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Abstract
In the work, we derive exact analytic expressions for (3 + N)-flavor neutrino oscillation
probabilities in an arbitrary matter potential in term of matrix elements and eigenvalues of the
Hamiltonian. With the analytic expressions, we demonstrate that nonunitary and nonstandard
neutrino interaction scenarios are physically distinct: they satisfy different identities and can in
principle be distinguished experimentally. The analytic expressions are implemented in a public

code NuProbe, a tool for probing new physics through neutrino oscillations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Neutrino oscillation is an intriguing quantum mechanical phenomenon that provides
one of the first definite evidences for physics beyond the Standard Model (SM). While
the standard three-flavor neutrino oscillation phenomena with the SM matter potential is
well-established and rather successful, the origin of neutrino mass, which necessitates new
degrees of freedom beyond the SM, is still an open problem. With increasing precision in
neutrino oscillation experiments, one might start to see deviations from the standard three-
flavor neutrino oscillation paradigm. For instance, a deviation from unitary leptonic mixing
matrix is expected to be measurable [IHI§] if the origin of neutrino mass is of relatively low
scale. Even more note worthily, if neutrinos are quasi-Dirac, three-flavor neutrino oscillation
picture is no longer sufficient [19-23|. By studying neutrino oscillation in matter, one might
also discover new neutrino interactions beyond that of the SM [24H26]. Motivated by this, in
Section [[I, we will review the neutrino oscillation formalism that generalizes the three-flavor
oscillation paradigm to oscillations among 3+ N flavor states in an arbitrary matter potential.
While analytic formulas have been obtained for the standard three-flavor neutrino oscillation
probability [27-33], in this work, we further derive simple analytic formulas to describe
(3 + N)-flavor neutrino oscillation in terms of Hamiltonian elements and its eigenvalues as
was first done by Yasuda in ref. [34] in Section We also clarify the distinction between
nonunitary and NonStandard neutrino Interaction (NSI) ScenariosEI In the former, Naumov-
Harrison-Scott (NHS) identity is violated and unitary relations are replaced by new identities
while in the latter, NHS is violated only if the matter potential is nondiagonal. In all cases,
unitary relations remain exact if the evolution is unitary. Analytic results for (3 + 1)-flavor
scenario were obtained previously in refs. [36H41], and in Appendix [A] we present again
these exact results in a general and compact form. In Appendix [B] we describe the Python
code NuProbe with in-built analytic solutions up to (3+4)-flavor neutrino oscillation system

and illustrate example applications in nonunitary, NSI, and quasi-Dirac neutrino scenarios.

L A study on how to identity new neutrino oscillation physics scenarios at DUNE experiment is presented

in ref. [35].
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II. REVIEW OF 3+ N NEUTRINO OSCILLATIONS

Let us consider the case where the neutrino flavor states |v,) are related to the mass

eigenstates |v;) through a unitary matrix U

V) = Z i i)y (1)

where a = e, p,7,51,52,...,5, and ¢ = 1,2,....3 + N. Here v, v, and v, are the SM
neutrino flavor states. The time-evolved state |v, (t)) with |v, (0)) = |v,) is described by

the Schrédinger equation

d
i v (1)) = H v (1) @)

where we separate the Hamiltonian H = Hy + H; with H, the free Hamiltonian

Ho|lvi) = Ei|lvi), E;= \/\@’2‘*‘7”?7 (3)

and H; the interaction Hamiltonian with matrix elements
(vs| Hr [va) = Vpa- (4)

New physics can enter through additional N neutrinos which do not feel the weak interactions
(the sterile neutrinos) and/or new interactions of the SM neutrinos and/or of the sterile
neutrinos which enter in V.

Since we do not measure the propagation time of neutrinos but the distance x traveled by
them, we will trade ¢ = = assuming relativistic neutrinos. The amplitude of the transition
Vo — Vg at distance x is S, (2) = (vg|v, (z)) and the probability of neutrino starting from

|Va (0)) = |v,) and being detected as |vs) at distance z is

Pja (t) = |Sga (2)]. ()

From egs. (1)—(), we can write the evolution equation of Sg, (z) as

d
iS5 () = Z ZU&E A+ V| Sya (2). (6)
For relativistic neutrinos, we can approximate F; ~ FE + 22 and dropping the constant

term E (which is an overall phase), we have, in matrix notation i dS(x)/dx = HS(x) where

H=UAU'"+V and

A= ﬁdlag (m7,m3,....m5, n) = diag (A1, Ao, ..., Az ). (7)



The formal solution is

S (z) = Texp [—z / " (x')] | (8)

0
where T' stands for “space ordering”. If H (z) is independent of x e.g. in the vacuum or V/

is independent of z, we have S (z) = e~*H®.

