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Study of matter effects in the presence of sterile neutrino using OMSD approximation
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We discuss the transition and survival probabilities in 3 + 1 neutrino flavor mixing scenario in
presence of matter effects. We adopt the well-known OMSD(One Mass Scale Dominance) approx-
imation to carry out our analysis. After that we perform series expansion about sin 613 term upto
second order. We find that our results are consistent with the already existing o — sin 613 approxi-
mated relations in the limit of vanishing a and phases involving sterile neutrinos. We also figure out
that survival transition probability becomes independent of the fundamental and sterile CP phases
under our formalism. Hence, it provides us a new way to look at only matter effects contribution to
oscillation probability. Also, the transition probability at the same time gives an independent study
of CP-violation arising from the sterile phases, in the vicinity of fundamental CP violation phase.
We provide the relation for the atmospheric probability in the presence of matter by performing the
series expansion upto linear order about parameter A(= 2EV), with V being the effective matter

potential under OMSD approximation.

I. INTRODUCTION

The existence of neutrino oscillations [I}, [2] emerged as
an important tool to look at the beyond standard model
physics. A lot of research has already been done to mea-
sure the oscillation parameters precisely. The only un-
known parameters left to be known accurately in neu-
trino physics include 1) The sign of Am%,, depending
on if Am3; > 0 the mass hierarchy is considered to be
normal hierarchy and for Am3;, < 0 it is regarded as
an inverted hierarchy. 2) Resolving the octant issue. 3)
Determining the amount of leptonic CP violation. In
context to the value of d¢p parameter, the results from
T2K [3] and NovA [4] experiments show a mismatch.
The next generation experiments aim to determine the
dcp phase at firm footing.

The neutrinos are massless on standard model, but
the observation of neutrino oscillations marked neutrinos
to be massive. With this the new physics involving the
extension of standard model took a revolutionary path.
There are several anomalies coming from the accelerator
experiments LSND [5] and MiniBooNE [6] and from the
so-called reactor [7] and Gallium anomalies [8] that hints
towards the existence of a fourth light mass right handed
sterile neutrino. The excess of events seen in MiniBooNE
has been cross-examined by MicroBooNE [9] [10] which
reports no such excess.

With the emergence of the idea that sterile neutrinos
may exist, a wide amount of literature has appeared
highlighting the impact of sterile presence on the ac-
tive neutrino . Various LBL experiments like T2K [I1],
T2HK [12] 13], T2HKK [14], NovA [15], DUNE [16] and
many more studies [I7H20] have stressed to provide infor-
mation on active-sterile oscillations parameters. The new
physics provides the subdominant contribution to stan-
dard oscillations. The increased number of oscillation
parameters as we move from 3 flavor scenario to 3+1 fla-
vor mixing scheme have bring difficulties in understand-
ing the results analytically. The framework developed by
authors in [21I] have investigated the interference among

*Electronic address: kirans@iitbhilai.ac.in
TElectronic address: sudhanwa@iitbhilai.ac.in

sterile and atmospheric oscillation frequencies using evo-
lution matrix. We on the other hand, opted an another
way to look at the probability expressions in a much sim-
plified way.

We develop a formalism using OMSD which can rule
out the simultaneous existence of fundamental CP-phase
013 and the CP phases arising from sterile neutrinos when
working in 3+1 scheme. In this way, this is the first
time with the existing literature, where one can study
the individual effects of sterile phases analytically. Along
with this one can also emphasis the role played by matter
effects in determining the exact CP-phase. We perform
the series expansion upto linear order in A to compare
the transition probability results in vacuum and matter.
While doing this analysis, we find an interesting relation
for atmospheric probability different from the existing
literature.

The paper is structured as follow. In the next sec-
tion, we provide the theoretical framework. In section
3, we give the analytic formulas for oscillation probabil-
ities using OMSD approximation in sub-section A and
then probability expressions are calculated using OMSD
and sin 0,3 expansion in sub-section B. We have another
sub-section C marking the comparision in vacuum and
matter for transition probability Pﬁe”. Then in section 4,
we have our numerical results for 295 km baseline as a
case study. The conclusions are mentioned in section 5
followed by an appendix section giving the detail calcu-
lations wherever applicable.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In 3 + 1 neutrino oscillation scenario, the flavor eigen-
states |v,) (with @ = e, u,7,s) created at * = 0 with
energy E are related to the mass eigenstates |v;) (with
7 =1,2,3,4) as,

where U is the mixing matrix for three active neutrinos
and one sterile neutrino which carries information about
various mixing angles and phases for active as well as
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sterile neutrinos with following form,

R(034,034) R(624,0) R (614, 014)
R(623,0) R (613, 613) R(612,0)
= R(0s4,034) R(024,0) R(014,014)Usy, (2)

where Ugl, = R(agg, 0)R(013, 513)R(912, 0) .

