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Abstract
Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) are prime candidate sources of the high-energy, astrophysical neutrinos

detected by IceCube. This is demonstrated by the real-time multi-messenger detection of the blazar
TXS 0506+056 and the recent evidence of neutrino emission from NGC 1068 from a separate time-
averaged study. However, the production mechanism of the astrophysical neutrinos in AGN is not
well established which can be resolved via correlation studies with photon observations. For neutrinos
produced due to photohadronic interactions in AGN, in addition to a correlation of neutrinos with
high-energy photons, there would also be a correlation of neutrinos with photons emitted at radio
wavelengths. In this work, we perform an in-depth stacking study of the correlation between 15 GHz
radio observations of AGN reported in the MOJAVE XV catalog, and ten years of neutrino data from
IceCube. We also use a time-dependent approach which improves the statistical power of the stacking
analysis. No significant correlation was found for both analyses and upper limits are reported. When
compared to the IceCube diffuse flux, at 100 TeV and for a spectral index of 2.5, the upper limits
derived are ∼ 3% and ∼ 9% for the time-averaged and time-dependent case, respectively.

1. INTRODUCTION
Neutrinos are a valuable complementary messenger to

photons, however, their elusive nature adds complexi-
ties to their detection leading to uncertainties about the
exact sources producing them. Understanding the neu-
trino production mechanism and the concurrent detec-
tion of photons can help pinpoint their sources. This can
be done using a hypothesis that the observed neutrinos
and photons follow a certain correlation. This corre-
lation supports the theory that both particles originate
from similar or related processes within or around extra-
galactic sources. A positive correlation will help us find
the sources that may be producing neutrinos and under-
stand the processes that lead to their creation. However,
these correlation studies are limited by a lack of coin-
cident photon observations with neutrino data reducing
their sensitivities. One of the theories involving neutrino
production in Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) involves the
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† also at Department of Space, Earth and Environment,
Chalmers University of Technology, 412 96 Gothenburg, Swe-
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possibility of a correlation with photon detected at ra-
dio wavelengths (see Sec 1.1). In this work, we per-
form a stacking analysis using 10 years of data collected
by the IceCube Neutrino Observatory (2008-2018) along
with the time-dependent photon observations published
in the MOJAVE XV catalog (Lister et al. 2018) to test
for correlation between the radio and neutrino obser-
vations. The time-dependent stacking study makes use
of additional coincident information and improves the
statistical power of traditional stacking analyses.

The IceCube Neutrino Observatory, located at the ge-
ographic South Pole, is a cubic kilometer in-ice neutrino
detector that has collected ∼18 years of neutrino data
(Aartsen et al. 2017). When high-energy neutrinos pass
through the Earth, they may interact with the ice or
surrounding bedrock, creating secondary charged parti-
cles. These particles produce Cherenkov light which is
detected and used to reconstruct the high-energy neu-
trino interaction energy and direction. While the first
evidence of astrophysical neutrino diffuse flux detection
was reported in 2013 (Aartsen et al. 2013), the origin of
these elusive particles and the sources producing them
remains uncertain. One of the prime candidates for the
origin of these particles are AGN, which are active su-
permassive black holes, some of which have jets of ex-
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tremely high-energy particles originating from the center
(Eichler 1979; Berezinsky & Ginzburg 1981).

