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We report correlations in underground seismic measurements with horizontal separations of several
hundreds of meters to a few kilometers in the frequency range 0.01 Hz to 40 Hz. These seismic
correlations could threaten science goals of planned interferometric gravitational-wave detectors
such as the Einstein Telescope as well as atom interferometers such as MIGA and ELGAR. We use
seismic measurements from four different sites, i.e. the former Homestake mine (USA) as well as two
candidate sites for the Einstein Telescope, Sos Enattos (IT) and Euregio Maas-Rhein (NL-BE-DE)
and the site housing the MIGA detector, LSBB (FR). At all sites, we observe significant coherence
for at least 50% of the time in the majority of the frequency region of interest. Based on the observed
correlations in the seismic fields, we predict levels of correlated Newtonian noise from body waves.
We project the effect of correlated Newtonian noise from body waves on the capabilities of the
triangular design of the Einstein Telescope’s to observe an isotropic gravitational-wave background
(GWB) and find that, even in case of the most quiet site, its sensitivity will be affected up to
∼20 Hz. The resolvable amplitude of a GWB signal with a negatively sloped power-law behaviour
would be reduced by several orders of magnitude. However, the resolvability of a power-law signal
with a slope of e.g. α = 0 (α = 2/3) would be more moderately affected by a factor ∼ 6-9 (∼3-4) in
case of a low noise environment. Furthermore, we bolster confidence in our results by showing that
transient noise features have a limited impact on the presented results.

I. INTRODUCTION

Searches for unmodeled and/or long duration
gravitational-wave (GW) signals, such as the isotropic
GW background (GWB) [1], are more susceptible to be
biased by correlated noise. One such example are cor-
relations in magnetic field fluctuations over Earth-scale
distances, such as the Schumann resonances [2, 3]. Their
potential effect on GWB searches with Earth-based GW

interferometers – LIGO [4], Virgo [5] and KAGRA [6]
– has been extensively investigated [7–14]. Moreover,
the effect of correlated lightning glitches on searches for
GW bursts, such as core collapse supernova, was studied
[14, 15]. Furthermore, the effect of Schumann resonances
on the Einstein Telescope (ET) was investigated [16] and
shown to be a limiting noise source for the search for a
GWB below ∼ 30Hz, in case ET has a similar magnetic
coupling as LIGO/Virgo.
ET is the European proposal for a third-generation,
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Earth-based interferometric GW detector [17]. Its base-
line proposal exists out of three nested detectors. Each
detector is composed of two interferometers, one opti-
mized for low frequency observations and the other de-
voted to high frequency observations. This configura-
tion is often referred to as ”xylophone”. The detectors
are arranged in an equilateral triangle with opening an-
gle of π/3 and arm lengths of 10 km. In this paper,
we ignore the details of the xylophone configuration [18]
and we treat ET as consisting of three interferometers.
This assumption has no effect on our studies. In a pro-
posed alternative design, ET is composed of two separate
L-shaped interferometers in xylophone configuration, lo-
cated in two far sites. Given the large separation of these
two separated detector sites, it is deemed that the effect
of correlations in seismic noise is negligible in the fre-
quency band of interest for the ET. Therefore the noise
projections in this paper are only relevant in case the tri-
angular design is chosen. However, the investigation of
correlated noise over a distance of 10km is relevant for
both designs as it provides information on potential cor-
related noise coupling between input and end masses of
a singular interferometer.

Official candidate sites for the ET are the area in the
vicinity of the Sos Enattos mine in Sardinia[19–24], Italy,
and the Euregio Maas-Rhein (EMR) at the intersection
of the Belgian, Dutch, and German borders [25–27]. The
region of Saxony in Germany has been recently proposed
as another possible candidate. The different sites are in-
dicated in the bottom panel of Fig. 1. Moreover, we
highlight the USA’s proposal for a third generation in-
terferometric GW detector: Cosmic Explorer (CE)[28].
However, we do not consider CE in our study as it is
planned to have two widely separated detectors.

Due to the nested design of three almost co-located
interferometers in a triangular configuration, there are
several potential coupling locations for correlated noise to
enter on distance scales of 300m to 600m into the differ-
ent ET interferometers, as illustrated in Fig. 2 [32]. Even
though ambient seismic fields rapidly lose coherence over
large distances for frequencies higher than 1 Hz [33, 34],
in [32] the authors have shown that on distance scales
of several hundreds of meters, significant correlations in
seismic noise are present at least 50% of the time up to
40Hz. Please note that the results in [32] are based on
surface measurements at EMR and underground mea-
surements at Homestake. The correlations in seismic
noise result in correlations in Newtonian noise (NN) [35–
37], which is a force exerted on GW test-masses caused
by density fluctuations in the surrounding medium. Cor-
relations in NN from body waves could seriously affect
the search for a GWB with the ET by orders of magni-
tude [32]. These results were also considered in a recent
study comparing the scientific benefits of a triangular de-
tector configuration versus a configuration with two non
co-located, L-shaped detectors [38].

In previous works, potential coupling locations on dis-
tance scales of ∼ 10.5 km were neglected. However, as

FIG. 1: Top: map of the USA highlighting the location
of the former Homestake mine [29]. Bottom: map of
Europe with the locations of LSBB (green) and of the
two ET candidate sites, namely Sos Enattos (brown)
and Euregio Maas-Rhein (EMR) (blue). We also

highlight the third ET candidate site in Saxony (yellow)
that was not considered for the analyses of this paper.
The maps are taken from [30] and [31] and modified

according to the creative commons license 3.0.

can be seen on Fig. 2 (not indicated), there are multi-
ple possible coupling locations between the input and end
test masses of the different detectors. For these distances,
the seismic noise is expected to have lost coherence in the
frequency band of relevance for the ET.
In this work, we aim to investigate seismic correla-

tions on distance scales from several hundreds of meters
up to tens of kilometers with the goal to provide fur-
ther insights in potential coupling to the different ET
detectors. However, these correlation studies are also of
particular interest for GW searches using atom interfer-
ometry. Earth-based atom interferometers aim to be sen-
sitive to GWs in the frequency range 0.1Hz-10Hz with
their peak sensitivity typically around 1Hz-2Hz [39, 40].
At those frequencies, the seismic waves have longer corre-



3

FIG. 2: Scheme of the proposed ET triangular
configuration (the low- and the high-frequency detectors
are not showed). Considering the ET1-ET2-baseline, we
can identify 5 possible coupling locations where seismic
and Newtonian noise can correlate on distances between
300m and 600m: A to E [32]. Additionally there are

multiple possible coupling locations for correlated noise
on distances of about 10.5km (not indicated).

lation lengths up to several kilometers. In Fig. 3, we illus-
trate the set-up of a proposal for a future atom interfer-
ometer, ELGAR1 [40]. This L-shaped detector consists
in a 2D array of atom gradiometers. Each arm is com-
posed of N= 80 single gradiometers of baseline L=16,3
km placed every 200 m. The GW signal is obtained by
the difference of the averaged gradiometric signal in each
arm. This signal extraction method implies that all NN
correlations over distances from 200 m up to tens of kilo-
meters are relevant for the detector sensitivity [41].

In this work, we aim to further understand the effect
of correlations in seismic and NN and how they could im-
pact searches for GWs. First of all, we use underground
seismic data from four different sites and a total of nine
different sensor pairs with horizontal separations between
∼230m and ∼10 km. This reduces the effect of any site
dependence that might be present in the earlier results of
[32], where underground seismic measurements of a sin-
gle site were used. Furthermore, we probe correlations on
longer distances as in [32], where the largest separation
between seismic sensors was 810m. Finally, we do not
only focus on the frequency band of interest for the ET

1 European Laboratory for Gravitation and Atom-interferometric
Research

FIG. 3: Scheme of the ELGAR configuration, where the
dots represent the atom interferometers. Each color

corresponds to a single 16,3 km gradiometer of the 2D
array. We give examples of different correlation lengths
that must be taken into account to calculate the impact
of NN [41]. In this illustration, we have assumed the
distance between the beamsplitter and the first atom

interferometer to be 200 m.

(1Hz-40Hz)2, but also on lower frequencies of interest for
atom interferometry (0.01Hz-1Hz). In this work we do
not make a projection of the correlated seismic and NN
on present or future atom interferometers. However, we
do discuss seismic correlations over the entire frequency
range 0.01Hz-40Hz, which can be used to serve for the
calculation of noise projections for atom interferometers,
similar to those in earlier work [14, 42].
For GW interferometric detectors we will not dis-

cuss the effect of seismic and NN on their instanta-
neous sensitivity, nor methods to perform NN subtraction
as these have been extensively studied in the literature
[21, 23, 26, 27, 33, 43–51]. However, we focus on the im-
pact of correlated NN on the search for a GWB, which is
(one of) the most sensitive search(es) to correlated noise.
In Sec. II, we highlight the different analyses that are

performed. In Sec. III-VI, we present the seismic results

2 In the ET community this frequency band is often referred to as
the low-frequency (LF) band.
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for each site. Afterwards in Sec. VII, we discuss the re-
sults of the different sites, by using reference measure-
ment per site. In Sec. VIII, we use the observed seismic
correlations to make a projection for the levels of corre-
lated NN. In Sec. IX, we investigate the effect of transient
seismic noise and its impact on the results presented in
Sec. III-VIII. Finally, in Sec. X, we conclude our results
and highlight possibilities for future work.

II. SCOPE OF PERFORMED ANALYSIS

In this study we analyze underground seismic data
from four different geographical locations. We only fo-
cus on horizontal seismic waves and the subsequent NN
from body waves. We focus on these measurements as an
earlier study [32] has shown that the effect of correlated
NN from Rayleigh waves on the ET and its search for a
GWB is modest compared to the effect from NN from
body waves. The key factor is that ET will be built un-
derground, drastically reducing the effect from surfaces
waves above 1Hz. In this earlier study [32], they analysed
both vertical and horizontal seismic noise from under-
ground data at the Homestake mine in the USA. More-
over, they used four different sensor pairs with distances
between 255m and 810m. Because we use slightly differ-
ent parameters when analysing our data, we re-analyse
the data from Homestake to get a one-to-one comparison
with this earlier results and have a better comparison
with the new results presented in this paper.

As shown on the maps in Fig. 1, the geographical lo-
cations from which data are used are: the former Home-
stake mine in the USA[29], the MIGA3 [39] site at the
‘Laboratoire Souterrain à Bas Bruit’ (LSBB) in France
and the two candidate sites for the ET, the former Sos
Enattos mine in Italy and the EMR region in the border
region of the Netherlands, Belgium and Germany. No
data from the third possible candidate site located in the
region of Saxony in Germany are used, as at the time
of this paper no long term (> 1 month) underground
measurements were performed with a horizontal separa-
tion of at least several hundreds of meters between two
seismometers. It will be interesting to perform a similar
analysis when such data becomes available.

The different sensor pairs and the distance between
the sensors, as well as their depth with respect to the
surface, are listed in Tab. I. For all pairs we only analyse
the correlations in seismic noise between the NS seismic
measurement of the two sensors. Only for the GAS-RAM
pair at LSBB we analyse the three other dirictionality
pairs: EW-EW, NS-EW and EW-NS, to compare these
results from LSBB, with a similar analysis for Homestake
[32]. Furthermore, in Tab. I we list the range over which
the sensors are sensitive. In the discussion of the results

3 Matter-wave laser Interferometric Gravitation Antenna

and figures we only show those frequency regions and
exclude the frequency bands where the measurements are
dominated by e.g. sensor self-noise.
For Homestake and LSBB, we analyse a full year of

data and compare the results from different months to
establish seasonal variations in the level of seismic noise.
For Homestake we use data from 20164 and for LSBB
from 20185. The data periods always start and end at
00:00:00 UTC, e.g. for LSBB 1 Jan 00:00:00 UTC 2018
- 1 Jan 00:00:00 UTC 2019. At the time of analysis, the
other sites did not always have a continuous data taking
period of one year, so only a sub-set of a few months is
analyzed. Throughout the paper, we use the months of
Jan. and Aug. to present the results and make compar-
isons between the different sites, where we consider these
results to be representative for winter and summer, re-
spectively. For Sos Enattos, we analyzed data from Aug
2021, as well as the month of January from the years 2022
and 2023 for two of the pairs P2-P3 and SOE2-SOE3, re-
spectively. For EMR, we use data recorded during the
month of January 2023 as at the time of the analysis no
long term high quality data was available for the month
of August. The sensors are still actively acquiring more
data and future studies could look to include more re-
sults.
The data is analyzed with two different sets of param-

eters optimized for the frequency regions of interest for
atom interferometers (0.01Hz - 1Hz) and ET (> 1Hz).
We use a frequency resolution of 0.005Hz and average
data in chunks of 6h for the low frequency studies. This
enables us to resolve coherence up to ∼ 9.3×10−3, while
still having O(100) chunks per month to get a good sense
of the variability of the data during every month. To be
able to resolve smaller coherence up to ∼ 3.8 × 10−4,
for the high frequency region we use a frequency resolu-
tion of 0.1Hz and average data over chunks of 4h, ensur-
ing O(200) chunks per month. In the interest of being
concise, the figures in this work show the results using
these two different parameter sets in one unified plot.
More specifically, between 0.01Hz and 1Hz the results
with 5mHz resolution are shown, whereas for frequencies
above 1Hz the results of the analyses with a frequency
resolution of 0.1Hz are presented. This is clearly indi-
cated in the relevant figures. Finally the parameters used
for the different analysis are also summarized in Tab. II.
Finally, for the study of transient effects on our results,

which is presented in Sec. IX, we analyzed the data with
a frequency resolution of 0.1Hz and averaged over 1 min
chunks. This duration was inspired based on an earlier
study of seismic glitchiness at Sos Enattos [22], where
they highlight 1 min is a realistic estimate for a possible
signal from a coalescing Intermediate Mass Black Hole

4 We use the entire year of data, excluding Dec 2016, since no high
quality data was available for this month.

5 The sensors were not operational during the month of May there-
fore this month can not be include in the analysis.
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Location Name 1 Name 2 Model 1 Model 2 Horizontal distance Vertical distance Depth 1 Depth 2 Frequency range

Homestake (US) D2000 E2000 STS-2 STS-2 ∼ 405 m ∼ 0 m 610 m 610m 0.01Hz-40Hz

LSBB (FR) GAS RAM STS-2 STS-2 ∼ 600 m ∼ 14 m 260 m 500 m 0.01Hz-40Hz

MGS RAM STS-2 STS-2 ∼ 750 m ∼ 4 m 240 m 500 m 0.01Hz-40Hz

MGS GAS STS-2 STS-2 ∼ 850 m ∼ 11 m 240 m 260 m 0.01Hz-40Hz

Sos Enattos (IT) SOE1 SOE2 T120H T360 ∼ 230 m ∼ 27 m 84 m 111 m 0.01Hz-10Hz

SOE1 SOE3 T120H T240 ∼ 380 m ∼ 76 m 84 m 160 m 0.01Hz-10Hz

SOE2 SOE3 T360 T240 ∼ 370 m ∼ 49 m 111 m 160 m 0.01Hz-10Hz

P2 P3 T120Q T120Q ∼ 10000 m ∼ 50 m 264 m 252 m 0.01Hz-10Hz

EMR (NL) TERZ CTSN STS-5A LE3DBH ∼ 2417 m ∼ 9.4 m 250 m 250 m 0.2Hz-18Hz

TABLE I: Table summarizing the sensor pairs that are used in the correlation analysis in this paper. Please note
that the depth is with respect to the surface and not with respect to the sea level. As an example: GAS, RAM and
MGS at LSBB are all located at approximately the same sea level height, but have significantly different depths.

Freq. res. (FFT length) Chunk length Resolvable coherence

0.01Hz-1Hz 5mHz (200s) 6h ∼ 9.3 × 10−3

1Hz - 40Hz 0.1Hz (10s) 4h ∼ 3.8 × 10−4

Glitch study 0.1Hz (10s) 1min N.A.

TABLE II: Summary of the used analysis parameters. Individual fft segments are averaged together to a chunk of
data, which forms the starting point of the results described in this work.

(IMBH).

III. HOMESTAKE

In [32], the Homestake data of the sensor pair D2000-
E2000 was analysed, as well as several other sensor pairs
with different horizontal separations. However, in these
earlier results, a frequency resolution of 0.01Hz was used
and data was averaged over 24h segments with a resolv-
able coherence of about ∼ 10−3. They used data from
Mar 2015 to Dec 2016. In this section we study the sea-
sonal effect, for which we use different analysis param-
eters, as described in previous section. The parameters
are optimized to ensure that we can uncover a sufficiently
low coherence, while at the same time have enough data
chuncks to show the variation within each month in a
percentile plot.

Focusing on frequencies below 1Hz, we see in the left
panel of Fig. 4 that during the month of August 2016 the
seismic noise is almost fully coherent around the micro-
seismic peak, which is coming from sea activity [52]. To
determine whether the observed coherence is significant
or not, we compare it to the coherence expected from
Gaussian data which goes approximately as 1/N, where
N is the number of time segments over which was aver-
aged. At the lowest frequencies the coherence decreases
with decreasing frequency. However at 0.01Hz (0.02Hz),
at least 50% (90%) of the time there is significant co-
herence to the level of ∼ 9.3 × 10−3. Here we want to
point out that the decrease in coherence below 0.04Hz
has most likely a non-physical origin and arises through

data processing leakage. Above 1Hz, we observe signif-
icant coherence 90% of the time up to ∼ 40Hz. This
result shows that the month of August has higher co-
herence compared to the results presented for the period
Mar 2015 - Dec 2016 in earlier work [32]. The authors
of [32] stated that the lower coherence observed, for the
10% percentile below 1Hz, in their data was likely due to
higher levels of anthropogenic noise leading to degraded
coherence. Since this is not observed in any of the months
analysed in this paper, these events seem to be limited
to the 2015 data.

The right panel of Fig. 14 shows the accompanying
cross-spectral density (CSD) of the seismic noise. These
correlations in the seismic noise are in agreement with
the earlier results [32] if we take into account we do not
expect a perfect match as here we only present a small
subset of the same data.

Fig. 5 compares median observed coherence (left panel)
and CSD (right panel) for the different months of the
year. Notice that, as mentioned earlier, the month of
Dec is missing due to the absence of good quality data
during this period. The only significant difference in co-
herence across different months is observed below 0.04Hz,
which is linked to non-physical effects. However around
the first and secondary microseism peaks between 0.04Hz
and 0.3Hz the observed seismic noise during winter is
larger, almost up to an order of magnitude at the sec-
ondary microseism peak [23, 42, 53]. At higher frequen-
cies, no clear seasonal pattern is observed.
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FIG. 4: The coherence (left panel) and CSD (right panel) between the underground seismometers (NS components)
D2000 and E2000 (Homestake, USA) during the month of August. The 10th, 50th and 90th percentiles are shown in

respectively light pink, dark pink and light orange, where dashed (full) lines are used for the analyses with the
different parameters < 1Hz (≥ 1Hz). The red dashed line (left panel) represents the level of coherence expected
from Gaussian data. The black curves (right panel) represent the low and high noise models by Peterson [52].

FIG. 5: The median coherence (left panel) and CSD (right panel) of the underground seismometers at Homestake
(∆x ≈405m and depth = 610m) as a function of the month of the year 2016. The black dot-dashed line (left panel)
represents the level of coherence expected from Gaussian data. In the right panel, the Peterson low and high noise

models are shown in black..

IV. LSBB

In this section, we use the shortest distance pair (GAS-
RAM, ∆x ≈ 600m) as the reference pair for the LSBB
site. For this pair of sensors, we present the coherence
and seismic noise percentiles for the NS-NS direction, in-
vestigate the seasonal fluctuations as well as the effect
of using aligned and perpendicular measurement direc-
tions. At the end, we compare the median coherence and
median seismic noise for the three pairs at this site.

The left panel of Fig. 6 shows the observed coher-
ence between GAS and RAM. Significant coherence is
observed more than 90% of the time in the entire fre-
quency range of 0.01Hz - 20Hz. Furthermore, above
20Hz at least 50% of the time significant coherence is
observed. A decrease in coherence is observed around
0.3Hz for the 10% percentile. Even though we do not
have a clear explanation for this feature, it seems likely

there is a site specific noise source at this frequency. The
magnitude of this effect depends from month to month
with some months being almost unaffected. The accom-
panying CSD is shown in the right panel of Fig. 6. We
notice that the LSBB site is seismically very quiet, where
its CSD sometimes is even lower than Peterson’s low noise
model. However, note that Peterson’s low noise model is
derived for power spectral density (PSD) values and not
for CSDs. The PSDs of GAS and RAM (not shown here)
are quiet above ∼ 2Hz with the 10% percentile about a
factor 2 or less above Peterson’s low noise limit.

The top two panels of Fig. 7 compare median observed
coherence (top left panel) and CSD (top right panel) for
the different months of the year. Similar to the Homes-
take analysis, the fluctuation in observed coherence be-
low ∼0.04Hz is linked to data processing effects. Similar
to Homestake, and as in the literature, higher levels of
seismic noise is observed during winter months at the
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FIG. 6: The coherence (left panel) and CSD (right panel) between the underground seismometers (NS components)
GAS and RAM (LSBB, FR) during the month of August. The 10th, 50th and 90th percentiles are shown in

respectively light pink, dark pink and light orange, where dashed (full) lines are used for the analyses with the
different parameters < 1Hz (≥ 1Hz). The red dashed line (left panel) represents the level of coherence expected
from Gaussian data. The black curves (right panel) represent the low and high noise models by Peterson [52].

microseism peaks (0.05Hz - 0.5Hz). In the case of LSBB
this excess seismic noise during winter extends up to ∼
1Hz-2Hz. This could possibly be explained due to LS-
BBs close proximity to the Mediterranean sea (< 100
km) whereas Homestake closest ocean is located more
than 1500 km away. Furthermore, we also would like to
note that LSBB is near to underground natural water
masses.

In the two middle panels of Fig. 7 we compare the co-
herence (middle left panel) and CSD (middle right panel)
for the four different combinations one can make between
the seismic wave measurements in the horizontal plane:
NS-NS, NS-EW, EW-NS and EW-EW. Similar to the
results from Homestake presented in earlier work [32]
6, there is no difference observed in either coherence or
CSD for frequencies above ∼2Hz. For lower frequencies,
the coherence is lower when correlating perpendicular ob-
serving directions of the two different sensors. However,
the observed coherence is still significant for at least 50%
of the time and the CSD is at most a factor two smaller
for the perpendicular orientations.

As can be seen in the bottom left panel of Fig. 7, we
find a decreased seismic coherence between 0.4Hz and
2Hz for more distant sensors. This is similar to what was
found for underground seismic coherence at Homestake in
earlier work[32]. The CSD presented in the bottom right
panel of Fig. 7 experiences a minimal, to negligible ef-
fect with respect to distance in the frequency band 0.4Hz
and 2Hz. Above 2Hz, no effect is observed. Addition-
ally below 0.1Hz sensors separated by a larger distance
seem to observe lower coherence. The seismic correlated
noise in this frequency region is different for the different
pairs, however their is no clear pattern with respect to

6 Note that in [32] they only presented similar results for frequen-
cies above 0.05Hz.

the horizontal separation.

V. SOS ENATTOS

The coherence between the different sensors with a hor-
izontal separation of several hundreds of meters is shown
in the left panel of Fig. 8. Even though the observed
coherence below ∼0.05Hz is different, there seems to be
no distance dependant relationship. As discussed earlier,
this is most likely a non-physical effect. Between 1Hz
and ∼ 7Hz, the observed coherence for the shortest dis-
tance pair is higher compared to the two other pairs. The
correlations in the seismic noise, see right panel of Fig. 8,
for this shortest distance pair of sensors are (marginally)
larger in the frequency range 3Hz-7Hz, compared to the
other sensor pairs.
Apart from these three pairs of sensors with a hori-

zontal separation of several hundreds of meters, we also
analysed two sensors (P2 and P3) which are located ap-
proximately 10 km from each other. This distance is both
relevant for the ET as well as atom interferometers. It is
namely the distance between two ET end stations in the
triangular baseline and the approximate distance scale
on which multiple atom gradiometers are deployed in the
ELGAR detector, respectively. Furthermore, for both
the triangular and two L baseline for the ET, this is the
distance between the input and output optics of one sin-
gle interferometer.
For this long distance pair of underground seismome-

ters, we find 90% (50%) of the time significant coherence
in the frequency range 0.02Hz-0.3Hz (0.01Hz-1Hz) as
shown in the left panel of Fig. 9. Between 2Hz and 10Hz,
there are a number of spectral features which lead to sig-
nificant coherence over a broader frequency range. Some
of these frequencies are most likely caused by electro-
magnetic interference affecting the digitizer and/or ca-
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FIG. 7: The median coherence (left panel) and CSD (right panel) of the underground seismometers at LSBB as a
function of the month of the year (top panels), the sensors orientations (middle panels) and the horizontal separation
(bottom panels). For the top four panels the GAS and RAM sensors were used. For the bottom four panels data
from the month of August was used. The black dot-dashed line (left panels) represents the level of coherence
expected from Gaussian data. In the right panels, the Peterson low and high noise models are shown in black.

bling. Such an example is the line at 8.3Hz which is
the modulation frequency of the Italian GSM network,
i.e. GHz signal packets are transmitted with a frequency
of 8.3Hz [54]. It is likely the other features are from
non-seismic origin as well. However, additional research
should further investigate this excess coherence and ex-
clude any coherence being from seismological origin.

The right panel of Fig. 9 shows the accompanying levels
of correlated seismic noise.

VI. EUREGIO MAAS-RHEIN

For EMR, we only present results for frequencies above
0.2Hz as one of the sensors (CTSN) is dominated by
sensor self-noise for lower frequencies. Furthermore the
sensors at EMR are only sampled at 40Hz and the data
has a rapidly decreasing sensitivity for frequencies above
18Hz.

As can be expected due to the larger horizontal separa-
tion between the sensors, the observed coherence is lower
compared to the other sites. However, as shown in the
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FIG. 8: The median coherence (left panel) and CSD (right panel) of the underground seismometers at Sos Enattos
as a function of distance for Aug 2021. The black dot-dashed line (left panel) represents the level of coherence

expected from Gaussian data. The Peterson low and high noise models are shown in black (right panel).

FIG. 9: The coherence (left panel) and CSD (right panel) between the underground seismometers (NS components)
P2 and P3 (Sos Enattos, IT) with an approximate horizontal separation of 10km and depth of ≥ 250m. The 10th,
50th and 90th percentiles are shown in respectively light pink, dark pink and light orange, where dashed (full) lines
are used for the analyses with the different parameters < 1Hz (≥ 1Hz). The red dashed line (left panel) represents
the level of coherence expected from Gaussian data. The black curves (right panel) represent the low and high noise

models by Peterson [52].

left panel of Fig. 10, 90% of the time there is still signif-
icant coherence up to ∼ 2Hz, as well as at several highly
coherent frequencies above 2Hz. Furthermore, 50% of
the time there is significant coherence up to ∼ 16Hz.
The accompanying CSD is shown in the right panel of
Fig. 10.

VII. DISCUSSION

In Sec. III-VI we introduced the data for the four
different sites considered in this study. Here we com-
pare the data from the different sites during the months
of January. Similar results for August are provided in
the Appendix. Making this comparison is very challeng-
ing due to the large variety of parameters which are not
the same between the different measurements at differ-
ent sites. Often, more than one of the following rele-

vant parameters are different for each site: location, geo-
graphical topology, sensor separation, sensor type, sensor
depth, sampling frequency, different year, etc. Based on
the available data we try to make some general conclu-
sions by comparing and combining all the seismic data
from the different sites. However to really further un-
derstand the effect of each individual parameter such as
sensor depth or separation etc, a systematic study should
be performed where these parameters are carefully con-
trolled for. Currently, such a study is under development
at LSBB.

Given all these different parameters the results be-
low should not be considered as a site comparison but
rather as a demonstration of possible ranges of the fig-
ures of merit involved. We use the following sensor pairs
for the different sites: D2000-E2000 (Homestake), GAS-
RAM (LSBB), SOE2-SOE3(Sos Enattos) and TERZ-
CTSN (EMR).
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FIG. 10: The coherence (left panel) and CSD (right panel) between the underground seismometers (NS components)
TERZ and CTSN (EMR, NL) with an approximate horizontal separation of ∼2.4km and depth of ∼250m. (Jan
2023) The 10th, 50th and 90th percentiles are shown in respectively light pink, dark pink and light orange, where

dashed (full) lines are used for the analyses with the different parameters < 1Hz (≥ 1Hz). The red dashed line (left
panel) represents the level of coherence expected from Gaussian data. The black curves (right panel)represent the

low and high noise models by Peterson [52].

Based on the coherence of the different sites repre-
sented in the left panel of Fig. 11, we conclude that we
observe significant coherence at least 50% of the time for
frequencies between 0.01Hz and 40Hz for underground
seismometers with a sub kilometer separation. Even in
the case of a separation of ∼2.4km, as is the case for
TERZ-CTSN, we observe significant coherence 50% of
the time up to frequencies of about 16Hz. Furthermore,
we would like to point out that the coherence of EMR is
high around the microseism peak. In Sec. V, we showed
that even on distance scales of ∼ 10 km, the seismic noise
between 0.01Hz and 1Hz is coherent at least 50% of the
time. Future investigations might be needed to probe
such kilometer-long distance scales in the low frequency
region in more detail. However, this is already a first
order demonstration that future kilometer-long baseline
atom interferometers, such as ELGAR [40], could po-
tentially be impacted by correlated seismic and NN and
should investigate this in more detail.

When looking at the observed correlated seismic noise
as shown in the right panel of Fig. 11, we find that the
levels of correlated seismic noise for all the different sites
typically does not differ by more than one order of magni-
tude. Below 1Hz Homestake has the lowest levels of seis-
mic noise, apart for the frequency range 0.07Hz-0.3Hz
when the seismic noise at Sos-Enattos is even lower. This
is in line with the expectation that the seismic noise from
ocean waves is lower at Homestake due to the large dis-
tance to the closest ocean, whereas the Sos-Enattos and
LSBB sites are in (very) close proximity to the Mediter-
ranean sea. The reason why Sos Enattos has the lowest
CSD between 0.07Hz and 0.3Hz, might be linked to the
fact that the secondary microseism peak seems to reach
its maximum at a slightly higher frequency. This might
be due to many different factors which vary for the di-
verse different sites.

At higher frequencies, Homestake becomes the noisi-
est site. At the other end, LSBB is an extremely quiet
site in the high frequency region and Sos Enattos has low
levels of correlated seismic noise up to ∼8Hz. However,
for the latter, the levels of correlated noise increases be-
tween 8Hz and 10Hz, even though this correlation may
be due to a non-seismic origin as stated in section V. Al-
though the seismometers at the EMR site are located at
a much larger separation from each other, the observed
levels of correlated seismic noise is somewhere in between
the different sites.

VIII. CORRELATED NEWTONIAN NOISE

We calculate the levels of NN from body waves in an
identical way to earlier work [32], i.e. we use Eq. 1.
Similar to this previous work we assume the bulk den-
sity ρ0,Bulk to be 2800kgm−3. Additionally, we assume
p = 1/3, which accounts for the different mixing ratio of
P- and S-waves. Choosing the correct value of p is non-
trivial, as it strongly depends on the seismic sources (far
or close) as well as on the geology. It could be argued
that p should be chosen by relying on the equipartition-
ing of the energy in the assumption of a diffuse field. For
a diffuse field the value of p depends on P- and S-wave
velocities [55]. However, the presence of close seismic
sources makes it difficult to make any assumptions by
exploiting the equipartition of the energy. Therefore we
use p = 1/3 as in this way the correlated NN is at most off
by a factor 2 for both of the most extreme values of p=0
and p=1 (see Eq. 1). Note, the effectiveness with which
NN can be subtracted depends on the actual value of p
[56]. We purposefully do not use more accurate values,
which depends on the site, as the goal of this paper is to
probe a site independent order of magnitude rather than
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FIG. 11: The median coherence (left panel) and CSD (right panel) of the underground seismometers for the different
geographical locations studied in this paper for the month of January. Fore more details on the sensors specifications,
see Tab. I. Note: the data is not from the same year. The data <1Hz (dashed curves) are analysed using 200 second
long segments which are averaged per 6 h-window. Above 1Hz the data (full curves) are analysed using 10 second
long segments which are averaged per 4 h-window. The black dot-dashed line (left panel) represents the level of

coherence expected from Gaussian data. The Peterson low and high noise models are shown in black (right panel.

providing accurate site specific results. Sξx represents
the PSD, or in our case the CSD, of the displacement
caused by the body-waves along the arm direction and L
is the length of the interferometer.

SBody-wave(f) =

(
4π

3
Gρ0,Bulk

)2

(3p+1)
1

L2(2πf)4
Sξx(f)

(1)

A. The search for a GWB

The search for an (isotropic) GWB is very sensitive, if
not the most, to correlated noise sources. Therefore, we
now describe what one tries to measure when looking for
an isotropic GWB and how we can project the effect of
correlated noise on this figure of merit. As stated earlier,
this projection is only considered to be relevant for the
triangular design of the ET. The seismic noise is deemed
to be uncorrelated in the relevant frequency band for the
two L design, due to the large separation between the
separate L-shaped interferometers.

When searching for an isotropic GWB one typically
tries to measure its energy density, dρGW, contained in a
logarithmic frequency interval, d ln f . Furthermore one
divides by the critical energy density ρc = 3H2

0 c
2/(8πG)

for a flat Universe to construct a dimensionless figure of
merit ΩGW(f) [1, 57–59]:

ΩGW(f) =
1

ρc

dρGW

d ln f
, (2)

where H0 is the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant, c is the speed
of light and G is Newton’s constant. We use the 15-year
Planck value of 67.9 km s−1 Mpc−1 for H0 [60].

When searching for an isotropic, Gaussian, station-
ary and unpolarized GWB, one can construct the cross-
correlation statistic ĈIJ(f),

ĈIJ(f) =
2

Tobs

Re[s̃∗I(f)s̃J(f)]

γIJ(f)S0(f)
, (3)

which is an unbiased estimator of ΩGW(f) in the absence
of correlated noise [58, 59]. I and J represent the two in-
terferometers and s̃I(f) is the Fourier transform of the
time domain strain data sI(t) measured by interferometer
I. γIJ is the normalized overlap reduction function which
encodes the baseline’s geometry [57, 61]. S0(f) is a nor-
malisation factor given by S0(f) = (9H2

0 )/(40π
2f3) and

Tobs is the total observation time of the data-collecting
period7.
In line with earlier studies on the impact of correlated

noise on the ET [16, 32] we refer to the three differ-
ent ET interferometers as ET1,ET2,ET3, which we as-
sume to have identical sensitivity. Furthermore we ne-
glect the difference in γIJ between the baseline pairs
IJ = ET1ET2; ET1ET3; ET2ET3, since the relative dif-
ference between the overlap reduction functions of the
different arms is smaller than 5 × 10−7 for frequencies
under 1 kHz [16]. In the remainder of the paper, we use
the ET1ET2-baseline as our default observing baseline.
Similar to earlier work [32], we can construct equivalent

cross-correlation statistics for the correlated NN:

ĈNN,ET1ET2
(f)

SBody−wave

γET1ET2
(f)S0(f)

, (4)

7 The normalisation factor S0(f) for ET differs from that one of
e.g. LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA by a factor of 3/4, due to the different
opening angle between the interferometers’ arms (π/2 for LIGO-
Virgo-KAGRA and π/3 for ET) [61].
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where SBody−wave was introduced in Eq 1.
The sensitivity of a search for an isotropic GWB can be

related to the instantaneous sensitivity of the ET inter-
ferometer, referred to as the one-sided amplitude spectral
density (ASD) PET(f), as follows [57–59]:

σET1ET2
(f) ≈

√
1

2Tobs∆f

P 2
ET(f)

γ2
ET1ET2

(f)S2
0(f)

, (5)

with ∆f the frequency resolution. Here we have assumed
identical sensitivity in the different ET interferometers
ET1,ET2,ET3. σET1ET2(f) is the standard deviation
on the cross-correlation statistic defined in Eq. 3, in the
small signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) limit and absence of
correlated noise. Because the GWB one tries to observe
is very weak, the former is a realistic assumption. The
effect of the latter is the focus of this section.

As many of the expected signals for an isotropic GWB
behave as a power-law, a more appropriate sensitivity to
such a signal than σET1ET2

(f) would be one that takes
into account this broadband character of the expected
signal. Such a broadband sensitivity is given by the so
called power-law integrated (PI) curve: ΩPI

ET(f). Ω
PI
ET(f)

is constructed using σET1ET2
(f) such that at any fre-

quency a power-law signal ΩGW(f) with an SNR of 1
for the ET1ET2 baseline is tangent to this PI-sensitivity
curve [62]. This makes ΩPI

ET(f) the relevant figure of
merit to identify correlated broadband noise sources that
could impact the search for an isotopic GWB.

B. Impact of correlated NN on the search for a
GWB

With Fig. 12 we present how correlated NN caused by
the observed seismic correlations presented earlier in this
paper affects the search for an isotropic GWB with the
ET. Fig. 12 shows the noise budget using the seismic data
from the month of January. Since in the region of inter-
est for the ET (i.e. >1Hz) there is little difference in the
amplitude of seismic noise across seasons, we do not pro-
vide the results for August in the main text. However,
for completeness, you can find these results in Fig. 16
in the Appendix. Furthermore, we highlight that these
budgets are calculated identically to the Homestake re-
sults in [32] as well as the results in [38]. The data used
for the NN budgets in Fig. 12 is the same as the data
used in Fig. 11.

In line with the results presented in [32], correlated
NN from body-waves, assuming a seismic environment as
observed at Homestake, would dominate the power-law
integrated sensitivity curve for broadband GWB signals
up to ∼ 40Hz about 50% of the time. This would limit
ETs sensitivity to isotropic GWB signals up to 20Hz-
30Hz to levels similar as planned to be achieved by LIGO
and Virgo during their fifth observing run (Design A+).
Even in the most optimistic scenario as discussed by the

FIG. 12: The projected impact from correlated NN
from body-waves, as calculated in this section, for the
seismic data from the month of January for the different
locations, see the text for details on the used sensors,
their distances and depths. As a comparison we make
the same projection using the Peterson low noise and

high noise models. For the broadband (ΩPI
ET) sensitivity

to a GWB we assumed one year of observation time
(100% duty cycle). The one year PI curve of the A+
design for the LIGO Hanford LIGO Livingston and

Virgo detectors is represented by the dot-dashed curve.
This curve was obtained using the open data provided
by the LVK collaborations [63] and was first presented
in [64]. Please note: in this paper we present the 1σ
PI-curve, whereas in [64] the 2σ PI-curve is shown.

projection of the correlated NN based on observed corre-
lations at LSBB, the search for an isotropic GWB would
be limited by correlated NN up to ∼ 20Hz for at least
50% of the time. In [38] a couple of assumptions were
used to get an estimate of the lowest possible levels of
correlated NN affecting the search for a GWB. For this,
the authors of [38] multiplied Peterson’s low noise limit
with the observed coherence at Homestake as shown in
[32]. This lead to a minimal impact of correlated NN
above ∼ 10Hz. However, based on the results described
in this paper, it seems that this assumption is overly op-
timistic. Neither of the two candidate sites, Sos Enattos
and EMR, has correlated seismic noise that low. Even
the seismically quiet site LSBB has considerably higher
levels of correlated NN which are at least one order of
magnitude larger at 10Hz.

To understand the impact of this noise source on the
analysis for an isotropic GWB it is important to under-
stand what the PI curve reflects. As stated earlier, this
integrates over σET1ET2(f) as a function of frequency.
Consider a broadband power-law signal: ΩGW(f) =

Ωref

(
f

fref

)α

. For all negatively sloped (i.e. α < 0) sig-

nals, the correlated NN noise presents a significant prob-
lem seriously limiting the science potential. However,
many of the expected signals have positive power-law
slopes. Some examples are the GWB from unresolved
compact binary coalesence (CBC) events (α = 2/3) [65–
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67] and the GWB from core collapse supernovae (α = 3)
[68]. Multiple cosmological GWBs, e.g. cosmic strings
[69], predict a flat GWB ,i.e. α ≈ 0. For such signals the
impact of the correlated noise might be less dramatic.
Not using the data below 20Hz (15Hz) out of concern
of noise contamination results in the dark purple dashed
(dotted) PI curves in Fig. 12. The >20Hz (>15Hz) PI
is not affect by the LSBB correlated NN levels up to the
90% (50%) percentiles. This illustrates that in certain
circumstances it might be beneficial to disregard the low
frequency data in the case of correlated noise contam-
ination. In searching for power-law signals with large
positive slopes such as α = 3, the low frequency regime
(and therefore potential contamination from correlated
NN noise) is irrelevant as the dominant contribution to
the detectabilty comes from frequencies above 100Hz.
For α = 0 (α = 2/3) one loses a factor ∼6-9 (∼3-4)
in starting the analysis at 15Hz-20Hz rather than at 1Hz
to avoid contamination from correlated noise. This also
implies that for certain searches (e.g. α = 0) it might be
more beneficial to place aggressive data quality vetoes on
times with large ambient seismic noise and remove up to
50% of the data to lower the contamination of correlated
noise. Namely, the gain from adding more data scales
as

√
t, with t the total observation time and might be

outweighed by the gain of reduced noise contamination.
See TABLE III for a summary.

Note, here we we have not assumed any level of noise
subtraction. However, for the noise subtraction as dis-
cussed in earlier work [21, 23, 26, 27, 33, 43–50], one typ-
ically assumes to construct a Wiener filter. For frequen-
cies above several Hz, the NN of body-waves is below the
detector sensitivity on the typical timescales over which
the Wiener filter is calculated. The noise sources only
becomes problematic for the search for a GWB as in this
case one correlates data over very long timescales of O(1
yr) over which correlated noise sources can accumulate
significance. Future research should further investigate
the efficiency of these noise subtraction techniques if the
NN noise is subthreshold compared to the detector sen-
sitivity when determining the Wiener filter.

IX. GLITCH STUDY

After the presentation of the earlier study investigat-
ing the impact of correlated NN based on seismic ob-
servations at Homestake [32], some concerns were raised
to which extent the multi-hour long averages were domi-
nated by a limited number of short but (very) loud time
periods. To address these concerns in this paper, we
perform a study of transient seismic noise in this section.
For this study, we were inspired by an earlier study of the
seismic glitchiness at Sos Enattos [22]. There, they inves-
tigate the impact of seismic glitches on the inspiral signal
of an intermediate mass black hole binary within a seg-

ment of 1 min8. Therefore, in this paper we are looking at
the seismic glitchiness on one-minute time segments. For
this study, we use data from the month of August for
Homestake, LSBB and Sos Enattos and data from the
month of January for EMR. Please note that this implies
that the EMR results has a higher noise level around the
microseism peaks than during summertime at the same
location, which is the season considered at the other sites.
We want to state that the study performed in this sec-

tion and the analysis of [22] serve a different purpose and
therefore should not be compared one-to-one. The goal
of the authors of [22] was to establish the effect of seismic
glitchiness on the ET. On the other hand, the goal of this
section is to understand if a small subset of short times
lead to a significant bias of our estimate of ambient seis-
mic noise over several hour long time segments. That is,
are the percentiles presented in e.g. Figs 11 and 12 a good
measure of the ambient seismic noise over several hours,
or are they rather dominated by a small amount of large
seismic transients. Even though we get some information
on the seismic glitchiness as a byproduct of our analysis,
more data (e.g. 1yr as in [22]) should be analysed to
make clear statements on each site’sglitchiness.
The sensor pairs we use are respectively D2000-E2000,

GAS-RAM, SOE2-SOE3 and TERZ-CTSN where we
only considered the correlation between seismic noise ob-
served in the North-South component of each sensor. In
[22] the authors construct a type of SNR indicating the
seismic glitchiness compared to ETs sensitivity. However,
we make statements on the potential bias on our esti-
mates of the ambient seismic noise caused by the glitch-
iness of the seismic data of the site itself. To this extent
we consider three different frequency regions: 0.1Hz-1Hz,
1Hz-10Hz and 10Hz-40Hz (10Hz-18Hz in the case of the
EMR sensor). We use the logarithmic average of the
seismic noise in each of these frequency regions as an
indicator to study the effect of glitchiness in each one-
minute time segment on our estimates of the ambient
seismic noise. For the PSD of the first sensor9 of each
site we present their distributions in Fig. 13. Since the
histograms for the PSD of the second sensor have sim-
ilar behavior, we do not include these figures and focus
our discussion on Fig. 13. In case of the low- and mid-
frequency region we show the value expected from Peter-
son’s low noise (PLNM), logarithmic average (PA) and
high noise models (PHNM).
Based on these histograms a first comment we can

make is that neither of the sites seems strongly dominated
by a subset of loud outliers10. We carefully examined the

8 As described in [22] the exact signal length depends on many
parameters of the system and can range from ten seconds to
many tens of seconds. The window of 1 min was chosen as a
compromise between the shorter and longer signal duration and
only serves as an indicative figure of merit.

9 That is respectively D2000, GAS, SOE2 and TERZ for the dif-
ferent sites.

10 In this context we consider an outlier to be a data point which is
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ΩPI
ET≥1Hz ΩPI

ET≥15Hz ΩPI
ET≥20Hz

α = 0 1e-12 6e-12 9e-12

α = 2/3 2.1e-12 6e-12 7.8e-12

α = 3 2e-13 2e-13 2e-13

TABLE III: The approximate amplitude ΩGW(f) of the power-law signal tangent to the 1σ PI-curves (as shown in
Fig. 12) with different starting frequencies of the analysis. We use fref =25Hz.

time-frequency maps of each associated sensor, allowing
us to analyse the behaviour of PSDs, CSDs, and coher-
ence over the duration of a month. These analyses reveal
recurring patterns in the PSDs. Specifically, we observed
a day-night effect, with nights being significantly quieter
than days. This can be attributed to human activity. Ad-
ditionally, there are a limited number of moments when
the PSD and CSD exhibit higher amplitude values, in-
dicating the presence of micro-seismic phenomena that
affect ambient measurements. The histograms shown in
Fig. 13 highlight the implicated PSD values, which re-
sult in an elongation of the distribution tail due to their
higher amplitudes.

As a proof of concept, we remove a subset of the loud-
est one-minute segments and investigate the impact on
the observed coherence and CSD. We demonstrate this
proof of concept on one site, namely Homestake. We have
chosen Homestake as it has a relatively long tail of more
noisy segments in the mid- and high frequency range,
but compared to LSBB for which this is also the case,
Homestake is the site with the loudest predicted levels of
correlated seismic noise in these frequency regions. For
the PSD of both sensors, we identified in every frequency
region the 50 loudest one-minute segments. These 300
noisy segments identified can be described by only 115
unique segments due to large overlap in the noisy seg-
ments. This equals to about 0.25% of the total data. This
choice of cut-off value is semi-arbitrary. However the dis-
tributions of the transient seismic noise are strongly site
dependent and therefore it is hard to define an absolute
value of which segment should be considered an outlier
and which not. At the same time, we do not want to re-
move a large amount of data as this is expected to impact
the observed percentiles just by the mere fact of remov-
ing the data. In Fig. 13, we have indicated the 50 loudest
bins in that frequency region by the blue dashed line for
the histogram of the Homestake data. Please note that
in total more bins from the histogram are removed based
on the removal criteria in the different frequency regions
as well as based on the PSD of the second sensor.

After identifying the loudest segments, we run the
analysis for the seismic noise of the month of August at
Homestake again with the identified segements removed

significantly disconnected from the bulk of the distribution. As
an example the handfull of orange data points near -5.5 for the
top left panel and near -7 for the top right and bottom panel are
considered outliers.

from the analysis. The coherence and CSD after removal,
shown in Fig. 14, should be compared to Fig. 4. The
only difference between the data used for these figures is
the removal of the loudest segments in Fig. 14.
When comparing the 10% and 50% percentiles for both

coherence and the CSD before and after the removal of
the loudest transients, almost no effect is observed. The
largest effect is observed > 10Hz for which at all times the
seismic CSD after glitch removal is at most 20% smaller
compared to the CSD before glitch removal. However, for
the 90% percentile a significant difference is observed.
The coherence after glitch removal is about two to ten
times lower for frequencies above 10Hz. The CSD after
glitch removal is up to a factor two lower between 1Hz
and 10Hz and up to a factor of four between 10Hz and
40Hz. On average the 90% percentile of the CSD is two
times lower after glitch removal. The correlated seismic
noise is visibly cleaner after removing the loudest one-
minute segments as compared to before.
Furthermore, we want to highlight that we tested the

impact of removing 115 one-minute segments by remov-
ing the same number of segments arbitrarily chosen. This
yields quasi-identical results to the analysis where no
data was excluded, shown in Fig. 4. This proves the ef-
fect discussed above is indeed due to removing the loud-
est segments and not due to the act of removing 115
one-minute segments.
Based on the analysis above we can state that whereas

the 90% percentile of CSD (and coherence) are signifi-
cantly impacted by a small number of loud transient time
segments, the 10% and 50% percentiles are not. Both in
earlier work [32] as well as in this paper, all key conclu-
sions are based on the 50% percentiles. Therefore, we
state that all key conclusions of this (and earlier [32])
work were not disproportionately dominated by a small
number of noisy segments, but the results form a good
representation of the correlated noise of the seismic am-
bient environment.

X. CONCLUSION

Next generation Earth-based GW atom interferome-
ters, such as ELGAR, as well as interferometric detec-
tors, such as the ET and CE, promise to be powerful
instruments to observe GWs in the next decades. With
the sensitivity range of atom interferometers to GWs,
mainly between 0.1Hz-1Hz, and ET’s unprecedented low
frequency sensitivity in the range 1Hz-10Hz, they could
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FIG. 13: The logarithmic average seismic noise in the from Homestake (blue), LSBB (orange), Sos Enattos (green)
and the EMR (red) for the low frequency band 0.1Hz-1Hz (top left), mid frequency band 1Hz-10Hz (top right) and
high frequency band 10Hz-40Hz (bottom). The black curves (top panels) represent the logarithmic average of low

and high noise models by Peterson [52], as well as the mean of the Peterson models. Data are analysed using
60-second segments. The blue dashed line corresponds to the cut, we sorted and deleted the 50th highest PSDs.

open new windows into the GW universe.

However, earlier work [32] demonstrated that corre-
lated seismic noise and, particularly, correlated NN could
seriously limit the search for an isotropic GWB with co-
located ET detectors. In this work, we build further on
these earlier results and improve them in multiple ways.
Rather than using underground seismic data from one
site, we use four geologically different sites, one of which
houses the atom interferometer MIGA and two are can-
didate sites to house the ET. Additionally, we probe a
wider range of horizontal separations between the seis-
mic sensors ranging from 230m to 10 km. The depth
of the sensors varies between 84m and 610m. Further-
more, we probed the low frequency region 0.01Hz-0.1Hz,
which is of interest for atom interferometers. Finally we
performed a study of the seismic glitches of the sites and
prove that seismic transients do not significantly affect
our analyses and conclusions.

We analysed data from underground seismometers at
the former Homestake mine (USA), the MIGA site at
the ‘Laboratoire Souterrain à Bas Bruit’ (FR) and two
of the three candidate sites for the ET, the former Sos
Enattos mine (IT) and the Euregio Maas-Rhein (NL-BE-
DE). The used sensor pairs have a wide variety of analy-

sis parameters such as horizontal separation, depth, sen-
sors model, geological environment, located in a bore-
hole or a cavern, etc. Currently a systematic study is
being performed at LSBB. However, despite this wide
variety, across all these we find (for sensors with a hor-
izontal separation up to 2.4km) significant coherence at
least 50% of the time in frequency ranges for both atom
interferometers as well as the ET. The levels of corre-
lated seismic noise across these wide variety of sensors is
at most about one order of magnitude when comparing
the 50% percentiles. More concretely for sensors with a
separation less than one kilometer we find at least 50%
of the time significant coherence in the entire frequency
band 0.01Hz-40Hz. For a sensor pair in the EMR region
with a separation of 2.4km we find significant coherence
up to ∼16Hz for the 50% percentile. Finally, a pair of
seismometers separated by 10km at the Sos Enattos site
demonstrate that even on this multi kilometer distance
we find significant seismic coherence between 0.01Hz and
1Hz for the 50% percentile. For frequencies larger than
1Hz, these results are (almost) independent of the time
of the year.

These seismic correlations are important to take into
account for next generation atom interferometers and in-
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FIG. 14: The coherence (left panel) and CSD (right panel) between the underground seismometers (NS components)
D2000 and E2000 at Homestake (∆x ≈405m and depth = 610m) where 115 noisy 1 min-segments were removed

from the analysis as described in the text. The data <1Hz (Aug 2016) are analysed using 200 second long segments
which are averaged per 6 h-window. Above 1Hz the data are analysed using 10 second long segments which are
averaged per 4 h-window. The 10th, 50th and 90th percentiles are shown in respectively light pink, dark pink and
light orange, where dashed (full) lines are used for the analyses with the different parameters < 1Hz (≥ 1Hz). The
red dashed line represents the level of coherence expected from Gaussian data which goes approximately as 1/N,

where N is the number of time segments over which was averaged.

terferometric GW detectors. For the former, multiple
atomic gradiometers are planned to be placed at dis-
tances of several hundred of meters to tens of kilome-
ters. For the ET the baseline configuration consists of
an equilateral triangle made up of three nested GW in-
terferometers. In this configuration the end and central
station of two different detectors are planned to be sep-
arated by a distance of several hundred of meters in the
current design [70]. Additionally, 10km is a relevant dis-
tance scale for the ET as this is the proposed length-scale
for the detector’s arms.

One of the goals from this and earlier [32] research was
to provide insight on whether the separation between the
corner and end stations of the nested ET detectors would
matter for the correlated seismic noise. Based on the re-
sults presented in this work it seems that any displace-
ment <1km is insufficient to decrease seismic coherence.
A distance of ∼ 2.5km does provide significant reduction
in seismic coherence. However even in such a case we
find significant coherence up to ∼ 16Hz 50% of the time
or more. To truly eliminate all seismic coherence (to the
level of ∼ 3.8× 10−4) above 1Hz one should have a hori-
zontal separation between the corner and end stations of
different ET detectors between 2.5 km and 10 km. How-
ever, such a large separation is rather unlikely.

The effect of the observed correlations of seismic noise,
and subsequent NN, on atom interferometers should be
projected in future work. However, the results presented
in this work could form an ideal starting point to make
such projections. Additionally our results demonstrate
that one should be cautious and investigate these effects
in more detail as we observe seismic correlations over the
entire frequency band of interest (0.1Hz-10Hz) as well as
over the entire range of distances expected for a realistic

set-up ranging from hundreds of meters to O(10) km.

In the context of the ET, we make a projection of the
expected contributions of NN from body waves on the
search for an isotropic GWB. This search is the most sen-
sitive to correlated noise sources as one tries to observe a
weak background of correlated GW signals for which one
typically has to integrate over O(1 year) of data. Pre-
vious investigations have shown that ET’s instantaneous
sensitivity would probably be affected by NN by a fac-
tor 3-5, which is considered to be realistically removable
by noise subtraction methods such as Wiener filtering
[21, 23, 26, 27, 33, 43–50]. However, as shown in [32], the
search for an isotropic GWB is subject to very small co-
herent noise signals. In this work, we have shown that the
projections based on underground seismic measurements
at Homestake, of which similar results were presented in
[32], are probably more pessimistic compared to a realis-
tic situation at one of the ET candidate sites. However,
at the same time we demonstrated that the assumptions
made in [38] are probably too optimistic as all measure-
ments, even those at extremely low noise seismic sites
above 10Hz, predict stronger effects. More concretely,
these results predict that during at least 50% of the time
the search for an isotropic GWB would be dominated by
NN from body-waves up to 20Hz. This assumes our most
quiet seismic observations at LSBB. For the Homestake
site the effect extents up to 40Hz.

The correlated noise contamination in the low fre-
quency regime has a different impact depending on which
type of broadband isotropic GWB one is looking for. The
resolvable amplitude for a negatively sloped power-law
signal will be reduced by several orders of magnitude.
However, most of the signals currently searched for in this
frequency band have a flat or positive power-law slope,
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e.g. α = 0, 2/3, 3 [64]. We demonstrate that by only
analysing data above 15Hz-20Hz one would loose up to
a factor ∼ 6-9 (∼3-4) for a power-law signal with a slope
of α = 0 (α = 2/3). Such analysis could be free of corre-
lated noise in case of low noise levels such as at the LSBB
site. The detectability of a signal with α = 3 is unaffected
as it is dominated by the data at higher frequencies.

Finally, the measurements at Sos Enattos seem to sug-
gest significant seismic correlations on length-scales of
10km are situated below 1Hz. Therefore, any correla-
tion effects between test masses located 10km-far are to
be excluded in the frequency band of interest for ET.
However, at current detectors increased noise levels are
observed above several Hz during times of loud seismic
activity at lower frequencies. Such an example are slow
scattered light glitches caused by increased microseism
activity between 0.1Hz and 0.3Hz [71]. These more com-
plex coupling mechanisms are likely to be detector depen-
dant in which case they are less likely to enter coherently
in different interferometers. However, more work might
be needed in the future to entirely exclude this additional

pathway for correlated noise to enter into GWB searches
with co-located ET detectors. Furthermore, the effect of
the correlated seismic noise for frequencies below 1Hz on
the angular control of the instruments is to be further
understood.
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FIG. 15: The median coherence (left panel) and CSD (right panel) of the underground seismometers for the
different geographical locations studied in this paper for the month of August. For more details on the sensor’s

specifications, see Tab. I. Note: the data is not from the same year. The data <1Hz (dashed curves) are analysed
using 200 second long segments which are averaged per 6 h-window. Above 1Hz the data (full curves) are analysed
using 10 second long segments which are averaged per 4 h-window. The black dot-dashed line represents the level of
coherence expected from Gaussian data. The Peterson low and high noise models are shown in black (right panel).

FIG. 16: The projected impact from correlated NN
from body-waves, as calculated in this section, for the
seismic data from the month of January for the different
locations, see the text for details on the used sensors,
their distances and depths. As a comparison we make
the same projection using the Peterson low noise and

high noise models. For the broadband (ΩPI
ET) sensitivity

to a GWB we assumed one year of observation time
(100% duty cycle). The one year PI curve of the A+
design for the LIGO Hanford LIGO Livingston and

Virgo detectors is represented by the dot-dashed curve.
This curve was obtained using the open data provided
by the LVK collaborations [63] and was first presented
in [64]. Please note: in this paper we present the 1σ
PI-curve, whereas in [64] the 2σ PI-curve is shown.
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Summary 
 

This study explores the fusion of a field-effect transistor (FET), a paper-based analytical cartridge, and the 

computational power of deep learning (DL) for quantitative biosensing via kinetic analyses. The FET sensors 

address the low sensitivity challenge observed in paper analytical devices, enabling electrical measurements 

with kinetic data. The paper-based cartridge eliminates the need for surface chemistry required in FET sensors, 

ensuring economical operation (cost < $0.15/test). The DL analysis mitigates chronic challenges of FET 

biosensors such as sample matrix interference, by leveraging kinetic data from target-specific bioreactions. In 

our proof-of-concept demonstration, our DL-based analyses showcased a coefficient of variation of < 6.46% and 

a decent concentration measurement correlation with an r2 value of > 0.976 for cholesterol testing when blindly 

compared to results obtained from a CLIA-certified clinical laboratory. These integrated technologies can create 

a new generation of FET-based biosensors, potentially transforming point-of-care diagnostics and at-home 

testing through enhanced accessibility, ease-of-use, and accuracy.
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INTRODUCTION 

The landscape of scientific research and technological innovation has witnessed an extraordinary 

convergence of diverse disciplines, fostering profound advancements across an extensive spectrum of domains.  

In this dynamic milieu, the emergence of machine learning methodologies heralds a transformative epoch that 

fundamentally reshapes the contours of medical diagnostics.  What is particularly remarkable is the far-reaching 

impact of this paradigm shift, transcending customary boundaries of laboratory environments to encompass at-

home testing, point-of-care (POC) diagnostics, and a broad array of real-world applications.  Advanced machine 

learning methods such as neural networks have been recently emerging in clinical diagnostics with applications 

in histology, biosensing technologies, and serodiagnosis of cardiovascular diseases, among others.1-4 Neural 

networks can learn from highly multiplexed and non-linear responses of POC sensors and accurately quantify 

analyte concentrations despite cartridge-to-cartridge variations and the noise present in biological samples (e.g., 

matrix effect).5,6 

Traditional biomedical disciplines have extensively relied on the foundational principles of optical 

detection techniques and bioimaging, capturing the light signals associated with targeted biomarkers.7-9 Real-

time bio-signal measurements and bioimaging technologies offer distinct advantages, including internal quality 

control through data-driven image analysis1, improved precision and accuracy2, 4-5, and expedited detection 

capabilities.9 Despite their elegance, optical methodologies are partially encumbered by inherent limitations, 

particularly in the context of POC and at-home testing scenarios.  Some of these limitations include high reagent 

costs and the need for trained experts/users, instigating an exploration of innovative alternatives in diagnostic 

platforms.10 

Field-effect transistors (FETs), originally designed for electronic circuitry, have undergone a remarkable 

evolution, transforming from conventional electronic components into highly sensitive transducers capable of 

real-time and label-free detection of a diverse array of analytes with unparalleled sensitivity.11 Despite decades 

of research, FET-based biosensors remain in the proof-of-concept stage, lacking successful market products.12,13 

The realization of their commercial potential, however, has been hindered by a myriad of challenges: batch 

variation (i.e., reproducibility)14, sample matrix effects10, and packing requirements associated with wet 

environments on the sensing surface15, as well as susceptibility to risks such as leakage and contamination of 
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the sensing zone16.  Recently, a set of FET-based sensor designs has exhibited promising results in overcoming 

matrix effects and batch variations in sensing metal ions14,17,18 by leveraging machine learning.  However, these 

approaches have not been extended to sensing within complex testing environments, such as human blood or 

plasma, which includes divergent patient-specific proteins, cellular compositions, and ion variations.  

While the conventional real-time FET detection captures a snapshot of a bioreaction via monitoring 

continuous changes in drain current (ID) at a fixed gate voltage (VG) application or threshold voltage (Vth), its 

advantages in terms of accuracy and precision have not been thoroughly elucidated as the gate-dependence of 

the kinetic data is not captured.  Additionally, these FET biosensors mandate the incorporation of additional 

reagent control mechanisms to address issues related to the Debye length19,20 for physiological media (e.g., 

capture-release method21 associated with reactions, washing, and measurements under controlled buffers), 

often facilitated through microfluidic systems for better usability.  However, the fabrication of such microfluidic 

channels frequently encounters challenges, including time-consuming and labor-intensive manufacturing 

processes, diminished yield and the intricate nature of configuring microfluidic setups involving pumps and 

valves.22-24 These constraints can complicate operations, contradicting the convenient and straightforward use 

of POC diagnostic tools, such as lateral-flow assays (LFAs).24-25  

In this manuscript, we embark on an exploration of the synergism between FET biosensors, paper-based 

analytical devices, and the computational power of deep learning (DL).  We first demonstrate the integration of 

a porous sensing membrane (PSM), a key component of LFAs, with FET sensors.  The platform features a one-

step operation for sample injection, a disposable cartridge for introducing plasma samples (cost < $0.15 per test), 

and reusable FET sensors. The PSM incorporates dried sensing components that produce electroactive 

enzymatic signals, such as protons specific to the target biomarkers in plasma.  The FET sensor characterizes 

all-encompassing, target-specific kinetic data occurring within the cartridge through FET transfer curves.  Finally, 

the DL-based analysis of the obtained kinetic data effectively addresses issues related to sample matrix effects 

and varying rates of chemical reactions from test-to-test, and accurately quantifies the target analyte 

concentration from the captured data.  We showcased a proof-of-concept operation of this platform for 

cholesterol testing with patient plasma. Cholesterol concentrations blindly predicted by DL exhibited a correlation 



5 
 

(r2) of > 0.976, with a coefficient of variation (CV) of < 6.42%, when blindly compared against results obtained 

from a CLIA-certified clinical laboratory for the same samples. 

 

RESULTS  

Operating Principle.  Our innovative diagnostic platform employs a new dry chemistry approach for FET 

biosensors.  The paper analytical cartridge, housing the desiccated sensing components in the PSM, is 

electrically connected to the FET (Figure 1a).  This synergetic integration offers several advantages: 1) imposing 

higher sensitivity to paper analytical devices empowered by electrical measurements, 2) enabling the 

measurement of kinetic data, 3) eliminating the complexities associated with laborious wet chemistry procedures 

for functionalizing biomolecules on the FET sensing surface, 4) removing the need for traditional microfluidic 

systems to regulate reagents, 5) facilitating cost-effective testing (~$0.15 per cartridge, Table S1), 6) mitigating 

sample matrix effects, 7) achieving easy miniaturization, and 8) ensuring a prolonged shelf-life (the shelf-life of 

LFAs is up to 2 years25).  

As a proof-of-concept demonstration for our diagnostic approach, we selected cholesterol, a standard 

biomarker in annual blood testing at clinics.  The PSM was desiccated with enzymes such as cholesterol esterase 

(COE), cholesterol oxidase (COx), and peroxidase (POx), along with surfactants, stabilizers, and buffers, 

eliminating the need for additional functionalization steps (Figure 1b).  An ion-sensitive sensing electrode (SE), 

such as indium-tin-oxide (ITO), was positioned beneath the PSM within the cartridge, with ~50 µm of physical 

spacing.  Injecting 20 µL of plasma into the cartridge's inlet established a connection between the ITO and the 

FET gate (Figure 1a).  Once the plasma contacted the PSM, surfactants broke down lipoproteins, and a series 

of enzymatic reactions produced protons released into the physical spaces between the PSM and ITO.  The 

real-time release of protons resulting from a series of enzymatic reactions specific to the cholesterol 

concentration in the plasma was continuously recorded in FET transfer curves repeatedly measured over 5 

minutes (Figure 1c). These transfer curves were transformed into a 2D heatmap, encapsulating all enzymatic 

kinetic details characterized in the sum of transfer curves. The DL analysis further optimized the subset of kinetic 

signals carrying concentration-specific data to quantify cholesterol concentrations in patient plasma samples 

(Figure 1c). 



6 
 

Proton Specificity.  Proton was the target signal of interest in response to cholesterol.  The intrinsic ITO 

exhibited a Nernstian response of 52.8 mV/pH with an r2 of 0.997 and CV < 1.3% (Figure S1a) without any 

changes in the transconductance (Gm) value over all pH ranges (Figure S1b).  Due to the significantly higher 

input impedance of the FET compared with that of an ITO remote gate module26-28, there were no changes in Vth 

with increasing contact areas as a result of increasing media volume size (from 20 to 100 µL) on the ITO surface 

(Figure S1c).  An insignificant drift of 8 µV/min, measured over 30 minutes (Figure S1d), suggested that the ITO 

sensing electrode was highly stable for translating enzymatic reactions specifically. 

FET Data.  Upon injecting human plasma into the cartridge, distinct real-time signal patterns were 

observed in response to varying cholesterol levels, as indicated by changes in the Vth (∆Vth) relative to the Vth of 

lipoprotein-free cholesterol plasma (Figure 2a).  The protons generated by each electroactive enzymatic reaction 

decreased Vth levels of n-type FETs due to the positive surface potentials applied on the ITO from protons.  The 

initial Vth of the cartridges was largely influenced by the pH and ion concentration of human plasma, as well as 

batch variations in cartridges, along with diverse proteins and components in plasma that could cause non-

specific binding on the ITO surface.  Despite injections of different plasma samples, the initial Vth values tended 

to overlap (Figure 2a).  This could be attributed to our cartridge design, which incorporated a ~50 µm air gap 

between the PSM and the ITO electrode (inset of Figure 2a).  The presence of this air gap played a pivotal role 

in facilitating the mixing process between the PSM and plasma samples.  It ensured that the mixing process 

occurred before the original plasma came into direct contact with the ITO electrode (inset of Figure 2a).  As a 

result, any sample matrix effects were significantly diluted by the potent buffer components that were already 

desiccated within the PSM.  Consequently, the PSM efficiently transmitted purified electroenzymatic signals to 

the ITO surface. 

Figure 2b further supports the fluidic dynamics in the cartridge described above by demonstrating the 

controlled initial Vth of each cartridge after the injection of different random human plasma samples using various 

buffer solutions, such as phosphate-buffered saline (PBS), piperazine-N,N′-bis(2-ethanesulfonic acid) (PIPES), 

and PIPES/PBS (5:5 ratio), dried onto identical PSMs, with the remaining PSM components being consistent.  

Small variations in the initial Vth levels are shown for each group of cartridges dried with PBS, PIPES/PBS, and 

PIPES (CV < 10%). Even lipoprotein-free plasma samples with a pH of 5 tend to be controlled by the buffer 



7 
 

solution in the PSM of the cartridge (Figure 2b).  For subsequent experiments, we selected PBS (pH 7.4) as the 

buffer component for the PSM to minimize the pH disparity between plasma (pH 7.35 to 7.45) and the dried 

buffers. 

We further optimized the concentrations of COE, COx, and POx for the PSM by evaluating correlations 

between the enzyme concentrations and the cholesterol signals (Figure S2).  Concentrations of enzymes 

exceeding 200 U/mL displayed saturated correlations, leading us to choose 300 U/mL enzyme concentrations 

for COE, COx, and POx in all subsequent experiments.  However, without the POx enzyme, no correlative 

sensing signals were obtained, implying that POx played a critical role in producing electroactive enzymatic 

signals such as protons (Figure S3).  It is noted that the enzyme solutions lacked long-term shelf life without 

drying them on the PSM, as shown by a large drift in the initial Vth levels of the enzyme solution over time (Figure 

S4). 

We further discovered that the use of bovine serum albumin (BSA) coating on the ITO electrode 

significantly mitigated sample matrix effects without compromising the detection signals (Figure 2c).  In contrast, 

bare ITO electrodes without BSA coating exhibited larger shifts in electroenzymatic signals, even for free 

cholesterol plasma samples.  This might be due to the remaining proteins and ions in lipoprotein-free plasma 

causing non-specific signals by interacting with the bare ITO surface.  

The LOD achieved by our detection platform was assessed in Figure 2d using diluted clinical plasma with 

lipoprotein-free plasma, ensuring controlled conditions. The estimated LOD for cholesterol is determined to be 

28.5 µg/dL (737 nM). This LOD range is exclusively demonstrated by conventional electrochemical detection 

methods employing sophisticated and complex device fabrications, including the utilization of nanomaterials and 

mediators.29 The highly sensitive attribute of FET sensors extends this remarkable LOD range to paper-based 

analytical devices, highlighting the efficacy of the platform even without the need for functionalization.   

Lastly, in Figure 2e, we present the distribution of ∆Vth values for cholesterol concentrations measured 

from patient plasma samples across 178 cartridges produced during 15 different sub-batch fabrications.  Notably, 

when enzymes were absent from the PSM, no correlated detection signals were observed, leaving sample matrix 

effects the only reason for minor variations in ∆Vth (Figure S5).  While there was a degree of correlation between 



8 
 

cholesterol levels and ∆Vth values, relying solely on ∆Vth (which is conventionally used in FET sensor analysis to 

determine target-signals) as the sensor readout presented major challenges.  When applied to our dataset, this 

standard approach displayed a low r2 of 0.808 (Figure 2e) and a large CV of up to 22.8% within a clinically 

relevant range (i.e., 100-150 mg/dL, Figure 2f), confirming the challenges of FET biosensor performance on 

physiological samples, despite optimizations of the diverse fabrication factors listed above.  

The conventional FET analysis, focusing solely on ∆Vth (Figure 2e) by considering the endpoint and initial 

point, falls short of providing a comprehensive understanding of variations during enzyme reactions influenced 

by the time-dependent enzyme reaction rate (Figure 3a) and sample matrix effects. Moreover, the real-time FET 

measurement (Figure 2a), capturing a cumulative representation of specific snapshots at particular moments 

over time, also offers limited information about enzyme reactions. For instance, the Gm values, which cannot be 

obtained from real-time measurement approach in Figure 2a, exhibit significant variations during reactions 

(Figure 3b). These variations are influenced by factors such as the rate of enzyme reactions, the mixing process 

within the cartridge, and the presence of sample matrix effects. Interpreting these dynamic behaviors for each 

specific case can be challenging, underscoring the need for more advanced data-driven analytical techniques, 

such as DL, to comprehensively capture and interpret the dynamic nature of these biochemical processes, as 

detailed in the subsequent sections.  

Design of DL-based Signal Analysis.  DL benefits from the universal function approximation power of 

neural networks to harness the complex non-linear kinetic data from the FET sensor to measure the analyte 

concentrations. Here, we employed DL-based analysis and neural networks for two key objectives: 1) optimizing 

the subset of kinetic signals carrying concentration-specific information, and 2) quantifying the target analyte 

concentrations in patient plasma samples. The DL models were structured as fully-connected shallow networks 

with three hidden layers, utilizing continuously measured FET transfer curves as input data. Both the kinetic data 

input and the network architecture underwent optimization through a 4-fold cross-validation on the validation set 

of plasma samples (refer to the Data Processing and Deep Learning Analysis section for detailed procedures). 

The optimized network was subsequently tested on 30 additional samples from the testing set, never used before.  
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For DL analysis, transfer curves measured over 5 minutes for each plasma sample were transformed 

into a 2D heatmap (Figure S6). This heatmap for each test visually represented all enzymatic kinetic details, 

encompassing characteristics observed in the sum of raw transfer curves (Figure S6a), such as potential drifts 

during the measurement, initial Vth, and changes in Vth, electronic mobility, and Gm due to enzyme reactions 

(Figure S6b). Notably, our preliminary observations underscored the significance of subtracting the initial transfer 

curve data from the raw heatmap in Figure S6b. The initial transfer curves typically serve as a baseline for 

conventional FET analysis to measure the relative change in target-specific signals, which could be significantly 

affected by pH, ion concentrations, and sample matrix effects. Thus, the raw heatmap (Figure S6b), after 

subtracting the initial transfer curve properties and referred to as the signal heatmap (Figure 3c), encapsulated 

pure kinetic information primarily associated with enzymatic reactions, and remained, by and large, unaffected 

by interference from varying pH levels in plasma samples. Using this signal heatmap as input resulted in a 

substantial improvement in the neural network inference, reducing the CV from 20.1% to 8.5% and increasing 

the r2 from 0.698 to 0.904 (see Figure 3d). 

DL was further applied to optimize the subset of kinetic signals containing concentration-specific 

information within the signal heatmap. This optimization considered both the size of the VG window (i.e., within 

the 0-3 V range, Figure 4a-c) and the time window (i.e., within the 14-343 s range, Figure 4d-f). The selection of 

the optimal model was based on achieving the lowest mean square error (MSE) and the highest r2 values when 

comparing predicted and ground truth cholesterol concentrations for samples from the validation dataset, with 

variations in the sizes of VG windows. Consequently, the optimal VG window was identified to be between 1.15 

V and 2.45 V (Figure 4b). The predicted concentrations within this optimal VG subset still exhibited a high CV of 

20.7% and a relatively low r2 of 0.907. With a fixed VG window, an optimal time subset was determined to be 

within the range of 91-119 s (Figure 4e). The network utilizing the optimized subset in Figure 4e demonstrated 

improved quantification performance on the same validation set in Figure 4c, achieving an r2 of 0.954 and a CV 

of 11.4% (Figure 4f). This final optimized network was further utilized to generate blind testing results using 

plasma samples never seen before, which will be detailed in the next section. 

Blinded Testing Results.  The optimized neural network model, incorporating the optimal architecture 

and refined kinetic data input (refer to the Data Processing and Deep Learning Analysis section of the Methods 
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for detailed model architecture), underwent blind testing to quantify cholesterol concentrations across 30 clinical 

plasma samples from three distinct testing batches (Figure 4g). For each of the three testing batches, we trained 

optimized models separately using samples from the same batch to minimize inter-batch variability. The blind 

testing predictions exhibited a high correlation with the ground truth cholesterol values, with an r2 value exceeding 

0.976 for all three batches (Figure 4h).  Additionally, the neural network models’ inference results demonstrated 

low variations in predictions, with a maximum CV of 6.46% over different cholesterol concentration ranges 

(Figure 4i). Importantly, blind testing predictions from the models using the optimal subset in the signal heatmap 

(Figure 4g) outperformed other models, including the model that used the entire raw heatmap (Figure S7a), the 

model with a 2x larger window size than the optimal subset in the signal heatmap (Figure S7b), and the model 

using the optimal subset in the raw heatmap (Figure S7c). Therefore, this optimized concentration inference 

method not only better utilized the enzymatic reaction kinetics of our FET-based sensor but also improved the 

robustness of the network predictions, making them more resistant to variations induced by sample matrix effects.  

For the same blind testing set, a single model trained on samples from all three baches (Figure S8) had 

inferior accuracy (r2: 0.886 excluding outliers) and precision (CV of 10.85 %). Higher variations of this single 

neural network model between different batches originate from additional variabilities in PSM and reagent 

batches used during different testing days.  In future iterations of assay development, incorporating batch-

specific information along with the sensor data can be used to create a more robust inference model that 

generalizes to different batches with the same superior performance. 

Scalability to Immunoassay.  Our detection platform has the potential to be adapted for immunoassays, 

which holds significant promise in a wide range of biomedical applications.  To illustrate this adaptability, we 

conducted a proof-of-concept experiment involving electroactive enzymatic signaling on our platform (Figure S9).  

In this experiment, we utilized the interaction between horseradish peroxidase (HRP)-labeled anti-mouse IgG 

(Ab-HRP), hydrogen peroxide (H2O2), and 3,3',5,5'-tetramethylbenzidine (TMB) — a combination that has long 

been established and widely used in conventional enzyme-linked immunosorbent assays (ELISA) for detecting 

biomarkers in sandwich immunoassays using the resultant colored product of TMB.30 TMB and HRP reactions 

also produce protons31, which serve as a target signal in our detection platform.  This phenomenon is depicted 

in Figure S9, where increased concentrations of Ab-HRP decrease Vth levels of the FET upon the injection of 



11 
 

H2O2 (Figure S9a) or TMB (Figure S9b).  TMB and HRP signaling can be integrated into the LFA framework, 

complemented by zones dedicated to capture antibody, detection antibody, and chemical substrate. This design 

could be particularly beneficial for immunoassays that require high sensitivity, such as troponin I and metabolite 

assays, as well as for the rapid detection of infectious diseases. 

 

DISCUSSION 

Our integration of an LFA component, specifically the PSM, with a FET yields synergistic benefits and 

multiple advantages, effectively overcoming limitations inherent in each of the two components when used 

individually as diagnostic platforms.  The FET sensing mechanism can potentially be used to enhance the 

sensitivity of paper-based analytical devices and enable the measurement of kinetic data within the PSM.  On 

the flip side, the intricate surface chemistry required for FET sensors to immobilize biomolecules like enzymes 

and antibodies is replaced by the straightforward dry chemistry of the LFA technology. Furthermore, building 

upon the utilization of an electroactive enzymatic signal, such as protons, as opposed to label-free FET detection, 

our approach eliminates the requirement for conventional microfluidic systems to regulate reagent supply to FET 

sensors, effectively addressing Debye length issues.  This strategic choice enables a simplified operation down 

to a single sample injection step, eradicating the need for a complex microfluidic system.  This integration goes 

a step further in mitigating critical commercialization risks associated with FET sensors, including shelf-life, 

production costs, and contamination of the FET sensing surface, all of which have hindered the widespread 

adoption of FET biosensors in the market.  

Despite effectively addressing the aforementioned risks, some challenges still persist, particularly in 

terms of reliability, impaired by sample matrix effects and batch-to-batch variations.  The enhanced sensitivity of 

FET sensors, advantageous for detecting target signals, introduces susceptibility to interference from non-

specific binding or unintended interactions, which can complicate the interpretation of results and impact the 

accuracy of the sensor.  Various strategies, such as surface modifications, advanced coatings, or the use of 

blocking agents, have been explored to enhance the specificity of FET sensors.  However, the translation of their 

performance from laboratory-scale studies to practical applications remains a challenge. 
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Our DL-based analysis, coupled with a meticulous optimization process, proves instrumental in mitigating 

variation issues arising from sample matrix effects and reaction rates.  This approach enhances the ability to 

discern and interpret complex interactions of the testing environment within the DL model, allowing for a more 

precise analysis of the intricate but insightful kinetic FET data. While our DL techniques showed competitive 

cholesterol quantification in samples within the same batch (i.e., models for each of the three batches were 

trained independently), the scalability of our DL-based FET sensor between different batches was limited (i.e., a 

single model trained on all three batches showed inferior performance, r2 < 0.9) due to additional factors affecting 

inter-batch repeatability. These factors include the varying properties of ITO used in different testing batches, 

variations in enzyme and reagent concentrations due to handling issues, limited control over environmental 

factors such as temperature and humidity, variability between reagent batches, residual non-specific binding of 

proteins in plasma on the ITO, and varying enzyme activity influenced by the pH or ion concentrations of plasma 

samples. These factors can be addressed in future iterations through quality controls implemented in the 

fabrication and assembly processes. Additionally, assay and environmental factors that have a direct impact on 

the captured data can be added to the input of future inference models to improve the generalizability of the 

concentration inference model to different batches. 

The potential incorporation of our platform into immunoassay technology will open up a myriad of 

biomedical applications, including disease diagnosis, biomarker detection, and therapeutic drug monitoring.  The 

demonstration of electroactive enzymatic signaling between anti-HRP and TMB (Figure S9) underscores the 

versatility of our platform in LFA-based immunoassay techniques.  Measuring electrical signals of the commonly 

used clinical immunoassays by our FET biosensor offers significant advantages, such as high sensitivity, 

enhanced accuracy through kinetic information, and data-driven analysis.  Expanding on the potential benefits, 

the ability of FET sensors to conduct multiplexed immunoassays could be a critical advancement, enabling the 

simultaneous detection of multiple biomarkers within a single sample input.  This capability is essential for 

achieving comprehensive disease profiling, providing a more nuanced understanding of an individual's health 

status.  By facilitating the detection of a spectrum of biomarkers within a single diagnostic measurement, our 

platform, once fully developed, might contribute to more holistic and efficient diagnosis and monitoring of various 

diseases. 
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CONCLUSION  

Our research showcased a seamless integration of FETs, paper-based analytical devices, and DL 

methodologies, effectively addressing persistent challenges associated with FET sensors, such as sample matrix 

effects and variations in reaction rates, while simplifying operational complexities. The inclusion of a PSM in the 

FET sensing zone streamlined the sensor operation into a single-step, cost-effective testing process. The 

synergistic interplay between FETs' kinetic data and DL methodologies was further demonstrated through 

quantitative diagnostics, notably in the proof-of-concept quantification of cholesterol concentration in patient 

plasma samples. For blinded cholesterol tests, this approach yielded a high precision (CV < 6.46%) and a decent 

accuracy (r2 > 0.976). The integration of immunoassays into our detection platform could potentially achieve a 

significant advancement in medical diagnostics, promising improved healthcare outcomes.
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EXPERIMENTIAL PROCEDURES  

Sensing Solution Preparation.  A sensing solution included enzymes, a stabilizer, and buffer solutions.  

300 U/mL cholesterol esterase (Toyobo, COE-311), 300 U/mL cholesterol oxidase (Toyobo, COO-321), and 300 

U/mL peroxidase (Toyobo, POX-301) were dissolved in PBS, piperazine-N,N′-bis(2-ethanesulfonic acid) (PIPES), 

or PBS/PIPES (45/55% ratio) buffer solution, respectively. Triton X-100 (Sigma Aldrich, SLBM3869V), tween 20 

(Surf’s Up surfactant Kit, K40000), and 10% BSA (Thermo Scientific, WL335677) were mixed with the enzyme 

solution at a 0.5% (v/v) for each.  

Cartridge Fabrication.  ITO (Sigma Aldrich, 639303) cleaned with isopropanol for 20 min was utilized 

as the SE.  ITO was further incubated with 10% BSA solution for 4 hours to achieve a blocking layer on the ITO 

surface.  The final sensing solution described earlier was fully spread over each PSM made of an asymmetric 

super micron polysulfone membrane (Pall, T9EXPPA0045S00M) with a 0.45 µm average pore size and a 

nitrocellulose membrane with a 0.22 µm average pore size (Sartorius, 11327-41BL).  Each PSM was fully dried 

for 20 min using nitrogen gas and stored under silica gel for 2 hours.  Dried PSM was sliced to a 6 mm diameter 

circle for the cartridge component.  The ITO was taped on an acrylic sheet substrate (1 mm-thick, 1.5 cm by 1.5 

cm) using double-sided tape.  Another double-sided tape (50 µm thickness) was mounted on the ITO with an 

opening window for PSM placement.  PSM and chamber were sequentially added on the top of double-sided 

tape.  The ITO electrode was connected to the gate of MOSFET using an alligator clip for electrical 

measurements.  All components, including ITO, acrylic sheet and double-sided tapes, were fabricated by a laser 

cutter (60 W Speedy 100 CO2 laser, Trotec, USA).   

Electrical Measurement System.  The ITO of the cartridge was connected to the gate of a commercial 

n-type metal-oxide-semiconductor field-effect transistor (MOSFET) (CD4007UB) using an alligator clip. The 

same MOSFET was used over all measurements consistently. A 20 µL volume of plasma was injected into the 

inlet of the cartridge.  An Ag/AgCl reference electrode contacted the plasma, applying the VG in a range from 0 

to 3 V for all measurements.  All transfer curves were measured using a Keithley 4200A semiconductor analyzer 

with a source-drain voltage set at 50 mV, and the VG fixed in the double-sweep mode.  Transfer curves of the 

FET were repeatedly measured for 5 min under each plasma sample.  The Vth was calculated as the VG 

corresponding to an ID of 1 µA in each transfer curve.  Standard pH buffer solutions were used to evaluate the 
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pH sensitivity of the ITO in Figure S1.  Each solution was removed by pipetting after each measurement.  For 

HRP response tests in Figure S9, 10 mM H2O2 in PBS was mixed with IgG-HRP (Southern Biotech, 1030-05) 

on the bare ITO surface, sequentially, with increasing concentrations of IgG-HRP in a range from 16 ng/mL to 

50 µg/mL in PBS.  Also, TMB (Thermo Scientific, 34028) was added to goat IgG-HRP solution in a range from 

16 ng/mL to 10 µg/mL in PBS before testing. 

Clinical Sample Tests.  Lithium heparin plasma from leftover patient samples collected at The University 

of Chicago Medical Center with cholesterol concentrations ranging from 100 to 300 mg/dL were de-identified 

and stored at -20 °C until use.  Samples were collected under a quality assurance protocol, which qualified for 

an institutional review board waiver and no patient identifiers were collected.  Cholesterol concentrations were 

quantified using the Roche CHOL2 enzymatic colorimetric assay on the c701 module of the Roche Cobas 8000 

analyzer system (Indianapolis, IN, USA).  After thawing, the samples were stored at 2–8°C for up to seven days.  

Lipoprotein-free human plasma was purchased from Kalen Biomedical, LLC as control. In order to evaluate LOD 

(Figure 2d), 312 mg/dL clinical plasma sample was diluted by lipoprotein-free human plasma.  The CV values 

(Figure 2e) were obtained from at least 3 testing cartridges for the same human plasma sample.  

A total of 179 plasma samples were tested within 3 testing batches, including 86 plasma samples in the 

first batch, 57 plasma samples in the second batch, and 36 plasma samples in the third batch.  In the first testing 

batch, 61 plasma samples were used for training, with 17 samples for validation and 8 samples for blind testing 

of the deep learning model.  In the second batch, 42 samples were allocated for training, with 15 samples for 

blind testing, and in the third batch, 29 samples were reserved for training, with 7 samples for blind testing. This 

split was dictated by the uniform coverage of cholesterol concentration (in 100-300 mg/dL range).  

Data Processing and Deep Learning Analysis.  For each sample, the transfer curves of the FET sensor 

were repeatedly measured over 49 cycles with 7 sec per cycle (i.e., a total of 343 s period).  Before applying DL-

based analysis, the first captured cycle was subtracted from all 49 cycles within the raw heatmap (Figure S6b), 

yielding 48 cycles within the heatmap, termed signal heatmap (Figure 3c). For DL analysis, the signal heatmap 

was converted into a 1D array and input into the processing neural network.  The neural network architecture 

was optimized through a 4-fold cross-validation on the validation set, and the optimal model represented a 

shallow neural network with a fully-connected architecture with 3 hidden layers (128, 64 and 32 units), each 
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followed by batch normalization and 0.5 dropout.  All three layers used ReLU activation functions and L2 

regularization.  The loss function (L) was MSE compiled with Adam optimizer, a learning rate of 10-3, and a batch 

size of 5, i.e.,   

𝐿 =  
1

𝑁
∑(𝑦𝑖 − 𝑦′𝑖)2,

𝑁

𝑖=1

 

where yi are the ground truth analyte concentrations, y’I are the predicted concentrations, and N is the batch size. 

The input signals into the neural network were further optimized by selecting a subset of current values 

from the total operating range (i.e., 14-343 s time range and 0-3 V VG range).  The optimization was done in two 

steps through a 4-fold cross-validation (see Deep learning-based optimization of the kinetic data for more details) 

on 17 samples from the validation set (see Clinical Sample Tests section for more details). This optimized model 

architecture (i.e., the model with optimal input subset and architecture) was further used at the blind testing 

phase.   

The blind testing set included 30 samples (not seen during network optimization) from three different 

testing batches. For each batch, the final optimized models were independently trained using samples from the 

same batch (see Clinical Sample Tests).  Training times for batches 1 to 3 were 113 s, 143 s, and 145 s, 

respectively. Irrespective of the batch number, blind testing of the trained model averaged 110 ms per sample 

for a batch size of 1, and this time decreased to 35 ms per sample when using a batch size of 10. Data 

preprocessing and training/testing of neural networks were performed in Python, using OpenCV and TensorFlow 

libraries. Training/testing of the neural networks was done on a desktop computer with a GeForce GT 1080 Ti 

(NVIDIA). 

Deep learning-based Optimization of the Kinetic Data. The neural network input optimization process 

was performed through a 4-fold cross-validation on the validation set and was conducted in two steps: first, 

optimizing the VG subset within 0-3 V range (Figure 4a-c), and second, optimizing the time window within 14-

343s range (Figure 4d-f).  In each step, the optimal model was selected based on the MSE and r2 values between 

the predicted and ground truth cholesterol concentrations for 17 samples from the validation dataset (see the 

Clinical Sample Tests subsection for further details on the split between training, validation, and testing sets).  
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At the first step, the optimal VG operating range was determined to be between 1.15 V and 2.45 V centered at 

1.8 V (Figure 4b).  The predictions generated by the model with the optimal VG window exhibited a strong 

correlation with the ground truth with an r2 of 0.907, however a CV of 20.7% was still high (Figure 4c). To further 

enhance the performance, we determined the optimal time range for a fixed optimal VG window by evaluating 

MSE and r2 maps generated on the same validation dataset with 17 samples (Figure 4d). The optimal time range 

based on lower MSE and higher r2 was selected between 91 s and 119 s centered at 105 s, reducing the overall 

assay operation to < 2.5 minutes (Figure 4e). The predictions of the model with optimized VG and time subsets 

on the validation set showed an r2 value of 0.954 and a CV of 11.4% with respect to ground truth measurements 

(Figure 4f), and the model with this input subset was further used during the blind testing stage. 
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Figure captions 

Figure 1.  Schematic images of (a) the diagnostic platform combining the FET detection system with an actual 

photo of the components of a single-use paper-based analytical cartridge.  (b) Detection mechanism of 

cholesterol around PSM and SE within the cartridge. (c) Overview of DL signal processing framework. 

