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Abstract. We study gravitational lensing of neutrinos in a Kaluza-Klein black hole space-
time and compare the oscillation probabilities of neutrinos with the case of lensing by black
holes in General Relativity. We show that measuring neutrino oscillations in curved space-
times may allow us to distinguish the two kinds of black holes even in the weak-field limit,
as opposed to what happens for the weak lensing of photons. This promises to become an
useful tool for future measurements of the properties of black hole candidates and possibly
help to constrain the validity of alternative theories of gravity.
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1 Introduction

With the recent discovery of gravitational waves from binary black hole mergers [1] and ob-
servation of the shadow of supermassive black hole candidates [2–5] we are entering an era
in which proposed theories of gravity alternative to General Relativity (GR) may be tested
via observations [6–8]. The last few years have seen an enormous increase in the amount of
theoretical works aimed at showing how to test the nature of black hole candidates and pos-
sible deviations from GR and the observations that are currently providing the most data
are:

(i) Gravitational waves. So far, LIGO and Virgo have detected about one hundred gravi-
tational waves from merger events of stellar mass black holes [9–12].

(ii) Shadow. With present technology the observation of the shadow is possible only for
two supermassive black hole candidates, the one at the center of the galaxy M87 [2, 4]
and the one at the center of the Milky Way [5].

(iii) Accretion disk spectra from Active galactic Nuclei (AGNs). There are thousands of
known spectra from quasars and AGNs, which bear information about the properties
of the central objects.

(iv) Accretion disk spectra from x-ray binaries. Stellar mass black hole candidates in the
Milky Way have been detected also from the observation of their accretion disk spec-
tra when they are in a binary system. Again the spectra provide information on the
properties of the central object [13–15].

(v) Particle motion in the ’vicinity’ of black hole candidates. The motion of stars orbiting a
supermassive black hole may be described within the test particle approximation and
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such orbits have been observed only for the compact object at the Milky Way’s center
[16–19].

All of these observations may be used to determine some of the properties of black hole
candidates. Under the assumption that the central object is a black hole as described in GR
it may then be possible to use the observations to measure its mass and spin. On the other
hand if the object is described by a black hole mimicker or a black hole in a theory different
from GR the same observations may infer different values for the mass, spin and other
relevant parameters of the object. Many possibilities have been considered in the literature,
from wormholes (see for example [20, 21]) to modified black hole solutions (see [22–24]), to
boson stars and other black hole mimickers (see [25–28]).

The general picture that is emerging is that one may not be able to rule out alternative
theories of gravity and/or black hole mimickers from a single set of observations. Inde-
pendent measurements of the same property, coming from independent observations are
necessary. For this reason it is important to look at other potential observational tools to
constrain the geometry in the vicinity of black hole candidates [25, 29].

There have been several theoretical studies on the effects of curved spacetime on neu-
trino oscillations [30–54]. A common conclusion reached in most of these works is the in-
creased effective neutrino oscillation length due to gravitational redshift in curved space-
time backgrounds. Inspired from this, one more experimental test that has recently been
proposed to potentially break the aforementioned degeneracies from future measurements
is the observation of gravitational lensing of neutrinos by massive sources and the effect
that it has on neutrino oscillations [55]. Of course, this kind of test is still out of reach from
our present technological capabilities. Nevertheless it is important to explore the potential
advantages that it may bear over the more ’traditional’ lensing of photons.

It’s a very intriguing proposal to test modified theories of gravity using neutrino ex-
periments. We are particularly interested in theoretical models with extra dimensions that
were introduced to solve the hierarchy problem between the electroweak and Planck scales
as well as inspired by string theory [56–58]. Indeed, the impact of extra dimensions on
neutrino oscillation has been thoroughly investigated in the high energy physics commu-
nity for over the past two decades. However, most of these investigations are based on the
Large Extra Dimensions (LED) model and also make the assumption that sterile neutrinos
are present and propagating in a higher-dimensional bulk [59–61] (see [62] for recent stud-
ies). Here, we provide a different approach that is model independent and does not require
the existence of sterile neutrinos to investigate the fingerprints of extra dimensions on the
4-dimensional curved spacetime.

In the present article we consider neutrino oscillations in the geometry of a Kaluza-
Klein (KK) black hole [63–67]. Kaluza-Klein theory is a 5-dimensional extension of GR
which includes Maxwell’s electrodynamics by considering an additional field in the extra
spatial dimension. By compactifying the extra dimension one obtains a 4-dimensional ac-
tion for which the field equations reduce to those of Einstein and Maxwell. Interestingly
the KK black hole can also be obtained from a scalar-tensor theory of gravity coupled to
Maxwell’s electrodynamics with a dilaton field [65, 68]. The shadow of a KK black hole was
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studied in [69, 70] while binary mergers and estimates for the spin and quasinormal modes
were considered in [71, 72]. More recently, the stability of orbits in the KK black hole was
studied in [73] while constraints on the theory’s parameters from x-ray spectroscopy were
obtained in [74]. Here we show that the probability of oscillation of neutrinos lensed by a
KK black hole and propagating in vacuum towards an observer depends on the geometry
via the value of the boost parameter v and thus in principle may allow to distinguish such
black holes from the ones in GR.

