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3Cosmic Rays
where (and how) are they accelerated?

ν

We know their energy spectrum 
over 11 orders of magnitude 

Their sources (especially at the 
highest energies) are still mostly 
unknown



Multi-messenger astrophysics with neutrinosν 4
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‣ Neutrinos are difficult to stop and 
travel in straight lines



Recent Results from IceCube Claudio Kopper, Next-Generation Techniques for Ultra-High Energy (UHE) Astroparticle Physics, Feb/Mar 2016

5Neutrinos above 1 TeV
sketch of the different expected neutrino flux components

ν

dominant < 100 TeV

Atmospheric neutrinos (π/K)

“prompt” ~ 100 TeV

Atmospheric neutrinos (charm)

maybe dominant > 100 TeV

Astrophysical neutrinos

>106 TeV

Cosmogenic neutrinos



Detecting neutrinos
Neutrinos are detected by looking for Cherenkovv radiation from secondary particles (muons, particle showers)
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μ

νμ

Cherenkov coneDeep-inelastic 
scattering



Neutrino telescope sites
deep natural sites with water/ice (deep sea, lakes, glaciers)

!
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IceCube

Antares

KM3NeT

Baikal 

GVD



The world’s neutrino telescopes
lakes, sea, glaciers

!
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2. Recent physics results from NT200

The physics program of the Baikal experiment covers the
typical spectrum of high energy neutrino telescopes [5–10]. In
this paper we review selected astroparticle physics results from
the long-term operation of NT200, in particular, an improved limit
on the diffuse astrophysical neutrino flux, upper limits on the
muon flux from annihilation of hypothetical weakly interacting
massive particles (WIMPs) in the Sun, and a limit on the neutrino
flux associated with gamma-ray bursts.

2.1. A search for extraterrestrial high-energy neutrinos

Our search for high energy extraterrestrial neutrinos is based
on studies of bright cascades detected in the telescope NT200. A
full cascade reconstruction algorithm (for vertex, direction, and
cascade energy) was applied to the 1038 live days of data taken
with NT200 in 1998–2002. Cuts were then placed on this
reconstructed cascade energy to select neutrino-induced events.
Within systematic and statistical uncertainties there are no
significant excess above the expected background from atmo-
spheric muons (see Fig. 2). For an E!2 behaviour of neutrino
spectrum a 90% C.L. upper limit on the neutrino flux of all flavours
obtained with the Baikal neutrino telescope NT200 is:
Ev

2Fo2.9"10!7 cm!2 s!1sr!1 GeV, for 20 TeVoEvo20 PeV.

2.2. A search for WIMP neutrinos from the Sun

A possible signal from WIMP annihilation in the Sun would
appear as an excess of upward going muons over atmospheric
neutrinos arriving from the direction of Sun. We have applied two
sorts of quality cuts, optimized for high and low WIMP masses.
We have selected 510 and 2376 upward going muon candidates in
the two data samples for 1007 live days. The distributions of

correlation angles between these muons and the Sun were
compared to the corresponding off-source background expecta-
tion. In Fig. 3 we show the results for the sample of larger
statistics.

No indications for excess muons were found. The 90% C.L.
upper limits on the muon flux from the Sun are obtained as
functions of the WIMP mass for b anti-b (soft channel) and W+W!

(hard channel) neutrino energy spectrum [11]. For WIMP masses
4500 GeV the limit depends weakly on the WIMP mass and is
Fo3"103 km!2 yr!1. The presented results are preliminary,
and allow estimating the NT200 sensitivity for high energy
neutrinos from DM annihilation processes in the Sun.

Fig. 1. The Baikal Telescope NT200+ and the GVD prototype string with 12 OM.

Fig. 2. Reconstructed cascade energy distribution for data (dots) and for
MC-generated atmospheric muons (boxes); true MC energy distribution given as
histogram.
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Fig. 3. Mismatch angle C (Muon/Sun): data and background (histogram).

A. Avrorin et al. / Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research A 626-627 (2011) S13–S18S14

!
storey

Figure 1. Schematic view of the ANTARES telescope. The inset shows a photograph of an optical
storey.

astrophysical objects: sources of high energy gamma rays, massive black holes and nearby
galaxies.

