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IceCube Astrophysical neutrinos
• Over a decade ago, IceCube announced the 

discovery of astrophysical high-energy neutrinos. 


• Many questions still remain!


• Today I’ll cover:


• What is IceCube and how does it work?


• IceCube’s measurement of astrophysical 
neutrinos


• Recent source search results


• Realtime alerts, TOO neutrino searches


• Future prospects
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Neutrinos: Astronomical 
messengers

• Neutrinos can be created by hadronic interactions with protons or 
photons within or near cosmic accelerators 


• At the highest energies, neutrinos are an astronomical messenger with 
several advantages:


• Neutral


• Freely propagate from source regions
3
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• Similar energy densities observed for extra-galactic components


• Diffuse gamma-rays


• Extra-galactic cosmic rays


• Astrophysical neutrinos


• All potentially arising from a common source class
arxiv: 1903.04334



Digital optical modules 
(phototubes and data 

acquisition)  

Clear ice serves as both a 
target medium and a 
Cherenkov radiator

Cable for power, 
communication 

and support

νµ

µ
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1 km3 of natural clear ice 
 The South Pole glacial icecap

NSF McMurdo Station

NSF South Pole 
Station
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Completed and taking data since Dec 2010 7



~98% of DOMs still returning 
high quality data in 2022

The IceCube Digital Optical
Module (DOM)
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~98% of DOMs still returning 
high quality data in 2022

The IceCube Digital Optical
Module (DOM)
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IceCube sensitive to all ν flavors
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CC Muon Neutrino Neutral Current / CC 
Electron Neutrino CC Tau Neutrino

track (data)


factor of ≈ 2 energy resolution  
< 1° angular resolution

shower (data)


≈ ±15% deposited energy 
resolution 

≈ 10° angular resolution 
(at energies ⪆ 100 TeV)

“double-bang” and other 
signatures (simulation)


(not observed yet) 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Observing charged particles in Ice.

time delay 
vs. direct light

“on time” delayed

10
0.01% of all Cherenkov photons generated by a 100 TeV muon in ice.



Observing charged particles in Ice.

time delay 
vs. direct light

“on time” delayed

10
0.01% of all Cherenkov photons generated by a 100 TeV muon in ice.



Identifying Astrophysical Neutrinos
• At lower energies, backgrounds dominate detection


• Atmospheric muons   (Southern hemisphere)


• Atmospheric neutrinos (Northern hemisphere)


• Prefer high energy events


• Through-going tracks


• High-Energy Starting Events


• Cascade/Shower Events
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An established diffuse astrophysical neutrino flux
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Energy Spectrum of Astrophysical Muon Neutrinos 7
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Figure 1. Single power-law model: Best-fit distributions, one-dimensional projection on reconstructed zenith angle and muon
energy. The experimental data (black dots) are shown together with the best-fit expectation from simulation. Data taken in
the IC59 detector configuration is kept in a separate analysis histogram. The conventional atmospheric component (purple)
dominates the total flux for all zenith angles. Except for the highest energies, the line is thus hidden below the overall sum
(black). The astrophysical component (red) is modeled as single power law. The prompt component is drawn at nominal
prediction for visualization (green-dashed) although a zero best-fit normalization is obtained. The best-fit expectation for the
remaining background of muons is shown by the orange line. The central 68% range of the best-fit expectation is drawn as gray
band. It is obtained by variation of all fit parameters according to their joint posterior distribution. The red band additionally
shows the statistical uncertainty of the simulated data.

ponent following the standard paradigm of a single
power-law energy spectrum. Figure 7 in the supple-
mentary material shows the statistical pull for all bins
in the two-dimensional histogram indicating no obvi-
ous mismatches. Taking the systematic and statistical
uncertainty of the best-fit expectation into account, a
�
2
/(degrees of freedom) for the single power-law fit is

calculated to be 1.0, resulting in a p-value of 50 % and
confirming that the fit result is a viable description of
the measured data. The corresponding best-fit param-
eters of the astrophysical flux are listed in Table 2 and
the profiled likelihood landscape of the two astrophys-
ical signal parameters is shown in Figure 3. The sen-
sitive energy range of the astrophysical measurement is
determined by comparing the per-bin likelihood values
of the best-fit hypothesis to the values obtained when re-
peating the fit assuming a background hypothesis. The
true neutrino energy distribution is then weighted with

these likelihood differences, and the central 90%-range
of the obtained distribution is E⌫ = 15TeV to 5 PeV.
This energy range extends to lower energies than pre-
vious measurements, where this energy range extended
from E⌫ = 200TeV to 8 PeV (Aartsen et al. 2016). This
change is driven by the updated modeling of the con-
ventional atmospheric flux in this energy region.

Compared to the previous analysis by Aartsen et al.
(2016), a slightly softer spectral index of �SPL =

2.37
+0.09
�0.09 is obtained. Figure 3 shows the best fit points

of the previous measurements, and the updates and
changes between them are listed here as an overview.
The measurements from Aartsen et al. (2016) and Haack
& others (IceCube Collaboration) are based on the same
event selection and analysis method, with two years of
additional data included in the latter. The changes be-
tween Haack & others (IceCube Collaboration) and
the results from Stettner & others (IceCube Collab-

IceCube, Astrophys. J. 928 (2022) 50

Spectral index: 
-2.87


Atm-only 
hypothesis 

rejected at >5σ
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FIG. VI.1. Deposited energy and reconstructed cos ✓z distributions. In these panels, the data is shown as crosses and the
best-fit expectation as a stacked histogram with each color specifying a given flux component: astrophysical neutrinos (golden),
conventional atmospheric neutrinos (red), and penetrating atmospheric muons (purple). Left: distributions of events and
expected event count assuming best-fit parameters as a function of the deposited energy; events below 60TeV (light blue vertical
line) are ignored in the fit. Right: distribution of events with energy greater than 60TeV in the cosine of their reconstructed
zenith angle. Up-going events are on the left side of this panel and down-going events on the right. The expected number of
events is split by components and displayed as a stacked histogram. The normalization of the prompt atmospheric neutrino
component fits to zero, and so is not shown in the stacked histogram. The distribution of data events appears to be largely flat
as a function of cosine zenith with a small decline towards the up-going region. The lower event rate in the up-going region
is expected as a result of the Earth’s absorption of the neutrino flux, and appears to be compatible with the Monte Carlo
expectation.

regions for the two variables on the horizontal and ver-
tical axes assuming two degrees of freedom. The impact
of the systematics on the parameters of this model are
shown in Fig. VI.4. The most relevant systematic affect-
ing the astrophysical normalization is the DOM efficiency
and the relative contribution of neutrinos from charmed
hadrons. The astrophysical spectral index is more weakly
affected by these systematics, but the normalization of
the neutrino flux from charmed hadrons has the largest
effect.