The article is organised as follows: A brief review of the KK black hole and neutrino
oscillations are provided in sections 2 and 3, respectively. In section 4 we develop the for-
malism to describe neutrino oscillations in the KK metric and in section 5 we obtain the
oscillation probabilities for neutrinos lensed by stellar mass KK black holes. The implica-
tions for future observations of astrophysical black hole candidates are discussed in section
6. Throughout the article we make use natural units setting G = c = 1, with the exception
of the plots of the oscillation probabilities where we use GeV units in order to provide more
realistic data as expected from lensing by a stellar mass black hole.

2 The Kaluza-Klein metric

We consider here the case of the Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton theory arising naturally as a low
energy limit in string theory. The action of this theory is essentially that of gravity coupled
to Maxwell and a dilaton field [75]

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
−R+ 2(∇φ)2 + e−2αφF 2

]
, (2.1)

where R is the Ricci scalar that makes for the GR field equations while F = FµνF
µν is

the Faraday tensor of Maxwell’s electrodynamics. It has been shown that for α =
√
3 the

black hole solution obtained from the above action can be identified with a 5-dimensional
KK black hole [65, 68] and in the following we will restrict our attention to this case. In
fact, given a 4-dimensional vacuum solution of Einstein’s equation in GR and taking its
product with R one obtains a 5-dimensional solution which is translation invariant in the
extra dimension. Then the new solution is obtained by boosting, with boost parameter v,
the 5-dimensional solution in the new direction. Therefore, to obtain a rotating black hole
solution, one starts with the Kerr solution and applies the above procedure. When reduced
to 4D, the black hole solution obtained can be viewed as a ‘charged’ solution with a non-
trivial dilaton field [63, 76, 77]. The resulting Kaluza-Klein line element in Boyer-Lindquist
coordinates is given by [68]

ds2 = −1− Z

B
dt2 − 2aZ sin2 θ

B
√
1− v2

dtdϕ+

[
B(r2 + a2) + a2 sin2 θ

Z

B

]
sin2 θdϕ2

+BΣ

(
dr2

∆
+ dθ2

)
,

(2.2)
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where

B =

(
1 +

v2Z

1− v2

)1/2

,

Z =
2mr

Σ
,

∆ = r2 + a2 − 2mr,

Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ.

(2.3)

Here m and a are mass and spin parameters of the original Kerr solution and v is the boost
velocity. The dilaton field is given by

φ = −
√
3

2
logB. (2.4)

In terms of m, v, and a, the physical mass M , charge Q, and angular momentum J as mea-
sured by observers at infinity are written as

M = m

(
1 +

v2

2(1− v2)

)
,

Q =
mv

1− v2
, (2.5)

J =
ma√
1− v2

,

where the physical mass and charge are not independent anymore since they are related by
the boost v which is the result of the reduction of the boosted BH solutions in 5-dimensional
gravity into 4-dimensional KK BHs. The locations of the outer and inner horizon of this KK
black hole coincide with that of the Kerr solution.

We can see that when v → 0, the metric (2.2) reduces to that of the Kerr solution of GR.
On the other hand, v can be interpreted as a boosting parameter with v → 1 implying that
the black hole is boosted at the speed of light. Then to understand the limit v → 1 let us
consider the nonrotating case (a = 0). We can identify the event horizon and the curvature
singularity as

rhor =
2m

1− v2
, rsing =

2mv2

1− v2
, (2.6)

respectively. For v → 0 these tend to the values for Schwarzschild. Instead in the extremal
limit v → 1 we have that rsing → rhor remains finite if we take m → 0 in a suitable way.
This corresponds (in the five dimensional viewpoint) to boosting the Schwarzschild solution
cross R to the speed of light v = 1, while taking the mass parameter m to zero so that the
limit is well defined [75]. Notice that if we impose that m/(1 − v2) → 0 in the limit v → 1

then we have that B → 1 and the line element (2.2) reduces to Minkowski. Then M and Q

go to zero, and no lensing effects are present.
Looking at the line element (2.2) we can now see that if a ̸= 0 we can still retrieve a

finite limit for v → 1 if we impose that m goes to zero so that m/(1−v2) remains finite. In this
case we will have that B →

√
1 + 2c/r is finite and also that gtϕ → 0. Therefore it is possible

to consider the behavior of the metric in the limit of v → 1 only if we take a vanishing mass
parameter. In the following we will restrict the attention to the range v ∈ (0, 1).

– 4 –



3 Neutrino Oscillations

Neutrinos are produced and detected in different flavor eigenstates given by |να⟩, where
α = e, µ, τ . These flavor eigenstates are a superposition of three mass eigenstates denoted
by |νi⟩,

|να⟩ =
3∑

i=1

U∗
αi |νi⟩ , (3.1)

where i = 1, 2, 3 and U∗
αi is a 3 × 3 unitary mixing matrix [78–80]. Let us assume that the

neutrinos have a plane-wave wavefunction and it propagates in vacuum from source S at
(tS , xS) to detector D at (tD, xD) (see Figure 1). So the evolution of the wavefunction at the
detector can be given by

|νi(tD, xD)⟩ = exp(−iΦi) |νi(tS , xS)⟩ , (3.2)

where Φi is the phase of oscillation. Neutrinos produced at the source S in a flavor eigen-
state |να⟩ travel to the detector location D and in this case, the probability of the neutrino
changing flavor from the state να to νβ is given by

Pαβ = | ⟨νβ|να(tD, xD)⟩ |2 =

=
∑
i,j

UβiU
∗
βjUαjU

∗
βi exp

[
−i(Φi − Φj)

]
. (3.3)

In flat spacetime, the phase Φi has the usual form

Φi = Ei(tD − tS)− pi(x⃗D − x⃗S). (3.4)

In a typical scenario, we assume that the mass eigenstates in a flavour eigenstate initially
produced at the source have equal momentum or energy [81]. This assumption, together
with (tD−tS) ≃ |(x⃗D−x⃗S)| for relativistic neutrinos (Ei ≫ mi), leads to the phase difference

∆Φij ≡ Φi − Φj ≃
∆m2

ij

2E0
(x⃗D − x⃗S), (3.5)

where ∆m2
ij = m2

i −m2
j , and E0 is the average energy of the relativistic neutrinos produced

at the source. Therefore, the phenomena of neutrino oscillations in vacuum depend only
on the squared mass differences. However, in curved spacetime, the phase and hence the
probability depends also on the sum of mass squared of individual mass eigenstates [53].

