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Abstract. The multipole analysis investigates the [1. ANALYSIS PRINCIPLE
arrival directions of registered neutrino events in
AMANDA-II by a spherical harmonics expansion.
The expansion of the expected atmospheric neutrino
distribution returns a characteristic set of expansion
coefficients. This characteristic spectrum of expan-
sion coefficients can be compared with the expansion
coefficients of the experimental data. As atmospheric
neutrinos are the dominant background of the search

The idea of this analysis is to search for deviations of
the measured AMANDA-II neutrino sky map from the
expected event distribution for atmospheric neutrinos,
which constitute the main part of the data sample [2].
A method to study such anisotropies is a multipole
analysis, which was also used to quantify the Cosmic
Microwave Background fluctuations. The analysis is
for extraterrestrial neutrinos, the agreement of ex- based on theNgfﬁ?mpOS'tlon of an event dlsmbutlon
perimental data and the atmospheric prediction can ﬂe’@ = i - 651608 0 — cos0)o(¢i — ¢) into
give evidence for physical neutrino sources or sys- sphgrlcal harr_nomcé(l (0,9), wh_eree and¢_) are th?
tematic uncertainties of the detector. Astrophysical zenith and azimuth of the spherical analysis coordinate

neutrino signals were simulated and it was shown system. The expansion coefficients are

that they influence the expansion coefficients in a 27 1

characteristic way. Those simulations are used to  a]" =/ d¢/ dcost f(0,9)Y,""(0,¢). (1)
analyze deviations between experimental data and 0 -t

Monte Carlo simulations with regard to potential They provide information about the angular structure of
physical reasons. The analysis method was applied onthe event distributionf (6, ¢). The index! corresponds
the AMANDA-II neutrino sample measured between to the scale of the angular structufe= % while

2000 and 2006 and results are presented. m gives the orientation on the sphere. The expansion
Keywords: Neutrino astrophysics, Anisotropy, coefficients withm = 0 depend only on the structure in
AMANDA-II the zenith direction of the analysis coordinate system.

Averaging over the orientation dependelfit yields the

multipole moments
I. INTRODUCTION

+1
1 m
The AMANDA-II neutrino detector located at South G = 20+ 1 Z ", (2)
Pole was constructed to search for astrophysical neutri- m=—1

nos. These neutrinos cou_ld originate from many diﬁereﬁ{hey form an angular power spectrum characteristic for
Galactic and extragalactic candidate source types sUglerent input neutrino event distributions.
as Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN), supernova remnants e jpjtiq| point of this analysis is the angular power

and microquasars. The detection of neutrinos is baSEdﬁSbctrum of only atmospheric neutrino events. There-
the observation of Cherenkov light emitted by seconda%re, neutrino sky maps containing 6144 atmospheric

muons produced in charged current neutrino interactionss trino events according to the Bartol atmospheric
This light is observed by photomultipliers deployed iy ring flux model[[3] are simulated and numerically
the Antarctic ice. Their signals are used to reconstrugtcomposed with the software package GLESP [4].
the direction and the energy of the primary neutrino. garistical fluctuations are considered by averaging over
AMANDA-II took data between 2000 and 2006. The;0p0 random sky maps, resulting in a me@h) and a
background of atmospheric muons is reduced by selegixtistical spread, of each multipole moment.
ing only upward-going tracks in the detector, as only The same procedure is applied to simulated sky maps
neutrinos are_able to enter the detector from peIoW- T%ntaining atmospheric and different amounts of signal
restricts the field of view to the northern hemisphere. naoutrinos with a total event number of likewise 6144
The data is filtered and processed to rejeelents. The influence of the signal neutrinos on the

misreconstructed downward-going muon tracks [1]. Thgngular power spectrum is studied in terms of the pulls
final data sample contains 6144 neutrino induced events

between a declination df* and+90° with a purity of dy = (C) — <Cl,atms>. 3)
> 95% away from the horizon. OC) . atms
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particular sky map and the mean of the atmosphel
expectation as defined in Hqg. 3. The factors Pob

bo 6,
wy = <Cl>2 <Cl2,atms> (5) U% 4: l
\/ ac, + TC atms v ok . | | i I

_ _ _ s . | ] % 1]
are defined to weight the pulls according to their e» o] r t 4o ol |
pected sensitivity to the signal. For each neutrino sign E T | Jf 1 |
model one dedicated set of weighis is determined. N | I
Due to the linear increase of the pulls with the sign: P % Pulls experimental data

