THE ASTROPHYSICAL JOURNAL, 976:48 (13pp), 2024 November 20 https: //doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357 /ad843b

© 2024. The Author(s). Published by the American Astronomical Society.

OPEN ACCESS
CrossMark

Large-scale Cosmic-ray Anisotropies with 19 yr of Data from the Pierre Auger
Observatory

A. Abdul Halim', P. Abreu?, M. Aglietta®”, I. Allekotte’, K. Almeida Cheminant , A. Almela®”, R Aloisio'*'!,
J. AlvareZ-Muﬁile, A. Ambrosonelo, J. Ammerman Yebralz, G. A. Anastasi'>! L Anchordoqu1 B. Andrada

L. Andrade Douradom’“, S. Andringaz, L. Apolloni016’17, C. Aramols, P. R. ArauJo Ferreira'” , E. Arnone4 20

J. C. Arteaga Velazquezm, P. Assisz, G. Avilazz, E. Avocone''? , A. Bakalova24, F. Barbatolo’“, A. Bartz Mocelhn25,
29 . 8,30
, K. Bismark™"",

J. A. Bellido', C. Berat26, M. E. Bertaina*?°, G. Bhatta®’, M. Bianciotto®*°, P. L. Biermann®®*® V. Binet
T. Bister™’, J. Biteau31% 1. Blazek24, C. Bleve®®, J. Bliimer’%, M. Bohaéovas, D. Boncioh“23 C. Bonifazi28
L. Bonneau Arbeletche , N. Borodai®’ , I Brack™”? , P. G. Brichetto Orchera F. L. Briechle , A. Bueno™* , S. Bu1t1nk?’5
M. Buscemi'>'* , M. Busken8 30 A Bwembya6 K S. Caballero Mora>® , S. Cabana- Freire'? , L. Cacc1an1ga16 17, F. Campuzanow,
R. Caruso13 14, A. Castelhna , F. Catalani>® , G. Catald139, L. Cazonlz, M. Cerda40, B. Cermakovés, A. Cermenatil()’”,

J. A. Chinellato®®, J. Chudoba®*, L. Chytka*', R. W. Clay', A. C. Cobos Cerutti®’, R. Colali11018’42, R. Concei¢do’, A. Condorelli®’,

G. Consolati17’43, M. Conte39’44, F. Convenga“’B, D. Correia dos Santos45, P.J. Costa C E. Covault46 M Cristinziani47,
8,32

C. S. Cruz Sanchez48, S. Dasso49’50, K. Daumiller32, B. R. Dawson R. M. de Almeida™® B de Errico™ , J. de Jesus™”7,
S.J. de Jong6’7, J.R. T. de Mello Neto45, I. De Mitrilo 1 ,J. de Ohvelra , D. de Oliveira Franco ,F. de Palmag9 A4 , V. de Souza 2,
E. De Vito’>*, A. Del Popolol3’14, 0. Deligny N. Denner , L. Deval8 32 A. di Matteo®, C Dobrlgkelt33 J. C. D’Olivo™,
L. M. Domingues Mendesz’ss, Q. Dorosti47, J. C. dos AnJosss, R. C. dos An]os56, J. Ebr24, F. Ellwanger , M. Emam® 7,

R. Engel3 03211, Epicoco39’44, M. Erdmannlg, A. Etchegoyen&g, C. Evolilo’“, H. Falcke®””’, G. Farrar™®, A C. Fauth32

T. Fehler47 F. Feldbusch , A. Fernandes?, B. Fick®, J. M Figueira p. Filip8 A, Fi11pc1c T. Fitoussi®” B Flaggs
T. Fodran M. Freitas®, T. Fu]1162 93 A Fuster89 C. Galea’, B. Garcl'a7 C. Gaudu(ﬁ P. L. Ghla% U. G1accar1 , F. Gobb140
F. Gollan® , G. Golup , M. Gémez Bensso , P. F. Gbmez Vitale?? , J. P. Gongora , J. M. Gonzélez’ , N. Gonzalez , D. Géra>’ s
A. Gorgi3’4, M. Gottowik> 2, F. Guarin018’42, G. P. Guedes64, E. Guido47, L. Gﬁlzow32, S. Hahn30, P. Hama124, M. R. Hampel8,

P. Hansen , V.M. Harvey A. Haungs , T. Hebbeker , C. Hojvat591 J. R. Horandel®”, P Horvath*!, M leabovsky41
A Insolia'>'* P. G. Isar®, P. Janecek , V. J11ek24 J. Jurysek24 K.-H. Kampert B. Keilhauer’?, A. Khakurdikar’,
V. V. Klzakke Cov1lakam8 32 , H. O. Klages32 M. Klelfges F. Knapp%0 J. Kohler’”, F. Kneger19 M. Kubatova24 N Kunka59
B. L. Lago66, N. Langner , M. A. Leigui de Oliveira®’, Y. Lema Capeansl A. Letessier-Selvon®®, I. Lhenry- Yvon?, L. Lopes ,
J.P. Lundquist A. Machado Payeras33 D. Mandat®*, B. C. Manning P. Mantsch”®! F M. Manaml(’ " A. G. Mar1a221 ,

I. C. Maris’, G Marsella'*"°, D. Martello®”**, S. Martlnelh8 32 0. Martinez Bravo®?%, M. A. Martlns12 H.-J. Mathes™?,

J. Matthews™ o4 . G. Matthiae’" 72 , E. Mayotte™, 25 S. Mayotte25 P. O Mazur’®!, G. Medlna Tanco™, J. Melnert63 D. Melo

A. Menshikov>® , C. Merxn, S. Mlcha124, M. L Mlchelettl , L. Miramonti'® 17, S. Mollerach5 F Montanet L More]on

K. Mulrey6’7, R. Mussa4, W. M. Namasaka63, S. Negi24, L. Nellen54, K. Nguyen G. Nicora”® , M. Nlech01ol , D. Nitz%°

D. Nosek74, V. Novotny74, L. Noikas, A. Nucita39’44, L. A. Nﬁﬁez75, C. Oliveira™> , M. Palatka24, J. Pallotta 3, S. Panja24,
76, V. Pelgrims77, L. A S. Pereira78,

G. Parentelz, T. Paulsen63, J. Pawlowsky63, M. Pech24, J. Pe;kala5 , R. Pelayo

E. E. Pereira Martins8’3°, C. Pérez Bertolli8’32, L. Perrone39’44, S. Petrera' ! , C. Petrucci T Pierog M Pimentaz, M. Platinog,
Querchfeld , Rautenberg63,

B. Pont7, M. Pothast6’7, M. Pourmohammad Shahvarl4’70, P. Privitera® M Prouza®*
, V. Riz ith 23, E. Rodriguezs’32,

D. Ravignani®, J. V. Reginatto Akim®, A. Reuzki'’, J. Ridky**, F. Richn'?, M. Risse*?
5 A. C. Rovero49, A. Saftoiuxo, M. Saharan7,

J. Rodriguez Rojozz, M. J. Roncoronix, S. Rossoni79, M. Roth32, E. Roulet”,
F. Salamida“’23 : H. SalazarSI, G. Salina72, P. Sampathkumar32, J. D. Sanabria Gomez> s F. Sénchezg, E. M. Santos82, E. Santos24
F. Sarazin®®, R. Sarmento®, R. Sato®%, C. M. Schafer , V. Scherini****, H. Schieler’?, M. Schimassek”, M. Schimp®’,
D. Schrmdtg2 0. Scholten”S 89 , H. Schoorlemmer®’ , P. Schovanek24 F. G. Schroderg261 J. Schulte19 T. Schulzg2 S. J. Scmtto
M. Scornavacche8 32 A Sedosk1 A. Segretomg%, S. Sehgal&, S. U. Shivashankara® , G. Slgl79, K. Simkova®> 77, F. Simon 9,
R. Smlda P. Sommers R Squamnl , M. Stadelmaier]6’17’32, S. Staniés, J. Stasielak27, P. Stassiz(’, S. Str'ahnz30, M. Straub19,
T. Suomljarw , A. D. Supamtsky A Svozilikova24, Z Szadkowski , F. Tairli A. Tapia C. Taricco4’20, C. Timmennans6’7,
0. Tkachenko , P. Tobiska24, C. J. Todero Peixoto>® , B. Tome Z Torres?® , A. Travaini® ,P. Travnicek24, M. Tueros48,

