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Neutrino oscillation experiments present anomalous results across a vast range of baselines and
energies. Here we show that a 3+1 scenario in which sterile neutrinos feel a novel matter potential Vs

proportional to background density of ordinary or (asymmetric) dark matter is able to explain several
anomalies. In the limit of low-energies E ≲ 1 TeV the model behaves as an effective 3-flavor NSI-like
scheme among active flavors and eliminates the tension between the two LBL experiments NOvA
and T2K provided that the potential is negative and the two sterile mixing angles θ14 and θ24 are
non-zero. Solar neutrino data further constrain the strength of the potential and impose the bound
|Ue4|2 ≃ sin2 θ14 ≲ 0.04, while LBL and low-energy atmospheric data establish the hierarchical
pattern |Uµ4|2 ≪ |Ue4|2 and |Uτ4|2 ≪ |Ue4|2. A further indication in favor of a non-zero negative
potential comes from the anomalous excess of νe-like events observed in Super-Kamiokande multi-
GeV atmospheric neutrinos, which, in the new scenario can be explained by a modification of the 3-
flavor resonance at energies of a few GeV. In the high-energy regime (E ≳ 1 TeV) the new framework
reveals its genuine 4-flavor nature and can produce a resonant behavior at E ≃ 10 TeV as hinted at
by IceCube which, for the preferred negative values of the potential, occurs in the neutrino channel.
The resonance presents unconventional features, reflecting the complex structure of the amplification
phenomenon. Specifically, we identify an irreducible three-level dynamics generating a new resonance
in the (νe, νµ) sector intertwined with two conventional resonances in the (νe, νs) and (νµ, νs) sub-
systems. The novel amplification mechanism manifests with the emergence of effective mixing angles
in matter (θm12 or θm13) involving active neutrinos unrelated to their vacuum counterparts and can be
operative even in the absence of conventional resonances. In order to be phenomenologically relevant
the scenario requires values of f = Vs/|VNC | ∼ −20, ∆m2

41 ∼ 60 eV2 (both roughly uncertain by
a factor of two), |Ue4|2 ≃ sin2 θ14 ≃ 0.01 − 0.03 and |Uµ4|2 ≃ sin2 θ24 ≃ 10−4 − 10−3. Such a
very small size of |Uµ4|2 eliminates the tension between IceCube and the other (all negative) νµ
disappearance searches. The third mixing angle can have a sizable impact even for tiny values as
small as |Uτ4|2 ≃ sin2 θ34 ∼ 3×10−4. The model can play a substantial role in the Reactor anomaly
and partially explain the Gallium one. More crucially, it can be directly probed by KATRIN, which
is very sensitive to the electron-sterile neutrino admixture in the region of high ∆m2

41.

I. INTRODUCTION

The question of the anomalies in the neutrino sector is becoming increasingly intricate. Together with the long-
standing results of LSND [1], the Reactor [2], Gallium [3–9] and Neutrino-4 [10] anomalies and the MiniBooNE
excess [11],1 new anomalous results are gradually emerging and consolidating. This is the case of IceCube [13, 14],
which hints at a resonant-like behavior in atmospheric muon neutrinos for energies of ∼ 10 TeV. In addition, an
apparently unrelated tension between the two long-baseline (LBL) experiments NOvA [15] and T2K [16] has recently
apperared [17–19]. Finally, here we evidence that there is a possibly anomalous excess of electron-like events in the
atmospheric neutrino data collected by Super-Kamiokande [20], which in our opinion deserves attention. According
to these latest developments, the anomalous results involve a vast range of energies and distances. Hence, in our view,
a more complex picture is emerging, in which the “traditional” short-baseline (SBL) anomalies represent only one
piece of a broader mosaic. In addition, the new discrepancies involving LBL, low-energy and high-energy atmospheric
neutrinos, strongly suggest a key role of matter effects in the anomalies.

The so-called 3+1 scenario, entailing one sterile neutrino in addition to the three active species, has been thoroughly
explored as a possible solution of the anomalies with prominent attention to those recorded in SBL experiments (for
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1 The anomalous excess of electron neutrinos recorded by MiniBooNE has been recently challenged by the negative results of a dedicate
search of MicroBooNE [12].
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a recent review see [21, 22]). However, it has been gradually recognized that this simple scheme is not able to
address simultaneously all the SBL anomalies and it can only explain a limited subset of them. Adding further light
sterile degrees of freedom (the so-called 3+N schemes) does not help. Perhaps, the most important drawback of
these scenarios is their inability to explain simultaneously the positive signal of electron neutrino appearance and
the joint disappearance searches of electron neutrinos (with positive outcome) and muon neutrinos (with negative
outcome) [23–25]. Additionally, a tension between the IceCube high-energy results and the other muon neutrino
disappearance searches is consolidating and has been recently quantified to lie around the 3σ level [26]. Also, very
recently the 3+1 scheme has been challenged by a dedicated analysis of MicroBooNE [27]. Finally, in the background,
it remains the question of the incompatibility of such “vanilla” sterile neutrinos with cosmology (see for example [28–
30]). In an effort to overcome these drawbacks, it has been gradually accepted that sterile neutrinos, if still deemed
relevant for the anomalies, should possess additional exotic properties. This is not implausible and in retrospect it
seems quite natural given that we are scrutinizing completely unknown fundamental particles. Examples of ideas
going in this direction are given by the recent hypothesis of the non-unitary 3+1 scheme [31], the invisible sterile
neutrino decay [25, 32, 33] or decoherence [33] as a mean to alleviate the appearance-disapearance tension, the decay
in visible products [34–38] to explain the LSND and MiniBooNE excesses, and the so-called secret interactions [39–50],
put forward to reconcile terrestrial neutrino data with cosmology.

Here we consider a 3+1 scenario which entails a new matter potential felt by the sterile neutrinos, already inves-
tigated in various contexts related to neutrino oscillations [51–62], but without reaching a concrete conclusion on
its role in the anomalies.2 We will refer to such a kind of neutrinos as pseudo-sterile neutrinos to emphasize that
these states, albeit being singlets under the Standard Model gauge group, can have other kinds of interactions in
addition to the gravitational one.3 We will show that the pseudo-sterile states can concretely help to explain several
anomalies. The key point of this scenario, unrecognized in the previous literature, is that these exotic states can
act as mediators of new unconventional matter flavor conversion phenomena among the active flavors, which under
appropriate conditions can be even resonantly amplified. We will explore the rich phenomenology implied by this
scenario having in mind two goals. First, we will ensure that the new scenario respects the constraints coming from
the entire neutrino oscillation phenomenology. Second, we will show how it can provide a satisfying explanation of
several anomalies, without being affected by the internal tensions plaguing the ordinary 3+1 scheme.

We will demonstrate that in the limit of relatively low energies (E ≲ 1 TeV) the sterile state νs can be integrated
out from the dynamics, and the model behaves as an effective 3-flavor NSI-like scheme among active flavors. This
behavior allows us to explain the tension between the two LBL experiments NOvA and T2K provided that the new
potential is negative4 and the two sterile mixing angles θ14 and θ24 are non-zero. With a dedicated analytical and
numerical study we will show that solar neutrino data further constrain the strength of the new potential and impose
the bound |Ue4|2 ≃ sin2 θ14 ≲ 0.04. In addition, we will see that LBL and low-energy atmospheric data establish the
hierarchical pattern |Uµ4|2 ≪ |Ue4|2 and |Uτ4|2 ≪ |Ue4|2. This information will guide us to identify the benchmark
parameters of the model which seem able to help in resolving other experimental anomalies. In particular, remaining
in the low-energy regime, we will show that in addition to the LBL discrepancy, the model can explain an anomalous
excess of νe-like events recorded in multi-GeV atmospheric data in Super-Kamiokande. This is possible because
the NSI-like couplings lead to a substantial modification of the standard 3-flavor resonant behavior occurring in the
atmospheric neutrino flavor conversion at energies of a few GeV.

At high energies E ≳ 1 TeV, the fourth state νs cannot be integrated out and the new framework reveals its
genuine 4-flavor nature producing a resonant behavior at E ≃ 10 TeV as hinted at by IceCube which, for the
preferred negative values of the potential, occurs in the neutrino channel. The possibility of the realization of a
resonance in high-energy neutrinos is not new and indeed it is expected in the ordinary 3+1 scheme. However,
we will demonstrate that in the new scenario the resonant amplification mechanism becomes much more complex
and presents unconventional features. More precisely, the model predicts new resonances in the active (νe, νµ, ντ )
sector, which are mediated by the fourth pseudo-sterile state νs through amplified NSI-like effects. We enucleate an
irreducible three-level dynamics in which a new resonance in the active sector, for example the (νe, νµ) sub-system, is
intertwined with two conventional resonances in the (νe, νs) and (νµ, νs) sub-systems, giving rise to a triple-avoided
crossing phenomenon. This three-level behavior manifests with the emergence of large matter mixing angles and
mass-squared differences in the active sector unrelated to their (irrelevant) vacuum counterparts. While three-level
systems are widely studied in other fields of physics (photonics, quantum optics and quantum information among the
others), they are basically unexplored in the neutrino field. This circumstance has deep roots in the structure of the

2 Interestingly, such a scenario has been recently considered in [63] as a possible explanation of the tension between KM3NeT and IceCube
concerning the high-energy 220 PeV event recorded in KM3NeT.

3 Pseudo comes from Greek ψευδής (pseudēs) meaning “false”.
4 Here we tacitly refer to neutrinos. For antineutrinos the potential has the opposite sign.
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3-flavor Hamiltonian in which the two mass-squared differences (solar and atmospheric) are hierarchically separated
and the potential has a particularly simple form, leading to two distinct resonances [64]. Therefore, the pseudo-sterile
neutrino scenario, in addition to its prominent purpose of providing a possible interpretation of the experimental
anomalies, offers the opportunity to study and hopefully observe the rich dynamics of three-level systems in neutrino
oscillations. In order to work and being of phenomenological interest, the scenario under investigation requires values
of f = Vs/|VNC | ≃ −20, ∆m2

41 ≃ 60 eV2 (both roughly uncertain by a factor of two), |Ue4|2 ≃ sin2 θ14 ≃ 0.01− 0.03
and |Uµ4|2 ≃ sin2 θ24 ≃ 10−4 − 10−3. Notably, such small values of sin2 θ24 eliminate the tension of IceCube with the
stringent bounds deriving from the negative searches of νµ disappearance performed by MINOS/MINOS+ [65] and
NOvA [66]. Beyond this, the model predicts several additional experimental signatures. Most importantly, for the
non-negligible value of |Ue4|2 ≃ sin2 θ14 ∼ 0.01− 0.03, it should show up with a distinctive kink in the β-decay energy
spectrum measured by KATRIN, which is very sensitive to the electron neutrino mixing at high indicated values of
∆m2

41.
The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II we introduce the 3+1 scheme with the new matter potential. In

Sec. III we demonstrate how this framework at low energies can be approximated for small values of the new mixing
angles and elucidate the formal similarity of the ordinary NSI Hamiltonian involving the active neutrinos. In Sec. IV
we show that the tension between NOvA and T2K can be resolved within the new framework. In Sec. V we perform
an analytical and numerical study of the new model in the context of solar neutrino flavor conversions showing their
role in constraining its parameters. We consider the two cases in which the new matter potential is proportional
to the electron (or proton) number density and to neutron number density. We show that only in the first case,
a degenerate solution is present in the upper (dubbed as “dark”) octant of the solar mixing ange θ12. In Sec. VI,
guided by NOvA and T2K findings, the solar neutrino results and the existing bounds/hints on NSI from low energy
atmospheric neutrino experiments, we identify the benchmark parameters of the model of phenomenological interest.
In Sec. VII we describe the modifications induced by the new matter potential on the standard 3-flavor resonance
occurring in atmospheric neutrinos at energies of few GeV, showing that they can explain the excess of νe-like events
observed in Super-Kamiokande. Also, we assess the status of the neutrino mass ordering (NMO) determination in the
new framework. In Sec. VIII we show that for the benchmark parameters of the model an unconventional resonant
behavior is expected around 10 TeV in IceCube, qualitatively different from the one realized in the ordinary 3+1
scheme. We clarify the framework behind the conventional resonances and explain the basic features of the new
resonances aided by a numerical study of the behavior of the eigenvalues and mixing angles (eigenvectors) in matter.
We point out the irreducible three-level origin of the new resonant phenomenon. For completeness, in Sec. IX we
illustrate the dark-octant (with reference to the solar mixing angle θ12) degenerate solution existing for the case of a
matter potential proportional to electron or proton number density, demonstrating that it can be distinguished from
the ordinary lower-octant solution by analyzing the properties of the high-energy 10 TeV resonance. In Sec. X we
briefly discuss the possibility that the new potential may be related to the interaction of the pseudo-sterile neutrinos
with a background of asymmetric dark matter. In Sec. XI we discuss the possible origin of the new matter potential,
the nature (Dirac vs Majorana) of the pseudo-sterile neutrinos and the phenomenological implications of the proposed
scenario. Finally, we trace our conclusions in Sec. XII.

II. THE MODEL

In the presence of a sterile neutrino, the mixing between the flavor (νe, νµ, ντ , νs) and the mass eigenstates
(ν1, ν2, ν3, ν4) is parametrized by a 4× 4 unitary matrix5

U = R̃34R24R̃14R23R̃13R12 , (1)

where, Rij (R̃ij) represents a real (complex) 4× 4 rotation of a mixing angle θij which contains the 2× 2 submatrix

R2×2
ij =

(
cij sij
−sij cij

)
, R̃2×2

ij =

(
cij s̃ij
−s̃∗ij cij

)
, (2)

in the (i, j) sub-block, having defined

cij ≡ cos θij , sij ≡ sin θij , s̃ij ≡ sije
−iδij . (3)

5 We recall that in the 3-flavor framework one introduces three mass eigenstates νi with masses mi (i = 1, 2, 3), three mixing angles
θ12, θ13, θ13, and one CP-phase δCP. In this work we will indicate δCP ≡ δ13 both in the 3-flavor framework and in the 3+1 scheme.
The neutrino mass ordering (NMO) is said to be normal (inverted) if m3 > m1,2 (m3 < m1,2). We will abbreviate normal (inverted)
ordering as NO (IO).
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Some useful properties of the matrix in Eq. (1) can be evidenced as follows: i) The 3-flavor PMNS matrix is recovered if
one sets θ14 = θ24 = θ34 = 0. ii) For small values of the mixing angles θ13, θ14, and θ24, we have |Ue3|2 ≃ s213, |Ue4|2 =
s214, |Uµ4|2 ≃ s224, and |Uτ4|2 ≃ s234, with a simple connection between the matrix elements and the mixing angles. iii)

The leftmost positioning of the matrix R̃34 guarantees that the νµ → νe probability in vacuum is independent of θ34
and of the associated CP phase δ34 (see [67]).
The presence of a new sterile neutrino potential modifies the Hamiltonian of neutrino propagation in matter, which

in the flavor basis becomes

H = U K U† + V , (4)

where, K = diag (0, k21, k31, k41) denotes the diagonal matrix containing the wave numbers kij = (m2
i − m2

j )/2E,
while V represents the diagonal matrix encoding the matter effects defined as

V = diag (VCC , 0, 0, VS − VNC) , (5)

where

VCC =
√
2GFNe , (6)

is the standard charged current (CC) potential, Ne being the electron number density of the background matter, and

VNC = −1

2

√
2GFNn , (7)

is the standard neutral current (NC) potential, Nn being the neutron number density. The additional term VS is the
new sterile potential which, for definiteness, we measure in units of the standard NC potential as

VS = −f × VNC (8)

by introducing the rescaling parameter f . With this definition, the new potential has the same sign of f , since VNC

is negative. For the sake of convenience, we introduce the auxiliary parameter

f̄ = r(1 + f) (9)

where r = |VNC |/|VCC |, which in the Earth is constant and approximately r = 0.5, while in Sun it depends on the
radial position x = R/Rsun, where Rsun is the Sun radius. Using this notation the matrix representing the matter
potential simply reads

V = VCC × diag
(
1, 0, 0, f̄

)
. (10)

We see that f̄ allows us to gauge the potential felt by sterile neutrinos in units of the charged-current potential
VCC . We note that f̄ = r in the standard model case (being f = 0), while for the big values of f , which will be
phenomenologically relevant, the approximation f̄ ≃ rf holds. When considering the evolution of antineutrinos,
in addition to the replacement U → U∗, one has to change the sign of the potentials VCC , VNC and VS , which is
equivalent to change the sign of VCC in Eq. (10).

Here, an important remark is in order. Equation (8) assumes that the new matter potential is proportional to
the neutron number density. While we will adopt this choice as a benchmark throughout our work, it should be
stressed that the nature of the interaction of the sterile neutrinos is unknown and it can involve electrons, protons and
neutrons. For the propagation in the Earth the particular choice of the fermion is irrelevant since the number densities
of the three particles are approximately equal Ne = Np ≃ Nn, being the Earth an iso-scalar medium. Differently, for
solar neutrinos we still have Ne = Np to ensure neutrality, while Nn is suppressed by a factor which depends on the
radial position x = R/Rsun. In particular, the neutron number density close to the center of the sun, which is relevant
for adiabatic flavor conversions, is approximately a factor of two smaller than Ne. Therefore, in the treatment of solar
neutrinos this aspect must be taken into account if one considers a matter potential different from our benchmark
choice. In case of interaction with fermions different from neutrons (electrons or protons), the new potential should
be rescaled consistently with the adopted choice (see Sec. V for further clarifications).

III. SMALL-MIXING NSI-LIKE APPROXIMATION IN LBL AND ATMOSPHERIC NEUTRINOS

Let us now consider the impact of the new potential for the phenomenology of LBL experiments such as NOvA
and T2K. The treatment is valid also for atmospheric neutrinos for energies which are much lower than the resonance
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energy, which as we will see in Sec. VIII, lies around 10 TeV. Before treating the matter effects, we consider the
kinematical ones by giving a look to the appearance probability in vacuum. As first pointed out [67], the νµ → νe
probability can be approximated as the sum of three terms,

P 4ν
µe ≃ PATM + P INT

I + P INT
II , (11)

where,

PATM ≃ 4s223s
2
13 sin

2 ∆, (12)

P INT
I ≃ 8s13s12c12s23c23(α∆) sin∆ cos(∆ + δ13), (13)

P INT
II ≃ 4s14s24s13s23 sin∆ sin(∆ + δ13 − δ14) , (14)

where ∆ ≡ ∆m2
31L/4E is the atmospheric oscillating factor, L and E being the neutrino baseline and energy, respec-

tively. We have also defined the ratio of the solar over the atmospheric mass-squared splitting α ≡ ∆m2
21/∆m2

31 ≃ 0.03.
The term PATM represents the leading order standard three neutrino term which is related to the oscillations driven
by the atmospheric mass-squared splitting. The other two terms, namely P INT

I and P INT
II represent two interference

terms and each one of them is generated by the interference of two independent frequencies. In particular, the term
P INT
I arises from the interference between the solar and atmospheric frequencies, whereas the term P INT

II , a genuine
4-flavor effect, arises from the interference between the atmospheric and the new frequency introduced by the fourth
mass eigenstate. Note that these terms survive the averaging process of the fast oscillations induced by the large
eV2-scale value of ∆m2

41. For the small values of the mixing angles that we will find phenomenologically relevant
in the next sections (s214 ≃ 0.02 and s224 ≃ 10−3), the amplitude of the new interference term is 2.5 × 10−3, almost
one order of magnitude smaller than that of the standard interference effect which lies around 10−2. Therefore, the
new interference term has negligible impact in LBL experiments and in atmospheric neutrinos as we have explicitly
checked. An analogous derivation can be done for the disappearance probability of muon neutrinos Pµµ (see [68]),
which shows that the corrections to the 3–flavor case are proportional to the product of s14s24s13 and thus below 10−3.
Hence, the kinematical/vacuum effects induced by the sterile neutrinos are negligible, and we must be concerned only
with the perturbations induced in the oscillations probabilities by the matter effects.

