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Astrophysical neutrinos with energy in the TeV-PeV range traverse megaparsecs (Mpc) to giga-
parsecs (Gpc) scale distances before they reach the Earth. Tiny physics effects that get accumulated
over these large propagation paths during their journey may become observable at the detector. If
there is some new interaction between neutrinos and the background matter, that can potentially
affect the propagation of the astrophysical neutrinos. One such possible case is the flavor-dependent
long-range interaction of neutrinos, which can affect the standard neutrino flavor transition, mod-
ifying the flavor composition of the astrophysical neutrinos at Earth. Using the present-day and
future projection of the flavor-composition measurements of IceCube and IceCube-Gen2 along with
the present and future measurement of the oscillation parameters, we explore the sensitivity of these
experiments to probe long-range neutrino interaction with matter.

(presented by Sudipta Das)

I. INTRODUCTION

High-energy astrophysical neutrinos offer exceptional
opportunities to probe fundamental physics. Generated
within the intense, high-energy environments of galac-
tic and extra-galactic sources, these neutrinos traverse
distances of the order of gigaparsecs before arriving at
Earth. Due to their high energy and large propaga-
tion distance, minute physics effects can accumulate dur-
ing their propagation and become detectable by neutrino
telescopes at Earth.

In this work, we explore the possible flavor-dependent
long-range interaction (LRI) of neutrinos with the matter
in the local and distant Universe [1–3]. This interaction
can occur within the framework of U(1)′ extensions of the
Standard Model (SM) gauge group. These models nec-
essarily introduce a new neutral gauge boson Z ′, which,
if ultra-light, mediates the long-range interaction of neu-
trinos. The presence of LRI in Nature would influence
the flavor fraction of astrophysical neutrinos reaching the
Earth. We discuss how neutrino flavor composition mea-
surements in IceCube and projected measurements in
the IceCube-Gen2 can probe various possible scenarios
of LRI. Note that a part of the results discussed in this
article are already discussed in ref. [4].

II. NEUTRINO-MATTER INTERACTIONS IN
U(1)′ MODELS

In the SM framework, neutrinos interact with ordi-
nary matter particles via W boson-mediated charge-
current (CC) interactions and Z boson-mediated neutral-
current (NC) interactions. However, a new neutrino-

matter interactions is possible in various beyond the
Standard Model (BSM) proposals. In this work, we dis-
cuss one such possibility, the gauged U(1)′ models, which
may introduce long-range interactions of astrophysical
neutrinos.
The SM extension with a new U(1)′ gauge group in-

troduces a new neutral gauge boson, Z ′, that mediates
the interaction between neutrinos and ordinary matter
fermions (e, u, and d) naturally. The relevant terms in
the interaction Lagrangian are

Lmatter
Z′ = −g′

(
au ūγ

αu+ ad d̄γ
αd+ ae ēγ

αe

+ be ν̄eγ
αPLνe + bµ ν̄µγ

αPLνµ + bτ ν̄τγ
αPLντ

)
Z ′
α , (1)

where ae,u,d and be,µ,τ are the U(1)′ charges associated
with the matter fermions and neutrinos, respectively,
whose values depend on the symmetry of the new U(1)′

gauge group. However, an arbitrary symmetry of the
U(1)′ group may lead to anomalies in the model and
certain combinations of baryon and lepton number sym-
meteries are anomaly free. In this work, we consider
some anomaly-free models involving only lepton num-
bers. In Table I, we list them along with the associ-
ated U(1)′ charges for ordinary fermions and neutrinos.
The new neutrino-matter interaction potential that arises
from these models has the form

V f
αβ = δαβ af bα V0 , (2)

where V0 is the strength of the interaction potential, a
function of coupling strength g′ and mass of Z ′, denoted
by m′

Z .
Note that a sub-leading component of the new interac-

tion potential may arise from the mixing between Z ′ and
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Model au ad ae be bµ bτ

L− 3Lµ 0 0 1 1 −2 1

L− 3Lτ 0 0 1 1 1 −2

Le − Lµ 0 0 1 1 −1 0

Le − Lτ 0 0 1 1 0 −1

TABLE I. List of anomaly-free symmetries for the U(1)′ gauge
group. The parameters al and bl (l = e, µ, τ) are the U(1)′

charges associated with the each fermion and neutrino, re-
spectively. In these models, L = Le + Lµ + Lτ .

the SM gauge boson Z [4–6]. However, in this work, we
only consider the interactions at the tree-level mediated
solely by Z ′.

