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Abstract: The mass-induced neutrino oscillation is a well established phenomenon that

is based on the unitary mixing among three light active neutrinos. Remarkable precision

on neutrino mixing parameters over the last decade or so has opened up the prospects for

testing the possible non-unitarity of the standard 3ν mixing matrix, which may arise in

the seesaw extensions of the Standard Model due to the admixture of three light active

neutrinos with heavy isosinglet neutrinos. Because of this non-unitary neutrino mixing

(NUNM), the oscillation probabilities among the three active neutrinos would be altered

as compared to the probabilities obtained assuming a unitary 3ν mixing matrix. In such

a NUNM scenario, neutrinos can experience an additional matter effect due to the neutral

current interactions with the ambient neutrons. Atmospheric neutrinos having access to a

wide range of energies and baselines can experience a significant modifications in Earth’s

matter effect due to NUNM. In this paper, for the first time, we study in detail how the

NUNM parameter α32 affects the muon neutrino and antineutrino survival probabilities in

a different way. Then, we place stringent constraints on α32 in a model independent fashion

using the proposed 50 kt magnetized Iron Calorimeter (ICAL) detector under the India-

based Neutrino Observatory (INO) project, which can efficiently detect the atmospheric

νµ and ν̄µ separately in the multi-GeV energy range. Further, we discuss the advantage

of charge identification capability of ICAL and the impact of uncertainties in oscillation

parameters while constraining α32. We also compare the α32 sensitivity of ICAL with that

of future long-baseline experiments DUNE and Hyper-K in isolation and combination.
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1 Introduction and motivation

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics is one of the most successful models that

describe the interactions of the most fundamental building blocks of our observable uni-

verse [1]. It has unambiguously established the connection between the local gauge symme-

tries and the three fundamental force carriers (spin-1 bosons): gluons (g) for strong, W±,

and Z0 for weak and photons (γ) for electromagnetic interactions, under the SU(3)C ×
SU(2)L × U(1)Y representation of the gauge group, where C stands for color-charge, L

corresponds to the weak isospin, and Y denotes the quantum number weak hypercharge.

The fundamental principles of gauge invariance prescribe that all the terms in the Lan-

gragian, including the mass terms, must obey the local gauge symmetry. Since the SM

does not contain right-handed neutrinos, as a consequence, neutrinos are massless in the

tree-level SM Langragian. Even at the loop level, the SM content fails to generate neutrino

mass due to the violation of the total lepton number by two units. However, the compelling

evidence of neutrino oscillations from several pioneering experiments involving solar [2–9],

reactor [10–17], atmospheric [18–22], and accelerator [23–28] neutrinos indicate that they
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must have non-zero non-degenerate tiny masses and should mix with each other. This novel

phenomenon of neutrino-flavor transition can be effectively parameterized in terms of the

three mixing angles (θ12, θ13 and θ23), two independent mass-squared splittings (∆m2
21 and

∆m2
31), and one leptonic Dirac CP phase (δCP). After a remarkable discovery of neutrino

oscillation phenomena [29, 30], we are now in the precision era of neutrino physics where

only a few oscillation parameters are yet to be measured precisely, such as δCP, the octant

of θ23, and the neutrino mass ordering, i.e., the sign of ∆m2
31. Neutrinos are massless in the

SM, and the exclusive lab-based evidence of the non-zero neutrino mass as required by neu-

trino oscillation indicates the pressing need for theories beyond the Standard Model (BSM)

to accommodate non-zero neutrino mass and mixing. Therefore, neutrino oscillation can

act as a unique probe to study various BSM scenarios.

The precision data on the Z-decay width at the e+e− collider at LEP suggest that

there can be only three light active flavor neutrinos i.e., Nνactive = 2.9840 ± 0.0082 [31].

However, there are some anomalous results from the experiments such as LSND [32, 33],

MiniBooNE [34, 35], Gallium radioactive source experiments GALLEX [36], SAGE [37],

and BEST [38], and Neutrino-4 [39] point towards oscillations with a significantly large

mass-squared difference of ∆m2 ∼ 1 eV2 as compared to the standard solar and atmo-

spheric mass-squared splittings. These anomalous results observed at the short-baseline

experiments suggest the existence of a fourth neutrino mass eigenstate ν4 at the eV-scale

which has to be gauge singlet because of the bounds on the number of weakly-interacting

light neutrino state from the LEP experiment [31]. This gauge-singlet neutrino known as

the “sterile” neutrino can reveal its existence via active-sterile mixing. Also, an unidenti-

fied emission line in the X-ray spectra of galaxy clusters is observed by the XMM-Newton

and Chandra space telescopes [40, 41]. It is proposed that this X-ray emission line may

originate due to the decay of a resonantly-produced keV-scale sterile neutrino dark mat-

ter [42–45]. These heavy sterile neutrinos appear naturally in various BSM scenarios which

are responsible for generating small neutrino masses1 (e.g. seesaw) [48–56] and their ad-

mixture with the three light active neutrinos may cause deviations from unitarity of the

standard 3ν mixing matrix. This unitarity violation of the lepton mixing matrix can affect

the oscillation probabilities of three active neutrinos [57, 58].

In this paper, we study in detail the impact of NUNM in three-neutrino oscillations

in a model independent fashion in the context of the proposed 50 kt iron calorimeter

(ICAL) detector at the India-based Neutrino Observatory (INO) [59] using atmospheric

neutrinos. Here, we show how the atmospheric neutrinos having access to a wide range

of baselines and energies, can feel the presence of NUNM during their oscillations. The

ICAL detector is designed to have a magnetic field of 1.5 T [60] which enables ICAL to

distinguish between µ− and µ+ events produced from the interactions of atmospheric νµ
and ν̄µ, respectively. This charge identification (CID) capability helps ICAL to achieve its

primary goal of determining the neutrino mass ordering2 by observing atmospheric νµ and

1Several BSM possibilities can be introduced in the framework of effective field theory such as the effec-

tive lepton-number-violating dimension-five Weinberg operator which may account for the small neutrino

masses [46, 47].
2Normal mass ordering (NMO) scenario corresponds to m1 < m2 < m3 and inverted mass ordering
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ν̄µ separately in the multi-GeV energy range over a wide range of baselines [61]. The ICAL

has excellent detector resolutions to measure momenta and directionality of µ− and µ+ [62].

It can also measure the energies of hadron showers that are produced during atmospheric

neutrino interactions [63]. Using the ICAL detector response, the ICAL collaboration has

performed a plethora of studies to measure the standard three-flavor oscillation parameters

as well as to probe several BSM scenarios [61, 64–95]. Using 500 kt·yr exposure of ICAL,

we study its performance in unraveling the signatures of NUNM and demonstrate the

importance of its CID capability.

We start this paper with a qualitative description of the NUNM scenario and its im-

plications on the neutrino propagation Hamiltonian in section 2. In section 3, we discuss

the impact of NUNM on the survival probabilities of atmospheric νµ and ν̄µ. In section 4,

we explain the detector configuration, simulation methodology, and events reconstruction.

Section 5 deals with the statistical methodology that we use while calculating the sensitiv-

ity of ICAL towards NUNM in terms of ∆χ2. Then, in section 6, we show the sensitivities

obtained using the 500 kt·yr exposure of ICAL and discuss the impact of uncertainties of

oscillation parameters, the true value of atmospheric mixing angle θ23, and the advantage of

using CID capability of ICAL. Further, we perform a quantitative comparison between the

sensitivities towards NUNM obtained using ICAL and the next-generation long-baseline

(LBL) experiments: Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE) [96–102] and Tokai

to Hyper-Kamiokande (Hyper-K) [103, 104]. In appendix A, we provide a brief discussion

on the lower-triangular formulation of the NUNM matrix in the oscillation framework. Fi-

nally in appendix B, we derive approximate analytical expression of νµ survival probability

in the presence of NUNM which helps us to explain the role of neutral current (NC) matter

effect while probing the NUNM scenario using atmospheric neutrinos.

