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NASA’s New Horizon observations yielded the most accurate measurement of the cosmic optical
background (COB) intensity. The reported COB flux is 16.37±1.47 nW/m2/sr at a pivot wavelength
λpiv = 0.608µm observed in the range 0.4µm ≲ λ ≲ 0.9µm. After subtracting the measured
intensity from the deep Hubble space telescope count, an anomalous excess flux 8.06±1.92 nW/m2/sr
has been found. This observation could hint toward decaying dark matter producing photons. In
this work, we have considered sterile neutrinos of the keV scale as well as the eV scale decaying via
sterile-to-sterile transition magnetic dipole moment and active-to-sterile transition magnetic dipole
moment, respectively, to explain anomalous flux. The sterile neutrinos with a mass of O(keV) with
transition magnetic moment in the range 3×10−14 µB−10−13 µB , and mass of O(eV) with transition
magnetic moment in the range 3.33×10−13 µB −10−12 µB can successfully account for the observed
anomalous intensity.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Line-intensity mapping (LIM) is an observational
method for extragalactic astronomy and cosmology that
measures the integrated intensity of spectral lines emit-
ted from galaxies and the intergalactic medium at a
specific observed frequency [1, 2]. Since LIM experi-
ments capture information from all incoming photons,
they have the potential to detect electromagnetic ra-
diation produced by dark matter decays directly. For
instance, in Ref. [3], authors have derived a stringent
upper bound on the axion-photon coupling strength by
searching for optical line emission produced from decay-
ing axions. In Ref. [4], authors have shown that pho-
tons produced from decaying axions with eV mass can
explain the anisotropy of near-IR extragalactic back-
ground light. In Ref. [5], authors have proposed that
LIM experiments can detect photons produced from de-
caying and annihilating dark matter particles.

Measuring the extragalactic background light in the
optical band is a difficult task. The primary reason
is mitigating the overwhelming foreground, which re-
quires accurate modelling and well-calibrated instru-
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ments [6]. In Ref. [7], authors have suggested observ-
ing such radiations in the optical spectrum—the cosmic
optical background (COB) is possible if one can elim-
inate the foreground radiations, primarily solar in na-
ture. Recently, the Long Range Reconnaissance Imager
(LORRI) mounted on NASA New Horizons spacecraft
operating at a distance 51.3AU measured the COB pho-
ton flux intensity in the wavelength range 0.4µm ≲ λ ≲
0.9µm (∼ 1.3 eV − 3 eV) [8–10]. This measurement
yields an intensity of 16.37 ± 1.47 nW/m2/sr, which is
greater than twice the intensity measured by deep Hub-
ble Space Telescope (HST) with > 4σ significance [10].
Earlier, it was suggested that the COB only comprises
the integrated light of external galaxies presently known
from deep HST counts [10]. Therefore, after subtract-
ing the contribution from integrated galaxy light (IGL),
which is equal to 8.31± 1.24 nW/m2/sr, an anomalous
excess flux of 8.06 ± 1.92 nW/m2/sr at a pivot wave-
length λpivot = 0.608µm(∼ 2 eV) was found [10]. There
are possible astrophysical explanations for this anomaly,
such as unaccounted faint galaxies in the deep HST
counts [11], infrared background from high redshifted
accreting direct collapse black holes [12], faint sources
within extended halos [7, 13, 14].