III. LONG-RANGE INTERACTIONS OF
ASTROPHYSICAL NEUTRINOS

Astrophysical neutrinos undergo flavor oscillations
while propagating from the source to the Earth, which
modifies the fraction of each flavor in the neutrino flux
that reaches Earth, i.e., the flavor composition. In gen-
eral, these neutrinos propagate in vacuum. In such a sce-
nario, the neutrino flavor transition probability is given
by Pαβ =

∑
i=1,2,3 |Uαi|2|Uβi|2, where Uαi and Uβi are

the elements of the standard three-neutrino PMNS mix-
ing matrix. Note that, in this expression, the effect of the
mass-squared difference is averaged out as L/E >> 1,
where L is the propagation distance and E is the neu-
trino energy. Present measurements of the neutrino mix-
ing parameters allow us to estimate the flavor composi-
tion at Earth, f⊕ = (fe,⊕, fµ,⊕, fτ,⊕), for a known flavor
composition at source fS = (fe,S , fµ,S , fτ,S),

fβ,⊕ =
∑

α=e,µ,τ

Pβαfα,S . (3)

This work considers the pion decay scenario as the neu-
trino production mechanism at the source, where pions
are produced from the collision of high-energy protons
with background protons or photons. Produced pions
decay to produce one νµ or ν̄µ and µ+ or µ−, which fur-
ther decay to produce one ν̄µ or νµ and one νe or ν̄e,
along with an e+ or e−. Overall, the flavor composition
at the source becomes (1/3 : 2/3 : 0). In this case, fla-
vor composition at the Earth calculated using eq. (1) is
around f⊕ ≈ (1 : 1 : 1).
As mentioned earlier, the presence of a possible

neutrino-matter LRI with sufficient strength may influ-
ence the neutrino flavor composition at Earth, and such
interaction may arise from gauged U(1)′ models in the
ultralight mass limit of Z ′. The interaction range, in
this case, is inversely proportional to m′

Z . As a result,
the interaction can be sourced by the matter particles
inside distant astrophysical bodies that fall within the
interaction range. For a neutrino propagating through

the universe, the strength of the potential due to the Z ′-
mediated interaction (as defined in eq. (2)) is given by

V0 = g′2
e−m′

Zs

4πs
×Nf , (4)

where s denotes the distance between the neutrino and
the source particle, and Nf is the number density of the
fermion f . For a neutrino at the surface of the Earth,
the interaction potential can be sourced by the fermions
from the Earth (⊕), the Moon ($), the Sun (⊙), the
Milkiway (MW), and cosmological fermions, depending
on the value of m′

Z . The smaller the mass of m′
Z would

lead to longer interaction range. The total interaction
potential is the sum of all contributions from all the ce-
lestial bodies, i.e. VLRI = V ⊕+V$+V⊙+V MW+⟨V cos⟩.
where, in the last term, we average over the redshift z.
To calculate potential from each of the celestial bodies,
we follow the formalism as discussed in refs. [4, 7].
In the presence of LRI, the neutrino propagation

Hamiltonian can be written as

H = Hvac +Vmat +VLRI . (5)

The first term, Hvac = U · diag(0, ∆m2
21

2E ,
∆m2

31

2E ) · U†, is
the usual neutrino Hamiltonian in vacuum, where U de-
notes thr neutrino mixing matrix, and ∆m2

ij are neu-
trino mass-squared differences. The contribution from
the standard neutrino-matter interaction comes from
Vmat = diag(VCC, 0, 0), where VCC is the standard mat-
ter potential due to the CC interaction. The last term
VLRI in eq. (5) brings in the effect of the new LRI, whose
elements are defined in eq. (2), suggesting that the ma-
trix is diagonal. The structure of the VLRI sourced by
the electrons for the four U(1)′ models that we consider
in this work are:

V
(L−3Lµ)
LRI =

0 0 0
0 3V 0
0 0 0

 , V
(L−3Lτ )
LRI =

0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 3V

 ,

(6)

V
(Le−Lµ)
LRI =

V 0 0
0 −V 0
0 0 0

 ,V
(Le−Lτ )
LRI =

V 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 −V

 .

We calculate the flavor transition probabilities by di-
agonalizing the Hamiltonian defined in eq. (5). We use

the expression P̄αβ =
∑3

i=1 |Um
αi|2|Um

βi |2 for the oscilla-
tion probabilities in the presence of LRI, where Um is
the new mixing matrix that diagonalizes Htot. Now, we
estimate the flavor composition at Earth using eq.( 3)
using the pion decay scenario at the source. For our cal-
culation, we use the value of the oscillation parameters
from refs. [8, 9], in their 1σ allowed ranges.

In figure 1, we show the neutrino flavor composition
at Earth for a constant neutrino energy E = 100 TeV in
the presence of LRI for the four models listed in table I.
The strength of the interaction potential is varied in the
range [10−22, 10−16] eV, relevant for our analysis. We
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FIG. 1. Neutrino flavor composition at Earth as a function of LRI potential induced by all the anomaly-free models considered in
this work. In the left (right) panel, the two bands correspond to L−3Lµ and Le−Lτ (L−3Lτ and Le−Lµ), as labelled in the plot.
To compute the flavor composition at Earth (see eq. (3)), we use the value of oscillation parameters from refs. [8, 9], in their 1σ
allowed ranges for normal mass ordering (NMO). We use constant neutrino energy E = 100 TeV. The two contours correspond
to the flavor composition estimated/projected from IceCube 8 years of high-energy starting events (HESE)+ through-going
muons, and IceCube+ IceCube-Gen2 with a total of 25 years of exposure, respectively.

observe that in the limit (Vαβ << ∆m2
21/2E), the effect

of LRI is negligible and the expected f⊕ stays near stan-
dard expectation i.e., (1:1:1). However, as the strength
of Vαβ starts to increase, for all the models, the flavor
composition at Earth starts to deviate from the stan-
dard expectation. In the limit (Vαβ >> ∆m2

21/2E), the
contribution from the LRI potential dominates, oscilla-
tions get suppressed, and the flavor composition at Earth
tends to remain in its initial ratio, i.e. (1/3 : 2/3 : 0).
Note that for L−3Lµ case, the flavor ratio at Earth does
not exactly saturate to the initial ratio. It happens be-
cause the flavor transition probabilities do not attain the
extreme values, i.e. 0 or 1, even for the large value of
LRI potential.