Let’s consider the matter effects explicitly. As shown in [67] (see the appendix), in order to simplify the treatment
of matter effects in LBL setups, it is useful to introduce the new basis

ν̄ = Ū†ν , (15)

where, Ū = R̃34R24R̃14, is the part of the mixing matrix defined in Eq. (1) that contains only the rotations involving
the fourth neutrino mass eigenstate. The mixing matrix U is split as follows U = ŪU3ν , where U3ν is the 4×4 matrix
which contains the standard 3-flavor mixing matrix in the (1,2,3) sub-block. In the new basis, the Hamiltonian takes
the form

H̄ = H̄vac + H̄mat = U3νKU†
3ν + Ū†V Ū , (16)

where the first term describes the oscillations in vacuum, and the second one represents a non-standard dynamical
term. Since the wavenumber k41 is much bigger than k21 and |k31|, we can reduce the dynamics to that of an effective
3-flavor system. In fact, from Eq. (16) one can see that the (4,4) entry of H̄ is much larger than all the other entries
and the fourth eigenvalue of H̄ is much larger than the other three ones. As a consequence, the eigenstate ν̄s evolves
independently of the others. Extracting from H̄ the submatrix with indices (1, 2, 3), one obtains the effective 3 × 3
Hamiltonian

H̄3ν = H̄vac
3ν + H̄mat

3ν , (17)

which governs the evolution of the rotated eigenstates (ν̄e, ν̄µ, ν̄τ ). It should be noted that labeling the rotated
states with the flavor index makes sense, since for very small mixing angles they are very close to the original flavor
eigenstates. In order to calculate the oscillation probabilities, it is useful to intoduce the evolution operator, which,
in the new basis, takes the expression

S̄ ≡ e−iH̄L ≈
(
e−iH̄3νL 0

0 e−ik41L

)
, (18)

and is related to the evolution operator in the flavor basis via the unitary transformation

S = Ū S̄Ū† . (19)
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Considering the block-diagonal form of S̄ and the identities Ūe2 = Ūe3 = Ūµ3 = 0, one has for the relevant transition
amplitudes (see [67, 69])

Seµ = Ūe1S̄eeŪ
∗
µ1 + Ūe1S̄eµŪ

∗
µ2 + Ūe4S̄ssŪ

∗
µ4 , (20)

Sµµ = Ūµ1S̄eeŪ
∗
µ1 + Ūµ1S̄eµŪ

∗
µ2 + Ūµ2S̄µeŪ

∗
µ1 + Ūµ2S̄µµŪ

∗
µ2 + Ūµ4S̄ssŪ

∗
µ4 . (21)

Since S̄ss = e−ik14L oscillates very fast, the associated terms are averaged out by the finite energy resolution of the
detector. Considering the explicit expressions of the elements of the matrix Ū , and expanding in the small values of
the mixing angles, one has for the oscillation probabilities the approximate expressions

P 4ν
µe ≡ |Seµ|2 ≃ (1− s214 − s224)P̄

3ν
µe − 2s14s24Re(e

−iδ14 S̄eeS̄
∗
eµ) , (22)

P 4ν
µµ ≡ |Sµµ|2 ≃ (1− 2s224)P̄

3ν
µµ − 2s14s24Re(e

−iδ14 S̄µµS̄
∗
eµ + eiδ14 S̄µµS̄

∗
µe) ,

where P̄ 3ν
µe ≡ |S̄eµ|2 and P̄ 3ν

µµ ≡ |S̄µµ|2. Therefore, the 4-flavor problem is reduced to a more familiar 3-flavor one,

being the probabilities expressed in terms of the amplitudes S̄ee, S̄eµ, S̄µe and S̄µµ of the 3-flavor system governed by
the effective Hamiltonian H̄3ν in Eq. (17). More specifically, we see that the 4-flavor probabilities are the sum of two
contributions, the first one being the 3-flavor probability (with rotated Hamiltionian H̄3ν) with a prefactor close to
unity, and a term deriving from the interference of the sterile frequency with the atmospheric and solar ones. As first
noted in [67] such an interference, maybe counterintuitively, survives the process of averaging the oscillations. It is
easy to check (see [67]) that in the vacuum limit one obtains the probability expression given in Eqs. (12-14), and in
particular the 4-flavor interference term in Eq. (14). If the active-sterile mixing angles are very small like in our case,
in which we will consider s214 ≃ 0.02 and s224 ≃ 10−3, and also taking into account that6 |S̄eµ| ≪ 1, one can neglect
the interference terms and arrive at the approximate expressions

P 4ν
µe ≃ P̄ 3ν

µe (23)

P 4ν
µµ ≃ P̄ 3ν

µµ .

Therefore, the 4-flavor probabilities with the original Hamiltonian in Eq. (4) can be approximated by the 3-flavor
probabilities with the effective Hamiltonian H̄3ν . While these expressions cannot be used for precision calculations
(in fact we use full 4-flavor evolution in our codes), they can be very insightful to grasp the behavior of the 4-flavor
probabilities in the limit of very small mixing angles. In fact, using a result found in [67] and making the appropriate
modifications needed to incorporate the new potential, the matter part of the effective Hamiltonian in Eq. (17), for
small values of the mixing angles, can be approximated by

H̄mat
3ν ≈ VCC

1+f̄⊕s
2
14 f̄⊕s̃14s24 f̄⊕s̃14s̃

∗
34

† f̄⊕s
2
24 f̄⊕s24s̃

∗
34

† † f̄⊕s
2
34

 , (24)

where we have denoted f̄⊕ = r⊕(1 + f) ≃ 0.5(1 + f). The Hamiltonian in Eq. (24) returns the standard 3-flavor
matter effect when one sets θ14 = θ24 = θ34 = 0. On the other hand for the case f = 0 it reproduces the 3+1 scheme.
Now, one can notice that this matter Hamiltonian, apart from the term equal to unity in the (1, 1) entry, represents
a perturbation matrix which is formally equivalent to the one which regulates the usual non-standard interactions
(NSI), and can be written as

H̄NSI
3ν ≈ VCC

ε⊕ee ε⊕eµ ε⊕eτ
† ε⊕µµ ε⊕µτ
† † ε⊕ττ

 . (25)

It is important to observe that these couplings do not describe interactions which involve directly the active neutrinos,
since the interaction intervenes only mediated by their mixing with the fourth mass eigenstate and by the new potential.
Also, we note that in the NSI-like Hamiltonian in Eqs. (25) there are not nine independent parameters as in a generic
hermitian matrix but only six,7 since there are three mixing angles θ14, θ24, θ34, two CP-phases δ14 and δ34, and the

6 In normal conditions |S̄eµ| ∝ s13, but in the presence of the 1-3 resonance it can be bigger. We have checked that even in this case, for
the small values of the sterile mixing angles considered in the present work, the relations in the Eqs. (23) provide a good estimate of
the oscillation probabilities.

7 In neutrino oscillations a diagonal matrix proportional to the identity can be always added/subtracted, so the number of independent
parameters decreases by one unit.
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rescaling parameter f̄⊕.
8 It should be also stressed that f̄⊕ is an overall multiplicative factor that, apart from its

sign, can be reabsorbed in the couplings by recasting the NSI-like hamiltonian in the form

H̄NSI
3ν ≈ (sgn f̄⊕)VCC

|ε
⊕
ee|

√
|ε⊕ee||ε⊕µµ|eiϕeµ

√
|ε⊕ee||ε⊕ττ |eiϕeτ

† |ε⊕µµ|
√
|ε⊕µµ|ε⊕ττ |eiϕµτ

† † |ε⊕ττ |

 , (26)

which depends on the three independent diagonal amplitudes |ε⊕αα| (α = e, µ, τ) and three CP-phases ϕeµ ≡ −δ14,
ϕµτ ≡ δ34, the third one being a linear combination of the first two ones ϕeτ = ϕeµ+ϕµτ = δ34−δ14. This observation
allows us to derive three important consequences. First, the Hamiltonian depends on five effective parameters instead
of six. Second, there is a complete degeneracy among the rescaling parameter f̄⊕ and the products of the mixing
angles si4sj4 with (i = 1, 2, 3) appearing in the (i, j) position of the matrix. In order to break such a degeneracy,
one will need other kind of systems, different from LBL and low-energy neutrinos, like for example, SBL setups, solar
neutrinos and the resonant behavior like that occurring in IceCube high-energy neutrinos, which present a different
analytical dependency on the model parameters. Third, despite this complete degeneracy, the system (in our case
LBL and atmospheric oscillations) is sensitive to the sign of f̄⊕. We will see that this last property will be crucial for
our findings concerning NOvA and T2K.

We underline that the sterile NSI-like Hamiltonian in Eqs. (24) and (26) has a very distinctive pattern and constitutes
one of the main signatures of the model under consideration, which could be the target of future LBL experiments
such as DUNE, Hyper-Kamiokande and ESSνSB. In the absence of the new potential of sterile neutrinos one has
f̄⊕ = r⊕ ≃ 0.5 and all the couplings in Eq. (24) are very small, being of the second order in powers of the sij . In this
limit, one recovers the ordinary 3+1 scenario in which matter effects have almost no relevance.9 However, things are
expected to qualitatively change when the rescaling factor f̄⊕ is allowed to assume large O(10) values, in which case
some of the NSI-like couplings will have a non-negligible impact.

IV. RESOLUTION OF THE TENSION BETWEEN NOvA AND T2K

As we underlined in [18], the two long-baseline accelerator experiments NOvA and T2K represent the ideal setup
where to seek non-standard matter effects in neutrino propagation due to their different and complementary configu-
rations. In particular, the two experiments work at different peak energies (2 GeV for NOvA and 0.6 GeV for T2K)
because of the different baselines (810 km for NOvA and 295 km for T2K). As a consequence, in NOvA matter effects
are approximately three/four times larger with respect to T2K. In this situation, one can use T2K as a quasi-vacuum
experiment which is capable of measuring the CP-phase δ13 almost independently of the presence of NSI. On the
other hand, NOvA can exploit this external information to acquire sensitivity to the NSI couplings. The interplay
between NOvA and T2K presents similarities with the synergy of solar neutrinos with the KamLAND experiment. In
fact, the irrefutable proof of the existence of matter effects in solar neutrino flavor conversion could be obtained only
by exploiting the external information provided by KamLAND, which fixes the oscillation parameters (in particular
∆m2

21) independently of matter effects [71].
NOvA and T2K since 2020 display a persisting discrepancy in the νe appearance channel, which shows up in three

ways when the data are interpreted in the standard 3-flavor scheme.10 First, in the normal neutrino mass ordering the
estimates of the CP-phase δ13 provided by the two experiments are in disagreement, being in tension with a statistical
significance of ∼ 2σ, as recently reevaluated in [19]. While T2K [16] prefers values of δ13 ≃ 1.5π, NOvA [15] points
towards δ13 ≃ π. Second, while each of the two experiments taken separately prefers the NO, their combination
prefer the IO. Third, their joint preference for IO is in contrast with all the remaining world neutrino oscillation
data, which prefer NO [72–76]. In [18] (see also [17]) we pointed out that all these three discrepancies could be

8 This parameter counting can be understood also by observing that the NSI-like Hamiltonian can be constructed with the real scalar f̄
and the complex vector uT = (s̃14, s24, s̃34) being HNSI

3ν = f̄uu†. This also implies that the matrix is rank-deficient being of rank 1,
having only one linearly independent column (or row).

9 The role of the ordinary 3+1 scheme as a possible solution of the NOvA and T2K tension has been considered in [70], where it has been
shown that it is not able to explain the discrepancy assuming for the mixing angles θ14 and θ24 the values preferred by the global fits
performed in the 3+1 scheme. For the choice of the mixing angles which will be relevant for the present work, we have checked that the
3+1 fit to NOvA and T2K is almost indistinguishable from that obtained in the 3-flavor scheme.

10 An alternative way to interpret the observed discrepancy, which is conceptually more correct when adopting a non-standard scenario,
is to consider it as an internal tension of the theoretical 3-flavor framework, which is not flexible enough to provide a satisfying fit of
the experimental data.
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FIG. 1: Allowed regions for the two NSI couplings εee and |εeµ| determined by the combined analysis of NOvA and T2K. The
left (right) panel refers to NO (IO). The contours correspond to the 68% and 90% C.L. for 2 d.o.f..

solved by hypothesizing the existence of NSI. More specifically, we found a ∼ 2σ level preference for non-zero complex
neutral-current NSI of the flavor changing type involving the e−µ or the e−τ sectors with couplings |ε⊕eµ| ∼ |ε⊕eτ | ∼ 0.1.
In the present work, as a preliminary step, we generalize the NSI analysis of NOvA and T2K by taking into account

two NSI couplings simultaneously. More specifically, we consider the off-diagonal complex coupling ε⊕eµ (already

considered alone in our previous work) and the diagonal coupling ε⊕ee (not considered in our previous work). We
have done a similar analysis (whose results will be not shown for brevity) by replacing ε⊕eµ with ε⊕eτ . Thanks to the
formal analogy expounded in the previous section, the results of the NSI analysis will allow us to gain insight when
interpreting the findings concerning the 3+1 scenario with the novel matter potential. In addition, this analysis will
allow us to compare the hint of non-zero NSI coming from NOvA and T2K with the bounds/hints deriving from low
energy atmospheric neutrino experiments. For the analysis, we have made use of the same datasets for NOvA [15]
and T2K [16] experiments used in [19]. We have fully accounted for both the disappearance and appearance channels
for each experiment. We use the GLoBES software package [77, 78] along with an additional public tool [79] designed
to implement non-standard interactions. We marginalized over θ13 using a 2.4% 1 sigma prior, with a central value
of sin2 θ13 = 0.0223, as determined by the global analysis [74]. The solar parameters ∆m2

21 and sin2 θ12 are taken at
their best fit values found in the updated global fit [72].11

Figure 1 displays the results of this analysis for NO (IO) in the left (right) panel, where the CP phase ϕeµ is
marginalized. In addition, we marginalize the standard parameters θ13, δ13, θ23 and ∆m2

31. We see that in both
orderings there is a preference for non-zero NSI couplings, which is more pronounced for the case of NO. Specifically,
in NO the case of no NSI is disfavored with ∆χ2 ≃ 4.1, while in IO, it is disfavored at ∆χ2 ≃ 2.6. In both plots we
observe a pronounced correlation between ε⊕ee and |ε⊕eµ|. We also observe that the plots corresponding to NO and IO

are symmetrical with respect to the replacement ε⊕ee → −2−ε⊕ee. Also we have checked that for such a transformation
the marginalization process provides the replacement ϕeµ → 2π−ϕeµ i.e. ε⊕eµ → ε⊕∗

eµ . This behavior is expected due to
a well known degeneracy property of the neutrino flavor evolution (see [81]). We notice that while the preferred values
of the off-diagonal coupling lie around 0.05, the diagonal coupling |ε⊕ee| can assume large O(1) negative values. To
this regard, one should note that in both NMO, the case ε⊕ee = −1 (for ε⊕eµ = 0), corresponds to the complete absence
of matter effects (standard and non-standard), i.e. to propagation in vacuum. Graphically, this would correspond to

11 When considering the so called Dark-LMA solution [80], in NOvA and in T2K we fix sin2 θ12 at the octant symmetric value with respect
to the value obtained for the ordinary LMA solution.
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FIG. 2: The left (right) panel represents the allowed regions for NO (IO) at the 68%, 90% and 99% C.L. for 2 d.o.f. by the
combination of NOvA and T2K in the plane spanned by the two parameters [f, s214]. We have marginalized over the CP phase
δ14 and imposed the prior |fs224| < 0.1 at 90% C.L. to take into account the bound on |εµµ| deriving from atmospheric neutrino
experiments.

coinciding biprobability plots for the two cases of NO and IO for both experiments NOvA and T2K, which, as it is
well known, get separated due to (standard) matter effects. Hence, it is very interesting to note that the two LBL
experiments jointly prefer the vacuum case, and that this weird circumstance can be seen as a further declination of
their mutual tension.

Let’s now consider the 3+1 scenario with the novel potential. Figure 2 presents the constraints in the plane spanned
by the two parameters f and s214 obtained by the combined analysis of NOvA and T2K, having marginalized away
the new CP phase δ14. The left (right) panel refers to NO (IO). The allowed regions are drawn at the 68%, 90% and
99% C.L. in 2 d.o.f.. Concerning the 3-flavor parameters, we have fixed ∆m2

21 = 7.48 × 10−5 eV2, sin2 θ12 = 0.308,
sin2 θ13 = 0.0223, and marginalized over θ23 and δ13. In these plots we have assumed s234 = 0, thus automatically
setting to zero the NSI-like couplings involving the τ neutrino (ε⊕eτ = ε⊕µτ = ε⊕ττ = 0). In addition, we have imposed the

prior |f̄⊕s224| < 0.05 (equivalent to |fs224| < 0.1) at 90% C.L. justified by the stringent bound on the εµµ-like copling
deriving from atmospheric neutrino experiments (see below). Under these working assumptions the 3+1 model with
the new potential becomes easily comparable with the NSI scheme analyzed above, which can be used to gain insight
in the numerical results.

From these two plots we learn that in NO (IO) the 3-flavor scheme (corresponding to f = 0 and s214 = 0) is disfavored
at more than the 90% C.L (68% C.L). Specifically we find ∆χ2 ≃ 4.3 in NO and ∆χ2 ≃ 2.5 in IO. The allowed regions
exhibit an inverted funnel-like structure, which can be explained thanks to the NSI analogy, by observing that NOvA
and T2K are mostly sensitive to the coupling ε⊕ee = f̄⊕s

2
14, and therefore they can limit only the product of the two

parameters f and s214. The asymmetry of the allowed regions, which indicates a preference for negative values of f ,
is related to the fact that the combination of NOvA and T2K prefers a negative value of the ε⊕ee. Also the preference
for a negative real part of the complex NSI coupling ε⊕eµ = f̄⊕s̃14s24 goes in the same direction. In summary, our
combined analysis of NOvA and T2K shows that the LBL data provide an indication in favor of the 3+1 scheme with
the novel potential over the 3-flavor scheme with a preference for negative values of the potential. In addition, the
data tell us that the indication is stronger in the NO case with respect to the IO.

In order to illustrate that such an improved fit is related to the capability of the model of resolving the tension
between the two experiments, we present in Figure 3 the regions allowed for the two parameters δ13 and sin2 θ23 for
the case of NO. The left plot represents the standard 3-favor fit, where a clear tension emerges in the determination
of the CP phase δ13. The right plot refers to the 3+1 scheme with enhanced potential. In this case we have fixed
s214 = 0.02, all the other parameters being constrained exactly as in Fig. 2. For this value of s214, we find the best fit
values f̄⊕ = −21.0 (or equivalently f = −43.0) and δ14 = 1.7π. In the new 3+1 framework there is a high level of
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FIG. 3: Allowed regions by NOvA and T2K for normal ordering. The left panel represents the 3-flavor framework, while the
right panel refers to the 3+1 scheme with the new potential. The contours correspond to the 68% and 90% C.L. for 2 d.o.f.

overlap of the allowed regions for values of δ13 close to 1.5π, showing that the new model is very effective in reducing
the tension between the two experiments. We can observe that the T2K regions are basically unchanged as expected
because of the low sensitivity to matter effects. Differently, the NOvA regions appreciably change because of its
pronounced sensitivity to matter effects. These findings are in agreement with our analytical discussion and evidence
the vacuum-matter synergy of the two experiments.

