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Evidence for neutrino emission from the nearby active
galaxy NGC 1068
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We report three searches for high energy neutrino emission from astrophysical
objects using data recorded with IceCube between 2011 and 2020. Improve-
ments over previous work include new neutrino reconstruction and data cali-
bration methods. In one search, the positions of 110 a priori selected gamma-
ray sources were analyzed individually for a possible surplus of neutrinos over
atmospheric and cosmic background expectations. We found an excess of
79122 neutrinos associated with the nearby active galaxy NGC 1068 at a sig-
nificance of 4.2 0. The excess, which is spatially consistent with the direction
of the strongest clustering of neutrinos in the Northern SKky, is interpreted as
direct evidence of TeV neutrino emission from a nearby active galaxy. The in-
ferred flux exceeds the potential TeV gamma-ray flux by at least one order of

magnitude.
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High energy cosmic neutrinos

The observation of the highest-energy cosmic protons and nuclei (/-3) has revealed the exis-
tence of powerful cosmic particle accelerators but not their nature and location in the universe.
Due to the presence of interstellar magnetic fields, charged cosmic particles change direction
during their propagation to Earth. Thus, the quest to identify cosmic accelerators relies on
high-energy photons and neutrinos. Both travel along straight paths and are produced wherever
cosmic rays interact with ambient matter, mainly protons, or photons in or near the acceleration
sites. Depending on the environment in which these interactions occur, gamma rays can rapidly
lose energy via several processes, such as pair-production through the interaction with lower
energy photons. Similarly, above TeV energies gamma rays are strongly absorbed over cosmo-
logical distances through interactions with the extragalactic background light and the cosmic
microwave background (4). Neutrinos are not affected by absorption during their cosmic jour-
ney, and thus are excellent probes of the most extreme cosmic accelerators. Being among the
most energetic and enigmatic astrophysical sources in the universe, active galaxies, i.e. galax-
ies that host an Active Galactic Nucleus (AGN) (5), have long been considered as candidate
neutrino emitters (6—/0). The accretion flow of matter into a central supermassive black hole
(SMBH) powers the AGN, which is typically surrounded by an obscuring, dusty torus, and thus
the observable characteristics of the AGN depend on the viewing angle. For example, Seyfert I1
galaxies (/1) are assumed to be viewed edge on with the line of sight passing directly through
the obscuring torus (/2). In some cases, the AGN can launch a strong, narrow jet of accelerated
plasma. If such a jet is oriented close to the line of sight, the AGN is also called a blazar (13).
The IceCube Neutrino Observatory (/4), based at the Amundsen-Scott South Pole Station
in Antarctica, is currently the world’s largest detector for neutrinos. Its construction was com-

pleted on December 18, 2010. The telescope uses one cubic kilometer of the optically trans-



parent glacial ice as a detection medium to measure the Cherenkov light emitted by relativistic
charged particles. These secondary particles are created when neutrinos interact in or near the
instrument. In total, 5160 digital optical modules (DOMs) are installed on 86 vertical cables
(“strings”), spaced 125 meters apart, thus forming a three-dimensional array in the ice. Each
DOM records the number of induced photo-electrons, or charges, as a function of time. In
2013, IceCube announced the detection of high-energy neutrinos of extra-terrestrial origin (/5).
The measured flux of these astrophysical neutrinos appears largely isotropic, equally distributed
among flavors, and can be described by a single power-law energy distribution that extends from
~10TeV to PeV energies (16-20), but its origin remains largely unresolved. To date the most
compelling evidence of a source of high-energy cosmic neutrinos was reported following the
space and time coincidence of a high-energy IceCube neutrino (27) with the gamma-ray flar-
ing blazar TXS 05064056 (22-24). TXS 0506+056 has recently been shown to host a standard
accretion disk and a dusty torus, which has the peculiarity to be also an emitter of high-energy
radiation and, possibly, cosmic rays (24). Additionally, a recent IceCube study (25) suggests a
correlation of IceCube neutrinos with a catalog composed of 110 known gamma-ray emitters at
a significance of 3.3 0. The main contributors are the active galaxy NGC 1068 and the blazars
TXS 0506+056, PKS 1424+240 and GB6J1542+6129. The significance of the neutrino excess
from the direction of NGC 1068 was reported as 2.9 o (25).