M. Unger R. Uzelroska , L. Vaclavek‘“, M. Vacula‘“, J. F. Valdés Ga1101a54, L. Valore'® 42, E. VarelaSI, V. Vasiékovas,

A. Vasquez- -Ramirez’ , D. Veben'és, I. D. Vergara Quispe48, V. Verzi72, J. Vicha24, J. Vink86, S. Vorobiov69, C. Watanabe45,

A. A. Watsons’%, A. Weindl32, M. Weitz63, L. Wienckezs, H. Wilczynski27, D. Wittkowski63, B. Wundheilerg, B. Yue(’s,
A. Yushkov?*, O. Zapparrata77, E. Zas'?, D. Zavrtanik®*’, and M. Zavrtanik®®’
The Pierre Auger Collaboration®’

Umverslty of Adelaide, Adelaide, S.A., Australia; spokespersons@auger.org
2 Laboratério de Instrumentac@o e Fisica Experlmental de Particulas—LIP and Instituto Superior Técnico—IST, Universidade de Lisboa—UL, Lisboa, Portugal
” Osservatorio Astrofisico di Torino (INAF), Torino, Italy
4INFN Sezione di Torino, Torino, Italy
5 Centro Atémico Bariloche and Instituto Balseiro (CNEA-UNCuyo-CONICET), San Carlos de Bariloche, Argentina
6 Nationaal Instituut voor Kernfysica en Hoge Energie Fysica (NIKHEF), Science Park, Amsterdam, The Netherlands
7 IMAPP, Radboud University Nijmegen, Nijmegen, The Netherlands

T. Huege

1



Abdul Halim et al.

THE ASTROPHYSICAL JOURNAL, 976:48 (13pp), 2024 November 20
Instituto de Tecnologias en Deteccién y Astroparticulas (CNEA, CONICET, UNSAM), Buenos Aires, Argentina
Universidad Tecnoldgica Nacional—Facultad Regional Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires, Argentina
19 Gran Sasso Science Institute, L’ Aquila, Italy
" INFN Laboratori Nazionali del Gran Sasso, Assergi (L’ Aquila), Italy
2 Instituto Galego de Fisica de Altas Enerxias (IGFAE), Universidade de Santiago de Compostela, Santiago de Compostela, Spain
“ Universita di Catania, leartlmento di Fisica e Astronomia “Ettore Majorana,” Catania, Italy
INFN, Sezione di Catania, Catania, Italy
Depanmem of Physics and Astronomy, Lehman College, City University of New York, Bronx, NY 10468, USA
S Universita di Milano, Dipartimento di Fisica, Milano, Italy
! INFN Sezione di Milano, Milano, Italy
INFN Sezione di Napoli, Napoli, Italy
® RWTH Aachen University, III. Physikalisches Institut A, Aachen, Germany
O Universita Torino, Dipartimento di Fisica, Torino, Italy
2! Universidad Michoacana de San Nicolds de Hidalgo, Morelia, Michoacan, Mexico
Observatorio Pierre Auger and Comision Nacional de Energfa Atémica, Malargiie, Argentina
Universita dell’Aquila, Dipartimento di Scienze Fisiche e Chimiche, L’ Aquila, Italy
Institute of Physlc% of the Czech Academy of Sciences, Prague, Czech Republic
> Colorado School of Mines, Golden, CO 80401, USA
S Univ. Grenoble Alpes, CNRS, Grenoble Institute of Engineering Univ. Grenoble Alpes, LPSC-IN2P3, 38000 Grenoble, France
27 Institute of Nuclear Physics PAN, Krakow, Poland
28 International Center of Advanced Studies and Instituto de Ciencias Fisicas, ECyT-UNSAM and CONICET, Campus Miguelete—San Martin, Buenos Aires,

22

Argentina
2% Instituto de Fisica de Rosario (IFIR)—CONICET/U.N.R. and Facultad de Ciencias Bioquimicas y Farmacéuticas U.N.R., Rosario, Argentina
Karlsruhe Institute %f Technology (KIT), Institute for Experimental Particle Physics, Karlsruhe, Germany
Université Paris-Saclay, CNRS/IN2P3, IJCLab, Orsay, France
2 Karlsruhe Institute of Technology (KIT), Institute for Astroparticle Physics, Karlsruhe, Germany
Unlver31d&de Estadual de Campinas (UNICAMP), IFGW, Campinas, SP, Brazil
Universidad de Granada and C.A.F.P.E., Granada, Spain
» Vrije Universiteit Brussels, Bmssels Belgium
6 Universidad Auténoma de Chiapas, Tuxtla Gutiérrez, Chiapas, Mexico
7 Instituto de Tecnologias en Deteccién y Astroparticulas (CNEA, CONICET, UNSAM), and Universidad Tecnolégica Nacional—Facultad Regional Mendoza
(CONICET/CNEA), Mendoza, Argentina
8 Universidade de Sa%ogPaulo Escola de Engenharia de Lorena, Lorena, SP, Brazil
INFN, Sezione di Lecce, Lecce, Italy
40 Observatorio Pierre Auger, Malargiie, Argentina
4 Palacky University, Olomouc, Czech Republic
Umver51ta di Napoli “Federico II,” Dipartimento di Fisica “Ettore Pancini,” Napoli, Italy
3 Politecnico di Milano, Dipartimento di Scienze e Tecnologie Aerospaziali, Milano, Italy
Umversna del Salento, Dipartimento di Matematica e Fisica “E. De Giorgi,” Lecce, Italy
> Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro, Instituto de Fisica, Rio de Janeiro, RJ, Brazil
o Case Western Reserve University, Cleveland, OH 44106, USA
4T Universitit Siegen, Department Physik—Experimentelle Teilchenphysik, Siegen, Germany
48 IFLP, Universidad Nacional de La Plata and CONICET, La Plata, Argentina
4 Instituto de Astronomia y Fisica del Espacio (IAFE, CONICET-UBA), Buenos Aires, Argentina
Departamento de Fisica and Departamento de Ciencias de la Atmésfera y los Océanos, FCEyN, Universidad de Buenos Aires and CONICET, Buenos Aires,
Argentina
! Instituto Federal de Educagido, Ciéncia e Tecnologia do Rio de Janeiro (IFRJ), Brazil
Umvemdade de Sdo Paulo, Instituto de Fisica de Sdo Carlos, Sdo Carlos, SP, Brazil
CNRS /IN2P3, IICLab, Université Paris-Saclay, Orsay, France
Universidad Nacional Auténoma de México, México, D.F., Mexico
Centro Brasileiro de Pesquisas Fisicas, Rio de Janeiro, RJ, Brazil
Universidade Federal do Parand, Setor Palotina, Palotina, Brazil
Stichting Astronomisch Onderzoek in Nederland (ASTRON), Dwingeloo, The Netherlands
38 New York University, New York, NY 10012, USA
° Karlsruhe Institute of Technology (KIT), Institut fiir Prozessdatenverarbeitung und Elektronik, Karlsruhe, Germany
Michigan Technological University, Houghton, MI 49931, USA
Umversny of Delaware, Department of Physics and Astronomy, Bartol Research Institute, Newark, DE 19716, USA
University of Chicago, Enrico Fermi Institute, Chicago, IL 60637, USA
53 Bergische Universitit Wuppertal, Department of Physics, Wuppertal, Germany
Universidade Estadual de Feira de Santana, Feira de Santana, Brazil
Institute of Space Science, Bucharest-Magurele, Romania
66 Centro Federg; de Educacdo Tecnoldgica Celso Suckow da Fonseca, Petropolis, Brazil
Universidade Federal do ABC, Santo André, SP, Brazil
68 Laboratoire de Phgmque Nucléaire et de Hautes Energies (LPNHE), Sorbonne Université, Université de Paris, CNRS-IN2P3, Paris, France
Center for Astrophysics and Cosmology (CAC), University of Nova Gorica, Nova Gorica, Slovenia
Universita di Palermo, Dipartimento di Fisica e Chimica “E. Segre,” Palermo, Italy
Universita di Roma “Tor Vergata,” Dipartimento di Fisica, Roma, Italy
2 INEN, Sezione di Roma “Tor Vergata,” Roma, Italy
73 Laboratorio Atmésfera—Departamento de Investigaciones en Laseres y sus Aplicaciones—UNIDEF (CITEDEF-CONICET), Argentina
Charles University, Faculty of Mathematics and Physics, Institute of Particle and Nuclear Physics, Prague, Czech Republic
Universidad Industrial de Santander, Bucaramanga, Colombia
76 Unidad Profesional Interdisciplinaria en Ingenlena y Tecnologias Avanzadas del Instituto Politécnico Nacional (UPIITA-IPN), México, D.F., Mexico
7 Université Libre de Bruxelles (ULB), Brussels, Belgium
Un1ver51dade Federal de Campina Grande, Centro de Ciencias e Tecnologia, Campina Grande, Brazil
® Universitit Hamburg, II. Institut fiir Theoretische Physik, Hamburg, Germany
80 “Horia Hulubei” National Institute for Physics and Nuclear Engineering, Bucharest-Magurele, Romania



