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The large-scale dipolar structure in the arrival directions of ultra-high-energy cosmic rays with
energies above 8 EeV observed by the Pierre Auger Collaboration is a well-established anisotropy
measurement. This anisotropy is understood to be of extragalactic origin, as the maximum of
the dipolar component is located ∼115◦ away from the Galactic Center. Cosmic rays interact
with background radiation and magnetized regions on their path from their sources to Earth.
These interactions, which depend on the cosmic-ray energy, charge and mass composition, give
rise to different horizons and deflections that are expected to lead to different anisotropies in the
arrival directions of cosmic rays at Earth. The Auger Collaboration has determined that the mass
composition of cosmic rays at ultra-high energies is mixed, becoming increasingly heavier as a
function of energy. Thus, different dipole amplitudes are expected to be measured at a given
energy when separating the data into composition-distinct subsets of lighter and heavier elements.
In this contribution, we investigate the composition signature on the large-scale anisotropy taking
advantage of composition estimators obtained from the data gathered with the surface detector.
A way of probing for composition signatures in anisotropy patterns is then to divide the data into
subsets of “lighter” and “heavier” elements per energy bin. In a simulation library, we evaluate
the possibility of measuring a separation in total dipole amplitude between two such populations
of the measured dataset under a source-agnostic model. We present the results using two different
composition estimators, one based on air-shower universality and one inferred with deep learning.
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1. Introduction

The observation of the modulation in right ascension in the arrival directions of ultra-high-
energy cosmic rays (UHECRs) with energies above 8 EeV [1], enabled by the high-quality data from
the Pierre Auger Observatory [2], is a milestone in cosmic ray physics. Its significance with the
complete Phase 1 data set is 6.8𝜎 [3] and its direction, ∼115◦ from the Galactic center, is indicative
of an extragalactic origin for cosmic rays above this energy threshold.

Additionally, an approximately linear increase of the dipole amplitude with energy has been
detected [4]. This trend is expected to be a consequence of cosmic rays interactions with background
radiation and magnetized regions on their path from their sources to Earth. First, cosmic rays suffer
energy losses when interacting with background radiation, leading to a decrease of the horizon of
cosmic-ray sources and an increase of the dipole amplitude due to the growing relative contribution
of nearby sources, whose distribution is more inhomogeneous. Second, the increase of the UHECR
magnetic mean rigidity, from ≈4 EV to ≈8 EV between 10 EeV and 100 EeV, also results in a
growth of the dipole amplitude with energy. These effects result in varying horizons and deflections
depending on the composition and energy of the cosmic rays, which in turn produce different
dipolar amplitudes1. In this work, we study the possibility of detecting a difference on the dipolar
amplitudes for distinct composition-selected subsets.

The results from the Pierre Auger Observatory from the measurements of the depth of the
shower maximum with the fluorescence detector indicate that the composition of UHECRs is
mixed and that it becomes heavier with increasing energy [6, 7]. In this work, we take advantage
of composition estimators derived on an event-by-event basis using the surface detector of the
Pierre Auger Observatory. In a Universality-based approach, the depth of the shower maximum,
𝑋Univ

max , and the number of muons, 𝑅Univ
𝜇 , are reconstructed using a model grounded in air-shower

universality [8]. These observables are then used to infer a proxy of the logarithm of the atomic
mass, ln 𝐴Univ, through a parameterization obtained from simulations [9], based on the EPOS-LHC
hadronic interaction model [10], with the estimate being primarily driven by 𝑋Univ

max . Another mass
estimator we consider is the depth of the shower maximum, 𝑋DNN

max , reconstructed using deep neural
networks (DNN) [11]. While these estimators are not direct measurements, as the depth of the
shower maximum is with the fluorescence detector, they have a factor≈10 much larger statistics with
respect to the data set from the fluorescence detector. The resolutions in 𝑋max are ≈40 g cm−2 and
25 g cm−2, for Universality-based and DNN-based reconstructions, respectively. For comparison,
the resolution of 𝑋FD

max measured with the fluorescence detector is ≈15 g cm−2 [12].

The size of the data set assumed in this work corresponds to that of Phase 1 of the Pierre Auger
Observatory, as in [3], but only includes events with zenith angle smaller than 60◦ (rather than
80◦ as in [3]), given that the mass estimators considered here can only be reconstructed below this
zenith threshold. The corresponding total exposure is 92,000 km2 sr yr.