Our results agree with a previous iteration of this anal-
ysis [59] within the 2� confidence regions of the astro-
physical power-law parameters. The previous analysis
obtained a best-fit spectral index of �3 years

astro = 2.3+0.3
�0.3,

compared to �7.5 years
astro = 2.87+0.20

�0.19 in this analysis. This
difference is primarily driven by a higher number of low-
energy events observed in the latter 4.5 years compared
to the first 3 years. A smaller contribution comes from
the extension of the analysis energy range from 3PeV
to 10PeV, shifting the spectral index to a softer flux by
⇠ 0.1. Further extension of the analysis energy range
produces negligible changes.

To investigate the shift in spectral index between anal-
ysis iterations, an a posteriori analysis of the data’s time
dependence was performed. Specifically, we compared a
null hypothesis of a constant flux to a time-dependent
spectrum with different astrophysical spectra for each of
the two data partitions (first 3 years and latter 4.5 years),
where each spectrum is modeled as a single power law.
We performed a likelihood ratio based model comparison
test, which disfavors the null hypothesis with a p-value

of ⇠ 0.13. We conclude that there is no evidence for time
dependence in this data sample.

Additionally, we tested the effect of different systematics
on the fit. We found that the inclusion or exclusion of any
individual systematic or tested combination of systematics
did not appreciably affect the fit result or uncertainties.

Other crosschecks were performed with the sample:
comparing the spectrum of tracks and cascades, looking
for differences between the up-going and down-going spec-
tra, examining the summer and winter spectra, comparing
the spectra from events in different regions of the detector,
checking the charge distributions of events across many
categorizations, looking for differences between charge
calibrations, and checking for pulls resulting from recon-
struction and simulation changes. None of these checks
showed any statistically significant differences.

Although the uncertainty on �astro is numerically simi-
lar between this analysis and the 3 years analysis, this is
not the result of any additional systematic uncertainty or
analysis change. This is a direct result of the change in the
best-fit spectral index. With the same amount of data,
harder spectra can be measured with less uncertainty
than softer spectra. This effect is shown in Fig. VI.5,
where we plot the uncertainty for different injected spec-
tra (�astro = {2.3, 2.6, 2.9}) that have the same number
of expected events in the sample.

Plotted in Fig. VI.3 are the confidence regions for other
IceCube analyses. The orange contours show the results
of a single power-law fit to IceCube’s up-going muon neu-
trino data sample [94], the salmon contours show results
from IceCube’s 6yr cascade sample [63, 173], the purple

IceCube, Phys. Rev. D 104, 022002 (2021)

arXiv:2403.02516

Identified 7 𝛎𝛕 
candidates in 10yr


Reject no-Tau 
hypothesis at 5σ
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Event Displays

Images and saliency maps for all seven candidate ⌫astro⌧ events are shown in Fig. A1.

FIG. A1. The figures show the 2-d images and saliency maps for all candidate ⌫astro
⌧ events. The three columns in each figure

correspond to the three strings in the selected event. The top row in each figure shows the measured light level as a function
of DOM number (proportional to depth) and time (in 3.3 ns bins). These (60 ⇥ 500)-pixel images from simulated signal and
background were used to train the CNNs. The bottom row in each figure shows the saliency, scaled from [-1,1], with red (blue)
regions indicating where increased (decreased) light would increase C1 (see text). The contour (solid line) superimposed on
the saliency plots corresponds to the pixels where the light level went to zero, and is roughly an outline of the light-level plot
above it. The events depicted were detected in Jan. 2012 (top left), Jul. 2013 (top right), Oct. 2013 (second row left), Dec.
2014 (second row right), Apr. 2015 (third row left), Sep. 2015 (third row right) and Nov. 2019 (bottom left). (In the top
left figure, one of the DOMs in the third string is faulty and had been removed from the data stream, resulting in the blank
horizontal region visible in the figure. As this is a very rare occurrence, the CNN was not trained with data that included it,
but its absence did not have a noticeable impact on the CNN scores.)
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• Several strategies used to find evidence for sources


• Search for excess of events from a single point or source 
region in the sky


• Including coincidences with a catalog of known high-
energy sources


• Look in realtime for transient photon signals in correlation 
with detection of a likely astrophysical neutrino


• Realtime neutrino alert program


• Search in realtime for neutrinos from indenfied transient 
phenomena


• TOO searches: GRBs, Gravitational wave events, etc…
13

Identifying sources of astrophysical neutrinos
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10 Years of IceCube Point Source data sample
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FIG. 1. The distribution of events in one year of data for the
final event selection as a function of reconstructed declination
and estimated energy. The 90% energy range for the data
(black), as well as simulated astrophysical signal Monte-Carlo
(MC) for an E�2 and an E�3 spectrum are shown in magenta
and orange respectively as a guide for the relevant energy
range of IceCube (from Ref. [13]).

IceCube detector, respectively – with di↵erent atmo-
spheric backgrounds. The boundary between the hemi-
spheres is at declination � = �5�, which is identical to a
zenith angle of 95� for the special location of IceCube.

In the Northern hemisphere, atmospheric muons are
filtered by the Earth. While some atmospheric muons are
erroneously reconstructed into the Northern sky, the mis-
reconstructed events can be removed by selecting high-
quality track-like events.

In the Southern hemisphere, the atmospheric back-
ground is reduced by strict cuts on the reconstruction
quality and minimum energy, since the astrophysical neu-
trino fluxes are expected to have a harder energy spec-
trum than the background of atmospheric muons and
neutrinos.

Data seasons IC86-II through IC86-VII use multi-
variate Boosted Decision Trees (BDT) to reduce the
background of atmospheric muons and cascade events.
Previous searches have shown the benefit of BDTs in the
Northern sky [12, 56]. In PSTracks v3, a single BDT is
trained for the Northern sky to recognize three classes
of events: single muon tracks from atmospheric and as-
trophysical neutrinos, atmospheric muons, and cascades;
neutrino-induced tracks are treated as signal. This BDT
uses 11 variables related to event topology and recon-
struction quality. The Northern BDT preserves ⇠ 90% of
the atmospheric neutrinos and ⇠ 0.1% of the atmospheric
muons from the initial selection of track-like events [13].