IV. SIMULATION DETAILS

We contrast the calculated flavor compositions at
Earth with estimated/projected flavor compositions as
measured by various neutrino telescopes (shown by the
contours in figure 1). First, we consider IceCube fla-
vor composition estimates with 8 years of HESE and
through-going muons [10]. For our future projections,
we consider 15 years of IceCube HESE+ through-going
muon data and 10 years of IceCube-Gen2 [11]. Since this
detector does not distinguish between neutrinos and an-
tineutrinos, we average the flavor composition calculated
using eq. (3), over neutrino and antineutrino modes, i.e.

f⊕ = f⊕(ν)+f⊕(ν̄)
2 . Also, we average the computed fla-

vor composition over neutrino energies in the range of
25 TeV to 2.8 PeV, where IceCube flavor measurements
satisfy an unbroken power law [12]. For the oscillation
parameters, we consider the present 1σ allowed ranges
on the neutrino mass-mixing parameters from ref. [8, 9],
as well as the future improvements from DUNE, T2HK,
and JUNO.
We compute the posterior probability distribution of

the LRI potential for each model, which is defined as

P (Vαβ) =

∫
dϑϑϑL (⟨fff⊕ (Vαβ ,ϑϑϑ)⟩)π(ϑϑϑ)π (Vαβ) , (7)

where L (⟨fff⊕ (Vαβ ,ϑϑϑ)⟩) is the likelihood of having the
measured flavor composition ⟨fff⊕⟩. π(ϑϑϑ) is the priors
on the oscillation parameters ϑϑϑ ≡ (θ12, θ23, θ13, δCP),
for which we use Gaussian priors which are centered
at their best-fit values as given in ref. [8, 9], assum-
ing normal mass ordering (NMO) of neutrino. For the
prior on Vαβ , π(Vαβ), we use uniform priors in the range
[10−24, 10−16] eV. After computing the posterior prob-
ability distribution, we compute the upper limit of the
long-range potential for each U(1)′ model at 95% confi-
dence level (C.L.).

V. RESULTS

In table II, we list the upper limit on the LRI potential
at 95% C.L. for each model. We observe that the addi-
tion of the projected measurements from IceCube-Gen2
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FIG. 2. 95% C.L. limits on the coupling strength of the LRI arising from gauged U(1)′ models with various anomaly-free
symmetries as a function of mass of Z′. The left panel shows estimated limits from IceCube with the 8 years of HESE+through
going muon sample, while the right panel corresponds to the projected 10 years of IceCube-Gen2 event sample along with 15
years of IceCube projected data. For comparison, we also show the existing limits on long-range interactions from a global fit
of oscillation data [13], atmospheric neutrinos [1], solar and reactor neutrinos [2], and non-standard interactions (NSI) [14–16].
Also, we show the indirect limits from black-hole superradiance (90% C.L.) [17] and the weak gravity conjecture [18], assuming
a lightest neutrino mass of 0.01 eV.

Models
Upper limit (95% C.L.) on potential [10−19 eV]

IC 8 yr IC 15 yr + Gen2 10 yr
L− 3Lµ 3.20 1.19
L− 3Lτ 3.11 1.11
Le − Lµ 4.41 1.69
Le − Lτ 1.79 0.731

TABLE II. 95 % C.L. upper limits on the LRI potential arising
from the anomaly-free U(1)′ models considered in this work.

with 8 years of IceCube estimates leads to a significant
improvement in the results.

Now, in figure 2, we plot the limits mentioned in ta-
ble II in the (g′-m′

Z) plane. We use eq.( 4) to plot the
contours for various U(1)′ symmetries as shown by col-
ored lines. The step-like behavior in each of the models
at particular values of the m′

Z is due to the inclusion of
the contribution from electrons inside the celestial bodies
like the Sun, the galactic center where matter density is
high, and when the interaction length reaches the causal
horizon.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This work explores the possible impact of flavor-
dependent neutrino-matter long-range interactions (LRI)
on the flavor composition of astrophysical neutrinos at
Earth. We test U(1)′ models with a selection of anomaly-
free symmetries, which may induce these LRI. We use
flavor-composition estimates from IceCube and also fu-
ture projections from IceCube-Gen2 to place limits on
LRI. IceCube estimates put stringent constraints on the
U(1)′ models considered in this work, improving over the
existing limits. Our IceCube-Gen2 projections further
improve these results, approximately by a factor of two.
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