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Results from the experiments like LSND, and MiniBooNE hint towards the possible presence of
an extra eV scale sterile neutrino. The addition of such a neutrino will significantly impact the
standard three flavour neutrino oscillations; in particular, it can give rise to additional degeneracies
due to new sterile parameters. In our work, we investigate how the sensitivity to determine the
octant of the neutrino mixing angle θ23 is affected by introducing a sterile neutrino to the standard
three generation framework. We compute the oscillation probabilities analytically in the presence
of a sterile neutrino, using the approximation that ∆21, the smallest mass squared difference, is
zero. We use these probabilities to understand the degeneracies analytically at different baselines.
We present our results of the sensitivity to octant of θ23 for beam neutrinos using a liquid argon
time projection chamber (LArTPC). We also obtain octant sensitivity using atmospheric neutrinos
using the same LArTPC detector. For the latter, we present our results assuming (i) no charge
identification capability, and (ii) partial charge identification capability using the charge tagging
ability of muon capture in Argon. In addition, we include the charge tagging capability of muon
capture in argon which allows one to differentiate between muon neutrino and antineutrino events.
The combined sensitivity of beam and atmospheric neutrinos in a similar experimental setup is also
delineated. We observe that by combining simulated data from the beam and atmospheric neutrinos
(including charge-id for muons), the sensitivity to the octant of θ23 for true values of θ23 = 41◦(49◦)
exceeds 4σ(3σ) for more than 50% values of true δ13.

I. INTRODUCTION

Coming a long way since the first observation of neu-
trino oscillations, the standard three flavour neutrino os-
cillation paradigm is well established now, with most
of the parameters being measured with considerable
precision[1–3]. The parameters describing the standard
three flavour oscillations are the three mixing angles
θ12, θ13, θ23 corresponding to mixing between the mass
eigenstates with mass eigenvalues m1,m2,m3, the Dirac
CP phase δ13(δCP ), the two mass squared differences
∆21 = m2

2−m2
1 driving the solar neutrino transitions and

∆31 = m2
3−m2

1 governing the atmospheric neutrino oscil-
lations. The oscillation probabilities are also dependent
on the experimental parameters like the baseline distance
L traversed by the neutrinos from the source to the de-
tector and the energy of the neutrinos Eν . Currently,
the unknowns in the standard oscillation sector are the
mass ordering among the three neutrino states, the oc-
tant of the atmospheric mixing angle θ23, and the value
of the CP violating phase δCP . The mass ordering refers
to whether the sign of the atmospheric mass squared dif-
ference ∆31 is positive (Normal Ordering/NH) or nega-
tive (Inverted Ordering/IH). The octant of θ23 signifies if
the value of the angle lies above (Higher Octant/HO) or
below (Lower Octant/LO) 45◦. One of the most imped-
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ing factors in the precise determination of these three
parameters is the occurrence of degeneracies, i.e., vari-
ous sets of different values of unknown parameters giving
rise to equal probability, making an unambiguous deter-
mination of these parameters difficult. In view of the
current unknowns in the three flavour framework, the
existing degeneracies can be understood through a gen-
eralized hierarchy-octant-δCP degeneracy[4]. Measuring
these parameters with considerable precision and allevi-
ating the existing degeneracies are the focus of the ongo-
ing and upcoming experiments such as T2K[5], NOνA[6],
T2HK, DUNE [7], ESSνSB[8], etc. Planned atmo-
spheric neutrino experiments like HyperKamiokande[9],
KM3NeT[10], PINGU[11], INO[12], etc can also throw
light on these parameters. Synergy and complementarity
between atmospheric and beam experiments have been
explored in the context of three generation framework in
[13–21].

Although neutrino oscillation is unequivocally the
leading solution for the flavour conversion to explain so-
lar, atmospheric, reactor, and accelerator observations,
the possibility of other beyond standard model (BSM) ef-
fects at a sub-leading level cannot be precluded. Several
new physics effects have been discussed in the literature,
including sterile neutrinos, long rang forces, neutrino de-
cay, non-standard interactions, etc. Among these BSM
scenarios, the existence of a light sterile neutrino is one
of the most promising new physics hypotheses to explain
the anomalies observed by LSND and MiniBooNE exper-
iments.

The idea of the light sterile neutrino was initiated in
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view of the results from the LSND experiment, which
reported a signature of ν̄µ → ν̄e oscillation at 3.8σ[22].
Later MiniBooNE experiment with the same L/E ra-
tio also confirmed this result at 4.8σ significance[23].
If we want to interpret these results through effective
two flavour oscillations then corresponding to L/E ∼
1 GeV/km in these experiments, there should be a
new mass-squared difference ∆s ∼ 1 eV2. This new
mass-squared difference doesn’t fit in the standard three
flavour oscillation scheme, requiring one to incorporate
at least one extra neutrino with a mass of eV scale.
The result of the invisible decay width of the Z boson
at CERN suggests that there can only be three different
neutrinos below the mass range of half of the Z boson[24].
Hence, this extra neutrino has to be inert with no stan-
dard model gauge interactions.

Additional support in favour of an additional light ster-
ile neutrino came from the observation of electron neu-
trino νe deficit in gallium-based radio-chemical experi-
ments SAGE and GALLEX (Gallium anomaly)[25, 26]
which has been reinforced with the recent results from
BEST experiment[27] at 5σ. There was also the reac-
tor antineutrino anomaly in which several reactor neu-
trino experiments showed a deficit in the measured flux
with an improved calculation of the inverse beta decay
cross-section [28, 29]. These could also be explained
in terms of a sterile neutrino with a mass of the or-
der of eV. However, the results from reactor experi-
ments such as DANSS[30, 31], NEOS[32], STEREO[33],
and PROSPECT[34] excluded most of the reactor an-
tineutrino anomaly region[35] at more than 90% C.L.
So far, the 3+1 framework including a light sterile neu-
trino with a mass of 1 eV first introduced in [36],
offers the most economical scenario to explain these
anomalies. However, the 3+1 framework suffers from
a tension between the νµ disappearance and appear-
ance data. This tension[37] originates from the non-
observation of any similar supportive signal in the ac-
celerator based disappearance experiments in Pµµ chan-
nel like CDHSW, MINOS[38, 39], Super-Kamiokande[40],
IceCube DeepCore[41], MicroBooNE[42], NOνA[43]. Re-
actor based electron disappearance searches in the exper-
iments Bugey3[44] and DayaBay[45] also didn’t provide
any evidence in support of sterile neutrino. The global fit
performed in [46], allowed three narrow regions around
∆41 ≈ 1− 2 eV2 with 0.00048 < sin2 2θµe < 0.002. How-
ever, after adding Bugey3, DayaBay, and MINOS+ data,
the goodness of fit decreases drastically[45]. The most
recent results from the MicroBooNE experiment did not
report any evidence of electron neutrino disappearance in
their three years of data[47, 48]. However, it was shown
in [49] that MicroBooNE data can not exclude the elec-
tron neutrino excess observed in MiniBooNE in a model
independent way. The joint analysis of results from Mini-
BooNE, and MicroBooNE experiments preferred the 3+1
scenario over no oscillation[50].

One of the sternest challenges for the existence of ster-
ile neutrino comes from cosmology[51]. The inclusion of

an extra sterile neutrino increases the effective no of neu-
trinos relevant for the Big Bang Nucleosynthesis. It was
proposed in [52] that secret interaction between sterile
neutrinos can remedy this situation but it was later dis-
favoured by cosmic microwave background analysis [53].
Recently, a joint analysis of short baseline and cosmo-
logical data showed that a sterile neutrino with a mass
around 1 eV can be allowed for interaction with a new
light pseudo scalar. To summarize, the existence of sterile
neutrinos is still an open question while more experimen-
tal efforts are underway to resolve this.

The upcoming TRISTAN detector at the KATRIN[54],
SBN[55] at Fermilab, JSNS2 detector[56] at J-PARC are
following up the results of LSND, MiniBooNE. The re-
sults from these experiments are expected to help in
reaching a definitive conclusion about the existence of
an eV scale sterile neutrino. If these experiments con-
firm the presence of an eV scale neutrino, then some new
physics will be required to explain the tension between
the disappearance and the appearance data. Some ideas
in this direction can be found [57, 58].

If we consider the sterile neutrino hypothesis to be
true, then the standard framework of neutrino oscil-
lations is going to see some important modifications.
The addition of a light sterile neutrino comes with
three extra active-sterile sector mixing angles and two
additional CP phases. These will compound the effect
of the parameter degeneracies that already exist in
the standard three flavour framework. In particu-
lar, it was shown in [59] that for the 3+1 oscillation
framework, the octant degeneracy is more pronounced
due to the effect of an additional interference term in
the νµ → νe vacuum oscillation probability relevant
at long baseline setups in the context of the DUNE
detector. It is well known that the addition of neutrino
and anti-neutrino can evade the octant-δ13 degeneracy
for three flavour case[4, 60]. However, in presence
of a sterile neutrino, the octant-δ14 degeneracy can’t
be resolved even after the addition of neutrino plus
anti-neutrino[61]. Implications of additional octant
degeneracies associated with the new phases in the
3+1 framework have also been studied in the context
of the NOνA[61, 62] experiment. Other studies in
the context of long baseline experiments in presence
of a sterile neutrino can be found, for instance, in [63–70].

The primary focus of our paper is to study the oc-
tant sensitivity if an additional light sterile neutrino is
present. We perform a comprehensive study of the oc-
tant sensitivity usinga LArTPC detector. LArTPC, first
proposed in [71] constitutes one of the most important
classes of scintillator detectors at present because of its
superior capabilities, which provide several advantages
in the precise reconstruction of neutrino events. Some of
the current and future detectors using this technology are
MicroBooNE, SBND, DUNE, etc. Earlier studies per-
formed for three neutrino generations and atmospheric
neutrinos in a liquid argon (LAr) detector can be found,
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for instance, in [14, 16, 72]. In this paper, we extend
our scope to investigate if the effect of additional degen-
eracies arising from an extra light sterile neutrino can
be reduced in the presence of a large matter effect en-
countered at higher baselines. This has been studied for
the combined analysis of beam neutrinos at a baseline of
1300 km and atmospheric neutrinos, which provide larger
baselines as well as higher energies in this experimental
setup, along with a separate study for each. Addition-
ally, we present the results, including the charge tagging
capability of muon capture in liquid argon, allowing one
to differentiate between µ+ and µ− events in the context
of atmospheric neutrinos.

In order to have a proper understanding of the oc-
tant degeneracy seen from numerical analysis, the study
of the analytic expressions of neutrino oscillation prob-
abilities is important. We obtain analytic expressions
of the neutrino oscillation/survival probabilities assum-
ing the solar mass squared difference ∆21 to be negli-
gible as compared to the mass squared differences ∆31,
and ∆41 = m2

4 − m2
1 driving the atmospheric and ster-

ile neutrino oscillations respectively. We use the ana-
lytic expressions to understand the octant degeneracy at
some representative baselines, e.g., 1300 km and 7000
km. There are other analytical calculations of oscillation
probabilities in the presence of sterile neutrino in mat-
ter using the rotation methods[73], an exact analytical
method[74]. We discuss the region of validity and the
error of the analytic expressions compared to the exact
numerical probabilities.

Studies related to sterile neutrinos in the context of at-
mospheric neutrino observations at India-based Neutrino
Observatory (INO) experiment have been performed in
[75, 76]. More recently, an analysis in [77] considers ster-
ile neutrinos in atmospheric baselines for a wide ∆41

mass squared range 10−5 : 100 eV2 in the context of
the INO experiment. This paper obtained bound on the
active-sterile mixing angles as well as the sensitivity to
the neutrino mass ordering in the 3+1 oscillation frame-
work. Our study in this paper focuses on the impact of
resonant matter effect on the probabilities at very long
baselines and its influence on the sensitivity to deter-
mine the octant. To the best of our knowledge, this kind
of study of the degeneracies in presence of a light ster-
ile neutrino under the influence of resonance matter ef-
fect at very long baselines has not been looked into in
past. We also explore this aspect in the context of atmo-
spheric and beam neutrinos in a long baseline experimen-
tal setup of 1300 km both separately as well as together
using a LArTPC detector and examine the complemen-
tarities between these two. Such studies in the context
of a generic LAr detector have been performed for the
three generation case earlier in [16].