1.1 The ANTARES neutrino telescope

The ANTARES telescope [3] became fully operational in 2008. The detector comprises
twelve detection lines anchored at a depth of 2475 m and 40 km off the French coast near
Toulon. The detector lines are about 450 m long and host a total of 885 optical modules
(OMs), each comprising a 17” glass sphere which houses a 10” photomultiplier tube. The
OMs look downward at 45� in order to optimise the detection of upgoing, i.e. neutrino
induced, tracks. The geometry and size of the detector make it sensitive to extraterrestrial
neutrinos in the TeV-PeV energy range. A schematic layout of the telescope is shown in
Figure 1.

The neutrino detection is based on the induced emission of Cherenkov light by high
energy muons originating from charged current neutrino interactions inside or near the in-
strumented volume. All detected signals (hits) are transmitted via an optical cable to a shore
station, where a computer farm filter the data for coincident signals in several adjacent OMs.
The muon direction is then determined by maximising a likelihood which compares the time
of the hits with the expectation from the Cherenkov signal of a muon track. Details on the
event reconstruction are given in Ref. [7, 10].

Two main backgrounds for the search for astrophysical neutrinos can be identified: down-
going atmospheric muons which have been mis-reconstructed as upgoing and atmospheric
neutrinos originating in cosmic ray induced air showers at the opposite side of the Earth.
Depending on the requirements of the analysis both backgrounds can, at least partially, be
discriminated using various parameters such as the quality of the event reconstruction or
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IceCubeAntaresNT-200+

Lake Baikal 
1/2000 km3 
228 PMTs

Mediterranean Sea 
1/100 km3 
885 PMTs

South Pole glacier 
1 km3 

5160 PMTs

Larger, sparser  higher energies



Mediterranean Sea



Drill camp

South Pole station

Skiway

IceCube Lab (ICL)

IceCube’s footprint

South Pole Glacier



The IceCube Neutrino Observatory
Deployed in the deep glacial ice at the South Pole
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50 m

1450 m

2450 m 

2820 m

IceCube Array
 86 strings including 8 DeepCore strings 
5160 optical sensors

DeepCore 
8 strings-spacing optimized for lower energies
480 optical sensors

Eiffel Tower
324 m 

IceCube Lab
IceTop
81 Stations
324 optical sensors

Bedrock

Amanda II Array
(precursor to IceCube)

IceCube Array
 86 strings including 8 DeepCore strings 
5160 optical sensors

DeepCore 
8 strings-spacing optimized for lower energies
480 optical sensors

81 Stations
324 optical sensors

Bedrock

5160 PMTs 

1 km3 volume 

86 strings 

17 m vertical spacing 

125 m string spacing 

Completed 2010



Neutrino event signatures
Signatures of signal events
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CC Muon Neutrino
Neutral Current /
Electron Neutrino 

CC Tau Neutrino

track (data) 

factor of ≈ 2 energy resolution 
< 1° angular resolution at high 

energies

cascade (data) 

≈ ±15% deposited energy resolution 
≈ 10° angular resolution (in IceCube) 

(at energies � 100 TeV)

“double-bang” (�10PeV) and other 
signatures (simulation) 

(not observed yet: τ decay length is 
50 m/PeV)

⌫µ +N ! µ+X ⌫⌧ +N ! ⌧ +X⌫
e

+N ! e +X

⌫
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detection principle (muon in ice)
Neutrinos are detected by looking for Cherenkovv radiation from secondary particles
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time delay 
vs. direct light

“on time” delayed



detection principle (cascade in ice)
Neutrinos are detected by looking for Cherenkovv radiation from secondary particles

ν 14

time delay 
vs. direct light

“on time” delayed



Background: penetrating muonsν 15

100 TeV single muon

steep 
spectrum



isolating neutrino events
two strategies

ν 16

Up-going tracks

µ-dominated

ν only

Atmosphere 
(exaggerated)

North

Active veto

μ

νμ

✓

μ Veto

✘

IceCubeAir shower

Air shower

νμ

μ

Astrophysical source

νμ

Earth stops penetrating muons 
Effective volume larger than detector 

Sensitive to νµ only 
Sensitive to “half” the sky

Veto detects penetrating muons 
Effective volume smaller than detector 

Sensitive to all flavors 
Sensitive to the entire sky



Studying Neutrinos
Many different analyses

ν 17

High-energy: 
• Point-source searches looking for clustering in the sky 
• Diffuse fluxes above the atmospheric neutrino background 
• Gamma-ray bursts/transient searches (GRB models excluded by 