It is interesting and useful to compare the indication in favor of non-zero NSI coming from NOvA and T2K with the
bounds/hints provided by the low-energy atmospheric neutrino experiments. For this purpose, we list such bounds in
Table I also providing their combination performed assuming gaussian (asymmetric where appropriate) uncertainties,
which may serve as a benchmark. From this table we can observe that only IceCube provides an interval for the
diagonal coupling ε⊕ee − ε⊕µµ, which interesting weakly favors non-zero negative values like NOvA in T2K. In IceCube

the case ε⊕ee = −1 (no matter effects) is disfavored at ∆χ2 ≃ 7.0, demonstrating an interesting sensitivity to this
coupling. Concerning the off-diagonal parameters ε⊕eµ and ε⊕eτ , we note that the atmospheric experiments provide a
sensitivity for couplings of magnitude ∼ 0.05, and in some cases there are feeble hints in favor of a non-zero value. On
the third off-diagonal coupling ε⊕µτ the same experiments provide the very stringent bound ∼ 3.3× 10−3. Finally, for

the diagonal coupling |ε⊕µµ − ε⊕ττ | there is an upper bound around 0.02. Such a bound justifies the prior |fs224| < 0.1

used in the analysis of NOvA and T2K, since in the limit θ34 = 0 we have considered, one has ε⊕ττ = f̄⊕s
2
34 = 0, and

the equality ε⊕µµ − ε⊕ττ = ε⊕µµ holds.

V. CONSTRAINTS FROM SOLAR NEUTRINO DATA

Solar neutrinos have played a pivotal role in establishing the existence of matter effects as predicted by Wolfen-
stein [82]. This is due to the high electron number density in the central region of the Sun, where neutrinos are
produced in nuclear fusion reactions. In fact, solar neutrino data, with the solid anchor of the quasi-vacuum measure-
ments performed with KamLAND, where matter effects are much smaller, provided the first irrefutable evidence for
the coherent forward scattering of electron neutrinos mediated by charged currents [71]. Therefore, one naturally ex-
pects that solar neutrinos should play an important role in constraining the scenario we are studying. For this reason
we provide an analytical and numerical study of the solar neutrino conversion in the model under investigation.

The treatment of the matter effects relevant for solar neutrinos in the ordinary 3+1 scheme has been performed
in [87] (see also [88]), to which we refer the reader for more details (see the Appendixes). Here, we report the basic
results with the appropriate modifications necessary to include the new matter potential. It is convenient to introduce
the new basis

ν̄ = AT ν , (27)
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TABLE I: Best estimates with 1 σ error of the listed NSI couplings. The intervals/bounds refer to the 90% C.L. for 1 d.o.f.

Experiment ε⊕ee − ε⊕µµ ε⊕ττ − ε⊕µµ |ε⊕eµ| |ε⊕eτ | |ε⊕µτ |
ANTARES [83] − −0.032+0.015

−0.025 ∪ 0.032+0.035
−0.015 – – < 0.0045

IceCube [84] [−2.26,−1.27] ∪ [−0.74, 0.32] 0.002± 0.025 0.072+0.038
−0.069 0.060+0.08 < 0.0232

KM3NeT/ORCA [85] – 0.00± 0.01 0.03+0.02
−0.03 0.04+0.02

−0.04 < 0.0055
SuperKamiokande [86] – [−0.049, 0.049] – – < 0.011

Combination [−2.26,−1.27] ∪ [−0.74, 0.32] [−0.018, 0.019] 0.038+0.018
−0.028 0.041+0.019

−0.040 < 0.0033

where we have defined the matrix A as

A = R̃34R24R̃14R23R̃13 ≡ URT
12 . (28)

In this new basis the Hamiltonian assumes the form

H̄ = H̄vac + H̄mat = R12KRT
12 +ATV A , (29)

and, in the hierarchical limit ∆m2
21 ≪ ∆m2

31 ≪ ∆m2
41, the dynamics can be reduced to an effective 2-flavor one with

Hamiltonian

H̄2ν = H̄vac
2ν + H̄mat

2ν , (30)

where the matter term, using the expressions of the elements of the matrix A, can be written in the form

H̄mat
2ν = VCC(x)

(
γ2 + f̄⊙ |α|2 f̄⊙ αβ
f̄⊙ (αβ)∗ f̄⊙ |β|2

)
, (31)

where the parameter f̄⊙ = r⊙(x)(1 + f) depends on the radial position x = R/Rsun (Rsun being the Sun radius),
through r⊙(x), which assumes the maximal value rmax

⊙ ≃ 0.25 at the center of the Sun. The constant parameters
(α, β, γ) are given by12

α = c13c24c34s̃14 − s̃13 (c34s23s24 + c23s̃34) , (32)

β = c23c34s24 − s23s̃
∗
34 , (33)

γ = c14c13 . (34)

The matrix in Eq. (31) can be written, modulo an irrelevant diagonal factor, as a NSI-like Hamiltonian

H̄mat
3ν ≈ VCC

[
γ2+ε⊙ee ε⊙ex

† 0

]
, (35)

with

ε⊙ee = f̄⊙(|α|2 − |β|2) , (36)

ε⊙ex = f̄⊙αβ . (37)

We see that in the case f = 0 one has f̄⊙ = r⊙ and the ordinary 3+1 scheme is recovered (see the appendix A in [87]).
At the second order in the small values of s2i4 (i = 1, 2, 3) we have the approximate expressions

ε⊙ee ≃ f̄⊙s
2
14 , (38)

ε⊙ex ≃ f̄⊙s̃14(c23s24 − s23s̃
∗
34) . (39)

12 Note that in [87] a different parametrization of the mixing matrix was used and the parameters (α, β, γ) do not depend on the mixing
angle θ23. Here consistently we adopt the parametrization introduced in Eq. (1). Similar results were achieved in [89] considering a
different scenario where sterile neutrinos are supposed to interact with dark matter particles accreted by the Sun and confined in its
central region.



12

In this limit the expressions of the NSI-like couplings are similar to those found in the treatment of LBL experiments
in Eq. (24), with ε⊙ex being a linear combination of ε⊙eµ and ε⊙eτ . Note, however, that the size of the couplings is

different because f̄⊙ ̸= f̄⊕. In particular in the central region of the Sun, which is relevant for solar neutrinos, we
have r⊙ ≃ 0.25 ≃ 0.5r⊕ and f̄⊙ ≃ 0.5f̄⊕. Therefore, the amplitude of the solar NSI-like couplings is approximately
one half of that acting in the Earth. The matrix H̄2ν in Eq. (30) can be exactly diagonalized by a 2 × 2 rotation
Rm

12 which defines the mixing angle in matter θm12 and the full 4-flavor Hamiltonian in the flavor basis in Eq. (4) is
diagonalized by the matrix Um = ARm

12. For adiabatic propagation of solar neutrinos the transition probabilities
only depend upon their production and detection points. Neglecting Earth-induced matter effects one has the general
expressions for the conversion probabilities

Peα =

4∑
i=1

|Uαi|2|Um
ei |2 (α = e, µ, τ, s) , (40)

where the Um
ei ’s denote the mixing matrix elements involving the electron neutrino in the production point. One can

find that the mixing angle θm12 is given by

cos 2θm12 =
cos 2θ12 − v(γ2 + ε⊙ee)√

| sin 2θ12 + 2vε⊙ex|2 + [cos 2θ12 − v(γ2 + ε⊙ee)]2
, (41)

where v = VCC/k21 = 2VCCE/∆m2
21. The 4-flavor survival probability can be expressed as

Pee = c414c
4
13P̄

2ν
ee + c414s

4
13 + s414 , (42)

where

P̄ 2ν
ee =

1

2
(1 + cos 2θ12 cos 2θ

m
12) (43)

is the well known expression of the 2-flavor survival probability in the adiabatic regime [90]. The expression of Pes is
less straightforward. In the limit of small mixing angles it depends on second order combinations si4sj4 (i, j = 1, 2, 3)
and presents a dependency on the CP-phases δ14 and δ34. In the analytical treatment above we have assumed that
the propagation of neutrinos is adiabatic. We have checked that this approximation is valid exploiting the analytical
criterion described in [87].13 The Earth-regeneration effects are expected to modify the picture above and have been
included as described in [87].

In the left panel of Fig. 4, we show the probability for the 3-flavor and the ordinary 3+1 framework. The solid curve
represents the best fit 3-flavor scheme, while the dotted curve refers to the ordinary 3+1 scheme with s214 = 0.02. In
this scheme, the dynamical couplings in the Hamiltonian Eq. (31) are negligible, and the other sterile mixing angles
are irrelevant. The only effect of the sterile neutrinos is the kinematical one, and consists in an energy independent
suppression induced by the non-zero value of s214, which can be quantified as c414 ≃ 1 − 2s214. It is clear that if one
increases s214 the suppression becomes too large to be tolerated by the data. In fact, it is precisely this behavior that
allows one to set an upper bound on the admixture of the electron neutrino with the fourth mass eigenstate, as first
deduced in [87, 91]. The existing analyses [91–93] set a 90% C.L. upper limit on s214 lying in the interval [0.02− 0.04].
The bound we obtain in the 3+1 scheme (see below the case f = 0) is in agreement with that obtained by one of us
in the analysis performed in [87, 91], where a very similar data set was used.

In the right panel of Fig. 4, we show a few representative profiles of the electron neutrino survival probability in
the 3+1 scheme with the new potential. We assume interaction with neutrons. All curves refers to the same value
of the standard parameters ∆m2

21 = 7.48 × 10−5 eV2, sin2 θ12 = 0.308 and sin2 θ13 = 0.0223. The different curves
represent the probability for different values of f as listed in the legend. The black profile corresponds to the case
f = 0, coinciding with the ordinary 3+1 scheme. The colored profiles refer to four cases in which f ̸= 0 and are chosen
to be relatively large in order to magnify the visibility of the effect. The parameters related to the sterile sector are

13 Violation from adiabaticity can occur if along the neutrino trajectory inside the Sun there is a point x = R/R⊙ where he difference
between the two energy eigenstates in matter approaches zero. As shown in [87], this occurs if the two conditions: i) v(x)(γ2 + ε⊙ee) =
cos 2θ12 and ii) |2v(x)ε⊙ex + sin 2θ12| = 0 hold simultaneously. The second condition can be verified only if ε⊙ex is real and negative (i.e.
f < 0), and if |ε⊙ex| is very large. In the limit case θ34 = 0 we will consider in the analysis, one has |ε⊙ex ≃ f⊙c23s̃14s24|. In addition,
justified by the atmospheric neutrino data we will consider only small values of the product f⊙s224 and this ensures that the off-diagonal

coupling |ε⊙ex| is always small enough to guaranty adiabaticity in the allowed regions.
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FIG. 4: Daytime survival probability of solar neutrinos averaged over the 8B neutrinos production region. The left panel shows
the impact of the non-zero value of s214 = 0.02 with respect to the 3-flavor case in the ordinary 3+1 scheme. The right panel
confronts the ordinary 3+1 scheme with the 3+1 scenario with the new potential for four choices of the parameter f . In both
panels we fix ∆m2

21 = 7.48× 10−5 eV2 as determined by KamLAND and JUNO.

fixed at the values s214 = 0.02, s224 = 10−3 and δ14 = 1.7π. We see that in the four cases in which f ̸= 0 there are
energy dependent modifications of the probability with respect to the normal 3+1 scheme. For positive (negative)
values of f the survival probability in the presence of the new potential is lower (higher) compared with the case
f = 0 and this occurs at all energies. Also, we note that the modifications of the profile of the probability are more
(less) pronounced for negative (positive) values of f .

In order to better evaluate the impact of the new sterile matter potential scenario in solar neutrino oscillations,
we have performed a numerical analysis of solar neutrino data including the radiochemical experiments Homestake
for Chlorine [94] and GALLEX+GNO and SAGE for Gallium [5, 7], the three-phase data [95] from the Sudbury
Neutrino Observatory (SNO), the Super-Kamiokande data from 1496-day phase I (energy and zenith spectrum) [96]
and 2970-day phase IV (day and night energy spectrum) [96], and the low energy Borexino data [97–99]. We adopt the
recent solar model denoted MB22m in [100]. We have included the first JUNO results imposing a prior on the solar
mixing angle using the estimate determined in the official analysis of the JUNO Collaboration [101]. To this purpose,
we note that JUNO, probing vacuum oscillations, cannot distinguish between the two octants of the solar mixing
angle θ12, and one obtains a mirror (dubbed “dark”) solution [80] with the replacement θ12 → π/2− θ12. While this
is irrelevant within the standard 3-flavor framework, where solar neutrinos fix θ12 in the first octant thanks to matter
effects, it becomes relevant in our new scenario in which solar neutrinos in general cannot fix the θ12 octant because
the model entails the possibility of large NSI-like couplings, in particular ε⊙ee = −2. In this case, due to a well known
degeneracy theorem the octant of θ12 cannot be distinguished. We will see that this conclusion holds only in the case
of a potential proportional to the electron or proton number density. In the case of a potential proportional to the
neutron number density things are different because the NSI couplings in the Sun and in the Earth scale differently. In
such a case the inclusion of Earth matter effects breaks the degeneracy distinguishing the ordinary LMA solution from
the dark-LMA solution, strongly disfavoring the second one. For completeness and illustrative purposes we consider
both cases in which the potential is proportional to the electron/proton and to neutron number density. In the first
case we define the new potential as VS = f ′ VCC introducing the parameter f ′ used only in the present section. In
the second case we define VS = −f VNC as in the rest of the paper.
Fig. 5 displays in the three upper (lower) panels the regions allowed in the plane spanned by the two parameters f ′

(f) and θ14. The left panels represent the regions allowed by solar neutrinos which are identical for the two neutrino
mass orderings (NO/IO). The central panels represent the regions allowed by the two LBL experiments NOvA and
T2K, while the right panels show the combination of solar with LBL experiments. The LBL experiments are sensitive
to the NMO and we have adopted the NO choice for all the panels. In order to determine the solar neutrino regions
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FIG. 5: Allowed regions of the two displayed parameters assuming interaction with electron/protons Vs = f ′ VCC (upper panels)
and with neutrons Vs = −f VNC (lower panels), as obtained from the solar neutrinos (left panels), LBL experiments NOvA
and T2K (central panels) and their combination (right panels). The allowed regions in the left panels are independent of the
NMO, while those represented in the central and right panels refer to NO. The contours are obtained fixing s234 = 0, imposing
the prior fs224 < 0.1, and marginalizing over δ14. Concerning the 3-flavor parameters we have fixed ∆m2

21 = 7.48 × 10−5 eV2,
sin2 θ13 = 0.0223, and marginalized over θ12, θ23 and δ13.

in the left panels, we have applied exactly the same procedure adopted for NOvA and T2K by assuming s234 = 0
and imposing the prior |f ′s224| < 0.1 at 90% C.L., that as we stress again, is justified by the stringent bound on the
εµµ-like coupling from atmospheric neutrino experiments (see Sec.VI). Focusing on the left-upper panel referring to
a potential proportional to the electron/proton number density, we see that the allowed regions are composed by
two separate branches. The right branch, approximately centered on f ′ = 0, corresponds to (marginalized values
of) s212 < 0.5 (lying in the ordinary LMA solution), while the left branch is obtained for s212 > 0.5 (lying in the
so-called dark-LMA solution [80]). The borders of the allowed regions follow approximately iso-contours of constant
ε⊙ee = f ′s214. By inspection of the contours, we derive that this coupling is limited at the 90% C.L. in the two intervals
[−0.3, 0.8] and [−2.7, 1.7]. These ranges are in agreement with those derived in NSI analyses (see [102]). The dark
branch is approximately centered on ε⊙ee = f ′s214 ≃ −2, as expected. The χ2 minima of the two branches are basically
degenerate, as expected on the basis of the so-called generalized mass-ordering degeneracy [81]. The value ε⊙ee = −1
is excluded at a very high confidence level (more than 10 standard deviations), reflecting the strong rejection of solar
neutrino data of a mere vacuum-like flavor conversion, in agreement with the early study [71]. We observe that
solar neutrinos provide an upper bound on s214, which is allowed to reach the maximal value for f ′ ≃ 0 or along the
iso-contour corresponding to ε⊙ee ≃ −2. It is now very interesting to investigate what is the result of the combined
analysis of the solar neutrino sector data with the two LBL experiments NOvA and T2K. The upper-central panel
reports the regions allowed by NOvA and T2K for the NO case. Note that these regions are different with respect to
those obtained for a potential proportional to VNC (shown in the lower-central panel), because in the Earth VCC and
VNC used in the definition of the new potential differ by a factor of two (being |VCC | = 2|VNC |). The contours for the
two kinds of potential are related by a simple rescaling of a factor of two. In any case the standard 3-flavor scheme
corresponding to the origin of the axes (f ′ = 0, s214 = 0) is disfavored at ∆χ2 ≃ 4.3. In the right upper-panel, we see
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that in the combined fit there are still two degenerate branches as expected. Also, we see that a slight preference for
a non-zero value of f ′ persists around the 90% C.L. with ∆χ2 ≃ 2.7.

Let’s now consider the three lower panels in Fig. 5, corresponding to a new potential proportional to the neutron
number density. In the left-lower panel we see that only the ordinary LMA branch survives, while the dark-LMA branch
is excluded almost at the 99% C.L. The degeneracy is broken due to the fact that in the Sun the effective coupling
with neutrons of the new potential is different with respect to the Earth, being approximately two times smaller.
In particular, the dark branch approximately centered on ε⊙ee = f̄⊙s

2
14 ≃ −2, corresponds to the larger coupling in

the Earth ε⊕ee = f̄⊕s
2
14 ≃ −4, which leads to an enhanced regeneration effects in the Earth and a consequent higher

day-night asymmetry in tension with data at approximately ∆χ2 ≃ 4. We have checked that JUNO constraints
indirectly contribute to further disfavor the dark-LMA by ∆χ2 ≃ 4 by rendering the solar neutrino data less flexible
in tolerating the different NSI-like couplings in the Sun and the Earth. The lower-central panel reports the regions
allowed by NOvA and T2K (already shown in the left panel of Fig. 2). The lower-right panel displays the combination
of LBL with solar neutrino data. We can observe that the LBL data further disfavor the dark-LMA solution, which is
excluded at more than 99% C.L. This can be understood, as already observed above, because the NSI-like couplings
in the Earth probed by LBL neutrinos are a factor of two larger than those probed by solar neutrinos in the Sun.
The 3-flavor case, coinciding with the origin of the axes is disfavored at more than the 90% C.L. with ∆χ2 ≃ 2.7.

It is very interesting to observe that the size of the Earth matter effects in the LBL experiments NOvA and T2K is
similar to that experienced by solar neutrinos traversing the Earth. This can be seen by looking at the dimensionless
parameter v = 2VCC/k = 2VCCE/∆m2, where E is the neutrino energy (E ≃ 10 MeV for solar and E ≃ 1 GeV
for LBL neutrinos) and ∆m2 is the relevant mass-squared difference (∆m2

21 for solar and ∆m2
31 for LBL neutrinos).

Assuming for solar neutrinos propagating in the Earth its average density (ρave = 5.5 g/cm3) and for LBL neutrinos
the density of the crust (ρcrust = 2.7 g/cm3), one has vsol/vLBL = 0.6 (E/10MeV)(E/GeV). Hence, it is not surprising
to find that NOvA and T2K disfavor the LMA-dark solution similarly to the day-night effects experienced by solar
neutrinos in the case of a potential proportional to the neutron number density. While Fig. 5 refers to the case of
NO, we find similar results in IO, where the dark-LMA branch is still disfavored at more than the 99% C.L. in the
combination of solar and LBL neutrinos. In conclusion, we observe that in the combination of solar with LBL data a
slight indication at 90% C.L (∆χ2 ≃ 2.7) persists in favor of non-zero f (or f ′).14 We can observe that by selecting a
value of s214 ≃ 0.01− 0.03 of some relevance for the short-baseline anomalies, the combination of solar with LBL data
is compatible with values of f in the range [−60, 120] (f ′ in the range [−30, 60]). These results will be of guide in the
next section in identifying a benchmark set of parameters towards which to address our attention.

