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ABSTRACT

The astrophysical origins of the majority of the IceCube neutrinos remain unknown. Effectively char-
acterizing the spatial distribution of the neutrino samples and associating the events with astrophysical
source catalogs can be challenging given the large atmospheric neutrino background and underlying
non-Gaussian spatial features in the neutrino and source samples. In this paper, we investigate a
framework for identifying and statistically evaluating the cross-correlations between IceCube data and
an astrophysical source catalog based on the k-Nearest Neighbor Cumulative Distribution Functions
(kNN-CDFs). We propose a maximum likelihood estimation procedure for inferring the true propor-
tions of astrophysical neutrinos in the point-source data. We conduct a statistical power analysis of an
associated likelihood ratio test with estimations of its sensitivity and discovery potential with synthetic
neutrino data samples and a WISE-2MASS galaxy sample. We apply the method to IceCube’s public
ten-year point-source data and find no statistically significant evidence for spatial cross-correlations
with the selected galaxy sample. We discuss possible extensions to the current method and explore
the method’s potential to identify the cross-correlation signals in data sets with different sample sizes.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The existence of extraterrestrial astrophysical neu-
trino emission has been confirmed by the IceCube Neu-
trino Observatory (Aartsen et al. 2013). More recently,
evidence of high-energy neutrino emission from individ-
ual sources has been established (Aartsen et al. 2018,
2020a; Abbasi et al. 2022). The astrophysical origins of
the majority of detected neutrino events, however, are
still largely unknown.

The most commonly used neutrino source search
method involves computing the probability of each neu-
trino coming from each candidate in a catalog or each
pixel in a source template (Braun et al. 2008). This
method has successfully led to the detection of neutrinos
from NGC 1068 (Abbasi et al. 2022) and the Galactic
Plane (Abbasi et al. 2023). It has also been applied to
study the association of neutrinos with nearby galaxies
(Aartsen et al. 2020b). Another method is to search for
the cross-correlation between the spatial distributions
of neutrino and source samples (Fang et al. 2020; Urban
et al. 2021; Creque-Sarbinowski et al. 2022; Negro et al.
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2023; Guevel & Fang 2023; Ouellette & Holder 2024). As
the cross-correlation method only relies on the assump-
tion that the neutrino sources trace the same underlying
field as the chosen catalog, it has the advantage of not
requiring a perfect catalog that contains the actual neu-
trino sources.

So far the cross-correlation studies are based on the
two-point correlation function (2PCF). Such a correla-
tion analysis could be limiting since 2PCF cannot give a
comprehensive characterization of non-Gaussian spatial
clustering that is present in the distribution of matter
at low redshifts and on small spatial separation scales
(< 40h~'Mpc). One possible solution is to consider
higher N-point correlation functions. However, the as-
sociated computational cost will be much higher as the
computational complexity increases exponentially with
N, which makes it impractical to measure on large
datasets (Banerjee & Abel 2021a). Given the large at-
mospheric background in the full IceCube point source
data, a more sensitive measure of spatial clustering with
satisfying computational cost becomes necessary.

To this end, we adopt the k-Nearest Neighbor Cumu-
lative Distribution Functions (Banerjee & Abel 2021a),
ENN-CDFs, in our cross-correlation study. For a group
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of data points that fill a volume and a specific k, the
kENN-CDFs are simply defined as the empirical cumu-
lative distribution function of the associated k-nearest
neighbor distances, which can be estimated through in-
terpolation on the sorted kNN distances. In a three-
dimensional space with an Euclidean metric, the value
of the kNN-CDF's at a scale r can be interpreted as the
estimated probability of finding at least k data points
that are enclosed in a sphere with radius r. Based on
the kNN-CDF's, a measure of the similarities of spatial
clustering of two data samples called joint kNN-CDFs
and an associated kKNN-CDF's cross-correlation is avail-
able (Banerjee & Abel 2021b).

As mathematically shown in Banerjee & Abel (2021a),
the kNN-CDFs are related to the N-point correlation
functions measured on the same group of data points
but have a reduced computational burden through the
use of k-d trees that can be constructed with N log N
operations and a kNN searching in log N time for each
point. The ENN-CDFs have demonstrated more signif-
icant detection of spatial clustering in sparse datasets
such as the 1000 richest redMaPPer clusters in the SDSS
DRS8 redMaPPer clusters than the two-point correlation
function (Wang et al. 2022).

In this work, we adapted the kNN-CDF method to ac-
commodate the properties of IceCube point source data,
where only the equatorial coordinates are available for
each point source without the depth (redshift) informa-
tion. We developed the framework to compute the kKINN-
CDF's cross-correlations and a test of significance of such
correlation between IceCube 10-year point source data
(IceCube Collaboration et al. 2021; IceCube Collabora-~
tion 2021) and a galaxy catalog based on the Wide-Field
Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE; Wright et al. 2010)
and the 2-Micron All-Sky Survey (2MASS; Skrutskie
et al. 2006) infrared databases. By estimating the sensi-
tivity and discovery potential on the synthetic neutrino
datasets generated based on the public ten-year data,
we have shown that the methodology is capable of iden-
tifying a highly significant cross-correlation when the
neutrino events and the galaxy sample both trace the
same underlying large-scale density field.

The layout of the paper is as follows: we introduce the
backgrounds of kNN-CDF's and related summary statis-
tics in Section 2. The kENN-CDFs-related computations
are introduced in Section 3. In Section 4, we summa-
rize the data engineering for neutrino and galaxy sam-
ples that are used in the analysis. Then we present the
main findings based on synthetic samples and the Ice-
Cube public ten-year data in Section 5 and Section 6,
respectively. A discussion and concluding remarks are
provided in Section 7.

2. BACKGROUND

The goal of the kNN-CDFs is to offer a more sensi-
tive and comprehensive characterization of the density
field from which the data samples (discrete tracers) are
drawn. Thus, a preliminary assumption is that the ob-
served data points are indeed the discrete tracers of their
underlying density field, and the degrees of spatial clus-
tering of the data points directly reflect their underlying
density fluctuations.