In 2017, IceCube detected a high-energy neutrino
event in a direction coincident with the AGN TXS
0506+0561 which was found to be flaring in gamma rays
(Aartsen et al. 2018a). A follow-up analysis of archival
IceCube neutrino data revealed an earlier burst of neu-
trino events from the same source in 2014/2015 without
an accompanying flare of gamma rays (Aartsen et al.
2018b). This source is a blazar which is a type of AGN
with the jet pointed in the direction of the observer. Re-
cently, Abbasi et al. (2022) reported significant evidence
of neutrino emission from NGC 1068, a nearby Seyfert
II type of AGN. Seyfert II sources are galaxies that are
observed with narrow emission lines in their spectrum
and a variable radio emission. Some Seyfert II AGN also
have jets radiating outward, however, they are relatively
dim gamma-ray sources, unlike blazars which have rel-
ativistic jets oriented in Earth’s direction. These detec-
tions motivated studies involving all AGNs as potential
neutrino sources. To better explain neutrino produc-
tion in these sources, theoretical modeling efforts and
correlation studies are performed with photon observa-
tions in a particular energy regime. Multiple indepen-
dent analyses from both: the IceCube Collaboration (see
for example Huber 2019; Desai et al. 2021; Abbasi et al.
2022c, 2023b) and other researchers (see for example
Plavin et al. 2020, 2021; Kun et al. 2022; Rodrigues et al.
2021; Zhou et al. 2021) which used different datasets and
analysis methodology were performed. Based on these
studies and AGN model predictions, one of the lead-
ing theories is that the neutrinos observed by IceCube
may be correlated with the photons observed in the ra-
dio regime as the radio variability traces environment
conditions ideal for neutrino production (See Jacobsen
et al. 2015; Murase & Stecker 2023, and Sec 1.1 of this
work for more details). Additionally, as blazar jets point
in the direction of the observer, due to Doppler boost-
ing the broadband SED of radio-loud AGN is not clear
with the jet emission dominating over the electromag-
netic signal. As the neutrino signal from these AGNs
will not be affected by the jets, a positive correlation
will help identification of radio-loud AGN accelerators
and understand their relevant neutrino production pro-
cesses.

1.1. Neutrino-radio correlation in AGN
Theoretical predictions of neutrino production in

AGNs depend on the the type of interaction and the

1 https://gcn.gsfc.nasa.gov/gcn3/21916.gcn3

location where it can occur. Two types of interaction
that can lead to the production of these neutrinos from
AGN are the photohadronic (nucleon-photon or pγ) and
hadronuclear (nucleon-nucleon or pp) processes, which
can occur close to the core of the AGN or in the jet of
a jetted-AGN (Sikora et al. 1987; Stecker et al. 1991;
Murase & Stecker 2023). Depending on where these
processes take place, there may be a correlation of the
neutrino signal with photon observations at a particular
wavelength. Understanding this correlation, or a lack of
it, can help researchers pinpoint the neutrino production
mechanism.

Here we focus on testing the theory behind the neu-
trino and photon correlations in AGN. The synchrotron
radiation resulting from accelerated electrons leads to
the emission of photons, observable at radio frequen-
cies, which in turn undergo Inverse Compton scattering
to form the X-ray photons. In the case of neutrino pro-
duction due to photohadronic interactions, these X-ray
photons interact with protons to give pions that decay
to give gamma rays and neutrinos. For opaque or ob-
scured AGN, the resultant gamma-ray photons will cas-
cade down to lower energies (e.g. X-rays) before escap-
ing from the core of the AGN (Murase 2022). Neutrinos,
on the other hand, escape without interaction for both
obscured and un-obscured AGN. While this suggests a
possible correlation of neutrino observations with pho-
tons detected in the X-ray regime for certain AGN, it
also supports a correlation of neutrinos with photons ob-
served in the radio regime for all AGN. This is because,
if an AGN is flaring at radio wavelengths, it can signify
an increase in the conditions favorable for the neutrino
production process. This means that the neutrino sig-
nal will be directly correlated with the radio flux density
measurements of the AGN (see Jacobsen et al. 2015, for
more details). Additionally, as compared to X-ray obser-
vations, radio detection of photons from AGN is easier
and has been carried out by multiple radio observato-
ries over time, allowing researchers to use archival data
of photon observations. Studies like Plavin et al. (2020)
report that radio measurements at higher frequencies
(> 10 GHz) are correlated with neutrino events showing
increased emission activity as compared to lower fre-
quencies. To test this correlation, in this work, we use
the MOJAVE XV dataset (Lister et al. 2018) which re-
ports 15 GHz observations of AGN sources observed over
twenty years.