Here, we present an improved search for neutrino point sources based on new data pro-
cessing, data calibration, and event reconstruction methods that lead to a more precise neutrino
event characterization and thereby to better signal and background discrimination, as well as a

more accurate estimate of the neutrino fluxes from potential neutrino sources.



Searching the Northern Sky for point-like neutrino emission

In this paper, we present analyses of data collected with IceCube between May 13, 2011, and
May 29, 2020. This period covers all the data recorded with the full 86-string detector config-
uration. In contrast, a recently reported result from searches for cosmic neutrino sources (25)
also included the partial detector configurations with fewer strings, going back to 2008, and
stopping in spring 2018. In this analysis, we only use the full detector data as our methods de-
pend on uniformly processed data. We have verified that the high-statistics Monte Carlo dataset
agrees very well with the observed data. The IceCube dataset (26), constructed using selection
criteria presented in (/6), has been reprocessed uniformly, removing the data sample fragmenta-
tion in earlier results, aligning different data-taking conditions and calibrations, and improving
event reconstructions and resolutions (27). Specifically, for this reprocessing we consistently
apply the most accurate version of the directional track reconstruction method (SplineReco al-
gorithm (27-29)) to all events recorded throughout the entire data taking period (27). Here, we
use the latest calibration information that increase the accuracy in the extraction of the charges
at each DOM and in the corresponding arrival times of Cherenkov photons, thus leading to small
changes in the reconstructed event energies, and in some cases also to the reconstructed event
directions (27). To ensure a uniform detector response, DOMs of the DeepCore sub-array, com-
monly used to study < 100 GeV neutrinos, are excluded (16). The resulting dataset, optimised
for v,-induced track-like events, has a total livetime of 3186 days. The searches presented in
this work focus on the Northern Sky (6 > —3°), where IceCube sensitivity to individual astro-
nomical objects is maximal. IceCube uses the Earth as a passive cosmic muon shield and as
target material for neutrinos. Hence, by selecting upward-going events we efficiently reject the
atmospheric muon background, which contributes less than 0.3% to the final event sample (/6).

A total of around 670,000 neutrino-induced muon tracks pass the final event selection crite-



ria (16). However, only a small fraction of these events originate from neutrinos produced in
astrophysical sources. The vast majority arises from the decay of mesons which are produced in
the interaction of cosmic radiation with nuclei of the Earth’s atmosphere. To discriminate neu-
trinos that originate from individual astrophysical sources from the background of atmospheric
and diffuse astrophysical neutrinos, we employ the maximum-likelihood method and likelihood
ratio hypothesis testing based on the estimated energy, direction, and angular uncertainty of each
event (27). The median angular resolution of the single neutrino arrival direction, composed of
reconstruction error and stochasticity of kinematic processes, is 1.2° at 1 TeV, 0.4° at 100 TeV,
and 0.3° at 1 PeV. For the source emission, we assume in the tests a generic power-law energy
spectrum, ®,, . (E,) = ®o- (£, /Ey)~7, with Ey = 1 TeV and the spectral index ~y and the flux
normalization @ as free parameters (27). This corresponds to two correlated model parameters
which are expressed as a pair (i,s, 77), where p,,5 is the mean number of astrophysical neutrino
events associated with a given point in the sky. Using the declination-dependent effective area
of the detector and the spectral index ~, yu,s can be directly converted to ®,. Hence, the tuple
of yi,s and v fully determines the flux of muon neutrinos @, 5, at any given energy.