This anomalous photon excess may indicate the pres-
ence of physics beyond the Standard Model. Various
studies have explored possible explanations, such as
photons emitted from decaying axions with masses in
the range of ∼ 5eV − 25eV [6, 15, 16]. Additionally,
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decaying sterile neutrinos could produce a similar pho-
ton signal through their decay into photons and neutri-
nos. Short-baseline neutrino experiments have hinted
at the existence of additional neutrinos, and numer-
ous studies have investigated sterile neutrinos as a po-
tential dark matter candidate. Therefore, it is crucial
to examine this photon excess in the context of ster-
ile neutrinos, as it could provide new insights into dark
matter. Motivated by these possibilities, we investi-
gate sterile neutrinos as a potential source of the ob-
served photon excess. A sizable transition magnetic
dipole moment could enhance photon production from
sterile neutrinos, making this anomaly a valuable probe
of new physics in the neutrino sector. The transition
magnetic dipole moment of sterile neutrino allows it to
interact with standard model particles such as active
neutrinos, gauge bosons, and photons [17]. In parti-
cle physics, the transition magnetic dipole moment de-
notes that a sterile neutrino possesses a non-zero in-
trinsic magnetic orientation, allowing it to interact with
external magnetic fields [18]. There have been several
studies on the phenomenological implications of active-
to-active and active-to-sterile neutrino transition mag-
netic moments, particularly for small neutrino masses,
using both effective field theory approaches and models
beyond the Standard Model [19–23]. Many experiments
have placed upper limits on these magnetic moments,
with constraints on sterile-to-sterile transition magnetic
moments being relatively weaker, especially at smaller
mass scales. The sterile-to-sterile transition magnetic
dipole moment for neutrinos in the GeV mass range has
been studied in the context of long-lived particle (LLP)
searches in various experiments, such as AL3X, ANU-
BIS, CODEX-b, FACET, MAPP, and FASER/FASERν
[24, 25]. This research opens new opportunities for LLP
searches at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [26]. Ad-
ditionally, measurements from COB provide a comple-
mentary method for constraining transition magnetic
moments.

In our work, we focus on the keV mass scale for sterile
neutrinos, as they are considered a viable dark matter
candidate, as well as we have considered the eV mass
scale of decaying sterile neutrinos. Rather than consid-
ering a specific model, we adopt an effective field theory
approach [26], which makes our analysis more general
and less dependent on particular model assumptions.
Anomalies observed in short-baseline neutrino experi-
ments, such as MiniBooNE [27, 28] and LSND [29], have
sparked significant interest in the possibility of eV-scale
sterile neutrinos, which have been extensively studied
in the literature. Motivated by these scenarios, we in-
vestigate the potential role of eV-scale sterile neutrinos
in explaining the COB excess.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section II, we
discuss the radiative decay process of sterile neutrinos
through the sterile-to-sterile and sterile-to-active transi-

tion magnetic dipole moment in the low-energy effective
field theory. In Section III, we derive the mean specific
intensity for the keV mass range of decaying sterile neu-
trinos to explain the COB anomaly. In Section IV, we
have analysed our results by determining the minimal
required magnetic dipole moment for sterile-to-sterile
and active-to-sterile transition magnetic dipole moment
and the existing limits on it. In Section V, we present
our conclusions with an outlook for future works.

II. RADIATIVE DECAY OF STERILE
NEUTRINO THROUGH TRANSITION

MAGNETIC DIPOLE MOMENT

We consider Standard model augmented with sterile
neutrinos in effective field theory approach. Assuming
sterile neutrino mass scale well below the electroweak
scale, we can write the effective Lagrangian contributes
to the magnetic moment of neutrino sector:

LNRLEFT ⊃ dijNNγO
ij
NNγ + dβiνNγO

βi
νNγ + h.c. , (1)

where dNNγ represents the sterile-to-sterile transition
magnetic dipole moment and dνNγ denotes the active-
to-sterile transition magnetic dipole moment. The term
Oij

NNγ = (N̄ c
RiσµνNRj)F

µν , Oαi
νNγ = (ν̄cLασµνNRi)F

µν

represent the effective field operators, where Fµν is the
electromagnetic field strength tensor.

The electric and magnetic field off-diagonal non-zero
dipole moment components give rise to radiative decay
through two different sterile states. Therefore, in this
radiative decay process (m1 → m2+γ), the decay width
of sterile neutrino can be written as [30–32]

Γm1
(m1 → m2 + γ) =

2|dNNγ |2

π
m3

1

(
1− m2

2

m2
1

)3

. (2)

By defining δ = 1 − m2

m1
, which represents the mass

splitting between two eigenstates of sterile neutrino, we
can rewrite Eq. (2) as

Γm1
(m1 → m2 + γ) =

2|dNNγ |2

π
m3

1 (2− δ)
3
δ3, (3)

From Eq. (3), we can derive the sterile-to-sterile tran-
sition magnetic dipole moment dNNγ .

