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The origin of neutrino masses remains unknown.

Both the vacuum mass and the dark mass

generated by the neutrino interactions with DM particles or fields can fit the current oscillation
data. The dark mass squared is proportional to the DM number density and therefore varies on the
galactic scale with much larger values around the Galactic Center. This affects the group velocity
and the arrival time delay of core-collapse supernovae neutrinos. This time delay, especially for the
Ve neutronization peak with a sharp time structure, can be used to distinguish the vacuum and dark
neutrino masses. For illustration, we explore the potential of DUNE which is sensitive to v.. Our
simulations show that DUNE can distinguish the two neutrino mass origins at more than 50 C.L.,
depending on the observed local value of neutrino mass, the neutrino mass ordering, the DM density

profile, and the SN location.

Introduction — Numerous data from atmospheric, re-
actor, and accelerator neutrino experiments provided ro-
bust evidences for neutrino oscillation [I-1]. The MSW
(Mikheyev-Smirnov-Wolfenstein) effect [5, 6], was estab-
lished as the solution to the solar neutrino problem [7, 8].
The observed energy dependence of these effects is con-
sistent with non-zero neutrino masses m; and the terms
AmZ;[2E, (AmZ; = m; — m3) in the Hamiltonian of
flavor evolution for ultra-relativistic neutrinos.

Still, the origin of neutrino oscillations and the nature
of neutrino masses are not fully established. Indeed, os-
cillations are sensitive to the neutrino masses squared
that do not change chirality and therefore do not probe
the masses directly. The term A/2E,, where A is a con-
stant, of any origin in the Hamiltonian of evolution, can
reproduce the observed oscillation data. In fact, neu-
trino forward scattering on background particles, e.g. on
light dark matter such as the fuzzy/wavy DM, generates
a potential with A/2F, dependence [9-12] and A can be
interpreted as the effective mass squared. For brevity, we
will call this effective mass the dark mass, 4 = m3_,, to
emphasize its origin.

A number of models can realize such a possibility [9-12]
which differ by properties of DM particles and mediators
of interactions. The dark masses squared are propor-
tional to the number density of DM particles npym(x) [9],
and in general are functions of the neutrino energy FE,
and time [12, 13]:

Mark = noM (X, 1)g(8) f (B,). (1)

The functions g(¢) and f(E,) depend on specific models
and for simplicity we assume g(t) = 1.

According to Eq. (1), the value of dark mass varies with
space-time coordinates. To explain experimental data,
the DM density and consequently the dark masses should
be almost constants in the Solar System. However, they
vary significantly on the galactic scales. In this paper,

we propose to use the galactic supernova (SN) neutri-
nos to probe the space-time dependence and therefore
the nature of neutrino masses. Specifically, we suggest
searching for the excessive time delay and spread of the
Ve neutronization peak that has a sharp time structure.
Time Delay due to the Dark Neutrino Mass —
The idea of measuring the neutrino masses via the ar-
rival time delay of SN neutrinos was put forward long
time ago by Zatsepin [14]. The time delay due to the
vacuum mass with respect to massless particles, Aty,. =
(Myac/E,)?(D/2), after traveling distance D is

Atyae ~ 5.14ms(

mvac)Q <10Mev)2 D @

eV E, 10kpc’

Analyzing the observed neutrino events associated with
SN1987A, an upper bound m, < 5.8eV (95% C.L.) was
established [15, 16]. The sensitivity can be improved
down to the sub-eV level with future galactic SN neu-
trino observations [17-24].

