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In this letter, we have used a non-unitary mixing scheme to resolve the tension between NOνA and
T2K data. It is demonstrated that the results of NOνA and T2K can be explained by the effects by
non-unitary mixing arising from α00 and α10. For α00 there is a large overlap between the allowed
NOνA and T2K regions for NH on the sin2 θ23 − δCP plane at 1σ. However, the tension still exists.
NOνA rules out unitary mixing at a 3σ level, whereas T2K strongly prefers unitary mixing. For
α10, the tension can be well resolved with the best-fit point for NH at |α10| = 0.06 for both
experiments.

Introduction: The neutrino oscillation phenomenon,
driven by three mixing angles θ12, θ13 and θ23; two mass
squared differences ∆21 = m2

2 −m2
1 and ∆31 = m2

3 −m2
1,

where mis are the absolute masses of three neutrino mass
eigen states νis, with i = 1, 2, 3; and a CP violating
phase δCP, provides one of the windows to physics be-
yond the standard model (BSM). The currently unknown
properties related to neutrino oscillation physics are the
sign of ∆31, octant of θ23, and the value of δCP. De-
pending on the sign of ∆31, there can be two different
mass hierarchies: normal hierarchy (NH) for ∆31 > 0;
and inverted hierarchy (IH) for ∆31 < 0. Similarly, if
sin2 2θ23 < 1, there can be two different octants of θ23:
lower octant (LO) for θ23 < π/4; and a higher octant
(HO) for θ23 > π/4. The present long-baseline accel-
erator neutrino experiments NOνA [1] and T2K [2] are
expected to measure these unknowns. However, the 2020
and 2024 data from NOνA [3, 4] is in mild tension [5]
with the latest T2K data from 2020, [6, 7] for the the
δCP measurements and both experiments disfavour each
other’s 1 σ allowed regions on the sin2 θ23 − δCP plane.
These tensions opened up the possibility of the existence
of BSM physics in the NOνA and T2K data [8–12]. We
have presented our analysis of the latest NOνA and T2K
data in Appendix B. In this letter, we explore the non-
unitary mixing in the NOνA and T2K experiment as a
possible solution to the tension. This is an update from
ref. [9]. Here, we consider one non-unitary parameter at
a time, unlike the referenced analysis where all of the
parameters simultaneously analyzed. This has allowed
us to pinpoint the exact effect of non-unitary parameters
responsible for resolving the tension. We also provide a
theoretical explanation of our results, based on the effects
of different parameters on the oscillation probabilities.
Finally, we consider the role of a future combined re-
sult of NOνA and T2K, and the upcoming long-baseline
experiment, DUNE [13], under the assumption that non-
unitary mixing exists.
Non-unitary mixing: If more than three neutrino

generations exist as iso-singlet heavy neutral leptons
(HNL), they would not take part in neutrino oscillations
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in the minimal extension of the standard model. How-
ever, their ad-mixture in charged current weak interac-
tions will affect neutrino oscillation and the neutrino os-
cillation will be described by an effective 3×3 non-unitary
mixing matrix. In case of non-unitary mixing, the effec-
tive 3× 3 mixing matrix can be written as [14]:

N = NNPU3×3 =





α00 0 0
α10 α11 0
α20 α21 α22



UPMNS (1)

where UPMNS is the standard 3 × 3 PMNS mixing ma-
trix. The diagonal elements αii of NNP are real, and the
off-diagonal elements αij = |αij |eiφij are complex, with
i, j = 1, 2, 3 and i > j. The details of the calculation of
the oscillation probability with non-unitary mixing have
been discussed in ref. [9]. The present 3 σ boundary val-
ues for non-unitary parameters are given in ref. [15].
In our analysis, we have considered α00, α10, and α11 as

the possible source of the non-unitary effect, since these
three parameters have the maximum effect on Pµe and
Pµ̄ē, which are the oscillation probabilities for νe and ν̄e
appearances from a νµ beam. The details of our analysis
are provided in Appendix A.
Results: From Fig. 1 it can be seen that for α00,

the two experiments have small overlap at a 1 σ confi-
dence level (C.L.) for NH. However, NOνA loses its δCP