1In the alternative scenario that there is a dominant source at the highest energies, diffusion in the extragalactic
magnetic field leads to a dipole that increases with rigidity, and thus also a total dipole increasing with energy for the
measured composition.
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2. Model for a rigidity-dependent dipole

For energies above 4 EeV, the amplitude of the dipole 𝑑 is observed to increase with energy.
As show in Fig. 1, this behavior can be described with a power law, 𝑑 (𝐸) = 𝑑10 ×

(
𝐸

10 EeV
)𝛽 , with

the following parameters: 𝑑10 = 0.049± 0.009 and 𝛽 = 0.97± 0.21 [3]. Building on this result, for
this work, we model the dependence of the dipole amplitude 𝑑 with charge 𝑒𝑍 and energy 𝐸 , i.e.
rigidity 𝐸/𝑍𝑒, as [13]

𝑑 (𝐸, 𝑍) = 𝑑𝑅

(
𝐸/EeV
𝑍𝑒

)𝛽𝑅
(1)

where 𝑑𝑅 and 𝛽𝑅 are parameters that are derived using a simulation library, reproducing the
measured dipole amplitude, 𝑑 (𝐸). This behavior could arise either from models with a locally
dominant source whose events diffuse through extragalactic magnetic fields, or from models where
numerous inhomogeneously distributed sources contribute to the flux. We consider an upper limit of
𝑑max = 1, corresponding to the scenario in which many sources contribute to the dipolar anisotropy.
Moreover, to avoid making assumptions on the specific sources, we assume that the dipole direction
is the same for all nuclei.
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Figure 1: Evolution of the dipole amplitude with energy, for the energy bins: (4-8, 8-16, 16-32, ≥ 32) EeV
[3].

The simulation library we use accounts for the detector response of both mass estimators,
ln 𝐴Univ and 𝑋DNN

max . The simulated energy spectrum follows the one detected with the Auger
Observatory. The composition model used in this work, shown in Fig. 2, reproduces the mass
composition fractions obtained in [14], where a fit of the 𝑋FD

max distributions is done, considering
the EPOS-LHC hadronic interaction model, for a combination of four elemental groups: proton,
helium, nitrogen and iron. In this work, the energy-dependent fraction of each nuclear species
is described by a Gaussian curve, fitted to the composition fractions obtained from data. The
peak energy of each Gaussian is set proportionally to the atomic mass number 𝐴 of each species,
relative to the energy peak determined for protons2. This approach allows the extrapolation of the

2There is a second maximum for nitrogen at an energy of log(𝐸/eV) ≈ 17.7, which is not relevant in this analysis.
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Figure 2: Results of the fractional mass composition of the UHECR derived from 𝑋FD
max distributions using

EPOS-LHC predictions for proton (red), helium (orange), nitrogen (green), and iron (blue), from [14]. The
continuous lines are the model predictions assuming Gaussian functions with the energy of the position of the
maximum ordered proportionally to 𝐴. The gray bands are included to indicate the energy bins considered
in this work: (8-16, 16-32, ≥ 32) EeV.

composition predictions to higher energies than those available with the statistics of the data set
from the fluorescence detector.

Using this model, the best fit to data is 𝑑𝑅 = 0.0018 and 𝛽𝑅 = 2.1, as shown in the top panel of
Fig. 3 [13]. We also display in the bottom panel of Fig. 3, the total dipole amplitude along with the
contributions from each component, computed according to Eq. (1) using the best fit parameters.
We did not fit the (4−8) EeV bin given that the dipole amplitude in that energy bin is not significant,
with an isotropic probability of 14% [3].

3. Discovery potential

The “lighter” and “heavier” subsets are defined by maximizing the dipole amplitude difference
between the two populations, for each energy bin given that the mass composition changes with
energy. This difference is computed with the standardized mean difference (SMD),

SMD =
|𝑑light − 𝑑heavy |√︃
𝜎2

light + 𝜎2
heavy

(2)

with𝜎light, 𝜎heavy the statistical uncertainty of the dipolar amplitudes of each population, 𝑑light, 𝑑heavy,
computed as 𝜎 =

√︁
2/𝑁 , with 𝑁 the total number of events for each population in the corresponding

energy bin.
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Figure 3: Top panel: map of the 𝜒2/ndf values obtained for the possible values of the parameters 𝑑𝑅 and
𝛽𝑅. The best fit to data is obtained for 𝑑𝑅 = 0.0018 and 𝛽𝑅 = 2.1, with a 𝜒2/ndf = 2.12. Bottom panel: total
dipole amplitude (black) and dipole amplitude predicted for each component following Eq. (1), for proton
(red), helium (orange), nitrogen (green), and iron (blue). The gray bars are used to indicate the total dipole
amplitude in the energy bins: (8-16, 16-32, ≥ 32) EeV. The dipole amplitudes obtained in data are shown
with brown circles.