2 Formalism of non-unitary neutrino mixing (NUNM)

In the phenomena of mass-induced neutrino flavor oscillations, the weak flavor eigenstates,

|νβ⟩ where β ∈ {e, µ, τ}, are a linear superposition of the mass eigenstates, |νj⟩ where

j ∈ {1, 2, 3}. The flavor and mass eigenstates are related to each other with the help of a

3× 3 unitary mixing matrix U in the following fashion:

|νβ⟩ =
3∑

j=1

U∗
βj |νj⟩ . (2.1)

In the above equation, the mixing matrix U is known in literature as the Pontecorvo-Maki-

Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix [105–107]. Considering the plane wave approximation

of the ultra-relativistic neutrino states3, the oscillation probability (Pηβ) can be expressed

(IMO) denotes the situation where m3 < m1 < m2.
3For a detailed quantum mechanical description on mass-induced neutrino flavor transitions, see

refs. [108–111].
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as:

Pηβ = δηβ − 4
3∑

i> j

Re

[
U∗
ηiUβiUηjU

∗
βj

]
sin2

(
∆m2

ij ·
L

4E

)

+ 2
3∑

i> j

Im

[
U∗
ηiUβiUηjU

∗
βj

]
sin

(
∆m2

ij ·
L

2E

)
. (2.2)

Here, ∆m2
ij = m2

i −m2
j , and L and E are the propagation length and energy of neutrino,

respectively. The η, β are neutrino flavor indices, i, j are neutrino mass indices, and

δηβ =
∑

j UηjU
∗
βj . In eq. (2.2), U → U∗ for antineutrinos. The second real term is CP-

conserving, whereas the third imaginary term is CP-violating. Under the unitary neutrino

mixing scenario, the total oscillation probability is conserved, i.e.,
∑

β Pηβ = 1. However,

if NUNM is realized in Nature, the immediate consequence would be the non-conservation

of the three-neutrino oscillation probabilities (see appendix A for a detailed discussion),

i.e.,
∑

β Pηβ ̸= 1. The scenario of NUNM would be obvious if the PMNS acts as a sub-

matrix of a global unitary lepton mixing matrix (Ũn×n) that contains the admixture of a

large number of neutrino species (n). Such an NUNM scenario can be naturally accounted

from either the consequence of the seesaw mechanism [55, 112] or extended light neutrino

mixings [57, 113]. Assuming the group of active three light neutrinos (ν1, ν2, ν3) is the

lightest among all possible neutrinos, and their mass-ordering uncertainties do not alter

the status of the extra neutrino states. Then, the generalized linear mixing of neutrinos

can be represented as:
νe
νµ
ντ
...


n×1

=



Ũe1 Ũe2 Ũe3 . . .

Ũµ1 Ũµ2 Ũµ3 . . .

Ũτ1 Ũτ2 Ũτ3 . . .
...

...
...

. . .


n×n

B.R.
===⇒

 N3×3 S3×(n−3)

V(n−3)×3 T(n−3)×(n−3)


 ·


ν1
ν2
ν3
...


n×1

.

(2.3)

An effective block representation (B.R.) of Ũn×n reveals the mode of mixings among the

neutrino species. Here, N represents the mixing among light neutrino states, while S
and V are the admixture of light and heavy neutrino states, and T stands for the mixing

of only heavy neutrinos. For the case of three light active SM neutrinos, the mixing is

given by 3 × 3 matrix N which is the lowest order NUNM accessible in the low-energy

experiments. Therefore, it make sense to replace the 3 × 3 unitary PMNS matrix by the

new non-unitary matrix N . In the literature, there are various ways to parameterize this

NUNM matrix [57, 114–118]. However, Okubo’s notation [119] to decompose N into a

lower-triangular matrix (α) and PMNS matrix (U) is the most convenient one for the

neutrino oscillation studies (see eq. (A.11) in appendix A for a detailed explanation). In

this notation, N can be expressed as follows [58, 112, 120–122]:

N = (I + α) · U , (2.4)
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where

α =

α11 0 0

α21 α22 0

α31 α32 α33

 . (2.5)

In eq (2.4), I is the identity matrix, α is the lower-triangular matrix and U is the standard

3 × 3 PMNS matrix. In eq (2.5), the diagonal elements αii are real and close to zero.

The off-diagonal elements αij in eq (2.5) are complex in general. A detailed discussion

on the properties of α is given in the appendix of ref. [58]. In this scenario, the effective

Hamiltonian of ultra-relativistic left-handed neutrinos passing through the ambient matter

can be written in the three-neutrino mass basis as:

H =
1

2E

 0 0 0

0 ∆m2
21 0

0 0 ∆m2
31

 + N † ·
√
2GF

Ne −Nn/2 0 0

0 −Nn/2 0

0 0 −Nn/2

 · N , (2.6)

where the first term represents the kinematics of the Hamiltonian in vacuum, and the last

term includes the effective matter potentials for neutrinos induced due to both charged-

current (CC) interactions, i.e., with ambient electrons, and neutral-current interactions,

i.e., with ambient neutrons. The charged-current matter potential (VCC) is quantified

as
√
2GFNe, where GF is Fermi constant and Ne is the electron number density of the

matter. Unlike standard three-neutrino oscillations, the matter potential (VNC) due to

neutral-current interactions survives in the Hamiltonian in the case of non-unitary mixing.

The strength of VNC quantifies as −GFNn/
√
2, where Nn is the ambient neutron number

density. For a given matter density ρ along the neutrino trajectory inside Earth, both the

CC and NC effective matter potentials can be written as:

VCC ≈ 7.6× 10−14 · Ye · ρ
(
g/cm3

)
eV, (2.7)

VNC ≈ − 3.8× 10−14 · Yn · ρ
(
g/cm3

)
eV, (2.8)

where Ye and Yn are the electron and neutron number fractions in the medium, respec-

tively4. For antineutrinos, N → N ∗, and both the matter potentials change sign. In the

NUNM scenario, there is a critical imprint of neutral-current matter effect which is pro-

portional to the density of the medium. Therefore, the atmospheric neutrinos propagating

through a high-density medium inside Earth’s core can experience significant modifications

in the oscillation probabilities, which in turn, can be used to probe the NUNM scenario. In

this paper, we show that at INO-ICAL, the efficient observation of atmospheric neutrinos

traveling large distances inside Earth plays a crucial role in probing the possible presence

of the NUNM parameter α32 which alters the νµ survival probabilities significantly.

Improved precision on the neutrino oscillation parameters over the past decade or so

has opened up the possibility to test the unitarity of the PMNS matrix in the currently

running and upcoming neutrino experiments. Along that direction, several studies have

4Ye = Ne/(Np + Nn) and Yn = Nn/(Np + Nn) where Np is proton number density in the matter.
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sin2 2θ12 sin2 θ23 sin2 2θ13 δCP ∆m2
21 (eV2) ∆m2

32 (eV2) Mass Ordering

0.855 0.5 0.0875 0 7.4× 10−5 2.46× 10−3 Normal (NMO)

Table 1. The benchmark values of neutrino oscillation parameters used in this analysis, which agree with

the current global fit values [141–144].

been performed to place bounds on the NUNM parameters using the available data [123–

126]. For an example, in ref. [125], the data from the short-baseline experiments NOMAD

and NuTeV, and the LBL experiments MINOS/MINOS+, T2K, and NOνA are used to

place limits on the six NUNM parameters. For the off-diagonal NUNM parameters, they use

the triangular inequalities αij ≤
√
1− (1 + αii)2

√
1− (1 + αjj)2 [127] to derive the limits.

These inequalities are based on the assumption that the standard 3×3 light active neutrino

mixing matrix is a non-unitary sub-matrix of a bigger unitary mixing matrix which suggests

that the diagonal parameter can only be negative. Under these assumptions, the authors

in ref. [125] place a constraint of |α32| < 0.017 at 99% confidence level. In the present

study, we do not consider these inequalities while estimating the future constraints on

α32 in a model independent fashion using the standalone INO-ICAL atmospheric neutrino

setup. In refs. [123], the authors estimate a future constraint on α32 of around ≤ 0.3 at

90% C.L. using the LBL setup of DUNE [96–102]. Exploiting the synergies among the

next-generation LBL experiments DUNE, Hyper-K [104, 128], and Hyper-K with another

detector in Korea [103], the authors in ref. [120] derive a future bound of |α32| < 0.27 at

90% confidence level.

Note that the tau neutrino row of the lepton mixing matrix is not well constrained

under the assumption of NUNM. Lately, several neutrino oscillation experiments have

revealed the appearance of tau neutrinos in their data sets, for an example, LBL experi-

ment OPERA [129], atmospheric neutrino experiments Super-Kamiokande [130], IceCube-

DeepCore [131], and KM3NeT/ORCA6 [132], and astrophysical tau neutrinos at Ice-

Cube [133, 134]. Undoubtedly, these new data sets involving tau neutrinos have improved

our knowledge of the tau neutrino part of the lepton mixing matrix [135, 136], which in turn

can shed light on the possible non-unitarity of the neutrino mixing matrix. Future neutrino

experiments such as IceCube-Upgrade [137], IceCube-Gen2 [138], KM3NeT/ORCA [139],

Hyper-K [104], DUNE [140], and INO-ICAL [92] are also expected to provide crucial in-

sights on the tau neutrino matrix elements.

3 Atmospheric neutrinos: a unique tool to probe NUNM

The primary cosmic rays once enter into the atmosphere of Earth, interact with air nuclei

in the high-altitude atmosphere producing mainly pions and less abundantly kaons [145].