sensitivity when the mass hierarchy is the NH. Both ex-
periments have some allowed values for θ23 in the LO
for both of the hierarchies. The combined analysis has
a best-fit point at IH. However, there is a degenerate
best-fit point at NH with ∆χ2 = 0.21. For α10, the 1 σ
overlap between two experiments for NH is larger. As
in the preceding case, NOνA loses its δCP sensitivity for
NH. The T2K best-fit point occurs at the IH and with
θ23 in the LO. However, there exist degenerate best-fit
points at IH-HO (∆χ2 = 0.74), NH-HO (∆χ2 = 0.72),
and NH-LO (∆χ2 = 0.34). From Fig. 2, it can be ob-
served that for the α00 parameter, NOνA and the com-
bined analysis rule out unitary-mixing at more than 3 σ
C.L. However T2K alone prefers a best-fit of α00 closer to
unitary, α00 = 1, and the unitary mixing case is allowed
at 1 σ C.L. In addition, it can be seen that NOνA and
T2K rule out each other’s best-fit α00 value at more than
3 σ. However, for the α10 parameter, the results of both
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experiments are more consistent with each other. Both
experiments allow each other’s best-fit points for both
hierarchies at 1 σ. For NH, T2K rules out the unitary
mixing value |α10| = 0 at more than 1 σ C.L.
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FIG. 1. Allowed regions in the sin2 θ23−δCP plane for NOνA and
T2K after analysing the data with non-unitary mixing with α00

(α10) in the upper (lower) panel. The left (right) panel is for NH
(IH). The red (blue) line indicates NOνA (T2K), and the black line
indicates the combined data. The solid (dotted) lines indicate the
boundaries of the 1σ (3 σ) allowed regions.

We will explain the results in terms of the effects on
Pµe and Pµ̄ē due to the changes in oscillation parameters.
Following the methodology in ref. [5], we will consider
vacuum oscillations, with θ23 maximal and δCP = 0 as
our benchmark parameter values and refer to this com-
bination as 000. We have denoted the parameter val-
ues responsible for boosting (suppressing) Pµe as + (−).
For instance, when matter effect is introduced, Pµe is
increased for NH and decreased for IH. Hence, we have
denoted the Pµe increase for NH as +, and decrease for IH
as −. Similarly, the increase in Pµe when θ23 in the HO
(LO) has been denoted as + (−). Finally δCP = −90◦

(90◦) corresponds to an increase (decrease) in Pµe, and
is denoted as + (-). It is to be noted that the effects of
hierarchy and δCP on Pµ̄ē are opposite to those on Pµe,

while the effect of the octant choice is similar for both
Pµ̄ē and Pµe.

At 000 the expected νe and ν̄e event numbers (sig-
nal+background) for NOνA are 170 and 33 respectively.
The observed νe and ν̄e event numbers for NOνA are 181
and 32 respectively. Therefore, NOνA observes a moder-
ate boost in observed νe event numbers compared to the
benchmark point. In case of unitary-mixing, this mod-
erate boost can happen due to the parameter labels: (i)
+ + −, (ii) + − +, and (iii) − + +. For the current νe
data collected, label candidates that explain the moder-
ate event excesses include + +− and −++. As for the
ν̄e appearance channel, the observed number of events
is consistent with the expected number of events corre-
sponding to the 000 case. However, due to the lack of
statistics in the ν̄ data, all other possible combinations
are also allowed, except +−+ and −+−. These two com-
binations lead to the minimum and maximum number of
expected event rates in the ν̄e appearance channels, re-
spectively. Therefore the unitary mixing analysis of the
NOνA data, in entirety, results in a solution of the form
+ +− and −++.

When non-unitary mixing is introduced through α00,
both Pµe and Pµ̄ē for NOνA are reduced significantly for
α00 = 0.73 for NH and α00 = 0.75 for IH. Hence, the
parameter label +++, which ensures a large increase in
standard Pµe due to the three parameters, only results
in a moderate increase in case of non-unitary mixing due
to α00. Thus, +++, becomes a viable parameter combi-
nation at the 1 σ C.L. for NOνA when α00 is the source
of non-unitary mixing.

The observed νe and ν̄e event numbers for T2K are 107
and 15 respectively. At 000, the expected event numbers
for νe and ν̄e are 80 and 19 respectively. T2K observes a
large excess of νe events compared to the expected events
at the benchmark label. For the NH scenario, T2K re-
ceives a 7 − 8% boost to T2K νe appearance events. A
large boost is possible when θ23 is located in HO, but the
disappearance data do not allow sin2 θ23 > 0.59. Since
the choice of hierarchy and octant can effect the event
numbers by only 20% with respect to the benchmark la-
bel 000, T2K νe appearance data firmly anchors around
δCP = −90◦ for the unitary mixing case.