2.1. kNN-CDFs

We start by defining the kK NN-CDF's and leave the de-
tailed computation in the methodology Section 3. As-
sume there is a group of data points distributed over a
three-dimensional volume V', for a specific k, the value
of kNN-CDF at distance r, denoted as CDFy(r), can
be defined as the probability of finding at least & data
points at a distance less than r for a random point in
the same volume. With the usual Euclidean metric, we
have the following definition:

CDFk(T) = P>k71|V‘V:%7rr37 (1)

which can be interpreted as the probability of finding
spheres of radius r that enclose at least k£ data points.
This gives the kNN-CDFs an intuitive interpretation as
measures of the degree of spatial clustering at different
scales with these “probing spheres” on the data sample.

Notice that kNN-CDFs can also be defined on two-
dimensional surfaces and other Riemannian manifolds
with a corresponding metric, such as the surface of a
unit sphere with a metric defined as the great circle dis-
tance. This is crucial for the application in the context
of IceCube point source data since only the equatorial
coordinates are available for each point source without
the depth information or redshift. Thus, a projection
onto a spherical surface is needed.

2.2. Joint kNN-CDFs

After defining the kNN-CDF's on a single data sample,
it can be extended to a joint function called the joint
kKNN-CDF's based on two data samples. Similar to the
definition of kNN-CDFs, for specific k (e.g., k1 = ko =
k), the value of the joint kNN-CDF at r, denoted as
CDFy, k,(r), can be defined as the probability of finding
a sphere with radius r that contain at least k data points
in both data samples:

CDFy, 1, (1) = P(> k1 = 1,> ke = 1|V).  (2)

As shown in Banerjee & Abel (2021b), there is a re-
lationship between the joint KNN-CDFs and the con-
nected N-point correlation functions such that the com-
bined joint kNN-CDFs contain the same information as
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the N-point correlation functions that can be measured
on the two density fields from which the two data sam-
ples are drawn. In other words, the joint KNN-CDF's
effectively measure the correlation of the two data sam-
ples in terms of spatial clustering.

Before discussing the kNN-CDF's cross-correlation, we
provide a visual demonstration in Figure 1 for a more
intuitive understanding of the computation of the KNN-
CDFs and the joint kNN-CDFs within a rectangular
region using the usual Euclidean metric (this can be
other surfaces or volumes with an appropriate met-
ric in practice). The black pluses are reference points
generated from a homogeneous spatial Poisson process.
The orange and blue points, respectively, represent the
source catalog (IceCube neutrinos in our case) and trac-
ers (such as the WISE-2MASS samples). In practice,
many more reference points (black pluses) are gener-
ated. We only consider two for illustration purposes.
The reference point at the bottom of Figure 1 illustrates
the 3NN-CDF computation. Its radius r3 represents one
3NN distance to the blue points. The 3NN-CDF of the
blue points are estimated with the empirical 3NN-CDF
based on many such r3 from different reference points.
The reference point at the center illustrates the compu-
tation of the joint 3NN-CDF. This reference point iden-
tifies two 3NN distances, r; and rs, to its nearby orange
and blue points, respectively. We adopt the larger of the
two, namely max(ry,r2) = r1, as the joint distance. We
apply such a procedure on all reference points and ob-
tain the empirical CDF from the joint distances as the
joint 3ANN-CDF between the blue and orange points.

2.3. ENN-CDFs Cross-correlation

To isolate the effect of the clustering from two indi-
vidual data samples (density fields), we can subtract the
product of the individual kNN-CDF's that are measured
from each dataset and obtain a measure of the kENN-
CDFs cross-correlation of the two data samples:

442 (r) = CDFy, 1, (r) = CDF}) (r) - CDF( (). (3)

Higher positive values of the cross-correlation defined
above imply a higher level of spatial correlation between
the two density fields, while negative values indicate
anti-correlations (Banerjee & Abel 2021D).

Note that while kNN-CDF's and the kNN-CDF's cross-
correlation can be applied on samples with different sam-
ple sizes by choosing k1 # ko in Equation (3). For
simplicity, in this paper, we restrict our scope to cases
when k1 = ky = k and require that the two data sam-
ples have roughly the same number of data points. To
reach this setting, the WISE-2MASS galaxy sample is
down-sampled to match the sample size of the neutrino
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Figure 1. [Illustration of the kNN-CDF's and joint ANN-
CDFs computations for & = 3 with the Euclidean metric.
The orange triangles and blue circles represent the source
catalog (IceCube neutrinos in our case) and tracers (such
as the WISE-2MASS samples), respectively. The two black
pluses are reference points to demonstrate the calculation of
3NN-CDFs and joint 3NN-CDF's, respectively.

catalog. A discussion of how to handle datasets with
very different sizes is presented in Section 7.

3. METHODOLOGY

In this section, we outline how to compute the kNN-
CDFs, joint KNN-CDFs, and the kNN-CDFs cross-
correlation we defined in Section 2 respectively, specifi-
cally on the IceCube point-source data with adaptations
of the original computations outlined in Banerjee & Abel
(2021a) and Banerjee & Abel (2021b).

3.1. Estimating kNN-CDF's

To estimate the kNN-CDF's, we first generate a group
of reference points from a homogeneous spatial Poisson
process that fills the volume (or surface) for both the
IceCube point-source data and the galaxy catalog. In
IceCube’s context, since all data points lack depth in-
formation, we can treat them as data points distributed
on the surface of a unit sphere with right ascensions
(RAs) and declinations (Decs) in radians. The homoge-
neous spatial Poisson process is generated on the same
unit sphere.

At a specific k, instead of performing kNN searching
within the data sample, we measure all the k-nearest
neighbor distances from the reference points to the Ice-
Cube point-source data or the selected tracers. To bet-
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ter characterize the two tails of the empirical CDF, we
use more reference points than the data points. We can
immediately estimate the kNN-CDFs by obtaining the
empirical cumulative distribution function by using a
1-D linear interpolation on the sorted kNN distances.
As noted by Banerjee & Abel (2021a), k-nearest neigh-
bor searching can be done with high computational ef-
ficiency by constructing a k-d tree (Bentley 1975) on a
total of N data points with NlogN complexity, and the
nearest neighbor searching can be completed in logIN
time for each reference point.