There are several experimental upper bounds on the
neutrino magnetic moment. Recent studies of the NO-
MAND neutrino detector at CERN put constraints on
the active-to-sterile transition magnetic dipole moment
dνNγ ≲ (10−6 − 10−9)µB [33]. In an anti-neutrino elec-
tron scattering experiment, by examining the electron
recoil spectra, it was found that active-to-sterile transi-
tion magnetic dipole moment dνNγ ≲ 10−9µB [34]. The
Super-Kamiokande experiment put an upper bound
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limit on active-to-sterile transition magnetic dipole mo-
ment dνNγ ≲ 1.1× 10−10µB [35], and the Borexino col-
laboration put the upper bound limit at 90% confidence
level as 5.4 × 10−11µB [36, 37]. MUNU collaboration
has found the upper bound on active-to-sterile transi-
tion magnetic dipole moment dνNγ ≲ 9.0 × 10−11µB

[21], whereas TEXONO collaboration has obtained this
active-to-sterile transition magnetic dipole moment up-
per bound limit dνNγ ≲ 7.4 × 10−11µB [32]. The
Planck+BAO put the constraint on the active-to-sterile
transition magnetic dipole moment, and it varies from
3.7 × 10−11µB to 9.1 × 10−12µB [38]. Recent stud-
ies analysing the cooling of red giant stars have found
an upper limit on active-to-sterile transition magnetic
dipole moment dνNγ ≲ 1.2×10−12µB [39]. The anoma-
lous stellar cooling due to plasmon decay has been found
an upper limit on active-to-sterile transition magnetic
dipole moment dνNγ is dνNγ ≲ 3× 10−12µB [40].

III. MEAN SPECIFIC INTENSITY OF
DECAYING STERILE NEUTRINOS

Consider a radiative decaying particle of rest mass
mχ represented as χ → γ + ξ, where γ and ξ represent
a photon and another particle, respectively. The wave-
length of the photon produced in the rest frame of χ is
[41, 42]

λe =
hc

mχc2
× 2(

1−m2
ξ/m

2
χ

) (4)

where h and c are the Planck’s constant and the
speed of light in vacuum, respectively. We define the
second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (4) as
x−1 = 2

(1−m2
ξ/m

2
χ)

. We note that for a two-photon decay

process, x = 1/2. The wavelength of photon produced
from a particle decaying at redshift z will be observed
today as λobs = (1 + z)λe. If these photons are not ab-
sorbed by the intergalactic gas along the light of sight,
then they will be observed today as the extra-galactic
background lights.

The redshift dependence of the energy density of
decaying dark matter particles is given by ρχ(t) =
ρχ(0)(1 + z)3e−ΓχtU , where tU ∼ 1018 sec is the age of
the universe, Γχ represents the decay rate, and ρχ(0) is
the dark matter energy density today. If Γχ of decaying
dark matter particle is such that ΓχtU ≲ 10−2, we can
then consider e−ΓχtU ≈ 1. Later in this section, we have
shown that the decay rate considered in this work jus-
tifies this approximation. The specific intensity of the
photons Iν observed at frequency νobs today is given by
[5]

Iν =
1

4π

∫ ∞

0

dz
c

H(z)

ϵνobs
(z)

(1 + z)4
, (5)

where ϵνobs
is the specific luminosity density and H(z)

is the Hubble parameter. For a Dirac delta decaying
profile, ϵνobs

is expressed as [5, 41]

ϵνobs
(z) = hNγΓχnχ(z)Eγ δ(E− Eγ), (6)

where Nγ and nχ(z) represent the number of photons
produced and the number density of the decaying par-
ticles. On solving Eq. (5) for the aforementioned ϵνobs

and using the relation, Iλ = Iν |dν/dλ| we calculate the
mean specific intensity per observed wavelength as

Iλ =
c

4π

Ωχ,0ρcΓχ

λobs(1 + z)H(z)mχ

hc

λe
Nγ , (7)

where Ωχ,0 represents the present-day dark matter den-
sity parameter and ρc is the critical density.