It is convenient to work in the vacuum mass basis
S(z)=U'S (2)U, (9)

in which idS(z)/dz = HS(x) where H = UTHU = A 4+ UtVU is the Hamiltonian in the
vacuum mass basis. If H is independent of x in the interval of interest 0 < x < x1, we can

diagonalize H as follows
H=XHX", (10)

where X is unitary and H = diag (A1, A, ...y Asyv) is diagonal and real and hence §(x) =
Xe e Xt From eq. (), we have S (z) = UXe #* (UX)! and from eq. (f)), neutrino

oscillation probability for v, — vg is

2
Pao () = | UgiUz; X X e~ "

i?ij

(11)

The oscillation probability Py, () for antineutrino ¥, — 74 is obtained by taking U,; — U,
and V — —V in eq. (€). So even if the U is real (CP-conserving), in general Pg, () #
Ps, (x) due to the potential consisting of only matter. Denoting U=UX , eq. can also

be written in a more familiar form

~ o~ o~ o~ A — s
Pso () = 0ag =2 Re <UﬁjU;jngUak) sin? %
i#k
-3 Im (ﬁgjﬁ;j&;k&ak) sin [(A\e — ) 2] - (12)

i#k
For three-flavor scenario in vacuum V = 0 and X = I343, we recover the standard neutrino
oscillation probability in the vacuum.

If V' is a-dependent, we can split x into elements of dz, small enough that V (z) is
approximately constant and construct the full solution by matching the solutions between
subsequent intervals. Considering 0 = 2y < 1 < 2 < ... where V () is equal to constant

V, for each interval x,_; < x < z,, the full solution is

S=T]]5", (13)
a=1
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where we have defined

S0 = (UX@) ¢ = (g x@)" (14)

2 = (= 241) 0 (2 — ) + (g — Ta—1) 0 (2 — 24)] 0 (2 — 20_1), (15)

with 6 (z > 0) =1 and 6 (z < 0) = 0 and the space ordering of the matrix multiplication is
such that the a term is always to the left of a — 1 term. H® = = diag ()\1 , )\(a) ceey )‘:(SC;)N> and
X (@ denote respectively the matrix of eigenvalues and unitary matrix which diagonalizes
H@ = A+ U'W,U as H@® = x@tf(@ X (@ ip the interval Tao1 < T < x4. The neutrino
oscillation probability can be calculated by substituting eq. into eq. .

Notice that just like in eq. . for each layer, X (@ always appears in the combinations

X i(k)X](.Z) in the transition amplitude S as follows

(CL) Z U l (CL)* fz/\(a)x(“) (16)

4,5,k

In the next section, we will derive the analytic solutions for X l.(,j )X;}Ea) which allow us to
write down analytic expressions for 3 + N neutrino oscillation probability in an arbitrary

matter potential.

III. ANALYTIC SOLUTIONS

We would like to solve X, X7, analytically in terms of the eigenvalues and the matrix
clements of H. Here we drop the superscript (a) focusing on each interval where V is

constant and the solution for a generic V (z) can be constructed as in eq. (13).
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A. (3+ N)-flavor scenario

Let us consider the general case with 3 + NV neutrino flavor states. We start by noticing

that [34]
> XX =6,
k
> N X X5 = (H)y,
k

Z)\in‘k k= (H?),5, (17)
2

Z /\i+NXik ]*k _ (H2+N)ij7
k

where the first equation follows from the unitarity of X while the rest follow directly from
eq. . So we have a set of linear equations in X; X ik where the coefficients form a

Vandermonde matrix which can be readily inverted to give?]
24N B
> (=1 (HP)ijearn—p

. =0
XXy = = 7 ; (18)

where we have defined

Zi=[[w =) au= D A (19)
Dtk {atrrdth

with (f[ O)Z-j = 0ij, co,, = 1 and the sum in ¢, 5, is over all possible unordered combinations of p
distinct eigenvalues A\, \,... where none of them is equal to A\;. With 3 + /N neutrino flavors,
¢y has altogether (*4V) = z% terms in the sum If we have d + 1 degenerate
eigenvalues \; = A\, for [ = k, ...,k + d, then we only need to solve for the combination

ZXﬂX 4 corresponding to Ax. The rank of system of linear equations is reduced from

1
3+ N to 3+ N — d or effectively, we have a (3 + N — d)-flavor scenario.

2 See the beautiful exposition on the identity between eigenvectors and eigenvalues in ref. [42)].

3 For instance, for 3 + 2 neutrino flavors, we have

€23 = )\1)\2 + /\1)\4 + )\1)\5 + )\2)\4 + )\2/\5 + )\4)\5.



B. Three-flavor scenario

Three-flavor scenario is of great interest since we know that the SM comes in three weakly-

interacting neutrinos and more importantly, one can probe new physics if V' is modified due

to new physics interactions and/or nonunitarity in U is induced due to the existence of

sterile neutrinos. As shown in refs. [I0, [13], if one can average out the fast oscillations

involving sterile neutrinos which participate in neutrino oscillations, the leading term in the

vacuum mass basis Hamiltonian is still given by H=A+UWU with a nonunitary U. The

characteristic equation of H can be constructed using the Faddeev-LeVerrier algorithm

N —TMN 4+ AN -D =0,
where we have defined

T = TrH, D = det H, A=-(T"-T),

N =

with
7, = Tr(H?).