In our case, instead of using a k-d tree and the Eu-
clidean metric, the nearest neighbor searching is per-
formed using the great-circle distances by constructing
a ball-tree (Omohundro 1989) on the data points with
the Scikit-learn’s sklearn.neighbors.BallTree imple-
mentation (Pedregosa et al. 2011) using the haversine
distance metric (based on great-circle distances). For
the above implementation, the great-circle distance be-
tween two points x,y in the geographic coordinate sys-
tem is defined as:

A AN
d(x,y) = 2r arcsin \/sinz(;b) + cos ¢ cos Py sin2(7),

where r is the radius of the sphere (r = 1 in our case)
and A¢ = ¢, — ¢y and AX = Az — Ay. The ¢ and A
are the latitude and longitude (both in radians), respec-
tively, of the two data points. We replace the latitudes
and longitudes with an equatorial coordinate system us-
ing RA and Dec (J2000) to match the format of the
IceCube public point-source data. The choice of a ball-
tree is due to the fact that while the k-d tree partitions
the entire space along the axis (z, y, and z axis in three-
dimensional Cartesian spaces), the ball-tree only parti-
tions the manifolds on which the data points are located,
and is more suitable when sources are all projected on
a spherical surface.

3.2. Estimating Joint kNN-CDFs and
Cross-correlation

When considering two data samples at a specific k,
each reference point is separately associated with two
kNN distances, each from one of the datasets. To mea-
sure the joint term CDFy, x,(r), for a reference point
at a specific k = k1 = ko, the associated kNN distances
used to obtain the estimated CDF is the maximum of the
distances measured from the two data samples. Similar
to the interpretation of kNN-CDFs on a single dataset,
such a joint term can be interpreted as the probabil-
ity of finding spheres of radius r that enclose at least k
data points from both datasets (Banerjee & Abel 2021a).
This effectively serves as a measure of the similarities in
terms of spatial clustering of the two data samples.

For both the ENN-CDFs and joint kKNN-CDFs,
the k corresponding empirical CDFs are esti-
mated with linear interpolation wusing Python’s
scipy.interpolate.interpld (Virtanen et al. 2020)
on the middle 90% (between the 5th and 95th quantiles)
of the sorted kNN distances to avoid over-extrapolating
into both tails where there may be only a few data
points. Then we generate 50 linearly separated bins (in
radians) on the same distance range for all chosen k.
Each ENN-CDF and joint kNN-CDF are represented
by length-50 vectors, where each entry represents the
value of the interpolating function at the corresponding
radius. The final KNN-CDF's cross-correlations are cal-
culated directly by plugging in the obtained quantities
in Equation (3). We provide sample code to demon-
strate our kNN-CDF and joint kKNN-CDF calculations
in the Software section at the end of Section 7.4.

4. DATA SAMPLES AND ANALYSIS SETUP

For a demonstration of our method, we perform a
kNN-CDFs cross-correlation analysis using a neutrino
sample and a galaxy catalog. In this section, we describe
the neutrino and galaxy samples used in the study and
the procedures for synthetic events generation.

4.1. Galazy and IceCube Neutrino Sample

We use the public all-sky point-source IceCube data
from years 2008-2018 (IceCube Collaboration et al.
2021). To avoid the large atmospheric muon back-
ground, we select neutrino events from the northern sky
with Dec § > —5°. We mask the Galactic Plane between
Galactic latitudes |b| < 10°.

The WISE-2MASS galaxy catalog is constructed by
combining the photometric data from the WISE (Wright
et al. 2010) and the 2MASS (Skrutskie et al. 2006) in-
frared databases following Kovacs & Szapudi (2015) as
in Fang et al. (2020). As explained in Section 2.3, we
down-sample the galaxy catalog by randomly selecting
n = 451,953 (about 17% of the original data) galaxies
to match the sample size of the neutrino data after the
masking.

4.2. Synthetic Neutrino Samples

Synthetic neutrino samples are used to conduct sta-
tistical power analyses. Atmospheric events are gen-
erated by randomizing the RAs of the original data.
To generate astrophysical neutrinos, we first randomly
sample a fixed number of sources from the galaxy
catalog.  The sources are assumed to be equally
bright and each follows a power-law energy spectrum
dN/dEdAdt = Ao (E/103GeV)~2 between Eyin =
100 GeV and Fra = 10° GeV. Then for each selected
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source, we generate events based on the effective ar-
eas and angular resolutions of the public point-source
data. The number of events emitted by a source is a
Poisson random number with the mean being the as-
sumed source flux integrated over the detector effective
area for a given source direction. Finally, we combine
background-only events and astrophysical events from
the selected galaxies to obtain a synthetic sample that
contains a total of N, events and fasro fraction of as-
trophysical events.

The flux normalization is fixed to A9 = 5 X
1071 GeV—recm 25! in our default cases, which cor-
responds to a median of 5 events per source. The source
number is determined by the total number of astrophys-
ical events, Ney fastro, divided by the event per source.
For example, with fastro = 3.74% and the default Ag, the
number of sources selected to inject neutrinos is 3500.
Our synthetic event generation code is provided in the
Software section at the end of Section 7.4.

5. LIKELIHOOD AND SENSITIVITY

Below we define the likelihood function and an as-
sociated likelihood ratio test for the computed ANN-
CDFs cross-correlation (referred to simply as “cross-
correlation” in what follows). We verify the properties of
the likelihood and estimate the sensitivity and discovery
potential of the search.

5.1. Likelihood Function and Likelihood Ratio Test

Since the astrophysical and atmospheric neutrino
come from unrelated sources with different density
fields, there should not be a contribution to the corre-
lation with the WISE-2MASS samples. Then the cross-
correlation approximately satisfies:

P (1) = Fastro B o (1) + (1= fastro) LN (1), (4)

where ng“v) (r) denotes the cross-correlation with k =
k1 = ko between a neutrino sample of mixed astrophysi-
cal and atmospheric signals with a specific proportion of
astrophysical signals, fastro, and the galaxy sample. The
'¢g astro( ) denotes the cross-correlation between a neu-
trino sample with only astrophysical (fastro = 1) events
and the galaxy catalog, and wgz)tm(r) denotes the cross-
correlation between a neutrino sample with only atmo-
spheric (fastro = 0) events and the galaxy catalog. No-
tice that there should not be a spatial correlation be-
tween the galaxy sample and the atmospheric-only neu-
trinos. Hence, ’l,[Jg wm likely captures a measurement
noise due to the spatial distribution of the atmospheric
neutrinos and the declination dependence of the detec-
tor effective area, which can be considered as the bench-
mark against the detection of astrophysical neutrinos.