Three different searches are presented here. The first search consists of three discrete scans
of the Northern Sky to identify the location of the most significant excess of high-energy neu-
trino events using three different hypotheses on the spectral index: v as a free parameter and
v fixed to 2.0 and 2.5. The other two tests are done on a list of 110 astronomical objects, all
located in the Northern Hemisphere: one is the search for the most significant candidate neu-
trino source in the list, the second consists of a binomial test to evaluate the significance of
observing an excess of k sources with local p-value below or equal to a certain threshold, with
k going from 1 to 110. Similar to the sky scan, the binomial test is also repeated under the three
spectral index hypotheses. All these searches are performed in the Northern Hemisphere from

declination 6 = —3° to 6 = 81°. Higher declinations are excluded because low energy events



tend to line-up completely with the strings of IceCube, complicating the numerical modeling of
the signal and background in the likelihood. The resulting loss of sky coverage is less than 1%.

All analysis methods, including the selection of the hypotheses to be tested, were formulated
a priori. The analysis performance was evaluated using simulations, as well as randomized
experimental data. The local p-values are determined as the fraction of simulated background-
only experiments, yielding a test statistic greater than or equal to the one obtained from the
actual experimental data. The global p-value is determined from the smallest local p-value after
correcting for multiple testing (27). It is used to assess the evidence the data provide against
the background-only assumption, i.e., that the data consist purely of atmospheric and isotropic
cosmic neutrinos.

The discrete scan of the sky maximizes the signal and background likelihood function at
each point on a ~ (0.2° x 0.2°) grid, thus obtaining the local value of the test statistic, the best-
fit value of the mean number of astrophysical neutrino events (ji,5), and the spectral index (7).
The scan is repeated with fixed spectral indices ¥=2.0 and v=2.5 in order to reduce the im-
pact of background fluctuations which arise from the conventional atmospheric neutrinos in the
dataset. The conventional atmospheric spectrum follows a power law with v ~ 3.7 and hence
those fluctuations typically yield soft spectral indices with v = 3. Fixing the spectral index
therefore increases the sensitivity to astrophysical sources with harder spectra. For the 20 most
significant hot-spots in each of the three searches, the vicinity is scanned with increased reso-
lution of ~ (0.03° x 0.03°) on a square grid of total size 1.5° x 1.5°. Overall, the hottest spot
is identified in the first scan with free spectral index at right ascension 40.69° and declination
0.09° (J2000) with 4 = 3.2 and fi,,, = 81.

The full skymap is shown in Figure 1. At the location of the hottest spot, the local p-value of
5 x 107® corresponds to a local significance of 5.3 0. After including a penalty for the multiple

tests performed, i.e. asking how likely it is to observe an equal or larger significance when
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Figure 1: Skymap of the scan for point sources in the Northern Hemisphere. The color scale
represents the local p-value obtained from the maximum likelihood analysis evaluated (with the
spectral index as free fit parameter) at each location in the sky, shown in Equatorial coordinates
with Hammer-Aitoff projection. The black circles indicate the three most significant objects in
the source list search. The circle of NGC 1068 also coincides with the overall hottest spot in the
Northern Sky.

scanning many independent positions in the sky under the three spectral index hypotheses, the
global p-value corresponds (27) to a significance of 2.0 ¢ and therefore is not significant when
the entire Northern Sky is scanned without additional prior information. A high-resolution scan
around the best-fit position of the hottest spot is shown in Fig. 2.

As part of the various inspections to be carried out a posteriori, we also searched for astro-
physical counterparts in close proximity with the direction of the five locally most significant
spots in each of the three skymaps (reported in Tab. 2 (27)). We note that the nearby Seyfert I
galaxy NGC 4151 (/1) is located at ~0.18 degrees distance from the fourth-hottest spot in the
map obtained with y=2.5. Because possible neutrino emission from NGC 4151 is not one of
the hypotheses that were formulated for this work, we cannot estimate a global p-value for this

coincidence.