In this work, we consider a decaying sterile neutrino
of mass m1 to produce a photon and another sterile neu-
trino of mass compared to m2. In this case, the term
hc/λe in Eq. (7) can be replaced with xm1c

2. Consider-
ing both m1 and m2 are of O(keV), we can approximate
m1 + m2 ∼ 2m1. The photon’s energy produced from
this process becomes Eγ = m1 −m2. From hereinafter,
we define m1 − m2 = ∆m. Consequently, the term x
mentioned earlier will be ∆m/m1. On substituting all
the terms as mentioned above in Eq. (7), we rewrite
the equation as

Iλ =
c

4π

Ωχ,0ρcc
2Γm1

λobs(1 + z)H(z)

∆m

m1
. (8)

From the above equation, we can observe that Iλ is
directly proportional to the decay rate and the energy
of the released photon. However, it is inversely related
to the mass of the decaying particle and decays down
over redshifts due to the expansion of the Universe.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In the previous section, we discussed that the photon
production intensity mediated by radiative decays is di-
rectly linked to the neutrino magnetic moment. Here,
we investigate the COB excess and analyze it within the
framework of the neutrino magnetic moment. Specifi-
cally, we investigate three possible scenarios: sterile-
sterile, sterile-active, and active-active neutrino mag-
netic moments.
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A. Sterile to sterile neutrino decay

In this section, we calculate the required decay rate
and the transition magnetic moment to explain the
COB excess. We consider the keV mass range sterile
neutrino as a dark matter candidate, which decays into
another sterile neutrino and photon through the radia-
tive decay process. We note that the sterile neutrinos
with mass < 0.4 keV are excluded as a dark matter can-
didate by a conservative application of Tremaine-Gunn
bound [43]. Now, to calculate Iλ required to explain
the COB excess, we need to determine the energy of
photons (∆m), as shown in Eq. (8). The LORRI ob-
servation reported flux of photons at pivot wavelength
0.608µm (∼ 2 eV) [10]. Therefore, ∆m should be in the
range 2 eV− 10 eV, such that LORRI’s band could ob-
serve these redshifting photons today. We restrict the
energies of photons in this range, as the photons pro-
duced at z ≳ 4 will get absorbed by the intergalactic
gas medium [44, 45]. For a fixed Γm1 = 10−21 sec−1

and m1 = 1keV, we present Iλ in Fig. 1(a). In this
figure, the vertical lines at lower wavelengths repre-
sent λe of photons observed today. The green-shaded
region represents Iλ calculated from the LORRI cam-
era for radiative decaying dark matter, which can be
found in Ref. [42]. We then vary Γm1 in the range
10−21sec−1 − 10−22sec−1, while fixing m1 = 1keV and
the total intensity (I) to be 8.06±1.92 nW/m2/sr as re-
ported in LORRI [10]. The corresponding Iλ is shown
in Fig. 1(b). We observe that the intensity curves are
clumped at the lower λobs values. This suggests that
the produced photons with energy ∆m for the afore-
mentioned m1 and Γm1

originate from higher redshifts.
From Eq. (8), we can observe that high energetic pho-
tons originating at higher redshifts require smaller Γm1

.
Therefore, a sterile neutrino with a large decay width is
required to produce less energetic photons in order to
explain the COB excess intensity. In the next section,
we present the minimum required Γm1

, and hence the
dNNγ , to explain the COB excess intensity for different
m1 values.

In Fig. (2), we plot the required minimum decay
width for different masses— shown in the red solid
line. We find that, for sterile neutrinos of mass m1 =
1keV, the minimum required decay rate is Γm1

∼
6 × 10−22 sec−1. The decay width of the sterile neu-
trino increases as we increase the mass. This can be
analysed from the fact that Iλ ∝ Γm1

/m1— shown in
Eq. (8). We restrict our analysis to 1 ≤ m1/keV ≤ 20
because a further increase in m1 requires an increase in
Γm1

. For instance, the required Γm1
for m1 = 20 keV

reached a value ∼ 10−20 sec−1. Thus, for m1 ≳ 20 keV,
the corresponding Γm1

become comparable to ∼ t−1
U

which requires a consideration of variation in the dark
matter density— as mentioned in section (III).