THE ASTROPHYSICAL JOURNAL, 976:48 (13pp), 2024 November 20

Abdul Halim et al.

81 Benemérita Universidad Auténoma de Puebla, Puebla, Mexico

82 Universidade de Sao Paulo, Instituto de Fisica, Sdo Paulo, SP, Brazil

83 Istituto di Astrofisica Spaziale e Fisica Cosmica di Palermo (INAF), Palermo, Italy
4U11iversity of £.6dZ, Faculty of High-Energy Astrophysics,L.6dZ, Poland

S Universidad de Medellin, Medellin, Colombia
86 Universiteit van Amsterdam, Faculty of Science, Amsterdam, The Netherlands
87 Experimental Particle Physics Department, J. Stefan Institute, Ljubljana, Slovenia
Received 2024 August 9; revised 2024 September 30; accepted 2024 October 6; published 2024 November 13

Abstract

Results are presented for the measurement of large-scale anisotropies in the arrival directions of ultra—high-energy
cosmic rays detected at the Pierre Auger Observatory during 19 yr of operation, prior to AugerPrime, the upgrade
of the observatory. The 3D dipole amplitude and direction are reconstructed above 4 EeV in four energy bins.
Besides the established dipolar anisotropy in R.A. above 8 EeV, the Fourier amplitude of the 8-16 EeV energy bin
is now also above the 5o discovery level. No time variation of the dipole moment above 8 EeV is found, setting an
upper limit to the rate of change of such variations of 0.3% yr~' at the 95% confidence level. Additionally, the
results for the angular power spectrum are shown, demonstrating no other statistically significant multipoles. The
results for the equatorial dipole component down to 0.03 EeV are presented, using for the first time a data set
obtained with a trigger that has been optimized for lower energies. Finally, model predictions are discussed and
compared with observations, based on two source emission scenarios obtained in the combined fit of spectrum and

composition above 0.6 EeV.

Unified Astronomy Thesaurus concepts: Ultra-high-energy cosmic radiation (1733)

1. Introduction

In the past decade, significant progress has been made in the
search for the origin of ultra—high-energy cosmic rays
(UHECRs) thanks to the data from the Pierre Auger
Observatory (Pierre Auger Collaboration 2015b) and Telescope
Atrray (Telescope Array Collaboration 2013). The study of the
arrival directions is a key element in gaining insight into the
possible sources of UHECRs. At small and intermediate
angular scales, interesting hints of anisotropies have been
reported, the most significant being the overdensity in the
Centaurus region, with a significance of 40 (see Pierre Auger
Collaboration 2022, 2023d for the latest results). Regarding
large angular scales, a dipolar modulation in R.A. at energies
above 8 EeV has been determined with a significance above 50
(Pierre Auger Collaboration 2017c). The direction of this
dipole, lying ~115° away from the Galactic center, suggests an
extragalactic origin for the cosmic rays above this energy
threshold.””
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Furthermore, an approximately linear growth of the dipole
amplitude as a function of energy has been measured (Pierre
Auger Collaboration 2018). This could be a consequence of the
energy losses that cosmic rays suffer in interactions with the
background radiation, which lead to a decrease of the horizon
of cosmic-ray sources as the energy increases (K. Greisen
1966; G. T. Zatsepin & V. A. Kuz’min 1966). This shrinking
of the horizon is expected to induce an increase in the dipole
amplitude as a function of energy, due to the growing relative
contribution of nearby sources, whose distribution is more
inhomogeneous. In the alternative scenario in which only one
or a few nearby sources give the dominant contribution to the
flux above 4 EeV, a rising dipolar amplitude with energy is also
expected owing to the growth of the UHECR magnetic rigidity,
which implies smaller deflections of the particles in the
intervening magnetic fields.”®

For energies below 4 EeV, where only the anisotropies in R.
A. can be studied, small amplitudes of the equatorial dipole,
below the 1% level, have been measured, which are compatible
with isotropic expectations for the present accumulated
statistics (Pierre Auger Collaboration 2020a). However, a
change in the R.A. phase at energies below 4 EeV is apparent,
with the observed values being close to the R.A. of the Galactic
center. This change could be indicative of a transition in the
origin of the anisotropies from an extragalactic one at energies
above a few EeV to a Galactic one at lower energies, or
alternatively due to the effects of the Galactic magnetic field on
an extragalactic flux (S. Mollerach et al. 2022).

In this work, to gain further insight into these results, the
statistics of 19 yr of data from the Pierre Auger Observatory are
analyzed, which represents an increase of ~55% with respect
to Pierre Auger Collaboration (2018) and of ~30% with respect
to Pierre Auger Collaboration (2020a).

%8 For the source model that best fits the spectrum and composition results
obtained in Pierre Auger Collaboration (2023a), the cosmic-ray horizon is
shrunk from a few hundreds of megaparsecs to a few tens of megaparsecs
between 10 and 100 EeV, and the mean rigidity changes from ~4 to ~8 EV in
the same energy range.
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An update on the angular power spectrum (Pierre Auger
Collaboration 2017a) is also presented to determine whether
higher multipoles are present. Note that even a pure dipolar
distribution at the boundaries of the galaxy could be
transformed, due to the deflections of cosmic rays in the
Galactic magnetic field, into a dipolar distribution plus higher-
order multipoles.

Finally, predictions are included, based on our combined fit
of spectrum and composition data (Pierre Auger Collaboration
2023a), for the dipolar amplitude and direction and for the
quadrupolar amplitude.