At first, the flavor eigenstates are produced and re-
lated to mass eigenstates by this transformation. Then
after travelling a certain distance the mass eigenstates
are transformed to a new flavor eigenstates which can be
same or different from the flavor eigenstates produced at
source. The evolution of neutrino mass eigenstates can
be understood in terms of time dependent Schrodinger
equation in the mass basis as,

Az
WL~ ), 3)
with Hy being the Hamiltonian in the mass basis. It is
expressed as a diagonal matrix with energy eigen values
as its entries.

With the typical value of neutrino energy consid-
ered for various neutrino oscillation experiments which is
much larger than the neutrino masses, all the neutrinos
are considered to be ultra relativistic particles. Under
the extreme relativistic approximations, t = L. With the
change of basis, the modified form of Schrodinger equa-
tion involving flavor eigenstates becomes,

ia|ayta> (tﬁL) = l:H4V:|aﬁ|VB>’ (4)

U

where mass and flavor eigenstates are related by relation
given in eq.. The effective Hamiltonian in presence of
matter can be expressed for 3 4+ 1 neutrino oscillation in
flavor basis as,

0 0 0 0
B 0 Am32,/2E 0 0 T
Ao = Ul %" Am22E 0 v
0 0 0 Am2,/2E
:Hvac
Vee 00 0
0 00 O
Tl 0o 00 o |
0 00 —Vyo
- mat
= UKU'+ V. (5)

This is the master relation accounting the effect of mat-
ter in neutrino transition as well as survival probabilities.
Here, K = diag (0,k‘21,/€31,]€41) with k;; = Am?1/2E is
the diagonal matrix carrying information about mass-
squared differences and energy. One of the important
parameters Voo = V2GpN, and Ve = —%GFNe are
the effective charged current and neutral current mat-
ter contributions [22H25] to the total Hamiltonian. Both
the potentials are part of effective matter potential ma-
trix relevant for 341 scenario. The complete diagonal-
ization of effective 341 Hamiltonian can be achieved by
a new unitary mixing matrix, which will help to derive

the oscillations probabilities. Alternatively, we adopt S-
matrix formalism, for the derivation of oscillation prob-
abilities. The neutrino flavor propagation can be ex-
pressed in terms of evolution matrix as,

Vo (L) = Saprp(0) - (6)

It is to be noted that S-matrix satisfies the same
Schrodinger equation and thus, it can be expressed in
terms of effective Hamiltonian as,

Spa = (vslvao(z = L)) = [exp(=iHuL)]g, 5 (7)

As mentioned in the very beginning, the flavor and
mass eigen states are related via unitary mixing matrix.
Vo = Uyiv; with U being the standard 4 x 4 parame-
terized mixing matrix for 3 4+ 1 scenario. The complete
formalism of obtaining the S-matrix is achieved in var-
ious sub-stages, with the help of changing of basis. At
the very first stage, the 4 X 4 unitary mixing matrix can
be decomposed into two parts, one coming from three
active neutrinos only (Us,) while the other part is from
sterile-active neutrinos (U) as U = UUs,. The form of
U is given by

U = R(034,034) R(024,0) R(14,014)

Now, we will rotate the basis 7, = UL sV leading to the
decomposition of original Hamiltonian as mentioned in
ref [21] as,

H4V _ Fkin + den
= U, KUL, +T'VT. 8)

After all these simplifications, the transition probabilities
can be expressed in terms of S-matrix evolution operator
in the eigenbasis of v,,v,, v;, v, as

— i S.- 0-
S i1 HL ~ 3v 3.><1 9
0143 exp(—ikq L) )

where the first term gives the kinematic contribution of
neutrino oscillations in vacuum, and the second one ex-
plains the nonstandard behaviour in the presence of mat-
ter interactions. With the arguments given in ref [21], it
can be easily verified that k47 is much bigger than one
and much bigger than ks; and k31 also (4,4) entry of Hy,
is much bigger than all other elements and at the same
time the fourth eigenvalues of H,, is the largest than
other three. As a result, the fourth eigenstate 7y can be
studied independently of others. Hence we can express
4 x4 Hy, as 3 x 3 effective Hamiltonian as

Hy, = Hy, +Hy)' (10)
which are derived in the new basis of (76, U, 77) After
some simplifications, we get the dynamical contributions
as,

" = T'vo
1-— (1 — 7”)5%4 T§14524 T§14§§4
Ve T rs3,  rsaudh, | (11)
T T 7534
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For mathematical simplifications we have introduced an-

other parameter r = —“ﬁg—g = %% with typical value
0.5. It is a nice observation that one can recover the

known three flavor effective matter potential matrix
by neglecting the contribution containing second order
terms in mixing angles involving sterile neutrinos. Ad-
ditionally, one can use it as an extra contribution to the
Hamiltonian (H,q. + Hgr) mimicking NST effects.