The plan of the paper is as follows. To start with, we
establish the analytic framework for neutrino oscillations
in presence of sterile neutrino in section II. The subse-
quent section III details the calculation of the probabili-
ties. Next, section IV contains the discussion on octant

degeneracy for different baselines and energies as well
as the dependence on the CP phases δ13, and δ14. In
section V, we describe the experimental details for the
LArTPC detector and outline the procedure of χ2 analy-
sis adopted. We discuss the results in section VI. Finally,
we conclude in section VII.

II. 3+1 FRAMEWORK

The minimal scheme postulated to explain the results
of LSND, and MiniBooNE is the 3+1 framework in which
one light sterile neutrino is added to the three active
neutrinos in the SM. In the 3+1 oscillation framework,
the mixing matrix U depends on three additional mixing
angles θ14, θ24, θ34 corresponding to mixing between the
light sterile neutrino νs and the active sector neutrinos,
two new CP phases δ14, δ34 along with the standard oscil-
lation parameters θ12, θ13, θ23, δ13 and can be expressed
as,

U = R̃34(θ34, δ34)R24(θ24)R̃14(θ14, δ14)∗
R23(θ23)R̃13(θ13, δ13)R12(θ12) (1)

where R̃ij = U δ
ij(δij)Rij(θij)U

†δ
ij (δij), Rij(θij)’s are the

rotation matrices in i-j plane and Uδ
ij are diagonal unitary

matrices with the CP phases δij ’s. In the presence of
an additional light sterile neutrino, there is a new mass
squared difference ∆41. The 3+1 picture considered here
is m4 >> m3 >> m2 >> m1 which corresponds to m4

being the heaviest mass state. The case with m4 as the
lowest state is disfavoured from cosmology. The mass
ordering for three generation is considered to be NH.

Recent studies about the best-fit values and allowed
ranges of the parameters associated with eV scale sterile
neutrino can be found in [37, 46, 78]. In particular, the
global analysis of data performed in [46] illustrates the
following 3σ bounds and best-fits in sterile mixing angles
for ∆41 = 1.3 eV2,

Parameters 3σ range Best Fit
sin2 2θ14 0.04 - 0.09 0.079

θ14 5.76◦ − 8.73◦ 8.15◦

sin2 θ24 6.7× 10−3 − 0.022 0.015
θ24 4.68◦ − 8.6◦ 7.08◦

TABLE I. 3σ Levels and Best fit values extracted from [46]

However, the analysis performed in [45] including the
MINOS+ data disfavoured the allowed regions in θ24
from above with a new bound at 90% C.L. sin2 θ24 ≤
0.006, i.e., θ24 ≤ 4.5◦. Also, the analysis of DayaBay
and Bugey3 gives at 90% C.L. sin2 2θ14 ≤ 0.046. i.e.,
θ14 ≤ 6.2◦.
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III. OSCILLATION PROBABILITY

The effective matter interaction Hamiltonian in flavour
basis is given as follows,

Hint = diag(VCC , 0, 0,−VNC)

= diag(
√
2GFNe, 0, 0,

√
2GFNn/2)

(2)

where VCC =
√
2GFNe is the charge current interaction

potential, VNC = −
√
2GFNn/2 is the neutral current

interaction potential, GF is the Fermi coupling constant,
Ne, and Nn correspond to electron density and neutron
density, respectively, of the medium in which neutrinos
travel. In order to obtain the probabilities in the matter,
one has to solve the neutrino propagation equation with
the total Hamiltonian given as follows.

H =
1

2Eν
U

0 0 0 0
0 ∆21 0 0
0 0 ∆31 0
0 0 0 ∆41

U† +
1

2Eν


A 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 A

2


(3)

where the propagation medium has been considered to
be the earth matter with neutron density being equal to
electron density, i.e, Ne = Nn and the matter potential
term is A = 2

√
2GFNeEν with neutrino energy Eν and

the mass squared differences are given as ∆ij = m2
j −m2

i

where mi’s are mass eigenvalues. This would require di-
agonalization of the total Hamiltonian to go to the mat-
ter mass basis. However, this poses difficulty even in the

three flavour case and one has to resort to approximate
methods. A comprehensive review of the various approx-
imations used in the three flavour case has been discussed
in [79]. There are two well-known methods: (I) OMSD
approx., (II) α−s13 approx. These two methods can also
be used for the 3+1 framework. The α− s13 method for
the sterile case has been done in ref.[80].
In the context of this work, we have considered the two

mass scale dominance(TMSD) approximation with ∆21

set as zero, similar to the well known one mass scale dom-
inance(OMSD) approximation[81] in three flavour case.
TMSD approximation allows us to obtain compact ana-
lytic expressions for the probabilities in the matter, which
can facilitate the understanding of the underlying physics
in the 3+1 framework. Although we have used the TMSD
approx. for analytical calculations, in the numerical anal-
ysis, we consider the current best fit value of ∆21.

A. TMSD approximation

In the TMSD approximation, we choose ∆21 = 0 since
from the experimental data ∆21 << ∆31 << ∆41. As
a consequence, the contribution of the solar angle θ12
drops out of mixing matrix U (1) as R12 commutes with
the mass matrix M in this approximation. The ∆21 =
0 approximation holds well for ∆21L

Eν
<< 1[81]. In our

study, we further assume θ34 = 0 which is allowed within
current bounds [1, 3]. Thus we have only two additional
non-zero mixing angles θ14, θ24 and a non-zero phase δ14.
This leads to the effective vacuum mixing matrix,

Ũ = R24(θ24)R̃14(θ14, δ14)R23(θ23)Uδ13R13(θ13)

=


c13c14 0 c14s13 e−ιδ14s14

−eιδ13c24s13s23 − eιδ14c13s14s24 c23c24 eιδ13c13c24s23 − eιδ14s13s14s24 c14s24
−eιδ13c23s13 −s23 eιδ13c13c23 0

−eιδ14c13c24s14 + eιδ13s13s23s24 −c23s24 −eιδ14c24s13s14 − eιδ13c13s23s24 c14c24

 (4)

where we have used notations sij = sin θij , cij = cos θij .
Since the allowed values of the vacuum mixing angles
θ13, θ14, and θ24 are of a similar order, these small param-
eters can be expressed in terms of O(λn) with λ ∼ 0.15
as follows;

sin θ13 ≃ O(λ), sin θ14 ≃ O(λ), sin θ24 ≃ O(λ),

∆21 ≃ O(λ5),∆31 ≃ O(λ3), A ≃ O(λ3) (5)

We can split the total Hamiltonian H into two parts as

H =
1

2Eν
(H0 +Hp) (6)

where Hp, the perturbed Hamiltonian, is proportional
to the order of ∆31, A[O(λ3)] whereas the unperturbed
Hamiltonian H0 is proportional to ∆41. These can be

written as follows,

H0 = ∆41


s214 e−ιδ14c14s14s24 0 e−ιδ14c24c14s14

eιδ14c14s24s14 c214s
2
24 0 c214c24s24

0 0 0 0
eιδ14c24c14s14 c214c24s24 0 c214c

2
24

 ,(7)

Hp = Ũ

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 ∆31 0
0 0 0 0

 Ũ† +


A 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 A

2

 (8)

The unperturbed and perturbed Hamiltonian can be ex-
pressed in terms of the small parameter λ in the following
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manner,

H0 ∼

λ
2 λ2 0 λ
λ2 λ2 0 λ
0 0 0 0
λ λ 0 1

 ,Hp ∼

 λ5 λ4 λ4 −λ5
λ4 λ3 λ3 −λ4
λ4 λ3 λ3 −λ4
−λ5 −λ4 −λ4 λ5


(9)

The unperturbed Hamiltonian has the smallest terms
proportional to O(λ2), which is at least an order less
than the largest term in Hp, the perturbed Hamiltonian.
The terms proportional to ∆21 are of higher order
than λ5 and thus are neglected. The eigenvalues of
H0 are λ01 = 0, λ02 = 0, λ03 = 0, λ04 = ∆41. This im-
plies the need for degenerate perturbation theory to de-
termine the modified energy eigenvalues in the presence
of the matter potential. The modified energy eigenval-
ues evaluated using degenerated perturbation theory in
ascending order of energy are as follows,

E1m =
1

2Eν
[∆31 sin

2(θ13 − θ13m)−A
′
sin2 θ24 cos 2θ13m

+A
′
cos2 θ13m(1 + cos2 θ14 + cos2 θ14 sin

2 θ24)

−A sin 2θ24 sin θ14 sin θ23 sin 2θ13m cos δ/2],

E2m = 0,

E3m =
1

2Eν
[∆31 cos

2(θ13 − θ13m) +A
′
sin2 θ24 cos 2θ13m

+A
′
sin2 θ13m(1 + cos2 θ14 + cos2 θ14 sin

2 θ24)

+A sin 2θ24 sin θ14 sin θ23 sin 2θ13m cos δ/2],

E4m =
1

2Eν
[∆41 +A

′
(1 + sin2 θ14 − cos2 θ14 sin

2 θ24)]

(10)

where A
′
= A/2 =

√
2GFNe, the modified angle θ13m in

the matter is related to the original angles, and the new
phase δ = (δ13 − δ14) as,

sin 2θ13m = ∆31 sin 2θ13+A
′
cos δ sin θ14 sin θ23 sin 2θ24

f , (11)

cos 2θ13m = [∆31 cos 2θ13 −A
′
(1 + cos2 θ14 +

cos2 θ14 sin
2 θ24 − 2 sin2 θ24)]/f (12)

where f is defined as,

f =
(
[∆31 sin 2θ13 +A

′
s14s23 sin 2θ24 cos δ]

2

+[∆31 cos 2θ13 −A
′
(1 + c214 + c214s

2
24 − 2s224)]

2
)1/2

(13)

It is noteworthy that for the 3+1 framework, the modi-
fied angle θ13m depends on cp phases, unlike in the three
generation framework. Now if we put sin 2θ13m = 1, i.e.,
cos 2θ13m = 0, we will get maximum θ13m, i.e., resonance
in this sector for the matter. The corresponding reso-
nance energy is given by,

Eres =
∆31 cos 2θ13√

2GFNe(1 + cos2 θ14 + cos2 θ14 sin
2 θ24 − 2 sin2 θ24)

(14)
The resonance energy for 1300 km and 7000 km are
∼ 11 GeV, and 8 GeV respectively corresponding to
θ14 = θ24 = 7◦, θ13 = 8.57◦,∆31 = 2.515 × 10−3eV2. It
only changes minimally from the three generation case.
The modified active-sterile mixing angles θ14m, θ24m are
related to the vacuum angles as,

sin θ14m = sin θ14[1 +
A

′

∆41
cos2 θ14(1 + s224)], (15)

cos θ14m = cos θ14[1−
A

′

∆41
sin2 θ14(1 + s224)], (16)

sin θ24m = sin θ24[1−
A

′

∆41
cos2 θ14 cos

2 θ24], (17)

cos θ24m = cos θ24[1 +
A

′

∆41
cos2 θ14 sin

2 θ24] (18)

The mixing matrix in matter obtained from the modified
eigenvectors using degenerate perturbation theory is as
follows,

Ũm = R
m
24(θ24m)R̃

m
14(θ14m, δ14)R23(θ23)Uδ13R

m
13(θ13m)R

m
12(θ12m)

=


c13mc14m (Um)12 c14ms13m e−ιδ14s14m

−eιδ13c24ms13ms23 − eιδ14c13ms14ms24m c23c24m eιδ13c13mc24ms23 − eιδ14s13ms14ms24m c14ms24m
−eιδ13c23s13m −s23 eιδ13c13mc23 0

−eιδ14c13mc24ms14m + eιδ13s13ms23s24m −c23s24m −eιδ14c24ms13ms14m − eιδ13c13ms23s24m c14mc24m

 (19)

where the original vacuum angles are replaced by modi-
fied angles as given by (11), (12), (16), (18) and null value

of the element (Ũ)12 in vacuum mixing matrix Ũ(4) is
modified as (Um)12 = A

∆41
e−ιδ14c14c23c24s14s24 ∼ O(λ5).