2. The Pierre Auger Observatory and the Data Sets

The Pierre Auger Observatory (Pierre Auger Collaboration
2015b) is the largest cosmic-ray observatory in the world,
covering an area of 3000km?. It is located near the city of
Malargiie, Argentina (35.°2 south, 69.°5 west, 1400 m above
sea level). It is a hybrid detector, consisting of a surface
detector (SD) with 1660 water-Cherenkov stations and a
fluorescence detector (FD) with 27 telescopes overlooking the
array. The duty cycle of the SD is ~100%, while that
corresponding to the FD, which operates on clear moonless
nights, is ~15%. The main advantage of having both detectors
is that the quasi-calorimetric energy determination obtained
with the FD can be used to calibrate the energy estimate of the
events registered with the SD, using the hybrid events detected
simultaneously by the SD and the FD.

The main surface array (SD-1500) consists of 1600 detectors
on a triangular grid with a spacing of 1500 m. There is a denser
“infilled array” (SD-750) of 60 detectors with a spacing of 750
m, used to register events down to an energy threshold of
~0.03 EeV. There is also a smaller array with a spacing of 433
m, but the data set has smaller statistics than the SD-750 and is
not included in this work. The events recorded with the SD-1500
that are considered here were registered between 2004 January 1
and 2022 December 31. For the transitional years of 2021 and
2022, when the AugerPrime (Pierre Auger Collaboration 2023b)
installation was underway, only those detectors in which the
electronics had not been updated are used (resulting in an
equivalent ~1.6 yr of exposure instead of 2 yr).

The analyses above 4 EeV are made considering events with
zenith angle 6 < 80°, achieving an 85% coverage of the sky.
The events are selected if the SD station with the largest signal
is surrounded by at least five active stations and if the
reconstructed core of the shower falls within an isosceles
triangle of nearby active stations. To accurately compute the
exposure as a function of time, those events that were
registered during periods of unreliable data acquisition are
removed, resulting in a total exposure of 123,000 km? sr yr.
There are actually different reconstructions for the events with
6 <60° (“vertical”) and 60° <6 <80° (“inclined”). Full
efficiency is reached above 2.5EeV for the former events
and above 4 EeV for the latter ones.

For studies using the SD-1500 array between 0.25 and 4 EeV
only vertical events are considered (leading to a 71% coverage
of the sky) and a stricter quality cut, requiring that the SD
station with the largest signal should be surrounded by six
active stations, is used. This data set has an exposure of
81,000 km? sr yI.

Events with energies down to 0.03 EeV with the SD-750
array are also used. In this data set, not only events registered
using the standard station-level trigger algorithms are
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considered but also, for the first time, those detected with
two other triggers introduced in mid-2013 to enhance the
sensitivity of the array to small signals (Pierre Auger
Collaboration 2021). Thanks to these triggers, full efficiency
for the SD-750 array is reached above 0.2 EeV for events with
0 < 55°. The accumulated exposure of the SD-750 array with
6 < 55° between 2014 January 1 and 2021 December 13 is 269
km? sryr.

The statistical uncertainty of the energy is ~7% for
E>10EeV and can be up to ~20% for E~ 0.1 EeV, while
the systematic uncertainty of the absolute energy scale is 14%
(Pierre Auger Collaboration 2020b, 2021). The events have an
angular resolution better than 079 for E > 10 EeV, which can
degrade to $2° at lower energies (Pierre Auger Collaboration
2015b, 2023c).

The energies of vertical events are corrected for atmospheric
(Pierre Auger Collaboration 2017b) and geomagnetic effects
(Pierre Auger Collaboration 2011), so as to avoid spurious
modulations in the distributions in R.A. and azimuth, respec-
tively. For inclined events, the air shower cascades near ground
level are composed mostly of muons, and the atmospheric
effects are negligible for them, while the geomagnetic effects are
directly included in the reconstruction.

3. Description of the Large Angular Scale Analyses

In this section, the methods used in the present work are
briefly discussed. For further details see Pierre Auger
Collaboration (2015a, 2017a, 2018, 2020a).

3.1. 3D Dipole above 4 EeV

To reconstruct the 3D dipole, a separate Fourier analyses in
R.A. («) and azimuth (¢) is performed. The amplitude r; and
phase o of the event rate modulation are given by

= NG+ B v =

where the harmonic amplitudes of order k are

X

l arctan b—k s (1)
k ai

N N
af = %Z w;cos(kx;), b = %Z w; sin(kx;), )

i=1 i=1

with x =« or ¢ and k=1 for the dipolar component. N is the
total number of events, w; are the weight factors, and
N =N w is the normalization factor. The weight factors
w; are computed as

w; = [ANeenn (@°(;))(1 + 0.003 tan 6; cos(¢; — ¢o))]_1 , (3

where ANcen(aO(t,»)) is the relative variation of the total number
of active detector cells for a given R.A. of the zenith of the
observatory o° evaluated at the time #; at which the ith event is
detected, and 6; and ¢; are the zenith and azimuth of the event,
respectively. These weights are used to take into account the
slightly nonuniform exposure of the array over time (due to the
deployment of the array and the sporadic downtime of the
detectors) and the tilt of the array (which is on average tilted
0°2 toward ¢y, = —30°, with ¢, measured counterclockwise
from the east). Both effects could induce spurious modulations
if they are not accounted for.
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The probability that an amplitude equal to or larger than r*
arises from a fluctuation from an isotropic distribution of events
is given by P(>rf) = exp(—=N()? /4) (. Linsley 1975).

Assuming that the dominant anisotropy in the distribution of
arrival directions of cosmic rays is given by the dipolar
component, d, the flux distribution can then be written as

(@) = Po(1 + A®@),
A@)=d - i, 4)

where @ is the arrival direction of the cosmic rays. The
equatorial amplitude of the dipole d,, the north—south
component d,, and the dipole direction in equatorial coordi-
nates (o, 0,) are related to the first-harmonic amplitudes in R.
A. and azimuth through

dL >~ rln{ ~ 7b1¢
(cosé)’ 05 Lops { Sin )
ag =}, 6= arctan(i), 5)
d,

where (cos §) & 0.7814 is the mean cosine of the decl. of the
events, (sinf) ~ 0.6525 is the mean sine of the zenith of the
events, and [,,s = —35°2 is the latitude of the observatory.

3.2. 3D Dipole and Quadrupole above 4 EeV

In the case in which a quadrupolar distribution is also
present, the flux anisotropy can be parameterized as

. L1
A@)=d- i+ EZ Ojuuj, (6)
ioj
where Qj; are the components of the quadrupole tensor (five of
them are independent). The details on how the dipole and
quadrupole components are estimated from the k=1 and 2

harmonic amplitudes are described in Pierre Auger Collaboration
(2015a).

3.3. Angular Power Spectrum Above 4 EeV

To search for anisotropies across various angular scales, it is
convenient to decompose the distribution of observed events
per unit solid angle dN /d€)(ii) in each direction i, separating
the dominant isotropic contribution from the anisotropic
component, A(#), as

N

o W@ (1 + A@)), )

dN .

aa =
where W (i7) is the relative exposure of the observatory, N is the
total number of observed events, and f; = ﬁ f W (it)dii. The
angular power spectrum of the scalar field A(i) is defined by
C = ﬁza:_glamlz, where the coefficients ay,, encoding
any anisotropy signature present in data, are derived from the
multipolar expansion of A(#) into spherical harmonics,
Ay = f A®@) Yy, (@)di. Due to the incomplete sky coverage
of the Pierre Auger Observatory, the estimation of the
individual a,,, coefficients cannot be carried out with relevant
resolution as soon as fp.x > 2, and the same is true for the
power spectrum (full-sky analyses are carried out by the Pierre
Auger and Telescope Array Collaborations together; Pierre
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Auger & Telescope Array Collaborations 2014, 2023). How-
ever, it is possible to reconstruct the angular power spectrum
within a statistical resolution independent of the bound £,
(O. Deligny et al. 2004), if the observed distribution of arrival
directions represents a particular realization of an underlying
stochastic process in which the anisotropies cancel in the
ensemble average ((A()) = 0) and the second-order moment
(A@)A(@"))) depends only on the angular separation between
i and #@’. For a detailed discussion of the implications and
restrictions of this hypothesis, see comments in the References
section (Pierre Auger Collaboration 2017a). Under this
hypothesis, the ensemble-average expectations of the power
spectrum (C;) and the “pseudo”-power spectrum (C;) are
related through

- 4rif?
(Co) = M (Cp) + 7]301 , (3)
[/

with the “pseudo”-power spectrum C; = an:_[|d[m|2 / L+ 1)
defined in terms of the “pseudo”-multipolar moments g, =
f W (@) A(it) Yy, () dii. The operator M, describing the mixing
between the modes, is entirely determined by the knowledge of
the relative coverage function (O. Deligny et al. 2004), and the

%ﬁ term corresponds to an irreducible noise induced by Poisson
fluctuations. Thus, for a cosmic-ray data set with a “pseudo-
power” spectrum Gy, the angular power spectrum C,,%° which is
an unbiased estimator in the ensemble average, is computed by

Cr=> My'Co — —-L, )
N
with f, = i [W2@)di.