VI. IDENTIFICATION OF THE BENCHMARK PARAMETERS

Now, on the basis of all the indication/bounds at our disposal and of the insight gained in the structure of the
model, we try to acquire further information on its parameters. In the previous section we have seen that NOvA and
T2K, together with IceCube indicate a preference for a non-zero negative value of ε⊕ee and a non-zero |ε⊕eµ|. In addition,

LBL, IceCube DeepCore and KM3NeT/ORCA tend to weakly prefer a non-zero value of the complex coupling ε⊕eµ.
We now observe, that in our model with the extra matter potential, in order to construct a non-zero value of these
two NSI-like couplings one needs a non-zero value of all the three parameters f , s14 and s24. Then, by construction
the other diagonal coupling ε⊕µµ is automatically non-zero as well. The preference of a negative ε⊕ee translates into a
preference for f < 0 with respect to f > 0. Concerning the µ − µ diagonal coupling, the limits are much stringent.
In fact, the atmospheric data provide for the combination (ε⊕µµ − ε⊕ττ ), the 90% range [-0.022, 0.019] (see Table I).

Therefore, the amplitude of the NSI-like coupling |ε⊕µµ| = |f̄⊕|s224 must be at least one order of magnitude smaller15

than that of |ε⊕ee| = |f̄⊕|s214. This leads us to consider s224 ≪ s214, with s224 being one order of magnitude smaller than
s214. Taking into account all the existing constraints we are led to the following benchmark values for the NSI-like
couplings entering the Hamiltonian, which are compatible at 1σ level with the existing combined bounds listed in the
last row of Table I and with the solar neutrino constraints, respecting at the same time the relations among the three

14 We find that the preferred value of s214 is very sensitive to the gallium cross section. By increasing or decreasing by 5% such a cross
section we obtain a smaller/larger best fit. In literature there are several evaluations of the cross section driven by the Gallium anomaly.
Therefore, the exact best fit value of s214 is quite uncertain.

15 In principle the bounds on the difference ε⊕µµ − ε⊕ττ would allow big values for the single couplings which cancel out in the linear
combination. However, we will see that the IceCube resonance will require very small values of both mixing angles s224 ∼ s234 ≪ 10−2.
Therefore, this possibility is excluded.
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parameters (f, s214, s
2
14) imposed by our model

ε⊕ee ≃ f̄⊕s
2
14 = −0.2 , (44)

ε⊕eµ ≃ f̄⊕s14s24e
−iδ14 = −0.045 , (45)

ε⊕µµ ≃ f̄⊕s
2
24 = −0.01 . (46)

We have fixed the CP-phase δ14 = 0, which is allowed within the 68% C.L. in the NOvA and T2K analysis.16 We
stress once again that, as it is clear from the Eqs. (45-46), the LBL neutrinos and low-energy atmospheric data give
information only on the product of f̄⊕ with s2i4 or si4sj4 with (i, j) = 1, 2. Therefore, although they allow us to
identify the hierarchical pattern s214 ≫ s224, in order to fix the values of the mixing angles, one needs to know at least
one of them or the value of f . Since f , based on the data considered until now is completely unknown, we proceed
by fixing one of the two mixing angles, in particular s214. Quite interestingly, we will see that the IceCube resonance
at E ≃ 10 TeV, in conjunction with the limits determined by KATRIN, will provide us a preferred interval for f
compatible with that determined below.

The choice of fixing θ14 is motivated by the strong evidences of disappearance of electron neutrinos provided by
the Reactor and Gallium anomalies as well as Neutrino-4, which naturally lead to assume a non-negligible value of
s214. However, in doing this choice we must take into account all the available upper bounds on this parameter, and
in particular the strongest ones, which come from KATRIN and from solar neutrino data. Based on the numerical
analysis of solar neutrinos presented in Sec. V and on the constraints from KATRIN [103], we take s214 = 0.02 as a
benchmark value, which is compatible at 90% C.L. with f in the range [-50, 50] according to the combined analysis
of LBL and solar neutrino data. With this choice Eqs. (44) provides a benchmark value of f = −20 (corresponding
to f̄⊕ ≃ −10). We choose a negative value of f since NOvA and T2K show a clear preference for such values. In the
next section, we will see that also Super-Kamiokande atmospheric neutrino data point towards a negative potential.
We also note that, once the benchmark values for s214 and f have been chosen, from Eqs. (44)-(46), a benchmark
value of the second sterile mixing angle is fixed to be s224 ≃ 10−3 being the ratio s214/s

2
24 ≃ 20. We underline that,

even after fixing s214 = 0.02, the uncertainty on the estimates of the NSI couplings will translate into an uncertainty
on s224. The estimate of ε⊕µµ in the range [−0.018, 0.019] makes it compatible with zero. So, the actual value of s224,
albeit necessarily non-zero by construction due to the structure of the model, may be substantially smaller than the
benchmark value s224 ≃ 10−3. It is interesting to note that the indicated very small values of s224 eliminate altogether
the tension even with the most stringent bounds deriving from the negative searches of muon neutrino disappearance
performed by MINOS/MINOS+ [65] and NOvA [66], which put a 90% upper limit s224 ≲ 0.01 for eV2 mass-squared
differences.17

For the ε⊕eτ coupling, we can reason similarly to ε⊕eµ. The indication for a non-zero ε⊕eτ from NOvA and T2K leads

to consider a non-zero s34. This automatically switches on the other two couplings ε⊕µτ = f̄⊕s̃24s
∗
34 and ε⊕ττ = f̄⊕s

2
34.

The limits on the combination ε⊕µµ − ε⊕ττ lead us to assume a non-zero very small value for s234 similarly to s224.

The low-energy atmospheric data put a very stringent bound on this NSI coupling18 |ε⊕µτ | ≲ 3.3 × 10−3. Hence,

once the benchmark value f = −20 is fixed, the product of s24s34 is constrained to be smaller than ≲ 3 × 10−4.
One can have both mixing angles of similar size s224 ≃ s234 ≃ 10−4, or different size with the larger one being not
bigger than 10−3 (and consequently the smaller one being not lower than 10−5) in order to respect the upper bound
on |ε⊕µµ − ε⊕ττ |. In summary, we see that the current limits on the NSI lead us to identify the hierarchical pattern

s214 ≫ s224 and s214 ≫ s234, while the ratio s234/s
2
24 lie in the interval [0.1, 10]. As it will be clear from Sec. VIII, one

of the most important purposes of our work is to show that the new 3+1 model is able to produce in IceCube the
high-energy resonance in the µ−µ channel. Similarly to the standard 3+1 scheme the leading mixing angle regulating
such a resonance is s224. For this reason, for simplicity, we consider the benchmark case s234 = 0, commenting later

16 This choice will simplify the numerical simulations performed in the following sections concerning the IceCube resonance at ∼ 10 TeV.
We will underline the situations in which the CP-phase δ14 can play an important role as in the case of the 1-3 resonance occurring in
multi-GeV atmospheric neutrinos measured by Super-Kamiokande (see Sec. VII).

17 We have explicitly checked that in MINOS and NOvA the muon neutrino survival probability Pµµ in the presence of the new matter

potential is basically indistinguishable from the 3-flavor case. This can be understood because the NSI-like couplings ε⊕µµ and ε⊕µτ , which
have more impact on such a channel, are negligibly small in our scenario. Also, we have verified that the transition probability Pµs of
muon neutrinos into sterile neutrinos is very small being proportional to s224 = 0.001. Therefore, the scenario is unobservable in the
present dual-baseline searches performed using νµ charged-current and neutral-currents as in MINOS/MINOS+ and NOvA.

18 We point out that there exists an independent bound |ε⊕µτ | ≲ 4×10−3 derived from IceCube [104], which interestingly indicates a ∼ 90%

C.L. preference for the non-zero coupling |ε⊕µτ | ≃ 2.9× 10−3, which would imply an estimate of a non-zero s234. However, this indication
is derived by using a neutrino sample with very high energies, included those involved in the resonant-like behavior, a region where our
NSI-like treatment does not hold. For this reason we do not consider this indication.
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TABLE II: Benchmark values of parameters and their approximate allowed ranges. Note that |f | and ∆m2
41 are fully positively

correlated since their ratio must be approximately constant.

Parameter f ∆m2
41/eV

2 s214/10
−2 s224/10

−3 s234/10
−3 δ13/π δ14/π δ34/π

Benchmark value -20 60 2 1 0 1.5 1.7 –
Preferred range [-40, -10] [30, 120] [1, 3] [0.5, 2] ≲ 1 [1.1, 1.8] [0, 0.3] ∪ [1.2, 2.0] [0, 2]

on the impact of non-zero s234. For clarity we summarize the benchmark values of the model parameters and their
approximate allowed ranges in the first row of Table II. The range of the parameters will be further clarified when
discussing the high-energy resonance relevant for IceCube in Sec. VIII. In particular, we will see that the value of
∆m2

41 is strictly related to that of |f |.

VII. IMPACT ON THE 3-FLAVOR ATMOSPHERIC NEUTRINO RESONANCES AT FEW GEV

A. Explaining the excess of electron-like events in Super-Kamiokande

We have shown the new sterile potential induces NSI-like couplings in low-energy atmospheric neutrinos. Conse-
quently, one may expect a modification of the standard 3-flavor MSW and parametric resonances, which occur at
few GeV. Although these resonances are difficult to observe, a first indication is coming from atmospheric neutrinos.
In fact, the preference for NO found in Super-Kamiokande, as stressed in [20], is imputable to an excess of νe-like
events (without an excess of ν̄e-like events) in the multi-GeV and multi-ring samples and their concurrent up-down
asymmetry (see Figs. 6, 8 and 15), which can naturally be traced to the resonantly enhanced muon-to-electron flavor
conversion, occurring in the neutrino (anti-neutrino) channel in NO (IO). Looking at the plots, the excess is bigger
than expected in the 3-flavor framework, and this plausibly leads to a statistical significance of the indication in favor
of NO (∆χ2 ≃ 6), which is sensibly larger than the expected sensitivity (∆χ2 ≃ 2, see Fig. 16). Concerning IceCube
DeepCore, the official analysis [105] does not provide information on the NMO preference. However, the preliminary
study [106] using a 9.28-years data sample, indicates a preference for NO at ∆χ2 ≃ 4.4. In such a study it is em-
phasized that the origin of the preference can be traced to an excess of cascades events related to electron neutrinos
(see Fig. 6.4), which as in Super-Kamiokande are expected to be produced by the MSW resonant-like behavior for
neutrino energies E ≃ 3-7 GeV. Also in this case, the indication has a statistical significance sensibly larger than the
expected sensitivity (see Fig. 8.2), which is below ∼ 1.2σ.

While the excess of electron-like events is compatible with a statistical over fluctuation, it may constitute a manifes-
tation of active-sterile neutrino oscillations with the novel potential. Here, we demonstrate that the proposed scenario
can indeed lead to an enhanced excess of νe-like events at few GeV. In order to illustrate this point, we show in Fig. 6
the plots of the transition probability P (νµ → νe) in the neutrino channel. The upper (lower) panels refer to the
negative (positive) valued new potential with |f | = 20. The left panels refer to a mantle-crossing trajectory while the
right ones refer to a core-crossing trajectory. In the first case, one expects a MSW resonance at ∼ 6 GeV, while in
the second case three parametric enhancements are predicted (see for example [107]). The black profile corresponds
to the 3-flavor scheme, in which case we have fixed the parameters at the best fit values of the global analysis [74],
with the exception of δ13, which we have fixed at the best fit value obtained from our joint fit of NOvA and T2K
in the presence of the new matter potential, which is basically the same for both NMO (δ13 ≃ 1.5π). The colored
profiles are obtained for the benchmark parameters of the model with the novel potential, |f | = 20, ∆m2

41 = 60 eV2,
s214 = 0.02, s224 = 10−3. The different colors correspond to four different choices of the CP-phase δ14 indicated in the
legend. Focusing on the 6 GeV MSW resonance occurring for mantle crossing (left panels), we can observe that all
properties of the resonance (peak energy, height, width and tail) are markedly modified in the presence of the new
physics. However, the effects are radically different for negative with respect to positive values of the potential. In the
upper-left plot, corresponding to f = −20, we see that the peak energy appreciably moves toward larger energies with
a shift ∆E ≃ +1.5 GeV. The peak height strongly depends on the value of the CP-phase δ14. In all cases, the width is
approximately the double compared to the 3-flavor scheme and the tail extends to much higher energies. This means
that, for the same peak height, in the presence of the new (negative) potential, the resonance would lead to at least
as twice the number of events compared with the 3-flavor case. Given the linear grow with the energy of the involved
cross sections, the number of events can be even substantially larger. In the left-lower plot, we can notice that in
the case with positive potential (f = +20), the resonance is shifted toward lower energies (∆E ≃ −1 GeV), and has
smaller width. These findings, clearly indicate that the new scenario goes in the direction indicated by data only for a
negative valued potential. The modifications of the parametric enhancements shown in the right panels are less trivial
and a numerical analysis is needed to properly evaluate the impact of the new effects. However, due to the lower
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FIG. 6: The plots represent the electron neutrino appearance probability for energies around a few GeV, where the MSW
and parametric resonances occur. The upper (lower) panels refer to a negative (positive) value of the parameter f regulating
the strength of the new potential. The left panels illustrate a mantle-crossing trajectory with cos θz = −0.75, in which case a
MSW resonance is expected. The right panels correspond to a core-crossing trajectory with cos θz = −1.0, in which case three
parametric enhancements occur. The black profile depicts the 3-flavor case. The colored curves represent the 3+1 model with
the new matter potential with parameters f = ±20, ∆m2

41 = 60 eV2, s214 = 0.02, s224 = 0.001, s234 = 0. The CP-phase δ14
assumes the four values indicated in the legend.

energy and lower area under the curve they should be less important in the overall excess. We note that these findings
on the resonance at few GeV are in striking agreement with the independent indication provided by NOvA and T2K,
which prefer a negative potential. We deem that the excess of electron-like events observed in Super-Kamiokande
and IcecCube DeepCore may be easily explained by the scenario under consideration. Our educated guess is that
Super-Kamiokande and IceCube DeepCore could provide an indication in favor of the new model with a statistical
level comparable to that of the indication in favor of NO.
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B. Impact on the status of the current indication on the neutrino mass ordering

The modification of the few GeV resonances naturally rises the issue of the robustness of the indication in favor
of NO provided by global neutrino analyses in the 3+1 framework with pseudo-sterile neutrinos. To understand this
point, one must carefully consider the origin of the current preference for NO in the 3-flavor scheme. The global fits
incorporate several datasets, which overall in the combination lead to the indication in favor of the NO. There are
three distinct sources which provide the aforementioned indication. First, there is the νµ → νe appearance channel
of NOvA and T2K. In the 3-flavor scheme the two LBL experiments jointly provide a weak indication in favor of IO.
In our analysis, we find that in the new scenario there is weak indication in favor of NO (as also observed in analyses
with ordinary NSI [18, 19]). In any case the hint from this source is currently very weak. Second, there is a well
known interplay between the LBL νµ → νµ disappearance channel and reactor neutrinos (currently dominated by
Daya Bay and expected to be dominated by JUNO in the near future). In fact, the joint estimates of the atmospheric
mass-squared splitting ∆m2

31 from these two classes of experiments, provide a ∆χ2 ≃ 2.0 in favor of the NO [74] (see
also [75, 76]).19 We have explicitly checked that the estimate of ∆m2

31 by NOvA and T2K is stable and independent
on the new matter potential. This can be easily understood because the NSI-like εµµ and εµτ couplings, which have
more impact on the muon neutrino survival probability that is sensitive to ∆m2

31, are negligibly small in our scenario.
Similarly, Daya Bay and other reactor experiments have basically no sensitivity to matter effects and also their estimate
of ∆m2

31 is unaffected. As a consequence the interplay between LBL and Reactor experiments remains intact in the
presence of pseudo-sterile neutrinos, and their (small) indication in favor of NO is unaltered. This is very important
for the future searches. In fact, in case of confirmation of the new 3+1 scenario here considered, the interplay of LBL
experiments with JUNO, which is expected to soon release relevant data, would provide a clean signature on the NMO.
The third, currently dominant, piece of information on the NMO is potentially more problematic, because, as we have
discussed in the subsection above, it comes from the SK atmospheric neutrino data [20], which show a preference for
NO with ∆χ2 ≃ 6, which is strictly related to the few GeV resonant enhancements. Based on our findings, the NO
seems to be favored also in the presence of pseudo-sterile neutrinos, because only in NO one can explain the observed
excess of νe-like events. One should expect and increased statistical level of the indication in favor of NO since the
new scenario offers a better fit of the experimental data. Hence, we can conclude, with the important caveat given
below, that the status of the indication in favor of NO in current global analyses is robust and the indication would
be even enhanced by LBL (which jointly prefer NO in the new scheme) and by Super-Kamiokande.

In the discussion above, we have tacitly assumed that the solar lower octant (sin2 θ12 < 0.5) solution is that chosen
by Nature. However, we have seen that in the case in which the new potential is proportional to the electron or proton
number density, a degenerate solution exists for the dark octant (sin2 θ12 > 0.5). In the presence of such a degenerate
solution, one cannot distinguish between NO and IO. This happens because the 3-flavor scheme suffers from the
so-called generalized mass ordering degeneracy [81]. It implies that in the dark-octant solution (sin2 θ12 ≃ 0.7), all
the existing experiments sensitive to the NMO prefer the alternate case (IO) with respect to the one (NO) preferred
for the lower-octant solution (sin2 θ12 ≃ 0.3). In particular, also JUNO, in the presence of the octant degeneracy is
completely blind to the NMO [108], and its combination to the disappearance channel of LBL experiments is also
ineffective in this respect. Therefore, if the existence of the dark-solution is taken into account (as it should be in
the senario entailing pseudo-sterile neutrinos with a matter potential proportional to the electron or proton number
density), the NMO is completely undetermined by current data. However, we will see that the high energy (∼ 10
TeV) atmospheric data offer a tool able to break the degeneracy because they are sensitive to a 4-flavor resonance
which presents different features in the two (otherwise) degenerate solutions.

VIII. NEW RESONANT CONVERSION PHENOMENA IN HIGH-ENERGY ATMOSPHERIC
NEUTRINOS

It is well known that neutrino flavor transitions in matter can give rise to resonant-like amplification. This distinctive
behavior was first predicted in the context of solar neutrinos [109, 110]. Within the 3-flavor framework, it is extremely
difficult to observe the resonant phenomenon in terrestrial experiments, albeit some hints are coming from multi-GeV
atmospheric neutrinos, as we have discussed in the previous section. The situation is radically different when an extra
light sterile neutrino species comes into play. In fact, in the 3+1 scheme, as first evidenced in [111], high-energy (E ≃
TeV) atmospheric neutrinos can undergo matter enhanced conversion. As pointed out in [112], neutrino telescopes

19 A recent exploratory analysis [73] of JUNO data in conjunction with NOvA and T2K provides an enhanced indication at ∆χ2 ≃ 5 in
favor of NO.
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have the unique potential to detect such a resonant behavior. More precisely, matter effects can result in the near
complete disappearance of TeV-scale muon anti-neutrinos traveling through the Earth for a sterile neutrino with
eV2-scale mass-squared difference (see [113–124] for further studies on this topic). The experimental search for the
resonant signature has been pioneered by the IceCube Collaboration with high-energy analyses exploiting neutrinos
from 500 GeV to 100 TeV. Starting from the eight-years data analysis [125], the collaboration has found a hint in
favor of sterile neutrinos within the ordinary 3+1 scheme, which has been subsequently confirmed and consolidated
in the eleven-years data analyses [13, 14, 126]. This indication seems to come from the observation of a resonant-like
behavior occurring at energies of ∼ 10 TeV. In the analysis [13], performed under the assumption of θ34 = 0, the
best fit point is obtained for ∆m2

41 ∼ 3.5 eV2 and s224 = 0.04. Such a best fit point is rather stable if θ34 is allowed
to assume a non-zero value compatible with the existing bounds, as shown in [14]. Here, we will show that in the
pseudo-sterile neutrino scenario the picture of the resonant phenomena involving high-energy neutrinos becomes much
more complex. In particular, we will see that together with the ordinary resonances involving a pair of active-sterile
states (να, νs) (α = e, µ, τ) one can have new resonances in the active (να, νβ) (α, β = e, µ, τ) sub-systems, mediated
by the pseudo-sterile states. We will see that such new resonances are dynamically and algebraically different with
respect to the conventional ones.