In the Southern hemisphere, BDTs are used to select
only the best-reconstructed track-like events at the high-
est energies. In addition, the BDTs use four variables re-
lated to deposited energy along the track, as well as the
light-arrival time of photons at the DOMs [11, 56]. The

large backgrounds of atmospheric muons and muon bun-
dles require harsh cuts to reduce their rate significantly,
resulting in an e↵ective selection of only very high energy
events. The selection e↵ectively removes most South-
ern hemisphere events with an estimated energy below
' 10 TeV; see Fig. 1. The IceTop surface array is used in
addition as an active veto against coincident air-shower
events for vertically down-going events [10].
The final all-sky event rate of about 4 mHz is domi-

nated by atmospheric muon neutrino interactions from
the Northern hemisphere and by high-energy, well-
reconstructed atmospheric muons in the Southern hemi-
sphere. The preceding four years of data, collected with
configurations IC40 through IC86-I, are handled exactly
as in the past [9–11, 55].

IV. DETECTOR RESPONSE

Muon tracks induced by astrophysical neutrino inter-
actions are the main signal category in the search for
point-like sources of neutrinos. Detailed Monte Carlo
simulation is used to evaluate the response of IceCube
to such events and distinguish them from atmospheric
backgrounds. These simulations may be characterized
by a combination of the e↵ective areas (Ae↵) and the
reconstruction response functions.
The number of expected events N⌫ is given by

N⌫ =

Z
dt

Z
d⌦

1Z

0

dE Ae↵ (E,⌦)�⌫ (E⌫ ,⌦, t) (1)

The incident neutrino flux �⌫ can have an assumed form
or be derived from simulation; see [6]. The e↵ective area
for each season varies as a function of neutrino energy
and declination as shown in Figure 2. Tabulated e↵ective
areas for each season are included in this data release.
Reconstruction of events in PSTracks proceeds in three

steps, each incorporating e↵ects from modeling of the
Antarctic glacial ice medium. To begin, the direction of
origin of the the candidate muon is reconstructed from
the observed timing and charge in the detector follow-
ing the algorithm described in Section 8.1 of Ref. [57].
The angular distance between the reconstructed muon
direction and the true neutrino direction is described by
the point spread function (“PSF”). Binned examples of
IceCube’s PSF are shown in Figure 3.
The total energy loss of the muon track is then esti-

mated following the description in section 9.1 of Ref. [58].
The energy reconstruction yields a proxy for the muon
energy at detector entry and a lower limit on the candi-
date neutrino energy. The observed distribution of the
energy proxy can vary significantly for di↵erent decli-
nations. For the Southern sky, observed muons from
muon neutrino charged current interactions occur near
the detector, giving an energy proxy close to the origi-
nal neutrino’s energy. For the Northern sky, neutrinos
may interact while crossing the Earth before reaching

N/S divison

• Through-going muon tracks give 
preferred for astronomy


• Best angular resolution and largest 
effective volumes


• All-sky sensitivity.


• Different backgrounds in Northern/
Southern skies.


• Sensitivity to different energies


• South Pole location:


• Stable operations - 99% uptime


• Uniform sensitivity at a given 
declination


• Efficient:  ~100,000 track candidates 
per year. (~4 mHz)


• Available in realtime for alerts and 
target-of-opportunity searches

https://icecube.wisc.edu/data-releases/2021/01/all-sky-point-source-icecube-data-years-2008-2018/


Majority of the events are 
background in searches for 
         neutrino sources

Searching for neutrino sources

simulation

Credit: H. Niederhausen15



Combine knowledge of background and source 
properties to better identify sources

Unbinned maximum likelihood search technique on 
a fine grid over the entire sky 
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Credit: H. Niederhausen

Searching for neutrino 
sources
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• Blind analysis
• Backgrounds are modeled in data-

driven approach
• Randomization in time removes 

accumulation along source region due 
to Earth’s rotation
• Example: Source is Galatic plane

• Chance probability of final analysis 
calculated from distribution of 
randomized pseudo-experiments 

Searching for neutrino sources

Credit: S. Sclafani
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NGC 1068 
(Messier 77)

Previous Point Source Results

IceCube, PRL 124, 051103 (2020)

Per year:
90 billion atmospheric muons
80 thousand atmospheric neutrinos

     50 
neutrinos

2.9σ excess over 
background
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An improved track dataset  

Data: May 2011 to May 2020

  ~99% detector uptime

  ~670,000 neutrinos selected (99.7% purity) 
	 out of ~1 trillion events recorded

	   IceCube Pass 2 data 

Improved detector calibration, data 
filtering and processing applied to ALL 
years

previously

new analysis
2008 202020182011season

• Improved calibrations and 
uniform processing


• 2 additional years of data 
from complete detector


• Improved energy and angular 
uncertainty estimates


• Focus on events from more 
sensitive northern sky

19
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An improved track dataset 
Angular uncertainty 

KDE methods used to better quantify expected angular spread of 
signal events
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New machine learning techniques provide more accurate energy 
estimates, especially at TeV-energies 

ionization 

dominates

energy loss

previously new 
methods
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100 GeV1 TeV 10 TeV

An improved track dataset  
Energy  reconstruction
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Updated IceCube neutrino sky

Grid 0.2° x 
0.2°

Equatorial Coordinate 
System

Hottest spot all sky
Local p-value: 5 x 10-8 
After accounting for trials searching entire sky:  2.0σ

22



Catalog of known high-energy 
sources

110 candidate sources 
defined a-priori
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-0.01°

40.67°

Grid 0.03° x 0.03°

Equatorial Coordinate 
System

Hottest spot coincides with NGC 1068

At the NGC 1068 location:
Astrophysical neutrino events = 79    
Spectral index = -3.2 ± 0.2

24



Using 500 x 106 simulated experiments generated from simulated 
exp and accounting for catalog size (110 candidate sources) yields:  

p-value: 1.1x10-5   (4.2σ)

simulated experiments 
(trials) 
assuming no signal

Hottest spot coincides with NGC 1068

25



Fermi-LAT

MAGIC

(2) K. Murase et al., PRL’20
(1) Y. Inoue et al., ApJL’20

IceCube

(1)(2)

NGC 1068 - Multimessenger observations

NGC 1068 - long-studied, nearby AGN
Intense photon fields near AGN core modeled to prevent a strong 
gamma-ray signal and provide targets for p-𝜸 neutrino production

26
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Arrival directions of most energetic neutrino events

North

Galactic Plane
180o

-90o

-180o

Earth
absorption

South

TXS 0506+056

Figure 1: Arrival directions of neutrino events from IceCube. Shown are upgoing track events [8,9]
(j), the high-energy starting events (HESE) (tracks i and cascades h) [6, 7, 10], and additional
track events published as public alerts (j) [23, 24]. The blue-shaded region indicates where the
Earth absorption of 100-TeV neutrinos becomes important. The dashed line indicates the equatorial
plane. We also indicate the location of the blazar TXS 0506+056 (î).