IceCube: Nature 484 (2012) /ApJ 805 L5 (2015)) 
• Ultra-high energy “GZK” neutrinos from proton interactions on the CMB 
Low energy: 
• Neutrino oscillations + more with PINGU/ORCA upgrades 
Others: 
• Dark Matter / WIMPs 
• …



The (Very) High-Energy Tail
Update of the high-energy astrophysical flux discovery analysis

ν



“HISTORY”
Appearance of ~1 PeV cascades as an at-threshold background
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Two very interesting events in IceCube 
(between May 2010 and May 2012) 

2.8σ excess over expected background in GZK 
analysis (PRL 111, 021103 (2013)) 

There should be more 

GZK analysis is only sensitive to very specific 
event topologies at these energies

“Bert”~1.0PeV

“Ernie”~1.1PeV



“Starting Event” Analysis
Specifically designed to find contained events.
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μ

νμ

✓

μ Veto

✘
Explicit contained search at high energies (cut: 
Qtot>6000 p.e.) 

400 Mton effective fiducial mass 

Use atmospheric muon veto 

Sensitive to all flavors in region above 60TeV 
deposited energy 

Estimate background from data
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What did IceCube find? (4 years)
54 events!

ν 22

53(+1) events observed! 

Estimated background: 

9.0+8.0
-2.2  atm. neutrinos 

12.6±5.1 atm. muons 

One of them is an obvious (but 
expected) background 

coincident muons from two CR 
air showers

full likelihood fit of all components:
6.5σ for 53(+1) events

presented at ICRC2015 / PoS(ICRC2015)1081





What Did IceCube find?
some examples

ν 24

declination: -0.4° 
deposited energy: 71TeV

declination: -13.2° 
deposited energy: 82TeV

declination: 40.3° 
deposited energy: 253TeV



energy spectrum (4 years)
energy deposited in the detector (lower limit on neutrino energy)

ν 25

Somewhat compatible with 
benchmark E-2 astrophysical 
model or single power-law 
model, but looks like things are 
more complicated 

Best fit assuming E-2 (not a very 
good fit anymore): 

0.84 ± 0.3 10-8 E-2 GeV cm-2 s-1 sr-1 

Best fit spectral index: E-2.58



unfolding to neutrino energy
updated from PRL  plot version with priors for backgrounds - 4 years

ν 26

assumption: 1:1:1 flavor ratio, 1:1 neutrino:anti-neutrino



skymap / clustering
No significant clustering observed (four years)

ν 27

(all p-values are post-trial)
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28skymap / clustering
No significant clustering observed

ν

Analyzed with a variant of the standard PS method (w/o energy) (i.e. 
scrambling in RA) 

Most significant excess close to (but not at!) the Galactic Center 

Significance: 44% (not significant) 

Other searches (multi-cluster, galactic plane, time clustering, GRB 
correlations) not significant either



where are the sources?
There is still no evidence for point sources of high-energy neutrinos.

ν 29

ANTARES 4-year up-going muon point 
source search: ~2% chance probability 

(post-trial) 

IceCube 6-year though-going muon point source 
search 

Northern-sky muons: 35% chance probability 
> PeV southern-sky muons: 87%

ApJ Lett, 786, L5 (2014)

PoS(ICRC2015)1047



constraints on point sourcesν 30

ANTARES can observe the 
southern sky through the Earth  

 lower threshold, better limits in 

the south 

IceCube has a larger effective area  
→ more events, better limits in the 

north 

New: combined IceCube/
ANTARES search

46"

Southern%Sky% Northern%Sky%

Upper"limits:""combining"them"with"
measurement"constrains"source"popula>on"

PeV%E%EeV% TeV%E%PeV%

ICECUBE%PRELIMINARY%



Gravitational Waves and neutrinosν 31

LIGO just discovered gravitational 
waves! Did we see any neutrinos 
from their source? (Search in 
ANTARES and IceCube) 

Search within a time window of 
+/-500s of GW150914 - 3 neutrino 
candidates in IceCube, none of them 
compatible in direction (and rather 
low in energy). 
Consistent with background.