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
obs ( m)

100

101

102

I
 (n

W
/m

2 /s
r/

m
)

m1 = 10 21 sec 1, m1 = 1 keV

(a)

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
obs ( m)

100

101

102

I
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W
/m

2 /s
r/

m
)

For I = 8.06 ± 1.92 nW/m2/sr and m1 = 1 keV

(b)

Figure 1: (a) illustrates the variation in specific intensity Iλ
with respect to λobs, for Γm1 = 10−21 sec−1 and m1 = 1keV.
(b) The variations in Iλ contributing to LORRI’s reported
COB excess intensity, that is, the total intensity is equal
to 8.06 ± 1.92 nW/m2/sr, for Γm1 ∼ (10−22 − 10−21) sec−1

and m1 = 1keV. The green-shaded area illustrates the re-
sponsivity curve of LORRI for each detected wavelength,
depicted with an unnormalized shape.

We then plot the minimum values of dNNγ derived
from the Γm1

required to explain the COB excess—
shown in the green solid line. We find that under the
conditions m1 + m2 ∼ 2m1 and m1 − m2 = ∆m, the
decay width Eq. 2 become 16|dNNγ |2 ∆m3/π. As men-
tioned earlier, ∆m takes values of 2 eV − 10 eV for the
observed flux of photons. Therefore, to calculate min-
imum dNNγ , we consider minimum values of Γm1

for
corresponding m1 values while fixing ∆m = 10 eV. We
find that the transition magnetic moment dNNγ/eV

−1

takes values of
(
∼ 8.8× 10−21 − 3.8× 10−20

)
for m1



5

in 1 keV − 20 keV, respectively, as shown in the green
solid line of Fig. (2). In the unit of Bohr mag-
neton (µB ∼ 3 × 10−7 eV−1), dNNγ takes values of
(3× 10−14 − 10−13)µB . In the next section, we discuss
the possibility of explaining the COB excess anomaly
from decaying sterile neutrino via the sterile-to-active
transition magnetic dipole moment.

10 21

10 20

M
in

(
m

1)
(s

ec
1 )

2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 20.0
m1 (keV)

10 20

2 × 10 20

3 × 10 20

4 × 10 20

M
in

(d
NN

)
(e

V
1 )

Figure 2: Top panel: The minimum required decay rate
to explain the COB excess reported by LORRI for sterile
neutrinos with masses (1 keV−20 keV). Bottom panel: The
corresponding minimum magnetic coupling strength (dNNγ)
in eV−1.

B. Sterile to active neutrino decay

In this section, we consider the O(eV) mass scale
of sterile neutrino, which is decaying into active neu-
trino and photon via active-to-sterile transition mag-
netic dipole moment. This radiative decay process can
be expressed as N1 → νa + γ. The wavelength of
the emitted photon (λe) can be calculated from Eq.
(4). The term λe depends on both the mass of ster-
ile and active neutrino. We then fix the active neutrino
mass to 0.12 eV. As explained earlier in section (IV A),
the required energy of the photons should be between
2 eV−10 eV such that these redshifting photons will be
observed today as an excess radiation in the COB. Us-
ing these conditions, we find that the mass of the sterile
neutrino will be in the range of 4 eV − 20 eV.

The upper bound on the mass of the sterile neu-
trino to be a dark matter candidate, derived from the
Traemaine-Gunn bound, is 0.4 keV [43]. Therefore,
we examine the O(eV) scale decaying sterile neutri-
nos, which may be considered as dark radiation. In
the standard scenario case, only three neutrino species
contribute to the NSM

eff which is 3.044. However, in a

nonstandard scenario, the effective neutrino species can
be written as Neff = NSM

eff +∆Neff , where ∆Neff comes
from the additional relativistic components that take
part in the dark radiation [43]. Dark radiation mea-
sures the amount of radiation energy contributed by
the relativistic species except photons. Usually, neu-
trino oscillation anomalies give the idea for searching
the new additional relativistic particles in the cosmos
[43]. Motivated by the neutrino oscillation experiment
for explaining the dark radiation, the mass range of ster-
ile neutrino should be ms ≲ eV [46]. So here, we take
the mass range (4 eV − 20 eV) of decaying sterile neu-
trino, which can be regarded as dark radiation.