The current lack of established neutrino point sources — despite a firm detection of a diffuse
neutrino flux — indicates a population of weak extragalactic sources. This is illustrated in Fig. 2,
which shows a parametrization of the diffuse flux (magenta bands) in terms of the local density
and luminosity of steady source populations [17] (left plot) or local density rate and bolometric
energy for transient source populations [27] (right plot). The lack of neutrino sources after ten
years of observations by IceCube translates into the dark-blue shaded exclusion regions. Source
populations with sufficiently large local densities — like starburst galaxies [29–38], galaxy clus-
ters and groups [31, 39–41], low-luminosity AGN [42], radio-quiet AGN [43–45], or star-forming
galaxies with AGN outflows [34, 46–49] — or with high local rate densities — like (extragalac-
tic) jet-powered SNe including hypernovae [50–53] and interaction-powered SNe [54, 55] — are
presently consistent with the observations. Observatories with improvements in point-source sen-
sitivity over current detectors would greatly expand the discovery potential for the brightest sources
of these candidate populations (see Fig. 2) and other candidate sources like TXS 0506+056.

Current measurements of the isotropic neutrino flux (f ) are shown in Fig. 3, along with the
observed isotropic g-ray background (IGB) and the UHE cosmic-ray flux. The correspondence
among the energy densities, proportional to E2f , observed in neutrinos, g-rays, and cosmic rays
suggests a strong multi-messenger relationship that offer intriguing prospects for deeper observa-
tions with a new generation of instruments.

A) The simultaneous production of neutral and charged pions in cosmic-ray interactions sug-
gests that the sources of high-energy neutrinos could also be strong 10 TeV –10 PeV g-ray emitters.
For extragalactic scenarios, this g-ray emission is not directly observable because of the strong ab-
sorption of photons by e+e� pair production in extragalactic background photons. High-energy
g-rays initiate electromagnetic cascades of repeated inverse-Compton scattering and pair produc-
tion that eventually contribute to the diffuse g-rays below 100 GeV, which provides a theoretical
upper limit to the diffuse neutrino flux [56,57]. The detected flux of > 100 TeV neutrinos with the
hadronuclear origin is saturated by the diffuse g-ray data [31] (see blue lines in Fig. 3). Intrigu-
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IceCube Astrophysical neutrino alerts
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FIG. 1. The distribution of events in one year of data for the
final event selection as a function of reconstructed declination
and estimated energy. The 90% energy range for the data
(black), as well as simulated astrophysical signal Monte-Carlo
(MC) for an E�2 and an E�3 spectrum are shown in magenta
and orange respectively as a guide for the relevant energy
range of IceCube (from Ref. [13]).

IceCube detector, respectively – with di↵erent atmo-
spheric backgrounds. The boundary between the hemi-
spheres is at declination � = �5�, which is identical to a
zenith angle of 95� for the special location of IceCube.

In the Northern hemisphere, atmospheric muons are
filtered by the Earth. While some atmospheric muons are
erroneously reconstructed into the Northern sky, the mis-
reconstructed events can be removed by selecting high-
quality track-like events.

In the Southern hemisphere, the atmospheric back-
ground is reduced by strict cuts on the reconstruction
quality and minimum energy, since the astrophysical neu-
trino fluxes are expected to have a harder energy spec-
trum than the background of atmospheric muons and
neutrinos.

Data seasons IC86-II through IC86-VII use multi-
variate Boosted Decision Trees (BDT) to reduce the
background of atmospheric muons and cascade events.
Previous searches have shown the benefit of BDTs in the
Northern sky [12, 56]. In PSTracks v3, a single BDT is
trained for the Northern sky to recognize three classes
of events: single muon tracks from atmospheric and as-
trophysical neutrinos, atmospheric muons, and cascades;
neutrino-induced tracks are treated as signal. This BDT
uses 11 variables related to event topology and recon-
struction quality. The Northern BDT preserves ⇠ 90% of
the atmospheric neutrinos and ⇠ 0.1% of the atmospheric
muons from the initial selection of track-like events [13].

In the Southern hemisphere, BDTs are used to select
only the best-reconstructed track-like events at the high-
est energies. In addition, the BDTs use four variables re-
lated to deposited energy along the track, as well as the
light-arrival time of photons at the DOMs [11, 56]. The

large backgrounds of atmospheric muons and muon bun-
dles require harsh cuts to reduce their rate significantly,
resulting in an e↵ective selection of only very high energy
events. The selection e↵ectively removes most South-
ern hemisphere events with an estimated energy below
' 10 TeV; see Fig. 1. The IceTop surface array is used in
addition as an active veto against coincident air-shower
events for vertically down-going events [10].
The final all-sky event rate of about 4 mHz is domi-

nated by atmospheric muon neutrino interactions from
the Northern hemisphere and by high-energy, well-
reconstructed atmospheric muons in the Southern hemi-
sphere. The preceding four years of data, collected with
configurations IC40 through IC86-I, are handled exactly
as in the past [9–11, 55].

IV. DETECTOR RESPONSE

Muon tracks induced by astrophysical neutrino inter-
actions are the main signal category in the search for
point-like sources of neutrinos. Detailed Monte Carlo
simulation is used to evaluate the response of IceCube
to such events and distinguish them from atmospheric
backgrounds. These simulations may be characterized
by a combination of the e↵ective areas (Ae↵) and the
reconstruction response functions.
The number of expected events N⌫ is given by

N⌫ =

Z
dt

Z
d⌦

1Z

0

dE Ae↵ (E,⌦)�⌫ (E⌫ ,⌦, t) (1)

The incident neutrino flux �⌫ can have an assumed form
or be derived from simulation; see [6]. The e↵ective area
for each season varies as a function of neutrino energy
and declination as shown in Figure 2. Tabulated e↵ective
areas for each season are included in this data release.
Reconstruction of events in PSTracks proceeds in three

steps, each incorporating e↵ects from modeling of the
Antarctic glacial ice medium. To begin, the direction of
origin of the the candidate muon is reconstructed from
the observed timing and charge in the detector follow-
ing the algorithm described in Section 8.1 of Ref. [57].
The angular distance between the reconstructed muon
direction and the true neutrino direction is described by
the point spread function (“PSF”). Binned examples of
IceCube’s PSF are shown in Figure 3.
The total energy loss of the muon track is then esti-

mated following the description in section 9.1 of Ref. [58].
The energy reconstruction yields a proxy for the muon
energy at detector entry and a lower limit on the candi-
date neutrino energy. The observed distribution of the
energy proxy can vary significantly for di↵erent decli-
nations. For the Southern sky, observed muons from
muon neutrino charged current interactions occur near
the detector, giving an energy proxy close to the origi-
nal neutrino’s energy. For the Northern sky, neutrinos
may interact while crossing the Earth before reaching