In curved spacetime, the expression of the phase Φi of neutrino propagation can be
generalized to a covariant form [34]

Φi =

∫ D

S
p(i)µ dxµ, (3.6)

where
p(i)µ = migµν

dxν

ds
(3.7)

is the canonical conjugate momentum to the coordinates xµ and gµν and ds2 are the metric
tensor and line element of the curved spacetime, respectively.
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram for weak lensing of neutrinos in the KK black hole spacetime. Neu-
trinos propagate from the source S to detector D in the exterior of a static and non-rotating massive
object described by the KK-metric.

4 Neutrino Oscillation in KK metric

In this section, we shall calculate the oscillation phases of neutrinos in the KK metric consid-
ering the simplest case of a non-rotating object, i.e. setting a = 0. Here we shall follow the
notations introduced in [34, 53, 55]. In the equatorial plane θ = π/2, the metric components
(2.2) become

gtt = −
(
1− 2m

r

)(
1 +

2mv2

r(1− v2)

)−1/2

,

grr =

(
1− 2m

r

)−1
(
1 +

2mv2

r(1− v2)

)1/2

,

gϕϕ = r2

(
1 +

2mv2

r(1− v2)

)1/2

.

(4.1)

We also define the components of canonical momenta p
(k)
µ where k corresponds to the mass

eigenstate,

p
(k)
t = mkgtt

dt

ds
,

p(k)r = mkgrr
dr

ds
,

p
(k)
ϕ = mkgϕϕ

dϕ

ds
.

(4.2)

The mass shell relation is given by

−m2 = gttp2t + grrp2r + gϕϕp2ϕ, (4.3)
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where we have omitted the index k in order to de-clutter the calculations.

4.1 Radial case

Let us first check the neutrino oscillation phase in the radial case, i.e. neutrinos are produced
in the gravitational potential and travel outward radially. In this case, dϕ = 0. Therefore,
from Eq.(4.2), we have

dt

ds
=

pt
mkgtt

,
dr

ds
=

pr
mkgrr

. (4.4)

Since the spacetime is static, we know that the energy E of test particles is conserved, and
we define pt = Ek, p0 = −E0 and pr = pk(r), where the subscript k refers to the neutrino
flavor. Now, the phase of a neutrino propagating radially in a null trajectory becomes

Φk =

∫ rD

rS

[
−Ek

(
dt

dr

)
0

+ pk(r)

]
dr, (4.5)

where the suffix 0 indicates the null trajectory. Here we would like to emphasize that the
phases of neutrino oscillation calculated here would not be the phases on the classical tra-
jectory of the mass eigenstates but the phases calculated on the light-ray trajectory. In the
plane wave formalism, this can be taken care of consistently for relativistic neutrinos in the
weak-field regime[81, 82]. Readers are also referred to the appendix of Ref.[53] for a proof.
Now from Eq.(4.4) (

dt

dr

)
0

= − E0

p0(r)

grr
gtt

, (4.6)

on a null trajectory, where E0 is the energy of the massless particle at infinity and we have
dropped suffix k from pk,0(r) to avoid clutter. The mass-shell relation now gives

p0 = ±E0

√
−grr
gtt

, pk(r) = ±

√
−
grrE2

k

gtt
−m2

kgrr. (4.7)

Now using Eq.(4.6) and Eq.(4.7), we can write the phase in the null trajectory Eq.(4.5) as

Φk = ±
∫ rD

rS

Ek

√
−grr
gtt

√1−
m2

kgtt

E2
k

− 1

 dr. (4.8)

Since 0 < gtt < 1, we can expand the square root inside the bracket to get

Φk = ±
∫ rD

rS

√
−gttgrrEk

m2
k

2E2
k

dr. (4.9)

Now, in relativistic approximation (mk << Ek), the following expressions hold

Ek ≃ E0 +O

(
m2

k

2E0

)
,

Ek
m2

k

2E2
k

≃ E0
m2

k

2E2
0

.

(4.10)
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So using these two relations, Eq.(4.9) becomes

Φk = ±
m2

k

2E0

∫ rD

rS

√
−gttgrrdr. (4.11)

Now for the metric coefficients in Eq.(4.1), we have gttgrr = −1. So the phase becomes

Φk = ±
m2

k

2E0
(rD − rS), (4.12)

which has the same form as that in a flat spacetime. Hence, the oscillation probability of
neutrinos travelling radially outward in the equatorial plane of a weak gravitational field
will be independent of the gravitational effects. This independence can be understood as
the consequence of spherical symmetry and the restriction of neutrino travel only to the
equatorial plane. In fact the same will hold in any spacetime where gttgrr = −1.

