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We consider a mechanism which allows to decrease attenuation of high energy gamma ray flux from
gamma ray burst GRB 221009A. The mechanism is based on the existence of a heavy mN ∼ 0.1 MeV
mostly sterile neutrino N which mixes with active neutrinos. N ’s are produced in GRB in π and
K decays via mixing with νµ. They undergo the radiative decay N → νγ on the way to the Earth.
The usual exponential attenuation of gamma rays is lifted to an attenuation inverse in the optical
depth. Various restrictions on this scenario are discussed. We find that the high energy γ events at
18 TeV and potentially 251 TeV can be explained if (i) the GRB active neutrino fluence is close to
the observed limit, (ii) the branching ratio of N → νγ is at least of the order 10%.

Introduction.— Recently GRB 221009A set a new
record for the brightest gamma ray burst ever detected.
The initial detection was by BAT, XRT, UVOT on Swift,
as well as GBM and LAT on Fermi satellite, see [1].
The redshift was determined by X-shooter of VLT (GCN
32648) as well as GTC (GCN 32686) to be z = 0.1505
corresponding to a distance of d ≈ 645 Mpc. LHAASO’s
WCDA as well as KM2A instrument detected O(5000)
photons with Eγ & 500 GeV from GRB 221009A within
2000 s after the initial outburst (GCN 32677). The pho-
ton energies reconstructed by LHAASO extend up to
18 TeV (the relative error of energy determination at
18 TeV is roughly 40% [2]), and even an observation of
a single candidate γ ray with an energy of 251 TeV has
been reported by Carpet-2 at Baksan Neutrino Observa-
tory [3].

These observations are puzzling because the flux of
such high energy γ rays should be severely attenuated in
the intergalactic medium by electron pair production on
background photons [4–6]. Standard propagation mod-
els [7–13] typically give optical depths of τ ∼ 5(15) for
photons of Eγ ∼ 10(18) TeV, see [14] and references
therein. This attenuation could be overcome in beyond
the Standard Model scenarios with axion-photon mix-
ing [14–20] (see [21] for a review) or violation of Lorentz
invariance [14, 22, 23] (see [24] for a review). GRB
221009A observations have also triggered further inves-
tigations of GRBs as source of UHECR [25–27], Earth
ionospheric distortions [28], and the intergalactic mag-
netic field [29].

Here, we will consider an entirely different explanation
of the observed excess of high energy γ rays based on the
existence of a heavy (O(0.1)MeV mass scale) mostly ster-
ile neutrino N which mixes with active neutrinos. Heavy
neutrinos are produced in GRB via mixing and then un-
dergo the radiative decay N → νγ on the way to Earth.
This produces additional high energy flux of γ rays that
would experience less attenuation.
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Fluxes of ν and N .— GRBs are powerful sources of
high energy neutrinos [30]. However, the predicted neu-
trino fluxes Φν are highly uncertain, see e.g. [31, 32]
and [33] for a review, with a conservative uncertainty
estimate of larger than two orders of magnitude. The
time integrated fluxes (fluences) could reach E2

νΦint
ν '

O(10−5) TeVcm−2 at energies of O(TeV) and the gen-
eral expectation is that E2

νΦint
ν is rising for energies up

to O(103) TeV.
An upper bound on the neutrino fluence of GRB

221009A has been set from the non-observation of track-
like neutrino events in the energy range 0.8 TeV÷ 1 PeV
by IceCube and is given by (GCN 32665 and [34, 35])

E2
ν Φint

ν < 3.9× 10−5 TeVcm−2 . (1)

Let us introduce the ratio of the neutrino flux Φν to
the unattenuated γ flux Φ0

γ ,

rνγ ≡
Φν
Φ0
γ

. (2)

The unattenuated γ flux of GRB 221009A can be ob-
tained by extrapolating the flux measured by Fermi -
LAT (GCN 32658) in the energy range (0.1 ÷ 1)GeV to
higher (TeV scale) energies [14]:

Φ0
γ(Eγ) =

2.1× 10−6

cm2s TeV

(
Eγ

TeV

)−1.87±0.04

. (3)

Dividing the IceCube bound on neutrino fluence (1) by
the ∆t ' 600 s long period of most intense γ emission we
obtain an average neutrino flux Φν = Φint

ν /∆t and conse-
quently a flux ratio of rνγ . 3×10−2. For shorter periods
of time much larger flux ratios are possible. Notice that
the total number of events is given by the integral over
time and, therefore, does not depend on the value of ∆t.