11

FIG. 1. GW skymap in equatorial coordinates, showing
the reconstructed probability density contours of the GW
event at 50%, 90% and 99% CL, and the reconstructed di-
rections of high-energy neutrino candidates detected by Ice-
Cube (crosses) during a ±500 s time window around the GW
event. The neutrino directional uncertainties are < 1� and are
not shown. GW shading indicates the reconstructed probabil-
ity density of the GW event, darker regions corresponding to
higher probability. Neutrino numbers refer to the first column
of Table I.

source directional distribution is uniform. For temporal
coincidence, we searched within a ±500 s time window
around GW150914.

The relative di↵erence in propagation time for �GeV
neutrinos and GWs (which travel at the speed of light in
General Relativity) traveling to Earth from the source is
expected to be ⌧ 1 s. We note that the relative propa-
gation time between neutrinos and GWs may change in
alternative gravity models [47, 48]. However, discrepan-
cies from General Relativity could in principle be probed
with a joint GW-neutrino detection by comparing the ar-
rival times against the expected time frame of emission.

Directionally, we searched for overlap between the GW
sky map and the neutrino point spread functions, as-
sumed to be Gaussian with standard deviation �rec

µ (see
Table I).

The search identified no Antares neutrino candidate
that were temporally coincident with GW150914.

For IceCube, none of the three neutrino candidates
temporally coincident with GW150914 were compatible
with the GW direction at 90% CL. Additionally, the re-
constructed energy of the neutrino candidates with re-
spect to the expected background does not make them
significant. See Fig. 1 for the directional relation of
GW150914 and the IceCube neutrino candidates de-
tected within the ±500 s window. This non-detection is
consistent with our expectation from a binary black hole
merger.

To better understand the probability that the de-
tected neutrino candidates are being consistent with
background, we briefly consider di↵erent aspects of the
data separately. First, the number of detected neutrino
candidates, i.e. 3 and 0 for IceCube and Antares, re-
spectively, is fully consistent with the expected back-
ground rate of 4.4 and ⌧ 1 for the two detectors, with

p-value 1 � F
pois

(N
observed

 2, N
expected

= 4.4) = 0.81,
where F

pois

is the Poisson cumulative distribution func-
tion. Second, for the most significant reconstructed muon
energy (Table I), 12.5% of background events will have
greater muon energy. The probability that at least one
neutrino candidate, out of 3 detected events, has an en-
ergy high enough to make it appear even less background-
like, is 1� (1� 0.125)3 ⇡ 0.33. Third, with the GW sky
area 90% CL of ⌦

gw

= 590 deg2, the probability of a
background neutrino candidate being directionally coin-
cident is ⌦

gw

/⌦
all

⇡ 0.014. We expect 3⌦
gw

/⌦
all

di-
rectionally coincident neutrinos, given 3 temporal coinci-
dences. Therefore, the probability that at least one of the
3 neutrino candidates is directionally coincident with the
90% CL skymap of GW150914 is 1� (1�0.014)3 ⇡ 0.04.

B. Constraints on the source

We used the non-detection of coincident neutrino can-
didates by Antares and IceCube to derive a stan-
dard frequentist neutrino spectral fluence upper limit for
GW150914 at 90% CL. Considering no spatially and tem-
porally coincident neutrino candidates, we calculated the
source fluence that on average would produce 2.3 de-
tected neutrino candidates. We carried out this analysis
as a function of source direction, and independently for
Antares and IceCube.

The obtained spectral fluence upper limits as a func-
tion of source direction are shown in Fig. 2. We
consider a standard dN/dE / E�2 source model, as
well as a model with a spectral cuto↵ at high energies:
dN/dE / E�2 exp[�p

(E/100TeV)]. For each spectral
model, the upper limit shown in each direction of the sky
is the more stringent limit provided by one or the other
detector. We see in Fig. 2 that the constraint strongly
depends on the source direction, and is mostly within
E2dN/dE ⇠ 10�1 � 10GeV�1cm�2. Furthermore, the
upper limits by Antares and IceCube constrain di↵er-
ent energy ranges in the region of the sky close to the GW
candidate. For an E�2 power-law source spectrum, 90%
of Antares signal neutrinos are in the energy range from
3TeV to 1PeV, whereas for IceCube at this southern
declination the corresponding energy range is 200TeV to
100PeV.
We now convert our fluence upper limit into a con-

straint on the total energy emitted in neutrinos by the
source. To obtain this constraint, we integrate emission
within [100GeV, 100PeV] for the standard dN/dE /
E�2 source model, and within [100GeV, 100TeV] assum-
ing neutrino emission with a cuto↵ at 100TeV. We find
non-detection to correspond to the following upper limit
on the total energy radiated in neutrinos:

Eul

⌫,tot ⇠ 1052–1054
✓

D
gw

410Mpc

◆
2

erg (1)

Note that the wide allowed range is primarily due to the
large directional uncertainty of the GW event. For com-

joint IceCube/ANTARES/LIGO 
publication currently at: 

https://dcc.ligo.org/LIGO-P1500271/public

https://dcc.ligo.org/LIGO-P1500271/public
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What happens to the astrophysical flux below 60 TeV? 

