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Zoom in muon survival probability with sterile neutrino for CP and T-violation
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We present the approximated analytic expressions for the muon survival probability in a 3 4+ 1
mixing scenario in the presence of matter effect using the S-matrix formalism. We find that all the
individual terms contributing to the muon survival probability can significantly reduce to just three
contributions. The leading order contribution comes from the three flavor muon survival probability
followed by the two sub-leading contributions arising from active-sterile mixing. Furthermore, to
more simplify the results we adopt the well known series expansion relations about mass-hierarchy
parameter o = Am3;/Am3; and the mixing angle sin 613 in the vanishing limit of a®. We discuss
the relevance of muon survival probability to probe the CP and T-violation studies coming from the
new physics. We also compare the analytic relation between vacuum and matter contributions to
the muon survival probability at the leading order. Finally, we comment on the probability behavior
at the various long baselines relevant to understand the atmospheric-neutrino sector and to resolve

the existing mass-hierarchy problem.

I. INTRODUCTION

The famous solar-neutrino puzzle [1, 2] and the atmo-
sphere neutrino problem [3] leads to the establishment
of the phenomenon of neutrino oscillations [4, 5]. These
oscillations occur among the three active neutrino flavor
states v, v, and v,. The oscillation parameters in the
3 flavor mixing scenario include the solar mass-square
difference Am3,, the atmospheric mass-square difference
Am?,, three mixing angles 612, 613 and 623 and one lep-
tonic CP-phase §13. The neutrino oscillations are feasible
only if at least one of three neutrino mass eigen state is
non-degenerate and the mixing angles are non-zero. Thus
neutrinos have a non-zero mass contrary to the standard
model prediction. With the discovery of neutrino os-
cillations, revolutionary research begins looking for the
beyond standard model physics. In the current precision
era, the main goals of current and proposed experiments
are to solve the unknowns in neutrino oscillations which
include the mass hierarchy problem, the octant issue, and
determination of the CP-violation phase. Moreover, with
time certain anomalies [6-9] have emerged which hints to-
ward the existence of a fourth sterile neutrino state. In-
cluding the presence of such sterile neutrino along with
the three active neutrinos increases the number of os-
cillation parameters, we have the sterile-active neutrino
mixing angles (614 ,024, 034), the new mass-squared dif-
ferences (Am3,, Am3,, Am3;) and the new CP-violating
phases (814, 024 and d34). The presence of sterile neutrino
may answer the smallness of neutrino mass.

The probability level analysis in the presence of ster-
ile neutrinos has already been carried out in the litera-
ture [10-21]. In the reference [22], authors have given
transition probability P;fe” in the 3 + 1 scheme by carry-
ing out the S-matrix analysis. In our recent work [23], we
have also given a slightly different formalism which sim-
plifies the transition probability Pffe” and survival proba-
bility P2 using One-scale mass dominance(OMSD) [24].
In the present work, we provide the analytic expression
for muon survival probability in the presence of matter
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potential [25-27]. Using the S-matrix formalism, we de-
compose the 4 x 4 Hamiltonian to the effective 3 x 3
Hamiltonian. We perform the series expansion [28] about
small parameters s13 ~ O(¢) and a ~ O(e?) such that the
final probability expression for muon appearance proba-
bility is of order O(e3). We discuss the term-by-term
analysis of leading and sub-leading contributions to the
final muon survival probability. The analytic calculations
involved in Py greatly simplify to just 3 significant con-
tributions. We emphasis on the advantage of muon sur-
vival probability for the study of CP violation [29-33] and
T-violation [33-41] in context to T2K experiment [42—
44] as a case study. We also look at the probability level
analysis for the long baseline, which can shed light on the
mass-hierarchy sensitivity.

The paper is organized as follows: In the next section
we give the analytic expression for muon survival proba-
bility in vacuum followed by its treatment in the presence
of matter in section III. In section IV, we provide a for-
malism which gives the terms contributing to total muon
survival probability. In the next leading section, we carry
out the well known a — s13 approximation and perform
the numerical analysis for different baselines. The con-
clusion is marked in section VI, followed by appendices.

II. MUON SURVIVAL PROBABILITY
EXPRESSION IN VACCUM

In 3 + 1 framework, we have three flavor states for
active neutrinos v, v, vy and additional sterile neutrino
flavor state vg. Also there exists three mass eigenstates
V1, Vo, 3 corresponding to the light neutrinos with masses
mq, Mo, m3 plus one more extra mass eigenstate v4 with
mass ma. The time evolution of these states in 3 + 1
framework is defined as,

0 O 0 0
o () 02 o o el
14 14
At R P e | 7
PA 2 am2 A
0 0 0 Am

where Am3; is the difference between square of masses
between different neutrino mass eigenstates and F is the
typical energy of the neutrinos of interest. The mixing
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matrix for 341 framework is parametrized in terms mix-
ing angles ;4 (with i=1,2,3), 012, 613, 23 and CP-phases.
It is important to know the correct parametrization of
the neutrino mixing matrix for 3 + 1 framework. Al-
though the choice of parametrization can differ depend-
ing upon the placement of the CP-phase but the physics
will remain same independent of choice of parametriza-
tion. The standard parametrization considered for the
present work is given by

U = R(034,0314) R(024,0) R(614,014)
XR(HQ?”O)R(913,613>R(91270) (1)

Here, 6014, 024 and 634 are the mixing angles between ster-
ile and active neutrinos while 6s3, 013 and 615 are known
mixing angles of three flavor neutrinos. On top of stan-
dard CP-phase 413 we have two more CP-phases d14 and
034. For completeness,the element-wise description of the
unitary mixing matrix is mentioned in the appendix A

The muon survival probability in vaccum using the
general expression for the oscillation probability [45] for
N flavor neutrinos is found to be,

Puy =1-4 Re(U,iU,,;U;,Us,) sin® <A,-jL/4E>

1<J

+2) Im(U,,;U,;U;, U ) sin <2AijL/4E>, (2)
i<j
where Ajj = m7 —m3 is the mass-square difference be-
tween any of the two mass eigenstates of the neutrinos.
For 3 + 1 scenario and using the unitarity condition, we
get
2 2

Im (U,,iU,,; U Us) = Im(|U|"|U,,;]7) = 0.
Also, with the presence of €V scale sterile neutrino, the
mass-square difference terms are related as

A41 ~ A42 ~ A43 5 and Agg ~ A31 .