4.2 Non-radial case

Let us now investigate what happens in the non-radial case. For a neutrino travelling along
a null trajectory, the phase can be written using Eq.(4.2) and Eq.(4.7) as

Φk =

∫ rD

rS

[
−Ek

(
dt

dr

)
0

+ pr + Jk

(
dϕ

dr

)
0

]
dr, (4.13)

where we use conservation of energy and angular momentum p
(k)
t = −Ek and p

(k)
ϕ = Jk

and J is the angular momentum of the test particle. Now, again from Eq.(4.2), we can write

dt

dr
=

−Ek

pr

grr
gtt

,
dϕ

dr
=

Jk
pr

grr
gϕϕ

. (4.14)

Along the null trajectory, these equations take the form(
dt

dr

)
0

= − E0

p0(r)

grr
gtt

,

(
dϕ

dr

)
0

=
J0

p0(r)

grr
gϕϕ

. (4.15)

Now, we would like to express the angular momentum Jk as a function of the energy Ek,
the impact parameter b and the velocity of the test particle at infinity v

(∞)
k as

Jk = Ekbv
(∞)
k . (4.16)

The metric is asymptotically flat, so using relativistic approximation, we can express the
velocity and the angular momentum as

v∞k =

√
E2

k −m2
k

Ek
≃ 1−

m2
k

2E2
k

,

Jk ≃ Ekb

(
1−

m2
k

2E2
k

)
,

(4.17)
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and for a massless particle
J0 = E0b. (4.18)

Using Eqs. (4.15), (4.16), (4.17) and (4.18), we can write the phase for the non-radial case as

Φk =

∫ rD

rS

E0Ekgrr
p0(r)

[
1

gtt
+

p0pk(r)

E0Ekgrr
+

b2

gϕϕ

(
1−

m2
k

2E2
k

)]
dr. (4.19)

Now, we shall simplify this expression using the mass-shell relation. The following two
equations can be obtained from the mass-shell relation

p0(r)

E0grr
= ±

√
− 1

gttgrr
− b2

grrgϕϕ
,

p0(r)pk(r)

E0EkB
= −

(
1

gtt
+

b2

gϕϕ
+

m2
k

2E2
k

)
,

(4.20)

And from these, we can express the phase as

Φk = −
∫ rD

rS

E0grr
p0(r)

Ek
m2

k

2E2
k

dr. (4.21)

In the relativistic approximation, we get

Φk =
m2

k

2E0

∫ rD

rS

E0grr
p0(r)

dr =

=
m2

k

2E0

∫ rD

rS

√
−gttgrr

(
1− b2|gtt|

gϕϕ

)−1/2

dr.

(4.22)

We can see that for b = 0, we recover the usual phase expression flat background spacetime.
However, for b ̸= 0 we see that the geometry now plays a role.

Now we shall evaluate the integral in two cases.

(i) Neutrinos are produced in the gravitational potential and travel outwards non-radially
towards the detector.

(ii) Neutrinos coming from a distant source are lensed by the gravitational potential be-
fore reaching the detector.

Let us consider the integrand in the first case. Replacing the metric coefficients, we get

√
−gttgrr

(
1− b2|gtt|

gϕϕ

)−1/2

=

[
b2

r2

(
2m

v2(2m− r) + r
− 1

)
+ 1

]−1/2

=

[
b2

r2

(
4M

v2(4M − r) + 2r
− 1

)
+ 1

]−1/2

.

(4.23)
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Here, in the second equality, we have used Eq.(2.5) to express the integrand in terms of the
physical mass M . We now apply the weak field limit M/r << 1 to obtain[

b2

r2

(
4M

v2(4M − r) + 2r
− 1

)
+ 1

]−1/2

=

(
r2

r2 − b2

)1/2

+
2b2M

(v2 − 2)(r2 − b2)3/2
+O(M2).

(4.24)
Now we perform the integral to obtain

∫ √
−gttgrr

(
1− b2|gtt|

gϕϕ

)−1/2

dr =
√

r2 − b2 +
Mr√
r2 − b2

− Mrv2

(v2 − 2)
√
r2 − b2

. (4.25)

The first two terms here are the Schwarzschild contribution and the third term arises be-
cause of the non-zero boost velocity parameter. This term can also be written in terms of the
charge as

− Mrv2

(v2 − 2)
√
r2 − b2

=
Qrv

2
√
r2 − b2

. (4.26)

Now by solving the relation Q/M = 2v/(2 − v2), we can find that the parameter v has two
real solutions

v =
±
√
M2 + 2Q2 −M

Q
. (4.27)

For small physical charge, Q/M << 1, the positive part yields |v| ∼
∣∣Q/M

∣∣ << 1. On
the other hand, the negative part yields |v| ∼ 2

∣∣M/Q
∣∣ >> 1, which is nonphysical. Going

forward, we shall only consider the positive part of the solution. This gives

∫ rD

rS

√
−gttgrr

(
1− b2|gtt|

gϕϕ

)−1/2

dr =
√
r2 − b2 +

Mr√
r2 − b2

+
Q2r

2M
√
r2 − b2

=
√
r2 − b2 +M

(
1 +

Q2

2M2

)
r√

r2 − b2
.