• Identify well reconstructed, high-energy 
neutrino candidates in real-time


• Transmit them to the North and advertise

• Latency from detection to alert 

typically less than 1 minute

• Community observations to search for 

multi-messenger signals

• In operation since April 2016

First public ν Alert: IceCube-160427



IceCube Realtime 
Track Alerts

• Expanded and improved alert selection 
compared to first alert selection since 2019


• Targeting starting and through-going tracks

• Neutrinos with smallest angular uncertainty


• Two selection levels

• Gold alerts :  average 50% likely 

astrophysical origin

• Bronze alerts: average 30% likely 

astrophysical origin

• More alerts per year


• Gold:  12/yr expected

• Bronze 18/yr additional expected

28

Figure 2: IceCube realtime astrophysical neutrino alert angular resolution as a function of neutrino
energy. The left panel presents the angular resolution for through-going neutrino selections (GFU
and EHE) and the right panel presents the angular resolution for the HESE starting track selection.
Alerts at the Gold and Bronze levels are issued based on these selections, with a minimum reported
angular resolution for automated alerts of 0.2 degress reported. In these figures, the Bronze alerts
shown also include events selected by the Gold alerts.

Figure 3: IceCube realtime astrophysical neutrino alert declination distribution for Gold (left) and
Bronze (right) alert levels. For each figure, the expected astrophysical neutrinos (E�2.19 spectrum
assumed) and atmospheric neutrino components are shown in a stacked histogram. In these figures,
the Bronze selections shown also include events selected by the Gold selection.

5 IceCat-1 https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.01174 

https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.01174


 Multi-messenger 
alerts: TXS 0506+056
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TITLE:   GCN CIRCULAR 
NUMBER:  21916 
SUBJECT: IceCube-170922A - IceCube observation of a 
high-energy neutrino candidate event 
DATE:    17/09/23 01:09:26 GMT 
FROM:    Erik Blaufuss at U. Maryland/IceCube  <blaufuss@icecube.umd.edu> 

Claudio Kopper (University of Alberta) and Erik Blaufuss (University of  
Maryland) report on behalf of the IceCube Collaboration (http://
icecube.wisc.edu/). 

On 22 Sep, 2017 IceCube detected a track-like, very-high-energy event with a 
high probability of being of astrophysical origin. The event was identified by 
the  Extremely High Energy (EHE) track event selection. The IceCube detector 
was in a normal operating state. EHE events typically have a neutrino 
interaction vertex that is outside the detector, produce a muon that traverses 
the detector volume, and have a high light level (a proxy for energy). 

On September 22, 2017, IceCube issued a 
neutrino alert:

• ~290 TeV track alert neutrino (IceCube-170922A)

• Spatially coincident with a known blazar (TXS 

0506+056) that was in a flaring state (~3σ 
significance)


• Blazar was also detected by the MAGIC air-
Cherenkov telescope with γ-rays up to 400 GeV.


• Very active multi-messenger follow-up campaign 
that included observations from radio to γ-rays.

Published: Science 361 (2018)
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Figure 2: Fermi-LAT and MAGIC observations of IceCube-170922A’s location. Sky position of IceCube-170922A in
J2000 equatorial coordinates overlaying the �-ray counts from Fermi-LAT above 1 GeV (A) and the signal significance as
observed by MAGIC (B) in this region. The tan square indicates the position reported in the initial alert and the green square
indicates the final best-fitting position from follow-up reconstructions (18). Gray and red curves show the 50% and 90%
neutrino containment regions, respectively, including statistical and systematic errors. Fermi-LAT data are shown as a photon
counts map in 9.5 years of data in units of counts per pixel, using detected photons with energy of 1 to 300 GeV in a 2� by
2� region around TXS0506+056. The map has a pixel size of 0.02� and was smoothed with a 0.02 degree-wide Gaussian
kernel. MAGIC data are shown as signal significance for �-rays above 90 GeV. Also shown are the locations of a �-ray source
observed by Fermi-LAT as given in the Fermi-LAT Third Source Catalog (3FGL) (23) and the Third Catalog of Hard Fermi-
LAT Sources (3FHL) (24) source catalogs, including the identified positionally coincident 3FGL object TXS 0506+056. For
Fermi-LAT catalog objects, marker sizes indicate the 95% C.L. positional uncertainty of the source.
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 IceCube point source search:     
TXS 0506+056
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Based on the neutrino alert - performed a 
search of historical neutrino track events


Evidence of time-dependent emissions is 
observed:

• September 2014 - March 2015

• Independent of, and prior to neutrino alert


• 3.5σ excess over expected background

• 13 ± 5 events over background
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Figure 2: Time-independent weight of individual events during the IC86b period. Each
vertical line represents an event observed at the time indicated by calendar year (top) or MJD
(bottom). Overlapping lines are shifted by 1 to 2 days for visibility. The height of each line
indicates the Event Weight: the product of the event’s spatial term and energy term in the
unbinned likelihood analysis evaluated at the location of TXS 0506+056 and assuming the best-
fitting spectral index � = 2.1 (30). The color for each event indicates an approximate value
in units of TeV of the reconstructed muon energy (Muon Energy Proxy), which the analysis
compares with expected muon energy distributions under different hypotheses. [A distribution
for the true neutrino energy of a single event can also be inferred from the event’s muon energy,
see (30)]. The dashed curve and the solid bracket indicate the best-fitting Gaussian and box-
shaped time windows, respectively. The distribution of event weights and times outside of the
best-fitting time windows is compatible with background.

centered at 22 September 2017 with duration TW = 19 days, � = 1.7 ± 0.6, and fluence
E2J100 = 0.2+0.4

�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 window contain-
ing IceCube-170922A yields a similar value of the test statistic. Following the trial-correction
procedure for different observation periods as described above, the significance of this excess
is 1.4�. If the IceCube-170922A event is removed, no excess remains during this time period.
This agrees with the result of the rapid-response analysis (31) that is part of the IceCube alert
program, which found no other potential astrophysical neutrinos from the same region of the
sky during ±7 days centered on the time of IceCube-170922A.