3.4. Modulation in R.A. Down to 0.03 EeV

When the trigger efficiency of the array is small, the
systematic effects on the azimuth distribution cannot be
completely corrected for, in particular the dependence of the
trigger efficiency on azimuth due to the geometry of the layout
of the array. Thus, for lower energies we restrict the large-scale
studies to the modulation in R.A., which is proportional to the
equatorial dipole component as shown in Equation (5).

Due to Earth’s rotation, the exposure of the observatory is
almost uniform in R.A. and above full efficiency the sources of
spurious modulation (sporadic detector downtime and atmo-
spheric effects) can be corrected for as described above. The
effect of the tilt of the array is not relevant for the Fourier
analysis in R.A. (it only affects the distribution in azimuth);
thus, it is not included in the weights for these analyses.

Trigger effects at energies where the efficiency is low are
difficult to control down to the required precision for
reconstructing per-mille-level anisotropies. However, a method
suitably constructed to be insensitive to such effects, called the
East—West method (R. Bonino et al. 2011), can be used. This
method, which is based on the difference between the counting
rates of the events detected from the east sector and those from

99 In Pierre Auger Collaboration (2017a), unlike in this work, the results were
presented without removing the noise term. Thus, by construction, in this work
the average of the isotropic simulations is zero, and any particular realization
with a negative C, is interpreted as a statistical fluctuation consistent with
isotropy.
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Figure 1. (a) Flux above 8 EeV, smoothed by a Fisher distribution with a mean cosine of the angular distance to the center of the window equal to that of a top-hat
distribution with a radius of 45°, in equatorial coordinates. The position of the Galactic center is shown with a star, and the Galactic plane is indicated with a dashed
line. (b) Distribution in R.A. of the unit-normalized rates of events with E > 8 EeV. The black line shows the obtained distribution, with the Fourier analysis assuming

only a dipolar component.

Table 1

Results for the 3D Dipole Reconstruction above Full Efficiency
E N d, d, d ay ba PR
(EeV) (%) (%) (%) (deg) (deg)
4-8 118,722 10455 -13408 17508 92 428 5213 0.14
>8 49,678 5.870% —45+12 74449 97 £8 —38%9 8.7 x 10712
8-16 36,658 5759 -31+14 6.5743 93+9 —29*11 14 x1078
16-32 10,282 59129 —743 9.4128 93 + 16 —51H13 43 x107°
>32 2,738 1174 —13+5 174 144 £18 —51*+1¢ 9.8 x 1073

Note. For each energy bin the number of events N, the equatorial component of the amplitude d |, the north—south component d_, the amplitude d, the R.A. o, and the
decl. 6, of the dipole direction and the probability of getting a larger amplitude from fluctuations of an isotropic distribution P(>r") are presented.

the west sector, is less sensitive than the Fourier method, but
the systematics are under better control. The Fourier coeffi-
cients for the East—-West method are

N
agw = NZ cos(a’(r) — &),

i=1

N
biw = =3 sin(a%(s) — &), (10)
N3
where ozo(ti) is the R.A. of the zenith of the array, and &; = 0O for
events coming from the east (—7/2 < ¢ < 7/2) and & =7 for
those coming from the west (7/2 < ¢ < 37/2).
The Fourier amplitude, r, and phase, (¢, are related to the
East—West method values, rgw and @gw, through

cosd cosd
micosd) > _——< ; >\/aF%W+bF%W’
2 (sin 9) 2 (siné)
© = Ypw + I = arctan bew + z, an
2 Agw 2

as in R. Bonino et al. (2011). As in the Fourier method, the
probability of obtaining an amplitude larger than that expected
from an isotropic distribution is P (=rgw) = exp(—=N (rgw)? /4).

For the 0.25-0.5 EeV energy bin, one can also use the data of
the SD-750 array with the standard Fourier method since the
SD-750 array is fully efficient at these energies. The disadvantage
of having lower statistics with the SD-750 array compared to those

of the SD-1500 array at these energies is compensated by the fact
that the number of events needed to have a statistical uncertainty
with the Fourier method equal to that with the East-West method
is approximately a factor four smaller (the statistical uncertainty
obtained with the East-West method is larger by a factor
7{cos6)/2(sinf) ~ 2.1 for § < 60° R. Bonino et al. 2011).
For the energy bins below 0.25 EeV, the statistics of the SD-
750 array is larger than that of the main array, and the East-West
method is applied given that for those energies the trigger of the
SD-750 array is not fully efficient. For the analyses in R.A., the
geomagnetic corrections are not necessary (they are only relevant
for the analyses in azimuth); therefore, these corrections are not
done for the SD-750 data set. However, the atmospheric
corrections in the reconstructed energy and the not completely
uniform exposure in R.A. of the array are accounted for in the
analyses with the SD-750 data set, like in the SD-1500 data set.

4. Results
4.1. 3D Dipole above 4 EeV

The results for the 3D dipole reconstruction above full
efficiency are listed in Table 1. For E > 8 EeV, the significance of
the dipolar modulation in R.A. is now at 6.8¢, and its significance
in the 8—16 EeV energy bin is 5.70. The uncertainties reported
correspond to the 68% confidence level (CL) of the respective
marginalized probability distribution function.

In Figure 1, the flux above 8 EeV in equatorial coordinates and
the distribution in R.A. of the rates of events (normalized to unity)
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Figure 2. Ratio between the number of observed events and the number expected from an isotropic distribution, in Galactic coordinates, for the (a) 4-8 EeV,
(b) 8-16 EeV, (c) 16-32 EeV, and (d) >32 EeV energy bins. The smoothing corresponds to a Fisher distribution with a mean cosine of the angular distance to the
center of the window equal to that of a top-hat distribution with a radius of 45°.
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Figure 3. (a) Map with the directions of the 3D dipole for different energy bins, in Galactic coordinates. The contours of equal probability per unit solid angle,
marginalized over the dipole amplitude, that contain the 68% CL range are shown. (b) The evolution of the dipole amplitude with energy, for the four energy bins
considered: (4-8, 8-16, 16-32, >32) EeV.

for that energy threshold are depicted. In Figure 2 sky maps in
Galactic coordinates are included showing the ratio between the
number of observed events and the number expected from an
isotropic distribution of arrival directions, for the energy bins of
(4-8, 8-16, 16-32, >32)EeV. In Figure 2(d), the overdensity of

energy, d(E) = djp % ﬁ , is performed obtaining
di0=0.049 +0.009 and §=0.97 £0.21, in agreement with
Pierre Auger Collaboration (2018). This growth in amplitude is
possibly due to the larger relative contribution from the nearby

events in the Centaurus region, (I, b)= (310°, 19°), is visible,
contributing in the region corresponding to the dipole excess.