The relationship in Equation (4) is verified with syn-
thetic samples in Section 5.2.

As specified in Section 3.2, the cross-correlation is dis-
cretized as a vector with 50 linearly-separated radius
bins (in radian). Under the assumption that the cross-
correlation at each radius bin follows a univariate Gaus-
sian distribution and measurements from different bins
are dependent as they are monotone increasing func-
tions, which makes the cross-correlation function mul-
tivariate Gaussian (verified in Section 5.2). The (log)
likelihood function can be defined as:

SO - = () -

', (5)
where p is the expected mean of the cross-correlation
of a sample of combined astrophysical and atmospheric
events with f.stro and X is the associated covariance
matrix of the cross-correlation functions. Since we only
observed a single collection of neutrino events, lacking
a clear analytical expression, we need to estimate the
covariance matrix with Monte Carlo synthetic samples,
which can be practically difficult as we are working with
a high volume of data and a continuous parameter space.
To this end, the expected mean is estimated with Equa-
tion (4), and the covariance matrix is estimated with
the covariance matrix of the cross-correlation between a
set of 1000 Monte Carlo simulations of atmospheric-only
events and the galaxy catalog, which only needs to be
computed once.

Suppose we generate n Monte Carlo simulations of
atmospheric-only events in total, we denote the cross-
correlation at k between the ith simulated atmospheric—
only events and the galaxy catalog as wg atm,i Lhen
an unbiased estimate of the covariance matrix in Equa-
tion (5) is given as:

log‘c(fastro |¢g€\2 ) =

- 1 _ _
S Z(wg’?tm,i ) -9, (6)

n—1:4
1=1

where 1 is the sample mean of the n computed cross-
correlations. The inverse is directly taken on the un-
biased estimation of the covariance matrix above. For
a specific fastro and k, to estimate the mean defined
with Equation (4), we first generate n atmospheric-only
(fastro = 0) and astrophysical—only events (fastro = 1).
The ’(/)g astro and 1/)g astro are estimated with the sample
mean of n cross-correlations between the two groups of
simulations with the galaxy catalog, respectively. Then
the estimate for ¢g v ( ) is obtained by directly plugging
in fastro and the two sample means in Equation (4).
The statistical significance of the measured cross-
correlation against the null hypothesis, which is defined
as the cross-correlation between the atmospheric-only
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events and the source catalog, can be quantified with a
likelihood ratio test with test statistics defined as:

TS = 2[logﬁ(fastr0) - logﬁ(fastro = 0)]7 (7)

where fastm is the maximum likelihood estimation for
fastro- By Wilk Theorem (Wilks 1938), the above test
statistic asymptotically follows a x? distribution with a
degree of freedom (df) equals the number of free param-
eters in the likelihood function, which is the fs¢ro in our
case (df=1).

5.2. Verification of Key Assumptions

Here we verify the key assumptions stated in Section
5.1 with k = 8 at a few selected fastro values. We choose
k = 8 as it optimizes the statistical power of the like-
lihood ratio test and is computationally efficient. More
discussion regarding how to choose k for an analysis is
presented in Section 7.1.

Since we assume a multivariate Gaussian distribu-
tion of the estimated cross-correlation, we test the
normality of the cross-correlations measured between
the galaxy sample and 1000 synthetic background-only
events (fastro = 0) with a Henze-Zirkler multivariate
normality test (Henze & Zirkler 1990). Note that such
tests can be performed using synthetic samples with dif-
ferent fastro- The resulting p-value is 0.516, so we do
not reject the null hypothesis that the background-only
cross-correlations follow a multivariate normal distribu-
tion. If the cross-correlations follow a multivariate nor-
mal distribution with mean pu and covariance matrix 3,
wg‘i} ~ Np(p, %) and the covariance matrix X) is posi-
tive definite, then we have:

(&) — ) TS () — ) ~ X2, (8)

where p is the number of radius bins we selected when
estimating the cross-correlations. In our case, we choose
p = 50. We can visually examine the conclusion of Equa-
tion (8) by plotting the empirical cumulative probabili-
ties of the calculated chi-squared values against that of
a x? distribution with p = 50 degrees of freedom. We
give the visual examination for £ = 8 and fastr0 = 0 in
Figure 2, which shows a close fit of the empirical CDF
with the expected one.

Then we verify the approximation of Equation (4)
with 1000 synthetic neutrino samples and background-
only samples with fistro = 0.0534 and fastro = 0.107
for £ = 8 in Figure 3. Notice that the approximations
are fairly good with slight right shifts, which may be in-
troduced by the uncertainty when estimating ) (r)

g,astro
and ) (r).

g,atm
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Figure 2. The cumulative probabilities of the calculations
from Equation (8) with fastro = 0 at k = 8 (the black dashed
curve) compared with that of the x? distribution with 50
degrees of freedom (orange solid curve).
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Figure 3. Mean cross-correlations between 1000 synthetic
neutrino samples with fastro = 0.0534 (blue lines) and 0.107
(orange lines) and WISE-2MASS galaxy sample for k = 8
together with the mean cross-correlations obtained from the
background-only samples (the gray line). The approxima-
tions based on Equation (4) are shown as dashed curves.

5.3. Mazimum Likelihood Estimation of fastro

To evaluate the performance of the likelihood function
from Equation (5), we compute the bias of fastro, defined
as the differences in its best-fit and true values, and show
the results in Figure 4. The top panel indicates a like-
lihood using an approximate covariance matrix based
on 1000 Monte Carlo simulations of atmospheric-only
events. The bottom panel indicates a likelihood with
an accurate covariance matrix computed using the true
fastro- When using an accurate covariance matrix, we
find no systematic bias for the estimation across a large
range of fasiro values. When using the approximate co-
variance matrix, we observe a systematic underestima-
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Figure 4. Differences between the mean of the maximum
likelihood estimations of the fastro of 1000 synthetics neu-
trino samples and the true fastro. The chosen fastro are, from
left to right, 0, 0.0186, 0.0534, 0.107, 0.213, 0.320, 0.532. The
error bars are based on the 20 of the distributions of the 1000
estimations. The top panel shows the estimations where the
covariance matrices are estimated with the background-only
events. The bottom panel uses a likelihood with covariance
matrices estimated using the true fastro.

tion of fastro- The differences between the estimations
and true values are up to the 10% level. Given the rel-
atively small bias and the unknown f,s0, we adopt the
likelihood with the approximate covariance matrix. In
practice, this could be improved by maximizing the like-
lihood using tabulated covariance matrices for various
fastro values and interpolating the tables during the esti-
mation, rather than assuming a fixed covariance matrix
with fastro =0.