Figure 2.  (a) Representative real-time Vth curves in response to enzyme reactions based on the cholesterol 

concentrations in human plasma.  (b) Initial Vth distributions of cartridges dried with different buffer components 

such as PBS, PIPES/PBS, PIPES.  CV values of initial Vth were compared.  (c) ∆Vth variation of the cartridge with 

bare ITO and BSA/ITO for the injection of lipoprotein-free plasma. ∆Vth was defined as the difference between 

the initial Vth and Vth for a specific time of each cartridge.  (d) LOD evaluation measured by using a diluted clinical 

plasma sample with lipoprotein-free plasma. (e) ∆Vth distribution of 178 testing cartridges with plasma samples 

of varying cholesterol concentrations.  (f) CV values of ∆Vth in Figure 2(e) calculated from at least 3 repeated 

tests for the same plasma.  

Figure 3.  (a) Schematic of transfer curve changes over different stages of the enzymatic reaction on the 

cartridge.  (b) Representative Gm variation over the enzymatic reaction. (c) Transfer curve heatmaps after 

subtraction of the first cycle signal.  (d) Comparison of cholesterol concentrations predicted by the neural network 

using the pure signal and raw heatmap. 

Figure 4.  (a) MSE and r2 maps for the validation dataset from models with different VG subsets; (b) Optimal VG 

subset selected as a local extremum on MSE and r2 maps.  (c) Predictions on the validation dataset for the model 

with the optimal VG subset; (d) MSE and r2 maps for the validation dataset from models with different time subsets.  

(e) Optimal time subset within VG subset selected as local extremum on MSE and r2 maps.  (f) Model predictions 

on the validation dataset for the model with optimal VG and time subsets.  (g) Final model predictions on the blind 

testing dataset composed of 30 clinical samples from 3 different testing batches.  (h) r2 values expanded over 3 

testing batches for models with different input subsets.  (i) CV values for the optimal model expanded over 

different cholesterol ranges for blind tests. 
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Capacitive coupling study of the HERD SCD
prototype: preliminary results
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Abstract—The Silicon Charge Detector (SCD) is a subdetector
of the High Energy Cosmic Radiation Detection payload. The
dynamic range of the silicon microstrip detector can be extended
by the capacitive coupling effect, which is related to the interstrip
capacitance and the coupling capacitance. A detector prototype
with several sets of parameters was designed and tested in the ion
beams at the CERN Super Proton Synchrotron. The capacitive
coupling fractions with readout strip and floating strip incidences
were studied using the beam test data and SPICE simulation.

Index Terms—Silicon microstrip detectors, Capacitive cou-
pling, Capacitance

I. INTRODUCTION

THE High Energy Cosmic Radiation Detection (HERD)
facility is a dedicated particle and astrophysical experi-

ment for the Chinese space station. It aims to achieve several
key scientific objectives, including indirect searches for dark
matter, precise spectroscopy, and composition measurements
of cosmic rays, and monitoring high-energy gamma rays [1].
One of the unresolved phenomena in cosmic ray detection is
the “knee”, which refers to the steepening of primary cosmic
rays near the PeV energy range [2]. The operation of HERD
is expected to make significant contributions to understanding
this phenomenon.

The HERD facility comprises a 3-D cubic imaging
calorimeter (CALO) surrounded by five sides of trackers, Plas-
tic Scintillator Detector (PSD) and Silicon Charge Detector
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Fig. 1. Schematics of the HERD detector.

(SCD) [3]. The envelope size of the HERD facility is 3.0 ×
2.3 × 1.7 m3. SCD is located at the outmost of HERD, as
shown in Fig. 1.

The SCD is designed to measure the charge of high-energy
cosmic ray nuclei ranging from Z of 1 to about 28. The SCD
is composed of a Top-SCD unit covering an area of 1.8 × 1.8
m2, and four Side-SCD units with an area of 1.6 × 1.1 m2

each. Each SCD unit consists of eight layers of single-sided
silicon microstrip detectors. The adjacent layers are installed
in orthogonal directions to identify the charge and trajectories
of incoming charged particles [4].

A silicon microstrip detector can be modeled as a network
of capacitors, which includes the bulk capacitors, the interstrip
capacitors, and the coupling capacitors [5,6]. When a charge
signal is generated within a strip that has been hit, it can
be capacitively coupled to neighboring strips through the
capacitor network. This capacitive coupling effect is negligible
when the coupling capacitance is significantly larger than the
interstrip capacitance. On the contrary, this capacitive coupling
effect can be enhanced by using smaller coupling capacitors
as discussed in this paper.

The electronic design of SCD is inherited from the Silicon
Tungsten Tracker of the Dark Matter Explorer (DAMPE),
whose linear dynamic range can only directly measure the
signal of Z = 1 ∼ 6. The SCD is proposed to increase the
dynamic range to measure the signal of Z = 1 ∼ 28 by
enhancing the capacitive coupling effect. The small signals
from low-Z particles can be easily measured using the fired
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Fig. 2. The capacitive coupling fractions of set 2 a) and set 4 b). The definition
of the two sets will be discussed below.

strip. The large signals from high-Z particles could saturate
the readout electronics of the fired strip, but the capacitively
coupled signals of the neighboring strips are not saturated.
The total signals can be reconstructed as the coupled sig-
nals divided by the coupling fractions. This helps the SCD
to measure high-Z particles and extend the dynamic range.
However, if the capacitive coupling fractions are too small
(Fig. 2a), the coupled signals may be too weak and the signal-
to-noise ratios are poor. The capacitive coupling fractions of
SCD are preferred to be larger by approximately one order
of magnitude than the fractions without external capacitors
(Fig. 2b). The dependence of capacitive coupling fractions
and the capacitor network of the SCD prototype detector was
investigated through ion beam test and SPICE simulation.

II. THE SCD PROTOTYPE DETECTOR

The single-sided AC-coupled prototype detector (Products
ID: OOO-2), ordered from MICRON semiconductor in 2021
[7], has a thickness of 300 µm and an active area of 6 cm
× 3.2 cm (Fig. 3). The full depletion voltage of the sensor is
30 V and it was biased at 80 V during the experiment. Fig.
4 illustrates a cross-section of the silicon sensor. The junction
side of the detector has 400 p+ strips. The implantation
and readout pitch are 80 µm and 160 µm, respectively. The
detector is divided into two groups: the first half with 200
strips have a width of 60 µm, while the remaining 200 strips
have a width of 25 µm. Half of the implantation strips are AC-
coupled to the front-end electronics and amplified by four 64-
ch IDE1140 ASICs [8], while the other half implantation strips
remain floating. These two types of implantation strips are
referred to as the readout strips and floating strips, respectively.
This interval readout design allows for achieving good spatial
resolution using limited readout channels [9,10].

In order to investigate the dependence of capacitive coupling
on the coupling capacitors, the 100 readout channels in each
group are divided into five sets (Fig. 5). Each set consists of
20 readout channels coupled to various external capacitors, as
listed in Table 1.

The readout channels of both set 1 and set 10 (with 68
pF external capacitors) are connected to two different ASICs.

Fig. 3. View of the SCD prototype detector.

Fig. 4. Layout of the silicon microstrip sensor.

This can introduce a bias in the capacitive coupling effect due
to the different ASIC gains. Besides, strip width of 60 µm
is closer to the final design. Consequently, only the analysis
results of set 2 to set 5 are presented and discussed.

III. CAPACITANCE MEASUREMENT

The bulk capacitance, coupling capacitance, and interstrip
capacitance of the SCD were measured using an Agilent
4980A LCR meter. The detector was biased at 80 V using
a Keithley 6487 picoammeter. An Agilent 16065A external
voltage bias fixture was used to prevent the bias voltage from
damaging the LCR meter. For each type of capacitance, the
mean value and the error were calculated through five mea-
surements. In addition, an Agilent 16380A standard capacitor
set was used for calibration before each measurement.

The coupling capacitance (Cc) was measured by probing the
AC pad and DC pad of the same strip. The equivalent parallel
capacitance (Cp) and series capacitance (Cs) were read from

TABLE I
PARAMETERS FOR EACH SET OF THE DETECTOR

Set Strip width (µm) External capacitors (pF)
1 60 68
2 60 N/A
3 60 47
4 60 20
5 60 100
6 25 100
7 25 20
8 25 47
9 25 N/A
10 25 68
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Fig. 5. Schematic diagram of a detector with five sets for each of the two
strip widths.

Fig. 6. The coupling capacitance dependence on the frequency.

the LCR meter within a frequency range from 100 Hz to 2
MHz, as shown in Fig. 6. At low frequencies, Cp and Cs were
the same and independent of the frequency. As the frequency
increased, the resistive implantation strip gradually blocked
the AC signal, causing a decrease in the measured capacitance
[5]. The measurements at 600 Hz were chosen to evaluate the
coupling capacitance.

The total bulk capacitance was measured by probing the
bias ring and the backplane of the detector. The bias voltage
was scanned from 5 V to 80 V at a frequency of 600 Hz,
as shown in Fig. 7. Two linear fits were conducted, and the
full depletion voltage was approximately 29.9 V. The bulk
capacitance of a single strip (Cb) is calculated by dividing the
total bulk capacitance by the number of strips.

Three methods were used to measure the first interstrip
capacitance (Ci1) by placing the probes on the pads of two
adjacent strips: a) AC-AC pads, b) DC-DC pads and c) AC-
DC pads. The measurements were conducted with 10 kHz
where the capacitance was independent of the frequency. The
capacitance obtained from the three methods were 6.18 ± 0.16
pF, 6.27 ± 0.27 pF, and 6.35 ± 0.27 pF, respectively. They

Fig. 7. The total bulk capacitance as a function of the bias voltage.

TABLE II
THE CAPACITANCE MEASUREMENT RESULTS

Capacitance Value (pF) Error (pF)
Cc 575 0.65
Cb 1.66 N/A
Ci1 6.27 0.29
Ci2 0.26 0.30
Ci3 0.21 0.12

agreed with each other within the range of error. Therefore,
only the AC-AC pads were measured for the second interstrip
capacitance (Ci2) and third interstrip capacitance (Ci3). The
final results were shown in Table 2.

IV. ION BEAM TEST RESULTS

A. Experimental setup

An ion beam test was conducted at the CERN Super
Proton Synchrotron (SPS) in October 2022 to investigate the
response of ions for all the HERD prototype detectors. The
test involved a 150 GeV/n lead primary beam directed at a
4 cm thick beryllium target. The secondary particles were
selected using magnets and then directed towards the HERD
prototype detectors. The SCD was mounted on a moving
platform perpendicular to the ion beam, and the height of the
platform was adjusted during the test to ensure that most of the
detector sets received illumination from the small collimated
beams.

B. Raw data process and event selection

The raw data processing consists of three steps: pedestal
subtraction, common noise subtraction, and cluster finding.
Firstly, the pedestal of each channel was determined by
calculating the average ADC value recorded during a pedestal
run for that specific channel. This pedestal value was then
subtracted from the channel amplitude in every beam run
to remove the baseline. Secondly, the common noise, which
is caused by power supply fluctuations, was calculated as
the average ADC value of each ASIC and then subtracted
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Fig. 8. The η distribution of the detector set 4 with lithium nuclei incidence.

event-by-event [11]. Lastly, a cluster finding algorithm was
applied to identify all the clusters [11], and the maximum
cluster is selected. The amplitudes of the maximum channel
within the cluster (known as the seed channel) along with its
eight neighboring channels were preserved for further analysis.
Events with readout strips or floating strips incidences were
selected based on the impact position η, defined as:

η =

{
PHseed

PHseed−1+PHseed
if PHseed−1 ≥ PHseed+1

PHseed+1

PHseed+PHseed+1
if PHseed−1 < PHseed+1

(1)

where PHseed, PHseed−1 and PHseed+1 are the signal am-
plitudes of the seed channel and its two neighboring channels
after pedestal and common noise subtractions, respectively.

When a particle hits a readout strip, the majority of the
charge is collected by the seed channel, resulting in the η
value close to 0 or 1. On the other hand, when a particle
hits the floating strip, the charge is capacitively coupled and
distributed almost equally between the two adjacent readout
strips, leading to the η value close to 0.5. Fig. 8 illustrates
the distribution of η values for incident lithium nuclei on the
detector set 4. The readout strip incidence is identified with
η values within the range of [0, 0.15] and [0.85, 1], while
the floating strip incidence is identified with η values between
0.45 and 0.55.

C. Capacitive coupling analysis

A typical capacitive coupling effect of readout strip inci-
dence is shown in Fig. 9b. The seed channel collects around
90% of the total cluster amplitude. The neighboring channels
only share a few percent of the total cluster amplitude, and
the sharing fraction decreases as the distance increases. The
first neighboring channel contributed approximately 7% of
the total cluster amplitude. Fig. 9a depicts the capacitive
coupling fractions of each channel when lithium nuclei hit
the floating strips of detector set 4. The charge collected
by the fired floating strip is shared among its neighboring
channels, with the sharing fractions decreasing as the distance
increases. The fractions of the first neighboring channels
amount to approximately 6% of the total cluster amplitude.

Fig. 9. The capacitive coupling fractions of the detector set 4 with lithium
nuclei incidence on the floating strips (a) and the readout strips (b). The color
refers to the number of entries in each bin.

The spectra of the capacitive coupling fractions for the first
neighboring channels were accumulated for each ion and each
detector set with either readout or floating strip incidences.
Each spectrum was fitted with a Gaussian distribution and the
Gaussian mean and sigma values were evaluated. A Gaussian
fit result of the first neighboring channel of detector set 4
with floating strip incidences is shown in Fig. 10. Fig. 11a
shows the independence of the capacitive coupling fractions
of first neighboring channels on the type of light ions with
floating strip incidences. This independence can be explained
as follows. The capacitive coupling is affected by the incident
angle, the charge diffusion during carrier drifting and the ca-
pacitor network. During the ion beam test, the SCD prototype
detector was installed perpendicular to the beam direction, and
the charge diffusion diameters of light ions are negligible with
respect to the implant pitch [12]. As a result, the capacitive
coupling should only depend on the detector sets. The final
capacitive coupling fractions were evaluated as the weighted
mean of the capacitive coupling fractions from Z = 1 ∼ 7, as
shown in Fig. 11 in the dashed lines. It should be noted that
the capacitive coupling fractions of ions heavier than nitrogen
were not considered due to electronics saturation.

The same evaluation process of the capacitive coupling
fractions of detector set 4 was applied to other detector sets.
The relationship between the reciprocal of capacitance values
and the capacitive coupling fractions of the first neighboring
channels will be discussed in the next section. Fig. 12 shows
the relationship between the reciprocal of capacitance values
and the capacitive coupling fractions of the first neighboring
channels of four detector sets with readout strip and float strip
incidences. For both readout and floating strip incidences, a
smaller external capacitor increases the capacitive coupling
fractions of the first neighboring channels.

V. SPICE SIMULATION

In order to obtain the theoretical capacitive coupling frac-
tions, the SCD prototype detector was modelled as a SPICE
circuit, as shown in Fig. 13. The second and the third interstrip
capacitors were included in the circuit but not shown in Fig.
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Fig. 10. The capacitive coupling fraction distribution of the first neighboring
channels for the detector set 4 with lithium nuclei incidence on the floating
strips.

Fig. 11. The capacitive coupling fractions of the first neighboring channels
with (a) floating strip and (b) readout strip incidences for the detector set 4.

13 for clear vision. Each readout strip was connected to
a preamplifier through an intrinsic coupling capacitor (Cc)
and an external coupling capacitor (Cce). The incidence of
a charged particle is simulated as a current pulse connected
on both sides of a bulk capacitor. The measured capacitance
values shown in Table 2 were used in the simulation. The
simulation results are shown in Fig. 12 in dashed curves. The
SPICE simulation results are consistent with the measured
capacitive coupling fractions which depend on the external
coupling capacitor.

VI. CONCLUSION

The HERD SCD should have a large dynamic range to
measure the charge of Z = 1 ∼ 28 cosmic rays. The large
dynamic range is proposed to be covered by enhancing the
capacitive coupling effect. A HERD SCD prototype detector
has been designed to study the capacitive coupling effect
dependence of the detector parameters. The detector is divided
in several detector sets, and each set has various external
capacitors. The detector was illuminated by the ion beams
in CERN SPS and the capacitive coupling fractions with

Fig. 12. The relationship between the reciprocal of capacitance values and the
capacitive coupling fractions of first neighboring channel with readout strip
(a) and floating strip (b) incidences in SPICE simulation and in data.

Fig. 13. SPICE equivalent model of the microstrip detector.

readout strip and floating strip incidences were evaluated. The
capacitive coupling fractions were not sensitive to the species
of ions, but were dependent on the impact position. As the
distance to the impact position increases, the capacitive cou-
pling fractions decrease. In addition, the detector parameters
and the external coupling capacitors also affect the capacitive
coupling fractions. A SPICE simulation has been implemented
by modelling the SCD detector as a capacitor network, and the
simulation results were consistent with the measurements. The
knowledge of the capacitive coupling effect dependence to the
detector parameters helps to optimize the design of the SCD
detector.
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Abstract

The lowering of the energy threshold in the NaI detector is crucial not only for

comprehensive validation of DAMA/LIBRA but also for exploring new possibil-

ities in the search for low-mass dark matter and observing coherent elastic scat-

tering between neutrino and nucleus. Alongside hardware enhancements, ex-

tensive efforts have focused on refining event selection to discern noise, achieved

through parameter development and the application of machine learning. Ac-

quiring pure, unbiased datasets is crucial in this endeavor, for which a waveform

simulation was developed. The simulation data were compared with the exper-

imental data using several pulse shape discrimination parameters to test its

performance in describing the experimental data. Additionally, we present the

outcomes of multi-variable machine learning trained with simulation data as a

scintillation signal sample. The distributions of outcomes for experimental and

simulation data show a good agreement. As an application of the waveform

simulation, we validate the trigger efficiency alongside estimations derived from

the minimally biased measurement data.
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1. Introduction

Since DAMA/LIBRA claimed the observation of an annual modulation sig-

nal attributed to dark matter (DM) [1, 2, 3], no signal supporting the DAMA/LIBRA’s

observation has been substantiated, and the DAMA/LIBRA signal has been in-

validated by many experiments based on various models [4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. Several

research groups are presently conducting experiments using the same NaI(Tl)

crystal detector as DAMA/LIBRA in attempts to replicate and test the sig-

nal [9, 10, 11, 12, 13]. Recently, COSINE-100 and ANAIS-112 published results

from their model-independent annual modulation analyses [14, 15]. Although

inconclusive at present, more definitive results are expected to be reached within

the next few years.

When interpreting those results, one noticeable challenge is lowering the

analysis threshold. Since DAMA/LIBRA’s quenching factor measurements are

more than twice as large [16, 17, 18, 19], the direct comparison would require

less than half of their analysis threshold. Additionally, DAMA/LIBRA have

recently presented the annual modulation results with an energy threshold down

to 0.75 keV [20].

The low energy threshold presents additional opportunities, such as the

search for weakly interacting massive particles (WIMPs) and the observation

of coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering (CEνNS). As sodium and iodine

are both odd-proton elements, a synergy with the low energy threshold provides

competitive sensitivity for spin-dependent interactions of low-mass WIMPs with

protons [21]. Simultaneously, there are efforts to observe CEνNS of reactor neu-

trinos using NaI detectors [22]. This experiment aims to enhance our under-

standing of reactor neutrinos and provide complementary insights into CEνNS

involving relatively lightweight nuclide. The essential element of the CEνNS

observation lies in achieving an extremely low energy threshold. The efforts to-

ward lowering the energy threshold from a hardware perspective have brought

2



significant enhancements in encapsulation design [23], and concurrent endeavors

on the software front via low-energy event analysis need to be pursued alongside.

To improve the analysis of low-energy event, we devised a waveform simula-

tion reflecting the scintillation characteristics and incorporating a data acquisi-

tion (DAQ) system. This simulation contributes significantly to refining event

selection aimed at lowering the energy threshold by enhancing our understand-

ing of detector responses. This is demonstrated through the development of

parameters for pulse shape discrimination (PSD) and their utility in generating

pure samples for multi-variable machine learning (ML) applications.

Additionally, the analysis of extremely low-energy events much account for

the trigger conditions used to filter out electronic noises. These are more preva-

lent at lower energies and may obscure the real scintillation events. Thus, the

fraction of triggered scintillation events, referred to as trigger efficiency, should

be considered in low-energy analysis. Measuring trigger efficiencies requires

obtaining minimally biased samples, independent of triggers, and as free from

noise as possible. We utilized samples generated from multiple γ rays emitted

by a 22Na radioactive source for this purpose.

The waveform simulation was optimized to accurately replicate the exper-

imental data and is detailed in Sec. 2, along with its implementation process.

In Sec. 3, we perform a comparative analysis between the experimental and

simulation data using several PSD parameters to validate the simulation. Fur-

thermore, we present the outcomes of utilizing the simulated data as a training

sample for ML. The dataset used in Secs. 2 and 3 was taken from the NEON

experiment, with comprehensive details of the experimental setup available in

Ref. [22]. Meanwhile, another experimental setup for measuring trigger effi-

ciencies is outlined in Sec. 4, accompanied by an explanation of the estimation

method. We also present trigger efficiencies derived from noise-free simulated

data compared to real data for enhanced confidence.

3



2. Waveform Simulation (WFSim)

We have developed a simulation tool named WFSim to thoroughly compre-

hend the detector response and secure pure samples of scintillation events. Typ-

ically, a full simulation for a scintillation calorimeter involves emulating the

detector, including the optical process of scintillation photons, and the DAQ

process. However, due to the resource-intensive nature of tuning the simula-

tion and generating events, our focus was on crafting a fast and uncomplicated

simulation tool tailored specifically to our requirements.

The detector simulation utilizing Geant4 [24] yields the energy deposited

by the interaction of particles. Photons are then generated according to the

light yield of the scintillator, which is the number of photons produced relative

to the energy deposited. The generated photons go through an optical process

and hit the PMT’s photocathode, which creates photoelectrons (PEs) based on

its quantum efficiency. Here, the number of photoelectrons generated within an

event is referred to as the NPE, and the number of photoelectrons generated

relative to the energy deposited is defined as the “effective light yield”.

WFSim focuses on photoelectrons instead of photon, bypassing the optical

process. To do this, we derived the expectation value of NPE from experi-

mental data, and a value of NPE serves as input to the WFSim for each event,

drawn randomly from a Poisson distribution with the expectation value as the

mean. Subsequently, WFSim generates waveforms identical in dimensions to the

experimental data.

The process to compute physics quantities, such as charge and PSD parame-

ters, remains consistent because the simulated waveforms match the dimensions

of the physical data. This allows direct comparison between the physics quan-

tities derived from the simulation data and those from the experimental data,

enabling the simulation data to function as scintillation signal samples for ML or

deep learning (DL). By employing WFSim, we can efficiently and precisely simu-

late the detector response, significantly supporting research and facilitating the

development of effective analysis methods for NaI(Tl)-based experiments.
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2.1. PMT Simulation

The photomultiplier tube (PMT) serves to amplify PEs emitted upon pho-

ton interaction with the photocathode. This amplification, occurring through

multiple dynode stages, generates a large quantity of electrons from the PEs,

eventually converted into electrical pulses upon reaching the anode. Typically,

a single PE (SPE) undergoes amplification by a factor of 106 to 107 electrons,

referred to as the PMT gain G. Various factors, such as voltage differences,

material properties, and dynode geometry, influence the amplification factor at

each dynode stage. While these factors may vary across stages in real-world

scenarios, WFSim assumes these as constant values due to complexity.

To stochastically determine the number of electrons amplified at stage i for

an electron from stage i− 1, it is assumed to follow a Poisson distribution,

famp(ne,i|G, nstage) = fpois(ne,i|Ae = G1/nstage) =
A

ne,i
e

ne,i!
e−Ae . (1)

where ne,i denotes the number of electrons amplified at the ith stage, nstage

is the number of dynode stages, and Ae represents the amplification factor of

each stage. We assume each stage has the same amplification factor. For each

electron obtained in stage i − 1, the count of electrons amplified in stage i is

randomly drawn from Eq. 1, and their sum constitutes the total electron count

in stage i,

Ne,i =

Ne,i−1∑
ngen
e,i , (2)

where ngen
e,i represents the random number generated via Eq. 1 for each electron

in stage i− 1.

SPE pulses are often under-amplified due to cathode/dynode stage skip-

ping or inelastic backscattering [25]. Incorporating under-amplified SPE pulses

termed as low-gain (LG) pulses, WFSim assumes that these LG pulses have

skipped one dynode without amplification. We employ the same Ae as normal-

gain (NG) pulses but reducing the number of stages to nstage − 1. Each SPE

pulse randomly chooses either NG and LG based on the measured probability
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of LG for each PMT, and the PMT amplification process is executed iteratively

following Eq. 2.

LG fraction integrated into the simulation is estimated from experimental

data through modeling. The dataset used for the analysis is obtained by expos-

ing NaI(Tl) crystal to a 241Am γ ray source, and PE pulses are identified from

the waveform via a clustering algorithm introduced in Ref. [26]. To select iso-

lated PE pulses, 59.5-keV γ ray events were selected and a criterion was set with

a time window ranging from 2.6µs after to 4.6µs after the trigger time. The

charge distribution of those pulses can be depicted in Fig. 1, where the ADC

count is a charge unit and is covered in detail in Sec. 2.3. The model to describe

the data should reflect the characteristics of the NG and LG pulses. Notably,

pulses extracted from the data may not exclusively comprise SPE pulses. Over-

lapping of multi-PE (MPE) pulses may occur making them indistinguishable

and potentially biasing the results, so that we should account this effect.

The single-NG pulses can be modeled by a continuous Poisson distribution

using Euler Gamma function,

fXN
(q| aq, µn) = fCP(q/aq|µn) =

µ
(q/aq)
n

Γ(q/aq + 1)
e−µn , (3)

where q represents the charge sum of the waveform and aq is a scaling factor.

A random variable XN formalizes q to describe the charge distribution of NG

pulses with µn depicting the Poisson mean of q/aq. With the ratio of the mean

charge of NG to LG pulses ρNL, the charge distribution of single-LG pulses is

described as,

fXL
(q| aq, µn, ρNL) = fCP(q/aq · ρNL|µn). (4)

This expression assumes similarity in the charge distribution shapes for LG and

NG pulses, as their shapes are primarily determined by the first amplification

stage while subsequent stages smear the distribution.

The model to describe MPE pulses should also account for the characteristics

of NG and LG pulses. For MPE pulses composed of solely NG or LG pulses, a

Poisson distribution with µn multiplied by the number of PEs as the mean can
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Figure 1: Pulse charge distribution with the N-PE model. The distribution of experimental

data (black dots) of 59.5-keV γ rays from a 241Am source are represented by black dots with

error bars, while the solid thick red line illustrates the N-PE model as decribed in Eqs. 3

to 5. The solid magenta, long dashed brown, dashed green, and dotted blue lines represent

distributions for low-gain (LG), normal-gain (NG), 2-PE, and 3-PE pulses, respectively. The

2-PE and 3-PE distributions encompass both NG and LG pulses, maintaining an identical

fraction of LG pulses.

be used. When MPE pulses are a mix of NG and LG pulses, a distribution with

the combination of XN and XL as the random variable is needed for modeling.

For instance, a distribution like the following can be applied for a 2-PE charge

distribution consisting of an NG pulse and an LG pulse,

fY (q) =

∫
fXN

(t| aq, µn)× fXL
(q − t| aq, µn, ρNL) dt, (5)

where Y is the random variable representing the sum of XN and XL (Y =

XN +XL).

By extending this approach to encompass the charge distribution up to 3-

PE pulses, the model adequately represents the data as shown in Fig. 1. The

estimated fraction of LG pulses from this model fit is (6.79 ± 0.46)%, and the
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effective light yield given the fraction can be estimated as,

NPE/keV =
Q(59.5 keV)/(59.5 keV)

(1− fLG) qNG + fLG qLG
, (6)

where Q(59.5 keV) is the charge corresponding to the 59.5-keV γ ray from 241Am

and fLG denotes the LG fraction. The mean charge of NG and LG pulses are

represented by qNG and qLG, respectively. These can also be obtained from

the model fit as qNG = µnaq and qLG = µnaq/ρNL. The information such

as SPE gain, LG pulse probability, and effective light yield is used as input

to the simulation. These processes are conducted individually to reflect the

characteristics of each PMT and the results are utilized in the PMT simulation.

2.2. Waveform Generation

Waveform generation in WFSim involves the stacking of SPE and random

pulses on the pedestal followed by the analog-to-digital converter’s (ADC) sam-

pling. The following subsections explain the implementation of these compo-

nents and the extraction of essential data-derived information.

2.2.1. Pedestal

The waveform is discretized with a time interval of 2 ns, aligning with the

500-MHz ADC sampling rate of our DAQ system. Each time bin’s pedestal

value is drawn randomly from a Gaussian distribution,

fped(q|µped, σped) =
1√

2πσped

exp

[
− (q − µped)

2

2σ2
ped

]
, (7)

where µped and σped denote the mean and root-mean-square (RMS) of the

pedestal, respectively. During data processing for each event, the pedestal mean

is computed and subtracted from the waveform before deriving physics quanti-

ties. Therefore, maintaining a constant µped does not introduce any difference

from the experimental data.

Conversely, if the pedestal RMS differs from the experimental data, it may

impact the waveform; thus, it should mirror the data. Given the asymmetric
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Figure 2: Comparison of the pedestal RMS distributions between the experimental data (black

dots) and the simulated data (solid blue line), which are well agreed.

nature of the experimental data’s pedestal RMS distribution, we employed an

asymmetric Gaussian distribution to model the variations of σped,

fσped
(σped|µσ, σl, σr) =


2√

2π(σl+σr)
exp

[
− (σped−µσ)

2

2σ2
l

]
(σped < µσ),

2√
2π(σl+σr)

exp
[
− (σped−µσ)

2

2σ2
r

]
(σped ≥ µσ),

(8)

where µσ denote the most probable value of σped. The dispersion of σped is

represented by σl and σr when it is less or greater than µσ, respectively. For

each event, σped is randomly drawn from the distribution in Eq. 8 to generate the

pedestal values. These equation parameters were deduced from the experimental

data to feed into the simulation. Figure 2 illustrates a comparison between the

simulation and experimental data for the pedestal RMS distribution, showing a

good agreement between the experimental and simulation data.

2.2.2. SPE Pulse Generation

The initial step in generating an SPE pulse involves selecting the pulse type,

either NG or LG pulses, followed by obtaining the SPE charge. By default, the

SPE charge is acquired through the PMT simulation outlined in Sec. 2.1 for each
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Figure 3: (a) Mean and (b) RMS of the SPE height distribution as functions of the SPE

charge. The black dots with error bars depict parameters estimated using a Gaussian model

fitted to experimental data. These parameter values are modeled with first and second-order

polynomials (red lines) representing the variations in the mean and RMS as the SPE charge

changes, respectively.

event. Alternatively, templates obtained from 100 million PMT simulations,

including both NG and LG pulses, can be utilized to avoid repeated PMT

simulations. In this approach, the SPE charge is randomly extracted from the

template corresponding to each pulse type.

The SPE pulse’s height, the maximum amplitude of the pulse, is then de-

termined using a charge-height relationship.

Since the SPE height distribution for a given SPE charge was observed to

be Gaussian-like shape in the experimental data, the distribution is modeled by

a Gaussian distribution varying its mean and standard deviation depending on

the SPE charge q,

fh(h| q) = fgaus[h|µh(q), σh(q)], (9)

where h represents the SPE height and µh stands for the mean of the SPE

height distribution corresponding to a given q, while σh represents the standard

deviation. The values of µh and σh in the Gaussian model vary with the change

in SPE charge indicating variations in the distribution as demonstrated in Fig. 3.

Those values are respectively modeled with first and second-order polynomial

functions µh(q) and σh(q), representing the charge-height relationship. Upon
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Figure 4: SPE shape distributions. We accumulated isolated pulses zeroing out the time when

they maximize for data distribution. The heights of all distributions were normalized to 1,

and the widths of the reference distributions were area scaled to be equal to the data.

randomly generating the SPE charge, the height distribution is determined and

the SPE height is drawn from this relationship.

To establish the SPE shape for a given SPE charge and height, several refer-

ence distributions were compared to the data. Isolated SPE pulses were stacked

to get the data distribution. To synchronize the pulse times before stacking, we

set the time of maximum pulse amplitude to zero. The reference models used

are Gaussian, Moyal [27], and their mixture model expressed as,

fmix(t| tspe, σspe)

=
1√

8πσspe

{
exp

[
−1

2

(
t− tspe
σspe

+ e
− t−tspe

σspe

)]
+ exp

[
− (t− tspe)

2

2σ2
spe

]}
,

(10)

where tspe denotes the SPE hit time, and σspe represents the dispersion of the

SPE pulse. As shown in Fig. 4, the mixture model was chosen because it

explains the shape such as asymmetry better than the two other models. Once

the charge and height of the SPE are determined, the SPE pulse is generated

at the specified SPE hit time detailed in the subsequent subsection.
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Figure 5: Waveform distribution comparison. The solid red line illustrates the waveform

accumulated from scintillation events in experimental data, the dotted green line represents

the waveform unfolded from the accumulated waveform, and the dashed blue line shows the

waveform reconstructed from the unfolded waveform.

2.2.3. SPE Hit Time

Obtaining the hit time of each SPE typically involves characteristics of scin-

tillation process such as rising and decaying times. However accurate simula-

tion of this process necessitates a comprehensive understanding of the detector

response, including scintillation process and optical properties of the NaI(Tl)

crystal. It also demands significant simulation time. To bypass these without

missing the scintillation characteristics of NaI(Tl) crystal, WFSim introduced an

alternative method by extracting hit times from a data-driven time distribution

generated through a two-step process.

First, an average waveform was derived by accumulating scintillation events

within the [2, 10] keV energy range, selected due to its representation of a rel-

atively low-energy area where noise is easily discriminated. To remove the

smearing effect caused by the time distribution of the SPE pulses, the itera-

tive Bayesian unfolding (IBU) method [28] was employed. The IBU method un-

folded the accumulated waveform, utilizing a migration matrix obtained through

12



simulations outlined in Sec. 2.2.2.

The unfolded waveform was reconstructed via the migration matrix to be

validated,

wrecon
i =

∑
j

Mij w
unfold
j (11)

where wrecon
i denotes the amplitude of reconstructed waveform for ith time bin

while wunfold
j represents the amplitude of unfolded waveform for jth time bin,

and the migration matrix is indicated by Mij . Figure 5 shows that the re-

constructed waveform (dashed blue) closely matches the accumulated waveform

(solid red). The unfolded waveform is also depicted in the figure as a dotted

green line. The tspe values in Eq. 10 are randomly drawn from the unfolded

waveform to determine the position of each pulse.

2.2.4. Random Photoelectrons

WFSim includes random PEs originating from sources such as NaI(Tl) phos-

phorescences [29, 30] and PMT dark current. Given that the waveform recording

in the experimental data starts roughly 2.4µs before the trigger time similar as

the COSINE-100 DAQ system [31], the rate of random PEs can be estimated by

counting pulses within the [0, 2]µs timeframe. These random PEs are assumed

to share the same shape and magnitude as the SPE pulses. The position is

randomly chosen to ensure an uniform distribution.

2.3. Digitization and Triggering

The PMT generates analog signal measured in volts, which is then digitized

by the ADC. The DAQ system used in the COSINE-100 [31] and the NEON [22]

experiments has a resolution (σADC) of 12 bits and a peak-to-peak voltage (Vpp)

of 2.5V. The amplitude of the signal is therefore quantized at a voltage resolu-

tion of 2.5/212 V (∼ 0.61mV). This quantization occurs at a 500-MHz sampling

rate, discretizing the signal at 2-ns intervals. Upon satisfying specific local trig-

ger conditions with the digitized signal, the ADC transmits a trigger decision

to the trigger control board (TCB). Given that a NaI(Tl) crystal integrates two

PMTs to read scintillation light, the TCB generates a global trigger decision
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Figure 6: Waveforms generated by WFSim for an event. (a) and (b) represent the waveforms

for PMT channel 1 and 2, respectively. The solid red line denotes the trigger time, the dotted

red line shows the height trigger threshold, and the red shaded area illustrates the coincidence

window. Note that to increase the readability, the waveforms show zoomed-in view from

2000 ns to 3500 ns out of 8000 ns total readout window.

when both PMTs’ trigger decisions meet a time coincidence criterion. Upon

generating the global trigger decision, the DAQ server records 8-µs digitized

waveforms starting 2.4µs before the trigger time.

WFSim includes the discretization process by generating waveforms with 2-

ns time interval. The waveform then undergoes a quantization and triggering

processes similar to the DAQ system [31]. Since the output from the PMT sim-

ulation represents the amplified number of electrons, the amplitude is initially

expressed in units of charge, namely pico-Coulomb (pC). It needs a unit con-

version to match the quantization standards of the experimental data, and the

amplitude is converted into ADC counts, a unit that ensures the ADC’s voltage

resolution of 1. The factor CpC2ADC accounts for this conversion is expressed

as,

CpC2ADC =
2σADC Rter(Ω)

wt(ns)Vpp(V)
× 10−3, (12)

where Rter is the terminal resistance of 50Ω.

After converting the waveform amplitudes into ADC count-based values,

each time bin’s amplitude is quantized into an integer. Local and global triggers
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Figure 7: Waveform examples. Pedestal subtracted waveforms from experimental and simu-

lation data are displayed in (a) (b) and (c) (d), respectively, for PMT channel 1 and 2.

that are integrated into the process are implemented as follows: the local trigger

deploys a height trigger condition upon amplitude threshold crossing. The global

trigger opens a coincidence window (CW) when a local trigger activates on a

PMT channel. If another channel triggers while the CW remains open, it flags

the event as triggered. The waveform is shifted to align the trigger time with

a specified time and is recorded, accompanied by a trigger bit indicating event

triggering status.

Figure 6 (b) demonstrates the waveform on channel 2 crossing the height

trigger threshold, initiating a 200-ns CW. This event is then triggered because

channel 1’s waveform also crosses the threshold within the CW as shown in

Fig. 6 (a). The local trigger time on channel 2 serves as the global trigger time

and is aligned to 2.4µs. Figure 7 displays waveforms from experimental and

simulation data as an example.
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3. Validation of WFSim

The primary objective of WFSim is to enhance event selection by analyzing

low-energy events. Simulation plays a crucial role in developing PSD parameters

by understanding the detector response to scintillation events. It is also essential

in training multi-variable ML models using PSD parameters. For this purpose,

the simulation must accurately represent the experimental data regarding PSD

parameters, ensuring consistency in ML outputs. Here we use boosted decision

tree (BDT) as used in the COSINE-100 event selection [32]. Since the simulation

generates waveforms based on SPE pulses, several variables characterizing the

waveform were compared between the simulation and experimental data.

3.1. SPE Variables

Figure 8 displays three distributions of SPE variables using the dataset se-

lected for Fig. 1 in Sec. 2.1. To generate simulation data comparing with exper-

imental data under the same conditions, the following process was employed: a

Poisson distribution was initially defined with the NPE expectation value equiv-

alent to 59.5 keV as the mean. A randomly generated NPE from this distribu-

tion was then fed into WFSim for each event to produce a waveform. Following

identical processing steps as those applied to the experimental data, the charge

distribution was obtained with isolated pulses between 2.6 and 4.6µs after the

trigger time within their respective waveforms.

As shown in Fig. 8 (a), the simulation accounting for only NG pulses (red

line) closely approximates the experimental data (black dots) across most re-

gions, but exhibits a noticeable differences in the low-charge region. Conversely,

the simulation considering both NG and LG pulses (blue line) aligns well even

in the low-charge region. Figure 8 (b) demonstrates the height-to-width ratio

distribution of the SPE, showing effective alignment between simulation and

experimental data. Here, the SPE width refers to the time interval from the

beginning to the end of the pulse. The SPE shape distribution of experimental

data is also compared with that of simulation data in Fig. 8 (c). The simulation
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Figure 8: Three SPE distributions. (a) The pulse charge distribution. Experimental data

is represented by black dots. The red line illustrates the distribution solely considering NG

pulses, while the blue line represents the distribution accounting for both LG and NG pulses.

(b) The pulse height-to-width distribution. Experimental data (black dots) is compared with

simulation data (solid blue lines). (c) The pulse shape. Data distribution in Fig. 4 compared

with simulation distribution. For all distributions, the experimental data used is the same as

in Fig. 1.

pulse times were synchronized in the same way as the experimental data by

zeroing the time bin when the amplitude was at its maximum.

3.2. PSD Parameters

When a particle deposits energy in a NaI(Tl) crystal, scintillation light

is emitted, generating a scintillation signal characterized by a decay time of

250 ns [33]. Conversely, PMT-induced noise (Type-I) exhibit a notably shorter

decay time of 50 ns or less. The low-energy region presents a greater challenge in

discrimination, as another type of noise events (Type-II) emerges alongside typ-

ical noise events. Separating the scintillation events from these noise events is

crucial to lowering the energy threshold, thus COSINE-100 has focused on event

selection analysis via PSD techniques based on the waveform’s characteristics.

In this section, the simulation is compared to the experimental data in terms of

several PSD parameters used in COSINE-100’s event selection analysis [32].

NaI(Tl) detectors in the NEON experiment were installed in liquid scintilla-

tor (LS) to reduce background by tagging radiation-related events [22]. Events

coinciding with LS are categorized as multiple-hit events and excluded when
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Figure 9: Two-dimensional distributions between the Meantime Parameter and energy. (a)

illustrates the distribution of multiple-hit events in experimental data, while (b) shows the

distribution of simulation data. The solid purple and dashed red lines denote the median and

2σ confidence interval of the simulation data.

forming the physics-search dataset. However, as these events exhibit relatively

low noise, they serve well for comparative distribution analysis with simulation.

Conversely, single-hit events without LS coincidences typically contain a higher

noise level, especially at lower energies, making them usable as noise samples

for BDT training. The analysis in this section uses 42 days of NEON data.

The charge-weighted mean time capitalizes on the differences in decay time,

exhibiting strong discrimination power against Type-I noise. Figure 9 displays

the two-dimensional distributions between the energy and the Meantime Pa-

rameter, which is a combination of charge-weighted mean times for the two

PMTs as defined in Ref. [32]. In Fig. 9 (a) derived from experimental data, the

scintillation events are distributed on the right, separated from the PMT-noise

events. This distribution notably aligns with the 2σ confidence interval from

the simulation distribution, indicating the accuracy of WFSim in representing the

experimental data.

In addition to the Meantime Parameter, we validated the simulation by

comparing them to experimental data with six PSD parameters. The first one

is the Crystal-based Mean Time, defined as the charge-weighted mean time

of stacked waveforms from the two PMTs. The Likelihood Parameter were
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also used, which was key to reaching the 1-keV energy threshold in COSINE-

100. This parameter is a PSD parameter based on a likelihood method, which

was developed with a focus on Type-II noise discrimination [32]. The next

parameters used are the Maximum Cluster Ratio and the Charge-to-Height

Ratio, defined as the ratio of the charge of the largest pulse within an event to

the total event charge and the ratio of the charge integral within the first 5µs

of the waveform to the maximum amplitude, respectively. Lastly, there are two

more PSD parameters utilized for simulation validation through comparison:

Slow Charge and Fast Charge. The Slow Charge is defined as the ratio of the

charge integrated between 100 and 600 ns to that for the first 600 ns, while the

Fast Charge is defined as the ratio of the charge integrated over the first 50 ns

to that for the first 600 ns.

Figure 10 displays the comparisons between experimental and simulation

data distributions for the aforementioned six PSD parameters. For the com-

parisons, single-hit and multiple-hit events from experimental data and simu-

lated events were subjected to the two criteria: energies between 2 and 6 keV

and a Meantime Parameter greater than -2.2. The single-hit events contain a

considerable amount of noise, while notable agreement between experimental

and simulation data is observed upon applying BDT conditions described later.

Meanwhile, the simulation distributions align well with the multiple-hit event

distributions within the scintillation signal region thanks to the relatively lower

noise level. Contrary to the first four parameters, the Slow Charge and Fast

Charge are PMT-based parameters, thus the distributions are shown for each

PMT channel.

BDT stands as one of the multi-variable event selection techniques crucial

in achieving a lower energy threshold by effectively distinguishing scintillation

and noise events at low energy levels. In COSINE-100, BDT was utilized for

event selection, which was a significant improvements [34, 32]. The parameters

illustrated in Fig. 10 undergo training through the BDT method and are com-

bined into a single powerful discriminator. The simulated events were used as

samples of the scintillation signal for BDT training, while the single-hit events
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Figure 10: The distributions of PSD parameters used to discriminate scintillation events

from noise events. The black and red dots represent single-hit and multiple-hit events in

experimental data, while blue lines denote simulation data. The green dots with error bars

are single-hit distribution after applying the BDT cut. A condition was set that the Meantime

Parameter must exceed -2.2 for all distributions.

from the experimental data were used as background (noise) samples.

As shown in Fig. 11, the region where the BDT output is greater than 0.2

is dominated by scintillation signals and was set to the BDT conditions used

in Fig. 10. In this region, the simulation agrees well with the experimental

data and the chi-squares between them are 8.2 and 31.8 for the single-hit and

multiple-hit events, respectively, with 18 degrees of freedom. The relatively

large chi-square with the multiple-hit events is probably due to the fact that

the events were mostly triggered by other crystals, while the events in the other

data sets were all self-triggered. Consequently, WFSim accurately characterizes

the experimental data from various perspectives and contributes to lowering the
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Figure 11: The distribution of BDT outputs and the ratios of experimental to simulation

data distribution. Black (red) dots with error bars represent single-hit (multiple-hit) events

in experimental data, while the blue line denotes the simulation data. The green arrow points

to the BDT cut used for Fig 10. A precondition was set requiring the Meantime Parameter

to exceed -2.2 for all distributions.

energy threshold by favoring event selection, especially at lower energies. The

potential for an unlimited number of events as samples for ML or DL purposes

could lead to substantial improvements.

4. Trigger Efficiency

Measuring trigger efficiencies not only aids in the analysis of low-energy

events but also reflects the reliability of understanding the DAQ system and

the detector. The main challenge in measuring efficiencies lies in sampling

scintillation events that should satisfy two conditions: independence from the

trigger condition and inclusion of solely scintillation events without noise events.

To meet these criteria, we utilized 22Na data and selected events that met certain

criteria as described later. The trigger efficiencies are then estimated from

this sample of scintillation events. We also compare the efficiencies estimated

via simulation with actual measurements, taking into account that WFSim is

implemented based on the same DAQ system used for efficiency measurements.
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4.1. Experimental Setup

For the trigger efficiency measurement, NaI(Tl) crystals with light yield

larger than 25PE/keV were employed to enhance trigger efficiency assessment

below 1 keV region. The crystals were assembled using a new methodology [22],

directly attaching them to the PMTs, which minimized optical coupling, reduced

light loss, and ensured high effective light yield. Two measurements were con-

ducted: one on a rectangular crystal named Crystal A (20mm×20mm×15mm)

and the other on a cylindrical Crystal B (diameter: 25mm, height: 38mm).

Crystal A shared the same powder as Crystal 2, 5, and 8 in the COSINE-100

crystals, while Crystal B was grown using the powder same to that used for

Crystal 3 and 4 in the COSINE-100 crystals [10]. Their effective light yields

were 25.9± 0.6 and 27.6± 0.3PE/keV for Crystals A and B, respectively. The

measurements were conducted in the presence of the CsI(Tl) crystal array, which

was used for the KIMS dark matter search experiment at the Yangyang under-

ground laboratory [35, 36, 9] as shown in Fig. 12. Approximately 40 days of data

taken from April to May and from October to November in 2020 were used for

the trigger efficiency estimation.

To accurately estimate the trigger efficiencies, the NaI(Tl) crystal was ex-

posed to a 22Na radioactive source. The crystal was surrounded by twelve

CsI(Tl) crystals, and the source was placed between the NaI(Tl) crystal and

one of the CsI(Tl) crystals. About 90% of 22Na decays through positron emis-

sion to the 1275-keV level of 22Ne. Thanks to the short half-life (3.7 ps) of

excited 22Ne, the γ ray with an energy of 1275 keV is emitted almost simulta-

neously with the two 511-keV γ rays from electron-positron annihilation. By

tagging coincident γ rays, where multiple γ rays from 22Na are detected simul-

taneously by NaI(Tl) and CsI(Tl) crystals, enabled the collection of minimally

biased scintillation event samples for estimating the trigger efficiencies.

The NaI(Tl) and CsI(Tl) crystals each have two PMTs attached and share

the trigger condition that both PMTs must be fired within the crystal specific

CW. However, due to the difference in decay time of NaI(Tl) and CsI(Tl) crys-

tals, the lengths of the CW are different, 200 ns and 2µs, respectively, and there
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Figure 12: Schematic of the experimental setup for trigger efficiency measurement. The

NaI(Tl) crystal (blue filled square) was encapsulated by a copper case (black circle), and it

was installed inside twelve CsI(Tl) crystal detector array represented as black squares. 22Na

radioactive source was placed between NaI(Tl) crystal and one of CsI(Tl) crystals.

are differences in the local trigger conditions for the PMTs. The local trigger

condition for NaI(Tl) crystal requires at least one PE pulse, as introduced in

Sec. 2.3, and is consistent with the COSINE-100 and NEON experiments as

well as WFSim. On the other hand, the local trigger condition for CsI(Tl) crystal

demands at least two PE pulses to be read by each PMT within 2µs. Therefore,

to define an event, the global trigger is formed by a logical OR condition be-

tween the NaI(Tl) and adjacent CsI(Tl) crystals and is recorded as waveforms

with a sampling rate of 500MHz and a length of 8µs.

To compare trigger efficiencies among detectors with different effective light

yields, we need a variable other than energy. Since the triggering process relies

on NPE, it is used as a proxy variable for energy. As the true NPE is an

unknown variable, the NPE is converted by dividing the charge by the mean

of SPE charge, obtained through modeling of the SPE charge distribution as

depicted in Fig. 1. This approach for the NPE calibration was applied equally

to simulation and experimental data.
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Figure 13: The distribution of the minimum time difference between the two PMTs. The

green line is the fitted exponential function to data and the red lines denote its uncertainties.

The solid lines show the function and its uncertainties in the fitting range, while the dashed

lines represents extrapolations of those.

4.2. Estimation of Trigger Efficiency

As an initial step in event selection, a 511-keV γ ray signal was required at

the CsI(Tl) crystal with timing coincidence to the NaI(Tl) crystal. Despite these

conditions, there are noise contamination mainly due to direct hits of energetic

γ on PMT glasses generating Cherenkov light as well as accidental coincidences

enhanced by external γ source. Noise events are identifiable by their distinctive

pulse shape characterized by significantly large amplitudes, while randomly co-

incident events can cause bias as they are not identified. To mitigate the bias

caused by these events, we computed a variable termed the Minimum Time Dif-

ference (∆tmin). The closest time between the pulse times of the two PMTs was

derived as ∆tmin by identifying the pulse time of each PMT that represented

the moment the waveform crossed the height trigger threshold.

As shown in Fig. 13, the distribution comprises short and long decay compo-
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nents. Short decay component indicates strong correlation between the PMTs

due to scintillation events, while long decay component denotes accidental coin-

cidence. Modeling with an exponentially decaying function in the longer decay

range allowed estimation of the long decay components within the trigger region

(∆tmin < CW) and the entire region. In Fig. 13, the fitted function is shown as

a solid line within the range to use for modeling and a dashed line extrapolated

outside the range.

There are events that have pulses in only one of the two PMTs. These are not

included in Fig. 13, but should be included in the estimation of trigger efficiencies

because they could contribute to inefficiencies. Based on the aforementioned

description, trigger efficiencies can be estimated using,

ϵ =
ntrg − nRC|∆tmin<CW

(nall − nRC) + nSH
, (13)

where nall denotes the number of events that has timing coincidence with the

511-keV γ ray signal in the CsI(Tl) crystal, while ntrg represents the events

triggered by DAQ system. The nRC stands for the estimated amount of random

coincidence events and nSH is the number of events registered in only one PMT.

Using NPE divided into six bins ranging from 3 to 21PEs, the trigger ef-

ficiency for each bin was estimated via Eq. 13. Figure 14 shows the trigger

efficiency measurements along with their uncertainties. The uncertainties took

into account both uncertainty from noise estimation and statistical uncertainty

from event counts such as nall and nSH. The trigger efficiencies measured with

Crystals A and B are consistent, revealing low dependence on crystal shapes

and light emission quality. At 3 to 6PEs, the efficiencies are 81.5 ± 1.2% and

78.6± 1.8% for Crystal A and B, respectively.

Figure 14 also includes a comparison with the trigger efficiencies estimated

with WFSim introduced in Secs. 2 and 3. With the advantage of noise-free simu-

lation, the trigger efficiencies can be estimated simply by the ratio of triggered

to generated events. To account for differences in the SPE size that could be

caused by differences in the PMT’s gain, the changes in trigger efficiencies for

halving and doubling the amplification factor were added to the statistical un-
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Figure 14: Trigger efficiencies measured via Crystal A (black closed square) and B (open

square) together with the simulation (blue circle) as a function of the number of photoelec-

trons.

certainties and shown as a blue filled area.

Assuming the population has flat distribution and the probabilities of light

collection by both PMTs are similar, it is expected that a trigger efficiency

can be 85% at the first bin. However, the efficiency from WFSim is slightly

less than this at 81.15%, and the difference appears to be due to the CW of

200 ns. Since the simulation was tuned to data from NEON, the dependence

on the crystal might be more pronounced. Nevertheless, the agreement of the

simulation with the measurements within 3% shows a low dependence on the

crystal, indicating that the results can be applied to NaI(Tl) detectors in the

same DAQ environment.
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5. Summary

The NaI(Tl) detector’s low energy threshold is crucial for the full validation

of DAMA/LIBRA, the search for low-mass DM, and observations of CEνNS.

To analyze low-energy events, we have developed a data-driven waveform simu-

lation. The simulation generates pedestals, SPE pulses, random photoelectrons,

and integrates them. The PMT amplification process is simulated and the pulses

are implemented using SPE variables estimated by modeling the experimental

data. The waveforms from the experimental data are used to place the pulses,

taking into account the scintillation characteristics of the NaI(Tl) crystal.

Our simulation was compared to the experimental data, in terms of SPE

variables and PSD parameters as well as results trained with BDT technique,

and showed remarkable agreement. The simulation poised to enhance future

low-energy analyses in NaI(Tl)-based experiments. Plans to employ DL to train

waveform for event selection underscore the simulation’s critical role.

Furthermore, we have measured the trigger efficiencies, which are crucial

for characterizing low-energy events. A 22Na source was utilized for minimally

biased samples, and the efficiency was estimated to be 80% at 3 to 6PEs. Com-

parison with the waveform simulation presents excellent agreement proving re-

liability of the simulation. Our estimations from the two crystals and the sim-

ulation revealed low crystal dependency. These efforts will prove invaluable as

we make efforts to achieve to an extremely low energy threshold.
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Abstract

The detailed process of preparing enriched 108Cd targets on mylar and copper
backing using the vacuum evaporation technique is described. These targets
were employed in an experiment to measure the proton capture cross-section
at energies significantly below the Coulomb barrier, for the astrophysical p-
process studies [1][2]. Due to the low melting point and high vapor pressure of
cadmium, some adjustments were implemented in the Telemark multipocket
e-beam setup. The target thickness was determined through the measure-
ment of alpha particle energy loss from a triple alpha source and also by
RBS measurements. The thickness of the 108Cd films varies between 290
to 660 µg/cm2, with a non-uniformity of approximately 10%. X-ray Photo-
electron Spectroscopy (XPS) and X-ray Fluorescence (XRF) analyses were
conducted to examine the presence of impurities and to assess surface mor-
phology, phase, and chemical composition.
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1. Introduction

In essence, a laboratory-based nuclear reaction is characterized by the
acceleration of mono-energetic particles, referred to as projectiles, which are
directed towards a target system consisting of other elements, which can
take the form of foil, pellet, or gas system. The resulting products from this
interaction are then detected using specialized detectors.

Effective target preparation plays a pivotal role in the success of nuclear
reaction cross-section measurements, with critical considerations of purity,
composition, thickness, and uniformity. In the context of astrophysical re-
actions, where reaction cross-sections are of the order of nano-barns to pico-
barns, the use of thin and enriched targets becomes essential for accurate
cross-section measurements [3][4].

Nuclear reaction measurements can be categorized as either online or of-
fline, depending on the resulting product nuclei and the specific measurement
objectives. Online experiments, requiring charge particle measurements, ne-
cessitate a thin target with a thickness of approximately 10-100 µg/cm2.
For neutron or gamma measurements, thicker targets of several hundreds of
µg/cm2 to mg/cm2 can be employed [5][6]. If the final product is radioactive
with a sufficiently long half-life, typically ranging from a few minutes to days,
an offline experiment can be conducted to measure the total reaction cross-
section. In the case of offline measurements, it is essential for the product
nuclei to remain within the target following the projectile bombardment [7].
Using a target with a catcher foil is a preferable option for these reactions as
it helps minimize the loss of product nuclei.

Various methods can be employed for target preparation, including vac-
uum evaporation and condensation, electrodeposition, rolling, tablet press-
ing, and others. The selection of the target preparation technique depends on
factors such as the material composition, physical form, desired target thick-
ness, uniformity, as well as the purity and availability of the target material
[5].

This paper provides a comprehensive description of the preparation of
enriched 108Cd deposited on a mylar (H8C10O4) foil for the measurement of
108Cd(p,γ)109In cross-section, using the activation technique [7]. Addition-
ally, another target consisting of enriched 108Cd on a copper backing was
prepared for the investigation of proton elastic scattering near the Coulomb
barrier. Both targets were fabricated using vacuum evaporation and conden-
sation method.
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The purpose of preparing 108Cd targets was to study Proton capture reac-
tion 108Cd(p,γ) using offline activation technique. The inverse reaction occurs
in supernova known as the γ-process and the experimental determination of
the cross-section of this reaction carries great importance in astrophysics
[1][2][8].

2. Deposition setup

Two distinct types of targets were prepared: with depositing Cd on mylar
backing, and the other on copper backing. The target fabrication process
consists of two primary steps: preparing the backing material and depositing
cadmium onto it. For the copper backing, a self-supporting copper layer
was deposited using e-beam evaporation and condensation techniques. A
commercial mylar foil, with a thickness of 14.3 µm, was used for the mylar
backing.

The deposition of self-supporting copper was performed using the ‘Hind
High Vacuum Pvt Ltd(HHV) Smart Coat 3.0A’ machine as shown in Fig-
ure 1. This machine is equipped with three 5cc crucible pockets, and for
copper evaporation, a molybdenum crucible was employed, shown in Fig-
ure 3. It features a substrate holder positioned 22.3 cm above the crucible
pocket, which is attached to a rotating disk. To monitor the thickness of
the deposition, a quartz crystal was utilized, and an initial shutter was used
to prevent impurities from being deposited onto the substrate. To generate
the electron-beam, a tungsten filament was used, and a magnet setup guided
the trajectory of the electron-beam through a 270◦ arc to target the sample,
which was maintained at electrical ground potential. The deposited chamber
was evacuated using dry roughing (backing) and turbo molecular pump.

For the deposition of cadmium onto backing materials, the ‘Telemark
multipocket e-beam setup’ was employed, shown in Figure 2. A graphite
crucible compatible with the machine, initially having an opening diame-
ter of ϕ28 mm, was modified to ϕ4 mm and a depth of 8 mm, using pure
copper, as shown in Figure 4. A pinhole-type modification was also made
to reduce the solid angle, resulting in a high-density vapor stream of cad-
mium. Furthermore, the substrate holder underwent modification to reduce
the separation distance from 17 cm to 5 cm from the crucible pocket and was
connected to a rotating disk. Notably, the quartz thickness monitor was not
utilized due to the reduced separation between the substrate holder and the
crucible pocket. Figure 5 shows a schematic view of the setup.

3



Figure 1: HHV’s Smart Coat
3.0A setup

Figure 2: Telemark multipocket
e-beam setup

Figure 3: 5cc crucibles has been
used for the deposition od BaCl2
and Cu

Figure 4: Modified Cu crucible
used for Cd deposition

3. Target fabrication methods

Cadmium targets on self-supporting Cu foils and Cd targets on Mylar
foils were fabricated using a metal ingot containing 66.3% enriched 108Cd.
The isotopic distribution provided by the manufacturer has been tabulated
in Table 1.

Cadmium does not readily settle onto the substrate due to its high vapour
pressure [5][9] and low melting point of 321◦C. As a result, some changes were
made to the Telemark multipocket e-beam setup.
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Figure 5: Schematic view of Telemark multipocket e-beam setup

Table 1: Isotopic distribution of 66.30% enriched 108Cd

Isotope 106Cd 108Cd 110Cd 111Cd 112,113,114,116Cd
Content(%) 4.6 66.3 29.1 < 0.0007 < 0.01

3.1. Deposition of Copper

The deposition of self-supporting copper foil for the target backing was
conducted using the Hind High Vacuum Pvt Ltd Smartcoat 3.0A setup,
shown in Figure 1. In this process, three glass slides, each measuring 76
mm×25 mm, were meticulously cleaned with ethanol and were used as sub-
strate.

Before depositing the copper or any self-supporting foil, it is necessary
to apply a suitable releasing agent. In this process, BaCl2 was utilized as a
water-soluble releasing agent. Initially, BaCl2 pellets were prepared using a
hydraulic press. These BaCl2 pallets were then positioned in one graphite
crucible, placed in ‘pocket 1’. Simultaneously, a separate molybdenum (Mo)
crucible was used to contain a pure copper metal ingot with a purity level of
99.99%. This copper filled crucible was placed in ‘pocket 2’.

The vacuum within the chamber was about 3×10−6 mbar. Once the de-
sired pressure was attained, the substrate began to rotate at a speed of 5
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revolutions per minute (rpm). Subsequently, a layer of BaCl2 was deposited,
with a thickness of approximately ∼3 µm, using e-beam evaporation. Fol-
lowing a one-hour cooling period of the chamber, ‘pocket 2’ was positioned
at the e-beam gun point for the copper evaporation. The filament current
was gradually increased until a specific deposition rate was initiated. Ini-
tially, the deposition rate was 0.1 Å/s, when the e-beam current was 60 mA
and then slowly increased to 80 mA in 2 mA increments. At this point, the
deposition rate reached 2.5 Å/s. The evaporation process continued until a
certain copper thickness, approximately 0.2 µm, was achieved, as monitored
by a quartz crystal. Subsequently, the chamber was allowed to cool before
venting.

Table 2: Melting points, current required and the setup used for the e-beam evaporation
of different materials

MP(oC) Setup used Current(mA)
BaCl2 962 HHV’s Smart Coat 3.0A 10-15
Cd 321.1 Telemark e-beam setup 3-7
Cu 1085 HHV’s Smart Coat 3.0A 60-80

3.2. Fishing and mounting the backing on target frame

Figure 6: Floating of Cu foils Figure 7: Target frames used to
catch the Cu foils

The glass slides were carefully removed and gently immersed in a distilled
water bath at an angle of ∼35◦ with respect to water surface, as shown in

6



Figure 6. When BaCl2 dissolved in water, the copper foil floated on the
water’s surface. Target frames, each with dimensions of 26 mm×26 mm and
a central hole of diameter approximately ϕ10 mm, as illustrated in Figure 7,
were used to collect the Cu foil. After allowing sufficient time for the foils to
dry completely, the thickness of the Cu foil was measured using the energy
loss of a known triple-alpha source, detected with 60 µm Si surface barrier
detectors. The details of the thickness measurement are discussed in Section
4.1.

3.3. Heat test for Mylar backing

Figure 8: Heat test of Mylar foils
using hotplate

Figure 9: Deformation of Mylar
foil at 155◦C

While the melting point of Cd is 321 ◦C, Mylar foil has a lower melt-
ing point of 254 ◦C. Mylar foil can maintain its shape up to approximately
150 ◦C. however, it starts to deform above this temperature, as depicted in
Figure 8 and 9. To assess its sustainability at high temperatures, heat tests
were conducted using both an electric hot plate and an infrared (IR) lamp.
An electric thermometer was employed to monitor the temperature. The re-
sults indicated that the Mylar foil retained its shape for an extended period
at temperatures up to 150 ◦C. Beyond this temperature, the foil exhibited
deformation.

3.4. Deposition of Cd on Cu and Mylar backing

The deposition of Cd on the backing material was carried out using the
Telemark multipocket e-beam setup. For this process, a 38.7 mg sample
of enriched 108Cd metal was carefully placed in the modified Cu crucible,
as shown in Figure 4. Prior to the deposition, the crucible and the entire
chamber were meticulously cleaned using ethanol and isopropanol to ensure
a pristine environment. In addition, commercial mylar foil was cut into 25
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mm square shapes, and its thickness was verified by measuring the alpha
particle energy loss as discussed in Section 4.1. Similarly, the thickness of
the self-supporting Cu foil was measured. The mylar foil and the target
frame, which contained the Cu foil, were securely attached to the modified
substrate holder. This substrate holder was then affixed to the rotating disk.

Figure 10: While evaporation of
Cd using Telemark multipocket
e-beam setup

Figure 11: Deposited Cd onto
the backing foil attached to the
substrate holder

The chamber vacuum 6×10−7 mbar. To ensure a uniform Cd deposition,
the substrate was set in rotation at 5 rpm. Subsequently, the tungsten fil-
ament was powered on with a voltage of 5.95 kV and a current of 17.8 A.
Cd evaporation commenced at a beam current of 3 mA, at that time the
chamber pressure reached ∼3×10−6 mbar, resulting in the visible appear-
ance of a distinctive blue stream, as depicted in Figure 10. The e−-beam
current was carefully increased to 10 mA, using 1 mA increments, over a
period of 30 minutes, during which the blue stream gradually dissipated.
After the deposition process was complete, the chamber was allowed to cool
for 4 hours. Following this, the chamber was vented, and the targets were
carefully removed from the substrate, and subsequently stored in a vacuum
desiccator.

Due to the highly toxic nature of cadmium, rigorous safety precautions
were meticulously observed throughout the deposition process [10].
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Figure 12: Cd deposited on Cu backing and Cd deposited on Mylar backing targets

4. Characterisation of the targets

4.1. Thickness measurement using triple-α source

The target thickness was determined in two stages. Initially, the thickness
of the target backing was measured prior to the deposition of cadmium.
Subsequently, after the Cd deposition on the backing, the final thickness
was measured. The thickness of the Cd layer was estimated by subtracting
the backing thickness from the final thickness. The experimental setup and
schematic diagram are presented in Figure 13.

Figure 13: Thickness measure-
ment setup by detecting alpha
energy loss by target foil

Figure 14: Thickness measure-
ment at different positions of the
target
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A triple alpha source (containing 239Pu, 241Am and 244Cm) with three
distinct alpha energy lines at 5155 keV, 5486 keV, and 5806 keV [11][12], is
positioned just below the collimator. The target foil is positioned above the
collimator, allowing for the measurement of a specific section of the target’s
thickness. A 60µm Si-surface barrier detector made by EG&G ORTEC, USA
was employed to detect alpha particles.

The energies of the three α particles with and without the target were
measured using the silicon surface barrier detector. The shift of the energy
positions (∆E ) is used to determine the thickness (∆x ) of the target from
the experiment,

∆x =
∆E

−(dE/dx)
(1)

where –dE
dx

is the stopping power of the target at specific alpha energy, Eα.
The stopping power is obtained from the code SRIM [13].

The chamber was maintained at a pressure of ∼10−5 mbar. Data acqui-
sition was performed with an MCA featuring MPANT version 2.1 software,
manufactured by FAST ComTec, Germany.

Thickness of the target number ‘Cd3’ (cadmium on mylar) and ‘317CuCd’
(cadmium on copper) has been tabulated in Table 3.

Table 3: Thickness of Cadmium targets by α-energy loss measurement
Backing
thickness
(material)

α energy(keV) α-energy
loss(backing+
Cd) (keV)

dE
dx

of backing
(keV/µm)

α-energy
loss in back-
ing (keV)

α-energy
loss in Cd
(keV)

α-energy
falling on Cd
layer (keV)

dE
dx

of Cd
(keV/µm)

Thickness of
Cd (µm)

avg thickness
(µm)

5155 1825.9 116.0 1635.6 190.4 3519.4 361.6 0.53
14.1µm
(Mylar)

5486 1728.8 110.9 1563.7 165.2 3922.3 343.2 0.48 0.46

5805 1630.2 106.6 1503.1 127.1 4301.2 327.8 0.39
5155 205.1 372.3 78.2 126.9 5076.8 300.2 0.42

0.21µm
(Cu)

5486 200.0 359.6 75.5 124.5 5410.5 290.2 0.43 0.43

5805 202.5 384.6 80.7 121.7 5724.2 281.5 0.43

For the uniformity check, the thickness was measured at three different
positions on the same target, as shown in Figure 14. These positions, labeled
as (a), (b), and (c), allowed the alpha particles to pass through specific 3 mm
areas of the target.

4.2. Rutherford Back-scattering Spectroscopy (RBS)

The ion beam analysis (IBA) experiments involving backscattering spec-
trometry (BS) were carried out using the 3 MV Tandetron (HVE, Europa)
at the Surface and Profile Measurement Laboratory, NCCCM, Hyderabad.
The thickness of one of the Cd-deposited targets on Mylar was determined
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Figure 15: Thickness measurement by measuring energy loss of alpha particle, Cu foil, Cd
on Cu foil, Mylar foil and Cd on Mylar foil respectively

using Rutherford Backscattering Spectroscopy (RBS). This involved the use
of a 1 MeV proton beam and a 6 MeV Carbon beam, with a beam current
of 4 nA.

The Backscattering (EBS) measurements involved, bombardment of the
samples with a well-collimated beam of proton and carbons of energy 1 MeV
and 6 MeV, respectively, with a beam current of 5 nA (Φ = 2.0 mm). The
scattered particles were detected at a backward angle of 170◦ with a Si sur-
face barrier detector. The detector subtends a solid angle of 1.2×10−3 sr.
Each spectrum was collected by impinging the sample with about 3.0 µC
of charge, sufficient to produce statistically significant spectra. The spectra
were acquired by 8K-PC based MCA. These were simulated using SIMNRA,
a computer code for simulating the energy spectra of charged particles, for
qualitative and quantitative analyses [14].
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Figure 16: RBS spectrum of enriched 108Cd target deposited on mylar backing

For simulation of RBS spectra using SIMNRA, following conditions were
adopted: (a) simulations were continued by refining each layer composition
and thickness for the best fit, (b) among the many stopping power data, we
have used Ziegler-Biersack data which is more accurate and reliable as the
selection of electronic stopping power data has a large influence on the shape
of simulated spectra, (c) for Energy-loss straggling, Chu + Yang’s theory
was used. The refinement of layer composition was stopped when reduced χ2

(the quadratic deviation between experimental and simulated data) reached
less than 5.

The simulation results show that the thickness of the 108Cd layer is ap-
proximately 487 nm (areal density ∼421 µg/cm2). The measurement come
with an associated uncertainty of nearly 10%.

4.3. X-ray Photo-electron Spectroscopy (XPS)

XPS measurements were used to examine the surface chemical composi-
tion of the prepared target. For these measurements, the XPS setup provided
by VSW Ltd., UK, was utilized. A base pressure of 5 × 10−10 mbar was at-
tained with the aid of a 1250 l/s turbo molecular pump, complemented by
a dry-scroll pump during the measurement process. The chamber and X-ray
gun were connected to a Varian, Inc. ion pump through a Tee setup, where
the X-ray gun was differentially evacuated. A monochromatic Mg Kα X-ray
source with an energy of 1253.6 eV was utilized for the XPS analysis. The
XPS unit comes with a twin-anode X-ray gun and a hemispherical e-analyzer
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Figure 17: (a) Full survey of XPS spectra

with a radius of 150 mm. Electrons emitted from the target are extracted by
a cylindrical electromagnetic lens and directed into the hemispherical ana-
lyzer’s entrance slit. To capture the photoelectrons, a multichannel detection
(MCD) device was used. Using a 20 eV pass energy, XPS spectra of Cd 4d,
Cd 3d3/2, Cd 3d5/2, C 1s, and O 1s were obtained within different energy win-
dows. The energy resolution of the XPS system was 1.88 eV, and no charge
neutralizer was used throughout the measurements. The XPS spectra were
analysed using the XPSpeak41 software, and the binding energy of the C 1s
and O 1s peaks was utilised to calibrate the raw spectrum’s energy [15][16].

4.4. X-ray Fluorescence (XRF)

The XRF (X-ray Fluorescence) technique was used for the qualitative
elemental characterization of the Cd on Mylar and Cd on Cu targets. The
experimental setup, built by Moxtek,USA, consists of a 4W MAGNUM X-
ray source, a Si-pin detector, and a digital pulse processor. Figure 1 shows
a schematic diagram. The X-ray tube is equipped with an Ag anode and a
0.25mm thick beryllium window. The Si-pin detector has a DuraBeryllium
window 25 mm thick, with a detector thickness and active area of 625µm and
6mm2, respectively. The MXDPP50 digital pulse processor, which includes
a 4k channel MCA, a detector temperature controller, and a detector power
supply, aided in data collecting. The SinerX software was used to control the
digitizer, detector, and X-ray tube parameters [17].

The presence of Cd in both targets is confirmed by the Cd Lα1, Cd Kα1,
and Cd β1 lines of Cd at 3100 eV, 22180 eV and 26102 ev respectively. In
the Cd on Cu backing targets, the Cu Kα1, and Cu Kβ1 of Cu are attributed
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Figure 18: (b),(c) XPS spectra of C1s and O1s for the calibration of raw specrum, (d) and
(e) XPS spectra of Cd4d and Cd3d5/2 respectively

to the Cu backing of the target, and no impurity of heavy mass elements
are present. The Ag lines are observed due to the presence of the Ag anode
in the X-ray tube. The detector was calibrated using a Cu coin, and the
experiment was conducted in an on-air condition.

5. 108Cd(p,γ)109In reaction with prepared targets

The cross-section of 108Cd(p,γ)109In was determined through activation
techniques. A 7 MeV proton beam was provided by the K130 cyclotron at
Variable Energy Cyclotron Cetre (VECC), Kolkata, India and then degraded
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Figure 19: XRF spectra of ‘Cd on Cu’ and ‘Cd on mylar’ targets respectively. Ag Kα1

and Ag Kβ1 peaks are coming from machine parts
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Figure 20: The offline γ-ray spectrum from Cadmium (66.3% enriched 108Cd) on Mylar
target irradiated by 5.19 MeV of proton beam

to 6.85 MeV to 2.27 MeV using 99.95% pure Al foils. Each target setup
was irradiated for a duration of 10-15 hours at a beam current of 150 enA.
Following the irradiation period, the targets were allowed to cool to minimize
unnecessary gamma peaks. Subsequently, the targets were placed in front of
an HPGe detector at the Analytical Chemistry Division, BARC at VECC,
Kolkata, India for gamma counting. Throughout the irradiation, a constant
flow of chilled water was maintained for target cooling. After irradiation, no
damage was observed on the targets.

Figure 20 illustrates the spectrum of offline gamma rays measured from
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target number Cd3 (Cadmium on Mylar) irradiated by a 5.19 MeV proton
beam for 6 hours and 7 minutes. The γ-rays were recorded for 1003 seconds
after a 2-hour cooling time. The target comprises 29.1% of 110Cd. In the
reaction 110Cd(p,γ)111In, 111In produces γ-rays at 171.28 keV and 245.35 keV
with relative intensities of 90.7% and 94.1%, respectively. Additionally, from
the reaction 108Cd(p,γ)109In, 109In generated predominantly emits γ-rays with
relative intensities greater than 0.2%, with the most prominent ones being
at 203.3 keV and 623.8 keV, having relative intensities of 74.2% and 5.64%
followed by β+ decay with a half-life of 4.159 hours [2]. Other gamma rays
originate from natural radioactive isotopes.

6. Summary and conclusion

This paper presents the fabrication method of 108Cd on Mylar and 108Cd
on copper backing. The optimization process involved adjusting parameters
such as the distance between the crucible and substrate holder, the dimen-
sions of the crucible opening, the e-beam current, and the evaporation time.
Ultimately, 38.7 mg of 66.3% enriched 108Cd was utilized with a beam current
ranging from 3 to 7 mA and a deposition time of 30 minutes. The separation
between the crucible and substrate holder was set at 5 cm. The thickness of
the cadmium targets was determined through α-energy loss measurements
and validated by RBS measurements. We utilized eight different Cadmium
targets with thicknesses ranging from 0.33 µm (surface density, 288 µg/cm2)
to 0.76 µm (656 µg/cm2) on a Mylar backing during the 108Cd(p,γ)109In
reaction measurement.

The non-uniformity of the target thickness was observed to be 10%. Ad-
justments to the thickness of the targets can be made by using an appropriate
amount of material during the evaporation process. Alternatively, other pro-
cesses, such as electrodeposition, can be used for the fabrication of cadmium
targets [18][19][20].

The absence of impurities was confirmed through RBS measurements.
XPS and XRF measurements provided insights into the quality of the pre-
pared targets, evaluating both surface morphology and bulk composition.
The targets exhibited no significant elemental impurities, apart from the
presence of carbon, hydrogen and oxygen.
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Abstract: We propose a new model-independent method for new physics searches called

Cluster Scanning. It uses the k-means algorithm to perform clustering in the space of low-

level event or jet observables, and separates potentially anomalous clusters to construct a

signal-enriched region. The invariant mass spectra in these two regions are then used to

determine whether a resonant signal is present. A pseudo-analysis on the LHC Olympics

dataset with a Z ′ resonance shows that Cluster Scanning outperforms the widely used 4-

parameter functional background fitting procedures, reducing the number of signal events

needed to reach a 3σ significant access by a factor of 0.61. Emphasis is placed on the speed

of the method, which allows the test statistic to be calibrated on synthetic data.
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) is the current apex of theoretical physics, describing the elec-

tromagnetic, weak and strong interactions with unparalleled precision. Unfortunately, it

is still far from complete, as several phenomena remain unexplained. In order to create a

“theory of everything”, one would not only need to combine the SM with general relativity,

but also provide an explanation for many other issues, including the existence of neutrino

masses, the origin of the matter-antimatter asymmetry, and most importantly, the origin

of dark matter. To solve these problems, researchers are collaborating to formalise new
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theories, design, build and carry out new experiments, as well as simulate and analyze

research data.

One of the most renowned experimental facilities, the Large Hadron Collider (LHC)

was constructed with the purpose of testing the SM in the high energy regime. The last

elementary particle predicted by the SM, the Higgs boson, was discovered in 2012 [1, 2].

Since then, LHC research has shifted towards precision measurements and searches for

beyond the Standard Model (BSM) effects.

Many extensions of the SM imply the existence of as yet undiscovered massive particles,

often associated with proposed new symmetry groups. If a new particle has a narrow

decay width, the straightforward method is to search for a resonant peak in the spectrum

of a mass-like observable, such as the invariant mass of a dijet event. However, such a

bump hunt is not completely free of assumptions. Often complex analytical functions

need to be chosen to model the background distribution, with the possibility to introduce

spurious signals and varying sensitivity under the assumption of different functional forms.

Furthermore, additional observables or fiducial cuts need to be chosen and optimised to

enhance sensitivity in the case where potential signal yields are low, causing searches to

become more model-specific.

Over the past decade, machine learning-based algorithms have become increasingly

popular for solving a multitude of problems. Deep learning, in particular, has gained pop-

ularity for various tasks, with large neural networks being utilised. For example, many

methods were implemented to perform anomaly detection (AD) tasks in various indus-

tries. Some of these AD methods have been repurposed and extended to support BSM

searches [3–79] (see Refs. [80–83] for a comparison of various ML assisted BSM methods

and Refs. [84, 85] for a comparison of weakly supervised and unsupervised approaches).

The ATLAS collaboration produced the first experimental results for such searches applied

to experimental data using weakly supervised methods [86] and unsupervised ML anomaly

detection methods [74, 87]. However, these efforts have not observed any significant devi-

ations from the SM expectation.

Many AD approaches rely on the assumption that any new signal would form a set of

outliers. However, in a bump hunt the assumption is instead that any new signal would

be localised in some feature space, in particular in an invariant mass spectrum. Weakly

supervised approaches, on the other hand, aim to enhance the sensitivity by applying a

cut on a classifier trained directly on the data. However, in both instances the same bump

hunt restrictions apply with either functional forms or input observables impacting the

sensitivity to a model.

In this work we introduce a new data-driven method, cluster scanning (CS), which

builds on the foundations of the bump hunt but addresses several limitations. By leveraging

more information from the event CS is able to enhance sensitivity to potential signals

without enforcing any model specific assumptions, and can also provide a direct estimate

of the background distribution. The proposed approach complements existing techniques

and is designed to be computationally efficient.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we briefly describe the LHCO R&D

dataset [88], commonly used to benchmark the performance of anomaly detection tech-
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niques, and introduce our data preprocessing steps. Section 3 touches on the general topic

of bump-hunting strategies in the literature, introduces the novel CS method, and discusses

similarities and differences between them. In Section 4 we provide the results of applying

CS in an anomaly search. Finally, we draw conclusions in Section 5.

2 Dataset

The LHCO R&D dataset consists of one million background Standard Model dijet events

(also subsequently referred to as QCD) and 100 000 signal BSM Z ′ → XY events, where

massive particles with mX = 500GeV and mY = 100GeV decay into quark-antiquark

pairs. The resonance itself has a mass of mZ′ = 3.5GeV. This anomaly model is discussed

in detail in Ref. [89].

All the events were produced using Pythia 8.219 [90] and Delphes 3.4.1 [91–93] using

default settings. The jets were clustered using an anti-kT algorithm [94] with R = 1 using

FastJet [95] with a python interface provided through the pyjet library in Scikit-HEP

[96]. Jets are required to have pT > 1.2TeV and fall within |η| < 2.5.

2.1 Jet images

In addition to the di-jet invariant mass (mjj) of the event, used in a bump hunt, we extract

additional information from the image representations of the two jets. This allows for a

more model agnostic approach than selecting specific jet substructure observables. The jet

images are processed following a prescription similar to that used in Ref. [6, 97–99] from

the η, ϕ and pT of the jet constituents. Individual jet images are centred, rotated, and

flipped in order to provide a consistent input to a convolutional neural network, reducing

the number of symmetries the ML method would need to learn.

The jet images are cropped to [−0.8, 0.8]× [−0.8, 0.8] in η−ϕ space relative to the jet

centre, binned with a 40× 40 pixel grid, and normalised such that the sum of all pixels is

equal to one. Fig. 1 shows the average jet images for QCD background, and the separate

averages of all lighter (mostly Y ) and heavier (mostly X) jets in each Z ′ event.

Despite being used in many applications, the jet image representation has two main

drawbacks, namely the sparsity of non-zero pixels (see app. B) and the imbalance in

the magnitudes of their intensities. This is particularly problematic for approaches that

depend on the L2 (Euclidean) distance. We address both of these problems with the

solutions introduced in Refs. [57, 100].

To take the soft constituents into account, which have intensities orders of magnitudes

lower than hard constituents, we apply a non-linear scaling to all pixels of Iij → Iγij . To

address sparsity we convolve (smear) the whole image with a two-dimensional Gaussian

kernel with an isotropic standard deviation σk. We find that using a value of γ = 0.5 for

the pixel scaling alongside σk = 1 for the Gaussian kernel provides a adequate solution to

both issues without excessive impact on the structure of the jets.
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Figure 1: From left to right: average of all 2M available QCD jet images, average image

of all 100K lighter jets in a Z ′ event and average image of all 100K heavier jets in a Z ′

event before smearing and pixel scaling.

3 Method

3.1 Bump hunt

The bump hunt approach is a standard method used to search for excesses over a non-

resonant background in HEP (high-energy physics) data. This method usually follows

four main steps that we briefly discuss below. Each of these steps is a complex topic in

itself with several different approaches in the literature, thus for our study, we choose only

simplified and basic approaches.

3.1.1 Signal enrichment

Signal enrichment, in general, refers to the selection of a subset of experimental data in

such a manner that the fraction of signal events in it is increased compared to the initial

sample. Most often, this is done by cutting out a region of the observable space where

the signal is expected to be abundant compared to the rest of the space, typically using a

theoretical model of the signal of interest.

These approaches, despite being sensitive to specific signal processes, make the search

less model-agnostic and are ill-suited for general anomaly detection searches. Alternatively,

one can hope to define a signal-rich region of the experimental data using a plethora of

unsupervised ML (machine learning) techniques, which are expected to provide enhanced

sensitivity over a wider range of potential signal processes.

In our particular example of LHCO data, we choose to explore a wide, smoothly falling

region of the spectrum of dijet events with invariant dijet mass mjj from 3000GeV to

4600GeV. We choose this lower bound to avoid the turn on curve of the mass distribution,

resulting from the jet trigger, and the upper bound is selected to remain in a region

with relatively high statistics, so that we work in the region where the fit functions from

Subsection 3.1.2 are applicable. This interval contains, in total, around 380,000 QCD

events and nearly all Z ′ events. We divide this region into 16 non-intersecting bins with

100GeV width each, as in Ref. [101, 102].
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3.1.2 Background estimation

To perform a hypothesis test, one must first postulate a null hypothesis, which in counting

experiments takes form of the expected background coming from the Standard Model pro-

cesses. Often the background prediction relies on a theoretical basis to calculate the cross

sections of the hard process and a simulation to account for detector response and mea-

surement uncertainties. Still there are a number of searches where theory and simulation

cannot provide a reliable background estimate. In these cases the background has to be

estimated from the data itself in an empiric manner, using some general assumptions.

In dijet-like searches a background is often estimated by fitting a function of the form

f(x) = p1(1− x)p2xp3+p4 ln(x)+p5 ln(x2) (3.1)

to a smoothly falling part of the dijet mass distribution [103–119], where x = mjj/
√
s.

This function is referred to as the “n-parameter dijet fit function”, where n is the num-

ber of nonzero free parameters pi used in the function. Despite being a good fit to the

simulated data, this functional form is still an empirical assumption and thus is subjects

to a systematic error. Furthermore, after applying some selection criteria on the events

which could be correlated with mjj , this function may no longer well describe the resulting

distribution.

More advanced methods of fitting, such as the Sliding Window Fit (SWIFT) [120]

and the ABCD method used in [121, 122] are other methods that reduce the assumption

of a functional form but introduce their own assumptions instead. However, due to the

simplicity and wide use of the n-parameter fit function, we choose to use global 3-parameter

and 4-parameter function fits as the benchmark analysis strategy. Further details of the

(pseudo-)analysis on the LHCO R&D data performed using these background estimates

are given in Appendix A. To access the upper bound on the performance of all background

estimation methods, we use the underlying background distribution as an idealised fit,

i.e. a fit with no systematic error. The (pseudo-)analysis using this is also described in

Appendix A.

3.1.3 Test Statistic definition and calibration

There are several ways to calculate a global test statistic for two spectra. In HEP one

of the more popular tests in model agnostic searches, called BumpHunter [123], relies on

the maximal local significance (MLS) as the test statistic, where it is computed using a

range of different windows over the spectrum. One of the benefits of the MLS test statistic

is its simplicity and that it is well suited for signals that give rise to narrow, localised

resonances. Here the MLS is applied to the binned mjj distributions of the data. Given a

set B = {b1, ..., bnbins
} of non-intersecting bins with Nsig,b events or jets from the signal-rich

(experimental) distribution and Nbkg,b events or jets from the background estimation, the

MLS can be written as

MLS = max
b∈B

Zb = max
b∈B

(CDF−1
N (0,1)(CDFPoisson(Nbkg,b)(Nsig,b))) , (3.2)
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where CDF is the cumulative density function of the respective distribution. In equation

3.2 only overdensities are taken into account, i.e. Zb > 0 only for Nsig,b > Nbkg,b as we are

searching for a resonance.

For bins with Nsig/bkg,b ≫ 1 one can approximate the Poisson distribution with a

normal distributionN (Nsig/bkg,b,
√
Nsig/bkg,b). Equation 3.2 then reduces to a much simpler

form

MLS = max
b∈B

Zb = max
b∈B

Nbkg,b −Nsig,b√
Nbkg,b

. (3.3)

Although some test statistics, like χ2, have well-known distributions, other more un-

usual test statistics, like the BumpHunter test statistic, require calibration. This is com-

monly done by modelling its distribution using Monte Carlo simulation.

Moreover, as systematic uncertainties arise from the definition of a signal region selec-

tion and the background estimate, this calibration should be performed even in the case

where the distribution is known a priori. The calibration for the BumpHunter test statistic

is performed in Ref. [123] by running pseudo-experiments in which the counts in each

bin are varied according to Poisson’s law. This can be extended to higher dimensions by

resampling the background events with bootstrapping. By calculating the test statistic for

each of our bootstrapped background-only pseudo-experiments, we obtain the distribution

of the test statistic in the background-only hypothesis. To ensure good modelling of the

tail of the test statistic distribution, which corresponds to large significance values in the

presence of signal, a large number of pseudo-experiments is required.

3.1.4 Significance evaluation

To obtain a calibrated p-value for a given value of the test statistic t, one counts the number

of background only pseudo-experiments exceeding this value N>t and divides it by the total

number of pseudo-experiments done, Ntot.

The (one-sided) significance is computed using the inverse cumulative density function

of the normal distribution Z = CDF−1
N (0,1)(1− p-value).

In the case of N>t = 0 arising from the limited number of pseudo-experiments, we

instead set a lower bound:

p <
1

Ntot
, Z > CDF−1

N (0,1)(1−
1

Ntot
) . (3.4)

For every experiment with added signal events, we still bootstrap the background (for

consistency) and combine it with a given number of signal events chosen at random from

100,000 signal events (around 5% of events fall outside of the evaluation region). Due to

statistical fluctuations we also perform several pseudo-experiments in the signal enriched

case in order to obtain a robust estimate of the significance for each level of signal doping.

3.2 Cluster scanning

In this section we present a novel approach called Cluster Scanning, which follows the

same bump hunting scheme, but relies on a distinct set of assumptions than the commonly
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employed methods and thus has several favorable characteristics. Our approach can be

divided into several key steps given below, with the hyperparameters chosen in order to

search for narrow resonances in the mjj spectrum of the LHCO R&D data. The motivation

for these hyperparameters in each step and the argumentation on how to choose them for

a different application case is given in App. C.

Training region selection: We select a narrow mjj window [3000, 3100] GeV for train-

ing of the k-means algorithm. This window contains 56,486 original background events. In

this publication, we focus on relatively small signal injections that include only 5% or less

of the total number of Z’ signals available. Therefore the training region is expected to

contain 89 signal events or less, which can be regarded as negligible. Despite observing a

qualitative improvement in performance in case the training region matches the resonant

peak and thus has a larger portion of signals events involved in clustering, in an actual

analysis the position of the peak will be unknown, thus we choose to discuss a more repre-

sentative case given here, when the training region happens to be in the tail of the signal

peak and thus has a negligible number of signal events.