After that one can get the original flavor basis by using
unitary transformation such as

S=TST' = |Texp(—iHL)T
af

(12)

After S-matrix calculation, it is straight forward to cal-

culate the oscillation probability of a particular neutrino F5 = 0.

flavor v, at source is related to the final neutrino flavor
vg after traversing a distance L is given by

Py =P¥ (va 2 vg; L) =] Spa | (13)
The main objective of the present work is to carry for-
ward the idea of ref [21] but at a much simpler level. The
simplification is performed using the one mass scale domi-
nance (OMSD) approximation followed by the expansion
upto second order in sinf;3 in the projected Hamilto-
nian. The results can be invoked in the complete 4 x 4
scenario to get the complete probability relations which
is the highlighting thrust of the paper.

III. ANALYTIC FORMULA FOR P AND P¥

We will discuss the appearance and disappearance prob-
abilities in presence of sterile neutrino including mat-
ter effects with OMSD approximation [26]. The usual
way is to expand the effective Hamiltonian in matter in
terms of two parameters i) the mass hierarchy parameter
a = Ag1/As; (the ratio of two known mass square differ-
ences) and ii) mixing parameter sin 613 = sin 615 (reactor
mixing angle) keeping terms up to second order.

Our analysis differs from the work of [27] by treat-
ing the projected Hamiltonian in matter using OMSD
approximation (o« = 0) leading to simplified relations,
instead of analysis considering « — sinfy3 approxima-
tion. We have consider OMSD approximation to cal-
culate the kinetic part contribution to the total effective
projected Hamiltonian. Along with, OMSD approxima-
tion, we have simultaneously applied the corrections upto
second order in sin 13 expansion. In this way, our work
differs from the work of [2I], where the authors have car-
ried out the analysis using S-matrix formalism with «
-sin 613 approximation.

A. Probabilities using OMSD approximation

The projected evolution matrix in modified basis is Ss,.
Now we are at the stage to use the OMSD formalism
where we neglect the solar mass square difference Am3,
in comparision with the large mass square difference
Am?, along with vanishing CP-phase §;3 and solar mix-
ing angle 015. The details of the OMSD formalism can be

found in ref [26] and presented briefly in the appendix.
The resulting components of Ss,, are related to the mass
eigenvalues F; and mixing matrix U within OMSD ap-
proximation as,

Bal,, - {exp(mgy L)LB

— [63, exp( — i diag(E1, Ea, E3) L)ﬁ:ﬂ (14)

aff
where, the modified energy eigenvalues in presence of
matter are given by

and the new unitary mixing matrix as,

U = RysRM. (16)

These energy eigenvalues and mixing angles will actu-
ally simplify the evolution matrix (S3,) in the projected
basis which is the highlighting point of our work. This
projected evolution matrix can be invoked in the original
3 + 1 evolution matrix Sy,. Now we can go back to the
original flavor basis under the change of basis nu, — nuqs
and the resulting original evolution matrix (S) in terms
U and Sy, is described by the relation,

S —USU. (17)
Using U = Uez = U#;g = 0, the ey component of evolu-
tion matrix contributing to transition probability P/ile” is

deduced to
Se,u, = 731 [Uzlgee + U;ZSE#] + US4UE4SSS :

—ik1a L

(18)

Since S5 = e oscillates very fast, the associated
terms are averaged out by the finite energy resolution of
the detector. The detailed derivation has been presented
in appendix and the transition probability comes out to
be

dv
Pue:

Seul® = [Ueal*1Up1?[Seel?
|Uel|2|Uu2|2|geu|2

+ 2|Ua|*Re[U},Un2See S5,
+ |Uea*|Upal? -

+

(19)
Using OMSD formalism and without having the sup-
pressed contributions involving sterile neutrino mixings

. —5d . . . .
in the H", the resulting analytic expression for transi-
tion probability is stated below,

7 . .
P:‘é’ (OMSD) =1 cos? 014 sin® 014 sin? Oy

M
31

Yo (461%) sin® (

A%L)
4E

MLy
2E

1
= cos? 014 cos

)+ 5

1
—1—1 cos? 014 cos (

—2s8in 014 sin 2054 sin O3 cos d14 sin (40%) sin? (

—2sin 014 sin 26054 sin O3 sin d14 sin (20%) sin (

AML

+4 cos? 014 sin® (29%) sin® 023 sin® ( iE )

EI,S = & |:A31 + A+ \/(A31 cos 2013 — A)2 + (Agl sin 2913)2:|
(15)

A%L)
4F



Here, the difference between matter induced energy
eigenvalues (as given in the appendix) i.e, E; — E; =
AmZ;/(2E) [26] read as,

AN = \/(As1cos2013 — A)% + (Azsin260;3)2.