The decay width for a decaying sterile neutrino via
sterile-to-active transition magnetic moment is given by
[26]

Γm1(m1 → m2 + γ) =
|dνNγ |2

2π
m3

1 , (9)

where dνNγ , m1, and m2 represent the active-to-sterile
transition magnetic dipole moment and the mass of the
sterile and active neutrino, respectively. On the con-
trary to the decay width shown in Eq. (2), here Γm1

is
independent of the mass difference between the sterile
and active neutrino. We then write the expression for
the mean specific intensity Iλ of photons produced from
eV-scale decaying sterile neutrino as

Iλ = x
c

4π

Ωsρcc
2Γm1

λobs(1 + z)H(z)
. (10)

Here, the term x = 1/2
(
1−m2

2/m
2
1

)
is similar to the

one shown in Eq. (4). Whereas, Ωs represents the den-
sity parameter of sterile neutrinos, which can be ex-
pressed as Ωsh

2 = m1/94.1 eV for a nonthermal sce-
nario, which comes from the “Dodelson-Widrow Mech-
anism” [47].

Using Eq. (10), we calculate Iλ for (4 eV − 20 eV)
mass range of sterile neutrinos, which can explain
the flux of photons observed by LORRI in the wave-
length range of (0.4µm − 0.9µm). For a fixed Γm1 =
1.04 × 10−22 sec−1 and m1 = 7.56 eV, we plot Iλ ver-
sus the observed wavelength λobs in Fig. 3(a). Then,
in Fig. 3(b), we fix the total intensity of photons
I = 8.06 ± 1.92 nW/sr/µm for a given mass of decay-
ing sterile neutrino m1 = 7.56 eV. The green-shaded
region represents the specific intensity Iλ for decaying
dark matter detected observed by LORRI [42]. Below,
we calculate the decay rate for mass m1 required to
explain the COB excess anomaly.

In Fig. 4, the red solid line shows the minimum decay
width Γm1

for sterile neutrino mass (4eV ≤ m1 ≤ 20eV)
such that the total intensity I = 8.06±1.92 nW/sr/µm.
We find that Γm1

increases for heavier sterile neutri-
nos. This can be analysed from the fact that the spe-
cific intensity (Iλ) depends directly on the decay width
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(a)

(b)

Figure 3: (a): represents the variation in specific intensity
Iλ with respect to λobs, for given Γm1 = 1.04× 10−22 sec−1

and m1 = 7.56 eV. (b): The variations in Iλ contribut-
ing to LORRI’s reported COB excess intensity, that is,
the total intensity is equal to 8.06 ± 1.92 nW/m2/sr, for
Γm1 ∼ (10−22 − 10−21) sec−1 and m1 = 7.56 eV. The green-
shaded area illustrates the responsivity curve of LORRI for
each detected wavelength, depicted with an unnormalized
shape.

while mass enters only through redshift z(λobs,m1)
which can only alter the Hubble parameter H(z)—
as shown in Eq. (10). Thus, larger mass increases
z(λobs,m1), suggesting an early decay of sterile neu-
trino. However, as the intensity of photons redshifts
more for an early decay which requires a larger decay
width to obtain the required intensity today. Further,
in the solid green line, we plot the minimum required
active-to-sterile transition magnetic moment dνNγ de-
rived for the red solid line using Eq. (9). We observe

Figure 4: Top panel: The minimum required decay rate
to explain the COB excess reported by LORRI for sterile
neutrinos with masses (4 eV − 20 eV). Bottom panel: The
corresponding minimum magnetic coupling strength (dνNγ)
in eV−1.

that dνNγ decreases with the increase of the mass of
the decaying sterile neutrino. This can be analysed
from Eq. (9), where dνNγ is inversely proportional
to the mass of decaying sterile neutrinos. We find
that, the required dνNγ to explain the anomaly lies be-
tween

(
10−19 − 10−20

)
eV−1 for sterile neutrino mass

4 eV ≤ m1 ≤ 20 eV. In terms of the Bohr magneton,
dνNγ take values of 3.33× 10−13 µB − 10−12 µB.