This is due to the fact that the matter effect intro-
duces correction of mixing angle θ12 which was absent

before due to the approximation ∆21 = 0. The other
terms related to θ12 don’t show up as they are > O(λ5).
Now we can calculate the oscillation(survival) proba-

bilities using the elements of Ũm in place of U and
∆m

ij = 2Eν(Eim − Ejm) replacing ∆ij in (20) assuming
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constant matter density,

Pαβ = δαβ − 4

N∑
i>j

Re(U∗
αiUβiUαjU

∗
βj) sin

2 1.27∆ijL

Eν

+ 2

N∑
i>j

Im(U∗
αiUβiUαjU

∗
βj) sin 2

1.27∆ijL

Eν
(20)

On the other hand, the exact numerical probability at
constant matter density can be evaluated as,

P num
αβ = |[e−ιHL]αβ |2, (21)

where H is the total Hamiltonian without any approxi-
mation given by (3).

1. Pµe Channel

The appearance channel, i.e., νµ → νe oscillation prob-
ability is given by,

Pµe = P 1
µe + P 2

µe + P 3
µe +O(λ6) (22)

where the different significant terms of the probability
Pµe are as follows,

P 1
µe = 4 cos2 θ13m cos2 θ14m sin2 θ13m(cos2 θ24m sin2 θ23 − sin2 θ14m sin2 θ24m) sin2

1.27∆m
31L

E

+ 2 cos3 θ13m cos2 θ14m sin θ13m sin θ14m sin 2θ24m sin θ23 sin
1.27∆m

31L

E
sin(

1.27∆m
31L

E
+ δ)

− 2 cos θ13m cos2 θ14m sin3 θ13m sin θ14m sin 2θ24m sin θ23 sin
1.27∆m

31L

E
sin(

1.27∆m
31L

E
− δ),

(23)

P 2
µe = cos2 θ14m sin 2θ13m sin θ14m sin θ23 sin 2θ24m sin

1.27∆m
41L

E
sin(

1.27∆m
41L

E
− δ)

+ sin2 2θ14m sin2 θ24m cos2 θ13m sin2
1.27∆m

41L

E
,

(24)

P 3
µe = − cos2 θ14m sin 2θ13m sin θ14m sin θ23 sin 2θ24m sin

1.27∆m
43L

E
sin(

1.27∆m
43L

E
− δ)

+ sin2 2θ14m sin2 θ24m sin2 θ13m sin2
1.27∆m

43L

E

(25)

The total analytic probability Pµe(orange) and the
dominant terms contributing to it are plotted at 1300
km and 7000 km baselines as a function of neutrino
energy Eν in the top panel of Figure 1. For the plots,
and calculations of Pµe, Pµµ in this section, we have
considered θ12 = 33.44◦, θ13 = 8.57◦, θ23 = 49◦, θ14 =
θ24 = 7◦, δ13 = 195◦, δ14 = 30◦,∆31 = 2.515 × 10−3eV2,
and ∆41 = 1eV2. The analytic expression of Pµe consists
of three significant terms, although there are other
higher order terms [O(λ6)] that are neglected. The
first term in (23)(blue curve) which is proportional to
the modified mass squared difference ∆m

31, is the most
dominant one and provides the average curve of the total
probability as seen in Figure 1. The fast oscillations seen
Figure 1 are a manifestation of the terms in (24) (green
curve), (25) (violet curve) which are proportional to the
modified mass squared differences related to the sterile
neutrino mass states ∆m

41,∆
m
43 respectively. The fast

oscillations are not reflected in experiments, as we can
only get the average probability. Also, these terms are
relatively much smaller than the P 1

µe around probability
maxima, so in the next section, while discussing the
degeneracies, we will only use the term P 1

µe. Putting
θ14, θ24 angles to zero in equations (23), (24), (25) gives

the standard three flavour oscillation probability from
the very first term of the (23) as the other terms go to
zero due to presence of sin θ14m, sin θ24m.
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FIG. 1. The total analytic probability Pµe (orange) along with
its other dominant terms in the top panel and the absolute
differences |Pµe − P num

µe | (red) and |Pµe − PGL
µe | (cyan) in the

bottom panel at 1300 km(left), and 7000 km(right) baselines.

We have shown the comparison of the absolute dif-

ferences |∆P | of the analytic probability Pµe (22) with
the exact probability P num

µe (21) (red) as well as with the

probability PGL
µe (cyan) obtained using GLoBES[82] as a

function of neutrino energy at the bottom panel in Fig-
ure 1. We can see the value of |∆P | is around 10−3 for
most of the energies. |∆P | values are smaller around the
resonance energy of 11 GeV for 1300 km and 8 GeV for
7000 km. Also, we can see the energies at which the value
of probability is smaller we get smaller values of |∆P |.
Overall we can conclude that the analytic probability Pµe

using TMSD approximation is in good agreement with
both numerical and exact ones, better with the exact
one P num

µe for all energies (> 0.5 GeV), especially around
the resonance. This is similar to probabilities derived us-
ing OMSD approximation matching well with numerical
ones in the standard three flavour case in the region with
significant matter effect[83, 84].

2. Pµµ Channel

The disappearance channel, i.e., νµ → νµ survival
probability is given by,

Pµµ = 1− P 1
µµ − P 2

µµ − P 3
µµ +O(λ6) (26)

where the significant terms of the probability are as fol-
lows,

P 1
µµ = cos4 θ24m sin2 2θ13m sin4 θ23 sin

2 1.27∆m
31L

E
+ sin4 θ24m sin4 θ14m sin2 2θ13m sin2

1.27∆m
31L

E

+ sin 2θ24m sin θ14m sin 4θ13m sin θ23 cos δ(cos
2 θ24m sin2 θ23 − sin2 θ24m sin2 θ13m) sin2

1.27∆m
31L

E

+ 4 cos2 θ24m sin2 θ24m sin2 θ14m sin2 θ23(1−
sin2 2θ13m

2
− sin2 2θ13m cos2 δ) sin2

1.27∆m
31L

E
,

(27)

P 2
µµ = cos4 θ24m cos2 θ13m sin2 2θ23 sin

2 1.27∆m
32L

E

+ 4 cos2 θ24m sin2 θ24m sin2 θ14m sin2 θ13m cos2 θ23 sin
2 1.27∆m

32L

E

− 4 cos3 θ24m sin θ24m sin θ14m sin 2θ13m cos2 θ23 sin θ23 cos δ sin
2 1.27∆m

32L

E
,

(28)

P 3
µµ = cos4 θ24m sin2 θ13m sin2 2θ23 sin

2 1.27∆m
21L

E

+ 4 cos2 θ24m sin2 θ24m sin2 θ14m cos2 θ13m cos2 θ23 sin
2 1.27∆m

21L

E

+ 4 cos3 θ24m sin θ24m sin θ14m sin 2θ13m cos2 θ23 sin θ23 cos δ sin
2 1.27∆m

21L

E

(29)

We show the total analytic probability Pµµ (orange) and
the different terms contributing significantly to it at 1300
km and 7000 km baselines in the top panel of Figure 2
as a function of neutrino energy. The analytic expression
of Pµµ consists of three significant terms (27), (28),

and (29), although there are three other fast oscillating
terms that are neglected. Here, the fast oscillating terms
are proportional to the sterile mass squared differences
∆m

41,∆
m
42,∆

m
43 and are of higher orders [O(λ6)]. The first

term in (27) (blue curve), which is proportional to the



8

modified mass squared difference ∆m
31, has a dependence

on octant of θ23 in the leading order due to the presence
of sin4 θ23. P

1
µµ grows with energy initially and decreases

after resonance energy. The second, and third terms
in (28) (green curve), (29) (violet curve) which are
proportional to the modified mass squared differences
∆m

32,∆
m
21 respectively, show no octant dependence in

the leading order due to the presence of sin2 2θ23. The
second term is the most dominant one before resonance
energy but almost becomes zero after resonance energy,
whereas the third term only grows after the resonance
energy. In the case of 7000 km at oscillation maxima of
7.5 GeV, P 1

µµ, P
2
µµ, P

3
µµ all have significant contributions.

Putting the θ14, θ24 angles to zero, we will get back the
three flavour oscillation probability from the first term
of the equations (27), (28), and (29).

It has also been shown in the bottom panel of Figure 2,
the absolute differences |∆P | of the analytical probability
Pµµ(26) with the exact probability P num

µµ (21) (red) and

the probability PGL
µµ (cyan) obtained using GLoBES at

1300 km and 7000 km baselines. We observe that value
of |∆P | is mostly around 10−3. The |∆P | values are seen
to be lower around resonance energies. We can also see
the |∆P | value going down at the minima or at the re-
gions where the value of probability is less. The |∆Pµµ|
for 7000 km is increasing after resonance energy as the
dominant term in those energies is P 3

µµ that is propor-
tional to ∆21m and hence is affected by the ∆21 = 0
approximation[85]. Hence, we can conclude that the an-
alytical probability Pµµ using TMSD approximation is
in agreement with exact and numerical probabilities to a
good extent, matching better with the exact one P num

µµ .
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FIG. 2. The total analytic probability Pµµ (orange) along
with its other dominant terms in the top panel and the abso-
lute differences |Pµµ −P num

µµ | (red) and |Pµµ −PGL
µµ | (cyan) in

the bottom panel at 1300 km(left), and 7000 km(right).

IV. OCTANT DEGENERACY

The degeneracy in the determination of the octant of
θ23 can arise from both the survival/oscillation probabil-
ities as follows:

• When the probability is a function of sin22θ23, it is
not possible to differentiate between the probabili-
ties arising due to θ23 and π

2 − θ23. This is called
intrinsic octant degeneracy[86].

• When the probability is a function of sin2θ23 or
cos2θ23, the degeneracy of the octant arises due to
the uncertainties in the Dirac CP phase δCP .

P (θright23 , δ13) = P (θwrong
23 , δ

′

13) (30)

• Addition of a light sterile neutrino brings an extra
phase δ14 which will also affect the determination of
octant just like in the above case through additional
degeneracies.

P (θright23 , δ14) = P (θwrong
23 , δ

′

14) (31)

• Considering known hierarchy and two unknown
phases, there will be a new 8 fold octant-δ13-δ14
degeneracy.

P (θright23 , δ13, δ14) = P (θwrong
23 , δ

′

13, δ
′

14) (32)

We consider the normal hierarchy (∆31 = 2.515×10−3

eV2) for our octant degeneracy study. Therefore, we have
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a 8-fold octant-δ13-δ14 degeneracy in presence of a sterile
neutrino as depicted in Table II. For unknown hierarchy,
this will become a 16-fold degeneracy.

Solution with right octant Solution with wrong octant
RO-Rδ13-Rδ14 WO-Rδ13-Rδ14
RO-Rδ13-Wδ14 WO-Rδ13-Wδ14
RO-Wδ13-Rδ14 WO-Wδ13-Rδ14
RO-Wδ13-Wδ14 WO-Wδ13-Wδ14

TABLE II. New degeneracies in presence of unknown octant
and phases with fixed hierarchy.

