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Fun with Low-Energy 
Atmospheric Neutrinos
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Outline

2

Connections between atmospheric neutrinos and the solar cycle

Why (low-energy) atmospheric neutrinos?

CP-complementarity with atmospherics



Why (low-energy) atmospheric 
neutrinos?
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New Regime of Detection

4
From A. Suliga’s talk this morning

https://indico.sanfordlab.org/event/53/contributions/829/


LEATM  as a Backgroundν
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Møller et al, [1804.03157] O’Hare, [2109.03116]

https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.03157
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.03116


LEATM  as a Backgroundν
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Møller et al, [1804.03157] O’Hare, [2109.03116]

https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.03157
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.03116


CP Violation with Atmospherics
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[1904.02751] — with P.A.N. Machado, I. Martinez-Soler, S. Parke, Y.F. Perez-Gonzalez 

https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.02751


CP Violation in Atmospheric Neutrinos
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CP-violating term in (vacuum) oscillation probability:

Challenge: making these all  simultaneously!𝒪(1)

Δ3j

Δ21
≈ 30



CP Violation in Atmospheric Neutrinos
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 is 10x larger in sub-GeV 
atmospherics than in the GeV-scale 

beam!

Pμe − Peμ



So, why haven’t we done this already?
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µ�⌫µ
Nucleus

Especially at low energies, the correlation between the incoming 
neutrino direction and the outgoing (visible) particles’ direction is 

muddled.


Best atmospheric measurements to date come from Super-
Kamiokande, but water has a Cherenkov threshold for protons of 

 KE, so lower-energy protons go undetected.∼ 1.4 GeV
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Especially at low energies, the correlation between the incoming 
neutrino direction and the outgoing (visible) particles’ direction is 

muddled.


Best atmospheric measurements to date come from Super-
Kamiokande, but water has a Cherenkov threshold for protons of 

 KE, so lower-energy protons go undetected.∼ 1.4 GeV

ArgoNeuT [1810.06502]

Solution — Liquid Argon TPCs. Capable of 
particle detection and ID to significantly lower 

energies.  
 

ArgoNeuT identified proton candidates down 
to 21 MeV of kinetic energy.

https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.06502


Direction/Energy Reconstruction in LArTPCs
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KJK et al [2110.00003]

https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.00003


Reconstruction (1D)
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Event Rates in 400 kt-yr
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KJK et al [1904.02751] (PRL Supplemental Material)

https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.02751
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.081801#supplemental


Event Rates in 400 kt-yr
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KJK et al [1904.02751] (PRL Supplemental Material)

https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.02751
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.081801#supplemental


Measuring CP Violation
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Details:
Simulate neutrino-argon interactions with event generators

Use realistic atmospheric fluxes (Honda et al 1502.03916)

Account for uncertainties of atmospheric neutrino fluxes 
40% normalization, 5% e/μ ratio, 2% nu/nubar ratio, ± 0.2 spectral distortion coefficient

Realistic LArTPC capabilities 
Δp = 5%, 5%, 10%, Δθ = 5º, 5º, 10º, for e, μ, p, Kp = 30 MeV

Classify events by final state topology (number of protons)

3

Up-going atmospheric neutrinos that traverse the
Earth may go through an MSW resonance [16, 17] in
the solar sector, maximizing oscillations between ⌫e and
⌫µ,⌧ , when

�m2
21 cos ✓12 = 2

p
2EGF ne, (2)

where GF is the Fermi constant, and ne is the electron
number density. In the solar sector, the MSW resonance
happens only for neutrinos, not for antineutrinos, as ob-
served in oscillation of neutrinos produced in the Sun. We
will focus on the ⌫e ! ⌫e oscillation dependence on the
zenith angle, shown as black curves in the di↵erent pan-
els of Fig. 1. In the crust (upper panel, �0.44 < cos ✓z),
mantle (middle panel, �0.84 < cos ✓z < �0.44) and core
(bottom panel, cos ✓z < �0.84), the MSW resonant en-
ergies are found to be around 180, 130, and 50 MeV,
respectively. Although this energy in Earth’s core is be-
low 100 MeV, another type of resonance occurs about
E ⇠ 170 MeV, a parametric resonance [18, 19, 24]. A
parametric resonance happens when changes to the mat-
ter density profile occur on the same scale as the neutrino
oscillation length. The phenomenon is analogous to a
resonant spring oscillator. Note that, due to the near-
maximal value of ✓23, ⌫e oscillates approximately equally
into ⌫µ and ⌫⌧ .

The CP -violating and matter e↵ects displayed in Fig. 1
show that the �CP e↵ect is broad in neutrino energy, but
there are large variations of oscillation curves for di↵er-
ent zenith angles. Therefore, the precise reconstruction
of the neutrino energy will not be as important as the
determination of the incoming neutrino direction for the
measurement of �CP . LArTPCs have excellent energy
resolution and tracking reconstruction, and hence the in-
coming neutrino direction may be determined by consid-
ering the full event topology in charged current quasi-
elastic events, ⌫`n ! `�p+. In the next Section, we will
discuss the details of our simulation of sub-GeV atmo-
spheric neutrinos and how we take the nuclear physics
e↵ects into account.