These mesons for an example π+ decays to a muon (µ+) and a muon neutrino (νµ). This

secondary muon is unstable and can further decay to a positron (e+), a muon antineutrino

(ν̄µ), and a electron neutrino (νe). Similarly, π− also goes through the charge conjugate

decay chain. Tiny contribution also comes from the kaon decay. The energy of atmospheric

neutrino ranges from a few MeV to more than hundreds of TeV. They arrive at the de-
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tector from all possible directions traveling a wide range of path lengths starting from an

atmospheric height of 15 km (in the downward direction) to as large as the diameter of

Earth (in the upward direction). It allows us to explore the impact of various new physics

scenarios including the NUNM hypothesis (main thrust of this paper) on neutrino flavor

oscillations for several values of L(km)/E(GeV) with an emphasis in the multi-GeV energy

range for a detector like ICAL.

The ICAL detector is designed to efficiently detect µ− and µ+ events produced during

the charged-current interactions of νµ and ν̄µ, respectively (see discussion in section 4).

Around 98% of these interactions are contributed by νµ and ν̄µ disappearance channels.

In the expression of survival probability of muon neutrino, P (νµ → νµ), the real compo-

nent of the NUNM parameter α32 has the prominent effect at the leading order and it

couples directly with the matter effect term driven by neutral-current interactions inside

Earth [120]. Therefore, in this paper, we focus on the NUNM parameter α32 and consider

it to be real having negative and positive values. During our analysis, we observe that the

above-mentioned neutral-current matter potential drives the main sensitivity towards α32

which is also evident from eq. (3.2).

Here, we consider three-flavor neutrino oscillations in the presence of matter with the

Preliminary Reference Earth Model (PREM) [146] as the density profile of Earth. For

simplicity, we assume Earth’s matter to be neutral (Ne = Np) and iso-scalar (Np = Nn)

where Ye ≡ Yn ≃ 0.5. We use benchmark values of six oscillation parameters as given

in Table 1. Note that the value of ∆m2
32 is calculated from the effective mass-squared

difference (∆m2
eff)

5 whose value is taken to be 2.49 × 10−3 eV2. For NMO, we use the

positive value of ∆m2
eff , whereas for IMO, ∆m2

eff is taken to be negative with the same

magnitude.

In figure 1, we demonstrate the impact of non-zero α32, with a representative value

of 0.1, on the survival probability P (νµ → νµ) of upward-going multi-GeV νµ and ν̄µ in

the plane of energy and zenith angle (Eν , cos θν). The left column represents νµ survival

probabilities for the values of α32 = 0.1, 0 (SI: Standard Interaction), and −0.1 in the

top, middle, and bottom panels, respectively. The right column shows the same for ν̄µ.

Due to the effect of the NUNM parameter, the characteristic changes can be noticed in

the oscillation valleys, which is a dark diagonal region with the least survival probability.

It would be an almost triangular strip in a three neutrino unitary-mixing scenario in vac-

uum [85, 87]. Here, we see a monotonic bending of these oscillation valleys in the range

of −0.85 < cos θν < 0. Such a bending appears due to the term associated with VNC in

eq. (2.6) that offers an additional matter potential, i.e., due to neutral-current interaction

along with the standard one. The monotonicity in the bending is directly related to the

density profile of the Earth because in −0.85 < cos θν < 0, the Earth matter density has

almost a monotonically increasing profile [146]. However, for −1 ≤ cos θν ≤ −0.85, neu-

trinos encounter the matter density at the Earth core region, which has a sharp rise in

5The effective mass-squared difference ∆m2
eff is defined in terms of ∆m2

32 in the following way [147, 148]:

∆m2
eff =∆m2

32 + ∆m2
21(sin

2 θ12 + cos δCP sin θ13 sin 2θ12 tan θ23). (3.1)
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Figure 1. The survival probabilities of upward-going νµ (left panels) and ν̄µ (right panels) in the (Eν ,

cos θν) plane. We take three different values of the NUNM parameter α32 as 0.1, 0 (SI: Standard Interaction),

and − 0.1 in the top, middle, and bottom panels, respectively. We consider the Earth’s matter effect

assuming the PREM profile. The values of oscillation parameters are taken from table 1.
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density profile. Thus, it involves a large matter interaction potential in eq. (2.6), which

may introduce an extra orientation to the oscillation valleys at −1 ≤ cos θν ≤ −0.85. Since,

for antineutrinos, both the matter potentials change their signs, the oscillation valleys bend

in the opposite direction to that of neutrinos. To get an idea of how the NUNM parameter

α32 impacts the survival probability P (νµ → νµ) and the oscillation valley, we contemplate

an effective two neutrino scenario where α32 affects the 2–3 sector of neutrino at the leading

order.

Considering the one-mass-scale-dominance approximation, i.e., ∆m2
21L/E ≪ ∆m2

32L/E,

and sin2 θ13 ≃ 0, the survival probability P (νµ → νµ) can be expressed for a constant mat-

ter density and θ23 = 45◦ as6:

P (νµ → νµ) = cos2
[(

∆m2
32

4E
+ VNC · α32

)
· L
]
, (3.2)

where L is the path traversed through matter by neutrino of energy E. Using the condition

of first oscillation minima in eq. (3.2), we can explain the feature of the bending of the

oscillation valley due to the NUNM parameter α32. Assuming the propagation length of

upward-going atmospheric neutrinos7 to be L ≃ |2R cos θν |, and Yn ≃ 0.5 with the value of

ρ using the line-averaged constant mass density approximation, the relation between cos θν
and E can be written as [87]:

E [GeV]
∣∣
valley

≃ 1.03× 104 ·∆m2
32 [eV

2] · | cos θν |
1 ± 0.78× α32 · ρ [g/cm3] · | cos θν |

. (3.4)

Here, plus (+) sign stands for neutrino and minus (-) for antineutrino cases. For a given

∆m2
32, when α32 has null value (for SI case), E ∝ | cos θν | which indicates the valley at

first oscillation minima to be a straight line. Now, considering the values of α32 > 0 for

neutrinos, the denominator becomes greater than that in the SI case, which implies lower

neutrino energy E and bending of oscillation valley in the downward direction. For α32 < 0,

the denominator decrease, and the oscillation valley bends in the upward direction. For

antineutrino scenarios, the effects of non-zero α32 values on the cos θ and E relation are

opposite to that of neutrinos. Using eq. (3.4), we get a qualitative idea of the impacts of

α32 on the νµ survival probabilities. However, to keep the analysis realistic throughout

this paper, we use the three-flavor neutrino oscillation probabilities in the matter with the

PREM profile.

Due to access to a wide range of baselines and energies, atmospheric neutrino detectors

are blessed with a unique advantage over fixed-baseline experiments. For instance, the

6For a detailed derivation of P (νµ → νµ) in an effective two-flavor scenario with NUNM, see appendix B.
7The propagation length of atmospheric neutrinos traveling through the Earth can be calculated as:

L =

√
(R+ h)2 − (R− d)2 sin2 θν − (R− d) cos θν , (3.3)

where R is the radius of the Earth, and h and d stand for atmospheric height and detector depth from

sea level, respectively. In our analysis, we consider R = 6371 km and h = 15 km while assuming that the

detector (say ICAL) has been built at the sea level, i.e., d = 0. Using R ≫ h approximation, the path

length of upward-going neutrinos (cos θν < 0) can be approximated to be L ≃ |2R cos θν |.
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Figure 2. The survival probability difference ∆P (see (3.5)) for upward-going νµ (left panels) and ν̄µ

(right panels) in the (Eν , cos θν) plane. We take two different values of the NUNM parameter α32 as 0.1

and − 0.1 in the top and bottom panels, respectively. We consider the Earth’s matter effect assuming the

PREM profile. The values of oscillation parameters are taken from table 1.

neutrino can travel at most ∼ 1300 km through a matter density profile of ρmax < 3.0 g/cm3

for the longest fixed-baseline experiment (DUNE) [96, 102] to be built so far. On the other

hand, a plethora of atmospheric neutrinos can travel ∼ 12750 km through the Earth’s

Core region, where they can experience a maximum matter density of ≈ 13.5 g/cm3. Such

a large matter density can alter the oscillation probability significantly as compared to

the long-baseline one. To showcase this fact, we plot the difference between the survival

probabilities of νµ (ν̄µ) with NUNM and SI scenarios.

∆P = Pνµ→νµ [NUNM(α32 ̸= 0)] − Pνµ→νµ [SI (α32 = 0)] . (3.5)

In figure 2, we demonstrate the probability difference ∆P in (E, cos θ) plane, appearing
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due to non-zero values of NUNM parameter α32. The left (right) column shows the ∆P for

upward-going νµ (ν̄µ) with α32 = 0.1 and − 0.1 in the top and bottom panels, respectively.