In order to understand the degeneracy analytically, we
follow the method outlined in [59] and use the TMSD
probabilities derived in the earlier section. The current
3σ range of θ23 is [39.7◦, 50.9◦] [1] for normal hierarchy.
We can express θ23 w.r.t. π/4 as,

θ23 =
π

4
± η (33)

where the deviation in value of θ23 from current global
analysis fit is given by η ∼ 0.1 with the plus and minus
sign in (33) indicating higher octant(HO), and lower oc-
tant (LO) of θ23 respectively. The octant sensitivity will
be there if there is a difference between probabilities of
the two opposite octants even when the phases δ13, δ14
vary in the range [−π, π]. The octant sensitivity from
the appearance channel probability Pµe is defined as,

∆Poct,1 ≡ P 1HO
µe (δHO

13 , δHO
14 )−P 1LO

µe (δLO
13 , δ

LO
14 ) > 0 (34)

As η is small, we can have the following expansion

sin2 θ23 ≃ 1

2
±η, sin θ23 ≃ 1√

2
(1±η), cos θ23 ≃ 1√

2
(1∓η)

(35)
Putting P 1

µe from (23) in (34) and using the above ex-
pressions of (35), we get three contributions to ∆Poct,1

corresponding to the three terms in P 1
µe,

∆P0 = 8η cos2 θ13m cos2 θ14m cos2 θ24m sin2 θ13m sin2Dm
31,

∆P1 = X1[sin(D
m
31 + δHO)− sin(Dm

31 + δLO)]

+ ηX1[sin(D
m
31 + δHO) + sin(Dm

31 + δLO)],

∆P2 = −Y1[sin(Dm
31 − δHO)− sin(Dm

31 − δLO)]

− ηY1[sin(D
m
31 − δHO) + sin(Dm

31 − δLO)]

(36)

The contribution of the fast oscillation terms P 2
µe, P

3
µe to

the octant sensitivity is,

∆Pfast =
∑
k=1,3

Zk[sin(D
m
4k − δHO)− sin(Dm

4k − δLO)]

+ ηZk[sin(D
m
4k − δHO) + sin(Dm

4k − δLO)] (37)

WhereDm
ij =

1.27∆m
ij

E . Now we can rewrite (34) for octant
sensitivity as,

∆Poct,1 = ∆P0 +∆P1 +∆P2 +∆Pfast (38)

Among the terms of ∆Poct,1 (36), ∆P0 has no depen-
dence on phase and is positive whereas the values of
∆P1,∆P2,∆Pfast can be both positive and negative as
they contain phases. Thus degeneracy can occur when
∆P1+∆P2+∆Pfast is negative and is of the same order
as ∆P0, making ∆P zero. X1, Y1 the positive definite
amplitudes of ∆P1, ∆P2 respectively as well as the am-
plitudes Z1, Z3 of ∆Pfast are as follows,

X1 =
√
2 cos3 θ13m cos2 θ14m sin θ13m sin θ14m sin 2θ24m sinDm

31,

Y1 =
√
2 cos θ13m cos2 θ14m sin3 θ13m sin θ14m sin 2θ24m sinDm

31,

Z1 = cos2 θ14m sin 2θ13m sin θ14m sin 2θ24m sinDm
41/

√
2,

Z3 = − cos2 θ14m sin 2θ13m sin θ14m sin 2θ24m sinDm
43/

√
2

(39)

Now, if we inspect the possibility of the octant degener-
acy through the probabilities at a baseline of 1300 km.
We use the following values of the oscillation parame-
ters: θ12 = 33.47◦, θ13 = 8.54◦, θ14 = 7◦, θ24 = 7◦,∆31 =
2.515 × 10−3eV2,∆41 = 1eV2. For 1300 km at oscilla-
tion maxima of 2.5 GeV, the values of various terms of
∆Poct,1 are,

∆P0 = 0.0279, X1 = 0.0073, Y1 = 0.0003,

Z1 = −0.0056, Z3 = 0.0064 (40)

Therefore, ∆P2 is negligible compared to ∆P0, ∆Pfast,

and ∆P1 due to presence of extra sin2 θ13m in Y1(39). It
can be seen from (36) the square bracketed terms multi-
plying X1, Z1, Z3 can vary from −2 : +2 and therefore,
for certain phase choices, cancellation can occur resulting
in loss of octant sensitivity in 1300 km baseline when fast
oscillations considered. However, in the absence of fast
oscillations, there is octant sensitivity.

Next, we use the analytic expressions in (38) to un-
derstand the octant sensitivity at 7000 km. In the case
of 7000 km at oscillation maxima of E = 6.5 GeV, the
values of the different terms contributing to ∆P are,

∆P0 = 0.1453, X1 = 0.0133, Y1 = 0.0040,

Z1 = 0.0001, Z3 = −0.0164 (41)

It shows that ∆P0, X1, Z3 are the dominant contribu-
tions, and any combination of phases can not make
∆Poct,1 = 0 as the value of P0 is one order greater than
X1. It shows probabilities (Pµe) corresponding to two
different octants will always be well separated from each
other, i.e., the octant-δ13-δ14 degeneracy will be removed.
This suggests unlike in 1300 km here, even with the vari-
ation of phases in both octants, we can have significant
octant sensitivity at higher baselines. This is mainly be-
cause ∆P0 has much higher values than others at the
higher baselines due to higher matter effects. Note that if
the values of θ14, θ24 are decreased, the dominant contri-
bution, ∆P0 becomes larger whereas other contributions
X1, Y1, Z1, Z3 get smaller. Therefore, octant sensitivity
will be higher for smaller values of sterile mixing angles.
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The octant sensitivity from the disappearance channel
probability Pµµ is defined as,

∆Poct,2 ≡ P 1HO
µµ (δHO

13 , δHO
14 )−P 1LO

µµ (δLO
13 , δ

LO
14 ) > 0 (42)

As we have seen earlier, the largest octant sensitive term
in Pµµ comes from (27), we put that in the above (42) to
get the difference in opposite octant probabilities as,

∆Poct,2 = cos2 θ24m sin 2θ24m sin θ14m sin 4θ13m∗

(cos δHO − cos δLO)
1 + 3η

2
√
2

sin2Dm
31

+ cos2 θ24m2η cos2 θ24m sin2 2θ13m sin2Dm
31

(43)

It can be noted from the above expression that, the first
term has phase dependence while the second term is in-
dependent of the phases.

A. Degeneracy in cos θν − Eν Plane

FIG. 3. ∆Pµe(left), ∆Pµµ(right), i.e, the absolute differences
in probabilities for θ23 values from opposite octant with fixed
value of δ13, δ14 in cos θν − Eν plane.

To probe the octant sensitivity spanning over all the
baselines and energies, we present the oscillogram plots
of the differences in probabilities corresponding to the
value of θ23 = 40◦(LO) and θ23 = 50◦(HO) in cos θν−Eν

plane for normal hierarchy in Figure 3. The phases are
kept fixed at same δ13 = 195◦, δ14 = 30◦ for both the
octants. From the figure, it can be seen that the maxi-
mum difference is obtained at the energy range of 5 : 10
GeV for cos θν in the range of −0.5 : −0.8 which roughly
translates to baselines around 5000-10000 km. This fig-
ure serves as a reference to show at which baselines and
energies the octant sensitivity can be maximum and mo-
tivates us to add the contribution from atmospheric neu-
trinos to obtain better octant sensitivity in our analysis.

B. Degeneracy with variation of δ13, δ14 at fixed
baseline

In this section, we study the probabilities (GLoBES) as
a function of the phases to understand the dependency of

the degeneracy on these parameters. In Figure 4, we de-
pict the appearance probability Pµe for θ23 = 41◦ (red),
and 49◦(blue) as a function of neutrino energy at 1300
km and 7000 km baselines. The bands correspond to the
variation of δ13, δ14. Two different sets of representative
values of θ14, θ24 are considered, e.g., θ14, θ24 = 4◦, which
are allowed after MINOS+[45] bounds, and θ14, θ24 = 7◦,
which are allowed by an earlier global fit[46] excluding
the MINOS+ results. The significant observations are as
follows,

• The probability bands of different octants overlap
at 1300 km. While at 7000 km, a difference is ob-
served between opposite octant bands. It shows
that at a higher baseline, sensitivity for octant will
be higher.

• The difference (overlap) between red and blue
bands is more (lesser) for 4◦ than 7◦. It is obvi-
ous that with smaller sterile mixing angles, we will
get better sensitivity.

θ14,θ24=4°
----	θ14,θ24=7°
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FIG. 4. Pµe as a function of energy at 1300 km (left), and
7000 km (right). Blue and red bands are due to variation
of δ13, δ14 for θ23 = 49◦, 41◦ using θ14 = θ24 = 4◦. The
regions between blue, and red dotted curves are for 49◦, 41◦

respectively, considering θ14 = θ24 = 7◦.

From the above figures, we can observe that the varia-
tion in the phases can lead to overlap in the probabilities
from opposite octants giving rise to degenerate solutions.
Therefore, it is instructive to study the variation of the
probabilities w.r.t. phases to understand for which val-
ues of these parameters degenerate solutions can occur.
These plots are done at fixed energies. We choose this en-
ergy as 2.5 GeV for Pµe, at 1300 km, since first oscillation
maxima occur at this energy as can be seen from Figure 4.
The variation of the probabilities Pµe(left), Pµ̄ē(right)
are shown as a function of phases δ13 (top), and δ14
(bottom) in Figure 5 for values of θ23 = 39◦(grey),
42◦(orange), 48◦(violet), 51◦(blue) spanning over both
octants. The curves for other values of θ23 will lie in be-
tween these ranges. The bands correspond to variation
over the non-displayed phase δ14(top)/δ13(bottom) over
the range −180◦ : 180◦ respectively. Three horizontal
iso-probability lines are drawn in Figure 5 to indicate
the values of δ13/δ14 for which there are degeneracies
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(dot-dashed line) and there are no degeneracies (dot-
ted, dashed lines) between the two octants. Note that
in the probability vs δ13 plots for the three-generation
case, there is a single curve for each θ23 whereas, in the
presence of sterile neutrino, there are bands due to δ14
variation for a fixed θ23. We can infer the following points
from Figure 5,

• The regions above the dotted line in the top panels
indicate the values of δ13 for which there is no de-
generacy in HO. This is around δ13 = −90◦(90◦) in
Pµe(Pµ̄ē) channel. However, some portions of the
blue and violet bands extend below the dotted lines
in both figures and sometimes also overlap with the
orange and violet bands, indicating that for these
values of δ13, there are still degeneracies for certain
values of δ14.

• Similarly, the regions below the dashed lines in the
top panels signify the δ13 values devoid of degener-
acy for θ23 in LO. This region for Pµe(Pµ̄ē) channel
is around δ13 = 90◦(−90◦). Here also, the portions
of grey and orange bands above the dashed lines,
as well as the portions coinciding with the blue and
violet bands, indicate the existence of degeneracies
at these values of δ13.

• From the top panels, we can clearly see a synergy
between neutrino and anti-neutrino channels for oc-
tant degeneracy in both HO and LO. For instance,
for HO (LO), the degeneracy is present around
δ13 = 90◦(−90◦) at Pµe channel but absent for Pµ̄ē.

• In the bottom panels, the regions above the dot-
ted line indicate that the no degeneracy region in
HO lies around δ14 = −60◦(60◦) for Pµe(Pµ̄ē) chan-
nel. Note that the region has a larger spread in
δ14 over −180◦ : 95◦(−70◦ : 140◦) for θ23 = 51◦,
and over −180◦ : 65◦(−50◦ : 120◦) for θ23 = 48◦

in Pµe(Pµ̄ē) channel. Corresponding nondegener-
ate regions have a smaller spread in δ13 as seen
from the top panel plots.

• There are regions below the dashed line, signify-
ing no degeneracy in LO for the plots in the bot-
tom panels. These regions occur around δ14 =
−60◦(60◦) for Pµe(Pµ̄ē) channel. However, it is
to be noted that unlike in the top panel, the non-
degenerate region in LO is over the similar range
of δ14 w.r.t HO as mentioned in the previous point.
Therefore, we see in the neutrino (anti-neutrino)
channel maximum sensitivity for both HO and LO
is around δ14 = 60◦(−60◦).

• In the bottom panels, the probability bands are
wider and the extent of overlap is higher around
−60◦(60◦) in Pµe(Pµ̄ē) channel. These give rise to
WO-Rδ14 degeneracies which are hard to resolve
using neutrino plus anti-neutrino. The synergy be-
tween neutrino and anti-neutrino channels for oc-
tant degeneracy is less pronounced here.

• In the bottom panels for Pµe channel, around δ14 =
130◦, there is a small region where there is no WO-
Rδ14 degeneracy between HO and LO for all values
of δ13. For Pµ̄ē channel there is a similar region
with minimum degeneracy around δ14 = −130◦.

• When the probability bands from HO (blue and
violet) coincide with bands from LO (orange and
grey) at the same δ13/δ14 values, those are ex-
amples of WO-Rδ13/Rδ14 degeneracies. While the
regions of bands from opposite octants connected
through iso-probability lines show WO-Wδ13/Wδ14
degeneracies.
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FIG. 5. Pµe (left), and Pµ̄ē (right) as a function of δ13 (top),
δ14 (bottom) for variation of the respective another phase at
neutrino energy 2.5 GeV at 1300 km baseline for NH.