= Pulls for 600 mini sources ([ = 5)

strength the strength chosen to calculateis arbitrary. - o Pl for 100000 o soutoes (4 002
The weight factorsy, carry the expected sign of the  °f " —————
pulls. sgn is the sign of the measured pull. Thus, th Coor f e R e
D? calculated for the particular sky map is increased 1
the observed deviation has the direction expected for th@. 2. Pull plot for the experimental multipole mometits Expected
signal model and reduced otherwise. pulls for typical model parameters of isotropic point s@srare shown
Due to the weight.ing of the pylls, the sensitivi ezrpggggigfz?{ ;rr:]eo:prgoerrigeﬂzufﬁ&ngemg‘; statisticattdiation
becomes stable for high,... A choice ofl,,,, = 100
is sufficient to provide best sensitivity to all investigdite
signal models. . 5
The D? of a sky map is interpreted physically by the
use of confidence belts. Therefore, 1000 sky maps f
every signal strength within a certain range are simi
lated and theD2-value for each sky map is calculatec =~
separately to obtain thB? distributions. The calculation
of the average upper limit at 90% confidence leve
assuming zero-signal is used to estimate the sensitiv
of the analysis to different astrophysical models apriol
As the multipole analysis is applied to a wide rang
of astrophysical topics, the trial factor of the analysi
becomes important. The trial factor raises with each ne S5 o % " %
set of weights used to evaluate the experimental da__. !
For this reason, models with almost similar weights are _ . oo
. . . ig. 3. Pull plot for the experimental expansion coeffmemf in
Combmeq t_o a common set of weights and only six Seésglactic coordinates. Expected pulls for typical paramseté cosmic
are remaining. ray interactions with the Galactic plane are shown for camspa.
If the signal signatures show up onIy in the zenitﬁhe error ‘bars sy_mbolize the statistical fluctuation exgmedor an
. . . . .atmospheric neutrino sky map.
direction of the analysis coordinate system the expansion
coefficientsa) are more sensitive than the multipole
momentsC;. The reason is, that the expansion coeffi-
cients withm = 0 are independent from the azimuth
¢ and contain the pure information about the zenith The experimental data is analyzed in two steps. First,
direction. A signal only depending oAl causes only the experimental data is tested for its compatibility with
statistical fluctuations but no physical information irthe pure atmospheric neutrino hypothesis. Secondly, the
the other expansion coefficients. Therefore, the signekperimental pulls are compared with the expectations
has only power in the:). The analysis method staysfor the different investigated neutrino models.
exactly the same in these cases, except thaCalire The pulls of the experimental data are shown for the
replaced by thes). This is related to the models ofmultipole moment<; in Fig.[2 and for the expansion
neutrinos from the Galactic plane and from sources ebefficientsa? in Galactic coordinates in Fid.] 3. To
the VCV catalog, which show north-south-symmetriesompare the measured data with the expected event dis-
of the neutrino signals in Galactic and supergalacttdbution, aD? is calculated for the multipole moments
coordinates, respectively. Unlike the multipole moments; and the expansion coefficient$ for transformations
C;, the af do not average over different orientationsinto equatorial, Galactic and supergalactic coordinates
Therefore, the analysis of thé strongly depends on the separately. As no signal model is tested ;sgrnw;, = 1
used coordinate system. An example for pullsipffor is assumed. A comparison with the correspondingy
the model of a diffuse neutrino flux from the Galactidistributions results in the p-values giving the proba-
plane is shown in figldb. The characteristic periodibility to obtain a D? which is at least as extreme as
behavior of the pulls is explained by the symmetrthe measured one assuming that the pure atmospheric
properties of the spherical harmonics. neutrino hypothesis is true (Table I).