It is to be noted that the terms involving solar mass
square difference Am3, = Ay contributes negligible to
the frequency part of the survival probability in vaccum
and hence, can be dropped from the probability expres-
sion. With these simplifications, the muon survival prob-
ability in 3 + 1 scenario in vaccum reduces to
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By looking at the muon survival probability expression,
it is interesting to note that the long baseline experiments
like T2K, NOvA etc, can shed light on sterile neutrino
parameters like 654 and Am?,. Thus, the study of sur-
vival probability is equally as crucial as transition proba-
bility. However, the derived results are valid for vacuum
but can not hold true if we include matter effects. So we
focus, in the present work, on the analytic derivation of
muon survival probability and its phenomenological as-
pect within the 3 + 1 neutrino oscillation scenario in the
presence of matter effects.

IIT. GENERAL TREATMENT OF 3+1
NEUTRINO OSCILLATION IN MATTER

The neutrino oscillation probabilities can be modified
significantly in presence of matter due to interactions be-
tween neutrinos and the medium particles. For example,
the electron neutrino v, and muon neutrino v, can scat-
ter with the medium particles due to presence of elec-
trons e~ , protons p and neutrons n via charge and neu-
tral current effects. Thus,we must include matter effects
on the oscillation probabilities for neutrinos propagating
via dense medium such as Earth. The effect is known
as Mikheyev-Smirnov-Wolfenstein (MSW) effect [25-27]
and resonance enhancement of oscillations can be im-
portant for long baseline experiments like T2K, NOvA,
and DUNE as well as for atmospheric neutrino detectors
like Super-K, INO, and IceCube. The present discussion
will carry forward basic MSW effect in presence of ex-
tra sterile neutrino while adopting various simplifications
considered in refs [17, 18, 22, 23, 28, 46]. The neutrino
oscillation in presence of matter due to the coherent for-
ward scattering of neutrinos with the medium particles
is characterized by potential term V¢ as

Voe = V2Gr N, .

where G denotes the Fermi coupling constant, and N,
is the electron number density inside the matter. The
general Hamiltonian for the 3+ 1 scenario in the presence
of matter is of the following form,

0 0 0 0
B 0 Am2,/2E 0 0 +
Ho = Ul 0 Am?, /2E 0 v
0 0 0 Am3,/2E
:Hvac
Vee 00 0
0 00 O
Tl 0o 00 o |
0 00 —Vne
== mat
= UKU'+V. (4)

where U is the unitary mixing matrix involving three
active neutrinos and a sterile neutrino with the form

U = R(034,034) R(024,0) R(14,014)
R(623,0) R (613, 013) R(612,0)
R(034,034) R(024,0) R(614,014)Us, (5)

It is to be noted that W boson mediated CC interaction
potential Voo has played a crucial role in oscillation prob-
ability. In contrary, Z boson mediated NC potential V¢
is same for all flavors and hence, is phased out from the
probabilities. Since the sterile neutrino has no interaction
with the medium particles, the V¢ can not be phased
out and will play an important role when we consider
the 3 4+ 1 scenario of neutrino oscillation. The diagonal
matrix K = diag (O, k‘gl, ki31, ]{,‘41) with kil = Amfl/QE is
for vacuum part of the Hamiltonian in mass basis in a
reduced form.



Let us introduce a change of neutrino flavor basis in
3+ 1 framework as
V= ﬁTl/
where the modified mixing matrix in the new flavor basis
is read as

e The form of U is given by

U = R(0s4,034) R(024,0) R(014,014)

e The 4 x 4 Hamiltonian can be decomposed as 3 x 3
effective Hamiltonian [22]

—kin

Fﬁlu = H + den - UJVKU?TV + UTVU

with Ugl, = R(323,0)R(013,513)R(912, 0)

It is to be noted that the first term describes the ki-
netic contribution while relevant for neutrino oscillation
in vacuum while the second term is the dynamic contri-
bution accommodating matter effects. The fact that the
k41 is very large as compared to other mass square dif-
ference terms, the (4,4) entries of H is much larger than
all other elements and hence, can be decoupled from the
3+ 1 framework leading to an effective three flavor anal-
ysis. So the fourth eigenstate evolves independently of
the other flavor states. Thus, the 4 x 4 complete Hamil-
tonian in 3 + 1 framework can be reduced to an effective
projected Hamiltonian in three flavor scenario.

e The dynamical contributions after some simplifica-
tions is described as,
—dvn —t
"7 = T'vo
1-— (1 — 7“)8%4 T§14824 T§14§§4
rs3,  rsadi, | (6)
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The factor r is the ratio of neutral current and
charged current matter potentials with a negative
sign. For the Earth matter, it has a typical value
of 0.5
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e The S-matrix evolution operator in terms projected
Hamiltonian in three flavor is as follows

= i S 0
S = iHL ~ 3v 3‘><1 7
€ 01><3 exp(—z k41 L) ( )

e One can revert back to the original flavor basis by
unitary transformations S = USU'.

e The probability expression can be readily obtain
from the evolution matrix as

o (8)

P4E = Pég(ya — Vﬁ;L) = ‘Sﬁaf

IV. MUON SURVIVAL PROBABILITY IN 3+1
SCENARIO

Using the general treatment mentioned in section III,
we evaluate the muon survival probability, with Uey =

Ues = Uus = 0 (exactly as per parametrized), the rele-
vant component S, is given by

Sun =
+T,4T 4
A+ B

and the complex conjugate part S, is described as

S
+U;4U,ﬂ4§:s
= A"+ B*

The disappearance probability is expressed in terms of
evolution matrix and other mixing matrices as follows