How large is the neutrino flux from atmospheric charm? 

 Need to observe lower-energy neutrinos, especially from the southern 

sky.

PRD 91, 022001



improved Veto techniques
What happens to the astrophysical flux below 60 TeV?
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PRD 91, 022001
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improved Veto techniques
What happens to the astrophysical flux below 60 TeV?
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+ 1.47 ⇥ penetrating µ

+ 2.24
⇣

E
100 TeV

⌘�2.49

⇥10�18 GeV�1 cm�2 sr�1 s�1

106 events > 10 TeV, 9 events > 100 TeV (7 of 
those in high-energy starting event sample) 

Conventional atmospheric neutrino flux 
observed at expected level with starting events 

Astrophysical excess continues down to 10 TeV 
in the southern sky 

Deviation from model at 30 TeV (statistical 
fluctuation) 

Model-dependent upper limit on flux from 
charmed meson decay: 1.4 x ERS prediction
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IceCube"results""
Through'going'muons'

•  Northern"hemisphere"

•  Neutrino"events"(best"fit)"above"
100"TeV"muon"energy:""
–  Astrophysical:"10"events/yr"
–  Atmospheric:"10"events/yr"

•  Significance"in"first"2"years"of"
data:"3.9"sigma"(prel.)"

Events'with'contained'vertex'

•  Mostly"Southern"hemisphere"

•  Neutrino"events"above"60"TeV:"
–  Astrophysical:""6"/yr"
–  Atmospheric:"1/yr"

•  Significance"in"first"2"years"of"data:"
4.1"sigma""

Highest"energy:"~550"TeV"
(neutrino"energy"likely"in"PeV"range)"

Highest"energy:"2"PeV"

H
igh

-En
ergy Startin

g Even
t Search

 (“H
ESE”)

Most of the “starting” sample 
consists of showers, with a 
high acceptance in the 
southern sky 

Deposited (i.e. measured) 
energies closely related to 
neutrino energies 

Great for discovering a signal



IceCube"results""
Through'going'muons'

•  Northern"hemisphere"

•  Neutrino"events"(best"fit)"above"
100"TeV"muon"energy:""
–  Astrophysical:"10"events/yr"
–  Atmospheric:"10"events/yr"

•  Significance"in"first"2"years"of"
data:"3.9"sigma"(prel.)"

Events'with'contained'vertex'

•  Mostly"Southern"hemisphere"

•  Neutrino"events"above"60"TeV:"
–  Astrophysical:""6"/yr"
–  Atmospheric:"1/yr"

•  Significance"in"first"2"years"of"data:"
4.1"sigma""

Highest"energy:"~550"TeV"
(neutrino"energy"likely"in"PeV"range)"

Highest"energy:"2"PeV"

other channels
Two years of data
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Upgoing Muons - Spectral Components
Two years of data

ν 37

first significant νμ -based and 
northern sky-dominated 
measurement of the astrophysical 
neutrino flux 

for E-2 spectral assumption - (best 
fit is E-2.2) 

Normalization for E-2: 
0.99+0.4

-0.3 10-8 E-2 GeV cm-2 s-1 sr-1

PRL 115, 081102 (2015)
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Upgoing Muons - Spectral Components
Six years of data - (previous two years re-analyzed)

ν 38

Now looking at up to 6 years of muon data (2009-2015) - good data/MC agreement



Upgoing Muons - Spectral Components
Six years of data

ν 39

Preliminary fit: Φ(Eν) = 0.82+0.30
-0.26 10-18 GeV-1cm-2sr-1s-1 (Eν/100TeV)-(2.08±0.13) 

prompt fits to 0, upper limit details under study



summary of various icecube diffuse results
all astrophysical fits shown are single unbroken power-laws