We find the value of |∆P | ≲ 0.45 when neutrinos and antineutrinos traverse through the

Earth’s mantle region, i.e., for cos θν ≥ −0.85. However, this probability difference gets

amplified up to 0.83 when they pass through the core of Earth, which is indeed reflected

as the dark patches in the region cos θν < −0.85. Since these patterns are opposite for

neutrinos and antineutrinos, the data from atmospheric neutrino detectors like ICAL, which

is capable of observing νµ and ν̄µ events separately, can certainly test the prospects of

minimal NUNM scenario.

4 Simulation of neutrino events at the ICAL detector

To perform our analysis, we simulate neutrino events at the proposed 50 kt ICAL detector at

INO [59]. ICAL would consist of three modules placed inside a cavern under the mountain

in the Theni district of Tamilnadu, India. Each ICAL module of size 16 m × 16 m × 14.5

m contains 151 layers of magnetized iron plates of thickness 5.6 cm stacked vertically with

a gap of 4 cm. These iron plates act as primary targets for the interactions of atmospheric

νµ and ν̄µ. The resistive plate chambers (RPCs) [149] of size 2 m × 2 m serve as active

detectors and are sandwiched between two consecutive iron plates. The excellent timing

resolution of RPC of ∼ 1 ns [150–152], helps in the discrimination of upward-going and

downward-going moun events. In these RPCs, orthogonally installed pickup strips provide

the coordinates of the event hits in the X−Y plane, while the layer numbers of RPCs give

the Z coordinates.

ICAL can efficiently detect µ− (µ+) events that have been produced during the charged-

current interaction of multi-GeV νµ (ν̄µ) via resonance and deep-inelastic scatterings. Since

muon is the minimum ionizing particle in the multi-GeV range of energies, it leaves hits in

the RPCs in the form of a long track. ICAL can measure the reconstructed muon energy

in the range of 1 to 25 GeV with a resolution of about 10 to 15% [62]. The excellent

resolution of the reconstructed muon zenith angle of < 1◦ helps to infer the path length

traversed by the parent neutrinos [62]. The deep-inelastic scatterings of muon neutrinos

can also produce hadron showers, which carry away a fraction of incoming neutrino energy.

The energy deposited in the form of hadron shower can be given as E′
had ≡ Eν −Eµ, where

Eν and Eµ are the true energies of incoming neutrino and generated muon, respectively.

Along with the energy and direction of the reconstructed muon, ICAL can measure

the energy of the hadron shower with a resolution of about 35 to 70% [63] on an event-

by-event basis. The applied magnetic field of ∼ 1.5 Tesla in ICAL gives a unique feature

of the charge identification (CID) capability to observe µ− and µ+ events separately [60].

For muons of energy of a few GeV to 50 GeV, the CID efficiency of ICAL lies between

98 to 99%, which helps in distinguishing the interactions of atmospheric νµ and ν̄µ events

efficiently.

In this work, we simulate the unoscillated neutrino events generated via the charged-

current interactions using the NUANCE Monte Carlo neutrino event generator [153]. Dur-

ing this simulation, we consider the geometry of ICAL as target and use the 3D Honda
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Event type Oscillation channels α32 = 0 [SI] α32 = − 0.1 α32 = 0.1

µ−
νµ → νµ 4318 4342 4329

νe → νµ 95 99 92

(νµ → νµ) + (νe → νµ) 4413 4441 4421

µ+

ν̄µ → ν̄µ 2002 2003 2011

ν̄e → ν̄µ 12 11 12

(ν̄µ → ν̄µ) + (ν̄e → ν̄µ) 2014 2014 2023

Table 2. The expected number of reconstructed µ− (µ+) events obtained from 500 kt·yr exposure of

ICAL via both survival and appearance channels of atmospheric νµ (ν̄µ). We show total µ− (top part) and

µ+ (bottom part) event rates considering α32 = 0 [SI: Standard Interaction] (third column), − 0.1 (fourth

column), and 0.1 (fifth column). We use the values of oscillation parameters as given in table 1.

flux [154, 155] of atmospheric neutrinos estimated for the proposed INO site at Theni dis-

trict of Tamil Nadu, India as a source. Here, we consider the effects of solar modulation

on atmospheric neutrino flux by including solar maxima for half of its exposure and solar

minima for another half. A rock coverage of at least ∼ 1 km from above would help in

reducing the downward-going cosmic muon background at ICAL by a factor of ∼ 106 [156].

The muon events entering into the detector from outside are excluded by considering only

those events in the analysis that have vertices inside the detector and far from the edges.

Therefore, we expect negligible background at ICAL due to the downward-going cosmic

muons. We do not consider the muon events produced during the decay of tau leptons

originated from ντ interactions because these lower energy events are expected to be small

(only ∼2% of the total up-going muon events from νµ interactions [157] ) and mostly below

the 1 GeV energy threshold of ICAL.

Since we estimate median (Asimov) sensitivities in the present work, the statistical

fluctuations are needed to be suppressed. This is achieved by simulating the events for a

large exposure of 50 Mt·yr which is then scaled down to 500 kt·yr for sensitivity calculations.

We employ the reweighting algorithm given in refs. [65, 66] to incorporate the three-flavor

neutrino oscillations for the NUNM scenario in the presence of Earth’s matter effects with

PREM profile [146]. We incorporate the detector response in terms of reconstruction

efficiency, CID efficiency, and resolutions of muon energy, muon zenith angle and hadron

energy, using the ICAL migration matrices [62, 63] that has been approved by the ICAL

Collaboration. The reconstructed µ− and µ+ events would have observables such as muon

energy (Erec
µ ), zenith angle (cos θrecµ ), and hadron energy (E′rec

had).

For an exposure of 500 kt·yr, we expect about 4400 µ− and 2000 µ+ reconstructed

events at ICAL. In table 2, we show the expected contributions to total reconstructed µ−

events via νµ → νµ survival and νe → νµ appearance channels for the NUNM scenarios

(α32 = −0.1 and +0.1), and compare with standard scenario (α32 = 0). We also show a

similar comparison for the total reconstructed µ+ events. Even though the difference in the

total number of events due to the presence of non-zero α32 may not be large, a significant

modification can be observed in the binned distribution of reconstructed events in Erec
µ ,
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Figure 3. The upward-going reconstructed µ− (µ+) event distributions are shown in the top (bottom)

panels for 500 kt·yr exposure of ICAL. The black, blue, and red lines in the plots correspond to SI (α32 = 0),

α32 = 0.1, and α32 = − 0.1, respectively. We consider three different ranges of Erec
µ : [3, 5] GeV (left panels),

[5, 11] GeV (middle panels), and [11, 25] GeV (right panels). Note that the range of the y-axis is different

in each plot. We use the values of oscillation parameters given in table 1, and the binning scheme specified

in table 3, where the recontructed hadron energy variable E′rec
had is integrated over the range of 0 to 25 GeV.

cos θrecµ , and E′rec
had.

In figure 3, we show the distributions of upward-going reconstructed µ− (top row) and

µ+ (bottom row) events for 500 kt·yr exposure at ICAL. We consider the values of oscilla-

tion parameters mentioned in table 1 while incorporating three-flavor neutrino oscillations

Observable Range Bin width Total bins

Erec
µ (GeV)

[1, 11]

[11, 21]

[21, 25]

1

5

4

10

2

1

 13

cos θrecµ
[−1.0, 0.0]

[0.0, 1.0]

0.1

0.2

10

5

}
15

E′rec
had (GeV)

[0, 2]

[2, 4]

[4, 25]

1

2

21

2

1

1

 4

Table 3. The binning scheme adopted in this analysis for the three reconstructed observables Erec
µ , cos θrecµ ,

and E′rec
had. We use the same binning scheme for reconstructed µ− and µ+ events as done in ref. [88].
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in the presence of matter. To plot the distributions, we use the binning scheme given in

table 3. Here, we show the event distributions for three different ranges of reconstruction

muon energies Erec
µ which are [3, 5] GeV (left panel), [5, 11] GeV (mid panel), and [11, 25]

GeV (right panel) while integrating reconstructed hadron energies (E′rec
had) over 0 to 25 GeV.

The black, blue, and red curves correspond to three different physics scenarios, i.e., α32 = 0

(SI), 0.1, and −0.1, respectively. The error bars represent the statistical fluctuations. The

impacts of non-zero NUNM parameters (α32 = ±0.1) can be visually appreciated when

Erec
µ > 5 GeV, for both reconstructed µ− and µ+ events. Now, it is essential to note that

for a given non-zero value of α32, the event distributions of µ− and µ+ have opposite ori-

entations with respect to SI. For an instance, the bin contents of blue curve (α32 = +0.1)

for µ− distributions in reconstructed muon energy range [11, 25] GeV have a lower value

than the SI ones, whereas these get higher for the µ+ distributions. Such distinguishing

characteristics of new physics scenarios can only be observed efficiently when the detector

has the capability to identify neutrino and antineutrino events separately, like at ICAL;

otherwise, it would be diluted.

