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Abstract

We develop a novel technique to exploit the extensive data sets provided by underwater neutrino telescopes to
gain information on bioluminescence in the deep sea. The passive nature of the telescopes gives us the unique
opportunity to infer information on bioluminescent organisms without actively interfering with them. We
propose a statistical method that allows us to reconstruct the light emission of individual organisms, as well as
their location and movement. A mathematical model is built to describe the measurement process of
underwater neutrino telescopes and the signal generation of the biological organisms. The Metric Gaussian
Variational Inference algorithm is used to reconstruct the model parameters using photon counts recorded by
the neutrino detectors. We apply this method to synthetic data sets and data collected by the ANTARES
neutrino telescope. The telescope is located 40 km off the French coast and fixed to the sea floor at a depth of
2475 m. The runs with synthetic data reveal that we can reliably model the emitted bioluminescent flashes of
the organisms. Furthermore, we find that the spatial resolution of the localization of light sources highly
depends on the configuration of the telescope. Precise measurements of the efficiencies of the detectors and
the attenuation length of the water are crucial to reconstruct the light emission. Finally, the application to
ANTARES data reveals the first precise localizations of bioluminescent organisms using neutrino telescope data.
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1 Introduction
The deep sea is one of the remotest habitats on Earth
and its biological diversity is largely unexplored. 76 %
of the inhabitants in the deep pelagic zone emit light to
communicate, attract prey or to protect themselves [1].
The trait of bioluminescence is distributed over a di-
verse range of marine species, from bacteria to fish [2].
Over the last years the distribution and quantification
of bioluminescence in the deep sea and individual lu-
minescent organisms have been studied using a variety
of observational techniques [1,3–6]. Most in-situ obser-
vation techniques rely on actively triggering the light
production by disturbing the environment and stimu-
lating the organisms, since spontaneous emission does
not occur at statistically sufficient rates for observa-
tion times in the order of hours [7–9]. In this context,
spontaneous emission refers to light emission which is
not intentionally stimulated by observers, similar as
in [8]. The free-fall lander observations in the Atlantic
Ocean off Cape Verde has detected 5 events per hour
when fixing the sensor 250 m above the sea floor at
4700 m leading to no active stimulation due to move-
ments of the sensor [7]. With these studies, similarities
between emitted bioluminescence flashes have been ob-
served. Most organisms emit a single light flash or a
series of flashes; a rapid increase of the luminosity in-
dicates the start of a flash which - after reaching its
peak value - is decaying exponentially with a time con-
stant significantly longer than that of the inital rise.
Studies have characterized such flash lightcurves from
various species by the duration, the maximum photon
flux and the total photon emission of the flash [2,9–30].
An overview of these characteristics is provided in ta-
ble 1. Most species in the benthic and pelagic zone
emit light flashes with their emission maxima within
the range of λ = 450 − 520 nm [2] which corresponds
to the wavelength window of maximum light transmis-
sion in seawater [31].

Table 1
Characteristics of bioluminescent flashes taken from [2, 9, 10].

Characteristics Values
Mean duration of flash (s) 0.1− 59.0
Maximum photon flux (photons s−1) 4.9 · 107 − 6.4 · 1012

Total light emission (photons flash−1) 2.4 · 108 − 2.3 · 1013

Spectral wavelentgh (nm) 450− 520

For years, deep sea neutrino telescopes have been
monitoring and recording the light activity. These tele-
scopes aim to detect Cherenkov radiation caused by
charged secondary particles, which are induced by
high-energy cosmic neutrino interactions with con-
stituents of water molecules. The records of these tele-
scopes were used to analyze the dynamics of deep
sea bioluminescence [4, 32–34]. The majority of the

recorded bioluminescence is assumed to be triggered
by sea currents and turbulence around the detectors
[4,33]. Therefore, the challenge to observe spontaneous
bioluminescence remains. In addition to analysis of
long-term temporal changes, the experimental setup
and long-term observations of deep sea neutrino tele-
scopes offers also the possibility to analyze light emis-
sion of individual organisms and relatively rare events
of spontaneous bioluminescence.

In this paper, we present a method to reconstruct the
movement and characteristic lightcurves of individual
biological sources in the deep sea with data of a neu-
trino telescope. In particular, we use both synthetic, as
well as measured data of the ANTARES neutrino tele-
scope located 40 km off the French coast on the bot-
tom of the Mediterranean Sea (42◦48′N, 6◦10′E) and
anchored to the sea floor at a depth of 2475 m. The
method enabled us to do the localization of a lumines-
cent organism using ANTARES data and the simul-
taneuous reconstruction of the corresponding emitted
bioluminescence lightcurve.

To do so, we developed a generative model of the
measurement process of a neutrino detector and the
signal generation of the biological sources to under-
stand the origin of the measured data. The model
parameters such as source movement and character-
istic lightcurves are reconstructed by a Variational
Bayesian Inference algorithm, called Metric Gaussian
Variational Inference (MGVI) [35]. The NIFTy (Nu-
merical Information Field Theory) framework [36, 37]
provides an implementation of the MGVI algorithm
and has been used to obtain results of this work.

The paper is structured as follows; in section 2 we
summarize the data provided by the ANTARES exper-
iment and used for the reconstruction. In section 3, the
proposed method is explained by describing the gen-
erative model in detail and highlighting our assump-
tions. In section 4, simulations and reconstructions on
synthetic data sets are performed to discuss the op-
portunities and limitations of the model. The first lo-
calizations of deep sea organisms and reconstructions
of their emitted bioluminescence lightcurves using the
ANTARES detector are presented and discussed in
section 5.

2 Data
The ANTARES telescope consists of twelve lines that
are distributed over an area of 0.1 km2. The lines have
a length of 480 m and are placed at a distance of
around 60 m to each other. Each line, excluding the
twelfth, contains 25 storeys with a vertical separation
of 14.5 m between them. The 5 top storeys of line
12 are not equipped with photomultipliers, but with
different acoustic instruments [38]. The first storey of
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each line is located around 100 m above the seabed. A
storey is defined as a collection of three optical mod-
ules each containing a photomultiplier tube (PMT).
The optical modules (OMs) are oriented downward
looking under 45 degrees (zenith angle of 135 degrees)
and with an angle of 120 degrees to each other in
horizontal directions [39, 40]. A schematic view of the
ANTARES setup is given in figure 1.

Each optical module measures the light activity in
terms of photon hits. The photon hits recorded in
time frames of ∆t = 104.858 ms are directly sent
to shore and the rates of each time frame are calcu-
lated [41]. According to a trigger system the photon
hits are stored for a specific period of time depend-
ing on the type of trigger. In the following, only data
samples with detection periods covering fully the bio-
luminescence lightcurve of interest are used to analyze
the biological behavior. About 1 to 2 of such record-
ings are saved per day containing around 2 minutes of
continuous raw data.