(4.28)

Then, the phase can be written as

Φk =
m2

k

2E0

[√
r2D − b2 −

√
r2S − b2 +M

(
1 +

Q2

2M2

) rD√
r2D − b2

− rS√
r2S − b2

]. (4.29)

In the limit v → 0, the above expression reduces to that of the Schwarzschild case [34, 53].
Now, let us consider the second case. Here, neutrinos are produced from a distant

source, travel towards the lensing object, passing at closest approach at r = r0 and subse-
quently reaching the detector. The phase, in this case, can be written in two parts taking
into account the sign of the momentum and the symmetry of the trajectory about r0. Then

Φk(rS → r0 → rD) =
m2

k

2E0

∫ rS

r0

√
−gttgrr

1− b2|gtt|
gϕϕ

dr +
m2

k

2E0

∫ rD

r0

√
−gttgrr

1− b2|gtt|
gϕϕ

dr. (4.30)
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In the weak-field approximation, the point of closest approach can be determined by solving
the equation (

dr

dϕ

)
0

=
p0(r0)gϕϕ
J0grr

= 0. (4.31)

The solution of this equation takes a simple form and is given by

r0 ≃ b− 2M

2− v2
≃ b−M

(
1 +

Q2

2M2

)
. (4.32)

In the second equality, we considered a small charge v ∼ Q/M << 1. Then we express the
integrand of the phase in terms of r0 in the weak field limit as√

−gttgrr
1− b2|gtt|/gϕϕ

=
r√

r2 − r20
− 2Mr0

(v2 − 2)(r + r0)
√

r2 − r20
+O(M2/r2). (4.33)

Then we perform the integral to get∫ rD

rS

√
−gttgrr

(
1− b2|gtt|

gϕϕ

)−1/2

dr =
√
r2 − r20 −

2M
√
r2 − r20

(r + r0)(v2 − 2)

=
√
r2 − r20 +M

(
1 +

Q2

2M2

√
r − r0
r + r0

)
,

(4.34)

where in the second equality, we have considered the small charge approximation v ∼
Q/M << 1. Finally, we obtain

Φk(rS → r0 → rD) =
m2

k

2E0

[√
r2D − r20 +

√
r2S − r20

+M

(
1 +

Q2

2M2

)(√
rD − r0
rD + r0

+

√
rS − r0
rS + r0

)]
,

(4.35)

Or

Φk =
m2

k

2E0

[√
r2D − b2 +

√
r2S − b2 +M

(
1 +

Q2

2M2

)(
b√

r2D − b2
+

b√
r2S − b2

+

√
rD − b

rD + b
+

√
rS − b

rS + b

)]
.

(4.36)

Now, for b << rS,D, we expand the above expression over b/rS,D and keep terms up to

O
(
b2/r2S,D

)
to get

Φk =
m2

k

2E0
(rD + rS)

[
1− b2

2rDrS
+

(
1 +

Q2

2M2

)
2M

rD + rS

]
. (4.37)

So, we can see that the phase depends on the boost parameter through the charge Q. When
v → 0 (Q → 0) we recover the expression for the phase in the Schwarzschild spacetime
[34].
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Figure 2. Neutrino oscillation probability for v = 0, i.e. in the Schwarzschild case, when the mixing
angle is π/6. The solid and the dashed curves represent normal hierarchy and inverted hierarchy
respectively. Values of the other parameters are as follows: M = 4M⊙,

∣∣∆m2
∣∣ = 10−3eV2, and the

lightest neutrino is massless. We use Eq. (5.9) and (5.10) with (5.5) to plot this figure.

If one wishes to consider the case of v → 1 then equation (4.25) must be used. Here
we only notice that the probability of neutrino oscillations in this case will not contain any
divergences as long as we take the limit according to the prescription given in section 2,
namely m → 0 as v → 1 in such a way that m/(1− v2) → const.. In this case both Q and M

are finite for v → 1 and also Q/M → 2. Also, if we have m/(1 − v2) → 0 then M = 0 and
the spacetime reduces to Minkowski. Then there will be no gravitational effects on neutrino
oscillation, as it can be seen from equation (4.37).

5 Neutrino oscillation probability

In this section, we shall calculate the oscillation probability of neutrinos that are lensed by
a KK black hole. We shall consider neutrinos with mass eigenstates |νi⟩ travelling in the KK
black hole geometry from a source S to a detector D through different classical paths. A
flavour eigenstate |να⟩ propagated from S to D through a path denoted by p is given by

|να(tD, xD)⟩ = N
∑
i

U∗
αi

∑
p

exp
(
−iΦp

i |νi(tS , xS)⟩
)
, (5.1)

where Φp
i is the phase of neutrino oscillation with the impact parameter bp now being a

path-dependent parameter and N is a normalization factor. We suppose that a neutrino is
produced in a flavor eigenstate α at the source S and detected in a flavor eigenstate β at the
detector D. Then the probability of oscillation is given by

P lens
αβ = | ⟨νβ|να(tD, xD)⟩ |2

= |N |2
∑
i,j

UβiU
∗
βjUαjU

∗
αi

∑
p,q

exp
(
−i∆Φpq

ij

)
, (5.2)
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Figure 3. Left Panel: Neutrino oscillation probability for v = 0.2 when the mixing angle is π/6.
Right panel: Neutrino oscillation probability for v = 0.4 when the mixing angle is π/6. The solid
and the dashed curves represent normal hierarchy and inverted hierarchy respectively. Values of the
other parameters are as follows: M = 4M⊙,

∣∣∆m2
∣∣ = 10−3eV2, and the lightest neutrino is massless.

We use Eq. (5.9) and (5.10) with (5.5) to plot these figures.