5.4. Constraints on Sensitivity and Discovery Potential

Sensitivity and discovery potential are two crucial
quantities used to evaluate the performance of the
method. An ideal method should identify statistically
significant cross-correlation signals with a relatively low
fastro- Following the IceCube convention (e.g., Aartsen
et al. 2020a), we define the sensitivity as the astrophys-
ical neutrino flux, measured as fastro in a data sample,
that yields a statistical power of 0.9 at a statistical sig-
nificance level of a = 0.5 (0.5 false-positive probability).
The discovery potential is defined as the astrophysical
flux that results in a statistical power of 0.5 at a 5o
significance level (v = 2.85 x 1077). To evaluate the
performance of our framework, we compute the statisti-
cal power of the test at chosen fastro values with the test

0
10 —

rejection threshold (26.349

T

Atm. Only

Atm. + Astro. (futro = 0.0186, Ag =5-1071%)
— Atm. + Astr0. (fastro = 0.0374, Ag =5-1071%)
— Atm. + Astro. (fastro = 0.0374, Ag = 1-10719)
- (df=1)

102 ’ T ; A
0 20 40 60 80 100
Test Statistic

30 rejection threshold (8.99994

1 - Cumulative Probability
i

Figure 5. Cumulative probabilities of test statistics
of the cross-correlation between neutrino and galaxy sam-
ples via the KNN-CDF method. The black curve indi-
cates the null hypothesis with fastro = 0, which is con-
sistent with a x? distribution with 1 degree of freedom as
indicated by the grey dashed curve. The orange curve in-
dicates neutrino samples with fastro = 1.86% and Ay =
5 x 107 GeV~tem™2s™! (about 5 neutrinos per source).
The blue curves are computed using neutrino samples with
Sastro = 3.74%, with dark and light colors indicating Ap = 5
and 1 x 107 GeV~'em 2571, respectively. The red dashed
line indicates the 50% cumulative probability.

statistics defined in Equation (7) under the hypothesis:
Ho : fastro =0, Hi: fastro > 0, (9)

where we choose k = 8 for this calculation. The choice
of k depends on various factors, such as the data sam-
ples’ densities and the events’ angular uncertainties. We
will discuss how to choose k and its impact on the sta-
tistical power in Section 7. The f,stro values are chosen
by varying the number of galaxies selected to inject syn-
thetic neutrino events. The numbers we selected are
1500, 1750, 2000, 3500, 4000, 4250, 4500, 4750, and
5000, which covers the fasiro from 1.86% to 5.34%.
Figure 5 presents the cumulative probabilities of the
test statistics obtained by cross-correlating the galaxy
sample and synthetic neutrino events. We verify that
the test statistic under the null hypothesis follows the x?
distribution with 1 degree of freedom. Among the fastro
values we tested, the case with faistr0 = 1.86% (corre-
sponding to a total of 1750 galaxies selected to inject
synthetic neutrino events) and fis0 = 3.74% (corre-
sponding to 3500 galaxies selected) already respectively
reached the 30 and 50 significance levels with > 0.5
statistical powers. We further tested another case with
fastro = 2.13% (corresponding to a total of 2000 galaxies
selected to inject synthetic neutrino events) and found
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that this failed to reach the 50 significance levels with
> 0.5 statistical powers. As we evaluated the statistical
power on a grid of fastro, the true discovery potential
should be [2.13%, 3.74%]. A more accurate estimation
can be obtained with a binary search on a more refined
grid. We find empirically that the statistical power of
the test depends on the assumed source brightness. Un-
der the same f.sir0, the statistical power is higher with a
lower Ag, which corresponds to a scenario with a larger
population of dimmer individual sources (see Section 7.1
for more discussion regarding Ay).

6. RESULTS

Figure 6 presents the result obtained by applying our
framework to the public IceCube ten-year point-source
data (IceCube Collaboration et al. 2021; IceCube Col-
laboration 2021) and the down-sampled WISE-2MASS
galaxy catalog. The dashed curve shows the ENN-
CDFs cross-correlation across various angular sizes for
k = 8. It does not exhibit significant deviation from
a cross-correlation using the background-only events.
With the log-likelihood defined in Equation (5), we ob-
tain a best-fit fastro = —0.00128 with a likelihood ra-
tio test statistic TS = 0.0589 (corresponding to a p-
value 0.808). The negative estimation here is due to
our choice of the uniform prior fastro € [—1,1]. We
also take a Bayesian approach and sample the param-
eter space of fastro using Markov Chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) with the uniform prior. With 500 walkers and
2000 steps, the 95% Bayesian credible interval based
on the 5th and 95th quantiles region of the poste-
rior is (—0.0115,0.009). The results suggest that we
find no statistically significant evidence of astrophysi-
cal neutrinos in the IceCube ten-year point-source data
that have spatial cross-correlations with the selected
WISE-2MASS galaxy sample.

7. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this section, we discuss possible extensions and im-
provements of our methods as well as limitations.

7.1. The Choice of k

The KNN-CDFs are ways to measure the degree of spa-
tial clustering at different scales, which are controlled by
the choice of k. When computing the cross-correlations
of two data samples, spatial similarities can occur at
some specific scales. This indicates that we can expect
to achieve the most significant cross-correlation signal
(with higher power) at some specific k. To demonstrate
such a proposition, we compute the statistical power
of the likelihood ratio test formulated in Equation (7)
of the cross-correlation between 1000 synthetic neutrino

0.010
----- IceCube 10yr: 2008-2018
s Atm. Only

0.008+ fastro = 0.0186

0.0064

0.004 4

Cross-Correlations

0.0024

0.000 - — — — .
5% 1073 6 x 1073 7x107% 8x107% 9x 1073

r (radian)

Figure 6. The cross-correlation between the IceCube ten-
year point-source data and our down-sized WISE-2MASS
galaxy sample across the scales of interest at k = 8 (black
dashed line). For comparison, we show the average cross-
correlations from synthetic samples with fastro = 0.0186
(solid orange curve) and background-only events (solid gray
curve).