Since GRB neutrinos are predominantly produced in
pion and muon decays [33] the flux of heavy neutrinos
for mN . 1 MeV can be parameterized as

rNν ≡
ΦN
Φν

=

∑
`=e,µ |UN`|2Φν`∑

`=e,µ Φν`
. (4)

If N would exclusively mix with νµ and the total high-
est energy neutrino flux is dominated by νµ, then rNν =
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|UNµ|2 is simply given by the corresponding mixing ma-
trix element. We adopt this case as a benchmark.

The angular dispersion of γ’s produced in N decay is
Θ ' mN/EN ∼ 10−8 with energy EN . If the GRB jet
opening angle is bigger than Θ, then there is no addi-
tional suppression of the γ flux from N at the Earth.

Propagation scenario.— Let us compute the γ flux at
Earth originating from N decays. In terms of the total
decay rate ΓN the decay length is given by

λN =
EN

ΓN mN
. (5)

The probability that an individual N decays in the dis-
tance interval [x, x+dx] and the produced photon reaches
the Earth equals

Bγ e−x/λN
dx

λN
e−(d−x)/λγ , (6)

where Bγ is the branching ratio of radiative decay, and
the last factor describes the survival probability of γ in
terms of its absorption length τ ≡ d/λγ . Multiplying the
expression in eq. (6) by the N flux ΦN and integrating
over x, we find the N -induced γ flux

Φ(N)
γ = ΦNBγ

1

λN/λγ − 1

[
e−d/λN − e−d/λγ

]
. (7)

Normalizing (7) to Φ0
γ , the direct unattenuated γ flux,

we find

Φ
(N)
γ

Φ0
γ

= Bγ
ΦN
Φ0
γ

1

τλN/d− 1

[
e−d/λN − e−τ

]
. (8)

Varying d/λN we find that the maximal flux is obtained
for d/λN ≈ 1. Using this and the flux ratios rNν and rνγ
defined earlier, as well as expanding in τ � 1 as expected
for high energy γ rays we obtain

Φ
(N)
γ

Φ0
γ

≈ Bγ rNν rνγ
0.37

τ
. (9)

Recall that the γ flux produced directly in GRB is atten-
uated as

Φdγ
Φ0
γ

= e−d/λγ = e−τ . (10)

Eq. (9) and (10) clearly show how the usual damping
of the high energy γ ray flux, exponential in τ , can be
overcome by the presence of decaying heavy neutrinos.

Let us underline that there is strong energy dependence
in all of these expressions: ΦN and λN depend on EN ,
while λγ (or equivalently τ) strongly depends on Eγ . The
explicit EN dependence of the attenuation factor can be
displayed writing λN/d = EN/E

d
N with EdN ≡ ΓNmNd

being the energy at which λN = d. Then eq. (8), neglect-
ing the last term in brackets, reduces to

Φ
(N)
γ

Φ0
γ

= Bγ
ΦN
Φ0
γ

e−E
d
N/EN

τEN/EdN − 1
. (11)
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FIG. 1: The γ fluxes from GRB 221009A at the Earth as
functions of Eγ . Solid black: γ flux induced by N → νγ decay
for different values of prefactors in eq. (8) and (9) under the
assumption that λN = d at EN = 40 TeV. Gray: direct γ flux
with uncertainties as obtained with τ(Eγ) from [10]. Dashed
gray: unattenuated γ flux. Shown in dash-dotted is also the
upper bound on the neutrino flux obtained from the IceCube
bound on the neutrino fluence divided by ∆t = 600 s. The
dashed black line shows the approximation of eq. (9) for the
case BγrNνrνγ = 10−7.

In Fig. 1 we show the secondary γ flux fromN decay for
GRB 221009A. We use the approximation Eγ ≈ 0.5EN ,
the maximal ν flux allowed by IceCube, and the full en-
ergy dependence of τ(Eγ) as extracted from [10] as well
as the assumption that λN = d at EN = 40 TeV.

Model independent constraints.— The radiative decay
of heavy neutrinos produces γ rays with energy Eγ . EN .
The existence of non-zero mass of N leads to dispersion
of the γ signal in time. Requiring that γ’s of highest
energies 18 TeV arrive at the detector within ∆t ≤ 2000 s
the heavy neutrino mass is bounded by

mN . 4.5 MeV

(
∆t

2000 s

) 1
2
(

EN
18 TeV

)
. (12)

Note that the detected γ rays originating from the low-
est energy heavy neutrinos set the most stringent bound
here. If γ’s with an energy as low as 0.5 TeV could be
identified to originate from N decay this would tighten
the bound to mN . 0.25 MeV but such an identification
is unlikely given the large background from conventional
γ’s in this region. Conversely, if a very high energy γ is
identified with a long time delay event this would hint at
a higher mN . The bound can also be affected by finite
interval of pion production and dependence of energy of
accelerated protons, and therefore pions, on time. De-
tailed information on arrival time of γ’s of different en-
ergies will allow to refine the bound.