* Pulls experimental data
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V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS
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The statistical consistency af; and ) in equa-
torial coordinates with the atmospheric expectation
marginal. Rotating to inclined coordinate systems, e.
Galactic and supergalactic, the consistency improve
The deviation from the pure atmospheric expectation
not compatible with any of the signal models (see Fit
[, [3 for examples). The discrepancy may be attribute
to uncertainties in the theoretical description of th
atmospheric neutrino distribution, or to a contributiol =
of unsimulated background of down-going muons mis F
reconstructed as up-going, or to the modeling of proj
erties of the AMANDA detector.
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P-VALUES FOR THE COMPATIBILITY OF EXPERIMENTAL DATA AND

PURE ATMOSPHERIC NEUTRINO HYPOTHESIS Fig. 4. Limit of the 7yr multipole analysis on the diffuse m&wo flux

from cosmic ray interactions in the Galactic plane in depece of

Observable p-value the valid energy range. The limit is compared with two othealgses

C 0.02 [2], [8] and two theoretical prediction§][9]. [10].

ag, Equatorial 0.02

ab' Galactic 0.15

a; Supergalactic| 0.70 theoretical flux predictions. The seven year multipole

analysis provides currently the best limit. However, it

The signal models are tested by calculating & s still not in reach of the theoretical predictions.
values of the experimental data using the corresponding
sign and weight factors. As the observed deviations do
not fit any of the investigated signal models the physical
model parameters are constrained. Due to the observedt is shown that the multipole analysis is sensitive to
systematic effects affecting mainly the multipole moa wide range of physical topics. Its area of application
mentsC; and the equatorial expansion coefficienfs is in particular the field of many weak sources in
no limits on the models analyzed in the correspondirigansition to diffuse fluxes. With the statistics of seven
coordinate systems (models 1, 2 and 6) are derived. Ty@ars of AMANDA data and improvements of the
other models are less affected. The limits given belo@nalysis technique the method is now restricted by
do not include these systematic effects. systematic uncertainties in the atmospheric neutrino

A limit on the source strength assuming the VC\enith distribution of the order of a few percent.
source distribution (model 3) is calculated for thoséransforming to coordinate systems less affected by
sources closer than 100 Mpc to the Earth. In this modéle equatorial zenith angle such as the Galactic and
all sources are expected to have the same strength gbgergalactic system physical conclusions are still
energy spectrum. For a typical spectral indexyof 2 possible. A compatibility of the measurement with
the average source flux is limited by the experimentite background expectation of atmospheric neutrinos
data to a differential source flux af®/dFE - E? < 1.6- is observed. Current efforts to better understand the
10719 GeVem2s Lsr! in the energy range betweenobserved systematics would allow an application of the
1.6 TeV and 1.7 PeV. multipole analysis on future high statistic IceCube data.

For the random Galactic sources (model 4), the

VI. CONCLUSION

number of sources is constrained assuming the same
source strength and energy spectrum for all sources
as well. For a spectral index of = 2, the limit [;]
on the number of sources is set by AMANDA to A
Nyources < 39 assuming a source strength @ /dE -
E? <1078 GeVem ™25~ sr™! of Nogurees < 4300 for - [3]
sources withd®/dE - E? < 1071 GeVem =2 s tsr— 1. H
For source fluxes in between the limit can be api5]
proximated by assuming linearity betwe®R,u ces and ]
|Og(d(1)/dE : EQ). [7]
The differential flux limit obtained from the
experimental data on the diffuse neutrino flux from!®]
cosmic ray interactions in the Galactic plane (model 5)g
is d®/dF - E*>7 < 3.2-107*GeV' T em 25 tsr—!.  [10]
This flux limit is shown in Fig.[# together with the
results of two other AMANDA analyses and two
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