Figure 4. Left Panel: Neutrino oscillation probability for v = 0 (solid curve), v = 0.2 (dashed
curve) and v = 0.4 (dotted-dashed curve) for normal hierarchy. Right panel: Neutrino oscillation
probability for v = 0 (solid curve), v = 0.2 (dashed curve) and v = 0.4 (dotted-dashed curve) for
inverted hierarchy. Values of the other parameters are as follows: M = 4M⊙,

∣∣∆m2
∣∣ = 10−3eV2,

α = π/6 and the lightest neutrino is massless. We use Eq. (5.9) and (5.10) with (5.5) to plot these
figures.

where N is given by

|N |2 =

∑
i

|Uαi|2
∑
p,q

(
−i∆Φpq

ii

)−1

. (5.3)

∆Φpq
ij is the phase difference between the paths p and q which is given by

∆Φpq
ij = Φi

p − Φj
q = ∆m2

ijApq +∆b2pqBij , (5.4)
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Figure 5. Left Panel: Neutrino oscillation probability for v = 0,M = M⊙ (solid curve), v =

0.4,M = M⊙ (dashed curve), v = 0,M = 4M⊙ (dotted-dashed curve) and v = 0.4,M = 4M⊙
(dotted curve) for normal hierarchy. Right panel: Neutrino oscillation probability for v = 0,M =

M⊙ (solid curve), v = 0.4,M = M⊙ (dashed curve), v = 0,M = 4M⊙ (dotted-dashed curve) and
v = 0.4,M = 4M⊙ (dotted curve) for inverted hierarchy. Values of the other parameters are as
follows:

∣∣∆m2
∣∣ = 10−3eV2, α = π/6 and the lightest neutrino is massless. We use Eq. (5.9) and (5.10)

with (5.5) to plot these figures.

with

Apq =
rS + rD
2E0

1 +(1 + Q2

2M2

)
2M

rS + rD
−
∑

b2pq
4rSrD

 ,

Bij = −
∑

m2
ij

8E0

(
1

rS
+

1

rD

)
.

(5.5)

In the above set of equations, the quantities ∆b2pq,
∑

b2pq, ∆m2
ij and

∑
m2

ij are given by

∆b2pq = b2p − b2q ,∑
b2pq = b2p + b2q ,

∆m2
ij = m2

i −m2
j ,∑

m2
ij = m2

i +m2
j .

(5.6)

We can clearly notice from the above expressions that Apq and Bij are invariant under the
change of their respective indices, i.e. Apq = Aqp and Bij = Bji. This suggests that un-
der a simultaneous change of both of its indices, the phase difference changes sign ∆Φij

pq =

−∆Φji
qp. For those neutrino paths for which p = q, we have that ∆b2pq vanishes and the oscil-

lation probability only depends on the difference of squared masses of neutrinos. However,
for general paths, p ̸= q, the oscillation probability also depends on the sum of squared
masses. Therefore, in principle, gravitationally lensed neutrinos can provide information
about the individual neutrino masses if the spacetime properties are known from other ob-
servations [53].

Now we would like to consider a simple toy model of two neutrino flavors to under-
stand how the boost velocity v affects the oscillation probability. Specifically, we shall eval-
uate the two-flavor neutrino oscillation probability at a generic point in a plane connecting
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the source S, the lens and the detector D in the weak field limit. We substitute Eq.(5.4) in
Eq.(5.2) to get

P lens
αβ = |N |2

[∑
i,j

UβiU
∗
βjUαjU

∗
αi

(∑
p=q

exp
(
−i∆m2

ijApp

)

+ 2
∑
p>q

cos
(
∆b2pqBij

)
exp

(
−i∆m2

ijApq

))]
,

(5.7)

where

|N |2 =

Npath +
∑
i

|Uαi|2
∑
q>p

2 cos
(
∆b2pqBii

)−1

. (5.8)

For simplicity, we consider the neutrinos to be propagating in the equatorial plane (θ = π/2)
and, in this case, Npath = 2. To understand the probabilities qualitatively and quantitatively,
we consider a transition from electron to muon neutrino, νe → νµ. For this process, the
probability can be written as

P lens
eµ = |N |2 sin2 2α

[
sin2

(
∆m2A11

2

)
+ sin2

(
∆m2A22

2

)
− cos

(
∆b2B12

)
cos
(
∆m2A12

)
+

1

2
cos
(
∆b2B11

)
+

1

2
cos
(
∆b2B22

)]
,

(5.9)

where

|N |2 =
[
2
(
1 + cos2 α cos(∆b2B11) + sin2 α cos(∆b2B22)

)]−1

. (5.10)

In these expressions, ∆b2 = ∆b212, ∆m2 = ∆m2
21, α is the mixing angle and Apq and Bij

are given by Eq.(5.5). We would like to express the path-dependent impact parameter bp in
terms of the geometric quantities of the system. Figure 1 shows the schematic representation
of the geometric system of lensing phenomena. Neutrinos are produced at the source S, get
lensed by a KK black hole metric and are later detected at D. The physical distances from the
source to the lens and from the lens to the detector are rS and rD, respectively in the (x, y)

coordinate system. Let us consider another coordinate system (x′, y′) obtained by rotating
the (x, y) system by an angle φ. These two systems then would be related by the relations
x′ = x cosφ+ y sinφ and y′ = −x sinφ+ y cosφ. Now, the angle of deflection δ of neutrinos
in the rotated frame can be given by

δ =
y′D − b

x′D
= −4m

b

(
1 +

v2

2(1− v2)

)
= −4M

b
= −2Rx

b
, (5.11)

where Rx is just 2M and M is the physical mass of the source1. Here (x′D, y
′
D) is the location

of the detector. Now from Figure 1, we use the identity sinφ = b/rS and the above equation
1Notice that equation (5.11) provides the deflection angle for weak lensing of null rays, which includes pho-

tons. Therefore just by measuring the deflection angle in the weak field one would not be able to discriminate
between different metrics.