In Figure 3, the evolution with energy of the dipole direction
and amplitude is plotted. A fit to the amplitude as a function of

sources for increasing energies, whose distribution is more
inhomogeneous. Another effect that also results in an increase
of the dipole amplitude with energy, secondary to this one, is
the growth of mean rigidity of the particles, leading to smaller
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Table 2
Solar and Antisidereal First-harmonic Amplitudes, 7#°% and 7™, and the
Corresponding Isotropic Probabilities, P (=) and P (=rf""), for Each

Abdul Halim et al.

Table 3
Number of Events (N), Reconstructed Equatorial Dipole Amplitude (4, ), Phase
(vg), and Isotropic Probability (P(>r")) Separating the Data Set into Time-

Energy Bin ordered Subsets for the £ > 8 EeV Cumulative Energy Bin
E rlwolzu' P(>r]solar) rlzmtis P(}rﬁ““s) Time Bins N dL g P(},_lu)
(EeV) (%) (%) (%) (deg)
2-4 0.4103 0.18 03103 0.48 1/2 24,839 55413 100 + 12 1.1x107°
4-8 07493 0.28 04193 0.65 2/2 24,839 61577 94+ 11 6.9 x 1077
+0.9 +0.7
? 816 %’361‘593 8'31 ﬁlgig g';g 1/4 12,419 6.3t18 111+ 15 5.6 10
- 02 : 0 ' 2/4 12,420 49419 87+ 19 1.1 x 1072
16-32 22438 0.29 2748 0.15 +18 —4
35 o 3/4 12,419 6.871% 92+ 14 1.5% 10
>32 16533 0.83 1043, 0.93 e L
: : 4/4 12,420 54719 97 +17 3.8 x 10

deflections and thus larger dipolar amplitudes (see Section 5 for
a comparison of model predictions to data).

To show that there are no significant unaccounted-for
systematics effects, in Table 2 the solar and antisidereal first-
harmonic amplitudes (7*°* and #*) and the probability of
getting a larger amplitude from fluctuations of an isotropic
distribution (P(}rf"lar) and P(>r™")) are reported, for each
energy bin in which the Fourier analysis in R.A. was done at
the sidereal frequency. The results are compatible with no
significant modulation being present at these frequencies.
Furthermore, for the Fourier analysis in azimuth, the al‘"j
parameters, which measure the east-west modulation, were
verified to be compatible with zero (since any flux modulation
from the sky should be averaged owing to Earth’s rotation).

The statistics of the £ > 8 EeV cumulative energy bin is
large enough that the data set can be separated into time-
ordered subsets and tested for their stability. The results,
dividing the data set into two (the date corresponding to half
the data set is 2014 August 19) and four subsets (the dates
corresponding to the end of each quarter of the data set being
2010 September 15, 2014 August 19, 2018 September 5, and
2022 December 31), are listed in Table 3. It is seen that the
equatorial dipole amplitude and phase are consistent within the
statistical uncertainties in the different time periods considered.
Given that no time variation of the equatorial dipole
modulation is found, an upper limit to its long-term rate of
change of 0.003 yr ' at the 95% CL can be set using a linear fit
to the split data, which illustrates the long-term stability of the
detector. Another check that was performed was to separate the
data set into two zenith angle ranges, larger or smaller than 60°,
corresponding to the different reconstructions (vertical and
inclined), and the results are compatible with each other.

4.2. 3D Dipole and Quadrupole above 4 EeV

In Table 4, the results obtained if a quadrupolar component
is included in the Fourier analysis for each energy bin are
shown. The dipole components d = (d,, d,, d.), the five
independent quadrupolar components @, the quadrupole
amplitude Q = /ZijQi]? /9, and the 99% CL upper limits
Q" are listed. It is seen that the quadrupolar components are

not significant and that the dipole components are consistent
with the results we obtain assuming only a dipole.

4.3. Angular Power Spectrum above 4 EeV

The measured power spectra for different energy bins are
presented in Figure 4. The gray band, obtained from Monte

Note. The first two rows correspond to separating the data set into two time-
ordered bins, while the following rows correspond to separating the data set
into four time-ordered bins.

Carlo simulations, corresponds to the 99% CL interval that
would result from fluctuations of isotropic distributions. This
band was constructed by performing 50,000 isotropic simula-
tions, each containing the same number of events as the data.
The G and C, obtained for all energy bins are consistent with
the results from the previous Sections 4.1 and 4.2 using a
Fourier analysis. Besides the significant dipolar pattern
corresponding to G, the only C; values that stand above the
99% CL of isotropic fluctuations are Cj7, corresponding to an
angular scale of ~180°/¢~ 11°, and Cg, corresponding to an
angular scale of ~23°, for the energy bins of (4, 8) EeV and
(16, 32)EeV, respectively. After statistical penalization for
searches over different multipoles and energy bins (four
independent energy bins x 20 multipole measurements = 80),
the probabilities of these results arising from fluctuations of
isotropy are 3.3% and 26.5%, respectively. All other C, values
in different energy bins are not significant.

The red lines indicate the upper limits on multipole
amplitudes with 99% CL. They were obtained by using the
following approach. For each possible amplitude C,, the

age . ArecC .
probability of reconstructing C,  given a true value of C,,
p(é;ec, ;) is estimated from simulations. For this, cosmic-ray
skies were simulated by drawing events according to an
underlying anisotropic distribution corresponding to C,,
considering an observatory with relative exposure W. The
underlying anisotropic distribution is achieved by generating
ag, coefficients uniformly distributed on the surface of a
(2¢ 4 1)-dimensional hypersphere of radius /(2 4+ 1)C;. The

reconstructed é'[rec for each simulated cosmic-ray sky are
obtained using Equation (9). The amplitude C”" such that

f > dégrecp (Qrec, CPY) = CL is the relevant upper limit.'®

Cf ,data

4.4. Modulation in R.A. Down to 0.03 EeV

The modulation in R.A. is studied for energies below 4 EeV
using the data of the SD-1500 and SD-750 arrays, with the
East-West method or a Fourier analysis, as described in
Section 3.4. The results of these analyses, the equatorial
amplitude (d,), phase (o), and isotropic probability

100 gince this procedure can lead to upper limits tighter than the upper bounds

obtained from isotropy with 99% CL, C; ;,, when the measured values of Cy gt
are smaller than the ex ectAe,g average for isotropy, the upper limits presented
are defined as max (G, ", G, ;) in order to cope with this undesired behavior.
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Table 4
Results Obtained Considering Both Dipolar and Quadrupolar Components
4-8 EeV >8 EeV 8-16 EeV 16-32 EeV >32 EeV

d, 0.003 £ 0.007 —0.002 £ 0.011 —0.002 £+ 0.012 0.029 £ 0.024 —-0.1 £0.5
d, 0.005 £ 0.007 0.059 + 0.011 0.048 £ 0.012 0.088 £ 0.024 0.1£0.5
d, 0.002 £ 0.019 —0.02 £ 0.03 0.02 £ 0.04 —0.15 £ 0.07 —0.23 £ 0.13
0. 0.03 £+ 0.03 0.04 &+ 0.05 0.10 & 0.06 —0.13 £ 0.13 —0.16 + 0.25
O — Oyy 0.018 £ 0.025 0.07 £ 0.04 0.03 £0.04 0.18 £0.08 0.30 £0.17
Oy —0.016 £ 0.012 0.026 £+ 0.019 0.041 £ 0.022 —0.05 £ 0.04 0.11 £0.08
O —0.010 £ 0.016 0.017 £+ 0.025 0.003 £ 0.029 0.10 £+ 0.06 —0.10 £ 0.10
Oy —0.019 £ 0.016 0.005 + 0.025 —0.029 £+ 0.029 0.09 £ 0.06 0.13 £ 0.10

0.018 £+ 0.010 0.028 + 0.015 0.05 +0.02 0.10 £+ 0.03 0.13 £+ 0.06
o 0.04 0.05 0.08 0.15 0.26

Note. For every energy bin, the dipole components d = (d,, d,, d.), the five independent quadrupolar components Q;;, the quadrupole amplitude Q, and the 99% CL

upper limit QU are presented. The x-axis is chosen along the o = 0 direction.