ν 40

90% C.L. contours of various IceCube analyses - all single unbroken power-law fits 
some tension between 6-year track sample and global fit of previous results

PoS(ICRC2015)1066  
(combined fit, all-flavor)

6-year tracks 
(previous slides, νμ, Northern Sky)

PRD 91, 022001 (2015)  
(all-flavor)

PoS(ICRC2015)1081  
(all-flavor, previous slides)

PoS(ICRC2015)1109  
(cascades)

PRL 115, 081102 (2015) 
(νμ, Northern Sky)



comparison with starting event results
we start to see that simple power laws for the whole sky are probably not enough…

ν 41

starting events (unfolding)  
(dominated by showers)

6 year up-going νμ analysis

threshold order of 60 TeV 
softer index driven by lower energy bins

threshold of about 200 TeV 
compatible at higher energies



Upgoing Muons
an interesting event in the six-year sample!

ν 42

up-going 
(i.e. not a CR muon) 

deposited energy:  
2.6±0.3 PeV 
(lower limit on neutrino 
energy) 

date: June 11, 2014 

direction:  
11.48° dec / 110.34° RA



For standard oscillations, only a small 
region of flavor ratios is allowed at Earth

flavor composition
Flavor ratio at Earth contains information about source ratio after oscillations en route to Earth

ν 43

Neutrino Flavors

• initial composition: (⌫e : ⌫µ : ⌫⌧ )
pion & muon decay: (1 : 2 : 0)
neutron decay: (1 : 0 : 0)
muon-damped pion decay: (0 : 1 : 0)

p p ⇡ X

µ ⌫µ

e ⌫e ⌫̄µ

p � ⇡ X

µ ⌫µ

e ⌫e ⌫̄µ

p � � 1232 ⇡ n

µ ⌫µ

e ⌫e ⌫̄µ

1

• oscillation-averaged probability:

P⌫↵!⌫� '
X

i

|U↵i|2|U�i|2

neutron
decay
(1:0:0)

oscillation-averaged

pion & muon
decay
(1:2:0)

muon-suppressed
pion decay

(0:1:0)

25%

50%

75%

75%

50%

25%

75
%

50
%

25
%

⌫�

⌫µ

⌫e

• “NuFit 1.3”: sin2 ✓12 = 0.304 / sin2 ✓23 = 0.577 / sin2 ✓13 = 0.0219 / � = 251�

4 observed events consistent with equal contributions of all neutrino flavors

Markus Ahlers (UW-Madison) Multi-Messenger Aspects of Cosmic Neutrinos August 1, 2015 slide 7

at source at Earth

νe νμ ντ νe νμ ντ
pion decay 1 2 0 1 1 1

muon-damped 0 1 0 0.2 0.39 0.39

neutron decay 1 0 0 0.56 0.22 0.22



fit for flavor ratio, spectral shape and 
cutoff

global fit of Icecube analyses
interesting results such as flavor ratio

ν 44

ApJ 809, 98 (2015)/ 
PoS(ICRC2015)1066 

neutron decay (1:0:0)  
 excluded at 3.7σ

pion decay (1:2:0) 
 compatible

muon-damped (0:1:0)



should be able to identify a “double-bang” 
signature above ~PeV - not observed yet!

tau neutrinos
should see the first taus soon

ν 45

lower energy tau study 
PRD 93, 022001 (2016)
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at lower energies identification is more 
challenging - IceCube just set new limits!

4

tizes at 3.3 ns per sample for 128 samples, and the fast
Analog to Digital Converter (fADC) which digitizes con-
tinuously at 25 ns per sample, with a record length set
at 256 samples. The ATWD output is separated into 3
di↵erent gain channels (x16, x2, x0.25) to cover the dy-
namic range of the PMT, which has a linear response
(within 10%) up to currents of 400 photoelectrons (PE)
per 15 ns [29]. When a PMT receives a signal above a
threshold of 0.25 PE, this is called a hit. The x16 gain
channel is captured first, with the x2 and x0.25 chan-
nels captured if the next lowest gain channel exceeds 768
ADC counts in any sample. A local coincidence hit (LC)
occurs if a pair of nearest or next-to-nearest neighbor
DOMs on the same string are hit within 1 microsecond.
For LC hits, the complete ATWD and fADC waveforms
will be sent to the surface. The primary IceCube trigger
keeps all DOM hits if 8 or more LC hits occur anywhere
in the detector within a 5 microsecond window; such a
collection of DOM hits is called an event.