Searching the entire Northern Hemisphere entails a strong penalty due to testing multiple



locations. A standard way to mitigate this trial factor is to reduce the search to a list of a
priori selected positions in the sky based, for example, on known gamma-ray emission (30).
Such a procedure has been followed by IceCube since the first analysis (3/), and revised in
2018 using recent multi-wavelength information (25). No indication of neutrino emission from
NGC 1068 was noticeable at the time (32) when the selection method of candidate sources was
updated (25). To avoid confirmation bias the procedure from (25) was kept to select a total
of 110 objects within the declination range of this analysis, —3° < § < 81°. The number of
110 objects was chosen such that a local 5 o detection will yield a final result above 4 o after
accounting for trials. To select the 110 astronomical objects, we consider the gamma-ray flux
above 1 GeV of the Fermi-LAT sources in the 4FGL-DR2 catalog (33) weighted by the IceCube
sensitivity. The final catalog contains 59 BL Lacs, 34 FSRQs, 2 blazars of uncertain type, 5
AGNs, 9 galaxies, and one Galactic source from the TeVCAT catalog (34), see also (27). We
do not further impose or require any relationship between the observed gamma-ray flux and the
hypothesized neutrino flux when testing the selected objects for an association to neutrinos (27).
Among the 110 astronomical objects tested, NGC 1068 is the most significant with a local
p-value of 1 x 1077 (5.2 o) and with best-fit values of spectral index 4 = 3.2 and mean number
of signal events /i, =79. NGC 1068 is contained within the 68% confidence region around the
hottest spot in the Northern Sky, located at a distance of 0.11°. Thus, the hottest spot location
is consistent with possible neutrino emission from NGC 1068 (Fig.2). After correcting for
having tested the 110 sources in the catalog, the global p-value for NGC 1068 is 1.1 x 1072,
corresponding to a significance of 4.2 o.
To investigate the source catalog for an excess of k sources with local p-value below or equal to
a certain threshold, we also perform a binomial test (27), as defined a priori. By scanning the
p-value threshold, we find the smallest background probability for an excess of k = 3 sources,

tested under the free spectral index hypothesis, with local p-values smaller or equal to 4.6 x 107°.
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Figure 2: The sky region around the most significant spot in the Northern Hemisphere
and NGC 1068. The left plot shows a fine scan of the region around the hottest spot. The spot
itself is marked by a yellow cross and the red star shows the position of NGC 1068. In addition,
the solid and dashed contours show the 68% (solid) and 95% (dashed) confidence regions of
the hot spot localization. The right plot shows the distribution of the squared angular distance
between NGC 1068 and the reconstructed event direction. From Monte Carlo we estimate the
background (orange) and the signal (blue) assuming the best-fit spectrum at the position of
NGC 1068. The superposition of both components is shown in gray and provides an excellent
match to the data (black). Note that this representation of the result neglects all the information
on the energy and angular uncertainty of the events that is used in the unbinned maximum
likelihood approach.

This results in a local significance of 3.7 o, a small increase with respect to what was reported
in (25) that is independent of the increase of the significance at the location of NGC 1068.
After correcting for having tested three different spectral index hypotheses, we obtain a final
post-trial significance of 3.4 o for the binomial test. Besides NGC 1068, the other two objects
contributing to the excess are the blazars PKS 14244240 and TXS 0506+056, for which we

find potential neutrino emission with local significance of 3.7 o and 3.5 o, respectively. We

emphasize that the significance of TXS 0506+056 reported here relates to a time-integrated



Test type Pre-trial p-value (pjocqt)  Post-trial p-value (pgiopar)

Northern Hemisphere scan 5.0 x 1078 (5.3 0) 2.2 x 1072 (2.00)
List of candidate sources, single test 1.0 x 1077 (5.2 0) 1.1 x 107° (4.2 0)
List of candidate sources, binomial test 4.6 x 107 (4.4 0) 3.4 x107* 3.40)

Table 1: Summary of final p-values. For each of the three tests performed in this work, we
report the local and global best p-values.

signal, whereas previous analyses have provided evidence for transient emission (22, 23, 35).
Such emission has not been tested in this work, which is instead optimized to measure possible
steady neutrino fluxes over the whole period of the data taking. Compared to the methods
presented here, a search for transient emission has a lower effective background. The total
number of contributing candidate sources (kK = 3) in the binomal test has been reduced by
one compared to (25). While the local significance of PKS 1424+240 increased from 3.0 o to
3.7 g, the local significance of GB6 J1542+61 decreased from 2.9 o to 2.2 o, falling now below
the threshold corresponding to the best binomial p-value. The results of all three searches are

summarized in Tab. 1. Additional details can be found in (27).