We performed a time-integrated analysis at the coordinates of TXS 0506+056 using the full
9.5 year-data sample. The best-fitting parameters for the flux normalization and the spectral
index are �100 = (0.8+0.5

�0.4) ⇥ 10
�16 TeV�1 cm�2 s�1 and � = 2.0 ± 0.3, respectively. The

6
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TOO: Neutrinos from gravitational 
wave events with IceCube

• High-energy neutrinos can provide important 
information:


• Coincident detection could reduce localization 
uncertainty and aid follow-up optical source 
searches


• Provide understanding of particle acceleration and 
high-energy emission from compact objects


• Realtime searches for neutrinos in Run O4 now ongoing
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jet burrowing through the stellar envelope in a core-collapse
event (Mészáros & Waxman 2001; Razzaque et al. 2003; Bar-
tos et al. 2012; Murase & Ioka 2013). Nevertheless, if the
observed gamma-rays come from the outbreak of a wide co-
coon, it is less likely that the relativistic jet, which is more
narrowly beamed than the cocoon outbreak, also pointed to-
wards Earth.

We further considered an additional neutrino-production
mechanism related to ejecta material from the merger. If a
rapidly rotating neutron star forms in the merger and does not
immediately collapse into a black hole, it can power a rela-
tivistic wind with its rotational energy, which may be respon-
sible for the sometimes observed extended emission (Met-
zger et al. 2008). Optically thick ejecta from the merger can
attenuate the gamma-ray flux, while allowing the escape of
high-energy neutrinos. Additionally, it may trap some of the
wind energy until it expands and becomes transparent. This
process can convert some of the wind energy to high-energy
particles, producing a long-term neutrino radiation that can
last for days (Murase et al. 2009; Gao et al. 2013; Fang &
Metzger 2017). The properties of ejecta material around
the merger can be characterized from its kilonova/macronova
emission.

Considering the possibility that the relative weakness of
gamma-ray emission from GRB170817A may be partly due
to attenuation by the ejecta, we compared our neutrino con-
straints to neutrino emission expected for typical GRB pa-
rameters. For the prompt and extended emissions, we used
the results of Kimura et al. (2017) and compared these to
our constraints for the relevant ±500 s time window. For
extended emission we considered source parameters corre-
sponding to both optimistic and moderate scenarios in Ta-
ble 1 of Kimura et al. (2017). For emission on even longer
timescales, we compared our constraints for the 14-day time
window with the relevant results of Fang & Metzger (2017),
namely emission from approximately 0.3 to 3 days and from
3 to 30 days following the merger. Predictions based on fidu-
cial emission models and neutrino constraints are shown in
Fig. 2. We found that our limits would constrain the op-
timistic extended-emission scenario for a typical GRB at
⇠ 40Mpc, viewed at zero viewing angle.

4. CONCLUSION

We searched for high-energy neutrinos from the first bi-
nary neutron star merger detected through GWs, GW170817,
in the energy band of [⇠ 1011 eV, ⇠ 1020 eV] using the
ANTARES, IceCube, and Pierre Auger Observatories, as well
as for MeV neutrinos with IceCube. This marks an unprece-
dented joint effort of experiments sensitive to high-energy
neutrinos. We have observed no significant neutrino counter-
part within a ±500 s window, nor in the subsequent 14 days.

Figure 2. Upper limits (at 90% confidence level) on the neutrino
spectral fluence from GW170817 during a ±500 s window centered
on the GW trigger time (top panel), and a 14-day window follow-
ing the GW trigger (bottom panel). For each experiment, limits are
calculated separately for each energy decade, assuming a spectral
fluence F (E) = Fup ⇥ [E/GeV]�2 in that decade only. Also
shown are predictions by neutrino emission models. In the upper
plot, models from Kimura et al. (2017) for both extended emission
(EE) and prompt emission are scaled to a distance of 40 Mpc, and
shown for the case of on-axis viewing angle (✓obs . ✓j) and se-
lected off-axis angles to indicate the dependence on this parameter.
The shown off-axis angles are measured in excess of the jet opening
half angle ✓j . GW data and the redshift of the host-galaxy constrain
the viewing angle to ✓obs 2 [0�, 36�] (see Section 3). In the lower
plot, models from Fang & Metzger (2017) are scaled to a distance
of 40 Mpc. All fluences are shown as the per flavor sum of neutrino
and anti-neutrino fluence, assuming equal fluence in all flavors, as
expected for standard neutrino oscillation parameters.

The three detectors complement each other in the energy
bands in which they are most sensitive (see Fig. 2).

This non-detection is consistent with our expectations from
a typical GRB observed off-axis, or with a low-luminosity
GRB. Optimistic scenarios for on-axis gamma-attenuated
emission are constrained by the present non-detection.

While the location of this source was nearly ideal for
Auger, it was well above the horizon for IceCube and
ANTARES for prompt observations. This limited the sensitiv-
ity of the latter two detectors, particularly below ⇠ 100TeV.

Astrophys.J. 850 (2017) 

(see Figure 1). We used this non-detection to constrain the
neutrino fluence (see Figure 2) that was computed as in Adrián-
Martínez et al. (2016a).

The search over 14 days is restricted to up-going events, but
includes all neutrino flavors (tracks and showers). We applied
quality cuts optimized for point-source searches that give a
median pointing accuracy of 0°.4 and 3°, respectively, for track
and shower events(Albert et al. 2017b). No events spatially
coincident with GRB 170817A were found.

Compared to the upper limits obtained for the short time
window of ±500 s, those limits are significantly less stringent
above 1 PeV, where the absorption of neutrinos by the Earth
becomes important for up-going events. Below 10TeV, the
constraints computed for the 14 day time window are stricter due
to the better acceptance in this energy range for up-going neutrino
candidates compared to down-going events (see Figure 2).

2.2. IceCube

IceCube is a cubic-kilometer-size neutrino detector(Aartsen
et al. 2017) installed in the ice at the geographic South Pole in
Antarctica between depths of 1450 m and 2450 m. Detector
construction was completed in 2010, and the detector has
operated with a ∼99% duty cycle since. IceCube searched for
neutrino signals from GW170817 using two different event
selection techniques.

The first search used an online selection of through-going
muons, which is used in IceCube’s online analyses (Aartsen
et al. 2016; Kintscher & The IceCube Collaboration 2016) and
follows an event selection similar to that of point source
searches (Aartsen et al. 2014a). This event selection picks out
primarily cosmic-ray-induced background events, with an
expectation of 4.0 events in the northern sky (predominantly
generated by atmospheric neutrinos) and 2.7 events in the
southern sky (predominantly muons generated by high-energy
cosmic rays interactions in the atmosphere above the detector)
per 1000 s. For source locations in the southern sky, the
sensitivity of the down-going event selection for neutrinos
below 1 PeV weakens rapidly with energy due to the rapidly

increasing atmospheric muon background at lower energies.
Events found by this track selection in the ±500 s time window
are shown in Figure 1. No events were found to be spatially and
temporally correlated with GW170817.
A second event selection, described in Wandkowski et al.