IceCube employs a number of filtering algorithms in
order to reduce the data volume for transmission to the
Northern hemisphere. The analysis described in this pa-
per uses the “Extremely High Energy” (EHE) filtering
algorithm, which keeps all events that deposit more than
1000 PE in the detector.

IceCube was fully built as of December 2010. This
analysis uses 914.1 days of data from the full detector
between May 13, 2011 and May 6, 2014. The data were
kept in the analysis chain only when all IceCube strings
were operating and no in-situ calibration light sources
were in use.

Background and signal passing rates were computed
using Monte Carlo simulation. The CORSIKA [30] sim-
ulation package is used to generate cosmic ray induced
muons. Astrophysical and atmospheric neutrinos are
simulated using an adapted version of the Monte Carlo
generator ANIS [31]. Photon propagation through the
ice is simulated as described in [32]. PMT response and
digitization electronics are fully simulated, which is par-
ticularly important for this analysis.

In addition to the simulation, 10% of the data were
used to develop cuts and estimate cosmic ray muon back-
ground rates, with the rest of the data not used until the
cuts were finalized.

III. SEARCH FOR TAU NEUTRINOS

A. Double Pulse Algorithm

The goal of the double pulse algorithm (DPA) is to
identify double pulse waveforms that are consistent with
⌫⌧ CC interaction signatures in IceCube, while reject-
ing waveforms with features that are consistent with late
scattered photons from single cascade events from NC
and ⌫e CC interactions. There are two additional types
of background events which could produce substantial
double pulse waveforms: (1) high energy single muons

FIG. 2. A simulated double pulse waveform obtained in one
DOM from a ⌫⌧ CC event. The primary neutrino energy for
this event is 2.4 PeV, about 75% of this energy transfers to
the outgoing ⌧� lepton, which travels 40 meters before decay.
In this event, a total of 34 double pulse waveforms were pro-
duced from adjacent DOMs on neighboring strings near the
event interaction vertices. The distances from the CC vertex
and the ⌧� decay vertex to the DOM that produced this dou-
ble pulse waveform are 76 m and 75 m, respectively. Time
= 0 corresponds to the beginning of the event readout win-
dow, which begins 10 microseconds before the event trigger
launches.

and/or muon bundles induced by cosmic rays interacting
with the atmosphere; (2) ⌫µ CC interactions in IceCube
which produce energetic muons. For double pulse wave-
forms caused by energetic atmospheric muons, the first
pulse is usually from a combination of Cherenkov light
emissions and coincident stochastic energy loss, and the
second pulse is from TeV-scale stochastic energy losses
tens of meters away from the DOM. For double pulse
waveforms from astrophysical ⌫µ CC events, the first
pulse is from energy deposition of the CC hadronic inter-
action vertex, while the second pulse is from a coincident
stochastic energy loss of the energetic outgoing muon.
Since the double pulse waveforms from ⌫⌧ CC events,
energetic atmospheric muons and astrophysical ⌫µ CC
events are not distinguishable from one another as they
are caused by the same mechanism of two substantial en-
ergy depositions near certain DOMs, we do not remove
these events with the DPA. They are to be removed later
by comparing their overall topologies and timing profiles.
The DPA uses the positive and negative first deriva-

tives of a waveform to determine rising and trailing edges.
A double pulse is defined as a rising edge, followed by
a trailing edge, followed by another rising edge. Wave-
forms from the ATWD digitizer in the lowest gain chan-
nel available are used since higher gain channels are usu-
ally saturated for high amplitude waveforms. The fADC
waveforms are not used since they do not have multi-



Alerts/Follow-upS
we try to alert other experiments as soon as we see an interesting event
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PoS(ICRC2015)1069 

IceCube
“The North”

Swift (X-Ray)PTF (optical)

Veritas/ 
H.E.S.S./ 

MAGIC/…

Iridium

SN/GRB/…

ν

working on extending 
this effort significantly!



IceCube searches for extremely 
high-energy events from neutrinos 
generated by interactions of CR 
particles on the CMB 

Updated to 6 years of data

cosmogenic (GZK) neutrinos
updated limit with even larger data set

ν 47

PoS(ICRC2015)1064 



THANK YOU!