4v L QE
P## - Sl‘t“ Sﬂ#

(4+5) (4 +5)

AA* + AB* + BA* + BB*

(11)

Averaging out terms containing ’gss = e_ik‘“L’Q gives
a factor of 1/2 while terms containing only S,s can be
averaged out completely from the general expression giv-
ing vanishing effects. The terms containing only B or B
(carries the sterile factor Sys) are vanishing. The other

factor BB* results

— 1
BB = [Ul*- 5

Q

1 .
3 cos? 014 sin 0oy

12

%sin4 04 of order O(e*)12)

This term has negligible contribution as we keep only
terms upto order O(e3) in the probability expression.
The only relevant terms after averaging out terms in-
volving Am?; are presented below

16
Pl = AA =) T, (13)
k=1

while the individual terms are expressed as,

‘Uul |2§ee + U;lguev;ﬂ + ﬁulgeuﬁrﬂ =+ ‘U;ﬂ |2§uu

(9)

*

|U,U1 |2§e@ + U:lgpeﬁiﬂ + U,LIJEB[LU:,Q + |U,u2 |2§##

(10)
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If we have a closer look at these 16 terms, either most
of them are suppressed by at least by order of O(e*) or
combine to form very simple relations. The first term
T = ‘Uulrl ‘?eef is proportional to sin® 0 (assuming
sin f14 ~ sinfy4 ) and is suppressed contribution at least
by O(e®). We have neglected contributions to the total
muon survival probability at the leading order by assum-
ing that either these terms are suppressed by O(e?) or
higher order. We can see that terms like Ty, Ts + T5,
T3 -+ Tg, T4 + T13, T11 + T16 and Tlg + T15 are neglected
from the probability analysis. The only non-zero terms
contributing to total muon survival probability are given
by

P;%Z ~ ]U#2|4 |§ﬂu|2

_— 2 — —% —= ==
+|U 2] Re (SW S e UMUMQ)

The Tg, T7+T19, and Tg+T14 are the main contributions
to the total muon survival probability as first, second
and third terms, respectively. The formalism we adopted
has effectively simplified the expression for muon survival
probability in the 3 + 1 flavor mixing scenario under the
presence of matter effects.

Parameter Best Fit values 1o
A21 /1075 V2 (NH) 7.50

sin? 012/107" (NH ) 3.18
Az1/107% eV? (NH) 2.55

sin” 613/107% (NH) 2.20

sin? 023/107" (NH) 5.74

sin? 014 0.02

sin? faq 0.02

sin? 034 -

TABLE I: The value of the standard oscillation parameters
are taken from the global best fit values quoted in [47]. The
value for sterile mixing angles used for carrying out numerical
analysis are mentioned alongside.

(14)

V. MUON SURVIVAL PROBABILITY USING
a —s13 APPROXIMATION

. . . —=dyn
We have the projected Hamiltonian H 3Z extracted from

complete 4 x 4 Hamiltonian FZZH by considering sterile
neutrinos effectively decoupled from the 3 + 1 scenario.
Also the frequency part of the oscillation probabilities
involving S, is averaged out and hence, there is no mass-
square difference Am?,. As we are left with an effective
3 x 3 effective Hamiltonian, we can now easily perform
the series expansion. Inspecting the neutrino oscillation
parameters taken from the global fit data[47], one can
mark two such oscillations parameters that can be used
to carry out the series expansion. These small parameters
are as mentioned in the table I:

A 2
a = 2~ 0.026
Am,
s13 =sinf5 ~ 0.15 (16)

Using the o — s13 approximation, the series expansion
has already been carried out in the literature [28] for
the three flavor scheme by expanding them up to second
order. Moreover, expansions only in a and sinf;3 up
to the first order have also been performed. But in the
presence of sterile neutrinos, it is quite tedious to arrive
at the exact analytic formula for muon survival proba-
bility keeping terms up to a? ~ O(e*). In this work, we
aim to retain terms up to O(e?) and neglect all the high
order corrections. As we know, sinf3 = O(e) and ster-
ile mixing angles, sinf;y ~ O(e) (with i=1,2), all these
approximations are considered while deriving the final
expression for muon survival probability. The expression
for the muon survival probability given in equation 15
can actually be simplified further while keeping terms
upto order O(e?).The resulting terms contributing to the
total muon survival probability are expressed as

Here the from the term

‘Uu2|4 |§W|2 is actually expressed in terms of
two factors:

contribution coming

1. The first one coming from three flavor muon sur-
vival probability i.e. Pi’Z retaining terms upto

O(e?).

2. And the other factor PIINT coming from the sterile-
active interference term after simplifying the factor
|U 2 |4 such that terms higher than O(e3) are safely
neglected.



The dominant contribution to muon survival probability
independent of any sterile mixing angles and phases is
denoted as Pj’l’: It has been obtained under the van-
ishing limit of o? from the known expression of muon
survival probability given in [28] and also mentioned in
the appendix B for completeness.

P;Z’Z ~~ 1 — sin? 2055 sin® A + « cos? 015 sin? 2053 A sin 2A
A—1A 2
—4 sinQ 913 Sin2 923 sin ( ) =
(A —1)2 A -1

(A= DA Ay o)
A-1

( sin A cos AA

AA A—
— 2 sin 013 sin 2912 sin 2923 COSs 5CP cos Asnl Sln(

sin? 0,5 sin? 2043

DA

cos® @54 sin f14 sin fo4 but since we have consider sin 63
and sterile mixing angles, sin 6;4 (with i=1,2) with order
~ O(e), therefore we are left with cos o4 sin 014 sin 6o4.

NH, L =295 km

P(v,~vy)

A-1

+

« sin 013 sin 2615 sin 2053 cos 2023 cos dcp sin A

A—

with A = - with A = 2v2GpN.E and A = Az L/4AE,
2

where A” = mz J, G is the Fermi constant, N, is
the electron number density of the medium and E is the
energy of the neutrinos.