The three real eigenvalues of H can be obtained from the Cardano formulas

Mz = g B éfcosg + %]:sing, Az = §+ g]:cosg,

where we have defined
1
=VT2—-3A, Gg= 3

From eq. , the mixing elements arelﬂ
diAads = (H)ij (s + A3> + (H?);

. 273 —9AT + 27D
arccos 573 :

A P ) [ P R
e SAds = (H)yy (M +)\3) (H?)y
At = Ou ) s —h)
e O\ — (H)y >\1+)\2) + (H?)s
Hisdis = n =) O — )

(20)

(21)

(25a)
(25b)

(25¢)

4If F =0, \y = Ay = )3 and there is no neutrino oscillation. If G = 0, we have a twofold degeneracy

A1 = A2 # A3 and the system is reduced to a two-flavor scenario in which the solutions are

. i3 — (H)yj .6 ).
R T T R v



If U is unitary, multiplying the equations above by Ug;U;; and summing over ¢ and j, we

have
= gadeds — (H)g, (ot As) + (H?),
. _ 2

Ua U, o =) Oa =) : (26a)
= sy — (H) g, (M + ) + (H?),,
Uyol%, = ) o ) , (26b)
5o sadids = (H)g (4 Xo) + (H2),, (26¢)

83Uqs = (A — A3) (A2 — Ag) ’

where H = UHUT is the Hamiltonian in the flavor basis. One can verify explicitly that the
mixing elements are in agreement with the results obtained in refs. [30} B1] for the case of
unitary three-flavor neutrino oscillations.

Next let us consider the Jarlskog combinations [43]
Ti =1 (U502,030a ) B+ j £, (27)

which are antisymmetric in both jk and Sa. For unitary UorU , the Jarlskog combinations

are all the same up to an overall sign

I [ (H2) 5 (H)

s Ao g s Xl: " 2%)

where we have defined \j; = A\; — A, and the totally antisymmetric tensor is defined with

€123 = +1. From eq. (28)), we can verify the following unitary relations’|
JR2 LT = 2B = LR ), (29)

which also hold in the vacuum. Violation of the relations above implies nonunitarity in
three-flavor neutrino oscillations as we will discuss in Section [IIB 1l

Denoting H = Hy + V with Hy = UAUT, it follows from eq. that

)\21)\31)\32:]7]; = Im [(Hg —+ V2 —+ HOV + VHO)a,B (HO + V),Ba] Z €jki- (30)
!

If V' is diagonal (hence real e.g. the SM matter potential), we have [30] 311 [33]

/\21/\31)\32J£ =Im {(HS)aﬁ (Ho)ga} Z €jkl = A21A31A32Jé’;, (31)
I

® For 3+ N unitary system, the unitary relations are Z jﬂ(i =0.
k



where we have defined Aj; = A; — Ay with A; defined in eq. . The identity above is the
Naumov-Harrison-Scott (NHS) identity [44) [45]. A violation of NHS identity implies new
physics beyond the three-flavor neutrino oscillation paradigm: nonunitary in U and/or the

existence of NSI such that V is not diagonal as we will discuss in Section [[ITTB 1] and [[TTB 2|

respectively.

1. Low scale nonunitarity

Here we will discuss the low scale nonunitary scenario where sterile neutrinos are light
enough to participate in neutrino oscillation but heavy enough such that their fast oscillations
can be averaged out [10} I3 |§| In this case, jéi defined in eq. is no longer invariant up
to an overall sign. Applying egs. (25a)—(25d) in eq. (27) and without assuming unitary U,
we obtain
i { (UHU) s (UHUT) 5, }

A21A31A32

Tik _
J a — €5kl

!
Im {(UUT)Ba [(UﬁUT)aﬂ/\? = (UFPUT)OCBN} }
+ €; .
Xl: o A1 hs1 a2
As long as U is not unitary, NHS identity does not hold independently of the matter

(32)

potential.

Instead of the unitary relations eq. , for nonunitary U, we have the new identities

o OO [(UHUT s 0o + As) = (U0 05] |
Jgo + J5 = - - 33a
& ) A12A13 ) (332)

o {0 [(UHUY 6 O+ Xs) = (UHPU)06] |
Tio + o = - =, (33b)

) A21A23 )

_ Im {(UUT)M (UHU g (0 + Ao) — (UH2U ) o }

7y - L - (33¢)
A31A32

Since J,;ja are antisymmetric in ij, the sum of the three terms above Vanis

T2 T 2L B 4 T+ 2 =0, (34)

6 The high scale nonunitary scenario where sterile neutrinos are kinematically forbidden to participate in
neutrino oscillation will be explored elsewhere. See also ref. [I8] for the study of unitarity violation, with

and without kinematically accessible sterile neutrinos.