The introduction of non-unitary mixing through α00

reduces Pµe, and hence cannot account for the large boost
T2K observes in the νe appearance event numbers. For
NH, sin2 θ23 = 0.57, δCP = −90 (+ + +), in the case of
unitary mixing, the event number gets a maximum boost
with respect to the 000 configuration. However, for non-
unitary mixing due to α00, the expected νe event number
for α00 = 0.79 (best-fit value of the combined data) at
these parameter values is only 77, which is much less
than the observed event number. Therefore, T2K prefers
α00 ∼ 1, and rules out the large non-unitary mixing best-
fit α00 value of NOνA and of the combined analysis at
3 σ C.L.

In case of α10, the effects of α10 on Pµe and Pµ̄ē are
different for δCP = −90◦ and δCP = +90◦. Hence both
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the νe and ν̄e event numbers face a boost (suppression)
for δCP = −90◦ (90◦). At the NOνA best-fit value region
++0, the expected number of events are 249 for νe, and
34 for ν̄e. However, there is a near degenerate solution
at − − + with 197 (38) expected νe (ν̄e) events. Simi-
larly, 000 is also a feasible solution for NOνA in case of
non-unitary mixing due to α10. At + + +, although the
expected number of νe events is much larger compared
to the observed one, the expected number of ν̄e matches
exactly with the observed event numbers, making it al-
lowed at 1 σ. Similarly + − − is also allowed at a 1 σ
level.

In case of T2K, the best-fit point is explained by the
− − − case, with the expected νe (ν̄e) events being 108
(19), compared to the observed event number 107 (15).
However, there is a near degenerate best-fit at + − +
with the expected νe (ν̄e) events being 115 (17). At the
standard best-fit point +++, the expected 133 νe events
is much higher than the observed 107 events, but the
proximity of 21 expected ν̄e events to the 19 observed
events makes it allowed at 1 σ. Similarly, − + + is also
allowed at 1 σ.

A detailed discussion on the effect of α00 and α10 on os-
cillation probabilities and electron and positron appear-
ance event numbers has been performed and is presented
in Appendix C. From the discussion in Appendix C, we
can conclude that it would be unwise to say that α00

can resolve the tension. However, the tension can be re-
solved with non-unitary mixing due to α10. We analysed
the data with non-unitary mixing due to α11 as well and
found that the result remain the same as the unitary
mixing case.

Future sensitivity: We have computed the sensitiv-
ity of α00 and α10 in the form of contour plots assuming
α10 as the true parameter value. We have considered a
combination of future NOνA results with 13.305 × 1021

(6.25 × 1021) POTs collected for a ν (ν̄) run along with
future T2K results with 9.85× 1021 (8.15× 1021) POTs
collected for a ν (ν̄) run. We have also separately con-
sidered DUNE with a ν and ν̄ run, each corresponding
to 5.5× 1021 POTs collected. We have presented the re-
sult in the form of contour plots in fig. 3 with true values
|α10| on the x-axis and the test values of |α10| and α00

on the y-axis. To generate these plots, we fixed the true
values of standard oscillation parameters at their current
global best-fit values given in ref. [16]. The true values
of |α10| have been varied in the range [0 : 0.1], with true
φ10 = 0. For test parameters, we varied δCP in its com-
plete range, while sin2 θ23 and |∆31| have been varied in
their current 3σ range given in ref. [16]. Other standard
parameters’ test values have been fixed to their best-fit
values. For non-unitary parameters, we varied the test
values of |α10| in the range [0 : 0.1] and test values of
φ10 in the range [−180◦ : 180◦]. We marginalised the
∆χ2 over all the test parameters except |α10|. When α00

is the test parameter, we varied it in the range [0.7 : 1]
and marginalised ∆χ2 over the standard test parame-
ters. It can be seen from fig. 3 that when non-unitary
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FIG. 2. ∆χ2 as a function of individual non-unitary parameters
for 2024 long baseline data.