In addition to the photon count rates, the position
and orientation, as well as the efficiency of each op-
tical module is monitored precisely [40, 42]. The ori-
gin of the internal coordinate system used for the po-
sitioning of the OMs is located in the center of the
detector volume. This internal coordinate system of
ANTARES indicates the west-east direction as x-axis
and the south-north direction as y-axis. The vertical
direction is given by the z-axis [40, 43]. Within this
work we introduce the naming convention of each op-
tical module as a tuple of line number and number
of optical module (l, nom). The optical modules of one
line are consecutively numbered starting at the bottom
of the line.

An example data file is shown in figure 2. In or-
der to represent the setup of the ANTARES detector,
the photon counts of one storey are grouped together.
In the figure, an almost constant background for each
optical module with photon count rates around 40 −
60 kHz can be identified. This background is assumed
to be induced by 40K nuclear decays, bioluminescence,
photomultiplier intrinsic noise and radioactive decays
in the sea water and in the glass sphere [44]. Fur-
thermore, we assume to recognize two bioluminescence
flashes that are recorded by six optical modules over
two storeys. The occurrence times of the flashes are
40 s and 84 s after a trigger started the recording. The
flash recorded at t = 40 s surpassed the threshold limit
of optical module (4, 43), i.e. the readout electronics is
saturated which let the recorded photon rate drop to
zero for this detector for a short period. These two
flashes are analyzed in section 5.

The attenuation length of light in the sea water at
the ANTARES site was measured by the ANTARES

Collaboration. The light attenuation of water depends
on its chemical and physical properties. Therefore,
various measurements of the water light transmission
properties have been made from 1997 to 2010 using an
isotropic light source that emits blue light [31,45]. The
light attenuation includes the effect of water absorp-
tion of light as well as the impact of scattered photons
reaching the detector [31]. A summary of the results of
the study is given in table 2. Variation in light atten-
uation depends on the amount of particles in the wa-
ter that depends on oceanographic processes, see [34].
These additional measurements of the state of the de-
tector and the environment are crucial to perform rea-
sonable reconstructions of biological light sources.

Table 2
Light attenuation length in sea water at ANTARES site including
only statistical errors [31, 45].

Measurement latt

July 1998 60.6± 0.4 m
March 1999 51.9± 0.7 m
June 2000 46.4± 1.9 m
May 2008 to March 2010 ∼ 50− 60 m

3 Methods
The data provided by the ANTARES experiment and
knowledge about the organisms and their environment
in the deep sea allow us to derive a mathematical
model of the data generation process. This model de-
pends on a set of model parameters ξ and is able
to describe a luminescent organism emitting a flash
lightcurve, the propagation of the signal in the deep
sea, and the detection of photon hits at a neutrino
detector.

According to Bayes’ theorem, measuring photon hits
d updates the prior knowledge on ξ, expressed as prob-
ability density function P(ξ). The resulting posterior
density P(ξ|d) can be calculated as follows by know-
ing the likelihood P(d|ξ) of the obtained data, given
ξ, and the marginal probability of the data P(d),

P(ξ|d) =
P(d|ξ)P(ξ)

P(d)
. (1)

In case of high dimensionality and complexity of a
model the posterior distribution P(ξ|d) is often in-
tractable. To overcome this issue we approximate this
distribution with a simpler distribution P̃η(ξ) depend-
ing on variational parameter η. Within this work the
posterior approximation is performed by the MGVI
algorithm [35,46].

In order to apply Bayes’ update rule and perform
the posterior approximation a detailed understanding
of the likelihood is crucial. First, we discuss the mea-
surement process of a photon detector and derive an
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Figure 1
Schematic of the ANTARES setup. [39]

expression for the likelihood of multiple optical mod-
ules. Second, we build a mathematical model for the
light emission of an organism and the light propaga-
tion through water reaching the photon detector. We
explain each aspect of our model in detail, beginning
with the generic formula of the expected photon num-
ber arriving at one optical module.

3.1 Likelihood and measurement process
The optical modules of neutrino telescopes detect sin-
gle photons. Individual photon hits can be treated as
independent events and therefore the photon detection
is a classical Poisson process. Due to the assumption
of Poisson statistics, the photon rate ri,t over the de-
tection window (t−∆t, t) needs to be converted to the
total number of photon hits di,t = ∆t · ri,t detected by
optical module i.

The likelihood of measuring di,t photon hits at the
optical module i at time t for a given expected number
of photon hits λi,t can be written as

P(di,t|λi,t) = λ
di,t
i,t

e−λi,t

di,t!
. (2)

The expected number of photon hits λi,t is defined as
the photon counts over the fixed detection time ∆t
with. The measurement process is independent at dif-
ferent times t, t+∆t, ... and at different optical modules
i, i+ 1, .... Hence, the likelihood of the count data vec-
tor d over a time frame ∆T = N ·∆t with N discrete
time steps and elements di,t is the direct product of
the single measurement likelihoods,

P(d|λ) =
∏

i

N−1∏

t=0

λ
di,t
i,t

e−λi,t

di,t!
=

∏

i

P(di, λi). (3)

3.2 Signal generation
3.2.1 Expected photon number
The number of expected photons depends highly on
the light source itself, but also on specific attributes
of the detector and its surroundings. The luminescent
organisms are modeled as moving point sources with a
position ~x(t) that generate specific time-varying light
patterns spreading isotropically.[1] The total amount of

[1]The assumption of isotropy is an approximation, but
for many of the transparent organisms a reasonable
one.
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Figure 2
Recorded photon hits of six optical modules (OM). The upper plot shows the photon hits of the optical modules in one storey. The
lower plot shows the photon hits of the optical modules in the storey below.

photons emitted by a point source over the detection
period (t − ∆t, t) is described by the function N (t).
TypicallyN is a vector containing the photon numbers
of a time frame ∆T at N discrete times with time steps
of ∆t. The luminosity L can be calculated as the rate
of emitted photons per second, L = N

∆t . Therefore, the
number of emitted photons N is given by multiplying
the luminosity with the time step ∆t.

Due to various factors such as detector quality, de-
tector geometry and water absorption, the amount of
photons reaching the optical modules is reduced. The
efficiency εi of the optical module i is sampled (←↩)
from a Gaussian model

ε←↩ G(ε− εANTARES, σ
2
ε ), (4)

with efficiencies εANTARES provided by measurements
of the ANTARES Collaboration and inferable stan-
dard deviation σε. Deviations need to be allowed be-
cause missing optical modules lead to wrong assump-
tions about the efficiencies in one storey (see [42]).

In addition, the photon sensitive area of the optical
modules is modeled as a circular surface with an area
of Aom = πr2

om. Only a fraction

Aom

Alight(ri(t))
(5)

of the emitted photons can hit the detector i since
the photons spread uniformly on the surface of the
sphere Alight(~r) = 4π ·r2

i (t) at a distance ri(t) = |~ri(t)|
from the source. The vector between the light source
position ~x and the detector position ~pi is calculated by

~ri(t) = ~pi − ~x(t).

Furthermore, the angular acceptance and accord-
ingly the orientation of the detector plays an important
role. The angular acceptance α(θoptical) as a function of
the optical angle θoptical is provided by the ANTARES
experiment. The cosine of the optical angle depends
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on the orientation ~oi of the optical module and can be
obtained by

cos θoptical =
−1

|~ri(t)||~oi|
~ri(t) · ~oi.