5 Statistical analysis

In this analysis, we use a frequentist approach to get the median sensitivity of the detector

while testing the hypothesis of non-unitary neutrino mixing. Here, we calculate the Poisso-

nian χ2 [158] for the reconstructed µ− and µ+ events by minimizing it over the systematic

uncertainties. We define the χ2 while considering three reconstructed observables: Erec
µ ,

cos θrecµ and E′rec
had as follows [61]:

χ2
(
µ±) = min

ξl

NE′rec
had∑

i=1

NErec
µ±∑

j=1

Ncos θrec
µ±∑

k=1

2

[
(N thr

ijk −Nobs
ijk ) + Nobs

ijk ln

(
Nobs

ijk

N thr
ijk

)]
+

5∑
l=1

ξ2l , (5.1)

where

N thr
ijk = N0 thr

ijk

(
1 +

5∑
l=1

πl
ijkξl

)
. (5.2)

Here, N thr
ijk stands for the theoretically expected number of reconstructed muon events

while Nobs
ijk stands for observed muon events, in a given bin of (Erec

µ , cos θrecµ , E′rec
had). N

0 thr
ijk

represents the pure theoretical prediction of reconstructed events. However, the system-

atic uncertainties (πl
ijk) can modify the pure predicted events. Thus, we adopt the pull

method [159–161] to address such fluctuations. Using the pull method, we parameterize

the systematic uncertainties in terms of a set of variables called pull variables ξl. Here, we

consider a linearized approximation while accounting for the five systematic uncertainties

as 20% flux normalization error, 10% error in cross section, 5% energy dependent tilt error

in flux, 5% uncertainty on the zenith angle dependence of the flux, and 5% overall system-

atics for both νµ and ν̄µ events, as prescribed in the refs. [61, 162, 163]. The total χ2 is a

sum of χ2 (µ−) and χ2 (µ+) as:

χ2 = χ2
(
µ−) + χ2

(
µ+
)
. (5.3)
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Now, we define the new physics sensitivity of ICAL in terms of ∆χ2 as:

∆χ2 = χ2
(
NUNM

)
− χ2

(
SI
)
, (5.4)

where χ2
(
NUNM

)
and χ2

(
SI
)
are obtained by fitting the MC data with NUNM and SI

scenarios, respectively. The MC data is generated assuming the SI scenario with the

values of oscillation parameters as given in table 1 while considering NMO. In theory,

we keep all the three diagonal NUNM parameters αii, and the two off-diagonal NUNM

parameters (α21, α31) as zero, while considering only the non-zero real values of α32. Since

the statistical fluctuations are suppressed for calculating the median sensitivity of ICAL,

we have χ2
(
SI
)
≈ 0. Note that the ICAL data is sensitive to sin2 θ23, ∆m2

32, and the

neutrino mass ordering. Therefore, in this paper, we minimize the ∆χ2 in the fit over

sin2 θ23 in the range 0.36 to 0.66, ∆m2
32 in the interval [2.1, 2.6] × 10−3 eV2 for NMO in

order to estimate the possible constraint on the NUNM parameter α32. Note that we also

minimize the ∆χ2 over both the choices of mass ordering, i.e., NMO and IMO. The recipe

to switch the values of ∆m2
32 from NMO to IMO via ∆m2

eff is already discussed in section 3.

6 Results

Before we start discussing our sensitivity results on the NUNM parameter α32, it is impor-

tant to study the effective ranges of reconstructed muon variables
(
Erec

µ , cos θrecµ

)
which

contribute to our sensitivity. The following subsection is devoted to shed light on this issue.

6.1 Effective regions in
(
Erec

µ , cos θrecµ

)
plane to constrain α32

We estimate the density distributions of ∆χ2
[
GeV−1 sr−1

]
in the plane of

(
Erec

µ , cos θrecµ

)
which get contributions from each bin of separately reconstructed µ− and µ+ events. While

estimating these density distributions of ICAL sensitivity for the NUNM scenario, we do

not consider the constant contribution to ∆χ2 from the pull penalty term mentioned in

eq. (5.1). However, we do minimize the ∆χ2
[
GeV−1 sr−1

]
over systematic uncertainties.

As far as standard oscillation parameters are concerned, we keep them fixed at values given

in Table 1.

In figure 4, we show the distributions of ∆χ2
−
[
GeV−1 sr−1

]
and ∆χ2

+

[
GeV−1 sr−1

]
in

the plane of
(
Erec

µ , cos θrecµ

)
while considering the two values NUNM parameter (α32 = ± 0.1)

for a demonstartion purpose. We perform this analysis using ICAL simulated data for an

exposure of 500 kt·yr. The sensitivity for µ− is larger than that for µ+, and this could be

because of the larger statistics and significant matter effect (for NO) for the case of µ−. In

all the panels, ICAL sensitivity for NUNM is higher for regions of larger baselines which

correspond to the core-passing neutrinos. A significant sensitivity is obtained around the

oscillation valley region, i.e., 5 GeV ≤ Erec
µ ≤ 17 GeV and cos θrecµ < −0.4.

6.2 Impact of oscillation parameter marginalization in constraining α32

Over the past few decades, the precision on the three-flavor neutrino oscillation parameters

have improved significantly. However, some oscillation parameters still have large uncer-

tainties. The next-generation neutrino oscillation experiments aim to measure the value of
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Figure 4. We show the distributions of fixed-parameter ∆χ2
− (∆χ2

+) in the plane of (Erec
µ , cos θrecµ )

without the pull penalty term in the left (right) panels using 500 kt·yr exposure of the ICAL detector. Note

that ∆χ2
− and ∆χ2

+ are presented in the units of GeV−1sr−1 where we have divided them by 2π × bin

area. The prospective data is generated assuming α32 = 0, NMO (true), and using the benchmark values

of oscillation parameters given in table 1. In theory, α32 = − 0.1 and 0.1 in the top and bottom panels,

respectively.

δCP, determine the octant of θ23, and resolve the issue of neutrino mass ordering. In ICAL,

more than 98% of the muon events would be contributed by νµ survival channel and the

contribution from the appearance channel is very minimal. Therefore, the ICAL sensitivi-

ties do not depend much on the value of δCP [59, 164, 165]. However, the performance of

ICAL depends on the choice of sin2 θ23, ∆m2
32, and the neutrino mass ordering. Therefore,

in this paper, in order to estimate the possible upper bounds on the NUNM parameter α32,

we minimize the ∆χ2 in the fit over sin2 θ23 ∈ [0.36, 0.66] , ∆m2
32 ∈ [2.1, 2.6] × 10−3 eV2,

and both the choices of mass ordering. Here, the prospective MC data is generated using

the benchmark values of the neutrino oscillation parameters as given in table 1 assuming
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Figure 5. The possible constraints on the NUNM parameter α32 using 500 kt·yr of simulated ICAL data

with the CID capability. The black (red) curve shows the result with (without) minimization of the ∆χ2

over sin2 θ23, |∆m2
32|, and both the choices of mass orderings in the fit. The MC data is generated for the

SI case (α32 = 0) using the benchmark values of oscillation parameters as given in table 1.

NMO as true neutrino mass ordering. Note that the value of δCP is kept fixed at zero both

in theory and MC data.

In figure 5, the black curve shows the constraints on the NUNM parameter α32 using

500 kt·yr of simulated ICAL data with the CID capability. As discussed above, while

obtaining these sensitivities, the MC data is generated assuming α32 = 0 (SI case) using

the benchmark values of oscillation parameter given in table 1 and we minimize the ∆χ2

over all the relevant oscillation parameters sin2 θ23, |∆m2
32|, and both the choices of mass

orderings in the fit. For the first time, in a model independent fashion, we evaluate the

sensitivity for the NUNM parameter α32 as: −0.022 ≤ α32 ≤ 0.022 at 95% C.L. with 1

d.o.f. assuming true NMO. The red curve in figure 5 is obtained in fixed-parameter scenario

where we do not marginalize over relevant oscillation parameter in the fit. We observe that

the red curve almost overlaps with the black curve suggesting that the marginalization

over oscillation parameter does not change our sensitivity. This implies that the projected

constraints on α32 from ICAL are quite robust against the present uncertainties in the

three-flavor neutrino oscillation parameters. We also estimate the future constraints on

α32 as −0.025 ≤ α32 ≤ 0.025 at 95% C.L. assuming true IMO where we switch from NMO

to IMO in our analysis following the prescription as described in section 3.
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Figure 6. The possible constraints on the NUNM parameter α32 using 500 kt·yr of simulated ICAL data.