mixing arises due to α10, and when true and test hi-
erarchies are the same, the test values of |α10| can be
ruled out at 1 σ outside the range of the true values
within a ±0.03 uncertainty by the combination of future
NOνA and T2K data. A future DUNE run can exclude
the test values of |α10| outside the range of true value
within a ±0.01 uncertainty. When true and test hierar-
chies are opposite, then the combination of NOνA and
T2K rules out regions outside 0 ≤ α10(true) ≤ 0.025
(0.045 < α10(true) ≤ 0.1) and 0 ≤ α10(test) ≤ 0.063
(0 < α10(test) ≤ 0.06) for NH true-IH test (IH true-
NH test) at 3 σ C.L. DUNE rules out the wrong hier-
archy at a 3 σ level. When true and test hierarchies
are the same, the combination of a NOνA and T2K fu-
ture run allows for a very small region corresponding to
0 ≤ |α10|(true) ≤ 0.025 (0 ≤ |α10|(true) ≤ 0.045) and
0.92 ≤ α00(test) ≤ 1 (0.87 ≤ α00(test) ≤ 1) at 1 σ
(3 σ) C.L. The future DUNE run allows for a tiny re-
gion close to |α10|(true) = 0 and α00(test) = 1 at a 1 σ
C.L. At 3 σ, DUNE allows for 0 ≤ |α10|(true) ≤ 0.03
and test 0.95 ≤ α00(test) ≤ 1. When NH is the true
hierarchy, the future combination of NOνA and T2K re-
sults, as well as DUNE can rule out an IH test at 3 σ
level, for a α00(test). When IH is the true hierarchy,
the combination of NOνA and T2K results rule out the
NH test outside the range 0 ≤ |α10|(true) ≤ 0.04 and
0.95 ≤ α00(test) ≤ 1 at 3 σ. DUNE rules out the NH test
completely at 3 σ.
Conclusion: The tension between NOνA and T2K
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FIG. 3. Sensitivity of |α10| and α00 assuming α10 as the true
parameter for future combination of NOνA and T2K, and DUNE.

arises from the νe appearance channel. NOνA observed
a moderate excess in its electron appearance event num-
bered compared to the expected event numbers for the

benchmark parameter values, namely vacuum oscilla-
tion, θ23 maximal and δCP = 0. This moderate ex-
cess can be accommodated with the combination of NH,
θ23 in HO, 0 < δCP < 180◦ and IH, θ23 in HO, and
−180◦ < δCP < 0. On the other hand, T2K observes
a large excess in the observed electron event numbers,
compared to the benchmark point. This large excess
can only be accommodated with δCP firmly anchored
around −90◦. This gives rise to the tension at NH. A
combination of the two experiments prefers IH over NH.
When non-unitary mixing is introduced through α00, the
νµ → νe and ν̄µ → ν̄e oscillation probabilities face a
suppression for all of the combinations of standard os-
cillation parameter values. This suppression makes NH,
θ23 in HO and −180◦ < δCP < 0 a viable explanation
for the NOνA results, making its allowed region on the
sin2 θ23 − δCP plane overlap with that of T2K for NH.
However, because of this suppression, non-unitary mix-
ing cannot account for the large excess in T2K νe ap-
pearance event number, and hence T2K strongly prefers
unitary mixing. In the case of α10 being the reason for
non-unitary mixing, the νe appearance events of both the
experiments see a boost (suppression) for δCP = −90◦

(90◦) for both the hierarchies and octants of θ23. Thus,
in this case, θ23 in LO becomes a viable solution for
both experiments. In this case, both experiments have
large overlap between the allowed regions at 1 σ on the
sin2 θ23 − δCP plane. Both experiment have a preference
for non-unitary mixing with best-fit point at |α10| = 0.06
for NH. α11 does not have any effect on the results of
NOνA and T2K. The future run of NOνA and T2K have
good potential to rule out the wrong values of |α10| as
well as α00 if non-unitary mixing arises due to α10. The
sensitivity is improved by future DUNE data.
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Appendix A: Analysis details

The T2K experiment [17] uses the νµ beam from the
J-PARC accelerator at Tokai and the water Cerenkov
detector at Super-Kamiokande, which is 295 km away
from the source. The detector is situated 2.5◦ off-axis.
The flux peaks at 0.7 GeV, which is also close to the first
oscillation maximum. T2K started taking data in 2009
and up until 2020 released results [6, 7] corresponding to
1.97 × 1021 (1.63 × 1021) protons on target (POTs) in
neutrino (anti-neutrino) mode.