K-means Clustering: We apply a mini-batch k-means clustering algorithm with k = 50

implemented in the scikit-learn [124] library, with a batch size of 2048 on the set con-

taining jet images of the leading two jets from each event in this mjj window. The mini-

batch implementation is chosen due to its computational speed. The seeding of the cluster

centroids is performed using the k-means++ prescription described and motivated in

Ref. [125].

Cluster Spectra: After performing the fit of k-centroids to the data in the training

region, we fix the centroid positions and evaluate how many jet images from each of the

16 mjj bins of the evaluation region, defined in Subsection 3.1.1, fall into each of the k

clusters Ni,b where i ∈ {1...k}, b ∈ {1...nbins}. Fig. 2 shows the resulting 50 normalised

cluster spectra Ni,b/
∑

b(Ni,b) for one pseudo-experiment with signal injection.

Per bin standardisation: We note that in each bin the normalised cluster spectra follow

an approximately normal distribution with several outliers from the anomalous clusters (see

discussion in App. D). Therefore we standardise the normalised cluster spectra in each bin

using outlier robust estimators (described in App. E) for mean and standard deviation

with an outlier factor of 0.2. Here we make the assumption that the majority of the signal

is located in a small number of clusters, and the rest of the clusters are signal depleted.

Figure 3 shows the cluster spectra from Fig. 2 after normalising with the outlier robust

estimator.

Selecting anomalous clusters: Utilising the assumption that the signal is localised

in mjj , we select potentially signal-rich cluster spectra as those with a deviation of more

than a threshold value of θ = 3 standard deviations from the robust mean in the positive

direction as we are only interested in a resonance leading to excess of events. The rest

of the clusters are labelled as signal-depleted. The threshold and the selected signal-rich

clusters are shown in Fig. 3 in red.
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Figure 2: The mjj distributions for the jets in each of the 50 clusters, each normalised

to unity. Here, 5,000 signal events have been injected into the evaluation dataset, which

corresponds to 5% of the total available signal events.
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Figure 3: Spectra in Fig. 2 standardised over clusters in each bin. Potentially signal-rich

cluster spectra are shown in red.
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Signal-rich and signal-depleted regions: After the selection, we combine the non-

normalised distributions corresponding to our selected signal-rich clusters. This results in

a signal-rich spectrum Nsig,b with an example shown in red in Fig. 4.

The remaining cluster spectra are combined to form a signal-depleted spectrum Npoor,b.

The estimate of the background is then constructed by normalising it to the same total

entries as in signal-rich spectrum, namely Nbkg,b = Npoor,b

∑
b Nsig,b∑
b Npoor,b

. It is shown in blue in

Fig. 4.
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Figure 4: Curves corresponding to the sum of signal-rich and signal-poor spectra in Fig. 3.

The blue signal-poor curve is rescaled to have the same total jet number as the signal-rich

curve. The coloured region around the blue curve is a σbkg,b =
√
Nbkg,b Poisson deviation

after recaling used to compute MLS.

Test statistic: As previously discussed, to test the significance of an observed excess we

use the simple maximum local significance, as defined in Equation 3.2. It may occur that

no cluster is selected as anomalous. In this case we assign a default value of 0, in order to

show good agreement with the null-hypothesis expectation. This is similar in motivation

to setting the value for an observed deficit in events to zero. Following the discussion in

Subsection 3.1 for the calibration process, we construct 3,900 pseudo-experiments using

bootstrap resampling on 1 million background events. The distribution of the test statistic

is discussed in App. F.

Ensembling: Different initialisations lead to a broader distribution over the final test

statistic obtained with cluster scanning. In order to obtain a final value for the test statistic,

the cluster scanning method is performed 15 times with independent initialisations. The
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mean of the test statistic from all the runs forms the final ensembled test statistic. The

distribution of this statistic is presented in app. F.

3.3 Discussion

As we can see, CS follows the general bump hunt strategy, but introduces novel approaches

for the first two steps of this strategy. First of all, CS selects the most anomalous looking

clusters to define the signal-enriched region, and constructs a background estimate from the

rest of the clusters. Notably though, this selection is completely data-driven and does not

target a specific family of signal models. However, CS relies on a set of assumptions that

fundamentally differ from those commonly used in other anomaly detection approaches.

Search for overdensity instead of outliers: Most anomaly search methods like Au-

toencoders [100] and SVDDs [82] rely on outlier detection, namely, identifying the data

instances that lie in a region of very low probability density or outside the support of the

“normal” distribution. Notably, while all normal events share similar characteristics and

exhibit easily recognisable trends, anomalous data, such as defects or fraud, can differ in

numerous ways and are thus given a wide prior. Although model-agnostic searches should

accommodate a wide range of possible anomaly models, it is usually assumed that a signal

is produced by only one or a few unknown BSM process. Thus, all anomalous events have

many features in common and exhibit some similarity to SM events, as any new particle

must radiate and decay into SM particles to be detectable.

Therefore we use the localisation of anomalies in both low-level (e.g. jet images) and

high-level variable (e.g. mjj) space as the first main assumption of the CS method. Local-

isation of anomalies in low-level variable space means that only a few out of all clusters

contain a fraction of anomalies much higher than the rest of the clusters. This way clus-

tering plays a role of data-driven binning in low-level variable space. Localisation in mjj

gives us a possibility to distinguish these anomaly rich clusters from the rest, namely, by

searching for an overdensity in mjj in one cluster spectrum compared to all others. Thus,

CS is able to select a signal-rich region of events by leveraging the assumption of signal

being localised rather than consisting of outliers.

Although semi-supervised methods based on CWoLa (see Refs. [101, 102, 126–130])

and density estimation methods are also sensitive to overdensities, they usually require

construction of a background template, which until recent developments [129, 130] was

preferably constructed for a smooth distribution of low dimensionality, typically using a

few high-level observables. In this publication, we show that CS is able to draw significant

improvement from a high-dimensional distribution of low-level jet observables. In this way,

it can be considered less signal-model dependent than the methods that rely on hand-

crafted high-level observables.

Assume cluster mass independence instead of smoothness: CS proposes a solution

to the second step of the analysis, namely, it estimates the form of the background by

combining the signal-depleted clusters. In this way, we do not rely on any assumptions

on smoothness or on a particular functional form of the background-only spectrum in
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mjj , which are heavily relied upon by most other bump hunt methods, such as the global

functional fit mentioned in Subsection 3.1, SWIFT [120] and even Gaussian processes [131].

Instead, the second main assumption of CS is that in the background-only case, the

assigned cluster centroid is approximately independent from mjj . Ideally, we would want

the distribution of background events over mjj in each cluster to be identical within sta-

tistical uncertainty, such that the probability of a jet belonging to a cluster and having

a specific mass factorises, p(i,mjj) = p(i)p(mjj), or at least that the correlation is weak.

This would minimise the rate of incorrectly identified signal-enriched clusters. In practice,

although Fig. 2 shows that the distributions all follow a similar trend, there are still some

systematic deviations. These are a result of the finite width in mjj of the training window

and slight correlations between the distribution of the jet constituents and mjj arising from

the transverse momenta of the two non-resonant jets depending on mjj . Therefore, for the

selection of the clusters, we estimate the full uncertainty (including Poisson fluctuations

and uncertainty from mass dependence) separately for each experiment and for bin based

on the sample of our k cluster spectra values.

Unlike in methods with sliding window approach [102, 120], in CS the fit only needs

to be performed once. Moreover k-means clustering is a simple classical algorithm that

typically requires less training than deep learning approaches, making CS a relatively fast

analysis method. This is important in the context of the ensembling and calibration,

which both require a large number of analysis iterations, and are thus a notable obstacle to

incorporating deep learning in HEP analysis under the constraint in computing resources.

Fast analysis is also advantageous for testing its efficiency for simulated BSM events in

order to produce the exclusion limits (see the RECAST [132] framework). Moreover, CS

avoids other disadvantages inherent to sliding window approaches, such as limited search

range due to the definition of the sidebands and the need to optimise sideband and signal

window widths.

3.4 Idealised CS

Despite choosing a narrow mjj window to reduce mass dependence systematics, the vari-

ables that we use for clustering are in general not independent of mjj . Thus, we observe

the background-only spectra of some clusters do not just statistically fluctuate around the

expected shape of the background, but exhibit some degree of smooth mass sculpting. This

affects the performance of the method by introducing false positives at the cluster selection

stage and increasing the discrepancy between signal and background spectra when evalu-

ating the test statistic. This may be partially remedied by a more sophisticated method of

selecting anomalous clusters or a better background estimate, both of which rely on more

assumptions. These studies are outside the scope of this publication. However, to give an

upper bound on the performance one may achieve with such improvements we propose an

idealised version of clusters scanning.

Idealised CS version requires us to modify the distribution of the jets between the

clusters. First, we count the numbers of jets that fall into each cluster in the first mjj

bin. If no mass dependence were present, the fractions of QCD jets in each cluster

xQCD,i,b = NQCD,i,b/
∑

iNQCD,i,b should be independent of bin number b within statis-
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tical uncertainties. To simulate this case in all the consecutive bins except the first we

distribute the QCD jets in these bins among clusters using a multinomial distribution with

weights equal to the fractions obtained in the first bin xQCD,i,b = xQCD,i,1, thus generating

cluster spectra that follow the original background spectrum with statistical fluctuations,

i.e. the case with no mass dependence. The signal jets are distributed as before according

to which cluster they belong to, such that the fractions of Z ′ jets may differ between differ-

ent bins. This is done because we assume that only the background is distributed roughly

proportionally between clusters, which is equivalent to assumption 2, but not the signal.

This distribution of jets creates idealised cluster spectra for each clustering, and the

rest of the algorithm remains unchanged.

4 Results

As a proof of concept we perform an analysis applying CS and global fit based bump-hunting

with the above mentioned hyperparameters to the LHCO R&D dataset with different

amounts of signal injection, given in figures either as an absolute number of injected events

ϵ or as a signal to background ratio S/B of events in the considered [3000, 4600]Gev

mjj region. For each pseudo-experiment with signal injection we calculate the significance

Z as discussed in Subsection 3.1.4 using the calibration test statistic distribution. For

each signal injection level we run 100 pseudo-experiments with bootstrapped background

data and randomly sampled signal events. As a reference for the significance and its

statistical variation for each contamination level, we report the median significance of these

pseudo-experiments and 0.25 and 0.75 quantiles. We define the ratio between the median

significance provided by CS to the significance of a baseline method as the significance

improvement (SI). We also quote the relation between the number of events needed to

obtain a 3σ evidence in each analysis strategy.

Figure 5a shows how the global significance of CS and the parametric fit-based meth-

ods depends on the signal contamination in the pseudo-experiment. It characterises the

performance of these realistic analysis strategies, which do not use any truth information

for the evaluation of the test statistic, thus including all the systematical uncertainties

coming from partially fulfilled assumptions needed for the respective method.

We observe that although 3- and 4-parameter fits give approximately the same results,

CS outperforms them by a significant margin in the region from 1500 to 4000 signal events.

Beyond 3000 signal events, the significance yield from CS is limited by the number of

bootstrap pseudo-experiments in the calibration set, but the lower bound on its significance

still remains substantially higher than the significance of the parametric fits. This is the

most interesting region as there the transition between non-significant signal (below 1σ)

and new physics evidence (above 3σ) takes place. Looking at the lower subplot in Fig. 5a

we see that CS gives us an SI of 2 and higher on the majority of regions of interest. We

can also see that CS produces a 3σ evidence for only 61% of the events needed to obtain

this evidence with the parametric fit. This shows that although both suffer from fit and

assumption induced systematic uncertainties, CS has a clear advantage over parametric

fitting procedures.
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Figure 5: Upper figure: Median and the quartile bounds of global significance of the signal

contaminated pseudo-experiments as a function of the number of signal events ϵ injected

shown for the (a) realistic and (b) idealised analysis methods. The dotted lines mark lower

bounds, as there was not enough statistics to access higher significance levels. Bottom

figure: Significance improvement of the CS method compared to the 4-parameter fit for

the (a) and the significance improvement of idealised CS compared to idealised fit for the

(b) as a function of the signal-to-background ratio S/B.

Above we have also described the idealised version of the cluster scanning method

and in Appendix A the analysis with an idealised background fit. Both methods rely

on event labels to remove systematic uncertainties introduced by the limitations of the

assumptions of our methods and to make the background estimate in both cases close to

the true background, with only statistical fluctuation taken in consideration. This is done

to separate the influence of additional information, namely the low-level observables used

in the analysis, from the systematic uncertainties introduced by the fits, and to construct

the upper bound on the performance of our methods.

Figure 5b shows how the global significance of both idealised methods depend on the

signal contamination in the pseudo-experiment. It can be seen that one needs substantially
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less signal for it to be significant in the idealised methods compared to the realistic methods,

as it removes false-positives induced by systematic uncertainties in the fits. Still, we see

that the idealised CS outperforms the idealised functional fit on the majority of the interval

between 1000 and 2200 signal events. Looking at the lower subplot in Fig. 5b we see that

by using CS in the region of interest we gain a significance improvement factor of up to 1.5.

We can also see that CS produces a 3σ evidence with only 69% of the events needed to gain

this evidence with the idealised fit. This shows that in the case of negligible systematic

uncertainties, CS gives an improvement over any smooth fit as, in addition to just using

information from mjj , it also makes use of the low-level event information. From the

difference between idealised and non-idealised CS we can see that there is some room for

improvement of CS to reduce the false positive rate, and improve the analysis efficiency.

5 Conclusions and outlook

This paper is a first proof of concept for the cluster scanning anomaly search method,

which is designed to search for resonant overdensities on the distribution of an observable

using clustering techniques in auxiliary observables.

We found that it outperforms the widely used bump-hunting method, which relies on

the functional background fits, in several metrics relevant to an analysis. In the transition

region, where the benchmark algorithm achieves 1σ to 3σ significance, CS improves the

result by a factor of 2 or more for the realistic case, or by a factor of 1.5 for the idealised

comparison. This reduces the number of signal events required to produce a 3σ significance

by a factor of 0.61 in the realistic case and by a factor of 0.69 in the idealised case. The

former factor of improvement should be expected in a real application. We also discuss the

comparison of cluster scanning with other anomaly detection algorithms in Subsection 3.3,

outlining its advantages and limitations.

The CS method should not be seen as a direct competitor to background fitting meth-

ods, but rather as a complementary approach that relies on a different set of assumptions

about the nature of the anomaly and the background distributions, which are not well

known.

There remains a large unexplored field of potential extensions and improvements to

this method or synergies with other methods. Straightforward follow-up studies can explore

the use of clustering methods other than k-means. One can look for other ways of selecting

the anomalous clusters, alternatives to the one proposed in Subsection 3.2, that would rely

on different assumptions. For example, one can require that all anomalous clusters are

neighbors in the space of clustered inputs. One can also unify the assumptions of CS and

functional fits to produce separate background estimates for each of the clusters separately,

greatly reducing the mjj dependent systematic uncertainties.

CS could benefit from using features developed by other algorithms that have already

been optimised for other tasks, such as flavour tagging, or even using unsupervised learning

for feature extraction.

Furthermore, since many other ML approaches to improve sensitivity in model-independent

searches rely on a bump hunt for the final statistical analysis, CS could also be used to
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further enhance sensitivity. This could be of particular interest when the background

distribution is no longer well described by simple, smoothly decreasing functional forms.
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Appendix

A Idealised fit and n-parameter fit pseudo-analysis

In general, if a distribution Hb of a background events is perfectly known a-priory, given

a binning for this distribution, one can calculate the expected number of events in each

bin. Being provided directly from the true underlying Hb, this background estimate will

on average provide the most efficient tests to discriminate samples drawn from Hb from

samples drawn from an alternative hypothesis Hb+s with signal, compared to any other

estimate of the expected background for these samples. Hence we call the expectation from

Hb an ”idealised fit”.

As discussed extensively in section 3.1, estimation of the expected background is

only one step of the analysis. To create a benchmark, we do pseudo-analysis on LHCO

R&D dataset represented by spectrum Nbkg,orig,b using the other choices defined in sec-

tion 3.1. Namely, we generate pseudo-experiments by bootstrap resampling the events

from Nbkg,orig,b and add a number of signal events if needed. The ”idealised” background

estimation for every pseudo-experiment is equal to Nbkg,orig,b itself (as the samples were

generated with these expected values). Following the discussion in subsection 3.1.3 we use

MLS test statistic between this estimate and the generated pseudo-experiments, to gener-

ate null-hypothesis test statistic distribution and its value for signal contaminations and

thereafter estimate the significance. Depending on the number of doped signal events, the

median and quartile region significance given by this test is provided in the main text in

Fig. 5b.

Unfortunately the background model is usually unknown, so for each experimental

sample the background should be estimated in some less precise way relying on weaker

assumptions.
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As a realistic benchmark to our method we explore how sensitive the analysis is using

global n-parameter functional to the kind of signal presented in LHCO R&D dataset. We

use the binning with 16 bins defined in subsection 3.1.2 and count the number of background

events in each bin to get an original background spectrum Nbkg,orig,b.

For all the fits in this studies, we use Trust Region Reflective nonlinear least squares

fitting algorithm implementation from Scipy python package [133]. The chosen bins gen-

erally contain more than 5000 counts, so the Poisson distributions of these counts can be

well approximated by a Gaussian distributions with the variances equal to the bin counts.

Using variances to scale the summands in the least squares objective we make it equivalent

to the maximum likelihood objective for this setup.

First, we fit our 3- and 4-parameter functions to the spectrum to see if the fit is valid.

Resulting fits with 13 and 12 degrees of freedom score
χ2
3−par

ndof
≈ 1.201 and

χ2
4−par

ndof
≈ 1.338

that correspond to p-values of 0.275 and 0.182 which signify validity of these fits.

Unlike the CS method that doesn’t generally rely on the smoothness of the back-

ground, global n-parameter takes it as the main assumption, so as Nbkg,orig,b already has

some statistical fluctuations a distribution resampled from it will have even larger statis-

tical fluctuations than the ones expected for Poisson distribution. To simulate the proper

scale Poisson fluctuations in the chosen region for our pseudo-experiments we resample

events not from Nbkg,orig,b but from the best possible fit. This also negates the systematic

error from null-hypothesis not corresponding to the empirical functional form, so these ex-

periments can be viewed as semi-idealised. In a more realistic cases, the space of functions

given by all possible parameter values, does not contain the true form of null-hypothesis

distribution and can only yield an approximation of it with limited precision. It is usual

for fit functions with a small number of parameters, but with increasing number of pa-

rameters the function fit problem becomes over-defined and the function can fit the signal

bump as well. Experimentally we have observed only insignificant increase in performance

when comparing sampling from Nbkg,orig,b or from the best fit distributions. On top of

the resampled background events we add a number of signal events from signal’s original

distribution when needed.

The initial parameters of the fit in each experiment are chosen to be equal to the opti-

mal parameters of the initial fit discussed above, so that one gets an ”idealised” background

fit if no optimisation is done. However, because of the statistical fluctuations and/or added

signal contamination, the maximisation of likelihood results in a different set of parame-

ters for this functional form. This error of background mismodeling under its statistical

fluctuations and addition of the signal is exactly the type of error we want to demonstrate

with this pseudo-analysis.

The results of such analysis for different signal contamination is given in Fig. 5a. We

can see that the 3-parameter fit provides a slightly better result than 4-parameter fit as the

latter has more flexibility to overfit the signal and the statistical fluctuations. This is so

because the samples are drawn from 3- and 4-parameter functions with fixed parameters

themselves. If we were to sample from other distribution the error coming from mismatch

in true end expected functional forms may switch this ordering but it will reduce both
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performances. Therefore, the curves shown in Fig. 5a are upper limits of these realistic

n-parameter fit analyses achievable only when the true distribution is described by one of

the functions in the chosen parameterised space.

B Sparsity of the jet images

Fig. 6 show that the jet images are very sparsely populated ususally having less tha 100

non-zero pixels per 1600 pixels total.

0 20 40 60 80 ≥100

number of non-zero pixels

0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

0.020

0.025

0.030

0.035

0.040

fr
ac

ti
on

of
al

l
im

ag
es

QCD

X, Y

Figure 6: Distribution of images in QCD and top datasets from top-tagging task vs the

number of non-0 pixels in them.

C Hyperparameter selection and motivation

In this appendix we give motivation for every not yet discussed choice of hyperparameter

in our pseudo-analysis. All the hyperparameter suggestions are done in an unsupervised

way coming from general assumptions about signal and background and are not optimised

using the truth information from LHCO R&D data. As such the levels of significance

improvements may be further increased by performing a dedicated parameter scan for a

specific application, however, we recommend to follow the same reasoning when applying

CS in other analyses.

Training region: Training on the full spectrum would likely result in each cluster cor-

responding to a specific mass region, thus the background spectrum for each cluster would

not be close to the original mass spectrum. Therefore we perform clustering in a narrow
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mass window [3000, 3100]GeV. We choose this window as it lies in the studied region

defined in subsection 3.1.1 and has the largest statistic of all other 100GeV windows.

Number of clusters: The most important parameter we had to choose is the number

of clusters k. Two factors play the key role in this choice. On one hand, the number of

clusters has to be as large as possible to better narrow down the anomaly-rich region. On

the other hand, for a given number of events in the evaluation region and the binning of this

region one has to take the number of clusters sufficiently small so that the least populated

clusters in the smallest mjj bin min
i,mjj

(Ni(mjj)) still has enough statistics for a meaningful

statistical analysis. We assume that min
k,mjj

(Ni(mjj)) = O(50) should be sufficient. Using

a coarse search, we determine, that for our choice of binning and overall statistic at hand

choosing k = 50 gives a good trade-off as it has a median of 55 events in smallest cluster-bin

and it goes below 20 only 1 time in 1000 pseudo-experiment runs, as can be seen in Fig. 7.
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Figure 7: Distribution of the number of jet image counts in the least populated bin of

the least populated cluster in each of the 1000 random background only runs of the CS

algorithm on backround only data.

Batch size: Scikit-learn [124] documentation states that the parallelisation is performed

on all available Ncores computing cores if the batch size is Ncores · 256 or larger. We

performed all computations with 8 core parallelisation, thus the natural choice of a batch

size was 2048. It is also important to maintain the batch size much larger than the number

of clusters to ensure faster convergence.
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Outlier fraction: To quantify the performance of our method we introduce the signal

fraction improvement score (SFI) that characterises a subset S of the events in evaluation

set E by the relative increase in the signal to background ratio

SFI(S) = Nsig(S)
NQCD(S)

NQCD(E)
Nsig(E)

. (C.1)

Our main assumption is that the signal is distributed in clusters unevenly and there only

several clusters have a significantly large SFI. To put it in numbers, we assume that not

more than 20% of clusters have SFI of 2 or more. Following this assumption we choose the

outlier fraction of 0.2 for outlier robust estimators. This is an ad. hoc prior assumption

about the data at hand, and it has to be made prior to analysis and has no way to be

validated without knowing the truth lables. Still we can show that this assumption is

satisfied in our case with a margin for the pseudo-experiment shown on all the figures of

section 3. 5000 signal events were giving an overdensity on the original spectrum that was

not identifiable as a deviation from smooth background by human eye (without knowing

the background truth), but in Fig. 2 one can easily notice two spectra with a significant

bump around 3.5TeV that stand out of the crowd of other spectra. Unsurprisingly these

two spectra have SFIs of 9.1 and 8.9. Three more clusters also have a visible overdensity at

this position possessing SFIs of 6.3, 5.6, 4.4. In total, exactly 8 clusters have SFI > 2. Still

as we will see later only 3 of these clusters have a signal significant enough to be selected

as anomalous, showing that our assumption is quite conservative in its limit and either the

threshold SFI can be increased or the percentage of clusters to path the threshold reduced

for it to still remain a valid assumption. Runs of the analysis on other (pseudo-)experiments

behave in the similar manner.

Cluster selection threshold θ: First of all, we use the threshold only for positive

deviations as we only search for excesses of events. Apart from the signal-rich outlier

clusters the threshold can be passed by signal poor clusters, but only with an expected false

positive rate of 1−(1−p-valueN (0,1)(θ))
nbins . Then for large enough thresholds the average

number of false positives can be estimated as k·nbins ·p-valueN (0,1). Higher thresholds result

in lower false positive and lower true positive rates. To retain the sensitivity for statistically

small signal we choose to use θ = 3 that will result in approximately 50 ·16 ·0.00135 = 1.08

signal poor cluster being assigned a false positive label on average. Fig. 3 shows 4 clusters

being chosen using this threshold. Three of them have an overdensity at 3.5TeV and one

does not, implying that it is a likely false posive.

Ensemble size: We recommend to take the ensemble size as high as possible, for given

computation resource constrains to reduce the width of the test statistic distribution (see

appendix F).
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Parameter value motivation

k 50 min
i,b

(Ni,b) = O(50) with binning below

mini-batch 2048 Ncores · 256, must be ≫ k

Training region [3, 3.1] TeV narrow mass window with high statistic

Evaluation region [3, 4.6] TeV the n-parameter fit is applicable

excluding low statistic regions

Bin width 100Gev broad enough to have sufficient statistics in each bin

outlier 0.2 consistent with assumption

fraction f on the maximum number of signal clusters

Cluster selection 3 σ low enough to let trough many true positives

threshold θ but high enough to filter most false positives

Test statistic MLS simple and specialised for local excesses

Default TS 0 minimal test statistic possible

Ensemble size 15 As large as possible realistic compute limitations

Table 1: Summary of the hyperparameters used in cluster scanning.

D Gaussianity of cluster scanning bin entries

Assumption on the Gaussianity of cluster spectra in each bin can be shown to be valid

by standardising the background-only cluster counts in each bin and checking if these

distributions match N (0, 1). 50 samples are usually not enough to determine whether

the distribution is Gaussian or not, but by marginalising over 16 bins we get 800 sam-

ples in total. Fig. 8 shows the said distribution for background only spectra that fits the

N (0, 1) distribution well visually and by a consensus of 3 normality tests Shapiro-Wilk,

Kolmogorov-Smirnov and Jarque-Bera (note that the p-values for all the tests are high).

The same distribution with added signal has some clear outliers, which reflects in lower

p-values for the normality tests, but apart from these it still can be well approximated by

a unit Gaussian.

E Outlier robust estimators

While searching for outliers, it is preferred to use outlier robust estimators for standard

deviation (SD) and mean. We define them as follows: given a sample of observations

S = {x1, x2, ... xn} we find a median med(S) (which is itself an outlier robust estimator) of

this sample and take a subsample S̃f that is constructed from S by discarding a fraction

0 < f < 1 of all samples that have largest absolute distance to this median. In this

way we have discarded the outliers. After that we construct estimators µ̃f = mean(S̃f )

and σ̃f = SD(S̃f ) · g(f). If S is a sample from N (µ, σ) it is obvious that with lim
n→∞

µ̃f =

lim
n→∞

mean(S) = µ. If one takes S from N (0, 1) and rescales xi → σxi, then both estimators

transform as σ̃f → σσ̃f and SD(S) → σSD(S) by definition, so both estimators σ̃f and

SD(S) are proportional to a true σ of the Gaussian distribution.
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Figure 8: Histogram of deviations from the average of normalised cluster spectra measured

in standard deviations of each bin. Blue histogram gives it for signal-free case and orange

histogram for case with 5000 injected signal events. Red line show the expected normal

distribution.

Both σ̃f and SD(S) are independent of µ and there are no other parameters of

the normal distribution for estimators to depend on, therefore for a family of Gaus-

sian distribution estimators σ̃f and SD(S) are proportional to each other by some con-

stant factor g(f) in the limit of infinite sample. In other words, adjusting numerically

g(f) = SD(N (0,1))
σ̃f (N (0,1)) = 1

σ̃f (N (0,1)) is sufficient to sattisfy lim
n→∞

σ̃f = lim
n→∞

SD(S) = σ. So µ̃f

and σ̃f are unbiased estimators of µ and σ of a normal distribution, although depending

on f they are less efficient than usual non-robust mean and SD.

Fig. 9 shows us the cluster spectra from Fig. 2 with subtracted normalised original

spectrum (which is only needed for better visualisation as this step has no effect on the

standardisation). Fig. 9 also shows the conventional and the outlier robust estimations of

mean and SD of the cluster spectra values in each bin. As expected for lower mjj the

SD is higher as these deviations is partially caused by the Poisson fluctuations which are

proportional to
√
Ni,b. We can also see the conventional estimators have a bump around

3.5TeV that is induced by our outlier signal-rich clusters, while the robust estimators are

unaffected by the outliers.

F Calibration distributions

The distribution of the test statistics given by CS without ensembling for all background

only pseudo-experiments is shown in Fig. 10a as a histogram. We see that around 300
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Figure 9: Normalised spectra with subtracted normalised original mjj spectrum. Amount

of signal is 5000. The selection of the anomalous clusters is taken from Fig. 4.

of those were assigned test statistic of 0 as they had no clusters selected as anomalous.

Other cases where one or more anomalous clusters were selected form a smooth continuous

distribution.

The median CS test statistic for 100 signal contaminated pseudo-experiments is repre-

sented in Fig. 10a by a vertical line, and the vertical band represent the region between the

quartiles of such a test statistic sample. For each signal-doped pseudo-experiment we cal-

culate significance as it is described in subsection 3.1.4. The median significance is quoted

in the legend of the figure.

Fig. 10b shows the distribution that is analogous to the one in Fig. 10a, but with an

ensemble of 15 runs of CS algorithm for each pseudo-experiment. We notice that the dis-

tribution in Fig. 10b is significantly narrower than in 10a which reduces the frequency of

background only experiment having large test statistic, thus increasing the sensitivity to

signal injection. An additional benefit is that the uncertainty region (between two quar-

terlies) for each signal doping have significantly decreased which is important for lower

uncertainty in the analysis on experimental data on the excess significance or on the ex-

clusion limits.

This motivates, that in general the ensemble size should be taken as large as reasonably

possible. Our choice of ensemble size 15 together with the number of pseudo-experiments

3900 were dictated by the computing time and storage memory limits as the amount of full

CS algorithm iterations is the product of those numbers (excluding the pseudo-experiments

with signal injection)

Finally, Fig. 10c shows that for idealised CS without systematics introduced by mass
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 10: Histogram of the CS test statistic for pseudo-experiments with bootstrapped

background only samples. Vertical lines and vertical bands show median and region be-

tween lower and higher quartiles of test statistics for pseudo-experiments with signal injec-

tion. Several signal injection levels are represented by different colours. Panel (a) shows a

case with only 1 initialisation of clusters in CS per pseudo-experiment, panel (b) shows a

case for ensembling 15 runs of CS with different intialisations per pseudo-experiment and

panel (c) shows a case for ensembling 15 runs of idealised CS with different initialisations

per pseudo-experiment.
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correlations the MLS between our signal spectrum and background estimate is lower. More-

over, as expected, it improved the sensitivity of the method to the signal. Obviously this

technique cannot be utilised in an actual analysis as jet labels are needed to distribute

signal and background jets in a different manner. Moreover, as expected, it improved the

sensitivity of the method to the signal. Obviously this technique cannot be utilised in

an actual analysis as jet labels are needed to distribute signal and background jets in a

different manner.
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[90] T. Sjöstrand, S. Ask, J.R. Christiansen, R. Corke, N. Desai, P. Ilten et al., An introduction

to PYTHIA 8.2, Comput. Phys. Commun. 191 (2015) 159 [1410.3012].

[91] J. de Favereau, C. Delaere, P. Demin, A. Giammanco, V. Lemâıtre, A. Mertens et al.,
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We present a model calculation of T-odd transverse-momentum-dependent distributions of gluons
in the nucleon. The model is based on the assumption that a nucleon can emit a gluon, and
what remains after the emission is treated as a single spectator particle. This spectator particle is
considered to be on-shell, but its mass is allowed to take a continuous range of values, described
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2

I. INTRODUCTION

The multi-dimensional distribution of partons within a nucleon can be parametrized in terms of several sets of
functions, encoding different correlations between the momentum and spin of the parton and its parent nucleon. In
particular, the 3-dimensional distribution in momentum space is encoded in the so-called Transverse-Momentum-
Dependent Parton Distributions (TMD PDFs or TMDs) [1]. In simple terms, TMDs extend the conventional 1-
dimensional collinear Parton Distribution Functions (PDFs) into three dimensions, including also the dependence on
the partonic transverse momentum.

The endeavor to constrain TMDs is a crucial step toward unraveling the multi-dimensional structure of the nucleon,
and gaining deeper insight into Quantum ChromoDynamics (QCD) and color confinement. The field of TMDs has
witnessed remarkable advancement in recent years, predominantly in the quark sector. Progress within the gluon
sector has been relatively restrained, owing to the challenges associated with probing gluons in high-energy processes.

Gluon TMDs at leading twist, first analyzed and classified in Ref. [2], are shown in Tab. I in terms of both the
polarization of the gluon and of its parent hadron. In this paper, our focus centers on (näıve) time-reversal odd
(T-odd) gluon TMDs, highlighted in red in Tab. I. A notable example of a T-odd TMD is the gluon Sivers function,

denoted as f⊥g
1T . This function describes the distribution of unpolarized gluons in a transversely polarized nucleon

and has a crucial role in the description of transverse single-spin asymmetries (see [3] and references therein). As
in the case for quark TMDs, T-odd gluon TMDs are generated by the presence of initial and/or final state QCD
interactions between incoming or outgoing partons and the target fragments. These interactions also underlie the
peculiar process-dependence of gluon TMDs.

gluon polarization

n
u
cl
eo
n
p
o
la
ri
za
ti
o
n U circular linear

U f g
1 h⊥g

1

L gg1 h⊥g
1L

T f⊥g
1T gg1T hg

1, h
⊥g
1T

Table I. Gluon TMD PDFs at twist-2. We adopt here the notation suggested in Ref. [4], similar to the quark case. U , L, T
depict unpolarized, longitudinally polarized and transversely polarized nucleons. U , ‘circular’, ‘linear’ describe unpolarized,
circularly polarized and linearly polarized gluons. Functions in blue are T-even. Functions in black are T-even and survive
transverse-momentum integration. Functions in red are T-odd.

Experimental information on gluon TMDs is very scarce, and particularly so for T-odd ones. Ref. [5] presented
the first attempt to reconstruct the unpolarized gluon TMD, fg

1 . Phenomenological studies of the T-odd gluon Sivers
function were published in Refs. [6–8], but in processes where TMD factorization is not guaranteed to be applicable.
An experimental measurement related to the gluon Sivers function was published by the COMPASS collaboration [9].
Several ways to experimentally access the gluon Sivers function have been discussed in the literature [10–16] and are
among the primary goals of new experimental facilities [17–20].

Pioneering calculations of gluon TMD distributions [2, 21, 22] were performed using the spectator-model approach
(see also Refs. [23, 24] for more recent versions). Originally conceived for studies in the quark-TMD sector [4, 25–29],
this approach rests on the assumption that the struck nucleon emits a parton, and the residual fragments are treated
as a single spectator particle, considered to be on-shell. At variance with those studies, in Ref. [30] we presented the
calculation of all T-even gluon TMDs in the spectator-model approach where the spectator mass is allowed to take
a continuous range of values weighted by a flexible spectral function. This modification encapsulates the effect of qq̄
contributions, and allows to effectively reproduce both the small- and the moderate-x behavior of the TMDs.

In this paper, we extend the results of Ref. [30] by providing a systematic calculation in the same spectator-model
framework of the complete set of all the four T-odd gluon TMDs at leading twist, including their process dependence.
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II. THE SPECTATOR MODEL

Our model is based on the assumption that a nucleon can emit a gluon, and what remains after the emission is
treated as a single spectator fermionic particle (see Fig. 1). This spectator fermion is considered to be on-shell, but its
mass is allowed to take a continuous range of values, described by a spectral function. The nucleon-gluon-spectator
coupling is described by an effective vertex containing two form factors, inspired by the standard nucleon form factors.
Such model can effectively reproduce the known collinear (un)polarized gluon PDFs (the diagonal black entries fg

1 and
gg1 in Tab. I, that survive integration upon transverse momenta) and can be used to compute all T-even TMDs [30].

P

p

P − p

νµ

Figure 1. Tree-level cut diagram for the calculation of T-even leading-twist gluon TMDs. The triple line represents a spin- 1
2

spectator. The red blob represents the nucleon-gluon-spectator vertex.

T-odd gluon TMDs vanish at tree level, because there is no residual interaction between the active parton and the
spectator; equivalently, there is no interference between two competing channels producing the complex amplitude
whose imaginary part gives the T-odd contribution. We can generate such structures by considering the interference
between the tree-level scattering amplitude and the scattering amplitudes with an additional gluon exchange, as shown
in Fig. 2. This corresponds to the one-gluon-exchange approximation of the gauge link operator. As we shall discuss
in detail, the exact form of the gauge link depends on the process and in our case leads to two different types of
functions.

A. Tree-level correlator

Following Ref. [30], we work in the frame where the nucleon momentum P has no transverse component:

P =

[
M2

2P+
, P+, 0

]
, (1)

where M is the nucleon mass. The parton momentum is parameterized as

p =

[
p2 + p2

T

2xP+
, xP+, pT

]
, (2)

where evidently x = p+/P+ is the light-cone (longitudinal) momentum fraction carried by the parton.

In the spectator-model framework one assumes that the nucleon with spin S in the state |P, S⟩ can split into a gluon
with momentum p and other remainders, effectively treated as a single spin- 12 spectator particle with momentum P−p

and mass MX . Similarly to Refs. [25, 30], we define a “tree-level” correlator as (see Fig. 1) 1

Φµν(0)(x,pT , S) =
1

(2π)3 2 (1− x)P+
Tr

[
(/P +M)

1 + γ5/S

2
G∗νσ(p, p)Y†ab

σ

(
p2
)
(/P − /p+MX)Yba

ρ (p2)Gµρ(p, p)

]
, (3)

1 We remark that in Ref. [30] there is an error in the position of the Y vertices and a typo in the definition of the Gµρ propagator.
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where a, b are color indices (in the adjoint representation) and

Gµρ(p, q) = − i

q2 −m2
g

(
gµρ − qµ(n−)

ρ

p+

)
(4)

is a specific Feynman rule for the gluon propagator in the definition of the correlator [31, 32], with nρ
− a light-like

unit vector of the light-cone basis, and mg a gluon mass regulator which will be set to zero in our calculations. We
model the nucleon-gluon-spectator vertex as

Yba
ρ (p2) = δba

[
g1(p

2) γρ + g2(p
2)

i

2M
σρν p

ν

]
, (5)

where as usual σρν = i[γρ, γν ]/2, and g1,2(p
2) are generic form factors. In principle, the expression of Yba

ρ (p2) could

contain more Dirac structures. However, with our assumptions the spectator is identified with an on-shell spin- 12
particle, much like the nucleon. Hence, we model the structure of Yba

ρ (p2) similarly to the conserved electromagnetic

current of a free nucleon obtained from the Gordon decomposition. The form factors g1,2(p
2) are formally similar to

the Dirac and Pauli form factors, but obviously must not be identified with them. Similarly to our previous model
description of quark TMDs [25], we use the dipolar expression

g1,2(p
2) = κ1,2

p2

|p2 − Λ2
X |2 = κ1,2

p2 (1− x)2

(p2
T + L2

X(Λ2
X))2

, (6)

where κ1,2 and ΛX are normalization and cut-off parameters, respectively, and

L2
X(Λ2

X) = xM2
X + (1− x) Λ2

X − x (1− x)M2 . (7)

The dipolar expression of Eq. (6) has several advantages: it cancels the singularity of the gluon propagator, it smoothly
suppresses the effect of high p2

T where the TMD formalism cannot be applied, and it compensates also the logarithmic
divergences arising after integration upon pT .

In our model, the overall color prefactor at tree level is

C(0) = δabδba = 8. (8)

As a comparison, we will also discuss the quark-target model, which can be obtained from Eq. (3) simply by
replacing

Yba
ρ → gsγρt

a , (9)

with gs the strong coupling constant and ta a generator of color SU(3) transformations, and by setting M = MX ≡ mq

everywhere. In this case, the overall color factor is

C(0)
q =

1

NC
TrC [t

ata] =
4

3
, (10)

where NC is the number of colors and TrC indicates the trace upon color indices.

B. Additional single-gluon exchange

In general, T-odd TMDs arise only when there is a residual interaction between the active parton and the spectator.
More specifically, they arise from the imaginary part of the interference between the tree-level channel and the channel
describing this residual interaction. Following our model calculation for quark TMDs [25], we generate this interference
by describing the residual gluon-spectator interaction through the exchange of a soft gluon (see Fig. 2). This one-gluon
exchange results from the truncation at the first order in the expansion of the path-ordered exponential that defines
the gauge link as the sum of infinite gluon rescatterings [33].

In the general definition of the parton-parton correlator Φ, the gauge link is a necessary ingredient to make the
correlator color-gauge invariant. However, the sensitivity of TMDs to the transverse components of the gauge link
introduces a process dependence, contrary to the case of collinear PDFs. While T-even quark TMDs are independent
from the direction of the color flow in the involved hard scattering, T-odd quark TMDs change sign when moving
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P P − p− l

p + l p

e

l

c

P

νµ

d

P − p

a

b

c

l

a

Figure 2. Diagram for the calculation of the gluon-gluon correlator including the single-gluon exchange contribution, necessary
to obtain T-odd TMDs. The eikonal propagator arising from the Wilson line in the operator definition of TMDs is indicated by
a gluon double line. Only the imaginary part of the box diagram on the left-hand side of the cut is relevant for the calculation
of T-odd functions. The red blobs represent the nucleon-gluon-spectator vertex with color indices ce and ba, respectively, while
the green blob stands for the spectator-gluon-spectator vertex with color indices edb. The Hermitian-conjugate diagram is not
shown.

from final-state interactions with future-pointing ([+]) Wilson lines (like in Semi-Inclusive Deep-Inelastic Scattering
- SIDIS) to initial-state interactions with past-pointing ([−]) Wilson lines (like in Drell-Yan processes) [34–36].

The gluon case is more intricate, due its color-octet structure, and leads to a more diversified form of modified
universality with respect to the quark case. There is a gauge link with color flowing through a closed path pointing
to the future, corresponding to final-state interactions between the spectator and an outgoing gluon, like in SIDIS
production of two jets or heavy-quark pairs [37]. This gauge link is usually denoted with the [+,+] symbol. Conversely,
initial-state interactions are described by gauge links with past-pointing close Wilson lines ([−,−]) and occur, for
example, in Higgs production via gluon fusion (gg → H) [38, 39]. The gluon TMDs originating from these gauge links
are called Weizsäcker–Williams (WW) gluon TMDs, or f -type gluon TMDs because the color structure of the T-odd
ones involves the antisymmmetric structure constants f of the color gauge group SU(3). It turns out that T-even
WW gluon TMDs are symmetric with respect to the different paths ([+,+] = [−,−]), while the T-odd WW ones
change sign.

Moreover, color can flow through a closed path involving both initial and final states, like in photon-jet production
from hadronic collisions or SIDIS [40–42]. We remark that for this class of processes TMD factorization is not expected
to hold [43]; however, it is still possible to calculate the corresponding TMDs in the context of our model. Depending
on the direction of color flow, we have [+,−] and [−,+] structures and the corresponding gluon TMDs are usually
called dipole gluon TMDs, or d-type gluon TMDs because their T-odd color structure involves the symmetric structure
constants d of color SU(3). 2 Similarly to the WW case, the dipole T-even gluon TMDs are symmetric with respect to
different color paths ([+,−] = [−,+]), while T-odd dipole ones change sign. But, more importantly, WW and dipole
gluon TMDs are not related to each other, and contain different physical information.

We first compute the gluon-gluon correlator corresponding to the [+,+] gauge link with future-pointing closed
Wilson path. The one-gluon exchange approximation of the gauge link amounts to compute the diagram depicted in
Fig. 2. The double gluon line represents the struck gluon described in the eikonal approximation, following the same
procedure of the quark case [25]. The Feynman rules to describe the eikonal gluon line and the eikonal vertex are
written in detail in Ref. [47].

The expression of the correlator turns out to be

Φµν[+,+](x,pT , S) =
1

(2π)3 2 (1− x)P+
Tr

[
(/P +M)

1 + γ5/S

2
G∗νσ(p, p)Y†ab

σ

(
p2
)
(/P − /p+MX) (gsn

α
−f

dac)

×
∫

d4l

(2π)4

(−iX bde
α (l2)

l2 −m2
g

)( −i

l+ + iϵ

)
i
(
/P − /p− /l +MX

)
(P − p− l)2 −M2

X + iϵ
Yec
ρ

(
(p+ l)2

)
Gµρ(p, p+ l)

]
,

(11)

2 Due to the connection between the T-odd TMDs at twist-2 and the collinear PDFs at twist-3, the distinction between f -type and d-type
gluon TMDs appears already in the correlator of the Qiu–Sterman twist-3 collinear PDF [44–46].
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where X bde
α is the spectator-gluon-spectator vertex to be defined in Section IIC.

The correlator Φµν[−,−] for the [−,−] past-pointing closed Wilson path can be obtained by changing the sign of the
+iϵ term in Eq. (11).

The correlator Φµν[+,−] for the [+,−] gauge link (leading to d−type gluon TMDs [48–50]) can be simply derived
by replacing in the eikonal vertex the antisymmetric color structure fdac with the symmetric −iddac in Eq. (11):

Φµν[+,−](x,pT , S) =
1

(2π)3 2 (1− x)P+
Tr

[
(/P +M)

1 + γ5/S

2
G∗νσ(p, p)Y†ab

σ

(
p2
)
(/P − /p+MX) (−igsn

α
−d

dac)

×
∫

d4l

(2π)4

(−iX bde
α (l2)

l2 −m2
g

)( −i

l+ + iϵ

)
i
(
/P − /p− /l +MX

)
(P − p− l)2 −M2

X + iϵ
Yec
ρ

(
(p+ l)2

)
Gµρ(p, p+ l)

]
.

(12)

As for the WW case, the [−,+] correlator differs from the [+,−] one only by the sign of the +iϵ term in Eq. (12).

Our model agrees with the relations between gluon TMDs with different gauge link structures that have been
systematically studied in [51]. For example, for the T-even unpolarized function, fg

1 , and for the T-odd gluon Sivers

function, fg⊥
1T , one has the following modified-universality relations [11, 40, 51]:

f
g [+,+]
1 = f

g [−,−]
1 , f

g [+,−]
1 = f

g [−,+]
1 , (13)

f
⊥ g [+,+]
1T = −f

⊥ g [−,−]
1T , f

⊥ g [+,−]
1T = −f

⊥ g [−,+]
1T . (14)

As it turns out, in general f
g [+,+]
1 cannot be related to f

g [+,−]
1 , and likewise for f⊥ g

1T . They encode different information
and require different extractions [3].

C. Spectator-gluon-spectator vertex

A key ingredient of our model is the spectator-gluon-spectator vertex X bde
α , depicted by a green blob in Fig. 2. If

the nucleon-gluon-spectator vertex Yec
µ (red blob) connects a colorless initial-state (nucleon) to an octet state (gluon)

and an anti-octet state (spectator), the spectator-gluon-spectator vertex X bde
α connects an anti-octet initial state

(spectator) to an octet state (gluon) and an anti-octet state (spectator). Since in our model the spectator is assumed
to be a spin- 12 particle describing a collection of partons as remainders, the vertex X bde

α can in principle contain both

the f bde and dbde color structure constants, each one multiplying a Dirac structure similar to Eq. (5):

X bde
α (p2) = f bde

[
gf1 (p

2) γα + gf2 (p
2)

i

2M
σαβ p

β

]
− i dbde

[
gd1(p

2) γα + gd2(p
2)

i

2M
σαβ p

β

]
, (15)

where gf,d1,2 (p
2) are a priori four different functions of p2. In principle, they are independent from the g1,2(p

2)

form factors entering the nucleon-gluon-spectator vertex of Eq. (5). For the sake of simplicity, we will assume

gd1,2(p
2) = gf1,2(p

2) and we will get d-type densities equal to the corresponding f -type ones up to a color factor:

C [+,+] = facdfdca = −2C2
ACF = −24 , (16)

C [+,−] = (−i dacd) (−i ddca) = 2
(
4− C2

A

)
CF = −40

3
. (17)

For this reason, in the following we will show results only for f -type gluon TMDs, and we will drop the [+,+] index
when not needed.

In the quark-target model, we would replace the spectator-gluon-spectator vertex by X bde
α → (−igsγαt

d) and obtain
the color factors

C [+,+]
q = − i

NC
TrC [t

atctd]facd =
CACF

2
= −2 , (18)

C [+,−]
q = − 1

NC
TrC [t

atctd]dacd =
CF

2

(
4− C2

A

)
(CA − 2CF ) = −10

9
. (19)

Note that the ratio of the two different gauge link structures remains the same in the two cases: [+,−]/[+,+] = 5/9.
With our simplified assumptions, therefore, the T-odd d-type functions are always about half of the f -type ones.
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We further assume

gd1,2(p
2) = gf1,2(p

2) ≡ g1,2(p
2) . (20)

This means that the parameters entering our model for f -type and d-type T-odd gluon TMDs are fully determined by
those ones entering the T-even gluon TMDs that contain g1,2(p

2) through Eq. (5). The latter parameters have been
fixed by fitting the integrated T-even gluon TMDs on the known corresponding collinear PDFs [30] (see Tab. II).

D. Gluon TMD projectors

T-odd gluon TMDs can be extracted from the analytic structure of the gluon-gluon correlator by making use
of suitable projectors. Using Eqs.(52-54) of Ref. [4] for the general parametrization of the gluon-gluon correlator
Φµν(x,pT , S) for three different nucleon polarizations S = 0, SL,ST , it is possible to show that the four T-odd gluon
TMDs of Tab. I can be isolated through the following projections:

f⊥g
1T = Pµν

[f⊥g
1T ]

[Φµν(x,pT ,ST )− Φµν(x,pT ,−ST )]

=
M

2

1

ϵpTST

T

gµνT [Φµν(x,pT ,ST )− Φµν(x,pT ,−ST )] , (21)

h⊥g
1T = Pµν

[h⊥g
1T ]

[Φµν(x,pT ,ST )− Φµν(x,pT ,−ST )]

=
M3

p2T

1

ϵpTST

T

(
p
{µ
T S

ν}
T

pT · ST
− gµνT

)
[Φµν(x,pT ,ST )− Φµν(x,pT ,−ST )] , (22)

hg
1 = Pµν

[hg
1 ]

[Φµν(x,pT ,ST )− Φµν(x,pT ,−ST )]

=
M

2ϵpTST

T

[
4

p2T
pµT p

ν
T +

p
{µ
T S

ν}
T

pT · ST
− 3gµνT

]
[Φµν(x,pT ,ST )− Φµν(x,pT ,−ST )] , (23)

h⊥g
1L = Pµν

[h⊥g
1L ]

[Φµν(x,pT , SL)− Φµν(x,pT ,−SL)]

=
1

SL

M2

2p4T
ϵ
{µ
T αp

ν}α
T [Φµν(x,pT , SL)− Φµν(x,pT ,−SL)] , (24)

where ϵvwT ≡ ϵ−+ij vi wj with i, j transverse spatial indices and ϵµναβ the antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor, and

pµνT = pµT p
ν
T − 1

2
p2T g

µν
T , (25)

gµνT = gµν − n
{µ
+ n

ν}
− , (26)

v{µw ν} = vµwν + vνwµ . (27)

III. T-ODD GLUON TMDS: ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLES

A. Sivers function: g1-vertex approximation

Let us consider first the f -type Sivers function f
⊥ [+,+]
1T with a simpler expression for the nucleon-gluon-spectator

vertex, where the term proportional to σµνpν in Eq. (5) is neglected. In other words, the g2(p) coupling is set to zero
and the vertex reduces to

Yba
ρ → δba g1(p

2) γρ . (28)

We name this the “g1-vertex approximation”. We indicate the resulting Sivers function as f
⊥ (g1)
1T , and similarly for

all other TMDs computed in this approximation.
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Using for g1(p
2) the dipolar form of Eq. (6), the corresponding projector of Eq. (21) specialized to a f -type gluon

Sivers and applied to the correlator of Eq. (11), we obtain

f
⊥ (g1)
1T (x,pT ) = Pµν

[f⊥g
1T ]

[
Φ[+,+] (g1)

µν (x,pT ,ST )− Φ[+,+] (g1)
µν (x,pT ,−ST )

]
=

48 gsκ
3
1

(2π)3
M [MX −M(1− x)] P+

(p2 − Λ2
X)2

2Re

∫
d4l

(2π)4
ϵlTST

T

(l2 − Λ2
X)2

1

l+ + iϵ

1

(l + p− P )2 −M2
X + iϵ

1

[(p+ l)2 − Λ2
X + iϵ]2

.

(29)

In Eq. (29), terms proportional to ϵln−pP ≡ ϵµναβlµn−νpαPβ and ϵlpPS vanish because the only component of l
contributing to the integral is the one parallel to p.

Similarly to the calculation of the quark Sivers TMD [25, 52–55], the non vanishing contribution to the integral of
Eq. (29) comes from the poles of the two [l+ + iϵ] and [(l + p− P )2 −M2

X + iϵ] propagators.

Using the Cutkosky’s rules, we can make the replacement

1

l+ + iϵ
→ −2πi δ(l+) ,

1

(l + p− P )2 −M2
X + iϵ

→ −2πi δ((l + p− P )2 −M2
X) . (30)

Moreover, we can also make use of the spectator model relation

k2 − Λ2
X = −k2

T + L2
X(ΛX)

1− x
, (31)

where k2 generically refers to p2, l2 or (p+ l)2, and k2
T to the corresponding euclidean transverse parts.

The final result for the WW gluon Sivers function with only g1 coupling is

f
⊥ (g1)
1T (x,pT ) = −48 gsκ

3
1

(2π)3
M [MX −M(1− x)] (1− x)5 P+

[p2
T + L2

X(ΛX)]2
D2(p) , (32)

where

D2(p) =
1

2P+

∫
d2lT
(2π)2

lT · pT

p2
T

1

[l2T + L2
X(Λ2

X)]2
1

[(lT + pT )2 + L2
X(Λ2

X)]2
. (33)

Introducing the Feynman parametrization, we can rewrite the integral as

D2(p) =
1

2P+

∫
d2lT
(2π)2

lT · pT

p2
T

∫ 1

0

dα
6α (1− α)

{α [l2T + L2
X(Λ2

X)] + (1− α) [(lT + pT )2 + L2
X(Λ2

X)]}4 . (34)

After the change of variable lT → l′T = lT + (1− α)pT , we have

D2(p) = − 1

2P+

∫ 1

0

dα

∫
d2l′T
(2π)2

6α (1− α)2

[l′2T + α(1− α)p2
T + L2

X(Λ2
X)]4

= − 1

4πP+

∫ 1

0

dα
α (1− α)2

[α(1− α)p2
T + L2

X(Λ2
X)]3

= − 1

8πP+

[
1− 2L2

X(Λ2
X)/p2

T

L2
X(Λ2

X) [p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)]2

+ 8
p2
T + L2

X(Λ2
X)

|pT |3 [p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)]5/2

tanh−1

(
|pT |√

p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)

)]
.

(35)

Combining Eqs. (32) and (35) we get the final expression for our f -type Sivers function in the g1-vertex approximation

f
⊥ (g1)
1T (x,pT ) =

12 gsκ
3
1

(2π)4
M [MX −M(1− x)] (1− x)5

[p2
T + L2

X(ΛX)]2

×
[

1− 2L2
X(Λ2

X)/p2
T

L2
X(Λ2

X) [p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)]2

+ 8
p2
T + L2

X(Λ2
X)

|pT |3 [p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)]5/2

tanh−1

(
|pT |√

p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)

)]
.

(36)

In order to explore the effects of the g1-vertex approximation, we fix the model parameters by simultaneously
fitting the integrated unpolarized and helicity gluon TMDs onto the corresponding known collinear PDFs. Following
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PVGlue20 PVGlue20g1V

parameter mean replica 11 mean replica 11
A [GeV−1] 6.1 ± 2.3 6.0 4.3 ± 1.5 4.29

a 0.82 ± 0.21 0.78 0.73 ± 0.14 0.73
b 1.43 ± 0.23 1.38 1.34 ± 0.13 1.33

C [GeV−1] 371 ± 58 346 349 ± 24 350
D [GeV] 0.548 ± 0.081 0.548 0.595 ± 0.049 0.586
σ [GeV] 0.52 ± 0.14 0.50 0.42 ± 0.08 0.41
ΛX [GeV] 0.472 ± 0.058 0.448 0.398 ± 0.035 0.384
κ1 [GeV2] 1.51 ± 0.16 1.46 1.33 ± 0.08 1.28
κ2 [GeV2] 0.414 ± 0.036 0.414 0.0 0.0

Table II. Mean values of fitted parameters with their 68% uncertainties, and corresponding values for the most representative
replica 11 (see text). The original fit of Ref. [30] and the “g1-vertex approximation” are labeled as PVGlue20 and PVGlue20g1V,
respectively (see text).

the methodology of Ref. [30], we first allow the spectator mass to take a continuous range of values by weighting
the gluon TMDs with the spectral function described in Eqs.(16,17) of Ref. [30], which is a way to effectively take
into account qq̄ contributions. Then, we integrate the gluon TMDs upon the transverse momenta and we fix all the
model parameters by fitting the unpolarized collinear PDF from NNPDF3.1sx [56] and the helicity collinear PDF from
NNPDFpol1.1 [57] at the indicated initial scale Q0 = 1.64 GeV and in the range 10−3 < x < 0.7. 3 The only exception
is the parameter κ2 in Eq. (6) that controls the strength of the g2 coupling; here, it is systematically set to zero.
Statistical uncertainties are generated using the replica method, widely used in the phenomenological extraction of
quark densities from experimental data [56, 59–65].

In Tab. II, we compare the obtained values (labelled PVGlue20g1V in the two rightmost columns) with the original
values from Ref. [30] (labelled PVGlue20 in the second and third columns from left). The 68% uncertainties accompa-
nying the central values are obtained by excluding the largest and smallest 16% of all 100 replica values, which would
correspond to 1σ standard deviation for a Gaussian distribution. The columns labelled with “replica 11” show the
parameters of the most representative replica, because in both fits its parameter values have the minimal distance
from the mean values.

In Fig. 3, we show the results for the f -type unpolarized gluon TMD (upper panels) and the gluon Sivers function
multiplied by x|pT |/M (lower panels), as functions of p2

T , in the g1-vertex approximation. 4 Left (right) plots are for
TMDs calculated at x = 10−3 (x = 10−1) and at Q0 = 1.64 GeV. As for the parameter values, the 68% uncertainty
bands are formed by excluding the largest and smallest 16% of 100 computed replicas. The black solid line is the
result of the most representative replica 11. Here, and in the following, the strong coupling constant is fixed to
gs =

√
αs(Q0) = 0.57583. The qualitative behavior of the TMD fg

1 stays practically the same with respect to the
original fit (see upper panels of Fig. 4 in Ref. [30]). The resulting gluon Sivers function decreases at low x. However,
this trend can radically change when including also the g2 vertex, as shown in Sec. IV.

B. Sivers function: Quark-target model

In a similar way, we can also derive the results for the f -type gluon Sivers function in the quark-target model. We
indicate it with the superscript (q). In this approximation, the incoming proton in Fig. 2 is replaced by a quark, and
similarly for the spectator remnant. Therefore, both the proton and the spectator mass, M and MX , are set equal to
the target-quark mass, mq, and the effective nucleon-gluon-spectator vertex is replaced by a QCD quark-gluon-quark
one. Starting from the expression for the [+,+] gluon correlator in the quark-target model, we obtain

f
⊥ (q)
1T (x,pT ) = − 4 g4s

(2π)3
m2

q x (1− x)P+

(m2
qx

2 + p2
T )

Dq(p) , (37)

where

Dq(p) =
1

2(1− x)P+

∫
d2lT
(2π)2

lT · pT

p2
T

1

l2T

(1− x)

(lT + pT )2 + x2m2
q

. (38)

3 The x > 0.7 tail was excluded to avoid large uncertainties [58] due to threshold effects and target-mass corrections, not accounted for
in our model.

4 Preliminary results for the f -type Sivers function in the g1-vertex approximation were previously presented in Refs. [66, 67].
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Figure 3. Transverse-momentum dependence of the [+,+] unpolarized TMD (upper panel) and gluon Sivers TMD multiplied
by x|pT |/M (lower panel) calculated in the g1-vertex approximation (see text), at x = 10−3 (left panels) and x = 10−1 (right
panels) and at the initial scale Q0 = 1.64 GeV. Uncertainty band by including the 68% of all computed replicas. Black curves
refer to the most representative replica 11 (see text).

Following similar steps as in the previous case, we obtain

Dq(p) = − 1

8πP+

1

p2
T

ln
p2
T + x2m2

q

x2m2
q

, (39)

and we get the final expression for our f -type gluon Sivers function in the quark-target model

f
⊥ (q)
1T (x,pT ) =

g4s
(2π)4

m2
q x (1− x)

p2
T (m

2
qx

2 + p2
T )

ln
p2
T + x2m2

q

x2m2
q

, (40)

which corresponds to Eq. (B12) of Ref. [4].
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C. Linearity function: g1-vertex approximation

Let us consider now the distribution of linearly polarized gluons in a transversely polarized target, denoted as h1

in Tab. I. For simplicity, we will call it “linearity function” even if this terminology could be used for any h functions
in the rightmost column of Tab. I. In spite of the similarity in notation, this function should not be confused with the
analogue of the quark transversity distribution. In fact, it does not survive transverse-momentum integration and is
T-odd.

In the following, we derive the f -type gluon linearity function in the g1-vertex approximation of our spectator
model. Using the corresponding projector from Eq. (23), the dipolar form for g1(p

2) as in Eq. (6), and the [+,+]
gluon correlator of Eq. (11), we have

h
(g1)
1 (x,pT ) = Pµν

[hg
1 ]

[
Φ[+,+] (g1)

µν (x,pT ,ST )− Φ[+,+] (g1)
µν (x,pT ,−ST )

]
=

96 gsκ
3
1

(2π)3
M [M −MX(1− x)] P+

(1− x)p2
T (p2 − Λ2

X)2

× 2Re

∫
d4l

(2π)4
lT · pT

(l2 − Λ2
X)2

1

l+ + iϵ

1

(l + p− P )2 −M2
X + iϵ

1

[(p+ l)2 − Λ2
X + iϵ]2

.

(41)

Following the same steps described in Section IIIA we obtain

h
(g1)
1 (x,pT ) = −96 gsκ

3
1

(2π)3
M [M −MX(1− x)] (1− x)4 P+

[p2
T + L2

X(ΛX)]2
D2(p) , (42)

where D2(p) is defined and computed in Eqs. (33)-(35). The final expression for our f -type gluon linearity function
in the g1-vertex approximation is

h
(g1)
1 (x,pT ) =

24gsκ
3
1

(2π)4
M [M −MX(1− x)] (1− x)4

[p2
T + L2

X(ΛX)]2

×
[

1− 2L2
X(Λ2

X)/p2
T

L2
X(Λ2

X) [p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)]2

+ 8
p2
T + L2

X(Λ2
X)

|pT |3 [p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)]5/2

tanh−1

(
|pT |√

p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)

)]
.

(43)

Preliminary results on the f -type gluon linearity function in the g1-vertex approximation were presented in Refs. [67,
68].

D. Linearity function: Quark-target model

In the quark-target model, following an analogous procedure to the one in Section III B, we get

h
(q)
1 (x,pT ) = − 8 g4s

(2π)3
m2

q xP
+

(m2
qx

2 + p2
T )

Dq(p) . (44)

Combining Eqs. (44) and (39), we get the final expression for our f -type gluon linearity function in the quark-target
model

h
(q)
1 (x,pT ) =

g4s
(2π)4

2xm2
q

p2
T (m

2
qx

2 + p2
T )

ln
p2
T + x2m2

q

x2m2
q

, (45)

which corresponds to Eq. (B17) of Ref. [4].

IV. T-ODD GLUON TMDS: RESULTS OF FULL CALCULATION

If we include the full structure of the nucleon-gluon-spectator vertex Yba
ρ in Eq. (5), a given T-odd gluon TMD,

generically indicated by F (x,p2
T ), can be organized as

F (x,p2
T ) =

1,2∑
i,j,k

C
[F ]
ijk(x,p

2
T ) gs κi κj κk , (46)
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where κi,j,k are the coupling constants encoded in the dipolar form factors of Eq. (6) with the assumption made

in Eq. (20), and C
[F ]
ijk are related coefficients. For each T-odd gluon TMD F (x,p2

T ), the C
[F ]
ijk can be split in eight

different contributions C
[F ],l
ijk , l = 1, .., 8, and organized as linear combinations according to

C
[F ]
ijk(x,p

2
T ) =

(1− x)4P+

(2π)3 [p2
T + L2

X(ΛX)]2

8∑
l=1

C[F ],l
ijk (x,p2

T )Dl(x,p
2
T ) , (47)

where Dl(x,p
2
T ) are eight different master integrals that can be found in Appendix A. The final expressions of the

C
[F ],l
ijk coefficients for each T-odd gluon TMD F and for l = 1, .., 8 and i, j, k = 1, 2, are listed in Appendix B.

We note that both the T-odd f -type h⊥
1L and h⊥

1T vanish in the g1-vertex approximation and in the quark-target
model, because the integral describing the loop in Fig. 2 would be proportional to l+, which is set to zero by the first
of the two Cutkosky rules in Eq. (30). This result is in line with Eqs. (B16) and (B18) of Ref. [4], respectively.

In the following, we show the results of the full calculation of all the four T-odd f -type gluon TMDs that appear
at leading twist (see Tab. I). We recall that in our model T-odd d-type gluon TMDs turn out to be equal to the
f -type ones up to a color factor computed in Eq. (17), because in the vertices we take the same dipole-like couplings
g1,2(p

2) for f -type and d-type functions. Moreover, the parameters of both T-odd f -type and d-type functions are
fully determined by those ones entering the T-even gluon TMDs. These parameters were fixed in Ref. [30] by fitting
the integrated T-even gluon TMDs onto the corresponding known collinear PDFs at the low scale Q0 = 1.64 GeV;
their values are listed in the columns of Tab. II labelled by PVGlue20.

It is convenient to start from the f -type gluon Sivers function f⊥
1T in order to compare with the results displayed

in the lower panels of Fig. 3 using the g1-vertex approximation.

In the upper panels of Fig. 4, we display the T-odd f -type gluon Sivers function f⊥
1T multiplied by x|pT |/M , as

a function of p2
T at x = 10−3 (left) and x = 10−1 (right) and at the scale Q0 = 1.64 GeV. As in previous figures,

the uncertainty band is constructed by excluding the largest and smallest 16% of all 100 computed replicas, roughly
corresponding to 1σ standard deviation. The solid black line is the result of the most representative replica 11. The
observed behavior in p2

T clearly does not follow a simple Gaussian pattern, rather it shows a large flattening tail for
increasing p2

T . The f -type Sivers function is regular in p2
T = 0, as it can be realized by inspecting the coefficients of

Eqs. (46),(47) listed in Tabs. III-VI and the master integrals in Appendix A. Hence, the combination x|pT |/M f⊥
1T

vanishes at p2
T = 0.

By comparing with the lower panels of Fig. 3 where the x|pT |/M f
⊥(g1)
1T was computed in the g1-vertex approxima-

tion, we realize that the contribution of the g2 coupling to the vertices Yba
ρ of Eq. (5) and X bde

α of Eq. (15) completely
reverses the situation: the f -type gluon Sivers function now increases for decreasing x, thus supporting the statement
that spin asymmetries generated by this T-odd gluon TMD could be sizable also at small-x.

In the lower panels of Fig. 4, we show the result of the full calculation of the T-odd f -type gluon linearity function
h1 multiplied by x|pT |/M , as a function of p2

T at x = 10−3 (left) and x = 10−1 (right) and at the scale Q0 = 1.64
GeV. Notations are the same as in previous panels. The displayed trend is similar to the f -type Sivers function.
Namely, the linearity increases with decreasing x, actually having a size larger than the Sivers function. The linearity
is also regular at p2

T = 0, hence vanishes at this point when multiplied by x|pT |/M .

In Fig. 5, we show for the first time the result of the full calculation of the T-odd f -type gluon h⊥
1L (upper panels)

and h⊥
1T (lower panels) functions. In particular, in the upper panel we display xp2

T /M
2 h⊥

1L as a function of p2
T at

x = 10−3 (left) and x = 10−1 (right) and at the scale Q0 = 1.64 GeV. Notations are the same as in previous figures.
We note that the absolute size increases with decreasing x, but overall it is much smaller than the Sivers and linearity
functions. Interestingly, at x = 10−1 the h⊥

1L function shows a very long tail in p2
T but changes sign having a node at

p2
T ≈ 0.1 GeV2.

In the lower panels, the xp3
T /M

3 h⊥
1T is displayed as a function of p2

T at x = 10−3 (left) and x = 10−1 (right) and at
the scale Q0 = 1.64 GeV. Notations are the same as in previous figures. The absolute size is one order of magnitude
smaller, raising doubts on the actual possibility of ever extracting the h⊥

1T from a spin asymmetry measurement.
However, it shows an interesting structure with a node at small p2

T and x.

Using the T-odd gluon TMDs computed in our model, we can complete the tomographic picture of the nucleon
already discussed in Ref. [30]. To this purpose, we can construct 2-dim pT -distributions of gluons at different x for
various combinations of their polarization and of the nucleon spin state.

Excluding the case of a circularly polarized gluon for which no T-odd gluon TMDs occur (see Tab. I), we can
have in principle six combinations: two polarization states of the gluon (unpolarized, linearly polarized) for each
polarization state of the parent nucleon (unpolarized, longitudinally polarized, transversely polarized). However, the
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Figure 4. Transverse-momentum dependence of the [+,+] gluon Sivers (upper) and linearity (lower) functions multiplied by
x|pT |/M , as functions of p2

T at x = 10−3 (left), and x = 10−1 (right) and at the initial scale Q0 = 1.64 GeV. Uncertainty band
from 68% of all computed replicas. Black curves refer to the most representative replica 11 (see text).

actual combinations are five, since an unpolarized gluon in a longitudinally polarized nucleon is forbidden by parity
invariance (see Tab. I).

For a unpolarized gluon in a unpolarized nucleon, we identify the 2-dim density as

xρ(x, px, py) = x f1(x,p
2
T ) , (48)

where f1 is the leading-twist f -type unpolarized gluon TMD. The upper panels of Fig. 6 show the contour plots for
the pT -distribution of xρ from replica 11 at x = 10−3 (left) and x = 10−1 (right) and at the scale Q0 = 1.64 GeV, for
a nucleon moving towards the reader. The color code identifies the size of the oscillations. For a better visualization,
ancillary 1-dim plots are attached, representing a “slice” of xρ at px = 0 or py = 0. The 68% uncertainty band is
obtained as usual by excluding the largest and smallest 16% of 100 computed replicas; the solid black line is the result
of replica 11, actually corresponding to the 2-dim contour plot. Since both nucleon and gluon are unpolarized, the
2-dim density shows a perfect cylindrical symmetry around the direction of motion of the nucleon pointing towards
the reader.
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Figure 5. Transverse-momentum dependence of the [+,+] gluon h⊥
1L (upper) and h⊥

1T (lower) functions multiplied by xp2
T /M

2

and x|pT |3/M3, respectively, as functions of p2
T at x = 10−3 (left) and x = 10−1 (right) and at the initial scale Q0 = 1.64 GeV.

Notations as in previous figures.

For a unpolarized gluon in a nucleon transversely polarized along x̂ (|ST | = Sx), the 2-dim density contains also
the f -type gluon Sivers function:

xρp→(x, px, py) = x f1(x,p
2
T ) + x

py
M

f⊥
1T (x,p

2
T ) . (49)

The lower panels of Fig. 6 show such density in the same conditions and with the same notation as before. Since the
nucleon is polarized along the x̂ axis, the contour plot shows a distortion along the ŷ axis. The asymmetry is clearly
visible at x = 10−1 (right panel), and it is emphasized by the ancillary 1-dim plot at px = 0. The distortion fades
away for decreasing x, as shown in the left panel at x = 10−3.

If we consider the gluon also in a linearly polarized state, then the 2-dim densities for various nucleon polarizations
can become more complicated. The simplest case is for a unpolarized nucleon: the xρ↔ is a linear combination of the
T-even gluon TMDs f1 and h⊥

1 , and it has been studied in Ref. [30] (see lower panels of Fig.5 there). If the nucleon
has a longitudinal polarization SL, the 2-dim density xρ↔p⊙ is a linear combination of f1, h

⊥
1 and h⊥

1L. Finally, if the

nucleon has transverse polarization ST the 2-dim density xρ↔p→ is a linear combination of f1, h
⊥
1 , f

⊥
1T , h1 and h⊥

1T ,
the latter two ones entering with different coefficients depending on the relative angle between the nucleon and gluon
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Figure 6. Unpolarized gluon density for a unpolarized (upper panels) or transvsersely polarized nucleon along x̂ (lower panels)
as a function of pT at Q0 = 1.64 GeV and at x = 10−3 (left panels) and x = 10−1 (right panels). The nucleon is virtually
moving towards the reader. Results from replica 11 (see text). Ancillary 1-dim plots for the density at py = 0 and px = 0 with
68% uncertainty band. Solid black line for replica 11 (corresponding to contour plot).

polarizations. Apart for the case of unpolarized nucleon xρ↔, the other 2-dim densities are thus superpositions of
three or more gluon TMDs, and their probabilistic interpretation becomes more involved.

Therefore, we prefer to isolate each T-odd TMD for linearly polarized gluons using the projectors discussed in
Sec. IID, and we plot them for nucleon polarizations along specific directions.

We first select the nucleon longitudinally polarized along its direction of motion towards the reader, and the
gluon linearly polarized along x̂. Using the gluon-gluon correlator Φxx(SL) in Eq.(54) of Ref. [4], the combination
Φxx(SL)−Φxx(−SL) isolates the term h⊥

1L pxpy/2M
2. In the upper panels of Fig. 7, we show the contour plot for the

pT -distribution of the f -type combination h⊥
1L pxpy/2M

2 from replica 11 at x = 10−3 (left) and x = 10−1 (right) and
at the scale Q0 = 1.64 GeV, scaled by a factor 102. Because of the pxpy weight, the contour plot shows symmetric
oscillations along the py = ±px directions, emphasized in the 1-dim ancillary plots and becoming more sizeable at
x = 10−3. Sometimes in the literature, the function h⊥

1L is called “T-odd worm-gear” or “pseudo worm-gear” in
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Figure 7. The 2-dim density for linearly polarized gluons in polarized nucleons as a function of pT at Q0 = 1.64 GeV and at
x = 10−3 (left panels) and x = 10−1 (right panels). The nucleon is virtually moving towards the reader. Results from replica
11 (see text). Ancillary 1-dim plots for slices of the density at specific values of px or py, with 68% uncertainty band and solid
black line for replica 11. Upper panels: gluon linear polarization along x̂ and nucleon longitudinal polarization, proportional
to h⊥

1L pxpy/2M
2 scaled by 102. Central panels: gluon linear polarization and nucleon polarization along x̂, proportional to

h⊥
1T p2xpy/2M

3 scaled by 102. Lower panels: gluon linear polarization along ŷ and nucleon polarization along x̂, proportional
to −h1 py/2M scaled by 10.
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analogy with the corresponding quark function. However, we think that this nomenclature does not capture the main
characteristics of this function as it emerges from the upper panels of Fig. 7. Since the nucleon is spinning around
a direction pointing towards the reader, because of the displayed quadrupolar shape we propose for h⊥

1L the name of
“propeller” function.

If we keep the gluon linearly polarized along x̂ but we consider the combination Φxx(Sx)−Φxx(−Sx), we can isolate
the term h⊥

1T p2xpy/2M
3. In the central panels of Fig. 7, we show the contour plot for the pT -distribution of the f -type

combination h⊥
1T p2xpy/2M

3, scaled by the factor 102 and with the same notations as before. The p2xpy weight produces
oscillations symmetric with respect to the ŷ axis, emphasized in the 1-dim ancillary plots with slightly displaced slices
at py = −0.1 GeV and px = 0.1 GeV. The T-odd gluon TMD h⊥

1T is sometimes referred to as “pretzelosity” in analogy
with the quark case. As for h⊥

1L, we think that this nomenclature is misleading. The peculiar shape of the contour
plot in the lower panels of Fig. 7 suggests for h⊥

1T the name of “butterfly” function.

Finally, if we turn the gluon linear polarization along the ŷ axis but keeping the nucleon polarization along x̂, the
combination Φyy(Sx)−Φyy(−Sx) isolates the linearity function through the term −h1 py/2M . In the lower panels of
Fig. 7, we show the contour plot for the pT -distribution of the f -type combination −h1 py/2M , scaled by the factor
10 and with the same notations as before. The py weight produces oscillations symmetric with respect to the x̂ axis,
emphasized in the 1-dim ancillary plots with slightly displaced slices at py = −0.1 GeV and px = 0.1 GeV.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we have presented a model calculation of all four leading-twist T-odd gluon TMDs within a spectator
model approach, providing insights into the complex interplay among gluon transverse momentum, gluon polarization,
and nucleon spin, and offering a detailed (model-dependent) picture of the distribution of gluons in the nucleon. This
paper completes our previous work [30], where we computed all the leading-twist T-even gluon TMDs in the same
framework.

The model is based on the idea that a nucleon can split into a gluon and remainders that are treated as a single
spectator fermion. This spectator mass is allowed to vary within a continuous range, described by a spectral function.
Non vanishing T-odd structures are generated by the interference between the tree-level amplitude and an amplitude
with final-state interactions, which in our model are approximated as a single-gluon exchange between the gluon and
the spectator. The structure of interaction vertices reflects the nature of the involved particles. Since the spectator has
spin- 12 , the vertices are modeled resembling the free nucleon electromagnetic current, replacing the Dirac and Pauli

form factors with dipolar functions g1(p
2) and g2(p

2). For sake of simplicity, all model parameters have been kept
the same as in our previous work on T-even gluon TMDs, where they were fixed by fitting the transverse-momentum-
integrated gluon TMDs onto known parametrizations of the corresponding collinear unpolarized and helicity gluon
PDFs at the lowest scale Q0 = 1.64 GeV [30].

As it is well known, gluon TMDs have a more intricate dependence on the structure of the color flow (gauge
link), which in turn introduces a dependence on the involved process. There are two main classes of gluon TMDs,
the so-called Weizsäcker–Williams (WW) gluon TMDs (also called f -type) and the dipole gluon TMDs (also called
d-type). In general, the two classes cannot be connected, as the WW and dipole gluon TMDs carry different physical
information and appear in different processes. Due to the simplifying assumptions in our model, the differences
between f -type and d-type gluon TMDs amount only to a calculable color factor: the size of the d-type gluon TMDs
is 5/9 of the f -type ones.

We have provided analytical and numerical results for the f -type T-odd gluon TMDs using two versions of the
model: a simpler version with a single form factor (g1, taking g2 = 0) for the nucleon-gluon-spectator and spectator-
gluon-spectator vertices, and the full calculation with both g1 and g2 form factors. In the first case, we obtain
nonvanishing results only for the Sivers (f⊥

1T ) and linearity (h1) functions. They turn out to be much smaller than
the T-even unpolarized TMD (f1), and they show a decreasing trend for smaller values of x. In the full calculation,
this trend is reversed and the size becomes comparable to f1, suggesting that sizeable asymmetries generated by
such functions could be measurable at small x. Moreover, we obtain non vanishing results also for the other two
T-odd gluon TMDs: the h⊥

1L (which we name “propeller”) and the h⊥
1T (which we name “butterfly”). However, both

functions have a very small size, particularly the butterfly function, casting some doubts on the actual possibility
of ever extracting them from measured spin asymmetries. We computed the T-odd f -type gluon TMDs also in the
quark-target model. Only the Sivers and linearity functions are different from zero, and their expression matches
known results in the literature.

As a final remark, the magnitude of the T-odd gluon TMDs crucially depends on the model parameters. For
sake of simplicity, in this paper we have taken them equal to the model parameters of the T-even gluon TMDs [30].
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However, our model is flexible enough to account for different couplings and different color structures in the interaction
vertices, such that the differences between f -type and d-type gluon TMDs would not amount to a simple color factor.
Only future data from the Electron-Ion Collider [17, 18, 69–71] and new-generation machines [72–77] will help us to
overcome this limitations, and explore also the intriguing connections between our polarized gluon TMDs at small-x
and the small-x unintegrated gluon density within a hybrid high-energy and collinear factorization framework (see,
e.g., Refs. [78–80]).
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Appendix A: Master integrals

Here below, we list the master integrals involved in the expressions of our T-odd f -type gluon TMDs. We first
define

Th(|pT |) = tanh−1

√
p2
T

p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)

. (A1)

Then, we have
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X(Λ2
X)]5/2

Th(|pT |)
]
,

(A6)
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D6(p) =
1

2P+

∫
d2lT
(2π)2

|lT |4
|pT |4

1

[l2T + L2
X(Λ2

X)]2
1

[(lT + pT )2 + L2
X(Λ2

X)]2

=
1

8πP+

[
[p2

T + 2L2
X(Λ2

X)] [p4
T + 8L2

X(Λ2
X)p2

T + 22L4
X(Λ2

X)]

L2
X(Λ2

X)p6
T [p2

T + 4L2
X(Λ2

X)]2

− 4
p6
T + 12L2

X(Λ2
X)p4

T + 40L4
X(Λ2

X)p2
T + 44L6

X(Λ2
X)

|pT |7 [p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)]5/2

Th(|pT |)
]
,

(A7)

D7(p) =
1

2P+

∫
d2lT
(2π)2

(lT · pT )
2

|pT |4
|lT |2
p2
T

1

[l2T + L2
X(Λ2

X)]2
1

[(lT + pT )2 + L2
X(Λ2

X)]2

=
1

8πP+

[ |pT |7 + 10L2
X(Λ2

X) |pT |5 + 36L4
X(Λ2

X) |pT |3 + 36L6
X(Λ2

X) |pT |
L2
X(Λ2

X) |pT |7 [p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)]2

− 6
[p2

T + 2L2
X(Λ2

X)]2 [p2
T + 6L2

X(Λ2
X)]

|pT |7 [p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)]5/2

Th(|pT |)
]
,

(A8)

D8(p) =
1

2P+

∫
d2lT
(2π)2

(lT · pT )
3

|pT |6
1

[l2T + L2
X(Λ2

X)]2
1

[(lT + pT )2 + L2
X(Λ2

X)]2

= − 1

8πP+

[
1 + 7L2

X(Λ2
X)/p2

T + 18L4
X(Λ2

X)/p4
T

L2
X(Λ2

X) [p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)]2

− 4
p4
T + 10L2

X(Λ2
X)p2

T + 18L4
X(Λ2

X)

|pT |5 [p2
T + 4L2

X(Λ2
X)]5/2

Th(|pT |)
]
.

(A9)

Appendix B: Full calculation of gluon TMDs: The coefficients C
[F ],l
ijk

In the following, we list the final expressions of the C
[F ],l
ijk coefficients in Eqs. (46) and (47) for each T-odd gluon

TMD F and for l = 1, .., 8, i, j, k = 1, 2. We note that the C
[F ],2
111 coefficients for the f -type gluon Sivers ([F ] ≡

[
f⊥
1T

]
)

and linearity ([F ] ≡ [h1]) have already been derived when discussing the computation of these T-odd gluon TMDs in
the g1-vertex approximation (see Eqs. (32) and (42), respectively).

1. Sivers function f⊥
1T

In Tabs. III-VI, we list the coefficients C
[f⊥

1T ],l
ijk for i, j, k = 1, 2 and l = 1, .., 8.
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Table III. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon Sivers TMD for ijk = {111, 112}.

C

[
f⊥
1T

]
,l

ijk ijk = 111 ijk = 112

l = 1 0
12

x

[
2x

(
M2(2 − x)x − (M − MX)2

)
+ 2p2

T (2 − x)
]

l = 2 −48M(1 − x) [MX − M(1 − x)] −
12

x

[
x (M(1 − x) + MX)

(
M(1 − x)2 + MX(1 + x)

)
− p2

T (x2 − 5x + 8)
]

l = 3 0
24

x
p2
T (x2 − 2x + 2)

l = 4 0 12p2
T (1 − x)

l = 5 0 0

l = 6 0 0

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0 0

Table IV. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon Sivers TMD for ijk = {121, 122}.

C

[
f⊥
1T

]
,l

ijk ijk = 121 ijk = 122

l = 1 0 0

l = 2
6

x

[
−M2(2 − x) x (1 − x)2 + M2

X (2 − x) x + p2
T (x2 − 10x + 8)

]
3x

M − MX

M

[
M2(1 − x)2 − M2

X + p2
T

]
l = 3

48p2
T

x
(1 − x) 0

l = 4 −6p2
T (2 − x)

3p2
T

M
[M (4 − 3x) − MX (x + 4)]

l = 5 0
12p2

T

M
[M(1 − x) − MX ]

l = 6 0 0

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0 0
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Table V. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon Sivers TMD for ijk = {211, 212}.

C

[
f⊥
1T

]
,l

ijk ijk = 211 ijk = 212

l = 1 −
24

x

[
x

(
M2

X − M2(1 − x)2
)
+ (2 − x)p2

T

]
0

l = 2

−
6

(1 − x)x

[
x
2
(MX − M(1 − x)) (M (1 − x) x + MX (4 − 3x))

−p2
T (x3 − 8x + 8)

]

−
3

M(1 − x)

[
M

3
(2 − x) (1 − x)

2

+3M2 MX (1 − x)2 x2

−M
(
M2

X x (3x2 − 4x + 2) + p2
T (x2 − 6x + 4)

)
+M3

X x2 + MX p2
T (3x2 − 8x + 4)

]
l = 3 0

12p2
T

M
[MX (1 − x) − M ]

l = 4 6p2
T

(2 − x)2

(1 − x)

3xp2
T

M(1 − x)
[M (2 − x) − MX x]

l = 5 0 0

l = 6 0 0

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0 0
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Table VI. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon Sivers TMD for ijk = {221, 222}.

C

[
f⊥
1T

]
,l

ijk ijk = 221 ijk = 222

l = 1 0 0

l = 2

3x
M2(1 − x)2 − M2

X + p2
T

2M(1 − x)

× [M (1 − x) (7 − 2x) − MX (7 − 3x)]

3

8M2(1 − x)x

[
x
2
(
M

2
(1 − x)

2 − M
2
X

)
×

(
M2 (2x3 + x2 − 3) + 4M MX (3 − x) x + M2

X (3 − 2x)
)

−4xp2
T

(
M2 (1 − x) (x3 − 5x + 6) − M MX (3 − x)x2

+M2
X (x2 + 7x − 6)

)
+p4

T (2x3 − 3x2 − 24x + 32)
]

l = 3
12p2

T

M
[MX − M (1 − x)]

−
3p2

T

4M2 (1 − x) x

[
M

2
(1 − x) x (2x

3
+ 5x

2 − 13x + 4)

+8M MX (1 − x) x2 + M2
X x (2x2 + 11x − 4)

−p2
T (2x3 + 3x2 − 28x + 32)

]

l = 4
3xp2

T

2M (1 − x)
[M (1 − x) (7 − 2x) − MX (7 − 3x)]

−
3p2

T

8M2(1 − x)

[
M

2
(1 − x) (2x

3 − 5x
2 − x + 16)

+4M MX x (x2 + x − 4) + M2
X x (2x2 + 13x − 6)

−p2
T (2x2 − x + 8)

]

l = 5 0

3p2
T

8M2(1 − x)

[
M

2
(1 − x)

2
(2x

2 − x − 8)

+16M MX (1 − x) x + M2
X (2x2 + 15x − 8)

+p2
T (6x2 − 11x + 32)

]
l = 6 0

3p4
T

8M2

2x2 − x + 8

1 − x

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0
6p4

T

M2

2 − x

x

2. Linearity function h1

In Tabs. VII-X, we list the coefficients C
[h1],l
ijk for i, j, k = 1, 2 and l = 1, .., 8.
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Table VII. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon linearity for ijk = {111, 112}.

C
[h1],l

ijk ijk = 111 ijk = 112

l = 1 0 6

x

[
x (4 − 3x)

(
M

2
(1 − x)

2 − M
2
X

)
+ p

2
T (3x

2 − 12x + 8)
]

l = 2 −96M [MX − M (1 − x)] −
6

x

[
x

(
M

2
(3x

3 − 6x
2
+ 11x − 8) + 8M MX x − M

2
X (8 − 3x)

)
− p

2
T (3x

2 − 8x + 16)
]

l = 3 0 48p2
T

1 − x

x

l = 4 0 48p2
T

l = 5 0 0

l = 6 0 0

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0 0

Table VIII. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon linearity for ijk = {121, 122}.

C
[h1],l

ijk ijk = 121 ijk = 122

l = 1 0 0

l = 2

6

x

[
x

(
M

2
(1 − x)

2
(2 + 3x) − 16M MX (1 − x) x

−M2
X (2 − 13x)

)
+ p2

T (5x2 − 2x + 8)
]

3

M

[
M

2
MX x (7x

2
+ 2x − 9) + M x

(
5M

2
(1 − x)

2
+ 11p

2
T

)
−M M2

X x (5 − 16x) + 9M3
X x + MX p2

T (8 + x)
]

l = 3 48p2
T

x

6p2
T

M
[4M x + MX (10 + x)]

l = 4 0 6p2
T

M
[4M(1 − x) + MX(2 + x)]

l = 5 0 6p2
T

M
[4M (1 − x) + MX (2 − 3x)]

l = 6 0 0

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0 −
18p2

TMX

M
(2 − x)
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Table IX. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon linearity for ijk = {211, 212}.

C
[h1],l

ijk ijk = 211 ijk = 212

l = 1

−
6

x

[(
M

2
(1 − x)

2 − M
2
X

)
(4 − 3x) x

+p2
T (3x3 − 12x + 8)

] −9x
[
M2 (1 − x)2 − M2

X − p2
T

]

l = 2

−
6

(1 − x)x

[
x
2
(
M

2
(1 − x)

2
(7 − 2x)

−8M MX (1 − x) + M2
X (1 + 2x)

)
+p2

T (2x3 − 7x2 + 16x − 8)
]

−
3

M(1 − x)

[
M

3
(1 − x)

2
x (9 − 4x)

+M2 MX (x3 + 5x − 6) + 3M M2
X (4 − 3x) x

+M p2
T (4x2 − 9x + 8) + MX (M2

X + p2
T ) (6 − x)

]
l = 3 0 −24p2

T

l = 4 0 0

l = 5 0 0

l = 6 0 0

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0 0
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Table X. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon linearity for ijk = {221, 222}.