The black (red) curve shows the result with (without) the CID capability of ICAL. In the fit, we minimize

the ∆χ2 over sin2 θ23, |∆m2
32|, and both the choices of mass orderings. The MC data is generated for the

SI case (α32 = 0) using the benchmark values of oscillation parameters as given in table 1.

6.3 Advantage of having charge identification (CID) capability

The magnetic field of 1.5 T would enable ICAL to identify µ− and µ+ events separately by

measuring the opposite directions of curvatures of their tracks. This CID capability of ICAL

would help in distinguishing parent neutrinos (νµ) and antineutrinos (ν̄µ) which experience

Earth’s matter effects in a different fashion for a given mass ordering. The CID capability

helps in preserving the different Earth’s matter effects in neutrino and antineutrino modes

separately, which in turn enhances the sensitivity of ICAL in measuring the standard three-

flavor oscillation parameters and also in probing the various new-physics scenarios driven

by Earth’s matter effect.

In figure 6, we show the advantage of having the CID capability of ICAL in constraining

the NUNM parameter α32. In this figure, we plot the ∆χ2 (see eq. (5.4)) as a function

of α32 in the fit where the true value α32 is zero in the MC data. Here, we minimize the

∆χ2 over sin2 θ23, |∆m2
32|, and both the mass orderings in the fit assuming true NMO.

The black curve represents the sensitivity of ICAL with the CID capability, whereas the

red curve corresponds to the sensitivity without CID. We observe that in the absence of

CID, the constraint on α32 deteriorates to −0.056 ≤ α32 ≤ 0.049 at 95% C.L. with 500

kt·yr exposure as compared to the constraint −0.022 ≤ α32 ≤ 0.022 that we have in the
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presence of CID. This happens because in the absence of CID, the reconstructed µ− and

µ+ events get added up in each bin diluting their matter effect information which in turn

deteriorates the sensitivity towards α32. Also note that in the absence of CID, the α32

sensitivity becomes asymmetric for positive and negative values of α32 (test). So overall,

the numbers in figure 6 indicate an improvement of around 60% in the sensitivity towards

α32 in the presence of CID.

6.4 Constraints on α32 as a function of true sin2 θ23

In figure 7, we examine the impact of uncertainty of the true value of θ23 on ICAL sensitiv-

ity to constrain α32 with 500 kt·yr exposure. The black curve corresponds to the sensitivity

using MC data with maximal mixing, i.e., sin2 θ23 (true) = 0.5, whereas the red and blue

curves represent that with non-maximal mixings, i.e., sin2 θ23 (true) = 0.4 and 0.6, respec-

tively. Here, we minimize ∆χ2 over sin2 θ23, |∆m2
32|, and mass ordering while considering

NMO as the true scenario. The ICAL sensitivity for α32 gets deteriorated by ≈ 14% when

we consider a non-maximal mixing of θ23 (red and blue curves) in MC data as compared

to that for maximal mixing (black curve). The sensitivity for lower (sin2 θ23 = 0.4) and

higher (sin2 θ23 = 0.6) octant is also similar. This happens because P (νµ → νµ) depends

upon sin2 2θ23 at the leading order, enhancing the flavor transition probability, which is

described in more detail in appendix B.21.

6.5 One-to-one comparison of ICAL with the future long-baseline setups

The upcoming high-precision LBL experiments DUNE [96–102] and Hyper-K [103, 104]

are expected to provide stringent constraints on the NUNM parameters [120, 123, 127]. In

this section, we provide a comparison between the future sensitivities obtained from these

LBL experiments and the INO-ICAL atmospheric neutrino experiment. For this purpose,

we perform a detailed simulation study to estimate the limits on the NUNM parameter α32

using the LBL experiments DUNE [102] and Hyper-K [103] in isolation and combination.

To simulate the performance of DUNE having a baseline of 1300 km, we consider a total

exposure of 480 kt·MW·yr which corresponds to a 1.2 MW beam of protons of 120 GeV

and a 40 kt liquid-argon time-projection chamber (LArTPC) as a far detector collecting

data for 10 years equally divided in neutrino (5 years) and antineutrino (5 years) modes.

To simulate the prospective data of Hyper-K with a baseline of 295 km, we consider a

total exposure of 2431 kt·MW·yr which is obtained with a 1.3 MW beam of protons of 30

GeV and a 187 kt water Cherenkov far detector collecting data for 10 years with 2.5 years

of neutrino run and 7.5 years of antineutrino run. We perform the necessary simulation

for these two LBL experiments using the publicly available GLoBES software [166, 167],

extended with the MonteCUBES package [168]. For both these experiments, we use the

benchmark values of the oscillation parameters as given in table 1 assuming true NMO

to generate the MC data with the NUNM parameter α32 = 0, and consider the non-zero

positive and negative real values of α32 in the fit. For both these LBL setups, we minimize

the ∆χ2 over sin2 θ23, |∆m2
32|, and both the choices of mass orderings in the fit. Similar to

the ICAL analysis, we consider δCP = 0 both in data and fit while obtaining the sensitivities

for these LBL setups.
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Figure 7. The possible constraints on the NUNM parameter α32 using 500 kt·yr of simulated ICAL data

with the CID capability, while considering three different true values of sin2 θ23: 0.4 (red curve), 0.5 (black

curve), and 0.6 (blue curve). In the fit, we minimize the ∆χ2 over sin2 θ23, |∆m2
32|, and both the choices

of mass orderings. The MC data is generated for the SI case (α32 = 0) using the benchmark values of

oscillation parameters as given in table 1.

In figure 8, we show the values of minimized ∆χ2 as a function of α32 (test) in fit.

The black curve shows the α32 sensitivity of INO-ICAL atmospheric neutrino experiment

considering its CID capability. The blue (green) curve reveals the α32 sensitivity for the

standalone DUNE (Hyper-K) LBL setup. The red curve depicts the sensitivity for the

combined analysis of DUNE and Hyper-K. We observe that the sensitivity from the com-

bined DUNE + HyperK analysis is better than their individual performance. Owing to

the smaller baseline, and hence, less matter effect, the sensitivity of Hyper-K (see green

curve) is significantly less as compared to DUNE (see blue curve). We also notice in this

one-to-one comparison that the sensitivity of ICAL (see black curve) is slightly better than

DUNE and DUNE + Hyper-K owing to the large matter effects via NC interactions ex-

perienced by atmospheric neutrinos at ICAL. We tabulate the constraints on the NUNM

parameter α32 obtained from these various experiments at 95% C.L. in table 4.

So far, in this paper, we treat α32 as a real parameter with positive and negative values.

In other words, we consider the NUNM phase ϕ32 associated with α32 (in the convention

of α32 ≡ |α32|e−iϕ32) to be 0 and π. Now, we study the impact of the NUNM phase ϕ32

on the future sensitivities towards |α32| which can be obtained from the above-mentioned
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Figure 8. The possible constraints on the NUNM parameter α32 using 500 kt·yr of simulated atmospheric

data at ICAL with the CID capability (see black curve). The blue (green) curve shows the α32 sensitivity

of DUNE (Hyper-K) long-baseline setup assuming a total exposure of 480 kt·MW·yr (2431 kt·MW·yr) in

10 years. For DUNE, we assume 5 years of neutrino run and 5 years of antineutrino run. For Hyper-K,

we consider 2.5 years of neutrino run and 7.5 years of antineutrino run. The red curve portrays the α32

sensitivity using the combined analysis of the long-baseline MC data from DUNE and Hyper-K. For all these

experimental setups, we minimize the ∆χ2 over sin2 θ23, |∆m2
32|, and both the choices of mass orderings.

The MC data is generated for the SI case (α32 = 0) using the benchmark values of oscillation parameters

as given in table 1 and assuming NMO as true mass ordering. We consider δCP = 0 both in data and fit

while obtaining the results for all these setups.

ICAL DUNE Hyper-K DUNE + Hyper-K

[-0.022, 0.022] [-0.031, 0.032] [-0.089, 0.089] [-0.027, 0.027]

Table 4. A comparison between the expected constraints on the NUNM parameter α32 at 95% C.L.

obtained from 500 kt·yr atmospheric neutrino exposure of ICAL (first column), 480 kt·MW·yr exposure of

DUNE LBL setup (second column), and 2431 kt·MW·yr exposure of Hyper-K LBL setup (third column).

The last column shows the sensitivity of α32 obtained from the combined analysis of DUNE and Hyper-K

LBL data. For all the experimental setups, we minimize the ∆χ2 over sin2 θ23, |∆m2
32|, and both the choices

of mass orderings in the fit. The prospective MC data is generated using the benchmark values of oscillation

parameters given in table 1. We consider δCP = 0 both in data and fit.