1.2. Previous AGN correlation studies
Various observational and theoretical papers exist to

study photon and neutrino correlations, however, it is
unclear what are the dominant processes for neutrino
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production in AGN (see review by Murase & Stecker
2023). While studies like Plavin et al. (2021),Hovatta
et al. (2021) and Buson et al. (2022) report a correla-
tion of IceCube neutrinos with photons from AGN, other
studies like Zhou et al. (2021),Abbasi et al. (2022c) and
Abbasi et al. (2023b), do not find a significant correla-
tion. One of the factors that contribute to the discrep-
ancy is the lack of data, which, in terms of neutrinos
can be the usage of the IceCube alert dataset instead
of the full IceCube tracks dataset (Abbasi et al. 2021).
As an example, the all-sky point source neutrino dataset
made of track events (Abbasi et al. 2021) has more muon
track-like events (see Sec 2.1) as a function of energy
along with a better, more consistent coverage in time
and location as compared to the IceCube public alert
sample (Abbasi et al. 2023a). For a source with an as-
sumed power-law spectrum with an index of γ = 2.5, the
public alert selection has a factor of ×100 fewer astro-
physical neutrinos than the full selection. Another fac-
tor that can affect the discrepancy between the neutrino
studies can be the inclusion of additional components
like energy information in signal PDFs or signalness for
neutrino events (see for example Abbasi et al. 2022c,
2023b). Finally, apart from flaring AGN analyses, cor-
relation studies involving stacking are often limited to
using time-averaged measurements. This is due to the
lack of time-dependent photon and neutrino data. In-
cluding time-dependent information in a stacking study
will allow us to weight sources based on the photon data
as a function of time and increase the sensitivity of the
analysis. It thus becomes important to use the most
complete IceCube neutrino dataset in combination with
a large, reasonably complete AGN source catalog prefer-
ably including time-dependent flux information.

1.3. Paper Outline
This work uses the 10-year IceCube tracks dataset us-

ing a stacking analysis (similar to Braun et al. 2008;
Desai et al. 2021; Abbasi et al. 2022c) to search for cor-
relation between radio and neutrino data from AGN.
The stacking analysis is performed for both the time-
averaged and time-dependent cases assuming there is
a 1:1 correlation between the 15 GHz radio flux density
and the high-energy neutrino flux. The article is divided
as follows: Section. 2 describes in detail the neutrino and
photon datasets used in this study; Section. 3 describes
the likelihood framework used; Section. 4 presents the
results derived from this work; and Section. 5 discusses
the conclusion and future implications of this work.

2. DATA SAMPLES
2.1. IceCube Selection of Track-Like Events

IceCube records neutrino events following a signa-
ture of being “track-like” or “cascade-like” depending
on the type of particle interaction leading to the detec-
tion. Charged-current muon neutrino interactions lead
to elongated “track-like” signatures produced due to
long-lived muons that travel several kilometers through
the ice. On the other hand, neutral-current interac-
tions or charged current electron and tau neutrino inter-
actions produce hadronic and electromagnetic showers
covering a smaller distance (Halzen & Klein 2010) giving
“cascade-like” signatures. This work focuses on “track-
like” events as they have a better directional resolution
as compared to “cascade-like” events. The neutrino data
is obtained using the all-sky point-source tracks sample
(Abbasi et al. 2021), which spans over a duration of 10
years, from April 2008 to July 2018. The properties of
this neutrino point-source events sample along with the
selection and filtering methods are described in detail
by Aartsen et al. (2020).

The ten-year dataset is further divided by the con-
figuration of IceCube detector strings. The first year
(2008) dubbed “IC-40” uses data from the 40 string
configuration, “IC-59” (2009) uses the 59 string config-
uration, “IC-79” (2010) uses the 79 string configuration
and “IC-86” (2011-2018) uses the 86 string configura-
tion. For more details regarding the configurations see
Abbasi et al. (2021).

2.2. MOJAVE Data of AGN at 15 GHz
The AGN sources used for this study are taken from

the MOJAVE XV catalog which includes the total flux
density observations of 437 sources obtained with the
Very Long Baseline Array (VLBA) at 15 GHz (Lister
et al. 2018). The catalog consists of a total of 5321
observations of these AGN made with varying cadence
and number of observations per AGN obtained between
1996 January 19 and 2016 December 26. The MOJAVE
XV AGN catalog is a blazar-dominated sample with 392
blazar sources, 27 radio galaxies, 13 unidentified AGN
and 5 narrow-line Seyfert I galaxies. The MOJAVE
source list was updated over time to include low red-
shift radio galaxies with spectra peaking in the GHz
regime. These sources are distributed almost uniformly
over the sky at declinations δ > −30◦ ((see Fig. 1) which
is better matched to the improved sensitivity of the work
presented here in the northern hemisphere (see sensitiv-
ity curve reported in Aartsen et al. 2020). Moreover,
all the observed AGN have bright compact radio emis-
sions with total flux densities greater than 50 mJy. This
implies that the observed sources are bright at 15 GHz
and changes of the radio emission can be effectively mea-
sured. This makes the MOJAVE catalog one of the most
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Figure 1. Source distribution of MOJAVE XV catalog using Equatorial (J2000) coordinates. Note that the source distribution
of the MOJAVE catalog covers the equatorial and northern hemispheres where IceCube’s sensitivity for track-like events is
maximized (see sensitivity curve reported in Aartsen et al. 2020).

promising radio catalogs for correlation studies such as
this one.