C
[h1],l

ijk ijk = 221 ijk = 222

l = 1 0 0

l = 2

3

M(1 − x)

[
2MX

(
M

2
x (3 + 2x) (1 − x)

2

+p2
T (2x2 + 5x − 4)

)
+M (1 − x) x

(
−M2 (6 − x) (1 − x)2 − p2

T (10 + x)
)

+M M2
X (17x2 − 23x + 6) x − 6M3

X (1 − 2x) x
]

−
3

4M2(1 − x)x

[
p
2
T x

(
M

2
(1 − x) (6x

3 − 31x
2
+ 6x − 4)

+2M MX (x2 + 21x − 16) x + 2M2
X (2 + x) (1 + 3x)

)
−x2 (M (1 − x) − MX)

(
M3 (x2 + x − 2)2 − M3

X (4 − 17x)

+M2 MX (3x2 − 18x + 4) (1 − x) + M MX (17x2 − x − 4)
)

+p4
T (5x3 − 30x2 + 52x − 16)

]

l = 3 −12p2
T (2 − x)

−
3p2

T

2M2(1 − x)x

[
M

2
(2x

3 − 15x
2
+ 8x + 2) (1 − x) x

−4M MX (1 − x) x2 + M2
X (4x2 + 5x − 2)

+p2
T (2x3 − 9x2 + 30x − 16)

]

l = 4 −12xp2
T

−
3p2

T

4M2(1 − x)

[
M

2
(3x

3 − 7x
2
+ 2x − 8) (1 − x)

−24M MX (1 − x) x − M2
X (x2 + 8x − 8)

+p2
T (3x2 − 12x + 8)

]

l = 5 0

3p2
T

2M2(1 − x)

[
M

2
(1 − x)

2
(x

2 − 7x + 2) + 8M MX (1 − x) x

−M2
X (7x2 − 11x + 2) − p2

T (x2 − x − 6)
]

l = 6 0 3p4
T

M2

x

1 − x

l = 7 0 −
3p4

T

M2

x

1 − x

l = 8 0

3p2
T

2M2(1 − x)x

[
3 (2 − x) x

(
M

2
X (1 − 2x) − M

2
(1 − x)

2
)

+p2
T (3x2 − 18x + 8)

]

3. Propeller function h⊥
1L

In Tabs. XI-XIV, we list the coefficients C
[h⊥

1L],l
ijk for i, j, k = 1, 2 and l = 1, .., 8.
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Table XI. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon propeller for ijk = {111, 112}.

C

[
h⊥
1L

]
,l

ijk ijk = 111 ijk = 112

l = 1 0 96(1 − x)M2

l = 2 0 48M [3M (1 − x) − MX ]

l = 3 0 96M [M (1 − x) − MX ]

l = 4 0 −48M [M (1 − x) − MX ]

l = 5 0 0

l = 6 0 0

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0 0

Table XII. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon propeller for ijk = {121, 122}.

C

[
h⊥
1L

]
,l

ijk ijk = 121 ijk = 122

l = 1 0 0

l = 2 96(1 − x)M [M(1 − x) − MX ] −24
[
M (1 − x) (M (1 − x) − 2MX x) − M2

X (1 − 2x) + p2
T

]
l = 3 96(1 − x)M [M (1 − x) − MX ]

48

x

[
M MX (1 − x)x2 − M2

X x2 + p2
T (1 − x)

]
l = 4 −48(1 − x)M [M (1 − x) − MX ] −

24

x

[
M MX (1 − x)x2 − M2

Xx2 + 2p2
T

]
l = 5 0 −24p2

T

l = 6 0 0

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0 0
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Table XIII. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon propeller for ijk = {211, 212}.

C

[
h⊥
1L

]
,l

ijk ijk = 211 ijk = 212

l = 1 −96(1 − x)M2 0

l = 2 −48M [M (1 − x) + MX ] −48 [M (1 − x) − MX ]

l = 3 0 −
48

x

[
x (M + MX) (M (1 − x) − MX) − p2

T

]
l = 4 0

24

x

[
x (M + MX) (M (1 − x) − MX) − 2p2

T

]
l = 5 0 0

l = 6 0 0

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0 0

Table XIV. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon propeller for ijk = {221, 222}.

C

[
h⊥
1L

]
,l

ijk ijk = 221 ijk = 222

l = 1 0 0

l = 2

−24
[
M2 (1 − x)2 − 2M MX (1 − x) x

−M2
X (1 − 2x) + p2

T

]
24

M
(MX + M)

[
xMX (MX − M (1 − x)) + p

2
T

]

l = 3 48(1 − x)

x

[
x (M + MX) (MX − M (1 − x)) + p

2
T

] 24MX

M

[
x (MX + M) (MX − M (1 − x)) + 2p

2
T

]

l = 4

−
24

x
[(1 − x) x (M + MX) (MX − M(1 − x))

+p2
T (2 − x)

]
−

12

M

[
x
2
MX M (MX + M) + xMX (M

2
X − M

2
)

+(MX − 3M)p2
T

]
l = 5 0

12p2
T

M
(M + MX)

l = 6 0 0

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0 0

4. Butterfly function h⊥
1T

In Tabs. XV-XVIII, we list the coefficients C
[h⊥

1T ],l
ijk for i, j, k = 1, 2 and l = 1, .., 8.
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Table XV. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon butterfly for ijk = {111, 112}.

C

[
h⊥
1T

]
,l

ijk ijk = 111 ijk = 112

l = 1 0 −
M2

2p2
T (1 − x)x

[
(1 − x)

2
(
M

2
x (x

2 − 5x + 4) − 2M
2
X x + 2p

2
T (4 − x)

)
+ x (x

2
+ x − 2) (M

2
X + p

2
T )

]
l = 2 0 −

M2

2p2
T (1 − x)x

[
(1 − x)

2
(
M

2
x (x

2 − 5x + 4) − 2M
2
X x + 2p

2
T (8 − x)

)
+ x (x

2
+ x − 2) (M

2
X + p

2
T )

]
l = 3 0 −4M

2 1 − x

x

l = 4 0 0

l = 5 0 0

l = 6 0 0

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0 0

Table XVI. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon butterfly for ijk = {121, 122}.

C

[
h⊥
1T

]
,l

ijk ijk = 121 ijk = 122

l = 1 0 0

l = 2

M2

2xp2
T

[
(2 − x) x (M

2
X + p

2
T )

−(1 − x)2
(
M2 (2 − x) x + 8p2

T

)]

M

4p2
T

[
M

3
x(1 − x)

2
+ M

(
p
2
T (3x

2 − 8x + 4) − M
2
X x

2
)

−(1 − x)
(
M2 MX (1 − x) x + M M2

X x + M p2
T (4 − 3x)

+4MX p2
T

)
+ M3

X x − MX p2
T (4 − 5x)

]
l = 3 −

4M2(1 − x)2

x
−

2 − 3x

2
MMX

l = 4 0 −
2 − x

2
M MX

l = 5 0 −
2 − x

2
M MX

l = 6 0 0

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0
2 − x

2
M MX
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Table XVII. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon butterfly for ijk = {211, 212}.

C

[
h⊥
1T

]
,l

ijk ijk = 211 ijk = 212

l = 1

M2

2xp2
T

[
(1 − x)

(
4M

2
(1 − x)

2
x + 4p

2
T (2 − x)

)
+3M2 x2 (1 − x)2 − x

(
M2

X (4 − x) + 3p2
T x

)]
xM2

4p2
T

[
M

2
(1 − x)

2 − M
2
X − p

2
T

]

l = 2

−
M2

p2
T (1 − x)x

[
(1 − x)

2
(
M

2
x
2 − 4p

2
T (2 − x)

)
−x

(
M2

X x + p2
T (4x2 − 7x + 4)

)]

M

4(1 − x)p2
T

[
(1 − x)

2
(
M

3
x (2x

2 − 4x + 3) + 2M p
2
T (2 − x)

)
+2M3 x2 (1 − x)3 − MX (2 − x) (1 − x)

(
2p2

T + M2 x (1 − x)
)

−M M2
X x (3 − 2x) + M p2

T (2x3 − 6x2 + 7x − 4)

+M3
X (2 − x) x + MX p2

T (x2 + 4x − 4)
]

l = 3 0 −2MMX

l = 4 0 0

l = 5 0 0

l = 6 0 0

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0 0



30

Table XVIII. Coefficients functions of the f -type gluon butterfly for ijk = {221, 222}.

C

[
h⊥
1T

]
,l

ijk ijk = 221 ijk = 222

l = 1 0 0

l = 2

M

4(1 − x)p2
T

[
M

3
x (3 − x) (1 − x)

3 − (1 − x)
(
2M M

2
X x

2

−2M p2
T (x2 − 4x + 2) − 3M3

X x + MX p2
T (4 − 7x)

)
−M (1 − x)2

(
MX x (3MX + M (3 − x)) + p2

T (4 − x)
)

+2M3
X x2 − 2MX p2

T (x2 − 4x + 2)
]

−
1

16(1 − x)xp2
T

[
p
2
T x

(
M

2
(1 − x) (2x

3 − 3x
2
+ 8x − 4)

−2M MX (3 − x) x2 + 2M2
X (9x2 − 10x + 2)

)
+x2

(
M2 (1 − x)2 − M2

X

) (
−M2 (1 − x3)

+2M MX (3 − x) x + M2
X (1 − x)

)
+p4

T (x3 − 3x2 + 20x − 16)
]

l = 3 −2MMX

−
1

8x

[
M

2
x (2x

2 − x − 2)

−M2
X x (1 + 3x) − 2p2

T (8 − 3x)
]

l = 4 0

1

16(1 − x)

[
M

2
(1 − x) (x

3 − x
2
+ 6x − 8)

+M2
X (5x2 − 12x + 8) + p2

T (x2 + 8x − 8)
]

l = 5 0

−
1

16(1 − x)

[
(1 − x)

(
x

(
M

2
(1 − x)

2 − M
2
X

)
+p2

T (8 − x)
)
+ (2 − x)

(
M2 (2 − x) (1 − x)2

−M2
X (2 − 5x) + p2

T (2 + x)
)]

l = 6 0 0

l = 7 0 0

l = 8 0

2 − x

8(1 − x)x

[
M

2
(1 − x)

2
x − MX (1 − 2x) x

−p2
T (4 − 5x)

]
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A case study of sending graph neural networks back
to the test bench for applications in high-energy
particle physics
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Abstract In high-energy particle collisions, the primary collision products usually
decay further resulting in tree-like, hierarchical structures with a priori unknown
multiplicity. At the stable-particle level all decay products of a collision form per-
mutation invariant sets of final state objects. The analogy to mathematical graphs
gives rise to the idea that graph neural networks (GNNs), which naturally resem-
ble these properties, should be best-suited to address many tasks related to high-
energy particle physics. In this paper we describe a benchmark test of a typical
GNN against neural networks of the well-established deep fully-connected feed-
forward architecture. We aim at performing this comparison maximally unbiased
in terms of nodes, hidden layers, or trainable parameters of the neural networks
under study. As physics case we use the classification of the final state X produced
in association with top quark-antiquark pairs in proton-proton collisions at the
Large Hadron Collider at CERN, where X stands for a bottom quark-antiquark
pair produced either non-resonantly or through the decay of an intermediately
produced Z or Higgs boson.
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2 Emanuel Pfeffer et al.

1 Introduction

The continuous rise and flourish of deep learning has significantly impacted also
the community of high-energy particle physics, where modern algorithms of deep
learning —mostly in the form of various neural network (NN) architectures—
find applications as automation tools, for (multiclass) classification, parameter re-
gression, or universal function approximation. The Large Hadron Collider (LHC)
at CERN offers a unique test environment for such algorithms providing a large
amount of independent identically distributed (i.i.d.) data from proton-proton (pp)
collisions under well controlled laboratory conditions. These data feature a rich
hierarchical structure, optimally suited for the application of all kinds of general
methods of statistical data analysis. Moreover, the underlying physics laws and
statistical models, which have emerged over many decades of research, are scru-
tinized to a level that allows the reliable estimation of particle properties with a
relative accuracy ranging far below the per-mille level, in rare cases even below
10−10 [1]. This circumstance offers a toolbox for generating a large amount of per-
fectly known, complex, synthetic data, with a high relation to experimental obser-
vations, through the application of Monte Carlo (MC) methods [2,3]. These data
are usually obtained as samples from an intractable though well-known likelihood
function L. This setup provides a unique opportunity to thoroughly benchmark
any kinds of machine learning (ML) algorithms under complex, real-life laboratory
conditions.

At the LHC, data analysts strive for the application of more and more sophis-
ticated ML-models with more and more not further processed —and in this sense
“raw”— input data. This strategy is fed by the belief that automated algorithms
might find ways of extracting information of interest to the analyst, which are
superior to selection strategies that are vulnerable to the bias of human prejudice.
On the other hand, ML-algorithms should not be forced to learn already known
and well-established physics principles, like symmetries inherent to the presented
task. While such information can only be insufficiently passed through the neces-
sarily finite training samples, it can be intrinsically incorporated either into the
loss functions used for training, or in the NN architectures.

At the large multi-purpose LHC experiments, ATLAS [4] and CMS [5], pp
collisions at a center-of-mass energy of, e.g., 13TeV result in the creation of thou-
sands of collision products to be recorded by the experiments. Primary collision
products might decay further resulting in tree-like, hierarchical structures with a
priori unknown multiplicity. The collision process can be described in a factorized
approach:

During the hard scattering process, the fundamental constituents of the pro-
tons, i.e., the quarks and gluons which are also collectively referred to as partons,
interact via the fundamental interactions under investigation. We refer to the re-
sult of these interactions as the partonic final state. It cannot be observed directly
in an experiment. Rather, each parton undergoes a series of theoretically well-
known processes, setting in at lower energy scales, resulting in stable particles.
The inverse problem usually subject of high-energy particle physics is to infer the
presence and properties of the stable particles and eventually the partonic final
state from their observable energy deposits in the detectors.

At the stable particle level all decay products of a collision form permutation
invariant sets of final state objects, which may emerge from the collision in the form
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of collimated particle jets [6], forming well-suited proxies for strongly-interacting
final state partons, or individual, spatially isolated particles, like leptons. From the
preparation of the collision’s initial state and energy and momentum conservation,
physicists may infer the presence of non- or weakly-interacting particles, like neu-
trinos, in the collision’s final state, through the principle of missing transverse
energy (MET) [7]. A natural representation of this richly structured data is in
the form of mathematical graphs G, which are indeed also the basis of theoretical
amplitude calculations of the quantum-mechanical wave function in the form of
Feynman graphs [8].

Within the high-energy particle physics community, this observation has lead
to an increased interest in NNs based on mathematical graphs (GNNs) [9,10,
11,12,13], where nodes are usually identified by particles and edges potentially
by relations across particles. A comprehensive review can be found in Ref. [14].
However, on closer inspection, several features of GNNs that count for seemingly
obvious advantages reveal subtle challenges:

– The mathematical model to match physics entities like stable particles to the
graph G of the GNN, which is subject to mathematical operations, bears am-
biguities. The representation of particles by the nodes of G appears as an
obvious choice. This choice raises the question of the (potentially physical)
meaning to the connecting edges, which could represent mother-daughter re-
lations, or proximity in an arbitrarily defined space. This issue is emphasized
once mathematical weights or even trainable parameters (TPs) used during
node aggregation are assigned to the edges.

– Training and application imply the potentially complex and computationally
time-consuming task of building G, based on the physics inputs.

– In general, the more complex structure of the GNN compared to other NN
architectures complicates the users’ comprehension of how the GNN arrives at
its prediction.

In this paper we describe a comparison of typical GNN architectures with NN
models based on the deep fully-connected feed-forward architecture (DNN), which
has been studied intensely in the past. We aim at comparisons that are to best
effort unbiased in terms of expressiveness and information provided to the NN
models to solve a given task. In Section 2 we give an introduction to the task
that serves as benchmark for this comparison. In Section 3 the architectures and
training setups of the NNs under study are described. In Section 4 we present the
results of the comparison. We conclude the paper with a summary in Section 5.

2 Neural network task

2.1 Physics processes

As benchmark for the comparison we use the classification of the final state X
produced in association with top (t) quark-antiquark pairs (tt̄) in pp collisions at
the LHC, where X stands for a bottom (b) quark-antiquark pair (bb̄) produced
either through non-resonant gluon exchange or through the decay of a massive Z
or Higgs (H) boson as intermediate particle, as discussed, e.g., in Ref. [15]. Under
realistic conditions, the collision of interest might be overlaid by several tens of
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additional collisions, referred to as pileup. The complete detectable final state of
a collision of interest, including pileup, is referred to as an event, whose feature
vector x would be presented to the NN. An arbitrary number of such events may be
generated synthetically by evaluating L of the full process via the MC method. In
this study, we focus on the classification of the underlying hard process neglecting
the effects of pileup.

The interest in the chosen classification task arose from studies of H production
in association with tt̄ in the subsequent H → bb̄ decay (ttH(bb)), for which tt̄
associated Z boson production (ttZ) in the Z → bb̄ decay channel (ttZ(bb)) and
non-resonant bb̄ production in association with tt̄ (ttbb) are important background
processes. Exemplary Feynman diagrams of these processes in leading-order (LO)
of perturbation theory are shown in Figure 1. The decay products, resembled by
the outgoing lines in the diagrams, shown in Figure 1, represent the partonic final
state of interest to this study, which is the same for all processes. Therefore, the
processes can only be distinguished by the kinematic properties of the particles,
in particular b quarks. This situation is complicated by the fact that the t quark
also decays into b quarks radiating a quasi-real W boson with a branching fraction
of nearly 100% [16]. The W boson subsequently decays either into quarks, which
further on form jets in the detector, or leptons. For the presented study the semi-
leptonic tt̄ final state has been chosen, in which the W boson of one t decays into
an electron or muon, further on referred to as ℓ, and a corresponding neutrino νℓ.
The other W boson decays into quarks. Due to the radiation of additional gluons
and the splitting of gluons into quark-antiquark pairs additional colored particles
and consequently jets might emerge from the process. This constellation implies
a richly structured final state of an event with at least four b quark- and two
predominantly light-quark-induced jets; an ℓ, which is spatially isolated from any
other activity originating from the hard scattering process in the detector; and
MET, due to the emitted νℓ. The b quark-induced jets, referred to as b jets in the
following, may be identified experimentally with a finite purity and efficiency, as,
e.g., described in Ref. [17]; the methods of how to achieve this are not subject of
this paper.

2.2 Sample preparation

Samples for all processes in question have been generated synthetically from a
corresponding likelihood L using the MC technique. The tools used for event gen-
eration are the matrix-element generator MadGraph5 aMC@NLO [18,19] in ver-
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Fig. 1 Exemplary Feynman diagrams for the processes of interest to this study: (left) ttbb,
(middle) ttH(bb), and (right) ttZ(bb).
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Table 1 Selection requirements on the reconstructed final-state objects. The quantity I∆R
rel

corresponds to the scalar sum of energy deposits detected within the radius ∆R around ℓ in
η-ϕ divided by the pT of ℓ, as defined in the text. A lower value of I∆R

rel implies less activity
in the spacial vicinity of ℓ, indicating that ℓ originates from W → ℓνℓ. The variable β refers
to the working points of a specific b jet identification algorithm, as described in the text.

Object pT (GeV) |η| I∆R
rel β

Electron ≥ 25 < 2.5 < 0.12 (∆R = 0.3) −
Muon ≥ 25 < 2.4 < 0.25 (∆R = 0.4) −
Jet (anti-kT, R0=0.4 [22]) ≥ 20 < 2.4 − −
b jet ≥ 20 < 2.4 − β ≥ 2

sion 2.9.9 interfaced with the Pythia event generator [20] in version 8.306 to map
the partonic final state to the stable-particle level. All processes in consideration
have been generated at LO in perturbative quantum chromodynamics (QCD), in
the four-flavor scheme. The same setup has been used for the generation of all
samples to avoid spurious differences due to the use of different generation tools.

All generated events have been passed through a simplified simulation of the
CMS detector as configured during the LHC Run-2 data-taking period in the years
2016–2018, using the DELPHES simulation package [21]. For this study only re-
constructed leptons, jets, and MET are considered. All detected and reconstructed
final-state objects have been selected to fulfill a set of selection criteria typically
used for the analysis of data collected by the CMS experiment, as summarized in
Table 1. These selection criteria comprise the following observables:

– The transverse momentum pT and pseudorapidity η of the reconstructed ℓ and
jets.

– A variable I∆R
rel that corresponds to the scalar sum of energy deposits Ei de-

tected within the radius ∆R =
√
∆η2 +∆ϕ2 around ℓ, divided by the pT of

ℓ, where ∆η refers to the difference between Ei and ℓ in η and ∆ϕ to the
corresponding difference in azimuthal angle ϕ, based on the coordinate system
deployed by CMS [5]. For ℓ originating from W → ℓνℓ low values of I∆R

rel are
expected.

– The output of a specific b jet identification algorithm represented by the dis-
crete observable β ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} indicating whether an object has been identified
as a b jet under a specific working point α (β ≥ α). The value of α represents
(α = 1) loose, (α = 2) medium, and (α = 3) tight selection criteria, corre-
sponding to a rate of non-b jets wrongly identified as a b jet (false-positive
rate), of approximately 10%, 1%, and 0.1%, respectively.

All events have been selected to exhibit at least six and not more than eight
jets, at least four of which are assumed to be correctly identified as b jets according
to β ≥ 2, and exactly one ℓ, matching all selection criteria. The selection of one
ℓ and six jets, of which at least four are identified as b jets, is motivated by the
partonic final state under study, as depicted in Figure 1. The selection of up to
two additional jets, increases the chance that the complete partonic final state can
be matched to the selected jets.

For each reconstructed jet the attempt is made to assign the initiating particle
of the partonic final state, based on the distance ∆R between the jet and the
corresponding parton. Only partonic final state objects with transverse momen-
tum of pT > 20GeV and |η| < 2.4 are considered for this assignment. From the
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Table 2 Requirements for the jet-class definition, according to the matching to the partonic
final state, where badd corresponds to a b quark not originating from a t decay, bthad (btlep )

to a b quark originating from t → bW(qq′) (t → bW(ℓνℓ)), and qWhad
to a quark originating

from W → qq′. We note that the classes ADDB and HTQ comprise two jets. Jets not assigned
to any other class are assigned to the NA class and sorted by decreasing pT. If no jet is found
to fulfill the corresponding ∆R criterion, the leading jet from the NA class is re-assigned to
the classes HTB, HTL, HTQ, in that order.

Class label Assignment Description
ADDB ∆R(jet, badd) < 0.4 b jets not from t decays
HTB ∆R(jet, bthad ) < 0.4† b jet from thad
LTB ∆R(jet, btlep ) < 0.4† b jet from tlep
HTQ ∆R(jet, qWhad

) < 0.4† q jet from W
NA No match Additional jet
† If no assignment by ∆R is found, the leading jet from NA is assigned.

assignment five mutually exclusive jet classes are build, referring to the (ADDB) b
quarks not originating from any t decay; the b quark originating from the (HTB)
hadronic and (LTB) leptonic t decay, (HTQ) quarks originating from the hadronic
W decay; and (NA) jets not assigned to the partonic final state.

The assignment of the partonic final state to the reconstructed jets may be
incomplete, for a given event. Events for which no or only one jet is assigned to
the ADDB class are discarded from the training and test samples. In all other
cases, if the assignment by ∆R did not result in one jet of class LTB, one jet of
class HTB, and two jets of class HTQ, the remaining not associated jets of class
NA are ordered by decreasing pT and the leading jets in pT are re-assigned to these
classes in the order of LTB, HTB, HTQ. A summary of all jet classes is given in
Table 2

2.3 Task definition

The NN models are supposed to perform a classification task, in which a given
event should be assigned either to ttbb, ttH(bb), or ttZ(bb). The physics process
from which the event was generated constitutes the ground truth information for
this task.

To simplify the task, the reconstructed jets are assumed to perfectly match the
initiating partons, whenever possible, through the parton association algorithm,
as described in Section 2.2. The ADDB class contains jets which stem directly
from the intermediate particle to distinguish the processes under study. The fea-
tures of these jets are assumed to provide the most decisive contribution to the
classification.

2.4 Training setup

All NN models are subject to a supervised training. The generated samples used
for this are split into a training, validation, and test sample, containing 60, 20,
and 20% of the generated events, respectively. Event numbers, split by process
and sample, are given in Table 3.
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Each training is performed for an ensemble of ten statistically independent
repetitions to obtain a rough estimate of the statistical spread of the trained
models, due to random choices in the training setup. Performance measures of each
model are reported as sample means µ, of which the corresponding uncertainty
∆µ is estimated from the square root of the sample variance. All repetitions are
based on the same training, validation, and test samples. Due to the large number
of events in these samples, randomization through data shuffling is assumed not
to change the conclusions of the studies significantly.

Each training is performed on CPUs through a distributed computing infras-
tructure, where each training is performed on a dedicated CPU. We ensure that
each step affected by random choices is based on a different random seed. The
library used to build the GNNs is PyTorch Geometric v2.0.3 [23] based on the
PyTorch library [24]. The same library is used, to construct the corresponding
DNNs under study. Further parameter choices of the training setups are given in
the upper part of Table 4. They are the same for both NN architectures.

3 Neural networks under study

3.1 Architectures

For the GNN models, a graph representation of the final state is obtained from the
reconstructed jets, ℓ, and MET in an event. Each of these objects is represented
by a node i in G. This set of nodes may be complemented by nodes for up to two
more jets in the selection. Accordingly, G has 8–10 nodes. For each i, a vector ai

of attributes with dim(ai) = n, ∀i is defined, forming the embedding space. At
initialization time, the ai are initialized by the feature vectors xi with dim(xi) =
nfeat, ∀i. The following studies also comprise configurations with n > nfeat. In
these cases, attributes in the ai without correspondence in xi are set to zero (zero
padding), at initialization time.

Table 3 Numbers of events for each process, in the training, validation, and test samples.

Process Training Validation Test Sum
ttbb 41650 13883 13803 69336
ttH(bb) 99695 33329 33229 166253
ttZ(bb) 88107 29272 29453 146832

Table 4 Common parameter choices for the NN architectures under study and their training
setup.

Parameter Setting(s)
Loss function Binary cross-entropy
Optimizer Adam [25] (γ = 0.01)
Mini-batch size 200
Maximum number of epochs 200
Early-stopping ∆epochs = 15, ∆loss = 0.001
Use of weights and biases Yes
Number of outputs 1 (binary)
Activation function (for hidden layers) ReLu
Activation function (for output layer) Sigmoid
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All nodes are connected with edges, resulting in a fully-connected non-directed
graph without self-loops. Relational information between nodes i and j may be
assigned, in form of edge weights ωij . For this purpose three physics motivated
choices are made: (i) the invariant mass m; (ii) the distance ∆R; and (iii) the
reciprocal distance ∆R−1 of the connected final-state objects. In addition, the
cases of a (one) constant, (rnd) random, and (zero) no edge connection at all are
studied, resulting in a total of six variants of edge connections. An illustration of
a resulting graph for an event with eight nodes and no additional jets is given in
Figure 2.

The GNN algorithm to process the graph data is based on the layered Graph-
Conv operation, as introduced and described in Ref. [26], using the sum over all i
as aggregation function. After initialization, k GraphConv operations are applied,
after which the resulting ai are transformed into a single vector of length n, aver-
aging over all i. A linear combination of the components of this vector, which is
scaled to values between 1 (indicating ttbb as signal) and 0, for binary classifica-
tion, eventually forms the output ŷ of the GNN. A graphical illustration of this
model is given in the lower part of Figure 2.

In a first study, the GNN are compared with corresponding DNN models with
k hidden layers, containing n hidden nodes, each. The values of k, n, and the
choice of weights, steering the exploitation of relational information by the GNN
models are varied, resulting in 36 variants of parameter choices, as summarized in
Table 5. We note that here, as in the following, n represents a tuple of length k. For
a GNN this tuple indicates the dimension of the embedding space per GraphConv
operation; for a DNN it represents the number of nodes per hidden layer. Other
parameter choices related to the NN architectures under study or the setup of the
NN training are made common and summarized in Table 4. Special care is taken
to compare the GNN with the corresponding DNN models on the same footing,
especially in terms of information about the feature space presented to them, as
discussed in the following section.

3.2 Presentation of the feature space

Primary features passed to the NNs are the invariant mass (m), energy (E), η,
and ϕ of each reconstructed final state object. The reconstructed final state ob-
jects comprise ℓ, MET, at least four b jets, two additional jets, all of which are

Table 5 Parameters varied for the comparison of GNN with corresponding DNN models,
where n corresponds to the dimension of the embedding space during a GraphConv operation
(number of nodes in a hidden layer) and k to the number of GraphConv operations (hidden
layers) in the GNN (DNN) case. The choices of n are motivated by the size of the input
vector nfeat to the GNN, as described in Section 3.2. The choices of one, rnd, and zero for
the use of edge information in GNN models are compared to DNN models without relational
information between individual objects. These DNN models are indicated by the label none,
in corresponding figures.

Parameter Setting(s)
k 1, 2
n 13, 26, 39
Edge weights (ωij) m, ∆R, ∆R−1, one, rnd, zero
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ADDB

LTB

LEP
MET

ADDB

HTB

HTQ HTQ

From selected event to 
graph

From     to GNN 
model

Fig. 2 Translation of an (upper part) selected event (without jets in the NA jet-class in
this case) into a (middle part) graph G and finally into the (lower part) GNN model. For
the indication of the partonic final state we do not distinguish particles from anti-particles.
The individual object-classes are indicated by different colors. The nodes of G are labelled by
i = 1 . . . 8 and colored the same way as the object-classes. The boxes next to the nodes indicate
the embedding space of the GNN model. The GNN output is indicated by ŷ.
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associated with the partonic final state, and potentially two more non-associated
jets from the event selection. For MET the features E and m are set to zero. The
primary features are complemented by β. The selection requires values of β ≥ 2
for identified b jets. For ℓ and MET β is set to zero.

We note that both NN architectures may profit from additional information,
which is not passed explicitly through xi, but implicitly through the way the
features are presented to the NNs. An obvious difference between the NN archi-
tectures arises from the fact that the GNN naturally supports processing of events
with arbitrary object multiplicities. The xi are transferred to the GNN through
the ai, during initialization. During the GNN processing the information per i is
aggregated over all nodes. In the DNN case such an aggregation step is absent.
Instead, the xi are concatenated into an enlarged feature vector xDNN of length
10 × nfeat, comprising the xi of the eight reconstructed objects, of which all jets
have been associated to the partonic final state, plus potentially two additional
selected jets. The order in which these objects are concatenated has been chosen
to follow the association to the partonic final state. For events that contain fewer
than two jets in addition to those that have been matched to the partonic final
state, the corresponding entries in xDNN are filled with zeros. We point out two
subtleties, which are related to these choices:

One subtlety, in favor of the GNN, arises from incorporating relational infor-
mation through ωij . This advantage is compensated for by appending equivalent
information to xDNN. For up to ten selected objects in an event this results in
up to 45 additional features. The choices of one, rnd, and zero for the use of edge
information in GNN models are compared to DNN models without relational in-
formation between individual objects. These DNN models are indicated by the
label none, in corresponding figures.

Another subtlety, related to the same fundamental difference, but this time
in favor of the DNN, arises from the fact that through the concatenation of the
xi into xDNN, according to the association to the partonic final state, the DNN
receives extra information through the positions of the xi in xDNN which is not
accessible to the GNN. This advantage is compensated for by adding information
about the association of the i to the partonic final state via one-hot encoding. For
the five jet-classes defined in Table 2 plus one label (LEP) for ℓ and one label
(MET) for MET this extension increases nfeat by seven, leading to the dimension
of xi, ∀i of nfeat = 13.

For xDNN the xi are concatenated for all i assuming two more jets in the NA
class. For events with fewer than two jets in the NA class the foreseen features are
initialized with zero. Together with the relational information between all potential
objects in an event, this results in a dimension of xDNN of 175 features, of which
up to 47 features might potentially be filled with zeros.

In this configuration the information about the association to the partonic
final state is presented in the form of one-hot encoding to both NN architectures.
To confirm to what extent the DNN may infer this information already from the
position of the xi within xDNN we also investigate configurations of the DNNs
without this information in form of on-hot encoding, resulting in a reduced input
vector xDNN

red with dimension 105. All input features in use are listed in Table 6. All
non-integer features are standardized to a mean of zero and a standard deviation
of one.
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Table 6 Input features used for the studies described in the text. Columns 2–4 indicate
whether a given feature is continuous, discrete, or presented via one-hot encoding. The given
features form the feature vectors xi per object i. For the DNNs the xi for potentially ten
selected objects are concatenated into an extended feature vector xDNN, according to their
association to the partonic final state; for events with fewer than ten objects the xi of the
missing objects are filled with zeros. In addition, relational information between all potential
objects is added to xDNN. In a reduced configuration, the one-hot encoded information about
the association of the objects to the partonic final state is omitted to form a reduced input
vector xDNN

red to the DNNs.

Input feature Continuous Discrete One-hot Comment
m ✓ − − 

Primary features

E ✓ − −
pT ✓ − −
ϕ ✓ − −
η ✓ − −
β − ✓ −
LEP − − ✓ Assoc. to ℓ
MET − − ✓ Assoc. to MET
ADDB − − ✓ Assoc. to additional b quarks
HTB − − ✓ Assoc. to tbhad

LTB − − ✓ Assoc. to tblep

HTQ − − ✓ Assoc. to qWhad

NA − − ✓ Not associated

4 Results

To be able to draw fair conclusions from a comparison of different NN architec-
tures (of potentially different complexity) special care has to be taken for this
comparison to be based on the same ground. For this study we have focused on a
common choice of non-tunable (hyper-)parameters, which are not subject to the
NN training, as well as on an equal level of information primarily passed to the
NNs, through training conditions and input features.

An inevitable difference remains in the organization and layering of hidden
nodes, which when kept similar, may well lead to a different number of TPs and
therefore a priori different expressiveness of the NN models. Vice versa, keeping
the number of TPs similar, implies differences in the layering and organization of
hidden nodes. Since differences of one or the other kind may not be overcome,
both configurations, (i) similar layering of hidden nodes; and (ii) similar number
of TPs, are studied. In any case, the enlarged size of xDNN (xDNN

red ) with respect to
x will give higher emphasis to the first DNN layer compared to the corresponding
GNN architecture. In addition, the DNN architecture features the less complex
pre-processing of the inputs, since it does not imply the creation of graphs. On
the other hand, the potentially more constrained GNN may have advantages over
the DNN architecture in terms of convergence properties of the training.

4.1 Comparison of neural networks with similar layering of hidden nodes

4.1.1 Neural networks with one layer of hidden nodes

A first comparison of GNN with corresponding DNN models, based on a similar
layering of hidden nodes, is shown in Figure 3. The metric by which to judge the
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Fig. 3 Mean ROC-AUC µAUC as obtained for 18 different configurations of GNN and 24 cor-
responding configurations of DNN models with k = 1. The labels in brackets on the vertical
axis indicate the use of relational information, as discussed in Section 3.2, the numbers in
parentheses correspond to the choices of n. The circles refer to GNN and the upward (down-
ward) pointing triangles to DNN models with a default (reduced) set of input features xDNN

(xDNN
red ), as discussed in Section 3.2. For better readability, markers of the same configuration

are shifted vertically along the y-axis. The bars are obtained from the sample variance of an
ensemble, as described in Section 2.4. Those NN architectures which belong to the same choices
of varying parameters are spatially grouped and shown in the same color. Open markers indi-
cate that significant outliers of the corresponding distribution of ROC-AUC values have been
removed from the calculation of µAUC and its variance, as described in the text.
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success of an NN to fulfill the task is chosen to be the mean of the ROC-AUC µAUC

based on the training setup, as described in Section 2.4. The results are presented
for the variation of parameters as summarized in Table 5. For the presentation
in Figure 3 a simple architecture with one hidden layer for the DNN models and
one GraphConv operation of the GNN models (k = 1) has been chosen. For the
GNN architecture this implies that there is only one exchange of information across
adjacent nodes of G, i.e., each node receives information only of its nearest and not
the next to nearest neighbor in G. Since G has been chosen to be fully connected,
there is no strict suppression of information that way, in the sense that each node i
receives information from any other node j ̸= i in G. The input features presented
to each corresponding NN architecture are chosen, as described in Section 3.2 and
summarized in Table 6.

The results for the GNN models are represented by circles, the results for the
DNN models with xDNN (xDNN

red ) as input vector by upward (downward) pointing
triangles. The bars associated with the points indicate the uncertainty ∆µAUC in
µAUC due to random choices in the training, as described in Section 2.4. Open
markers indicate that at least one training repetition in an ensemble has been
removed as an outlier from the calculations of µAUC and ∆µAUC. Candidates
for outliers have been identified by their µAUC values exceeding 1.5∆µAUC, as
obtained from the full ensemble. An outlier candidate has been definitely removed
and the ensemble size reduced accordingly, if doing so changed ∆µAUC by a value
of at least 0.0025. Following this procedure, 54 outliers have been removed from
a total of 1840, which corresponds to a rate of 2.9%. Split by NN architectures, it
corresponds to 17 (37) removed outliers for GNN (DNN) models from a total of
800 (1040). In no case more than two outliers have been removed from the original
ten training repetitions of any individually model.

On the x-axis of the figure the corresponding values of µAUC, ranging from
0.67 to 0.83, are shown. On the y-axis the individual NN models are labelled, such
that brackets indicate, what relational information between final state objects has
been used, and the values in parentheses indicate the choices of n.

We conclude that all training setups have succeeded in the sense that all NN
models result in values of µAUC > 0.5. The worst separation of signal from back-
ground we observe for the GNN models for which no relational information is
exploited, indicated by three groups of NN architectures shown in pink, purple
and red colors in the lower part of the figure. It is noted that the feature set
zero refers to the case where the node convolution in the GraphConv operation is
forcefully suppressed, and deliberately no information across nodes is exchanged
at all. We anticipate that this approach counteracts the whole GNN idea. We still
keep this configuration as part of the study, to gauge the effect and importance
of the GraphConv operation itself. Compared to the feature set zero, the feature
sets one and rnd single out cases in which information exchange across nodes takes
place, but no real relational information is associated with it. Instead, the embed-
ding spaces of the individual nodes are just mixed without particular prevalence.
We note that even when allowing node convolution the GNN architecture falls
significantly behind the comparable DNN architecture, even with a reduced input
vector xDNN

red , as long as no mindful relational information across adjacent nodes
i and j is provided according to ωij . This is true for assigning (one) the same or
(rnd) random weights to each edge, irrespective of the expressiveness of the NNs,
indicated by n. The superiority of the DNN architecture in this case cannot be
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attributed to the additional information about the jet parton association, since
this information is available to all NN architectures under study. In particular it
is passed on to the GNNs, in the explicit form of one-hot encoding, which is not
even the case for the DNNs with xDNN

red as input vector. At this occasion, we note
that the additional (and in fact in this case redundant) information of the parton
association in form of one-hot encoding to the DNN does not lead to a significant
increase of µAUC, compared to the implicit knowledge already provided by the
positional information in xDNN

red . Hence, if the way this information is presented
to the DNN were of influence, this influence is not significant in the scope of our
study. We also observe that ∆µAUC is considerably larger for the DNNs.

In conclusion, if the advantage of the GNN over the DNN architecture were
that potentially excessive degrees of freedom in the DNN architecture are replaced
by built-in constraints, the GNN architecture appears too confined, until these
constraints are introduced mindfully. In turn the additional degrees of freedom of
the DNN architecture result in a larger spread ∆µAUC due to random choices in
the training setup.

The upper part of Figure 3 reveals that, as soon as a domain-knowledge mo-
tivated ranking of information exchange across neighboring nodes is introduced,
the GNN architecture significantly gains in separation power. Also here, this gain
comes with an increase in ∆µAUC. The choices of (green) ∆R−1, (orange) ∆R, and
(blue) m as weights leads to an increase in separation power in the given order,
where for each choice the values of µAUC can be grouped with a corresponding
internal spread. On the other hand, a significant gain in µAUC, when increasing
the expressiveness of an NN within a certain configuration group in terms of n,
for the utilized NN models, is not observed.

We note that, as in the case of the positional encoding of parton association
in xDNN

red , all choices of relational information are intrinsic to the training sample
and implicitly accessible to all NNs through their feature vectors. For ∆R this
is, e.g., the case through ϕ and η in the primary features of each reconstructed
object. However, the information of ∆ϕ and ∆η between pairs of reconstructed
objects appears too subtle in the high-dimensional feature space, so that none of
the chosen architectures could grasp it without the assistance of an accordingly
conditioned representation of x and xDNN, even from a training sample with more
than 200,000 events.

We further note that when turning the edge-weights of the GNN structure into
TPs we did not obtain a separation of signal from background better than the
domain-knowledge supported use of m. At the same time we observed a signifi-
cantly increased spread in the achieved separation power based on random choices
of the training setup.

Our physics prior assigns more physical meaning to the choice of ∆R over
∆R−1, since due to causality we expect a closer relation between objects with
smaller than larger spatial distance in ∆R. The observation that both choices
of relational information lead to nearly similar results in µAUC we explain by a
special characteristic of NN-based classification tasks in the given setup. For the
NN decision, downgrading information from further-away objects is equivalent to
upgrading close-by objects. The fact that corresponding DNN architectures follow
the trends of the GNN architectures, as long as equipped with the same infor-
mation, supports the assumption that it is this additional relational information
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between objects, rather than the GNN-specific operation of mixing features across
nodes that leads to the increase of µAUC.

We note that, consistently for all architectures, the highest values of µAUC are
obtained with an energy-weighted distance measure like m, which again follows
our prior physics intuition. It is noteworthy that in this case the DNN architecture
with xDNN

red seems to significantly lose in separation power, compared to the other
architectures. In fact µAUC even decreases for increasing values of n. Also ∆µAUC

appears consistently higher for all DNN compared to the GNN architectures. These
observations may be interpreted as indications of the advantage of careful guidance
of the NN training- and model-setup over just confronting a highly expressive
NN architecture, represented by a large number of TPs, with an even excessively
large training sample. This guidance may be provided through the choice and
representation of input features, as well as through the choice of a more constrained
NN architecture. We note that the highest value of µAUC with the smallest spread
∆µAUC is indeed obtained from the GNN architecture with highest expressiveness,
given for n = 39.

4.1.2 Neural networks with two layers of hidden nodes

Moving on to an NN architecture with k = 2 introduces the ambiguity of how
to choose n for each individual layer. To prevent any kinds of potential selection
biases, all ways of allocating the tested values of n = 13, 26, 39 to the individual
layers/embedding spaces are shown in Figure 4.

For the case of completely suppressed relational information for the GNN ar-
chitectures (zero) µAUC remains lowest and unaffected by the choice of k, as ex-
pected for a setup in which any information transfer through a GaphConv op-
eration is deliberately suppressed. At the same time we generally observe that
no superior choice of allocating n across layers can be pointed to, throughout all
tested architecture configurations. Especially the gain of using a configuration with
n = (39, 39) for both hidden layers/GraphConv operations over a configuration
with n = (13, 13) within a given architecture appears marginal.

However, the increase in k consistently mitigates the previously observed,
clearly inferior separation of signal from background, of the GNN compared to
the corresponding DNN architectures, for randomly (rnd) and unweighted (one)
relational information. The µAUC values of these groups of GNN models start to
clearly supersede the µAUC values of the one-layered DNN models with unweighted
relational information, labeled by none in Figure 3, even slightly taking the lead
over the two-layered DNNs of the same kind, in terms of µAUC.

We note that all two-layered NN architectures without use of relational infor-
mation still result in lower values of µAUC than all tested one-layered NN models
that profit from the use of relational information, as presented in Figure 3. At
the same time, they are subject to an increased spread ∆µAUC compared to their
one-layered counterparts, in most cases. In this sense, the wise choice of relational
information outweighs the presumable advantage in expressiveness provided by
k = 2, irrespective of the allocated values of n.

For the NN architectures including relational information, we observe no fur-
ther, dramatic gains, with respect to their one-layered counterparts in µAUC, apart
from a slight advantage of the GNN over the corresponding DNN architectures that
seems to become more manifest. While this advantage is below the 1%-level it is
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Fig. 4 Mean ROC-AUC µAUC as obtained for 54 different GNN and 72 corresponding DNN
models with k = 2. The labels in brackets on the vertical axis indicate the use of relational
information, as discussed in Section 3.2, the numbers in parentheses correspond to n. The
circles refer to GNN and the upward (downward) pointing triangles to DNN models with a
default (reduced) set of input features xDNN (xDNN

red ), as discussed in Section 3.2. For better
readability, markers of the same configuration are shifted vertically along the y-axis. The
bars are obtained from the sample variance of an ensemble, as described in Section 2.4. NN
architectures which belong to the same choices of varying parameters are spatially grouped and
shown in the same color. Open markers indicate that significant outliers of the corresponding
distribution of ROC-AUC values have been removed from the calculation of µAUC and its
variance, as described in the text.

still significant compared to ∆µAUC. A summary of the achieved values of µAUC

for the one- and two-layered GNN models is shown in Figure 5. An equivalent
summary for the corresponding DNN models is shown in Figure 6.

From the study we conclude that the external information of the ωij seems
to give slight advantages to the GNNs with k = 2. We note that two subse-
quent GraphConv operations indeed convey more information than a DNN model
with two hidden layers. Viewing ∆R−1, ∆R, and m as distance measures, the
first GraphConv operation conveys information about the nearest neighborhood
of each i. The second GraphConv operation conveys information about the near-
est neighborhood of the nearest neighbors, which is not the same as in the case
of the first operation. This information is indeed not primarily accessible to the
DNN architectures, but it emerges from the definition of the GraphConv oper-
ation. Along this line, once again, we conclude that not the mixing of features
across neighboring nodes i during the GraphConv operation, but the additional
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Fig. 5 Summary of the achieved values of µAUC for the GNN models with (upper half) one
and (lower half) two GraphConv operations, with different use of relational information. For
this summary, the associations of n with the highest values of µAUC in each group of GNN
models have been used. The value of µAUC is displayed on the x-axis. Improvements relative
to the least separating GNN with no relational information at all (zero) is given in numbers
to the right of the bars. The use of relational information, as defined in Table 5, is indicated
in brackets, on the y-axis.
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(implicit) information accessible to the GNN through this operation is the source
for the slight gain in µAUC. This interpretation is supported by the observation
that an increase in n does not lead to any significant improvements in µAUC de-
spite the increase in expressiveness of the models. This also explains why the GNN
models with constant (one) or randomly associated (rnd) weights suffer in their
performance: Through both ways of assigning weights across the nodes i the in-
formation about any kind of distance measure across nodes, in what ever space,
is omitted.

A summary of the GNN and DNN configurations with the highest values of
µAUC is given in Table 7.

4.2 Neural networks with comparable numbers of trainable parameters

As stated before, two principally different NN architectures lack comparability in
the sense that it might be more natural to pick up certain information from the
training sample through one or the other architecture. As long as it addresses
an intrinsic property of one or the other architecture, such a difference is part of
the benchmark comparison. If, on the other hand, such an inequality results from
withholding primary information from one or the other architecture, or potentially
inappropriate advantages in terms of expressiveness, an effort should be made to
study and estimate the effect of it.

We have identified and noted such an inequality, in the beginning of Section 4,
in terms of the number of TPs (NTP), which turns out to be naturally higher for
the DNN compared to the GNN architecture, due to the usually much larger input
layer. We therefore complete our study by three additional setups, for which we
drop the restrictions on the layered structure of the trained NN models in favor of
comparable numbers of TPs.

As shown in Table 7, the GNN model with the highest value of µAUC (labelled
as GNNk=2) is based on k = 2 and n = (26, 39), with NTP(GNNk=2) = 2809
and a value of µAUC = 0.8484±0.0008. The DNN with the highest result of µAUC

Table 7 Summary of n, number of TPs (NTP), and µAUC of the (upper part) GNN and (lower
part) DNN models with the highest results in µAUC. For the DNN models a number of effective
TPs Neff

TP, as defined in the text, is also given in parentheses. Corresponding summaries are
given for the cases of k = 1 and 2. In all cases m has been used as relational information
between nodes/physics objects. Also shown are the configurations of three additional NN
models discussed in Section 4.2: the GNN↑ model with NTP comparable within 1% with

NTP(DNNk=2) and the DNN↓ (DNN↓
eff) model with NTP (Neff

TP) comparable within 1% with
NTP(GNNk=2).

NN arch. n NTP (Neff
TP) µAUC Label

GNN


(39) 1093 0.8387±0.0006 GNNk=1

(26, 39) 2809 0.8484±0.0008 GNNk=2

(29, 28, 29, 29) 5829 0.8546±0.0006 GNN↑

DNN


(26) 5773 (4753) 0.8300±0.0011 DNNk=1

(26, 39) 6839 (5819) 0.8388±0.0007 DNNk=2

(13, 14, 14) 3294 (2784) 0.8400±0.0006 DNN↓
eff

(11, 10, 11, 11) 2816 (2385) 0.8386±0.0007 DNN↓
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(labelled as DNNk=2) is based on the same configuration in terms of k and n, with
NTP(DNNk=2) = 6839 and a value of µAUC = 0.8388 ± 0.0007. One may argue
that for the DNN model, not the full set of TPs is really actively contributing to
the solution of the task, since part of the input space is regularly filled with zeros,
e.g., if fewer than eight jets are selected in an event. Therefore, we estimate, in
addition to NTP, a number of effective TPs (Neff

TP) from the product of NTP with
the average number of nonzero input nodes in xDNN, evaluated on the training
dataset. This results in a value of Neff

TP(DNNk=2) = 5819.

In a first approach we survey varying DNN structures with NTP (Neff
TP) com-

parable to NTP(GNNk=2). We do this based on the following algorithm: We allow
k ≤ 4 and any number of nodes per hidden layer (n). Of all DNN configurations
for which NTP(GNNk=2) is matched by NTP (Neff

TP) within a margin of 1%, the
model with the smallest spread of n across layers is selected. If no DNN configu-
ration with NTP (Neff

TP) within a 1% margin of the target value can be found the
closest possible model is chosen. This situation occurs only in models with one
hidden layer.

This procedure ensures a homogeneous structure of hidden layers. As a result,
e.g., a DNN configuration with k = 4 and n = (11, 10, 11, 11), with NTP =
2816, further on referred to as DNN↓, is preferred over a model with k = 4
and n = (10, 8, 14, 24), even though the latter results in an exact match with
NTP(GNNk=2). The DNN↓ model achieves a value of µAUC = 0.8386 ± 0.0007.
A second DNN configuration with k = 3 and n = (13, 14, 14), with Neff

TP = 2784
within the 1% margin of NTP(GNNk=2) is also considered and further on referred

to as DNN↓
eff . This model achieves a value of µAUC = 0.8400±0.0006. We observe

that, although the DNN↓ (DNN↓
eff) model uses only 41% (48%) of NTP (Neff

TP)
of DNNk=2, this does not result in any significant loss in separation power, after
training.

In a second approach we survey varying GNN structures with NTP comparable
to Neff

TP(DNNk=2). For this purpose we exploit the same algorithm as described
above, resulting in a GNN with k = 4 and n = (29, 28, 29, 29) with NTP = 5829,
further on referred to as GNN↑. This model achieves a value of µAUC = 0.8546±
0.0006. It reveals the highest value of µAUC across all tested models. The difference
in µAUC with respect to other NN configurations is only at the 1%-level, but it is
still significant in terms of ∆µAUC.

From this finding we conclude that the GNN model with the same expressive-
ness as a maximally comparable DNN must have intrinsic advantages over the
DNN model in extracting additional information from the given, large training
sample. For the benchmark setup in use, this advantage is small but significant
in the scope of the study. It emerges after external augmentation with an energy-
weighted distance measure like m between the input objects/nodes, and more
clearly manifests itself in the study for k > 1. We anticipate that this gain origi-
nates from the hierarchically structured information about nearest neighbors and
the nearest neighborhood of nearest neighbors of node i, when viewing the edge
weights ωij as a distance measure. This information is an intrinsic property of the
GNN model and not easily accessible through the more simplistic DNN structure.
An increase of TPs of the simpler DNN structure does not compensate for this
informational advantage. In this interpretation the gain of GNN↑ over all other
configurations should mostly be attributed to the increase in k over the associa-
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Fig. 7 Visualization of GNN and DNN models with the highest values in µAUC and k = 1
(GNNk=1, DNNk=1) and k = 2 (GNNk=2, DNNk=2). Also shown are the DNN models DNN↓

and DNN↓
eff with a comparable number of (effective) TPs as the GNNk=2 model, and the

GNN model GNN↑ with a comparable number of effective TPs as the DNNk=2 model. Five
different metrics to evaluate the properties of an NN model are shown: NTP (Neff

TP), the mean
convergence rate µTrain, the mean empirical risk evaluated on the test sample µR, and µAUC.
The spanned area in the figures indicates the capability of an NN model to fulfill the task.

tion of n per GraphConv operation. The parameter choices of the DNN↓, DNN↓
eff ,

and GNN↑ models and correspondingly achieved values of µAUC are also given in
Table 7.

4.3 Convergence behavior

In this study we have investigated the capacities of GNN and DNN models to fulfill
their primary target, i.e., to provide the best possible solutions to the classification
task defined in Section 2.3. We anticipate that, in particular in practical life, the
properties of an NN architecture may be evaluated in other terms, viz. the mean
of the training speed µTrain, which we evaluate as the inverse of the epoch with
the highest value of the ROC-AUC on the validation dataset and the mean of the
empirical risk obtained from the test dataset µR, which we take as a measure of
the generalization property of the given NN model under study. To conclude our
studies we provide a visualization of these properties and all other properties of
the NN models that have been discussed throughout the paper so far, in Figure 7.
In Figure 7 (left) µTrain, µR, µAUC, NTP, and Neff

TP for the DNNk=1, DNNk=2,

DNN↓, and DNN↓
eff models are shown, on five independent axes. The axes are

defined such that values closer to the common origin of the figure are disfavored.
This is in particular true for NTP, Neff

TP, and µR, where the values are given
in descending order when moving away from the origin. In this sense a larger
size of the correspondingly colored area indicates the larger capability of a given
NN model to adequately solve the presented task. In Figure 7 (right) the same
quantities are shown for the GNNk=1, GNNk=2, and GNN↑ models. The axes
ranges are kept the same to ease comparison between both architectures.

In terms of µTrain the DNN models usually fall behind their corresponding
GNN counterparts. This finding, as well as the observation that the GNN mod-
els usually achieve a comparable or slightly larger value of µAUC, after training,



Sending graph neural networks back to the test bench 21

1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000
NTP

0.82

0.83

0.84

0.85

0.86

0.87

AU
C

GNNk = 1

GNNk = 2

GNN

DNNk = 1

DNNk = 2DNN
DNNeff

0.014

0.016

0.018

0.020

0.022

0.024

0.026

Tr
ai

n

Fig. 8 Overview of the GNN and DNN models with k = 1 and 2, and the highest achieved
values of µAUC, as well as a GNN model with an increased number of TPs (GNN↑) and a

DNN model DNN↓ (DNN↓
eff) with a restricted (effective) number of TPs. The GNN models

are indicated by circles and the DNN models by triangles. The models are shown in a three-
dimensional space built from µAUC, NTP and µTrain. The bars in µAUC are obtained from
the sample variance of a training ensemble, as described in Section 2.4. The quantity µTrain,
indicated by the color code of the points corresponds to the inverse of the epoch with the
highest value of the ROC-AUC on the validation dataset.

indicates the assumed effect of guiding the convergence by constraints, which are
built-in to the GNN architecture. This property allows the GNN architecture not
only to converge to a solution that is equally good or slightly better than the so-
lution found by corresponding DNN architectures, but also to converge faster and
typically with a smaller number of TPs. We note though that a clear correlation
between µTrain and NTP (Neff

TP) cannot be deduced from our study. We understand
this situation such that a less expressive NN model, with fewer degrees of freedom
for the minimization process, may well lead to a more pronounced landscape of
the expected risk and thus reduced µTrain. In addition we note that also µR for the
DNN models falls behind, compared to their GNN counterparts. Here we observe
the benefit of a regularizing effect of the built-in constraints, which correlates with
reduced numbers of (effective) TPs. It is obvious that an NN model with more
TPs reveals a higher vulnerability to specific properties of the training sample.
A summary of all NN configurations that have been discussed in this section is
shown in Figure 8.

5 Summary

With this paper we have made an effort to put the comparison of graph neural net-
work (GNN) and equivalent fully-connected feed-forward neural network (DNN)
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architectures on a maximally fair ground. Under the laboratory conditions of a
high-energy physics process of interest, at the CERN LHC, we have controlled
the definition of the task, choice of non-tunable (hyper-)parameters of the mod-
els, which are not subject to the training, and amount of information primarily
presented to the neural network models, through their input feature vectors.

Within the scope of the study we have demonstrated clear evidence that the
presumable advantage of the more complex GNN over an equivalent DNN structure
does not originate from an uncontrolled mixture of features in the embedding space
of the graph nodes, but from the extra relational information between nodes, that
we have added based on domain-knowledge. Without this extra knowledge the
GNN models fall behind equivalent DNN models in terms of their capability to
separate signal from background. Neither are the GNN models superior in terms
of their separation power to equivalent DNN models, as long as these are equipped
with the same information in the input space.

Both, the built-in permutation invariance and the circumstance that the GNN
architecture a priori is not bound to a fixed number of nodes might be viewed as
advantages. They might also have positive influence on the convergence behavior of
the training. On the other hand it cannot be deduced that either of these properties
significantly contributes to an increase, e.g., in the power to separate a given signal
from background. Any advantage of the GNN over the DNN architecture that we
observed in our studies could be traced back to the access to more information,
which, when given to the other architecture lead to the same performance also for
the other architecture.

The real advantage of the GNN over the DNN structure emerges as soon as
more than one GraphConv operations are applied, during which the GNN structure
naturally accesses more relational information between nodes than a DNN has
access to. In the configurations investigated in our study this gain is tied to the
use of relational information that can be interpreted as a distance measure to define
proximity between two nodes. Apart from that we observe significant advantages of
the GNN over the DNN architecture in terms of convergence and generalizability
that we attribute to a level of built-in implicit constraints to the GNN model
resulting in a better ratio of accessible information over trainable parameters of
the model. We anticipate that these advantages might be more pronounced the
more hierarchical the training data are. We assume that this property is the basis
for the success of GNN structures when applied to particle physics jets, which are
highly hierarchical objects. In conclusion we expect the highest gain of a GNN
over a DNN structure for tasks based on hierarchically structured data, ideally
based a known distance measure.
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Abstract Jet production from hadronic Higgs decays

at future lepton colliders will have significantly differ-

ent phenomenological implications than jet production

via off-shell photon and Z-boson decays, owing to the

fact that Higgs bosons decay to both pairs of quarks and

gluons. We compute observables involving flavoured jets

in hadronic Higgs decays to three partons at Born level

including next-to-leading order corrections in QCD (i.e

up toO(α2
s )). The calculation is performed in the frame-

work of an effective theory in which the Higgs boson

couples directly to gluons and massless b-quarks retain-

ing a non-vanishing Yukawa coupling. For the following

flavour sensitive observables: the energy of the lead-

ing and subleading flavoured jet, the angular separa-

tion and the invariant mass of the leading b-b̄ pair, we

contrast the results obtained in both Higgs decay cate-

gories and using either of the infrared-safe flavoured jet

algorithms flavour-kT and flavour-dressing.

Keywords flavoured jets · hadronic Higgs decays ·
NLO QCD

1 Introduction

Precision studies of the Higgs boson discovered at LHC

by CMS and ATLAS [1,2] will become possible at fu-

ture lepton colliders such as [3,4], all aiming to oper-

ate as Higgs factories. In this clean experimental envi-

ronment, where interactions take place at well-defined

centre-of mass energies, it is expected to enable model-

independent measurements of the Higgs couplings to

ae-mail: benjamin.campillo@kit.edu
be-mail: gehra@phys.ethz.ch
ce-mail: preuss@uni-wuppertal.de

gauge bosons and fermions at the level of a few per-

cent. At these future lepton colliders, in particular it

will become possible to have access to so-far unobserved

hadronic decay channels such as Higgs decays to gluons.

The latter is currently inaccessible in hadron-collider

environments due to the presence of overwhelming QCD

backgrounds. Only the H → bb̄ decay was observed to

date [5,6] in associated vector-boson production where

the leptonic decay signature of the vector boson helps

to identify the H → bb̄ decay.

Hadronic Higgs decays to at least two final state

hard partons proceed via two main decay modes; ei-

ther as Yukawa-induced decay to a bottom-quark pair,

H → bb̄, or as a heavy-quark-loop induced decay to two

gluons, H → gg. In the latter category, observables are

computed in the framework of an effective field theory,

in which the top-quark loop is integrated out into an

effective point-like Hgg vertex.

So far these two categories of Higgs decay processes

have been considered together in the computation of

flavour-agnostic event-shape observables, i.e., for three-

jet-like final states in [7,8,9,10,11] and for four jet-like

final states in [12]. It was also recently suggested to de-

termine branching ratios in hadronic Higgs decays via

fractional energy correlators [13]. Flavour-sensitive jet

observables related to the presence of a flavoured jet in

the final state have so far been computed for the fol-

lowing LHC processes: VH production, with H → bb̄ or

Z + b-jet and Z/W + c-jet, with the vector boson de-

caying leptonicallly in all cases. More precisely, parton-

level predictions including up to NNLO QCD correc-

tions using massless charm or bottom quarks at the

origin of the flavoured jet have been computed most re-
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cently for V H in [14,15,16,17], and for Z/W + c/b in

[18,19,20,21,22,23].

In a lepton collider environment, flavour-sensitive

jet observables associated to Z decays have been lately

considered in [24,25] while colour-sensitive observables

have been used to disentangle bottom quarks stemming

from Higgs decays against those stemming fror QCD

background in [26].

All of these computations employ an infrared-safe

procedure to define flavoured jets from massless par-

tons. The latter procedure requires the use of an infrared-

safe recombination algorithm to cluster flavourless and

flavoured partons into final states including well-defined

flavoured jets. Up to very recently, only the flavour-kT
algorithm [27] was used in theoretical computations at

hadron colliders. Lately, a number of flavour-sensitive

jet algorithms have been designed [24,25,28,29], with

increased interest in providing modified versions of the

anti-kT algorithm [24,25,29], to improve the data ver-

sus theory comparisons at LHC.

All of these algorithms share the principle that, at

least up to a certain order in the strong coupling, they

can be proven to be infrared flavour safe, i.e., that the

flavour assignment of a given jet is not spoilt by the

emission of unresolved (soft or collinear) massless par-

tons. A detailed comparison of currently available algo-

rithms has been presented in [25].

In this paper, we compute a range of flavour-sensitive

three-jet like observables in hadronic Higgs decays, in-

cluding NLO QCD corrections for both decay cate-

gories, i.e related to H → bb̄ and H → gg, as alluded

to above. To define flavour-sensitive observables we em-

ploy the flavour-kT algorithm [27] and the flavour-dress-

ing algorithm [24] which can both be applied in a lepton

collider environment.

The study is organised as follows: In section 2 we

give a brief overview of the definition of flavoured jets

using either of the two infrared flavour-safe jet algo-

rithms before describing our computational setup in

section 3. In section 4, in a first part presented in sec-

tion 4.2 we compute the so-called “misindentified cross

section” to check the correctness of our implementation

using both infrared-safe and flavour-safe jet algorithms.

In the second part of section 4, i.e., in section 4.3, we

present theoretical predictions up to second order in

QCD for four different flavour-sensitive observables re-

lated to both Higgs-decay categories and compare the

results using both flavour-safe jet algorithms. We con-

clude and give an outlook on future work in section 5.

2 Flavoured jets

In experimental analyses as well as theoretical calcu-

lations, final-state particle configurations are often de-

scribed by so-called jets. While the definition of jets is

fixed by the choice of a sequential recombination algo-

rithm known as a jet algorithm, the association of the

jet with a given parton (or hadron) flavour is a more

complicated endeavour. Näıvely, it may be tempting

to define the jet flavour as the sum of the constituent

flavours of each jet, i.e,

Jet flavour = f − f̄ , (1)

where f is the number of particles with a given a flavour

and f̄ is the number of particles with the correspond-

ing anti-flavour. However, this näıve approach violates

an important property known as infrared flavour safety

[27], which describes whether an algorithm respects phys-

ically meaningful flavour assignments when one or more

particles become unresolved. The problem is that jet al-

gorithms may in general cluster the flavoured daughters

of a soft wide-angle gluon splitting g → qq̄ into differ-

ent jets, changing their flavour association. In effect,

the flavours of the two jets, and therefore any flavour-

dependent observables, become explicitly dependent on

the presence of a pair of unresolved particles, in vi-

olation of infrared safety. It is thus mandatory for a

jet-flavour definition to respect infrared flavour safety,

meaning that the presence of a pair of unresolved fla-

voured particles to an event must not change the flavours

of the jets.

As mentioned in the introduction, several approaches

to infrared-safe flavoured jet algorithms have been ex-

plored [24,25,27,28,29], of which only the flavour-kT
[27] and the flavour-dressing algorithm [24] explicitly

describe an implementation compatible with the use of

the Durham (kT) algorithm. In the present study we

therefore limit the discussion to these two flavoured jet

algorithms, which we briefly describe below.

The flavour-kT algorithm [27] achieves infrared fla-

vour safety by modifying the Durham distance mea-

sure valid for all unflavoured partons (i, j) [30] into two

cases defined depending whether the softer particles to

be clustered are flavoured or not. In the flavour-kT al-

gorithm, the distance measure is given by:

yFij =
2(1− cos θij)

E2
tot

min(Ei, Ej)
2−α max(Ei, Ej)

α (2)

if the softer of i, j is flavoured, Instead the regular

Durham distance given by,

yFij =
2(1− cos θij)

E2
tot

min(Ei, Ej)
2 , (3)
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is kept if the softer of i, j is flavourless. Here, α ∈
(0, 2] is an arbitrary parameter. In this study, the value

α = 2 is chosen everywhere. The distance measure in

eq. (2) ensures that soft pairs of flavoured particles are

recombined first and thus avoids the previously dis-

cussed infrared-safety problem present in the standard

(flavour-agnostic) Durham (kT ) algorithm. The main

draw-back to the use of this algorithm is that it requires

the flavour information of all particles, thus making it

difficult to use in experimental analyses. Indeed, so far,

it has not be used in measurements of flavour-sensitive

jet observables.

The flavour-dressing algorithm [24] on the other hand

does not change the underlying jet algorithm but in-

stead alters the way flavours are assigned to jets. In-

stead of using the näıve jet-flavour definition, a more

complex definition is invoked which ensures infrared

flavour safety of the jet algorithm at hand. The basic

idea is to first cluster an event into jets using a flavour-

agnostic jet algorithm of choice, and, in a second step,

cluster flavoured objects into so-called flavour clusters

using a technique akin to soft-drop grooming [31]. In

the final, “association” step the flavour clusters of step

two are assigned to the jets of step one. A striking and

important feature of the flavour-dressing algorithm is

that it is equally applicable to theoretical calculations

(and full particle-level simulations) as to experimental

analyses, as discussed in [24]. It can in particular be

used together with the anti-kT algorithm, mostly used

in experimental analyses at LHC but also in combina-

tion with the Durham kT algorithm as explored in this

paper.

3 Computational setup

We perform the computation of flavoured observables

related to hadronic Higgs decays using the parton-level

Monte-Carlo generator EERAD3 [32,33], which was orig-

inally developed to compute NNLO QCD corrections

to event-shape observables in hadronic Z-decays. This

generator was recently extended to compute event sha-

pes related to hadronic Higgs decays with three- and

four-jet configurations at Born level in [7,12]. In both

cases, the antenna subtraction method is used to regu-

late infrared divergences related to real radiation con-

tributions.

The hadronic Higgs-decay observables are computed

in the framework of an effective theory including two

Higgs decay categories. In the first category, the Higgs

boson couples directly to gluons via an effective Higgs-

gluon-gluon vertex and in the other, Standard-Model-

like category, the Higgs boson decays into a massless b-

quark pair retaining a non-vanishing Yukawa coupling

[7,12]. This can be recasted into the following effective

Lagrangian

LHiggs = −λ(Mt, µR)

4
HGa

µνG
a,µν+

yb(µR)√
2

Hψ̄bψb . (4)

In this context, the effective Higgs-gluon-gluon coupling

is given in terms of the Higgs vacuum expectation value

v by

λ(Mt, µR) = −αs(µR)C(Mt, µR)

3πv
(5)

and the Hbb̄ Yukawa coupling reads

yb(µR) = m̄b(µR)
4πα√

2MW sin θW
. (6)

Both λ and yb are subject to renormalisation, which we

perform at scale µR in the MS scheme using NF = 5.

The top-quark Wilson coefficient is evaluated at first

order in αs using the results of [34,35,36,37,38,39,40],

and the running of the Yukawa mass m̄b is performed

using the results of [41].

It is important to highlight that the terms in eq. (4)

do not interfere under the assumption of kinematically

massless quarks. In particular, they do not mix un-

der renormalisation [9]. This allows to define two sep-

arate Higgs-decay categories and to compute higher-

order corrections independently for each. Throughout,

we therefore consider predictions for the H → bb̄ and

H → gg categories separately. All partonic contribu-

tions yielding three hard partons in the final state at

Born level and needed for the computation presented

in this paper, have been presented in detail for both

categories up to O(α2
s ) in [7]. In particular, it is worth

mentioning that the Born-level partonic processes con-

tributing atO(αs) are:H → bb̄g in theH → bb̄ category

and H → ggg, H → gqq̄ in the H → gg category. In the

latter case, q stands for any quark with specific flavour,

including the bottom quark.

For any infrared-safe observables O, the parton-level

generator EERAD3 calculates the LO coefficient Ā and

the NLO coefficient B̄ in a perturbative expansion of

the differential decay width,

1

Γ
(n)
2j (µR)

dΓ

dO
=

(
αs(µ

2
R)

2π

)
dĀ

dO

+

(
αs(µ

2
R)

2π

)2 (
dB̄

dO
+ β0 log

(
µ2
R

M2

)
dĀ

dO

)
. (7)

Here, Γ
(n)
2j is the partial two-body decay width to order

n; specifically, n = 0 at LO and n = 1 at NLO.

In eq. (7), the LO coefficient Ā involves only an in-

tegration over the three-particle phase space, while the

NLO contribution B̄ involves an integration over the
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Fig. 1 Misidentified cross section in the H → bb̄ (left) and H → gg (right) category, considering all quarks as flavoured (top
row) and only b-quarks as flavoured (bottom row). Both flavour-kT and flavour dressing use α = 2, as defined in the text.

four-particle phase space related to the real-radiation

contribution and real subtraction terms, and an inte-

gration over the three-particle phase space, pertaining

to one-loop contributions and virtual subtraction terms.

Within this study, we employ the antenna subtraction

scheme to construct real and virtual subtraction terms.

Explicit expressions for the perturbative coefficients Ā
and B̄ can be found in [7].

In order to compute flavour-sensitive observables re-

lated to hadronic Higgs decays, as in this paper, on top

of the ingredients needed to compute flavour-agnostic

observables as described above, a new flavour layer needs

to be implemented in the parton-level event generator

EERAD3. This parton-level flavour-tracking procedure

implemented here in EERAD3 for the first time can be

summarized as follows: For each momentum configura-

tion all contributing flavour configurations are gener-

ated and matrix elements as well as subtraction terms

are evaluated separately for each flavoured parton con-

figuration. In particular, this means that the calcula-

tion is split into different flavour contributions across

all layers in eq. (7). Because the subtraction terms in-

volve mapped configurations in which one parton is

clustered into a “reduced” particle configuration, this

has the consequence that the subtraction scheme is only

viable if a flavour-safe jet algorithm is used. For each

flavour configuration, the flavour layer then acts as an

additional input to the jet algorithm and parton-level

contributions needed to be considered for the evalua-

tion of the observables.

To conclude this section, we wish to define the the-

oretical framework in which our predictions are valid

and numerically stable. Fixed-order calculations are ac-

curate only in phase-space regions in which hard, well-

separated jets dominate. We therefore devise a resolu-

tion cut, ycut on the (flavoured) jet algorithm and define

three-jet states to have three particles with mini,j(yij) ≥
ycut, where yij denotes the distance measure of the

respective jet algorithm. Similarly, four-jet states are

defined to have four particles with mini,j(yij) ≥ ycut.

Furthermore, to avoid large numerical cancellations be-

tween the real contribution and the corresponding real

subtraction term in unresolved phase-space regions, we

implement a technical cut-off of y0 = 10−8 on the small-

est dimensionless two-particle invariant yij = 2pipj/s

in real configurations. We have verified that our predic-

tions are independent of the choice of this theoretical

cut-off.



5

H

b
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Fig. 2 Momentum-space diagram in the Higgs rest frame of
a H → bb̄g decay in which flavour-kT allows for an arbitrarily
soft b-quark.

4 Results

We here focus on presenting theoretical predictions for

the following flavour-sensitive observables: the energy

of the leading and subleading flavoured jet, the angular

separation and invariant mass of the leading b-b̄ pair.

We shall present results obtained in both Higgs-decay

categories and using either of the infrared-safe flavoured

jet algorithms flavour-kT and flavour-dressing. After

presenting the numerical set-up in section 4.1 we di-

vide the discussion of our results into two subsections.

In section 4.2 we validate the infrared flavour safety of

the flavour-kT and flavour-dressing algorithms before

presenting and comparing our predictions for flavour-

sensitive observables in section 4.3.

4.1 Numerical set-up and scale-variation prescription

We consider on-shell Higgs decays withMH = 125 GeV

and calculate all observables in the resonance centre-

of-mass frame. We use αs(MZ) = 0.1179 with either

one- or two-loop running at LO and NLO, respectively.

Electroweak quantities are considered constant and we

use the Gµ-scheme with

GF = 1.20495× 10−5 GeV−2 ,

MZ = 91.1876 GeV , (8)

MW = 80.385 GeV ,

corresponding to α = 1
128 . To estimate theoretical un-

certainties from missing higher-order corrections in our

calculation, we vary the renormalisation scale around

the Higgs mass, i.e., consider µR = kµMH with 0.5 ≤
kµ ≤ 2.

4.2 Infrared flavour safety

To guarantee infrared flavour safety for flavour-sensitive

observables, the jet algorithms that are employed in the

computation need to correctly assign flavours to jets in

the deep infrared region. Correct flavour assignment is

determined by the underlying two parton process, i.e.,

by either two flavourless jets in the H → gg category

or by one flavoured and one anti-flavoured jet in the

H → bb̄ category.

The study of infrared-flavour safety was first condu-

cted for hadronic Z-decays in [27], in which it was high-

lighted that the Durham algorithm violates infrared

flavour safety and a flavour-safe modification in terms

of the flavour-kT algorithm was suggested. As a mea-

sure of infrared flavour safety, the so-called misiden-

tified cross section was defined in terms of the three-

jet resolution variable y23. The latter variable, mea-

sures the departure from two-jet-like into three-jet-like

topologies.

In [24] the same criterion was used to validate the

infrared flavour safety of the flavour-dressing algorithm.

As a validation of our implementation, we thus apply

the same criterion but here for hadronic Higgs decays.

In this case, the misidentified cross section collects two-

jet like events for which the flavour does not corre-

spond to the flavour of the original two parton like

topology in either of the Higgs categories. In fig. 1,

we present the NLO coefficient B̄ differential in the

Durham resolution yD23 using jet definitions according to

the plain Durham, flavour-kT, and flavour-dressing al-

gorithm. We employ two different flavour definitions; in

the top row all quarks are counted as flavoured, in line

with the definitions used in [24,27], while in the bot-

tom row only b-quarks are treated as flavoured with all

other quarks being flavourless. The former (in H → bb̄)

can be used as a fundamental cross-check of our imple-

mentation with the original papers [24,27], whereas the

latter is the flavour definition used in the remainder of

this paper, since it allows for a straightforward exper-

imental adaption in terms of b-tagging, see e.g. [42,43,

44]. In fig. 1, to probe the deep infrared region, we have

used the value of the theoretical cut y0 to be 10−13.

For an infrared-safe flavour jet algorithm, one ex-

pects the probability for flavour misidentification to

vanish as the variable y23 tends to zero. In both Higgs-

decay categories and regardless of the flavour-definition,

in fig. 1 it is clearly visible that the Durham algorithm

has a non-zero probability for an incorrect flavour as-

signment in the deep infrared region, whereas both the

flavour-kT and flavour-dressing algorithm yield a van-

ishing cross section for misidentified events. Confirming

the findings in [24,27], both the flavour-kT and flavour-

dressing algorithms provide infrared-safe flavour jet def-

initions in hadronic Higgs decays, whereas the flavour-

agnostic Durham algorithm does not. Thus, we shall

present predictions only using these two jet algorithms

in the remainder of this section.
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Fig. 3 Energy of the leading b-jet in the H → bb̄ (top row) and H → gg (bottom row) decay category using the flavour-kT
(left column) and flavour dressing (right column) algorithm.
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4.3 Flavour-sensitive observables

We consider flavour-sensitive observables in both Higgs

decay categories yielding three-jet-like configurations at

Born level. For a given experimental resolution param-

eter ycut and for each pair of final state partons i, j

(quark or gluon), present in the partonic subprocesses

at leading and next-to-leading order, we impose that

mini,j(yij) ≥ ycut in the respective flavoured jet algo-

rithm. We then calculate NLO QCD, i.e (O(α2
s )), pre-

dictions for the following observables

(a) the energy of the leading flavoured jet, Eb,1;

(b) the energy of the subleading flavoured jet, Eb,2;

(c) the angular separation of the leading b- and b̄-jet,

cos θbb̄;

(d) the invariant mass of the leading b- and b̄-jet, mbb̄.

Except for the angular separation, we only consider

scaled observables, normalised to the Higgs mass mH .

In all cases, we choose α = 2 in the flavour-kT and

flavour-dressing algorithm and consider only b-quarks

(b̄-quarks) as flavoured (anti-flavoured).

Theoretical predictions for the four flavour-sensitive

observables defined above are shown in figs. 3 to 6 for

two different jet-algorithm resolution parameter, ycut =

0.1 (solid lines) and ycut = 0.01 (dashed lines). In all

figures, predictions in the H → bb̄ category are shown

in the top row in red, while predictions for the H → gg

category are shown in the bottom row in blue. Simi-

larly, we show results using the flavour-kT algorithm

in the left-hand column and results using the flavour-

dressing algorithm in the right-hand column. Each plot

consists of two panels, with the upper panel showing

the NLO distributions and the lower panels showing

the differential K-factor NLO/LO for the two values of

the jet-algorithm resolution parameter ycut.

Scale variations are included by a lighter shaded

band around the central predictions.

Generally, we observe larger rates in the H → bb̄

decay, owing to the fact that events in this category al-

ways contain at least one b-b̄ pair, whereas most events

inH → gg decays contain only unflavoured partons. We

find larger NLO K-factors in the H → gg decay cate-

gory, owing to the fact that our calculation employs the

HEFT coupling between the Higgs and gluons, mak-

ing it susceptible to large corrections. This is also re-

flected in the larger uncertainty band in predictions in

the H → gg decay category. In both Higgs decay cate-

gories, the magnitude of the NLO corrections is compa-

rable between the flavour-kT and flavour-dressing algo-

rithms, with somewhat larger corrections visible in the

latter. It can be seen that predictions calculated with

larger values of ycut generally also receive larger NLO

corrections. In all cases, lowering ycut leads to wider

distributions, owing to the larger kinematically allowed

phase space.

Before moving on to discussing features specific to

the individual observables, we wish to highlight a pecu-

liar behaviour of the flavour-kT algorithm that results

in some interesting phenomenology. For all observables

shown here, distributions in the flavour-kT algorithm

span a significantly larger value range than predictions

employing the flavour-dressing algorithm. Although it

might appear as if the flavour-kT algorithm allows to

probe phase-space regions with infrared sensitive con-

figurations, this is not the case. The reason for the large

allowed value range can be found in the definition of

the modified distance measure of the flavour-kT algo-

rithm, eq. (2), which takes the maximum whenever the

softer of the two partons is flavoured. In three-parton

configurations bb̄g which contain a soft b-quark (or b̄-

quark), Eb ≪ Eg, Eb̄, cf. fig. 2, all distances involv-

ing this quark involve the maximum of the energies,

ybj ∝ max(Eb, Ej). As no singularity is associated with

a single (anti-)quark becoming soft, this definition al-

lows for arbitrarily small (anti-)quark energies, in prin-

ciple below the order of the cut-off ycut, while still re-

taining mini,j(yij) > ycut. In other words, the flavour-

kT algorithm counts three-particle configuration with a

single arbitrarily soft quark as three-jet configurations,

in contrast to the näıve expectation that a soft parti-

cle, regardless of its flavour, does not constitute a jet.

We shall explore the consequence of this peculiar be-

haviour of the application of the flavour-kT algorithm

in analysing thorougly the shape and normalisation of

the distributions presented below.

The energy of the leading flavoured jet, Eb,1:

Figure 3 shows the energy of the leading flavoured jet.

In both decay categories and for both choices of the ex-

perimental resolution parameter ycut, we observe sim-

ilar results in the distributions using the flavour-kT
and flavour-dressing algorithm at lower energies. To-

wards the kinematical limit on the right-hand side of

the plots, however, we find substantial differences be-

tween the two jet algorithms: The flavour-dressing algo-

rithm assigns a vanishing probability to configurations

with Eb,1 ≈ mH/2, whereas such configurations have a

non-zero probability in the flavour-kT algorithm. This

is related to the treatment of three-particle configura-

tions containing a single soft quark in the flavour-kT
algorithm.

For the H → bb̄ category we find the following K-

factors for the two ycut values: With a ycut value of 0.1

we find K-factors around 1.4 − 1.9 for flavour-kT and

1.3 to 1.9 for flavour-dressing.
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Fig. 4 Energy of the subleading b-jet in the H → bb̄ (top row) and H → gg (bottom row) decay category using the flavour-kT
(left column) and flavour dressing (right column) algorithm.
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For ycut = 0.01, we find K-factors ranging from 1.1

(1.2) to 1.3 (1.3) for flavour-kT (flavour-dressing). In

the H → gg category, we find higher NLO corrections,

which are also reflected in the K-factors. For flavour-

kT and a ycut of 0.1, we find K-factors from 1.5 to 2.5,

where we start on the left side with a small increase

from 2.4 up to 2.5 at an energy of Eb,1/mH = 0.34,

followed by a decrease to 1.5 for higher energies. The

K-factors are more constant for a ycut value of 0.01,

varying around 1.4−1.7. Flavour-dressing with a ycut of

0.1 starts withK-factors of around 2.2 and then rapidly

increases. A similar behaviour is observed for a ycut
value of 0.01, where we start at 1.7 and then diverge

again. Flavour-kT does not have these diverging NLO

corrections, because of the previously discussed three-

particle configurations containing a single soft quark.

Analysing the situation regarding the size of the QCD

corrections observed with both algorithms further, the

following can be said: Already at LO, flavour-kT al-

lows one quark to have large energies (and thus the

other quark has almost no energy), whereas flavour-

dressing does not allow for such configurations. Only at

NLO, flavoured jets are allowed to have large energies

in flavour dressing, and thus the K-factors receive large

contributions there.

The energy of the subleading flavoured jet, Eb,2:

The distribution of the energy of the subleading flavoured

jet, shown in fig. 4 can be explained by a similar rea-

soning as before for the leading flavoured jet distribu-

tion. Due to the peculiar behaviour for pathological

bb̄g configurations, the flavour-kT algorithm has a non-

vanishing probability to find a flavoured jet with (al-

most) zero energy. As such however, the situation for

the subleading flavoured jet is inverse to the situation

of the leading flavoured jet. Indeed the corresponding

subleading jet distribution now extends all the way to

the maximum of Eb,1 → mH/2, while Eb,2 → 0. For this

subleading jet distribution, the gluonic decay category

is subject to rather large NLO corrections at higher

energies. Understanding that flavoured quarks in the

H → gg decay are exclusively generated by secondary

gluon decays, it becomes clear that the high-energy

tail of the subleading-energy distribution receives large

corrections from real corrections in which both gluons

decay to a b-b̄ pair. The K-factors for the fermionic

decay category have a small increase for very low en-

ergies in the flavour-kT algorithm and a decrease for

high-energies for both algorithms. The ranges are from

1.3 (1.2) at to 2.0 (1.9) for flavour-kT with ycut = 0.1

(ycut = 0.01). For flavour-dressing the ranges are from

1.3 (1.3) to 1.5 (1.4) with ycut = 0.1 (ycut = 0.01). The

increase is for all algorithms and ycut values towards

lower energies. The gluonic channel has diverging K-

factors for high energies, as alluded to above. Other-

wise, the K-factors range for a ycut of 0.1 from 2.1 to

3.0 for flavour-kT and 2.6 to 3.0 for flavour-dressing,

where for both the K-factor of 3.0 is obtained at an

energy of Eb,2/mH = 0.3. For a ycut of 0.01 the ranges

are from 1.7 to 1.8 for flavour-kT and around 2.0− 2.8

for flavour dressing, where again the upper value is ob-

tained at an energy of Eb,2/mH = 0.3. Afterwards the

K-factors diverge, as alluded to above.

The angular separation of the leading b- and b̄-

jet, cos θbb̄:

Figure 5 shows the angular separation of the leading b-

and leading b̄-jet. We see that the peak of the distri-

butions is located at large angles (cosϕ → −1) in the

H → bb̄ category, whereas it is located at small angles

(cosϕ → 1) in H → gg decays. The reason is that in

Yukawa-induced H → bb̄, the quark-antiquark pair di-

rectly stems from the Higgs decay and is thus expected

to favour a large angular separation, whereas quark-

antiquark pairs stem from gluon decays in the H → gg

category and, as such, are divergent in the collinear

limit. In H → gg decays, we see another peak towards

cosϕ = −1, which originates from decays H → gg →
bb̄bb̄, in which the leading b and leading b̄ originate from

different gluons. Since this only happens at NLO, these

obtain large NLO-corrections. The same is not visible

in H → bb̄ decays, as the leading b-b̄ pair almost exclu-

sively stems from the primary Higgs-decay vertex. The

peculiar behaviour of the flavour-kT algorithm for the

three-parton configurations with a single soft b-quark

again allows the distributions to span further into the

infrared region, as is visible by the numerically larger

upper limit in the distributions obtained with flavour-

kT. Except for the peak towards cosϕ = −1, the K-

factors for the H → bb̄ channel are ranging from 1.3

(0.8) to 1.7 (1.3) for flavour-kT and a ycut of 0.1 (0.01),

while the range for flavour-dressing with a ycut of 0.1

is from 1.2 to 1.6, where the decrease is towards higher

cosϕ. The distribution is ended by a sudden increase

in the NLO corrections. Flavour-dressing with a ycut of

0.01 starts around a K-factor of 1.3 at low energies and

then slowly decreases to a K-factor of 1.0 for higher

energies. For H → gg we find the already discussed ex-

plosion of NLO correction towards cosϕ = −1 and have

otherwiseK-factors in a range from 2.1 (1.5) to 2.2 (1.9)

for a ycut value of 0.1 (0.01), where for ycut = 0.01 the

minimal K-factor of 1.5 is obtained around cosϕ = 0

and possesses a steady increase of the NLO corrections

in both directions. Flavour-dressing again features huge

NLO corrections towards cosϕ = −1. The descent for

a ycut of 0.1 leads at cosϕ = −0.5 to a K-factor of
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Fig. 5 Angular separation of the leading b- and b̄-jet pair in the H → bb̄ (top row) and H → gg (bottom row) decay category
using the flavour-kT (left column) and flavour dressing (right column) algorithm.
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3.0, and yields at cosϕ = 0 a K-factor of 2.4. It then

falls further to around 2.2 followed by a sharp increase

again. For a ycut of 0.01, the K-factors have a flatter

distribution, where after the explosion on the left-hand

side, it reaches at cosϕ = −0.5 a K-factor of 2.3 and

slowly decreases afterwards down to a K-factor of 1.7

followed again by a sharp spike.

The invariant mass of the leading b- and b̄-jet,

mbb̄:

Figure 6 shows the invariant mass of the leading b-

and leading b̄-jet, mbb̄. While Yukawa-induced decays

favour quarks with a high invariant mass, H → gg de-

cays favour quark-antiquark pairs with a small invariant

mass. Again this can be understood by noting that the

quarks in H → bb̄ decays originate directly from the

primary Higgs-decay vertex, whereas they stem from

secondary gluon splittings in H → gg decays and will

thus have a smaller invariant mass mbb̄ ∼ (1− cos θbb̄),

due to the form of the g → qq̄ splitting amplitude. The

difference becomes more pronounced for lower values

of ycut, where the distribution shifts to larger angles

in Yukawa-induced decays and towards smaller angles

in gluonic decays. The main difference between the jet

algorithms is that the flavour-kT allows for smaller val-

ues of mbb̄, which again is explained by the maximum

in the distance measure in equation (2). The K-factors

for a ycut of 0.1 in the fermionic decay category start

by a peak at low invariant mass, where the peak for

the flavour-dressing goes below a K-factor of 1. Both

algorithms then do not have too much variation in the

K-factors. For flavour-kT the values range from 1.5, at

higher invariant mass, to 1.6 at lower invariant mass.

In flavour-dressing the increase is in the opposite di-

rection with values ranging from 1.3, obtained around

mbb̄ = 0.4, to 1.5 for higher invariant mass. Both al-

gorithms then end the distributions with another peak.

Lowering the ycut value to 0.01 again flattens the distri-

bution a bit. Flavour-kT starts for low invariant mass

at a K-factor of 1.1 and then increases to a maximum

of 1.4. Thereafter it slowly decreases to a K-factor of

1.3 for higher invariant mass. The flavour-dressing algo-

rithm has a small K-factor of 0.2 for very low invariant

mass, but then quickly increases again until reaching

a K-factor of 1.2 around mbb̄/mH = 0.3 followed by

further increase to 1.3 for higher invariant mass.

The H → gg decay channel has big variations in

the K-factors and need a careful analysis. Starting with

flavour-kT and ycut = 0.1, we observe that the NLO cor-

rections diverge towards negative infinity for small in-

variant mass, leaving thereby the region where the fixed

order prediction can be trusted. Increasing the invari-

ant mass also increases the NLO corrections, and theK-

factor crosses a value of 1.0 aroundmbb̄/mH = 0.03 and

further rapidly increases to 1.8 around mbb̄/mH = 0.1,

2.4 at mbb̄/mH = 0.3, 2.7 at mbb̄/mH = 0.5 and further

to 4.0 at mbb̄/mH = 0.7, where it then starts to diverge

towards positive infinity.

The distribution is similar for flavour-kT with a ycut
value of 0.01 with the main difference, that after reach-

ing a peak in the K-factor of 2.3 around mbb̄/mH =

0.16, it starts to decrease again to a K-factor of 1.7,

before the NLO-corrections get larger again for higher

invariant mass. For flavour-dressing the distributions

are similar to flavour-kT, where again for ycut = 0.1,

we start with very small NLO-corrections at low invari-

ant mass followed by a quick increase and a divergence

towards positive infinity. Similarly for ycut = 0.01, the

NLO-corrections are low at small invariant mass. After

a rapid increase to a K-factor of 1.8 at mbb̄/mH = 0.2,

the NLO-corrections increases to 2.8 at mbb̄/mH = 0.6

and then start to diverge again.

5 Summary and outlook

In this paper, for the first time, we have computed

flavour-sensitive observables related to hadronic Higgs

decays including both Higgs decay categories, i.e stem-

ming from the underlying processes H → bb̄ and H →
gg including higher order corrections up to O(α2

s ) in

perturbative QCD. The calculation was carried out in

an effective theory in which the Higgs couples directly

to gluons, while massless b-quarks retain a non-vanishing

Yukawa coupling. Specifically, we considered the follow-

ing observables : the energy of the leading and sublead-

ing flavoured jet, the angular separation and the in-

variant mass of the leading b-b̄ pair at relative O(α2
s )

in QCD. Using the antenna-subtraction framework, the

computations were performed with the parton-level event

generator EERAD3, extended to account for hadronic

Higgs decays. A new flavour layer was implemented in

EERAD3 to allow for the computation of observables

with identified flavoured jets. Flavoured jets were de-

fined using both the flavour-kT and flavour-dressing al-

gorithm. For both algorithms, infrared flavour safety

was explicitly verified in section 4.2. For each observ-

able, predictions obtained in both Higgs-decay cate-

gories, using both flavoured jet algorithms and for two

values of the experimental resolution parameter ycut,

i.e., ycut = 0.1 and ycut = 0.01 were compared. In all

cases, lowering the parameter ycut leads to wider dis-

tributions, owing to the larger kinematically allowed

phase space.