7 This follows directly from the definition which gives Z J: é]; =0.
.k



and hence we have only two independent combinations. In the vacuum, H=Aand )\ = JAVE

we obtain the vacuum results of ref. [10)]

T2 48— 1 { (o), UalUgl} , (35a)
J2 42— I { (v, UQQUEQ} , (35h)
T84 g2 — I { (o), UagUgg} . (35¢)

By verifying the relations above in experiments, we can uncover nonunitarity. To illustrate

the violation of unitary relations , in Figure we plot Z jé]; for (U U T) = 0.02¢7/3
k

ep

and (UUT) = (UUT)

ce pp
rest of parameters, we have used the global best fit values of Normal mass Ordering (NO)

= 0.98 for vacuum or constant matter density p = 3 g/cm?. For the

from ref. [46]. In the vacuum, Z jé]; are constant which sum over j to zero (only the j = 2
k
term represented by green dashed line with crosses is negative). In the matter, Z Jél; are

k
sensitive to matter potential but still sum over j to zero (only the j = 2 term represented by

green solid line with crosses is negative). For the unitary scenario, all these quantities are
exactly zero as can be seen explicitly in egs. ([33a)—(33d) (in matter) and eqs. (35a)—(35¢)
(in vacuum) and hence satisfy the unitary relations ([29).

In Figure , we plot different j& NHS combinations 2EV|/\21)\31)\32,7£5 |1/ 3 as a function
of neutrino energy F, using eq. for the same parameters as in Figure With the
normalization 2F,,, this quantity is a constant in the absence of matter or in unitary scenario
with diagonal potential. As a reference, we have plotted the black solid line for the unitary
scenario with any diagonal (including zero) matter potential, which is independent of jk and
matter density as can be seen explicitly in eq. . Due to nonunitarity, all the different
combinations 2EV|)\21)\31)\3217£5|1/ 3 deviate from the black solid line. Furthermore, they are

matter-density dependent as opposed to the NHS identity .

2. Nonstandard neutrino interactions

Due to NSI, the matter potential can be parametrized as [26]

1
1 + €ee — §nn/ne Eeu €er
V =V2Grn, € €pp — %nn/ne €pr ) (36)
1
€r € €rr — 50/ Me
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FIG. 1. Violation of unitary relations in matter (solid lines) and in vacuum (dashed lines).

For the unitary scenario, the quantity plotted here is exactly zero, satisfying the unitary relations

29).

where G is the Fermi constant, and n. and n, are the number density of electron and
neutron, respectively. In the case where U is unitary, from eq. , we have a modified
NHS identity

Aot AgiAs2 T = Dor Mgy Asp S5 + Im {Z [(HO)Cw Vyg + Vay (Hom] (Ho>ﬁa} . (37)

v

If the matter potential is diagonal, the original NHS identity is recovered. While it has
been suggested in ref. [12] to map nonunitary scenario to NSI scenario and vice-versa, it is
important to note that they are physically distinct, and give rise to effects which are different
qualitatively and quantitatively. If U is unitary, the unitary relations (29) still hold exactly
independently of the matter potential. In the nonunitary scenario, the unitary relations

are violated and instead are replaced by either egs. (33a})—(33c|) in matter or egs. (35a)—(35c)
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NO, (UUT),, = (UUY),, = 0.98, (UUY),, = 002673

9
= 1074
i
=
:(?
. —— jk=12,p =3 g/cm?
- —— jk=13,p=3g/cm?
] —— jk=23,p=3g/cm?
o jE=12p=0
....... jk=13,p=0
eaes Gk =23p=0
1075 -

100 I I - Hll'l)l I I - ”1{)9
E, [GeV]

FIG. 2. Different combinations 2E,,|)\21)\31)\32jg,’f|1/3 in matter (solid lines) and in vacuum (dotted

lines). For reference, the black solid line is for the unitary scenario with standard (or zero) matter

potential.

in vacuum. While the NHS identity never holds for nonunitary scenario, it is violated in the

NSI scenario only if the resulting matter potential is nondiagonal in which it described by

eq. (37).

In Figure , we fix —€.. = €, = 0.02 and consider the cases where €., = —0.02e¥/3 or
€epit = 0 while the rest of parameters are set to global best fit values of NO from ref. [46].
The NHS identity is only satisfied when V' is diagonal (black solid line) while it is
replaced by the new identity when V' is nondiagonal (blue dashed and dotted magenta
lines). The dip in the magenta dotted line indicates a sign change from negative to positive

value. This opens up the new possibility of probing the form of NSI through eq. .
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FIG. 3. NHS identity is only satisfied in the case where the matter potential is diagonal (black
solid line). Otherwise, it is described by eq. which depends on the matter potential (blue

dashed and magenta dotted lines).
IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have derived exact analytic expressions for (3 + N)-flavor neutrino
oscillation probability in arbitrary matter potential in term of Hamiltonian elements and its
eigenvalues, which will allow the understanding of the interplay between new physics and
neutrino oscillations. In the three-flavor scenario, we have shown that nonunitary scenario
is qualitatively and quantitative distinct from NSI scenario. Nonunitary implies violation of
unitary relations which are replaced by egs. — in matter or egs. —
in vacuum and the NHS identity is also violated. On the other hand, NSI in the unitary
scenario preserves while the NHS identity is violated only if the potential is nondiagonal
in which case, it is replaced by the new identity . In summary, the strategy is to first
verify if unitary relations hold. On the one hand, if nonunitarity is discovered, then

13



one would proceed to a more challenging task, but doable in principle, to determine if there
is also NSI. On the other hand, if unitary relations hold to a great precision, then one

would go on to verify if the matter potential is diagonal or not.
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Appendix A: Analytic solutions for (3 + 1)-flavor scenario

Analytic results for (34 1) were obtained previously in refs. [36H4T]. Here we will present
the results in a general and compact form. In the (3 + 1)-flavor scenario, the characteristic

equation of H=A+UVUis
M= TN+ AN — oA+ D=0, (A1)
where 7, D and A are defined in eq. and

Ay = (TP 3TT 4 27), (A2)

6
where 73 is defined in eq. .