The “light” and “heavy” populations are defined for each energy bin based on the tails of
the distribution of each mass estimator, with a subset of intermediate events excluded from either
category. For the mass estimator based on air-shower universality, the “light” population is defined
as all the events with ln 𝐴Univ below the ln 𝐴Univ

light threshold, while the “heavy” population consists
of the events with ln 𝐴Univ > ln 𝐴Univ

heavy. Similarly, for the mass estimator derived with deep
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learning, we define the classification threshold based on 𝑋
19,DNN
max , which represents the reconstructed

depth of the shower maximum at 1019 eV corrected for energy dependence as 𝑋
19,DNN
max = 𝑋DNN

max −
58 g cm−2 log(𝐸/1019 eV). Accordingly, the “light” and “heavy” populations are those events with
𝑋

19,DNN
max above 𝑋

19,DNN
max,light and below 𝑋

19,DNN
max,heavy, respectively.

Given that the composition fractions for the different elements vary with energy, the thresholds
are defined separately for each energy bin. Thus, what is considered to be “light” or “heavy” is
relative to the mass composition distribution within that energy bin, with thresholds optimized
to maximize the dipole amplitude difference. For example, in the hypothetical case where there
were an energy bin containing only nitrogen and iron, the “light” population would correspond to
nitrogen, and the “heavy” population to iron.

The optimal thresholds that maximize the dipole amplitude difference between the “light” and
“heavy” populations for the two mass estimators considered, for the energy bins of (8-16, 16-32,
≥ 32) EeV, are summarized in Table 1. The fraction of events — relative to the total number of events
in each energy bin, 𝑁tot — that belong to each population are also reported. The optimal thresholds
for ln 𝐴Univ increase with energy, as expected from the composition model assumed, based on the
results on the mass composition fractions. Analogously, the optimal thresholds 𝑋

19,DNN
max,th decrease

with energy. As a reminder, ln 𝐴Univ serves as a proxy for the physical ln 𝐴, which is why ln 𝐴Univ

can adopt negative values.
In Fig. 4 we show the expected dipole amplitudes as a function of energy for the “light” and

“heavy” populations, defined using the thresholds presented in Table 1. A clear separation is
observed for both mass estimators. The SMD values obtained for the Universality and DNN-based
mass estimators, for each energy bin, are included in Table 1. From the SMD values we conclude
that, for the same total number of events, the DNN-based mass estimator, which has a better 𝑋max
resolution than the Universality-based one, is expected to lead to less mixing between the different
mass elements and allows for a larger dipole difference between “light” and “heavy” populations.

One should note that, this model is source-agnostic given that the same dipole direction was
assumed for both populations. Allowing for different directions could further enhance the vector
separation between them.

Obtaining these cuts for the “light” and “heavy” populations using simulations that follow
the Auger mass composition and spectrum allows us to apply them in data without an additional
penalization to the significance of the results. Such penalization would be necessary if the cut
parameters were instead optimized directly on the data.

It is important to note that when applying this analysis to data, spurious modulations in the
mass estimators are expected due to the influence of atmospheric variations and the geomagnetic
field on air-shower development. These modulations should be corrected, similar to the corrections
applied to the event energy for weather and geomagnetic effects.

4. Conclusions and outlook

We investigated the rigidity dependence of the dipole amplitude for the three energy bins above
8 EeV by dividing the events into composition-distinct subsets –“light” and “heavy”– based on a
composition model that reproduces measurements with the Auger Observatory and extrapolates
them to higher energies. Using simulations, we assessed the feasibility of detecting a separation
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Figure 4: Expected dipole amplitude as a function of energy for the “light” (red) and “heavy” (blue)
populations using mass estimators reconstructed with air-shower universality (Univ, empty circles) and deep
learning (DNN, filled triangles). The black circles are the dipole amplitudes from data and the red (blue)
dashed lines are the predicted amplitudes for proton (iron) with the model assumed in this work.