Comparing the two Higgs decay modes, we observe

larger rates in the H → bb̄ decay category. This is re-

lated to the fact that events in this category always
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Fig. 6 Invariant mass of the leading b- and b̄-jet pair in the H → bb̄ (top row) and H → gg (bottom row) decay category
using the flavour-kT (left column) and flavour dressing (right column) algorithm.
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contain at least one b-b̄ pair, whereas most events in

H → gg decays contain only unflavoured partons. We

find larger NLO K-factors in the H → gg decay cat-

egory, owing to the fact that our calculation employs

the HEFT coupling between the Higgs and the gluons.

Comparing the results obtained using the two flavoured

jet algorithms, it was highlighted that the use of the

flavour-kT algorithm introduces counter-intuitive phe-

nomenological implications, owing to its treatment of

pathological three-parton configurations containing a

single soft flavoured quark. While states with a sin-

gle soft quark do not correspond to infrared singulari-

ties in physical matrix elements, it has the effect that

these configurations are identified as three-jet like de-

spite containing an, in principle, arbitrarily soft quark.

Away from phase-space regions dominated by con-

figurations with a single soft flavoured quark, we find

qualitatively good agreement between the flavour-kT
and the flavour-dressing algorithm, with generally slightly

larger NLO corrections in the latter. Using the flavour

dressing algorithm in particular, the shape and normali-

sation of the individual distributions in both decay cate-

gories have characteristic fixed-order behaviour over the

whole kinematical range. In particular the behaviour at

the kinematical edges, i.e., the drop or peak in the cross

section, can be understood considering only hard final

states in both Higgs decay categories. It is worth men-

tioning though, that the drop or the peak of the distri-

butions seen at the kinematical edges are systematically

exchanged in one or the other Higgs decay categories.

This analysis demonstrates in particular the practical

applicability of the flavour-dressing algorithm to com-

pute flavour-sensitive observables in hadronic Higgs de-

cays including both decay modes.

Our study marks the first step towards a more com-

plete treatment of flavour-induced effects in hadronic

Higgs decays. Obtaining a solid theoretical understand-

ing of these effects will be vital for Higgs precision stud-

ies at future lepton colliders. Among these efforts, two

avenues for future work are particularly worth mention-

ing: the study of flavour-tagged event shapes and the

analysis of the phenomenological impact gained by the

inclusion of NNLO-type corrections to flavour-sensitive

observables in hadronic Higgs decays. We anticipate to

return to both avenues in the future.
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15. W. Bizoń, E. Re, G. Zanderighi, JHEP 06, 006 (2020).
DOI 10.1007/JHEP06(2020)006

16. S. Zanoli, M. Chiesa, E. Re, M. Wiesemann, G. Zan-
derighi, JHEP 07, 008 (2022). DOI 10.1007/
JHEP07(2022)008
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Impact of strong magnetic field, baryon chemical potential, and medium anisotropy
on polarization and spin alignment of hadrons
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The recent observation of global polarization of Λ (Λ̄) hyperons and spin alignment of ϕ and K∗0

vector mesons create remarkable interest in investigating the particle polarization in the relativistic
fluid produced in heavy-ion collisions at GeV/TeV energies. Among other sources of polarization, the
Debye mass of a medium plays a crucial role in particle polarization. Any modification brought to the
effective mass due to the temperature, strong magnetic field (eB), baryonic chemical potential (µB),
and medium anisotropy (ξ), vorticity, etc., certainly affects the particle polarization. In this work,
we explore the global hyperon polarization and the spin alignment of vector mesons corresponding
to the strong magnetic field, baryonic chemical potential, and medium anisotropy. We find that the
degree of polarization is flavor-dependent for hyperons. Meanwhile, vector meson spin alignment
depends on the hadronization mechanisms of initially polarized quarks and anti-quarks. Medium
anisotropy significantly changes the degree of polarization in comparison with the magnetic field
and baryon chemical potential.

I. INTRODUCTION

So far, the thermalized state of strongly interacting
partons, called quark-gluon plasma (QGP), is probed
in heavy-ion collisions through a baseline, the pp
collisions. It was assumed that QGP existence in pp
collisions is next to impossible because it lacks the
necessary conditions for QGP to be formed. On the
contrary, in recent LHC events, ultra- relativistic pp
collision experiments have reported behavior similar to
heavy-ion collisions, e.g., collective flow, strangeness
enhancement, etc [1, 2]. However, other studies suggest
similar phenomena may arise due to the other QCD
processes [3? , 4]. These studies raise a question
concerning the present QGP signatures and a need for
the next generation of probes. In the quest for such
a baseline-independent probe, polarization comes into
picture and can have implications for understanding hot
QCD matter. The particle production mechanisms lead
to a finite polarization of the light/heavy baryons and
vector mesons [5]. However, there are various sources
by which hadrons can get polarized in ultra-relativistic
collisions. One such primary source could be the initial
state polarization, which arises due to the motion and
spin of the constituent quarks of the colliding nucleons.
This initial state polarization can be transmitted to the
quarks participating in the collision process. The mag-
netic field produced by the charged spectator protons in
such collisions interacts with the electric charge and spin
of the quarks, which may lead to quark polarization.
A topological charge imbalance in the presence of an
external magnetic field leads to the charge separation in
the direction of the magnetic field. This phenomenon

∗ Bhagyarathi.Sahoo@cern.ch
† captainriturajsingh@gmail.com
‡ Raghunath.Sahoo@cern.ch (Corresponding Author)

is known as the chiral magnetic effect (CME) [6, 7]. If
QGP exhibits chiral symmetry restoration, then CME
could lead to quark polarization along the direction of
the magnetic field. A similar phenomenon called chiral
vortical effect (CVE) is expected due to the non-zero
local vorticity, which also contributes to the hadron
polarization [8, 9]. The hydrodynamic behavior or
collective motion of QGP can also induce polarization
in the quark distribution due to the anisotropic expan-
sion [10, 11]. Determining the precise sources and types
of polarization in ultra-relativistic collisions requires
sophisticated theoretical studies with corresponding
experimental observations.

In 2005, Liang and Wang predicted in non-central
heavy-ion collisions, the orbital angular momentum
(OAM) of the partonic system polarizes the quarks and
anti-quarks through spin-orbit coupling. They asserted
that the initial partons created in the collisions could
generate a longitudinal fluid shear distribution repre-
senting the local relative OAM in the same direction
as global OAM at a finite impact parameter. This
quark polarization manifests the polarization of the
hadrons (with finite spin) along the direction of OAM
during the process of hadronization [12–15]. Apart
from global polarization of hadrons, such global quark
polarization has many observable consequences, such
as left-right asymmetry in hadron spectra and global
transverse polarization of thermal photons, dileptons,
etc. [16, 17]. They have studied the global polarization
of hyperons [12] and spin alignment of vector mesons [13]
in different hadronization scenarios. Following, in 2013,
Becattini et al. predicted the global spin polarization
of Λ hyperons due to the OAM-manifested thermal
vorticity [18]. Various theoretical predictions of global
Λ hyperons polarization by different hydrodynamic and
transport models are well agreed with the experimental
results available at Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider
(RHIC) [19–27]. These hydrodynamic and transport
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models considered the thermal equilibrated distribution
of spin degrees of freedom for polarization studies [28–35].

In addition to Λ hyperons, the averaged global
polarization measurement of Ω and Ξ hyperons are
obtained using the polarization transfer method in
STAR [36]. Similarly, the polarization of quarkonium
states is obtained by measuring the angular distribution
of dileptons [5, 37–40]. Furthermore, the global spin
alignment of ϕ, K∗0, K0

S mesons is observed at the LHC
and RHIC from the angular distribution of decay daugh-
ters in the mother particles’s rest frame [41–46]. Recent
spin alignment measurements for ϕ vector mesons by the
STAR collaboration initiate a spark in the theoretical
communities to investigate the source of large positive
spin alignment for ϕ vector meson, while K∗0 shows no
such spin-alignment within uncertainities [41].

Some theoretical studies claim that in addition to vor-
ticity and electromagnetic fields, a strong vector meson
force field is responsible for hyperon polarization [47]
as well as spin alignment of vector mesons [48, 49].
Recently, Sheng et al. [49] explain the large spin
alignment of ϕ vector meson in a quark polarization
mechanism by a strong force field, in which quarks
interact with the dense medium through a strong force
and become polarized. The strong force field is proposed
to polarize the vector meson with the hidden flavor
quantum number. Apart from these sources, there could
be various other possible sources for vector meson spin-
alignment, which need further investigation. Moreover,
recent observation of longitudinal local polarization of Λ
hyperons at LHC and RHIC mismatches with the theo-
retical predictions [11], which opens a new door for the
heavy-ion community to have intense investigations on
this topic. However, various studies have been developed
to solve this puzzle through different aspects [50, 51].
Similar to hyperons, the local polarization of quarks and
anti-quarks due to anisotropic expansion of the medium
contributes to the spin alignment of vector meson [52].
The authors have argued that the deviation of ρ00 from
1/3 is not solely coming from global spin alignment but
also has the contribution of quarks and/or anti-quarks,
which are locally polarized. However, the contribution
of local quark polarization requires the measurement of
off-diagonal elements of the spin density matrix.

In the experiment, the methods used to measure po-
larization for hyperons and vector mesons are different.
However, both depend on the angular distribution of
decay daughters in the mother particles’ rest frame. The
hyperons undergo parity-violating weak decays, while
the vector mesons mainly decay through the parity,
conserving strong decay. The Λ hyperon polarization
is estimated by the projection of the daughter proton’s
momentum along the OAM (or vorticity axis) direction.
On the other hand, the spin alignment of vector meson
has been studied by measuring the ρ00 element of the

spin density matrix. The detailed explanation of the
spin density matrix is discussed in section II.

Ultra-peripheral heavy-ion collisions have several
consequences; one such example is that they produce
a strong magnetic field. This magnetic field decays
with time and can, in principle, affect the QGP
medium evolution, thermodynamic, and transport
properties [53–55]. The magnetic field is believed to
affect the Λ polarization, specifically on the polarization
splitting of Λ and Λ̄ at the lower center of mass energies.
The effect of magnetic field on polarization and spin
alignment of hadrons is discussed in Ref. [56–64]. Recent
observation of global polarization of Λ hyperons indicate
that hyperon polarization decreases with the increasing
center of mass energy [19–21]. So, at lower energies,
the probability of particles getting polarized is large,
which could be a consequence of baryon stopping. This
high baryon chemical potential may affect the evolution
process and particle polarization. Further, due to the
rapid longitudinal expansion of the fireball created in
heavy-ion collisions, a high degree of momentum-space
anisotropy is produced in the QGP medium in its local
rest frame [65]. This momentum-space anisotropy has
many novel consequences; for example, it is essential in
modeling heavy-quark dynamics, making the inter-quark
potentials spatially anisotropic. This anisotropy in
the QGP medium may affect the particle yield, flow
coefficients, particle polarization, etc.

In this work, we investigate the effect of static
strong magnetic field, baryon chemical potential, and
momentum-space anisotropy parameter on the polariza-
tion of hyperons and spin alignment of vector mesons
through Debye screening mass. Please note that in the
rest of the paper, we shall refer to Debye screening mass
as Debye mass. The individual and combined effect of
eB, µB and ξ on the polarization and spin-alignment of
hadrons is studied. It is important to mention that the
magnetic field may generate an additional anisotropy
in the medium, which is not explicitly considered in
this study. We consider two different hadronization
mechanisms, i.e., the recombination and fragmentation
processes, for both hyperons and vector mesons.

The structure of this work is as follows. The section II
gives a detailed overview of the formalism used in this
work. We briefly examine the results in section III and
provide a summary in section IV

II. FORMULATION

The global quark polarization is obtained through par-
ton elastic scattering within the framework of an effective
static potential model. This model uses effective mass or
Debye mass to incorporate the parton scattering, which
induces the quark polarization [12–15], given as,
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Pq = −π

2

mDp

E(E +mq)
(1)

where E =
√
p2 +m2, p and mq are the energy,

momentum, and mass of quark in the center of mass
frame of the parton scattering, mD is the Debye mass.

Assuming Pu = Pd ≡ Pq, recent studies [56] calculated
the polarization of hyperons using a spin density matrix.
The following study is consistent with the previous
findings [12], where the authors have calculated the
polarization of hyperons using recombination and frag-
mentation processes.

This global quark polarization leads to the global hy-
perons polarization at the hadronization stage. The
global polarization due to exclusive recombination pro-
cess for Λ, Σ±, Ξ−, Ω−, and ∆++ hyperons are given
as [12, 56];

P rec
Λ = Ps, P rec

Σ± =
4Pq − Ps − 3PsP

2
q

3− 4PqPs + P 2
q

(2)

P rec
Ξ− =

4Ps − Pq − 3PqP
2
s

3− 4PqPs + P 2
s

, P rec
Ω− =

Ps(5 + P 2
s )

1 + P 2
s

(3)

P rec
∆++ =

Pu(5 + P 2
u)

1 + P 2
u

(4)

The hyperon polarization from inclusive recombination
is difficult to estimate. However, at the extreme limit
of inclusive recombination (i.e., fragmentation), the hy-
peron polarization due to polarized quarks is estimated
in Ref. [12]. The fragmentation of hyperons is given by;

P frag
Λ =

nsPs

ns + 2fs
, P frag

Σ± =
4fsPq − nsPs

3(ns + 2fs)
(5)

P frag
Ξ− =

4nsPs − fsPq

3(2ns + fs)
, P frag

Ω− =
Ps

3
, P frag

∆++ =
Pu

3
(6)

Such global polarization of quarks and anti-quarks also
describes the spin alignment of vector mesons through
different hadronization scenarios [13].

Unlike spin-polarization for hyperons, the spin align-
ment of vector meson is described by the spin density
matrix ρm,m′ , where m and m

′
label the spin component

along the quantization axis. The spin alignment for
vector meson is mostly measured by the 00th element of
the spin density matrix, i.e., ρ00. It can be measured
experimentally through the angular distribution of the
decay products of the particles rest frame [43]. The
deviation of ρ00 from 1/3 (i.e ρ00 − 1/3) determines

the degree of alignment of vector meson. In Ref. [13],
the authors have described the spin alignment of vector
mesons in different hadronization scenarios.

In this work, we consider two scenarios of the
hadronization process; the first one is due to the recombi-
nation of polarized quarks and anti-quarks. The second
one is due to the recombination of polarized quarks and
anti-quarks, in which either of them is created in the
fragmentation process. The 00th element of spin density
matrix for ρ, ϕ and K∗ mesons in recombination and
fragmentation processes in which both quarks and anti-
quarks are polarized are obtained as,

ρ
ρ(rec)
00 =

1− P 2
q

3 + P 2
q

, ρ
ϕ(rec)
00 =

1− P 2
s

3 + P 2
s

, ρK
∗(rec)

00 =
1− PqPs

3 + PqPs

(7)

ρ
ρ(frag)
00 =

1 + βP 2
q

3− βP 2
q

, ρ
ϕ(frag)
00 =

1 + βP 2
s

3− βP 2
s

(8)

ρK
∗(frag)

00 =
fs

ns + fs

1 + βP 2
q

3− βP 2
q

+
ns

ns + fs

1 + βP 2
s

3− βP 2
s

(9)

where β ≃ 0.5. ns and fs are the strange quark
abundances relative to up and down quarks in QGP and
quark fragmentation, respectively.

Further, we have briefly outlined the formalism to ex-
plore the effect of magnetic field, baryon chemical poten-
tial, and anisotropic parameters on the polarization of
hyperons and mesons.

A. Debye Mass under Strong Magnetic Field

The magnetic field produced in the peripheral heavy-
ion collisions is believed to decay very quickly. So, it
is expected to only affect the partonic phase during the
early stage of the evolution process. Magnetic fields tend
to align charged particles in a specific direction, resulting
in the polarization of the system. Given that quarks pos-
sess a fractional electric charge, it is anticipated that a
magnetic field could potentially modify the orientation of
quarks within the QGP phase. Consequently, in the pres-
ence of a strong magnetic field, the total Debye mass for
fermions or quarks in the static limit has been calculated
through the temporal component of one loop vacuum self-
energy diagram and has the following form [66–69];

m2
D(T, eB) = 4παs(Λ

2, |eB|)
[
T 2Nc

3
+
∑
f

|qfeB|
4π2

]
(10)

here, αs(Λ
2, |eB|) is the running coupling constant,

which depends on the magnetic field and temperature.
It can be written as [68],
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αs(Λ
2, |eB|) = g2s

4π
=

αs(Λ
2)

1 + b1αs(Λ2) ln
(

Λ2

Λ2+|eB|

) (11)

with

αs(Λ
2) =

1

b1 ln
(

Λ2

Λ2
MS

) (12)

where b1 =
11Nc−2Nf

12π , ΛMS = 0.176 GeV for Nf = 3
and renormalization scale Λ = 2πT [70].

B. Debye Mass with Baryon Chemical Potential

Finite µB dictates the dominance of the number of
quarks over anti-quarks, such an imbalance affects the
final production yield of hadrons. In nature, any or-
der parameter or disparity ultimately leads to the po-
larization of the system. Likewise, a non-zero baryon
chemical potential can be the source of a polarized QGP
medium. Any change brought to the QGP affects its ef-
fective mass, as a consequence, µB is incorporated in the
Debye mass. In a hot and high baryon density medium
(T, µB >> mq, with mq as the light quark mass), the
leading order HTL/HDL calculation predicts resultant
Debye mass which has the following form [71–74];

m2
D(T, µB) = 4παs(Λ

2)

[
T 2

(
Nc

3
+

Nf

6

)
+
∑
f

µ2
B

18π2

]
(13)

Here, the strong coupling constant αs(Λ
2) takes the form

given in Eq. 12, and in the presence of baryon chemical

potential, the renormalization scale is modified into

Λ = 2π

√
T 2 +

µ2
B

π2
(14)

C. Effect of Anisotropy on Debye Mass

Momentum space anisotropy originated due to the col-
lision geometry causing differential expansions of the fire-
ball along the longitudinal and transverse directions. As
a consequence, it also alters the effective mass of the
medium. The effect of momentum-space anisotropy of
the medium on Debye mass is given as [65, 75–79];

mD(T, ξ) = mD(T )

[
f1(ξ) cos

2 θ + f2(ξ)

]− 1
4

(15)

and,

mD(T ) =

√
4παs(Λ2)T 2

(
Nc

3
+

Nf

6

)
(16)

The parameter ξ measures the degree of momentum-
space anisotropy, defined as;

ξ =
1

2

< k2
⊥ >

< k2z >
− 1 (17)

where kz ≡ k · n,k⊥ ≡ k − n(k · n) correspond to the
particle momenta along and perpendicular to the direc-
tion of anisotropy, and θ is the angle between quark pair
alignment (r) with respect to direction of anisotropy (n).
The f1(ξ) and f2(ξ) are parameterized in such a way that
Eq. 15 remains always true under small and large values
of ξ,

f1(ξ) =
9ξ(1 + ξ)

3
2

2
√
3 + ξ(3 + ξ2)

π2(
√
2− (1 + ξ)

1
8 ) + 16(

√
3 + ξ −

√
2))

(
√
6−

√
3)π2 − 16(

√
6− 3)

(18)

‘

f2(ξ) = ξ

(
16

π2
−

√
2( 16π2 − 1) + (1 + ξ)

1
8

√
3 + ξ

)(
1− (1 + ξ)

3
2

1 + ξ2

3

)
+ f1(ξ) + 1 (19)

D. Net Debye Mass

In previous sections, we have discussed the Debye mass
for individual cases now combining all together (eB, µB ,
and ξ), we have obtained the resultant Debye mass;

mD(T, µB , B, ξ) = mD(T, µB , B)

[
f1(ξ) cos

2 θ+f2(ξ)

]− 1
4

(20)
and
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mD(T, µB , B) =

√√√√4παs(Λ2, |eB|)
[
T 2

Nc

3
+
∑
f

|qfeB|
4π2T

∫ ∞

0

dpz{n+(E)(1− n+(E)) + n−(E)(1− n−(E))}
]

(21)

with

n±(E) =

[
exp

(E ∓ µB)

T
+ 1

]−1

(22)

The n+(E) and n−(E) are the phase-space distribution
functions of quarks and anti-quarks, respectively.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Following the discussed formulation, we studied
the influence of magnetic field (eB), baryon chemical
potential (µB), and anisotropic parameter (ξ) on the
polarization of hyperons and spin alignment of vector
mesons. As quark-antiquark polarization leads to global
hadron polarization, based on that, we have predicted
the global polarization of various hadrons. Further,
The spin alignment of vector mesons and polarization
of hyperons are obtained corresponding to two different
hadronization processes: (i) recombination and (ii) frag-
mentation. Firstly, the hyperon polarization prediction
is given and discussed. Subsequently, the spin-alignment
of vector mesons is presented. But before that, the
change in the Debye mass due to magnetic field, baryon
chemical potential, and the anisotropic parameter is
depicted in Fig 1 to ensure the validity of our results.
It shows the variation of effective Debye mass with the
magnetic field (left panel), baryon chemical potential
(middle panel), and anisotropic parameter (right panel)
for three different values of temperature, i.e., T = 200
MeV, T = 250 MeV, and T = 300 MeV.

The left panel of Fig. 1 shows that the Debye mass
increases with magnetic field and temperature. However,
the impact of the external magnetic field on the rate of
change in Debye mass is stronger at lower temperatures.
The observed enhancement in the Debye mass with
the external magnetic field is in qualitative agreement
with the findings reported in Refs. [80–82]. The middle
panel of Fig. 1 reveals a modest decrease in the Debye
mass with increasing baryon chemical potential in a
baryon-rich medium. Although its decrease is very small
in magnitude, the effect of baryon chemical potential
is a bit prominent at lower temperatures compared to
higher temperatures. In the right panel of Fig. 1, we
found that the Debye mass decreases significantly as
the anisotropy parameter increases. The decrease in the
Debye mass with the momentum anisotropy agrees well
with the finding reported in Refs. [65, 75].

Based on these observations, it can be said that the
medium effects are encoded in the Debye mass. It is

more sensitive to the anisotropy parameter than the
magnetic field and baryon chemical potential. The
Debye mass of the medium represents the change in the
degree of freedom of the systems, if the Debye mass
of the system is very small, then the color degrees of
freedom would reduce to the hadron degree of freedom.
The Debye mass depends on two things: the medium’s
temperature (energy) and the coupling strength of the
medium. The magnetic field in the medium gives an
additional boost to the energy level and strengthens
the coupling constant. Due to this, a positive change
in Debye mass with increasing field can be seen in the
left panel of Fig. 1. On the other hand, finite baryon
chemical potential also provides additional energy to
the medium but reduces the coupling strengths. Conse-
quently, in Fig. 1, we observe the negative change in the
Debye mass with increasing baryon chemical potential.
Meanwhile, the anisotropy of the medium does not
affect the coupling strength of the medium. However,
an uneven distribution of the partons in the medium
measured in terms of ξ reduces the net effective mass of
the medium. Therefore, a visible reduction in the Debye
mass with large values of ξ is observed in Fig. 1. The
combined effect of the magnetic field, baryon chemical
potential, and medium anisotropy on Debye mass can be
estimated using Eq. 21, which is not explicitly illustrated
in this work. But one can easily infer the combined
effect of these parameters on Debye mass from Fig. 1.

Furthermore, it is noteworthy to mention that in the
quark recombination model, the hyperon polarization
and spin alignment of vector meson from polarized quarks
and anti-quarks does not include momentum dependence
explicitly. This momentum dependence is introduced in
a non-relativistic quark-coalescence model through the
spin-density matrix [56], with which the polarization of
vector meson and baryon of spin-1/2 and spin-3/2 is cal-
culated systematically. However, the conventional quark
coalescence or recombination models do not include the
spin degrees of freedom. Again, the quark coalescence
model is improved in Ref. [57].

A. Polarization of hyperons

To understand the polarization dynamics of hyperons,
it is crucial to understand how these polarized quarks
recombine to produce the final polarized hyperons.
The polarization of hyperons depends on the process
of hadronization. Here, we estimate the individual
and combined effect of magnetic field, baryon chemical
potential, and medium anisotropy on the global polar-



6

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

)2eB (GeV

0.45

0.5

0.55

0.6

0.65
 (

G
eV

)
D

m

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

 (GeV)
B

µ

0.5

0.55

0.6

0.65

0.7

0.75

 (
G

eV
)

D
m

2 4 6 8 10 12 14

ξ

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

0.4

0.45

0.5

 (
G

eV
)

D
m

 T = 200 GeV

 T = 250 GeV

 T = 300 GeV

FIG. 1: (Color online) The variation of Debye screening mass (mD) as a function of magnetic field (eB)(left panel),
baryon chemical potential (µB)(middle panel) and anisotropic parameter (ξ)(right panel) for three different values of

temperatures, i.e T = 200 MeV, T=250 MeV, and T = 300 MeV.
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FIG. 2: (Color online) The variation of Λ hyperon polarization as a function of transverse momentum due to
recombination process in the presence of magnetic field (eB)(left panel), baryon chemical potential (µB)(middle

panel) and anisotropic parameter (ξ)(right panel) at temperature T = 200 MeV.

ization of hyperons.

The polarization of Λ, Σ±, Ξ−, ∆++, and Ω− hy-
perons in quark recombination process is calculated
using the Eqs. 2, 3, 4. The left panel of Fig. 2 shows
the variation of Λ hyperon polarization as a function
of the transverse momentum (pT ) for different values
of the magnetic field at µB = 0 GeV and ξ = 0 in
recombination process of hadronization. We consider
three finite values of the magnetic field, i.e., eB = 0.1,
0.3, and 0.5 GeV2. Figure 2 indicates the polarization of
Λ hyperon decreases as a function of the pT for all values
of the magnetic field. It is observed that the increase
in polarization of the Λ hyperon with a magnetic field
can be attributed to the corresponding increase in the
Debye mass. Apart from that, the magnetic field helps

to polarize the particle and anti-particle through their
magnetic moments. The Λ hyperon has a negative
magnetic moment, whereas the Λ̄ hyperon has a positive
magnetic moment. In the presence of a magnetic field,
the spin of the Λ̄ is strongly aligned along the direction
of the field, while the Λ spin is relatively poorly aligned
against the direction of the field. This argument could
qualitatively describe the splitting of Λ and Λ̄ hyperon
with PΛ̄ > PΛ. However, current formalism predicts the
same polarization for Λ and Λ̄. Moreover, various phe-
nomenological studies suggest that hyperon polarization
is directly proportional to the magnetic field and plays
a crucial role in particle polarization [56, 58].

During the exclusive recombination process of
hadronization, it has been observed that the polarization
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FIG. 3: (Color online) The variation of Λ hyperon polarization as a function of transverse momentum due to
fragmentation process in the presence of magnetic field (eB)(left panel), baryon chemical potential (µB)(middle

panel) and anisotropic parameter (ξ)(right panel) at temperature T = 200 MeV.
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FIG. 4: (Color online)The variation of baryon polarization as a function of transverse momentum in the
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anisotropic parameter (ξ)(right panel) at temperature T = 200 MeV.

of Λ hyperons aligns with the polarization of the initial
strange quark. The initial strange quarks with lower
momentum have higher values of Λ polarization after
recombining to Λ hyperons and vice-versa. The middle
panel of Fig. 2 illustrates the dependence of Λ hyperon
polarization as a function of pT for various values of
chemical potential in the recombination scenario of
hadronization. Three finite values of chemical potential
are considered with µB = 0.1, 0.3, and 0.5 GeV. It can
be seen here that there is no notable effect of baryon
chemical potential on the polarization of Λ. The right
panel of Fig. 2 depicts the variation of Λ polarization
as a function of pT for various values of the anisotropic
parameter. Anisotropy in the medium is believed to
restrict the alignment of particle spins along a specific

direction. Here, we considered four different values
of anisotropic parameters, i.e., ξ = 0.5, 1.0, 5.0, 15.0,
along with the isotropic case, i.e., ξ = 0. It is observed
that the Λ hyperon polarization decreases with the
anisotropy parameter. It is an intriguing observation
that the medium anisotropy plays a significant role in
influencing the polarization of Λ hyperons.

Figure 3 depicts the change in the Λ polarization
with pT corresponding to the fragmentation process of
hadronization. The polarization of Λ, Σ±, Ξ−, ∆++,
and Ω− hyperons due to fragmentation is obtained
using Eqs. 5, 6. The polarization corresponding to
the fragmentation process is obtained using the ns

and fs parameters. The values of these parameters
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are extracted from Ref. [83]. Similar to Fig. 2, the
polarization is shown for the same values of eB (left
panel), µB (middle panel), and ξ (right panel) in Fig. 3.
The pT dependence of Λ hyperon polarization in the
presence of an external magnetic field, baryon chemical
potential, and medium anisotropy in the fragmentation
process follow the same trend as the recombination
process, except a change in the slope is observed at low
pT . However, the magnitude of Λ polarization due to
fragmentation is comparably less than the recombination
process.

Further, in Fig. 4, the variation in the polarization
because of recombination is shown as a function of pT
at eB = 0.3 GeV2, µB = 0 GeV and ξ = 0 for Λ, Σ±,
Ξ−, ∆++, and Ω− hyperons. Moreover, we observe that
the hyperon spin-polarization is dominant at low pT .
The middle and right panel of Fig. 4 shows Λ, Σ±, Ξ−,
∆++, and Ω− polarization with pT for baryon chemical
potential µB = 0.5 GeV and anisotropic parameter ξ =
15, respectively. The role of baryon chemical potential
on particle polarization is quite similar to the magnetic
field. Fig. 4 indicates a quark flavor-dependent polariza-
tion of hyperons in the heavy-ion collisions. We found
that there is grouping among the particles of baryon
octet with spin-1/2 and baryon decouplet with spin-3/2
during the spin-orbit coupling. Particles having the same
quark flavor, for example, Ω− (sss) and ∆++ (uuu) have
similar spin-orientation along the direction of OAM as
compared to particles having mixed quark flavor, e.g., Λ
(uds), Σ± (uus/dds), and Ξ− (dss). Therefore, particles
of the same species possibly have some correlation among
themselves, which drives the spin polarization. This
correlation might be absent in mixed species particles;
such an observation is recently reported for ϕ meson in
Ref. [49]. In addition, the baryon-decouplet of spin-3/2
has higher polarization as compared to the baryon-octet
of spin-1/2. Therefore, particle spin might play a role
in its polarization. However, to confirm the importance
of spin in the global polarization picture and to better
understand the polarization mechanism in heavy-ion
collisions, the experimental verification of global polar-
ization for different particles with different spin and/or
magnetic moments is required. Although the recent
measurement global polarization of Ξ and Ω hyperons
at STAR hint at a possible hierarchy in the global
polarization, i.e., PΛ < PΞ < PΩ [36]. The large system-
atic and statistical uncertainties raise a question as to
whether the difference is either due to the mass, lifetime,
strangeness quantum number, differential freeze-out, etc.

Similarly, Fig. 5 shows the dependence of Λ, Σ±,
Ξ−, ∆++, and Ω− hyperon polarization as a function
of pT in the presence of external magnetic field (left
panel), baryon chemical potential (middle panel) and
medium anisotropy parameters (right panel) in the
fragmentation process of hadronization. In the frag-
mentation process, the polarization of ∆++ and Ω−

is 1/3 of the polarization due to the u and s quarks,
respectively. Therefore, baryons having the same quark
flavor, each quark contributes equally to the final state
baryon polarization. Meanwhile, baryons of mixed quark
flavors have linear combinations due to each flavor. As
consequence, a significant decrease in the ∆++, and Ω−

polarization is observed compared to Λ, Σ±, and Ξ− in
Fig 5. However, the polarization in the fragmentation
process is always less compared to recombination for
all baryons. The change in the polarization due to
fragmentation in the presence of the magnetic field,
baryon chemical potential, and medium anisotropy
follow the same trend of the polarization obtained from
the recombination process.

The left panel of Fig. 6 shows the combined effect
of the magnetic field, baryon chemical potential, and
medium anisotropy on Λ hyperon polarization. The
interplay of these three effects is examined in Fig 6.
We found that the medium anisotropy has a prevalent
impact on the polarization observable as compared to
the magnetic field and baryon chemical potential. The
observed feature of medium anisotropy on polarization
is due to the influence of anisotropy on Debye mass.
Medium anisotropy plays a crucial role in controlling the
spin-polarization of hyperon, which needs an extensive
investigation from a theoretical standpoint. The right
panel of Fig. 6 shows change in the polarization for Λ
along with Σ±, Ξ−, Ω−, and ∆++ baryons corresponding
to the combined effect of the magnetic field, baryon
chemical potential, and medium momentum-space
anisotropy.

B. Spin alignment of vector mesons

Similar to the global polarization of hyperon, the
spin-alignment of vector meson is also based on the
same mechanism of spin-orbit coupling. Since a vector
meson with spin one can have three different spin
orientations, the probability for its spin to align in a
given direction is 1/3. Any value of the spin alignment
differs from 1/3, which means the polarization of the
vector meson is along that direction. With the recent
large spin alignment measurement of ϕ vector meson at
RHIC [41, 42] and LHC [44], it becomes a challenging
and active area of research for the theoretical community
to know the possible sources of spin alignment for ϕ
vector meson. The spin alignment of vector meson
comes from both constituent quark and anti-quark and
hence its polarization is quadratic in vorticity [56].

The left panel of Fig. 7 shows the effect of magnetic
field on the spin alignment of ϕ meson for two different
hadronization scenarios as described in formalism sec-
tion II. The curves below line 1/3 depict the spin align-
ment of ϕ-meson due to the recombination of polarized
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FIG. 5: (Color online) The variation of hyperon polarization as a function of transverse momentum due to the
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T = 200 MeV.

quarks and anti-quarks. The curves above line 1/3 show
the hadronization process of quark and anti-quark pairs
in which either of them is created in the fragmentation
process. We compare the obtained results with the STAR
Collaboration data for Au+Au collisions for various cen-
ters of mass energies in (20-60)% bin [41]. The choice of
center of mass energy selection of STAR data for Au+Au
collisions in Fig 7 and Fig. 8 is just for illustration pur-

poses, and it has nothing specific relation with the mag-
netic field and anisotropy. It is found that the abso-
lute deviation of ρ00 from 1/3 (|ρ00 − 1/3|) for ϕ vec-
tor meson increases with magnetic field for both cases of
hadronization processes. The magnetic field aligns the
particle spin in a specific direction; hence, it helps to en-
hance the degree of spin alignment. It is evident that the
spin alignment of vector meson is directly proportional to
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the square of the magnetic field. Since baryon chemical
potential does not have a substantial effect on hyperon
polarization, we have neglected the effect of baryon chem-
ical potential on the spin alignment measurement of vec-
tor meson. The right panel of Fig. 7 shows the effect of ξ
on the spin alignment of ϕ meson with a set of ξ values.
From the figure, it is evident that medium anisotropy
significantly modifies the vector meson spin alignment.
The left panel of Fig. 8 shows the spin alignment of ϕ,
K∗, and ρ meson at eB = 0.5 GeV2 for corresponding to
fragmentation and recombination hadronization scenar-
ios. The right panel of Fig. 8 shows the spin alignment
of ϕ, K∗, and ρ meson for ξ = 15. Figure 7 and 8
depicts the absolute deviation of ρ00 from 1/3 is more
at low pT for the recombination process as compared to
the fragmentation. This implies that the degree of spin
alignment is more at low pT in the recombination pro-
cess for ϕ, K∗, and ρ vector mesons. The value of ρ00
is close to 1/3 towards high pT showing zero spin align-
ment for ϕ, K∗, and ρ mesons. In the quark polarization
model, the polarization of a quark is inversely propor-
tional to the square of its mass, which suggests a mass
ordering in the spin alignment effect of vector mesons due
to their constituent quark composition. Figure 8 depicts

ρρ00 > ρK
∗

00 > ρϕ00 at low pT in the recombination scenario.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we explored the global polarization of
hyperons and spin-alignment of vector mesons in the
presence of magnetic field, baryon chemical potential,
and medium momentum-space anisotropy. The in-
dividual and combined effect of these parameters on
hyperons and vector mesons polarization have been
studied in the recombination and fragmentation process
of hadronization. We found that the polarization of
hyperons and spin-alignment of vector mesons increases
with the increase in magnetic field. In this study, the
baryon chemical potential has negligible dependence on
hyperon polarization. The medium anisotropy signif-
icantly affects the polarization and spin alignment of

hadrons. It is interesting to note that the recombination
process dominates at low pT in comparison with the
fragmentation process. The Debye mass-based polar-
ization may have a substantial implication on particle
production yield. Therefore, for a comprehensive study,
one may include such an effect to study the hadron
production in heavy-ion collisions.

The hyperon polarization obtained through the global
quark polarization method is comparably higher than
the experimentally measured hyperon polarization
in heavy-ion collisions at RHIC. In addition to the
magnetic field, baryon chemical potential, and medium
momentum-space anisotropy used in this work, there
may be various other sources that may affect the hyperon
polarization. Such sources could be medium rotation,
hadronic interactions, anisotropic flows in the medium,
and fluctuation of other force fields such as vorticity,
temperature gradient, shear tensor, strong force field,
etc. However, the contribution of these sources on
hyperon polarization has yet to be studied collectively.
The qualitative prediction of global polarization is an
open challenge and requires further investigation.
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Abstract: We reappraise the viability of asymmetric dark matter (ADM) realized as a

Dirac fermion coupling dominantly to the Standard Model fermions. Treating the interac-

tions of such a DM particle with quarks/leptons in an effective-interactions framework, we

derive updated constraints using mono-jet searches from the Large Hadron Collider (LHC)

and mono-photon searches at the Large Electron-Positron (LEP) collider. We carefully

model the detectors used in these experiments, which is found to have significant impact.

The constraint of efficient annihilation of the symmetric part of the ADM, as well as other

observational constraints are synthesized to produce a global picture. Consistent with pre-

vious work, we find that ADM with mass in the range 1–100GeV is strongly constrained,

thus ruling out its best motivated mass range. However, we find that leptophilic ADM

remains allowed for ≳ 10GeV DM, including bounds from colliders, direct detection, and

stellar heating. We forecast that the Future Circular Collider for electron-positron colli-

sions (FCC-ee) will improve sensitivity to DM-lepton interactions by almost an order of

magnitude.

ar
X

iv
:2

40
2.

17
26

5v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 2

7 
Fe

b 
20

24

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0249-1440
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6714-0014
https://orcid.org/...
mailto:arnab.roy1@monash.edu
mailto:bdasgupta@theory.tifr.res.in
mailto:guchait@tifr.res.in


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Dark Matter Interactions and Production 3

2.1 Effective interactions 3

2.2 Relic density and the asymmetry criterion 4

3 Constraining ADM-Quark Interactions 6

3.1 Mono-jet searches at hadron colliders 6

3.2 Direct detection experiments 7

3.3 Constraints on the Λ−mχ plane 8

4 Constraining ADM-Lepton Interactions 11

4.1 Mono-photon searches at LEP 11

4.2 Discovery potential of ADM at FCC-ee 14

4.3 Constraints from compact stars and direct detection 15

4.4 Constraints and discovery potential for leptophilic ADM 16

5 Summary and Outlook 18

A Expressions of ⟨σv⟩ for different operators 21

1 Introduction

Despite the significant asymmetry between the cosmological abundances of matter and an-

timatter, we observe comparable abundances of ordinary matter, dominated by baryons (b),

and of dark matter (DM), namely Ωb ≃ ΩDM/5 [1]. This observation has motivated the

Asymmetric Dark Matter (ADM) hypothesis [2–5]. Here, the similar baryon and DM abun-

dances are a consequence of both densities arising from an asymmetry of the corresponding

Dirac fermion over its anti-fermion, with the two asymmetries related to each other in some

way [6–11]. Similar to models of weakly interacting massive particle type DM, where the

DM is produced via thermal freeze-out and traditionally though of as having mass near the

electroweak scale, the models for ADM are also testable at particle colliders because the

expected mass-range for ADM particles is around the GeV scale or close to it. This is be-

cause ADM models predict that the number abundances, nDM and nb, are similar and the

ratio of observed mass abundances then predicts ADM particles at the GeV-scale [12–21].

The ADM hypothesis therefore presents a theoretical alternative to WIMPs, retaining

almost all of its strengths. These models are well-motivated from the ultraviolet considera-

tions, such as GUTs and additional confined gauge sectors [22–31]. They are conceptually
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minimal, employing the mathematical structures and physical mechanisms that are be-

lieved to already underlie the Standard Model, e.g., Dirac fermions, particle-antiparticle

asymmetry, gauge interactions, anomalies, and sphalerons. And importantly, they predict

GeV-scale masses for the DM particle, with observable signals not only at direct detec-

tion (DD) experiments and colliders, but also constraints from astrophysics and cosmology.

While considerable attention has been devoted to the theories of ADM, its detectability

in particle colliders remains relatively less well-explored. A previous study by March-

Russell et al. (2012) [32] presented collider and DD constraints on ADM, together with the

constraints imposed by the model itself. The key idea being that efficient annihilation of

the symmetric part of the ADM relic density requires that the coupling between DM and

SM fermions cannot be too weak. This is under the usual simplifying assumption that the

dark matter annihilates into and scatters off SM fermions, and these processes are mediated

by the same elementary interaction. Quite remarkably, already in this early work, it was

found that collider data and direct detection searches practically rule out ADM with mass

all the way up to 100 GeV or more.

Developments over the past decade motivate a reappraisal. Continued data-taking at

the LHC as well as at the significantly more sensitive and diverse set of DD searches now

allow a more comprehensive study of ADM couplings to SM fermions. Further, there is a

renewed interest in ADM, especially in connection to their dramatic impact on compact

stars [33–52]. And finally, several new DM experiments [53], as well as experiments at the

HL-LHC, aim to search widely for DM, which motivate an updated idea of ‘where to look

for new physics’.

In this study, we revisit collider constraints on ADM and provide new and updated

bounds on the interactions between ADM and quarks/leptons. Our analysis includes a

careful incorporation of detector efficiencies, corresponding to different phase space regions

of the final state particles. For DM-quark interactions, our collider limits are based on the

outcomes of mono-jet searches conducted at the LHC. Further, by combining other DD

and collider bounds on DM with the prerequisites of the ADM hypothesis, we find that

all the operators we consider are ruled out for DM mass up to a few hundred GeV; for

some operators the exclusion stretches almost to TeV masses. Prima facie the basic ADM

scenario appears strongly disfavored.

We then turn our attention to a leptophilic variant of the ADM scenario, where ADM

couples to SM leptons but not to quarks. Such ADM models may be motivated by theory,

and are poised to take advantage of the upcoming experiments. In some ADM models,

the DM asymmetry fundamentally arises due to new sphalerons that transform the lepton

asymmetry created by leptogenesis into a DM asymmetry. Here, a chiral gauge interaction

shared by DM and leptons directly leads to the above phenomenology and does not nec-

essarily need to involve quarks. On the observational side, DM interactions with leptons

(electrons, in particular) has gained interest over the past decade. Unsurprisingly, DM-

lepton interactions have been studied in depth [13, 54–68] and a gamut of experiments have

already produced interesting limits on leptophilic DM [69–72]. More importantly, there are

now several novel proposals that promise to make significant progress in this direction in

the near future [73–89]. Limits on DM-lepton interactions from the heating of neutron stars
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(NS) [90] and white dwarfs (WD) [91] happen to provide some of the strongest constraints.

On the collider front, mono-photon searches at LEP have been set bounds on four effective

operators (three of which are independent) [92], which are more stringent than the NS or

WD bounds for DM masses in the 1-100 GeV range. Investigations have also focused on

the prospects of identifying leptophilic dark matter through future lepton colliders, mainly

the International Linear Collider (ILC) [93–95]. In the latter part of this paper, we update

the bounds on DM-lepton interactions using the LEP mono-photon searches, compare with

other constraints as for the quark case, and appraise the viability of leptophilic ADM. We

also forecast discovery prospects at the prospective FCC-ee.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we start by establishing the

EFT framework and provide a brief introduction to the ADM hypothesis and review the

existing constraints on interactions between ADM and quarks. In Section 3, we calculate

new bounds on the ADM-quark interactions from the mono-jet searches at the LHC and

present the constraints on ADM-quark interactions for all EFT operators. Additionally, in

Section 4, we investigate the DM-lepton interactions. Here, a comprehensive methodology

to calculate the LEP bounds are presented, followed by the FCC-ee discovery prospects.

The combined pictures of the allowed (and excluded) regions of ADM-lepton interactions

from all relevant searches are presented at the end of section 4. Lastly, Section 5 summarizes

our findings and concludes.

2 Dark Matter Interactions and Production

2.1 Effective interactions

We assume the DM is a Dirac fermion and the mediators responsible for its interactions

with the SM particles are heavier than the DM itself. The interactions are thus encoded

in higher-dimensional operators within the framework of an effective field theory (EFT)

involving SM and DM degrees of freedom. However, we will ignore the dimension-5 cou-

plings of DM to the SM Higgs, which is already very well studied and constrained. See, for

example, the stringent upper limits of HSM → invisible branching fractions [96, 97].1 With

these considerations, in Table 1 we write down all allowed EFT operators at dimension-6.

These operators are of the form

OΓΓ′ =
1

Λ2
(ψ̄Γψ)(χ̄Γ′χ), (2.1)

where ψ and χ are Dirac fermion SM and DM particles, respectively, whereas Γ(′)s are

strings of gamma matrices,

Γ = {1, γ5, γµ, γµγ5, σµν , σµνγ5}. (2.2)

1Note that the Higgs portal for fermionic DM of mass smaller than ∼20 GeV, consistent with BR(HSM →
invisible) < 10%, leads to DM-nucleon scattering cross-section below the “neutrino floor” [98–100], which

is uninteresting from DD perspective [101]. Alternatively, though a higher mass region of DM allows

parameter regions above the neutrino floor, they are excluded by the DD limits [101].
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Table 1: List of dimension-6 operators connecting SM fermions to Dirac DM with flavor-universal

couplings, along with the dependence of the scattering cross section on the spin of the SM target

(and the leading dependence on q or v), as well as the leading partial-wave contribution to the

corresponding annihilation rate; q and v denote the magnitude of transferred momentum and the

relative velocity between the target and the DM, respectively.

Operator Definition Scattering Annihilation

Oss ψ̄ψf̄f SI (1) p-wave

Opp ψ̄γ5ψf̄γ5f SD (q2) s-wave

Osp ψ̄ψf̄ iγ5f SD (q) p-wave

Ops ψ̄iγ5ψf̄f SI (q) s-wave

Ovv ψ̄γµψf̄γµf SI (1) s-wave

Oaa ψ̄γµγ5ψf̄γµγ
5f SD (1) s-wave ∝ m2

q/m
2
χ

Ova ψ̄γµψf̄γµγ
5f SD (v) s-wave

Oav ψ̄γµγ5ψf̄γµf SD (v) p-wave

Ott ψ̄σµνψf̄σµνf SD (1) s-wave

Opt ψ̄iσµνγ5ψf̄σµνf SI (q) s-wave

Among the tensor operators, ψ̄σµνψf̄iσµνγ
5f is rewritable as ψ̄iσµνγ5ψf̄σµνf ≡ Opt and

ψ̄iσµνγ5ψf̄iσµνγ
5f as ψ̄σµνψf̄σµνf ≡ Ott. So they are not separately considered. More-

over, operators enter the Lagrangian along with respective Wilson coefficients (WC). In

this work, we will consider that the WCs are absorbed into the Λ.

Using available data, we will determine the viability of each of these operators as a

function of the DM mass mχ and the EFT expansion scale Λ. Note that the operators,

Oss, Ovv, Oaa and Ott present velocity-unsuppressed interactions with nucleon, while the

other interactions are suppressed. On the other hand, operators marked as SI are spin

independent (i.e., do not depend on the spin of the target SM fermion), and thus allow

more sensitive searches that can take advantage of coherent enhancement. For a detailed

discussion of these non-relativistic dependencies of DM, see Ref. [102]. The annihilation

rate, ⟨σv⟩, also depends on the velocity of DM. While s-wave annihilation is independent

of velocity, p-wave annihilation is velocity-dependent and thus suppressed. As a result,

Oss, Osp, and Oav lead to a velocity-suppressed annihilation rate. It is worth noting

that, although annihilation for Oaa occurs through s-wave, it is suppressed by a factor

proportional to m2
q/m

2
χ.

2.2 Relic density and the asymmetry criterion

The asymmetric dark matter paradigm assumes that both DM (χ) and the anti-DM (χ̄) are

present up to some era of the evolution of the Universe, as in the case of baryonic matter.

Then by some mechanism, an asymmetry is generated between DM and anti-DM sectors,

which gets frozen out with the departure from thermal equilibrium, and the symmetric part
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gets annihilated out. In this study we remain agnostic about the asymmetry generation

and sharing mechanisms.

The total dark-abundance can be written as the sum of the yields of DM and anti-

DM, i.e., Yχ + Yχ, where the yield Y = n/s is defined as the number density scaled by the

entropy density of the early universe. This, in turn can be expressed as a symmetric and

an asymmetric component:

Ytot = Yχ + Yχ = (Yχ − Yχ) + 2Yχ = Yasy + Ysym, (2.3)

where, Yasy is the asymmetric yield, and Ysym is the yield of the symmetric component.

For the symmetric part, following [103], we take

Ysym = 2Yχ =
2Yasy

exp
[
Yasyλ

(
a
xF

+ 3b
x2
F

)]
− 1

, (2.4)

where a and b are coefficients in the partial wave expansion of ⟨σv⟩, λ is a function of DM

mass:

λ =
4π√
90
mχMpl

√
g∗, (2.5)

with reduced Planck mass Mpl = 2.4 × 1018 GeV, and g∗ ∼ 100 being the number of

available relativistic degrees of freedom at freeze-out. Also, the shifted coordinate xF is

given by [103]

xF = xF0

(
1 + 0.285

aλYasy
x3F0

+ 1.35
bλYasy
x4F0

)
, (2.6)

with xF0 = mχ/TF being the usual coordinate at freeze-out. The difference between xF and

xF0 encodes the ADM correction to the χ̄ abundance, which is otherwise under-predicted

by the standard WIMP treatment. The expressions of the annihilation cross-sections times

velocity for each of the operators in Table 1 are given in Appendix A.

The constraint imposed in ADM model is that the symmetric part, as in Eq. 2.4, must

be decidedly sub-leading to the asymmetric part. We implement this by restricting Ysym
to contribute ≤ 1% (say) to ΩDMh

2 [32]:

Ysym ≤ 1

100
× ΩDMh

2

2.76× 108

(
GeV

mχ

)
. (2.7)

This is to be achieved by annihilating out the symmetric component (Ysym → 0) into SM

fermions using the operators presented in Table 1. When there is a stronger interaction

between DM and SM particles, it becomes easier to annihilate the symmetric part. How-

ever, it also makes more challenging to pass the constraints set by various experiments. For

instance, at a specific value of the DM mass mχ, a large Λ implies less effective scattering

interactions (SI or SD) with quarks, but at the same time, it also indicates less efficient

annihilation in the early universe. Consequently, the requirement for efficient annihilation

sets an upper limit on Λ (say, Λ < Λ1) via Eq. 2.7. In contrast, null results from DD
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q χ̄

q̄ χ
g

Figure 1: Representative Feynman diagram of mono-jet production along with DM.

experiments establish a lower limit (Λ > Λ2). The space that lies in-between, if it exists

(i.e., Λ1 > Λ2), defines the permissible range for ADM scenarios. However, if one finds

Λ1 ≤ Λ2 in a particular mass range, it rules out the feasibility of an ADM scenario within

that region. Operators that lead to p-wave annihilation, such as Oss, Osp, and Oav, require

a lower value of Λ to satisfy the ADM requirement, resulting in stronger exclusions.

3 Constraining ADM-Quark Interactions

In this section, we first revisit the constraints on the DM-quark effective interactions and

then find their implications on ADM scenario. The DM-quark interactions are mainly

constrained by the DD experiments and the results of mono-jet searches at the LHC,

where direct interaction of DM with quarks is present. These constraints were already

shown in Ref. [32]. More extensive experimental results and several new searches have

come up since, which are expected to impose stronger and more robust constraints. In this

section, we update the bounds derived from mono-jet searches at LHC using latest data

and by taking relevant detector effects into account. We then present the big picture for

ADM-quark interactions, comparing with constraints from the asymmetry, and including

other important constraints, especially those from recent DD experiments.

3.1 Mono-jet searches at hadron colliders

Any non-vanishing effective interactions between DM and quarks, listed in Table 1, should

pair-produce DM through p-p collision at the LHC, if its mass is within the reach of

LHC energy,
√
s = 13 TeV. However, production of solely DM particles does not yield

any detectable signals within the detector, since they do not interact with the detector.

Only if the DM particles are accompanied by some visible particles, then the imbalance of

the transverse momentum (pT ) can be measured by detecting the visible particles, such as

mono-jet, where one extra jet is produced along with the DM (see Fig. 1 for a representative

Feynman diagram), and results in signals of energetic jets with missing pT (/ET ),

pp→ χχ̄j → /ET j. (3.1)

At the LHC Run-II experiment, both ATLAS and CMS experiments have reported

their results of mono-jet searches [104, 105]. Ref. [104] looks for jets with high pT with
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Table 2: 95% CL upper limits on the visible mono-jet production cross-section at the LHC

(
√
s = 13 TeV) [104].

Selection criteria σ95(fb)

pjT > 200 GeV 736

pjT > 1200 GeV 0.3

different selection criteria on pT of the jet. Since the mono-jet cross-section drops with

the pT of jet, a lower pT selection includes a larger fraction of events in the low pT region,

but fewer events in the high pT region. Contrarily, a higher pT cut includes the fraction

of events from the higher pT phase space only. As the scaling of the cross-section of SM

backgrounds with pT may not necessarily be identical to the DM signal, mono-jet analyses

with different pT cuts result in different levels of exclusion on the DM-quark interactions. In

order to interpret results of mono-jet searches within the framework of effective interactions

considered here, we closely follow analysis strategy described in Ref. [104], as shown in

Table 2.

The hard-scattering matrix elements are generated in MG5aMC_atNLO-3.3.0 [106] using

Feynrules UFO [107] package, which is required to include the effective interactions for

a given set of parameters (Λ,mχ). Events are produced up to one jet in Madgraph, and

MLM-matching is used to avoid double counting, which is essential in reproducing a mono-

jet analysis. The showering and hadronization are performed using PYTHIA8 [108, 109].

Unlike the previous study [32], we consider the ATLAS detector effects using Delphes [110]

ATLAS-card. After applying specific cuts on pjT (see Table 2), we can determine the

acceptance rate of the signal. It is obtained by dividing the number of events that meet the

criteria on pjT (N) by the total number of simulated events (N0), i.e., A = N/N0. However,

it is important to note that various detector efficiencies (ϵ) are already applied during the

simulation, and their impacts are already included in the value of N . Therefore, for a given

parameter space, taking into account the effects of DM-EFT, we calculate the measurable

cross-section, σmes = σ × A. If σmes is greater than the experimentally determined 95%

upper limit, then we claim that the given choice of {Λ,mχ} is excluded. Repeating this

procedure for various values of {Λ,mχ}, finally we obtain the excluded region in the Λ−mχ

plane due to the mono-jet searches, as shown in Figs. 2-6.

3.2 Direct detection experiments

DM can interact with the nucleon via the effective interactions listed in the Table 1. The

strength (1/Λ) of the interactions affect the DM-nucleon scattering cross-section. Thus, the

bounds on the DM-nucleon scattering cross-section can be recast as constraints on these

interactions in terms of Λ and mass of DM (mχ). Notice that, the spin-dependence of the

scattering cross-section significantly impacts the bounds placed on each effective operator

in Table 1. Some of the interactions get suppressed by the powers of DM velocity (v). For
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example, the vector current singles out the temporal component of a spinor and the axial-

vector current picks up the spatial component. Consequently, the combinations of these

two (Oav or Ova) are velocity suppressed, and eventually leading to weaker bounds from

the DD experiments. On the other hand, spin-independent DM-nucleon scattering cross-

section often turn out to be restricted severely. Considering universal coupling to quarks,

the scattering cross-section for each of the non-suppressed spin-independent interactions

listed in Table 1 are given by [32],

σOss
SI ∼ 1

πΛ4
µ2pf

2
p , (3.2)

σOvv
SI ∼ 9

πΛ4
µ2p, (3.3)

where, µp = mχmp/(mχ +mp) is the reduced mass of the nucleon-DM system and fp is

the DM effective coupling to protons. Here we use fp = 0.3 [111]. The non-suppressed

scattering cross-section for the spin-dependent operators listed in Table 1 is [32]:

σOtt
SD ∼ 4× σOaa

SD ∼ 16

πΛ4
µ2p

(∑
q

∆p
q

)2

, (3.4)

where ∆p
q accounts for the spin content of the nucleon and (

∑
q ∆

p
q)2 ≃ 0.32 [112].

The LUX-ZEPLIN (LZ) experiment currently provides the most stringent constraint

on the cross-section for SI scattering between DM and nucleons. Specifically, they re-

ported a limit of 6.5×10−48 cm2 on σSI at 90% CL for 19 GeV DM mass [113]. In parallel,

the DarkSide-50 experiment excluded a cross-section of 10−41 cm2 for DM-nucleon SI in-

teractions with a 90% CL, for a DM particle mass of 1.8 GeV [114]. The constraints

on the SD scattering cross-sections of dark matter with protons and neutrons have also

improved for large ranges of DM particle masses. Notably, the most stringent limits on DM-

neutron interactions originate from the XENON-nT experiment [115], having a minimum

of 6.3× 10−42cm2 for DM mass 30 GeV at 90% CL. Whereas, for DM-proton interactions

the PICO-60 experiment [116] sets the strongest constraints, e.g., 2.5× 10−41cm2 for DM

mass 25 GeV at 90% CL.

To interpret these findings in the EFT context, we have converted the limits on DM-

nucleon scattering cross-sections to the plane defined by the dark matter particle mass (mχ)

and the EFT scale (Λ), using Eqns.. (3.3) and (3.4). Additionally, for the sake of comparison

against the constraints outlined in Ref. [32], we have included the bounds predicted by the

XENON-100 experiment [117]. These comparisons are illustrated in Figs. 2 and 3.

3.3 Constraints on the Λ−mχ plane

In Figs. 2-6, the exclusion on Λ as a function of ADM mass are shown along with the results

due to various DD experiments, such as LZ, Xenon, Darkside. The bounds from the mono-

jet searches are presented for two jet-pT selection criteria, pT (j) > 200 GeV (LHC-200)

and pT (j) > 1200 GeV (LHC-1200). The current DD exclusions are also presented in the

same plot to gather an idea of the overall picture of the exclusions.
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Figure 2: Current exclusion limits on the scale Λ at different DM mass (mDM ) for the

scalar (Oss ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄ψq̄q) (left) and vector (Ovv ≡ 1

Λ2 ψ̄γ
µψq̄γµq) (right) type interaction of

DM with quarks from different experimental observations and ADM considerations, labeled

on the respective regions with darker shades. The experimental exclusions extends up to

the bottom of the plots and overlapping regions are implicit.

Figure 3: Same as Fig. 2 but for axial-vector (Oaa ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄γ

µγ5ψq̄γµγ
5q ) (left) and tensor

(Ott ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄σ

µνψq̄σµνq) (right) type interaction of DM with quarks.
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Figure 4: Same as Fig. 2 but for axial-vector−vector (Oav ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄γ

µγ5ψq̄γµq)(left) and

vector−axial-vector (Ova ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄γ

µψq̄γµγ
5q) (right) type interaction of DM with quarks.

Figure 5: Same as Fig. 2 but for pseudo-scalar−scalar (Ops ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄iγ

5ψq̄q ) (left) and

scalar−pseudo-scalar (Osp ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄ψq̄iγ

5q ) (right) type interaction of DM with quarks.

Clearly, the current DD limits are found to be much stronger compared to those pre-

sented in the Ref. [32]. For large part of the mass region, the DD bounds dominate the

exclusion on the DM-quark interactions. However, in low DM-mass regions, even in case

of the non-suppressed interactions, we found that the bounds coming from the mono-jet

searches supersede the DD limits. Especially for the Oaa and Ott operator, the current

limits exclude a good fraction of region. Indeed, the DD measurements are found to be not

sensitive for operators with suppressed interactions. In these cases the mono-jet searches

put the dominant constraints for these interactions (see Figs. 4-6).
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Figure 6: Same as Fig. 2 but for pseudo-scalar−pseudo-scalar (Opp ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄γ

5ψq̄γ5q) (left)

and pseudo-tensor−tensor (Opt ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄iσ

µνγ5ψq̄σµνq) (right) type interaction of DM with

quarks.

4 Constraining ADM-Lepton Interactions

In this section we consider the case of leptophilic DM. Note in these models DM-quark

interactions occur only at the loop level. Consequently, the limits obtained based on the

mono-jet searches at hadron colliders and nuclear recoil dependent DD experiments become

much weaker in this case. Moreover, the LHC being a hadron collider, the production of

DM, which is not coupled to quarks or gluons, is suppressed. On the other hand, leptophilic

DM attracts bounds from monophoton production at lepton colliders, such as LEP, or may

be searched at future lepton colliders, e.g., ILC, FCC-ee. Interestingly, studies of effects

of DM capture in compact stars help constrain DM-lepton interactions strongly, which we

will discuss in Section 4.3.

4.1 Mono-photon searches at LEP

Similar to the mono-jet production in association with DM at the LHC, in an electron-

position collider, e.g., at LEP, DM can be produced accompanied by a photon radiated off

from the electron or positron (see Fig. 7 (left)), namely,

e+e− → χχ̄γ → /ETγ. (4.1)

The SM counterpart of it involves production of neutrinos in place of DM (see Fig. 7

(right)), such as,

e+e− → νν̄γ → /ETγ. (4.2)

These processes give rise to a mono-photon signal at the detector, a potentially robust

way to look for DM in e+e− collider. In Ref. [92], the authors studied the mono-photon
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e− χ̄

e+ χγ

e− ν

e+ ν̄γ

Z

Figure 7: (Left) Feynman diagram of DM production from e+e− through effective interac-

tion with additional photon from ISR; (right) Feynman diagram for the SM mono-photon

production process.

production in the e+e− collider and predicted the excluded region in the Λ−mχ plane for

four effective operators (three of which are independent) of the DM-lepton interactions,

considering the mono-photon analysis of the DELPHI experiment at LEP [118], including

a simulation of the effects of the DELPHI detector.

In this section, we revisit this LEP exclusions including all possible DM-lepton contact

interactions (same as Table 1, with f = e). Moreover, while presenting these LEP exclu-

sions, we also include the limits from DD or indirect detection experiments, to review the

overall picture of the current limits on leptophilic DM. Using these limits, we also infer

the exclusions for the case of ADMs. This approach permits us to delineate the parameter

spaces for viable ADM scenarios, similar to the analysis in the previous section.

In the following, we document our methodology to find the exclusions due to the LEP

data. To start with, we performed a Monte-Carlo (MC) simulation of the SM mono-photon

process, as in Eq. (4.2). This simulation is tailored to closely replicate the experimental

data. We factor in all the relevant aspects such as detector efficiencies, resolutions, and

effects of smearing. Then we validated our MC simulation with the experimental data.

Post-validation, we proceeded to employ the same configuration to generate events associ-

ated with dark matter for a wide range of parameter values, Λ and mχ. Subsequently, we

evaluated the degree of excess that could potentially manifest at LEP as a result of these

dark matter events. Finally, this allows us to exclude regions in the Λ-mχ plane.

We closely follow the original LEP analysis Ref. [118], describing the measurements

of the mono-photon events with the DELPHI detector corresponding to luminosity L =

650 pb−1. These measurements are presented in bins of,

Xγ =
Eγ

Ebeam
, (4.3)

where Eγ and Ebeam are the energies of the photon and the colliding beams respectively.

The DM events are generated using Madgraph5-aMC@NLO-3.3.0[106] including the ISR

photon, using a UFO model file for leptophilic DM produced using the Feynrules pack-

age [107]. Finally, mono-photon events are passed through PYTHIA8 [108, 109] for show-

ering. It is important to emphasize here that accurate measurements of photons arising

from initial state radiation (ISR) is crucial to model a mono-photon process. In our anal-

ysis, we ensure that all final state photons pass the requirements for identification with
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Table 3: Efficiencies and energy resolutions of various components of the DELPHI detector.

Trigger and acceptance efficiencies increase linearly, with specified values at the given energies.

Energy unis are in GeV.

Detector Angular coverage
Overall Trigger Acceptance Angular Energy

efficiency efficiency efficiency requirement resolution

HPC

52% at Eγ = 6; 41% at Eγ = 6;

45◦ < θ < 135◦ Xγ > 0.6 72% at Eγ = 30; 78% at Eγ = 80, - 0.043⊕ 0.32/
√
E

84% at Eγ = 100 and above

FEMC
12◦ < θ < 32◦, or

93% at Eγ = 10; 57% at Eγ = 10;

(148◦ < θ < 168◦)
Xγ > 0.1 100% at Eγ = 15; 75% at Eγ = 100; θ > 28◦ − 80◦Xγ 0.03⊕ 0.12/

√
E ⊕ 0.11/E

and above × const. factor 89%

STIC
3.8◦ < θ < 8◦, or

Xγ > 0.3
Const. 48%

- θ > 9.2◦ − 9◦Xγ 0.0152⊕ 0.135/
√
E

(172◦ < θ < 176.2◦) all over

the DELPHI detector. For completeness and clarity, we provide a brief overview of the

detector efficiencies and resolutions in the following.

The DELPHI detector had three parts, namely, High-Density Projection Chamber

(HPC), Forward Electromagnetic Calorimeter (FEMC), and Small Angle Tile Calorimeter

(STIC). We present the energy resolutions and different efficiencies of various sub-detector

in Table 3. There is an overall efficiency for each sub-detector components which depends

on Xγ , followed by energy-dependent trigger and acceptance efficiencies. The trigger and

acceptance efficiencies increase linearly with energy. The slope of the increase can be

obtained using a few fixed values at certain energies, which are presented in Table 3. To

reduce the large background of radiative Bhabha events in FEMC, and due to beam-gas

interactions in STIC, an energy-dependent angular requirement is imposed. The energy

resolution adds an energy-dependent smearing for each of the photon that have passed all

the selection criteria. Following Ref. [92], we have added a Lorentzian smearing with a

width of 0.052Eγ GeV, which is necessary to obtain a more realistic distribution.

In order to demonstrate whether our simulated data correctly mimics the LEP measure-

ments, we compare the p-value of Xγ distribution corresponding to the SM mono-photon

production (Eq. 4.2) with the DELPHI measurements. We obtain the data-MC agreement

for Xγ as shown in Fig. 8. Some erroneous data can be found in the last bin, most likely

due to inaccurate detector resolution modeling. We remove this bin from the χ2-analysis.

The χ2/dof is ∼ 14/19 for 19 d.o.f corresponding to yields in 19 bins. A good agreement is

found, confirming our simulation methodology. In the same figure, the distribution for the

DM signal is also plotted considering mχ = 10 GeV and Λ = 300 GeV, where the lower

Xγ bins show deviations due to DM effects.

Now we use this setup to generate the mono-photon energy distribution for the mono-

photon production for DM (Eq. 4.1) for each choice of mχ and Λ. Calculation of χ2

between the photon energy distributions for SM-MC and the DM, it is possible to predict

the allowed and ruled out DM parameter space. Results are shown for different operators

in Figs. 10-14. Notice that, these bounds are the strongest one for leptophilic dark matter

in the 1-100 GeV mass range, which are discussed later.
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Figure 8: Distribution of Xγ = Eγ/Ebeam for single photon event, where the agreement

of the SM Monte-Carlo (red histogram) with the DELPHI-data (blue points with error

bar) can be observed. The DM signal (green histogram), with vector-like interaction with

Λ = 300 GeV and mχ = 10 GeV, shows excess for the lower values of Xγ and otherwise

consistent with the SM.

4.2 Discovery potential of ADM at FCC-ee

In this section we discuss the discovery potential of leptophilic DM in the FCC-ee (Future

Circular Collider - electron-positron) corresponding to the allowed region of parameter

space. The FCC-ee is a proposed e+e− collider with relatively higher center of mass

(COM) energies and luminosities, measuring observables at unprecedented precision [119].

The FCC-ee collider is proposed to operate in several stages, with different COM energies,

such as
√
s = 91, 160, 240 and 365 GeV. In our study, we have used the highest energy

option (
√
s = 365 GeV) to calculate the discovery reach of ADM scenarios. It is to be noted

that, this sensitivity study is applicable to any leptophilic DM with contact interactions of

Table 1, and not limited to ADM.

The FCC-ee experiment should produce mono-photon events similar to LEP. However,

the new detector set-up with increased COM energy is expected to probe wider ranges of

parameters (Λ,mχ).

The production cross-sections of both the signal and backgrounds depend highly on

the polarization of the e+ and e− beams. For the sake of demonstration, we compute the

cross-section of the SM mono-photon background using Madgraph5-aMC@NLO-3.4.1[106],

varying the polarization of the beams. The variation of the cross-section with different

choices of beam polarizations are presented in Fig. 9 (left). As the beam polarization setting

of FCC-ee is not fixed yet, we used an unpolarized (50%-L and 50%-R combination) beam

for representative purposes.

– 14 –



100 75 50 25 0 25 50 75 100
Polarization (beam1)

100

75

50

25

0

25

50

75

100
Po

la
ri

za
ti

o
n
 (

b
e
a
m

2
)

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

C
ro

ss
-s

e
ct

io
n
 (

p
b

)

Figure 9: (Left) Variation of the SM mono-photon production cross-section (e+e− → ννγ) at

FCC-ee with variation of beam-polarization; (right) distribution of the energy fraction of photon

in the mono-photon events, for DM-signal (choosing Λ = 400 GeV,mχ = 100 GeV, and vector-like

interaction) and SM-background.

For the signal, we essentially have one detectable object, namely the photon in the

final state. All other kinematic variables such as /ET and the transverse mass, MT (γ, /ET ),

are strongly correlated to the energy of the photon. Hence a selection for photon energy

results in the effective discrimination between signal and background. Hence, a selection

as

fE = Eγ/Ebeam < 0.3, (4.4)

is found to be very powerful to suppress backgrounds as shown in Fig. 9 (right panel). The

resulting signal significances, S/
√
S +B, are estimated at L = 340 fb−1 for each of the

given parameter spaces {mχ,Λ}. Repeating this analysis for different choices of {mχ,Λ},
we present the region for which S/

√
S +B > 3.0, i.e., the 3-σ reach. The results are

presented in the following subsection.

4.3 Constraints from compact stars and direct detection

As seen in the previous sections, lepton-colliders are sensitive to a relatively smaller range

of leptophilic ADM masses. Comparatively, DM capture in compact objects can be used

to set bounds on a wider range of DM mass [48, 120–125]. Especially, neutron stars

(NS) [90, 91, 124, 126–133] and white dwarfs (WD) [91, 123, 134–137] constrains DM-lepton

interactions strongly for a MeV to TeV range of DMmass. Due to their high density, NS can

capture dark matter very efficiently and can lead to the heating of NS [128, 132]. Since old,

isolated NS can naturally cool to temperatures below 1000 K, this heating can be utilized

to establish constraints on the strength of DM interactions. For instance, Refs. [90, 91]

have calculated these limits in detail for DM-electron interactions.

A comparable scenario can arise with white dwarfs (WDs) as well. The core of a WD

is primarily composed of a degenerate electron gas. Consequently, if there is interaction
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between DM and electrons, it would likely be more pronounced at the core of the WD.

The DM can then scatter of the electrons and can heat up the WD. Also, a DM-dense

WD core may result in DM annihilation, another source of rising the temperature of WD.

The presence of DM would then prevent the natural cooling of the old, isolated WDs.

Conversely, the absence of anomalous cooling in WDs can lead to stringent constraints

on the strength of the interaction between DM and electrons. Following this, Ref. [91]

calculated the limits on DM-lepton interactions from WDs.

On the other hand, among different DD experiments, Damic [76, 138] and Super-

CDMS [139] put the strongest constraint on DM-lepton interactions for MeV to GeV

range of DM mass. However, these DD bounds are generally not competitive in the pre-

ferred mass range for ADM. Nevertheless, the upcoming DAMIC-M-1kg-yr experiment is

expected to have a promising sensitivity [138], and we consider this projected constraint for

illustrative purposes. Finally, we present an overall picture of the constraints on DM-lepton

interactions from all possible sources.

4.4 Constraints and discovery potential for leptophilic ADM

In this subsection, we discuss the constraints on the ADM-lepton interactions imposed

by the experimental measurements, as discussed in section 4.1. In order to achieve a

comprehensive perspective on the global exclusions associated with these interactions, we

also incorporate important constraints originating from both indirect and direct searches.

These additional constraints, gathered from Refs. [90, 91], are presented alongside the new

collider-based bounds. It is worth noting that the constraints arising from dark matter-

nucleon scattering experiments are relatively weak. This is because these interactions can

only occur at the loop-level. Conversely, experiments focusing on dark matter-electron

scattering probe a range of much lower dark matter masses, a region that is not highly

motivated by the ADM hypothesis.

We present the overall picture of the allowed and excluded parameter spaces for DM-

electron interaction in Figs. 10 -14. Each of the shaded regions within the presented figures

signify exclusion due to specific hypotheses. For instance, the blue shaded region eliminates

the possibility of dark matter being asymmetric, while the dark red portion is excluded

based on the outcomes of the LEP mono-photon searches, and so on. Interestingly, for

Oss,Osp,Oaa,Oav, where χχ̄ → e+e− occurs through velocity suppressed p-wave (s-wave

annihilation is either absent or has m2
q suppression), the ADM requirement excludes a

larger parameter space in the Λ −mχ plane. It is important to note here that the other

exclusions, which are not restricted to the ADM hypothesis, hold for any DM with these

effective interactions, and all the regions above the shaded region (except blue) are allowed.

Our study reveals that, though the constraints from the NS or WDs on the DM-lepton

interactions are overall strong, the bounds coming from the mono-photon searches at the

LEP experiments surpasses all those in the sensitive region, mχ ∼ 1−100 GeV. Considering

the ADM hypothesis, we find that most of the operators fail to provide an ADM solution

for any value of Λ in the region mχ ∼ 1− 100 GeV, sensitive to the LEP experiment. Only

for operators Ovv, Oav, and Ops, the bounds are somewhat weak ∼ 50 GeV, while for Ova,

Opt, Osp, and Opp they are much weaker ∼10 GeV. Notice that, for the interactions Oss,
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Figure 10: Limits on Λe for scalar (Oss ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄ψēe)(left) and vector (Ovv ≡ 1

Λ2 ψ̄γ
µψēγµe)

(right) type interaction of DM with electrons from different experimental observations and

ADM scenario, labeled on the respective regions with darker shades. The striped dark blue

region corresponds to the FCC-3σ reach. The experimental exclusions/reach extends up

to the bottom of the plots and overlapping regions are implicit.

Osp, Ops, and Opp the LEP bounds are the only ones that can completely exclude ADM

possibility of a certain mass.

The blue striped region in Figs. 10 -14 presents the 3-σ reach of the upcoming FCC-

ee experiment in the mono-photon search channel in the mχ − Λ plane. The pattern

of the probing parameter region is similar to the LEP mono-photon bounds, as expected.

However, owing to higher COM energy, the reach extends tomχ ∼ 175 GeV and constraints

may strengthen by a factor of 2 or so.
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Figure 11: Same as Fig. 10 but for axial-vector (Oaa ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄γ

µγ5ψēγµγ
5e ) (left) and

tensor (Ott ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄σ

µνψēσµνe) (right) type interaction of DM with electrons.

Figure 12: Same as Fig. 10 but for axial-vector−vector (Oav ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄γ

µγ5ψēγµe) (left) and

vector−axial-vector (Ova ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄γ

µψēγµγ
5e) (right) type interaction of DM with electrons.

5 Summary and Outlook

In this paper, we present a detailed study of the current status of the effective interactions

of ADM with quarks and leptons, with a future projection of the sensitivity of FCC-

ee in probing leptophilic ADM. We start with the ADM-quark interactions, where the

DD constraints often become most stringent. Considering the strongest exclusions from

different DD experiments, we find the excluded and allowed region corresponding to each

interaction in the Λ−mχ plane. However, for several effective interactions, the DM-nucleon

scattering cross-sections are suppressed. In these cases, the constraints from monojet
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Figure 13: Same as Fig. 10 but for scalar−pseudo-scalar (Osp ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄ψēiγ

5e ) (left)

and pseudo-tensor−tensor (Opt ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄iσ

µνγ5ψēσµνe) (right) type interaction of DM with

electrons.

Figure 14: Same as Fig. 10 but for pseudo-scalar−scalar (Ops ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄iγ

5ψēe ) (left)

and pseudo-scalar−pseudo-scalar (Opp ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄γ

5ψēγ5e) (right) type interaction of DM with

electrons.

searches are dominant. We calculate the exclusions from the monojet searches using the

most recent LHC measurements and including detector effects. We find that, for scalar

(Oss ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄ψēe) and vector (Ovv ≡ 1

Λ2 ψ̄γ
µψēγµe) type of interactions, the possibility of

ADM is ruled out almost up to ∼ 1 TeV. Whereas, for other types of interactions, ADM

of mass larger than a few hundred GeV are still allowed in a narrow range of Λ. None of

the searches exclude the viability of ADM above ∼ 1 TeV. Note that the exclusion regions

from the experimental searches are not restricted to the ADM but are also applicable to

any DM with the interactions in Table 1.
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Next, we concentrate on the ADM-lepton interactions. In this case, the strongest

bounds generally come from NS or WD studies. However, we found that the constraints

from the monophoton searches at the LEP experiment, which we have calculated in detail

for each interaction, overshoot those from the NS or WD for all types of interactions in

the 1-100 GeV mass range. According to our study, the possibility of a leptophilic ADM is

ruled out by the LEP experiment for ∼ 1-100 GeV mass range of the ADM, except for the

vector−axial-vector operator (Ova ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄γ

µψēγµγ
5e), the pseudo-tensor−tensor operator

(Opt ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄σ

µνiγ5ψēσµνe), the scalar−pseudo-scalar operator (Osp ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄ψēiγ

5e), and the

pseudo-scalar−pseudo-scalar operator (Opp ≡ 1
Λ2 ψ̄γ

5ψēγ5e) mediated interactions, where

the constraints are loose ∼ O(10) GeV. Again, the constraints apply to any DM having

the considered effective interactions (Table 1).

As a possible successor of e+e− colliders, the FCC-ee experiment will be interesting to

probe the still viable regions of the ADM-lepton interactions. In our analysis, we calculate

the region of parameter spaces where the monophoton searches at the FCC-ee will obtain

the 3-σ sensitivity. This study indicates that FCC-ee can probe up to ∼ 200 GeV mass

range of any general kind of DM for EFT expansion scale up to ∼1 TeV, which, though

not a significant improvement, seems attractive from the aspect of possible FCC-ee physics

goals.
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A Expressions of ⟨σv⟩ for different operators

The expressions of the annihilation rates for the operators in Table 1 can be obtained as,

σOssv =
3m2

χ

8πΛ4
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q
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q
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Abstract

In this study, we propose an investigation into dark photon dark matter (DPDM) within the

infrared frequency band, utilizing highly sensitive infrared light detectors commonly integrated

into space telescopes, such as the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST). The presence of DPDM

induces electron oscillations in the reflector of these detectors. Consequently, these oscillating

electrons can emit monochromatic electromagnetic waves with a frequency almost equivalent to

the mass of DPDM. By employing the stationary phase approximation, we can demonstrate that

when the size of the reflector significantly exceeds the wavelength of the electromagnetic wave,

the contribution to the electromagnetic wave field at a given position primarily stems from the

surface unit perpendicular to the relative position vector. This simplification results in the reduc-

tion of electromagnetic wave calculations to ray optics. By applying this concept to JWST, our

analysis of observational data demonstrates the potential to establish constraints on the kinetic

mixing between the photon and dark photon within the range [10, 500] THz. Despite JWST not

being optimized for DPDM searches, our findings reveal constraints comparable to those obtained

from the XENON1T experiment in the laboratory, as well as astrophysical constraints from solar

emission. Additionally, we explore strategies to optimize future experiments specifically designed

for DPDM searches.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The elusive nature of dark matter has thus far eluded detection through various non-

gravitational search efforts. The scope of potential candidates has expanded beyond tradi-

tional weakly interacting massive particles (WIMPs) to encompass a broad range of mass

scales. One intriguing category comprises ultralight bosonic dark matter, which has garnered

significant attention as the lightest dark matter candidate. Among these, the dark photon is

a notable ultralight vector dark matter candidate due to its kinetic mixing marginal operator

coupling with the photon field, serving as one of the simplest extensions of the Standard

2



Model [1–6]. The kinetic mixing dark photon could have been generated in the early universe

and holds promise as a viable dark matter candidate [7–10]. Various mechanisms facilitate

its plausibility, including the misalignment mechanism coupled with a non-minimal Ricci

scalar coupling [8, 9, 11–13], inflationary fluctuations [10, 14–23], parametric resonances

[24–29], or the decay of cosmic strings [30].

Due to the vast range of unknown mass of the dark photon dark matter (DPDM), there are

various detecting methods accordingly [31, 32]. The relevant searches for dark photon DM

are haloscope experiments [33–38], dish antenna experiments [39–42], plasma telescopes [43],

CMB spectrum distortion [9, 44] and radio telescopes [45–47]. The searches include direct

detection of local DPDM in laboratories and observation on its impact in the early universe.

Recently, we proposed to search for Dark Photon Dark Matter (DPDM) conversion,

specifically A′ → γ, locally using radio telescopes such as FAST and LOFAR [46]. For

instance, the FAST radio telescope, equipped with a large dish antenna, converts DPDM

into a regular photon field. In each small surface area of FAST, an oscillating electric dipole

is generated by the DPDM field, with a frequency matching the DPDM mass. Summing

up the contributions from each surface area yields the total converted electromagnetic field.

The original proposal utilized a spherical reflector, causing the electromagnetic field to con-

structively focus on the spherical center [39, 41, 48]. This concept has been previously

employed in shielded room-sized experiments by various works, utilizing variations such as

plane/parabolic reflectors or dipole antennas [42, 49–55].

In this article, we would like to explore this idea with the recent new telescope, the James

Webber Science Telescope (JWST), which is running in space. JWST covers the frequency

range of 10–500 THz for infrared astronomy. Our searches for DPDM benefit from JWST’s

high frequency resolution R = f/∆f , which ranges from 4 to 3000, depending on different

obervation modes [56]. Also, since it works in space, we expect it to have a much lower noise

background than terrestrial facilities. The Near Infrared Spectrograph (NISpec) and the

Mid-Infrared Instrument (MIRI), two instruments carried by JWST, are especially useful

for searching for DPDM. By analyzing data collected by the two instruments, we get the

upper limits for the DPDM-photon coupling constant, ϵ ∼ 10−10 − 10−12 in the frequency

range 10− 500 THz at 95% confidence level (C.L.).

The Lagrangian of the dark photon model in this work is a vector boson that couples to

the SM particles through its kinetic mixing with photon, and the Lagrangian is described
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by the equation

L = −1

4
F ′
µνF

′µν +
1

2
m2

A′A′
µA

′µ − 1

2
ϵFµνF

′µν , (1)

where F and F ′ are the dark photon and photon field strength, ϵ is the kinematic mixing.

After proper rotation and redefinition, one can eliminate the kinematic mixing term and

arrive at the interaction Lagrangian for A′, the SM photon A, and the electromagnetic

current jµem,

Lint = ejµem(Aµ − ϵA′
µ) , (2)

where e is the electromagnetic coupling. Therefore, the DPDM electric field, E′ = −Ȧ′ −

∇A′0, can accelerate the charge carriers in a reflector and thus be converted to SM electro-

magnetic waves.

This work is structured as follows: In Section I, we present the background of DPDM

conversion. In Section II, we offer a mathematical proof of the reduction from complex

electroweak wave calculation to ray optics using the stationary phase approximation. Section

III applies the simplified calculation to JWST, obtaining the equivalent flux density of

the electromagnetic field in Section IV. Section V establishes limits on the kinetic mixing

parameter of the dark photon using JWST observational data. Finally, in Section VI, we

draw our conclusions.

II. HIGH FREQUENCY APPROXIMATION

In order to calculate the EM signals induced by DPDM on a metal reflector plate, the

most direct way is to divide the reflector into many small patches and sum up the induced

EM signals over all of them. The length of each small patch is required to be much smaller

than the wavelength λ of the induced EW signal while at the same time much larger than the

reflector thickness. Consequently, to ensure enough accuracy, the simulation mesh must be

fine enough for the distance between mesh points to be smaller than the wavelength. This

method works well in the case of FAST telescope [57]. The FAST detects radio photons

around 1 GHz and has a reflector roughly 500 m in diameter. Therefore, we only need to

divide the FAST reflector into ∼ 106 patches for an accurate simulation. On the other hand,

JWST works at a much higher frequency range, 10− 500 THz (i.e., the photon wavelength

λ ∼ 0.6 − 30 µm), and the diameter of the JWST’s primary mirror is D = 6.6 meter. To

achieve an acceptable level of accuracy in simulating the JWST case, we require over 1015
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patches, which is finer than the FAST case by orders of magnitude. However, such a fine

mesh imposes an immense computational burden, rendering it unfeasible to simulate signal

strength using available computer resources.

Fortunately, as we will see, we can theoretically demonstrate that calculating the induced

EM signals becomes considerably more straightforward in the high-frequency regime,D ≫ λ.

Similar to the case of reaching the ray optics at the high-frequency limit of the wave optics,

we can establish that the strength of the DPDM-induced signal can be obtained using a

ray-optical method. This simplification ultimately leads to a set of algebraic equations

that can be easily calculated, even manually without the need of a fine-mesh simulation.

The physical interpretation of such a simplification is that, in the high-frequency regime,

interferences between different patches on the reflector have a negligible impact on the final

result.

To be more specific, this simplification works primarily due to two key factors. Firstly, the

phases of the electric fields contributed by different patches on a plate vary significantly, while

their strengths remain relatively the same. This results in significant cancellations between

the electric fields generated by different patches. Secondly, one significant parameter is the

coherence length of DPDM. The DPDM and the induced photon have the same energy, but

the coherent length of DPDM, λ′, is much larger than the wavelengh of the induced photons,

λ. This is due to the non-relativistic nature of dark matter with a low speed vDM ∼ 10−3,

which gives λ′ ∼ λ/vDM. Importantly, λ′ is still significantly smaller than the diameter of

the JWST’s mirrors. As a result, the interferences between different patches are dampened

by incoherence.

In the following, we are going to prove that the ray optics is indeed applicable here in

calculating the EM signals induced by DPDM for the JWST case which locates in the high-

frequency regime, D/λ ∼ 106 and D/λ′ ∼ 103. Finally, a formula for computing the strength

of the induced signal will be introduced.

A. Monochromatic DPDM

Firstly, we consider a simplified case that DPDM is monochromatic in frequency. Then,

in the next subsection, we discuss the more realistic case where the velocity distribution

of dark matter is included. Under the effect of the DPDM’s dark electric field, each small
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patch on a reflector plate can be treated as an electric dipole,

p = 2ϵA′
τ∆S, (3)

whereA′
τ is the component ofA′ parallel with the patch and ∆S is the area of the patch [57].

The dipole is oscillating as a result of the oscillation of the DPDM field. Then, summing

up the EM radiations from all the dipoles, we arrive at the expressions of the induced EM

fields at position r [57],

E(r) = −ϵm2
A′ |A′|
2π

∫
[τ × (r − r′)]× (r − r′)

eimA′ |r−r′|+ik′·(r′−r)

|r − r′|3
dS ′, (4)

B(r) = −ϵm2
A′ |A′|
2π

∫
τ × (r − r′)

eimA′ |r−r′|+ik′·(r′−r)

|r − r′|2
dS ′. (5)

k′ is the wave vector of DPDM. A′
τ = τ |A′| where the tangent vector τ can be calculated

as τ ≡ n0 − (n0 · n)n. The two unit vectors, n0 and n, represent the direction of A′ and

the normal direction of dS, respectively. The magnitude of oscillations, |A′|, is determined

by the dark matter energy density ρDM, that is,

ρDM =
1

2
m2

A′|A′|2 = 1

2
|E′|2. (6)

Then, we can calculate the energy flux density,

⟨S′⟩t =
1

2
Re(E ×B∗). (7)

⟨...⟩t here means the average over time. In principle, for any reflectors, we can numerically

simulate the DPDM-induced EM waves using these formulas. However, as we discussed

above, such a simulation requires a very fine mesh that is hard to realize in computers for

the JWST case. As we are going to see below, we figure out a more analytical method

applicable in the high-frequency regime.

The key to simplifying our formulas in the high-frequency regime is to use the stationary

phase approximation. In general, the stationary phase approximation works in solving the

following integral as α tends to infinity [58],∫
Rn

g(x)eiαf(x)dnx

=
∑
x0∈Σ

eiαf(x0)| det(Hess(f(x0)))|−1/2e
iπ
4
sgn(Hess(f(x0)))

(
2π

α

)n
2

g(x0) + o(α−n
2 ), α → ∞.

(8)
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where the function g(x) is either zero or exponentially suppressed when x is large, (the

condition where g(x) is zero when x is large, can be more accurately described by the

mathematical terminology of “compactly supported”). Σ is the set of points where ∇f = 0.

Hess(f(x0)) is the Hessian of f , and sgn(Hess(f(x0))) is the signature of the Hessian,

Hess(f(x0))ij =
∂2f

∂xi∂xj

∣∣∣∣
x=x0

, (9)

sgn(Hess(f(x0))) = ♯(positive eigenvalues)− ♯(negative eigenvalues). (10)

Note that Eq. (8) is only valid when we assume∇f = 0 has only discrete solutions, otherwise

Hess(f(x0)) is non-degenerate at x0 ∈ Σ.

This stationary-phase approximation (8) can be intuitively understood in the following

way: when k is large, the exponential oscillates rapidly with a small change of x, while g(x)

changes very little. Therefore, the integral vanishes unless we are considering a small patch

in Rn around ∇f = 0, which is the stationary point of the phase factor. A rigorous proof of

Eq. (8) is provided in Appendix B.