A. Qualitative aspects of the conventional resonances and the bare level crossing diagram

As a first step in our study of the resonant behavior we clarify the framework behind the conventional resonances
usually considered in the literature. This will allow us to better appreciate the unconventional features of the new
amplification phenomena implied by the new matter potential, which will be addressed in the following subsections. A
resonant behavior can take place if the matter potential is comparable to the wavenumber k41 = ∆m2

41/2E associated
to the active-sterile oscillation frequency. For an eV-scale sterile neutrino and matter density ρ = 5.0 g/cm3 in the
Earth, one gets the reference neutrino energy of ∼ 10 TeV as follows

|VNC |
k41

= 0.74

(
∆m2

41

3.5 eV2

)−1
(

ρ

5.0 g/cm
3

)(
E

10 TeV

)
, (47)

where we have used as a benchmark the best fit value ∆m2
41 = 3.5 eV2 found in the IceCube analysis [13]. This value

is roughly uncertain by a factor of two as derived from the 90% C.L. contours. Qualitatively, one expects that if
|VNC | is multiplied by a large factor f , the resonance energy will remain unaltered provided that ∆m2

41 is rescaled by
the same factor (taking its absolute value). In addition, one must note that the sign of the rescaling factor f would
determine the channel of the resonance. One expects the resonance in the neutrino (antineutrino) channel for Vs < 0
(Vs > 0).
It is useful to define the “bare” Hamiltonian setting to zero all the six mixing angles, thus considering U = 1 in

the original Hamiltonian in Eq. (4), obtaining

Hbare
4ν = K + V =

1

2E

0 0 0 0
0 ∆m2

21 0 0
0 0 ∆m2

31 0
0 0 0 ∆m2

41

+

VCC 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 f̄VCC

 , (48)

which is diagonal. The matrix 2EHbare
4ν has the (2,2) and (3,3) entries constant, while the (1,1) and (4,4) entries

present a linear dependency on the energy. The behavior of the eigenvalues of 2EHbare
4ν , which we will denote with λB

i

(i = 1, 2, 3, 4), can be represented in a diagram recently introduced in [124] to analyze the high–energy resonance in
the ordinary 3+1 scheme. While in [124] the diagram is called with the name “surface level crossing diagram”, here we
prefer to call it “bare level crossing diagram”, in contrast with the ordinary level crossing diagram obtained when the
mixing angles are taken into account in the full or “dressed” Hamiltonian. In Fig. 7 we show the bare level crossing
diagram for the ordinary 3+1 scheme (left panel) and for the 3+1 framework with the new matter potential (central
and right panel), where we have taken a large value |f | ≫ 1, which is positive in the central panel and negative in the
right panel. In all panels we have considered the case of NO, which implies that the 1-2 (solar) and 1-3 (atmospheric)
crossings occur for the neutrino channel. The vertical axis corresponds to zero potential/energy.20 The right part

20 When studying the resonant behavior in a constant density medium as in the present work, in which case the potential is constant,
the horizontal axis is proportional to the neutrino energy (positive for neutrinos, negative for antineutrinos). In the context of flavor
conversion of a neutrino with definite energy in an environment with varying density, the horizontal axis is proportional to the matter
potential which we will be a function of the time/position coordinate.
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FIG. 7: The three panels represent the “bare level crossing diagram” obtained by setting to zero all the six mixing angles. The
left panel refers to the 3+1 ordinary scheme. The central (right) panel refers to the 3+1 scheme with the new potential for a
positive (negative) value of f much larger than one. In all cases we assume NO for the three light states. The energy scale of
the diagrams is qualitative as they are envisaged to illustrate a topological structure.

of the plane refers to neutrinos, while the left one corresponds to antineutrinos. The scales are qualitative, as this
diagram has the sole purpose to identify the topological structure of the crossings among the four different energy
levels. When the mixing angles are switched on to form the complete or “dressed” Hamiltonian, the crossing points
will become avoided crossings regions, where the phenomenon of eigenvalue repulsion [127, 128] occurs mediated by
the off-diagonal entries which act as effective couplings among the different levels.

In the left panel we observe that in the ordinary 3+1 scheme, in addition to the standard 3-flavor 1-2 and 1-3
crossings, one expects three crossings involving the fourth state, a 1-4 crossing occurring in the neutrino channel
and two crossings (2-4 and 3-4) in the antineutrino channel. This crossing scheme is related to the slope of the
fourth state determined by the potential 0.5VCC appearing in the (4,4) entry of the bare Hamiltonian. From the
phenomenological point of view only the 2-4 crossing in the antineutrino channel is relevant because it induces
ν̄µ → ν̄s conversion observable in IceCube. The 1-4 and 3-4 crossings are less relevant since IceCube is not sensitive
to νe → νs and ν̄τ → ν̄s transitions due to the flavor composition of the atmospheric neutrinos. The central panel
depicts the situation for a large positive value of the f parameter, which regulates the strength of the new potential.
In this case the new potential in the (4,4) entry f̄VCC is positive as in the ordinary 3+1 scheme but the slope of the
fourth state is much larger. This implies that all the three crossings 1-4, 2-4, 3-4 occur in the antineutrino channel.
Conversely, for a negative value of f , as apparent in the right panel, all such three level crossings occur in the neutrino
channel.

One advantage of the bare level crsossing diagram is its role in identifying the mixing angles in matter which
regulate a given resonance [124]. Once the sterile vacuum mixing angles (θ14, θ24, θ34) are included to obtain the full
Hamiltonian, three avoided crossings will emerge. These level repulsions will correspond to resonances21 originating
respectively from the [1-4, 2-4, 3-4] crossings, whose amplitude will be regulated by the corresponding mixing angles
in matter [θm14, θ

m
24, θ

m
34], which will be amplified with respect to their values in vacuum.22 We will see that although

these expectations will be fulfilled by the numerical simulations, in addition to such conventional resonances involving
one of the three active species and the sterile one, we will encounter new unconventional resonances occurring among
the active flavors (νe, νµ, ντ ). The existence of such a kind of resonances is unexpected as it cannot be deduced from
the bare level crossing diagram. We will see that they are generated by amplified second-order effects mediated by
the sterile neutrino mixing and become appreciable only if f is sufficiently large. In the following we will expound
and explain this new amplification mechanism.

21 The resonant enhancement in a constant density medium will appear as a peak/dip when plotting the transition probability as a function
of the energy. In the context of flavor conversion in a medium with varying density, the phenomenon of adiabatic conversion (possibly
corrected by non-adiabatic transitions) will occur when the neutrino traverses the resonance region.

22 It should be underlined that for the realization of a resonant phenomenon, an enhanced mixing angle in matter is a necessary but not
sufficient condition. In fact, one also needs a sufficiently large oscillating factor in the conversion probability, which depends both on the
dynamics (through the differences of the eigenvalues of the full Hamiltonian) and a phenomenological parameter, which is the baseline
traveled by neutrinos. It is a very lucky circumstance that the dimension of our planet allows the developments of oscillating phases
large enough to make such phenomena observable.
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FIG. 8: The six panels summarize the properties of the ordinary 3+1 scheme for constant density equal to Earth mantle value.
The upper (lower) panels refer to neutrinos (antineutrinos). The left panels represent the mixing angles in matter while the
central and right ones depict the oscillation probabilities involving the electron and muon neutrino channel respectively.

B. Numerical diagonalization of the Hamiltonian in the case of constant density

As a second step towards the understanding the properties of the resonant behavior we perform a numerical study
considering a constant density profile with density equal to that of the Earth mantle. For the ordinary 3+1 scheme
we assume ∆m2

41 = 3.5 eV2 and s224 = 0.04, corresponding the IceCube best fit point. For the new scenario we take
f = −20, s224 = 0.001 and δ14 = 0, which is our benchmark point. In both the ordinary and new 3+1 scenarios we adopt
the same value of s214 = 0.02 and set to zero θ34. In the new scenario we rescale the value of the mass-squared difference
by approximately the same factor |f | ≃ 20 so as to maintain the resonance energy fixed at ≃ 10 TeV as indicated by
IceCube. We find numerically that the best matching of the resonance energy is obtained for ∆m2 = 60 eV2, which
we adopt as the benchmark value.

Figure 8 refers to the ordinary 3+1 scheme, in which case the new matter potential is absent. The upper (lower)
panels refer to neutrino (antineutrino) channel. The left panels report the six mixing angles in matter (three active
and three sterile) as a function of the neutrino energy.23 The central panels depict the probabilities involving the
electron neutrino channel, while the right panels report the probabilities entailing the muon neutrino channel. In the
left-upper panel we recognize that around E ≃ 15 TeV there is a 1-4 resonance corresponding to a maximal value of
the mixing angle θm14 in matter. This resonance gives rise to enhanced conversion in the (νe, νs) sub-system, which
reveals in the upper-central panel. Such a conversion is of scarse phenomenological relevance because the flux of
atmospheric electron neutrinos is very low, being one order of magnitude smaller than that of muon neutrinos. We

23 Our findings on the behavior of the elements of the mixing matrix in matter as a function of the energy are in agreement with those
obtained in [129] for the 3-flavor case and in [130] for the ordinary 3+1 framework.
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FIG. 9: The six panels summarize the results obtained in the 3+1 scheme with the new potential for the benchmark case
f = −20 for constant density equal to Earth mantle value. The upper (lower) panels refer to neutrinos (antineutrinos). The
left panels represents the mixing angles in matter while the central and right ones depict the oscillation probabilities involving
the electron and muon neutrino channel respectively.

observe that in the range [0.1 TeV - 10 TeV] there are fast oscillations, which in average lead to an almost energy-
independent suppression of the survival probability. This suppression is regulated by the amplitude of the θ14 mixing
angle in vacuum (s214 = 0.02). The right-upper panel shows the probabilities involving muon neutrinos, which, as
expected do not present any resonant behavior. Also for muon neutrinos, in the range [0.1 TeV - 10 TeV] there are
fast oscillations regulated by the amplitude of the θ24 mixing angle in vacuum, which in the ordinary 3+1 scheme is
appreciably large (s224 = 0.04). In the left-lower panel, corresponding to the antineutrino case, in the region around
E ≃ 15 TeV there is a 2-4 resonance, corresponding to a maximal value of the mixing angle θm24 in matter. In this
case, as confirmed by the lower-central panel, there is no resonance in the (νe, νs) sub-system, which is regulated by
vacuum-like oscillations related to s214 = 0.02. In the right-lower panel we can observe the resonant conversion in
the (νµ, νs) sub-system, which is of phenomenological interest because the flux of atmospheric neutrinos is mostly of
the muon type. We notice that in the ordinary 3+1 scheme everything goes as expected from the bare level crossing
diagram (left panel of Fig. 7), with a 1-4 resonance in the neutrino channel and a 2-4 resonance in the antineutrino
channel. The 3-4 resonance expected in the antineutrino channel is not there simply because we have adopted a
zero value for the mixing angle θ34. This picture confirms the usefulness of the bare diagram as a powerful guide in
identifying the relevant resonances.

Figure 9 shows analogous plots to Fig. 8 but refers to the 3+1 model with pseudo-sterile neutrinos. The upper
(lower) panels refer to the neutrino (antineutrino) channel. We use the benchmark parameters f = −20, ∆m2

41 = 60
eV2 and the mixing angles s214 = 0.02, s224 = 0.001 and δ14 = 0. Looking at the mixing angles in matter in the left-
upper panel, we observe that around E ≃ 15 TeV there is a 1-4 resonance similarly to the ordinary 3+1 case and a
2-4 resonance (θm24 enhanced albeit not maximal). This pattern is expected based on the bare crossing diagram. What
is less expected is the 1-3 resonance (θm13 maximal), which, as seen in both the upper-central and upper-right panels,
drives amplified (νe, νµ) conversion. We notice that such a resonance is not predicted on the basis of the bare crossing
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diagram, where the only 1-3 crossing intervenes at low energies and it is the well-known standard 3-flavor resonance
occurring at few GeV. This circumstance suggests that the (νe, νµ) resonance is not the result of a usual two-level
avoided crossing. In fact, as we will discuss in the next subsection, this resonance is related to a three-level behavior
mediated by the pseudo-sterile neutrinos. We observe that Peµ = Pµe as can be checked confronting the upper-central
and upper-right panels, as expected for the symmetric matter profile inside the Earth. In the central-upper and right-
upper panels we can also observe the conventional resonances in the (νe, νs) and (νµ, νs) channels. In the right-upper
panel we observe that in the energy range around 1 TeV, differently from the ordinary 3+1 scheme, the muon neutrino
survival probability is basically equal to one because the fast oscillations induced by the vacuum mixing angle θ24 are
suppressed by the very small value of this parameter (s224 = 0.001). In the lower panels, representing the antineutrino
channel, we see that there is no resonance and that the behavior of the probabilities is similar to the 3-flavor scheme
apart from the fast oscillating flat suppression of the electron survival probability in the lower central panel, which is
a vacuum effect driven by the relatively large s214 = 0.02.

C. Three-level dynamics as the origin of the resonance in the (νe, νµ) sub-system

In the previous subsection we have seen that in the presence of the new potential a resonance in the (νe, νµ) sub-
system takes place. Here, we try to gain some insight in this unexpected phenomenon. With this purpose, we set
θ34 = 0 as in the previous subsection. In the high-energy limit the 3-flavor parameters become irrelevant and it is
easy to check that the Hamiltonian has the third row and third column exactly equal to zero. This means that the
ντ state is unaffected by flavor conversion phenomena and remains unaltered during the evolution. Hence, we can
extract from the four-flavor Hamiltonian the 3× 3 sub-matrix with (1, 2, 4) indexes, which regulates the dynamics of
the 3-flavor sub-system (νe, νµ, νs). Neglecting the CP phase δ14, we obtain the effective 3-flavor Hamiltonian

H
(eµs)
3ν = R24R14K

′RT
14R

T
24 + V ′ ≃

VCC+ks214 ks14s24 ks14
† ks224 ks24
† † f̄VCC+k

 , (49)

where K ′ = diag(0, 0, k ≡ k41) and V ′ = diag(VCC , 0, f̄VCC = VS − VNC) are the 3-dimensional diagonal matrixes
corresponding to the 4-dimensional matrixes K and V from where we have omitted the third (equal to zero) entry. In
the second equality in Eq. (49) we have taken the limit of small mixing angles which is of phenomenological interest.
The diagonalization of such an Hamiltonian in general will require the product of three orthogonal rotations defining
the three mixing angles in matter θm24, θ

m
14, θ

m
12, and can be cast in the form

Um
3ν = Rm

24R
m
14R

m
12 , (50)

where we have respected the same order of the three rotations in vacuum. Now, we observe that if the mixing
angle θ14 = 0, the Hamiltonian in Eq. (49) has a block-diagonal form and is diagonalized by a simple rotation in
the 2-4 plane, with Um

3ν = Rm
24 involving only the mixing angle θm24. Physically, it happens that the νe flavor state

evolves independently of the (νµ, νs) sub-system. This system presents a resonance for [H(4, 4) − H(2, 2)] = 0,
i.e. k ≃ −f̄VCC ≃ −0.5fVCC , which occurs in the neutrino (antineutrino) channel for f < 0 (f > 0). Similarly,
if the mixing angle θ24 = 0, the Hamiltonian has again a block-diagonal form and is diagonalized by a simple
rotation in the 1-4 plane with Um

3ν = Rm
14 depending on the mixing angle θm14. In this case, the evolution of the νµ

flavor state is decoupled from the (νe, νs) sub-system, which presents a resonance for [H(4, 4) − H(1, 1)] = 0, i.e.
k(1− s214) ≃ (1− f̄)VCC , which for the values of the parameters we are considering (small s214 and large f̄), presents
only a minor shift with respect to the resonance in the (νµ, νs) sub-system.

In the most general case in which both mixing angles θ14 and θ24 are non-zero, the Hamiltonian in Eq. (49) has
not a block-diagonal structure anymore. It is clear that, in order to obtain its diagonalization, one would need all the
three mixing angles in matter, and in particular a non-zero 1-2 mixing angle θm12 will emerge. What is less immediate
to understand is that the 1-2 system may resonate, with θm12 becoming maximal. With the purpose of shedding light
on this point, it is useful to come back to the rotated NSI-like Hamiltonian. Also in this case, taking the case θ34 = 0,
we can extract the 3× 3 submatrix,

H̄
(eµs)
3ν = VCC

1+f̄⊕s
2
14 f̄⊕s̃14s24 (1−f̄⊕)s̃14

† f̄⊕s
2
24 −f̄⊕s24

† † f̄⊕+ k41

VCC

 = VCC

1+εee εeµ εes
† εµµ εµs
† † δ(E)

 (51)

where for compactness we have introduced δ(E) = f̄⊕ + k41

VCC
. We see that in the 4-flavor dynamics the off-diagonal

NSI-like couplings εes and εµs appear which involve one active state and the sterile one. Now, we can note that the



25

1046 × 103 2 × 104 3 × 104 4 × 104

E [GeV]
2

1

0

1

2

3

4
i [

in
 u

ni
t o

f |
V c

c|]
 mode

sin2 14 = 0.005
sin2 24 = 0.005

m2
41 = 9 eV2

f = 4
av = 4.66 g/cc

1

2

4

= 0= 1

Flavor
e

s

1046 × 103 2 × 104 3 × 104 4 × 104

E  [GeV]
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Pr
ob

ab
ili

ty

Pe

Pe

Pes

Pee

1046 × 103 2 × 104 3 × 104 4 × 104

E  [GeV]
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Pr
ob

ab
ili

ty

P e

P
P s

P

1.2 × 104 1.5 × 104 1.8 × 104 2.1 × 104 2.4 × 104

E [GeV]
4

3

2

1

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

i [
in

 u
ni

t o
f |

V c
c|]

 mode
sin2 14 = 0.005
sin2 24 = 0.005

m2
41 = 60 eV2

f = 20
av = 4.66 g/cc

1

2

4

= 0= 1

Flavor
e

s

1.2 × 104 1.5 × 104 1.8 × 104 2.1 × 104 2.4 × 104

E  [GeV]
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
Pr

ob
ab

ili
ty

Pe

Pe

Pes

Pee

1.2 × 104 1.5 × 104 1.8 × 104 2.1 × 104 2.4 × 104

E  [GeV]
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Pr
ob

ab
ili

ty

P e

P
P s

P

FIG. 10: The six panels summarize the behavior of the model in the resonance region highlighting the transition of the system
from a two-level regime to a three-level one. In the upper (lower) panels we have taken two different values of the f parameter
(respectively f = −4 and f = −20). The left panels report the behavior of the eigenvalues. The central (right) panels represent
the oscillation probabilities relevant for the electron (muon) neutrino channel.