LBL and atmospheric neutrino experiments. To see the impact of the NUNM phase ϕ32

on the INO-ICAL analysis, we repeat our simulations for INO-ICAL by performing the
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ICAL DUNE Hyper-K DUNE + Hyper-K

< 0.12 < 0.21 < 1.08 < 0.20

Table 5. A comparison between the expected constraints on |α32| at 95% C.L. obtained after marginalizing

over the NUNM phase ϕ32 ∈ [−π, π] using 500 kt·yr exposure of INO-ICAL atmospheric neutrino experiment

(first column), 480 kt·MW·yr exposure of DUNE LBL setup (second column), and 2431 kt·MW·yr exposure
of Hyper-K LBL setup (third column). The last column shows the sensitivity for |α32| obtained from

the combined analysis of DUNE and Hyper-K. For all the experimental setups, we keep the value of the

oscillation parameters fixed both in data and fit at their benchmark values as given in table 1. We also

consider δCP = 0 both in data and fit.

minimization of the ∆χ2 over all possible values of ϕ32 ∈ [−π, π] in the fit while keeping all

the standard three-flavor neutrino oscillation parameters fixed in the fit for computational

ease. We obtain a new constraint of |α32| ≤ 0.12 at 95% C.L. using 500 kt·yr exposure

of INO-ICAL. We also repeat the simulations for DUNE and Hyper-K in isolation and

combination by performing the minimization of the ∆χ2 over ϕ32 in the fit while keeping

the standard three-flavor neutrino oscillation parameters fixed in the fit. While studying

the impact of ϕ32 on the LBL setups, we also consider δCP = 0 both in data and fit as we

assume for ICAL. In table 5, we compare the sensitivities for |α32| obtained from DUNE,

Hyper-K, and DUNE + Hyper-K with that from ICAL by performing the minimization

over ϕ32 in the fit. We observe that owing to Earth’s matter effects, INO-ICAL has slightly

better sensitivity for |α32| as compared to DUNE, Hyper-K, and their combination even

after the marginalization over the phase ϕ32.

7 Concluding remarks

The experimental evidence of the mass-induced neutrino flavor transitions places a dent

on the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics and this basically opens up a gateway

to the phenomenology of beyond the SM (BSM). The mixing among three light active

neutrinos is described by unitary matrix. Since over the past few decades, the precision

of neutrino oscillation parameters have improved significantly, it is natural to attempt

to test the unitarity of mixing matrix. In this article, for the first time, we study the

non-unitary neutrino mixing (NUNM) scenario using atmospheric neutrinos over a wide

range of baselines in a multi-GeV range of energies at the upcoming INO-ICAL detector.

Here, our cornerstone is exploring the non-unitary neutrino mixing parameter α32 through

mass-induced neutrino oscillations. We consider only the real values of α32 and show that

ICAL can place a stringent limit on it. Here, we study the possibility of non-unitary

neutrino mixing among the three SM neutrinos. We discuss in detail how the NUNM

scenario can uphold the potential arising due to neutral-current interactions and can make

a significant alteration in the neutrino oscillation probabilities. We explore the impact of

the NUNM parameter α32 on the νµ → νµ survival channel and derive an approximate

analytical expression for an effective two-neutrino mixing in 2-3 sector (see appendix B).

We demonstrate such an effect using oscillogram of νµ survival probability.
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We simulate the effect of the NUNM parameter α32 on the distribution of reconstructed

muon events for the upcoming 50 kt ICAL with an exposure of 10 years. Here, we perform

a ∆χ2 analysis to estimate the new physics sensitivity of the INO-ICAL detector. For the

first time, we evaluate the sensitivity to place a limit on the NUNM parameter α32 using

an atmospheric neutrino experiment like ICAL. We discuss the advantages of using the

charge-identification feature at ICAL both at the event level and ∆χ2 analysis. We find

that the α32 sensitivity is robust against the minimization of ∆χ2 over the uncertainties of

atmospheric oscillation parameters. We further explore the impact of octant uncertainty

of θ23 (true) while constraining the NUNM parameter α32. Since there is literature that

discusses the NUNM scenario for the mass-induced neutrino oscillations using the long-

baseline experimental data and the proposed long-baseline simulated data, we perform a

one-to-one comparison of the sensitivities of the future long-baseline experiments such as

DUNE, Hyper-K as well as their combination (DUNE + Hyper-K) with that of ICAL.

For probing the BSM physics scenarios, it is essential to make precise measurements

of oscillation parameters, and such a process will be enhanced with the detection of ντ
events. We believe that the next-generation neutrino detectors will be capable of observing

the charged-current tau events via the tau neutrino appearance channel. Such an event

analysis will undoubtedly enhance the robustness of three-neutrino unitary mixing. In

fact, a thorough analysis of currently acquired high-precision atmospheric neutrino data at

Super-K, IceCube, DeepCore, and ORCA can definitely shed a light on the test for unitary

neutrino mixing.
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A A brief discussion on lower-triangular formulation of NUNM

Let’s consider a scenario where ‘n’ numbers of neutrinos are mixing with each other via a

global mixing matrix Ũ that is an n×n square matrix. Recalling eq. (2.3) to represent the

mixing matrix as follows:

Ũn×n =

(
N S

V T

)
≡

(
N3×3 S3×(n−3)

V (n−3)×3 T (n−3)×(n−3)

)
. (A.1)

Here, N , S, V and T are the elements of Ũn×n matrix in the form of block matrices. Now,

transforming neutrino mass basis to flavor basis,



νe
νµ
ντ

.

.

.

.


n×1

=



Ũe1 Ũe2 Ũe3 . . . . . . . . . . . .

Ũµ1 Ũµ2 Ũµ3 . . . . . . . . . . . .

Ũτ1 Ũτ2 Ũτ3 . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .


n×n

·



ν1
ν2
ν3

.

.

.

.


n×1

. (A.2)

In this representation, there are blocks showing the current accessibility regime, i.e., we

can detect νe, νµ, and ντ via inverse-beta decay processes, and we have precisely measured

the magnitudes of solar and atmospheric mass-squared splittings (∆m2
21 and ∆m2

31) which

are related to ν1, ν2 and ν3 neutrino mass states. In the accessible neutrino energy, the

Hamiltonian in mass-basis can be represented in a block matrix as follows:

Hm
n×n =

1

2E
·

[
δm2 0

0 ∆M2

]
n×n

where δm2 =

 0 0 0

0 ∆m2
21 0

0 0 ∆m2
31


3×3

,

and ∆M2 =


∆m2

41 0 0 0 0

0 ∆m2
51 0 0 0

0 0 · · · 0 0

0 0 0 · · · 0

0 0 0 0 ∆m2
n1


(n−3)×(n−3)

. (A.3)

Here, we assume the magnitude of neutrino masses and their mass-squared splittings are

very small compared to their energy (E), i.e., mi ≪ E and ∆m2
ij ≪ E, where i and j are

the mass-indices.

An illustration of 3+1 neutrino mixing scenario: By considering n = 4, we can

introduce a new neutrino, namely sterile neutrino, with mass basis ν4 and flavor basis νs.

Using eqs. (A.1) & (A.3), the transition amplitudes in vacuum can be expressed as:
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⟨νe|νe⟩ ⟨νe|νµ⟩ ⟨νe|ντ ⟩ ⟨νe|νs⟩
⟨νµ|νe⟩ ⟨νµ|νµ⟩ ⟨νµ|ντ ⟩ ⟨νµ|νs⟩
⟨ντ |νe⟩ ⟨ντ |νµ⟩ ⟨ντ |ντ ⟩ ⟨ντ |νs⟩
⟨νs|νe⟩ ⟨νs|νµ⟩ ⟨νs|ντ ⟩ ⟨νs|νs⟩

 =

N S

V T


 e−i δm

2

2E
L 0

0 e−i
∆m2

41
2E

L


N † V †

S† T †

 (A.4)

=



N e−i δm
2

2E
LN † + S e−i

∆m2
41

2E
L S† N e−i δm

2

2E
L V † + S e−i

∆m2
41

2E
L T †

(3× 3) (3× 1)

V e−i δm
2

2E
LN † + T e−i

∆m2
41

2E
L S† V e−i δm

2

2E
L V † + T e−i

∆m2
41

2E
L T †

(1× 3) (1× 1)


, (A.5)

where

N S

V T

 =


Ũe1 Ũe2 Ũe3 Ũe4

Ũµ1 Ũµ2 Ũµ3 Ũµ4

Ũτ1 Ũτ2 Ũτ3 Ũτ4

Ũs1 Ũs2 Ũs3 Ũs4

 and Hm
4×4 =

1

2E
·

[
δm2 0

0 ∆m2
41

]
. (A.6)

With the current knowledge of particle physics and its detection technology, we can not

measure the sterile neutrino contents directly. However, using the principle of conservation

in neutrino oscillation probabilities, one can infer the impact of such a sterile neutrino.