The value of dark mass in Eq. (1) changes on the way
from a star to the Earth. Since the DM number den-
sity increases substantially towards the Galactic Center,
the SN neutrinos with varying dark mass may have much
larger delay than in the case of vacuum mass. The dis-
persion relation for neutrinos with dark mass only can
be written as E, = p, + V, where p, is the neutrino
momentum and V = mﬁark /2p, is the effective potential.
Consequently, the group velocity v = dE, /dp, differs
from the speed of light by

— m?iark(x7pl/) _ idm?iark(xapu) (3)
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Here the first term is similar to that for vacuum mass
while the second one arises from the possible energy de-
pendence of the dark mass. Experimentally, the energy
dependence of oscillation parameters has not been found



for E,, 2 1MeV relevant for SN neutrinos and therefore
the last term in Eq. (3) can be small.

The time delay due to the dark mass is given by the
integral over the neutrino trajectory from a SN at co-
ordinate x, to the Sun xg (|xx — xg| = D): Atqux =
S /o(x) = 1ldx| ~ [771 = v(x)]|dx].

We take for illustration the model [12] in which the
DM is a light boson ¢ with mass mg and number density
ng. The interaction of neutrinos with DM arises from
the coupling Axv¢ + h.c., where X is the coupling con-
stant, and x is the light fermionic mediator with mass
m,.. Since DM particles are non-relativistic, the DM en-
ergy density equals py =~ mgng, so that the dark mass in
Eq. (1) can be written as [9, 12]

M) = 22 () = L),

where f(E,) = y(y —€)/(y* — 1), y = Eu/Er = py/pr-
Here Er = mi /2mg is the resonance energy and e is
the DM charge asymmetry [12]. For p, > pgr, f =~ 1.
Let us introduce the dark mass inside the Solar Sys-
tem m3, ., (xo) = A?pg(xe)/m3 which can be measured
in the Earth-based neutrino experiments. Then from
Eq. (4) and Eq. (3) we find

~ )‘2 p ( )f2 ~ m?iark(X@) p¢(x)
2E2m3 " 2E2  py(xo)

with fo = y?(y? — 2ey + 1)/(y?> — 1)?, and fo ~ 1 for
Py > pr. Consequently, the time delay equals

1—-v(x) f2; (5)

Po(X4)
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Atgark = mgark(XQ)D f;*@ po(x)ldx| =

. 2EZ  Dpylxo)
where Ato, = m3, . (xo)D/2E? is the time delay due to
the local dark mass m32, , (xe). Here ps(xg) is the local
DM energy density in the Solar System and pg(x.) =
[79 pg(x)|dx|/D is the average DM energy density along
the neutrino trajectory.

In general, the value of local dark mass mgark(Xe) can
differ from the value in the case of vacuum mass Myac.
Due to the energy dependence of mga described by
f(E,) and in particular the decrease of mga,x with energy
below the resonance [12], the mass mqark at O(10 MeV)
energies is not restricted by KATRIN experiment [25]
and the cosmological bound [26] where the neutrino en-
ergies are much lower. Therefore, mgark(Xe) can be
much larger than the allowed vacuum mass m,. and the
time delay Atqarx can be enhanced. Interestingly, the
SN1987A neutrino data prefer a non-zero neutrino mass
m,, ~ 3.5eV, although not statistically significant [10].

According to Eq. (6), the time delay depends on the
local dark neutrino mass and the DM density profile. In
our study we adopt the standard NFW profile [27, 28],
pe(r) = 0.3371/[(r/rs)(1 + 7/r5)?] GeV /cm?, where 7 is
the distance from the Galactic Center (GC) and ry, =
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FIG. 1. The lines of constant ratio pg(x«)/ps(Xe) (numbers
at the lines) with the Sun being at the origin in the polar
coordinate system on the galactic plane. The polar angle of
the Galactic Center (labeled by a black dot) is chosen to be
90°.

20kpc is the galactic scale radius. The constant in the
numerator is fixed by the DM local density, ps(re) =
0.43 GeV /em?® with 7o = 8kpe [29]. Even for the fuzzy
DM with tiny mass, the NFW profile is a good approxi-
mation [30]. Notice, however, that the DM density pro-
file depends on models, see [31, 32]. For instance, tak-
ing D = Tkpc along the direction towards the Galactic
Center we find that the ratio pg(x.)/pe(xe) equals 3.5,
3.3, and 4.3 for the NFW profile, the isothermal profile
[33, 34], and the Einasto profile [35, 30], respectively.