As this study also uses multi-epoch observations in the
form of photon flux density light curves, the MOJAVE
XV catalog is preferred over the Radio Fundamental
Catalog (RFC)2. The RFC catalog is more complete
but lacks time-dependent radio measurements. While
many sources in the MOJAVE XV catalog are AGN that
are consistently observed with a good cadence (see, e.g.
Fig. 2), there do exist some sources that have not been
observed frequently. We remove the sources that have
very few observations (keeping sources with a minimum
of three observations), reducing the sample size of 437
sources to 397 sources.

The MOJAVE sample is considered to be complete in
terms of sources observed at 15 GHz by VLBA and with
flux densities with fν > 1.5 Jy. However, a completeness
correction is required for larger, unbiased analyses such
as this, to account for the sources not included either
due to spatial coverage or flux threshold in the catalog.
The completeness correction is found to be 44.7±11.2%
(see Appendix A). After accounting for completeness,
this study focuses on a blazar-dominated AGN sample
that follows the same properties as the sources in the
MOJAVE sample.

3. ANALYSIS METHOD

2 http://astrogeo.org/rfc/

Using the neutrino and radio flux density described
above, we search for cross-correlations between neutri-
nos and photon observations in the direction of the AGN
in the MOJAVE XV catalog. This is done by using
a stacking analysis weighted according to the observed
time-averaged and time-dependent radio flux density.
The basis of this work is a likelihood approach similar
to the ones described by Braun et al. (2008) and others,
where the track-like neutrino data is modeled using a
background hypothesis (Bi) and signal hypothesis (Si).
The background data consists of atmospheric events
from neutrinos and muons originating in the Earth’s at-
mosphere, while the signal consists of a radio source-
associated point-like excess of neutrinos in the stacked
data.

As described in Sec. 2.1, the point source tracks sam-
ple is further divided into five configurations depending
on the number of strings in use along with selections,
software and calibrations used (see Table I. of Abbasi
et al. 2021). If each configuration is denoted by an in-
dex k, let Nk be the number of total neutrino events in
the configuration. Using the notation of ns for the num-
ber of signal events from a certain direction and Nk for
the number of events in the configuration along with the
signal and background hypothesis, a likelihood function
can be constructed for each event i by the following:

L (ns, γ) =
∏

k

Nk∏
i

(
nk

s

Nk
Sk

i +
(

1 − nk
s

Nk

)
Bk

i

)
(1)
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Figure 2. Example binned lightcurve (orange line) using MOJAVE data (blue data points) for one source (3C279) along
with different IceCube datasets, and their time coverage is shown with the corresponding dataset name. The light curve is
binned using equal time binning within the 10-year IceCube data shown here by the vertical lines. Left to right, the bins are
shown as: green to red (2008-2009;IC40), red to purple (2009-2010;IC59), purple to brown (2010-2011;IC79), brown to pink
(2011-2012;IC86_2011), pink to grey (2012-2017;IC86v3_2012_2017).

where Sk
i and Bk

i represent the probability density func-
tions (PDFs) corresponding to the signal and back-
ground hypotheses, respectively, for each configuration
k. The expected number of signal events nk

s is derived by
computing the fraction of the total events ns in a config-
uration k using a factor fk where nk

s = fkns. The frac-
tional contribution fk and Sk

i are modified for a stacking
analysis to include per-source weighting information. If,
for a configuration k, ωj is the per-source contribution
for the model being tested and Rk

j is the detector weight
at the declination of the jth source, fk and Sk

i can be
written as:

Sk
i =

∑
j ωjRk

j Sk
ij∑

j ωjRk
j

(2)

and

fk =
∑

j ωjRk
j∑

k

∑
j ωjRk

j

(3)

The detector weights Rk
j vary per source and account for

the detection efficiency of IceCube. The detection effi-
ciency for signal events depends on the source direction
from which the signal neutrinos originate along with the
differential spectrum (assumed as E−γ) of the neutrinos
and is calculated using Monte Carlo simulations (Hu-
ber & Coenders 2016). The source weights ωj depend
on the hypothesis being tested. In this work, these pa-
rameters are determined according to the special cases
of time-averaged stacking and time-dependent stacking
described below.