The first interference term retaining terms sin? 0;4 from
sterile part while three flavor part is without having any
« or sin fy3 as,

Pl ~ —2sin? 04 (1 — sin? 2053 sin® A) (19)

The other
terference

sub-dominant  terms are the in-
11 111
terms Pyt and P corre-

sponding to ‘ng |2 Re(SW SuE U,AU;Q) and
T ,a|” Re (S, WSunl U 2)
upto first order in sin 3.

respectively, expanded

PINT ~ ———sin 913 COS 924 sin 914 sin 924

4(A-1)

[( — 3cos (14 + (A — 1)A) + cos (614 + 2AA + 613)) sin fo3

—2 sin(614 + 513) sin (2A - (513) sin 2053

+2cos (QA — 513) X <Cos (514 + (2/1 - 1A - %)
. d13 .
sin 3023 + cos (A - 7) cos(d14 + 013) sin 46023 (20)

1 . . . .
PI%IT ~ 2(/171 sin 014 sin 013 sin O3 sin G4 cos Oou

|:COS ((514 — 2A> — cos(d14 — 13)
013 013
+2 cos (A — 7) cos (514 —A— 7) c0s 2653
(21)

The important point to notice is that these contribu-
tions (i.e. Php and PHL.) actually contain a factor of

E [GeV]

T5

Int]
Intll
Int I

FIG. 1: The survival probabilities P, for neutrino and anti-
neutrino mode as a function of neutrino energy in GeV. The
baseline is kept fixed at 295 km and the matter density p is
taken as 2.7g/cc.The sterile mixing angles are assigned value
sin® 014 = sin” f24 = 0.02

To look at the significant contribution coming from the
various interference terms (retained upto ~ O(e®)) in-
volved in the muon survival probability under the 3 4 1
scenario, we plot muon survival probability for neutri-
nos and anti-neutrinos in FIG 1. The probability vari-
ation with the energy of neutrinos is considered under
the normal hierarchy for the 295km baseline. The aver-
age matter density is taken as 2.7g/cm? in accordance
to PREM profile of Earth matter density [48]. The solid
blue curve represents the total probability, including all
kinds of interferences. The terms marked from 70 — T5
are the quantified contributions coming from each indi-
vidual term involved in the equation 18 for three-flavor
probability. The terms Int I, Int IT and Int IIT are the
subdominant contributions as mentioned in the legend.
A similar analysis has been carried out for the anti-
neutrinos case by reversing the sign of the fundamental
and sterile CP-phases i.e. d13 and 014 respectively. Also,
the sign of matter potential is changed to look at anti-
neutrino probabilities. The value of the mass-squared dif-



ferences and mixing angles for active neutrinos are kept
fixed, as mentioned in Table.1. The active-sterile mix-
ing angles sin? f14 and sin? 0,4 are also kept fixed at 0.02
throughout the analysis. It appears that the 70 term
is majorly affecting the total muon probability, with the
other terms contributing at sub-leading order. But it is
emphasized later how these small contributions arising
from active-sterile mixings are widely affecting the be-
havior under CP and T transformations.

v, —>V, - cr v—> G.,
CPT
T T
PT
CP v —»V
(VR —_— Y Y

FIG. 2: The linkage between CP and T- transformations

At the very first look, it may seem that the probability
curves are almost identical for both neutrinos and
anti- neutrinos. But, zoom in picture marks that they
deviate from each other. To pinpoint this difference,
which is very important for explaining the matter-
antimatter asymmetry, we carry out the CP-violation
and T-violation study. The difference between the
muon and anti-muon survival probability is defined as
APcp = Pug — PEB and the difference under T trans-
formation is given by APr = P, — Pgo. In vacuum,
the CPT invariance holds (i.e. APcp = APr ) but it
is not invariant in presence of matter. But the CPT
violation takes place only under an asymmetric density
profile. The CP and T transformation linkage has been
established in FIG 2. We are considering constant
matter density for our analysis, so any violation of CPT
invariance directly hints toward the new physics coming
from the sterile presence.

We look at the variation of CP and T violations in
FIG 3. The solid blue curve represents the behavior
when all the leading and sub-leading contributions are
considered, and it is marked by APcp(W) in legend.
The dotted red curve corresponds to the case where we
have neglected the contributions from active-sterile in-
terference terms Pl and PRL. and is represented by
APcp(WO). It is interesting to note that the sub-leading
terms are playing a significant role towards the CP and
T violations,particularly in the case of probability dif-
ference under T-transformations. This difference is zero
when the presence of active-sterile interference is ignored.
Thus, the muon survival probability is highly sensitive to
the T-violating effects arising from sterile-neutrino pres-
ence. Also, it is evident from the figure that in the pres-
ence of matter the CP violation is no more equivalent
to the T violation. The violation arises from the two
kinds of effects- i) The asymmetry between particle and
anti-particle numbers in matter enhances the neutrino
oscillations between neutrinos while suppressing between

— APcp(W)
""" APcp(WO)

E [GeV]
0.0004 —— APAW)
o.oo02ifl | \ T AP(WO) |
=
o> 0.0000
g
-0.0002
-0.0004

0 1 2 3 4 5
E [GeV]

FIG. 3: The survival probabilities P, for neutrino and anti-
neutrino mode as a function of neutrino energy in GeV. The
baseline is kept fixed at 295 km and the matter density p is
taken as 2.7g/cc.The sterile mixing angles are assigned value
sin® 014 = sin” f24 = 0.02

anti-neutrinos. ii) The other one arising from the lep-
tonic CP phase d13 and d14. Thus the muon survival
probability P,, plays an important role in understand-
ing the CP-violation and T-violation studies.