The survival probability expression for v, using the same
formalism is derived as follows,

P€4€V = |See‘2 = |Uel|2|‘§ee|2 + |Ue4|2

3 1 AMT,
= sin® 014 + 1 cos® 014 + 1 cos® 14 cos ( 235 )
1 AJV]L
—|—§ cos? 014 cos (49%) sin? ( 43;? ) (21)

It is an interesting observation that in the limit of vanish-
ing sterile neutrino mixings (614, 024, 034 =~ 0), the transi-
tion and the survival probabilities retain their well known
form in 3-flavor scenario under OMSD approximation,

AMT,
P, = sin 2 fgg sin” 20 351112( ;119 ) (22)

AML
P.. = 1—sin?20% sin ( 4311? > . (23)

B. Probability using OMSD and sin ;3 expansion

We carry out an expansion upto second order about small
parameter sin f13 = 0.15 [28H30]which is supposed to be
of order e. Indeed, such kind of expansions have already
been explored in literature [27] along with the expansion
of another parameter o = 2— Our work is different from
what has already been explored in the other relevant pa-
pers, in the way that our analysis expansion has been per-
formed after applying OMSD approximation, thus ruling
out the possibility of applying expansion around « and
sin #,3 parameters simultaneously. The advantage of us-
ing such technique, is to simplify the probability analysis
in presence of sterile neutrino and at the same time con-
sidering the contribution from leading order terms upto
second order. Since the fundamental CP phase has been
considered zero in OMSD approximation, so the final ex-
pressions will involves the CP contributions coming from
sterile neutrinos only. As a result, our work can be a so-
lution to rule out the contributions of fake CP violation
scenario to the leptonic one [31].
To look at the contribution of each term present in prob-
ability expression of P:fé’ , we have plotted them as a func-
tion of sin260,.(= 2sin6,4sinbay) after expanding upto
second order in €, in the particular case sin f14 = sin fo4.
The dashed curves in FIG[I]express the quantitative con-
tribution in vacuum while the solid ones give contribution
of terms in presence of matter. The light blue curve is
from first term (i.e. |Ue1|?|Uu1|?|See|?) labelled as T'1, the
green curve represented by T2 gives contribution from
second term (|Ue1]?|U,2/? \Se#\ ), T'3 term shown by blue
color for third term ( 2|Ue1|*Re[U};U,125..S7,]) and the
orange one represents the fourth term (|Ue4|? |U u4]?) and
is labelled as T4.

Remarkably, the major contribution to total prob-
ability is coming from T2 and T3 terms only in the

Contribution to transition probability
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FIG. 1: The absolute value of four contributions expanded
upto ¢ to the transition probabilities P,.. The dashed lines
represents the behavior of each term in vaccum and the solid
one are used for depicting matter effects.

region(= 0.03 — 0.07) allowed by SBL anomalies. Hence,
for carrying out the series expansion in terms of sinf;3
we consider only the T2 and T3 terms. The expression
for transition probability after expanding the terms T2
and T3 upto second order in sin f;3 are as stated below:

PAOMSD=1S) _ pl(c) 4 pI(2) ()
where the contributions of terms with order €' and €2 are
as follows

Pﬁs(el) = —sinfy4sin 2044 sin fs3
o ((A-1)asL
Si <4E)

X |2 cos 814 cos? O14 X =

A—-1

2 (A-1)AnL™ E . :
+2 cos” 014 cos 1B 11 sin 14 | sin 013
A—1)Ag;

sin? #

PﬁZ(GQ) = 4cos® f14 cos” Oy (121 1)2 sin? B3 sin? 613

The survival probability includes the contributions from
zeroth order and second order expansion in sin ;3 i.e.
PAOMSD=1S) _ plr(0) 4 PI(2) (25)

where the O(e?) and O(e?) dependent terms are given by

1 A-1)AgL
Pfe” (eo) = Z cos? 014 + 1 cos % cos? 014
1 A—1)Az L
—1—5 cos? 0,4 sin? % +sin? 614
a2y 2y o (A=DAnL
Pee (6 ) = 7@ COS 014 S11 TSIH 913
where A = -4 with A = 2v/2GrN.E as the matter

potential contrllbutlon It can be easily verified that in
the limit of a tending to zero and in the vanishing limit of



the sterile mixing angles, our results are consistent with
the series expansion formulas derived in ref [27] using o
and sin f,3 expansion upto second order. This is another
remark of the present analysis.