3.1. Time-averaged Stacking
The average flux densities of each source in the MO-

JAVE XV catalog are used as weights ωj for the stacking
in Eqs. 2 and 3 under the assumption that there is a 1:1
correlation between the radio flux density and IceCube

neutrino flux. For an astrophysical source at direction
x⃗j , using a set of neutrino data events, indexed by i,
each with reconstructed energy and direction given by
Ei and x⃗i respectively, we create a power-law energy dis-
tribution P (Ei|γ) where γ indicates the spectral index
(see also Braun et al. 2008).

The signal hypothesis for a source, denoted by index
j, is modeled using

P k
sig(σi, xi, xj) = 1

2πσ2
i

exp
(

−|x⃗i − x⃗j |2

2σ2
i

)
(4)

where σi is the angular reconstruction error estimate.
Combining this information with the energy-dependent
signal PDF (ϵk

i ) we get the Sk
ij term, given as:

Sk
ij = P k

sig(σi, xi, xj) ϵk
i (Ei, δi|γ) (5)

where ϵk
i is computed by using a power-law energy spec-

trum with index γ. This is then used in Eq. 2 to account
for the per-source weighting for the stacking. The direc-
tional uncertainty for the event reconstruction in the
configurations uses a lower limit of 0.2◦ to minimize the
impact of any inaccuracies in ice models and to ensure
the likelihood calculation is not dominated by a single
event (Abbasi et al. 2021). Note that the radio source
position uncertainty (in the order of milli-arcseconds)
is negligible compared to the above lower limit on the
directional uncertainty of the neutrino event reconstruc-
tions.

Finally, the background hypothesis is modeled using:

Bk
i (x⃗i, Ei, δi) = P k

bkg(x⃗i)ϵk
B(Ei, δi) (6)

where the product of the energy-dependent background
PDF ϵk

B is taken with the spatial PDF P k
bkg at decli-

nation δi. No per-source weighting is applied to the
background hypothesis.
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3.2. Time-dependent Stacking
The time-dependent stacking analysis differs slightly

from the time-averaged case, where we test a 1:1 correla-
tion between the time-dependent radio flux density mea-
surements at 15 GHz with the neutrino flux seen by Ice-
Cube. For this case, separate light curves are created for
each source using the flux density measurements. These
light curves are then binned over the 10-year neutrino
data period. The number of bins is kept fixed at 40 bins
for each source. Based on tests with multiple bin val-
ues, the 40 bin value is chosen to ensure no temporal
information is lost per AGN and the width and loca-
tion of the bin height are the same for all sources while
constraining the computational limit required to per-
form the analysis. Increasing the number of bins does
not give any additional increase in sensitivity but sig-
nificantly increases the computing power required while
decreasing the bins leads to reduced sensitivity due to a
loss of lightcurve information in some sources. An ex-
ample of a binned light curve is shown in Fig. 2. The
weighting term for Eqs. 2 and 3 in this case is given
by the flux density of the jth source at time ti. If a
source has no observation during the observed period,
the time-averaged flux density measurement is used (see
Fig. 2). This correction was generally applied for either
very small time periods of the light curve or for less vari-
able sources with fewer data points. In both cases, this
does not impact the analysis significantly.

Next, the signal and background hypothesis (de-
scribed above and in Braun et al. 2008) is modified
to include the temporal information using different time
bins. For every time bin, the signal and background
PDFs are computed, changing the equations to model
the hypotheses to:

Sk
ij(t) = P k

sig(σi, xi, xj)ϵk
i (Ei, δi|γ)T k

sig.j(ti) (7)

and

Bk
i (x⃗i, Ei, δi, t) = P k

bkg(x⃗i)ϵk
B(Ei, δi)T k

bkg(ti) (8)

where T k
sig.j and T k

bkg gives the temporal PDF at a time
ti corresponding to bin i. Past analyses like Abbasi et al.
(2022b) use a likelihood approach to search for flares by
fitting time-dependent delay and threshold parameters
which tests the possibility of a correlation with tem-
poral delays or signal thresholds in a non-stacking ap-
proach. This study makes use of time-dependent radio
flux densities for stacking testing a 1:1 correlation while
not including the time-dependent delay and threshold
parameters and fixing them to 0.