Neutrino emission from the direction of NGC 1068

A high-resolution scan around the most significant spot in the Northern Hemisphere is shown
in Fig. 2 (left), with NGC 1068 located inside the 68% confidence region. The excess at the
position of NGC 1068 is produced by /i,,,=79" 3 events above the expectation from the atmo-
spheric and diffuse astrophysical neutrino backgrounds. The systematic error on /i, is around
2 events (27). Among the 79 most contributing events, 63 were recorded during the time pe-
riod that overlaps with the previous analysis (25) and all of them contributed to the previous
result. Fig.2 shows the distribution of all events in the vicinity of NGC 1068, as well as the

confidence contours for the source location obtained in this work. The measured spectral index
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is 4 = 3.2703 with an estimated systematic uncertainty of 0.07 (27) and is thus consistent with
the previous result reported in (25). Systematic uncertainties arise mainly from the modeling of
the photon propagation in the glacial ice, e.g. scattering and absorption, as well as the efficiency
with which they are detected by the IceCube optical modules. Systematic uncertainties are sub-
dominant to statistical ones for directional track reconstructions (27), but have a non-negligible
effect on the energy reconstructions, as the observed light yield is altered. The impact of these
systematic uncertainties on the measured neutrino spectrum is estimated by analyzing simulated
data, assuming a source with flux equal to the one measured for NGC 1068 but varying ice and
detector properties correspondingly (27).

A detailed characterization of the source spectrum is shown in Fig.3, where we report
the likelihood as a function of the model parameters (P, ) evaluated at the coordinates of
NGC 1068. The conversion of ji,s to the flux ®( also accounts for the contribution from tau
neutrino interactions which produce muons in the final state assuming an equal neutrino flavor
ratio. The best-fit flux averaged over the data-taking period at a neutrino energy of 1 TeV is
@ifj}’u = (5.0 £ 1.540¢ & 0.64,5) x 107" TeV~'em™2s1. Here, the systematic uncertainty is
estimated by varying the flux normalization under different ice and detector properties such that
we reproduce the experimental result of 4 and /i,,s in the median case.

The unbroken power-law assumption used as spectral model in the likelihood is defined over
the entire energy range of the dataset. However, the main contribution to the excess and thus the
measured spectral index and flux normalization comes from neutrinos in an energy range from
1.5TeV to 15 TeV. This energy range is defined as the range that contributes 68% to the total
test statistic value of the measurement. Outside of this energy range, the data does not strongly
constrain the inferred flux properties. Our results significantly strengthen the suggestive results
reported in (25), where this source was also identified as the strongest association, albeit at

reduced significance (2.9 ¢) and larger separation from the hottest spot in the Northern sky
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Figure 3: Profile likelihood scan for the flux parameters of NGC 1068. The cross shows the
best-fit value, solid and dashed lines represent 68% and 95% confidence levels derived from
Wilks’ Theorem, respectively. The side panels show the corresponding one-dimensional profile
likelihoods. All contours include only statistical uncertainties.

(0.35°).

The increased significance of the neutrino hotspot in spatial coincidence with NGC 1068
can be traced to several (sometimes small) improvements applied to the entire sample before
unblinding the data. The principle contributions come from 1) the new data processing, 2) the
new calibration methods, and 3) the improved analysis methods and tools including a signifi-
cantly more accurate characterization of IceCube point spread function and better estimation of
both the event energy and angular uncertainty (27).