Furthermore, the muon survival probability acts as
an important channel for the long path length/baseline
study [18, 49-53]. We use our analytic relation for muon
survival probability to explore the physics essential at the
INO. Since, in the ICAL detector, we have neutrinos with
energy in range of 2-20 GeV over the path lengths (L)
varying from 2000 km to 9000 km. At such longer base-
lines, the effect of the solar mass-squared difference can
be safely neglected in comparison with the atmospheric
mass-squared difference. Thus, under this approximation
the parameter « tends to zero, and we are only left with
T0, T2 and, T3 terms in equation 18. Also, neglecting
the contribution coming from the active-sterile neutrino
interference terms Py and P, we show the variation
of remaining terms in the muon and anti-muon survival
probability for baseline 5000km in FIG 4. The value of
oscillation parameters is as mentioned in table I, while
the averaged constant matter density is taken as 3.9g/cc
based on the PREM profile. The terms 70, T2, T'3, and
PIINT are represented by dotted blue, red, green, and ma-
genta lines, respectively. The total survival probability
is given by solid black lines. The following important
conclusions can be drawn from the figure:

1. The term T0 = sin®260s3sin® A and Py =~
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FIG. 4: The survival probabilities P, for neutrino and anti-
neutrino mode as a function of neutrino energy in GeV. The
baseline is kept fixed at 295 km and the matter density p is
taken as 2.7g/cc.The sterile mixing angles are assigned value
sin® 014 = sin® B4 = 0.02

—2sin? 014 1 — sin? 2053 sin? A | are independent

of any matter contributions, fundamental and ster-
ile CP- phases. As a result, they make an equal
contribution to both muon and anti-muon survival

probability.
sin?(A—1)A
2. The terms T2 = —43§35§3ﬁ7
T3 = 7ﬁsf3 sin® 26053 (sin A cos AAW -

%AsinQA) are dependent on matter term A.
As the sign of matter contributions are different
for neutrino and anti-neutrino interactions, these
terms have different contributions in muon and
anti-muon survival probability as seen from FIG 4

3. One also notes that at £ =~ 5GeV, the ampli-
tude for total survival probability is more for anti-
neutrino mode than neutrino mode. This happens
because at this energy value, the terms 70 and 7'3
are zero and the survival probability is dependent
on T2 and Pl by relation P,=1-T2+ Phir.
Hence, we get a smaller muon survival probability.
Similarly, the complete behavior can be explained

over the entire energy range by taking the quanti-
tative contributions from each term.
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FIG. 5: The survival probabilities P,, for neutrino and anti-
neutrino mode as a function of neutrino energy in GeV. The
baseline is kept fixed at 295 km and the matter density p is
taken as 2.7g/cc.The sterile mixing angles are assigned value
sin® 014 = sin” f24 = 0.02

Let us consider vacuum and matter contributions to
muon survival probability relevant for atmospheric neu-
trino studies in longer baselines at leading order. For
such larger baselines, typically of the order of 2000 —
9000 km, the contributions involving solar mass-square
difference term can be neglected safely and we have ig-
nored the sub-leading sterile neutrino contributions. In
these limits, the simplified analytic relations for muon
survival probability for vacuum and matter effects be-
come,

Py¢ = 1 —sin® 2653 sin® A 4 457355 cos 26053 sin® A
. 92,4
mat ] sin? 9, sin’ 2 2 S (A-1)A
Puu = 1 —sin® 203 sin” A — 4575555 (A Ty
2 . sin(A —1)A
—— simg13 sin? 2045 (sin A cos AAsm(Ai)
A-1 A-1

ng sin 2A) (22)

After a series expansion upto linear order in A, the mat-



ter contribution reduces to,

P;Lat = P;L’zc + 84 cos (2923) sin? 015 sin? 053 sin A

x(—AcosA—i—sinA) (23)

The atmospheric neutrino probability studies are carried
out over the longer baselines where the effect of dop
phase is quite insignificant. Taking advantage of this fea-
ture of muon survival probability, we look at the variation
of probability under normal and inverted mass hierarchy.
In FIG 5, we show the variation for the baseline of 6000
km and 7000 km with the approximate average matter
densities 4.1g/cc and 4.15g/cc respectively. A similar
analysis can be performed over much longer baselines to
build sharp discrimination between normal and inverted
mass hierarchy. However, beyond 10,000 km, the in-
terferences among the mantle and core arise, and hence
such longer baselines are generally avoided for study. The
analysis is done for the probability at leading order, in-
dependent of active-sterile interferences Phip and Pty
The solid blue curves represent the behaviour under nor-
mal hierarchy, while the dotted red curve represents the
inverted hierarchy behaviour. The behaviour in vacuum
is marked by a solid black line where we also consider
the contribution coming from the Intl term. It is find
that the curve for vacuum is overlapping with the prob-
ability behaviour under inverted hierarchy, while there is
a significant difference between the curves corresponding
to both hierarchies. The difference increases with the
baseline, therefore it provides a clean way to distinguish
between the two hierarchies.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we looked at the detailed analytic expres-
sions for the muon survival probability in the 3 + 1 sce-
nario under the influence of matter potential. We carry
forward the idea of references [22, 23], reducing the effec-
tive Hamiltonian of the 3 4+ 1 scenario to the projected
three- flavor Hamiltonian using S-matrix formalism. We
deduced that all the individual contributions to the to-
tal muon survival probability could be expressed in just
three terms- one leading contribution coming from 3 fla-
vor muon survival probability and the other two arising
from active-sterile mixings. We then performed the well-
known « — s13 approximation to further simplify our an-
alytic results. The term by term contributions to the fi-
nal muon survival probability are quantified numerically
for the T2K experiment baseline for both neutrino and
anti-neutrino modes. We pointed out that T-violation
in muon survival probability arises purely from the new
physics of active-sterile mixings. Furthermore, the pres-
ence of sterile neutrino highlighted the violation of CPT
invariance. We discussed how matter contribution to
muon survival probability is related to vaccum contribu-
tion at the leading order. We also looked at the behaviour
of muon probability at the various longer baselines hav-
ing implications for exploring the atmospheric neutrino
sector. Moreover, we discuss the role of muon survival
probability in resolving the mass-hierarchy degeneracy.
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VIII. APPENDIX

Appendix A: Parametrization of mixing matrix in
341 framework.