The NOνA detector [18] is a 14 kt totally active scin-
tillator detector (TASD), placed 810 km away from the
neutrino source at Fermilab, situated 0.8◦ off-axis with
respect to the NuMI beam. The flux peaks at 2 GeV,
close to the oscillation maxima at 1.4 GeV (1.8 GeV)
for NH (IH). NOνA started taking data in 2014 and as
of the 2024 data release [4], has collected 2.661 × 1021

(1.250×1021) POTss, for neutrino (anti-neutrino) mode.

Since the T2K data are from 2020, in order to an-
alyze the data from both of the experiments, we have
used the 2019 global-best fit values for standard oscilla-
tion parameters [19]. We have fixed ∆21 and θ12 to their
best-fit values. The values of sin2 θ13, sin

2 θ23 and ∆3l,
with l = 1 (2) for NH (IH) have been varied in their
3 σ range. δCP has been varied in its complete range
[−180◦ : 180◦]. Among the non-unitary parameters, α00

and α11 have been varied within the range [0.7 : 1.0],
while |α10| has been varied within the range [0 : 0.3], and
φ10 has been allowed to take on any value [−180◦ : 180◦].
We have chosen these ranges to cover the 3 σ regions
given in ref. [9]. We have used GLoBES [20] to calcu-
late the theoretical event rates as well as the χ2 between
theoretical event rates and experimental data. To do so,
we fixed the bin based detector efficiencies by matching
with the simulated event numbers provided by NOνA [4]
and T2K collaborations [6, 7]. For energy resolution, we
used a Gaussian function

Rc(E,E′) =
1√
2π

e
−

(E−E′)2

2σ2(E) , (A1)

where E′ is the reconstructed energy. The energy reso-
lution function is given by

σ(E) = αE + β
√
E + γ, (A2)

where α = 0, β = 0.075, γ = 0.05 for T2K. For NOνA,
however, we used α = 0.11 (0.09), β = γ = 0 for νe (νµ)
events. For systematics uncertainty, we have used 5%
energy calibration and flux normalization backgrounds
for both of the experiments. The experimental event
rates have been taken from ref. [6, 7] for T2K, and [4]
for NOνA.

Appendix B: Analysis of NOνA and T2K data with

unitary mixing scheme

In this section, we present the analysis, with standard
unitary mixing scheme, of NOνA and T2K latest data.
From fig. 4, it can be seen that the best-fit points of the
two experiments are far apart from each other. There
are no overlaps between the 1 σ allowed regions of the two
experiments for NH. Both experiments have their best-fit
points at NH. However, T2K has a near degenerate best-
fit point at IH. The combined analysis prefers IH over
NH. Only a small area near the δCP conserving values at
NH are allowed at 1 σ.
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FIG. 4. Allowed regions in the sin2 θ23−δCP plane for NOνA and
T2K after analysing the data with standard unitary mixing. The
left (right) panel is for NH (IH). The red (blue) line indicates
NOνA (T2K), and the black line indicates the combined data. The
solid (dotted) lines indicate the boundaries of the 1σ (3σ) allowed
regions.

Appendix C: Oscillation probabilities and event

numbers of NOνA and T2K

In this section, we will discuss the effect of non-unitary
mixing due to α00 and α10 on oscillation probabilities Pµe

and Pµ̄ē as well as the νe and ν̄e event numbers. In figs. 5,
we have shown the oscillation probabilities Pµe and Pµ̄ē

as a function of neutrino energy in the left and right pan-
els respectively for different hierarchy and δCP values and
for both unitary and non-unitary mixing due to α00. The
top (bottom) panel shows the oscillation probabilities for
NOνA (T2K). Other parameter values have been fixed at
the best-fit point of the combined analysis of NOνA and
T2K. As we can see that both Pµe and Pµ̄ē get a strong
suppression in case of non-unitary mixing effect due to
α00 for all the different hierarchy combinations. This is
true for both the experiments.
In fig. 6, we have shown Pµe and Pµ̄ē as a function of

energy for NOνA experiment and for different hierarchy-
δCP combinations. The left (right) panels are for neutrino
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FIG. 5. νµ → νe (left panel) and ν̄µ → ν̄e (right panel) oscillation
probability as a function of energy with different hierarchy-δCP

combinations for standard oscillation and non-unitary mixing due
to α00. The oscillation parameter values including α00 are fixed to
the combined best-fit values of NOνA and T2K. The top (bottom)
panel represents oscillation probabilities for NOνA (T2K).