C.Comparision of probabilities in vaccum and matter

In the earlier discussion, we find that 72 and T3 are
the dominant contribution to the transition probability
as,

P~ |Oa Uyl [Senl®
—+ 2|Uel‘2R6[Uleu2§ee§Z#] (26)

In order to understand how the transition probability for
3 + 1 scenario in the presence of matter is related to the
vaccum contribution at leading order, we perform a series
expansion of A upto linear order. Before that we carry
out the series expansion of the modified mixing angle in
presence of matter upto linear order in A as,

sin? 0} = sin? 0,3 (1 +2 A A3 cos? 913) ,
cos® 0M = cos? 013 <1 — 2 AAS)! sin? 913> , (27)

and the same for the energy eigenvalues,

(1 + cos 2913) A
4F
Agl (1 — COS 2913) A

FE, = —= A e 9
3 5 4F (28)

B =

This verifies F3 — Fq ~ % = (m3 —mi)/(2E). Now
we utilise these expression in deriving the projected evo-
lution operator S., and Sc,. As a result, the simplied
leading order (neglecting the T3 term) contribution to

Pj‘é’ with the series expansion of A is given by

A
dv
P/w NPATM<1+A

cos 2013> cos? 014 cos? Oy (29)
31

where Parv = sin® 093 sin (2913) sin? (%) is the
known atmospheric dominant contribution. Using
cos?rscos?oy ~ (1 — 2sin®0yy — sin?bry) ~
cos? 14 cos® g4 &~ (1-2 sin? 014), cos 2013 = 1—2 sin? 013
and neglecting the terms containing square or higher or-
der of mixing angles i.e, sin® 0;4 or sin® 03, the resulting
probability in presence of matter boils down to,

A
Py (Matter) = PRy ~ Parm( 1+ <—— ) (30)
H Az

The result incorporates the corrections due to matter ef-
fects and is different from the known results derived in
ref [2T]. Using the general expression for A,

A~ (7.63x 1075 eV?) (g/cpm3) (GSV) , (31)

and using Am3, = 2.55 x 1073 eV?, the averaged mat-
ter density p ~ 2.7g/cm® and the typical first maxima

peak energy £ ~ 0.6 GeV, we get 5 ~ 0.05 for T2K.
The difference may be due to the fact that they have used
both a— s13 approximation [27] and perturbation frame-
work [32H34] to calculate the leading order contribution
while we used OMSD approximation followed by series
expansion of A. The series expansion of sine and cosine
functions under our formalism is quite different from the
one mentioned in ref [2I]. Hence, our analytic relation
differs from the existing literature. This is another key
point of our work.

Parameter Best Fit values 1o
A21/107° eV? (NH ) 7.50

sin? 612/107" (NH ) 3.18
As1/107% eV? (NH) 2.55

sin® 613/1072 (NH) 2.20

sin® 023/10" (NH) 5.74

sin? 014 0.02

sin? Oaq 0.02

sin® Os4 -

TABLE I: The value of the standard oscillation parameters
are taken from the global best fit values quoted in [35]. The
value for sterile mixing angles used for carrying out numerical
analysis are mentioned alongside.

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

To look at the validity of the formulas derived under
our approach, we perform the numerical analysis for T2K
experiment with baseline 295 km. We consider the effect
of interaction of neutrinos with matter by assuming a
uniform Earth matter density 2.7g/em3. The hierarchy
is considered to be normal through out the numerical cal-
culations. The values of oscillation parameters are taken
in reference to the global fit values and are mentioned
in table [I] for reference. The value of sterile mixing an-
gles 014 and 6o4 is taken same and is fixed such that
sin2 914 = sin2 014 = 0.02.

In FIG. |2} we show the variation of transition prob-
ability for neutrinos and anti-neutrinos as a function of
energy. The transition probability for antineutrinos is
obtained by changing the sign of the MSW potential V
and of all the CP-phases, i.e.

=P, 1, (013 = —013,014 = =014,V — =V))
(32)
Since in our case, d13 is already taken as zero, the only
CP-phase that will change is d14. The values of CP phase
014 is varied as shown in legend. The green curve cor-
responds to d14 = —90°, the blue curve corresponds to
014 = 0°, while orange and magenta curves correspond to
614 = 90° and 614 = 180° respectively. The probability
peaks around 0.6 GeV which is the first oscillation max-
ima for T2K experiment. The mutual swapping of the
curves is seen for neutrino and anti-neutrino probability
plots as expected.
In FIG. 3] we look at the variation of survival prob-
ability for neutrinos and anti-neutrinos. The solid blue