The polynomial fit of the angular acceptance stated as

α(θoptical) = α(~ri(t), ~oi) (6)

is used to calculate the percentage of photons com-
ing from direction ~ri(t) that actually hit the optical
module oriented in ~oi direction.

Finally, the impact of electromagnetic absorption by
water and the photon scattering can be determined
by the attenuation length latt and the Beer-Lambert
law. The fraction of photons reaching the detector after
absorption and scattering can be calculated by

Ñi(t)
N (t)

= e−ri(t)/latt (7)

with N (t) as defined before being the number of emit-

ted photons and Ñi(t) the number of photons reach-
ing the distance of the detector i. Despite small lo-
cal changes of the water properties in the deep sea
the attenuation length latt is assumed to be indepen-
dent of the position of the optical modules. Due to the
measurements of the attenuation length mentioned in
section 2 (Table 2), which vary over the years, we as-
sume a flat prior distribution for latt within the interval
latt = (45 m, 60 m). This assumption prevents the re-
construction to adapt unphysical values and thereby
stabilizes the inference.

Combining these effects on the emitted photons, the
response function for the photon counts λi,t detected
by the optical module i can be expressed as

λi(t) = εi · N (t) · α(~oi, ~ri(t)) · e−
ri(t)

latt
Aom

4π · r2
i (t)

.

(8)

It is important to highlight that N describes the num-
ber of photons isotropically emitted by a hypothetical
luminescent organism modeled as point source. The
complex structure of real biological organisms that
may lead to anisotropic emission is not covered by our
model. This mismatch between the assumed isotropic
model and the real light emission of organisms in the
deep sea can lead to unrepresentative uncertainty es-
timates of the MGVI algorithm, as discussed in sec-
tion 2. A compact summary of the response function
with its high-level parameters is given in table 3. A vi-
sualization of the described generative model is given
in figure 3 at the end of the section.

3.2.2 Luminosity

The bioluminescence lightcurves are assumed to be the
dominant feature of the photon counts over time. The

luminosity model L(t) = N (t)
∆t has to be able to capture

all features of a bioluminescence flash and hence be
able to provide sensible prior samples.

Since the number of emitted photons is always pos-
itive, N (t) can be described to sufficient accuracy by
a log-normal model. The lightcurve structure does not
depend on absolute times t, but on the relative timing
∆t = tl− tk. Therefore, a correlated signal s(t) with a
given correlation matrix Ctl tk = C(tl − tk) is used to
model the burst kinetics under the assumption of sta-
tistical homogeneity. Combining all prior assumptions
the equation for the luminosity model yields

N (t) = es(t), (9)

with s(t) sampled from a Gaussian with inferable mean
µs and fixed covariance C,

s(t)←↩ G(s− µs, C). (10)

Although we do not know the underlying correlation
structure exactly, we can use the recorded lightcurve
structure to estimate the correlation. The main mo-
tivation for a fixed covariance is to reduce the com-
putation time. Alternatively, the correlation could be
infered as well, as it is done for the source movement
in section 3.2.3. The formulation and discussion of a
reasonable correlation function as well as the distri-
bution transformations used for the luminosity model
can be found in the appendix. The parameters of the
luminosity model were chosen such that the attributes
of recorded bursts given in table 1 were fulfilled and
similar bursts as in figure 2 could be constructed. A
compact summary of the function modeling the pho-
ton rate with its parameters is given in table 4 and
illustrated in figure 3.

3.2.3 Source movement

The x, y and z directions of the movement of the source
within the coordinate system of the detector are han-
dled independently from each other. For each direc-
tion j ∈ x, y, z a velocity vector vj(t) can be recon-
structed to describe the movement starting at point
~x0 = (x0, y0, z0).

Similarly to the luminosity model, statistical station-
arity is assumed for the velocity as a function of time.
But instead of using a fixed correlation matrix, this is
inferred as well. In contrast to the luminosity model,
we do not have access to previous recordings of the
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Table 3
Overview of the response function with its parameters and their explanations.

λi(t) = εi · N (t) · α(~oi, ~ri(t)) · e−
ri(t)
latt

Aom

4π·r2i (t)

High-level parameters Explanation
εi Detector efficiency of optical module i, assumed constant over time
N (t) Emitted photons of an isotropic point source emitter, time dependent

~x(t) Position of biological object, time dependent
~pi position of optical module i, assumed constant over time

~ri(t) = ~pi − ~x(t) Vector from source to optical module i
ri(t) = |~ri(t)| Distance from source to optical module i

~oi Orientation of optical module i
α(~oi, ~ri(t)) Angular acceptance

latt Attenuation length of light in sea water, assumed constant over time

Aom = πr2om Effective area of the optical module assuming a circle
Alight = 4π · r2i (t) Area covered by spherical radiation at the location of optical module i

Table 4
Overview of the emitted photon number function with its parame-
ters, their explanations and origin.

N (t) = es(t)

Parameters Explanation Origin
s Correlated field s←↩ G(s− µs, C)
µs Inferable mean See appendix
C Correlation matrix Fixed prior value

movement to estimate the correlation. Consequently,
the velocity vectors

vj(t)←↩ G(vj − µvj ,K) (11)

are sampled from a Gaussian with an inferable corre-
lation matrix Ktltk as covariance. The covariance can
be set such that sampled velocities meet criteria of
biological plausible movements. A detailed discussion
about reconstructing correlation functions of a signal
can be found in the NIFTy documentation [36] and
the corresponding papers [37,47].

The starting position of the movement ~x0 is assumed
to be drawn from a uniform prior distribution within
a box j0 = (j−0 , j

+
0 ) for each direction j ∈ x, y, z,

j0 ←↩ U(j−0 , j
+
0 ). (12)

A reasonable limitation of the source location is pos-
sible due to the setup of the ANTARES telescope and
the assumption of isotropic light emissions. By detect-
ing the optical module with the highest photon num-
bers during a bioluminescence flash, source locations
outside of a given volume around this module can be
excluded.

The absolute position ~x(t) at time t can be obtained
by integrating the velocity from start time t0 up to t
and adding the start position ~x0. Hence, the expression
of the position vector ~x(t) can be derived as

~x(t) = ~x0 + ∆t ·
t∑

tk=t0

~v(tk). (13)

Distribution transformations between Gaussian dis-
tributions and uniform distributions x0(ξx0

) are used
and discussed in the appendix. A compact summary of
the position and movement model with its parameters
is given in figure 3 and in table 5.

Table 5
Overview of the position and movement model with its parameters,
their explanations and origin.