Fig. 1 shows the values of pg(x4)/ps(xe) on the galac-
tic plane. At the polar angle 6 ~ 30° (red line), the ratio
is 1, which means that the vacuum and dark masses pro-
duce the same delay if the values of vacuum and local
dark masses are equal. The smallest relative time delay,
characterized by the ratio ~ 0.4, is along the direction
opposite to the Galactic Center, 6 ~ —90°, where the
nearby relative time delay varies mildly. On the con-
trary, the relative time delay is large and varies strongly
around the Galactic Center due to drastic changes of DM
density. The ratio diverges for neutrinos passing through
the center due to the cusp [37, 38]. To avoid this diver-
gence, we set the ratio at § = 90° to be the same as the
one at 8 = 89° throughout this paper. For 6 ~ 89° and
D ~ 9 — 11 kpc, the ratio is around 11.

SN Neutrino Flux and Delayed Event Distribu-
tion at DUNE — A core-collapse supernova produces
neutrinos with O(10MeV) energy. Lasting O(10s), the
neutrino emission has three distinct phases [39, 10]: (i)
the neutronization burst, (ii) the accretion phase, and
(iii) the cooling phase. A v, flux with a sharp peak in
the time is radiated during the first phase which lasts
~ 25 ms, while neutrinos and anti-neutrinos of all flavors
are emitted in the other two phases. Characteristics of
the neutronization burst which is the main source of the
mass sensitivity, are rather generic and weakly depend
on properties of a collapsing star such as the progenitor



mass, electron capture rate, as well as the equation of
state [11, 42].

We adopt the following parametrization of neutrino
fluxes at production introduced by the Garching group

[43-40]:

Ly, (te)
cbgg(teaEu) = - Spug(teaEu)a (7)

(Eug(te))

where t, is the neutrino emission time defined as the time
after the shock wave bounce, L, (t.) is the v3 luminosity,
and (E,,(t.)) is the average energy of vz neutrinos. In
Eq. (7) vu,(te, E) is the vg energy spectrum [22]:

)

(8)
with ag(te) being the pinching parameter and £g(te)
the normalization factor determined by the condition
JsS ¢us(te, E,)dE, = 1. The time dependence of pa-
rameters (E,,(tc)), Ly, (te), and ag(t.) is taken from the
Garching Core-Collapse Modeling Group result [44].

After being produced, neutrinos undergo adiabatic fla-
vor conversions (the MSW effect) during the propagation
inside the star [47]. Then at the star surface, the total
v, flux emerges as a mixture of initially produced fluxes

of different flavors ®Y o (te, Eu):

E ap(te) —(apte)+1)E,
”) e (Bvgie))
(B, (te))

vy (fer o) = E5(t2) (

D, (te, E,) = p @0 _(te, By) + (1 — p)@Y (te, E,), (9)

where @Bm = @?,N = <I>?,T. Here p is the v, survival prob-
ability which equals p = sin?6;3 for the normal mass
ordering (NO) and p = cos? ;3 sin? 015 ~ sin® 0y, for in-
verted ordering (IO) [17]. We neglect the collective neu-
trino oscillations which are not efficient due to the large
flavor asymmetries during the neutronization phase [46].
Also we neglect oscillations inside the Earth which have
negligible impact on the neutrino mass sensitivity [22].