νµ → νe transitions can be mediated by the coupling εeµ or via the product εesεµs. In the first case the coupling
appears directly in the Hamiltonian, while in the second case it represents a second-order effect. In general, in the
model we are considering, both direct and indirect couplings are different from zero, and the first order and second
order mechanisms will act simultaneously and interfere. However, one can note that the the second order effects are
amplified by the new potential being εesεµs = f̄2

⊕s14s24, and dominate over the first order effects. These observations
allow us to enucleate the core dynamics of the resonant (νe, νµ) conversion, which is captured by the simplified
Hamiltonian

H̄
′(eµs)
3ν = VCC

1 0 εes
0 0 εµs
† † δ(E)

 (52)

where we have set to zero all the other couplings and for simplicity we consider real couplings (neglecting the CP-
phases). Of course the missing couplings will modify the picture but are less fundamental. The system has two
natural resonances corresponding to δ = 0 and δ = 1. When εes = 0 the (νµ, νs) sub-system resonates for δ = 0,
while when εµs = 0 the (νe, νs) sub-system resonates for δ = 1. When both couplings are non-zero as implied in our
model, the second order effects, far from the regions of the two well localized resonances [(0 ≲ δ ≲ 1) for the internal
region and (δ ≲ 0, δ ≳ 1) for the external region], are expected to provide an effective NSI-like coupling ∝ εesεµs/δ.
This perturbative approach, for small values of the couplings is expected to hold also in between the two resonances,
where δ ≃ 1/2, which remain well separated. For increasing value of the couplings these corrections will blow up in
the region between the resonances making necessary a full 3-level treatment. One expects that the two resonances
will get coupled for increasing values of the off-diagonal couplings giving rise to a more complex resonant behavior.
In order to illustrate this point, in our full model we fix s214 = s224 = 0.005 and consider the two values of f = −4
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and f = −20. These two choices make our full model very close to the toy model described by the Hamiltionian in
Eq. (52) and correspond to two values of εesεµs ≃ 0.07 and 0.45 respectively. In the first (second) case, one expects
a small (large) perturbation of the unperturbed Hamiltonian.

Figure 10 summarizes the behavior of the model in the resonance region highlighting the transition of the system
from a regime in which the two resonances are decoupled to one in which they get coupled. In the upper (lower) panels
we have taken two different values of the f parameter (respectively f = −4 and f = −20). The left panels report
the energy eigenvalues in units of |VCC |. The varying color along the curves represents the flavor composition of the
eigenvectors in matter νmi (i = 1, 2, 4). Thanks to such colors we can clearly visualize the relevant flavor transitions
occurring in the resonance region. For the smaller value of f = −4 (left-upper panel) we observe the presence of
two distinct resonances corresponding to two separate avoided crossings, the first one involving the (νe, νs) system
at δ = 1 and the second one involving the (νµ, νs) system at δ = 0. The central and right panels represent the
oscillation probabilities relevant for the electron and muon neutrino channels respectively. The upper-central panel
and the upper-right panels confirm that in the case of f = −4 there are only two resonances involving (νe, νs) and
(νµ, νs) transitions. For large values of f = −20 (left-lower panel) the two avoided crossings merge to form a single
triple-avoided crossing involving the full (νe, νµ, νs) system. From the colors of the curves, we see that in the region
between δ = 1 and δ = 0, each eigenvector in matter is a superposition of at least two flavors, and we can deduce
that the transitions will involve all the three sub-systems, and in particular the (νe, νµ) one. This is confirmed by
the lower-central and lower-right panels, where we see that a resonance in the (νe, νµ) channel coexists with the two
resonances in the (νe, νs) and (νµ, νs) systems. Therefore, for increasing values of the off-diagonal couplings εes and
εµs, the system undergoes a transition from a regime where it is possible to describe it in terms of two separate 2-level
systems to a regime where a genuine 3-level dynamics is at play. Finally, we note that the differences between the
eigenvalues are related to the scale of the matter potential VCC . Such large differences correspond to large phase
factors ϕij = (λi − λj)L ≡ ∆̃m2

ijL/2E (L being the baseline and with ∆̃m2
ij we have indicated the mass-squared

differences in matter) in the transition probabilities, which reveal as a fast oscillating behavior evidenced in the central
and right panels of Fig. 10. The full analytical treatment of the 3-level system is beyond the scope of the present work
and can be performed using for example the method recently introduced in [131]. However, the resulting formulas
are not transparent since one cannot avoid to resolve a cubic secular equation in order to calculate the analytical
expressions of the eigenvalues.

A closing technical remark is in order. In the simplified 3-flavor framework we have considered in this sub-section, we
have seen that a matter 1-2 mixing angle θm12 emerges naturally. In the 4-flavor results presented in sub-section VIII B
a non-zero 1-3 mixing appears (see Fig. 9). The explanation for this apparent inconsistency is the following. In the
full 4-flavor system the ντ flavor is present, although at high energies, for θ34 = 0 it does not participate to the
flavor conversion. If one considers the flavor composition of the eigenvectors in matter νmi , one would find that at
energies below the resonance, at around E ≃ 1 TeV, one has that the second eigenstate coincides with the τ flavor
state (νm2 ≃ ντ ). This can be checked by considering the expressions of the elements of the mixing matrix in matter
Um and is related to the fact that neutrinos (not antineutrinos) undergo the two standard resonances (solar and
atmospheric) at low energies. This implies that the dynamics of the (νe, νµ) system involved in the new resonance is
regulated by the (νm1 , νm3 ) eigenvectors in matter. At the algebraic level this is achieved by replacing a rotation in
the 1-2 plane (related to θm12), with the product of a rotation in the 1-3 plane (related to θm13) and a rotation in the
2-3 plane with θm23 = π/2. In fact, from the left-upper panel in Fig. 9 it can be seen that for energies E ≳ 1 TeV, the
mixing angle θm23 assumes a value equal to π/2. More precisely, one must note that in the full diagonalization, the
3-flavor mixing matrix Um

3ν = Rm
23R

m
13R

m
12 in matter lies at the external position, so this matrix performs the last step

in the diagonalization process, after which the Hamiltonian acquires the diagonal form H4nu
diag = diag(λ1, λ2, λ3, λ4).

One can check that the action of Um
3ν = R23(π/2)R13(θ

m
13)R12(0) would produce the swapping of λ2 ↔ λ3. We have

also checked that in the high-energy regime, the value of θm12 obtained in the simplified 3-flavor system is identical
to the value of θm13 obtained in the 4-flavor case. Basically, this is an algebraic subtlety needed to ensure that the
relevant dynamics intervenes between the two physical states involved in the level repulsion. We have also checked
that in the antineutrino channel, where the (νe, νµ) resonant amplification occurs for positive values of f , one has
νm3 ≃ ντ , and in that case no 2-3 level swapping is needed and one simply has a rotation in the 1-2 plane with
Um
3ν = R23(0)R13(0)R12(θ

m
12) ≡ R12(θ

m
12).

D. Impact of non-zero θ34 and factorization of the 4-level dynamics

Until now, for definiteness, we have restricted our study to θ34 = 0, in which case the ντ is not involved in the
flavor transitions at high energies. However, in general, when such a mixing angle is non-zero, the resonant flavor
conversion phenomena are expected to involve also the ντ flavor. When considering a non-zero θ34 one has to respect
the low-energy constraints on the NSI-like couplings εeτ , εµτ and εττ which are related to such an angle. In particular,
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FIG. 11: The three panels summarize the results obtained in the 3+1 scheme with the new potential for a non-zero value of
θ34. The left panel represents the behavior of the eigenvalues in the high-energy resonance region. The central panel displays
the mixing angles in matter for constant density equal to the average mantle value. The right panel reports the oscillation
probabilities relevant for the muon neutrino channel for a mantle-crossing trajectory using the PREM profile.

one has to respect the bound on the coupling εµτ = f̄ s24s̃
∗
34, which is the most stringent one being |εµτ | ≲ 3× 10−3.

For our benchmark values f = −20, s224 = 0.001, one has s234 ≲ 3×10−4. Even for such a low values we find observable
effects at the level of the oscillation probabilities. In Fig. 11 we show the plots corresponding to s234 = 3× 10−4. The
left panel represents the four eigenvalues in the resonance region. We note that in our previous eigenvalues plots, only
three eigenvalues where shown since we illustrated the effective 3-flavor Hamiltonian. In such a context the fourth
eigenvalue was zero by construction and was not shown. However, we can observe that in the more general case with
non-zero θ34 the situation is very similar to the case of zero θ34. In fact, one of the eigenvalues (λ2) is constant and
equal to zero. In order to understand this feature, let’s consider the full rotated Hamiltonian for small values of the
mixing-angles

H̄4ν ≈ VCC


1+f̄⊕s

2
14 f̄⊕s̃14s24 f̄⊕s̃14s̃

∗
34 (1−f̄⊕)s̃14

† f̄⊕s
2
24 f̄⊕s24s̃

∗
34 −f̄⊕s24

† † f̄⊕s
2
34 −f̄⊕s̃34

† † † f̄⊕+ k41

VCC

 . (53)

In order to simplify the treatment, it is useful to extend our effective 3-flavor toy Hamiltonian in Eq. (52) to the
4-flavor case, defining

H̄
(eµτs)
4ν = VCC

1 0 0 εes
0 0 0 εµs
0 0 0 ετs
† † † δ(E) .

 (54)

where we consider the real NSI-couplings εes, εµs, ετs setting to zero the CP-phases and neglect all the other couplings.
In the limit in which the three off-diagonal couplings εes, εµs, ετs are equal to zero, the system presents one 1-4 crossing
for δ = 1, and two coinciding crossings at δ = 0 involving the 2-4 and 3-4 states. The structure of the Hamiltonian
implies that in the (νµ, ντ ) sub-space only a linear combination will be coupled to the sterile state. In fact, defining

εas =
√
(ε2µs + ε2τs) and introducing the orthogonal normalized states

|ν+⟩ =
εµs|νµ⟩+ ετs|ντ ⟩

εas
=

s24|νµ⟩+ s34|ντ ⟩√
s224 + s234

, (55)

|ν−⟩ =
−ετs|νµ⟩+ εµs|ντ ⟩

εas
=

−s34|νµ⟩+ s24|ντ ⟩√
s224 + s234

, (56)
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in the new basis (νe, ν+, ν−, νs) the Hamiltonian takes the form24

H̄
(e+−s)
4ν = VCC

1 0 0 εes
0 0 0 εas
0 0 0 0
† † 0 δ(E)

 . (57)

Therefore, the 4-level system is factorized in a non-trivial part involving the three-level system (νe, ν+, νs) regulated
by the Hamiltonian

H̄
(e+s)
3ν = VCC

1 0 εes
0 0 εas
† † δ(E)

 , (58)

and a trivial part involving the “spectator” state ν−, which has constant zero energy.25 This toy model provides a very
good description of the real 4-flavor system because all the couplings involving directly the ντ flavor (for example εµτ )
are very small. It can be shown that the full 4-flavor model, because of the particular structure of the Hamiltonian,
preserves exactly the basic properties of the toy model. In fact, it can be checked that in the full Hamiltonian (53)
the second and third columns (or rows) are linearly dependent and therefore it has rank 3. It happens that the state
ν− defined in Eq. (56) is an exact eigenvector of the Hamiltonian (53) with zero eigenvalue. Therefore, the system
can be factorized with the same rotation used for the toy model. The effective 3-flavor Hamiltonian in Eq. (58)
will induce (possibly resonant) transitions within the (νe, νµ) and (νe, ντ ) sub-systems mediated by the second-order
coupling εesεas of the νe with the ν+ state. It is important to notice that the 4-dimensional Hamiltonian Eq. (57)
will also induce (νµ, ντ ) transitions mediated by the interference of the survival amplitudes of the spectator state ν−
(which has trivial dynamics) and of the state ν+ (which has non-trivial dynamics). Hence, we can conclude that in
the presence of a non-zero θ34, the core dynamics of the 4-flavor system remains that of a 3-level system, allowing at
the same time the ντ flavor to fully participate to the resonant conversion phenomena.
The central panel in Fig. 11 representing the running of the mixing angles in matter shows that in the high-energy

resonant region, the mixing angle θm34 becomes appreciable and has a similar behavior to θm24. In fact, we have checked
that these two angles are identical if their vacuum value is the same, as expected from the µ − τ symmetry of the
Hamiltonian. Also we observe that the mixing angle θm23 assumes values different from π/2 and that it does not have
a resonant like behavior. This angle basically regulates the relative amplitude of the 2-4 and 3-4 resonances. The
right panel represents the transition probabilities involving the muon neutrino channel. We can observe that, albeit
not very pronounced, there is a resonance involving the (νµ, ντ ) sector. Similarly, we find (not shown) that there is
a comparable resonance in the (νe, ντ ) sector. Both such resonances can become more pronounced for values of θ34
larger than our benchmark choice. Hence, we see that in the most general case, all the active flavors are involved in the
resonant conversion mediated by the sterile neutrino potential, as expected on the basis of our analytical treatment.

E. Full numerical results with the PREM density model and parametric enhancement

As a final step in our exploration of the resonant phenomenon, we consider some numerical results using the realistic
PREM model of the Earth density. Figure 12 displays a few representative examples of the oscillation probabilities
focusing on the muon neutrino channel, which is phenomenologically relevant. The left panels refers to the ordinary
3+1 scheme (f = 0) while the right panels represent the 3+1 scheme with the new potential for the benchmark value
f = −20. All the parameters are fixed at the benchmark values adopted in the previous subsection. We stress that the
left (right) panels represent antineutrino (neutrino) oscillations probabilities. The upper panels refer to a radial core-
crossing trajectory with cos θz = −1.0 where θz is the zenith angle, while the lower panels refer to a mantle-crossing
trajectory with cos θz = −0.75. The right plots confirm that in the presence of the new potential there is a strong
resonance in the νµ → νe channel (red color) as expected from the results obtained for the constant density case.
However, while for the mantle-crossing trajectory the probabilities are very similar to the case of constant density
(compare the right-lower panel to the right-upper panel in Fig. 9), for the core-crossing trajectory the probabilities

24 The 4-flavor Hamiltonian is factorized by an orthogonal rotation in the (νµ, ντ ) plane with an angle defined by cosα = εµs/εea and
sinα = ετs/εea.

25 In the language of multi-level systems, in particular in atomic physics and quantum optics, the spectator state is dubbed as a “dark
state” (see [132]).
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FIG. 12: Oscillation probabilities for the ordinary 3+1 scheme (left panels) and the 3+1 scheme with new potential (right
panels). The left panels represent antineutrino oscillations probabilities, while the right panels represent neutrino oscillation
probabilities. The upper panels refer to a radial core-crossing trajectory with cos θz = −1.0, while the lower panels refer to
a mantle-crossing trajectory with cos θz = −0.75. In the left panel we assume ∆m2

41 = 3.5 eV2 and s224 = 0.04, s214 = 0.02.
corresponding the IceCube best fit point in the ordinary 3+1 scheme. In the right panel we take f = −20, ∆m2

41 = 60 eV2,
s214 = 0.02, s224 = 0.001 and δ14 = 0, which is our benchmark point in the scenario with the new potential.

have a radically different behavior, presenting a very large width with fast oscillations. In addition, the muon survival
probability presents two distinct dips. This behavior is the sign that huge parametric effects are at play induced by
the layered structure of the Earth density. While IceCube cannot resolve the detail of the fast oscillations because of
the limited energy resolution of the detector, it may be able to observe the large width of the resonance and possibly
identify the two dips.

The resonant behavior can be further illustrated with the help of the so-called oscillograms, which are 2-dimensional
iso-contour plots of the muon neutrino disappearance probability as a function of neutrino energy E and cosine of
the zenith angle cos(θz). In the left panel of Fig. 13 we show the oscillogram for the ordinary 3+1 case, with
the same parameters used in Fig. 12. The plot refers to antineutrinos, for which one expects the resonance to
occur in the ordinary 3+1 scheme and the oscillation pattern is well understood. The resonance enhancement of
the ν̄µ → ν̄s oscillation manifests as antineutrinos pass through the Earth’s core and/or mantle. For trajectories
crossing the core, that is cos θz ≲ −0.8, the enhancement is described by a parametric resonance [114, 119] at the
energy ≃ (9 TeV) (∆m2

41/3.5 eV2). For the mantle-crossing trajectories (cos θz ≳ −0.8) the enhancement is a MSW
resonance at the energy ≃ (14 TeV) (∆m2

41/3.5 eV2). The right panel displays the oscillogram that we obtain for
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the 3+1 scenario with the novel potential, where the resonance occurs in the neutrino channel. From this plot we see
that, as expected, there is a resonant behavior at the same energies involved in the ordinary 3+1 scheme. We still
observe a well defined separation indicative of the transition between core-crossing and mantle-crossing trajectories.
We find that the depth and the width of the resonance (both for core and mantle-crossing trajectories) depends on
the value of s224 and the width can be noticeably influenced by s214, becoming larger (smaller) for higher (lower) values
of this parameter. The oscillogram confirms the presence of fast oscillations for core-crossing trajectories, which are
imputable to parametric effects.

We could not perform a numerical study of the IceCube resonance beyond the level of probability plots and
oscillograms because reproducing the IceCube analysis is prohibitive from outside the collaboration. Hence, it remains
to be seen if the quality of the fit of the IceCube data to the new resonance is similar to that of the usual one. We
note that the reconstruction of the neutrino energy is subject to a substantial degradation due to the limited energy
resolution of the detector and what appears as a clear resonance at Eν = 10 TeV in the oscillogram, looking by eye
at the IceCube 2D-histograms of events, is translated into a deficit of events around the muon energy of Eµ ∼ 1 TeV
and to an arch-like pattern. So, it is plausible that the distinction between the ordinary resonance and the one
predicted in the model under investigation should be difficult. However, an accurate official simulation performed
by the IceCube collaboration is needed to clarify the issue. We also notice that IceCube could distinguish the new
resonance from the ordinary one looking at the appearance of electron neutrinos, which should manifest as cascade
events. However, according to a recent study [133] (see also the early study [134]) performed in the 3+1 scheme with
a large non-zero θ34, where ντ appearance is strongly enhanced giving rise to ντ events (indistinguishable from the νe
ones), the sensitivity of IceCube to cascades is currently limited, albeit it could improve in the future by considering
an expanded data sample larger (up to ten-years) than the one-year sample presently used in the analysis. Therefore,
cascade events are a signature of the model under consideration provided that there is enough sensitivity to detect
them.

An important remark is in order concerning the compatibility of the benchmark parameters of the model with the
existing data. In Sec. VI we have seen that with the choice of a non-negligible value s214 = 0.02, solar and LBL data
indicates O(10) values for the f parameter regulating the strength of the new potential. In the present section, we have
also seen that in order to maintain fixed the energy of the resonance at the value hinted at by IceCube (E ≃ 10 TeV),
the new mass-squared must be rescaled by the factor |f | with respect to the best fit value obtained in the ordinary 3+1
scheme, leading to the choice ∆m2

41 = 60 eV2. Here, one must notice that for such large values of the mass-squared
splitting there are strong constraints on s214 established by KATRIN [103]. Looking at the exclusion regions in [103]
(see Fig. 3), one can observe that in the window ∆m2

41 ≃ [30, 80] eV2, the constraints are less restrictive compared
with those provided for lower/higher values. This is confirmed by a very recent analysis combining KATRIN with
SBL disappearance data [135]. In particular, for ∆m2

41 = 60 eV2 KATRIN allows values of s214 ≲ 0.025. Therefore,
our benchmark parameters are fully compatible with KATRIN. We observe that values of ∆m2

41 (and consequently
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of f) a factor of two smaller or larger than our benchmark choice would be disfavored by KATRIN since the bound
on s214 becomes stronger. It is interesting to observe that because of the connection between f and ∆m2

41, KATRIN
indirectly constrains the new potential and it provides an independent indication that f should be O(10). New data
with increased statistics expected to come from KATRIN should be able to push the sensitivity around the benchmark
value of our model possibly confirming/disconfirming it.

As a closing observation, we stress that the estimated O(10) value for the parameter f is strictly related to our
assumption to fix an appreciable value of s214 ≃ 0.01 − 0.03. We have checked that basically all manifestations of
the model where matter effects are crucial, such as the explanation of the LBL discrepancy between NOvA and
T2K, the production of an excess of νe-like events in Super-Kamiokande multi-GeV atmospheric neutrinos and the
multi-TeV resonance in IceCube, are intact also for very small values of s214 provided that the parameters f and s224
are appropriately rescaled (considering much larger values for f and much smaller values for s224), in order to keep
fixed the ε⊕ee and ε⊕eµ couplings at their benchmark values identified in Sec. VI [see Eqs. (44)-(45)]. However, one

must notice that a realization of the scenario with a very small value of s214 ≪ 0.01 would be of no relevance for the
explanation of the SBL electron neutrino disappearance findings such as the Gallium and Reactor anomalies.