—_
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[ — |4
0.0 Jastro = 0.0453
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k
Figure 7. Statistical power (1 - Type II error) of the

proposed likelihood-ratio tests, Equation (7), on synthetic
neutrino samples with fastro = 0.0374 (blue) and 0.0453 (or-
ange) across different k. The rejection threshold is set to be
26.349, which corresponds to a 50 rejection threshold with a
significance level of o = 2.85 x 10~7 when the null distribu-
tion is a x? distribution with 1 degree of freedom. A good
choice of k is the smallest one that maximizes the statistical
power and (ideally) exceeds the 0.5 power threshold.

samples with fastro = 0.0374 and 0.0453 and the WISE-
2MASS galaxy sample under the 50 rejection threshold.
We plot the statistical power of the test with k ranging
from 1 to 30 in Figure 7.

At low k values, the statistical power is low and
reaches a plateau around k£ = 8, and then becomes fairly
stable. Lower k corresponds to the angular uncertainty
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Figure 8. Statistical powers (1 - Type II error) of the pro-
posed likelihood-ratio tests, Equation (7), on synthetic neu-
trino samples with fastro = 0.0374 at three different bright-
ness of the sources. The lines with orange circles, blue dia-
monds, and green squares correspond to a median of 1 event,
5 events, and 10 events per source, respectively.

ranges of the synthetic neutrino data which may lead to
reduced statistical power, or there may simply not be
significant correlated spatial clustering between the two
samples at the lower scales. Such structures are success-
fully extracted by increasing the scale we are examining
by increasing the k. While it is possible to compute
at a higher k, it suffices to choose a lower k£ that gives
sufficiently high power to lower the computational cost.
In practice, a reasonable approach for carrying out the
analysis is to consider conducting similar experiments
to select the k by examining the relationship between
the statistical power and k. An ideal choice of k will be
the smallest one that leads to a cross-correlation with
r that exceeds the angular uncertainties of the neutrino
catalog and maximizes the statistical power and ideally
exceeds the 0.5 power threshold.

As noted in Section 5.4, at the same fogtr0, the statis-
tical power of the test depends on the source brightness
(number of events per galaxy). Figure 8 compares the
power of the test at fasiro = 0.0374 under three source
brightness assumptions: Ag = 1x 10716, 5x 1071¢, and
1 x 10715 GeV~lem~2s7!, which correspond to a me-
dian of 1, 5, and 10 events per source. The three cases
present similar performances as a function of k, though
a higher power is obtained for a lower Ay. This could be
because the sources in the 1 event per source case better
match the galaxy catalog.

7.2. Datasets with Different Sample Sizes

In this paper, we have simplified the analysis by down-
sampling the dataset with a larger sample size, the
WISE-2MASS catalog, to match the sparser IceCube

point-source data. Below we discuss how to implement
an analysis with k1 # ks.

One way to handle such a scenario is to adjust k; and
ko based on the ratio of the sample sizes (average den-
sities). This can put the two samples on equal footing
when measuring their spatial similarities via the joint
kKNN-CDFs. Consider two homogeneous spatial Poisson
processes D1 and D, with sample sizes 2n and n, re-
spectively, in the same sample volume V. We expect
the average 2NN distances of the denser sample D; to
be roughly equal to the average 1NN distances of the
sparser sample Ds. Indeed, in a two-dimensional Eu-
clidean space, the actual ratio of average 2NN distance
to INN distances is 2v/2 ~ 1.0606 (see Appendix A).
Thus an intuitive solution would be choosing k; = 2 for
D1 and kQ =1 for Dg.

However, such a clear relationship may not exist for
all ks. For example, the relationship discussed above
for two homogeneous spatial Poisson processes does not
exist for odd values of k1. Also, if the sample sizes have
a highly significant difference, it will be unrealistic to
adjust the choices of k simply based on the ratio of the
sample sizes (average densities). Therefore, we propose
a more efficient way for framing such problems by op-
timizing the areas between ¢(k1’k2)(r) (the signal) and

g,astro
z/Jgkalt’rljf (negative control) as defined in Section 5.1:

(ks k2) = g max / P () — ()
(k1,k2)

(10)
We suggest choosing 7’ to be slightly larger than the
largest kNN distances measured across all selected & for
all data samples, which we adopted in this paper. An-
other approach can be selecting the range for integration
based on the 5th and 95th quantiles of the measured
kNN distances similar to what is outlined in Section 3.2.
In practice, this can be optimized over experimental or

synthetic data or with a train-test split on real data.
We illustrate such an idea with a synthetic neutrino
sample with faistro = 0.0186 and an atmospheric-only
sample with fastro = 0, both with a sample size of
n = 451,953, in Figure 9. We first match the sample size
of the WISE galaxy sample to both the synthetic neu-
trino sample and the atmospheric-only sample. Then we
compute the integral defined in Equation (10) across all
combinations of k; and ko up to k1 = ko = 30. The in-
tegral results (area between the two cross-correlations)
are displayed on the left panel of Figure 9. Notice that
for a fixed ki, the optimal choice of ko that gives the
largest integrals (indicated by the orange stars) consis-
tently occurs around the diagonal (indicated by the red
pluses for even k1). This matches our expectation and
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Figure 9. Areas between the two cross-correlations calculated from the integral defined in Equation (10) across all combinations
of k1 and k2 up to k1 = k2 = 30. k1 (x-axis) corresponds to the neutrino sample and k2 (y-axis) corresponds to the galaxy
sample. The left panel demonstrates a case where the sample size of the galaxy sample matches the sample size of the neutrino
sample, while the right panel illustrates a case where the sample size of the galaxy sample is roughly half of that of the neutrino
sample. Orange stars stand for the (k1, k2) pairs that maximize the integrals for a fixed k1. The red pluses indicate the diagonal

(k1 = ke; left) and cells with ko = ki1/2 for all even values of k.

intuition that if the two samples have comparable or
the same sample sizes, the maximum cross-correlation
should occur (if there is such a correlation) when k; is
roughly equal to ks.