While performing χ2 analysis, we take fixed true values
of parameters in one octant and marginalize χ2 over the
relevant parameters in the opposite octant. Therefore,
a better understanding of the octant degeneracy can be
achieved if we keep θ23, and the phases constant in one
octant and vary them in the opposite one. We replicate
this in Figure 6 where the probabilities in neutrino (left)
and anti-neutrino (right) channels are drawn as a func-
tion of phase δ13. In the top [bottom] panel, the green
[red] solid(dashed) line corresponds to θ23 = 49◦[41◦] and
δ14 = 0◦(90◦). The grey and orange [violet and blue]
bands correspond to θ23 = 39◦, 42◦[48◦, 51◦] in LO[HO]
for δ14 varying over −180◦ : 180◦. The horizontal iso-
probability lines in the plots demarcate different degen-
erate and non-degenerate regions. The important points
from Figure 6 are as follows,

• In the top panel, the region above the dotted
line corresponds to no degeneracy. This region is
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around δ13 = −90◦(90◦) at Pµe(Pµ̄ē) channel for
green solid (δ14 = 0◦) curve. However, the green
dashed (δ14 = 90◦) curve has a non-degenerate re-
gion only in Pµ̄ē channel around δ13 = 90◦. This
suggests that for δ14 = 0◦, the octant sensitiv-
ity comes from both Pµe, and Pµ̄ē channel around
δ13 ∼ 0◦ whereas for δ14 = 90◦ sensitivity comes
only from Pµ̄ē channel around δ13 ∼ 90◦.

• For the bottom panel, the non-degenerate regions
are below the dashed horizontal line. In Pµe chan-
nel this region is around δ13 = 120◦ for δ14 = 0◦.
A very small region for δ14 = 90◦ also extends be-
low the dashed line. In Pµ̄ē channel the region of
no degeneracy lies around δ13 = −120◦(−60◦) for
δ14 = 0◦(90◦).
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FIG. 6. Pµe (left), and Pµ̄ē (right) as a function of δ13 for
variation of the phase δ14 at neutrino energy 2.5 GeV at 1300
km baseline for NH.
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FIG. 7. Pµµ (left), and Pµ̄µ̄ (right) vs δ13 (top), δ14 (bottom)
for variation of the respective another phase at neutrino en-
ergy 2.5 GeV at 1300 km baseline for NH.

Now we focus on the disappearance channel probabil-
ities Pµµ (left), and Pµ̄µ̄ (right) as a function of phases
δ13(top panel), δ14(bottom panel) at 2.5 GeV in Figure 7.
The following points may be noted,

• The bands due to variation of δ13/δ14 are narrower
than the ones for appearance channel. Hence, these
bands are well separated from each other.

• The bands corresponding to θ23 = 51◦(blue) in
HO comes in between the bands corresponding to
θ23 = 39◦(grey) and θ23 = 42◦(yellow) in LO. On
the other hand, the violet band corresponding to
θ23 = 48◦ is outside the whole region of LO be-
tween the grey and yellow band. This implies the
presence (absence) of the octant degeneracy for
θ23 = 51◦(48◦) in Pµµ channel.

• Similarly, θ23 = 39◦ (grey) in LO demonstrates oc-
tant sensitivity since it lies outside the HO region
between the blue and violet bands, but θ23 = 42◦

(yellow) lies within the HO region and therefore is
not sensitive to the octant. A similar feature can
also be seen from probability vs δ14 plots in the
bottom panel.

We can conclude that for certain trues values of θ23, the
Pµµ channel can contribute to the octant sensitivity at
1300 km.
Next, we study the behaviour of the probabilities at a

higher baseline of 7000 km, where the resonant matter
effect comes into play. We observe the appearance prob-
ability Pµe as a function of the phase δ13 (left), and δ14
while the respective other phase variation creates band at
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different values of θ23 = 39◦, 42◦, 48◦, 51◦ spanning over
both octants at energy maxima of 6.5 GeV in Figure 8.
We see similar variations of the disappearance channel
probability Pµµ at maxima energy of 7 GeV in Figure 9.
Energies of 6.5 GeV and 7 GeV are chosen as they corre-
spond to the maxima in Pµe, Pµµ channels at this base-
line, respectively. The effect of sterile mixing angles and
phases on octant sensitivity in the Pµe channel at other
energies can be seen in Figure 4. The following facts can
be noted,

• Unlike at 1300 km, the Pµe probability bands of
opposite octant at 7000 km are clearly separated.
It suggests that even with the variation of phases
and θ23 in both octants, the octant degeneracy can
be clearly removed at higher baselines.

• In Pµµ channel, the LO and HO bands are mostly
separated apart from the occurrence of WO-Wδ13
(left panel), WO-Rδ14/Wδ14 (right panel) degen-
eracies respectively around δ13, δ14 values of ±150◦

in a tiny region. This suggests contributions to the
octant sensitivity also come from the Pµµ channel.
The sensitivity of the octant in Pµµ comes from
the first term in (27), which has a more significant
contribution at 7000 km than 1300 km as noted in
Figure 2 due to larger matter effect.

NH,	7000	Km,	6.5	GeV
δ14=-180°:180° Δ41=1	eV2,	θ14:7°,	θ24:7°

P
µ

	e

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

δ13(°)

−180 −120 −60 0 60 120 180

δ13=-180°:180°

θ23:51°

θ23:48°

θ23:42°

θ23:39°

δ14(°)

−180 −120 −60 0 60 120 180

FIG. 8. Pµe vs δ13(left), and δ14(right) for variation of the
respective another phase at neutrino energy 6.5 GeV at 7000
km baseline for NH.
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FIG. 9. Pµµ vs δ13(left), and δ14(right) for variation of the
respective another phase at energy 7 GeV at 7000 km baseline
for NH.

V. EXPERIMENTAL AND SIMULATION
DETAILS OF THE LARTPC DETECTOR

As a typical example for the long baseline analysis, we
consider an experimental setup consisting of a near detec-
tor (ND) and far detector (FD) exposed to a megawatt-
scale muon neutrino beam produced by Long Baseline
Neutrino Facility (LBNF) at the Fermilab. The ND will
be placed close to the source of the beam, while the FD,
comprising a LArTPC detector of 40 kt will be installed
1300 km away. The large LArTPC detector at this depth
will also collect atmospheric neutrinos. In this analy-
sis, we have used beams coming from the accelerator as
well as neutrinos generated in the atmosphere by cos-
mic ray interactions. The experimental setup considered
in our work is similar to that proposed by the DUNE
experiment[87][88].

A. Events from beam neutrinos

We use a beam power of 1.2 MW, leading to a total
exposure of 10 × 1021 POT. The neutrino beam simu-
lation for the experiment has been carried out using the
GLoBES[82] software with the most recent publicly avail-
able configuration file[89]. We assume experimental run
time for 3.5 years each in the neutrino and the antineu-
trino mode with a total exposure of 280 kt-yr.

We have plotted the electron and muon events spec-
trum for 1300 km baseline considering normal hierarchy
with sterile mixing angle of θ14, θ24 = 7◦ at fixed phases
δ13 = −90◦, δ14 = 90◦ in Figure 10. There are differences
between the spectra of the events for the true value of
θ23 = 41◦(green) in LO with the values of θ23 in HO
for 46◦(orange), 50◦(blue). This is indicative of the oc-
tant sensitivity. It should be noted that although the
green spectrum is closer to the orange one(46◦) for elec-
tron events (left panels), for muon events (right panels)
the green one is closer to the blue one(50◦). This indi-
cates that the maximum sensitivity occurs at different
θ23 values in the opposite octant for electron and muon
events. This will lead to the synergy between electron
and muon events when we compute the combined octant
sensitivity at χ2 level. The maximum difference in events
is observed in the energy region of 2-4 GeV, where the
spectra of the event have maxima in the case of both
electrons and muons.



14

Δ41=1	eV
2,	θ14:	7

°,θ24:	7
°	,	δ13:	-90

°,	δ14:	90
°

NH,	40	Kton,	[3.5+3.5]	years,	1300	Km
ν e

	E
ve

n
ts

	(/
0.

12
5	

G
eV

)

0

20

40

60

80

100

Eν(GeV)

0 2 4 6 8

ν µ
	E

ve
n

ts
	(/

0.
12

5	
G

eV
)

0

100

200

300

400

Eν(GeV)

0 2 4 6 8

ν e
	E

ve
n

ts
	(/

0.
12

5	
G

eV
)

0

1

2

3

4

5

Eν(GeV)

0 2 4 6 8

θ23:41
°

θ23:46
°

θ23:50
°

ν µ
	E

ve
n

ts
	(/

0.
12

5	
G

eV
)

0

10

20

30

40

50

Eν(GeV)

0 2 4 6 8

FIG. 10. Electron (left) and muon neutrino (right) event
spectrum for neutrinos (top) and anti-neutrinos (bottom) as
a function of energy for true θ23 = 41◦(green) with true
phases δ13 = −90◦, δ14 = 90◦ at 1300 km for test values of
θ23 = 46◦(blue) and θ23 = 50◦(orange) for NH.

We present bi-events plots in Figure 11 considering the
total no of electron neutrino and anti-neutrino events ob-
tained by integrating over the full energy range. The el-
liptic regions are due to variations in the relevant phases
over their full range. This figure shows that in the case
of three flavour oscillation framework the ellipses for θ23
being in two different octants are well separated, show-
ing no octant degeneracy with combined νe + ν̄e events
of 3.5+3.5 years with 40 kt LArTPC detector. Now, if
in the presence of an additional sterile neutrino, these el-
lipses turn into blobs, a combination of many ellipses[59].
From this figure, we can see that the separation between
the green(LO) and yellow (HO) regions increases with
smaller values of sterile mixing angles θ14, θ24, leading to
an enhanced octant sensitivity.
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FIG. 11. Bi-events plot in νe − ν̄e plane for θ23 = 41◦(red,
green), 49◦(blue, yellow) at 1300 km with variation of phases
δ13, δ14 corresponding to θ14, θ24 = 7◦ (left), 4◦ (right) for
NH.

B. Events from atmospheric neutrinos

The atmospheric neutrino and anti-neutrino events are
obtained by folding the relevant incident fluxes with the
appropriate disappearance and appearance probabilities,
charge current (CC) cross sections, detector efficiency,
resolution, detector mass, and exposure time. The µ−,
and e− event rates in an energy bin of width dEν and in
a solid angle bin of width dΩν are as follows,

d2Nµ

dΩ dE
=

DeffΣ

2π

[(
d2Φµ

d cos θ dE

)
Pµµ +

(
d2Φe

d cos θ dE

)
Peµ

]
.

(44)

d2Ne

dΩ dE
=

DeffΣ

2π

[(
d2Φµ

d cos θ dE

)
Pµe +

(
d2Φe

d cos θ dE

)
Pee

]
(45)

Here Φµ and Φe are the νµ and νe atmospheric fluxes
respectively obtained from Honda et.al.[90] at the Home-
stake site; Pµµ(Pee) and Pµe are disappearance and ap-
pearance probabilities; Σ is the total charge current (CC)
cross-section and Deff is the detector efficiency. The µ+,
and e+ event rates are similar to the above expression
with the fluxes, probabilities, and cross sections replaced
by those for ν̄µ and ν̄e respectively. For the LArTPC
detector, the energy and angular resolution are imple-
mented using the Gaussian resolution function as follows,

REν (Et,Em) =
1√
2πσ

exp

[
− (Em − Et)

2

2σ2

]
. (46)

Rθν (Ωt,Ωm) = Nexp

[
− (θt − θm)

2 + sin2 θt (ϕt − ϕm)
2

2(∆θ)2

]
,

(47)
where N is a normalization constant. Here, Em (Ωm),
and Et (Ωt) denote the measured and true values of en-
ergy (zenith angle) respectively. The smearing width σ
is a function of the energy Et. The smearing function
for the zenith angle is a bit more complicated because
the direction of the incident neutrino is specified by two
variables: the polar angle θt and the azimuthal angle ϕt.
We denote both these angles together by Ωt. The mea-
sured direction of the neutrino, with polar angle θm and
azimuthal angle ϕm, which together we denote by Ωm, is
expected to be within a cone of half-angle ∆θ of the true
direction. Assumptions of the far detector (LArTPC)
parameters are mentioned in Table III[91].
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Parameter uncertainty Value

µ+/− Angular 2.5◦

e+/− Angular 3.0◦

(µ+/−, e+/−) Energy GLB files for each E bin [89]
Detection efficiency GLB files for each E bin [89]
Flux normalization 20%

Zenith angle dependence 5%
Cross section 10%

Overall systematic 5%
Tilt 5%

TABLE III. Assumptions of the LArTPC far detector param-
eters and uncertainties.