~x(t) = ~x0 + ∆t ·
t∑

tk=t0

~v(tk)

Parameters Explanation Origin

~x0 Starting position j0 ←↩ U(j−0 , j
+
0 )

x, y, z independent

(j−0 , j
+
0 ) Range for Fixed prior values

uniform distribution

~v Velocity vector vj ←↩ G(vj − µvj ,K)
vx, vy , vz independent

µvj Inferable mean See [47]
K Inferable

correlation matrix A priori assumptions

3.2.4 Optical background
In addition to the lightcurves emitted by an individ-
ual luminescent organism, photons from other sources
are detected as well. As mentioned in section 2 an
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Figure 3
Generative model of the response function. Blue shapes indicate in quantities that are in principle observable. The standardized
variables are colored orange and operations have a diamond shape. The transformations from a standard Gaussian distribution into
a target distribution are labeled as a small red square with the target distribution next to it. All red colored values include a priori
assumptions, i.e. distribution transformation, detector position and orientation.
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almost constant background light is assumed to be
induced by nuclear decays and bacterial biolumines-
cence. We model this optical background as constant
offset nstorey for each individual optical module. Fur-
thermore, we assume that all optical modules of one
storey monitor a water volume containing a similar
amount of nuclear decays and of small luminescent or-
ganisms. Hence, the same constant light background
is recorded at one storey. Allowing local variations of
the water attributes, each background value nstorey for
one storey is sampled from a Gaussian distribution

nstorey ←↩ G(nstorey − µn, σ2
n). (14)

This leads to the extended response function of an op-
tical module in a given storey

λi,ext = λi + εi · nstorey. (15)

3.2.5 Reconstruction routine
For the inference of such a complex model we pro-
pose a reconstruction routine that is split up into two
parts. We first assume a simpler model by neglecting
the movement of the source. This assumption reduces
the complexity of the model and allows a more stable
inference. After analyzing the results of this static re-
construction, one can conclude whether a more com-
plex model including the movement of the source is
required. If the data can be reconstructed by the as-
sumption of a static source, the real source does not
move or its movement can not be resolved. Observ-
ing deviations between the data and its reconstruction
imply the need for a better model. In that case the re-
constructed position and luminosity are used as initial
samples for the dynamic reconstruction. The samples
of remaining variables of the model are randomly ini-
tiated according to their model priors. This scheme
reduces the risk of overfitting to which such a complex
model is prone to. In the next section the splitting
of the reconstruction is performed on simulated data
to analyze this routine, as well as the limitations and
opportunities of the model.

4 Simulations
In the last section we developed the response function
of the expected photon counts of an optical module.
Due to the form of the response, being a product of
the factors N , ε, er/latt and Aom

4πr2 · α(~r, ~o), increases of
one factor can be compensated by decrements of an-
other factor, and vice versa. This leads to a degeneracy
between the emitted photon number N , the source po-
sition ~x, the efficiency ε of an optical module and the
attenuation length latt. This degeneracy can only be

reduced by using the data of multiple OMs and as-
suming a constant background light. In the following
sections we analyze the degeneracy between those vari-
ables by performing the reconstruction on synthetic
data sets of multiple OMs. First, we focus on a static
reconstruction of a simulated static source in order
to examine whether the degeneracy can be reduced
to such a degree that a light source can be localized
and the corresponding bioluminescence lightcurve re-
constructed. Secondly, we apply the complete dynamic
reconstruction to the simulated static source, as well
as a simulated dynamic source. These results are used
to discuss the spatial resolution of the reconstruction
and the possibility of a movement reconstruction.

For the simulation of static and dynamic sources,
the configuration of the ANTARES telescope from
some past moment in time is used to create the detec-
tor setup. The efficiencies are randomly drawn from
Gaussian distributions (equation 4) with fixed stan-
dard deviation for each optical module. To simulate a
realistic environment, the attenuation length is set to
latt = 55 m and the constant light background of each
storey is drawn from a Gaussian distribution (equa-
tion 14) with fixed mean µn = 50 kHz and fixed stan-
dard deviation σn = 5 kHz. Further, the shape of a
burst is extracted from real data and scaled to reach
realistic luminosity values.

The initial position in both cases is manually set to
(x0 = 50 m, y0 = 1 m, z0 = 23 m). While the static
source stays at its initial position, we simulate a linear
movement with a velocity v = 0.2 m

s for the dynamic
source. The light signal is detected by 15 optical mod-
ules distributed over 5 storeys of one line. The mean
of the recorded photon hits of each optical module is
calculated according to equation 15. Tables 8 and 11
provide the ground truth observables of the static and
dynamic simulated source, respectively.

4.1 Static reconstruction of a synthetic static source
The parameters for the initial position of the static in-
ference model (equation 12) used to reconstruct data
generated from the static source are provided in ta-
ble 6. The parameters of the photon number model
are given in the appendix. Assumptions about the effi-
ciencies of the optical modules, the attenuation length
and the light background are given in table 7. The po-
sition and orientation of each optical module used for
the simulation are also used for the inference.

Several reconstruction runs were performed, each
with a different random seed to assess numerical stabil-
ity. In order to analyze the degeneracy between source
position, luminosity and attenuation length, we com-
pare the reconstructed values with their ground truth
summarized in table 8. The position of the light source
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Table 6
Model parameters of a static inference source. The model is used
to reconstruct the photon count data generated from a simulated
static source.

Observable Model Model parameters
x position Uniform x = (15 m, 75 m)
y position Uniform y = (−20 m, 40 m)
z position Uniform z = (15 m, 35 m)
Flash shape Correlated signal See appendix

Table 7
Model parameters used to reconstruct the attributes of a simulated
telescope and its surroundings.

Observable Model Model parameter
ε G(ε− µε, σ2

ε ) µε = εANTARES

with G(σε − µσε , σ2
σε

) µσε = 0.01,
σσε = 0.001

latt U(lmin, lmax) lmin = 45 m,
lmax = 60 m

nstorey G(nstorey − µn, σ2
n) µn = 50 kHz,

σn = 5 kHz

~x = (50 m, 1 m, 23 m) could be reconstructed for each
run. The ground truth position lies within the given er-
ror ranges, which does not include systematic errors.
In contrast, for each reconstruction run a different at-
tenuation length was inferred and the reconstructed
peak luminosity deviates up to 5% from the ground
truth.

We conclude that the degeneracy between the lumi-
nosity and the attenuation length, i.e. the fact that
any decrease in observed photon counts could either
be explained by a shorter attenuation length or a less
bright source, still remains for the given data and used
model. In future work, a better informed model might
help to break the degeneracy. However, this degener-
acy has negligible impact on the localization of the
source. The ratio of photons counts between the opti-
cal modules λi

λj
, which is independent of the luminos-

ity and attenuation length, provides information about
the source position and hence makes it unambiguously
inferrable.

4.2 Dynamic reconstruction of a synthetic static source
As explained in section 3.2.5 the flash lightcurve and
the position of the static reconstruction of the previous
section are used as the initially assumed position for
the dynamic reconstruction. In table 10 the parameters
of the dynamic model are summarized. The model pa-
rameters of the detector and its environment are the
same as in the static reconstruction and provided in
table 7.