Universality DNN
𝐸 𝑁tot Population ln 𝐴Univ

th fraction SMD 𝑋
19,DNN
max,th fraction SMD

[EeV] [%] [g cm−2] [%]

[8-16] 28612
“light” −0.6 19.5

2.7
793 21.9

3.3
“heavy” 2.0 50.0 741 36.8

[16-32] 8024
“light” −0.2 13.4

3.4
790 14.6

4.3
“heavy” 2.2 57.0 740 48.4

>32 2136
“light” 0.0 8.7

2.3
781 9.1

3.2
“heavy” 3.4 46.3 722 47.7

Table 1: Optimal thresholds, ln 𝐴Univ
th and 𝑋

19,DNN
max,th , and fractions of events for the “light” and “heavy” pop-

ulations, for each energy bin, using mass estimators reconstructed with Universality and DNN, respectively.
The total number of events, 𝑁tot, considered in this work, for each energy bin and the SMD values obtained
are also included.

in the total dipole amplitude between these two populations in each energy bin, employing two
different mass estimators derived from the surface detector data. The results indicate a positive
prospect for such a detection. When applying this model to data, it is necessary to correct for
spurious modulations in 𝑋max caused by weather and geomagnetic effects, similar to the energy
corrections performed in standard large-scale anisotropy analyses. The implementation of this
analysis on data is currently in progress.

7



P
o
S
(
I
C
R
C
2
0
2
5
)
2
7
2

A composition-informed search for large-scale anisotropy with the Auger Observatory Geraldina Golup

References

[1] A. Aab et al., Science 357 (2017) 1266.

[2] A. Aab et al., Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 798 (2015) 172.

[3] A. Abdul Halim et al., Astrophys. J. 976 (2024) 48.

[4] A. Aab et al., Astrophys. J. 868 (2018) 4.

[5] D. Schmidt for the Pierre Auger Collaboration, PoS (ICRC2025), these proceedings.

[6] A. Aab et al., Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 122006.

[7] A. Abdul Halim et al., JCAP 05 (2023) 024.

[8] M. Stadelmaier et al., Phys. Rev. D 110 (2024) 023030. M. Stadelmaier for the Pierre Auger
Collaboration, PoS (ICRC2025) these proceedings.

[9] M. Stadelmaier, Astrophys. J. 946 (2023) 100.

[10] T. Pierog et al., Phys. Rev. C 92 (2015) 034906.

[11] A. Abdul Halim et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 134 (2025) 021001 and Phys. Rev. D 111 (2025)
022003.

[12] A. Aab et al., Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 122005.

[13] E.E. Martins for the Pierre Auger Collaboration, PoS (UHECR2024) 102.

[14] O. Tkachenko for the Pierre Auger Collaboration, PoS (ICRC2023) 438.

8

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aan4338
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2015.06.058
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad843b
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aae689
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.122006
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/05/024
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.023030
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/acc45e
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.034906
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.021001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.111.022003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.111.022003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.122005
https://pos.sissa.it/484/102/pdf
https://pos.sissa.it/444/438/pdf


P
o
S
(
I
C
R
C
2
0
2
5
)
2
7
2

A composition-informed search for large-scale anisotropy with the Auger Observatory Geraldina Golup

The Pierre Auger Collaboration

A. Abdul Halim13, P. Abreu70, M. Aglietta53,51, I. Allekotte1, K. Almeida Cheminant78,77,
A. Almela7,12, R. Aloisio44,45, J. Alvarez-Muñiz76, A. Ambrosone44, J. Ammerman Yebra76,
G.A. Anastasi57,46, L. Anchordoqui83, B. Andrada7, L. Andrade Dourado44,45, S. Andringa70,
L. Apollonio58,48, C. Aramo49, E. Arnone62,51, J.C. Arteaga Velázquez66, P. Assis70, G. Avila11,
E. Avocone56,45, A. Bakalova31, F. Barbato44,45, A. Bartz Mocellin82, J.A. Bellido13, C. Berat35,
M.E. Bertaina62,51, M. Bianciotto62,51, P.L. Biermann𝑎 , V. Binet5, K. Bismark38,7, T. Bister77,78,
J. Biteau36,𝑖 , J. Blazek31, J. Blümer40, M. Boháčová31, D. Boncioli56,45, C. Bonifazi8, L. Bonneau
Arbeletche22, N. Borodai68, J. Brack 𝑓 , P.G. Brichetto Orchera7,40, F.L. Briechle41, A. Bueno75,
S. Buitink15, M. Buscemi46,57, M. Büsken38,7, A. Bwembya77,78, K.S. Caballero-Mora65, S. Cabana-
Freire76, L. Caccianiga58,48, F. Campuzano6, J. Caraça-Valente82, R. Caruso57,46, A. Castellina53,51,

