deposited
charge that strengthens with zenith angle for well reconstructed tracks is then applied [14] (see
Figure 3) to reject events likely to be from atmospheric origins.

A "signalness" value is calculated for each track event, which reflects how likely each event is
to be of astrophysical origin relative to the total background rate. This value is calculated from the

490

✦ Gold alerts:  ~10 per year / >50% signalness


✦ Bronze alerts:  ~20 per year / 30-50% signalness

IceCube established a low-latency (<1min) public neutrino alert system in April 2016.
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for KM3NeT plans see

F. Huang (PoS 941)

https://pos.sissa.it/358/1021/
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TXS 0506+056
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• IC-170922A observed in coincident with flaring 
blazar TXS 0506+056.


• Chance correlation can be rejected at the 3 -level.


• In addition, independent 3.5  evidence for a 
neutrino flare (13±5 excess events) in 2014/15.


• In combination, compelling evidence for neutrino 
emission.
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[IceCube++, Science 361 (2018) 6398]

as a fitted parameter. Themodel parameters are
correlated and are expressed as a pair, (F100, g),
where F100 is the flux normalization at 100 TeV.
The time-dependent analysis uses the same for-
mulation of the likelihood but searches for
clustering in time aswell as space by introducing
an additional time profile. It is performed sep-
arately for two different generic profile shapes: a
Gaussian-shaped timewindow and a box-shaped
time window. Each analysis varies the central
time of the window, T0, and the duration TW
(from seconds to years) of the potential signal to
find the four parameters (F100, g, T0, TW) that
maximize the likelihood ratio, which is defined
as the test statistic TS. (For the Gaussian time
window, TW represents twice the standard de-
viation.) The test statistic includes a factor that
corrects for the look-elsewhere effect arising
from all of the possible time windows that could
be chosen (30).
For each analysis method (time-integrated and

time-dependent), a robust significance estimate is
obtained by performing the identical analysis on
trialswith randomizeddatasets. These areproduced
by randomizing the event times and recalculating

theRAcoordinateswithin eachdata-takingperiod.
The resultant P value is defined as the fraction of
randomized trials yieldinga valueofTSgreater than
or equal to the one obtained for the actual data.
Because the detector configuration and event

selections changed as shown in Table 1, the time-
dependent analysis is performed by operating on
each data-taking period separately. (A flare that
spans a boundary between two periods could be
partially detected in either period, but with re-
duced significance.) An additional look-elsewhere
correction then needs to be applied for a result in
an individual data segment, given by the ratio of
the total 9.5-year observation time to the obser-
vation time of that data segment (30).

Neutrinos from the direction of
TXS 0506+056

The results of the time-dependent analysis per-
formed at the coordinates of TXS 0506+056 are
shown in Fig. 1 for each of the six data periods.
One of the data periods, IC86b from2012 to 2015,
contains a significant excess, which is identified
by both time-window shapes. The excess consists
of 13 ± 5 events above the expectation from the
atmospheric background. The significancedepends
on the energies of the events, their proximity to
the coordinates of TXS 0506+056, and their
clustering in time. This is illustrated in Fig. 2,
which shows the time-independent weight of
individual events in the likelihood analysis during
the IC86b data period.
The Gaussian time window is centered at 13

December 2014 [modified Julianday (MJD) 57004]
with an uncertainty of ±21 days and a duration
TW = 110þ35

"24 days. The best-fitting parameters for
the fluence J100 = ∫F100(t)dt and the spectral
index are givenbyE2J100=2:1þ0:9

"0:7 # 10"4 TeVcm–2

at 100 TeV and g = 2.1 ± 0.2, respectively. The
joint uncertainty on these parameters is shown
in Fig. 3 along with a skymap showing the result
of the time-dependent analysis performed at the
location of TXS 0506+056 and in its vicinity
during the IC86b data period.
The box-shaped time window is centered

13 days later with duration TW = 158 days (from
MJD 56937.81 to MJD 57096.21, inclusive of

contributing events at boundary times). For the
box-shaped time window, the uncertainties are
discontinuous and not well defined, but the un-
certainties for the Gaussian window show that it
is consistent with the box-shaped time window
fit. Despite the different window shapes, which
lead to different weightings of the events as a
function of time, bothwindows identify the same
time interval as significant. For the box-shaped
time window, the best-fitting parameters are sim-
ilar to those of the Gaussianwindow, with fluence
at 100 TeV and spectral index given by E2J100 =
2:2þ1:0

"0:8 # 10"4 TeV cm–2 and g = 2.2 ± 0.2. This
fluence corresponds to an average flux over
158 days of F100 = 1:6þ0:7

"0:6 # 10"15 TeV–1 cm–2 s–1.
Whenwe estimate the significance of the time-

dependent result by performing the analysis at
the coordinates of TXS 0506+056 on randomized
datasets, we allow in each trial a new fit for all
the parameters: F100, g, T0, TW. We find that the
fraction of randomized trials that result in a more
significant excess than the real data is 7 × 10–5 for
the box-shaped time window and 3 × 10–5 for the
Gaussian time window. This fraction, once cor-
rected for the ratio of the total observation time
to the IC86b observation time (9.5 years/3 years),
results in P values of 2 × 10–4 and 10–4, respec-
tively, corresponding to 3.5s and 3.7s. Because
there is no a priori reason to prefer one of the
generic timewindows over the other, we take the
more significant one and include a trial factor of
2 for the final significance, which is then 3.5s.
Outside the 2012–2015 time period, the next

most significant excess is found using the Gauss-
ian window in 2017 and includes the IceCube-
170922A event. This time window is centered
at 22 September 2017 with duration TW = 19 days,
g = 1.7 ± 0.6, and fluence E2J100 = 0:2þ0:4