Pfa —VUg
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— 013=0
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FIG. 2: The transition probabilities P,. for neutrino and
anti-neutrino mode as a function of neutrino energy in GeV.
The value of §14 is varied as mentioned in legend. The baseline
is kept fixed at 295 km and the matter density p is taken as
2.7g/cc.The sterile mixing angles are assigned value sin® 014 =
sin® 024 = 0.02

curve represents the probability of neutrino mode and the
dashed red curve is drawn by considering anti-neutrinos
under study. As evident from eqn the disappear-
ance probability P(ve — v,) is independent of CP phase
014. Also as we are using OMSD approximation along-
side, the fundamental CP phase i.e.d13. is also kept
zero. Therefore, only a single curve is drawn. A care-
full look at the anti-neutrino plot, remarks a little devi-
ation from neutrino probability. This difference AP,., =
Pv. = v.)—P(W. — U.), between the neutrino and anti-
neutrino beams after traversing a finite distance through
L in Earth matter has been separately plotted against
energy in FIG. [ This finite non-zero difference is aris-
ing from the interactions of neutrinos with the matter as
they propagate through Earth. Thus, this study shows
the significant contribution of matter effects which often
leads to create fake CP-violation situation. One thing
more interesting to notice is that this non-zero difference
between neutrino and anti-neutrino survival probability
is maximum around the first maxima and vanishes at
higher energy values.

In our analysis of 3+1 scenario the CP violations in-
duced by the new CP-phase §14 becomes very important.
To examine that effect, we look at the variation of differ-

Baseline 295 km
1.00 . .

0.98

0.96

0.94

0.92

0.90

1 2 3 4 5
E [GeV]

FIG. 3: The survival probabilities P.. for neutrino and anti-
neutrino mode as a function of neutrino energy in GeV. The
baseline is kept at 295 km and the matter density p is taken
as 2.7g/cc. The value of sterile mixing angles is kept constant
as sin? 014 = sin? 6a4 = 0.02

Baseline 295 km

0.02

-0.02

1 2 3 4 5
E[GeV]

FIG. 4: AP.. is shown as a function of energy for 295 km
baseline and matter density is kept at 2.7 g/cc.

ence between survival probability(i.e. AP,, = P(v, —
v,) — P(¥, — 7,) ) against CP-phase 614 in FIG.
We fixed the energy at a constant value 0.6 GeV corre-
sponding to the first oscillation maximum for P,.. We
find that this non-zero difference is strongly related with
the sterile CP phase. The red line is drawn for d14 = .
A close look at the plot shows that the behavior is not
symmetric about this line.

V. CONCLUSION

Our formalism emphasized on bringing in context the
relatively simpler analytic formulas for transition and
survival probabilities in the 3 + 1 scheme. The OMSD
method makes our analysis independent of the funda-
mental CP phase 413, stressing on the CP-violations in-
duced by sterile phase. The transition probabilities are
examined to understand how the different values of 614
are influencing the oscillation probabilities. The study of
survival probability marked an important result as it is
independent of sterile CP phase. The non-zero difference



between neutrino and anti-neutrino survival probability
provides us with another window to look at only matter
effects contribution at probability level. Moreover, we
have looked at the variation of difference between tran-
sition probabilities for neutrinos and anti-neutrinos as
they pass through the matter potential as a function of
014. We provided the relation emphasising the matter
corrections to the transition probability involving ster-
ile neutrino in the presence of matter. The numerical
analysis have been carried for T2K as a case study and
is open to the future LBL experiments to extract more
information on new CP violation parameters.
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VII. APPENDIX

Appendix A: Three flavor oscillation probabilities in
presence of matter using OMSD approximations:

The general expression for the oscillation probabil-
ity [36] for N flavor neutrinos is given by

Pag = 0o —4Y Re(UailUp;Us;Us;) sin®{A; L/AE}
i<j
(A1)
+2Y Im(UaiUp;Up,U3,) sin{2A; L/AEY,
i<j
where A;; = m? —m?2. The standard three neutrino mix-
ing matrix known as Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata

Baseline 295 km

0.0100}
0.0095}

0.0090f

P(vy=ve) = P(V,=Ve)

0.0085}

O1a

FIG. 5: The difference between the neutrino and and anti-
neutrino transition probability P, as a function of sterile CP-
phase d14. The energy is kept fixed at 0.6 GeV corresponding
to the peak value of first maxima for T2K experiment with a
baseline of 295 km. The constant matter density p = 2.7g/cc
is taken. The value of sterile mixing angles is kept constant
as sin® 014 = sin® 024 = 0.02.