The standard parametrization considered for the
present work is given by

U = R(034,034) R(024,0) R(14,014)
XR(0237 O)R(013, 513)R(912, 0) (Al)

Here, 6014, 024 and 634 are the mixing angles between ster-
ile and active neutrinos while 053, 613 and 05 are known
mixing angles of three flavor neutrinos. The fundamental
CP phase §13 and other CP-phases 014 and 634 coming
from active-sterile mixings. One can also write down the
complete 4 x 4 mixing matrix in terms of usual three
flavor matrix as,

U = R(034,034) R(024,0) R(014,0614)Us, (A2)

with Us, = R(923, O)R(Glg, 513)R(912, O)
The general matrix structure of U and UT can be read
as,

Uer U2 Ues Ues a Un UL Uh
U — Ui Uuz Uz Ups Ut = e2 Ujo Uy U
Ui Ura Urs Upy ;3 :;3 :3 ;3
Usi Ugo UsS Usa ;4 ;4 :4 ;4

The relation UUT gives,

E?:l UeiUg; Z?:l UEiU;:i Z?:1 UeiU7; Z?:l UeiUg;

2221 U MiU:i 2221 Um‘U ;i 22}1 UHiU:i Zzzl UMU:@‘

Zizl UriUg; Zz‘lzl UTiU;i Zizl UrnU7; 21:1 UriUg;

Zj:l UaiUg; Zj:l UsiU;fi Zj:l UaiU7; Zj:l UaiUg;
1000

o O O

1
0
0

o = O

0
0
1

The unitarity condition of the PMNS mixing matrix in
3 + 1 framework leads to

4

. 1 ifa=
> Ua;Up; = dap = { 0 ’
=1

if o # B

The rowwise elements of the complete 4 x4 mixing matrix
are expressed as follows:

I. First column elements of U:

(A3)



Ue1 = ca1c13C14
i i
Ur = c12 (—c13514524€°" — 24513523€°%?) — cazcausio

Un = 012< — C13C945148534€/ 0147103

i6 —i6
—513€°13 (cagC3q — S23524534€ 34))
—is
—s12 (—C23824531€ 7193 — C34503)

i6 is
Us1 = 012< — 513€'°13 (—C23534€'%%1 — 34523524
i514 i534 A4
—C13C24C34514€ — S12 (8238346 - 623634524) ( )

II. Second column elements of U:

Uea = c13¢14512
i6 i6
Uz = s12 (—c13514524€"" — co4513523€"%) + c12C23C24

—id34

Ura = c1 (—Ca3s24534€ - 034823)

+512< — C13C245148534€/ 01471034

i6 —id;
—513€°13 (cogc3q — S23524534€ 34))
i6
Usz = c12 (523534 — ca3¢34524)

i6 6
+812< — 513€'°13 (—Cg3534€'%%" — C34523524)

i
—(13€24C34514€ 14) (A5)
III. Third column elements of U:
e3 = C14513€
1514 —i6
U3 = €13C24523 — $13514824€ 0147 013
Y
Urs = c13 (Ca3C34 — S23524534€ 0%1)
—C24513514534€ 01310141054
Uss = c13 (—c23534™%* — 34523524)
—Cp4C34513514€/014 71018 (A6)
IV. Fourth column elements of U:
Ues = s12¢ 1014
Uys = c14524
Ury = c14c24834€7 0%
Uss = c14c24C34 (A7)

Appendix B: Three flavor oscillation probabilities in
presence of matter using a — s13 approximations:

We will adopt the formalism of o — sin 613 approxima-
tion as discussed in ref [28] to derive the muon survival

probability for three flavor neutrino oscillation. Usually,
the oscillation probability is expressed as a series expan-
sion up to a? with o = Am3, /Am%,. Let us define three
key parameters which we will use in expressing muon
survival probability in presence of matter,

_ AmZ L
o A= Yo

o o= Am3 /Am%,.

o (@A) = Am3,.

The effective Hamiltonian in flavor basis can be written
as

A R
H = —[Udiag(0, o, 1)UT + diag(4, 0,0)],

31
B1
5E (B1)

where A = A/Ag;. In order to derive the double expan-
sion, we write the above Hamiltonian as

A
H = 2L RosUs M U] R,

5 (B2)

where Us = diag(1, 1, e?%¢?). We define,

A31
H= —M
2K
A ~
) [Rmediag(O,avl)RﬂRng+diag<A,o,o)}

2 2 2 A 2
StaCisa + 853+ A aciacizsiz sizciz(l — asiy)

2
§12€C12C13¢X QCyy

2 2 2 2
s13c13(1 — asfy)  —s12C1281300 s8TyST5 + €3

To start with the diagonalization of the above mass ma-
trix, let us make the desired approximation that a =~
sinfy3 ~ € for a small parameter e. Although this ap-
proximation is not entirely correct as a ~ £0.03 while
sinfi3 = s13 ~ 0.15. Also there are other ways to find
oscillation probabilities using expansion that accounts for
different order of o and sin 613 [46, 54]. However, these
parameters are being small and similar in order of mag-
nitude, the simple second order expansion in terms of € is
still valid. Using perturbation theory up to second order
in the small parameters o and si3, the resulting energy

cigenvalues ( E; = S

52 \;) are given by

A31 ~ A sin2 2012

Bi = Gy Atastdslyg 4o =7,
As; sin? 2015

E2 = ﬁ(aC%Q - QQT),
As , A

by = SE (1*513?_1)7 (B4)

Similarly, the resulting eigenvectors derived using the

—QC12512513 (B )
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same approximation are as follows, with o = Ag/Asy, A = A/Az, A = 2v/2GpN.E
and A = Ag/4E. Where A;; = m? — m?, Gr is the
1 Fermi constant, IV, is the electron number density of the
v = asin20y; o? sir53912 medium and F is the energy of the neutrinos.
2;‘3 Ao sé?@ ’ The vacuum oscillation probabilities up to second order
A1 (A-nz in a and s13 can be readily derived with the approxima-
asin201, o sin 40, tion A — 0 in the above set of equation.
24 442
U2 = 1 )
as13 sin 29}2(A+1)
24
s Aaslng
7AA1—31 + (A—l)é2
— A 3sin 2
vz = 704;1(2571)912 . (B5)
1