For instance, a reduced significance of 3.8 o would have been obtained had we analyzed this

sample of events based on the same up-to-date data calibration methods and associated event
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directions, but without these new methods. This difference is expected and can be reproduced
in Monte Carlo studies, see (27). Incrementally removing the most significant events from the
hot spot reveals that the excess persists, which demonstrates that the hot spot is not dominated
by one or a few single events but is the result of an accumulation of neutrinos from this partic-
ular direction (27). The neutrino events contributing to the excess from NGC 1068 have been
visually inspected, and show well-reconstructed horizontal ~TeV energy track events with no
sign of unexpected contamination or anomalies (27). Out of the 20 events contributing most to
the results presented here, 19 were included in the previous analysis (25). Although the hot spot
is thus dominated by the same neutrinos, the new data reprocessing and improved modeling of
the likelihood function slightly change the precise evaluation of the events’ characteristics and
therefore their contribution to the likelihood function. These small but consistent recalibrations
and the effects of the refined reconstructions align the events more precisely with the direction

of NGC 1068, thus significantly strengthening the neutrino association (27).

NGC 1068 as a neutrino source

The signal identified during the 3186 days period of IceCube data taking in the complete con-
figuration consists of an estimated 7932 muon-neutrino events that are present in addition to
the expected background. Scaling the 1 TeV muon neutrino flux normalization ®, 'S}, = (5.0 +
1.55t0¢) X 1071 TeV-tem™2s7! by a factor of 3 we obtain the all-flavor neutrino flux, as-
suming equal contributions from all flavors, e.g. from pion decay dominated sources and neu-
trino oscillations over cosmic distances (36, 37). In the following we adopt a distance of 14.4
Mpc for NGC 1068 (38), as most commonly used in the literature, but note that there is some
uncertainty with values ranging between 10.3 & 3 Mpc (from the NASA/IPAC Extragalactic
Database) using the Tully-Fisher relation and 16.5 Mpc (39). The resulting redshift-corrected

isotropic equivalent neutrino luminosity in the neutrino energy range from 1.5 TeV to 15 TeV
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is L, = (2.9 & 1.1,44) X 10*? ergs™!. This is significantly higher than the isotropic equivalent
gamma-ray luminosity observed by Fermi-LAT of 1.6 x 10*' ergs™! in the energy range be-
tween 100 MeV and 100 GeV (40), and higher than the upper limits recently reported by the
MAGIC collaboration (41) (see Fig. 4).
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Figure 4: Spectral energy distribution of NGC 1068. Gray points show publicly available
multi-frequency measurements (42). Dark and light green error bars refer to gamma-ray mea-
surements from Fermi-LAT (33, 43) and MAGIC (41), respectively. The solid, dark blue line
shows the best-fit neutrino spectrum, and the corresponding blue band covers all powerlaw
neutrino fluxes that are consistent with the data at 95% C.L. It is shown in the energy range
between 1.5 TeV and 15 TeV where the flux measurement is well constrained. Two theoretical
AGN core models are shown for comparison: The light blue shaded region and the gray line
show the NGC 1068 neutrino emission models from (44) and (45), respectively. Additional
details on the model construction of the light blue shaded region can be found in (46).

High-energy neutrinos are generated in or near astronomical sources as decay products of
charged mesons produced in proton-proton interactions (47), or interactions between protons