The real eigenvalues can be solved using method by Lodovico de Ferrari and are given by

T 1 , . 9 T 1\/ , 9
M2 = SiQ\/ZP AS7+ =, Msa =+ SE [P 482 - 2 (A3)

where we have defined

3 TP TA - 1\/2 2
'P:ngQ—A, Q:—§+T—A2, 825 §P+§flcosgl, (A4)
with
1 Ay
F = \/AQ — 3T Ay + 12D, G, = - arccos | — | , (A5)
3 2F3
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and
Ay =24° — 9T AA, + 277D + 27 A% — T2AD. (A6)

From eq. , we have

Sii Ao A3 A — (H)ij (Aads + Aada + Agha) + (H2)ij (Ao + Ag + \a) — (H?) (ATa)
(A2 — M) (A5 — A1) (Aa — A7)

o - SN Ot () 2200

L e

- S0 O Mt )=

Substituting the equations above in eq. (or and for z-dependent matter

XilX;1 —

potential), we have the complete analytic solutions for (3 4+ 1)-flavor neutrino oscillation
probabilities in an arbitrary matter potential. The analytic expression is simple enough to

fit into one page and its use to understand (3 + 1)-flavor scenario will be explored elsewhere.

Appendix B: Neutrino oscillation as a Probe of New Physics with NuProbe

We have implemented the analytic expressions derived in this work in a Python code
NuProbe which is available at https://github.com/shengfong/nuprobe. Out of the box,
the code can deal with up to (3 + 4)-flavor neutrino oscillation system for arbitrary matter
potential though the user can readily extend the code to consider beyond (3 + 4) scenario
implementing eq. . For 3 4+ N system, we parametrize the mixing matrix as U = UxpUj

where

Unp = R3yN—13+NR31N—23+NR3 1 N_334N... 234 Roy R4, (B1)

UO - R23R13R127 (B2)

with R;; the complex rotation matrix in the ij-plane which can be obtained from a (3 + N) x
(3 + N) identity matrix I by replacing the I;; and I;; elements by cos#;;, I;; element by
e~ i sin 6, and I; element by —e'i sin 6;;.

Nonunitary three-flavor oscillation can be characterized by three real quantities (U U T) o

1 and three complex quantities (U U T)a 5 # 0 with a # . To parametrize them, we will go
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through a-parametrization by first considering U = alj where we have chosen « to be a

lower triangle matrix with real diagonal and complex off-diagonal entries

11 0 0
o = 91 (V99 0 . (B3)

Q31 (31 (33

Then, we solve for

a1 = (UUT)eW
o),
21 — £ 9
(UU),,
[CEOME
Qg = (UUT>,u,u, (UUT) )
uut)’
B G0 iy (B4)
(UUT).,
a9 = L (UUT)* . (UUT)eu (UUT):T
P o n (Uut),, 7
Uut) |2

Written in this way, the inputs are Uy and (U U T) o8 which are independent of parametrization.

For the SM neutrinos traveling through an electrically neutral matter consisting of number

density n. of electron and n,, of neutron, we have

e %nn 0 0
0 0 —in,

where G is the Fermi constant, n. = NaY.p and n, = Y,n. where Ny = 6.02214076 X
10?3 /mol is the Avogadro constant, Y, the average number of electrons per nucleon, Y, the
average number of neutrons per electron, and the matter density p is given in unit of g/cm?.
For Earth-crossing neutrinos, we implement the simplified (Preliminary Reference Earth

Model) PREM model [47] with p as a function of the distance from the center of the Earth
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13 0<r<0.19R,

11 0.19R. <r < 0.55R,
p= , (B6)
5 0.55R, < r < 0.90R,

3.5 0.90R. <r <R,

\

where R, = 6371 km is the Earth’s radius. Modification due to NSI can be specified in the
program.
For the (3 + 3)-flavor scenario where neutrinos are quasi-Dirac, it is convenient to

parametrize the 6 x 6 unitary matrix as [21], 22]

AUy + B i (AU, — B
U:i 0 Z( 0 ) : (B?)
V2 \ ¢ty + D i(CU, — D)

where Uy is a 3 x 3 unitary matrix while the rest of 3 X 3 matrices are constrained by
UUY = U'U = I3,3. In the Dirac limit, A = I5.3, B =C = 0 and D =V} is an arbitrary

unitary matrix. An explicit Euler parametrization can be carried out as follows
U = UxpUpY, (B8)
where Uxp and Uy are given by egs. (Bl)) and (B2)), respectively, and

1 1. il
Y = - 3x3 3x3 . (Bg)
\/§ IS><3 _i[3x3

In Figure [ we show the examples of Earth-crossing neutrinos using the simplified
PREM model for nonunitary, NSI and quasi-Dirac neutrino scenarios. For the rest
of parameters, we have set them to the global best fit values of NO from ref. [46]. The
codes to generate all the plots in this work can be obtained from https://github.com/

shengfong/nuprobe.