Based on the signal and background hypothesis for
the two stacking cases, along with the fractional con-
tribution, the likelihood is calculated using Eq. 1. The

Figure 3. Likelihood maps for the ns-gamma values for
the two analyses are shown here: time-averaged (top), time-
dependent (bottom). The plot also shows the 1, 2 and 3
sigma confidence intervals from the best fit, assuming Wilk’s
theorem with 2 degrees of freedom.

test statistic (TS), which quantifies the significance of
the results, is computed by making use of the likelihood
formation in the following manner:

TS = −2 sign(n̂s) log
[
L (x⃗s, ns = 0)
L (x⃗s, n̂s, γ̂)

]
. (9)

where theˆnotation is used to denote a best-fit and x⃗s

shows the stacked source position.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
4.1. Stacking results:

For the time-averaged analysis, we obtain a best-fit
spectral index of 3.14 and a best-fit number of signal
events of 31.5. These best-fit results correspond to a
p-value of 0.49 (0.03σ significance) and the likelihood
scan is shown in Fig. 3 (top). Similarly, for the time-
dependent analysis, we obtain a best-fit spectral index
of 2.7 and a best-fit number of signal events of 218.7,
corresponding to a p-value of 0.07 (1.51σ significance).
The likelihood contours for these best fits are shown in
Fig. 3. To see how the best-fit TS scales with respect to
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Table 1. Best-fit results derived from the study

Time-Averaged Time-Dependent

Signal Events n̂s 31.5 218.7
Spectral Index γ̂ 3.1 2.7
TS 0.09 2.58
p-value 0.49 0.07
Significance 0.03σ 1.51σ

the background distribution, see Fig 7 in the Appendix.
We can see that the best-fit number of signal events n̂s

derived for the time-dependent case is much higher than
the time-averaged scenario with the time-averaged sce-
nario having a softer spectral index value. While a 1:1
comparison for the parameters is difficult because of the
change in the best fit spectral index, we can note the in-
crease in the TS value of the fit for the time-dependent
case. One can also see the changes in the shape of the
contours shown in Fig. 3 with the time-dependent analy-
sis appearing to constrain the fit in a better manner. We
report the study’s upper limits, derived using the best-
fit values, as we do not obtain a statistically significant
result for both analyses.

Using a spectral index of 2.0 and 2.5, the energy-
integrated upper limits for the two analyses at 100 TeV
are given in Fig. 4. Both of these limits are shown af-
ter including the completeness correction described in
Appendix A. We also show the astrophysical diffuse flux
reported by Abbasi et al. (2022a) and the lower limits
given by Plavin et al. (2021). The energy range for the
upper limits in the figure depicts the region where 90% of
the signal neutrinos with this spectrum will be detected.
We calculate the 90% sensitivity for both scenarios by
determining the mean 90% confidence level upper limit
expected in the absence of signal (Hill & Rawlins 2003),
calculated both in terms of flux and the number of neu-
trino events. The sensitivity of both the scenarios (in
terms of E2dN/dE flux) is comparable within uncer-
tainties, with a value of ∼ 2 × 10−12 TeV cm−2s−1 for
a spectral index of 2.0, with the time-dependent sen-
sitivity being slightly higher. The discovery potential,
defined as the signal strength leading to 5σ deviation for
50% of all cases, is found to be ∼ 1×10−11 TeV cm−2s−1

(time dependent) and ∼ 8 × 10−12 TeV cm−2s−1 (time
averaged), in terms of E2dN/dE flux for a spectral in-
dex of 2.0. However, the statistical significance of the
time-dependent analysis, used to derive the upper limit,
is also higher for the time-dependent analysis, giving it a

higher upper limit (See also Fig 7 in Appendix B which
shows the median and best-fit TS value used to calculate
the sensitivity and upper limit respectively).

We also report the differential upper limits for differ-
ent energy bins for both of our analyses, which is shown
in Figure. 5. The differential upper limit highlights the
energy range where the study is most sensitive. The
differential upper limits reduce the dependence on spec-
tral assumptions and give a per energy bin upper limit.
These estimates can also be used to highlight the en-
ergies at which neutrino production in AGN may be
suppressed due to photon intensities or relevant produc-
tion mechanisms, which can be used for AGN modeling
studies.