– 15 –



0.3
0.32

0.34

0.36

0.38

0.4

0.42

0.44

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2

v

M
/M

⊙

ϕ=0.0015

0.3

0.32

0.34

0.36

0.38

0.4

0.42

0.44

0.46

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2

v

M
/M

⊙

ϕ=0.0022

Figure 6. The degeneracy between the determination of the mass parameter M and the boost pa-
rameter v for a given probability Peµ at a fixed angle ϕ is illustrated by the 2D contour plot of the
implicit function M(v) obtained from Peµ(M, v) = const., namely the plot of the values of the boost
parameter v and the lens mass M which give the same probability. Each curve corresponds to a fixed
value of Peµ as shown on the line itself. The left panel shows the contour plots for ϕ = 0.0015, while
the right panel shows the contour plots M(v) for ϕ = 0.0022. Keep in mind that the probability also
changes with the angle, therefore for the same source the curves M(v) would correspond to different
Peµ at different angles.

becomes

(2RxxD + byD)

√
1− b2

r2S
= b2

(
xD
rS

+ 1

)
− 2RxbyD

rS
. (5.12)

Assuming a nearly-circular trajectory of the detector around the lens, we have xD = rD cosϕ

and yD = rD sinϕ. Now, Eq.(5.12) is a quartic polynomial and it can be solved to obtain the
impact parameters in terms of rS , Rx and the lensing location (xD, yD). For a quantitative
understanding, we consider a Sun-Earth system with the Sun as the lens and the Earth as a
detector. In this example, we shall use the typical values of the geometrical quantities in the
solar-system, assuming that the gravitational field of the Sun is represented by the exterior
of the KK metric in the weak field limit. We assume the source is behind the Sun and it
emits high-energy neutrinos with E0 = 10MeV. We consider rD = 108km and rS = 105rD
and numerically solve Eq.(5.12) and obtain two real roots b1 and b2 for each ϕ. Physical
mass of the lens is considered to be M = 1 − 5M⊙ and neutrino mass squared difference
is |∆m2| = 10−3eV2. With these numerical values we plot the oscillation probability of
neutrinos using Eq. (5.9), (5.10) and (5.5) with respect to the azimuth angle ϕ.

The oscillation probability for the two flavor toy model of neutrinos is shown in Figures
2, 3, 4 and 5 as a function of the the azimuth angle ϕ that signifies the detector’s position
in the orbit. Figure 2 shows the oscillation probability of gravitationally lensed neutrinos in
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a Schwarzschild spacetime, (v = 0). The solid and the dashed line corresponds to normal
hierarchy (∆m2 > 0) and inverted hierarchy (∆m2 < 0) of neutrinos respectively. Verifying
the results of [53, 55], we can see that the probability in the case of inverted hierarchy is
quite large for particular values of ϕ.

We see similar behavior also in case of non-zero v, i.e. in a KK black hole spacetime,
in Figure 3 and 4. From Figure 4 we can see that for sufficiently large values of the boost
parameter v, the probability deviates significantly from that of the Schwarzschild case, sug-
gesting that the detection of a sufficiently large number of neutrinos could provide a way
to test the geometry. The solid line there shows the probability of oscillation for v = 0

(Schwarzschild case), and the dashed and the dotted-dashed line shows the oscillation prob-
ability for v = 0.2 and v = 0.4 respectively. This is true for both normal and inverted
hierarchy.

Next, we investigate the effect of the mass of the lens and the boost parameter together
in Figure 5. The left and right panels of Figure 5 show the probability of oscillation of
neutrinos for normal (∆m2 > 0) and inverted hierarchy (∆m2 < 0) for two different masses
of the lens. The solid and dashed line corresponds to a solar mass lens with v = 0 and
v = 0.4, respectively. The dotted and dotted-dashed line corresponds to a 4M⊙ lens with
v = 0 and v = 0.4, respectively. We can see that a more massive lens can create a bigger shift
in the oscillation probability. In certain cases, the shift in probability for a 4M⊙ gravitational
lens is almost double that of a M⊙ lens. We can see that the effect of the lens mass on the
probability of flavor transition is more significant than the one of the boost parameter. This
can be understood by looking at the second term under the brackets of the first equation of
Eq. (5.5) which is responsible for the effects of the mass and the boost parameter. Using the
relation Q/M = 2v/(2− v2) we can express the term as(

1 +
Q2

2M2

)
2M

rS + rD
=

(
1 +

2v2

(2− v2)2

)
2M

rS + rD

≃

(
1 +

v2

2

)
2M

rS + rD
.

(5.13)

The numerical values of the physical mass M used in the plots are one order of magnitude
higher than that of the boots parameter v which has strict limits by definition (0 < v < 1).
This difference is then carried to the probability expression Eq. (5.9) where M and v appears
under the trigonometric functions. Therefore the observed effect for lens mass is much
higher than that of the boost parameter.