1. Charge identification using muon capture in liquid argon

Magnetizing the large 40 kt LArTPC detector is diffi-
cult and expensive, but the charge id of the muon can be
identified using the capture vs decay process of the muon
inside the argon as studied previously for the DUNE
detector[92]. We have implemented the charge id of the
muon as follows: some fraction of the µ− like events that
undergo the capture process are identified using capture
fraction efficiency, and the rest of the muons, as well as all
the µ+ undergo muon decay. The lifetime of the muon
resulting from the capture and decay processes can be
written as,

τ =
( 1

τcap
+

Q

τfree
)−1 (48)

where τcap is the lifetime in the capture process, τfree is
the decay lifetime, and Q is the Huff correction factor[93].
We can define µ− capture fraction as,

ϵcap =
τ

τcap
= 1− τ

τfree
(49)

We use the most precise value of µ− lifetime in argon[94],
µ− capture fraction becomes ϵcap= 71.9%. Electron
charge identification is impossible at GeV energies and
electron events are summed for each energy and angular
bin. For the sensitivity calculation, the µ− and µ+ are
separated as follows: the µ− events selected that undergo
muon capture are given by,

Ni,j,µ−
cap = ϵcap ×Nµ− (50)

and the remaining µ− events are included within the µ+

event bin as follows,

Nrest
i,j,µ+ =

(
1− ϵcap)Ni,j,µ− +Ni,j,µ+ (51)

In Figure 12, we show the absolute differences of atmo-
spheric events between HO & LO in Eν-cos θν plane for
µ+ + µ− (left), and e+ + e− (right). This clearly shows
that the difference is larger at the matter-resonance re-
gion, as observed from the probability oscillogram plot
in Figure 3. The electron event spectrum shows a signifi-
cant difference in the energy range of 2−8 GeV for cos θν

range of −0.5 : −0.9. The muon events also contribute,
especially in a few parts of the energy range 3 − 8 GeV
for cos θν range of −0.5 : −0.9. This plot captures the
octant sensitivity at different baselines and energies for
fixed values of oscillation parameters.

FIG. 12. The difference of atmospheric events between HO
and LO has been plotted in Eν−cos θν plane for e++e−(left),
and µ+ + µ−(right) events.

C. χ2 analysis

The computation of χ2 is performed using the method
of pulls. This method allows us to take into account
the various statistical and systematic uncertainties in a
straightforward way. The flux, cross sections and other
systematic uncertainties are included by allowing these
inputs to deviate from their standard values in the com-
putation of the expected rate in the i-jth bin, Nth

ij . Let

the kth input deviate from its standard value by σk ξk,
where σk is its uncertainty. Then the value of Nth

ij with
the modified inputs is given by,

Nth
ij = Nth

ij (std) +

npull∑
k=1

ckijξk , (52)

where Nth
ij (std) is the expected rate in the i-jth bin

calculated with the standard values of the inputs and
npull=5 is the number of sources of uncertainty. The
ξk’s are called the pull variables and they determine the
number of σ’s by which the kth input deviates from its
standard value. In Eq. (52), ckij is the change in Nth

ij

when the kth input is changed by σk (i.e. by 1 standard
deviation). Since the uncertainties in the inputs are not
very large, we only consider changes in Nth

ij that is linear

in ξk. Thus we have the modified χ2 as,

χ2(ξk) =
∑
i,j

[
Nth

ij (std) +
∑npull

k=1 ckij ξk −Nex
ij

]2
Nex

ij

+

npull∑
k=1

ξ2k ,

(53)
where the additional ξ2k-dependent term is the penalty
imposed for moving the value of the kth input away from
its standard value by σk ξk. The χ2 with pulls, which
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includes the effects of all theoretical and systematic un-
certainties (as mentioned in Table III), is obtained by
minimizing χ2(ξk) with respect to all the pulls ξk as fol-
lows,

χ2
pull = Minξk

[
χ2(ξk)

]
(54)

In the case of a LArTPC detector without charge-id and
with change-id, χ2 is defined as,

χ2
w/o charge−id = χ2

µ−+µ+ + χ2
e−+e+ (55)

χ2
charge−id = χ2

µ− + χ2
µ+ + χ2

e−+e+ (56)

Finally, ∆χ2 is marginalized over the oscillation param-
eters as mentioned in Table IV.

Parameter True Value Marginalization Range
θ12 33.47◦ N.A.
θ13 8.54◦ N.A.
θ23 49◦(41◦) 39◦ : 44◦(46◦ : 51◦)

θ14, θ24 (A) 7◦ 3◦ : 9◦

θ14, θ24 (B) 4◦ 0◦ : 6◦

∆21 7.42× 10−5 eV2 N.A.
∆31 2.515× 10−3 eV2 N.A.
∆41 1 eV2 N.A.

δ13, δ14 many −180◦ : 180◦

TABLE IV. True values of all the oscillation parameters and
their range of marginalization. Two different sets of θ14, θ24
are considered. Set A is according to Global fit. Set B is
taken considering MINOS+ bounds.

VI. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The results are demonstrated for beam only, atmo-
spheric only, and a combination of both of these. We also
explain the underlying degeneracies through the contour
plots of octant sensitivity in δ13 − δ14 test plane. In Fig-
ure 13, the sensitivity to the octant of θ23 degeneracy
(∆χ2) has been plotted as a function of true δ13 for NH.
The marginalised ∆χ2 values for true θ23 = 41◦(blue),
49◦(red) have been shown for true δ14 = 0◦ (left panel),
90◦ (right panel). The observable points are,

• The sensitivity of θ23 is prominently higher for LO
as compared to HO for most of the δtrue13 values.

• The ∆χ2 vs δ13 curve has strikingly different fea-
tures for different δtrue14 values as can be seen from
the two panels in Figure 13.

• For δtrue14 = 0◦ and LO the highest sensitivity comes
around δ13 = ±120◦. This feature can be un-
derstood from Figure 6 which shows that there
is no degeneracy in Pµe(Pµ̄ē) channel at δ13 =
120◦(−120◦).

• On the other hand for δtrue14 = 90◦ the maximum
sensitivity occurs for δ13 = −90◦. From the red
dashed curves depicted in the bottom panels of Fig-
ure 6, we can see that this sensitivity comes from
Pµ̄ē channel.

• For HO and δtrue14 = 0◦ the octant sensitivity is
higher around the range δ13 = −60◦ : 60◦. From
the solid green curve drawn in the top panels of
Figure 6, we can see that there is no degeneracy
in the range −120◦ : 0◦(0◦ : 120◦) comes from
Pµe(Pµ̄ē) channel with a maximum difference be-
tween the HO curve and the LO band occurring at
δ13 = −60◦(60◦).

• In case of δ14 = 90◦ in HO, the highest sensitivity
is at δ13 = 90◦. From the top panel in Figure 6,
it can be seen that is no degeneracy in Pµ̄ē around
δ13 = 90◦.
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FIG. 13. Sensitivity to the octant of θ23 with beam only
analysis as a function of δtrue13 due to θtrue23 = 41◦ in LO(blue),
and 49◦in HO(red) for δtrue14 = 0◦ (left), 90◦ (right).

In the above discussion, we try to explain the salient
features of Figure 13 in terms of the probabilities plotted
in Figure 6 for an energy of 2.5 GeV. However, it should
be borne in mind that the source has a broadband beam
and contributions from other energy bins also influence
the ∆χ2.
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FIG. 14. Sensitivity to the octant of θ23 as a function of
δtrue13 at δtrue14 = 0◦ for θtrue23 = 41◦ (left) and 49◦ (right).
The representative plots are shown for simulated data from
beam only(red), atmospheric only w/o charge-id (blue), at-
mospheric only with charge-id (violet), beam+atmospheric
w/o charge-id(green), and beam+atmospheric with charge-
id(yellow) analysis with 280 kt-yr exposure.

In Figure 14, we have shown the sensitivity to the oc-
tant of θ23 for atmospheric neutrinos without and with
partial charge id of muon events(blue and violet curves
respectively) as well as combining both beam and atmo-
spheric data (green and orange curves) using the 40 kt
far detector. In the figure, we also present the ∆χ2 for
beam only data (red curve). These plots are obtained
for true values of θ23 = 41◦(left), 49◦(right) respectively.
Here are the observations from Figure 14,

• The sensitivity for atmospheric data is less than 2σ
for HO and slightly higher than 2σ for LO for whole
δtrue13 parameter space.

• For the case including charge id, the sensitivity in-
creases slightly. In matter Pµµ, and Pµ̄µ̄ probabil-
ities are very different due to the presence of reso-
nant matter effect in Pµµ since we are considering
normal hierarchy. This leads to a synergy when
neutrino and anti-neutrino χ2 are added separately
and enhances the sensitivity.

• Combining atmospheric and beam data, the sensi-
tivity increases up to more than 4σ(3σ) for LO(HO)
depending on the values of δtrue13 .

• The ∆χ2 for atmospheric data has very less depen-
dence on δtrue13 . Therefore in the combined case, the
nature of ∆χ2 is mostly dictated by the beam data.

θ23 δ14 Above 2σ Above 3σ Above 2σ Above 3σ
Beam+Atmospheric w/o(with) charge-id Beam
True Value 3.5+3.5 Years, θ14 = 7◦, θ24 = 7◦

41◦ 0◦ 100%(100%) 100%(100%) 100% 46%
49◦ 0◦ 100%(100%) 38%(53%) 42% 0%
41◦ 90◦ 100%(100%) 100%(100%) 100% 32%
49◦ 90◦ 100%(100%) 30%(48%) 100% 0%

TABLE V. The percentages of δtrue13 parameter space that has
χ2 value above 2σ, 3σ for various combination of true values
of θ23, δ14 and θ14, θ24 = 7◦ as seen in Figure 13, Figure 14.

The percentage of values of δtrue13 for which ∆χ2 value of
octant sensitivity for true value of θ14, θ24 = 7◦ is above
2σ, and 3σ are shown in the above Table V.

• The percentage of values of the δtrue13 for which 3σ
sensitivity is achieved, is higher for θtrue23 in lower
octant than in higher octant.

• The sensitivity for θtrue23 = 41◦ (LO) is more than
3σ for 46%(32%) values of the δtrue13 for δtrue14 =
0◦(90◦) with beam only data. However, in case of
θtrue23 = 49◦ (HO) 3σ sensitivity isn’t observed for
any values of δtrue13 as 2σ sensitivity is achieved for
42%(100%) values of the δtrue13 for δtrue14 = 0◦(90◦).

• For the combination of both the beam and the at-
mospheric data (w/o charge-id), the sensitivity for
θ23 = 49◦ increases to more than 3σ for 38%(30%)
values of the δtrue13 while for 41◦ the whole δtrue13 pa-
rameter space is allowed.

• When we use the combined data for beam, and at-
mospheric neutrinos with charge-id, the sensitivity
improves further to provide more than 3σ for all
δtrue13 values θ23 = 41◦ and for 53%(48%) of δtrue13 val-
ues corresponding to δtrue14 = 0◦(90◦) for θ23 = 49◦.

In Figure 15, the octant sensitivity is depicted as a func-
tion of δtrue13 corresponding to θtrue23 = 41◦ (blue) and
49◦ (red) for true values of θ14, θ24 = 4◦. In the left
panel, δtrue14 is taken as 0◦, and in the right panel, it is
90◦. The dotted curves denote sensitivity for beam only
cases, whereas, the dashed ones are for beam + atmo-
spheric(with charge id) cases.
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FIG. 15. Sensitivity to the octant of θ23 with beam only (dot-
ted) and beam+atmospheric with charge-id (dashed) analysis
as a function of δtrue13 for true values of δ14 = 0◦ (left), 90◦

(right). The representative plots are shown for true values of
θ23 in HO (red), LO (blue), and θ14, θ24 = 4◦.

We observe the following in Figure 15,

• An increase in the sensitivity in beam only and
beam+atmospheric scenarios compared to the sen-
sitivity obtained for the true value of θ14, θ24 = 7◦

(Figure 14).

• The sensitivity for θ23 = 49◦ is more than 3σ irre-
spective of δtrue13 values when we consider the beam
+ atmospheric (with charge-id) analysis.



18

• For true value of θ23 = 41◦, the octant sensitivity
is greater than 4σ over the full range of δtrue13 .

The percentage of δtrue13 values for which more than 2σ,
3σ octant sensitivity for true value of θ14, θ24 = 4◦ is
achieved have been enlisted in Table VI.