(PMNS) mixing matrix U and its hermitian conjuagte
Ut can be read as,

Uel Ue2 Ue3 :1 ;1 :1
U= |Uu Usw Uy Ut = Uz, Uso Uy

Ui Ure Usrs Us Uss Ufs

e The unitarity condition of the PMNS mix-
ing matrix leads to

3
* 1 ifa=
> UajU; = dap = { 0 ’
=1

ifa#p
e For illustration, consider « = p and =

e, the the off-diagonal unitarity condition
becomes

Ulter*l + UMQUJQ + UM?)UeS =0.
For oo = p, B = p, the relation modifies to

U,ulU:1 + UMQUZZQ + U‘ugUpﬁ =0.

\. J

It is difficult to get analytic expressions for three fla-
vor oscillation probabilities which motivates to take vari-
ous approximation tools to derive simple analytic deriva-
tion of appearance and disappearance probabilities. One
such approximation is to consider one mass scale dom-
inance (OMSD) [31] where the sub-dominant contribu-
tions arising from the small solar mass-squared difference
ie, Am3, ~7x 1075 eV? is neglected in comparision to
the large atmospheric mass-square difference. As a result
of this, the effective Hamiltonian for three flavor neutrino
oscillation is reduced to,

00 0 V2GEN, 0 0
Hy,=U[00 0 Ut + 0 00](A2)
0 0 Asi/2E 0 00

where As; = Amgl, N, is the number density of the
electron background with which neutrino is propagating.
It is to be noted that the effects of the solar mixing angle
f12 and of the CP violating phase d13 in the standard
PMNS mixing matrix U become irrelevant and thus, the
reduced form of U is given by

1 0 0 C13 0 513
U= R23R13 =10 C23  S23 0 1 0 . (A3)
0 —s23 co3 —s13 0 c13

With this OMSD approximation, one can calculate the
modified energy eigenvalues and mixing matrix in pres-
ence of matter. The resulting energy eigenvalues of Hpat*
can be obtained as

s

1
Eis3=—|A A
3= g 31 +

:t\/(Adl COS 2915 — A)2 + (A31 sin 2913)2 (A4)

Es

Il
e

(A5)



Here, the key parameter A = 2v/2GpN,E is defined
for matter contributions to oscillation probabilities. The
modified mixing matrix due to OMSD approximation in
presence of matter becomes,

U = RysRM. (A6)
where the new mixing angle in presence of matter is found
to be,

Agl sin 2013

tan20 = -7 00
an 13 A31 COS 2913 —A

(A7)
Using the modified energy eigenvalues and mixing angles,
the resulting appearance and disappearance probabilities
for three flavor neutrino oscillation using OMSD approx-
imation is given by

AMT,
P, =1- 29 31 A8
sin” 26075 sin ( 1B ) ) (A8)
AMT,
PNE = Sln 923 Sln 2913 Sln2 ( 43_1E ) 5 (Ag)
Agi + A+ A}
P, = 1- cos? 9% sin? 26,3 sin? Qs t AT A L
4F
A A—AM
— sin? 9% sin? 023 sin? (31+4E31) L
AMT,
— sin® @5 sin? 29% sin? 31 ) (A10)
4F
with
Aé\/{ = \/(Agl COS 2013 — A)2 + (A31 sin 2913)2' (All)

Appendix B: Oscillation probability for 3 + 1
scenario in terms of evolution matrix S.

The formalism of 3 4+ 1 neutrino oscillation can be un-
derstood in terms of time dependent Schrodinger equa-
tion in the mass basis as,

(B1)

with 7 = 1,2, 3,4 and Hj is defined as the effective Hamil-
tonian in the mass basis as,

E, 0 0 0 1000
Hy = | 0 B2 0 0 0100
0 0 E; 0 0010
0 0 0 E 0001

0 0 0 0

L0 Am3 28 0 0

0 0 Am2,/2E

0 0 0 Am41/2E

and v; being the neutrino mass eigenstate related to fla-
vor eigenstates in following way,

3
i) =Y Ujalva)
k=1

(B3)

With the change of basis, the Schrodinger equation be-
comes,

-3|Va>
i) ) ),

(B4)

with 7 =1,2,3,4. In case of 3 + 1 scenario, i.e, for three
active neutrinos and one sterile neutrino, the mixing ma-
trix Uy, = U can be parameterized as

Usw = R(0s4,054) R(024,0) R(614,014)
X R(023,0)R(613,613) R(612,0)
= R(034,034) R(024,0) R(014,614) U3y,
(B5)

where Ugl, = R(923,0)R(913,§13)R(91270) is the stan-
dard three flavor neutrino mixing matrix.