Currently, the upper bound on the active-to-sterile
transition dipole moment dνNγ for sterile neutrino’s
mass 4 eV ≤ m1 ≤ 20 eV remains unconstrained. There
are several experimental upper bounds on the active-
to-sterile transition magnetic dipole moment. Recent
studies of XENON1T found that the upper bound on
dνNγ ≲ 6×10−11µB for several MeV mass range of ster-
ile neutrino [48]. However, the recent analysis of global
clusters sets an upper limit as dνNγ ≲ 1.2 × 10−12µB

[49].

C. Active-to-active neutrino magnetic moment

In the UV model, the active-to-active neutrino mag-
netic moment is naturally suppressed [26]. Active-
sterile mixing can create an active-to-active neutrino
magnetic moment in the broken phase parameters when
the right-handed neutrinos are integrated out [26]. As
such dννγ ≲ 2×10−8 GeV−1, we may anticipate that the
active-to-active neutrino magnetic moments can sat-
isfy the constraints from TEXONO [50], GEMMA [51],
LSND, and Borexino [36] in the inverse see-saw mecha-
nism, where larger active-sterile mixing can occur. For
the specified mass range (0.12 eV−0.7 eV) of active neu-
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trinos, we are not able to obtain the specific intensity of
photons due to the radiative decay of active neutrinos.
As for this aforementioned mass range of active neutri-
nos, a very less number of photons can be generated,
which cannot explain the COB excess anomaly in the
observed wavelength range. For that reason, we cannot
observe any specific intensity of photons in the observed
wavelength range λobs = 0.2 µm − 1.2 µm because to
explain the COB excess anomaly, we need minimum
4 eV mass of sterile neutrinos. To summarize, COB ex-
cess can be explained by the radiative decays of sterile
neutrino through sterile-to-sterile and sterile-to-active
transition magnetic dipole moment for (1 keV−20 keV)
and (4 eV − 20 eV) mass scale neutrinos, respectively.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

Recent measurements of the cosmic optical back-
ground (COB) photon flux intensity by LORRI have
revealed an excess beyond what is expected from deep
galaxy counts. This excess may indicate a potential
beyond the Standard Model (BSM) source of energetic
photons. In this study, we considered the possibility
of decaying sterile neutrinos producing photons and ex-
plored the corresponding decay rates. Notably, we did
not account for photon energy generation through cas-
cades involving other decay products. We found the re-
quired decay rate of sterile neutrino to explain the COB

excess is of O(10−22 − 10−20) sec−1 for the keV mass
range of the decaying sterile neutrino and for the O(eV)
mass range of the decaying sterile neutrino, the decay
rate should be in the range of O(10−23 − 10−22) sec−1.

To explain the COB excess, we adopt a minimal
framework involving sterile neutrinos within the ef-
fective field theory approach. The radiative decay
of sterile neutrinos, resulting in photon production,
is primarily governed by magnetic moments associ-
ated with sterile-to-sterile and sterile-to-active neutrino
transitions. We calculate the sterile-to-sterile transi-
tion dipole moment strength (dNNγ) and the sterile-to-
active transition dipole moment strength (dνNγ) for var-
ious mass-scales and decay rates. We find that, dNNγ

take values of 3 × 10−14 µB − 10−13 µB for sterile neu-
trinos of mass range 1 keV − 20 keV. Whereas ster-
ile neutrinos, with mass range 4 eV − 20 eV, decaying
via sterile-to-active transition magnetic moment (dνNγ)
take values of 3.33 × 10−13 µB − 10−12 µB . Our min-
imal framework based on decaying sterile neutrinos of
mass O(keV) and O(eV) successfully explains the COB
excess.
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