Requiring λN ∼ d such that a substantial number
of decays happen before the heavy neutrinos reach the
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Earth reads

ΓN mN & 2× 10−31 MeV2

(
EN

18 TeV

)
. (13)

For masses between 10 keV and a few MeV there are
strong bounds on heavy active neutrino radiative decays
from SN1987A [36, 37]

Γν Bγ . 5× 10−14
( mν

MeV

)
s−1 . (14)

The flux of heavy neutrinos produced by SN1987A can
be parametrized by the ratio

r
(SN)
Nν ≡

Φ
(SN)
N

Φν
. (15)

Naively scaling the limit (14) by this ratio we obtain the
constraint

ΓN
mN

.
3× 10−35

Bγ r
(SN)
Nν

. (16)

Combining this with condition (13) requires

Bγ r
(SN)
Nν . 1.7× 10−4

( mN

MeV

)2

. (17)

This shows that saturation of Bγ ≤ 1 is not excluded

by the model independent constraints if r
(SN)
Nν � rNν ≈

|UNµ|2, which can be the case due to different production
mechanisms and flavor composition.

Model dependent considerations.— Due to the mix-
ing with active neutrinos, in the most minimal scenarios
N decays via three-body or two-body radiative channels
with rates, see e.g. [38],

Γ
(3)
N ≈

G2
Fm

5
N

64π3
|UNµ|2 , (18)

Γ
(2)
N ≈

9αG2
Fm

5
N

512π4
|UNµ|2 . (19)

At face value this gives rise to a branching fraction

Bγ ≈
9

8

α

π
≈ 2.6× 10−3 . (20)

Furthermore, one can use the explicit decay rates to-
gether with (13) in order to obtain

mN &
0.125 MeV

|UNµ|
1
3

(
EN

18 TeV

) 1
6
(
λN
d

) 1
6

. (21)

Note that in case the radiative decay dominates, this re-
sult would only mildly tighten to mN & 0.34 MeV due to
the strong, sixth order dependence of (13) on mN . The
bounds in eq. (12) and (21) leave a rather narrow range
0.2 . mN . 4 MeV.

There are strong constraints on the |UN`|2 −mN pa-
rameter space derived from energy loss of SN1987A [39,

40]. These constraints are subject to theoretical, super-
nova modelling and observational uncertainties and have
recently been subject to further scrutiny [41–43] with
the conclusion that they are generally not robust [44,
Sec. 7.1.3]. For large mixing parameter |UNµ|2 ∼ 10−2

a protoneutron star is not transparent to N and so the
cooling arguments may not apply for large mixing.

On the other hand, with such a large mixing N ’s ther-
malize in the Early Universe, thus giving ∆Neff ≈ 1 in the
epoch of big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) thereby chang-
ing the ratio of light element abundances, see e.g. [45, 46].
The BBN bounds can be avoided in specific models with
late phase transitions [47–50] or by invoking neutral lep-
ton asymmetries [51]. Another solution arises if the
mass of N is above a few MeV such that it turns non-
relativistic before BBN.

The life time of N at rest is 102 ÷ 103 years which is
much shorter than the time of recombination epoch in
the Universe trec = 3 × 105 years. Therefore no sub-
stantial distortion of the cosmic microwave background
is expected.

For this analysis, if we put aside the model dependent
cosmological bounds on |UNµ|2, the strongest constraints
arise from PMNS unitarity. We adopt as a benchmark
|UNµ|2 ≈ 10−3, see e.g. [52].

The transition magnetic moment can be estimated as

µN '
√

8πBγΓN/m3
N . (22)

The decay rate of N used here for mN = 0.2 MeV and
|UNµ|2 = 10−3 corresponds to the transition magnetic
moment µN ' 10−15µB, where µB is the Bohr magne-
ton. Therefore the strongest bounds on neutrino mag-
netic moments are satisfied [53, 54].

Estimation of number of events.— In the following we
formulate the requirements on the heavy neutrino sce-
nario in order to explain the observed GRB 221009A
high energy events. The number of events correspond-
ing to the unattenuated γ flux Φ0

γ is directly computed

from (3). For an effective area of 1 km2 [2, 55] and obser-
vation time 2000 s there are approximately 5×106 events
in the energy range (10÷ 40)TeV.