(anti-neutrino), and the top (bottom) panels are for θ23
in HO (LO). We have used sin2 θ23 = 0.57 and 0.43 for
HO and LO respectively. Other parameters including
|α10| and φ10 have been fixed at the combined best-fit
points of NOνA and T2K. As can be seen, in case of
non-unitary mixing due to α10, both Pµe and Pµ̄ē gets a
slight boost at the oscillation peak energy compared to
probabilities due to standard unitary mixing. However,
for NH-δCP = 90◦ and IH-δCP = −90◦, Pµe gets a mod-
erate suppression after the oscillation maximum energy
compared to the oscillation probabilities due to unitary
mixing. In case of anti-neutrino, this suppression after
the oscillation maximum energy takes place in case of
NH-δCP = −90◦. This feature remains same for both
the octants of θ23. In fig. 7, we have shown the similar
probability plots for T2K experiment, and we can see the
similar features for T2K as well.

In the next step, we have shown the change in expected
total (signal+background) event numbers for νe and ν̄e
appearance due to the change in oscillation parameters
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FIG. 6. νµ → νe (left panel) and ν̄µ → ν̄e (right panel) oscilla-
tion probability as a function of energy with different hierarchy-
δCP combinations for standard oscillation and non-unitary mixing
due to α10 for the NOνA experiment. The oscillation parameter
values including |α10| are fixed to the combined best-fit values of
NOνA and T2K. For NH (IH), φ10 = 120◦ (60◦). The left (right)
panels are for neutrino (anti-neutrino) probabilities, and the top
(bottom) panels are for θ23 in HO (LO). For HO (LO), we have
used sin2 θ23 = 0.57 (0.43).

from the benchmark parameter values of vacuum oscil-
lation, sin2 θ23 = 0.5 and δCP = 0- labeled as 000. In
table I, we can see that at the benchmark point 000,
the expected event numbers for the current NOνA POTs
are 170 for νe appearance and 33 for ν̄e events in case
of unitary mixing. The observed event numbers are 181
and 33. Therefore, for standard unitary mixing, 000 is a
good solution for ν̄e appearance. However, it cannot pro-
vide a solution for νe appearance events. In case of non-
unitary mixing due to α00 (α10), because of the suppres-
sion (boost) in the oscillation probabilities as explained
before, the expected number of νe and ν̄e events are 126
(198) and 24 (35) respectively. Hence, in case of α10, 000
provides a solution within 1 σ for both νe and ν̄e events.
But 000 cannot provide a solution for either cases when
non-unitary mixing arises from α00. In table I, the ex-
pected event numbers with non-unitary mixing due to
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FIG. 7. νµ → νe (left panel) and ν̄µ → ν̄e (right panel) oscilla-
tion probability as a function of energy with different hierarchy-
δCP combinations for standard oscillation and non-unitary mixing
due to α10 for the T2K experiment. The oscillation parameter
values including |α10| are fixed to the combined best-fit values of
NOνA and T2K. For NH (IH), φ10 = 120◦ (60◦). The left (right)
panels are for neutrino (anti-neutrino) probabilities, and the top
(bottom) panels are for θ23 in HO (LO). For HO (LO), we have
used sin2 θ23 = 0.57 (0.43).

α00 (α10) are given inside parenthesis (square bracket).
Next, we changed one parameter at a time and calculated
the expected total νe and ν̄e event numbers for each case.
Following the formalism in the main text, we can see that
in case of unitary mixing, the closest solution for νe ap-
pearance events are + + − and − + +. Due to the lack
of statistics, every possible parameter combination, ex-
cept + − + and − + −, can provide a solution for ν̄e
appearance events at 1 σ for unitary mixing. These two
exceptions account for the minimum and maximum ex-
pected ν̄e event numbers for NOνA in case of unitary
mixing. When, non-unitary is introduced through α00

and the oscillation probabilities Pµe and Pµ̄ē get a large
suppression for all the parameter combinations, the best
solution for νe appearance event number is provided by
+ + + with expected event number 167 for α00 = 0.79.
However, at this point, the expected ν̄e event number is

21, which is much less than the observed ν̄e event number
21. The possible solution for ν̄e event number in case of
non-unitary mixing due to α00 are: ++−, −++, −+−,
and − −−. However, for the last two parameter combi-
nations: − + − and − − −, the expected number of νe
event numbers are much less compared to the observed
ones. Hence the analysis of neutrino and anti-neutrino
appearance events at NOνA, along with the disappear-
ance events, the 1 σ allowed regions include +++, ++−,
and −++.