Since the reconstructions of the remaining observ-
ables were already discussed in the previous section
and similar results could be observed for assuming a
dynamic model, we focus on the discussion about the

velocity. For all runs, a source movement was recon-
structed with a mean velocity v ' 0.01m

s . The results
of the different reconstruction runs with varying seeds
are summarized in table 9.

These results show that a source movement with a
mean velocity v = 0.01ms can not be distinguished
from a static source for this detector setup. This auto-
matically defines a lower bound for the spatial resolu-
tion of this method using the ANTARES detector. The
spatial resolution depends on the setup of the detector,
i.e. number of optical modules and angular acceptance.
Therefore, future neutrino telescopes with different de-
tector setups might increase the resolution. In the next
section we demonstrate that a movement reconstruc-
tion is theoretically possible with the ANTARES setup
by applying the method to synthetic data drawn from
a simulated dynamic source.

4.3 Complete reconstructions of a dynamic source
4.3.1 Static reconstruction
For the first part of the reconstruction routine, the
same model parameters of the detector and source are
used as in the static scenario given in table 6 and 7.
The results of the reconstruction of a dynamic source
using the static model are provided in table 11.

Analyzing the results shows that a dynamic recon-
struction might increase the accuracy of the estimates
as the static model did not provide an optimal fit. In
figure 4 the residuals e = d−λ

σ relative to the shot noise

of the Poissonian measurement process σ =
√
λ of opti-

cal module (4, 44) are presented. During the light flash
an increased level of deviations (2 < |e| < 5) can be
recognized. Residuals of optical module (4, 44) close
to zero can be found at tmin ' 6.3 s. Detailed analy-
sis shows that the relative residuals are positive e > 0
before the minimum t < tmin and negative e < 0 af-
terwards t > tmin. Even though these variations are
only slightly above the shot noise of the measurement
process σ, they can be explained by a moving source.
Hence, another reconstruction is performed to reduce
these residuals by introducing a model for the source
movement.

4.3.2 Dynamic reconstruction
We use the same dynamic model as in the previous
section 4.3.1. The parameters used to define the source
model are given in table 10 and the parameters for the
detector setup and its environment are presented in
table 7.

The increased level of variations between simulated
and reconstructed response of the static model can
be almost reduced to 0 < |e| < 2 by the dynamic
reconstruction as shown in figure 4, a clear improv-
ment over the static model. The reconstructed move-
ment visualized in figure 5 highlights the limits of the
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Table 8
Ground truth and reconstructed parameters for a static inference source. The synthetic photon count data were generated from the
simulated static source. The reconstructed attenuation length is also included.

Observable Ground truth Run 1 Run 2 Run 3
x source position (m) 50.00 49.96± 0.04 49.94± 0.04 49.96± 0.06
y source position (m) 1.00 0.96± 0.07 1.03± 0.05 0.95± 0.08
z source position (m) 23.00 23.03± 0.03 22.97± 0.03 23.03± 0.03

Flash duration (s) 5.14 5.14 5.14 5.14
Lmax (1010 Hz) 3.71 3.66± 0.07 3.51± 0.02 3.65± 0.01
Total emission (1010 photons flash−1) 5.20 5.14 4.94 5.13

Attenuation length (m) 55.00 53.90± 2.09 59.94± 0.20 54.23± 3.06

Table 9
Ground truth and reconstructed parameters using a dynamic source model. The synthetic photon count data were generated from a
simulated static source. The positions are given at the beginning of the observation period t0, during the time of highest photon emission
th and at the end of the data set (tmax) to reflect the movement of the source.

Observable Ground truth Run 1 Run 2 Run 3
x(t0) source position (m) 50.00 49.89± 0.08 49.88± 0.09 49.89± 0.08
x(th) source position (m) 50.00 49.96± 0.05 49.96± 0.05 49.96± 0.05
x(tmax) source position (m) 50.00 50.02± 0.08 50.03± 0.09 50.03± 0.08
y(t0) source position (m) 1.00 0.92± 0.06 0.91± 0.06 0.95± 0.06
y(th) source position (m) 1.00 1.00± 0.07 1.00± 0.07 1.00± 0.06
y(tmax) source position (m) 1.00 1.07± 0.12 1.07± 0.13 1.04± 0.09
z(t0) source position (m) 23.00 23.04± 0.08 23.02± 0.06 23.02± 0.07
z(th) source position (m) 23.00 23.00± 0.04 23.00± 0.04 23.00± 0.04
z(tmax) source position (m) 23.00 22.96± 0.10 22.99± 0.08 22.98± 0.09

Flash duration (s) 5.14 5.14 5.14 5.14
Lmax (1010 Hz) 3.71 3.51± 0.02 3.51± 0.02 3.51± 0.02
Total emission (1010 photons flash−1) 5.20 4.92 4.93 4.93

Table 10
Model parameters of a dynamic inference source. The model is used
to reconstruct the photon count data generated from a simulated
static source.

Observable Model Model parameters
vi velocity Correlated signal µv = 0 m

s
, σv = 0.1 m

s
,

with i ∈ {x, y, z} σv = 0.1 m
s

x position Uniform x = (15 m, 75 m)
y position Uniform y = (−20 m, 40 m)
z position Uniform z = (15 m, 35 m)

Flash shape Correlated signal See appendix

ANTARES detector for tracking individual organisms.
A reasonable estimate of the movement could be recon-
structed for a simulated light source moving linearly
with a velocity v = 0.2m

s . Although the reconstructed
locations in y dimension display deviations from the
ground truth, the residuals are close to the shot noise
of the measurement process. These results show that a
linear movement with a velocity v = 0.2m

s is in prici-
ple resolvable, but is not free of systematics. Besides
the degeneracies, which are already discussed in sec-
tion 4.1, the angular acceptance has great impact on
the positioning of a light source. The optical modules
of the ANTARES detector have a wide angular ac-
ceptance [40]. Therefore, changes of the source posi-
tion in non-radial directions do not lead to significant
changes in the photon count numbers, which reduces
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Figure 4
Comparison of relative residuals of a static (dashed, gray) and
dynamic (solid, black) inference source. The synthetic data were
generated from a simulated dynamic source. The red line marks
deviations as large as twice the shot noise σ of a Poisson process.

the possibility to recognise position changes. Multiple

optical modules with smaller angular acceptance might

increase the spatial resolution. The reconstructed flash

characteristics differ only slightly between the recon-

struction with a static and a dynamic model as shown

in table 12. Therefore, with regards to the biolumines-

cence flash lightcurves, both models are sufficient to

reconstruct a reasonable estimate for velocities below

v = 0.2m
s .
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Table 11
Ground truth and reconstructed parameters using a static source model. The synthetic photon count data were generated from a simulated
dynamic source. The summary includes the reconstructed attenuation length.