IX. NEW RESONANCE IN ICECUBE FOR θ12 IN THE DARK OCTANT

Until now we have assumed that the solar mixing angle lies in the lower octant (sin2 θ12 < 0.5). In fact, we have
seen that if the new potential is proportional to the neutron number density, the combination of solar neutrino data
with NOvA and T2K, excludes the higher (or dark) octant (sin2 θ12 > 0.5) solution. However, if the new potential is
proportional to the electron or proton number density, the degeneracy persists in the combination of solar and LBL
experiments. This is a consequence of the so-called generalized mass-ordering degeneracy [81], which implies that the
oscillation physics is invariant under the combined transformation26 εee → −2−εee, θ12 → π/2−θ12, ∆m2

31 → −∆m2
32

(i.e. NO → IO), δ13 → π − δ13. Therefore, in this case the dark degenerate solution cannot be discarded. According
to the degeneracy theorem, the 3-flavor phenomenology will not allow the distinction between the two neutrino mass
orderings. For example, in the dark octant solution, the 6 GeV resonance in Super-Kamionande in the neutrino
channel will occur in IO instead of NO. Also, the current preference for NO of reactor experiments when combined
with LBL experiments, would become a preference for IO. All in all, in the 3-flavor framework, in the presence of large
NSI-like couplings (possibly close to εee ≃ −2), there is no way to determine the NMO if the NSI are proportional to
the electron or proton number density.

It is natural to ask if in the 3+1 scheme with the new matter potential, it is possible to distinguish between the two
degenerate solutions. The answer is positive essentially for a very simple reason. Differently from what happens for
the NMO in the 3-flavor scheme, the sign of ∆m2

41 is fixed to be positive. The case of a negative ∆m2
41 is excluded

because the light neutrino states would have a mass incompatible with cosmology, especially in our scenario where
∆m2

41 can be much bigger than the usual ∼ 1 eV2 scale more often considered in the literature. This renders less
dangerous a possible 4-flavor generalization of the 3-flavor degeneracy theorem. If we consider the IceCube resonance
at 10 TeV, the 3-flavor parameters are irrelevant, so apparently it is blind to the octant of θ12 and to the NMO. On
the other hand, one must observe that the coupling ε⊕ee = f̄⊕s

2
14 is relatively small in the lower-octant solution (since

f ≃ −20), while it becomes close to −2 in the dark-octant solution for which one needs much larger (negative) values of
f . Since the value of f is different and much larger in the dark-octant solution, one may expect a different behavior in
the two degenerate solutions. This means, that the study of the IceCube resonance, breaking the generalized 3-flavor
degeneracy, can allow us to pin down indirectly the correct octant of the solar mixing angle and the NMO. In fact,
we find that the degeneracy is maximally broken since for the dark-octant solution there exists a (νe, νµ) resonance in
the antineutrino channel, which has no counterparts for the ordinary solution. In oder to understand this behavior we
report below the expression of the Hamiltonian regulating the (νe, νµ, νs) oscillations already introduced in Eq. (49),

H
(eµs)
3ν =

VCC+ks214 ks14s24 ks14
† ks224 ks24
† † f̄VCC+k

 . (59)

We first notice that for antineutrinos one has VCC < 0, and for a very large negative values of f̄ , the (4, 4) entry in
the Hamiltonian is positive-definite and can be much larger than the (1, 4) and (2, 4) entries. In this limit the sterile

26 In the presence of off-diagonal NSI-like couplings the symmetry requires εαβ → ε∗αβ , which in our model is obtained by the replacement

of the CP-phases δ14 → 2π − δ14 and δ34 → 2π − δ34.
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state νs can be approximately integrated away, and the effective dynamics of the (νe, νµ) system is approximately
that of a 2-flavor system. Second, we observe that for VCC < 0, the condition [H(2, 2)−H(1, 1)] = 0 can be verified
giving rise to a resonant enhancement regulated by a mixing angle θm12.

27 In the limit of very large f , it is possible to
provide an analytical expression for the 1-2 mixing angle in matter diagonalizing the (1,2) block of the Hamiltonian,
obtaining

sin 2θm12 =
2s14s24√

4s214s
2
24 + (VCC

k + s214 − s224)
2
, (60)

and the conversion probability of muon to electron neutrinos can be expressed as

Pµe = sin2 2θm12 sin
2 2ϕm

12 , (61)

where we have introduced the oscillation phase

ϕm
12 =

kL

2

√
4s214s

2
24 +

(VCC

k
+ s214 − s224

)2
. (62)

These expressions explicitly show that the origin of the mixing angle in matter θm12 and of the oscillation phase ϕm
12 is

purely dynamical and completely unrelated to their value in vacuum. The two-flavor (νe, νµ) conversion is an effective
phenomenon mediated by the far pseudo-sterile state νs.

The resonance condition, given the hierarchical pattern s224 ≪ s214 is well approximated by |VCC | = ks214. This
implies that, for a fixed resonance energy (determined by IceCube), we have ∆m2 ≃ 2Eres|VCC |/s214, which is in-
dependent of f̄ . We have verified that this equality is a good approximation provided that |f̄ | is sufficiently large
(|f̄ | ≳ 103). Considering our dark NSI-like solution, for which ε⊕ee = f̄ s214 ≃ −2 and |f̄ | ≃ 2/s214, we see that for suffi-
ciently small values of s214, the parameter f̄ can be very large. Therefore, one may expect a nearly 2-flavor behavior
in the dark resonance. We observe that such a kind of resonance cannot occur in the neutrino channel because it
requires VCC < 0. Hence, for the dark solar octant solution (s212 ≃ 0.7 and εee = f̄ s214 ≃ −2), we have a (νe, νµ)
resonance in IceCube always in the antineutrino channel.28

We illustrate this (νe, νµ) resonant behavior for one selected choice of parameters. We find that s214 = 0.02 (adopted
until now) and the value of f ≃ −200, which jointly provide ε⊕ee = f̄⊕s

2
14 ≃ −2, are not phenomenologically interesting

because such an electron neutrino mixing at the resulting rescaled value of ∆m2
41 ≃ 600 eV2 (needed to maintain fixed

the resonance energy at ∼ 10 TeV), is excluded by KATRIN, which imposes the upper bound s214 ≲ 0.005 at 95%
C.L. (see Fig. 3 in [103]). This leads us to move towards smaller (larger) values of s214 (|f |), and thus to larger values
of ∆m2

41, where the bounds from KATRIN get relaxed. Our final choice is to adopt the values s214 = 0.005, f = −800
(which still provide ε⊕ee = f̄⊕s

2
14 = −2) and ∆m2

41 = 3000 eV2. These parameters are compatible with KATRIN and
also with Mainz [136] and Troitsk [137, 138], which are sensitive in the region of such very high values of ∆m2

41 (see
Fig. 1 in [139] for their combined fit). Note that the large value of f , leads us to select an extremely small value of
s224 ≃ 2× 10−5, which serves to respect the bounds on the εeµ and εµµ NSI-like couplings imposed by the low-energy
(E ≲ 1 TeV) phenomenology.

In Fig. 14 we illustrate the “dark resonance” of IceCube. The left-upper panel represents the behavior of the
eigenvalues. The largest eigenvalue, which is positive and very large is not represented in the plot, where we report
only the three smaller eigenvalues. Note that the order of the three eigenvalues is different with respect to the case
considered in the previous section, because for consistency with the degeneracy theorem, in the dark solution we have
fixed the NMO to be the IO. However, this is relevant only at low energies while it is completely irrelevant for the
high-energy dynamics which is independent on the 3-flavor parameters. We can observe that one of the eigenvalues
is constant and equal to zero because we have set θ34 = 0 and the ντ is not involved in the flavor conversion. We
can observe that the other two eigenvalues display a clear avoided crossing, which is induced by the off-diagonal
1-2 coupling which at the resonance takes the value kress14s24 = |VCC |s24/s14 ≃ 0.22 |VCC |. At the resonance, as
confirmed by the varying color along the eigenvalues curves, there is maximal admixture of νe and νµ flavors. The
right-upper panel reports the mixing angles in matter. For consistency we have fixed θ12 at the octant symmetric
“dark” best fit value sin2 θ12 = 0.69, albeit this is irrelevant at high energies. We can see that, differently from the

27 We underline that, as we have seen in the previous section, in the full 4-flavor scheme the mixing angle θm12 is replaced by θm13 in
conjunction with θ23 ≃ π/2.

28 For completeness, we mention that there is also an observable dark conventional (νe, νs) resonance occurring in the neutrino channel,
which however is of scarse phenomenological interest.



33

1048 × 103 1.2 × 104 1.6 × 104 2 × 104

E [GeV]
1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

i [
in

 u
ni

t o
f |

V c
c|]

 mode, IO
sin2 14 = 0.005
sin2 24 = 0.00002
sin2 34 = 0.0

m2
41 = 3000 eV2

f = 800
av = 8.57 g/cc

1

2

3

3+1 scheme with new potential

Flavor

e

10 3 10 2 10 1 100 101 102 103 104 105

Energy [GeV]
0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

m
 [

]

 mode, IO
sin2 14 = 0.005
sin2 24 = 0.00002
sin2 34 = 0.0

m2
41 = 3000 eV2

f = 800
av = 8.57 g/cc

3+1 scheme with new potential
m
12
m
13
m
23
m
14
m
24
m
34

100 101 102 103 104 105

Energy [GeV]
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Pr
ob

ab
ili

ty

 mode, IO
sin2 14 = 0.005
sin2 24 = 0.00002
sin2 34 = 0.0

m2
41 = 3000 eV2

f = 800
cos  = -1.0

3+1 scheme with new potential
P e

P
P s

P

0.

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

FIG. 14: Illustration of the IceCube resonance for parameters in the dark θ12 octant solution as indicated in the plots.

resonance encountered in the ordinary (non-dark) scenario, only the mixing angle θm13 becomes maximal, confirming
that the effective dynamics is a 2-flavor one, albeit it is mediated by the far pseudo-sterile state. The left-lower panel
depicting the muon channel probabilities shows that there is a pure (νe, νµ) resonance as expected. All these findings
confirm our analytical description. For completeness, in the right-lower panel we report the oscillogram of the muon
anti-neutrino disappearance probability, from which we can infer that the dark resonance is more pronounced for
core-crossing trajectories.

We must observe that the dark solution would have little impact in the electron disappearance short-baseline
anomalies since the implied θ14 mixing angle is very small. However, we think that the illustration of the resonance
occurring for the dark octant solution is conceptually important independently of its possible phenomenological
relevance, because of three different reasons. First, as already underlined, this resonance offers the possibility to
determine indirectly the octant of θ12 and consequently distinguishing the NMO in the framework in which pseudo-
sterile neutrinos oscillate with a potential proportional to electron or proton number density. In fact, confronting the
oscillation probabilities and the oscillogram with those obtained for the benchmark parameters used for the lower-
octant solution discussed in Sec. VIII (see the right panels in Figs. 12 and 13), we see that the behavior is quite
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different. Second, we realize that the unconventional dark (νe, νµ) resonance occurs in the absence of the conventional
resonances in the (νe, νs) and (νµ, νs) sub-systems. Hence, we learn that the new resonant phenomenon mediated by
the sterile neutrinos in the presence of the new potential can manifest independently of the coexistence of conventional
resonances. Third, it must be noted that the dark resonance cannot be predicted on the basis of the bare level crossing
diagram, which shows no other 1-3 resonance apart from the standard 3-flavor one occurring at energies of few GeV.
Finally, we remark that for a non-zero value of θ34 a companion dark resonance in the (νe, ντ ) channel is present,
as expected based on our discussion in the previous section. However, such a resonance is of less phenomenological
interest given the involved flavors.

X. INTERACTION OF PSEUDO-STERILE NEUTRINOS WITH ASYMMETRIC DARK MATTER

In the treatment provided in the previous sections we have assumed that the sterile neutrino potential is produced
by their interaction with ordinary matter. The question arises if the such an interaction can involve the background
dark matter (DM) instead of the ordinary matter. This is possible only under very particular circumstances. First
of all, one has to assume that the DM is asymmetric (see [140] for a review). In this case, as already investigated in
various works, both active [141–150] and sterile neutrinos [89, 151–153] can entail MSW effects. In this scenario, the
discrepancies recorded in LBL, low-energy and high-energy atmospheric neutrinos, should be interpreted as a hint of
the refraction of the pseudo-sterile neutrinos on the DM particles encountered along the path traversed by neutrinos
from source to detector. The explanation of the anomalies provides the strength of the needed potential, which
should be fine-tuned to be approximately ten times larger than the standard potential in the Earth crust/mantle.
This potential should be generated by an extremely low matter density equal to the density of the DM halo in the
solar neighborhood ρχ(r⊙) ≃ 0.4 GeV/cm3. This low density should be counterbalanced by an enormous strength of
the new interaction GX = fχGF , with fχ ≃ ne/nχ ∼ 1024, pointing towards an ultralight vector mediator.

A potential issue arises concerning solar neutrinos since the DM can be accreted by the Sun and accumulated at its
center. In general one may expect an over-density of DM inside the Sun with respect to its average Halo value felt by
terrestrial neutrinos, which would imply big MSW effects in solar neutrinos, which however are not observed. In fact,
we have seen that solar neutrinos can tolerate only the small effects considered in Sec. V. In order to circumvent this
difficulty one has to avoid that the DM particles are accreted in the Sun, which can be obtained adopting a mass of
the DM well below the evaporation threshold [154] (mevp

χ ≃ 4 GeV) and/or supposing that the DM interaction with
ordinary matter is negligibly small. In these conditions the Sun would be transparent to DM and, apart from small
effects induced by gravitational focusing (see [155, 156]), no over-density with respect to the surrounding Halo would
be present in its interior. Under this assumption, sterile neutrinos traveling from the Sun center to the Earth, would
propagate in a medium of constant density with a potential similar in size (approximately ten times larger) to the
standard potential in the Earth crust/mantle. This potential is too small to impact solar neutrino transitions, as we
have explicitly checked with a numerical simulation. As a result, in this scenario solar neutrinos will behave as in the
ordinary 3+1 scheme just providing the upper bound on θ14.
It is important to note that atmospheric neutrinos are expected to distinguish between a potential related to ordinary

matter from a potential due to dark matter. In fact, only in the first case, in which the density varies abruptly along
the path due to the layered structure of the Earth (in particular due to mantle-core-mantle transition), one has
parametric effects. We have seen that the parametric enhancement has a huge impact on the IceCube resonance for
core-crossing trajectories, providing the resonance with distinctive features (see the right-upper panel of Fig. 12). In
the case of MSW on a dark matter background this structure would be absent. In order to be more quantitative,
we show in Fig. 15 the behavior of the IceCube resonance assuming a new potential having a (negative) constant
value in all points of the Earth equal to twenty times the value of the standard neutral current potential in the
mantle VS = 20V mantle

NC . The left plot shows the probabilities relevant for the muon neutrino channel for a core
crossing trajectory. A comparison with the similar plot obtained for a potential proportional to the (layered) neutron
number density presented in the right-upper panel of Fig. 12, shows a drastic reduction of the parametric effects.
This is confirmed by the oscillogram displayed in the right panel. A comparison with the results obtained in the
ordinary case (see right panel in Fig. 13), shows also a different shape of the oscillograms, in particular the slope in
the [cos(θz), E] plane. Therefore, in principle, a spectroscopic study of the high-energy resonance would allow the
distinction between the two cases. Similarly, a precision study of the parametric resonances in multi-GeV atmospheric
neutrinos could help in distinguishing between the two possibilities.
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FIG. 15: The figure illustrates the IceCube resonance assuming that the new matter potential is proportional to a constant
density of dark matter particles. The left panel represents the oscillation probabilities in the muon neutrino channel for a
core-crossing trajectory. The right panel represents the oscillogram for the muon neutrino survival probability.

XI. DISCUSSION AND FUTURE PERSPECTIVES

A. Possible origin of the new matter potential

Although we remain agnostic on the nature of the interaction leading to the new matter potential, here we comment
about its possible origin. The simplest scenario entails a hidden U(1) gauge group involving a new vector boson Z ′. In
this model, in the case in which the potential is related to ordinary baryonic matter, one expects a possible signal in
coherent scattering experiments. However, these constraints can be evaded by choosing a sufficiently small value of the
mediator mass mZ′ . This is possible because the matter potential represents a process with zero-momentum exchange,
while in the scattering experiments the exchanged momentum is finite. Of course, it remains to be understood how
the pseudo-sterile neutrinos impact astrophysics and cosmology, which is a highly non-trivial question. While the
ordinary sterile neutrinos are severely constrained by cosmology, the situation is less obvious if they interact with
ordinary or dark matter. A common mechanism invoked to render sterile neutrinos compatible with cosmology are
self-interactions [39–50], which seem capable to suppress their mixing. Sterile neutrinos with a new potential have
been recently investigated in [60], where it has been shown that they are compatible with a series of bounds from
laboratory and cosmology provided that the mass of the vector mediator is extremely light (∼ 10 eV). According to
the same work, self interactions of sterile neutrinos suppress active-sterile mixing and their production before neutrino
decoupling and BBN era, provided that sterile neutrinos have contact NSI-like interactions with dark matter particle
with an asymmetric dark matter particle. Considered the highly involved situation of the status of pseudo-sterile
neutrinos in cosmology we think that the last word on these exotic neutrino states should be left to oscillations
experiments.

B. Dirac vs Majorana nature of the pseudo-sterile neutrinos

We briefly comment on the nature (Dirac vs Majorana) of the sterile neutrino within the model under consideration.
It is well known that light sterile neutrinos, if Majorana particles, may be observable in neutrinoless double beta
decay [157–166]. In fact, sterile neutrino mass contributes to the effective Majorana mass mββ with a complex term
proportional to |U2

e4|m4e
iα4 , where α4 is a CP-phase related to Dirac and Majorana phases. The recent study [166]

takes into account the most restrictive bounds coming from KamLAND-Zen, mββ < (28 − 122)meV at the 90%
C.L., where the interval corresponds to the uncertainty in the nuclear matrix element. According to this work, a
Majorana sterile neutrinos with |Ue4|2 ≃ 0.01 − 0.03 and mass-squared ∆m2

41 ≃ 60 eV2, as that considered in the
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present work, is excluded or at least strongly disfavored by data, especially for the case of normal neutrino mass
ordering. We stress that if θ12 lies in the dark octant it is expected to have a substantial impact (in particular for
the NO case) in neutrinoless double beta decay as shown in [167, 168], but this is true only in the 3-flavor framework
with large ordinary NSI. Within the 3+1 framework, where the effective Majorana mass mββ is dominated by the
sterile contribution, the octant of θ12 is expected to have a minor impact on the limits. Therefore, the pseudo-sterile
neutrinos we are considering, if s214 is appreciable, are most probably of the Dirac type. This conclusion can be evaded
if s214 ≪ 0.01, or within 3+2 and 3+3 schemes where the contribution to the effective Majorana mass of the additional
mass eigenstates ν5 and ν6 can in principle lead to cancellations. However, for this scenario to work, one needs fine
tuning or an underlying symmetry forcing the effective Majorana towards values close to zero.