(P(>n")), are presented in Table 5, where it is indicated which
method was used in each energy bin. The 99% CL upper limit,
dPt, is reported. These upper limits are derived from the
distribution for a dipolar anisotropy of unknown amplitude,
marginalized over the dipole phase, as described in Pierre
Auger Collaboration (2020a). In Figure 5, the results are
shown, also including those obtained at lower energies by the
IceCube and KASCADE-Grande Collaborations (IceCube
Collaboration 2012, 2016; KASCADE-Grande Collaboration
2019).

Due to the small amplitudes (<1%) and the current amount
of statistics, the results listed in Table 5 are not statistically
significant (P(=r") > 1%), and it is not yet possible to draw
firm conclusions. Nonetheless, it is suggestive that the
amplitudes of the equatorial dipole increase as a function of
energy, from below 1% to above 10%, and that the phases shift
from close to the Galactic center to the opposite direction.
These changes in amplitude and phase could suggest a
transition of the origin of the anisotropies from Galactic
cosmic rays to extragalactic ones. Another explanation for
these changes could be the impact of the Galactic magnetic
field on an extragalactic flux, as discussed in Section 5.

5. Model Predictions and Discussion

Possible explanations of the origin of the dipole measured
above 8 EeV assume an inhomogeneous distribution of sources,
probably following the large-scale structure distribution in our
neighborhood (D. Harari et al. 2014, 2015; P. G. Tinyakov &
F. R. Urban 2015; N. Globus & T. Piran 2017; A. di Matteo &
P. Tinyakov 2018; C. Ding et al. 2021; D. Allard et al. 2022;
T. Bister & G. R. Farrar 2024), or that UHECRs originate from a
dominant local source and propagate diffusively through
intergalactic magnetic fields (M. Giler et al. 1980; V. S. Berezi-
nskii et al. 1990; S. Mollerach & E. Roulet 2019). The resulting
dipole amplitude and direction as a function of energy depend on
the source distribution, intervening magnetic fields, and the
spectrum and mass composition of the UHECRs. If the sources
were distributed like galaxies and if deflections in the Galactic
magnetic field could be neglected, a dipolar cosmic-ray
anisotropy would be expected in a direction close to that of
the dipole associated with the galaxies themselves (P. Erdogdu
et al. 2006). On average, a smaller dipolar anisotropy is expected
for larger source densities or for more isotropically distributed
sources. The amplitude is predicted to grow for increasing

energies as a consequence of the shrinking of the horizon due to
interactions with the radiation backgrounds (resulting in a larger
contribution of the nearby nonhomogeneously distributed
sources). Moreover, the Galactic magnetic field modifies the
direction and amplitude of the dipolar anisotropy observed at
Earth with respect to that of the particles reaching the halo
(D. Harari et al. 2010; Pierre Auger Collaboration 2018). These
effects depend on the rigidity of the incoming particles and
usually lead to a decrease in the dipolar amplitude and also affect
the higher multipoles. In particular, for sources following the
distribution of galaxies and considering a mean rigidity of the
cosmic rays above 8 EeV compatible with the measured mass
composition, the direction of the expected dipole would be
transformed at Earth after the deflections in the Galactic
magnetic field to a direction closer to the observed dipole
direction (Pierre Auger Collaboration 2017c).

The energy spectrum and mass composition data measured
with the Pierre Auger Observatory above 6 x 10'7 eV can be
described by a model with two populations of sources,
dominating the flux above and below a few EeV, respectively
(Pierre Auger Collaboration 2023a). It has been shown that the
data can be well reproduced if the high-energy extragalactic
population emits a mixture of heavy and intermediate-mass
nuclei with a very hard spectrum and a small rigidity cutoff,
while the low-energy component is a mixture of light and
intermediate-mass nuclei with a soft spectrum.

In this work, the expected dipole amplitude as a function of
energy and the expected directions at Earth are computed for
sources emitting cosmic rays according to the best-fitting model for
the high-energy population in Pierre Auger Collaboration (2023a)
and distributed following the galaxies detected in infrared (IR) in
the Two Micron All Sky Survey (2MASS) catalog (M. F. Skrutskie
et al. 2006) described in Pierre Auger Collaboration (2022) (with
distances from the HyperLEDA database; D. Makarov et al. 2014).
The expectation for the dipole amplitude is calculated in the four
energy bins above 4 EeV for a population of equal-luminosity
sources with number density 10> and 10~*Mpc > selected
randomly from a volume-limited sample of the IR catalog up to
120 Mpc (and from a uniform distribution for larger distances and
in the region of the Galactic plane mask). The sources are
considered to emit a mixed composition of particles with spectrum
E” with a rigidity cutoff R, = 10815 ev (Pierre Auger Collabora-
tion 2023a). The fraction of the total source emissivity above 10'7®
eV in each mass group is (Iyg, Ige, In, Isi» Ire) = (0., 0.236, 0.721,
0.013, 0.031) (Pierre Auger Collaboration 2023a). The particles
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Figure 4. Angular power spectrum measurements for the (a) 4-8 EeV, (b) 8-16 EeV, (c) 16-32 EeV, (d) >32 EeV, and (e) >8 EeV energy bins. The gray bands
correspond to the 99% CL fluctuations that would result from an isotropic distribution. The red lines correspond to the 99% CL upper limits. In panel (d), the upper
limit C;"" has been divided by 2 to maintain the visibility of other features in the plot.

were propagated taking into account the interactions with the
extragalactic background radiation as described by the Gilmore
et al. model (R. C. Gilmore et al. 2012) using the SimProp
propagation code (R. Aloisio et al. 2017). The arrival direction of
the particles at the halo was mapped to the arrival direction at Earth
taking into account the deflection in the regular Galactic magnetic
field according to the rigidity of the particles and considering for
reference the field model from R. Jansson & G. R. Farrar (2012).
The dipole direction before magnetic deflections for the whole IR
catalog up to 120 Mpc is (I, b) = (255°, 50°).

In Figure 6 the direction of the mean dipole of the simulations
and the 68% CL sky region obtained for 10* realizations of the
source distribution for a density of 10~*Mpc ™ are presented.

10

The results for a source density of 107> Mpc ™ are similar, but
the contour regions are larger owing to the larger fluctuations in
the source distribution.'”" In the left panel of Figure 7 the
median and 68% CL range of the dipole amplitudes are shown
for the two source densities considered, also including for

101 Note that backtracking studies in the UF23 GMF models (M. Unger &

G. R. Farrar 2024), including also a turbulent component, show that the
direction of the dipole of cosmic rays with E/Z=1EeV having a dipolar
distribution with maximum in the direction of the 2MRS dipole outside the
Galaxy has, after traversing the Galactic magnetic field, a median angular
separation of 17°5 (or 15°1 for E/Z =4 EeV) with respect to the location
obtained with the JF12 model. This uncertainty coming from the GMF models
is smaller than the uncertainty arising from the source distribution.
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Figure 5. Equatorial dipole (a) amplitude and (b) phase for the energy bins where the data set from the SD-1500 array (purple circles) or that from the SD-750 array
(green circles) is used. The 99% CL upper limits for the energy bins in which the obtained amplitude has a PC>r") > 1% are shown. Results from the IceCube and
KASCADE-Grande Collaborations are also included for comparison (IceCube Collaboration 2012, 2016; KASCADE-Grande Collaboration 2019).