In the JWST case, the phase factor is mA′ |r − r′| + k′ · (r′ − r). Given that the dark

photon’s wave vector is approximately 10−3 times its frequency, the phase factor is dominated

by the first term. By rewriting the first term as mA′D × (|r − r′|/D), with D being the

characteristic length of JWST optical elements, the second factor becomes an O(1) function

of spacial coordinates, and mA′D ≫ 1 by assumption. This is equivalent to the case α ≫ 1

in Eq. (8). Consequently, we can apply the stationary-phase approximation (8) to calculate

Eq. (4). The process of calculating Eq. (5) is the same, so it will not be shown here for the

sake of conciseness. In the most general setup, a conductor is a closed surface. In Eq. (4),

the domain of integration is the whole conductor surface. By assumption, this integral can

be split into several integrals in compact subsets of R2, with the surface element dS re-

expressed in the form J(r′)dudv where J is the Jacobian determined by the equation of

the surface. We study each of these integrals separately, and denote by Ω the domain of

integration. Define

g(r′) =


−ϵm2

A′|A′|
2π

[τ (r′)× (r − r′)]× (r − r′)

|r − r′|3
J(r′) r′ ∈ Ω

0 r′ /∈ Ω

. (11)

Clearly, g(r′) is compactly supported. Applying the stationary phase approximation, the
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only contribution to the integral comes from points where

∂

∂u
|r − r′(u, v)| = 0,

∂

∂v
|r − r′(u, v)| = 0, (12)

or equivalently,

(r − r′) · ∂r
′

∂u
= 0, (r − r′) · ∂r

′

∂v
= 0. (13)

u and v can be understood as two parameters describing a certain patch of the surface, so

∂r′/∂u and ∂r′/∂v are tangent vectors at r′. Therefore, Eq. (13) tells us that r − r′ is

perpendicular to the tangent plane at r′. This result can be interpreted in a more intuitive

way. Considering a conductor surface, at each point r′ on the surface, a light ray is only

emitted in the normal direction, then the signal received at the position r is the sum of

the light rays passing through the position r. Therefore, we see the calculations in the

JWST case can be accomplished within the framework of ray optics. The key difference

with conventional ray optics is that a light ray induced by DPDM is always perpendicular

to the local surface from which it is emitted, regardless of the direction in which the DPDM

is incident.

We denote by r̂j the jth point on the conductor surface such that r− r̂j is perpendicular

to the tangent plane at r̂j. Using the stationary-phase method, Eq. (4) becomes

E(r) =
∑
j

ieimA′ |r−r̂j |ϵmA′Â′(r̂j) (14)

where Â′(r̂j) = |A′|τ (r̂j) is the projection ofA′ onto the tangent plane at r̂j. The expression

for B is similar which is not present here for the purpose of conciseness. Putting everything

together, we get

⟨S(r)⟩t =
∑
j

1

2
ϵ2m2

A′Â′(r̂j)
2n̂(r̂j) + interference terms (15)

where n̂(r̂j) is the out-pointing normal direction of the conductor surface at r̂j. The inter-

ference term comes from the cross products of contributions from r̂j and r̂k, with j ̸= k.

If there is only one r̂j, there is only one term in the summation and the interference term

drops out. As a consistency check, one can compare (15) with the result of infinitely large

metal plate given in appendix I-A of Ref. [57].

In the most extreme case, the conductor is a sphere and the detector is placed at the

center of the sphere. Then, for the detector, the phase is stationary everywhere on the
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sphere and no simplification can be made to Eqs. (4) and (5). Note that this is not the

case with JWST, because the reflectors in JWST are not spherical, and the points r̂j are

indeed discrete. In addition, in the frequency range of JWST, the correlation length is much

smaller than the characteristic length of the reflectors, and the interference between different

patches is further suppressed. This will be discussed in more detail in the following section.

B. Non-monochromatic DPDM

According to the Standard Halo Model, dark matter has a truncated Maxwellian distri-

bution in the momentum space. Consequently, we should take into consideration the effect

of finite coherence length of DPDM. The dark photon field at a location x can be expressed

as,

E′(x, t) =

∫
<kesc

d3k′

(2π)3
be

−k′2

k20 ×E′
0e

i(k′·x−ωt+θ(k′)) (16)

where θ(k′) is a random phase associated with the k′ mode and ω =
√

k′2 +m2
A′ is the

energy. b is a normalization factor. We have k0 = mA′v0 and kesc = mA′vesc, where v0 ≈

235 km/s is the most probable velocity and vesc is the escape velocity of leaving the Galaxy

at the position of the solar system which is about 500 km/s [59, 60]. Due to randomness,

we assume that there is no correlation between different momentum modes,

⟨ei(θ(k′
1)−θ(k′

2))⟩t = a(2π)3δ3(k′
1 − k′

2) (17)

where a is a dimensionful constant. Then, analogous to Eqs. (4) and (5), the full expressions

for the induced electric and magnetic fields read

E = −
∫
<kesc

d3k′

(2π)3
ϵmA′ |E′

0|
2π

be
−k′2

k20

∫
dS ′[τ (r′)× (r − r′)]× (r − r′)

ei(ω|r−r′|+k′·r′+θ(k′))

|r − r′|3
,

(18)

B = −
∫
<kesc

d3k′

(2π)3
ϵmA′|E′

0|
2π

be
−k′2

k20

∫
dS ′τ (r′)× (r − r′)

ei(ω|r−r′|+k′·r′+θ(k′))

|r − r′|2
. (19)

One can further obtain the full expression for the energy flux density,

⟨S⟩t =
1

2

∫
<kesc

d3k′

(2π)3

(
ϵmA′|E′

0|
2π

)2

ab2e
− 2k′2

k20

∫
dS ′dS ′′ {[τ (r′)× (r − r′)]× (r − r′)}

×[τ (r′′)× (r − r′′)]Re

(
eimA′ (|r−r′|−|r−r′′|)+ik′·(r′−r′′)

|r − r′|3|r − r′′|2

)
.

(20)
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This expression can be simplified after some computation, the detail is given in appendix A.

⟨S⟩t = ρDM

( ϵ
λ

)2 ∫
dS ′dS ′′ {[τ (r′)× (r − r′)]× (r − r′)} × [τ (r′′)× (r − r′′)]

×e−
1
8
k20 |r′−r′′|2Re

(
eimA′ (|r−r′|−|r−r′′|)

|r − r′|3|r − r′′|2

)
(21)

If we choose the reflector to be spherical, some analytic results can be derived. In the

k0 → 0 limit, i.e. the infinite correlation length limit, the result is

⟨S⟩t
ρDM

=
1

3
π2ϵ2

R2

λ2
sγs

2
θ0

√
c2γ(2− 3cθ0 + c3θ0)

2 + 4s2γ(c
3
θ0
− 1)2 (22)

where γ is the angle between the polarization vector n0 and z-direction, θ0 describes how

large the spherical surface is, with θ0 = 0 for the surface shrinking to a point and θ0 = π for

the surface becoming a full sphere. This is the same as what we obtained in [57]. We are

also interested in the k0 → ∞ limit, i.e. the zero correlation length limit, the result is

⟨S⟩t
ρDM

=
ϵ2

2v20
s2θ0

√
4s2γc

2
γs

4
θ0
+ (2(1 + c2θ0)s

2
γ + (1 + c2γ)s

2
θ0
)2 (23)

Interestingly, the flux in the high frequency limit doesn’t depend on the radius of the sphere,

but it does depend on θ0. Note that (23) only applies when the radius of the reflector is

much larger than the dark photon wavelength, which is 103 times the same-frequency EM

wavelength. Naively, larger reflectors produce stronger signal, but (23) tells us that the

signal saturates when the reflector is much larger than the dark photon wavelength.

Coming back to the JWST case, we apply again the stationary phase approximation. In

order that the integration is not suppressed, r′ has to satisfy two conditions:

r − r′ ⊥ tangent plane at r′, r′ = r′′ (24)

This means that due to finite correlation length, the contribution from interference terms

completely vanishes. We denote by r̂i the ith solution to the perpendicular condition (24),

and the total flux density is,

⟨S(r)⟩t =
∑
i

1

2
ϵ2m2

A′Â′2(r̂i)n̂(r̂i) (25)

Again, n̂(r̂i) is the out-directed normal vector at r̂i, and Â′(r̂i) = |A′|τ (r̂i). Note that if

the set of solutions to (24) is not discrete, we should change the sum into an integration. If

one wishes to average over all possible polarization, the result is

⟨S(r)⟩t =
∑
i

2

3
ϵ2ρDM(r̂i)n̂(r̂i) (26)
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Component RoC(mm) Surface Conic V1(mm) V2(mm) V3(mm) Size(mm)

Primary 15879.7 concave -0.9967 0 0 0 6605.2(diameter)

Secondary 1778.9 convex -1.6598 7169.0 0 0 738(diameter)

Tertiary 3016.2 concave -0.6595 -796.3 0 -0.19 728(length)×517(width)

Fine Steering Mirror flat 1047.8 0 -2.36 172.5(diameter)

Table I: Parameters for the optical elements of JWST. The data can be found in JWST

documentation [61].

In the JWST case, all approximation conditions applied in this section are satisfied, so

one may directly use (26) to compute the dark photon flux density.

III. THE OPTICAL TELESCOPE ELEMENT (OTE) OF JWST

The Optical Telescope Element (OTE) of the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST)

comprises a primary mirror, a secondary mirror, a tertiary mirror, and a fine steering mirror.

A sketch of the mirror system is shown in Figure 1. Detailed parameters for these optical

components are available in JWST documentation [61], and we have also summarized them

in Table I. In the table, ‘RoC’ denotes the radius of curvature, and ‘conic’ denotes the conic

constant K which can be related to eccentricity econe as

K = −e2cone. (27)

Table I provides insights into the optical characteristics of the JWST’s optical elements.

The primary and tertiary mirrors exhibit elliptical shapes, while the secondary mirror is

hyperbolic and the fine steering mirror is flat. The primary, secondary and fine steering

mirrors are rounded, while the tertiary mirror is rectangular[62]. Their sizes are listed in

Table I. V1, V2 and V3 are the spacial displacements of the mirrors, as shown in Fig. 1.

The EM energy flux density induced by DPDM originates from several sources within the

optical system. DPDM can interact with different components of the optical train, including

the primary mirror. The light emitted from the primary mirror is then sequentially reflected

by the secondary mirror, the tertiary mirror, and the fine steering mirror before reaching the

detector. Additionally, DPDM can also directly interact with the secondary mirror, leading
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Figure 1: The OTE of JWST. Everything is drawn to scale. Figure taken from Ref. [56].

to a ‘double’ reflection before being detected. The same principle applies to interactions

with the tertiary and fine steering mirrors. However, it is important to note that not all the

lights induced by DPDM on the mirrors will reach the detector. Some of them may stray

and cannot be focused on the detector after multiple reflections between the mirrors. After

all, the JWST mirror system is designed to focus parallel lights from distant sources, while

our light rays are always perpendicular to the mirror surface at which they are induced. To

quantify the amount of the induced flux that can reach the detector, a detailed analysis of

light propagation within the mirror system is necessary.

In the following section, we are going to carry out such an analysis based on the ray-

transfer-matrix method. This method is applicable when the paraxial condition is satisfied,

which means that the rays should be within a small angle to the optical axis throughout the

system. We will show that the paraxial condition is indeed met in our case. It’s important

to note that while the mirrors’ absolute sizes may not be significantly smaller than their

radii of curvature, their effective sizes are small so that can satisfy the paraxial condition.

Here, ‘effective’ refers to the portion of the mirror surface that make contributions to the

flux finally detected.

12



IV. CALCULATING THE EQUIVALENT FLUX DENSITY

In this section, we are going to use the ray-transfer-matrix method to calculate the

induced flux that can finally be detected by the JWST detector. A technical review of

the ray-transfer-matrix method is shown in Appendix C. Firstly, we can alter the direction

of light rays to make them move to the right for convenience, while at the same time we

replace each reflector with a corresponding type of lens as depicted in Figure 2. The radii of

curvature for the first three lenses are denoted by ρ1, ρ2, and ρ3, respectively. In this section,

we will use subscripts P , S, T and F for the shorthand of “primary mirror”, “secondary

mirror”, “tertiary mirror” and “fine steering mirror” respectively.

In ray-transfer-matrix method, a ray is described with a 2-component vector X, the first

component being the angle between the ray and the optical axis, the second being its vertical

displacement from the optical axis. Each optical operation that a ray undergoes—such as

free travel or refraction through a lens—is represented by a 2 × 2 matrix. Specifically,

within this section, free travel over a distance Li will be symbolized by the matrix Ui, while

refraction on the primary mirror will be denoted by the matrix UP , and likewise for other

mirrors in the optical system.

We can write out the transition matrix of each lens and interval,

UP =

1 − 2
ρ1

0 1

 US =

1 2
ρ2

0 1

 UT =

1 − 2
ρ3

0 1

 , (28)

U1 =

 1 0

L1 1

 U2 =

 1 0

L2 1

 U3 =

 1 0

L3 1

 . (29)

Light is emitted from each reflector, and the corresponding vectors are

XP =

− y
ρ1

y

 , XS =

 y
ρ2

y

 , XT =

− y
ρ3

y

 , XF =

0
y

 . (30)

Here y represents the height of the emission point relative to the optical axis.

We require that the light emitted from the primary mirror can reach the other three

mirrors. For example, to check whether the light emitted from the primary mirror can reach

the fine steering mirror, we use the following vector,

X = U3UTU2USU1XP . (31)
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Figure 2: The OTE of JWST can be simplified to a set of lenses. The configuration

comprises two convex lenses, positioned as the first and third lenses, with the second lens

being concave and the fourth being flat.

If the light can be received by the fine steering mirror, then the absolute value of the second

component of vector X has to be smaller than the radius of the fine steering mirror, which

yields an inequality restricting the possible values of y. Therefore, by requiring that the

light emitted by the primary mirror can be reflected three times and finally get into the

detector, we have three inequalities which cut out an effective region on the surface of the

primary mirror. Direct calculations show that this effective region is a rectangle with the

length as 146.795 mm and the width as 104.248 mm. However, the primary mirror of JWST

is hollowed in the center. The hollowed region is a hexagon with the side length as 762mm,

which entirely encloses the effective region. Therefore, EM waves emitted by the primary

mirror can’t be received by the detector.

We can perform a similar analysis for the the other three mirrors. The effective region is

also rectangular, with the length and width as

aS = 132.904, bS = 94.3834. (32)

The effective region of the tertiary mirror is rounded, with the diameter as

dT = 443.9 (33)

In addition, the whole area of the fine steering mirror is effective.
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We also need to analyze the focusing ability. After a direct calculation, we find that

XS ⇒

−0.00307001y

−6.20097y

 , XT ⇒

−0.000331543y

−0.261223y

 , XF ⇒

0
y

 (34)

where the unit of y is millimeter. Let us take Xs for example. After a series of reflections,

the light emitted at the height y goes into the detector at height 6.20097y. This means that

the energy emitted by a disk with radius y is redistributed into a disk with radius 6.20097y,

and thus the energy flux density is (6.20097)−2 the flux density emitted.

To sum up, the flux density inducedd by dark photon can be written as

IDM =
2

3
ϵ2ρDM × (1 + 6.20097−2 + 0.261223−2) (35)

In order to compare our calculated result of the DPDM-induced EM signal with the

real data recorded by JWST, we need to translate the induced signal into the equivalent

flux density of the incoming astronomical EM signals. This means that we need to further

calculate the focusing ability for the case of the incoming planar EM waves. The incoming

plane waves can be described by a vector

X0 =

0
y

 . (36)

We again use the transition matrices to calculate the light at the receiver,

X0 ⇒

7.52946× 10−6y

−0.0080392y

 (37)

Noting that the first entry is very small, we conclude that indeed the incoming planar wave

is transformed into another planar wave. From the second entry, we get the enhancement

factor (0.0080392)−2. Thus, we can calculate the equivalent flux density by

Ieqv × (0.0080392)−2 = IDM (38)

which gives

Ieqv = 6.75618× 10−4ϵ2ρDM. (39)

However, there is one more subtlety. We have calculated the effective range of the secondary

mirror and the tertiary mirror, the light emitted from the secondary mirror can indeed
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cover the whole receiver, but light emitted from the tertiary mirror is concentrated in a

smaller region, and can only be observed with a well-chosen observation angle. To be very

conservative, we simply assume that the light emitted by the tertiary mirror cannot go into

the detector, and we have

I ′eqv = 4.42064× 10−5ϵ2ρDM. (40)

V. CONSTRAINTS FROM JWST OBSERVATION DATA

The James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) stands as the cutting-edge space telescope,

equipped with various detectors and versatile observation modes. In our study, we harnessed

data from 972 distinct observation projects to establish constraints on the Dark Photon-

Dark Matter coupling constant. Out of these projects, 713 relied on the Near-Infrared

Spectrograph (NIRSpec) [cite], while 259 made use of the Mid-Infrared Instrument (MIRI)

[cite]. It is worth noting that the data selected for analysis excludes background subtraction,

ensuring its suitability for our research.

The JWST data we collected from the Mikulski Archive for Space Telescopes (MAST)

database [63] includes two crucial parameters: the measured spectral flux density, denoted as

Ōi, and the associated statistical uncertainty, denoted as σŌi
. In our effort to establish upper

limits on the coupling of Dark Photon with the Standard Model electromagnetic current,

denoted as ϵ, we followed the data analysis approach detailed in previous works [46, 57, 64].

To provide a concise overview, we summarize the key aspects of our method here, while

reserving more detailed information for Appendix A. Our analysis begins by applying a

local polynomial function to model the background surrounding a selected frequency bin,

i0, while considering neighboring bins. We estimate systematic uncertainties by comparing

data deviations to the background fit. Next, we introduce a hypothetical Dark Photon

Dark Matter signal with a strength denoted as S at the specific bin, i0. This allows us to

construct a likelihood function, L, that incorporates S into the comparison between data and

the background function. Nuisance parameters are introduced to account for the coefficients

of the background polynomial function.

16



100 200 300 400 500
1.×10-10

5.×10-10
1.×10-9

5.×10-9
1.×10-8

5.×10-8
1.×10-7

f [THz]

S
lim

[W
/m

2
/H
z]

10 20 30 40 50 60
10-7

10-5

0.001

0.100

10

1000

f [THz]

S
lim

[W
/m

2
/H
z]

Figure 3: Model-independent 95% C.L. upper limits on a constant monochromatic signal

from JWST data. The first figure corresponds to NIRSpec observation data, and the lower

one MIRI. It shows the strongest limit from the all projects at each frequency bin.

Following the statistical method developed in Ref. [64], we compute the ratio, λS, between

the maximized likelihood under two conditions: first, when only the nuisance parameters

are varied to maximize L while keeping S constant, and second, when both the nuisance

parameters and S are varied to maximize L. The test statistic, −2 log(λS), follows a half-χ2

distribution [64]. This analysis allows us to derive the 95% confidence level upper limit, Slim,
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for a constant monochromatic signal. The results are illustrated in Fig. 3.

We establish upper limits on the mixing parameter ϵ as Slim = S ′
eqv, where S

′
eqv represents

the signal strength from theoretical calculations for Dark Photon Dark Matter. Different

datasets from NIRSpec and MIRI yield varying constraints on the signal strength coupling

ϵ, and we select the most stringent among them. The constraint on ϵ and its comparison

with previous experiments are illustrated in Fig. 4.
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Figure 4: Constraints on the kinematic mixing parameter ϵ between Dark Photon Dark

Matter (DPDM) and photons in the randomized polarization scheme. The solid red curve

represents the 95% confidence level (C.L.) exclusion limit for DPDM using JWST data.

The left and right sections display constraints derived from NIRSpec and MIRI observation

data, respectively. Additionally, we provide a comparison with existing limits, including

those from Solar [65], XENON1T [66], Lampost [67], Mudhi [68], Funk [54], and Tokyo [50].
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VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this study, we conducted a direct detection search for dark photon dark matter

(DPDM) using a haloscope setup. Our approach involved converting local DPDM into

a normal electromagnetic field at the mirrors of the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST),

which was then detected by its receiver. Due to the frequency match between the electro-

magnetic field and the DPDM mass, the resulting signal took the form of a monochromatic

electromagnetic wave. Typically, accounting for the contribution of each surface area on the

mirror to the electromagnetic field is necessary. The final electromagnetic energy received

by the receiver encompasses the interference from each surface unit. We demonstrated that

for high-mass DPDM, the contribution to the electromagnetic wave field at a given position

primarily stems from the surface unit perpendicular to the separation vector, allowing us to

calculate the electromagnetic flux at the receiver using ray-optics.

We utilized data from JWST observations to search for a monochromatic signal within the

continuous background in the 10-500 terahertz (THz) range. Both the JWST Mid-Infrared

Instrument (MIRI) and Near Infrared Spectrograph (NIRSpec) data were employed. Our

analysis enabled us to establish limits on the DPDM kinetic mixing coupling at approxi-

mately ϵ ∼ 3 × 10−11 and ϵ ∼ O(10−12) respectively. This broadband search for DPDM

yielded valuable lower-frequency constraints, complementing other experiments conducted

in room-sized laboratories, such as Lampost, Mudhi, FUNK, and TOKYO. However, our

results indicated a coupling weaker by about one order of magnitude compared to the

XENON1T results, which utilized the potential dark photon flux generated by the Sun,

without assuming that the dark photon is the dark matter. Our results are also comparable

with the astrophysical bound from the solar emission of the dark photon particles.

While our results are slightly weaker than XENON1T constraints, there exists potential

for improvement given that JWST is not specifically designed for the direct detection of

DPDM. JWST boasts an outstanding receiver capable of detecting THz signals. By incor-

porating a spherical mirror as the reflector, as proposed in Refs. [39, 41, 48], or adopting

a flat reflector along with a parabolic collection mirror, akin to the design in the TOKYO

experiment [42, 51] and the BRASS-p experiment [55], it is possible to enhance sensitivity

by orders of magnitude due to the right focus on the DPDM signal.
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Appendix A: Detailed derivation of Eq. (21)

Starting from equation (20), the integration over k′ can be done analytically,∫
<kesc

d3k′

(2π)3
e
− 2k′2

k20 eik
′·(r′−r′′) =

k2
0e

−2z2e−iyz

32
√
2π2∆r

[
2
√
2i(−1 + e2iyz) +

√
πye−(y−4iz)2/8

(
erf

(
4z + iy

2
√
2

)
+ erf

(
4z − iy

2
√
2

))]
(A1)

where ∆r = |r′ − r′′|, z = kesc/k0, and y = k0∆r. When z or kesc is large, the expression

above can be expanded as∫
<kesc

d3k′

(2π)3
e
− 2k′2

k20 eik
′·(r′−r′′) ≈ k3

0

16
√
2π3/2

(
e−

1
8
y2 − 2

√
2√

πy
e−2z2 sin(yz)

)
. (A2)

The next-to-leading order term is suppressed by e−2z2 , and can be neglected. In addition,

note that that

ρDM =
1

2
⟨E′(r, t)E′∗(r, t)⟩ = ab2

64π2
k3
0|E′

0|2
(√

2πerf(
√
2z)− 4ze−2z2

)
(A3)

which, under the large z approximation, becomes

ρDM =
ab2

32
√
2π3/2

k3
0|E′

0|2. (A4)

So the expression for ⟨S⟩t reads

⟨S⟩t = ρDM

( ϵ
λ

)2 ∫
dS ′dS ′′ {[τ (r′)× (r − r′)]× (r − r′)} × [τ (r′′)× (r − r′′)]

×e−
1
8
k20 |r′−r′′|2Re

(
eimA′ (|r−r′|−|r−r′′|)

|r − r′|3|r − r′′|2

)
(A5)
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Appendix B: A Brief Proof of Eq. (8)

We demonstrate the one-dimensional case; extending to higher dimensions is straightfor-

ward.

We wish to evaluate

lim
α→∞

√
α

∫ ∞

−∞
g(x)eiαf(x)dx (B1)

in the large α limit. In this analysis, we assume that f(x) is second order differentiable,

g(x) is continuous. We also assume that g(x) is either compactly supported or exhibits

exponential decay and that f ′(x) = 0 has only a discrete set of solutions. Here, we will focus

on proving the case where g(x) is compactly supported, noting that a similar approach can

be applied when g(x) has exponential decay.

Denote by Σ the set of points where f ′(x) = 0. Define

∆ = min{xi − xj|xi, xj ∈ Σ} (B2)

Denote by I the set on which g(x) is supported. Define a set A as follows,

A =

{
[a, b]

∣∣∣∣[a, b] = [x0 −
δ

2
, x0 +

δ

2

]
∩ I , x0 ∈ Σ

}
(B3)

where δ is a positive real number that satisfies δ < min{∆, α−1/2+ϵ}, with ϵ being a real

number in the range 0 < ϵ < 1/8. Due to the continuity of f ′(x), it follows that f(x) is

monotonic between any two adjacent points in Σ. Consequently, we can divide the interval

I into a finite set of closed intervals, each of which is either an element of A or an interval

on which f(x) is strictly monotonic.

Let’s begin by examining the integral over intervals where f(x) is monotonic.

√
α

∫ d

c

g(x)eiαf(x)dx (B4)

Where c and d are two real numbers. Since f(x) is monotonic, it has an inverse, here denoted

by f−1(x). We define y = f−1(x), and the integral can be expressed as

√
α

∫ d′

c′
g̃(y)eiαydy (B5)

where c′ = f(c), d′ = f(d), and g̃(y) = g(f−1(y))(f−1)′(y). It can be shown that this

expression goes to zero as α → ∞. By dividing the interval [c′, d′] into a set of intervals

with length 2π/α, integrating on each small interval contributes a result of order O(α−3/2).
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Summing over all intervals gives an additional factor of α, resulting in the overall order

O(α−1/2). Consequently, (B5) vanishes in the large α limit.

Next consider the integral on elements of A:

√
α

∫ x0+b

x0−a

g(x)eiαf(x)dx (B6)

where x0 ∈ Σ and δ ≥ a, b ≥ 0. Notice that

√
α

∣∣∣∣∫ x0+b

x0−a

(g(x)− g(x0))e
iαf(x)dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ √
α(a+ b) sup

x0−a≤x≤x0+b
{g(x)− g(x0)} = O(α−1/2+2ϵ)

(B7)

As α approaches infinity, the expression above tends to zero. Therefore, the integral we aim

to evaluate can be replaced by the following expression,

√
α

∫ x0+b

x0−a

g(x0)e
iαf(x)dx (B8)

In the vicinity of x0, f(x) can be Taylor-expanded as

f(x) = f(x0) +
1

2
f ′′(x0)(x− x0)

2 +R2(x) (B9)

where R2(x) represents the remainder term. Divide the integral into two parts

√
α

∫ x0+b

x0−a

g(x0)e
iαf(x)dx =

√
α

∫ x0+b

x0−a

g(x0) exp

[
iα

(
f(x0) +

1

2
f ′′(x0)(x− x0)

2

)]
dx

+
√
α

∫ x0+b

x0−a

g(x0)[exp(iαR2(x))− 1] exp

[
iα

(
f(x0) +

1

2
f ′′(x0)(x− x0)

2

)]
dx

(B10)

As αR2(x) = O(α−1/2+3ϵ), the second term is of order O(α−1/2+4ϵ), and therefore vanishes

in the large α limit. Furthermore, in the large α limit, it can be demonstrated that the first

term is equal to

√
α

∫ ∞

−∞
g(x0) exp

[
iα

(
f(x0) +

1

2
f ′′(x0)(x− x0)

2

)]
dx (B11)

We just have to prove that both

√
α

∫ x0−a

−∞
g(x0) exp

[
iα

(
f(x0) +

1

2
f ′′(x0)(x− x0)

2

)]
dx (B12)

and
√
α

∫ ∞

x0+b

g(x0) exp

[
iα

(
f(x0) +

1

2
f ′′(x0)(x− x0)

2

)]
dx (B13)
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tends to zero as α → ∞. Take (B13) for example. Let’s define t = α(x− x0)
2, substitute x

with t, and (B13) becomes

g(x0)e
iαf(x0)

∫ ∞

αb2

1

2
√
t
exp

[
1

2
if ′′(x0)t

]
dt (B14)

When α is sufficiently large, we have αb2 = α2ϵ. Therefore, as α approaches infinity, (B13)

tends to zero.

To sum up, we have∫ ∞

−∞
g(x)eiαf(x)dx =

∑
x0∈Σ

∫ ∞

−∞
g(x0) exp

[
iα

(
f(x0) +

1

2
f ′′(x0)(x− x0)

2

)]
dx (B15)

The integral on the right-hand side is nothing but a Gaussian integral, so the result is∫ ∞

−∞
g(x)eiαf(x)dx =

∑
x0∈Σ

√
2π

α
|f ′′(x0)|−1/2e

iπ
4
sgn(f ′′(x0))g(x0)e

iαf(x0) (B16)

It is straight forward to generalize to higher dimensional case. We can use the same

method to prove that∫
Rn

g(x)eiαf(x)dnx =
∑
x0∈Σ

∫
Rn

g(x0) exp

[
iα

(
f(x0) +

1

2
(x− x0)

THess(f(x0))(x− x0)

)]
dnx

(B17)

Here Σ is defined to be the set of points where ∇f = 0, and the Hessian matrix is defined

to be

Hess(f(x)) =



∂2f

∂x2
1

∂2f

∂x1∂x2

· · · ∂2f

∂x1∂xn

∂2f

∂x2∂x1

∂2f

∂x2
2

· · · ∂2f

∂x2∂xn
...

...
. . .

...

∂2f

∂xn∂x1

∂2f

∂xn∂x2

· · · ∂2f

∂x2
n


(B18)

To evaluate the multidimensional Gaussian integral, we diagonalize the Hessian matrix. This

transforms the integral into the product of n one dimensional Gaussian integrals, ultimately

leading to equation (8).

Appendix C: Ray Transfer Matrix Analysis

In systems satisfying paraxial condition, we can utilize ”ray transfer matrix analysis”

to simplify the calculations. A beam of light can be characterized by two parameters:
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the angle(counterclockwise) between the light and the optical axis, and the vertical dis-

tance(upward) between the light and the optical axis. These two parameters can be orga-

nized into a column vector

v =

θ
y

 (C1)

Here we assume that the light is travelling from left to right.

We can perform various operations on the light. First, it can travel a distance L through

free space, as depicted in Figure 5. During free travel, the angle θ remains unchanged, while

the height y increases by θL. This process can be described by the left multiplication of a

matrix

v ⇒ v′ =

1 0

L 1

v (C2)

Figure 5: A beam of light travelling in free space

We can also represent the effects of reflectors using matrices. Reflecting changes the

direction of the light from right-going to left-going, which can introduce complications.

To simplify matters, we reflect the direction of the light, ensuring that it always travels

rightward, as shown in figure 6.
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Figure 6: Reflecting the light so that it is always right-going

We are now prepared to analyze the effect of a reflector. When a beam of light is reflected

by the reflector, its height remains unchanged while the direction θ is altered. Given that

the paraxial condition is met, the reflector can be approximated by a spherical mirror, with

its radius equal to the radius of curvature. Through direct analysis, we find that the effect

of a reflector can be described by the following matrices

1 −2
ρ

0 1

 (concave)

1 2
ρ

0 1

 (convex) (C3)

In the JWST setup, the axis of symmetry of the reflectors may differ from the optical

axis, as shown in Figure 7 and Figure 8. Fortunately, the system is linear, so both of these

effects simply add an overall constant to the beams of light we are considering.
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Figure 7: The center of the reflector is

higher than the optical axis.

Figure 8: The axis of symmetry is not

parallel to the optical axis.

First, if the center of the mirror is higher than the optical axis, the effect of the mirror isθ
y

⇒

θ − 2y
ρ
+ 2h

ρ

y

 (C4)

So there is an overall angle 2h/ρ, which can only cause overall vertical or angular displace-

ment.

In the second case, where the axis of symmetry is not parallel to the optical axis, we haveθ
y

⇒

θ − 2y
ρ
− 2θ0

y

 (C5)

Similarly, the 2θ0 term can only cause overall vertical or angular displacements. As a result,

the displacement of mirrors has no effect on the signal strength, allowing us to disregard the

displacements and permitting light to pass through some mirrors if necessary.

Appendix D: Data Analysis Method

The data analysis method adopted in the present work follows that in [46, 57, 64]. Utiliz-

ing JWST observation [63], we have a dataset of spectral flux density Ōi (mean value) along

with the associated statistical error σŌi
at a series of frequency bins indexed by i. To model

the local flux background around bin i0, We apply a polynomial function B(a, f), fitting the

data from bin i0 − k to bin i0 + k,

B(a, f) = a0 + a1f + a2f
2 + ...+ anf

n. (D1)
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a = {a0, a1, a2, ..., an} are the coefficients of the polynomial terms. The weighted sum of

squared residuals,
i0+k∑

i=i0−k

1

σ2
Ōi

[B(a, fi)− Ōi]
2, (D2)

is minimized at a = ã. The deviations of the data points from the background fitting result,

δi ≡ B(ã, fi)− Ōi, can be modeled as a systematic error at bin i0, that is

σsys
i0

=

√√√√ 1

2k − 1

i0+k∑
i=i0−k

(δi − δ̄)2. (D3)

δ̄ is the average of the list δi. Note that in computing Eqs. (D2)-(D3), we do not include

the bin i0 in the calculations. Additionally, for practical purposes, we set n = 3 and k = 5.

By adding these two kinds of uncertainties in quadrature, we get the total uncertainty at

bin i0,

σsys
i0

=
√
(σsys

i0
)2 + σ2

Ōi0
. (D4)

Next, to set upper limits on the coupling of DPDM with photon, we employ a likelihood-

based statistical method [64]. A likelihood function is constructed around bin i0 as follows,

L(S, a) =

i0+k∏
i=i0−k

1√
2πσtot

i

exp

[
−1

2

(
B(a, fi) + Sδii0 − Ōi

σtot
i

)2
]
. (D5)

Here, we consider the parameter a’s as nuisance parameters. S represents the DPDM-

induced signal, and we assume its location to be in bin i0. It’s worth noting that the

frequency dispersion of DPDM is BDPDM ∼ 0.15 kHz × (mA′/µeV). This is much smaller

than the instrumental spectral resolution which ranges from 10 GHz to 40 THz, depending

on different observation modes [56], so the DPDM-induced signal can be safely confined

within a single frequency bin.

Then, we build the test statistic as

qS =

−2 ln L(S,ˆ̂a)

L(Ŝ,â)
, Ŝ ≤ S

0, Ŝ > S
. (D6)

L is maximized at a = â and S = Ŝ; it is conditionally maximized at a = ˆ̂a for a fixed

S. As has been demonstrated in Ref. [64], the test statistic qS satisfies the half-chi-squared

distribution,

f(qS|S) =
1

2
δ(qS) +

1

2

1√
2π

1
√
qS

exp(−qS/2), (D7)
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the cumulative distribution of which is labeled as Φ(
√
qS). Then, we define the p-value

function as pS = [1 − Φ(
√
qS)]/[1 − Φ(

√
q0)] which measures the deviation of the assumed

signal S to the null S = 0. We set pS = 5% and then determine the value of S corresponding

to this pS, which we denote as Slim. Consequently, if an assumed signal has a strength

S > Slim, we can exclude it at the 95% confidence level.
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Theoretical Highlights of CP Violation in 𝐵 Decays Eleftheria Malami

1. First Few Words

The concept of CP violation in the 𝐵–meson system is important in order to test the Standard
Model (SM) as well as to search for hints of New Physics (NP). Central role in the studies of CP
violation plays the Cabibbo–Kobayashi–Maskawa (CKM) matrix [1, 2], and an important topic
linked to this matrix is the Unitarity triangle (UT). We provide recent highlights in the studies of
CP violation and discuss benchmark modes.

2. Topic 1: Mixing Phases and Penguin Contributions

An important feature of neutral 𝐵 mesons is the oscillation between 𝐵0
𝑞 and 𝐵̄0

𝑞, which may
lead to interference effects if both 𝐵0

𝑞 and 𝐵̄0
𝑞 decay into the same final state. These interference

effects give rise to CP-violating asymmetries. Associated to the 𝐵0
𝑞–𝐵̄0

𝑞 mixing phenomenon are
the CP-violating mixing phases 𝜙𝑑 and 𝜙𝑠 for the 𝐵𝑑 and 𝐵𝑠 systems, respectively. Benchmark
decays for determining these phases are the 𝐵0

𝑑
→ 𝐽/𝜓𝐾0

𝑠 and 𝐵0
𝑠 → 𝐽/𝜓𝜙 modes. The theoretical

precision is limited by doubly-Cabibbo suppressed penguin contributions, which are difficult to
calculate. So, instead of calculating these penguin topologies, we use control channels to determine
them, exploiting the SU(3) flavour symmetry of strong interactions. The corresponding analysis
is given in Ref. [3] and allows us to extract the values of the mixing phases, taking the penguin
contributions into account. The experimental input for the phases is:

𝜙eff
𝑠 = (−4.1 ± 1.3)◦, 𝜙eff

𝑑 = (43.6 ± 1.4)◦, (1)

where 𝜙eff
𝑞 = 𝜙𝑞 + Δ𝜙𝑞 with Δ𝜙𝑞 indicating the hadronic phase shift. The extracted penguin

parameters 𝑎 (𝑉 ) and 𝜃 (𝑉 ) and mixing phases are the following [4]:

vector-pseudoscalar states 𝑎 = 0.14+0.17
−0.11 , 𝜃 =

(
173+35

−45

)◦
, 𝜙𝑑 =

(
44.4+1.6

−1.5

)◦
, (2)

vector-vector states 𝑎𝑉 = 0.044+0.085
−0.038 , 𝜃𝑉 =

(
306+ 48

−112

)◦
, 𝜙𝑠 = (−4.2 ± 1.4)◦ . (3)

We note that updated measured values for 𝜙eff
𝑠 and 𝜙eff

𝑑
have recently been provided by the LHCb

Collaboration and the Belle II experiment in Refs. [5–7], respectively. In future analyses, achieving
much higher precision, it is important that the penguin contributions are properly included.

Having provided the mixing phases, we move on to the UT and the determination of its apex.
For this aim, special attention needs to be given to the determination of the CKM input parameters.
As presented in Ref. [8], one way of determining the UT is through the angle 𝛾 and the side 𝑅𝑏.
Concerning the angle 𝛾, it is measured by the LHCb collaboration through 𝐵 → 𝐷𝐾 modes.
An alternative way of obtaining this angle is via the isospin analysis of 𝐵 → 𝜋𝜋, 𝜌𝜋, 𝜌𝜌 decays,
yielding the UT angle 𝛼. Utilising the 𝜙𝑑 phase, the value of 𝛼 is converted into 𝛾. The two results
agree with each other, thus with the current precision, we can make an average of these 𝛾 values:

𝛾avg = (68.4 ± 3.3)◦. (4)

Regarding 𝑅𝑏, tensions arise between the inclusive and exclusive determinations of the |𝑉𝑢𝑏 | and
|𝑉𝑐𝑏 | matrix elements. The essential point is to avoid making averages between these values but to

2
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Figure 1: Determination of the UT apex. Top left: inclusive case, top right: exclusive case and bottom plot:
hybrid case with excl. |𝑉𝑢𝑏 | and incl. |𝑉𝑐𝑏 | [3].

perform separate analysis for the two different approaches. On top of that, we can explore a hybrid
option; the case of exclusive |𝑉𝑢𝑏 | and inclusive |𝑉𝑐𝑏 |, as presented in [8]. An illustration of the UT
for these three cases is given in Fig. 1. In the same figure, the 𝜀𝐾 hyperbola (blue contour), coming
from indirect CP violation in the neutral kaon system, is also shown.

The studies of the UT are a key input for obtaining SM predictions of the 𝐵𝑞 mixing parameters
and eventually, exploring the corresponding space for NP left through the current data. As discussed
in [8], the corresponding results have interesting applications in rare leptonic decays. In particular,
we can minimise the impact of the CKM parameters when constraining NP in 𝐵0

𝑠 → 𝜇+𝜇− by
creating ratios of the branching fraction of this decay and the mass difference Δ𝑚𝑠 [9, 10]:

𝑅𝑠𝜇 = B̄(𝐵0
𝑠 → 𝜇+𝜇−)/Δ𝑚𝑠, (5)

where the CKM elements drop out in the SM.

3. Topic 2: Puzzles in Tree Decays

The pure tree decays 𝐵̄0
𝑠 → 𝐷+

𝑠𝐾
− and 𝐵0

𝑠 → 𝐷+
𝑠𝐾

− (and their CP conjugates) offer a powerful
probe for testing the SM description of CP violation [11–13]. Intriguing puzzles arise in the angle
𝛾 of the UT and the individual branching ratios, which complement each other. A strategy that

3
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allows us to study these anomalies and search for hints of NP is discussed in Refs. [14, 15]. Let us
summarise the key points of this methodology.

As a first step, we explore CP violation. Due to 𝐵0
𝑞–𝐵̄0

𝑞 mixing, interference effects arise
between the 𝐵̄0

𝑠 → 𝐷+
𝑠𝐾

− and 𝐵0
𝑠 → 𝐷+

𝑠𝐾
− channels. These interference effects lead to a time-

dependent CP asymmetry, which yields the observables 𝐶, 𝑆, AΔΓ and their CP conjugates. A
measure of the strength of the interference effects is given by the quantities 𝜉 and 𝜉. Therefore, one
can use the observables 𝐶, 𝑆, AΔΓ and 𝐶̄, 𝑆, ĀΔΓ, in order to determine 𝜉 and 𝜉, respectively, from
the experimental data in an unambiguous way. Within the SM, in the product 𝜉 × 𝜉 hadronic matrix
elements cancel out allowing a theoretically clean extraction to (𝜙𝑠 + 𝛾). In the presence of NP, the
generalisation of this relation takes the following form:

𝜉 × 𝜉 =

√︄
1 − 2

[
𝐶 + 𝐶̄

(1 + 𝐶)
(
1 + 𝐶̄

) ]𝑒−𝑖 [2(𝜙𝑠+𝛾eff ) ] , (6)

where again hadronic uncertainties cancel. In particular, here it is possible that 𝐶 + 𝐶̄ is not equal
to 0, as in the SM. The above expression leads to a theoretically clean determination of the angle:

𝛾eff ≡ 𝛾 + 𝛾NP, (7)

where 𝛾NP is a function of the NP parameters 𝜌, 𝜑, 𝛿, and 𝜌̄, 𝜑̄, 𝛿 (for the CP conjugate case). Here,
𝜌 =

[
𝐴(𝐵̄0

𝑠 → 𝐷+
𝑠𝐾

−)NP/𝐴(𝐵̄0
𝑠 → 𝐷+

𝑠𝐾
−)SM

]
measures the strength of NP, while 𝛿 and 𝜑 denote

the CP-conserving and CP-violating phases, and similarly for 𝜌̄, 𝜑̄, 𝛿. Using information on 𝛾 [16]
from other processes, we extract 𝛾NP.

The second step corresponds to information from the branching ratios. We create ratios by
combining the branching fractions of the non-leptonic decays we study with differential branching
ratios of their semi-leptonic partner channels. These ratios with the semileptonic decays minimize
the dependence on the CKM matrix elements and the hadronic form factors. Therefore, they provide
a useful setup which permits the extraction of the colour factors |𝑎1 | from the data in the theoretically
cleanest possible manner. Comparing these experimental results with theoretical predictions, we
find tensions even up to the 4.8 𝜎 level. This intriguing pattern is in line with what we expect from
the puzzling situation with 𝛾. In order to interpret these |𝑎1 | deviations, we introduce the quantities:

𝑏̄ ≡
⟨B(𝐵̄0

𝑠 → 𝐷+
𝑠𝐾

−)th⟩
B(𝐵̄0

𝑠 → 𝐷+
𝑠𝐾

−)SM
th

= 1 + 2 𝜌̄ cos 𝛿 cos 𝜑̄ + 𝜌̄2, (8)

𝑏 ≡
⟨B(𝐵0

𝑠 → 𝐷−
𝑠 𝐾

+)th⟩
B(𝐵0

𝑠 → 𝐷−
𝑠 𝐾

+)SM
th

= 1 + 2 𝜌 cos 𝛿 cos 𝜑 + 𝜌2, (9)

where now we use as input the theoretical expectation of |𝑎1 |. The extracted values of 𝑏 and
𝑏̄ deviate from the SM. We highlight that making use of other control channels, we are able to
constrain the contributions from exchange diagrams and no anomalous enhancement is observed
due to these topologies.

Last but not least, we explore how much room there is for NP utilising all three 𝛾eff , 𝑏 and
𝑏̄. More specifically, we obtain correlations between the NP parameters 𝜌(𝜑) and 𝜌̄(𝜑̄), assuming
that the strong phases equal to 0. Constraining these NP parameters, we find that it is possible to
accommodate the current data with new contributions of moderate size.
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We note that for the numerical analysis in Refs. [14, 15] the values presented by the LHCb
Collaboration in Ref. [17] have been used. A new standalone measurement by LHCb using only
Run II has recently been reported [18], which is interesting to explore further.

4. Topic 3: 𝐵0
𝑑
→ 𝜋0𝐾𝑆 and 𝐵𝑠 → 𝐾+𝐾−

Another powerful probe for CP violation studies is given by charmless two-body 𝐵 decays,
such as 𝐵 → 𝜋𝐾 , 𝐵 (𝑠) → 𝐾𝐾 and 𝐵 → 𝜋𝜋 [19–21]. Here, we will present updates related to two
of these channels, 𝐵0

𝑑
→ 𝜋0𝐾𝑆 and 𝐵𝑠 → 𝐾+𝐾−, which are dominated by penguin topologies.

The 𝐵0
𝑑
→ 𝜋0𝐾𝑆 decay is one of the most interesting 𝐵 → 𝜋𝐾 channels, as this is the only one

exhibiting mixing-induced CP violation. Therefore, it is important to measure CP violation with
the highest precision in this system, and especially the mixing-induced CP violation. This mode is
extensively studied in Refs. [22–25].

Following the analysis in Ref. [22], utilising an isospin relation and complementing it with a
minimal SU(3) input, we obtain correlations between the CP asymmetries, given by the following
expression [26]:

𝑆𝜋0𝐾𝑠
=

√︃
1 − 𝐴2

𝜋0𝐾𝑠
sin(𝜙𝑑 − 𝜙00). (10)

Here, 𝑆𝜋0𝐾𝑠
is the mixing-induced and 𝐴𝜋0𝐾𝑠

the direct CP asymmetry, 𝜙𝑑 is the 𝐵0
𝑑
− 𝐵̄0

𝑑
mixing

phase and 𝜙00 denotes the angle between the decay amplitude 𝐵0
𝑑
→ 𝜋0𝐾0 and its CP-conjugate

𝐵̄0
𝑑
→ 𝜋0𝐾̄0. Interestingly, tensions arise with the SM picture. Thus, we need to explore how

this puzzle can be resolved. Two are the options: either the data should change or NP physics
contributions might enter the penguin sector.

An update on the time-dependent CP violation in 𝐵0
𝑑
→ 𝜋0𝐾𝑆 was recently provided by Belle

II. The new new results for the mixing induced and direct CP asymmetries are the following [27]:

𝐴Belle II
𝜋0𝐾𝑠

= 0.04+0.15
−0.14 ± 0.05, 𝑆Belle II

𝜋0𝐾𝑠
= 0.75+0.20

−0.23 ± 0.04. (11)

These results can be compared with the current world average:

𝐴
world average
𝜋0𝐾𝑠

= −0.01 ± 0.10, 𝑆
world average
𝜋0𝐾𝑠

= 0.57 ± 0.17. (12)

The new Belle II data become competitive with the world’s most precise measurements. In
comparison with the theoretical results for the CP asymmetries derived from Eq. 10, this new
measurement has been shifted towards the theory predictions, showing a better agreement within
the uncertainties. This is an interesting point as it can play a key role in resolving the longstanding
𝐵 → 𝜋𝐾 puzzle.

The second interesting channel we discuss is the 𝐵𝑠 → 𝐾+𝐾− [28], where the first observation
of CP violation in this decay was recently reported by the LHCb collaboration [29]. The new LHCb
measurements reveal surprising differences between the direct CP asymmetries in the following
modes [29]:

Adir
CP(𝐵

0
𝑠 → 𝐾−𝐾+) − Adir

CP(𝐵
0
𝑑 → 𝜋−𝐾+) = 0.089 ± 0.031 , (13)

Adir
CP(𝐵

0
𝑑 → 𝜋−𝜋+) − Adir

CP(𝐵
0
𝑠 → 𝐾−𝜋+) = −0.095 ± 0.040. (14)

5
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These decays differ only via the spectator quark thus, it is unlikely that this pattern indicates NP.
An analysis performed in Ref. [30] shows that these differences can be accommodated in the SM
through exchange and penguin-annihilation topologies, that are sizeable − at the level of 20%.

On top of that, the analysis in Ref. [30] provides an interesting way of extracting the angle 𝛾
of the UT. The proposed strategy relies only on CP asymmetries without requiring information on
branching ratios. The result:

𝛾 = (65+11
−7 )

◦, (15)

agrees excellently with the 𝛾 values from the 𝐵 → 𝐷𝐾 decays, which are pure tree transitions. As
an a alternative, the 𝐵0

𝑠–𝐵̄0
𝑠 mixing phase 𝜙𝑠 can also be determined if now one uses the value of

𝛾 as an input. For this purpose, the methodology of using ratios of non-leptonic and semileptonic
𝐵 (𝑠) decay rates is utilisied, providing a clean way of obtaining 𝜙𝑠.

5. Topic 4: CP Violation in Rare Decays. What about 𝑅𝐾 (∗) and the Electron-Muon
Symmetry Violation?

The new results for 𝑅𝐾 (∗) presented by the LHCb collaboration in 2022 [31, 32]:

⟨𝑅𝐾 ⟩ = 0.949 ± 0.05, for momentum transfer 𝑞2 ∈ [1.1, 6.0] GeV, (16)

brought new perspectives for testing the electron–muon universality. These results agree with
Lepton Flavour Univerasality (LFU). The differential rates for 𝐵 → 𝐾𝜇+𝜇− are small compared
to the SM predictions, deviating at the 3.5𝜎 level, thereby still indicating possible NP through
these decays. How much electron-muon universality violation is possibly left for this NP, now
constrained by 𝑅𝐾? As shown in the analysis in Ref. [33] due to new CP-violating effects, there is
still significant room for violation of the electron–muon universality.

More specifically, this analysis explores the CP-violating effects in the NP studies of rare decays
making use of the muonic Wilson coefficients. The experimental branching ratio and the direct CP
asymmetry of the 𝐵− → 𝐾−𝜇+𝜇− mode constrains the corresponding muonic Wilson coefficients
𝐶𝑖𝜇. Combining this constrain with the new ⟨𝑅𝐾 ⟩ measurement allows the determination of the
Wilson coefficient 𝐶𝑖𝑒 in the electronic sector. Having determined 𝐶𝑖𝑒, the electronic direct and
mixing-induced CP asymmetry are also obtained. The following conclusions are drawn:

i) NP Wilson coefficients entering the electronic modes can strongly differ from the correspond-
ing ones entering the muonic channels and

ii) CP violating phases can be significantly different, therefore also the CP asymmetries between
the electronic and muonic modes, which are the observables that they experimentalists should
utilize in order to test the violation of LFU.

Therefore, it is still possible to have significant electron–muon universality violation, if NP
effects are associated with new sources of CP violation, which are encoded in Wilson coefficients.
In the era of high-precision B physics, it is important to perform experimental searches focusing on
differences in CP asymmetries between the 𝑏 → 𝑠𝑒+𝑒− and 𝑏 → 𝑠𝜇+𝜇− transitions. These studies
will be essential for further testing LFU.

6
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6. Epilogue

A lot of progress has been achieved over the last years in the studies of CP violation, which
was possible through the synergy between theorists and experimentalists. There are exciting new
perspectives to further explore CP violation. Moving towards the high precision era of 𝐵 physics
and monitoring the evolution of the data will lead to a much sharper picture.
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Abstract

The Standard Model lacks an organizing principle to describe quark and lepton “flavours”. We

review the impact of neutrino oscillation experiments, which show that leptons mix very differently

from quarks, placing a major challenge, but also providing a key input to the flavour puzzle. We briefly

sketch the seesaw and “scotogenic” approaches to neutrino mass, the latter including also WIMP dark

matter. We discuss the limitations of popular neutrino mixing patterns and examine the possibility that

they arise from symmetry, giving a bottom-up approach to residual flavour and CP symmetries. We

show how family and/or CP symmetries can generate novel viable and predictive mixing patterns. We

review the model-independent ways to predict lepton mixing and test both mixing predictions as well as

mass sum rules. We also discuss UV-complete flavour theories in four and more space-time dimensions,

and their predictions. Benchmarks given include an A4 scotogenic construction with trimaximal mixing

pattern TM2. Higher-dimensional completions are also reviewed, such as 5-D warped flavordynamics.

We present a T ′ warped flavordynamics theory with TM1 mixing pattern, detectable neutrinoless

double beta decay rates and providing a very good fit of flavour observables, including quarks. We also

review how 6-D orbifolds offer a way to determine the structure of the 4-D family symmetry from the

symmetries between the extra-D branes. We describe a scotogenic A4 orbifold predicting the “golden”

quark-lepton mass relation, large neutrino mass with normal ordering, higher atmospheric octant,

restricted reactor angle, and an excellent global flavour fit, including quark observables. Finally, we

discuss promising recent progress in tackling the flavor issue through the use of modular symmetries.

Keywords: Fermion mixing, CP violation, generalized CP, flavor and modular symmetry,

orbifolds, warped-flavordynamics.
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1 Introduction

Elucidating the spontaneous mechanism of symmetry breaking [1] within the Standard Model (SM) [2–5],

i.e. the existence of a physical Higgs boson [6–8], has so far been the main accomplished goal of the

successful LHC programme. This was achieved, at least partially, with the discovery of a scalar particle

with properties closely resembling those of the SM Higgs, by the ATLAS [9] and CMS [10] experiments

at CERN. More is expected from future studies, for example, at the upcoming FCC facility [11, 12] and

other complementary lepton accelerators [13–17].

Another major milestone in elementary particle physics has been the discovery of neutrino oscillations

in solar and atmospheric neutrino experiments [18, 19]. These were followed by reactor- and accelerator-

based studies, e.g. [20–23] which, altogether, imply nonzero neutrino masses, as well as large mixing angles

in the lepton sector [24, 25] 1. This comes as a surprise, when compared with the pattern seen in the

Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix describing quark mixing and CP violation [28]. It also means that,

even after the discovery of the Higgs boson, the arquitecture of particle physics is still quite far from

“complete”.

The origin of neutrino masses is one of the deepest secrets of modern particle physics [29]. The

most general neutrino mass generation template is given by the SU(3)c ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗U(1)Y gauge theory

framework characterizing the SM [30–32]. In this review we will be mainly concerned with bottom-up

1There is a fairly good agreement with the other determinations, by the Bari group [26] and NuFit [27].
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approaches, for which this is the most appropriate choice. However the seesaw can also been discussed in

terms of left-right theories and SO(10) [33–38].

Following the gauge principle that underlies the SM construction, neutrinos should also get mass

through spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB). Small neutrino masses would be understood dynamically

through new vacuum expectation values (VEVs). A specially interesting case is that of spontaneous

violation of lepton number [32, 39]. Besides the high-scale seesaw, we stress that one can also have

dynamical generation of neutrino masses at low scales [40–42].

Within the SM picture three of the fundamental interactions of nature (electromagnetic, weak and

strong) all have a gauge description. It would be very appealing if these could also have a common origin

at very high energies [34, 43–47], though no hard evidence for this beautiful idea has ever been found.

Despite their potential in providing an all-encompassing unified description including also gravity [48–50],

superstring theories have so-far also failed to provide a phenomenologically convincing roadmap.

Another major drawback of the SM construction is that it fails to explain family replication, fermion

mass hierarchies and mixing pattern. The discovery of oscillations has only exacerbated this fact. The

disparity observed in the pattern of quark and lepton mixing parameters appears to us unlikely to be the

result of pure chance. As a result, we will not examine the possibility of neutrino mixing anarchy [51,52].

Although viable, we find this hypothesis theoretically unsatisfactory. Instead, our main common thread

in this review will be the symmetry approach to the “flavour problem”.

Here we will be mainly concerned with explaining the detailed pattern of the weak interactions of

quarks and leptons within family-symmetry extended theories based on the SU(3)c ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗U(1)Y

gauge group, with special emphasis on the case of leptons. Early attempts to understand the lepton

mixing pattern starting from the quark sector have now become obsolete, since the discovery of neutrino

oscillations. A fully successful flavour theory should explain not only the observed large mixing angles in

the lepton sector but also the CKM mixing pattern governing quark mixing and CP violation. Likewise, it

should also account for the pattern of quark and lepton masses. In this review we will illustrate how this

may, at least partially, be achieved either within 4-dimensional renormalizable gauge field theories [53–69]

or in the context of theories with extra spacetime dimensions [70–84]. To set up notation for the following

chapters here we start with some preliminaries on the gauge-theoretic description of quark and lepton

mixing, followed by a very brief critique of the SM drawbacks.

We should stress that there are already several excellent reviews on the discrete flavor symmetry

approach to address the SM flavor puzzle [85–93]. Apart from providing an update to these, the present

review will focus on how the residual flavor and CP symmetries can constrain the fermion mixing angles

and CP violation phases independently of the details of a specific implementation. We discuss in detail

both theory and phenomenological predictions. In addition, we discuss several other topics and predictive

benchmark flavor model examples, both in four dimensions and extra dimensions. The latter include

warped 5D flavordynamics as well as orbifold-based scenarios, which are reviewed here for the first time.

We discuss extensively the predictions of a broad class of symmetry-based theories of flavor. Finally, we

also give a brief discussion of theories based on modular symmetries and how these may help with the
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vacuum alignment problem.

1.1 Quark masses and mixing

We recall that in a gauge field theory like the Standard Model all the fermion masses arise from sponta-

neous symmetry breaking. The most general quark Yukawa interactions with the Higgs doublet H allowed

by symmetry are given by [94–96],

Lq
Yuk = −(yD)ijDi

RH
†Qj

L − (yU )ijU i
RH̃

†Qj
L + h.c. , (1.1)

where H̃ = iτ2H
∗ and Qi

L =
(
U i
L, D

i
L

)T
. The Yukawa matrices yD and yU are arbitrary complex matrices

in flavour space. Upon electroweak symmetry breaking, the Higgs vacuum expectation value (VEV)

⟨H⟩ = (0, v/
√
2)T with v ≃ 246GeV gives us the quark mass terms

Lq
mass = −URmUUL −DRmDDL + h.c. , (1.2)

where UL ≡ (uL, cL, tL)
T , DL ≡ (dL, sL, bL)

T , UR ≡ (uR, cR, tR)
T and DR ≡ (dR, sR, bR)

T denote the

three generations of left and right-handed up- and down-type quark fields, respectively. The mass matrices

are determined by the Yukawa couplings and the Higgs VEV as follows

mU =
v√
2
yU , mD =

v√
2
yD . (1.3)

Gauge invariance does not constrain the flavour structure of the Yukawa couplings yD and yU and therefore

mU andmD are arbitrary complex matrices. These matrices can be brought into diagonal form by separate

unitary transformations on the left and right fermions, i.e.

W †
umUVu = diag(mu,mc,mt), W †

dmDVd = diag(md,ms,mb) , (1.4)

which implies

V †
um

†
UmUVu = diag

(
m2

u,m
2
c ,m

2
t

)
, (1.5)

V †
dm

†
DmDVd = diag

(
m2

d,m
2
s,m

2
b

)
. (1.6)

By performing such unitary transformations UL → VuUL, DL → VdDL, UR → WuUR and DR → WdDR

one can go to the physical mass eigenstates. The resulting flavour-changing quark charged current weak

interaction reads

Lq
CC =

g√
2
ULγ

µVCKMDLW
+
µ + h.c. , (1.7)
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where VCKM ≡ V †
uVd is the Cabibbo-Kobayshi-Maskawa (CKM) mixing matrix [97, 98]. In what follows

we adopt the standard form for the CKM matrix describing quark mixing, i.e.

VCKM =




cq12c
q
13 sq12c

q
13 sq13e

−iδq

−sq12cq23 − cq12s
q
13s

q
23e

iδq cq12c
q
23 − sq12s

q
13s

q
23e

iδq cq13s
q
23

sq12s
q
23 − cq12s

q
13c

q
23e

iδq −cq12sq23 − sq12s
q
13c

q
23e

iδq cq13c
q
23


 , (1.8)

with cqij ≡ cos θqij , s
q
ij ≡ sin θqij . This parameterization is the one adopted by the Review of Particle

Physics of the Particle Data Group (PDG) [28], and supplements the original proposal in Ref. [30] by

specifying a convenient factor ordering. Notice that only one physical phase remains after the allowed

quark phase redefinitions. The CKM-phase-parameter δq is expressed in a neat and rephasing-invariant

way as [99],

δq = ϕq13 − ϕq12 − ϕq23 , (1.9)

in terms of the fundamental ϕqij phases. These are the relative phases between up- and down-type

diagonalization matrices. From Ref. [28] we extract the following allowed ranges [100, 101] for the CKM

parameters,

VCKM =

 0.97431± 0.00012 0.22514± 0.00055 (0.00365± 0.00010)ei(−66.8±2.0)◦

(−0.22500± 0.00054)ei(0.0351±0.0010)◦ (0.97344± 0.00012)ei(−0.001880±0.000052)◦ 0.04241± 0.00065

(0.00869± 0.00014)ei(−22.23±0.63)◦ (−0.04124± 0.00056)ei(1.056±0.032)◦ 0.999112± 0.000024

 .

(1.10)

1.2 Lepton masses and mixing

It is a characteristic feature of the Standard Model that spontaneous gauge symmetry breaking leaves

neutrinos as massless fermions. However, the discovery of neutrino oscillations [18, 19] implies non-

zero neutrino masses and neutrino mixing. One can introduce three right-handed neutrino fields νiR for

i = 1, 2, 3 as full SU(3)c ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗U(1)Y singlets. In analogy with the quark sector the neutrino and

charged lepton masses are described by the Yukawa interactions,

Ll
Yuk = −(yl)ijl

i
RH

†Lj
L − (yν)ijνiRH̃

†Lj
L + h.c. , (1.11)

where Li
L =

(
νiL, l

i
L

)T
are the lepton doublet fields. In this case neutrinos would be Dirac particles. This

requires the ad hoc imposition of lepton number symmetry to forbid the right-handed Majorana mass

term MijνiR (νjR)
c allowed by SM gauge invariance. Moreover, the Yukawa coulping yν should be of order

10−11 in order to accommodate the neutrino masses below the eV scale.

Under the assumption of lepton number conservation one gets, after electroweak symmetry breaking,

the following charged lepton and neutrino mass terms,

Ll
mass = −l̄RmllL − νRmννL + h.c. . (1.12)
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However, without a priori assumptions, gauge theories suggest that neutrinos are Majorana particles [30] 2.

However, this important issue of the nature of neutrinos must be settled by experiment. A prime exam-

ple is to search for neutrinoless double beta decay [106–109]. A positive detection would imply, by the

black-box theorem, the Majorana nature of at least one of the neutrinos [110].

Majorana neutrino masses can be effectively described by the non-renormalizable Weinberg operator

(yν)ij

(
(Li

L)
c iτ2H

)(
HT iτ2L

j
L

)
/(2Λ) [29]. As a result the charged lepton and neutrino mass terms take

of the following form

Ll
mass = −l̄RmllL − 1

2
νcLmννL + h.c. , (1.13)

where mν = yνv
2/(2Λ). The smallness of neutrino mass may be ascribed to the large new physics scale

Λ. There are also attractive low-scale realizations of the seesaw mechanism, as we comment below. Both

charged lepton and neutrino mass matrices are diagonalized through unitary transformations as follows

U †
l m

†
lmlUl = diag

(
m2

e,m
2
µ,m

2
τ

)
, (1.14)

and

UT
ν mνUν = diag (m1,m2,m3) , for Majorana neutrinos ,

U †
νm

†
νmνUν = diag

(
m2

1,m
2
2,m

2
3

)
, for Dirac neutrinos . (1.15)

where the light neutrino masses m1,2,3 are real and non-negative. The nonzero mass squared differences

measured in neutrino oscillation experiments imply a non-degenerate mass spectrum m1 ̸= m2 ̸= m3. As

a consequence, we can express the lepton mass matrices in terms of Ul, Uν and the mass eigenvalues as

m†
lml = Ul diag

(
m2

e,m
2
µ,m

2
τ

)
U †
l , (1.16)

mν = U∗
νdiag (m1,m2,m3)U

†
ν , for Majorana neutrinos , (1.17)

m†
νmν = Uνdiag

(
m2

1,m
2
2,m

2
3

)
U †
ν , for Dirac neutrinos . (1.18)

Transforming to the charged lepton and neutrino mass eigenstates, one obtains the leptonic charged-

current weak interaction as [30]

Ll
CC =

g√
2
l̄Lγ

µU †
l UννLW

−
µ + h.c. , (1.19)

where the combination U †
l Uν defines the lepton mixing matrix, i.e.

U = U †
l Uν . (1.20)

2Note that the most general description of neutrinos is in terms of two-component spinors, Dirac fermions being just
a particular case of Majorana [102]. Although the two-component approach is universal and often more insightful, in this
review we will adopt the more familiar four-component formalism used in most textbooks, for example [103–105], in which
Majorana and Dirac neutrinos appear as separate “cases”.
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Like the CKM matrix describing quark mixing, the lepton mixing matrix U arises from the mismatch

between the diagonalizations of charged leptons and neutrinos. Assuming unitarity, the matrix U is

characterized by three angles and three physical CP phases [30],

U =




cℓ12c
ℓ
13 sℓ12c

ℓ
13e

−iϕ12 sℓ13e
−iϕ13

−sℓ12cℓ23eiϕ12 − cℓ12s
ℓ
13s

ℓ
23e

−i(ϕ23−ϕ13) cℓ12c
ℓ
23 − sℓ12s

ℓ
13s

ℓ
23e

−i(ϕ23+ϕ12−ϕ13) cℓ13s
ℓ
23e

−iϕ23

sℓ12s
ℓ
23e

i(ϕ23+ϕ12) − cℓ12s
ℓ
13c

ℓ
23e

iϕ13 −cℓ12sℓ23eiϕ23 − sℓ12s
ℓ
13c

ℓ
23e

−i(ϕ12−ϕ13) cℓ13c
ℓ
23


 , (1.21)

with the abbreviation cℓij ≡ cos θℓij and s
l
ij ≡ sin θlij . The above universal symmetrical presentation for the

matrix U in Eq. (1.21) is very convenient both for the description of quark as well as lepton mixing [30].

Notice that there is an important difference between leptons and quarks concerning CP violation, namely,

all three CP phases in Eq. (1.21) are physical parameters. One of them is the lepton analoque of the

CKM phase in Eq. (1.9), also called Dirac phase.

δℓ = ϕ13 − ϕ12 − ϕ23 . (1.22)

The others are the so-called Majorana phases, which can not be eliminated by field redefinitions [30] if

neutrinos are Majorana particles. Only the Dirac phase affects conventional neutrino oscillation prob-

abilities, while the Majorana phases can only affect lepton number violating processes [111, 112]. Note

that in what follows we will also use the notation δCP for the lepton Dirac CP phase δℓ. It will be an

experimental challenge to obtain robust information on their magnitudes.

Current neutrino oscillation data restrict the elements of the lepton mixing matrix. One finds, at 3σ,

the following ranges [24,25]

U
NO

=

 0.7838 → 0.8442 0.5133 → 0.6004 (−0.1568 → 0.1489) + i(−0.1182 → 0.1520)

(−0.4831 → −0.2394) + i(−0.0749 → 0.0963) (0.4635 → 0.6749) + i(−0.0521 → 0.0668) 0.6499 → 0.7719

(0.3068 → 0.5391) + i(−0.0643 → 0.0933) (−0.6897 → −0.4821) + i(−0.0446 → 0.0644) 0.6161 → 0.7434


(1.23)

for the case of normal neutrino mass-ordering. On the other hand, for inverted-ordered neutrino masses

one has [24,25],

U
IO

=

 0.7835 → 0.8440 0.5133 → 0.6005 (−0.1423 → 0.1490) + i(0.0191 → 0.1553)

(−0.4806 → −0.2682) + i(0.0114 → 0.0990) (0.4546 → 0.6395) + i(0.0074 → 0.0695) 0.6493 → 0.7711

(0.3102 → 0.5133) + i(0.0094 → 0.0947) (−0.6956 → −0.5248) + i(0.0057 → 0.0654) 0.6171 → 0.7436

 (1.24)

Current determinations of the mass-ordering and the atmospheric octant are not yet fully robust. On the

other hand we still struggle with a very poor determination of the magnitude of the Dirac CP phase (see

below).

1.3 Neutrino oscillation recap

We now give a “drone view” of the current status of neutrino oscillation parameters. The basic discovery

made in solar and atmospheric studies was soon followed by reactor and accelerator-based experiments that

have not only provided independent confirmation, but also improved parameter determination. Current

experimental data mainly converge towards a consistent global picture – the three-neutrino paradigm –

in which the oscillation parameters are determined as shown in figure 1.
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Figure 1: Current summary of neutrino oscillation parameters, where δ ≡ δCP . From [24,25].

The top-three panels show that two mixing angles are fairly large, at odds with the corresponding

mixing angles observed in the quark sector. In fact, it is the smallest lepton mixing angle, θ13, that

lies intriguingly close in magnitude to the largest of the quark mixing angles, i.e. the Cabibbo angle.

Currently we have no explanation for this fact.

The global oscillation parameter determinations can also be shown as the “matrix” in figure 2. Besides

the individual oscillation parameter determinations, given by the “diagonal” entries, the “off-diagonal”

entries of figure 2 show all pairwise parameter correlations 3, very useful for model-builders. Indeed, any

flavour model leads to predictions for various entries of the above triangular matrix. The zenodo website

in [25] will be used extensively in this review in order to examine the allowed parameter regions in different

theoretical setups.

At this point one should stress that, although the overall picture provided by the “three-neutrino

paradigm” is mostly robust, there are still loose ends. As already mentioned, the determination of the

neutrino spectrum and the octant of the atmospheric angle is not fully robust yet, while the precise

value of the leptonic CP phase also remains an open challenge. A robust CP determination will be a

key objective of the Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE) [113]. The experiment will have

two detector systems placed along Fermilab’s Long Baseline Neutrino Facility (LBNF) beam. One of

them will be near the beam source, while a much larger one will be placed underground 1300 km away

at the Sanford Underground Research Laboratory in South Dakota, in the same mine where Ray Davis

3Numerical tables for the relevant χ2 profiles can be downloaded from Ref. [25], including all pairwise correlations.
These tables can be used to test various neutrino mixing patterns predicted by different flavour theories, such as those in
Refs. [53–56,59–84].
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Figure 2: Neutrino oscillation parameters pair-correlations. As before δ ≡ δCP . From [24,25].

pioneered neutrino oscillation studies in the sixties. Further improvements are expected at the ambitious

T2HK proposal in Japan [114]. Reaching a precise CP phase determination will be a challenge for the

coming years. Likewise, underpinning the mass ordering [115]. Octant resolution may be harder, if

the preferred θ23 value lies close to maximality. See for example Refs. [116, 117] for details and related

references. Altogether, octant discrimination, underpinning the mass-ordering and performing a precise

CP determination constitute the target of the next generation of oscillation searches [118].

Last, but not least, we mention that there are also some experimental anomalies in neutrino physics
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Figure 3: The 0νββ decay amplitude in a generic three-neutrino scheme versus the degeneracy parameter
η. The curved bands are the normal and inverted ordering branches allowed by neutrino oscillations
respectively [124]. The current experimental bound |mββ | < (36−156)meV at 90% confidence level (C.L.)
from KamLAND-Zen [125] and the future sensitivity ranges |mββ | < (9.0 − 21) meV from LEGEND-
1000 [126] and |mββ | < (6.1 − 27) meV from nEXO [127] are indicated by light brown, light yellow
and light green horizontal bands respectively. The vertical grey band is excluded by the 95% C.L. limit
Σimi < 0.120 eV from Planck [128,129].

that challenge the simple picture provided by the “three-neutrino paradigm” suggesting, perhaps, a four-

neutrino oscillation scenario [119]. They will not be discussed in this review, the interested readers can

see Refs. [120–123].

1.4 Neutrinoless double beta decay

Neutrinoless double-beta decay (or 0νββ for short) is the prime lepton number violating process [106–109].

Given that neutrinos are observed to be massive fermions, and expected to be Majorana-type [30], it

follows that 0νββ decay should take place, as a consequence of neutrino exchange. In this case, the

effective mass parameter characterizing the amplitude is given as

|mββ | =

∣∣∣∣∣∣

3∑

j=1

U2
ejmj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣cℓ 212cℓ 213m1 + sℓ 212c

ℓ 2
13m2e

−2iϕ12 + sℓ 213m3e
−2iϕ13

∣∣∣ . (1.25)

Here we note that, in contrast with the parametrization adopted by the PDG, the symmetrical form of

the lepton mixing matrix provides a conceptually transparent description of 0νββ in which, as it should,

only Majorana phases appear [99]. Altogether, the original symmetrical form of the lepton mixing matrix,

Eq. (1.21), provides an insightful description both for the Dirac phase, Eq. (1.22), as well as the Majorana

phases, Eq. (1.25).
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An important point to notice from Eq. (1.25) is that, thanks to the Majorana phases, the 0νββ ampli-

tude can vanish due to possible destructive interference among the three individual neutrino amplitudes.

This is clearly seen in the blue branch of figure 3, taken from Ref. [124], which shows the 0νββ decay

amplitute versus the degeneracy parameter η. When η → 1 neutrino masses become degenerate, and

the two bands correspond to the two possible mass orderings. The most favorable case for 0νββ decay

detectability happens when neutrinos are nearly degenerate, as predicted in some UV-complete flavour

theories [53–55]. The η ≡ 1 case corresponds to the idealized limit where neutrinos would be strictly

degenerate. In order to generate oscillations neutrino masses must deviate from exact degeneracy. This

can happen in two ways, corresponding to the two curved branches seen in the figure. The normal-ordered

(NO) neutrino region is indicated in the left (blue) band, while inverted ordering (IO) gives the upper-

right (orange) branch. One sees that, thanks to the presence of the Majorana phases [30], the 0νββ

amplitude can vanish for normal ordering (but not for inverted). The horizontal band denotes the current

KamLAND-Zen limit [125], while the vertical one is excluded [124] by cosmological observations [128,129]

e.g. by the Planck collaboration. Altogether, one sees current data strongly disfavour nearly degenerate

neutrinos.

0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

10-1

10-2

10-3

|m
β
β
|[
eV
]

KamLAND-ZEN (95%)

nEXO 10y

LEGEND 1000

NO

IO

Figure 4: 0νββ decay amplitude when one neutrino is massless. The light-blue and light-orange bands are
the current 3σ C.L. regions for normal and inverted mass-ordering. The current bound from KamLAND-
ZEN [125] and projected sensitivities of LEGEND 1000 [126] and nEXO [127] are indicated.

Another interesting situation happens if one (or two) of the three neutrinos is massless or nearly so,

as in the “missing partner” seesaw mechanism [30] and other “incomplete-multiplet” schemes 4. The

minimal viable tree-level type-I seesaw has only two right-handed neutrinos [131–133]. In such a scheme

no cancellation is possible, even for normal-ordering [134–138]. The resulting regions are the two periodic

4A massless neutrino may also arise from the presence of anti-symmetric Yukawa couplings, see e.g. [130].
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bands seen in figure 4, which are expressed in terms of the only free parameter available, namely, the

relative neutrino Majorana phase φ 5. The colored horizontal bands show current experimental limits

of KamLAND-ZEN and the expected sensitivities of LEGEND 1000 and nEXO, where the width of the

bands reflects nuclear matrix element uncertainties [108, 109]. Notice in this case the existence of a

predicted theoretical lower bound on |mββ |. Taking into account the sensitivities expected at upcoming

0νββ experiments, one sees that this lower bound for NO lies below detectability in the foreseable future.

In contrast, inverse mass-ordering provides a lower bound that lies higher than the one generically

expected for the IO three-massive-neutrino case. This implies a guaranteed discovery in the next round

of experiments [139,140]. In fact, for this case, the recent KamLAND-Zen limit [125] already probes the

Majorana phase, as seen by the magenta band in figure 4. In short, for the one-massless-neutrino case

there is a chance, perhaps, that one could be able to extract the value of the relevant Majorana phase

from experiment.

Figure 5: The solid (dotted) [dashed] lines delimit the 1σ (2σ) [3σ] |mββ | regions allowed by oscillations.
Predictions of two normal-ordered Z8 schemes are given [148]. Vertical bars in mid-panels indicate
current 95%CL |mββ | upper bounds from KamLAND-Zen 400 [149], GERDA [150], CUORE [151] and
EXO-200 [152].

We now turn to the general three-massive-neutrino case. Although there is no garanteed minimum

value for |mββ | in this case, there can still be a lower-bound, even for normal mass-ordering, provided the

cancellation of the amplitudes is prevented by the structure of the leptonic weak interaction vertex [66,

68, 69, 141–144]. This can happen as a result of the imposition of a family symmetry to account for

the mixing pattern seen in oscillations. As an example, figure 5 shows the predictions of a Z8 family

symmetry scheme. The hollow solid (dotted) [dashed] lines delimit the 1σ (2σ) [3σ] |mββ | regions allowed
in the general three-neutrino case. The sub-regions shown in gray, blue and magenta, respectively, are the

flavour-model predictions. The black dots correspond to best-fits. The vertical shaded band indicates the

current sensitivity of cosmological data [128]. The vertical dashed red line corresponds to the KATRIN

5For vanishing lightest neutrino mass the relevant Majorana phase is φ = ϕ12 − ϕ13 for NO and φ = ϕ12 for IO.
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tritium beta decay [145] upper limitmβ < 0.8 eV (90% CL) [146,147]. The heights of the bars shown in the

mid-part of figure 5 reflect the uncertainties in the nuclear matrix elements relevant for the computation

of the decay rates. The flavour predictions for |mββ | illustrate our point. For example, one sees how the

preferred flavour-predicted point in the right panel sits right inside the cosmologically interesting band,

and close to the current 0νββ limits, as indicated in between the panels. Similar predictions for 0νββ

amplitudes occur in other family symmetry models, some of which will be discussed in this review, see

for instance discussions given in Chapters 8 and 10.

In short, oscillations have left an important imprint upon neutrinoless double beta decay studies. The

results of the negative searches conducted so-far imply that we must consider both the possibilities of Dirac

or Majorana neutrinos, as we do in this review. Nonetheless, there is a reasonable chance that, perhaps,

0νββ could be seen in the coming round of experiments. This would constitute a major breakthrough.

Indeed, a positive 0νββ decay detection would imply, as a consequence of the black box theorem, that

at least one of the neutrinos has Majorana nature [110]. The argument is illustrated in figure 6. Note

that the black-box argument holds irrespective of the underlying physics responsible for generating the

process [153,154].

In some cases, as we saw in figure 4, the discovery of 0νββ decay might allow us to underpin also

the value of the relevant Majorana phase. Note however that, although a positive 0νββ discovery would

imply that at least one of the neutrinos is a Majorana particle, a negative result would not imply that

neutrinos are Dirac-type, as the amplitude can be suppressed even for Majorana-type neutrinos, due to

the effect of the Majorana phases. It has been argued that if a null 0νββ decay signal was accompanied

by a positive 0ν4β quadruple beta decay signal [155, 156], then at least one neutrino should be a Dirac

particle [157].

v v

uu dd

ee
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BOX

Figure 6: The observation of 0νββ decay implies that at least one neutrino is a Majorana fermion [110].
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2 Origin of neutrino masses and flavour puzzle

Despite its amazing success in describing three out of the four known fundamental forces of nature, there

are many drawbacks and open issues in the Standard Model. Altogether, they imply that the theory of

particle physics needs a completion beyond its current form. Here we start with one of the most important

issues, i.e. the lack of neutrino masses.

2.1 Effective neutrino masses

Although the Standard Model lacks neutrino masses, these can arise effectively from a unique dimension-

five operator characterizing lepton number non-conservation [29], as illustrated in figure 7. In this case

neutrinos are Majorana fermions, as generally expected in gauge theories. Indeed, on general grounds it

was argued in [30], within the SU(3)c ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗U(1)Y setup, that neutrinos are expected to be Majorana

fermions.

⟨H⟩⟨H⟩

LL

Figure 7: Majorana neutrino mass generation from the dimension-five operator.

However, neutrinos could also be Dirac fermions, this is currently an open experimental question. Dirac

neutrinos can indeed emerge in the presence of extra symmetries, that could be discrete or continuous,

global or local. For example, the imposition of U(1)B−L symmetry, where B and L are baryon and lepton

numbers respectively, would forbid the Majorana mass terms of the right-handed neutrinos [158–161].

Alternatively, as mentioned below, the Dirac nature of neutrinos could result from the presence of an

underlying Peccei-Quinn symmetry [162,163] or be associated with dark matter stability [164–171]. Small

Dirac-type neutrino masses as in Eq. (1.11), could arise from effective dimension-five [172–175] as well as

dimension-six operators [176,177], that have by now been classified.

2.2 The seesaw paradigm

An attractive ultraviolet completion of the dimension-five operator is provided by the seesaw mechanism.

It is specially interesting, as it gives a simple dynamical understanding of small neutrino masses by

minimizing the Higgs potential, as well as the possibility of having a stable electroweak vacuum [178–183].
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It has become usual to distinguish three main seesaw varieties, namely type-I [30–35], type-II [30–32,

36–38] and type-III [184], illustrated in figure 8. These generate neutrino masses at tree level from the

mediation of new heavy singlet fermion (νR), triplet scalar (∆) and triplet fermion (ΣR), respectively. In

the simplest seesaw neutrinos acquire masses through the exchange of heavy scalars, called type-I in [30]

and today called type-II. Such seesaw realization allows one to reconstruct the parameters characterizing

the neutrino sector from various experiments [185], in particular those from high energy colliders [186,187].

Moreover, the type-II seesaw opens the really tantalizing possibility of probing the absolute neutrino mass

and mass ordering in collider experiments [188].

H

L

H

L

νR νR

L L

H H

∆
H

L

H

L

ΣR ΣR

Figure 8: Feynman diagrams for the conventional seesaw types, where the mediators νR and ΣR are SM
singlet and triplet fermions respectively, while ∆ is a SM triplet scalar.

Here we focus on the type-I seesaw mechanism, where neutrinos acquire masses through the exchange

of heavy gauge-singlet fermions, as illustrated in the left panel of figure 8. Seesaw mediators were originally

thought to lie at a high mass scale, associated to SO(10) unification or left-right symmetry. The associated

physics has been covered in several textbooks [102–105] and reviews [189]. Note that, following Ref. [30],

here we do not assume left-right symmetry in the seesaw mechanism, but simply the minimal well-

tested SU(3)c ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗U(1)Y gauge structure. Notice that this seesaw description of neutrino mass

generation can be made fully dynamical in the presence of a singlet vacuum expectation value (VEV)

driving the spontaneous violation of lepton number symmetry. The theory is then accompanied by a

Nambu-Goldstone boson, dubbed Majoron [32,39].

Notice that the most general realization of the seesaw mechanism leads most naturally to Majorana

neutrinos. However, in the presence of adequate extra symmetries, Dirac neutrinos can emerge from

the seesaw [190]. Indeed, there may be good reasons for neutrinos to be Dirac-type. For example,

the Dirac nature of neutrinos could also be associated to the existence of an underlying Peccei-Quinn

symmetry [162, 163]. Moreover, it could signal the stability of dark matter [164–171]. Finally, there are

interesting scenarios where the Dirac nature of neutrinos is associated with a family symmetry [191,192].
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2.3 Dark matter as the source of neutrino mass

It is well-known that about 85% of the matter in the universe is “dark” in the sense that it does not

appear to interact with the electromagnetic field and is, as a consequence, very hard to detect. It is

not our purpose to provide a comprehensive discussion of the observational aspects of cosmological dark

matter; for a review see Ref. [193]. The first point we note is that the existence of such cosmological Dark

matter is totally unaccounted for within the Standard Model. A very interesting possibility is that dark

matter is made up of a novel weakly interacting massive particle, dubbed WIMP, typically present in the

case of supersymmetric theories with conserved R-parity [194].

Underpinning the mechanism yielding small neutrino masses and/or dark matter is of paramount

importance in particle physics, as it may select which new physics to expect as the next step. This is a

very broad subject which we will not try to review. Rather, in this review we just comment on the issue of

particle dark matter candidates, and how they may be simply related to the mechanism of neutrino mass

generation. We focus on the very interesting possibility that the dark matter sector mediates neutrino

mass generation, as postulated within the scotogenic picture [195–201]. An interesting twist is to imagine

the existence of a universal “hidden” dark matter sector that seeds neutrino mass generation, which

proceeds a la seesaw, as in the dark inverse seesaw [202] mechanism. Alternatively, one can envisage a

dark linear seesaw mechanism [203,204].

Both dark inverse and dark linear seesaw realizations will be described below. In either case dark

matter will be WIMP-like. Instead of being related to supersymmetry, WIMP dark matter in these

models is closely related to neutrino physics, either as mediator or as seed of neutrino mass generation.

Flavored scotogenic dark matter may also be implemented [205], providing an attractive way to reconcile

low-scale radiative neutrino mass generation with dark matter, while addressing the flavour problem at

the same time, see Sec. 2.7.

Last, but not least, we mention that particle physics theories where neutrino masses arise from the

spontaneous breaking of a continuous global lepton number symmetry have a natural dark matter can-

didate [206, 207], namely the associated Nambu-Goldstone boson, dubbed majoron [32, 39]. Indeed, the

majoron is likely to pick up a mass from gravitational instanton effects, that explicitly violate global

symmetries [208]. The majoron necessarily decays to neutrinos, with an amplitude proportional to their

tiny mass, which typically gives it cosmologically long lifetimes [32]. The associated restrictions on the

decaying warm dark matter picture coming from the CMB [209] as well as mono-energetic photon emis-

sion in astrophysics have been examined in detail [210]. Using N-body simulations it has also been been

shown that the warm majoron dark matter model provides a viable alternative to the ΛCDM scenario,

with predictions that can differ substantially on small scales [211].

2.4 Missing partner seesaw and dark matter: the scoto-seesaw

In contrast to a left-right symmetric SO(10)-based seesaw mechanism, where the number of “left” and

“right” neutrinos must match as a consequence of gauge invariance, in the most general SM-based seesaw

mechanism [30] one can have any number (m) of “right-handed” neutrino mediators, since they are gauge
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singlets. Theories with m < 3 in the classification of [30] could simplify substantially the form of the

lepton mixing matrix 6.

Such “missing partner” seesaw schemes with less “right” than “left” neutrinos, imply that some of the

active “left” neutrinos remain massless [30,131,132]. The (3,2) choice corresponds to the minimal viable

type-I seesaw, in which there are only two mass parameters corresponding to the experimentally mea-

sured solar and atmospheric splittings. The lightest neutrino is massless, leading to the 0νββ prediction

discussed in Sec. 1.4.

On the other hand, the minimal (3,1) seesaw leads to the same 0νββ prediction as (3,2), but has

only one neutrino mass parameter [30]. Although such setup is not consistent with current neutrino data,

as it lacks solar neutrino oscillations, the later may arise from a completion in which the degeneracy

between the lowest-mass neutrinos is lifted by some other mechanism, for example, as a result of radiative

corrections.

Indeed, the (3,1) setup offers a template to reconcile the seesaw paradigm and the WIMP dark matter

paradigm within a minimal hybrid construction called “scoto-seesaw” mechanism. Such simplest (3,1)

“scoto-seesaw” scheme provides a comprehensive theory of neutrino mass generation as well as WIMP

dark matter, in which the relative magnitudes of solar and atmospheric oscillation lengths are explained

due to a loop factor [136,137].

2.5 The low-scale inverse and linear seesaw mechanisms

As a final example, one may consider having more “right-” than “left-handed” neutrinos in the seesaw

mechanism, for example, two isosinglets for each “active” isodoublet family. This can be implemented

with explicit [213] as well as spontaneous violation of lepton number [40]. In the lepton-number-conserving

limit one finds that the three light neutrinos remain massless, as in the Standard Model [214–216]. In

contrast to the Standard Model, however, lepton flavour and lepton CP symmetries can be substantially

violated 7. This shows that flavour and CP violation can exist in the leptonic weak interaction despite

the masslessness of neutrinos, implying that such processes need not be suppressed by the small neutrino

masses, and hence can have large rates [214–216,222,223] 8. Such “(3,6)” setup [30], where the 3 doublet

neutrinos are accompanied by 6 heavy singlet neutral leptons, provides the template for building genuine

“low-scale” realizations of the seesaw mechanism in which lepton number is restored at low values of

the lepton number violation scale. The models are natural in t’Hooft sense, leading to small, symmetry-

protected neutrino masses. Realizations of such genuine “low-scale” seesaw mechanisms include the

inverse [40, 213] as well as the linear seesaw [229–231]. Last, but not least, we notice that a dynamical

realization of the seesaw mechanism involving the spontaneous violation of lepton number symmetry can

improve the consistency properties of the electroweak vacuum [178–183].

If realized at low-scale, the type-I seesaw mechanism may also lead to signals at high-energy colliders.

Already back in the LEP days, it was suggested that the neutrino mass mediators could be produced

6For an early example, with lepton number symmetry conservation, see [212].
7General discussions of leptonic flavour and CP violation are given in [217–221].
8For generic references on lepton flavour violation and seesaw schemes see, for example [224–228].

19



at high energy colliders [232–237]. This proposal was indeed taken up by subsequent experiments, for

example the ATLAS and CMS experiments at the LHC [238–240] as well as future proposals [12,241–243].

These have also taken into account the possibility of having displaced vertices [244–246] 9 coming from

the fact that the couplings responsible for the mediator decays can be neutrino-mass-suppressed.

2.6 Dark inverse and linear seesaw mechanisms

The symmetry protection provided by the above schemes can be upgraded into a “double protection”,

by having the seed of lepton number violation to arise radiatively. Indeed, a very interesting possibility

has been suggested, namely the dark inverse [202] and also the dark linear seesaw mechanism [203, 204].

In the former case there is a universal gauge-singlet or “hidden” dark matter sector that seeds neutrino

mass generation, which proceeds a la seesaw. The same idea can be used to promote the linear seesaw

mechanism into a mechanism sourced by a dark sector. The latter is not unique, interesting examples

were given in [203] and [204].

⟨H⟩⟨H⟩
ξξ

⟨σ⟩⟨σ⟩
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⟨H⟩
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Figure 9: Feynman diagrams for “dark” inverse seesaw (upper panel) [202], and the “dark” linear seesaw
mechanism (lower one) [203]. For another realization of the linear seesaw see [204].

The dark inverse seesaw is illustrated in the upper panel of figure 9. The lepton number violation

loop that “seeds” neutrino mass is mediated by the “dark” gauge singlet fermion F and dark singlet

scalar ξ [202]. This provides an elegant way to reconcile the seesaw and dark matter paradigms, providing

an interesting dynamical seesaw theory where dark matter and neutrino mass generation are closely

9Other neutrino mass mediator searches can also lead to displaced vertices [247–249].
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inter-connected. Scenarios have also been proposed where a dark sector seeds neutrino mass generation

radiatively within the linear seesaw mechanism [203, 204], as illustrated in the lower panel. Neutrino

masses are also calculable, since tree-level contributions are forbidden by symmetry. By having the

seesaw realized at low-scale [40,213], as indicated in figure 9, in either case one has charged lepton flavour

violating processes e.g. µ→ eγ with accessible rates [202]. We stress that these can be large, despite the

tiny neutrino masses. Interesting dark-matter and collider physics implications have also been discussed.

2.7 Neutrinos and the flavour puzzle

We now turn to the issue of understanding the pattern of the weak interactions of quarks and leptons

from first principles. Such “flavour problem” constitutes a major challenge in modern particle physics.