Then, we down-sampled the WISE-2MASS galaxy
sample so that its sample size is roughly half of the
synthetic neutrino sample and atmospheric-only sample.
We compute the same integral defined in Equation (10)
across all combinations of k1 and ko up to k1 = ko = 30,
and the results are displayed at the right panel of Figure
9. Notice that for a fixed k1, the optimal choice of ko
that gives the largest integrals (indicated by the orange
stars) consistently occurs around 3k (denoted with the
red pluses at entries with (%kl, ko) for even k). This
matches our discussions for the two homogeneous spatial
Poisson processes with sample sizes 2n and n.

On the other hand, if there is a significant correlation
between the two samples, we expect to observe higher
correlation values at certain scales rather than uniformly
across all scales considered. Recall that KNN-CDFs can
be understood as a measure of the degree of spatial clus-
tering at different scales with “probing spheres” on the
data sample. For both very small scale (smaller than the
angular uncertainty of the observatory) and sufficiently
large scale, the clustering of the data sample behaves
more like background noise. For the equal-sample-size
case, we do expect that the integral will increase to a
maximum value and then start decreasing as (ki, k)

2 0.0005
190
180
170 0.0004
160
150
140 0.0003
130
120 0.0002
110
S0 /
90 - 0.0001
80
70
60 ~ 0.0000
50
4 = —0.0001
30
20
10 - —0.0002

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200

ky

Figure 10. Same as Figure 9 but with down-sampled
neutrino data and a larger k£ range. The orange star with
(K1, k2) = (180, 170) denotes the entry with maximum area
across all combinations of k1 and ka.

increases. The shape of the distribution of the inte-
gral defined in Equation (10) is concave downward for
both cases. We illustrate this observation in Figure 10,
where we compute the same areas in the left panel of
Figure 9 but with neutrino data with a sample size of
n = 10000 and faisiro = 0.0186. The decreased sam-
ple size enables us to observe the concave shape at a
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Figure 11. Same as Figure 5 but the related mea-
surements are computed with neutrino events with energy
> 10* GeV. The green curve indicates neutrino samples with
Sastro = 10.86% and Ag = 5.8 x 1079 GeV'em 257! (about
1 neutrino per source under the above energy setting).

smaller k with less computation time. Notice that the
area peaks around the orange star (denoting the maxi-
mum area) with a concave downward shape. Especially
for very small (kq,ks), the areas become smaller and
closer to zero. We also expect a decreasing trend of ar-
eas for (k1, ko) that are larger than the orange star. In
practice, we suggest considering both the optimization
results and the power-k curves as in Figure 5 when se-
lecting the optimal k; and ko.

7.3. Measurement with Higher-energy Fvents

We also tested our method’s performance on neutrino
samples with smaller sizes and higher purity of astro-
physical events. This can be achieved by using neu-
trino events with higher energies. As a demonstration,
we compute the KNN-CDFs cross-correlations using a
neutrino sample selected from the public ten-year point
source data with energy higher than 10* GeV. The sam-
ple size is reduced to n = 1539 and we adopt a smaller
k for the analysis, k = 2. Figure 11 presents the sensi-
tivity of such an analysis. Similar to the procedures as
described in Section 5.4, we tested several f,siro values
and found that fus0 = 10.68% is needed to reach the
30 significance level with > 0.5 statistical power.

7.4. Conclusion and Future Work

Compared with previous cross-correlation studies, our
framework can better handle the non-Gaussian features
in the dataset with improved computational efficiency
and sensitivity. The ANN-CDFs and the associated
cross-correlations also provide an interpretable charac-

terization of the spatial clustering and spatial similari-
ties between data samples. Such methodologies can lead
to a better understanding of the spatial structure of the
detected neutrinos across different scales.

We find no significant cross-correlation between the
IceCube public ten-year point-source data and the se-
lected WISE-2MASS galaxy sample. This is not sur-
prising as our analysis does not account for the en-
ergy information of the neutrinos. With the major-
ity of the neutrino events being atmospheric, the faistro
of the sample is well below the percent-level, which is
needed to achieve a detection as shown in Figure 5.
An improvement to our study would be to invoke an
energy-dependent analysis, for example by performing
the cross-correlation study in different neutrino energy
bins (Guevel & Fang 2023) or using neutrino samples
with higher purity (Abbasi et al. 2021, 2024). The study
may be extended by using cosmological survey prod-
ucts with higher densities, different redshift ranges, and
larger sky coverage (Fang et al. 2020). Different tracers
other than galaxies can be analyzed as well.

Our method currently works under the assumption
that the neutrino and galaxy catalogs have roughly the
same sample sizes on the spherical surface. As discussed
in section 7.2, an important future direction is to gen-
eralize the framework to catalogs with significantly dif-
ferent sample sizes. An alternative way to solve such
problems can be approximating the denser galaxy cata-
log as a continuous field on some HEALPix pixelation,
and then apply the kNN version of the cross-correlation
between discrete tracers and continuous fields as for-
mulated in Banerjee & Abel (2023). This potentially
retains the small-scale information in the galaxies while
avoiding down-sampling the catalog. Such a formalism
has been applied to study gravitational wave (GW) tran-
sient sources and galaxy samples (Gupta & Banerjee
2024). Also, we only select a specific k for the statisti-
cal testing and estimation. It is possible to extend the
framework by incorporating multiple kNN-CDFs in a
single analysis during the statistical inference.

Software:  The code for the ANN-CDFs, joint
kENN-CDFs, and kNN-CDFs Cross-correlation compu-
tation and synthetic event generation is publicly avail-
able at https://github.com/Zhuoyang666/IceCubekNN.
Jupyter Notebook files and code for reproducing some of
the key figures are in the paper also provided. All code
is written in Python.


https://github.com/Zhuoyang666/IceCubekNN

12 Zuou, CiSEwSKI-KEHE, FANG, &BANERJEE

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Michael Larson for his help with using the
IceCube public ten-year point-source data. This re-
search was performed using the computing resources
and assistance of the University of Wisconsin-Madison
Center For High Throughput Computing (CHTC) in
the Department of Computer Sciences (Center for High
Throughput Computing 2006). The CHTC is supported
by the University of Wisconsin-Madison, the Advanced
Computing Initiative, the Wisconsin Alumni Research
Foundation, the Wisconsin Institutes for Discovery, and
the National Science Foundation, and is an active mem-
ber of the Open Science Grid, which is supported by the
National Science Foundation and the U.S. Department
of Energy’s Office of Science. ZZ and JCK acknowledge
support from NSF under Grant Number DMS 2038556.
77 acknowledges support from the Hilldale Undergrad-
uate/Faculty Research Fellowship awarded by the Uni-
versity of Wisconsin-Madison. The work of KF is sup-
ported by the Office of the Vice Chancellor for Research
and Graduate Education at the University of Wisconsin-
Madison with funding from the Wisconsin Alumni Re-
search Foundation. KF acknowledges support from
the National Science Foundation (PHY-2110821, PHY-
2238916) and NASA (NMH211ZDAOO1IN-Fermsi). This
work was supported by a grant from the Simons Foun-
dation (00001470, KF). KF acknowledges the support of
the Sloan Research Fellowship.