"0:2 # 10"4

TeV cm–2 at 100 TeV. No other event besides the
IceCube-170922A event contributes significantly
to the best fit. As a consequence, the uncertainty
on the best-fitting window location and width
spans the entire IC86c period, because any win-
dow containing IceCube-170922A yields a similar
value of the test statistic. Following the trial cor-
rectionprocedure for different observationperiods
as described above, the significance of this excess
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Table 1. IceCube neutrino data samples.
Six data-taking periods make up the full
9.5-year data sample. Sample numbers
correspond to the number of detector
strings that were operational. During the
first three periods, the detector was still
under construction. The last three periods
correspond to different data-taking
conditions and/or event selections with the
full 86-string detector.

Sample Start End

IC40 5 April 2008 20 May 2009
.. .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ..

IC59 20 May 2009 31 May 2010
.. .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ..

IC79 31 May 2010 13 May 2011
.. .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ..

IC86a 13 May 2011 16 May 2012
.. .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ..

IC86b 16 May 2012 18 May 2015
.. .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ..

IC86c 18 May 2015 31 October 2017
.. .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ..

Fig. 1. Time-dependent analysis results. The orange curve corresponds
to the analysis using the Gaussian-shaped time profile. The central time T0

and width TW are plotted for the most significant excess found in each
period, with the P value of that result indicated by the height of the peak.
The blue curve corresponds to the analysis using the box-shaped time
profile. The curve traces the outer edge of the superposition of the best-

fitting time windows (durations TW) over all times T0, with the height
indicating the significance of that window. In each period, the most
significant time window forms a plateau, shaded in blue. The large blue
band centered near 2015 represents the best-fitting 158-day time window
found using the box-shaped time profile. The vertical dotted line in IC86c
indicates the time of the IceCube-170922A event.
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see also F. Oikonomou (PoS 030)

https://science.sciencemag.org/content/361/6398/eaat1378
https://science.sciencemag.org/content/361/6398/147
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Stars are pulled apart by tidal forces in the vicinity of 
supermassive black holes. Accretion of stellar remnants 
powers plasma outflows.

stellar debris

black hole

(relativistic) plasma outflow
[Credit: DESY, Science Communication Lab]

Tidal Disruption Events
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W. Winter & C. Lunardini 

(PoS 997)
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Tidal Disruption Events
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• Association of alert IC-191001A with radio-emitting TDE AT2019dsg


• Plot shows data from Zwicky-Transient Facility (ZTF) and SWIFT-UVOT. 


• Chance for random correlation of TDEs and IceCube alerts is 0.5%. 
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Figure 1: Multi-wavelength lightcurve of AT2019dsg. Error bars represent 1� intervals. The upper
panel shows the optical photometry from ZTF, alongside UV observations from Swift-UVOT. The
plateau luminosity is a factor of 10 brighter in UVW2 than the pre-disruption baseline of the host
galaxy. The lower panel shows the integrated X-ray energy flux, from observations with Swift-XRT
and XMM-Newton, in the energy range 0.3-10 keV. Arrows indicated 3� upper limits. The vertical
dotted line illustrates the arrival of IC191001A.
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177 days (after discovery)

ZTF

SWIFT-UVOT

R. Stein 

(PoS 009)
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Multi-Messenger Interfaces
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Strong relations between cosmic messenger provide hints 
and constrains for model builders.


For instance, IGRB observed by Fermi-LAT constrains 
hadronic -ray production and suggests "hidden" sources.γ
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Session Outline
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1) Theoretical Results


• Viviana Niro - Neutrinos from galactic sources


• Ke Fang - High-Energy Neutrinos from Non-Relativistic Shock-Powered Transients


• Saqib Hussain - High-Energy Neutrino Production in Clusters of Galaxies 


• Andrzej Smialkowski - Very high energy neutrinos from Gamma Ray Bursts in dense clusters


• Irene Di Palma - Neutrino predictions from choked GRBs and comparison with the observed cosmic neutrino flux


• Gibran Morales - Unraveling the nature of GRBs progenitors though neutrinos


2) Experimental Results


• Giulia Illuminati - Searches for point-like sources of cosmic neutrinos with 13 years of ANTARES data


• Julien Aublin - Search for an association between neutrinos and radio-selected blazars with ANTARES


• Hans Niederhausen - A New Search for Neutrino Point Sources with IceCube


• Sreetama Goswami - Search for high-energy neutrino emission from hard X-ray AGN 


• Pablo Correa - IceCube Search for High-Energy Neutrinos from Ultra-Luminous Infrared Galaxies


• Chujie Chen - Search for Astrophysical Neutrino Transients with IceCube DeepCore