Why three families of quarks and leptons? How to explain their mass hierarchies e.g. why, though

otherwise so similar, the muon is about 200 times heavier than the electron? Why is the top quark mass

so large compared with the masses of the other fermions? On the other hand, we also face the question of

explaining why do the fermion mixing matrices follow the peculiar pattern observed? In particular, why

do leptons mix so differently from the way quarks do? All of these shortcomings pose a real challenge on

unified descriptions of nature.

As it stands, the Standard Model of particle physics lacks an organizing principle in terms of which to

understand the flavour problem. Hence it can not be a complete theory of nature. Although the Standard

Model suffers from many other drawbacks, in this review we focus mainly on explaining the fermion mixing

pattern and CP violation, though we also discuss some ideas to account for the fermion mass hierarchies.

A “flavour completion” of the SM would have potentially important tests in the laboratory. Moreover,

a deep understanding of the flavour problem and CP violation may prove crucial in understanding the

baryon asymmetry of the universe [250,251].

In this review we cover some recent attempts to account for the pattern of neutrino mixing indicated

by oscillation experiments. Our key ingredient in formulating a theory of flavour is the imposition of

an extra symmetry Gf relating the families. The leading Lagrangian for the lepton masses should be

invariant under both the SM gauge symmetry as well as the flavour symmetry, and it can be generally

written as

Ll
m = −[yl(Φl)]ijl

i
RH

†Lj
L − 1

2Λ
[yν(Φν)]ij(Li

L)
c iσ2HH

T iσ2L
j
L + h.c. , (2.1)

where σ2 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
is Pauli’s conjugation matrix, y(Φ) generically denotes the Yukawa couplings,

which are determined as functions of the flavons, and the neutrino masses are described by the Weinberg

operator [29]. Here Φl and Φν denote the flavon fields with vacuum expectation values that break Gf

down to the residual subgroups Gl and Gν in the charged lepton and neutrino sectors respectively. In

concrete models the higher-order terms can lead to subleading corrections. As a result, the mismatch of

the residual symmetries Gl and Gν allows one to make model-independent symmetry predictions for the

lepton mixing matrix U = U †
l Uν , as illustrated in figure 10.

Within the bottom-up approach one may consider remnant flavour symmetries and/or remnant CP
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Figure 10: Predicting lepton flavour mixing from the flavour group Gf breaking to different subgroups.

symmetries, such as generalizations of the µ − τ reflection symmetry [252–258], as a way to restrict the

lepton mass matrices, irrespective of the details of the underlying flavour symmetry. This can be used in

turn to constrain the lepton flavour mixing parameters, such as mixing angles [259–263] and especially the

CP phases [264–268]. In what follows we call this approach “residual symmetry method” [269–272]. We

notice that such µ−τ reflection symmetry can emerge within UV-complete theories, e.g. [54,264]. Indeed,

one may seek to constrain the flavour mixing parameters within a complete flavour theory. Attaining a

satisfactory theory that explains both quark and lepton sectors together remains an open challenge [273,

274], especially within a quark-lepton unified framework [34, 43–47, 275]. This difficulty [85–93] follows

mainly due to the disparity between quark and lepton mixing angles. A possible idea is that lepton mixing

angles are large with respect to quark mixing angles because neutrino masses are degenerate in the family

symmetry limit [54]. However, nearly degenerate neutrinos are now strongly disfavored by cosmological

restrictions [124].

There have been many efforts to approach the flavour problem in the quark sector in terms of an

underlying family symmetry, either within a bottom-up or top-down approach [276–286]. For example,

the Cabibbo mixing angle can be described by a flavour symmetry [263, 270, 278, 281, 287]. Similarly,

quark mixing angles and CP violation may also be accounted for in the framework of generalized CP

symmetries [282–286].

Turning now to mass predictions, we note that some quark-lepton relations may emerge naturally

from the imposition of family symmetries, even in the absence of a genuine unification group. A prime

example is the “golden” formula,
mτ√
mµme

≈ mb√
msmd

, (2.2)
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relating charged-lepton and down-type quark masses. This successful relation may constitute, perhaps,

part of any complete theory of flavour. The golden formula could be associated to an underlying Peccei-

Quinn symmetry [287]. Alternatively, it could arise within UV-complete family-symmetry-based theories

such as [288–290] or [65, 66]. Finally, we note that distinct variants of the golden formula can arise from

modular symmetries [291].

We stress that the golden-type relations involve mass ratios, stable under renormalization-group evo-

lution, and allow us to relate quarks and leptons without invoking a genuine unified gauge group such as

SU(5) or SO(10). More ambitious approaches to the flavour problem have been proposed within extra

spacetime dimensions. For example, 5-D warped schemes were proposed in which mass hierarchies are

accounted for by adequate choices of the bulk mass parameters, while quark and lepton mixing angles are

restricted by the imposition of a flavour symmetry [70–84]. Predictions for neutrino mixing, CP violation

and 0νββ decay, as well as a good global fit of flavour observables emerge in warped flavordynamics [78,79].

On the other hand, 6-dimensional orbifold compactification has been suggested as a promising way to

determine the structure of the family symmetry in four dimensions. In this approach the 4-dimensional

flavour group emerges from the symmetries between the branes in extra dimensions [292,293]. Interesting

flavour and CP predictions have been obtained from 6-dimensional orbifold compactification schemes,

including neutrino oscillation and 0νββ decay predictions, as well as a successful global description of the

flavour observables [143,144,294,295].
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3 Lepton mixing patterns

The most striking implications of the oscillation experiments is that leptons mix quite differently from

quarks. Here we consider the interpretation of the oscillation results in terms of phenomenological neutrino

mixing patterns. Several of these were suggested, largely motivated by the desire to shed light on the

neutrino oscillation parameters. The most salient features of the oscillation phenomenon are captured by

the so-called tri-bimaximal (TBM) mixing pattern [296–298]. However there are other interesting mixing

patterns, some of which we survey below 10.

3.1 Tri-bimaximal mixing (TBM)

The Tri-bimaximal lepton mixing pattern embodies bi-maximal mixing of atmospheric neutrinos, tri-

maximal solar mixing, no reactor mixing and hence no CP violation. It has been taken very seriously

until the Daya Bay collaboration [21,303,304] provided a robust measurement of the angle θ13 in 2012. The

latest and most precise measurement of Daya Bay gives sin2 2θ13 = 0.0851±0.0024 [305,306]. Nevertheless,

the TBM pattern still remains as an interesting first step towards a full description of neutrino mixing.

Its mixing matrix is given by

UTBM =




√
2
3

1√
3

0

− 1√
6

1√
3

1√
2

− 1√
6

1√
3

− 1√
2


 , (3.1)

which gives

θ23 = 45◦, θ12 = arctan
1√
2
≃ 35.26◦, θ13 = 0◦ . (3.2)

Under the assumption of Majorana neutrinos, the most general form of the associated neutrino mass

matrix in the charged lepton diagonal basis is

mTBM
ν = UTBMdiag(m1,m2,m3)U

T
TBM

=
1

6




4m1 + 2m2 − 2m1 + 2m2 − 2m1 + 2m2

−2m1 + 2m2 m1 + 2m2 + 3m3 m1 + 2m2 − 3m3

−2m1 + 2m2 m1 + 2m2 − 3m3 m1 + 2m2 + 3m3


 . (3.3)

It is easy to check that the above neutrino mass matrix is invariant under the following residual flavour

transformations

GTBM
1 =

1

3




1 −2 −2

−2 −2 1

−2 1 −2


 , GTBM

2 =
1

3




−1 2 2

2 −1 2

2 2 −1


 , GTBM

3 = −




1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


 , (3.4)

10Note that, within a UV-complete theory framework, there can be radiative corrections to the TBM predictions [299–
302].This issue lies beyond the scope of the model-independent approach followed here.
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up to an overall sign. In other words, the neutrino mass matrix mTBM
ν fulfills

(GTBM
i )TmTBM

ν GTBM
i = mTBM

ν . (3.5)

The symmetry transformation GTBM
3 exchanges the second and third columns as well as the second and

third rows of the neutrino mass matrix, it is the well-known µ−τ permutation symmetry [307–311], and it

enforces maximal θ23 and vanishing θ13. This symmetry emerges is some UV-complete theories, e.g. [54].

The second transformation GTBM
2 requires that the sum of the entries in each row of the light neutrino

mass matrix should be equal to that of the corresponding column, the so-called magic symmetry [255,312].

The invariance under GTBM
2 determines one column of the lepton mixing matrix to be (1, 1, 1)T /

√
3. The

residual symmetry transformation Ge of the charged lepton mass matrix is a generic diagonal phase matrix

in the flavour basis 11. The simplest choice for Ge which can distinguish the three charged leptons is

GTBM
e =




1 0 0

0 ω2 0

0 0 ω


 (3.6)

where ω is the cubic root of one, i.e. ω = e2πi/3.

The group generated by GTBM
1 , GTBM

2 , GTBM
3 and GTBM

e turns out to be S4 group. Consequently, the

minimal flavour symmetry group capable of yielding the tri-bimaximal mixing is S4 [269, 270]. However,

in the absence of symmetry breaking by flavons in the 1′ and 1′′ representations the A4 flavor symmetry

can also give rise to the tri-bimaximal mixing pattern [53,54,59,70,313–315].

3.2 Generalizations of tri-bimaximal mixing

Soon after the tri-bimaximal mixing ansatz was proposed, possible deviations were considered. A simple

generalization is obtained by assuming that just one given row or column of the lepton mixing matrix takes

the same form as for tri-bimaximal [252]. If the first column of the tri-bimaximal mixing is retained, this

is known as the TM1 mixing pattern [316–318], and the associated mixing matrix can be parameterized

as

UTM1 =
1√
6




2
√
2 cos θ

√
2 e−iδ sin θ

−1
√
2 cos θ −

√
3 eiδ sin θ

√
3 cos θ +

√
2 e−iδ sin θ

−1
√
2 cos θ +

√
3 eiδ sin θ −

√
3 cos θ +

√
2 e−iδ sin θ


 . (3.7)

The predictions for the lepton mixing angles and leptonic Jarlskog invariant are expressed in terms of just

two free parameters δ and θ as

sin2 θ13 =
1

3
sin2 θ, sin2 θ12 =

1 + cos 2θ

5 + cos 2θ
,

11If Ge is a non-abelian subgroup, the charged lepton mass spectrum would be completely or partially degenerate. Thus
Ge should be a cyclic group Zn with the index n ≥ 3 or a product of cyclic groups such as Z2 × Z2 in order to distinguish
among the generations.
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sin2 θ23 =
1

2
+

√
6 cos δ sin 2θ

5 + cos 2θ
, JCP =

1

6
√
6
sin δ sin 2θ . (3.8)

One finds that the lepton mixing angles and Dirac CP phases are correlated as follows

3 cos2 θ12 cos
2 θ13 = 2, tan 2θ23 cos δ

ℓ =
5 sin2 θ13 − 1

2 sin θ13
√
2− 6 sin2 θ13

. (3.9)

We notice that this TM1 pattern emerges as a prediction of the UV-complete models proposed in Refs. [64,

79,319,320].

On the other hand, by retaining the second column of the tri-bimaximal mixing matrix one obtains

the TM2 [316–318] pattern, a particular case of trimaximal mixing [252,321–323], given as

UTM2 =
1√
6




2 cos θ
√
2 2e−iδ sin θ

− cos θ −
√
3 eiδ sin θ

√
2

√
3 cos θ − e−iδ sin θ

− cos θ +
√
3 eiδ sin θ

√
2 −

√
3 cos θ − e−iδ sin θ


 . (3.10)

All the lepton mixing parameters depend on just two free parameters δ and θ,

sin2 θ13 =
2

3
sin2 θ, sin2 θ12 =

1

2 + cos 2θ
,

sin2 θ23 =
1

2
−

√
3 cos δ sin 2θ

2(2 + cos 2θ)
, JCP =

1

6
√
3
sin δ sin 2θ , (3.11)

which implies the following correlations

3 sin2 θ12 cos
2 θ13 = 1, tan 2θ23 cos δ

ℓ =
cos 2θ13

sin θ13
√
2− 3 sin2 θ13

. (3.12)

Here we note also that this TM2 neutrino mixing pattern emerges within the UV-complete models de-

scribed in Refs. [61, 62,78,205,323–325].

3.3 Golden ratio mixing pattern

Within the standard golden ratio (GR) mixing pattern 12, the lepton mixing angles are given by θ23 = 45◦,

θ13 = 0◦ and cot θ12 = ϕg, where ϕg = (1+
√
5)/2 is the golden ratio [328,329]. The lepton mixing matrix

is of the form

UGR =




c12 s12 0

− s12√
2

c12√
2

1√
2

− s12√
2

c12√
2

− 1√
2


 ≡ 1√

2
√
5ϕg




√
2ϕg

√
2 0

−1 ϕg

√√
5ϕg

−1 ϕg −
√√

5ϕg


 . (3.13)

12Another proposal for the golden ratio mixing has the solar mixing angle given as cos θ12 = ϕg/2 [326,327].
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In this case, the neutrino mass matrix is given by

mGR
ν =

m1

2
√
5




2ϕg −
√
2 −

√
2

−
√
2 −1/ϕg −1/ϕg

−
√
2 −1/ϕg −1/ϕg


+

m2

2
√
5




2/ϕg
√
2

√
2

√
2 ϕg ϕg√
2 ϕg ϕg


+

m3

2




0 0 0

0 1 −1

0 −1 1


 . (3.14)

The residual flavour symmetry transformations of mGR
ν take the form

GGR
1 =

1√
5




1 −
√
2 −

√
2

−
√
2 −ϕg 1/ϕg

−
√
2 1/ϕg −ϕg


 , GGR

2 =
1√
5




−1
√
2

√
2

√
2 −1/ϕg ϕg√
2 ϕg −1/ϕg


 ,

GGR
3 = −




1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


 . (3.15)

The minimal flavour symmetry that can produce the golden ratio mixing pattern is the A5 group [330–332].

Accordingly, a finite Z5 subgroup is preserved by the charged lepton mass term with

Ge =




1 0 0

0 e2πi/5 0

0 0 e−2πi/5


 . (3.16)

In order to be phenomenologically viable, the golden-ratio pattern would certainly require a revamping,

along the lines considered in section 5.

3.4 Bi-maximal mixing pattern

For the bi-maximal mixing, both solar angle and atmospheric mixing angles are maximal θ12 = θ23 = 45◦

while the reactor angle is vanishing [333]. In the basis where the charged lepton mass matrix is diagonal,

the corresponding neutrino mass matrix is given by

mBM
ν =

1

4




2 (m1 +m2)
√
2 (m2 −m1)

√
2 (m2 −m1)√

2 (m2 −m1) m1 +m2 + 2m3 m1 +m2 − 2m3√
2 (m2 −m1) m1 +m2 − 2m3 m1 +m2 + 2m3


 . (3.17)

The residual flavour symmetry transformations of the above neutrino mass matrix are

GBM
1 =

1

2




0 −
√
2 −

√
2

−
√
2 −1 1

−
√
2 1 −1


 , GBM

2 =
1

2




0
√
2
√
2

√
2 −1 1

√
2 1 −1


 , GBM

3 = −




1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


 . (3.18)
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We can choose the residual flavour symmetry of the charged lepton mass matrix to be a Z4 subgroup with

GBM
e =




1 0 0

0 i 0

0 0 −i


 . (3.19)

The group generated by GBM
1 , GBM

2 , GBM
3 and GBM

e is also the S4 group [334, 335]. Therefore the S4

flavour symmetry can also be used to produce the bimaximal mixing.

Note, however, that the solar angle θ12 and reactor angle θ13 would have to undergo very large

corrections in order to be compatible with current neutrino oscillation data [24, 25], making this pattern

very problematic. As a result, Bi-maximal mixing should be discarded or generalized in a radical way.

One of its possible radical generalizations is the Bi-large mixing pattern discussed in section 5.3.

Besides the tri-bimaximal, golden ratio and bi-maximal mixing patterns, there are other constant

mixing patterns compatible with experimental data with nonzero θ13 [259,336–338]. They could be derived

from the breaking of large flavor symmetry groups such as ∆(96), ∆(384) etc. No sizable corrections are

necessary for these mixing patterns, however the required vacuum configuration and symmetry breaking

are more complicated.

As shown above, the neutrino mass matrices corresponding to the simple tri-bimaximal, golden ratio

and bi-maximal mixing patterns obey certain residual flavour symmetries. In the following section, we

will show that the neutrino and charged lepton mass matrices generally can have both residual flavour

and residual CP symmetries, and also that a residual flavour symmetry can be generated by a residual

CP symmetry. In particular, residual symmetries can provide a method to revamp all mixing patterns

discussed above. Indeed, in the next section we will show how to revamp them in a systematic manner by

using the residual symmetry method. The generalized patterns are not only phenomenologically viable,

but also predictive, since the form of the resulting lepton mixing matrices can be restricted.
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4 Flavour and CP symmetries from the bottom-up

In this section, we will examine quark and lepton mass matrices that have both remnant flavour and CP

symmetry. Remnant flavour symmetries can be generated by performing two remnant CP transformations

in succession, with explicit forms of the remnant CP symmetry derived from the experimentally measured

mixing matrix. On the other hand, the fermion mixing matrices can be constructed from the postulated

residual CP transformations of the quark and lepton mass matrices. In the following, we present the

remnant flavour and CP symmetries of the quark and lepton mass matrices, their parametrization and

the master formula to construct the mixing matrix from the remnant CP symmetry.

4.1 Residual symmetries of leptons

In the absence of a fundamental theory of flavour we study the effect of possible remnant symmetries Gν

and Gl of the neutrino and charged lepton mass terms. Their existence may provide a model-independent

approach towards underpinning the ultimate nature of the underlying theory. Let us now focus on this

point.

The lepton masses terms are given in Eq. (1.12) and Eq. (1.13) for Dirac and Majorana neutrinos

respectively. Since in the SM the only physical mixing matrix relates to left-handed fermions, we are

concerned with the hermitian mass matrix m†
lml connecting left-handed charged leptons on both sides.

Under generic unitary transformations of the left-handed lepton fields lL and νL,

lL → GllL, νL → GννL , (4.1)

where both Gl and Gν are three-dimensional unitary matrices, the charged lepton and neutrino mass

matrices transform as

m†
lml → G†

lm
†
lmlGl , (4.2)

mν → GT
νmνGν , for Majorana neutrinos , (4.3)

m†
νmν → G†

νm
†
νmνGν , for Dirac neutrinos . (4.4)

In order for the symmetry to hold, the mass matrices must satisfy

G†
lm

†
lmlGl = m†

lml , (4.5)

GT
νmνGν = mν , for Majorana neutrinos , (4.6)

G†
νm

†
νmνGν = m†

νmν , for Dirac neutrinos . (4.7)

Applying these invariance conditions to Eqs. (1.16, 1.17, 1.18) and assuming no mass eigenvalue vanishes

we obtain

U †
l GlUl = diag

(
eiαe , eiαµ , eiατ

)
, (4.8)

29



U †
νGνUν = diag (±1,±1,±1) , for Majorana neutrinos , (4.9)

U †
νGνUν = diag

(
eiανe , eiανµ , eiαντ

)
, for Dirac neutrinos , (4.10)

where αe,µ,τ and ανe,νµ,ντ , are arbitrary real parameters. It follows that the residual flavour symmetry

transformations Gl and Gν are of the following form [263,265]:

Gl = Uldiag
(
eiαe , eiαµ , eiατ

)
U †
l , (4.11)

Gν = Uνdiag (±1,±1,±1)U †
ν , for Majorana neutrinos , (4.12)

Gν = Uνdiag
(
eiανe , eiανµ , eiαντ

)
U †
ν , for Dirac neutrinos . (4.13)

One sees that the charged lepton mass term generically admits a U(1) × U(1) × U(1) remnant flavour

symmetry. For the neutrino mass matrix the remnant flavour symmetry depends on the nature of neu-

trinos. For the case of Dirac neutrinos it is also U(1) × U(1) × U(1) [263]. For Majorana neutrinos, the

eight possible choices of Gν in Eq. (4.12) correspond to Z2×Z2×Z2. Notice that Gν and −Gν should be

identified as the same residual flavour symmetry transformation, since the minus sign can be absorbed as

a neutrino field redefinition. Indeed, they both lead to the same constraint on the neutrino mass matrix.

We are therefore left with four possible solutions for Gν , which can be chosen as [269–272],

Gi = Uν diU
†
ν , i = 1, 2, 3, 4 , (4.14)

where the di are given as

d1 = diag (1,−1,−1) , d2 = diag (−1, 1,−1) ,

d3 = diag (−1,−1, 1) , d4 = diag (1, 1, 1) . (4.15)

One sees that G4 is simply the trivial identity matrix, and we can further check that

G2
i = 1, GiGj = GjGi = Gk with i ̸= j ̸= k ̸= 4. (4.16)

It follows that the residual flavour symmetry of the Majorana neutrino mass matrix is a Klein group

isomorphic to Z2 × Z2. In the flavour basis where the charged lepton mass matrix ml is diagonal, Ul

would be trivial, so that the lepton mixing comes just from the neutrino sector, i.e. U = Uν . Hence the

residual symmetries of the neutrino and charged lepton mass matrices are determined in terms of the

mixing angles and CP violation phases contained in the mixing matrix.

An important observation is that, besides the above residual flavour symmetry, the lepton mass ma-

trices can have residual CP (or charge conjugation parity) symmetry. The CP transformation properties

of the left-handed neutrino and charged lepton fields are given by

lL(x)
CP7−→ iXlγ

0Cl̄ TL (Px), νL(x)
CP7−→ iXνγ

0Cν̄TL (Px) , (4.17)
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where Px = (t,−x⃗), C is the charge-conjugation matrix [94–96], Xl and Xν are 3 × 3 unitary matrices

acting in family space. Notice that the matrices Xl and Xν generalize the conventional CP transformation

prescription. As a result, they are referred to in the literature as generalized CP transformations [264,

339–344].

Requiring that Xl and Xν are symmetries of the lepton mass terms in Eqs. (1.12, 1.13) implies that

the lepton mass matrices ml and mν should satisfy [265,345]

X†
lm

†
lmlXl =

(
m†

lml

)∗
, (4.18)

XT
ν mνXν = m∗

ν , for Majorana neutrinos , (4.19)

X†
νm

†
νmνXν =

(
m†

νmν

)∗
, for Dirac neutrinos . (4.20)

Plugging Eqs. (1.16, 1.17, 1.18) into the above invariance conditions, one sees that the unitary transfor-

mations Ul and Uν must be subject to the following conditions

U †
l XlU

∗
l = diag

(
eiβe , eiβµ , eiβτ

)
, (4.21)

U †
νXνU

∗
ν = diag (±1,±1,±1) , for Majorana neutrinos , (4.22)

U †
νXνU

∗
ν = diag

(
eiβνe , eiβνµ , eiβντ

)
, for Dirac neutrinos , (4.23)

where βe,µ,τ and βνe,νµ,ντ are real free parameters. Hence the residual CP transformations Xl and Xν

should be of the form [263–268]

Xl = Uldiag
(
eiβe , eiβµ , eiβτ

)
UT
l , (4.24)

Xν = Uνdiag (±1,±1,±1)UT
ν , for Majorana neutrinos , (4.25)

Xν = Uνdiag
(
eiβνe , eiβνµ , eiβντ

)
UT
ν , for Dirac neutrinos . (4.26)

Clearly, both Xl and Xν are unitary and symmetric matrices [264,265]

Xl = XT
l , Xν = XT

ν , XlX
†
l = XνX

†
ν = 1 . (4.27)

From the expressions of remnant flavor symmetry in Eqs. (4.11, 4.12, 4.13) and remnant CP transforma-

tions in Eqs. (4.24, 4.25, 4.26), one can check that the residual flavour and CP symmetries satisfy the

following restricted consistency conditions

XlG
∗
lX

−1
l = G−1

l ,

XνG
∗
νX

−1
ν = Gν , for Majorana neutrinos ,

XνG
∗
νX

−1
ν = G−1

ν , for Dirac neutrinos . (4.28)

If we successively perform two CP transformations on the left-handed charged lepton fields, characterized
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by Xl = Uldiag
(
eiβe , eiβµ , eiβτ

)
UT
l and X ′

l = Uldiag
(
eiβ

′
e , eiβ

′
µ , eiβ

′
τ

)
UT
l we obtain 13

lL(x)
CP7−→ iXlγ

0Cl̄ TL (Px) CP7−→ XlX
′∗
l lL(x) , (4.29)

with

XlX
′∗
l = Uldiag

(
ei(βe−β′

e), ei(βµ−β′
µ), ei(βτ−β′

τ )
)
U †
l . (4.30)

Moreover, from the invariance condition of m†
lml under the residual CP symmetry, Eq. (4.18), it is

easy to show that

X ′T
l X

†
lm

†
lmlXlX

′∗
l = m†

lml . (4.31)

This means that performing two CP transformations in succession is equivalent to a flavour symmetry

transformation XlX
′∗
l ≡ Gl [265]. The same conclusion also holds true for neutrinos if they are Dirac

particles.

For the case of Majorana neutrinos, there are eight possibilities for Xν . In this case one should take

Xν and −Xν as the same CP transformation, since the minus sign can be absorbed into the neutrino

fields since the mass term involves a product of two neutrino fields. As a result only four of them are

relevant. Without loss of generality they can be chosen to be [265–267]

Xi = UνdiU
T
ν , i = 1, 2, 3, 4 , (4.32)

with di given in Eq. (4.15). The remaining four can be obtained from the above by multiplying an overall

−1 factor. It is straightforward to check that the neutrino mass matrix mν satisfies

X†
jX

T
i mνXiX

∗
j = mν . (4.33)

As a result, remnant flavour symmetries can be generated by remnant CP symmetries as well. Explicitly,

we have the following relations [265]:

X2X
∗
3 = X3X

∗
2 = X4X

∗
1 = X1X

∗
4 = G1,

X1X
∗
3 = X3X

∗
1 = X4X

∗
2 = X2X

∗
4 = G2,

X1X
∗
2 = X2X

∗
1 = X4X

∗
3 = X3X

∗
4 = G3,

X1X
∗
1 = X2X

∗
2 = X3X

∗
3 = X4X

∗
4 = G4 = 1 .

(4.34)

As a result, once we impose a set of generalized CP transformations, there is always an associated flavour

symmetry. Furthermore, Eq. (4.34) implies that any residual CP transformation can be expressed in

terms of the remaining ones as follows [265],

Xi = XjX
∗
mXn, i ̸= j ̸= m ̸= n . (4.35)

13Notice that an overall minus sign is dropped in the last step, as it can be absorbed into the lepton field.
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In other words, only three of the four remnant CP transformations are independent. In the flavour basis

where ml is diagonal, the residual CP transformation Xl is an arbitrary diagonal phase matrix, while

Xν = Udiag (±1,±1,±1)UT . Hence the remnant CP symmetry can be constructed from the neutrino

mixing matrix, and its explicit form can be determined more precisely with the improved measurement

of the mixing angles and CP phases [24,25].

Here we have so far assumed that the three light neutrino masses are non-vanishing. If the lightest

neutrino is massless one can analyze the residual symmetry of the neutrino mass matrix in the same

way. This interesting situation occurs generically in the “missing partner” seesaw mechanism [30] in

which there are less “right” than “left”-handed neutrinos 14 (a massless neutrino also emerges in theories

where anti-symmetric Yukawa couplings are involved in generating neutrino mass [130]). Note that an

incomplete fermion multiplet structure 15 can also be interesting in cosmology [134–138].

With one neutrino massless one has m1 = 0 for normal ordered (NO) neutrino mass spectrum, and

m3 = 0 for the inverted ordered (IO) spectrum. If neutrinos have Dirac nature, one finds that the residual

CP transformation Xν would still be given by Eq. (4.26). On the other hand, if neutrinos are Majorana

particles, one must use Eq. (4.25) replacing the diagonal entry “±1” in the position (11) for NO and (33)

for IO with an arbitrary phase factor [348], i.e.

Xν =

{
Uνdiag

(
eiβ,±1,±1

)
UT
ν , for NO ,

Uνdiag
(
±1,±1, eiβ

)
UT
ν , for IO ,

(4.36)

where β is real. Similarly the residual flavour symmetry Gν becomes [265,348]

Gν =

{
Uνdiag

(
eiα,±1,±1

)
U †
ν , for NO ,

Uνdiag
(
±1,±1, eiα

)
U †
ν , for IO ,

(4.37)

with real α. Hence the generalized CP and residual flavour symmetry groups have the structure U(1)×Z2

(instead of Z2 × Z2) modulo a possible overall factor −1 in this case. On the other hand, this kind of

residual symmetry can enforce a massless Majorana neutrino. The breaking of finite discrete groups into

this form of Gν in the neutrino sector was analyzed in [349–351], where the angle α was a rational multiple

of π.

4.2 Reconstructing lepton mixing from remnant CP symmetry

As shown in above, residual CP symmetries can be derived from the mixing matrix, and conversely,

the lepton mixing matrix can be constructed from the remnant CP symmetries in the neutrino and the

charged lepton sectors. In concrete models, we can start from a set of CP transformations XCP respected

by the Lagrangian at some high energy scale. Subsequently XCP is spontaneously broken by some scalar

fields into different remnant symmetries in the neutrino and the charged lepton sectors. The misalignment

14The present neutrino data allows the possibility that the lightest neutrino is massless, consequently at least two right-
handed neutrinos are necessary in type-I seesaw [131–133].

15For a discussion of seesaw leptogenesis with two and three right-handed neutrinos see [346,347].
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between the two remnant symmetries is responsible for the mismatch of the rotations which diagonalize

the neutrino and charged lepton matrices, leading to the lepton mixing matrix. We now present the

general parametrization for the remnant CP symmetries of the neutrino and charged lepton sector, and

the corresponding restrictions on the unitary transformations Uν and Ul.

We start from the simplest nontrivial case in which a single remnant CP transformationXR is preserved

by the neutrino mass matrix. As shown in section 4.1, XR should be a symmetric unitary matrix, otherwise

the light neutrino masses would be degenerate. Thus XR can be parameterized as follows [265]:

XR = eiκ1v1v
T
1 + eiκ2v2v

T
2 + eiκ3v3v

T
3 , (4.38)

where the phases κ1, κ2 and κ3 can be taken in the range of 0 and 2π without loss of generality, v1, v2

and v3 are mutually orthogonal vectors with

v1 =




cosφ

sinφ cosϕ

sinφ sinϕ


 , v2 =




sinφ cos ρ

− sinϕ sin ρ− cosφ cosϕ cos ρ

cosϕ sin ρ− cosφ sinϕ cos ρ


 ,

v3 =




sinφ sin ρ

sinϕ cos ρ− cosφ cosϕ sin ρ

− cosϕ cos ρ− cosφ sinϕ sin ρ


 . (4.39)

Invariance of the neutrino mass matrix under XR implies that Uν should be subject to the constraint in

Eq. (4.22) and Eq. (4.23) for Majorana and Dirac neutrinos. As a consequence, Uν is fixed to be [265]

Uν = (v1, v2, v3) diag
(
ei

κ1
2 , ei

κ2
2 , ei

κ3
2
)
O3(θ1, θ2, θ3)Qν , (4.40)

where O3 is a generic real orthogonal matrix,

O3(θ1, θ2, θ3) =




1 0 0

0 cos θ1 sin θ1

0 − sin θ1 cos θ1







cos θ2 0 sin θ2

0 1 0

− sin θ2 0 cos θ2







cos θ3 sin θ3 0

− sin θ3 cos θ3 0

0 0 1


 , (4.41)

where the rotation angles θ1,2,3 are free. The matrix Qν is diagonal, and it entries are ±1 and ±i which
encode the CP parity of the neutrinos, while it is unphysical for Dirac neutrinos.

If two remnant CP transformations XR1 and XR2 out of the original CP symmetry are preserved in

the neutrino sector, they can generally written as [265]

XR1 = eiκ1v1v
T
1 + eiκ2v2v

T
2 + eiκ3v3v

T
3 ,

XR2 = eiκ1v1v
T
1 − eiκ2v2v

T
2 − eiκ3v3v

T
3 , (4.42)
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for Majorana neutrinos 16. A remnant flavour transformation GR can be obtained from XR1 and XR2 as

GR = XR1X
∗
R2 = XR2X

∗
R1 = 2v1v

T
1 − 1 , (4.43)

which satisfies G2
R = 1. Hence a remnant Z2 flavor symmetry generated by GR is induced and it fixes

one column of Uν to be v1. Besides the parameters characterizing the remnant CP symmetry, Uν is

determined just by a free rotation angle θ [265],

Uν = (v1, v2, v3) diag
(
ei

κ1
2 , ei

κ2
2 , ei

κ3
2
)
R23(θ)PνQν , (4.44)

where R23(θ) denotes a rotation matrix through an angle θ in the (23)-plane with 0 ≤ θ < π,

R23(θ) =




1 0 0

0 cos θ sin θ

0 − sin θ cos θ


 . (4.45)

Since the remnant symmetry can not constrain the ordering of the light neutrino mass eigenvalues, Uν

is determined up to independent column permutations, and consequently Pν is a generic permutation

matrix which can take six possible forms 1, P12, P13, P23, P23P12, P23P13 with

P12 =




0 1 0

1 0 0

0 0 1


 , P13 =




0 0 1

0 1 0

1 0 0


 , P23 =




1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


 . (4.46)

We see that the unitary transformations Uν for the two permutations Pν and P23Pν are related by the

redefinitions θ → θ − π/2 and Qν → P T
ν diag(1, 1,−1)PνQν . Hence only three inequivalent permutations

of the columns are relevant in this case. In other words, the fixed vector (cosφ, sinφ cosϕ, sinφ sinϕ)T

can be the first column, the second column or the third column of the matrix Uν .

For the case of Majorana neutrinos, we consider the scenario that all independent remnant CP trans-

formations are preserved by the neutrino mass matrix. The remnant CP transformations can be param-

eterized as [267]

XR1 = eiκ1v1v
T
1 + eiκ2v2v

T
2 + eiκ3v3v

T
3 ,

XR2 = eiλ1v1v
T
1 + eiλ2w2w

T
2 + eiλ3w3w

T
3 ,

XR3 = eiλ1v1v
T
1 − eiλ2w2w

T
2 − eiλ3w3w

T
3 ,

XR4 = eiκ1v1v
T
1 − eiκ2v2v

T
2 − eiκ3v3v

T
3 , (4.47)

16For Dirac neutrinos, the neutrino mixing matrix Uν would be completely fixed up to column permutations, if the order
of the remnant flavour transformation GR = XR1X

∗
R2 = XR2X

∗
R1 is greater than or equal to three, so as to distinguish the

three families.
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where v1, w2 and w3 also form another set of real orthonormal vectors with

w2 = cos ξv2 − sin ξv3, w3 = sin ξv2 + cos ξv3 , (4.48)

and the phases eiλ1 , eiλ2 and eiλ3 are given by

eiλ1 = −eiκ1 , eiλ2 = − eiκ2 cos2 ξ + eiκ3 sin2 ξ∣∣eiκ2 cos2 ξ + eiκ3 sin2 ξ
∣∣ , eiλ3 =

eiκ2 sin2 ξ + eiκ3 cos2 ξ∣∣eiκ2 sin2 ξ + eiκ3 cos2 ξ
∣∣ . (4.49)

A remnant Klein four flavour symmetry K4 ≡ {1, GR1, GR2, GR3} can be generated by performing two CP

transformations, and the three nontrivial residual flavour symmetry transformations GRi for i = 1, 2, 3

can be expressed as

GR1 = XR1X
∗
R4 = v1v

T
1 − v2v

T
2 − v3v

T
3 ,

GR2 = XR1X
∗
R3 = −v1vT1 − c22v2v

T
2 − c33v3v

T
3 − c23v2v

T
3 − c32v3v

T
2 ,

GR3 = XR1X
∗
R2 = −v1vT1 + c22v2v

T
2 + c33v3v

T
3 + c23v2v

T
3 + c32v3v

T
2 , (4.50)

with

c22 = −c33 = − cos 2ξ∣∣eiκ2 cos2 ξ + eiκ3 sin2 ξ
∣∣ , c23 = c∗32 =

cos
(
κ2−κ3

2

)
ei

κ2−κ3
2 sin 2ξ∣∣eiκ2 cos2 ξ + eiκ3 sin2 ξ

∣∣ . (4.51)

In this case, the neutrino mixing matrix Uν is completely determined by the remnant CP transformations

without additional free parameters [267],

Uν = (v1, v2, v3) diag
(
ei

κ1
2 , ei

κ2
2 , ei

κ3
2
)
R23(χ)PνQν , (4.52)

where the angle χ fulfills

tan 2χ = cos

(
κ2 − κ3

2

)
tan 2ξ . (4.53)

Notice that the lepton mixing angles and the three CP violating phases are completely fixed by the

remnant CP symmetry in this case. Moreover, note that the master formulae of Eqs. (4.40, 4.44, 4.52)

for Uν hold irrespective of how the remnant CP symmetry is dynamically realized.

4.3 Residual symmetries of quarks

In this section, we turn to the residual flavour and CP symmetries of the quark mass matrices. The La-

grangian for the quark masses is given in Eq. (1.2). One can easily check that the hermitian combinations

m†
UmU and m†

DmD are invariant under the following unitary transformations [263],

UL → GuUL, DL → GdDL , (4.54)

with

Gu = Vudiag
(
eiαu , eiαc , eiαt

)
V †
u , Gd = Vddiag

(
eiαd , eiαs , eiαb

)
V †
d , (4.55)
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where αq (q = u, d, c, s, t, b) are arbitrary phase parameters. Hence the following equalities are satisfied,

G†
um

†
UmUGu = m†

UmU , G†
dm

†
DmDGd = m†

DmD . (4.56)

In other words, both the up-quark mass matrix mU and down-quark mass matrix mD have a residual

U(1) × U(1) × U(1) flavour symmetry [263]. Notice that the same conclusion holds true for any Dirac

fermion mass matrix, hence it also applies for the charged lepton mass term.

Let us now turn to the discussion of residual CP symmetries of the quark mass term. Assuming the

left-handed quarks UL and DL transform as

UL(x)
CP7−→ iXuγ

0CU
T
L (Px), DL(x)

CP7−→ iXdγ
0CD

T
L(Px) , (4.57)

this is a symmetry of the quark mass matrices mU and mD if and only if m†
UmU and m†

DmD fulfill the

conditions

X†
um

†
UmUXu = (m†

UmU )
⋆, X†

dm
†
DmDXd = (m†

DmD)
⋆ . (4.58)

Similarly to the charged lepton sector, one can show that Xu and Xd must take the following form

Xu = Vudiag
(
eiβu , eiβc , eiβt

)
V T
u , Xd = Vddiag

(
eiβd , eiβs , eiβb

)
V T
d , (4.59)

where βq (q = u, d, c, s, t, b) are real. It is easy to see that both Xu and Xd are unitary symmetric matrices,

and that residual flavour symmetries Gu and Gd will be generated by Xu and Xd, respectively. In the basis

where the up-quark mass matrix is diagonal, Vu is diagonal, so that Vd coincides with the CKM matrix,

Vd = VCKM . As a result, the explicit form of the remnant flavour symmetries Gu, Gd and the remnant

CP symmetries Xu, Xd can be fixed in terms of the measured values of the CKM matrix elements [28]. As

in section 4.2 for lepton sector, the quark mixing matrix can also be fixed by the remnant CP symmetry.

So far we have shown that lepton and quark mass terms generically admit residual flavour and

CP symmetries. These are associated to the charged current flavour mixing matrix. One may ask

about the origin of these residual symmetries. It is well known that the spontaneous breaking of the

SU(3)c ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗U(1)Y gauge symmetry preserves the U(1) gauge symmetry associated to electromag-

netism. Likewise, one may conjecture that at some high energy scale the true underlying theory has a

flavour and CP symmetry which is subsequently broken down to the residual symmetry or a subgroup of

it. This gives a further motivation for introducing flavour and CP symmetries, i.e. to explain flavour mix-

ing and CP violation in a model-independent manner. We also saw that the residual flavour symmetry of

the charged leptons and quarks should be contained in U(1)×U(1)×U(1). The same holds for neutrinos

if the are Dirac particles. In contrast, the residual flavour symmetry of the neutrino sector should be a

subgroup of Z2 × Z2 × Z2 if they are Majorana fermions.

In a pioneering work [276], Froggatt and Nielsen originally took the Gf = U(1) flavor symmetry

in order to explain the quark mass ratios and the CKM mixing angles, which are expressed as powers

of small Gf breaking parameters. This is the so-called FN mechanism. Concerning the lepton sector,
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broken flavor symmetries based on non-abelian discrete groups were found to reproduce certain interesting

mixing patterns, such as TBM as a first order approximation [53, 54, 70, 313]. Continuous Lie groups

U(2) [277,352–354], SO(3) [287,355,356] and SU(3) [293,357–359] as flavor symmetries were also studied

to address the flavor puzzles. Typically, they must be strongly broken.

Besides the use of full-fledged flavor symmetries, there are more phenomenological approaches to the

flavor puzzle involving, e.g., the use of texture zeros in the fermion mass matrices [360–363]. Alternatively

the assumption of lepton mixing “anarchy” [51,52]. In the present review, we shall focus on the approach

of discrete flavor symmetry as well as generalized CP symmetry.
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5 Viable lepton mixing patterns

The “constant” lepton mixing patterns discussed in section 3, such as the tri-bimaximal, golden ratio and

bi-maximal mixing, characterized by numerical predictions for the mixing angles and phase, are all ruled

out by neutrino oscillation data [24, 25], especially by the precise measurement of the “reactor angle”

θ13 [305, 306]. They all need to be “revamped” in order to be compatible with experimental data and to

enable meaningful theoretical predictions for CP violation.

In this section we assume that neutrinos are Majorana particles and show how the imposition of resid-

ual flavour and CP symmetries [257,258,265,364–366] can be used to produce systematic generalizations

of the patterns discussed in the section 3. Indeed, imposing the residual symmetries Gi in Sec. 4 fixes

the i-th column of the mixing matrix. In this way one can obtain generalized patterns which can be not

only viable, but also predictive, in which the mixing matrix is described by just a few parameters. This

model-independent approach of predicting new mixing patterns holds irrespective of how the relevant

mass matrices arise from first principles. We now describe some examples.

5.1 Revamped TBM mixing

Working in the charged lepton diagonal basis, we start our discussion with the “complex TBM” matrix

(cTBM) [367], which is given by

UcTBM =




√
2
3

e−iρ√
3

0

− eiρ√
6

1√
3

e−iσ√
2

ei(ρ+σ)√
6

− eiσ√
3

1√
2


 . (5.1)

This cTBM mixing matrix predicts the same mixing angles as the usual real TBM pattern in Eq. (3.2),

though the Majorana phases are non-vanishing. Within the symmetrical parametrization of the lepton

mixing matrix in Eqs. (1.21) and (1.22) they are given by

ϕ12 = ρ, ϕ23 = σ . (5.2)

The TBM matrix in Eq. (3.1) corresponds to zero Majorana phases ρ = σ = 0 and hence we call it real

TBM 17. From Eq. (4.32), we know the four CP symmetry matrices X1,2,3,4 associated with the cTBM

mixing pattern are

Xi = UcTBMdiU
T
cTBM , (5.3)

17The minus sign of the third row is absorbed into the charged leptons.
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where d1,2,3,4 are diagonal matrices with entries±1 given in Eq. (4.15). Thus the above four CP symmetries

are given in matrix form as

X1 =
1

6




4− 2e−2iρ −2e−iρ − 2eiρ 2ei(ρ+σ) + 2e−i(ρ−σ)

−2e−iρ − 2eiρ −2 + e2iρ − 3e−2iσ −3e−iσ − ei(2ρ+σ) + 2eiσ

2ei(ρ+σ) + 2e−i(ρ−σ) − 3e−iσ − ei(2ρ+σ) + 2eiσ − 3 + e2i(ρ+σ) − 2e2iσ


 ,

X2 =
1

6




−4 + 2e−2iρ 2e−iρ + 2eiρ −2ei(ρ+σ) − 2e−i(ρ−σ)

2e−iρ + 2eiρ 2− e2iρ − 3e−2iσ −3e−iσ + ei(2ρ+σ) − 2eiσ

−2ei(ρ+σ) − 2e−i(ρ−σ) −3e−iσ + ei(2ρ+σ) − 2eiσ −3− e2i(ρ+σ) + 2e2iσ


 ,

X3 =
1

6




−4− 2e−2iρ −2e−iρ + 2eiρ −2ei(ρ+σ) + 2e−i(ρ−σ)

−2e−iρ + 2eiρ −2− e2iρ + 3e−2iσ 3e−iσ + ei(2ρ+σ) + 2eiσ

−2ei(ρ+σ) + 2e−i(ρ−σ) 3e−iσ + ei(2ρ+σ) + 2eiσ 3− e2i(ρ+σ) − 2e2iσ


 ,

X4 =
1

6




4 + 2e−2iρ 2e−iρ − 2eiρ 2ei(ρ+σ) − 2e−i(ρ−σ)

2e−iρ − 2eiρ 2 + e2iρ + 3e−2iσ 3e−iσ − ei(2ρ+σ) − 2eiσ

2ei(ρ+σ) − 2e−i(ρ−σ) 3e−iσ − ei(2ρ+σ) − 2eiσ 3 + e2i(ρ+σ) + 2e2iσ


 . (5.4)

The CP symmetries corresponding to the “standard” real TBM matrix of Eq. (3.1) are obtained simply

by taking the limit of ρ, σ → 0 in Eq. (5.4). These CP symmetries are therefore given by

X1 =
1

3




1 − 2 2

−2 − 2 − 1

2 − 1 − 2


 , X2 =

1

3




−1 2 −2

2 − 1 − 2

−2 − 2 − 1


 ,

X3 =




−1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


 , X4 =




1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1


 . (5.5)

As shown in Eq. (4.34), the residual flavour symmetry can be generated by the CP transformations,

G1 = X2X
∗
3 = X3X

∗
2 = X4X

∗
1 = X1X

∗
4 , G2 = X1X

∗
3 = X3X

∗
1 = X4X

∗
2 = X2X

∗
4 ,

G3 = X1X
∗
2 = X2X

∗
1 = X4X

∗
3 = X3X

∗
4 , G4 = X1X

∗
1 = X2X

∗
2 = X3X

∗
3 = X4X

∗
4 . (5.6)

It is our goal here to obtain generalized but restricted forms for the mixing matrices starting from the

“original” ones by exploiting residual flavour and CP symmetries. Notice that only three of the four

CP and flavour symmetries are really independent [265, 267]. If any three of the four CP symmetries in

Eq. (5.4) are imposed simultaneously, the neutrino mixing matrix would be the cTBM matrix in Eq. (5.1)

with θ13 = 0. Therefore, we will impose only two or only one of these CP symmetries, so that realistic

mixing patterns with non-vanishing θ13 and CP violation are obtained.
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5.1.1 Case a: G1 flavour and X1, X4 CP symmetries

The requirement that the CP transformations X1 and X4 are symmetries of the neutrino mass matrix

mν implies that the G1 flavour symmetry is preserved and mν satisfies

XT
1 mνX1 = m∗

ν , XT
4 mνX4 = m∗

ν . (5.7)

Consequently the light neutrino mass matrix is of the following form

m′
ν = UT

cTBMmνUcTBM =




m1 0 0

0 m2 δm

0 δm m3


 , (5.8)

where the parameters m1, m2, m3 and δm are real. The mass matrix m′
ν can be diagonalized by a real

orthogonal matrix R23(θ) given by

R23(θ) =




1 0 0

0 cos θ sin θ

0 − sin θ cos θ


 with tan 2θ =

2 δm

m3 −m2
. (5.9)

As a result, in this case the lepton mixing matrix is given as

U = UcTBM R23Qν

=
1√
6




2
√
2e−iρ cos θ

√
2e−iρ sin θ

−eiρ
√
2 cos θ −

√
3e−iσ sin θ

√
2 sin θ +

√
3e−iσ cos θ

ei(ρ+σ) −
√
3 sin θ −

√
2eiσ cos θ

√
3 cos θ −

√
2eiσ sin θ


Qν , (5.10)

where Qν = diag(eik1π/2, eik2π/2, eik3π/2) is a diagonal unitary matrix with k1,2,3 = 0, 1, 2, 3. The entries

±1 and ±i encode the CP parities of the neutrino states and render the neutrino mass eigenvalues non-

negative. From Eq. (5.10) one can then extract the expressions of lepton mixing angles and CP violating

phases as follows,

sin2 θ13 =
sin2 θ

3
, sin2 θ12 =

cos2 θ

cos2 θ + 2
, sin2 θ23 =

1

2
+

√
6 sin 2θ cosσ

2 cos2 θ + 4
,

sin δℓ = − sign(sin 2θ)(cos2 θ + 2) sinσ√
(cos2 θ + 2)2 − 6 sin2 2θ cos2 σ

, tan δℓ =
2 + cos2 θ

2− 5 cos2 θ
tanσ ,

ϕ12 = ρ+
(k1 − k2)π

2
, ϕ13 = ρ+

(k1 − k3)π

2
. (5.11)

Notice that in the symmetric parametrization the CP violating phase characterizing neutrino oscillations

is given by the invariant combination δℓ = ϕ13 − ϕ12 − ϕ23 [99], see Eq. (1.22). We see that the first

column of the lepton mixing matrix in Eq. (5.10) is (2,−eiρ, ei(ρ+σ))T /
√
6 which is in common with that

of the cTBM mixing pattern. This arises from the preserved G1 symmetry. Eliminating the parameters
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θ and σ in Eq. (5.11), we see that the lepton mixing angles and CP phases are correlated with each other

according to

cos2 θ12 cos
2 θ13 =

2

3
, tan 2θ23 cos δ

ℓ =
5 sin2 θ13 − 1

2 sin θ13
√
2− 6 sin2 θ13

. (5.12)

Figure 11: Predicted correlation between sin2 θ12 and sin2 θ13 in the revamped TBM scheme. The black-
dashed line corresponds to the case where G1 is preserved by the neutrino sector (Eq. (5.12), left), while
the green-dashed one refers to the case where G2 is preserved (Eq. (5.18), left). The right panel is a zoom
of the left one. The global fit regions correspond to 90%, 95% and 99% confidence levels [24,25].

The first equation in Eq. (5.12) relates the solar and the reactor angles while, for given values of the

latter, the second equation correlates the CP phase δℓ and the atmospheric angle. These correlations can

be used to test the mixing matrix of Eq. (5.10) at current and future oscillation experiments. Notice

that these correlations are a generic feature of mass matrices which preserve the G1 symmetry. These

are displayed in figure 11 and figure 12. In the limit of ρ, σ → 0, we see that the mixing angles θ12 and

θ13 remain the same, while the Dirac CP phase vanishes sin δℓ → 0, so that CP would be conserved in

neutrino oscillations. Notice that both Majorana phases [111] become some integer multiples of π/2 and

therefore they correspond to just CP signs [368,369].

When the two CP symmetries X2 and X3 are imposed, the neutrino mass matrix preserves the flavour

symmetry G1 = X2X
∗
3 = X3X

∗
2 as well. The resulting predictions for lepton mixing parameters are

obtained from Eq. (5.11) by redefining ρ→ ρ+ π/2 and σ → σ − π/2.
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Figure 12: Predicted correlation between δℓ and sin2 θ23 in the revamped TBM scheme. The black region
corresponds to the case where G1 is preserved by the neutrino sector, as given by Eq. (5.12), right. The
green region corresponds to the case where G2 is preserved, as given by Eq. (5.18), right. The right panel
is a zoom of the left one. The global fit regions correspond to 90%, 95% and 99% confidence levels [24,25].

5.1.2 Case b: G2 flavour and X2, X4 CP symmetries

The combination of X2 and X4 leads to the conservation of G2 = X2X
∗
4 = X4X

∗
2 flavour symmetry. The

invariance of neutrino mass matrix under the action of X2 and X4 requires

XT
2 mνX2 = m∗

ν , XT
4 mνX4 = m∗

ν , (5.13)

from which we can determine the neutrino mass matrix to be of the following form

m′
ν = UT

cTBMmνUcTBM =




m1 0 δm

0 m2 0

δm 0 m3


 , (5.14)

where m1,2,3 and δm are generic real parameters. The matrix m′
ν can be diagonalized by a rotation matrix

R13(θ) in the (13)-plane,

R13(θ) =




cos θ 0 sin θ

0 1 0

− sin θ 0 cos θ


 with tan 2θ =

2 δm

m3 −m1
. (5.15)
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Consequently the residual CP symmetries X2 and X4 fix the lepton mixing matrix to be

U = UcTBMR13(θ)Qν

=
1√
6




2 cos θ
√
2e−iρ 2 sin θ

−eiρ cos θ −
√
3e−iσ sin θ

√
2 −eiρ sin θ +

√
3e−iσ cos θ

ei(ρ+σ) cos θ −
√
3 sin θ −

√
2eiσ ei(ρ+σ) sin θ +

√
3 cos θ


 Qν . (5.16)

Note that the second column of the mixing matrix is (e−iρ, 1,−eiσ)T /
√
3 which matches with that of the

cTBM mixing pattern. We can extract the mixing angles and the predicted CP violation phases from

Eq. (5.16) in the usual way, leading to

sin2 θ13 =
2 sin2 θ

3
, sin2 θ12 =

1

2 cos2 θ + 1
, sin2 θ23 =

1

2
−

√
3 sin 2θ cos(ρ+ σ)

4 cos2 θ + 2
,

sin δℓ = − sign(sin 2θ)(2 cos2 θ + 1) sin(ρ+ σ)√
(2 cos2 θ + 1)2 − 3 cos2(ρ+ σ) sin2 2θ

, tan δℓ =
(2 cos2 θ + 1) tan(ρ+ σ)

1− 4 cos2 θ
,

ϕ12 = ρ+
(k1 − k2)π

2
, ϕ13 =

(k1 − k3)π

2
. (5.17)

The mixing parameters are again correlated with each other, as follows

sin2 θ12 cos
2 θ13 =

1

3
, tan 2θ23 cos δ

ℓ =
cos 2θ13

sin θ13
√
2− 3 sin2 θ13

. (5.18)

These correlations lead to predictions for the oscillations parameters, given in figures 11 and 12.

For the case that the CP symmetries X1 and X3 are preserved, the flavour symmetry G2 = X1X
∗
3 =

X3X
∗
1 would be preserved as well 18. The resulting predictions for lepton mixing matrix and mixing

parameters can be obtained from Eqs. (5.16, 5.17) by redefining ρ→ ρ+ π/2, σ → σ − π.

Finally, if a single CP symmetry is preserved by the neutrino mass matrix, the lepton mixing matrix is

determined up to a three dimensional orthogonal matrix. The resulting lepton flavour mixing predictions

can be analyzed in a similar fashion [365]. The simple TBM mixing matrix can also be revamped by

exploiting the generalized CP symmetries of the charged lepton mass matrix [370].

5.2 Revamped Golden-Ratio mixing scheme

In a way analogous to what we did for the TBM mixing matrix, we can also revamp the Golden-Ratio

(GR) mixing pattern. We start from the complex GR mixing matrix, in the charged lepton diagonal

basis,

UcGR =
1√

2
√
5ϕg




√
2ϕg

√
2e−iρ 0

−eiρ ϕg

√√
5ϕg e

−iσ

−ei(ρ+σ) ϕge
iσ −

√√
5ϕg


 , (5.19)

18The imposition of G3 is uninteresting here, as it leads to θ13 = 0.
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which reduces to the real GR mixing matrix of Eq. (3.13) in the limit of ρ = σ = 0. The four CP

symmetry matrices Xi = UcGR di U
T
cGR associated with the cGR mixing pattern are of the following form,

X1 =
1√
5




1 + 2i sin ρ
ϕg

e−iρ −
√
2 cos ρ −

√
2 eiσ cos ρ

−
√
2 cos ρ − 1+

√
5e−2iσ

2 + i sin ρ
ϕg

eiρ −eiσ+
√
5e−iσ

2 + i sin ρ
ϕg

ei(ρ+σ)

−
√
2eiσ cos ρ −eiσ+

√
5e−iσ

2 + i sin ρ
ϕg

ei(ρ+σ) − e2iσ+
√
5

2 + i sin ρ
ϕg

ei(ρ+2σ)


 ,

X2 =
1√
5




−1− 2i sin ρ
ϕg

e−iρ
√
2 cos ρ

√
2 eiσ cos ρ

√
2 cos ρ 1−

√
5 e−2iσ

2 − i sin ρ
ϕg

eiρ eiσ+
√
5 e−iσ

2 − i sin ρ
ϕg

ei(ρ+σ)

√
2 eiσ cos ρ eiσ+

√
5 e−iσ

2 − i sin ρ
ϕg

ei(ρ+σ) e2iσ−
√
5

2 − i sin ρ
ϕg

ei(ρ+2σ)


 ,

X3 =
1√
5




−1− 2 cos ρ
ϕg

e−iρ
√
2 i sin ρ

√
2 ieiσ sin ρ

√
2 i sin ρ −1+

√
5 e−2iσ

2 − cos ρ
ϕg

eiρ − eiσ+
√
5 e−iσ

2 − cos ρ
ϕg

ei(ρ+σ)

√
2 ieiσ sin ρ − eiσ+

√
5 e−iσ

2 − cos ρ
ϕg

ei(ρ+σ) −e2iσ+
√
5

2 − cos ρ
ϕg

ei(ρ+2σ)


 ,

X4 =
1√
5




1 + 2 cos ρ
ϕg

e−iρ −
√
2 i sin ρ −

√
2 ieiσ sin ρ

−
√
2 i sin ρ 1+

√
5 e−2iσ

2 + cos ρ
ϕg

eiρ eiσ−
√
5 e−iσ

2 + cos ρ
ϕg

ei(ρ+σ)

−
√
2 ieiσ sin ρ eiσ−

√
5 e−iσ

2 + cos ρ
ϕg

ei(ρ+σ) e2iσ+
√
5

2 + cos ρ
ϕg

ei(ρ+2σ)


 . (5.20)

Taking the limit of ρ, σ → 0, we obtain

X1 =
1√
5




1 −
√
2 −

√
2

−
√
2 − ϕg 1/ϕg

−
√
2 1/ϕg − ϕg


 , X2 =

1√
5




−1
√
2

√
2

√
2 − 1/ϕg ϕg√
2 ϕg − 1/ϕg


 ,

X3 = −




1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


 , X4 =




1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1


 . (5.21)

The relations between residual flavour and CP symmetries in Eq. (5.6) are fulfilled. If all the four remnant

CP transformations in Eq. (5.20) are preserved by the neutrino mass matrix, the complex GR mixing

pattern with vanishing θ13 would be produced.

Similarly to section 5.1, we consider the scenario of partially preserved remnant CP symmetries. If

the CP symmetries X1, X4 or X2, X3 are preserved in the neutrino sector, the remnant flavour symmetry

G1 = X1X
∗
4 = X4X

∗
1 = X2X

∗
3 = X3X

∗
2 would be conserved as well. As a consequence, the first column

of the lepton mixing matrix would be determined to be (
√
2ϕg,−eiρ,−ei(ρ+σ))T /

√
2
√
5ϕg, the same as

in the cGR mixing. It follows that the relation cos2 θ12 cos
2 θ13 =

ϕg√
5
is fulfilled. Using the 3σ allowed

range 2.000× 10−2 ≤ sin2 θ13 ≤ 2.405× 10−2 [24,25], we find the solar mixing angle must lie in the region

0.2586 ≤ sin2 θ12 ≤ 0.2616 which doesn’t overlap with the experimental 3σ range of θ12 [24, 25].

The phenomenologically viable case is found when the CP symmetries X2, X4 or X1, X3 are preserved

by the neutrino mass matrix. The mixing parameters for the latter CP transformation can be obtained

from those of the former by redefining ρ→ ρ+ π/2, σ → σ− π. Without loss of generality, we shall focus

on preserved CP transformations X2, X4 which leads to conservation of the flavour symmetry generated
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by the G2 = X2X
∗
4 = X4X

∗
2 transformation 19. The lepton mixing matrix is found to be

U = UcGRR13(θ)Qν

=
1√

2
√
5ϕg




√
2ϕg cos θ

√
2e−iρ

√
2ϕg sin θ

−eiρ cos θ − 51/4e−iσ
√
ϕg sin θ ϕg −eiρ sin θ + 51/4e−iσ

√
ϕg cos θ

−ei(ρ+σ) cos θ + 51/4
√
ϕg sin θ eiσϕg −ei(ρ+σ) sin θ − 51/4

√
ϕg cos θ


Qν . (5.22)

The mixing angles and CP violating phases read as

sin2 θ13 =
ϕg sin

2 θ√
5

, sin2 θ12 =
1

1 + ϕ2g cos
2 θ

, sin2 θ23 =
1

2
−

√√
5ϕg sin 2θ cos(ρ+ σ)

2ϕ2g cos
2 θ + 2

,

sin δℓ = −
sign(sin 2θ)(ϕ2g cos

2 θ + 1) sin(ρ+ σ)√
(ϕ2g cos

2 θ + 1)2 −
√
5ϕg sin

2 2θ cos2(ρ+ σ)
,

tan δℓ = −
(ϕ2g cos

2 θ + 1) tan(ρ+ σ)

cos 2θ + ϕ2g cos
2 θ

, ϕ12 = ρ+
(k1 − k2)π

2
, ϕ13 =

(k1 − k3)π

2
. (5.23)

As a consequence, we can derive the following exact relations among the mixing parameters

sin2 θ12 cos
2 θ13 =

1√
5ϕg

, tan 2θ23 cos δ
ℓ =

ϕ2g cot
2 θ13 − 2

2
√
ϕ2g cot

2 θ13 − 1
. (5.24)

For the best fit value sin2 θ13 = 2.200 × 10−2 [24, 25], we find the solar mixing angle sin2 θ12 = 0.2826

which is within the 3σ range. The correlations of Eq. (5.24) are displayed in figure 13.

5.3 Bi-large mixing

It is unlikely that any revamping procedure can make the bi-maximal mixing pattern of section 3.4

consistent with the oscillation data, since the measured value of the solar angle θ12 deviates too much

from the maximal value [24, 25]. The bi-large pattern is phenomenologically motivated by the fact that

the smallest lepton mixing angle θ13 is similar in magnitude to the largest of the elements of the quark

mixing matrix, the Cabibbo angle. It suggests that the latter may act as the universal seed for quark

and lepton mixings [371–375]. Bi-large neutrino mixing implies that the lepton and quark sectors may be

related with each other, a possible new strategy in the quest for quark-lepton symmetry and unification.

Within the simplest bi-large mixing hypothesis, the solar and atmospheric mixing angles are expressed

as [371],

sin θ13 = λ, sin θ12 = sλ, sin θ23 = aλ , (5.25)

where the small parameter λ is the reactor angle, s and a are free parameters of order one. Using the best

fit values of the mixing angles [24, 25], one finds λ ≃ 0.148, s ≃ 3.802 and a ≃ 5.108 for normal neutrino

mass ordering. Since the bi-large approach describes the structure of the lepton mixing matrix in terms

of θ13 as input, no revamping is needed.

19Notice again that imposing G3 is uninteresting here, as it leads to θ13 = 0.
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Figure 13: Predicted oscillation parameter correlations in the revamped GR scheme. The “generic”
global-fit allowed regions corresponding to 90%, 95% and 99% confidence level are displayed [24,25].

5.3.1 Bi-large mixing from abelian family symmetry

As shown above, the bi-large mixing ansatz assumes that the three lepton mixing angles are of the same

order of magnitude, to first approximation,

BL1 : sin θ12 ∼ λc, sin θ13 ∼ λc, sin θ23 ∼ λc , (5.26)

where λc ≃ 0.23 is the Cabibbo angle [28], and the notation ”∼” implies that the above relations contain

unknown factors of order one. The freedom in these factors can be used to obtain an adequate description

of neutrino mixing. Although global analyses of neutrino oscillation data show preference for the second

octant of the atmospheric mixing angle θ23 [24, 25], the significance is not yet overwhelming. For θ23 in

the preferred higher octant, it has been proposed [372] that the bi-large mixing ansatz could be

BL2 : sin θ12 ∼ λc, sin θ13 ∼ λc, sin θ23 ∼ 1− λc . (5.27)

Here we will show how the above variants of the bi-large mixing patterns can be achieved in a Froggatt-

Nielsen-type scenario [276] with an Abelian flavour symmetry. Assuming the presence of two Higgs

doublets Hu,d, and that neutrino masses are described by an effective Weinberg operator we generalize

the well-known U(1) flavour symmetry to a larger U(1) × Zm × Zn ⊂ U(1) × U(1)′ × U(1)′′ family

symmetry. In order to break the U(1), Zm and Zn flavour groups we assume three flavons Θ1, Θ2 and

Θ3 with horizontal charges Θ1 : (−1, 0, 0), Θ2 : (0,−1, 0), Θ3 : (0, 0,−1), respectively, and their VEVs

⟨Θ1,2,3⟩ /Λ scaled by the cutoff Λ are of order λc. We assume the horizontal charges of Hu,d to be zero.
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Fermion masses are then described by the following effective Yukawa couplings [372],

W = (yu)ijQiU
c
jHu

(
Θ1

Λ

)F (Qi)+F (Uc
j )
(
Θ2

Λ

)[Zm(Qi)+Zm(Uc
j )](Θ3

Λ

)[Zn(Qi)+Zn(Uc
j )]

+(yd)ijQiD
c
jHd

(
Θ1

Λ

)F (Qi)+F (Dc
j )
(
Θ2

Λ

)[Zm(Qi)+Zm(Dc
j )](Θ3

Λ

)[Zn(Qi)+Zn(Dc
j )]

+(ye)ijLiE
c
jHd

(
Θ1

Λ

)F (Li)+F (Ec
j )
(
Θ2

Λ

)[Zm(Li)+Zm(Ec
j )](Θ3

Λ

)[Zn(Li)+Zn(Ec
j )]

+(yν)ij
1

Λ
LiLjHuHu

(
Θ1

Λ

)F (Li)+F (Lj)(Θ2

Λ

)[Zm(Li)+Zm(Lj)](Θ3

Λ

)[Zn(Li)+Zn(Lj)]
, (5.28)

where F (ψ) denotes the U(1) charge of the field ψ, Zm,n(ψ) stand for the Zm,n charge of ψ, and the

brackets [. . .] around the exponents denote that we are modding out by m (n) according to the Zm (Zn)

addition rule, i.e.,
[
Zm(Qi) + Zm(U c

j )
]
= Zm(Qi) + Zm(U c

j ) (mod m). Hence fermion mass matrices are

expressed in terms of the horizontal charges as follows,

(Mu)ij = (yu)ijλ
F (Qi)+F (Uc

j )+[Zm(Qi)+Zm(Uc
j )]+[Zn(Qi)+Zn(Uc

j )]
c vu ,

(Md)ij = (yd)ijλ
F (Qi)+F (Dc

j )+[Zm(Qi)+Zm(Dc
j )]+[Zn(Qi)+Zn(Dc

j )]
c vd ,

(Me)ij = (ye)ijλ
F (Li)+F (Ec

j )+[Zm(Li)+Zm(Ec
j )]+[Zn(Li)+Zn(Ec

j )]
c vd ,

(Mν)ij = (yν)ijλ
F (Li)+F (Lj)+[Zm(Li)+Zm(Lj)]+[Zn(Li)+Zn(Lj)]
c

v2u
Λ
. (5.29)

If all the horizontal charges are positive, the hierarchical structure of the mass matrices allows a simple

order-of-magnitude estimate of the various mass ratios and mixing angles. For instance, the entries of the

CKM matrix are estimated to be,

(VCKM )ij ∼ λ
Feff(Qi)−Feff(Qj)±αm±βn
c , (5.30)

where Feff(ψ) = F (ψ)+Zm(ψ)+Zn(ψ), and α, β = 0, 1 depends on the charge assignment under Zm and

Zn. Likewise for the lepton sector, one obtains

sin θij ∼ λ
Feff(Li)−Feff(Lj)±αm±βn
c . (5.31)

Notice that the mixing angles can be enhanced or suppressed by λ±m±n relative to the scaling predictions

obtained with the continuous U(1)×U(1)′ ×U(1)′′ family symmetry. Moreover, U(1)×Zm ×Zn reduces

to U(1)× Zm if n = 1, and to the usual U(1) if m = n = 1.

• Model for BL1 mixing

The family symmetry group is U(1)×Z3 ×Z4, and we assign the lepton fields to transform under the
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flavour symmetry as follows [372],

L1 : (4, 1, 3), L2 : (3, 2, 2), L3 : (1, 1, 1),

Ec
1 : (3, 2, 2), Ec

2 : (1, 2, 2), Ec
3 : (0, 0, 0) . (5.32)

One can then read out the pattern of charged lepton and neutrino mass matrices,

Me ∼




λ8c λ6c λ8c

λ7c λ5c λ7c

λ7c λ5c λ3c


 vd, Mν ∼




λ12c λ8c λ7c

λ8c λ7c λ7c

λ7c λ7c λ6c



v2u
Λ
. (5.33)

These give rise to the following mass ratios and lepton mixing angles,

me

mµ
∼ λ3c ,

mµ

mτ
∼ λ2c ,

m1 ∼ λ8c
v2u
Λ
, m2 ∼ λ7c

v2u
Λ
, m3 ∼ λ6c

v2u
Λ
,

sin θ12 ∼ λc, sin θ13 ∼ λc, sin θ23 ∼ λc . (5.34)

This way we obtain the BL1 mixing pattern. A simple numerical analysis with different seed procedures

for the order-one Yukawa coefficients, leads to the θ23 distributions given in figure 14. One sees that

sin2 θ23 < 1/2 (first octant) is preferred in this case.
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Figure 14: Distributions of the atmospheric neutrino mixing angle θ23 in the BL1 model. The left, middle
and right panels are obtained with flat, exponential and Gaussian seed procedures. From [372].

We now extend the model to the quark sector along the lines of SU(5) unification. Each family of

standard quarks and leptons is embedded in SU(5) multiplets 10 = (Q,U c, Ec) and 5̄ = (Dc, L).

The fields within a single SU(5) multiplet transform in the same way under the family symmetry.

Therefore the lepton assignment in Eq. (5.32) implies that the quark charges under the flavour group

U(1)× Z3 × Z4 should be

Q1 : (3, 2, 2), Q2 : (1, 2, 2), Q3 : (0, 0, 0) ,
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U c
1 : (3, 2, 2), U c

2 : (1, 2, 2), U c
3 : (0, 0, 0) ,

Dc
1 : (4, 1, 3), Dc

2 : (3, 2, 2), Dc
3 : (1, 1, 1) . (5.35)

Consequently, the up-type and down-type quark mass matrices are given as

Mu ∼




λ7c λ5c λ7c

λ5c λ3c λ5c

λ7c λ5c 1


 vu, Md ∼




λ8c λ7c λ7c

λ6c λ5c λ5c

λ8c λ7c λ3c


 vd , (5.36)

The resulting quark masses and CKM mixing matrix are determined to follow the pattern

mu ∼ λ7cvu, mc ∼ λ3cvu, mt ∼ vu,

md ∼ λ8cvd, ms ∼ λ5cvd, mb ∼ λ3cvd ,

|Vus| ∼ λ2c , |Vcb| ∼ λ2c , |Vub| ∼ λ4c , (5.37)

which are in agreement with experimental data except |Vus|, for which an accidental enhancement of

O(λ−1) amongst the free order-one coefficients is needed so as to reproduce the correct Cabibbo angle.

• Model for BL2 mixing

Here the flavour symmetry is U(1) × Z2, and the charge assignments for the quarks and leptons are

taken as [372]

Dc
1, L1 : (3, 0), Dc

2, L2 : (3, 1), Dc
3, L3 : (2, 0),

Q1, U
c
1 , E

c
1 : (4, 0), Q2, U

c
2 , E

c
2 : (2, 1), Q3, U

c
3 , E

c
3 : (0, 1) . (5.38)

Consequently the neutrino and charged lepton mass matrices take the following form

Me ∼




λ7c λ6c λ4c

λ8c λ5c λ3c

λ6c λ5c λ3c


 vd, Mν ∼




λ6c λ7c λ5c

λ7c λ6c λ6c

λ5c λ6c λ4c



v2u
Λ
. (5.39)

The charged lepton mass matrix Me has a “lopsided” structure, and can give the correct order-of-

magnitude for the charged lepton masses and a large 2-3 mixing. Combining neutrino and charged

lepton diagonalization matrices, the resulting BL2 lepton mixing pattern is determined as,

sin θ12 ∼ λc, sin θ13 ∼ λc sin θ23 ∼ 1 . (5.40)
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Using the master formula of Eq. (5.29) we can easily read off the quark mass matrices as

Mu ∼




λ8c λ7c λ5c

λ7c λ4c λ2c

λ5c λ2c 1


 vu, Md ∼




λ7c λ8c λ6c

λ6c λ5c λ5c

λ4c λ3c λ3c


 vd . (5.41)

This leads to the following pattern of CKM matrix elements and quark mass ratios,

|Vus| ∼ λc, |Vcb| ∼ λ2c , |Vub| ∼ λ3c ,

mu
mc

∼ λ4c ,
mc
mt

∼ λ4c ,
md
ms

∼ λ2c ,
ms
mb

∼ λ2c ,
mb
mt

∼ λ3c , (5.42)

in very good qualitative agreement with observed values.

5.3.2 Confronting bi-large mixing with oscillation data

We now make the bi-large mixing ansatz more predictive. We assume a CP conserving neutrino diagonal-

ization matrix Uν , with its three angles related to the Cabibbo angle in a simple manner, and a CKM-like

charged lepton diagonalization. Under these assumptions we illustrate the predictive power of bi-large

mixing [374].

• Constraining bi-large mixing: pattern I

Here the neutrino mixing angles are assumed to be related to the Cabibbo angle as follows [374]

sin θ13 = λc, sin θ12 = 2λc, sin θ23 = 1− λc . (5.43)

The Dirac CP phase is taken as δνCP = π with vanishing Majorana phases. The resulting neutrino

diagonalization matrix is given by

Uν ≃




1− 5λ2
c

2 2λc −λc
λc − 2

√
2λ

3/2
c

√
2λc − λ

3/2
c

2
√
2

1− λc − λ2
c
2

2λc +
√
2λ

3/2
c −1 + λc

√
2λc − λ

3/2
c

2
√
2


 . (5.44)

Motivated by SO(10), we take a CKM-type charged lepton diagonalization matrix

Ul = R23(θ
CKM
23 ) ΦR12(θ

CKM
12 ) Φ† ≃




1− λ2
c
2 λce

−iϕ 0

−λceiϕ 1− λ2
c
2 Aλ2c

Aλ3ce
iϕ −Aλ2c 1


 , (5.45)

where sin θCKM
12 = λc, sin θ

CKM
23 = Aλ2c , λc = 0.22453±0.00044 and A = 0.836±0.015 are the Wolfenstein

parameters [28], and Φ = diag(e−iϕ/2, eiϕ/2, 1) where ϕ is a free phase parameter. One sees that the

lepton mixing matrix U = U †
l Uν only depends on a single free phase parameter ϕ, which can in general
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Figure 15: Predicting the solar and atmospheric mixing parameters sin2 θ12 (lower, black line) and
sin2 θ23 (upper, blue line) versus sin2 θ13 in the first kind of constrained bi-large mixing scheme. The right
panel shows δℓ versus sin2 θ13. The allowed 90%, 95% and 99% CL regions of the global oscillation fit are
displayed [24,25]. The crosses correspond to ϕ = 0, π,±π/4,±π/2,±3π/4.

take values between −π and π. The leptonic mixing angles and Jarlskog invariant are found to be

sin2 θ13 ≃ 4λ2c(1− λc) cos
2 ϕ

2
,

sin2 θ12 ≃ 2λ2c
(
2− 2

√
2λc cosϕ+ λc

)
,

sin2 θ23 ≃ (1− λc)
2 − 2

√
2Aλ

5
2
c − 2λ3c(1 + 2 cosϕ) ,

JCP ≃ −2
(√

2 +
√
λ
)
λ5/2c sinϕ . (5.46)

We show these correlations in figure 15. They show how the precise measurement of the reator angle

can be promoted to sharp predictions for solar and atmospheric mixing angles. Similarly, the Dirac

CP phase is also predicted, up to a two-fold degeneracy.

• Constraining bi-large mixing: pattern II

In this case the bi-large ansatz for the neutrino mixing angles is [374]

sin θν13 = λc , sin θν12 = 2λc , sin θν23 = 3λc , (5.47)

with δνCP = π and vanishing Majorana phases. Motivated by SU(5) unification, we take the charged-

lepton diagonalization matrix to be of the form

Ul = Φ†RT
12( θ

CKM
12 )ΦRT

23( θ
CKM
23 ) ≃




1− 1
2λ

2
c − λc e

iϕ Aλ3ce
iϕ

λc e
−iϕ 1− 1

2λ
2
c −Aλ2c

0 Aλ2c 1


 . (5.48)
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Figure 16: Predicting the solar and atmospheric mixing angles and Dirac phase in the second constrained
bi-large mixing scheme. We adopt the same convention as in figure 15.

Taking into account both charged and neutral diagonalizations we can extract the following results for

the lepton mixing angles and leptonic Jarlskog invariant,

sin2 θ13 ≃ λ2c − 6λ3c cosϕ+ 8λ4c ,

sin2 θ12 ≃ λ2c(5 + 4 cosϕ)− 2λ4c(8 + 13 cosϕ) ,

sin2 θ23 ≃ 9λ2c + 6λ3c(A+ cosϕ)− λ4c(8− 2A cosϕ−A2) ,

JCP ≃ − [3 + (16 +A)λc]λ
3
c sinϕ . (5.49)

The resulting correlations between mixing parameters are displayed in figure 16. As before, requiring

sin2 θ13 in the 3σ range [24,25], we find that the other oscillation parameters θ12, θ23 and δCP vary in

the following regions

0.02000 ≤ sin2 θ13 ≤ 0.02405 , 0.314824 ≤ sin2 θ12 ≤ 0.322459 ,

0.511755 ≤ sin2 θ23 ≤ 0.513969 , 1.26643 ≤ δCP /π ≤ 1.27402 . (5.50)
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6 Lepton mixing from flavour and CP symmetry

Symmetries have been widely used to address the family puzzle. Early attempts employed a U(1) flavour

symmetry [276], spontaneously broken by the vacuum expectation value of a singlet scalar field. This

would qualitatively account for the small quark mass ratios, as well as mixing angles. With the discovery

of neutrino oscillations the idea of flavour symmetry was substantially extended, with many symmetry

groups and breaking patterns studied. It has been found that finite discrete flavour groups [376] are

particularly suitable to reproduce the large lepton mixing angles and provide non-trivial predictions. The

basic theory is assumed to be invariant under a flavour group Gf , but Gf is spontaneously broken into

different subgroups Gν and Gl in the neutrino and charged lepton sectors respectively. This is achieved

by the VEVs of a set of scalar fields, and the misalignment between neutrino and charged lepton mass

matrices arises from the non-trivial breaking pattern of the flavour symmetry.

Neutrino model building using non-abelian discrete flavor symmetries has been surveyed in a number

of dedicated reviews [85–93]. A prime non-abelian discrete flavour symmetry is A4 [53,54,70,313] which,

under some circumstances, leads to the celebrated tri-bimaximal mixing pattern. Although no longer

compatible with the experimental measurement of the reactor angle θ13 ≃ 8.5◦ [21, 22, 303, 305, 306, 377],

the simplest A4 symmetry can, as we saw, be revamped so as to produce viable and predictive patterns

of neutrino mixing.

All in all, the idea that lepton mixing emerges from the mismatch of the embedding of the two residual

subgroups Gν and Gl into of the flavour group Gf is still viable, interesting and predictive. In particu-

lar, if combining flavour symmetry with the generalized CP symmetry, one can not only accommodate

lepton mixing angles but also predict leptonic CP violating phases in terms of few free parameters. In

what follows, we shall review the possible schemes of predicting lepton mixing from residual symmetry,

emphasizing the role of generalized CP symmetry. The results only depend on the assumed symmetry

breaking pattern and are independent of the details of the residual symmetry and the particle content of

the flavor symmetry breaking sector, or possible additional symmetries of the theory.

6.1 Lepton mixing from flavour symmetry alone

Within a top-down approach, one imposes a certain flavour symmetry group Gf at some high energy scale.

The full Lagrangian is invariant under Gf , which is subsequently broken down to different subgroups Gν

and Gl in the neutrino and charged lepton sectors respectively. The residual symmetry Gl can be any

abelian subgroup of Gf , and the same holds for Gν if neutrinos are Dirac particles. On the other hand

Gν can only be the Klein group K4 (or a subgroup) for the case of Majorana neutrinos. Throughout

this review, we shall focus on the scenario in which Gf is a non-abelian finite discrete group. In general,

the three families of left-handed lepton doublets are assigned to an irreducible faithful three-dimensional

representation ρ3 of Gf . We assume that the charged lepton and neutrino mass matrices are invariant

under the action of the elements of Gl and Gν , i.e.

ρ†3(gl)m
†
lmlρ3(gl) = m†

lml, gl ∈ Gl , (6.1)
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and

ρ†3(gν)m
†
νmνρ3(gν) = m†

νmν , gν ∈ Gν , for Dirac neutrinos ,

ρT3 (gν)mνρ3(gν) = mν , gν ∈ Gν , for Majorana neutrinos . (6.2)

Notice that it is sufficient to impose the conditions in Eqs. (6.1) and (6.2) on the generators of Gl and

Gν . Moreover, we see that these conditions imply

[
ρ3(gl),m

†
lml

]
= 0,

[
ρ3(gν),m

†
νmν

]
= 0 . (6.3)

As ρ3(gl) and m
†
lml commute with each other, the unitary transformation Ul that diagonalizes m

†
lml also

diagonalizes ρ3(gl) up to permutations and phases of columns

U †
l ρ3(gl)Ul = diag(eiαe , eiαµ , eiατ ) . (6.4)

Since gl is an element of the discrete flavour symmetry group Gf , the eiαe,µ,τ are all roots of unity.

Analogously ρ3(gν) and m
†
νmν (or mν) are diagonalized by the same matrix Uν ,

U †
νρ3(gν)Uν =





diag(eiβe , eiβµ , eiβτ ), for Dirac neutrinos,

diag(±1,±1,±1), for Majorana neutrinos ,
(6.5)

where βe,µ,τ are rational multiples of π. Then the lepton mixing matrix U is determined as

U = U †
l Uν (6.6)

up to independent row and column permutations. In short, given a family symmetry group Gf and the

residual subgroups Gl and Gν , the unitary transformations Ul and Uν as well as the lepton matrix U can

be obtained by diagonalizing the representation matrices of the generators of Gl and Gν , as illustrated

in the figure 17. In practice, we only need to find the eigenvectors of ρ3(gl) and ρ3(gν) that form the

column vectors of Ul and Uν . In this approach, it is not necessary to construct the explicit form of the

mass matrices m†
lml and m

†
νmν (or mν) although this can be accomplished in a straightforward manner.

Since the lepton masses cannot be predicted in this framework, in particular the neutrino mass spectrum

can have either normal ordering or inverted ordering, the unitary matrices Ul and Uν are uniquely fixed

up to permutations and phases of their column vectors. As a consequence, the lepton mixing matrix U

is determined up to independent row and column permutations and arbitrary phase matrices multiplied

from the left and right sides. Therefore the Majorana CP phases are not constrained by the residual

flavour symmetry.

Notice that if we switch the roles of the subgroups Gν and Gl, the lepton matrix U would become

its Hermitian conjugate. If two pairs of subgroups {Gl, Gν} and {G′
l, G

′
ν} are conjugate 20, both residual

20The two pairs of groups are conjugate if their generators ge, gν and g′e, g
′
ν are related by group conjugacy, i.e., g′l = hglh

−1,
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Figure 17: Model-independent predictions for the lepton mixing matrix from the flavour symmetry Gf

broken to different residual subgroups Gl and Gν in the neutrino and charged lepton sectors. Here gl and
gν are Gl and Gν generators, respectively. See text for details.

symmetries would lead to the same result for the lepton mixing matrix. The reason is that if the generators

of Gl and Gν are diagonalized by Ul and Uν respectively, ρ3(h)Ul and ρ3(h)Uν would diagonalize those of

G′
l and G

′
ν . On the other hand, if the left-handed lepton fields are assigned to the complex-conjugate of

the triplet representation, the lepton mixing matrix would be complex conjugated, so that the predictions

for the lepton mixing angles are unchanged and the signs of the CP violation phases are inverted.

6.1.1 Fully preserved residual symmetry Gν = K4

As already mentioned, if the flavour group Gf is of finite order and the residual symmetries Gl and Gν

distinguish the three families of charged leptons and neutrinos then the lepton mixing matrix would be

completely determined by the residual symmetries, regardless of the lepton masses or any other parameter

of the underlying theory [259–263]. This is the so-called direct model building approach [88, 378]. This

happens, for instance, if Gν is the Klein group K4 and Gl is a cyclic group Zn with n ≥ 3 or the product

of several cyclic groups. A complete classification of all resulting mixing matrices has been performed by

using theorems on roots of unity [261]. One finds that the lepton mixing matrix can take 17 sporadic

patterns plus one infinite series, and only the latter could be compatible with the experimental data,

g′ν = hgνh
−1, where h is an element of Gf .
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given as [261,263]

U =
1√
3




√
2 cos θ 1 −

√
2 sin θ

−
√
2 cos

(
θ − π

3

)
1

√
2 sin

(
θ − π

3

)

−
√
2 cos

(
θ + π

3

)
1

√
2 sin

(
θ + π

3

)


 , (6.7)

where θ is a rational multiple of π, with its exact value completely determined by group-theoretical

considerations. This result is consistent with comprehensive scanning over the finite groups and possible

symmetry breaking patterns [262, 263, 379]. We obtain the following expressions for the lepton mixing

angles

sin2 θ13 =
2

3
sin2 θ, sin2 θ12 =

1

1 + 2 cos2 θ
, sin2 θ23 =

2 sin2(θ − π
3 )

1 + 2 cos2 θ
. (6.8)

Combining the above equations one sees that the three mixing angles depend on a single parameter θ,

consequently the following relations must be satisfied,

3 sin2 θ12 cos
2 θ13 = 1, sin2 θ23 =

1

2
± 1

2
tan θ13

√
2− tan2 θ13 . (6.9)

Using the best fit value of the reactor mixing angle sin2 θ13 ≃ 0.022 for NO [24,25] we get

sin2 θ12 ≃ 0.341, sin2 θ23 ≃ 0.605 or 0.395 . (6.10)

The value of solar mixing angle is within the experimentally preferred 2σ region, the atmospheric angle

sin2 θ23 ≃ 0.605 lies in the 3σ region, while another possible value sin2 θ23 ≃ 0.395 is disfavored by the

present data [24,25]. As regards the CP violation phases, the Majorana phases are unconstrained 21 and

the Dirac CP phase vanishes

sin δCP = 0 . (6.11)

Notice that current measurements still do not provide a fully robust global CP determination [24,25].

In order to reproduce the experimentally favored mixing angles the minimal flavour symmetry group

is Gf = (Z18 × Z6)⋊ S3 [260,263] for Majorana neutrinos, while for Dirac neutrinos the minimal flavour

group is Gf = (Z9 × Z3) ⋊ S3 [263]. Hence the order of the flavour symmetry group should be at least

648 and 162 for Majorana and Dirac neutrinos, respectively, leading to a realistic value of θ = π/18. In

concrete models, the residual symmetries Gl and Gν are spoiled by higher order terms involving flavon

fields. These induce corrections suppressed by the flavon VEVs with respect to the flavor scale.

6.1.2 Partially preserved residual symmetry Gν = Z2

The idea of partially preserved residual symmetry was proposed [381–384] in order to accommodate a

non-zero Dirac CP violation phase δℓ and degrade the order of the flavour symmetry. In this approach,

part of the residual symmetry of the neutrino mass matrix arises from the assumed flavour symmetry at

21One can predict the values of Majorana phases by including the generalized CP symmetry. For instance, for the flavor
symmetry ∆(6n2) = (Zn × Zn) ⋊ S3 in combination with CP, the Majorana phase ϕ12 can take several discrete values for
each n, namely ϕ13 is a multiple of π/2 [380] if residual K4 flavor symmetry and CP symmetry are preserved by neutrino
mass matrix.
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high the energy scale. A widely studied scenario is that a Z2 (instead of K4) subgroup is preserved in the

neutrino sector, i.e. the residual group is Gν = Zgν
2 , where gν refers to the generator of Gν . Note that

the presentation rule of the cyclic group Zg
n is Zg

n ≡
{
1, g, g2, . . . , gn−1

}
.

The invariance of the neutrino mass matrix under Zgν
2 requires that Eq. (6.2) holds. Consequently

the residual flavour symmetry imposes the following restriction on the unitary transformation

U †
νρ3(gν)Uν = ±P T

ν diag(1,−1,−1)Pν , (6.12)

where Pν is a permutation matrix, and we have taken into account that the eigenvalues of ρ3(gν) is +1

or −1, since gν is of order two. Let us denote U0 as a diagonalization matrix of ρ3(gν) with

U †
0ρ3(gν)U0 = ±diag(1,−1,−1) , (6.13)

Then the unitary transformation Uν would be of the form

Uν = U0U23(θ, δ)Pν , (6.14)

where U23(θ, δ) is a block diagonal complex unitary rotation,

U23(θ, δ) =




1 0 0

0 cos θ sin θe−iδ

0 − sin θeiδ cos θ


 . (6.15)

Notice that, since the residual Z2 flavour symmetry can not fully distinguish the three neutrino families in

this case, only one column of Uν is numerically fixed. In the charged lepton sector, a residual subgroup Gl

is preserved, so that the unitary transformation Ul obeys the condition U
†
l ρ3(gl)Ul = diag(eiαe , eiαµ , eiατ )

as shown in Eq. (6.4), where αe,µ,τ are rational multiples of π. Thus the assumed residual symmetry

allows us to determine the lepton mixing matrix in terms of two free parameters as

U = U †
l U0U23(θ, δ)Pν . (6.16)

Hence only one column is fixed by residual symmetry in this case, and this is dubbed semi-direct approach

in [88]. For example, if the flavour group is S4 and the residual symmetries are chosen as Gν = ZSU
2 and

Gl = ZT
3 , then U0 = UTBM and the lepton mixing is

U =
1√
6




2
√
2 cos θ

√
2 e−iδ sin θ

−1
√
2 cos θ −

√
3 eiδ sin θ

√
3 cos θ +

√
2 e−iδ sin θ

−1
√
2 cos θ +

√
3 eiδ sin θ −

√
3 cos θ +

√
2 e−iδ sin θ


 . (6.17)

We see that the first column is (2/
√
6,−1/

√
6,−1/

√
6)T which is in common with the TBM mixing

pattern [296–298]. In fact, this is exactly the TM1 lepton mixing matrix in Eq. (3.7) [316–318]. In
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Figure 18: Contours of |δCP /π| in the sin2 θ23−sin2 θ13 plane. The left panel is for the case that the fixed
column is (2/

√
6,−1/

√
6,−1/

√
6)T (TM1), and the right panel is for (1/

√
3, 1/

√
3, 1/

√
3)T (TM2). The

global-fit allowed oscillation regions corresponding to 90%, 95% and 99% confidence level are shown [24,25]

figure 18 we plot the contour of |δCP | in the plane sin2 θ23 versus sin θ13. The value of the Dirac CP phase

δCP is not too constrained, as long as the atmospheric mixing angle θ23 remains poorly measured.