Observable Ground truth Run 1 Run 2 Run 3
x source position (m) 50.02→ 51.15 → 52.10 51.64± 0.04 50.80± 0.03 51.14± 0.05
y source position (m) 1.02→ 2.15→ 3.10 1.79± 0.06 2.65± 0.04 2.25± 0.05
z source position (m) 23.02→ 24.15 → 25.10 23.98± 0.03 24.55± 0.03 24.30± 0.02

Flash duration (s) 5.14 5.14 5.14 5.14
Lmax (1010 Hz) 3.71 3.49± 0.02 3.28± 0.02 3.99± 0.03
Total emission (1010 photons flash−1) 5.20 4.94 4.65 5.65

Attenuation length (m) 55.00 59.98± 0.06 59.92± 0.24 45.12± 0.45

Table 12
Ground truth and reconstructed parameters using a dynamic source model. The synthetic photon count data were generated from a
simulated dynamic source. The positions are given at the beginning of the observation period t0, during the time of highest photon
emission th and at the end of the data set (tmax) to reflect the movement of the source.

Observable Ground truth Run 1 Run 2 Run 3
x(t0) source position (m) 50.02 50.29± 0.30 50.02± 0.13 49.89± 0.12
x(th) source position (m) 51.15 51.09± 0.07 52.27± 0.04 52.23± 0.04
x(tmax) source position (m) 52.10 51.76± 0.24 54.15± 0.10 54.17± 0.10
y(t0) source position (m) 1.02 2.01± 0.13 1.04± 0.13 1.12± 0.06
y(th) source position (m) 2.15 2.29± 0.11 3.31± 0.05 3.33± 0.05
y(tmax) source position (m) 3.10 2.53± 0.26 5.20± 0.12 5.17± 0.09
z(t0) source position (m) 23.02 22.98± 0.12 22.92± 0.08 22.92± 0.12
z(th) source position (m) 24.15 24.16± 0.04 25.27± 0.04 25.21± 0.04
z(tmax) source position (m) 25.10 25.14± 0.12 27.22± 0.10 27.30± 0.12

Flash duration (s) 5.14 5.14 5.14 5.14
Lmax (1010 Hz) 3.71 3.55± 0.02 3.61± 0.03 3.59± 0.03
Total emission (1010 photons flash−1) 5.20 5.14 5.06 5.03

5 Data analysis
After presenting the possibilities and limitations of
the method, the reconstruction routine is applied on
data sets of the ANTARES Collaboration using dif-
ferent random seeds. The complete routine consists of
a reconstruction using a static model and a dynamic
model as explained in section 3.2.5. The outcomes of
the static and dynamic reconstruction provide similar
results regarding the position during the time of high-
est photon emission and the flash lightcurve. There-
fore, it is sufficient to present only the results of the
final step using the dynamic model.

For the reconstruction we rely on flash lightcurves
that were detected over several storeys to be able to re-
duce the degeneracy. Since the process of finding such
light emissions has not been automated, only a small
excerpt of flash patterns found in the ANTARES data
is analyzed here. We identified three suitable biolu-
minescence events in the data of early 2010, which we
analyse in the following. The data samples cover obser-
vation times of 7− 10 s. In table 13 we label the sam-
ples used for the following reconstructions and state
the array of optical modules that detected the flash
neglecting malfunctioning modules.

5.1 ANTARES recordings of flash 1
Starting with the 11th of January 2010 at 04:12:35
(UTC) a flash pattern was recorded by 16 optical mod-

Table 13
Data samples recorded by the ANTARES telescope reconstructed
within this work.

Label Time stamp (UTC) OMs Duration
Flash 1 11.1.2010, 04:12:35 (4, 34− 51) ∼ 10 s
Flash 2 11.1.2010, 04:13:20 (4, 37− 54) ∼ 9 s
Flash 3 19.1.2010, 22:28:10 (4, 34− 51) ∼ 7 s

ules over 5 storeys. The complete recording has already
been shown in figure 2 in section 2. Flash 1 peaked at
around 40 s after the start of the recording. Two op-
tical modules, (4, 41) and (4, 51), within the optical
module array (4, 37 - 51) did not record any photon
counts. The model parameters used for the reconstruc-
tion are presented in table 14.

The reconstruction of the position and movement,
as well as the characteristics of the bioluminescence
lightcurve for four different random seeds, are summa-
rized in table 16. For the reconstruction runs 2− 4 we
observe similar results. The results of the remaining
run 1 deviate largely from the other ones, especially
the y and z source positions differ more than 5 m. Even
though, the reconstructed observables of run 1 are bi-
ologically plausible, the residuals of run 1 are larger
compared to the runs 2 − 4. Therefore, we conclude
that the runs 2− 4 yield better estimates.

The uncertainty estimates are significantly smaller
than the deviations between the reconstruction runs.
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Table 14
Model parameters for the dynamic source model, the ANTARES
telescope and its surroundings on the 11th of January 2010 at
04:12 (UTC). This model is used to reconstruct biological sources
detected by the ANTARES telescope on 11th of January 2010 at
04:12 (UTC) and 04:13 (UTC), that emitted flash 1 and 2.

Observable Model Model parameter
ε G(ε− µε, σ2

ε ) µε = εANTARES

with G(σε − µσε , σ2
σε

) µσε = 0.05,
σσε = 0.01

latt U(lmin, lmax) lmin = 45 m,
lmax = 60 m

nstorey G(nstorey − µn, σ2
n) µn = 50 kHz,

σn = 5 kHz
x position Uniform x = (15 m, 75 m)
y position Uniform y = (−20 m, 30 m)
z position Uniform z = (15 m, 35 m)
vi velocity Correlated signal µv = 0, σv = 0.1,

with i ∈ {x, y, z} σσv = 0.05
Flash shape Correlated signal See appendix

As mentioned in section 3, because of the mismatch
between the assumed model and the real data genera-
tion, the MGVI algorithm can not calculate reasonable
uncertainty estimates. The given uncertainties do not
include systematic errors. Therefore, these estimates
are not given for the following data analysis, since they
are not representative.

In figure 6, the reconstructed flash lightcurve of run 2
is presented as it provides the smallest data residuals.
We also illustrate the estimated movement in figure 7.

5.2 ANTARES recordings of flash 2
A second flash was observed on the same day at
04:13:20 (UTC) recorded by optical modules within
the array (4, 37 − 54). Flash 2 peaked at around 85 s
after the start of the recording shown in figure 2 in
section 2. The optical modules (4, 41) and (4, 51) did
not detect the second flash as they already did not
record counts during the first flash. Furthermore, op-
tical module (4, 43) did not record any photon for the
period of highest luminosity, since the readout elec-
tronics were saturated. All model parameters are the
same as for flash 1 given in table 14. The ANTARES
detector is still in a similar configuration, because the
second flash occurred around one minute later. Fur-
thermore, due to similar photon count data of flash 1
and flash 2, the same a priori assumption of the posi-
tion can be taken.

The results of the different runs are summarized in
table 17. Two different types of reconstructions can be
observed; run 2 and 4 reconstructed a rapid movement,
whereas run 1 and 3 estimate smaller changes in the
position. Since the rapid movement for run 2 and 4 oc-
curs before the actual flash was emitted, no reasonable
estimate can be made for this period. When comparing
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Figure 6
Reconstruction of the bioluminescence flash 1 lightcurve de-
tected by the ANTARES detector on the 11th of January 2010
at 04:12 (UTC).
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Figure 7
Movement reconstruction of a light source emitting flash 1 de-
tected by the ANTARES detector on the 11th of January at
04:12 (UTC). The light source is represented by overlapping
green dots. The size of the dots indicates the luminosity change
over time without physical meaning. The fading of the green
color - from dark to bright - indicates the positive time flow.
The optical module (4, 41) on the bottom storey is not shown,
since it malfunctioned.

the reconstructed positions after the luminosity peak,

we observe similar movements.