Table 5
Results for the Large-scale Analysis in R.A
E N n Qg P(r) d’™ (%)
(EeV) (%) (deg)
SD-750 East-West 1/32-1/16 1,811,897 0.8493 110 + 31 0.22 1.9
1/16-1/8 1,843,507 0.6403 —69 + 32 0.23 1.5
1/8-1/4 607,690 04197 —44 + 68 0.79 1.8
Fourier 0.25-0.5 135,182 0.579% —107 £ 55 0.65 1.7
SD-1500 East-West 0.25-0.5 930,942 0.5193 —132 £ 47 0.51 1.7
0.5-1 3,049,342 04133 —95 435 0.28 1.0
1-2 1,639,139 0.159¢ —84 + 88 0.93 1.0
Fourier 2-4 380,491 0.4193 —41 + 38 0.36 12

Note. For each energy bin, the number of events N, the equatorial component of the amplitude d,, the R.A. of the dipole direction v, the probability of getting a
larger amplitude from fluctuations of an isotropic distribution P (=), and the 99% CL upper limit d"" are presented.

anisotropies for both source densities are compatible with the
experimental results within the uncertainties, although for the
smallest source density the quadrupole prediction is in slight
tension, in particular for the highest energy bin. Possible ways
to reduce the quadrupole prediction, besides increasing the
source density considered, would be to invoke strong turbulent
Galactic and/or extragalactic magnetic field deflections to
smooth out the arrival direction maps (D. Allard et al. 2022;
T. Bister & G. R. Farrar 2024).

For energies below the ankle, the results for the low-energy
component of the combined fit of the energy spectrum and
mass composition measured with the Pierre Auger Observatory
can be described by two different scenarios (Pierre Auger

180°

—90°

Figure 6. Map in Galactic coordinates showing the predictions for the direction
of the mean dipole (stars) and the 68% CL contour regions (dashed lines)

obtained for 10° realizations of the source distribution for a density of Collaboration 2023a). The first one consists of a Galactic
10~* Mpc > and for each energy bin above 4 EeV. This is compared to what is contribution of nitrogen and an extragalactic contribution of
obtained in data (solid lines). The gray dots represent the location of the protons (which could be produced by interactions of nuclei

laxies in the IR 1 ithin 120 Mpc. . . . .
galaxies in the IR catalog within 120 Mpe from the high-energy population in the environment of the

sources). The second one consists of an extragalactic contrib-

comparison the results from data. The expected values of the ution of mixed composition (proton, helium, and nitrogen). In
average quadrupole amplitude, Q, for the same models of the both scenarios, there is also a high-energy extragalactic
high-energy source population are displayed in the right panel component with mixed composition, as considered before.

of Figure 7, together with the results from data and the 99% CL The dipolar anisotropy of the nitrogen Galactic component of
upper limits obtained for Q. The dipolar and quadrupolar the first scenario is expected to point close to the Galactic center,
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Figure 7. (a) Median and 68% CL range of the dipole amplitudes for the two source densities considered, 10~* Mpc > (orange) and 10> Mpc > (blue). (b) Expected
values of the average quadrupole amplitude, Q, for the same model of the high-energy population of sources. In both panels the results from data are shown (black
circles), and for the average quadrupole amplitude the 99% CL upper limits are included (black triangles). The four energy ranges are (4-8, 8—16, 16-32, >32) EeV.

in agreement with the measured R.A. phase at low energies,
although its amplitude may be close to the present upper bounds
at EeV energies (Pierre Auger Collaboration 2012).

Regarding the second scenario, the arrival direction
distribution of cosmic rays from the lower-energy extragalactic
component is expected to be more isotropic, since at those
energies cosmic rays can reach Earth from distances larger than
1 Gpc and the distribution of matter in the Universe at very
large scales looks quite uniform. However, even in the case of a
perfectly uniform distribution of cosmic rays in some reference
frame outside the galaxy, the distribution of arrival directions at
Earth is not expected to be isotropic. In particular, the relative
motion of the observer with respect to the isotropic reference
frame gives rise to an anisotropy that is expected to be dipolar
before traversing the Galactic magnetic field, the so-called
Compton—Getting effect. If the isotropic reference frame is
taken as that of the cosmic microwave background (CMB), this
dipolar anisotropy amplitude has been estimated to be of order
6 x 107% (M. Kachelriess & P. D. Serpico 2006), pointing in
the direction of the CMB dipole, (I, b) = (264°, 48°) (Planck
Collaboration et al. 2020). This amplitude is an order of
magnitude smaller than the measured anisotropies at the
highest energies and thus represents a subdominant effect
above the ankle, but it is of the order of the anisotropies
measured below the ankle. The propagation in the Galactic
magnetic field distorts the dipolar pattern, changing the
amplitude and direction of the dipole observed at Earth, which
can have a notable effect on the predictions for the R.A. phase
(S. Mollerach et al. 2022). In particular, the dipole direction
may shift below a few EeV toward the inner spiral arm
direction, at (I, b) >~ (—100°, 0°), which can be relevant to
explain the observed change in phase. In addition, as a
consequence of the Galaxy rotation, the Galactic magnetic field
has a small electric component that leads to a direction-
dependent cosmic-ray acceleration, possibly affecting the
anisotropies at a level comparable to the Compton—Getting
effect (S. Mollerach et al. 2022).

Clearly, more precise measurements of the anisotropies in
the energy range from 0.1 EeV to a few EeV, possibly
discriminated by mass composition, and a better knowledge of
the Galactic magnetic field will be very useful to shed light on
the origin of the cosmic rays below the ankle and on the details
of the Galactic-to-extragalactic transition.
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6. Conclusions

The results of the anisotropy searches using the arrival
directions of UHECRSs detected in Phase 1 of operation of the
Pierre Auger Observatory, corresponding to the 19 yr of data
gathered before the implementation of the AugerPrime upgrade,
were presented. The significance of the established equatorial
dipole for the cumulative energy bin above 8 EeV is now 6.80,
and that for the bin 8-16 EeV is 5.70, surpassing the discovery
level. For the >8 EeV cumulative energy bin, the statistics are
such that we can divide the data set into time-ordered bins, and
we find no time variation of the equatorial dipole modulation
with an upper limit on the long-term rate of change of 0.003 yr~'
at the 95% CL. If a quadrupolar distribution is allowed in the
flux parameterization, the obtained quadrupolar moments are not
statistically significant.

The dipole amplitudes increase with energy above 4 EeV.
Model predictions were presented for sources following the
distribution of galaxies, assuming a source density of 10> Mpc >
or 10~*Mpc , and emitting according to the model for the high-
energy population from our combined fit of spectrum and
composition (Pierre Auger Collaboration 2023a). The predictions
for the dipole amplitude and direction were shown, as well as for
the quadrupole amplitude, which are consistent with data within
their uncertainties, although some tension with the small observed
quadrupole amplitudes seems to be present, in particular for the
lowest source density considered and the highest energy bin.

By studying the R.A. distribution of the events, the
equatorial component of the dipole down to 0.03 EeV was
computed. For energies below 4 EeV the amplitudes are below
1%, compatible with isotropic expectations. However, in most
of the energy bins the phase points are consistently close to the
Galactic center phase and nearly opposite to the Galactic center
phase at energies above 4 EeV. This could be due to the
observed anisotropy having a predominant Galactic origin
below 1 EeV and a predominant extragalactic origin above a
few EeV. Alternatively, this could be caused by the effects of
the Galactic magnetic field on an extragalactic flux.

The encouraging prospects of obtaining mass composition
estimators on an event-by-event basis with AugerPrime, as well
as improved mass estimators with Phase 1 data, will give more
information about these anisotropies. An analysis including
these estimators to study the different dipole amplitudes
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obtained by separating the “lighter” and “heavier” events with
the present data set is forthcoming.
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