4.2. Comparison with other studies:
Previous studies have worked on similar analyses using

VLBA radio data from AGN to search for correlations
and reported limits on the total neutrino flux from these
AGN (Plavin et al. 2020, 2021; Zhou et al. 2021; Abbasi
et al. 2023b).

The lower limit reported by Plavin et al. (2021), also
shown in Fig. 4, lies above the upper limits provided
here, even after the inclusion of a completeness correc-
tion. While adding temporal information for the time-
dependent analysis changes the upper limits with re-
spect to the time-averaged limit, it still lies below the
Plavin et al. (2021) results, ruling out the reported lower
limits. Note that the radio and neutrino datasets and
analysis methodology used for the two studies are dif-
ferent, which makes a direct comparison between the
two studies difficult. This work uses a stacking ap-
proach with time-dependent MOJAVE radio data while
the Plavin et al. (2021) work makes use of the direction
of the radio sources given in the RFC catalog to test for
correlation with IceCube alerts. However, a more de-
tailed study using the complete IceCube alert dataset in-
cluding additional information like signalness, was per-
formed recently by Abbasi et al. (2023b) which provides
a direct comparison to the Plavin et al. (2020, 2021)
results. In contrast to Plavin et al. (2020, 2021), we
find in Abbasi et al. (2023b) that the signal TS is com-
patible with the background and the significance goes
down when a more sophisticated description of the spa-
tial PDF is used as opposed to a simplified signal PDF
modeled as a uniform distribution inside of the error
contour.

On the other hand, Zhou et al. (2021) use the same
neutrino dataset (i.e. Abbasi et al. 2021) as this work
while using a more extensive radio sample (more stacked
sources) instead of a completeness correction. However,
when comparing the upper limits, the limits reported by
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Figure 4. Upper Limits (UL) per neutrino (ν + ν̄) flavor, for an index of 2.0 (left) and 2.5 (right solid line), derived from the
time-dependent (blue) and time-averaged (orange solid line) analyses are shown here along with the lower limits (grey-dashed
line) reported by Plavin et al. (2021). Note that while the samples and methodology used by the Plavin et al. (2021), Zhou
et al. (2021) (green dashed line) and this work are different, making a 1:1 comparison difficult, they are shown here to highlight
the differences in the results. The diffuse astrophysical muon neutrino flux measurements are taken from Abbasi et al. (2022a).
The energy range of the upper limits shown for the time-averaged analyses reflects the region where 90% of detected signal
neutrinos would fall. The energy range for the time-dependent scenario is kept similar to the time-averaged case.
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Figure 5. Differential Upper Limits (UL), for an index of 2.0, derived from the time-dependent (blue) and time-averaged
(orange) analyses in half-decade energy bins are shown here. The diffuse astrophysical muon neutrino flux measurements are
taken from Abbasi et al. (2022a). Note that the upper limits shown here are differential and binned with energy, while the
astrophysical flux is an energy-integrated measurement shown here only for reference.

Zhou et al. (2021) lie above the limits derived by this
work. The change in sensitivity of this work as compared
to Zhou et al. (2021) is mainly due to the inclusion of
an energy PDF in the likelihood framework as described
above, thereby reducing the upper limit.

5. CONCLUSION:
This work focused on using the AGN data pub-

lished in the MOJAVE XV catalog to search for ra-
dio flux density-correlated neutrino emission using time-
averaged and time-dependent analyses. We performed
a stacking analysis and reported upper limits for both
analyses as no significant correlation is found. When
compared to the IceCube diffuse flux (Abbasi et al.
2022a), at 100 TeV and for a spectral index of 2.5, the

upper limits derived are ∼ 3% and ∼ 9% for the time-
averaged and time-dependent case. Note that, as the
spectral index of the diffuse flux is different from 2.5,
the percentage comparison is done using the upper limit
estimates at 100 TeV. We also compared the upper limits
presented in this work with the reported limits of Plavin
et al. (2021) and Zhou et al. (2021). While the study
presented here has the limitation of using fewer radio
sources, which is made up by using a completeness cor-
rection, it also has the advantage of using more neutrino
information in a time-dependent stacking study.