In figure 8 we present the flash lightcurve of run 1,

since the smallest data residuals could be calculated

for this run. The reconstructed movement of run 1 is

illustrated in figure 9.

The second flash occurred only 44 seconds after and

around 13 m away from the first flash. A causal connec-

tion between both light emission is likely. Due to the

temporal and spatial closeness of the two events, it can

not be excluded that the light was emitted by the same

organism. But the deviation between the lightcurve

structures of the two flashes also allow the assumption

of a recorded communication of two organisms.
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Figure 8
Reconstruction of the emitted bioluminescence flash 2
lightcurve detected by the ANTARES detector on the 11th of
January 2010 at 04:13 (UTC).
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Figure 9
Movement reconstruction of a light source emitting flash 2 de-
tected by the ANTARES detector on the 11th January at 04:13.
The light source is represented by overlapping green dots. The
size of the dots indicates the luminosity change over time with-
out physical meaning. The fading of the green color - from dark
to bright - indicates the positive time flow.

5.3 ANTARES recordings of flash 3
The last bioluminescence flash that is analyzed within
this work occurred on the 19th of January 2010 at
22:28 (UTC). In comparison to the previous models
we adjust the position model parameter since the flash
was detected by different optical modules. The position
model parameters are given in table 15. The remaining
model parameters are the same as in table 14.

Table 18 summarizes the reconstruction runs and
clearly shows that run 1 deviates from the other re-
constructions. By calculating the estimated velocity of
the source as 3.8m

s the result can be classified as biolog-
ically implausible [48]. Besides that, the data residuals
are higher compared to the runs 2 − 4, we hence can
conclude that this run resulted in a worse fit to the
data. Therefore, as a reasonable reconstruction result

Table 15
Model parameters for the initial position of a dynamic source. The
model is used to reconstruct a biological source detected by the
ANTARES telescope on the 19th of January 2010 at 22:28 (UTC)
that emitted flash 3. The other model parameters are taken from
table 14.

Observable Model Model parameter
x position Uniform x = (−25 m, 35 m)
y position Uniform y = (65 m, 125 m)
z position Uniform z = (−40 m, 10 m)

the flash lightcurve of run 2 is presented in figure 10
and the reconstructed movement of this run illustrated
in figure 11.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Time in s

0

1

2

3

4

E
m

it
te

d
p

h
o

to
n

s
in

H
z

×1010 Luminosity L of biological light source

recon

std of recon

Figure 10
Reconstruction of the emitted bioluminescence flash 3
lightcurve detected by the ANTARES detector on the 19th of
January 2010 at 22:28 (UTC).
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Figure 11
Movement reconstruction of a light source emitting flash 3 de-
tected by the ANTARES detector on the 19th of January at
22:28 (UTC). The light source is colored green. The size of the
dots indicates the luminosity change over time without physical
meaning. The fading of the green color - from dark to bright -
indicates the positive time flow.

6 Discussion
The application of the method on synthetic and
real data reveals both the strengths and the limita-
tions of our approach. The reconstruction of the flash
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Table 16
Reconstructed parameters assuming a dynamic light source model. The flash 1 lightcurve used for the reconstruction was recorded on the
11th of January 2010 at 04:12 (UTC) by the ANTARES telescope. The positions are given at different times as in table 12.

Observable Run 1 Run 2 Run 3 Run 4
x(t0) source position (m) 45.35± 0.00 42.92± 0.25 42.21± 0.23 43.79± 0.13
x(th) source position (m) 45.35± 0.00 42.45± 0.12 42.53± 0.07 42.6± 0.09
x(tmax) source position (m) 45.35± 0.00 42.06± 0.37 41.71± 0.14 41.62± 0.20
y(t0) source position (m) 10.88± 0.06 1.99± 0.07 2.19± 0.15 2.46± 0.15
y(th) source position (m) 10.85± 0.06 2.00± 0.05 1.98± 0.09 2.05± 0.06
y(tmax) source position (m) 10.82± 0.07 2.01± 0.08 1.81± 0.18 1.71± 0.15
z(t0) source position (m) 15.00± 0.00 21.37± 0.05 21.25± 0.24 21.04± 0.22
z(th) source position (m) 15.19± 0.01 20.37± 0.05 20.41± 0.07 20.42± 0.07
z(tmax) source position (m) 15.14± 0.01 19.54± 0.11 20.07± 0.12 19.9± 0.14

Flash duration (s) 5.14 5.14 5.14 5.14
Lmax (1010 Hz) 4.2± 0.02 3.99± 0.05 3.97± 0.04 3.93± 0.03
Total emission (1010 photons flash−1) 6.48 5.66 5.68 5.62

Table 17
Reconstructed parameters assuming a dynamic light source. The flash 2 lightcurve used for the reconstruction was recorded on the 11th
of January 2010 at 04:13 (UTC) by the ANTARES telescope. The positions are given at different times as in table 12.

Observable Run 1 Run 2 Run 3 Run 4
x(t0) source position (m) 48.90 49.27 48.81 49.78
x(th) source position (m) 47.02 47.21 47.01 47.42
x(tmax) source position (m) 45.10 45.01 45.17 44.90
y(t0) source position (m) −9.63 −19.71 −9.61 −19.80
y(th) source position (m) −9.63 −10.62 −9.61 −13.15
y(tmax) source position (m) −9.63 −8.96 −9.61 −6.03
z(t0) source position (m) 19.46 19.26 19.56 15.15
z(th) source position (m) 19.55 19.59 19.59 19.04
z(tmax) source position (m) 19.65 19.93 19.62 20.06

Flash duration (s) 6.61 6.61 6.61 6.61
Lmax (1010 Hz) 4.79 5.51 4.81 6.69
Total emission (1010 photons flash−1) 11.83 13.09 11.87 14.27

Table 18
Reconstructed parameters assuming a dynamic light source model. The flash 3 lightcurve used for the reconstruction was recorded on the
19th of January 2010 at 22:28 (UTC) by the ANTARES telescope. The positions are given at different times as in table 12.