θ23 δ14 Above 2σ Above 3σ Above 2σ Above 3σ
Beam+Atmospheric with charge-id Beam
True Value 3.5+3.5 Years, θ14 = 4◦, θ24 = 4◦

41◦ 0◦ 100% 100% 100% 100%
49◦ 0◦ 100% 100% 100% 50%
41◦ 90◦ 100% 100% 100% 75%
49◦ 90◦ 100% 100% 100% 36%

TABLE VI. The percentages of δtrue13 parameter space that has
χ2 value above 2σ, 3σ for various combination of true values
of θ23, δ14, and θ14, θ24 = 4◦ as seen in Figure 15

One of the noteworthy features of a liquid argon detec-
tor is its sensitivity to both electron and muon events. In
order to explore if there is any synergy between these, we
show in Figure 16 how the value of χ2 for octant sensi-
tivity from muon (red) and electron events (blue) varies
with θtest23 . These sensitivity curves are obtained using
true values of θ23 = 41◦, δ13 = −90◦, δ14 = 90◦ for beam
(left) and atmospheric (right) neutrinos.
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FIG. 16. Octant sensitivity as a function of θtest23 from beam
(left), and atmospheric (right) neutrinos using 280 kt-yr ex-
posure of LArTPC detector with θtr23 = 41◦, δtr13 = −90◦, δtr14 =
90◦.

The observations from Figure 16 are as follows,

• In the case of beam neutrinos, the octant sensi-
tivity for appearance channel increases with θtest23

whereas the sensitivity for disappearance channel
mimics the nature of sin2 2θ23 with minima at 41◦,
and 50◦. This different feature of octant sensitiv-
ity for Pµe, Pµµ channels can be seen in Figure 10.
When we combine these two channels, the position
of minimum sensitivity at θtest23 = 50◦ is still guided
by muon events but due to the rising nature of elec-
tron χ2 a large octant sensitive contribution gets
added and increases the overall value of the χ2.

• For atmospheric neutrinos, both muon and electron
χ2 are similar. The muon χ2 is dictated by proba-
bilities Pµµ, Peµ, and the octant sensitivity coming

from these channels is opposite, which dilutes the
sensitivity for muons. On the other hand, for elec-
tron events, the octant sensitivity comes from only
Pµe since Pee doesn’t depend on θ23. Therefore,
even though atmospheric νµ flux is almost twice
as νe flux, both muon and electron events can give
similar values of χ2. These features were also noted
in three flavour case in [16].

In order to understand the θ23-δ13-δ14 degeneracies listed
in Table II, we have provided the contour plots in δ13-δ14
plane showing the regions with octant sensitivity more
than 3σ. In Figure 17, the 3σ contours are shown for the
true value of sterile CP phase δ14 = 0◦ with four different
true values of δ13 = −90◦, 0◦, 90◦, 150◦. In each panel,
solid (dashed) lines represent the RO (WO) solutions.
The blue, yellow (violet, red) correspond to contours from
beam only (beam and atmospheric combined) analysis for
θtrue23 = 41◦, 49◦ respectively.
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FIG. 17. 3σ contour plot of sensitivity to the octant of θ23
in test δ13 − δ14 plane with 7 years of data for δtrue14 = 0◦

and δtrue13 = −90◦, 0◦, 90◦, 150◦ in panels a,b,c,d respectively.
The representative plots are shown for the true value of
θ23 = 41◦ in LO (blue and violet) and 49◦ in HO (yel-
low and red) for right octant solutions(solid) and wrong
octant solutions(dashed) for simulated beam only (B) and
beam+atmospheric (B+A) data.

True δ13 True δ14 Present Degeneracies
−90◦ 0◦ WO-Rδ13-Wδ14
0◦ 0◦ WO-Rδ13-Rδ14(49

◦), WO-Rδ13-Wδ14(41
◦)

90◦ 0◦ WO-Rδ13-Wδ14(49
◦)

150◦ 0◦ WO-Rδ13-Rδ14(49
◦), WO-Rδ13-Wδ14(49

◦)

TABLE VII. The degeneracies for different true value of δ13
with true δ14 = 0◦ as seen in Figure 17.
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FIG. 18. 3σ contour plot of sensitivity to the octant of θ23
in test δ13 − δ14 plane with 7 years of beam only simulated
data for δtrue14 = 90◦ and δtrue13 = −90◦, 0◦, 90◦, 150◦ in pan-
els a,b,c,d respectively. The representative plots are shown
for true value of θ23 = 41◦ in LO (blue) and 49◦(yellow) in
HO for right octant solutions(solid) and wrong octant solu-
tions(dashed).

True δ13 True δ14 Present Degeneracies
−90◦ 90◦ WO-Rδ13-Rδ14(49

◦), WO-Rδ13-Wδ14(49
◦)

0◦ 90◦ WO-Rδ13-Wδ14
90◦ 90◦ WO-Wδ13-Wδ14(49

◦), WO-Rδ13-Wδ14(41
◦)

150◦ 90◦ WO-Rδ13-Wδ14

TABLE VIII. The degeneracies for different true value of δ13
with true δ14 = 90◦ as seen in Figure 18.

The noteworthy observations from Figure 17 are as
follows,

• In panel ”a”, the solid contours spanning the full
range of δ14 indicate true solutions with poor pre-
cision in δ14 for both θtrue23 = 41◦, 49◦. We also
observe dashed contours indicating WO-Rδ13-Wδ14
solutions for both θtrue23 .

• In panel ”b”, the precision of the true solutions
improves significantly. A small region of WO so-
lutions for θtrue23 = 49◦ occurs adjacent to the true
value. We also find WO-Rδ13-Wδ14 solutions for
θtrue23 = 41◦.

• Comparing the true solutions in panels ”c”, and
”d” but the precision of δ14 is notably better in
”d”. In these panels, WO solutions are present for
only θtrue23 = 49◦. For θtrue23 = 41◦, the octant can
be determined at more than 3σ sensitivity as seen
from the solid blue curve in the left panel of Fig-
ure 13 and hence WO solutions are not observed. In

panel ”c” we find WO-Rδ13-Wδ14 solution wheres
the WO-Rδ13 solutions are observed in panel ”d”.

• Inclusion of atmospheric analysis shrinks all the
contours improving octant sensitivity. The choice
of δtrue13 affects the precision of RO solutions as well
as the occurrence of degeneracies.

Similarly, we have plotted the 3σ contours in Figure 18
showing WO (dashed), and RO (solid) solutions w.r.t.
true values of θ23 = 41◦ (blue), and 49◦ (yellow) for the
true value of δ14 = 90◦ with δ13 = −90◦, 0◦, 90◦, 150◦ us-
ing beam-only analysis. The observations from Figure 18
are as follows,

• In panel ”a”, we see the WO-Rδ13 solutions span-
ning the full range of δ14 for only θtrue23 = 49◦. We
also find true solutions with notable precision in δ14
for both θtrue23 = 41◦, 49◦ as compared to panel ”a”
in Figure 17.

• In panel ”b”, the precision of δ14 in true solutions
deteriorates w.r.t panel ”a” covering the full δ14
range. We observe a small region of WO-Rδ13-Wδ14
solution for θtrue23 = 49◦, along with a bigger region
of WO-Rδ13-Wδ14 solution for θtrue23 = 41◦.

• In panels ”c” and ”d”, the true solutions show bet-
ter precision in δ14 as compared to the same panels
in Figure 17. We can also observe for θtrue23 = 49◦ a
tine region of WO-Wδ13-Wδ14 in panel ”c” while in
panel ”d” WO-Rδ13-Wδ14 solutions occur. There
are WO-Rδ13-Wδ14 solutions for θtrue23 = 41◦ in
both panel ”c”, and ”d” but the region is smaller
in ”c”.

• Overall, we see the precision of the RO true solu-
tions along with the size and type of WO contours
depend on δtrue13 for fixed δtrue14 .

The most common degeneracies seen in Figure 17, Fig-
ure 18 are WO-Rδ13-Rδ14, WO-Rδ13-Wδ14. It indicates
that the presence of δ14 creates more problems in precise
measurement of the octant of θ23. We also observe true
solutions with poor precision in δ14. If we repeat the
above analysis for true values of θ14, θ24 = 4◦ along with
marginalization in the range of 0 − 6◦, the 3σ contours
get smaller due to higher octant sensitivity.

The regions under 3σ sensitivity in the contour plots
of Figure 17, Figure 18 can be understood using the dif-
ference in the probability plots in δ13−δ14 plane. We will
mainly focus on the dominant Pµe channel to understand
the effect.
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FIG. 19. Contour plot in test δ13 − δ14 plane showing the
difference in probability ∆Pµe with θ23 being fixed at one
octant while θ23 varies in the opposite octant for WO solutions
(right) and in the same octant for RO solutions (left) at true
values of δ13 = −90◦, δ14 = 0◦, θ23 = 49◦(top), 41◦(bottom).
Black and dark red show the least differences, while blue and
white show the highest.

In Figure 19, the contour plot in test δ13-δ14 plane
represents the difference between the probabilities Pµe of
opposite octants while varying the θ23 value only in same
(left) /opposite (right) octant for the true θ23 = 49◦(top),
41◦(bottom) with δtr13 = −90◦, δtr14 = 0◦ corresponding
to panel ”a” of Figure 17. The understandings are as
follows,

• First, we consider the right octant solutions in the
panels at the left side column. It can be clearly
seen that the black and darker red regions around
the true value on the left side of δ13 − δ14 plane
where the difference in the probability is minimum
in Figure 19 is similar to the 3σ regions under the
solid curves in panel ”a” of Figure 17. These darker
regions also indicate poor precision of δ14.

• For 49◦-WO solution, minima arise in the darker
red region including the true value in the top-right
panel of Figure 19 similar to the yellow-dashed con-
tour in panel ”a” of Figure 17. Similarly, for 41◦-
WO solutions in the bottom-right panel, the mini-
mum difference is observed in the darker red region
just above the true value similar to the blue-dashed
contour in panel ”a” of Figure 17. These darker red
regions clearly show precise WO-Rδ13-Wδ14 degen-
erate solutions.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we expound the possibility of determining
the octant of θ23, in the 3+1 framework, assuming the
presence of an extra sterile neutrino in addition to the

three standard ones. We present our results for a beam
based long baseline experiment as well as for atmospheric
neutrinos considering a LArTPC detector. We also do
a combined analysis of beam and atmospheric neutrinos
and probe the synergies between these two options, which
can result in an enhanced sensitivity. For the beam neu-
trinos, the typical baseline considered in our study is 1300
km, similar to that proposed by the DUNE collaboration.
We provide the analytic expressions for oscillation prob-
abilities in the presence of an extra sterile neutrino using
the approximation that the mass squared difference ∆21

is zero. We show that these expressions match well with
the numerical probabilities, especially in the resonance
region.

We study in detail the different parameter degenera-
cies, emphasizing especially the influence of the phases
δ13, δ14 in the determination of octant of θ23. This is
done by plotting the probability curves for two differ-
ent θ23 values belonging to the opposite octants– (i) as a
function of δ13/δ14 for fixed energy and baseline, (ii) as a
function of energy, for varying δ13, δ14 at fixed baselines.
We also illustrate (iii) the difference in the appearance
and disappearance probabilities for two values θ23 be-
longing to opposite octants in the cos θν − E plane.

We perform a χ2 analysis and show that for a set of
true values of sterile parameters, one can achieve more
than 3σ octant sensitivity depending upon the true value
of δ13 using beam neutrinos. The representative true
values of the sterile neutrino parameters considered by
us correspond to ∆41 = 1 eV2, [θ14, θ24] = 7◦ and 4◦,
δ14 = 0◦, and 90◦, θ34 = 0◦. For true values of θ14, θ24 =
7◦, θ23 = 41◦(49◦), and δ14 = 90◦ one gets more than
3σ sensitivity for 51%(18%) of the δtrue13 space. On the
other hand for true values of θ14, θ24 = 4◦, the sensitivity
for θ23 = 41◦(49◦), and δ14 = 90◦ reaches more than
3σ sensitivity for 75%(36%) of the δtrue13 space. It can
be noted that greater sensitivity is obtained when true
values of θ14, θ24 are smaller.

In case of θ14, θ24 = 7◦, combining the beam and the
atmospheric neutrinos (with charge-id), we can obtain
3σ sensitivity in the 100%(48%) of the δtrue13 space for
θ23 = 41◦(49◦), δ14 = 90◦. However, the sensitivity for
θ23 = 41◦(49◦), δ14 = 90◦ is over 3σ for entire range of
δtrue13 when θ14, θ24 = 4◦.