REFERENCES

Aartsen, M. G., Abbasi, R., Abdou, Y., et al. 2013, Science,
342, doi:10.1126/science.1242856

Aartsen, M. G., et al. 2018, Science, 361, 147

—. 2020a, Phys. Rev. Lett., 124, 051103

—. 2020b, JCAP, 07, 042

Abbasi, R., et al. 2021, Phys. Rev. D, 104, 022002

Abbasi, R., Ackermann, M., Adams, J., et al. 2022, Science,
378, 538. https:
//www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126 /science.abg3395

Abbasi, R., et al. 2023, Science, 380, adc9818

—. 2024, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2402.18026

Banerjee, A., & Abel, T. 2021a, Monthly Notices of the
Royal Astronomical Society, 500, 5479

—. 2021b, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical
Society, 504, 2911

—. 2023, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical
Society, 519, 4856

Bentley, J. L. 1975, Communications of the ACM, 18, 509

Braun, J., Dumm, J., De Palma, F., et al. 2008, Astropart.
Phys., 29, 299

Center for High Throughput Computing. 2006, Center for
High Throughput Computing, Center for High
Throughput Computing, doi:10.21231/GNT1-HW21.
https://chtc.cs.wisc.edu/

Creque-Sarbinowski, C., Kamionkowski, M., & Zhou, B.
2022, Phys. Rev. D, 105, 123035

Fang, K., Banerjee, A., Charles, E., & Omori, Y. 2020, The
Astrophysical Journal, 894, 112

Guevel, D.; & Fang, K. 2023, arXiv e-prints,
arXiv:2308.03978

Gupta, K. R., & Banerjee, A. 2024, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2404.01428

Henze, N., & Zirkler, B. 1990, Communications in
statistics-Theory and Methods, 19, 3595

IceCube Collaboration. 2021, arXiv e-prints,
doi:10.21234 /sxvs-mt83


https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.abg3395
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.abg3395
https://chtc.cs.wisc.edu/

HIGH-ENERGY NEUTRINO SOURCE CROSS-CORRELATIONS WITH NEAREST NEIGHBOR DISTRIBUTIONS 13

IceCube Collaboration, Abbasi, R., Ackermann, M., et al.

2021, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2101.09836

Kovécs, A., & Szapudi, I. 2015, Monthly Notices of the
Royal Astronomical Society, 448, 1305

Negro, M., Crnogorcevié, M., Burns, E., et al. 2023, ApJ,
951, 83

Omohundro, S. M. 1989, Five balltree construction

algorithms (International Computer Science Institute

Berkeley)

Ouellette, A., & Holder, G. 2024, arXiv e-prints,
arXiv:2405.09633

Pedregosa, F., Varoquaux, G., Gramfort, A., et al. 2011,
Journal of Machine Learning Research, 12, 2825.
http://jmlr.org/papers/v12/pedregosalla.html

Skrutskie, M. F., Cutri, R. M., Stiening, R., et al. 2006, AJ,
131, 1163

Urban, F. R., Camera, S., & Alonso, D. 2021, A&A, 652,
A41

Virtanen, P., Gommers, R., Oliphant, T. E., et al. 2020,
Nature Methods, 17, 261

Wang, Y., Banerjee, A., & Abel, T. 2022, Monthly Notices
of the Royal Astronomical Society, 514, 3828

Wilks, S. S. 1938, The Annals of Mathematical Statistics,
9, 60. http://www.jstor.org/stable/2957648

Wright, E. L., Eisenhardt, P. R., Mainzer, A. K., et al.
2010, Astronomical Journal, 140, 1868


http://jmlr.org/papers/v12/pedregosa11a.html
http://www.jstor.org/stable/2957648

14 Zuou, CiSEwSKI-KEHE, FANG, &BANERJEE

APPENDIX

A. AVERAGE INN AND 2NN DISTANCES FOR HOMOGENEOUS SPATIAL POISSON PROCESSES

The cumulative density function of the nearest neighbor (1NN) distance for homogeneous spatial Poisson processes
is written as Banerjee & Abel (2021a):
CDFinn(V) =1 - (A1)

where V = 772 and X is the intensity of the homogeneous spatial Poisson process. Thus, we have:
FR("")INN = P(R < 7") =1- 6_/\m"2 (A2>

The probability mass function can be obtained by differentiating the cumulative density function above:

d 2
f(T)lNN = %FR(T)lNN = 2)\71'7‘ . 6_)\7‘—T (A3>

Then the expected 1NN distance can be obtained by integrating the above mass function on the real line as:
1
2vV/A

Similarly, with V' = 7r? and intensity as A, the cumulative distribution function of the 2NN distances for homoge-
neous spatial Poisson processes can be written as Banerjee & Abel (2021a):

E[R]inN = / re2Xmr e M dr = (A4)

Fr(r)any = P(R<7) =1— ™" — (\mr2)e " (A5)
The probability mass function can be obtained by differentiating the cumulative density function above:

d 2
f(T)QNN = %FR(T)QNN = 2)\27727-3 . e*/\ﬂ"r (AG)

Then the expected 2NN distance can be obtained by integrating the above mass function:

E[R]onn = /7‘ SN2 L A g = (A7)

3
4v/X

Consider two homogeneous spatial Poisson processes, X; and Xs, with sample sizes n and 2n, respectively, on a
two-dimensional surface. Then we have intensities Ax, = %)\ X,, and the average 1NN distance of X; and average 2NN
distance of X5 can be written as:

ElRx, o = — (A8)

VAx,

3

E[R .
[ X2]2NN 4\/%

The ratio of the 2NN distance of X5 to the average 1NN distance of X is then

(A9)

E[Rx,|onN

et A - N D )
ElRx Iix 3V2 0606
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