In DUNE [48], the SN neutrinos can be detected via the
charged-current (CC) interaction of v, with Argon nuclei
[49], Ve +40 Ar — e~ +49K*. The neutrino detection time
tq is related to its emission time t, via, tq = te+D/c+At,
where D/c is the traveling time from SN to a detector
for massless particles and At is the time delay due to the
non-zero vacuum or dark neutrino mass. Since D/c is a
common term for all neutrinos, it can be dropped out, so
that tq = t. + At. Given the v, flux at star surface in
Eq. (9), one obtains the event rate at DUNE [22],

D, [tq — At E,

R(ta,m,, E,) = Sufta=ALE (E,)e(E,), (10)
47 D2 ¢

where m, = Myac OF Myark enters the rate via At =

Atyac(Ey, Myac) O Atdark(Fy, Maark) as given by Eq. (2)
or Eq. (6). Here A = 6.03 x 1032 is the number of Ar-
gon nuclei in the DUNE far detector with 40kt fiducial
mass, the v.-*CAr CC cross section o, (E,) is taken from
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FIG. 2. The time distributions of the detected v. events in-
tegrated over energy for different values of vacuum and dark
neutrino masses.

the MARLEY result [50, 51], and the detection efficiency
e(E,) with 5MeV energy threshold is from [19].

Let us consider the time delay information only that is
given by the integral of rate in Eq. (10) over the neutrino
energy R(tq,m,) = [ dE,R(t4, my, E,). Fig.2 shows the
binned time distributions of events for SN at D = 11 kpc
and 6 = 89°, 10, and different values of vacuum and dark
masses. As the neutrino mass increases, the distributions
are shifted to larger tq and become wider with flatter
front slopes. The difference in the distributions for m, =
0eV, myac = 0.2eV, and mgaxk = 0.2€eV is small and
therefore hard to be resolved. For mgui 2 0.5eV the
peak shifts more than 5 ms which can be detected in the
experiment.

We assume perfect time resolution since the expected
DUNE time resolution is better than 1pus [19] which
is much smaller than the neutronization burst duration
~ 25ms. On the other hand, the energy F is further
smeared by the Gaussian function G(E,, Eq) with a 10%
fractional energy resolution [419] and Eq4 being the de-
tected energy. Then the smeared event rate equals

Rome(tas my, Ea) z/R(tmmy,Eu)G(Ey,Ed)dEu, (11)

where R(tq, m,, F,) is defined in Eq. (10).

Sensitivity of DUNE to Mass Origins — We con-
sider scenarios determined by the neutrino mass order-
ing (MO), the true value of the vacuum mass m%¢, and

the SN coordinates (D, #): (MO, m! D, §). For each
scenario we generate a large (a few hundreds) number
DUNE datasets DS, (MO, mtie D, 6) with k indicating
the dataset number. For each dataset DSy, using the
rate Rme(ta, miii®, Fyq) in Eq. (11) with the true vacuum
mass as the target distribution we randomly generate Ny
pseudo events. Due to the existence of statistical uncer-
tainties for a real measurement, Ny varies between differ-

ent datasets according to the Gaussian distribution with
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the mean N = [ Rype(ta, miile, Eq)dtqd E4 and standard

vac

deviation v/N. We take tq € [0,9]s and Eq € [5, 00] MeV
for the time and energy intervals, respectively. The i-th
pseudo event (i = 1,..., Ni) is characterized by its detec-
tion time as well as energy (td 0 E(’fz) and sorted in the
time-ascending order.

We then fit the generated pseudo events with two fit-
ting parameters: (i) the neutrino mass mﬁt vacuum mass

mit, or dark mass mft  which enters the rate via the
time delay Atﬁt ¥ and (ii) the offset time tog [72]. The
time tog, belng a nuisance parameter, accounts for the
fact that the first detected event t§,1 does not necessarily
happen at the arrival time ¢ of the first SN neutrino due
to the quantum nature of measurement: t’;lcf = t§,1 — tg.
Therefore, the fitting tlme for the i-th detected event in
the k-th dataset equals td = td i td Ltk