Based on the obtained results, this study shows that
including time-dependent information in the form of
light curves improves the statistical power of the stack-
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ing analysis, if the neutrino flux is directly correlated
to the change in the radio flux. While the sensitiv-
ity for both analyses is similar (see Sec. 4), the time-
dependent study includes the addition of temporal in-
formation which increases the best-fit TS values and
changes the results. However, the time-dependent anal-
ysis depends on the light curves used to satisfy the model
assumptions for this study. The MOJAVE XV dataset
used here has per-source observations reported with a
varying cadence with a few sources being observed only
a couple of times. Additionally, as compared to the
number of sources observed by VLBA, the number of
MOJAVE XV catalog sources with time-dependent ob-
servations is limited and focused on a blazar-dominated
sample with a few non-blazar AGN. This can be im-
proved upon, in the future, by making use of more AGN
sources with observations performed with a good ca-
dence, preferably from a monitoring campaign.
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Figure 6. Simulated source count distribution of the blazar-dominated sample (orange data points) as compared to the
source count distribution of the MOJAVE XV sources (blue data points). The shaded region shows the one sigma error to the
distribution due to varying the Lorentz factor and viewing angle parameters of the jets. The green line shows the fit at flux
densities higher than 10−13erg sec−1cm−2 to the simulated sample.

APPENDIX A: COMPLETENESS CORRECTION
While the MOJAVE sample is considered to be complete for flux densities greater than 1.5 Jy, it is still considered

to be a flux-limited and spatially-limited sample because of its declination constraints (limited by the region in the sky
observed by VLBA telescopes; see Fig. 1) and flux density measurement limitations of the telescopes used (Lister et al.
2018). To account for these limitations, we compute the completeness correction for the sample by estimating the
source count distribution of the sample. The source count distribution is the cumulative distribution of the number of
sources greater than a particular flux (see Fig. 6). This is derived using the results of the population study performed
by Lister et al. (2019) and reported as the MOJAVE XVII study. This involves modeling the flux (Φ), luminosity
(L) and redshift (z) relation using luminosity evolution parameterization similar to the ones used by Ajello et al.
(2012). To model the MOJAVE sources, we then use the parameters given by Model A of Lister et al. (2019) where
γ = −3.1, k = 8.0, η = −0.35 and α = 0 for the equations:

Φ(L, z) ∝ Φ(L/e(z)) (10)

e(z) = (1 + z)kez/η (11)

Φ(L/e(z = 0)) ∝ Lγ (12)

The cosmology parameters used in the calculation is taken from Planck Collaboration (2016) as Ω0=0.308, Ωλ=0.692
and h0=0.678. In addition to these parameters, we also require the Lorentz factor distribution given by N(Γ)dΓ ∝ Γb

where b = −1.40 and the viewing angle distribution given by p(θ)dθ = sin θ. To derive the simulated source count,
the two PDFs are used to sample different values of Γ and θ which are then used in the equations given above to
derive the luminosity function. Once the luminosity function is derived, it is used to calculate the flux distribution
and in turn the source count distribution. This procedure is repeated multiple times to get the uncertainties to the
source count distribution which are shown as the shaded band in Fig. 6. Note that the mean source count distribution
curve resulting from multiple simulations follows the log10 N = (−1.63 ± 0.02) log10 S + (−19.8 ± 0.03) equation for
higher flux values where N is the number of sources having a flux density greater than S. This is close to the accepted
log N − log S relation where log10 N = (−1.5) log10 S. We also compare this simulated source count distribution to the
sources given in the radio fundamental catalog which is complete for flux density measurements >= 150 mJy, and our
simulation agrees with the observations for those flux density measurements.

Once the simulated source count distribution is derived, the area under the curve for the distribution is compared
with the area under the curve for the observed MOJAVE source population. This gives the completeness correction
for the population which takes into account both the flux and spatial limitations of the sample. This method adds
dimmer sources to the population which might have been missed by the MOJAVE XV catalog. As the MOJAVE XV
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dataset and the population study done by Lister et al. (2019) is for a blazar-dominated source sample, the completeness
derived using this method is similarly also for a blazar-dominated sample.

APPENDIX B: BACKGROUND DISTRIBUTION
The TS distribution for a background-only case (Bi) is shown here. This is derived by setting ns to 0 in Eq. 1 and

running multiple standalone trials on the scrambled data which is derived by scrambling the R.A. of each event per
trial. The shaded lines show the TS required for a 2σ and 3σ detection. The blue dashed line shows the best-fit TS
values, which are used to derive the reported upper-limit measurement.

Figure 7. Background distribution plots derived for the time-averaged (left) and time-dependent (right) cases.
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