By stacking these eigenvectors, one can obtain the rele-
vant mixing matrix is W = (v1, v, v3) and the modified
mixing matrix is read as,

Uy = Ra3UsW, (B6)

Let us now derive oscillation probability using calculated

energy eigenvalues and modified mixing matrix. With

some simplifications, the muon survival probability is ) o 5 . o

found to be, P,, = 1—sin”20s35sin” A 4 acyy sin” 23 A sin 2A

— a?A? [sin2 2012¢35 + c2 sin? 2093 (cos2A — sfg)]

P, = 1—sin®20y3sin® A + ac?, sin? 2053 A sin 2A
s 2 L2 A 2 » + 4525525 cos 2093 sin? A
— a?sin® 291203381117 — a2, sin? 2093 A% cos 2A — 2ars13 8in 2012534 sin 2093 cos SopAsin 24, (BS)

1
+ —a? sin? 26015 sin” 2645
2A

X (sinAsmi4A cos(A — 1)A — a sin 2A)
A 2

5 o sin?(A—1)A 2

— 45748 ~ — — s2. sin? 2053
13523 (A—1)? A
s sin(A-DA A
x (sin A cos AA# — =Asin2A)
A—1 2
sin AA sin(A — 1)A
— 2813 8in 26015 sin 2653 cos 6 p cos A —— ( - )
A A-1
+ 11 S13 sin 2015 sin 2053 cos 2093 cos o p sin A
A sin AA -
x (AsinA — i cos(A —1)A), (B7)
[1] H. A. Bethe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 56, 1305 (1986). Lett. 121, 221801 (2018), arXiv:1805.12028 [hep-ex] .
[2] Q. R. Ahmad et al. (SNO), Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 071301 [8] G. Mention, M. Fechner, T. Lasserre, T. A. Mueller,
(2001), arXiv:nucl-ex/0106015 . D. Lhuillier, M. Cribier, and A. Letourneau, Phys. Rev.
[3] Y. Fukuda et al. (Super-Kamiokande), Phys. Rev. Lett. D 83, 073006 (2011), arXiv:1101.2755 [hep-ex] .
81, 1562 (1998), arXiv:hep-ex/9807003 . [9] W. Hampel et al. (GALLEX), Phys. Lett. B 420, 114
[4] S. M. Bilenky, C. Giunti, and W. Grimus, Prog. Part. (1998).
Nucl. Phys. 43, 1 (1999), arXiv:hep-ph/9812360 . [10] C. Giunti and Y. F. Li, Phys. Rev. D 80, 113007 (2009),
[5] C. Giunti, in 11th Lomonosov Conference on Elementary arXiv:0910.5856 [hep-ph] .

Particle Physics (2004) pp. 35-44, arXiv:hep-ph /0401244 [11] K. N. Abazajian et al., (2012), arXiv:1204.5379 [hep-ph]

[6] A. Aguilar-Arevalo et al. (LSND), Phys. Rev. D 64, [12] A. Palazzo, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 28, 1330004 (2013),
112007 (2001), arXiv:hep-ex,/0104049 . arXiv:1302.1102 [hep-ph] .
[7] A. A. Aguilar-Arevalo et al. (MiniBooNE), Phys. Rev. [13] J. Kopp, P. A. N. Machado, M. Maltoni, and T. Schwetz,


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.56.1305
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.071301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.071301
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0106015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.1562
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.1562
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9807003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0146-6410(99)00092-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0146-6410(99)00092-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9812360
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0401244
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.112007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.112007
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0104049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.221801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.221801
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.12028
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.83.073006
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.83.073006
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.2755
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(97)01562-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(97)01562-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.113007
http://arxiv.org/abs/0910.5856
http://arxiv.org/abs/1204.5379
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217732313300048
http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.1102

JHEP 05, 050 (2013), arXiv:1303.3011 [hep-ph] .

[14] S. Gariazzo, C. Giunti, M. Laveder, Y. F. Li, and E. M.
Zavanin, J. Phys. G 43, 033001 (2016), arXiv:1507.08204
[hep-ph] .

[15] C. Giunti, Nucl. Phys.
arXiv:1512.04758 [hep-ph] .

[16] C. Giunti, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 30, 1530015 (2015).

[17] S. Choubey, D. Dutta, and D. Pramanik, Phys. Rev. D
96, 056026 (2017), arXiv:1704.07269 [hep-ph] .

[18] S. K. Agarwalla, S. S. Chatterjee, and A. Palazzo, JHEP
04, 091 (2018), arXiv:1801.04855 [hep-ph] .

[19] C. Giunti and T. Lasserre, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 69,
163 (2019), arXiv:1901.08330 [hep-ph] .

[20] S. Boser, C. Buck, C. Giunti, J. Lesgourgues, L. Ludhova,
S. Mertens, A. Schukraft, and M. Wurm, Prog. Part.
Nucl. Phys. 111, 103736 (2020), arXiv:1906.01739 [hep-
ex] .

[21] K. Abe et al. (T2K), Phys. Rev. D 99, 071103 (2019),
arXiv:1902.06529 [hep-ex] .

[22] N. Klop and A. Palazzo, Phys. Rev. D 91, 073017 (2015),
arXiv:1412.7524 [hep-ph] .

[23] K. Sharma and S. Patra, (2022), arXiv:2207.03249 [hep-
ph] .

[24] S. Choubey and P. Roy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 021803
(2004), arXiv:hep-ph/0310316 .

[25] S. P. Mikheyev and A. Y. Smirnov, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys.
42, 913 (1985).

[26] L. Wolfenstein, Phys. Rev. D 17, 2369 (1978).

[27] A. Y. Smirnov, Phys. Scripta T 121, 57 (2005),
arXiv:hep-ph/0412391 .

[28] E. K. Akhmedov, R. Johansson, M. Lindner, T. Ohls-
son, and T. Schwetz, JHEP 04, 078 (2004), arXiv:hep-
ph/0402175 .