(2017), was employed offline. This uses the outermost optical
sensors of the instrumented volume to veto incoming muon
tracks from atmospheric background events. Above 60 TeV, this
event selection has the same performance as the high-energy
starting-event selection(Aartsen et al. 2014b). Below this
energy, additional veto cuts similar to those described in Aartsen
et al. (2015) are applied, in order to maintain a low background
level at energies down to a few TeV. Both track- and cascade-
like events are retained. The event rate for this selection varies
over the sky, but is overall much lower than for the online track
selection described above. Between declinations −13° and
−33°, the mean number of events in a two-week period is 0.4 for
tracks and 2.5 for cascades. During the ±500 s time window, no
events passed this event selection from anywhere in the sky.
A combined analysis of the IceCube through-going track

selection and the starting-event selection allows upper limits to be
placed on the neutrino fluence from GW170817 between the
energies of 1 TeV and 1 EeV, as shown in Figure 2. In the central
range from 10 TeV to 100 PeV, the upper limit for an E 2- power-
law spectral fluence is F E E0.19 GeV GeV cm2 1 2= - - -( ) ( ) .
Both the through-going track selection and the starting-event

selection were applied to data collected in the 14 day period
following the time of GW170817. Because of IceCube’s
location at the South Pole and 99.88% on-time during the 14
day period, the exposure to the source location is continuous
and unvaried. No spatially and temporally coincident events
were seen in either selection during this follow-up period. The
resulting upper limits are presented in Figure 2. At most
energies these are unchanged from the short time window. At
the lowest energies, where most background events occur, the
analysis effectively requires stricter criteria for a coincident
event than were required in the short time window; the limits
are correspondingly higher. In the central range from 10 TeV to

Figure 1. Localizations and sensitive sky areas at the time of the GW event in equatorial coordinates: GW 90% credible-level localization (red contour; Abbott et al. 2017b),
direction of NGC 4993 (black plus symbol; Coulter et al. 2017b), directions of IceCube’s and ANTARESʼs neutrino candidates within 500 s of the merger (green crosses and
blue diamonds, respectively), ANTARESʼs horizon separating down-going (north of horizon) and up-going (south of horizon) neutrino directions (dashed blue line), and
Auger’s fields of view for Earth-skimming (darker blue) and down-going (lighter blue) directions. IceCube’s up-going and down-going directions are on the northern and
southern hemispheres, respectively. The zenith angle of the source at the detection time of the merger was 73°. 8 for ANTARES, 66°.6 for IceCube, and 91°.9 for Auger.
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Galactic Neutrinos
• Galactic neutrino sources

• Cosmic ray accelerators
• Not yet identified
• Use gamma ray emission as a proxy

• Diffuse galactic neutrino emission
• Cosmic ray measurement
• Gamma ray measurements 
• Cosmic ray diffusion
• Gas density



Diffuse Galactic Neutrinos
• Expected signal, but strength is low
• Fermi-LAT π0 spectrum (E-2.7)

• Neutrinos expected from π+/π-

• Concentrated in southern sky
• Challenging region to probe for 

IceCube
• How do we see the galaxy with any 

sensitivity? 

Equato
r

1. NASA/DOE/Fermi LAT Collaboration:  
https://svs.gsfc.nasa.gov/11342 34



New Cascade Selection
• Goals of a new selection:

• Increase efficiency to 
low energy events by 
using ML

• Take more events at 
high energy that aren’t 
fully contained

• Tailor background 
cuts at final level to 
galactic source 
sensitivity
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Analysis Level Sample

   

IceCube Collaboration*†Science 380,6652 1338-1343(2023).DOI:10.1126/
science.adc9818 
IceCube Collaboration, M. Huennefeld et al. PoS ICRC2021 (2021) 1065

• 10 years of cascade-like events
• Machine learning selection and 

reconstruction
• 60,000 events 
• 30x more events than previous cascade 

selection
• Improved angular resolution
• 3-4x Sensitivity

https://www.science.org/action/doSearch?ContribAuthorRaw=
https://www.science.org/action/doSearch?ContribAuthorRaw=
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adc9818
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adc9818


Models of Galactic Emission

1. Ackermann et al. The Astrophysical Journal 750, no. 1 (April 2012): 3. https://doi.org/
10.1088/0004-637X/750/1/3. 
2. Gaggero et al The Astrophysical Journal 815, no. 2 (December 2015): L25. https://doi.org/
10.1088/2041-8205/815/2/L25.

• (3) diffuse models as spatial 
templates

• Point Source  Template
• (1) Fermi  
• (2) KRA
• Fixed spectrum
• Fit for flux normalization

• (3) stacking source searches
• Supernova Remnants
• Pulsar Wind Nebulae
• Unidentified Gamma-Ray 

Sources

→

𝜋0 

𝛾 
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https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/750/1/3
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/750/1/3
https://doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/815/2/L25
https://doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/815/2/L25


Results
• Identified High-Energy 
neutrinos from the Milky Way 
galaxy for the first time 

• Global significance of 4.5σ

•3σ significance from stacking 
catalogs

DOI: 10.1126/science.adc9818
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Multi-Wavelength Milky Way
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Gamma ray

• Galactic Coordinates
• +/- 10 deg
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The High Energy Neutrino Sky

Naoko Kurahashi Neilson, Drexel University 12

NGC 1068

p-value = 0.2% (2.9 σ)

● Starburst Galaxy
● Seyfert II
● 14 Mpc

P-value = 0.001% (4.2 σ)

PRL 124, 051103 (2020)

Low Level Data quality 
improvements (pass 2)

+
Improved reconstructions

+
Additional year of data

Science 378, 6619 (2022)

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Time-dependent analysis results for the IC86b data period (2012-2015). (a)
Change in test statistic, �TS, as a function of the spectral index parameter � and the fluence
at 100 TeV given by E2J100. The analysis is performed at the coordinates of TXS 0506+056,
using the Gaussian-shaped time window and holding the time parameters fixed (T0 = 13 De-
cember 2014, TW = 110 days). The white dot indicates the best-fitting values. The contours
at 68% and 95% confidence level assuming Wilks’ theorem (36) are shown in order to indi-
cate the statistical uncertainty on the parameter estimates. Systematic uncertainties are not
included. (b) Skymap showing the P value of the time-dependent analysis performed at the
coordinates of TXS 0506+056 (cross) and at surrounding locations. The analysis is performed
on the IC86b data period, using the Gaussian-shaped time-window. At each point, the full fit
for (�, �, T0, TW) is performed. The P value shown does not include the look-elsewhere effect
related to other data periods. An excess of events is detected consistent with the position of
TXS 0506+056.