III. SIMULATION DETAILS

To simulate the atmospheric neutrino flux at sub-GeV
energies, we use Ref. [36]. The atmospheric neutrinos
flux for a given flavor is parameterized by

�↵(E) = �↵,0 f↵(E)

✓
E

E0

◆�

, (3)

where f↵(E) gives the shape of the neutrino energy spec-
trum for each flavor; �↵,0 is the normalization of flavor
↵ = ⌫e, ⌫µ, ⌫̄e; ⌫̄µ, E0 is an arbitrary reference energy; and
� accounts for spectral distortions. To account for un-
knowns on the meson production in the atmosphere, we
consider systematic uncertainties on the following quanti-
ties (see Supplemental Material for details): overall nor-
malization (40%); the ratio re between ⌫e and ⌫µ fluxes

n

p

µ�⌫µ

n

p

µ�⌫µ
Nucleus

FIG. 2. Pictorial representations of a neutrino scattering on
a free nucleon (left) and the e↵ect of intra-nuclear cascades
(right).

(5%); the ratio r⌫ between neutrinos and antineutrinos
fluxes (2%); and the spectral distortion parameter � with
0.2 absolute uncertainty.

Neutrino events in DUNE will be classified by topol-
ogy. We consider events with a charged lepton (electrons
or muons) and up to 2 outgoing protons and no pions,
namely CC-Np0⇡ (N = 0, 1, 2). The interaction of neu-
trinos scattering on argon was modeled with the NuWro
event generator [37]. This is an important step as recoiled
nucleons may re-interact still inside the nucleus, a process
typically referred to as final state interactions or intra-
nuclear cascades. A pictorial representation of neutrino
scattering on free nucleons and the e↵ect of intra-nuclear
cascades is shown in Fig. 2. To account for detector re-
sponse, a cut on the minimum proton kinetic energy of
30 MeV was implemented [22]. Momentum resolutions of
5%, 5% and 10% for electrons, muons and protons were
assumed [38] as well as conservative angular resolutions
of 5�, 5� and 10�, respectively [39].

We define two observables: the deposited energy Edep

(the sum of the energy of all detected particles) and de-
posited energy direction ✓z. For example, in a CC-2p0⇡

event we would have Edep = E` + K(1)
p + K(2)

p , where
Kp indicates the proton kinetic energy. The direction
is simply the direction of the sum all outgoing charged
particles 3-momenta. Besides the imperfect detector re-
sponse, intra-nuclear cascades e↵ects and outgoing neu-
trons (which we consider to always go undetected) can af-
fect distribution of Edep and ✓z. We find that the largest
contribution to the spread in deposited energy and direc-
tion arrives from intra-nuclear cascades [37]. A similar
technique was proposed in Refs. [40, 41] to improve the
DUNE sensitivity for dark matter annihilation in the Sun
using pointing.

To evaluate the experimental sensitivity to �CP , we
have calculated the oscillation probabilities for �1 

cos ✓z  1 and 100 MeV  E⌫  1 GeV, assuming the
PREM Earth Density Model [35] and fixing all oscilla-
tion parameters but �CP to (sin2 ✓12, sin

2 ✓13, sin
2 ✓23) =

(0.31, 0.0224, 0.58), �m2
21 = 7.39 ⇥ 10�5 eV2, and

�m2
31 = +2.53 ⇥ 10�3 eV2, see Ref. [42]. Throughout

this manuscript we assume an exposure of 400 kton-year.
For these values of the oscillation parameters, we expect
O(4000) ⌫e events, O(5000) ⌫µ events, and O(1000) ⌫e

and ⌫µ events each. The majority of ⌫ (⌫) events are of

KJK et al [1904.02751]

Goal: determine the measurement capability of 
10 years’ (400 kt-yr) data collection with DUNE, 

contrasted with beam measurements

https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.02751
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Connections to the Solar Cycle
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[2304.04689] — with P.A.N. Machado, Nityasa Mishra, L. Strigari, and Yi Zhuang

https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.04689
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Magnetic fields & 
Cosmic Rays

Downward-going neutrino flux at 
a location is tied to the rigidity of 
the magnetic field there —lower 
rigidity means that lower-energy 

protons can contribute to the 
neutrino flux at that location

Lower-energy CRs — more 
variance over the course of the 

solar cycle (11 years)



Up- vs. Down-going Fluxes
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HK
JUNO

Downward-going flux at each detector 
location won’t oscillate (much) and can 

vary a lot depending on latitude
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Up- vs. Down-going Fluxes
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DUNE

HK
JUNO

Upward-going flux comes from a 
huge range of latitudes/longitudes, 

and is subject to oscillations

Downward-going flux at each detector 
location won’t oscillate (much) and can 

vary a lot depending on latitude

Is this effect measurable? Is it robust if we 
consider different oscillation parameters, etc.?

Uncertainty on oscillation parameters (today’s knowledge): NuFit

http://www.nu-fit.org/?q=node/256


Fluxes at Detector Locations
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Upward fluxes look very similar because they sample all over the globe (plus oscillations)
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Event-rate Modulation
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Thick line: median expectation as 
solar cycle varies. 

 
Shaded regions: variance of 
oscillation parameters given 

current knowledge
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Combined measurement in three detectors — strong evidence for connection 
between atmospheric neutrinos and solar cycle variance



Takeaways
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Rich (SM) physics 
with low-energy 
atmospherics — 

exciting times ahead!
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Rich (SM) physics 
with low-energy 
atmospherics — 

exciting times ahead!

Thank you!



Backup
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Thresholds, etc., for Particle Reconstruction
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Sub-GeV Systematics

KJK et al [1904.02751] (PRL Supplemental Material)

https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.02751
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.081801#supplemental


Earth Tomography & Parametric Resonances
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KJK et al [2110.00003]

https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.00003


Effect of Matter Density Profile Shape
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KJK et al [2110.00003]

https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.00003


Neutrino Tomography with Atmospherics
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KJK et al [2110.00003]

Compare with IceCube (utilizing HE absorption) — Donini et al [1803.05901]

https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.00003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.05901


Measuring the Earth’s Mass

30

KJK et al [2110.00003]

https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.00003