In the present work, we adopt S-matrix formalism [27]
33], in which a particular neutrino flavor changes after
traversing a distance L can be defined in terms of an
evolution matrix S as

Vo (L) = Saﬁl/ﬁ (0) . (BG)
The form of evolution matrix can be expressed in term
Hy, as,
Spa = [exp(—iHu L)y, . (B7)
The final expression of neutrino oscillation probability v,
to vg with neutrino energy ' and baseline L is expressed
in terms of evolution matrix as,
(B8)

P(vy, » vg) = Pup = }Sﬁa |2

Appendix C: Derivation of Pﬁe’f and P,‘fé’ for 3+1
scenario using OMSD approximations:

The simplest way to use OMSD approximation to the
full 3 + 1 Hamiltonian in presence of matter and solve
them to derive the oscillation probabilities. However, this
method has limitations of not giving analytic expressions
for appearance and disappearance probabilities. Instead,
we adopt the analysis carried out by authors in ref [21]
where we use the change of neutrino flavor basis wisely
such that one can extract the projected Hamiltonian in
the basis of three flavor neutrinos and use OMSD approx-
imation in this projected Hamiltonian. Then the pro-
jected Hamiltonian and simplified relation for S-matrix
using OMSD approximation can be invoked back to 341
scenario for getting analytic results for oscillation prob-
abilities.

With the change of neutrino flavor basis, we can write
down the 3+ 1 scenario effective Hamiltonian in presence
of matter as,

H4V _ Fkin +den

= U, KUL, + T VT. (C1)

We would like to apply OMSD approximations in the
projected Hamiltonian in the basis of 7., 7,,,7,,. As given



in ref. [21], the 3 x 3 projected Hamiltonian is given as,

2 ~ ~ ~
1—(1—7r)sy r314824 1r5148%,

—=d
H;," =~ Ve ] 83y 152455,
T T rsiy
1 0 0 7(1 — 7‘)5%4 ’I".§14524 T‘.§14§§4
=Ve|l0O0O0]+Ve T rs3,  TS248%,
000 f b orsdy
—dyn,LO | —=dyn,NLO
= H3V + H3l/ (CQ)
—dyn,NLO . . .
The Hy, " contains term proportional to O (e?) which

is contributing to S. Thus, this contributes to appear-
ance probability as (’)(64) which can neglected safely.
However, these corrections arising from sterile neutrino
mixing can be treated equivalent to NSI effects. After
these simplifications, the total projected Hamiltonian de-
rived in the basis of ve, v, v, is similar to effective Hamil-
tonian in three flavor neutrino oscillation as,
—kin —dyn

H;, = Hj, +Hj, (C3)

v
The reduced form of projected Hamiltonian in presence
of matter using OMSD approximation is already given in
eq(A2).

Using the known mixing elements involving sterile neu-

trinos, Ueg = Ueg = Uz = 0, the relevant component of
evolution matrix S is modified as,

Sep, = U@l |:U:1See + U:,2Seu:| + U€4U;4§SS
= A+B
St = Ua [Uj;lsee n U;;st] T TS
= A"+ B (C4)

The transition probability is expressed in terms of evo-
lution matrix after these simplifications is as follows,

4 *
P/,Le - Se#'se,u

(4+5) (4 +5)

AA* + AB* + BA* + BB*

(C5)

Because of fast oscillation due to presence of large mass
square difference i.e, Am3;, the absolute magnitude of
the term containing S,s = e **1L is averaged out giv-
ing a factor of 1/2 as they are proportional to square of
the sin or cosine function in the probability expression.
In the other hand, the term containing only S, can be
averaged out completely from the general expression giv-
ing vanishing effect. The terms proportional to B or B
which involves the fast oscillatory factor S,,) are van-
ishing. The non-vanishing term BB* after averaging out
becomes,

~

1
5 sin2 914 SiIl2 924 . (CG)

This contribution comes out to be order of O(e*). The
left over term contributing to the total probability ex-
pression is given by
N —= 121= 2|5
AA* = ‘Uel‘ ’Up,l‘ ’See
- 2—% — —= =k —_— 22— == —k —
+|Uet|U,1U28eeSe, + [Uet| UpaU 1S e Sen
= 2= 1215 |2
+‘Uel} |Uﬂ2‘ |Sep,’ (C7>

’ 2

The first term 7} is proportional to sin6?, sin#2, and
thus, its contribution to the total probability is of the
order of O(e*). The second and third terms are combin-
ingly contributing to the interference term and can play
an important role in determining sterile neutrino param-
eters. The fourth term is again suppressed by O(e?).

Thus, the total contributions for transition probability
P17 in 3+ 1 scenario is found to be,

Pl = AA" + BB
|[7€1|2|Uu1|2|‘§ee‘2

|Ue [*| Uz | Se|?
2|Ue1[*Re[U}1 U258 5%,
|Ue4|2|Uu4|2
T1I+T2+T3+T4.

+ o+ o+l

(C9)

It is to be noted that the contribution form 71 and T4
are suppressed at least by O(e*) and hence, omitted in
the total probability calculation.
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