[1] S. Antusch, C. Biggio, E. Fernandez-Martinez, M. B. Gavela, and J. Lopez-Pavon, “Unitarity
of the Leptonic Mixing Matrix,” JHEP 10, 084 (2006), arXiv:hep-ph/0607020.
[2] E. Fernandez-Martinez, M. B. Gavela, J. Lopez-Pavon, and O. Yasuda, “CP-violation from

non-unitary leptonic mixing,” Phys. Lett. B 649, 427-435 (2007), arXiv:hep-ph/0703098.

17


https://github.com/shengfong/nuprobe
https://github.com/shengfong/nuprobe
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/10/084
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0607020
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physletb.2007.03.069
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0703098

Earth-crossing neutrinos, NO, (UUT),,, = (UUT)W =0.98

06 Earth-crossing neutrinos, NO, —¢e = €, = 0.02

0.6

—— Standard
----- o = —0.02e77/3

------- —0.02¢77/3

— Standard
----- (U, = 0.02¢7/3
------- (UUh),, = 0.02e 73

0.4 0.4

0.1

10° 10t 10° 10t
B, [GeV] B, [GeV]
06 Earth-crossing neutrinos, NO, #34 = 655 = 615 = 0.03
—— Standard
: MR AmZ; =107 eV?
051 A IS Aml, = 107 ov?
b
)
0.4+
a2 03
0.2
0.14
0.0 T
100 10!
E, [GeV]

FIG. 4. Probability of v, — v, using the simplified PREM model for the nonunitary, NSI and

quasi-Dirac neutrino scenarios.

[3] Zhi-zhong Xing, “Correlation between the Charged Current Interactions of Light and Heavy
Majorana Neutrinos,” Phys. Lett. B 660, 515-521 (2008), larXiv:0709.2220 |[hep-ph].

[4] Srubabati Goswami and Toshihiko Ota, “Testing non-unitarity of neutrino mixing matrices at
neutrino factories,” Phys. Rev. D 78, 033012 (2008), arXiv:0802.1434 |hep-ph|.

[5] Stefan Antusch, Mattias Blennow, Enrique Fernandez-Martinez, and Jacobo Lopez-Pavon,
“Probing non-unitary mixing and CP-violation at a Neutrino Factory,” |Phys. Rev. D 80,
033002 (2009), arXiv:0903.3986 |[hep-ph].

[6] Zhi-zhong Xing, “A full parametrization of the 6 X 6 flavor mixing matrix in the presence

18


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.01.038
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.2220
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.033012
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.1434
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.033002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.033002
http://arxiv.org/abs/0903.3986

7]

18]

19]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

of three light or heavy sterile neutrinos,” Phys. Rev. D 85, 013008 (2012), arXiv:1110.0083
|hep-ph].

F. J. Escrihuela, D. V. Forero, O. G. Miranda, M. Tortola, and J. W. F. Valle, “On
the description of nonunitary neutrino mixing,” Phys. Rev. D 92, 053009 (2015), [Erratum:
Phys.Rev.D 93, 119905 (2016)], arXiv:1503.08879 [hep-ph].

Stephen Parke and Mark Ross-Lonergan, “Unitarity and the three flavor neutrino mixing
matrix,” [Phys. Rev. D 93, 113009 (2016), arXiv:1508.05095 |hep-ph|.

Debajyoti Dutta and Pomita Ghoshal, “Probing CP violation with T2K, NOvA and DUNE in
the presence of non-unitarity,” JHEP 09, 110 (2016), arXiv:1607.02500 [hep-ph|.

Chee Sheng Fong, Hisakazu Minakata, and Hiroshi Nunokawa, “A framework for testing
leptonic unitarity by neutrino oscillation experiments,” JHEP 02, 114 (2017), arXiv:1609.08623
[hep-ph].

Shao-Feng Ge, Pedro Pasquini, M. Tortola, and J. W. F. Valle, “Measuring the leptonic
CP phase in neutrino oscillations with nonunitary mixing,” [Phys. Rev. D 95, 033005 (2017),
arXiv:1605.01670 [hep-ph]|.

Mattias Blennow, Pilar Coloma, Enrique Fernandez-Martinez, Josu Hernandez-Garcia,
and Jacobo Lopez-Pavon, “Non-Unitarity, sterile neutrinos, and Non-Standard neutrino
Interactions,” JHEP 04, 153 (2017), arXiv:1609.08637 [hep-ph]|.