The corresponding flux of N -induced γ events can
be estimated via (9). Using rNν ≈ |UNµ|2 ≈ 10−3,
rνγ ≈ 10−2, τ ≈ 10 and Bγ ≈ 10−3 we obtain an ex-
pected number of events of 10−3 in agreement with the
result of an exact integration using (8) and taking into
account the energy dependence of λN and τ . While a
detection would nevertheless be unlikely, this still corre-
sponds to an increase in the expected number of events
by a few orders of magnitude as compared to most stan-

dard propagation models, cf. [14]. Note that Φ
(N)
γ is only

linearly suppressed in τ . Hence, the expected number of
events at higher energies is tremendously increased over
standard propagation models. For example, for parame-
ters Bγ rNν rνγ ≈ 10−5 we find that the expected number
of events in the energy range (40 ÷ 500)TeV is ∼ 10−4
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while in standard propagation models it is suppressed by
a factor smaller than e−80.

Large Bγ .— Note that the expected number of events
in the region (10 ÷ 40)TeV can be pushed to 0.1 ÷ 1
if Bγ ≈ 0.1 ÷ 1. This would also increase the num-
ber of expected events in (40 ÷ 500)TeV to O(10−2),
potentially explaining both, LHAASO and Baksan ob-
servation. However, misidentification of a galactic fore-
ground still is the more likely explanation for the 251 TeV
event [56].

Large branching ratios for radiative decay of N can
be obtained in specific models. In the left-right sym-
metric models with right handed current interactions of
N the radiative decay rate can be much bigger than
that in eq. (19). In this case the enhancement factor
32 sin2 2ξ(mµ/mN )2 appears, where ξ is the mixing an-

gle of WL and WR. Taking sin2 2ξ = 2 × 10−6 we ob-
tain the factor 16. Bigger enhancement (∼ 100) can be
obtained for tau-lepton mass (which implies N mixing
with ντ ), thus leading to Bγ ' 0.2. Even bigger en-
hancement can be obtained in the models with charged
scalars (the Zee type models [57], see [58] and refer-
ences therein for a recent discussion), so that Bγ ' 1
can be achieved. Larger branching ratios of N → νγ
in these models correspond to larger transition magnetic
moments and the corresponding decay widths can be
computed with (22). Using (13) and the strongest labora-
tory contraints µN . 3× 10−11µB [54] the lower limit on
the mass (21) can be relaxed to mN & 10−2 MeV. If the
strongest astrophysical constraints µN ≤ 4.5× 10−12[53]
are used (applicable only for mN . 20 keV) the limit on
mN quantitatively agrees with eq. (21).

For large Bγ to be in agreement with the SN1987A

constraints, eq. (17) requires r
(SN)
Nν to be at least an order

of magnitude smaller than rNν , necessitating suppressed
heavy neutrino production in supernovae as compared to
GRBs.

Conclusion.— We have considered the production of
heavy neutrinos in GRB and their sequential radiative
decay on the way to the Earth. We showed that in this
way one can avoid the exponential suppression of the γ

flux with optical depth e−τ and obtain 1/τ suppression
instead. This give rise to an observable number of highest
energy events at LHAASO if the mixing angle is large
|UNµ|2 ∼ 10−3 and branching ratio Bγ ∼ (0.1 ÷ 1). We
find that the mass of N should be in a narrow range
(0.2÷ 4)MeV.

We have discussed constraints on the mixing and
branching fractions and find that they are possible to
meet in specific models. The required value of Bγ can
be obtained in further extensions of the Standard Model
beyond just mixing of N with νµ.

More refined estimates of the event rate, γ spectrum
and the available parameter space are possible by assum-
ing specific forms for the spectral and time dependences
of the γ fluxes and we plan to return to this in the fu-
ture. The publication of a detailed spectrum of the high
energy events by LHAASO and additional observations
of future GRB’s could clarify the situation. If the hint for
unexplained high energy gamma rays persist the heavy
neutrino with the characteristics described here could be-
come a worthwhile target for searches in terrestrial lab-
oratories.
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Note added.—During the completion of this work,
ref. [59] appeared on the arXiv which also considers ra-
diative decay of heavy neutrino as a way to explain GRB
221009A observations. In [59], N is produced via the
transition magnetic moment (and not mixing). This
leads to a suppression of the N flux by factor µNmπ ∼
10−7 for the magnetic moment µN = 3 × 10−9 µB. This
suppression is too strong to lead to any number of high
energy events at LHAASO. Furthermore, such a large
value of µN is excluded by laboratory and especially as-
trophysical observations.
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