Finally we investigated the degeneracy for the measurements of the lens mass and
boost parameter simultaneously. In Figure 6 we plotted the implicit function M(v) obtained
at a given angle ϕ for a fixed value of the probability Peµ. We see that for any given value of
Peµ there are several values of M and v that produce the same probability. This shows that,
similarly to what happens with other kinds of observations, one needs multiple indepen-
dent measurements of one of the quantities in order to break the degeneracy and determine
M and v. In fact, obtaining the degeneracy plot M(v) for a different kind of measurement,
such as for example accretion disk’s spectroscopy, would allow to determine the values of
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M and v. This kind of degeneracy happens for most measurements of black hole quantities
when one wishes to compare with alternative models characterized by additional parame-
ters and is the reason why independent measurements of the same quantity are important.

Nevertheless, it is worth mentioning that the implicit plot changes with ϕ, which is
the detector’s azimuthal angle, which in turn, for Earth, depends on the time of the year.
Therefore by tracking the implicit plots for M(v) at different angles which correspond to
the probability Peµ at that angle one may be able to constrain the range of allowed values
of M and v for the source. In principle, by overlapping the obtained range with another
range of possible values of M for the same source, as obtained through a different method
(for example, x-ray spectroscopy), one could be able to further constrain M and therefore v,
thus testing the nature of the geometry.

6 Discussion

We considered gravitational lensing of neutrinos by a non rotating KK black hole as a pos-
sible tool to estimate the properties of the geometry and potentially distinguish such hypo-
thetical objects from black holes in classical GR. We showed how the boost parameter v of
the KK black hole affects the probability of neutrino oscillations and showed that there exist
a degeneracy between in the measurement of the boost parameter and gravitational mass
of the object using this method. As a consequence, the observation of a black hole candi-
date with this method would provide only a range for the allowed values of the object’s
mass and boost parameter and would not be able to rule out the validity of the KK metric
for the source. It is well known that similar degeneracies arise for the measurement of the
properties of black hole candidates also from other methods such as gravitational waves,
spectroscopy or shadow (see for example [27, 83, 84] for specific examples or [29, 85] for a
more general discussion of tests of GR). We argued that an independent measurement of the
object’s mass with two separate methods would allow to reduce the allowed range of val-
ues for v and thus constrain the validity of the KK metric as the exterior field of a compact
object. We emphasize again that the gravitational lensing of neutrinos can provide informa-
tion about the boost parameter even in the weak-field limit. On the other hand, the lensing
of photons in the weak-field limit only depends on the physical mass of the black hole and
thus is unable to discriminate between different geometries with the same M .

In our analysis we focused on the non rotating case, however for non vanishing spin
parameter we would expect that the effects of (slow) rotation, at least to lowest order, would
be similar to what happens in the Kerr case, as discussed for example in [86].

It is worth mentioning that the above tools need not be restricted to testing black hole
candidates. For example, regarding neutron stars, neutrino lensing observations along with
other astrophysical probes can be used to determine physical properties of the system such
as the mass and the size. Therefore, in principle it may be possible to distinguish between a
black hole and a neutron star. On the other hand other types of tests, such as for example, the
probe of dark matter halos, may be impossible due to the fact that for neutrinos propagating
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inside a medium the oscillations would depend on both gravity and matter effects and the
two effects would not easily be disentangled.

Note that, we performed our study of neutrino oscillations in the plane wave approxi-
mation. In a realistic scenario, a wave packet approach is more appropriate as the neutrinos
are produced and detected as wave-packets of finite width in position space. The wave-
packet approach introduces a new length scale, beyond which the transition probability
between different flavours saturates to a value depending only on the leptonic mixing pa-
rameters. This phenomena is known as decoherence [87, 88]. It has been shown that the
decoherence length depends explicitly on the mass parameter of the Schwarzschild space-
time in gravitational lensing of neutrinos and hence monitoring of the decoherence can pro-
vides an avenue for estimates of the spacetime parameters [89, 90]. However, the coherence
condition suggests that to maintain coherence over distances of the order of the Sun-Earth
system, one would require very high precision in determining the energies or momenta of
particles involved in the production and detection processes of neutrinos [53, 89]. A more
detailed discussion on decoherence in modified metrics is left for future projects.

In general, neutrino mass matrix and mixing angles can be modified by Yukawa-type
coupling between fermions and the dilaton field φ to include additional components that
change in time periodically with a frequency and amplitude determined by the mass and
energy density of the dilation field, see for an example in [91]. In connection with this type
of models, solar neutrino detectors such as Super-K and SNO provide a particularly inter-
esting class of investigations. However, null results from recent searches for anomalous
periodicities in the solar neutrino flux lead to an upper bound on the Yukawa coupling of
the dilaton field which is very small. Thus, we can ignore this effect in our analysis. Ad-
ditionally, it has been suggested [92] that Yukawa-type coupling of the dilaton field which
gives an additional contribution to the usual graviton exchange gravity may lead to the
violation of the equivalence principle (VEP). Testing of VEP effect in neutrino oscillation
experiments has been discussed in [93, 94]. Further studies on how to evaluate this effect in
our situation could be interesting.

As of now almost all observations of any black hole candidate have been done using
only one tool and the precision of the data is in most cases not sufficient to provide strin-
gent constraints on the metric parameters. Similarly, the detection of neutrinos from galactic
and extra-galactic astrophysical sources is still in its infancy [95, 96] and therefore the meth-
ods discussed here are not experimentally applicable today. However, the recent results on
galactic neutrinos from the IceCube Neutrino Observatory [97] suggest that this may soon
change and we believe that in the future, when more data and increased precision will be
available, neutrino oscillations may become an important tool for our understanding of the
nature of extreme compact objects.
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