[29] J. Arafune, M. Koike, and J. Sato, Phys. Rev. D 56,
3093 (1997), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 60, 119905 (1999)],
arXiv:hep-ph/9703351 .

[30] S. M. Bilenky, C. Giunti, and W. Grimus, Phys. Rev. D
58, 033001 (1998), arXiv:hep-ph/9712537 .

[31] A. Dighe and S. Ray, Phys. Rev. D 78, 036002 (2008),
arXiv:0802.0121 [hep-ph] .

[32] R. Gandhi, B. Kayser, M. Masud, and S. Prakash, JHEP
11, 039 (2015), arXiv:1508.06275 [hep-ph] .

[33] S. T. Petcov and Y.-L. Zhou, Phys. Lett. B 785, 95
(2018), arXiv:1806.09112 [hep-ph] .

[34] N. Cabibbo, Phys. Lett. B 72, 333 (1978).

[35] T.-K. Kuo and J. T. Pantaleone, Phys. Lett. B 198, 406
(1987).

[36] S. J. Parke and T. J. Weiler, Phys. Lett. B 501, 106
(2001), arXiv:hep-ph/0011247 .

[37] E. K. Akhmedov, P. Huber, M. Lindner, and T. Ohlsson,
Nucl. Phys. B 608, 394 (2001), arXiv:hep-ph/0105029 .

[38] Z.-z. Xing, Phys. Rev. D 88, 017301 (2013),
arXiv:1304.7606 [hep-ph] .

[39] J. Rout, M. Masud, and P. Mehta, Phys. Rev. D 95,
075035 (2017), arXiv:1702.02163 [hep-ph] .

[40] T. Schwetz and A. Segarra, Phys. Rev. D 105, 055001
(2022), arXiv:2112.08801 [hep-ph] .

[41] T. Schwetz and A. Segarra, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 091801
(2022), arXiv:2106.16099 [hep-ph] .

[42] Y. Itow et al. (T2K), in 3rd Workshop on Neutrino Oscil-
lations and Their Origin (NOON 2001) (2001) pp. 239—
248, arXiv:hep-ex/0106019 .

[43] K. Abe et al. (T2K), Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 659, 106
(2011), arXiv:1106.1238 [physics.ins-det] .

[44] K. Abe et al. (T2K), Phys. Rev. D 103, 112008 (2021),
arXiv:2101.03779 [hep-ex] .

[45] C. Giunti and C. W. Kim, Fundamentals of Neutrino
Physics and Astrophysics (OXFORD University Press,

B 908, 336 (2016),

11

New York, USA, 2007).

[46] K. Asano and H. Minakata, JHEP 06, 022 (2011),
arXiv:1103.4387 [hep-ph] .

[47] P. F. de Salas, D. V. Forero, S. Gariazzo, P. Martinez-
Miravé, O. Mena, C. A. Ternes, M. Tértola, and J. W. F.
Valle, JHEP 02, 071 (2021), arXiv:2006.11237 [hep-ph] .

[48] A. M. Dziewonski and D. L. Anderson, Phys. Earth
Planet. Interiors 25, 297 (1981).

[49] R. Gandhi, P. Ghoshal, S. Goswami, P. Mehta, and
S. U. Sankar, Phys. Rev. D 73, 053001 (2006), arXiv:hep-
ph/0411252 .

[50] R. Gandhi, P. Ghoshal, S. Goswami, P. Mehta, and
S. Uma Sankar, (2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0506145 .

[61] R. Gandhi, P. Ghoshal, S. Goswami, P. Mehta, S. U.
Sankar, and S. Shalgar, Phys. Rev. D 76, 073012 (2007),
arXiv:0707.1723 [hep-ph] .

[52] S. K. Agarwalla, Adv. High Energy Phys. 2014, 457803
(2014), arXiv:1401.4705 [hep-ph] .

[53] K. Abe et al. (Hyper-Kamiokande Proto-), PTEP 2015,
053C02 (2015), arXiv:1502.05199 [hep-ex] .

[54] S. K. Agarwalla, Y. Kao, and T. Takeuchi, JHEP 04,
047 (2014), arXiv:1302.6773 [hep-ph] .


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2013)050
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.3011
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0954-3899/43/3/033001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.08204
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.08204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2016.01.013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.04758
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217732315300153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.056026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.056026
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.07269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2018)091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2018)091
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.04855
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-101918-023755
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-101918-023755
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.08330
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2019.103736
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2019.103736
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.01739
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.01739
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.99.071103
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.06529
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.073017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.7524
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.03249
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.03249
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.021803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.021803
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0310316
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.17.2369
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0031-8949/2005/T121/008
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0412391
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1126-6708/2004/04/078
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402175
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.119905
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.119905
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9703351
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.58.033001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.58.033001
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9712537
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.036002
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.0121
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP11(2015)039
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP11(2015)039
http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.06275
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.08.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.08.025
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.09112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(78)90132-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(87)90688-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(87)90688-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00111-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00111-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0011247
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00261-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0105029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.017301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.7606
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.075035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.075035
http://arxiv.org/abs/1702.02163
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.055001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.055001
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.08801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.091801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.091801
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.16099
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0106019
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.nima.2011.06.067
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.nima.2011.06.067
http://arxiv.org/abs/1106.1238
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.103.112008
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.03779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2011)022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.4387
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP02(2021)071
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.11237
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0031-9201(81)90046-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0031-9201(81)90046-7
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.73.053001
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0411252
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0411252
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0506145
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.76.073012
http://arxiv.org/abs/0707.1723
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2014/457803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2014/457803
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.4705
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptv061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptv061
http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.05199
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2014)047
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2014)047
http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.6773

	I Introduction
	II Muon survival probability expression in Vaccum
	III General Treatment of 3+1 neutrino oscillation in Matter
	IV Muon survival probability in 3+1 scenario
	V Muon survival probability using -s13 approximation
	VI Conclusion
	VII Acknowledgment
	VIII APPENDIX
	A Parametrization of mixing matrix in 3+1 framework.
	B Three flavor oscillation probabilities in presence of matter using -s13 approximations:
	 References