C. Possible manifestations of pseudo-sterile neutrinos in MiniBooNE

In the study of the oscillation phenomenology of the pseudo-sterile neutrinos we have considered basically all kinds
of anomalies, with the exception of the SBL accelerator anomalies such as LSND and MiniBooNE. Regarding this
last one, it must be noted that MicroBooNE has recently excluded the electron neutrino appearance [12] as a possible
explanation of the excess. We observe that our model produces a negligible signal since the transition probability is
proportional to the effective appearance mixing angle sin2 2θµe = 4U2

e4U
2
µ4 ≃ 10−4, and therefore it has no role in the

appearance of electron neutrinos. However, pseudo-sterile neutrinos may manifest in MiniBooNE in different ways.
Here we will mention two (possibly intertwined) options.

i) Neutral current interactions of pseudo-sterile neutrinos with emission of photons. The existence of a new matter
potential giving rise to the coherent forward scattering, a process involving zero exchanged momentum q2 = 0,
strongly suggests that the pseudo-sterile states may also interact in neutral-current scattering processes where a finite
q2 exchange is involved. An obvious candidate to mediate such an interaction is a new vector Z ′ boson related to
a symmetry group U(1). The explanation of MiniBooNE excess may require a non-trivial coupling of the Z ′ with
baryons and photons. In our model, one has a guaranteed flux of pseudo-sterile neutrinos at the detector proportional
to P (νµ → νs) ≃ 2U2

µ4, where we have assumed averaged oscillations. In this condition a minimal dark sector
containing a vector Z ′ and a scalar ϕ can produce a neutral current scattering with emission of photons. A similar
process has been recently proposed in [169], where the active neutrinos have been supposed to be coupled to the new
mediators. We believe that the same model could work even more naturally by replacing the active neutrinos with
the pseudo-sterile ones.

ii) Visible decay of pseudo-sterile neutrinos. We have already underlined that the small values of |Uµ4|2 ≃ 0.001
preferred by the data would eliminate the tension between IceCube and the most stringent negative νµ disappearance
searches of MINOS/MINOS+ [65] and NOvA [66]. Such low values of |Uµ4|2, in principle, present another advantage,
having been invoked to explain the LSND and MiniBooNE excesses in models in which the sterile neutrino is endowed
with visible decay [34–38]. However, to this regard, it must be noted that a recent study [38] has shown that
MicroBooNE results are in tension with the visible decay explanation of MiniBooNE. We note that the visible decay
scenario may coexist with the neutral current scattering with emission of photons since the same vector and/or scalar
particles can mediate both processes.

D. Implications for flavor conversion in a medium with varying density

In our present study of the resonant behavior focused on matter effects in the Earth, along the neutrino trajectory
the density is constant or presents layers of constant density. In this case, the dynamics of the resonance is determined
by the mixing angles in matter and by the oscillating phases. The situation would be different in the case of neutrinos
traversing a matter profile with varying density. In this case, one may interpret the eigenvalues as the energies of
the instantaneous mass eigenstates in matter as a function of the density. Looking from this perspective at the
eigenvalues plots, one expects that for large values of f a strong adiabatic conversion between the flavors νµ and νe
will occur traversing the resonance region. As a consequence, a muon neutrino produced at high density (above the
resonance condition) would be transformed in an electron-neutrino at lower density (below the resonance condition).
Therefore, one expects that the model will have implications for neutrinos propagating in dense environments. As
a matter of fact, the recent work [170] has shown that even in the standard 3-flavor scheme there is an observable
impact of matter effects in high-energy neutrinos produced in dense environments, leading to observable deviations
of the flavor composition detected on the Earth, with respect to the case of pure vacuum oscillations. In the presence
of pseudo-sterile neutrinos the situation is expected to change appreciably. We think that this can be a potential
signature of our model, which can be investigated with future upgraded versions of the Neutrino telescopes such as
IceCube-Gen2 [171].
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E. Signatures of the model

The proposed scenario has several signatures in planned neutrino experiments. In case of appreciable values of
|Ue4|2 ≃ sin2 θ14 ∼ 0.01−0.03, the pseudo-sterile neutrinos should show up with a distinctive kink in the β-decay energy
spectrum measured by KATRIN [103]. Hence, one of the most effective smoking guns of the model is non-oscillatory.
We notice that KATRIN in [103] has presented the analysis of five measurement campaigns. The collaboration has
already collected data in other eleven campaigns [172], which cumulatively contain a statistics four times larger than
the first five ones. Hence, we can expect a noticeable improvement of the sensitivity in the near future.

Considering the most obvious oscillation feature, which is the L/E dependency of oscillations in vacuum, we must
notice that it is difficult to be observed. In fact, the high indicated value of ∆m2

41 ∼ 60 eV2 would give rise to a mere
energy-independent deficit in all existing short-baseline oscillation experiments. The observation of the oscillation
pattern at energies of a few MeV would require a baseline of few centimeters. In principle one could circumvent this
obstacle by considering a movable finely segmented detector with an exceptional spatial resolution. Indeed, some of
the existing experiments are already using this kind of approach. However, from the contour plots of the exclusion
regions [22], it seems that all the current experiments loose sensitivity for ∆m2

41 ≳ 10 eV2. Perhaps an upgraded
version of the existing detectors may be able to improve the sensitivity. Considering larger GeV energies obtained in
accelerators, the new SBL project nuSCOPE [173] has an impressive sensitivity in the range of high ∆m2

41, and would
provide the possibility to probe directly the tiny values of the sterile mixing angles implied by the new scenario by
measuring the electron and muon disappearance as well as the muon appearance channels (see [174]).

Considering signatures involving the presence of matter effects, we highlight what we have called the matter-vacuum
synergy. In fact, this concept applied to T2K (quasi-vacuum) and NOvA (matter-dominated) has been an important
guide for us to build the model and will have an even more important role in the future. In fact, having at our disposal
two new experiments, Hyper-Kamiokande [175], and DUNE [176], which will substantially upgrade the existing ones
would allow us to maximally exploit the matter-vacuum interplay. The first experiment would work as as a solid
(quasi-vacuum) anchor for the second (matter-dominated) one, making it possible to better identify the new matter
effects. In addition, it is worthwhile to mention that DUNE, with a broad band spectrum, would be particularly
sensitive to the spectral energy distortions induced by the NSI-like couplings and together with Hyper-Kamiokande
and ESSνSB [177] will constitute the ideal setup for exploring the NSI-like Hamiltonian shown in Eq. (24) and Eq. (53),
which is another very distinctive signature of the model. We have shown that the model predicts an excess of electron-
like events due to the modification of the standard 3-flavor resonance occurring at few GeV in atmospheric neutrinos.
Dedicated analyses performed by Super-Kamiokande and IceCube DeepCore may provide interesting indications about
this feature. The future detectors Hyper-Kamiokande, DUNE and KM3NeT-ORCA [178] are expected to be extremely
sensitive to the behavior of multi-GeV atmospheric neutrinos, and will be able to perform a precision spectroscopy
of the resonance. However, one should keep in mind that in LBL and low-energy atmospheric neutrinos, the effects
of the 3+1 model with the new matter potential are indistinguishable from those induced by NSI couplings, albeit
such couplings have a well definite pattern in our model. Ultimately, the 4-flavor origin of the observed effects can
be proved only by looking at high-energy multi-TeV atmospheric neutrinos or by exploiting kinematical methods
outlined above (SBL oscillations and β-decay). On the other hand, we underline that purely kinematical experiments
cannot reveal the new matter potential, whose identification makes necessary the explorations performed with LBL,
atmospheric neutrino experiments and with neutrinos of astrophysical origin.

Concerning the resonance at around 10 TeV, we have already underlined the limits of our work, in which we could
not perform a full data analysis. An accurate official analysis would be indispensable to establish the quality of the fit,
which is of the foremost importance to confirm the existence of the new matter potential. Strictly speaking, a good
quality of the fit would not provide per se a distinctive signature of the model but only a sort of degenerate solution
with the ordinary 3+1 scheme. In principle, one should be able to distinguish sufficiently well the new resonance from
the usual one, which is probably a much more difficult task. However, taking the IceCube fit together with other pieces
of evidence would strongly support the model. We note that a precision study of the resonance would be possible with
an experiment of new conception such as the Neutrino Kaleidoscope recently proposed in [179], where a collimated
beam of TeV neutrinos [180] produced in a muon collider [181] would be detected in one of the existing or planned
Neutrino Telescopes such as IceCube, KM3NeT and P-ONE. The realization of such an ambitious experiment would
enable us to explore the amplification phenomenon for mantle and core-crossing trajectories, using our planet with
its layered structure as the ultimate neutrino oscilloscope. Moving to the sky, the scenario is expected to impact the
flavor composition of astrophysical neutrinos produced in dense environments. In particular, a substantial conversion
of muon into electron neutrinos is expected. All in all, we think that our model is highly predictive and can be
efficiently tested by the current and future experiments.
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XII. CONCLUSIONS

We have considered a 3+1 scenario in which sterile neutrinos feel a new matter potential proportional to background
density. We have called such states as pseudo-sterile neutrinos. We have shown that the model behaves as an effective
NSI-like scenario at low energies (E ≲ 1 TeV) and presents a very distinctive Hamiltonian. In such a regime the model
is able to provide an explanation of the discrepancy observed between NOvA and T2K and predicts an excess of νe-like
events in multi-GeV atmospheric neutrinos as hinted at by Super-Kamiokande. At higher energies (E ≃ 10 TeV) the
new scenario reveals its full 4-flavor nature producing a resonance as suggested by IceCube. We have shown that
the structure of the amplification phenomenon is much more complex with respect to the ordinary 3+1 framework.
Specifically, we have demonstrated that a genuine three-level dynamics emerges different from the usual two-level
avoided crossing mechanism.

In order to be phenomenologically relevant, the new scenario requires that the new potential is approximately
twenty times larger than the standard neutral-current potential and has negative sign f = VS/|VNC | ≃ −20. The
preferred value of the mass-squared splitting lies around ∆m2

41 = 60 eV2. Both |f | and ∆m2
41 are roughly uncertain

by a factor of a two and are positively correlated since their ratio is required to be approximately constant in order to
fix the IceCube resonance energy at ∼ 10TeV. The data also indicate that the admixture of the muon neutrinos with
the fourth sterile neutrino mass eigenstate is one order of magnitude smaller than the mixing of the electron neutrinos
(|Ue4|2 ≃ 0.01 − 0.03, |Uµ4|2 ≃ 0.001). The small values of |Uµ4|2 eliminate the tension between IceCube and the
other negative νµ disappearance searches. Also the values of |Uτ4|2 are limited to be at least one order of magnitude
smaller than |Ue4|2. The predictions for ∆m2

41 and |Ue4|2 will be directly tested in the near future by KATRIN, in
which one expects a characteristic kink in the β-decay energy spectrum.

We have shown that in the case in which the new matter potential is proportional to the electron or proton
number density, a degenerate solution exists for the solar mixing angle in the dark octant. This solution seems
phenomenologically less interesting as it involves very small values of θ14, which are not relevant for the short-baseline
anomalies. We have also demonstrated that the study of the resonant behavior at high-energies can distinguish between
the ordinary and the dark solution. Finally, we have discussed the possibility that the new potential is generated by
the interaction of the pseudo-sterile states with a background of asymmetric dark matter particles pointing out the
role of parametric enhancement in the Earth in discriminating such a scenario.

The pseudo-sterile neutrino scenario presents an extremely rich phenomenology, involving baselines from the cen-
timeter scale to the Earth-Sun distance, passing through the hundreds/thousands kilometers traveled by LBL and
atmospheric neutrinos. Also the interested energies span from a fraction of MeV of pp solar neutrinos, to hundreds of
TeV of atmospheric neutrinos. It is plausible to expect further signatures at even larger baselines and higher energies
in neutrinos of astrophysical origin. Also, additional pseudo-sterile species are naturally expected to exist, making the
picture even more complex and intriguing. Given such a rich landscape, if the proposed scenario were to be confirmed,
a strenuous effort would be required to the neutrino community to shape the model and identify the nature of the new
fundamental interaction involving the pseudo-sterile states. We would like to conclude by recalling that the neutrino
index of refraction in matter has led to the resolution of the longstanding solar neutrino problem, and likewise we
hope that it can shed light on the modern puzzle of the terrestrial neutrino oscillation anomalies in an even more
spectacular way.
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funded by the Italian Ministero dell’Università e della Ricerca (MUR) and by the European Union – Next Generation
EU as well as partial support by the research project TAsP funded by the Instituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare
(INFN).

[1] LSND Collaboration, A. Aguilar et al., “Evidence for neutrino oscillations from the observation of ν̄e appearance in a
ν̄µ beam,” Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 112007, arXiv:hep-ex/0104049.

[2] G. Mention, M. Fechner, T. Lasserre, T. A. Mueller, D. Lhuillier, M. Cribier, and A. Letourneau, “The Reactor
Antineutrino Anomaly,” Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 073006, arXiv:1101.2755 [hep-ex].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.112007
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0104049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.073006
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.2755


39

[3] GALLEX Collaboration, P. Anselmann et al., “First results from the Cr-51 neutrino source experiment with the
GALLEX detector,” Phys. Lett. B 342 (1995) 440–450.

[4] GALLEX Collaboration, W. Hampel et al., “Final results of the Cr-51 neutrino source experiments in GALLEX,”
Phys. Lett. B 420 (1998) 114–126.

[5] F. Kaether, W. Hampel, G. Heusser, J. Kiko, and T. Kirsten, “Reanalysis of the GALLEX solar neutrino flux and
source experiments,” Phys. Lett. B 685 (2010) 47–54, arXiv:1001.2731 [hep-ex].

[6] D. N. Abdurashitov et al., “The Russian-American gallium experiment (SAGE) Cr neutrino source measurement,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 77 (1996) 4708–4711.

[7] SAGE Collaboration, J. N. Abdurashitov et al., “Measurement of the solar neutrino capture rate with gallium metal.
III: Results for the 2002–2007 data-taking period,” Phys. Rev. C 80 (2009) 015807, arXiv:0901.2200 [nucl-ex].

[8] V. V. Barinov et al., “Results from the Baksan Experiment on Sterile Transitions (BEST),” Phys. Rev. Lett. 128 no. 23,
(2022) 232501, arXiv:2109.11482 [nucl-ex].

[9] V. V. Barinov et al., “Search for electron-neutrino transitions to sterile states in the BEST experiment,” Phys. Rev. C
105 no. 6, (2022) 065502, arXiv:2201.07364 [nucl-ex].

[10] NEUTRINO-4 Collaboration, A. P. Serebrov et al., “First Observation of the Oscillation Effect in the Neutrino-4
Experiment on the Search for the Sterile Neutrino,” Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 109 no. 4, (2019) 209–218,
arXiv:1809.10561 [hep-ex].

[11] MiniBooNE Collaboration, A. A. Aguilar-Arevalo et al., “Updated MiniBooNE neutrino oscillation results with
increased data and new background studies,” Phys. Rev. D 103 no. 5, (2021) 052002, arXiv:2006.16883 [hep-ex].

[12] MicroBooNE Collaboration, P. Abratenko et al., “Search for an Anomalous Production of Charged-Current νe
Interactions without Visible Pions across Multiple Kinematic Observables in MicroBooNE,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 135 no. 8,
(2025) 081802, arXiv:2412.14407 [hep-ex].

[13] (IceCube Collaboration)∥, IceCube Collaboration, R. Abbasi et al., “Search for an eV-Scale Sterile Neutrino Using
Improved High-Energy νµ Event Reconstruction in IceCube,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 133 no. 20, (2024) 201804,
arXiv:2405.08070 [hep-ex].

[14] IceCube Collaboration, R. Abbasi et al., “Exploration of mass splitting and muon/tau mixing parameters for an
eV-scale sterile neutrino with IceCube,” Phys. Lett. B 858 (2024) 139077, arXiv:2406.00905 [hep-ex].

[15] J. Wolcott, “New Neutrino Oscillations Results from NOνA with 10 years of Data,” Talk presented at Neutrino 2024,
16-22 Jun 2024 (2024) . https://indico.fnal.gov/event/43209/timetable/#20200622.detailed.

[16] C. Giganti, “T2K Experiments Status and Plan,” Talk presented at Neutrino 2024, 16-22 Jun 2024 (2024) . https://
agenda.infn.it/event/37867/contributions/233954/attachments/121809/177671/Neutrino2024_T2K_Claudio.pdf.

[17] P. B. Denton, J. Gehrlein, and R. Pestes, “CP -Violating Neutrino Nonstandard Interactions in
Long-Baseline-Accelerator Data,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 no. 5, (2021) 051801, arXiv:2008.01110 [hep-ph].

[18] S. S. Chatterjee and A. Palazzo, “Nonstandard Neutrino Interactions as a Solution to the NOνA and T2K
Discrepancy,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 no. 5, (2021) 051802, arXiv:2008.04161 [hep-ph].

[19] S. S. Chatterjee and A. Palazzo, “Status of tension between NOvA and T2K after Neutrino 2024 and possible role of
nonstandard neutrino interactions,” Phys. Rev. D 110 no. 11, (2024) 113002, arXiv:2409.10599 [hep-ph].

[20] Super-Kamiokande Collaboration, T. Wester et al., “Atmospheric neutrino oscillation analysis with neutron tagging
and an expanded fiducial volume in Super-Kamiokande I–V,” Phys. Rev. D 109 no. 7, (2024) 072014,
arXiv:2311.05105 [hep-ex].

[21] B. Dasgupta and J. Kopp, “Sterile Neutrinos,” Phys. Rept. 928 (2021) 1–63, arXiv:2106.05913 [hep-ph].
[22] M. A. Acero et al., “White paper on light sterile neutrino searches and related phenomenology,” J. Phys. G 51 no. 12,

(2024) 120501, arXiv:2203.07323 [hep-ex].
[23] S. Gariazzo, C. Giunti, M. Laveder, Y. F. Li, and E. M. Zavanin, “Light sterile neutrinos,” J. Phys. G 43 (2016)

033001, arXiv:1507.08204 [hep-ph].
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[133] B. R. Smithers, B. J. P. Jones, C. A. Argüelles, J. M. Conrad, and A. Diaz, “Cascade appearance signatures of sterile
neutrinos at 1–100 TeV,” Phys. Rev. D 105 no. 5, (2022) 052001, arXiv:2111.08722 [hep-ph].

[134] A. Esmaili, F. Halzen, and O. L. G. Peres, “Exploring ντ − νs mixing with cascade events in DeepCore,” JCAP 07
(2013) 048, arXiv:1303.3294 [hep-ph].

[135] C. Giunti, Y. F. Li, and R. P. Zhang, “Revival of the Reactor Antineutrino Anomaly,” arXiv:2605.10353 [hep-ph].
[136] C. Kraus, A. Singer, K. Valerius, and C. Weinheimer, “Limit on sterile neutrino contribution from the Mainz Neutrino

Mass Experiment,” Eur. Phys. J. C 73 no. 2, (2013) 2323, arXiv:1210.4194 [hep-ex].
[137] A. I. Belesev, A. I. Berlev, E. V. Geraskin, A. A. Golubev, N. A. Likhovid, A. A. Nozik, V. S. Pantuev, V. I. Parfenov,

and A. K. Skasyrskaya, “An upper limit on additional neutrino mass eigenstate in 2 to 100 eV region from ’Troitsk
nu-mass’ data,” JETP Lett. 97 (2013) 67–69, arXiv:1211.7193 [hep-ex].

[138] A. I. Belesev, A. I. Berlev, E. V. Geraskin, A. A. Golubev, N. A. Likhovid, A. A. Nozik, V. S. Pantuev, V. I. Parfenov,
and A. K. Skasyrskaya, “The search for an additional neutrino mass eigenstate in the 2–100 eV region from ‘Troitsk
nu-mass’ data: a detailed analysis,” J. Phys. G 41 (2014) 015001, arXiv:1307.5687 [hep-ex].

[139] C. Giunti, Y. F. Li, and Y. Y. Zhang, “KATRIN bound on 3+1 active-sterile neutrino mixing and the reactor
antineutrino anomaly,” JHEP 05 (2020) 061, arXiv:1912.12956 [hep-ph].

[140] K. M. Zurek, “Asymmetric Dark Matter: Theories, Signatures, and Constraints,” Phys. Rept. 537 (2014) 91–121,
arXiv:1308.0338 [hep-ph].

[141] R. Horvat, “Resonant conversions of extremely high-energy neutrinos in dark matter halos,” Phys. Rev. D 59 (1999)
123003, arXiv:hep-ph/9812228.
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