Thus, it is essential to know the information about N , S, δm2 and ∆m2
41 in the 3×3 block

of eq. (A.5), to calculate the oscillation probabilities. Now, when t = 0, the matrix of

transition amplitude becomes an identity one. This gives rise to an important relation for

the 3×3 blocks: N ·N † + S ·S† = I and V ·V † + T ·T † = 1. In practice, 1×1 block does

not provide any useful information because we don’t have access to the initial and final

states of a sterile neutrino. Now, for a generalized scenario where ‘n’ number of neutrino

species are considered, one may not have all the information regarding either S or ∆M2 or

even both, then only the partial information on the evolution of propagating neutrino will

be available via N e−i δm
2

2E
LN †. Consequently, it gives rise to the non-conservation of three

neutrino oscillation probabilities and the corresponding zero-length effect when L has a

null value.

Lower-triangular matrix formulation of NUNM: For a generalized neutrino mixing

scenario, global unitary mixing matrix Ũn×n contains n(n− 1)/2 number of mixing angles

and (n − 2)(n − 1)/2 number of physical phases. Using Okubo’s prescription [119], the

Ũn×n matrix can be constructed with the corresponding n(n− 1)/2 rotational matrices as:
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Ũn×n = Rn−1n ·Rn−2n . . . R3n ·R2n ·R1n . . . R3n−1 ·R2n−1 ·R1n−1 . . . R23 ·R13 ·R12 .

(A.7)

While keeping the last three rotational matrices apart from the rest of the matrix

multiplications, we can form a lower-triangular matrix. For simplicity, lets consider n = 4

which leads to six rotational matrices, and the Ũ4×4 can be expressed as:

Ũ4×4 = R34 ·R24 ·R14 ·R23 ·R13 ·R12 (A.8)

= R34 ·R24 ·R14 · R , (A.9)

where R = R23·R13·R12 and denoting sin θij (cos θij) = sij (cij). For simplicity, considering

physical phases to null values

R34 =


1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 c34 −s34
0 0 s34 c34

 , R24 =


1 0 0 0

0 c34 0 −s34
0 0 1 0

0 s34 0 c34

 , R14 =


c34 0 0 −s34
0 1 0 0

0 0 1 0

s34 0 0 c34

 , (A.10)

R34 ·R24 ·R14 =


c14 0 0 s14

−s14s24 c24 0 c14s24
−c24s14s34 −s24s34 c34 c14c24s34

−c24s14c34 −s24s34 −s34 c14c24c34

 and R =

U 0

0 1

 . (A.11)

From eqs. (A.9) and (A.11), one can parameterize non-unitary active neutrino mixing

matrix N as N = α ·U , where α is the lower-triangular 3× 3 submatrix of R34 ·R24 ·R14

shown in the above eq. (A.11) and U is standard unitary PMNS matrix.

B Effective νµ survival probability in the presence of NUNM

Let us consider an effective two-neutrino scenario in the µ-τ sector, and assigning the

vacuum mixing angle θ23 and mass-squared splitting as ∆m2
32. Now, considering the new

physics scenario of NUNM in 2-3 block and the corresponding oscillation matrix elements

– 26 –



as follows:

U =

(
cos θ23 sin θ23
− sin θ23 cos θ23

)
, (B.1)

M =

(
0 0

0 ∆m2
32

)
, (B.2)

α̂ =

(
1 + α22 0

α32 1 + α33

)
, (B.3)

N = α̂ · U

=

(
1 + α22 0

α32 1 + α33

)
·

(
cos θ23 sin θ23
− sin θ23 cos θ23

)
. (B.4)

Now for the simplicity, let us consider α22 = α33 = 0.

N =

[
cos θ23 sin θ23

α32 cos θ23 − sin θ23 cos θ23 + α32 sin θ23

]
, (B.5)

N † · VNC ·N =

VNC ·

[
c223 + (α32c23 − s23)

2 c23s23 + (α32c23 − s23) (c23 + α32s23)

c23s23 + (α32c23 − s23) (c23 + α32s23) s223 + (c23 + α32s23)
2

]
.

(B.6)

The effective Hamiltonian (H) can be expressed as follows:

H =
M

2E
+N † · VNC ·N , (B.7)

H = VNC ·

[
c223 + (α32c23 − s23)

2 c23s23 + (α32c23 − s23) (c23 + α32s23)

c23s23 + (α32c23 − s23) (c23 + α32s23) ∆m2
32/2E VNC + s223 + (c23 + α32s23)

2

]
.

(B.8)
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The eigenvalues of this effective Hamiltonian, half of the differences of these eigenvalues,

will reflect the impact of new physics in the modified oscillation parameters.

λ1 =
1

2

[
∆m2

32/2E + 2VNC + VNCα
2
32 −

{(
∆m2

32/2E
)2

+ 4V 2
NCα

2
32 + V 2

NCα
4
32

−2 ·∆m2
32/2E · VNCα

2
32 cos 2θ23 + 4 ·∆m2

32/2E · VNCα32 sin 2θ23

}1/2
]
, (B.9)

λ2 =
1

2

[
∆m2

32/2E + 2VNC + VNCα
2
32 +

{(
∆m2

32/2E
)2

+ 4V 2
NCα

2
32 + V 2

NCα
4
32

−2 ·∆m2
32/2E · VNCα

2
32 cos 2θ23 + 4 ·∆m2

32/2E · VNCα32 sin 2θ23

}1/2
]
, (B.10)

∆λ

2
=

1

2

{(
∆m2

32/2E
)2

+ 4V 2
NCα

2
32 + V 2

NCα
4
32 − 2 ·∆m2

32/2E · VNCα
2
32 cos 2θ23

+ 4 ·∆m2
32/2E · VNCα32 sin 2θ23

}1/2

. (B.11)

Here, ∆λ = λ2 − λ1. Now considering an approximated solution to ∆λ by limiting the

higher ordered α2
32 terms ≃ 0.

∆λ

2
=

1

2

[(
∆m2

32/2E
)2

+ 4 ·∆m2
32/2E · VNCα32 sin 2θ23

]1/2
, (B.12)

∆λ

2
= ∆m2

32/4E

[
1 + 4 · (∆m2

32/2E)−1 · VNC · α32 · sin 2θ23
]1/2

, (B.13)

∆λ

2
≃ ∆m2

32/4E

[
1 + 2 · (∆m2

32/2E)−1 · VNC · α32 · sin 2θ23 + . . .

]
, (B.14)

ignoring higher ordered expansion terms of 4 · (∆m2
32/2E)−1 · VNC · α32 · sin 2θ23 ,

∆λ

2
≃ ∆m2

32

4E
+ VNC · α32 · sin 2θ23 , (B.15)

∆λ

2
· L ≃

(
∆m2

32

4E
+ VNC · α32 · sin 2θ23

)
· L . (B.16)
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Now recalling the N ·N †,

N ·N † =

(
1 α32

α32 1 + α2
32

)
, (B.17)

N ·N † =

[
(NN †)µµ (NN †)µτ
(NN †)τµ (NN †)ττ

]
. (B.18)

Thus,
(
N ·N †)

µµ
= 1,

A (νµ → νµ) =

(
N · e−i·H·L ·N †

)
µµ

, (B.19)

A (νµ → νµ) (L) =
1

2
· e−i·λ1·L ·

[(
1 + ei·∆λ·L

)
− cos 2θ23

(
1− ei·∆λ·L

)]
. (B.20)

P (νµ → νµ) (L) = sin2 2θ23 · cos2
(
∆λ

2
· L
)

+ cos2 2θ23 , (B.21)

P (νµ → νµ) (L)

∣∣∣∣
θ23=π/4

= cos2
(
∆λ

2
· L
)

, (B.22)

P (νµ → νµ) (L)

∣∣∣∣
θ23=π/4

= cos2
[(

∆m2
32

4E
+ VNC · α32

)
· L
]
, (B.23)

P (νµ → νµ) (L = 0) =

∣∣∣∣(N ·N †)
µµ

∣∣∣∣2 = 1 . (B.24)

Now accounting for the suppression factor with the NUNM zero-distance effect, i.e., Peff =

P (L)/P (0). Thus, the effective survival oscillation probability of (νµ → νµ), can be ex-

pressed as follows:

Peff (νµ → νµ) (L)

∣∣∣∣
θ23=π/4

= cos2
[(

∆m2
32

4E
+ VNC · α32

)
· L
]
. (B.25)
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