In case of non-unitary mixing due to α10, the expected
νe and ν̄e appearance events get a boost (suppression) for
δCP = −90◦ (90◦) compared to those for unitary mixing
for both the hierarchies and octants. At the benchmark
point 000, also both Pµe and Pµ̄ē get a boost from non-
unitary mixing, making the expected νe and ν̄e events
at 000 as 198 and 35 respectively. Thus, 000 provides
a solution at 1 σ for both νe and ν̄e appearance events.
The other possible solutions at 1 σ for νe are + +− and
−−+. In case of anti-neutrino, all the parameter combi-
nations, except − + +, provide the possible solutions at
1 σ. analysing both νe and ν̄e appearance data, along
with the disappearance data, 1 σ allowed regions are:
+ + +, + + −, + − −, + − 0, and − − +. A small
region in − + + is also allowed at 1 σ for 2 degrees of
freedom.

In case of T2K, as can be seen in table II, the expected
number of events at 000 are 79 and 19 respectively for
νe and ν̄e appearance. The observed number of events
for these two are 107 and 15 respectively. Thus, T2K
observed a large (moderate) boost (suppression) in ob-
served νe (ν̄e) events compared to the expectation at the
benchmark point. This large boost at T2K can only be
accommodated by unitary mixing, when δCP is firmly
anchored around δCP = −90◦. Hence the best possible
solution is provided by + + +. − + + can also provide
a solution allowed at 1 σ. In case of non-unitary mixing
from α00, due to the suppression to oscillation proba-
bility, none of the parameter combinations can provide
any good solution. Hence, T2K strongly prefers unitary
mixing as shown in the top panel of fig. 2. When non-
unitary mixing arises due to α10, the expected νe appear-
ance event number at 000 is 92. Thus 000 is a possible
solution at 1 σ. The best possible solutions are at + + 0
−−+ with 107 and 108 expected event numbers respec-
tively. This is also a possible solution for νe appearance
event at NOνA. The other possible solutions are +00 and
+ − +. For anti-neutrino, every parameter combination
is allowed at 1 σ. Thus the analysis of total data prefers
− −+ as the new best-fit point. The allowed regions at
1 σ consist of −++, +−+, + ++, and + + 0.

In the next step, we have emphasized our results with
bi-event plots in fig. 8. For this, we calculated the ex-
pected νe and ν̄e event numbers (signal+background) for
the current POTs of NOνA and T2K. To do this, we var-
ied δCP in the range [−180◦ : 180◦]. All other oscillation
parameters have been fixed at the NH best-fit point of the
combined analysis. In this case, the ν̄e vs νe plot takes el-
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liptical shape. In fig. 8, the left and right panel show the
bi-event plots for NOνA and T2K respectively. The black
ellipses indicate standard unitary mixing scheme, while
the blue (red) ellipses indicate non-unitary mixing due to
α00 (α10). The best-fit points indicated on the plots are
the combined best-fit points. We can see that in case of
α00, the bi-event plots for both NOνA and T2K go far-
ther away from the observed event numbers. However,
for NOνA the expected νe event number at the combined
best-fit point in case of non-unitary mixing due to α00 is
closer to the observed νe event number. For T2K, at
the combined best-fit point, the expected event numbers
for both νe and ν̄e are farther away from the observed
event number, compared to the standard case. In the
case of α10, some parts of the bi-event ellipses for both
the experiments are closer to the observed event num-
bers, in comparison to the standard unitary case. Also,
at the combined best-fit point, in case of NOνA (T2K),
the expected νe (both νe and ν̄e) event numbers are closer
to the observed event numbers than they are for unitary
mixing scheme. The above discussion further emphasizes
our conclusion that the tension can be resolved if there
is non-unitary mixing due to α10.