At fixed hierarchy, there can be a total of 8-fold de-
generacies (Table II) with at least one of the parameters
- octant of θ23, δ13, δ14 assuming a wrong value. We also
identify the extra degeneracies due to the presence of δ14
assuming the normal hierarchy and summarise these in
Table VII, and Table VIII. We can conclude that the
presence of the phase δ14 leads to the occurrence of new
degeneracies that hinder the discovery of the octant of
θ23 precisely.

In summary, the combination of the beam and the at-
mospheric neutrinos provides promising results using a
LArTPC detector in the presence of an eV scale sterile
neutrino.



21

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We want to express special acknowledgement to Jay-
deep Dutta, Sushant Raut, and Samiron Roy for their
involvement in the earlier stages. We acknowledge dis-
cussions with Monojit Ghosh. SP acknowledges Kaustav
Chakraborty for help in learning numerical analysis using
GLoBES. AC acknowledges the University of Pittsburgh,
where initial work has been done. AC also acknowl-
edges the Ramanujan Fellowship (RJF/2021/000157),
of the Science and Engineering Research Board of the
Department of Science and Technology, Government
of India. SG acknowledges the J.C. Bose Fellowship
(JCB/2020/000011) of the Science and Engineering Re-
search Board of the Department of Science and Technol-
ogy, Government of India. It is to be noted that this
work has been done solely by the authors and is not rep-
resentative of the DUNE collaboration.

Appendix A: Probability calculation using Cayley
Hamilton formalism

We will now find out the analytic probability using
the Cayley-Hamilton formalism[95–97]. We calculate the
time evolution operator and do not introduce auxiliary
matter mixing angles.

The flavour eigenstates ψα and mass eigenstates ψi are
related as

ψi =
∑

j=e,µ,τ,s

U⋆
αjψj (A1)

where Uαj is component of unitary mixing matrix corre-
sponding to mixing between ψα, ψj ,

U = R̃34(θ34, δ34)R24(θ24)R̃14(θ14, δ14)R23(θ23)R̃13(θ13, δ13)R12(θ12)
(A2)

The Schrodinger equation in mass basis is given as,

ι
d

dt
ψm(t) = Hmψm(t) (A3)

where total Hamiltonian Hm in mass basis, and interac-
tion Hamiltonian Vf in flavour basis are given as follows,

Hm = Hm + U−1VfU (A4)

Vf = Hint = diag(2A′, 0, 0, A′) (A5)

Equation (A3) gives the solution with time evolution
operator e−ιHmt as,

ψm(t) = e−ιHmtψm(0) (A6)

We get the solution in terms of distance L travelled by
neutrinos in time t as,

ψm(L) = ψm(t = L) = e−ιHmtψm(0) ≡ Um(L)ψm(0)
(A7)

Solution in flavour state ψf is expressed at t = L as,

ψf (L) = Uϕm(L) = Ue−ιHmtU−1Uψm(0)

= Ue−ιHmtU−1ψf (0) ≡ Uf (L)ψf (0)
(A8)

We will calculate the time evolution operator, i.e., the
exponential of the matrix Hm using the Cayley-Hamilton
theorem. We construct a traceless matrix out of Hm as ,

Hm = T +
1

4
(trHm)I (A9)

The time evolution operator is then redefined as,

Um(L) = e−ιHmL = ϕe−ιTL (A10)

The elements of the traceless matrix T in mass basis are
as follows,
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T11 = A
[
− cos2 θ12

(
2 sin θ13 cos θ13 sin θ14 sin θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24 cos(δ13 − δ14) + cos 2θ23 sin

2 θ24
)

+2 sin θ12 cos θ12 cos θ23 sin θ24(cos δ13 sin θ13 sin θ23 sin θ24 − cos δ14 cos θ13 sin θ14 cos θ24)

+ cos2 θ12 cos
2 θ13

(
2− sin2 θ24

(
sin2 θ14 + sin2 θ23

)
− sin2 θ14

)
+cos2 θ23 sin

2 θ24
]
− 3A

4
+

1

4
(−∆21 −∆31 −∆41) (A11)

T12 = A
[
− sin θ12 cos θ12

(
2 sin θ13 cos θ13 sin θ14 sin θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24 cos(δ13 − δ14) + cos 2θ23 sin

2 θ24
)

− sin θ13 sin θ23 cos θ23 sin
2 θ24

(
e−iδ13 cos2 θ12 − eiδ13 sin2 θ12

)
+cos θ13 sin θ14 cos θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24

(
e−iδ14 cos2 θ12 − eiδ14 sin2 θ12

)
+sin θ12 cos θ12 cos

2 θ13
(
2− sin2 θ24

(
sin2 θ14 + sin2 θ23

)
− sin2 θ14

)]
(A12)

T13 = A
[
−eiδ14−2iδ13 cos θ12 sin

2 θ13 sin θ14 sin θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24

−eiδ14−iδ13 sin θ12 sin θ13 sin θ14 cos θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24

+e−iδ14 cos θ12 cos
2 θ13 sin θ14 sin θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24

+e−iδ13 cos θ12 sin θ13 cos θ13
(
2− sin2 θ24

(
sin2 θ14 + sin2 θ23

)
− sin2 θ14

)]
−A sin θ12 cos θ13 sin θ23 cos θ23 sin

2 θ24 (A13)

T14 = A
[
e−iδ13 cos θ12 sin θ13 cos θ14 sin θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24

+e−iδ14 cos θ12 cos θ13 sin θ14 cos θ14
(
2− cos2 θ24

)
+ sin θ12 cos θ14 cos θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24

]
(A14)

T22 = A
[
− sin2 θ12

(
2 sin θ13 cos θ13 sin θ14 sin θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24 cos(δ13 − δ14) + cos 2θ23 sin

2 θ24
)

+2 sin θ12 cos θ12 cos θ23 sin θ24(cos δ14 cos θ13 sin θ14 cos θ24 − cos δ13 sin θ13 sin θ23 sin θ24)

+ sin2 θ12 cos
2 θ13

(
2− sin2 θ24

(
sin2 θ14 + sin2 θ23

)
− sin2 θ14

)
+cos2 θ23 sin

2 θ24
]
− 3A

4
+

1

4
(3∆21 −∆31 −∆41) (A15)

T23 = A
[
−eiδ14−2iδ13 sin θ12 sin

2 θ13 sin θ14 sin θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24

+eiδ14−iδ13 cos θ12 sin θ13 sin θ14 cos θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24

+e−iδ14 sin θ12 cos
2 θ13 sin θ14 sin θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24

+e−iδ13 sin θ12 sin θ13 cos θ13
(
2− sin2 θ24

(
sin2 θ14 + sin2 θ23

)
− sin2 θ14

)]
+A cos θ12 cos θ13 sin θ23 cos θ23 sin

2 θ24 (A16)

T24 = A
[
e−iδ13 sin θ12 sin θ13 cos θ14 sin θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24

+e−iδ14 sin θ12 cos θ13 sin θ14 cos θ14
(
2− cos2 θ24

)
− cos θ12 cos θ14 cos θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24] (A17)

T33 = A [2 sin θ13 cos θ13 sin θ14 sin θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24 cos(δ13 − δ14)

+ sin2 θ13
(
2− sin2 θ24

(
sin2 θ14 + sin2 θ23

)
− sin2 θ14

)
+ sin2 θ23 sin

2 θ24
]

−3A

4
+

1

4
(−∆21 + 3∆31 −∆41) (A18)

T34 = A
[
eiδ13−iδ14 sin θ13 sin θ14 cos θ14

(
2− cos2 θ24

)
− cos θ13 cos θ14 sin θ23 sin θ24 cos θ24] (A19)

T44 = A
[
cos2 θ14 cos

2 θ24 + 2A sin2 θ14
]
− 3A

4
+

1

4
(−∆21 −∆31 + 3∆41) (A20)

Cayley-Hamilton theorem is used to get the form of the
time evolution operator e−ιTL. We need to solve the

characteristic equation of matrix T given by,

λ4 + c3λ
3 + c2λ

2 + c1λ+ c0 = 0 (A21)
to obtain the energy eigenvalues λ where the constants
are defined as follows,
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c0 =
A2

128
∆2

41

(
8 sin2 θ14 + 29

)
+

A

64

[(
−∆3

31 + 2∆2
31∆41 + 3∆31∆

2
41

)
sin 2θ13 sin θ14 sin θ23 sin 2θ24 cos(δ13 − δ14)

+∆3
31

(
3− 4 cos2 θ13 sin

2 θ23 sin
2 θ24 − 4Q sin2 θ13

)
+∆2

31∆41

(
8 cos2 θ13 sin

2 θ23 sin
2 θ24 + 12 cos2 θ24 − 4Q

(
2 cos2 θ13 + 1

)
+ 9

)
+∆31∆

2
41

(
12 cos2 θ13 sin

2 θ23 sin
2 θ24 + 8 cos2 θ24 + 4Q

(
1− 3 cos2 θ13

)
+ 1

)
−∆3

41

(
4 cos2 θ24 − 4Q+ 5

)]
+

∆21

64

(
∆3

31 − 5∆2
31∆41 − 5∆31∆

2
41 +∆3

41

)
+

(
−3∆4

31

256
+

∆3
31∆41

64
+

7∆2
31∆

2
41

128
+

∆31∆
3
41

64
− 3∆4

41

256

)
(A22)

c1 =
1

8
A2∆41

(
5− 7 sin2 θ14

)
+
A

8
∆2

31

(
3− 4 sin2 θ23 sin

2 θ24 cos
2 θ13 − 4Q sin2 θ13

)
−A

8
∆2

41

(
5 + 4 cos2 θ24 − 4Q

)
+
A

16
∆31∆41

(
4 + 8 cos2 θ24 − 5P cos2 θ13

)
+
A

4

(
−∆31

2 +∆31∆41

)
sin 2θ13 sin θ14 sin θ23 sin 2θ24 cos(δ13 − δ14)

+
∆21

8
(∆41 −∆31)

2
+

1

8

(
−∆3

31 +∆2
31∆41 +∆31∆

2
41 −∆3

41

)
(A23)

c2 =
A

4
∆31

(
3− 4 sin2 θ23 sin

2 θ24 cos
2 θ13 − 4Q sin2 θ13

)
− A

4
∆41

(
5 + 4 cos2 θ24 − 4Q

)
−11

8
A2 − A

2
∆31 sin 2θ13 sin θ14 sin θ23 sin 2θ24 cos(δ13 − δ14)

+
∆21

4
(∆41 +∆31) +

1

8

(
−3∆2

31 + 2∆31∆41 − 3∆2
41

)
(A24)

c3 = Trace(T) = 0 (A25)

P = 2− sin2 θ14 − sin2 θ24
(
sin2 θ14 + sin2 θ23

)
(A26)

Q = 2− sin2 θ14 − sin2 θ24 sin
2 θ14 (A27)

The energy eigenvalues are as follows,

λ1,2 = −1

2

[
√
−c2 + t0 ±

√
−c2 − t0 − 2

√
−4c0 + t20

]
(A28)

λ3,4 = −1

2

[
−
√
−c2 + t0 ±

√
−c2 − t0 + 2

√
−4c0 + t20

]
(A29)

where t0 is a real root of the following equation,

t3 − c2t
2 − 4c0t+ 4c0c2 − c21 = 0 (A30)

The general form of probability is given by

Pαβ =

4∑
a=1

4∑
b=1

(B̃a)αβ(B̃b)
⋆
αβe

−ιL(λa−λb) (A31)
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FIG. 20. Comparison of the probabilities using GLoBES PGL
µe

(red), the Cayley Hamilton method PCH
µe (green), and TMSD

approx. Pµe (blue) at 1300 km(left), 7000 km(right) baseline.

where,

(B̃a)αβ =
(c1 + c2λa + λ3a)δαβ + (c2 + λ2a)T̃αβ + λaT̃

2
αβ + T̃ 3

αβ

4λ3a + c1 + 2c2λa
(A32)

where components of T, T 2, T 3 in flavour basis are defined



24

as following,

T̃αβ =< α|UTU−1|β >, T̃ 2,3
αβ =< α|UT 2,3U−1|β >(A33)

In Figure 20, we see that the Cayley Hamilton prob-

abilities at lower energies show a better match with nu-
merical probabilities evaluated using GLoBES, whereas
at higher energies, especially at resonance region, the
TMSD probabilities match better, as was also seen in
Figure 1, and Figure 2.
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