Chee Sheng Fong, Hisakazu Minakata, and Hiroshi Nunokawa, “Non-unitary evolution of
neutrinos in matter and the leptonic unitarity test,” JHEP 02, 015 (2019), jarXiv:1712.02798
|hep-ph].

Ivan Martinez-Soler and Hisakazu Minakata, “Standard versus Non-Standard CP Phases
in Neutrino Oscillation in Matter with Non-Unitarity,” PTEP 2020, 063B01 (2020),
arXiv:1806.10152 [hep-ph]|.

Ivan Martinez-Soler and Hisakazu Minakata, “Physics of parameter correlations around the
solar-scale enhancement in neutrino theory with unitarity violation,” PTEP 2020, 113B01
(2020), larXiv:1908.04855 |hep-ph|.

Sebastian A. R. Ellis, Kevin J. Kelly, and Shirley Weishi Li, “Current and Future Neutrino
Oscillation Constraints on Leptonic Unitarity,” JHEP 12, 068 (2020), arXiv:2008.01088 |hep-
ph|.

Yilin Wang and Shun Zhou, “Non-unitary leptonic flavor mixing and CP violation in neutrino-

19


http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.85.013008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.0083
http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.0083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.053009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.08879
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.93.113009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.05095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2016)110
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.02500
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2017)114
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.08623
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.08623
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.95.033005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.01670
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2017)153
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.08637
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.02798
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.02798
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa062
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.10152
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/ptep/ptaa112
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/ptep/ptaa112
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.04855
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)068
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.01088
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.01088

18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

23]

[24]
[25]

[26]

[27]

28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

antineutrino oscillations,” Phys. Lett. B 824, 136797 (2022), jarXiv:2109.13622 |hep-ph|.
Peter B. Denton and Julia Gehrlein, “New oscillation and scattering constraints on the tau
row matrix elements without assuming unitarity,” JHEP 06, 135 (2022), arXiv:2109.14575
[hep-ph].

Marco Cirelli, Guido Marandella, Alessandro Strumia, and Francesco Vissani, “Probing
oscillations into sterile neutrinos with cosmology, astrophysics and experiments,” Nucl. Phys.
B 708, 215-267 (2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0403158.

Andre de Gouvea, Wei-Chih Huang, and James Jenkins, “Pseudo-Dirac Neutrinos in the New
Standard Model,” Phys. Rev. D 80, 073007 (2009), arXiv:0906.1611 |[hep-ph]|.

G. Anamiati, R. M. Fonseca, and M. Hirsch, “Quasi Dirac neutrino oscillations,” Phys. Rev.
D 97, 095008 (2018), arXiv:1710.06249 |hep-ph]|.

G. Anamiati, V. De Romeri, M. Hirsch, C. A. Ternes, and M. Tértola, “Quasi-Dirac neutrino
oscillations at DUNE and JUNO,” Phys. Rev. D 100, 035032 (2019), arXiv:1907.00980 |hep-
phl.

C. S. Fong, T. Gregoire, and A. Tonero, “Testing quasi-Dirac leptogenesis through neutrino
oscillations,” Phys. Lett. B 816, 136175 (2021), arXiv:2007.09158 |[hep-ph]|.

L. Wolfenstein, “Neutrino Oscillations in Matter,” Phys. Rev. D 17, 2369-2374 (1978).

Yuval Grossman, “Nonstandard neutrino interactions and neutrino oscillation experiments,”
Phys. Lett. B 359, 141-147 (1995), arXiv:hep-ph/9507344.

Neutrino Non-Standard Interactions: A Status Report, Vol. 2 (2019) arXiv:1907.00991 |hep-
phl.

H. W. Zaglauer and K. H. Schwarzer, “The Mixing Angles in Matter for Three Generations of
Neutrinos and the Msw Mechanism,” Z. Phys. C 40, 273 (1988).

Tommy Ohlsson and Hakan Snellman, “Three flavor neutrino oscillations in matter,” J. Math.
Phys. 41, 2768-2788 (2000), [Erratum: J.Math.Phys. 42, 2345 (2001)], arXiv:hep-ph /9910546
Tommy Ohlsson and Hakan Snellman, “Neutrino oscillations with three flavors in matter:
Applications to neutrinos traversing the Earth,” Phys. Lett. B 474, 153-162 (2000), [Erratum:
Phys.Lett.B 480, 419-419 (2000)], arXiv:hep-ph/9912295.

K. Kimura, A. Takamura, and H. Yokomakura, “Exact formula of probability and CP violation
for neutrino oscillations in matter,” Phys. Lett. B 537, 86-94 (2002), arXiv:hep-ph/0203099.

Keiichi Kimura, Akira Takamura, and Hidekazu Yokomakura, “Exact formulas and simple CP

20


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136797
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.13622
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2022)135
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.14575
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.14575
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2004.11.056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2004.11.056
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0403158
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.80.073007
http://arxiv.org/abs/0906.1611
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.095008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.095008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.06249
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.035032
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.00980
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.00980
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136175
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.09158
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.17.2369
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(95)01069-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9507344
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysProc.2.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.00991
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.00991
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01555889
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.533270
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.533270
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9910546
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(00)00008-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9912295
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(02)01907-X
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0203099

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

dependence of neutrino oscillation probabilities in matter with constant density,” Phys. Rev.
D 66, 073005 (2002), arXiv:hep-ph/0205295.