Observable Run 1 Run 2 Run 3 Run 4
x(t0) source position (m) −24.58 −10.38 −11.09 −10.39
x(th) source position (m) −20.59 −10.38 −11.11 −10.38
x(tmax) source position (m) 0.48 −10.39 −11.21 −10.37
y(t0) source position (m) 110.44 104.40 104.81 104.39
y(th) source position (m) 109.04 −104.42 104.85 104.43
y(tmax) source position (m) 101.64 104.51 105.06 104.63
z(t0) source position (m) −23.77 −20.60 −20.31 −20.54
z(th) source position (m) −23.06 −20.84 −20.54 −20.78
z(tmax) source position (m) −19.29 −22.10 −21.77 −22.03

Flash duration (s) 5.45 7.34 7.34 7.34
Lmax (1010 Hz) 12.26 4.17 5.32 4.18
Total emission (1010 photons flash−1) 18.55 9.41 12.31 9.49
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lightcurve is limited by the remaining degeneracy be-
tween the efficiencies and attentuation length with the
emitted photon numbers. Therefore, increasing the ac-
curacy of the measurements of these quantities will al-
low more precise reconstructions of the total number
of emitted photons.

Furthermore, the accuracy of the position recon-
structions and the spatial resolution can be increased
by reducing the angular acceptance and increasing the
number of OMs. An OM with sharp angular accep-
tance is able to resolve small position changes more
precisely, since changes of the angle between OMs and
light source lead to significant changes in the arriving
photon numbers. However, a small angular acceptance
leads also to a smaller monitored volume, which can
be compensated by using more OMs.

Although only a small number of photon data
recorded by the ANTARES telescope has been ana-
lyzed in this study, the results already provide some
insights on the biological sources. Our localizations
of bioluminescence events showed that the light emit-
ting organisms were sufficiently far from optical mod-
ules, so that they can be assumed to be undisturbed
by them. Further measurements of the environment,
e.g. sea current measurements, need to be taken into
account to verify the occurence of non-stimulated bi-
oluminescence events. According to previous studies
non-stimulated light emissions are rare [4, 7, 8, 33]
and hardly distinguishable from stimulated ones us-
ing moving detectors [7]. Therefore, our method opens
the possibility to study spontaneous and in-situ biolu-
minescence. Further analysis of data recorded by deep
sea neutrino telescopes could give insights about the
frequency and distribution of such spontaneous events
and the occurrence of consecutive light emissions as
already observed in this work.

7 Conclusion
This work shows the potential of bioluminescence stud-
ies with a neutrino telescope in the deep sea and high-
lights the biological activity information that can be
extracted. But it also clearly points out the limitations
of the bioluminescence studies in regards to the spatial
resolution due to the architecture of the detector.

The proposed method is generic and can be applied
on data sets of different underwater neutrino tele-
scopes. The development and work on the new neu-
trino telescope in the Mediterranean Sea, KM3NeT
[49], offers a detector architecture which is even more
suitable for the study of luminescent organisms. Each
optical module of KM3NeT will be equipped with 31
photomultiplier tubes having a narrower angular ac-
ceptance compared to the ANTARES setup [49]. This
increases the spatial resolution of the positioning.

For future systematic surveys of bioluminescence the
method needs to be automatized and optimized. An
optimized framework can be used to build a catalogue
of various types of bioluminescence lightcurves includ-
ing the position of the source. In this work, we also
showed that the tracking of light sources is possible.
Therefore, this method can also be used to analyze the
movement behavior of deep sea organisms, which still
little is known about.

Appendix
Distribution transformation
Since the MGVI algorithm relies on standardized vari-
ables and therefore, the generative model is built on
these variables, it is crucial to transform a Gaussian
distribution with zero mean and unit covariance to spe-
cific distributions which are more reasonable for the
mathematical model. Within this work the common
transformations are between standardized Gaussian
distributions and Gaussian distributions with given
mean and covariance and between standardized Gaus-
sian distributions and uniform distributions. The stan-
dardized variables are introduced as

~ξ ←↩ G(~ξ, I). (16)

The transformation s(ξ) from ~ξ to ~s sampled from a
Gaussian distribution with given mean ~µ and correla-
tion matrix C is given as

~s = s(ξ) = ~µ+
√
C · ~ξ. (17)

Reducing the dimension to scalar values and also in-
troducing a Gaussian distributed standard deviation
σ ←↩ G(σ − σ, σ2

σ) gives the new transformation with
Gaussian sampled standard deviation

s(ξσ, ξ) = µ+ σ · ξ (18)

= µ+ (σ + σσ · ξσ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
σ←↩G(σ−σ,σ2

σ)

·ξ (19)

A transformation from standardized variables to uni-
formly sampled variables s ←↩ U([t0, t1]) can be done
by using the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of
a Gaussian distribution. Variables uniformly sampled
from the range [0, 1] can be generated by the transfor-
mation

s([0, 1], ξ) = CDF(ξ). (20)

By shifting and expanding, the standard uniform dis-
tribution can be transformed into any uniform distri-
bution with range [t0, t1]

s([t0, t1], ξ) = (t1 − t0) · CDF(ξ) + t0. (21)
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Correlation matrix for luminosity bursts
According to the Wiener-Khintchin Theorem, a statis-
tical homogeneous and isotropic signal s drawn from
a Gaussian prior G(s − µs, S) with stationary auto-
correlation Stitj = Sij = Cs(ti− tj) becomes diagonal
in Fourier space,

Sij = (2π)uδ(w − w′)Cs(w), (22)

with ∆ = ti − tj and Cs(w) =
∫
d∆eiw∆Cs(∆) as the

Fourier transformed auto-correlation function. Cs(w)
is identical to the power spectrum per time length T ,

Ps(w) = limT→∞
1
T

〈
|
∫
T
dtsteiwt|2

〉
= Cs(w) [36].

Therefore, the covariance can be described efficiently
by defining a power spectrum per time length T . In
the following the power spectrum used to sample the
luminosity bursts is discussed. Recall, that the signal s
sampled with a given power spectrum is exponentiated
to produce the bursts.

Instead of an inferable power spectrum, as used for
the velocity vector, a fixed power spectrum has shown
to be sufficient to reproduce the burst shapes and this
assumption also reduces the computation time.

Power spectra of the form

Ps(w) = [As(ω)]2 =
b

ωp
(23)

are used within this work with As(ω) defined as ampli-
tude. The amplitude is divided into two parts, the zero
mode A0 and the remaining part As(ω) with ω > 0.
Intuitive parameters a0, b, p are introduced. Following
relations ensure definitions of power spectra to be in-
dependent of the size of the total time length T . The
zero mode A0 is defined by a relative zero mode a0 and
given as

A0 =
a0

T
. (24)

The remaining part of the amplitude is defined by the
power law p and an amplitude factor b. The relation is
given by

As(ω) =
b

T
√∑

ω′ 6=0 r(ω
′)2
· r(ω) (25)

with r(ω) = 1
ωp and ω > 0. The parameters a0, b and

p are set by the user.
The table 19 provides a summary of variables defin-

ing the luminosity burst shape. Their use is briefly
explained and the values used within this work are
given.

Table 19
Summary of parameters used for the correlated log-signal of lumi-
nosity bursts.

Parameter Value Explanation
Amplitude factor b 8.0 Changes the magnitude

of the fluctuations
Power law p 1.5 Changes the smoothness

of the burst
Relative zero mode a0 2.0 Coupled to the variance

of the mean µs
Mean µs 4.0 Mean of the signal
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Orsay Cedex, France. 32Dipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia
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