F. Catalani19, G. Cataldi47, L. Cazon76, M. Cerda10, B. Čermáková40, A. Cermenati44,45, J.A. Chinellato22,
J. Chudoba31, L. Chytka32, R.W. Clay13, A.C. Cobos Cerutti6, R. Colalillo59,49, R. Conceição70, G. Consolati48,54,
M. Conte55,47, F. Convenga44,45, D. Correia dos Santos27, P.J. Costa70, C.E. Covault81, M. Cristinziani43, C.S. Cruz
Sanchez3, S. Dasso4,2, K. Daumiller40, B.R. Dawson13, R.M. de Almeida27, E.-T. de Boone43, B. de Errico27, J. de
Jesús7, S.J. de Jong77,78, J.R.T. de Mello Neto27, I. De Mitri44,45, J. de Oliveira18, D. de Oliveira Franco42, F. de
Palma55,47, V. de Souza20, E. De Vito55,47, A. Del Popolo57,46, O. Deligny33, N. Denner31, L. Deval53,51, A. di
Matteo51, C. Dobrigkeit22, J.C. D’Olivo67, L.M. Domingues Mendes16,70, Q. Dorosti43, J.C. dos Anjos16, R.C. dos
Anjos26, J. Ebr31, F. Ellwanger40, R. Engel38,40, I. Epicoco55,47, M. Erdmann41, A. Etchegoyen7,12, C. Evoli44,45,
H. Falcke77,79,78, G. Farrar85, A.C. Fauth22, T. Fehler43, F. Feldbusch39, A. Fernandes70, M. Fernandez14, B. Fick84,
J.M. Figueira7, P. Filip38,7, A. Filipčič74,73, T. Fitoussi40, B. Flaggs87, T. Fodran77, A. Franco47, M. Freitas70,
T. Fujii86,ℎ, A. Fuster7,12, C. Galea77, B. García6, C. Gaudu37, P.L. Ghia33, U. Giaccari47, F. Gobbi10, F. Gollan7,
G. Golup1, M. Gómez Berisso1, P.F. Gómez Vitale11, J.P. Gongora11, J.M. González1, N. González7, D. Góra68,
A. Gorgi53,51, M. Gottowik40, F. Guarino59,49, G.P. Guedes23, L. Gülzow40, S. Hahn38, P. Hamal31, M.R. Hampel7,
P. Hansen3, V.M. Harvey13, A. Haungs40, T. Hebbeker41, C. Hojvat𝑑 , J.R. Hörandel77,78, P. Horvath32, M. Hrabovský32,
T. Huege40,15, A. Insolia57,46, P.G. Isar72, M. Ismaiel77,78, P. Janecek31, V. Jilek31, K.-H. Kampert37, B. Keilhauer40,
A. Khakurdikar77, V.V. Kizakke Covilakam7,40, H.O. Klages40, M. Kleifges39, J. Köhler40, F. Krieger41, M. Kubatova31,
N. Kunka39, B.L. Lago17, N. Langner41, N. Leal7, M.A. Leigui de Oliveira25, Y. Lema-Capeans76, A. Letessier-Selvon34,
I. Lhenry-Yvon33, L. Lopes70, J.P. Lundquist73, M. Mallamaci60,46, D. Mandat31, P. Mantsch𝑑 , F.M. Mariani58,48,
A.G. Mariazzi3, I.C. Mariş14, G. Marsella60,46, D. Martello55,47, S. Martinelli40,7, M.A. Martins76, H.-J. Mathes40,
J. Matthews𝑔, G. Matthiae61,50, E. Mayotte82, S. Mayotte82, P.O. Mazur𝑑 , G. Medina-Tanco67, J. Meinert37, D. Melo7,
A. Menshikov39, C. Merx40, S. Michal31, M.I. Micheletti5, L. Miramonti58,48, M. Mogarkar68, S. Mollerach1,
F. Montanet35, L. Morejon37, K. Mulrey77,78, R. Mussa51, W.M. Namasaka37, S. Negi31, L. Nellen67, K. Nguyen84,
G. Nicora9, M. Niechciol43, D. Nitz84, D. Nosek30, A. Novikov87, V. Novotny30, L. Nožka32, A. Nucita55,47,
L.A. Núñez29, J. Ochoa7,40, C. Oliveira20, L. Östman31, M. Palatka31, J. Pallotta9, S. Panja31, G. Parente76,
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