We adopt the unbinned likelihood to evaluate the ex-
perimental sensitivities. The likelihood L¥ for the i-th
event in dataset k, is given by its smeared detection rate
function in Eq. (11) with fitting mass mf_ or mf | and
offset time t¥;. Then, the total unbinned likelihood £ for

the k-th dataset is a product [22, 52],

ﬁt,k fit
HRbme d,i y My,

We first estimate the DUNE sensitivity to the dark
mass Maark and the offset time tog. Since tlgﬁ varies
among datasets, we consider one dataset for illustration.
We take MO = 10, m¥" = 0eV, D = 1lkpc, and
6 = 89° to generate events. Since the mass differences
are negligible compared to the accessible mass range, we
assume the degenerate mass spectrum mfdi;rk A Mi23.
We then compute the total likelihood in Eq.(12) and
consequently, x7 = —2log Lk .. To quantify the sen-
sitivity to mil, and t.g, we compute the difference
Ax2 =3 (mft | o) — X7 min> Where X3 ., is the global
minimum of Xﬁ in the mg;rk-toﬁ space. Fig.3 with the

Lio(my’ tie E;)- (12)

contours of constant confidence levels shows that the
DUNE experiment is sensitive to tog at the millisecond
level and to mft | below 0.2 — 0.3eV. The best-fit val-
ues equal mg;rk ~ 0eV as expected, and t,g ~ 1lms.
The contours show a positive correlation between mg‘;rk
and tog, since these two parameters enter the likeli-
hood function Eq.(12) in combination —Atfit ¢t g =

—(mft | /E)2D/2 + tog, which is constant at m ~ /og.

Next, we study the DUNE capability to distinguish
the dark mass from the vacuum mass for different SN
locations. Pseudo events are generated for both mass or-
derings and mU = (0.2eV, which equals the KATRIN
projected upper bound [25] and is marginally allowed
by Cosmology [26]. We use the intervals of distances
D € [5,15] kpc and polar angles 8 € [—90°,90°]. Recall
that the dark mass can be much larger than the allowed
vacuum mass. To test such a possibility, we take the fit-
ting vacuum mass mit. = 0.2eV as well as the dark mass
mit  (xo) = 0.2eV or 0.8eV to compute the likelihood
function in Eq. (12) and hence x2(mft) obtained by first
marginalizing the nuisance parameter t’gﬁ and then av-
eraged over datasets. The difference of x? is computed
between the fitting dark and vacuum masses:

Ax? = x2(mht D, 6) — x2(mit D). (13)

vac’

Fig. 4 shows the values of \/Ax? at different SN lo-
cations on the galactic plane. The most sensitive part
appears for SN in the direction of the Galactic Center.
In the case of mil, = 0.2eV and mfit | = 0.2eV (panels
1 and 2), the effects of two types of masses can be dis-
tinguibhed at ~ 2(< 1)0 C.L. for 10 (NO). In the case of

mit. = 0.2eV and mft | = 0.8eV (panels 3 and 4), the
sensitivity for SN in the direction of the Galactic Center
can reach ~ 50 C.L. for both NO and IO. The sensitivity
in the case of NO is lower than in the case of IO since the
Ve neutronization flux is highly suppressed by the MSW
conversion as shown in Eq. (9).

Conclusion — The time delay effect of SN neutrinos
opens up a unique possibility to test the neutrino mass
origins. Being constant, the vacuum masses lead to small
time delay for galactic SN. In contrast, the dark mass ef-
fects can be strongly enhanced due to the increase of
the DM number density and therefore the value of mass
towards the Galactic Center. Therefore, observation of
substantial delay effects would testify to the existence of
the dark neutrino masses. Detecting SN neutrinos cross-
ing the central regions of Galaxy allows to distinguish
Myac = 0.2eV and mgax 2 0.8eV for both mass order-
ings at ~ 5o C.L.. Better tests will be possible if two SN
bursts from different locations are observed. Further in-
crease of sensitivity can be done by decreasing the detec-
tion energy threshold and analyzing events from different
energy regions separately.
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