Hierarchy-sin2 θ23-δCP Label νe Appearance ν̄e Appearance
events events

Vacuum-0.5-0 000 170.18(125.95) 32.97(23.74)
[197.65] [34.77]

NH-0.5-0 +00 194.11(137.64) 28.72(21.67)
[225.90] [30.87]

NH-0.57-0 + + 0 216.40(152.78) 32.01(24.08)
[249.16] [34.26]

NH-0.43-0 +− 0 186.65(137.37) 27.78(21.59)
[217.25] [29.82]

NH-0.57-−90◦ +++ 240.50(167.14) 27.05(20.94)
[268.88] [32.17]

NH-0.57-+90◦ ++− 183.98(132.78) 34.98(26.02)
[165.16] [30.52]

NH-0.43-−90◦ +−+ 210.43(151.51) 22.84(18.14)
[239.25] [27.70]

NH-0.43-+90◦ +−− 153.91(117.15) 30.77(23.53)
[136.89] [26.47]

IH-0.57-−90◦ −++ 182.61(146.77) 34.94(26.36)
[216.10] [44.50]

IH-0.43-−90◦ −−+ 163.56(134.26) 28.97(22.63)
[197.14] [37.52]

IH-0.57-+90◦ −+− 138.47(115.57) 44.92(33.14)
[121.64] [35.37]

IH-0.43-+90◦ −−− 119.42(103.07) 38.96(29.41)
[104.42] [30.35]

TABLE I. Expected νe and ν̄e appearance events of NOνA for
2.661×1021 (1.25×1021) POTs in ν (ν̄) mode and for different
combinations of the unknown parameter values for unitary
mixing and non-unitary mixing. The expected event numbers
for non-unitary mixing due to α00 = 0.79 (0.83) for NH (IH)
have been given inside (). The expected event numbers for
non-unitary mixing due to |α10| = 0.03 (0.04) and φ10 = 120◦

(60◦) for NH (IH) have been given inside []. The observed
numbers of νe and ν̄e events are 181 and 32 respectively.

Hierarchy-sin2 θ23-δCP Label νe Appearance ν̄e Appearance
events events

Vacuum-0.5-0 000 79.43(57.10) 19.04(14.04)
[91.67] [20.71]

NH-0.5-0 +00 84.86(59.80) 18.27(13.66)
[97.87] [19.97]

NH-0.57-0 + + 0 93.77(65.37) 19.85(14.36)
[107.21] [21.70]

NH-0.43-0 +− 0 76.91(55.17) 16.69(12.66)
[89.44] [18.20]

NH-0.57-−90◦ +++ 113.32(77.39) 17.55(13.21)
[132.79] [20.46]

NH-0.57-+90◦ ++− 77.42(55.20) 22.20(16.16)
[66.08] [19.22]

NH-0.43-−90◦ +−+ 96.45(67.19) 14.39(11.20)
[114.47] [16.88]

NH-0.43-+90◦ +−− 60.55(45.00) 19.04(14.16)
[51.55] [16.36]

IH-0.57-−90◦ −++ 98.87(75.28) 19.15(14.88)
[123.25] [23.73]

IH-0.43-−90◦ −−+ 85.50(65.71) 15.10(12.40)
[107.82] [19.36]

IH-0.57-+90◦ −+− 66.25(52.60) 24.56(18.57)
[54.32] [19.99]

IH-0.43-+90◦ −−− 52.48(43.02) 20.91(16.08)
[43.30] [16.91]

TABLE II. Expected νe and ν̄e appearance events of T2K
for 1.97 × 1021 (1.63 × 1021) POTs in ν (ν̄) mode and for
different combinations of the unknown parameter values for
unitary mixing and non-unitary mixing. The expected event
numbers for non-unitary mixing due to α00 = 0.79 (0.83)
for NH (IH) have been given inside (). The expected event
numbers for non-unitary mixing due to |α10| = 0.03 (0.04)
and φ10 = 120◦ (60◦) for NH (IH) have been given inside [].
The observed numbers of νe and ν̄e events are 107 and 15
respectively.
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FIG. 8. Bi-event plots for NOνA (left) and T2K (right). δCP has
been varied in the range [−180◦ : 180◦]. All other parameters have
been fixed at the best-fit values for NH of the combined analysis.
The black ellipse marks the case for Standard unitary mixing, while
the blue (red) ellipse signifies the non-unitary mixing due to α00

(α10). The indicated best-fit points on the plot denote the best-fit
point of the combined analysis.