joint uncertainty on these parameters is shown in Fig. 4a. The P value, based on repeating the
analysis at the same coordinates with randomized data sets, is 0.002% (4.1�), but this is an a
posteriori significance estimate because it includes the IceCube-170922A event which moti-
vated performing the analysis at the coordinates of TXS 0506+056. An unbiased significance
estimate including the event would need to take into account the look-elsewhere effect related
to all other possible directions in the sky that could be analyzed. It is expected that there will
be two or three directions somewhere in the northern sky with this significance or greater re-
sulting from the chance alignment of neutrinos (12). Here we are interested in determining
whether there is evidence of time-integrated neutrino emission from TXS 0506+056 besides the
IceCube-170922A event.

If we remove the final data period IC86c, which contains the event, and perform the anal-
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Upgrade plans
• Two-tier effort


• IceCube Upgrade - funded


• Focus on improved calibration 
and low energy neutrino 
physics


• Test new technologies


• Deployment now 2025/26


• IceCube Gen2 


• Focused on larger samples of 
astrophysical neutrinos over a 
wide energy range
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IceCube Upgrade

Ice is stable:  Able to reprocess decade+ of 
neutrinos with improved analyses and systematics



New instrumentation
• Several new optical sensors 

planned for IceCube Upgrade


• pDOM - refurbished DOMs


• mDOM - 24 x 3” PMTs


• DEgg - 2 x 8” PMTs


• New electronic designs for     
future detectors


• New Calibration devices


• Built-in Flashers


• Dedicated light sources
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Advertisement

• Travel supports available for >1month stay in 
Japan for production and testing in 2019 and 
2020 for graduate students and postdocs

• Need to apply before 2019 March for stay 
between April 2019 and March 2020

27

-

Institute for Nuclear Physics

Alexander Kappes

mDOM Design

IceCube Collaboration Meeting 
Stockholm, 22.—28. Sep. 2018

▪ Self-calibrated, isotropic, nanosecond light pulses in
detector medium

➢ Improvement of optical medium systematics and
individual sensor calibration

➢ Verification of detector energy scale

▪ Variable intensity, pulse length and wavelength for
absorption and scattering studies

➢ Local optical medium properties at different wave-
bands

➢ Hole ice studies (M. Rongen)

▪ Current version (v1) was iterated for the STRAW
experiment

POCAM Motivation

26.09.2018 5Plots Top Right: J. Veenkamp M.Sc. Thesis (2016), Bottom Right: M. Rongen



IceCube Gen2
• Looking forward, to get larger and better 

samples of astrophysical neutrinos, a 
larger detector is needed


• Envision a wide-band neutrino observatory


• 8-10 x larger optical Cherenkov 
detector


• Neutrino astronomy and multi-
messenger astrophysics


• Askaryan radio detector array


• Probe neutrinos beyond EeV 
energies


• Surface particle detector


• Detailed cosmic ray spectrum and 
composition measurements and 
veto capabilities

44 Gen2 TDR - 2023

THE ICECUBE-GEN2 NEUTRINO OBSERVATORY

Figure 17: Left: Discovery potential of IceCube and IceCube-Gen2 for neutrino flares similar to the one observed for
TXS0506+056 in 2014/15 which lasted 158 days. Shown is the projected significance of the observation as a func-
tion of the flare duration. The flux and spectral index of the assumed flare are the ones observed for TXS0506+056
(see Figure 16) and assumed constant within the flare duration, i.e., the neutrino fluence increases with flare du-
ration. Green dotted lines mark the 5� discovery threshold, as well as the lower threshold for sending alerts to
partner telescopes for follow-up observations. Right: Significance of the observations of NGC 1068 as a function of
observation time for IceCube and IceCube-Gen2, assuming the best-fit neutrino flux derived in [27].

IceCube-Gen2 will allow to firmly discover the brightest AGNs on the neutrino sky. Fig-
ure 17 (right side) shows the expected significance as a function of observation time
for NGC 1068. A detection at 10� significance is expected after 10 years, allowing
a precise measurement of the spectral shape of the neutrino emission that is key to
understanding the acceleration processes in the source. Figure 18 shows the differen-
tial sensitivity of IceCube-Gen2 in relation to the spectrum of NGC 1068 inferred from
the IceCube data, a model of the neutrino emission, and observations of the source in
gamma rays, underlining the strong gain in sensitivity with IceCube-Gen2 even for soft
spectrum sources. In addition to the direct observations, precise spectrum and flavor
ratio measurements (see Section 2.2.6) of the diffuse flux will support the study of the
acceleration processes and environmental conditions in AGN cores and/or jets.

2.2.2 Cosmic-ray production in tidal disruption events

Another proposed transient source of high-energy CR and neutrinos is the tidal disrup-
tion of stars by supermassive black holes [171–174]. Such TDEs occur when a star is
disintegrated by strong gravitational forces as it spirals towards the black hole. TDEs
have been detected across a range of wavelengths, and, in some cases, have been
observed to launch relativistic particle jets.

Observations of the first coincidences between TDE and high-energy neutrinos open
a great perspective for IceCube-Gen2. Figure 19 shows the expected rate of asso-
ciations between neutrinos and TDEs for IceCube-Gen2, based on current IceCube
observations. In combination with the much deeper survey depth that next-generation
optical survey telescopes will provide one can expect O(10) coincidences per year. The
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https://icecube-gen2.wisc.edu/science/publications/tdr/
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Future of IceCube

𝐸𝜈GeVTeVPeVEeV
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Summary
• Over more than 10 years of operation, IceCube has developed strong evidence for 

an astrophysical flux of neutrinos


• First evidence for point sources (TXS 0506+056, NGC 1068,… ) are emerging, 
pointing to AGN as source class


• Galactic plane revealed in neutrinos - more detailed studies underway


• IceCube continues a strong multi-messenger effort


• Realtime alerts:  High energy tracks and cascade to community


• Have delivered some interesting and tantalizing correlations.


• TOO neutrino searches following interesting alerts in other messengers.


• Coming next: IceCube Upgrade and the path toward IceCube Gen2
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The future looks bright for Neutrino Astronomy!
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Thanks!
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Thanks!
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