Evgeny K. Akhmedov, Robert Johansson, Manfred Lindner, Tommy Ohlsson, and Thomas
Schwetz, “Series expansions for three flavor neutrino oscillation probabilities in matter,” JHEP,
04, 078 (2004), larXiv:hep-ph/0402175.

Peter B Denton, Stephen J Parke, and Xining Zhang, “Neutrino oscillations in matter via
eigenvalues,” Phys. Rev. D 101, 093001 (2020), arXiv:1907.02534 |hep-ph].

Osamu Yasuda, “On the exact formula for neutrino oscillation probability by Kimura,
Takamura and Yokomakura,” (2007), arXiv:0704.1531 |hep-ph|.

Peter B. Denton, Alessio Giarnetti, and Davide Meloni, “How to Identify Different New
Neutrino Oscillation Physics Scenarios at DUNE,” (2022), arXiv:2210.00109 |[hep-ph]|.

Yuki Kamo, Satoshi Yajima, Yoji Higasida, Shin-Ichiro Kubota, Shoshi Tokuo, and Jun-Ichi
Ichihara, “Analytical calculations of four neutrino oscillations in matter,” |[Eur. Phys. J. C 28,
211-221 (2003), [arXiv:hep-ph /0209097,

He Zhang, “Sum rules of four-neutrino mixing in matter,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A 22, 1341-1348
(2007), larXiv:hep-ph/0606040.

Wei Li, Jiajie Ling, Fanrong Xu, and Baobiao Yue, “Matter Effect of Light Sterile Neutrino:
An Exact Analytical Approach,” JHEP 10, 021 (2018), [arXiv:1808.03985 |hep-ph)|.

Stephen J Parke and Xining Zhang, “Compact Perturbative Expressions for Oscillations with
Sterile Neutrinos in Matter,” Phys. Rev. D 101, 056005 (2020), arXiv:1905.01356 |hep-ph].
Baobiao Yue, Wei Li, Jiajie Ling, and Fanrong Xu, “A compact analytical approximation for a
light sterile neutrino oscillation in matter,” Chin. Phys. C 44, 103001 (2020), arXiv:1906.03781
|hep-ph].

Yakefu Reyimuaji and Chun Liu, “Prospects of light sterile neutrino searches in long-baseline
neutrino oscillations,” JHEP 06, 094 (2020), larXiv:1911.12524 |[hep-ph)].

Peter B Denton, Stephen J Parke, Terence Tao, and Xining Zhang, “Eigenvectors from
Eigenvalues: a survey of a basic identity in linear algebra,” [Bull. Am. Math. Soc. 59, 31—
58 (2022), arXiv:1908.03795 [math.RA].

C. Jarlskog, “Commutator of the Quark Mass Matrices in the Standard Electroweak Model
and a Measure of Maximal C'P Nonconservation,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 55, 1039 (1985).

Vadim A. Naumov, “Three neutrino oscillations in matter, CP violation and topological

21


http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.66.073005
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.66.073005
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0205295
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/04/078
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/04/078
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402175
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.101.093001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.02534
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.1531
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.00109
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s2003-01138-0
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjc/s2003-01138-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0209097
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1142/S0217732307022244
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1142/S0217732307022244
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0606040
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/JHEP10(2018)021
http://arxiv.org/abs/1808.03985
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.056005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.01356
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1674-1137/33/S2/005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.03781
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.03781
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2020)094
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.12524
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/bull/1722
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/bull/1722
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.03795
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.55.1039

phases,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 1, 379-399 (1992).

[45] P. F. Harrison and W. G. Scott, “Neutrino matter effect invariants and the observables of
neutrino oscillations,” Phys. Lett. B 535, 229-235 (2002), jarXiv:hep-ph/0203021.

[46] Ivan Esteban, M. C. Gonzalez-Garcia, Michele Maltoni, Thomas Schwetz, and Albert Zhou,
“The fate of hints: updated global analysis of three-flavor neutrino oscillations,” JHEP 09, 178
(2020), |arXiv:2007.14792 |hep-ph|.

[47] A. M. Dziewonski and D. L. Anderson, “Preliminary reference earth model,” Phys. Earth
Planet. Interiors 25, 297-356 (1981).

22


http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218271892000203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(02)01764-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0203021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2020)178
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2020)178
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.14792
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0031-9201(81)90046-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0031-9201(81)90046-7

	Analytic Neutrino Oscillation Probabilities
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Review of 3+N neutrino oscillations
	III Analytic solutions
	A (3+N)-flavor scenario
	B Three-flavor scenario
	1 Low scale nonunitarity
	2 Nonstandard neutrino interactions


	IV Conclusions
	V Acknowledgments
	A Analytic solutions for (3+1)-flavor scenario
	B Neutrino oscillation as a Probe of New Physics with NuProbe
	 References