and low energy ambient radiation (48) (for a review see (49)). Along with those neutrinos,
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gamma rays are produced in the same processes through the decay of neutral mesons. After
production, the neutrinos escape the site without further interactions. The photons, on the other
hand, are prone to reactions depending on the optical depth of the environment. Hence the
connection between neutrinos and gamma rays is highly dependent on the astrophysical envi-
ronment in which the accelerated cosmic particles interact. NGC 1068 (/1) is one of the closest
and best-studied Seyfert II galaxies. It hosts a Compton-thick AGN (50-52), is also known
for vigorous starburst activity (53, 54) and outflows (55), and has therefore been discussed as
a potential source of high-energy neutrinos (56—58). Recent neutrino emission models (44, 45)
renewed the interest in the production of neutrinos and gamma-rays within the heavily obscured
environment around its core (56, 59). In those models the supermassive black hole in the galaxy
center provides the acceleration conditions, and the intrinsic X-ray photons generated through
photon Comptonization from the accretion disk in the hot plasma above the disk, the so-called
corona, provide the conditions for the production of neutrinos and at the same time also for
the strong absorption of gamma rays. A comparison of the neutrino flux measurement and two
recent model estimations (44,45) are reported in Fig. 4. Since NGC 1068 appears as a point-like
neutrino source to IceCube, we cannot pinpoint directly which of its components is responsible
for the neutrino emission.

The evidence of neutrino emission from NGC 1068 suggests that AGN could make a sub-
stantial contribution to the diffuse neutrino flux observed by IceCube. However, Fig. 5 demon-
strates that in their respective energy ranges the sources NGC 1068 and the blazar TXS 0506+056
contribute no more than ~ 1% to the overall diffuse flux of astrophysical neutrinos. A more
quantitative comparison is challenging: for NGC 1068 the estimated flux ranges to energies
not well covered by the measurements of the total diffuse flux, and, with a best-fit spectral in-
dex of 4 = 3.2702, the spectrum of NGC 1068 appears to be softer than the diffuse flux with

v = 2.5375:57 (17). Nonetheless, it is evident that there is room for both additional bright and

15



0 NGC 1068 Astro. v,
TXS 0506+056 —4— Astro. vev,

¢u1p [TeV em™2 571
-
I
]
a

10—13 .

2
v

E

103 10* 10° 106 107
E, [GeV]

Figure 5: Comparison of point-source fluxes for NGC 1068 and TXS 0506+056 from this
analysis with the total diffuse astrophysical neutrino flux (16, I7). Fluxes are given for a
single flavor of neutrinos and anti-neutrinos assuming equal flavour ratio. The bands provide
simultaneous coverage at 68% C.L.

nearby sources, like NGC 1068, as well as a large population of faint sources. For example, the
nearby Seyfert I galaxy NGC 4151 has been suggested as one plausible candidate (46, 60, 61).
Depending on the luminosity function and cosmological evolution of the underlying population
of sources, the contribution from many faint sources at large distances (z 2 1) to the diffuse
neutrino flux can be large (62, 63).

The presented evidence of neutrinos from NGC 1068 is insufficient to further characterize
the underlying source population, for example its luminosity function and cosmological evolu-
tion. However, the observation provides some limited information on the density p of objects
with similar or greater neutrino luminosity in the local universe — independent of the precise
emission processes. Considering one source within a spherical volume of radius 14.4 Mpc (38),
the distance to NGC 1068, would lead to p ~ 10~% Mpc—3. Given that this density estimate

relies on the observation of a single source, which may or may not be representative of the
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population, its uncertainty towards smaller densities is expected to be large and is difficult to
quantify. Simulations of populations with various luminosity functions (64) show that it can
reach well beyond an order of magnitude. Nevertheless, despite the intrinsic uncertainty in
estimating the density, the nearness of NGC 1068 compared to TXS 0506+056, which is ap-
proximately 100 times farther away, indicates that there are at least two populations of neutrino
sources that differ in both density and luminosity by orders of magnitude.

Thanks to new reprocessing, recalibration and reconstruction of the IceCube data, we have
presented here experimental evidence of neutrino emission from the active galaxy NGC 1068 at
the 4.2 o level of significance, which can be interpreted as a smoking gun signature of hadronic
particle acceleration at this source. The evidence is supported by phenomenological scenarios
(44, 45) that also predict a significant absorption of gamma-ray photons. Including the blazar
TXS 0506+056 (23), the active galaxy NGC 1068 is the next compelling source of high-energy
neutrinos, albeit with possibly very different emission mechanisms, pointing to a population of

neutrino sources with obscured gamma-ray emission.
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