On the other hand, if the residual groups are Gν = ZS
2 and Gl = ZT

3 for either A4 or S4 flavour

symmetry, one column of the lepton mixing matrix is enforced to be (1/
√
3, 1/

√
3, 1/

√
3)T with,

U =
1√
6




2 cos θ
√
2 2e−iδ sin θ

− cos θ −
√
3 eiδ sin θ

√
2

√
3 cos θ − e−iδ sin θ

− cos θ +
√
3 eiδ sin θ

√
2 −

√
3 cos θ − e−iδ sin θ


 , (6.18)

which is exactly the tri-maximal mixing pattern TM2 in Eq. (3.10) [252, 321–323]. The predictions for

the Dirac phase δCP are shown in figure 18. The figure refers to the case of normal mass ordering, with

very similar results for the case of inverse-ordered masses.

6.2 Combining flavour and CP symmetry

We saw how a non-vanishing Dirac CP phase can be obtained if a Z2 rather than the Klein group K4

is the residual flavour symmetry preserved by the neutrino mass matrix. However, δCP can vary within

a wide region. Moreover, the Majorana phases can not be predicted just from the flavour symmetry. In

order to understand the CP violating phases, one can impose a generalized CP (gCP) symmetry [341–343],

see [264,344,385] for discussions of gCP to the lepton flavor mixing problem. A simple example is the µ−τ
reflection symmetry [252–256], see Ref. [386] for review. The µ− τ reflection symmetry is a combination

of the canonical CP transformation with the µ − τ exchange symmetry, which exchanges a muon (tau)
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neutrino with a tau (muon) antineutrino,




νe

νµ

ντ


 7→




νce

νcτ

νcµ


 =




1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0







νce

νcµ

νcτ


 . (6.19)

Notice that the generalized CP transformation matrix is not diagonal in family space. In the charged

lepton mass basis, the neutrino mass matrix invariant under µ− τ reflection has the following form

mν =




a b b∗

b c d

b∗ d c∗


 , (6.20)

where a and d are real, b and c are complex numbers. As a result, both atmospheric mixing angle θ23 and

Dirac CP phase would be maximal, while Majorana phases take CP conserving values. These should be

contrasted with present neutrino oscillation data [24,25]. Deviations of θ23 and δCP from maximal values

can easily arise from a more general µ − τ reflection symmetry acting on the neutrino sector. Such CP

transformation is of the following form [257],




νe

νµ

ντ


 7→




νce

cosΘ νcµ + i sinΘ νcτ

cosΘ νcτ + i sinΘ νcµ


 =




1 0 0

0 cosΘ i sinΘ

0 i sinΘ cosΘ







νce

νcµ

νcτ


 , (6.21)

where the angle Θ characterizes the CP transformation. It reduces to the µ − τ reflection symmetry in

the limit of Θ = π/2. The atmospheric mixing angle θ23 and Dirac phase δCP are predicted to be strongly

correlated as follows [257],

sin2 δCP sin2 2θ23 = sin2Θ , (6.22)

while the Majorana phases take on trivial CP conserving values. The correlation in Eq. (6.22) allows us

to predict the range of the Dirac CP violating phase | sin δCP | as a function of the parameter Θ as shown

in figure 19. Note that the sign of δCP can not be fixed.

6.2.1 Mathematical consistency

Family symmetries can be generated if one successively performs two generalized CP transformations.

Hence generalized CP symmetries can be thought of as associated to some underlying flavour symmetry.

A convenient strategy for defining such CP transformations is to start from a flavour symmetry group Gf

and find all possible CP transformations HCP which can generate the given flavour group transformations.

The purpose of this section is to determine the restricted lepton mixing matrices that can be obtained

from discrete flavour and CP symmetries.

It is highly non-trivial to define a CP transformation consistently in the presence of a family symmetry

Gf [264, 344, 385, 387]. Let us consider a set of fields φ in a generic irreducible representation r of Gf ,
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Figure 19: | sin δCP | regions versus Θ characterizing the generalized µ−τ reflection, where θ23 is required
to lie in its 3σ allowed range [24,25].

transforming under the action of Gf as

φ(x)
Gf−→ ρr(g)φ(x), g ∈ Gf , (6.23)

where ρr(g) denotes the representation matrix for any element g in the irreducible representation r. The

generalized CP acts on φ as

φ(x)
CP−→ Xr φ

∗(xP) , (6.24)

where xP = (t,−x⃗), and Xr is the CP transformation matrix in flavor space, assumed to be a unitary

matrix, so as to leave the kinetic term invariant 22. A physical CP transformation should map each field

φ(x) in any irreducible representation r of Gf into its complex conjugate φ∗(xP) in the complex represen-

tation r∗ [387]. If we first perform a CP transformation, then apply a flavour symmetry transformation,

and subsequently an inverse CP transformation we obtain

φ(x)
CP−→ Xr φ

∗(xP)
Gf−→ Xrρ

∗
r(g)φ

∗(xP)
CP−1

−→ Xrρ
∗
r(g)X

−1
r φ(x) . (6.25)

As shown in figure 20, the theory should still be invariant since it is invariant under each transformation

individually. To make the theory consistent the resulting net transformation should be equivalent to a

flavour symmetry transformation ρr(g
′) of some flavour group element g′, i.e.

Xrρ
∗
r(g)X

−1
r = ρr(g

′), g, g′ ∈ Gf (6.26)

22When φ denotes a spinor, the obvious action of CP on the spinor indices is understood.
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1

Figure 20: The consistency condition for flavour and generalized CP symmetries.

where the elements g and g′ are independent of the representation r. Eq. (6.26) is the important consis-

tency condition which must be fulfilled for all irreducible representations of Gf in order to ensure gen-

eralized CP and flavour symmetry invariance simultaneously. If the condition Eq. (6.26) is not fulfilled,

the group Gf is not the full symmetry group of the Lagrangian, and one would have to consider a larger

group, which closes under CP transformations. The allowed form of the generalized CP transformations

is strongly restricted by the consistency condition of Eq. (6.26).

In practice, it suffices to consider the consistency conditions for the generators of Gf . It is remarkable

that both eiθXr and ρr(h)Xr satisfy the consistency condition Eq. (6.26) for a generalized CP transfor-

mation Xr, where θ is real and h is any element of Gf . For a well-defined CP transformation Xr, ρr(h)Xr

is also a viable CP transformation for any h ∈ Gf . The two CP transformations Xr and ρr(h)Xr differ

by a flavour symmetry transformation ρr(h). Since the latter is certainly a symmetry of the Lagrangean,

these two CP transformations are indistinguishable. Moreover, Eq. (6.26) implies that the generalized

CP transformation Xr maps the group element g into g′ and the flavour group multiplication is preserved

under this mapping, i.e. Xrρ
∗
r(g1g2)X

−1
r = Xrρ

∗
r(g1)X

−1
r Xrρ

∗
r(g2)X

−1
r . Therefore the CP transformation

Xr defines a homomorphism u : g → g′, g, g′ ∈ Gf of the family symmetry group Gf . Note that the

homomorphism u′ associated with the CP transformation ρr(h)Xr for any h ∈ Gf is related to u by

conjugation:

u′(g) = hu(g)h−1, ∀ h, g ∈ Gf . (6.27)

Notice that when ρr is a faithful representation, the elements g and g′ have the same order, the mapping

defined in Eq. (6.26) is bijective, and thus the associated CP transformation becomes an automorphism,

see Ref. [344] for a more formal treatment. Furthermore, taking trace on both sides of the consistency

condition in Eq. (6.26), we find that the group characters χr fulfill

χr(g
′) = tr[ρr(g

′)] = tr[Xrρ
∗
r(g)X

−1
r ] = tr[ρ∗r(g)] = tr[ρ†r(g)] = χr(g

−1) . (6.28)

Hence g′ and g−1 should be in the same conjugacy class, that is to say the CP transformation corresponds

to a class-inverting automorphism of Gf . As a consequence, when determining the generalized CP trans-

formation compatible with a flavour symmetry group Gf it is sufficient to focus on the class-inverting

automorphisms. Because g and g′ in Eq. (6.26) are generally different group elements, flavour transfor-
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mations and CP transformations in general do not commute. Hence the mathematical structure of the

group comprising Gf and generalized CP is in general a semi-direct product, and the full symmetry is

Gf ⋊HCP [264], where HCP is the group generated by generalized CP transformations. The semi-direct

product would reduce to a direct product in the case g = g′.

6.2.2 Implications of residual flavour and CP symmetries

The presence of generalized CP allows for more symmetry breaking patterns than flavor symmetry alone.

In this approach, the parent flavour and CP symmetries are broken down to different residual subgroups

Gl ⋊H l
CP and Gν ⋊Hν

CP in the charged lepton and neutrino sectors respectively. The mismatch between

the residual symmetries Gl ⋊ H l
CP and Gν ⋊ Hν

CP gives rise to a certain lepton mixing pattern. It is

remarkable that the lepton flavour mixing is fixed by the group structure of Gf ⋊HCP and the residual

symmetries [265,267]. The details of the breaking mechanisms realizing the assumed residual symmetries

are irrelevant. In the following, we present the formalism to determine the residual symmetries on the

charged lepton and neutrino mass matrices. We shall assume neutrinos to be Majorana particles, thus

the residual flavour symmetry Gν is a Z2 or Klein subgroup K4 (Dirac neutrinos can be discussed in a

very similar way). As usual the three generations of left-handed leptons are assumed to transform as a

faithful irreducible triplet 3 of the Gf symmetry.

For the residual symmetry Gl ⋊H l
CP to hold, the Hermitian combination m†

lml of the charged lepton

mass matrix should be invariant under the action of Gl ⋊H l
CP , i.e.,

ρ†3(gl)m
†
lmlρ3(gl) = m†

lml, gl ∈ Gl , (6.29)

X†
l3m

†
lmlXl3 = (m†

lml)
∗, Xl3 ∈ H l

CP , (6.30)

where the charged lepton mass matrixml is given in the convention in which the left-handed (right-handed)

fields are on the right-hand (left-hand) side of ml. We denote the unitary diagonalization matrix of m†
lml

as Ul which satisfies U †
l m

†
lmlUl = diag(m2

e,m
2
µ,m

2
τ ). Once the residual symmetry Gl⋊H l

CP and the triplet

representation 3 are specified, the explicit form of m†
lml can be constructed from Eqs. (6.29, 6.30) in a

straightforward way, and thus Ul can be determined. In fact, one can also directly extract the restrictions

on Ul from Eqs. (6.29,6.30) without working out the explicit form of m†
lml as follows

U †
l ρ3(gl)Ul = ρdiag3 (gl) , U †

l Xl3U
∗
l = Xdiag

l3 , (6.31)

where both ρdiag3 (gl) and X
diag
l3 are diagonal phase matrices.

The first identity in Eq. (6.31) comes from imposing the residual flavour symmetry Gl, and the latter

arises from the residual CP symmetry H l
CP . We see that both ρ3(gl) and m

†
lml can be diagonalized by

the same unitary matrix Ul, and the residual CP transformation Xl3 = UlX
diag
l3 UT

l should be a symmetric

unitary matrix. Moreover, Eq. (6.31) implies that the residual flavour and CP symmetries should satisfy
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the following restricted consistency conditions:

Xlrρ
∗
r(gl)X

−1
lr = ρr(g

−1
l ), gl ∈ Gl , (6.32)

If the residual flavour symmetry Gl distinguishes the three families, the inclusion of generalized CP H l
CP

would not add any information as far as lepton mixing is concerned [335,388]. Likewise, the requirement

that Gν ⋊ Hν
CP is preserved in the neutrino sector implies that the neutrino mass matrix mν must be

invariant under the action of Gν ⋊Hν
CP , i.e.,

ρT3 (gν)mνρ3(gν) = mν , gν ∈ Gν ,

XT
ν3mνXν3 = m∗

ν , Xν3 ∈ Hν
CP .

(6.33)

Since Gν is a Z2 or K4 subgroup for Majorana neutrinos, the eigenvalues of the representation matrix

ρ3(gν) can only be +1 or −1. The diagonalization matrix of mν is denoted as Uν and satisfies UT
ν mνUν =

diag(m1,m2,m3). From Eq. (6.33), we find that the residual symmetry Gν ⋊Hν
CP leads to the following

restrictions on the unitary transformation Uν ,

U †
νρ3(gν)Uν = diag(±1,±1,±1) , U †

νXν3U
∗
ν = diag(±1,±1,±1) . (6.34)

Hence the residual CP transformation Xν3 should be a symmetric matrix [264,265,267] and the restricted

consistency condition in the neutrino sector is

Xνrρ
∗
r(gν)X

−1
νr = ρr(gν), gν ∈ Gν , Xνr ∈ Hν

CP , (6.35)

which implies that the residual flavour symmetry Gν and residual CP symmetry Hν
CP in the neutrino

sector commute with each other. Consequently, for Majorana neutrinos the mathematical structure of

the residual symmetry is a direct product Gν ×Hν
CP . Solving the constraints Eqs. (6.31, 6.34) imposed

by the residual symmetry, one can fix the unitary transformations Ul, Uν and hence the lepton mixing

matrix, as

U = U †
l Uν . (6.36)

In the following, we present several different choices for the residual scheme and the corresponding pre-

dictions for the lepton mixing matrix.

6.3 Predictive scenarios with CP symmetry

Assuming a generalized CP symmetry, the Majorana CP violation phases can be predicted and we have

more choices for the possible residual symmetries. In particular, some scenarios are quite predictive, with

the lepton mixing matrix elements depending only on few free parameters, as shown in table 1. For

notational simplicity, we denote Gl ≡ Gl ⋊H l
CP and Gν ≡ Gν ⋊Hν

CP which are the residual symmetries
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of the charged lepton and neutrino sectors respectively 23. We have assumed that the residual flavour

symmetry Zn with n ≥ 3 is sufficient to distinguish the three generations of charged leptons, otherwise

it can be taken to be a product of cyclic groups. The unitary transformations Σl and Σν are the Takagi

factorizations of the residual CP transformations H l
CP and Hν

CP respectively, in the presence of residual

CP. They should also diagonalize the residual flavour symmetry transformations Gl and Gν respectively.

Moreover, R23(θ) is a rotation matrix in the (23)-plane, Eq. (4.45), while O3(θ1, θ2, θ3) is a general three-

dimensional rotation matrix, Eq. (4.41). Both Pl and Pν are permutation matrices since the neutrino

and charged lepton masses are not constrained by the residual symmetry. Furthermore, Ql and Qν are

diagonal phase matrices, Ql can be absorbed into the charged lepton fields, the non-zero elements of Qν

encoding the CP parity of neutrinos are equal to ±1 and ±i and they can shift the Majorana phases ϕ12

and ϕ13 by ±π/2 or ±π. In what follows, we present two predictive scenarios for illustration.

Gl Gν U number of parameters

Zn K4 × CP Q†
lP

T
l Σ†

lΣνPνQν 0

Zn Z2 × CP Q†
lP

T
l Σ†

lΣνR23(θ)PνQν 1
Z2 × CP K4 × CP ′ Q†

lP
T
l R

T
23(θl)Σ

†
lΣνPνQν

Z2 × CP Z2 × CP ′ Q†
lP

T
l R

T
23(θl)Σ

†
lΣνR23(θν)PνQν 2

Z2 K4 × CP Q†
lP

T
l U

†
23(θl, δl)Σ

†
lΣνPνQν

Zn CP Q†
lP

T
l Σ†

lΣνO3(θ1, θ2, θ3)Qν

3CP K4 × CP ′ Q†
lO

T
3 (θ1, θ2, θ3)Σ

†
lΣνQν

Z2 Z2 × CP Q†
lP

T
l U

†
23(θl, δl)Σ

†
lΣνR23(θν)PνQν

Table 1: Possible choices of residual symmetries and corresponding predictions for lepton mixing matrix,
when the latter depends on up to three free parameters. If the residual CP is absent from Gν , the Majorana
CP phases are not restricted.

6.3.1 Gl = Zn (n ≥ 3), Gν = Z2 × CP

We consider the scenario where the three families of left-handed leptons transform inequivalently as one-

dimensional representations under the residual flavour symmetry Gl = Zn with n ≥ 3, so that they are

distinguished by the abelian subgroup Gl. The representation matrix ρ3(gl) can be diagonalized by a

unitary matrix Σl fulfilling Σ†
l ρ3(gl)Σl = ρdiag3 (gl), where the three columns of Σl are formed by the

three eigenvectors of ρ3(gl) and Σl is determined up to an arbitrary diagonal unitary matrix Ql and a

permutation matrix Pl. Eq. (6.31) implies that the charged lepton diagonalization matrix Ul coincides

with Σl, i.e.,

Ul = ΣlPlQl . (6.37)

Concerning the neutrino sector, since Xν3 is a symmetric and unitary matrix, by performing the Takagi

factorization Xν3 can be written as

Xν3 = ΣνΣ
T
ν , with Σ†

νρ3(gν)Σν = ±diag(1,−1,−1) . (6.38)

23In concrete model building, one could possibly have more branches of residual symmetry [389–392].

65



The procedure of obtaining the unitary matrix Σν has been given in [345]. The neutrino diagonalization

matrix Uν satisfying the conditions in Eq. (6.34) is determined to be of the following form [264,345]

Uν = ΣνR23(θ)PνQν , (6.39)

where R23(θ) stands for a rotation matrix through an angle θ in the (23)-plane and it takes the form

of Eq. (4.45), and Pν is a generic permutation matrix. Here Qν in Eq. (6.39) is a diagonal matrix with

elements equal to ±1 and ±i. Hence, without loss of generality it can be given as,

Qν =




1 0 0

1 ik1 0

0 0 ik2


 (6.40)

with k1,2 = 0, 1, 2, 3. Hence the lepton mixing matrix U is of the form [264,265,345]

U = U †
l Uν = Q†

lP
T
l Σ†

lΣνR23(θ)PνQν . (6.41)

Notice that, as usual, the phase matrix Ql can be absorbed into the charged lepton fields [30], while

the effect of Qν is to shift the Majorana CP phases ϕ12 and ϕ13 by integral multiples of π/2. It is

remarkable that the lepton mixing matrix is constrained to only depend on a single free parameter θ,

whose value can be fixed by the precisely measured reactor mixing angle θ13. We can therefore predict

the values of the other two mixing angles θ12, θ23 as well as the CP violation phases. The lepton mixing

matrix is determined up to possible permutations of rows and columns, since both neutrino and charged

lepton masses are not constrained in this approach. Moreover, the Z2 residual flavour symmetry can

only distinguish one neutrino family from the other two generations, so that only one column of the

lepton mixing matrix is fixed through the choice of residual symmetry, as can be seen from Eq. (6.41).

Comparing with the oscillation data in Eqs. (1.23, 1.24), one can determine the phenomenologically

allowed permutation matrices Pl and Pν .

It follows from the above that, for any postulated residual symmetry subgroups Gl and Z2 ×CP , the

lepton mixing matrix can be extracted by using Eq. (6.41) in a simple manner, the recipe is summarized

in figure 21. The predicted lepton mixing matrix only depends on the structure of the symmetry group

Gf ⋊ HCP and the assumed residual symmetry, regardless of the underlying dynamics which breaks

Gf ⋊HCP down to the residual subgroup.

As an illustration, we consider the S4 flavor symmetry in combination with the generalized CP symme-

try. The group theory and representation of S4 are given in B. The outer automorphism group of S4 is triv-

ial [320,344], all the automorphisms of S4 are inner automorphisms which are group conjugations. Without

loss of generality it is sufficient to consider the representative automorphism u : (s, t, u) → (s, t−1, u), where

s, t and u are the generators of S4, the corresponding generalized CP transformation X0
r is determined
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23( ) ( )T
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,

1, 1)

TX

g
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  
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3

†
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lgg   =
3

Figure 21: The model independent predictions for lepton mixing matrix for the preserved residual
symmetry abelian subgroup Gl and Z2 × CP in the charged lepton and neutrino sectors respectively.

by the following consistency equations

X0
rρ

∗
r(s)

(
X0

r

)−1
= ρr(u(s)) = ρr(s) ,

X0
rρ

∗
r(t)

(
X0

r

)−1
= ρr(u(t)) = ρr(t

2) ,

X0
rρ

∗
r(u)

(
X0

r

)−1
= ρr(u(u)) = ρr(u) . (6.42)

From the explicit form of the representation matrices in Eqs. (B.3, B.4, B.5), it follows that X0
r is the

unit matrix up to an arbitrary overall phase,

X0
r = 1 . (6.43)

Including the family symmetry transformation, the generalized CP transformation consistent with the S4

symmetry is given by [320,325,335]

Xr = ρr(g)X
0
r = ρr(g), g ∈ S4 . (6.44)

It was found that three sets of residual symmetries are compatible with the experimental data [264].

Notice that a fourth residual symmetry with Gl = Zt
3, Gν = Zsu

2 , Xν = 1 is not phenomenologically

viable, since the reactor and atmospheric angles can not be accommodated simultaneously.

(i) Gl = Zt
3, Gν = Zs

2 , Xν = 1
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In this case, the unitary transformation Σl is the unit matrix since the representation matrix ρ3(t) is

diagonal, and the Takagi factorization matrix Σν is found to be

Σν =
1√
6




√
2 2 0

√
2 −1

√
3

√
2 −1 −

√
3


 . (6.45)

Hence the lepton mixing matrix is determined to be

U =
1√
6




2 cos θ
√
2 2 sin θ

− cos θ −
√
3 sin θ

√
2

√
3 cos θ − sin θ

− cos θ +
√
3 sin θ

√
2 −

√
3 cos θ − sin θ


Qν , (6.46)

where we have taken Pν = P12 such that (1, 1, 1)T /
√
3 is in the second column, in order to be consistent

with experimental data. We can extract the lepton mixing parameters as follows,

sin2 θ13 =
2

3
sin2 θ , sin2 θ23 =

1

2
−

√
3 sin 2θ

2(2 + cos 2θ)
=

1

2
± 1

2
tan θ13

√
2− tan2 θ13 ,

sin2 θ12 =
1

2 + cos 2θ
=

1

3 cos2 θ13
, sin 2ϕ12 = sin 2ϕ13 = sin δCP = 0 . (6.47)

Using the experimental best fit value (sin2 θ13)
bf = 0.022 [24,25], we find the solar mixing angle sin2 θ12 ≃

0.341 and the atmospheric angle

sin2 θ23 ≃
{
0.426 for θ < π/2

0.574 for θ > π/2
. (6.48)

The Dirac and Majorana CP phases are determined to take on CP conserving values in this case.

(ii) Gl = Zt
3, Gν = Zs

2 , Xν = u

This case differs from the previous one in the residual CP Xν . The unitary matrix Σν is

Σν =
1√
6




√
2 i 2i 0

√
2 i −i

√
3

√
2 i −i −

√
3


 . (6.49)

Consequently, for Pν = P12, the lepton mixing matrix is fixed to be

U =
1√
6




2 cos θ
√
2 2 sin θ

− cos θ + i
√
3 sin θ

√
2 − sin θ − i

√
3 cos θ

− cos θ − i
√
3 sin θ

√
2 − sin θ + i

√
3 cos θ


Qν . (6.50)
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We can extract the lepton mixing parameters as

sin2 θ13 =
2

3
sin2 θ , sin2 θ12 =

1

2 + cos 2θ
=

1

3 cos2 θ13
,

sin2 θ23 =
1

2
, | sin δCP | = 1 , sin 2ϕ12 = sin 2ϕ13 = 0 . (6.51)

Because the µ− τ reflection symmetry Xν = u is imposed on the neutrino mass matrix [252–255], both

atmospheric angle θ23 and Dirac CP phase δCP are maximal, while the Majorana CP phases ϕ12 and ϕ13

are trivial.

(iii) Gl = Zt
3, Gν = Zsu

2 , Xν = u

The Takagi factorization matrix Σν is determined to be

Σν =
1√
6




2i
√
2 i 0

−i
√
2 i −

√
3

−i
√
2 i

√
3


 . (6.52)

Using the mater formula Eq. (6.41), we obtain the lepton mixing matrix as

U =
1√
6




2
√
2 cos θ

√
2 sin θ

−1
√
2 cos θ − i

√
3 sin θ

√
2 sin θ + i

√
3 cos θ

−1
√
2 cos θ + i

√
3 sin θ

√
2 sin θ − i

√
3 cos θ


Qν . (6.53)

The predictions for mixing angles and CP violation phases are

sin2 θ13 =
1

3
sin2 θ , sin2 θ12 =

1 + cos 2θ

5 + cos 2θ
=

1− 3 sin2 θ13
3 cos2 θ13

,

sin2 θ23 =
1

2
, | sin δCP | = 1 , sin 2ϕ12 = sin 2ϕ13 = 0 . (6.54)

For (sin2 θ13)
bf = 0.022 [24, 25] we find, from Eq. (6.54), the solar mixing angle as sin2 θ12 ≃ 0.318.

Similar to case ii, the µ− τ reflection symmetry Xν = u implies maximal values of θ23 and δCP , and CP

conserving values of ϕ12,ϕ13.

The values of the effective |mββ | parameter characterizing the 0νββ decay amplitude can be determined

for the viable cases associated to the lepton mixing matrices in Eqs. (6.46, 6.50, 6.53). This effective mass

parameter depends on the CP parity encoded in Qν . Since the rotation angle θ is strongly constrained

by the reactor angle θ13 and the Majorana phases can be predicted, the effective mass |mββ | is severely

restricted, as shown in figure 22. The narrow width of each band comes from varying θ13 and the neutrino

mass squared differences over their allowed 3σ ranges [24].

For inverted neutrino mass ordering, the term proportional to m3 in |mββ | is suppressed by the small

values of m3 and sin2 θ13, consequently the value of k2 is almost irrelevant. For (k1, k2) = (0, 0), (0, 1),

the effective mass mββ is close to the upper boundary of the IO region obtained by using the 3σ global
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Case: iii

IO: (k1,k2)=(0,0), (0,1)

IO: (k1,k2)=(1,0), (1,1)

NO: (k1,k2)=(0,0)

NO: (k1,k2)=(0,1)

NO: (k1,k2)=(1,0)

NO: (k1,k2)=(1,1)

Figure 22: Predicted effective Majorana neutrino mass |mββ | for three viable mixing patterns when
the S4 flavour symmetry and CP symmetry are broken to an Abelian subgroup and Z2 × CP in the
charged lepton sector and neutrino sector respectively. The red (blue) dashed lines indicate the most
general allowed regions for IO (NO) neutrino mass ordering obtained by varying the mixing parameters
in their 3σ ranges [24, 25]. The current experimental bound |mββ | < (36 − 156)meV at 90% C.L. from
KamLAND-Zen [125] and the future sensitivity ranges |mββ | < (9.0−21) meV from LEGEND-1000 [126]
and |mββ | < (6.1− 27) meV from nEXO [127] are indicated by light brown, light yellow and light green
horizontal bands respectively. The vertical grey exclusion band represents the bound

∑
imi < 0.120eV

from Planck at 95% C.L. [128,129].

data, while |mββ | is close to the lower boundary of IO for (k1, k2) = (1, 0), (1, 1).

Symmetry breaking patterns of abelian subgroups in the charged lepton sector and Z2 × CP in the

neutrino sector have also been studied for many flavour symmetry groups combined with generalized CP,

such as A4 [264,388,393], S4 [264,320,325,335,394–396], ∆(27) [397,398], ∆(48) [399,400], A5 [401–405],

∆(96) [406] and the infinite group series ∆(3n2) = (Zn × Zn) ⋊ Z3 [407, 408], ∆(6n2) = (Zn × Zn) ⋊
S3 [407, 409] and D

(1)
9n,3n = (Z9n × Z3n) ⋊ S3 [410]. For popular flavour symmetries A4, S4 and A5, the

Dirac CP phase is predicted to take simple values δCP = 0, π,±π/2, and the Majorana phases take on

CP conserving values for the experimentally viable mixing patterns. Moreover, the values of the Dirac
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CP phase and atmospheric mixing angle are correlated in flavor groups A4, S4 and A5, the atmospheric

angle is maximal for δCP = ±π/2 and non-maximal for δCP = 0, π. Both Dirac and Majorana CP phases

can depend nontrivially on the parameter θ for larger flavour symmetry groups such as ∆(96) [406]. A

systematical classification of the possible mixing patterns resulting from the pair of residual symmetry

subgroups {Gl, Z2 × CP} has been performed [345]. The neutrino mixing patterns compatible with

oscillation data are given as follows [345]:

U I(a) =
1√
3




√
2 sinφ1 eiφ2

√
2 cosφ1√

2 cos
(
φ1 − π

6

)
− eiφ2 −

√
2 sin

(
φ1 − π

6

)
√
2 cos

(
φ1 +

π
6

)
eiφ2 −

√
2 sin

(
φ1 +

π
6

)


R23(θ)Qν ,

U I(b) =
1√
3




√
2 cosφ1 eiφ2

√
2 sinφ1

−
√
2 sin

(
φ1 − π

6

)
− eiφ2

√
2 cos

(
φ1 − π

6

)

−
√
2 sin

(
φ1 +

π
6

)
eiφ2

√
2 cos

(
φ1 +

π
6

)


R12(θ)Qν ,

U II =
1√
3




eiφ1 1 eiφ2

ωeiφ1 1 ω2eiφ2

ω2eiφ1 1 ωeiφ2


R13(θ)Qν ,

U III =
1√
3




√
2eiφ1 sinφ2 1

√
2eiφ1 cosφ2√

2eiφ1 cos
(
φ2 +

π
6

)
1 −

√
2eiφ1 sin

(
φ2 +

π
6

)

−
√
2eiφ1 cos

(
φ2 − π

6

)
1

√
2eiφ1 sin

(
φ2 − π

6

)


R13(θ)Qν ,

U IV (a) =
1√

2
√
5ϕg




−
√
2ϕg

√
2 0

1 ϕg −
√√

5ϕg

1 ϕg

√√
5ϕg


R13(θ)Qν ,

U IV (b) =
1√

2
√
5ϕg




−
√
2ϕgi

√
2 0

i ϕg −
√√

5ϕg

i ϕg

√√
5ϕg


R13(θ)Qν ,

UV =
1

2




ϕg 1 ϕg − 1

ϕg − 1 − ϕg 1

1 1− ϕg − ϕg


R23(θ)Qν ,

UV I =
1

2
√
3




(
√
3− 1)eiφ 2 − (

√
3 + 1)ei(φ+

3π
4 )

−(
√
3 + 1)eiφ 2 (

√
3− 1)ei(φ+

3π
4 )

2eiφ 2 2ei(φ+
3π
4 )


R13(θ)Qν ,

UV II =
1

2
√
6




−
√
3

s3
2
√
2 s2−s1

s1s2√
3

s2
2
√
2 − s1+s3

s1s3√
3

s1
2
√
2 s2+s3

s2s3


R23(θ)Qν , (6.55)

up to row and column permutations, where sn ≡ sin(2nπ/7) with n = 1, 2, 3 and Rij(θ) is the rotation
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matrix through an angle θ in the (ij)-plane. The parameters φ1, φ2 and φ are group theoretical indices

characterizing the flavour group and the residual symmetry and they can only take some discrete values

for a given flavour symmetry. The possible values of φ1, φ2 and φ for different finite flavour group Gf

up to order 2000 and the corresponding predictions for lepton mixing parameters are given in [345]. It is

remarkable that the above mixing patterns can be obtained from the flavour groups ∆(6n2), D
(1)
9n,3n, A5

and Σ(168) in combination with generalized CP symmetry.

As shown in table 1, if the residual symmetries K4 ×CP and Z2 ×CP ′ are preserved in the neutrino

and charged lepton sectors respectively, the lepton mixing matrix would only depends on a single real

parameter θ as well. In this case, one row of the mixing matrix is completely fixed by residual symmetry,

regardless of the free parameter θ.

It turns out that only one type of mixing pattern can accommodate the oscillation data [345]:

UV III =
1

2
RT

13(θ)




√
2eiφ1 −

√
2eiφ1 0

1 1 −
√
2eiφ2

1 1
√
2eiφ2


Qν , (6.56)

where φ1 and φ2 take discrete values determined by the choice of the residual symmetry and the flavour

symmetry group.

6.3.2 Gl = Z2 × CP , Gν = Z2 × CP ′

The residual subgroups in both the neutrino and charged lepton sectors are of the structure Z2 × CP in

this scheme [282,284,395]. Since the neutrino sector still preserves the residual symmetry Zgν
2 ×Xν , the

unitary transformation Uν is given by Eq. (6.39). The residual symmetry of the charged lepton sector

is denoted as Zgl
2 × Xl in this scheme, and the constrained consistency condition in Eq. (6.32) should

be fulfilled, i.e., Xlrρ
∗
r(gl)X

−1
lr = ρr(gl). The three families of left-handed lepton doublets are assigned

to transform as a faithful triplet ρ of the flavour group Gf , where the representation ρ can be either

irreducible or reducible. The residual symmetry Zgl
2 ×Xl of the charged lepton sector requires that m†

lml

is invariant under Zgl
2 ×Xl, where ml is the charged lepton mass matrix. Thus the unitary transformation

Ul of the charged leptons should fulfill

U †
l ρ(gl)Ul = diag(±1,±1,±1) , U †

l XlU
∗
l = diag

(
e−iαe , e−iαµ , e−iατ

)
≡ Q†2

l , (6.57)

where Ql = diag
(
eiαe/2, eiαµ/2, eiατ/2

)
is a diagonal phase matrix with αe,µ,τ real. Notice that the eigen-

value of ρ(gl) is +1 or −1 because the generator gl is of order 2. The residual CP transformation Xl should

be a symmetric matrix, otherwise the charged lepton masses would be partially degenerate. Likewise, for

the neutrino sector we can perform the Takagi factorization for Xl as follows

Xl = ΣlΣ
T
l , Σ†

l ρ(gl)Σl = ±diag(1,−1,−1) . (6.58)
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Figure 23: Model-independent predictions for the lepton mixing matrix when the residual symmetry has
the structure Z2 × CP in both neutrino and charged lepton sectors.

Then the residual symmetry constrains Ul to be

Ul = ΣlR23(θl)PlQl (6.59)

where Pl is a generic three-dimensional permutation matrix, since the charged lepton masses are not

predicted in this scheme. Hence the lepton mixing matrix is determined to be of the following form

U = U †
l Uν = Q†

lP
T
l R

T
23(θl)Σ

†
lΣνR23(θν)PνQν , (6.60)

where the phase matrix Ql can be absorbed into the charged lepton fields. In this scenario, the recipe for

extracting the predicted lepton mixing matrix from the residual symmetry is summarized in figure 23.

One sees that the resulting lepton mixing matrix only depends on two free rotation angles θl and θν ,

lying in the range 0 ≤ θl,ν < π. The precisely measured reactor angle θ13 and the solar angle θ12 can be

accommodated for certain values of θl and θν , leading to relations for the other mixing parameters. Notice

that in this scheme only one element of the mixing matrix is fixed to a constant value by the residual

subgroups.

A comprehensive study of the lepton mixing patterns which can arise from the breaking of S4 and

CP symmetries into two distinct Z2 × CP subgroups in the neutrino and charged lepton sectors leads

to eighteen phenomenologically viable cases [395]. In the following, we give one typical example which

predicts non-trivial CP violation phases. The three families of left-handed leptons are embedded in

a triplet 3 of S4, and the residual symmetries of the neutrino and charged lepton mass matrices are

Zst2su
2 ×Xl and Z

s
2 ×Xν respectively, with Xl = t2 and Xν = su. The Takagi factorization Σl and Σν are
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found to be

Σl =
1√
6




2 0 −
√
2

e
iπ
3 −

√
3 e

iπ
3

√
2 e

iπ
3

e−
iπ
3

√
3 e−

iπ
3

√
2 e−

iπ
3


 , Σν =

1√
6




√
2 i 0 −2

√
2 i −

√
3 i 1

√
2 i

√
3 i 1


 (6.61)

The lepton mixing matrix can be easily obtained by using the master formula of Eq. (6.60), one of its

elements is fixed to be 1/
√
2. In order to be compatible with experimental data, the fixed element can

be either the (23) or (33) entry, so that we can take the permutation matrices (Pl, Pν) = (P12, P13) or

(P13.P12, P13). For the first case, (Pl, Pν) = (P12, P13), we find that the lepton mixing parameters are

sin2 θ13 =
1

2
cos2 θl, sin2 θ12 =

1

2
+

(1− 3 cos 2θl) sin 2θν
6− 2 cos 2θl

, sin2 θ23 =
1

2− cos2 θl
, (6.62)

while the CP invariants are determined as

JCP =
sin 2θl cos 2θν

8
√
2

, I1 =
(2 sin 2θl − 3 sin 4θl) cos 2θν

16
√
2

, I2 =
sin θl cos

3 θl cos 2θν

2
√
2

. (6.63)

The Jarlskog invariant JCP of neutrino oscillations is related to δℓ in Eq. (1.22), while the other two

invariants I1 and I2 are given in terms of the basic Majorana phases ϕ12, ϕ13 involved in 0νββ decay, see

section 1. One finds the following expressions [219,411–413],

JCP = Im (U11U33U
∗
13U

∗
31) =

1

8
sin 2θ12 sin 2θ13 sin 2θ23 cos θ13 sin δ

ℓ ,

I1 = Im
(
U2∗
11U

2
12

)
= − sin2 θ12 cos

2 θ12 cos
4 θ13 sin 2ϕ12,

I2 = Im
(
U2∗
11U

2
13

)
= − cos2 θ12 cos

2 θ13 sin
2 θ13 sin 2ϕ13 . (6.64)

The lepton mixing matrices corresponding to the two kinds of permutations (Pl, Pν) = (P13.P12, P13)

and (Pl, Pν) = (P12, P13) are related to each other by the exchange of the second and third rows. Thus

the atmospheric angle θ23 and Dirac CP violation phase δℓ become π/2 − θ23 and δℓ + π respectively,

while the other mixing angles θ12, θ13 and the Majorana CP phases ϕ12 and ϕ13 remain unchanged.

The results of the χ2 analysis are presented in table 2. Moreover, a numerical analysis is performed,

with both θl and θν varying freely in the range of 0 to π, requiring all the three lepton mixing angles

to lie in the experimental 3σ regions [24, 25]. In figure 24 we display the 3σ contour regions for sin2 θ12,

sin2 θ13 and sin2 θ23, as well as their experimental best fit values in the θl − θν plane. Dashed (solid)

lines are the best fit mixing-angle values [24, 25]. Left (right) panels are for (Pl, Pν) = (P12, P13) and

(Pl, Pν) = (P13.P12, P13), respectively. One sees that the lepton mixing angles can be accommodated in

the small regions around the best fit points.

In figure 25 we show the contour plots of the CP violation phases δℓ, ϕ12 and ϕ13 in the plane θν versus

θl. The black areas denote the regions where the lepton mixing angles are compatible with oscillation

data within 3σ. These will be testable at forthcoming long baseline neutrino oscillation experiments.

Since all the lepton mixing angles and CP phases are predicted to lie in narrow regions, we also have tight

predictions for the effective Majorana mass of neutrinoless double beta decay, as shown in figure 26.
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(Pl, Pν) χ2
min (θbfl , θbfν )/π sin2 θ13 sin2 θ12 sin2 θ23 δℓ/π

ϕ12/π ϕ13/π
(mod 1/2) (mod 1/2)

NO

(P12, P13) 20.078

(0.433,0.938)

0.022 0.318 0.511
0.539 0.397 0.468

(0.567,0.562)
(0.433,0.562)

1.461 0.103 0.032
(0.567,0.938)

(P13.P12, P13) 37.057

(0.433,0.938)

0.022 0.318 0.489
1.539 0.397 0.468

(0.567,0.562)
(0.433,0.562)

0.461 0.103 0.032
(0.567,0.938)

IO

(P12, P13) 15.352

(0.432,0.938)

0.022 0.318 0.511
0.539 0.396 0.468

(0.568,0.562)
(0.432,0.562)

1.461 0.104 0.032
(0.568,0.938)

(P13.P12, P13) 27.629

(0.432,0.938)

0.022 0.318 0.489
1.539 0.396 0.468

(0.568,0.562)
(0.432,0.562)

0.461 0.104 0.032
(0.568,0.938)

Table 2: χ2 analysis for the residual symmetries Zst2su
2 ×Xl in the charged lepton sector and Zs

2 ×Xν

in the neutrino sector with Xl = t2 and Xν = su. We give the best fit values θbfl and θbfν for θl and θν
corresponding to χ2

min. We also list the mixing angles and CP violating phases at the best fit point.

Figure 24: Contour plots of sin2 θij in the plane θν versus θl for the residual symmetries Zst2su
2 × Xl

in the charged lepton sector and Zs
2 × Xν in the neutrino sector with Xl = t2 and Xν = su. The red,

blue and green areas are the 3σ regions of sin2 θ13, sin
2 θ23 and sin2 θ12 respectively. The dashed lines

correspond to the best fit mixing angle values taken from [24,25].

6.4 Quark and lepton mixing from a common flavour group

Discrete flavour symmetries are particularly suitable to account for the large lepton mixing angles. As

discussed in [259, 263, 270, 278–281] they can also address the quark mixing pattern. Assuming that

the flavour group of quarks is broken down to different residual subgroups in the up- and down-quark

sectors, only the Cabibbo mixing between the first two quark families can be generated with only flavour

symmetry [263, 270, 278, 280, 281]. It is remarkable that the hierarchical quark mixing angles and CP
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Figure 25: Contour plots of the CP violation phases δℓ, ϕ12 and ϕ13 in the θl − θν plane, where the
residual symmetries are Zst2su

2 ×Xl in the charged lepton sector and Zs
2 ×Xν in the neutrino sector with

Xl = t2 and Xν = su. In the black areas all three lepton mixing angles lie within their experimental 3σ
ranges. Here we choose the row and column permutations (Pl, Pν) = (P12, P13), the Dirac CP phase δℓ

changes to δℓ + π while the Majorana phases ϕ12 and ϕ13 are invariant for (Pl, Pν) = (P13.P12, P13).

violation can be explained if the flavour symmetry is extended with CP symmetry and the residual

subgroups of the up- and down-quark sectors are Zgu
2 ×Xu and Zgd

2 ×Xd respectively [282, 284], where

both CP transformations Xu and Xd are unitary and symmetric. The diagonalization matrices Uu and

Ud would be restricted to be of the following form

Uu = ΣuR23(θu)PuQu , Ud = ΣdR23(θd)PdQd (6.65)
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Figure 26: The effective Majorana neutrino mass mββ versus the lightest neutrino mass, for residual

symmetries Zst2su
2 × Xl in the charged lepton and Zs

2 × Xν in the neutrino sector, with Xl = t2 and
Xν = su. Here we adopt the same convention for the different bands as used in figure 22.

where Pu,d are three dimensional permutation matrices, Qu,d are generic phase matrices, and Σu,d are the

Takagi factorizations of Xu,d, fulfilling

Xu = ΣuΣ
T
u , Σ†

uρ(gu)Σu = ±diag(1,−1,−1) ,

Xd = ΣdΣ
T
d , Σ†

dρ(gd)Σd = ±diag(1,−1,−1) . (6.66)

As a consequence, the CKM mixing matrix is predicted as

VCKM = U †
uUd = Q†

uP
T
u R

T
23(θu)Σ

†
uΣdR23(θd)PdQd , (6.67)

which only depends on two free rotation angles θu and θd, limited in the range 0 ≤ θu,d < π. Notice that

both Qu and Qd are unphysical, as they can be absorbed into quark fields. We take the flavour symmetry

as the dihedral group Dn which has only one- and two-dimensional irreducible representations, as shown

in C.

Since the top quark is much heavier than the others, the first two families of left-handed quarks are

assigned to a doublet of Dn, while the third generation is a Dn singlet. Without loss of generality, we can

take (
Q1

Q2

)
∼ 21, Q3 ∼ 11 , (6.68)

where Q1 ≡ (uL, dL)
T , Q2 ≡ (cL, sL)

T , and Q3 ≡ (tL, bL)
T . The dihedral group and CP symmetry are

broken down to ZSRzu

2 ×Xu in up-quark sector and ZSRzd

2 ×Xd in down-quark sector with Xu = R−zu+xu

and Xd = R−zd+xd , where zu, zd = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1, xu = xd = 0 for odd n and xu, xd = 0, n/2 if the group
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index n is even. The Takagi factorization of the residual symmetry ZSRz

2 ×R−z+x is determined to be

Σ =
i2x/n√

2




−e− iπz
n 0 e−

iπz
n

e
iπz
n 0 e

iπz
n

0
√
2 i−2x/n 0


 . (6.69)

From our master formula in Eq. (6.67), we find that the quark mixing matrix takes the following form,

VCKM =




cosφ1 − cd sinφ1 sd sinφ1

cu sinφ1 sdsue
iφ2 + cdcu cosφ1 cdsue

iφ2 − sdcu cosφ1

−su sinφ1 sdcue
iφ2 − cdsu cosφ1 cdcue

iφ2 + sdsu cosφ1


 , (6.70)

up to row and column permutations with

φ1 =
(zu − zd)π

n
, φ2 =

(xu − xd)π

n
(6.71)

and cd ≡ cos θd, sd ≡ sin θd, cu ≡ cos θu, su ≡ sin θu. The parameters φ1 and φ2 depend on the choice of

residual symmetry, and they can take the following discrete values

φ1 (mod 2π) = 0,
1

n
π,

2

n
π, . . . ,

2n− 1

n
π ,

φ2 (mod 2π) = 0,
1

2
π,

3

2
π . (6.72)

One can straightforwardly extract the quark mixing parameters from Eq. (6.70). Eliminating the free

parameters θu and θd, one obtains the following correlations among the quark mixing angles and CP

phase [284],

cos2 θq13 cos
2 θq12 = cos2 φ1, sin δq ≃ sin 2φ1 sinφ2

sin 2θq12 cos
2 θq13 cos θ

q
23

. (6.73)

The experimental data on the CKM matrix can be well accommodated for φ1 = π/14, φ2 = π/2, which

can be achieved from the D14 flavour group with the residual symmetry indices zu = 1, zd = 0, xu = 7,

xd = 0. The best-fit values of θu,d and mixing parameters are determined to be,

θu = 0.01237π, θd = 0.99473π, sin θq12 = 0.22249 ,

sin θq13 = 0.00369, sin θq23 = 0.04206, Jq
CP = 3.104× 10−5 . (6.74)

Notice that sin θq13, sin θ
q
23 and J

q
CP are consistent with the global fit results of the UTfit collaboration [101].

The mixing angle sin θq12 is about 1% smaller than its measured value, so that higher-order corrections in

a concrete model are needed to reconcile it with the data.

The D14 flavour group can also explain the lepton flavour structure if it is broken down to ZSRzl

2 ×Xl

and ZSRzν

2 × Xν in the charged lepton and neutrino sector, respectively, where Xl = R−zl+xl , Xν =

R−zν+xν with zl,ν = 0, 1, . . . , 13 and xl,ν = 0, 7. The lepton mixing matrix has the same form as Eq. (6.70),

the rotation angles θu and θd should be replaced with θl and θν respectively. Choosing the residual
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symmetry indices zl = 4, zν = 0, xl = 7 and xν = 0, we have φ1 = 2π/7 and φ2 = π/2. Choosing the

permutations as Pl = P12P23 and Pν = P13, the lepton mixing angles can be accommodated for certain

values of the free parameters θl,ν :

θbfe = 0.439π, θbfν = 0.811π, χ2
min = 4.147, sin2 θ13 = 0.0220, sin2 θ12 = 0.318 ,

sin2 θ23 = 0.603, δℓ/π = 1.530, ϕ12/π = −0.082 (mod 1/2), ϕ13/π = 1.474 (mod 1/2) . (6.75)

In summary, one sees how the dihedral group as well as the residual symmetry Z2 × CP provide an

interesting opportunity for model building. Indeed, we saw how the D14 flavour symmetry can provide a

unified description of flavour mixing for both quarks and leptons.

If both left-handed quarks and leptons are assigned as irreducible triplets of the flavour symmetry and

the residual symmetry is Z2 ×CP , one finds that ∆(294) is the minimal flavour group that can generate

realistic quark and lepton flavour mixing patterns [283]. In contrast, the singlet plus doublet assignment

seems better than the triplet assignment. Once the CP symmetry is included, the order of the flavour

symmetry group can be reduced considerably, i.e. 28 versus 294 in this scheme.

There are also other schemes to explain the mixing patterns of quarks and leptons using flavour and

CP symmetries. For instance, quark and lepton mixing patterns can arise from the stepwise breaking of

these symmetries to different residual subgroups in different sectors of the theory [285,286], with charged

fermion mass hierarchies generated by operators with different numbers of flavons. For a concrete model

with ∆(384) flavour symmetry see [286].

6.5 Geometrical CP violation

It is well-known that CP symmetry is broken by complex Yukawa couplings in the SM, which leads

to the CP violation in charged current interactions through the CKM matrix. However, the origin of

CP violation is still a mystery. Analogous to the electroweak symmetry, the CP symmetry could be

spontaneously broken by the VEVs of some scalar fields [414]. In models of spontaneous CP violation,

the Lagrangian is invariant under the CP symmetry so that all parameters of the scalar potential are real

in a certain basis. Spontaneous CP violation is achieved through complex VEVs for the Higgs multiplets

which also break the gauge symmetry. Usually the phases of the fields depend on the coupling constants

in the scalar potential.

The phases of the Higgs multiplets could have geometrical values, independently of the potential

parameters if there is an additional (accidental) CP symmetry of the potential. The resulting CP breaking

vacua lead to the so-called geometrical CP violation or calculable phases [415]. It has been shown that

more than two Higgs doublets and non-abelian symmetry relating the Higgs multiplets are necessary

conditions in order to realize the geometrical CP violation. It turns out that ∆(27) and ∆(54) are the

smallest groups which lead to calculable phases [415,416].

If one assigns three Higgs doubletsH ≡ (H1, H2, H3) to a triplet of ∆(27) or ∆(54), the scalar potential
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has only one relevant phase dependent term, i.e.

V = V0 +


λ4

∑

i ̸=j ̸=k

(H†
iHj)(H

†
iHk) + h.c.


 . (6.76)

The traditional CP transformation Hi
CP−−→ H∗

i forces the coupling λ4 to be real. Then one can obtain the

following two possible vacua with calculable phases [415]

⟨H⟩ =
v√
3




1

ω

ω2


 , λ4 < 0 ,

⟨H⟩ =
v√
3




ω2

1

1


 , λ4 > 0 . (6.77)

The same scalar potential as Eq. (6.76) and calculable phases in Eq. (6.77) can be obtained from other

non-abelian symmetry groups such as ∆(3n2) [417] and ∆(6n2) [418], where n is a multiple of 3.

The observed fermion masses and flavor mixings could possibly be accommodated if one properly

assigns the transformations of fermion fields under the symmetry group [416]. In short, the geometrical

CP violation arises from the correct interplay among the scalar content, non-abelian symmetry group and

CP symmetry.
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7 Testing flavor and CP symmetries

As shown above, discrete flavor and generalized CP symmetries allow us to predict the lepton mixing

matrix in terms of few parameters. Eliminating free parameters generally leads to correlations among

the lepton mixing angles and CP violation phases. Such predictions are often called lepton mixing sum

rules in the literature, though they are not always strictly so. For example, for the residual symmetry

Gl = Zn (n ≥ 3), Gν = Z2 ×CP discussed in section 6.3.1, the lepton mixing matrix depends on a unique

real parameter θ, as shown in Eq. (6.41). The parameter θ becomes determined in terms of the precisely

measured reactor mixing angle θ13, leading to sharp predictions for the leptonic mixing angles and CP

violation phases that can be tested at current and future neutrino oscillation experiments.

Ultimately they could be used to distinguish different symmetry-based flavor models. It is remarkable

that, besides the mixing angles, flavor symmetry in combination with generalized CP symmetry allows us

to predict both the Dirac and Majorana leptonic CP violation phases. Hence the effective neutrino mass

|mββ | is constrained to lie within narrow regions, as can be seen from figures 22 and 26.

As a result one could also test flavor and CP symmetries by confronting with the data of the current

and forthcoming 0νββ experiments. In fact, some flavor models relate the Majorana phases to the neutrino

masses, which could also lead to restrictions on the effective mass |mββ |, and a very powerful tool to test

and discriminate flavour models.

7.1 Testing mixing predictions

Neutrino physics has entered the precision era, providing a good opportunity for probing different flavor

models. The reactor angle θ13 is the best-measured leptonic mixing parameter. The precise measurement

of nonzero θ13 by Daya Bay [21, 419], Double Chooz [420, 421], and RENO [22, 422] has excluded many

flavor models predicting θ13 close to zero. The long baseline neutrino oscillation experiments NOνA [423]

and T2K [424] give measurements of the leptonic mixing angle θ23 and also the first hint of leptonic

CP violation [425–427] associated to the leptonic Dirac CP violation phase δCP. However, the value

of δCP has not been significantly constrained by neutrino oscillation experiments. The latest data of

T2K favor near-maximal Dirac CP violation phase, the atmospheric mixing angle θ23 > 45◦ and normal

mass ordering [428]. The data of T2K constrain the CP phase δCP in the range δCP = −1.97+0.97
−0.70, and

δCP = 0, π is excluded at more than 90% confidence level [428]. In comparison with T2K, the data

of NOνA exclude the CP phase in the vicinity of δCP = π/2 at more than 3σ for the inverted mass

ordering, and the values around δCP = 3π/2 in the normal ordering are disfavored at 2σ confidence [429].

Improved CP measurements constitute the target of upcoming experiments such as DUNE. The future

long baseline neutrino oscillation experiments DUNE [113, 430] and T2HK [431] should measure θ23 and

δCP with very good precision. It is expected that DUNE can observe the signal of lepton CP violation

with 5σ significance after about 7 years if δCP = −π/2 and after about 10 years for 50% of δCP values,

and CP violation can be observed with 3σ significance for 75% of δCP values after about 13 years of

running [113,430]. T2HK has shown that it can expect a discovery of CP violation over 76%(58%) of the

parameter space at 3σ(5σ) [431]. The forthcoming medium baseline reactor neutrino experiment JUNO
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Figure 27: Best-fit predictions of the models based on discrete symmetries broken to certain residual sym-
metries of the lepton mass matrices [433, 434], and the models based on modular symmetries discussed in
[435–437]. The gray regions are the 3σ ranges and the dashed line is the best fit value for normal-ordered
neutrino masses. The red band in the panel of sin2 θ12 is the prospective 3σ range after 6 years of JUNO
running [116], and the red regions in the panels of sin2 θ23 and cos δ are the prospective 3σ ranges after 15
years of DUNE running [431]. This figure is taken from [438].

the solar angle θ12, and the error of sin2 θ12 can be reduced to the level of 0.5%− 0.7% [116].

We show in figure 27 the best fit predictions for the mixing parameters in some typical

models based on discrete flavor symmetry with or without generalized CP symmetry and

modular symmetry. We see that the synergy between JUNO and long baseline neutrino

experiments DUNE and T2HK will be extremely powerful for testing the huge number of

flavor symmetry models.

As an illustration, we give an extensively discussed prediction for lepton mixing angles

as follows [439, 440],

cos δCP =
tan θ23

sin 2θ12 sin θ13

[
cos 2θν12 +

(
sin2 θ12 − cos2 θν12

) (
1− cot2 θ23 sin2 θ13

)]
, (7.1)

which generally arises when considering charged-lepton corrections to neutrino mixing ma-

trices which are completely fixed by symmetry with the neutrino angle θν13 = 0 and charged

lepton rotation angle θe13 = 0. This prediction gives cos δCP as a function of the mea-

sured lepton mixing angles and one fixed parameter θν12 determined by the underlying
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Figure 27: Best-fit predictions of the models based on discrete symmetries broken to certain residual sym-
metries of the lepton mass matrices [433, 434], and the models based on modular symmetries discussed in
[435–437]. The gray regions are the 3σ ranges and the dashed line is the best fit value for normal-ordered
neutrino masses. The red band in the panel of sin2 θ12 is the prospective 3σ range after 6 years of JUNO
running [116], and the red regions in the panels of sin2 θ23 and cos δ are the prospective 3σ ranges after 15
years of DUNE running [431]. This figure is taken from [438].

the solar angle θ12, and the error of sin2 θ12 can be reduced to the level of 0.5%− 0.7% [116].

We show in figure 27 the best fit predictions for the mixing parameters in some typical

models based on discrete flavor symmetry with or without generalized CP symmetry and

modular symmetry. We see that the synergy between JUNO and long baseline neutrino

experiments DUNE and T2HK will be extremely powerful for testing the huge number of

flavor symmetry models.

As an illustration, we give an extensively discussed prediction for lepton mixing angles

as follows [439, 440],

cos δCP =
tan θ23

sin 2θ12 sin θ13

[
cos 2θν12 +

(
sin2 θ12 − cos2 θν12

) (
1− cot2 θ23 sin2 θ13

)]
, (7.1)

which generally arises when considering charged-lepton corrections to neutrino mixing ma-

trices which are completely fixed by symmetry with the neutrino angle θν13 = 0 and charged

lepton rotation angle θe13 = 0. This prediction gives cos δCP as a function of the mea-

sured lepton mixing angles and one fixed parameter θν12 determined by the underlying
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can make very precise measurement of the solar angle θ12, and the error of sin2 θ12 can be reduced to the

level of 0.5%− 0.7% [115].

We show in figure 27 the best fit predictions for the mixing parameters in some typical models based on

discrete flavor symmetry with or without generalized CP symmetry and modular symmetry. We see that

the synergy between JUNO and long baseline neutrino experiments DUNE and T2HK will be extremely

powerful for testing the huge number of flavor symmetry models.

As an illustration, we give an extensively discussed prediction for lepton mixing angles as follows [438,

439],

cos δCP =
tan θ23

sin 2θ12 sin θ13

[
cos 2θν12 +

(
sin2 θ12 − cos2 θν12

) (
1− cot2 θ23 sin2 θ13

)]
, (7.1)

which generally arises when considering charged-lepton corrections to neutrino mixing matrices which

are completely fixed by symmetry with the neutrino angle θν13 = 0 and charged lepton rotation angle

θe13 = 0. This prediction gives cos δCP as a function of the measured lepton mixing angles and one fixed

parameter θν12 determined by the underlying discrete symmetry. It is noticeable that Eq. (7.1) is specified

by fixing the value of just one parameter, the angle θν12. Thus one can enumerate the viable models of

this type by deriving the values of θν12 from symmetry considerations. This leads us the following well-

motivated sum rules characterized by specific values of θν12, namely the one based on TBM mixing with
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Ranges of δCP obtained by varying
θ12 in 3σ θ23 in 3σ θ13 in 3σ θ12&θ23&θ13 in 3σ

TBM ±[240.54◦, 289.19◦] ±[264.58◦, 268.06◦] ±[264.86◦, 265.89◦] ±[235.27◦, 291.21◦]
GRA ±[271.01◦, 322.93◦] ±[289.72◦, 295.36◦] ±[292.95◦, 294.82◦] ±[270.22◦, 332.89◦]
GRB ±[233.08◦, 283.21◦] ±[258.11◦, 263.51◦] ±[258.57◦, 260.20◦] ±[226.19◦, 284.41◦]
HG ±[284.70◦, 360◦] ±[300.64◦, 312.11◦] ±[307.15◦, 310.98◦] ±[283.21◦, 360◦]

Table 3: The prediction of the sum rule Eq. (7.1) for the allowed ranges of |δCP | due to the present 3σ
uncertainties in the values of the neutrino mixing angles. Here we vary at least one lepton mixing angle
in its corresponding 3σ intervals for the NO spectrum [24].

θν12 = arcsin(1/
√
3) ≈ 35.26◦ [296–298], the one based on BM mixing with θν12 = 45◦ [333], the one based

on the type A golden ratio mixing (GRA) with θν12 = arctan(1/ϕg) ≈ 31.72◦ [328, 329], the one based on

the type B golden ratio mixing (GRB) with θν12 = arccos(ϕg/2) = 36◦ [326, 327], and the one based on

hexagonal (HEX) mixing with θν12 = 30◦ [317,440].

Using the sum rule of Eq. (7.1) and plugging into the best fit values of the neutrino mixing angles for

NO [24], one can straightforwardly determine the value of cos δCP and the CP phase δCP for the above

mentioned values of θν12,

TBM : cos δCP ≈ −0.08, δCP ≈ ±94.65◦ ,

GRA : cos δCP ≈ 0.41, δCP ≈ ±66.09◦ ,

GRB : cos δCP ≈ −0.18, δCP ≈ ±100.65◦ ,

HG : cos δCP ≈ 0.63, δCP ≈ ±50.90◦ , (7.2)

Notice that there are two values of δCP of opposite sign for each value of cos δCP . The sum rule of

Eq. (7.1) for the BM case, θν12 = 45◦, is not compatible with the current best fit values of the lepton mixing

angles [24], and will be dropped hereafter. We also take into account the experimental uncertainties of the

three lepton mixing angles by varying θ12, θ23, and θ13 in their 3σ experimentally allowed regions. The

ranges of the CP violation δCP obtained from Eq. (7.1) are summarized in table 3. We see that out of all

mixing angles, the 3σ allowed range of θ12 causes the largest uncertainty in δCP resulting from Eq. (7.1).

Future long baseline experiments DUNE and T2HK will be able to make precision measurement of δCP

and θ23. The combination of DUNE and T2HK provides better sensitivity to δCP than either of these two

experiments in isolation. The prospective DUNE+T2HK data should allow one to test the predictions for

cos δCP , as shown in figure 28. Given the 3σ range δCP ∈ [127.80◦, 358.20◦] of the Dirac phase δCP from

the latest global analysis [24], only δCP values in the interval of 180◦ to 360◦ are considered in figure 28.

We see that a significant part of the true value of δCP gets disfavoured at more than 3σ for each symmetry

predicted value of the angle θν12. Furthermore, detailed analysis showed that future facilities DUNE and

T2HK in combination with JUNO could distinguish the different cases of θν12 [439,441].

In summary, the existence of mixing predictions is a characteristic feature of flavor symmetry models,

as explicitly shown in Eqs. (5.12, 5.18, 5.24, 6.9, 6.22, 6.47, 6.51, 6.54, 6.73). These relations highlight
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Figure 28: Compatibility of the prediction in Eq. (7.1) with any potentially true value of the Dirac CP
phase δCP in the range δCP ∈ [180◦, 360◦]. Four values of θν12 are considered: θ

ν
12 = arcsin(1/

√
3) ≈ 35.26◦

for TBM, θν12 = arctan(1/ϕg) ≈ 31.72◦ for GRA, θν12 = 36◦ for GRB, and θν12 = 30◦ for HG. From [441].

the testability of flavor symmetry, and there are many other possible relations among the lepton mixing

parameters in the literature [355,438,439,442–445]. The phenomenological implications of these sum rules

and the prospects of testing them at precision neutrino facilities have been extensively discussed [433,439,

441,444,446,447].

7.2 Testing mass sum rules

The neutrino mass matrix leading to the three neutrino masses in discrete flavor symmetry models typ-

ically involves a reduced set of parameters. Indeed, several discrete flavor-symmetry-based models yield

a constrained neutrino mass matrix, leading to specific neutrino mass sum-rules. This is turn is phe-

nomenologically interesting, as it can lead to predictions for the effective neutrinoless double beta mass

parameter [141]. For example, one can have a 0νββ lower bound on even for normal ordered neutrino

spectrum [142].

If the light neutrino mass matrix depends on two complex parameters [448] one can extract a relation

between the three complex neutrino mass eigenvalues, leading to a neutrino mass sum rule. Typically

neutrino mass sum rules can arise from any neutrino mass generation mechanism in which the structure of

the mass matrix is generated by two flavons. Prime examples neutrino mass sum rules are 2m̃2+m̃3 = m̃1

and 2m̃−1
2 + m̃−1

3 = m̃−1
1 predicted by early A4 models [70, 313, 449]. For systematic categorisation and

84



consequences of neutrino mass sum rules in beta decay, 0νββ decay and cosmology see Refs. [141,450–453].

A sample of the flavor models in the literature, includes the following twelve different neutrino mass sum

rules [451]:

m̃1 + m̃2 = m̃3, m̃1 + m̃3 = 2m̃2 ,

2m̃2 + m̃3 = m̃1, m̃1 + m̃2 = 2m̃3 ,

m̃1 +

√
3 + 1

2
m̃3 =

√
3− 1

2
m̃2, m̃−1

1 + m̃−1
2 = m̃−1

3 ,

2m̃−1
2 + m̃−1

3 = m̃−1
1 , m̃−1

1 + m̃−1
3 = 2m̃−1

2 ,

m̃−1
3 ± 2im̃−1

2 = m̃−1
1 , m̃

1/2
1 − m̃

1/2
3 = 2m̃

1/2
2 ,

m̃
1/2
1 + m̃

1/2
3 = 2m̃

1/2
2 , m̃

−1/2
1 + m̃

−1/2
2 = 2m̃

−1/2
3 , (7.3)

where m̃i stand for the complex neutrino mass eigenvalues, which can be expressed in terms of the

Majorana phases ϕi ∈ [0, 2π) and the physical mass eigenvalues mi ≥ 0 as m̃i = mie
−iϕi with ϕ3 chosen

to be unphysical. These sum rules appeared in models based on A4, S4, A5, T
′, T7, ∆(54) and ∆(96)

flavor symmetry, when the three neutrino mass eigenvalues can be described by two model parameters

only, see Ref. [451] for a very good discussion and references on models predicting these sum rules. In

addition, five new mass sum rules have been identified in flavor models based on modular symmetries with

residual symmetries [434]. From Eq. (7.3) one sees that all neutrino mass sum rules can be parametrized

in the following manner [451,452]:

c1

(
m1e

−iϕ1

)d
ei∆χ13 + c2

(
m2e

−iϕ2

)d
ei∆χ23 +md

3 = 0 , (7.4)

with c1, c2 > 0, where ϕ1 and ϕ2 are the Majorana phases. The parameters c1, c2, d, ∆χ13, and ∆χ23

characterize the sum rule, and they can be straightforwardly read out for any of the above twelve known

sum rules. Interpreting the complex numbers as vectors in the complex plane, the neutrino mass sum rule

can be geometrically understood as a sum of three vectors which form a triangle in the complex plane [450].

Since the sum rule in Eq. (7.4) is a complex equation, it requires both real part and imaginary parts to

be vanishing, i.e.,

c1m
d
1 cosβ + c2m

d
2 cosα+md

3 = 0 ,

c1m
d
1 sinβ + c2m

d
2 sinα = 0 , (7.5)

with the angles α ≡ −dϕ2 +∆χ23 and β ≡ −dϕ1 +∆χ13. Eq. (7.5) allows to express α and β in terms of

the parameters of the sum rule,

cosα =
c21m

2d
1 − c22m

2d
2 −m2d

3

2c2md
2m

d
3

, cosβ =
c22m

2d
2 − c21m

2d
1 −m2d

3

2c1md
1m

d
3

,
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sinα = ±

√
4c22m

2d
2 m

2d
3 − (c21m

2d
1 − c22m

2d
2 −m2d

3 )2

2c2md
2m

d
3

,

sinβ = ∓

√
4c22m

2d
2 m

2d
3 − (c21m

2d
1 − c22m

2d
2 −m2d

3 )2

2c1md
1m

d
3

, (7.6)

which relate Majorana CP phases with light neutrino masses. Given that | cosα| ≤ 1, | sinα| ≤ 1,

| cosβ| ≤ 1 and | sinβ| ≤ 1, it follows that the validity of the sum rule requires the three neutrino masses

to satisfy the following triangle inequalities,

|c1md
1e

iβ| ≤ |c2md
2e

iα|+ |c3md
3|,

and |c2md
2e

iα| ≤ |c1md
1e

iβ|+ |c3md
3|,

and |c3md
3| ≤ |c1md

1e
iβ|+ |c2md

2e
iα| , (7.7)

which implies a triangle formed out of the three vectors c1m
d
1e

iβ, c2m
d
2e

iα and c3m
d
3 in the complex plane.

Given the solar and atmospheric neutrino mass squared differences ∆m2
sol ≡ m2

2 − m2
1 = 7.50+0.22

−0.20 ×
10−5 eV2 and ∆m2

atm ≡ |m2
3 − m2

1| = 2.55 (2.45)+0.02
−0.03 × 10−3 eV2 [24] for NO (IO), the light neutrino

masses are related to the smallest mass m1 (m3) as follows,

NO : m2 =
√
∆m2

sol +m2
1, m3 =

√
∆m2

atm +m2
1 ,

IO : m1 =
√

∆m2
atm +m2

3, m2 =
√
∆m2

atm +∆m2
sol +m2

3 . (7.8)

Thus mass rules usually lead to a lower limit on the lightest neutrino mass through the triangle inequalities

in Eq. (7.7), and some sum rules may only allow for a certain mass ordering. For instance, neutrino masses

can only be normal ordered for the sum rule 2m̃2+ m̃3 = m̃1 since the triangle inequality m3+m1 ≥ 2m2

cannot be fulfilled for IO. Solving the inequality m3 ≤ m1 + 2m2 in the case of NO, one obtain the lower

limit on m1,

m1 ≥
√

∆m2
atm

8
(1− 3r) ≃ 0.016 eV , (7.9)

where the exact result has been expanded in terms of the small ratio r ≡ ∆m2
sol/∆m

2
atm. Another

benchmark sum rule 2m̃−1
2 + m̃−1

3 = m̃−1
1 works for both mass orderings, and the limits on the lightest

neutrino mass from the triangle inequalities are found to be

NO : 0.0043 eV ≃

√
∆m2

sol

3

(
1− 4

√
3r

9

)
≤ m1 ≤

√
∆m2

sol

3

(
1 +

4
√
3r

9

)
≃ 0.0057 eV ,

IO : m3 ≥
√

∆m2
atm

8

(
1 +

r

3

)
≃ 0.018 eV . (7.10)

One sees that certain mass sum rules predict a value of the lightest neutrino mass close to the current

upper limit from cosmology and therefore they could be probed in the near future. Moreover, the lower
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Figure 29: Predictions for |mββ | from different neutrino mass sum rules. The upper five mass sum rules
have been derived in models based on modular symmetries [434], the lower twelve mass sum rules come
from models based on discrete symmetries [451]. The grey regions show the constraints on |mββ | from
Ref. [125] using commonly-adopted nuclear matrix-element calculations. Taken from [107].

bound on the lightest neutrino mass obtained in this way combined with the predictions for Majorana

phases in Eq. (7.6) can be used to estimate the lower bound for the effective mass |mββ | from the general

expression in Eq. (1.25). A detailed description of the analysis procedure can be found in Refs. [450,451].

The predictions for the effective Majorana neutrino mass |mββ | for the different sum rules are displayed

in figure 29.

One sees that certain sum rules can be fully or partially probed by the next generation of 0νββ decay

experiments even taking into account the large uncertainties in the nuclear matrix element calculations.

The exact mass sum rule could be violated by the higher-order terms resulting from flavour symmetry

breaking or by the renormalization group evolution effects [452]. It was shown that the predictions

of the sum rules are still valid at least qualitatively [452, 453]. To sum up one can say that, precision

measurements of mixing angles, an observation of neutrinoless double beta decay can also provide insights

into underlying flavor symmetries.
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7.3 Flavor symmetry toolkit

One can check the validity of flavor symmetry models and constrain their predicted mixing parameters

by comparing them those extracted from global oscillation fit results [24–27]. Nevertheless, numerical

simulation of neutrino experiments and statistical analysis are often necessary to test and discriminate

theoretical models in the current and future neutrino oscillation experiments such as NOνA, T2K, JUNO,

DUNE and T2HK. The public available software such as GLoBES [454,455], Prob3++ [456], nuCRAFT [457]

and nuSQuIDS [458] have been widely used to simulate the experimental characteristics of neutrino oscilla-

tion experiments. The compatibility between the experimental data and the expected outcome of a given

neutrino experiment is frequently evaluated by the chi-square test. The involved simulation and analysis

with GLoBES is quite involved and time-consuming. In order to facilitate the analysis of leptonic flavour

symmetry models in neutrino oscillation experiments, a dedicated package FaSE-GLoBES has been recently

developed [459] and is available via the link https://github.com/tcwphy/FASE_GLoBES. FaSE-GLoBES

is a supplemental tool for GLoBES, written in c/c++ language, and allows users to assign any flavour

symmetry model and analyze how it can be constrained and tested by the simulated neutrino oscillation

experiments.
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8 Benchmark UV-complete models in 4-D

In addition to the model-independent approaches described in previous chapters, the flavour problem may

be tackled in a more complete, UV-complete manner, by guessing the structure of the underlying family

symmetry and building explicit models on a case-by-case basis, for reviews see, e.g. Refs. [86–91]. In this

chapter we present two simple extensions of the Standard Model implementing family symmetry within

the renormalisable SU(3)c ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗U(1)Y gauge field theoretic framework.

8.1 A4 family symmetry in a scotogenic model

Here A4 is used as flavour symmetry within the scotogenic picture [196] in which the neutrino masses are

generated radiatively, and the lightest of the mediators is identified with the dark matter particle. We

adopt the singlet-triplet extension [197–201] of the original model [196], making it substantially richer

in the associated phenomenology [138]. We employ the Ma-Rajasekaran basis [53], the representation

matrices of the generators and the Clebsch-Gordon coefficients are listed in table 12.

We now present a flavored extension of the theory proposed in [205]. The basic fields and their

symmetry tranformation properties are summarized in table 4. The left-handed leptons form an A4

triplet, while right-handed ones come in as inequivalent singlets. Besides the SM fields, the original

singlet-triplet scotogenic model [197] contains new weak iso-triplet and iso-singlet fermions Σ and F .

Together with the Higgs scalars ϕ and Ω, these transform as triplets under the action of the family group

A4, while the dark scalar η is a flavour singlet.

A characteristic prediction of this model is the lower bound for the 0νββ decay amplitute, discussed

in section 1.4. This follows from its incomplete fermion multiplet nature, see figure 4. In contrast to

its original form, both charged lepton and neutrino mass matrices will now have a non-trivial structure,

predicting trimaximal neutrino mixing. As usual, the Z2 parity is imposed in order to ensure the stability

of the dark matter candidate and the radiative nature of neutrino mass generation. With the fields and

Standard Model dark fermions scalars

L eR, µR, τR Σ F ϕ η Ω

multiplicity 3 3 3 3 3 1 3

SU(3)c 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
SU(2)L 2 1 3 1 2 2 3
U(1)Y −1 −2 0 0 1 1 0

Z2 1 1 −1 −1 1 −1 1

A4 3 1,1′,1′′ 3 3 3 1 3

Table 4: Transformation properties of the fields in the scotogenic model with A4 family symmetry [205].

symmetry assignments in table 4, we can read out the Yukawa terms relevant to fermion masses as follows,

LY ⊃ −ye(Lϕ)1eR − yµ(Lϕ)1′′µR − yτ (Lϕ)1′τR − YF
(
LF
)
1
η̃ − YΣ(LΣ̃

c)1η̃

−YΩ,1

(
Tr
[(
ΣΩ
)
3S

]
F
)
1
− YΩ,2

(
Tr
[(
ΣΩ
)
3A

]
F
)
1
+ h.c. . (8.1)
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In addition we have the bare mass terms

LM ⊃ −1

2
MΣTr

(
(ΣΣ̃c)1

)
− 1

2
MF

(
F cF

)
1
+ h.c. , (8.2)

where η̃ = iσ2η
∗. The SU(2)L triplets Σ and Ω are written in 2× 2 matrix notation as

Ω =

(
Ω0/

√
2 Ω+

Ω− −Ω0/
√
2

)
, Σ =

(
Σ0/

√
2 Σ+

Σ− −Σ0/
√
2

)
(8.3)

with Σ̃c ≡ iσ2Σ
ciσ2. The scalar triplet Ω is assumed to be real.

The A4 flavour symmetry is broken by the VEVs of the scalar fields ϕ and Ω, with the following VEV

alignment in flavour space

⟨ϕ⟩ =




1

1

1


 vϕ, ⟨Ω⟩ =




1

0

0


 vΩ, ⟨η⟩ = 0 , (8.4)

which can be a global minimum of the A4-invariant scalar potential in certain regions of parameter

space [205]. Notice that the VEVs of ϕ and Ω break the A4 flavour symmetry down to the subgroups

Zt
3 and Zs

2 respectively, where the superscripts denote the generators of the subgroups. The ρ parameter

constrains the VEV vΩ to be small, and the current electroweak precision tests lead to [28]

vΩ ≤ 4.5 GeV at 3σ CL (8.5)

8.1.1 Charged lepton masses

The first three terms in the Yukawa Lagrangian are responsible for the charged lepton masses. Inserting

the VEV of ϕ and using the multiplication law for the contraction of two triplets in table 12, one can

straightforwardly read out the charged lepton mass matrix as

Mℓ =




ye yµ yτ

ye ωyµ ω2yτ

ye ω
2yµ ωyτ


 vϕ . (8.6)

The matrix MℓM
†
ℓ can be diagonalized to diag(3|yevϕ|2, 3|yµvϕ|2, 3|yτvϕ|2) by means of the unitary trans-

formation

Uℓ =
1√
3




1 1 1

1 ω ω2

1 ω2 ω


 , (8.7)

which is a constant matrix.
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8.1.2 Dark fermion masses

With the alignment of Ω in Eq. (8.4), we find the mass matrix of the dark fermions F and Σ0 is of the

following form

Mχ =




MΣ 0 0 0 0 0

0 MF 0 0 0 0

0 0 MΣ (YΩ,1 − YΩ,2)vΩ 0 0

0 0 (YΩ,1 − YΩ,2)vΩ MF 0 0

0 0 0 0 MΣ (YΩ,1 + YΩ,2)vΩ

0 0 0 0 (YΩ,1 + YΩ,2)vΩ MF




(8.8)

in the convention of −1
2(Σ

0
1, F

c
1 ,Σ

0
2, F

c
3 ,Σ

0
3, F

c
2 )Mχ

(
Σ0c
1 , F1,Σ

0c
2 , F3,Σ

0c
3 , F2

)T
. The last block in Eq. (8.8)

determines the masses of the dark Majorana fermions F and Σ. The symmetric complex 6 × 6 matrix

Mχ can be diagonalized by a 6× 6 block-diagonal matrix V :

V TMχV = diag(mχ0
1
,mχ0

2
,mχ0

3
,mχ0

4
,mχ0

5
,mχ0

6
) , (8.9)

with

V =




1 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 0 0 0

0 0 cos θ1 e
i(ϕ1+ϱ1)/2 sin θ1 e

i(ϕ1+σ1)/2 0 0

0 0 − sin θ1 e
i(−ϕ1+ϱ1)/2 cos θ1 e

i(−ϕ1+σ1)/2 0 0

0 0 0 0 cos θ2 e
i(ϕ2+ϱ2)/2 sin θ2 e

i(ϕ2+σ2)/2

0 0 0 0 − sin θ2 e
i(−ϕ2+ϱ2)/2 cos θ2 e

i(−ϕ2+σ2)/2




.

(8.10)

Following the method described in D, one finds that the rotation angles θ1 and θ2 are given as

tan 2θ1 =
∆34

M2
F −M2

Σ

, tan 2θ2 =
∆56

M2
F −M2

Σ

, (8.11)

with

∆34 = 2Y−
√
M2

Σ +M2
F + 2MΣMF cos 2ϕ34 ,

∆56 = 2Y+

√
M2

Σ +M2
F + 2MΣMF cos 2ϕ56 ,

Y− ≡ |(YΩ,1 − YΩ,2)vΩ| , ϕ34 ≡ arg((YΩ,1 − YΩ,2)vΩ) ,

Y+ ≡ |(YΩ,1 + YΩ,2)vΩ| , ϕ56 ≡ arg((YΩ,1 + YΩ,2)vΩ) . (8.12)

The eigenvalues Mχ0
1,2,3,4,5,6

are given by

mχ0
1
=MΣ , mχ0

2
=MF ,
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Figure 30: Feynman diagrams for scotogenic neutrino mass generation in the weak- (left panel) and
mass-eigenstate basis (right panel).

m2
χ0
3
=

1

2

(
M2

Σ +M2
F + 2Y 2

− −
√
(M2

F −M2
Σ)

2 +∆2
34

)
,

m2
χ0
4
=

1

2

(
M2

Σ +M2
F + 2Y 2

− +
√
(M2

F −M2
Σ)

2 +∆2
34

)
,

m2
χ0
5
=

1

2

(
M2

Σ +M2
F + 2Y 2

+ −
√
(M2

F −M2
Σ)

2 +∆2
56

)
,

m2
χ0
6
=

1

2

(
M2

Σ +M2
F + 2Y 2

+ +
√
(M2

F −M2
Σ)

2 +∆2
56

)
, (8.13)

The Majorana fermion mass eigenstates χ0
1,2,3,4,5,6 are related with Σc

0 and F by the unitary transformation

V via 


Σ0c
1

F1

Σ0c
2

F3

Σ0c
3

F2




= V




χ0
1

χ0
2

χ0
3

χ0
4

χ0
5

χ0
6




. (8.14)

8.1.3 Scotogenic neutrino masses

We now turn to neutrino masses. These arise radiatively, at the one-loop level, as shown in figure 30,

mediated by a “dark sector”, within a scotogenic setup. In contrast to the “flavour-blind” singlet-triplet

scotogenic model, the dark fermions now transform as A4 triplets and all of the six dark fermions mediate

the one-loop diagrams. The interactions contributing to neutrino mass generation arise from the Yukawa

terms involving YF and YΣ.

In the mass-eigenstate basis of dark Majorana fermions, the relevant Lagrangian is of the following
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form

Lν = − 1√
2
hαiναηRχ

0
i +

i√
2
hαiναηIχ

0
i −

1√
2
h∗αiχ

0
i ηRνα − i√

2
h∗αiχ

0
i ηIνα , (8.15)

where α is the family index and the rectangular matrix h is given by

h =




YΣ√
2
YF 0 0 0 0

0 0 YΣ√
2

0 0 YF

0 0 0 YF
YΣ√
2

0


V . (8.16)

Calculating the one-loop diagram in figure 30, we find that the radiatively generated neutrino mass matrix

is given by

(mν)αβ = i
∑

i

hαihβi
32π2

mχ0
i


−

m2
ηR
ln(

m2
ηR

m2
χ0
i

)

m2
ηR

−m2
χ0
i

+

m2
ηI
ln(

m2
ηI

m2
χ0
i

)

m2
ηI

−m2
χ0
i


 , (8.17)

where mηR and mηI denote the masses of ηR and ηI respectively. Note that ηR and ηI are the real and

imaginary parts of the neutral field η0 = (ηR + iηI)/
√
2. It is notable that the light neutrino mass matrix

is predicted to be block-diagonal,

mν =




× 0 0

0 × ×
0 × ×


 , (8.18)

where the symbol “×” indicates a non-vanishing element. The reason is that only the flavon Ω is involved

in the neutrino sector and its VEV preserves the Zs
2 subgroup, so that the light neutrino mass matrix

is invariant under the action of the A4 generator s, i,e., ρ†3(s)mνρ
∗
3(s) = mν . This implies the form in

Eq. (8.18). The corresponding neutrino diagonalization matrix is of the form

Uν =




1 0 0

0 cos θν sin θνe
iδν

0 − sin θνe
−iδν cos θν


 , (8.19)

which satisfies U †
νMνU

∗
ν = diag(m1,m2,m3).

One sees that at this level there is no solar mixing. However, including the contribution from the

charged lepton sector one obtains a realistic lepton mixing matrix given as

U =
1√
3




cos θν − sin θνe
−iδν 1 cos θν + sin θνe

iδν

ω2 cos θν − ω sin θνe
−iδν 1 ω cos θν + ω2 sin θνe

iδν

ω cos θν − ω2 sin θνe
−iδν 1 ω2 cos θν + ω sin θνe

iδν


 . (8.20)

with non-vanishing solar mixing angle. One sees the full lepton mixing matrix is predicted in terms of

two free parameters θν and δν . Without loss of generality, these can be taken in the regions 0 ≤ θν ≤ π

and 0 ≤ δν ≤ π.
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One also notes that the lepton mixing matrix U has the so-called trimaximal TM2 form [205], since

the second column is fixed to be 1√
3
(1, 1, 1)T [316–318]. From the mixing matrix (8.20) one can express

the lepton mixing angles and the leptonic Jarlskog invariant in terms of just two free parameters

sin2 θ13 =
1 + sin 2θν cos δν

3
, sin2 θ12 =

1

2− sin 2θν cos δν
,

sin2 θ23 =
1

2
−

√
3 sin 2θν sin δν

4− 2 sin 2θν cos δν
, JCP =

cos 2θν

6
√
3

.

One predicts the following relations amongst the mixing angles and the CP phase,

cos2 θ13 sin
2 θ12 =

1

3
, cos δCP =

2(3 cos2 θ12 cos
2 θ23 + 3 sin2 θ12 sin

2 θ13 sin
2 θ23 − 1)

3 sin 2θ23 sin 2θ12 sin θ13
. (8.21)

Using the 3σ range of the reactor angle 2.000×10−2 ≤ sin2 θ13 ≤ 2.405×10−2 for NO and 2.018×10−2 ≤
sin2 θ13 ≤ 2.424× 10−2 for IO [24,25], we predict narrow ranges for the solar mixing angle [205],

NO: 0.3401 ≤ sin2 θ12 ≤ 0.3415 , IO: 0.3402 ≤ sin2 θ12 ≤ 0.3416 , (8.22)

These predictions are very close to the 1σ upper limits from the general neutrino oscillation global fit [24,

25] and should be testable in forthcoming neutrino oscillation experiments.

To sum up we have obtained the three lepton mixing angles and the Dirac CP phase in terms of

just two parameters θν and δν as given in figure 31. The resulting predictions for the two most poorly

determined oscillation parameters sin2 θ23 and δCP are given in figure 32, where the star and dot stand
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sin2θ23
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Figure 31: Contour plots of sin2 θ12, sin
2 θ13, and sin2 θ23 in the θν − δν plane. The red, green and blue

areas denote the allowed 3σ regions of sin2 θ13, sin
2 θ12 and sin2 θ23 respectively.
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for the global best fit points for NO and IO respectively.
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Figure 32: The hatched green bands indicate the predicted correlations between δCP and sin2 θ23 for
both neutrino mass orderings. The undisplayed parameters sin2 θ13 and sin2 θ12 are required to lie within
their 3σ regions from the current oscillation global fit [24, 25]. The generic 1σ, 2σ and 3σ regions from
the current neutrino oscillation global fit are indicated by the shaded areas [24,25].

One sees also that the CP phase δCP is predicted to lie in a range narrower than that obtained in the

generic global fits of neutrino oscillations. We also mention that in this model the smallness of the reactor

angle θ13 and CP violation parameter JCP has a dynamical origin, given by the small ratio vΩ/(MF +MΣ)

involving the triple Higgs VEV, see [205] for details. Finally, as already mentioned, the incomplete fermion

multiplet structure implies that one of the neutrinos is massless, leading to the 0νββ decay predictions in

figure 4. All in all, this construction offers a serious benchmark theory for neutrino oscillations and dark

matter.

8.2 A benchmark model with both flavour and CP symmetries

In this section, we describe a model implementing both the S4 flavour symmetry and the generalized CP

symmetry [325]. See Refs. [320, 394] for alternative models. It realizes the breaking patterns of flavour

and CP symmetry analyzed in subsection 6.3.1. We adopt a supersymmetric (SUSY) formulation of

the model in four dimensional space-time. The model is renormalizable at high energies, it gives rise to

tri-bimaximal neutrino mixing at leading order, and the next-to-leading order contributions break the

tri-bimaximal to a trimaximal mixing pattern. We introduce the auxiliary symmetry Z3 × Z4 so as to

generate charged lepton mass hierarchies and forbid unwanted operators.

In order to construct the superpotential responsible for the alignment of the flavon vacuum expectation

values, we use the standard supersymmetric driving field mechanism [313]. We assume the existence of an

R-symmetry U(1)R containing the usual R-parity, under which the Higgs and flavon fields are uncharged,

while matter fields carry a +1 R-charge. In addition, the so-called driving fields are necessary and they
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carry two units of R-charge. Therefore all terms in the superpotential should be bilinear in the matter

superfields or linear in the driving field.

8.2.1 Flavon superpotential

The matter and flavon fields and their transformation properties under the flavour symmetry are summa-

rized in table 5. On the other hand the driving fields in our model and their transformation rules under

Field L N c ec µc τ c Hu,d φT η φS ϕ ξ ∆

S4 3 3 1 1′ 1 1 3 2 3′ 2 1 1′

Z3 ω ω2 ω2 1 ω 1 ω ω ω2 ω2 ω2 1

Z4 1 1 i −1 −i 1 i i 1 1 1 1

U(1)R 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Table 5: Transformation properties of matter, Higgs and flavon fields.

the flavour symmetry group are listed in table 6. The most general driving superpotential Wd invariant

under S4 × Z3 × Z4 with R = 2 is given by [325]

Wd = g1
(
φ0
T (φTφT )3′

)
1
+ g2

(
φ0
T (ηφT )3′

)
1
+ g3ζ

0 (φTφT )1 + g4ζ
0 (ηη)1

+f1
(
φ0
S (φSφS)3′

)
1
+ f2

(
φ0
S (ϕφS)3′

)
1
+ f3

(
φ0
SφS

)
1
ξ + f4

(
φ̃ 0
S (ϕφS)3

)
1

+f5ξ
0 (φSφS)1 + f6ξ

0 (ϕϕ)1 + f7ξ
0ξ2 +M2∆0 + f8∆

0∆2 . (8.23)

Since we impose CP symmetry on the theory in the unbroken phase, all couplings in wd are real. In

the limit of unbroken supersymmetry, the minimum of the scalar potential is determined by vanishing

F−terms for the driving fields. As a result, the VEVs of the flavons are aligned as follows [325]

⟨φT ⟩ =




0

1

0


 vT , ⟨η⟩ =

(
0

1

)
vη, ⟨∆⟩ = v∆ ,

⟨φS⟩ =




1

1

1


 vS , ⟨ϕ⟩ =

(
1

1

)
vϕ, ⟨ξ⟩ = vξ , (8.24)

Field φ0
T ζ0 φ0

S φ̃ 0
S ξ0 ∆0 Ω1 Ωc

1 Ω2 Ωc
2 Ω3 Ωc

3 Σ Σc

S4 3′ 1 3′ 3 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 3 3′ 3′

Z3 ω ω ω2 ω2 ω2 1 1 1 ω ω2 ω2 ω ω2 ω

Z4 −1 −1 1 1 1 1 −1 −1 −i i 1 1 1 1

U(1)R 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Table 6: Transformation rules for driving and messenger fields under the S4 × Z4 × Z3 and U(1)R sym-
metries.
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with

vT =
g2
2g1

vη, v2S = − 1

6f22 f5

(
f23 f6 + 2f22 f7

)
v2ξ , vϕ = − f3

2f2
vξ, v2∆ = −M2/f8 , (8.25)

where vη and vξ are undetermined, as they are related to a flat direction. The phase of vη can be absorbed

into the lepton fields, thus we can take the VEVs vη and vT real without loss of generality. The common

phase of vS , vϕ and vξ does not affect neutrino masses and mixing, because it can be factored out in the

light neutrino mass matrix. As a consequence, vϕ and vξ can be considered real while vS is real or purely

imaginary depending on the coefficient −
(
f23 f6 + 2f22 f7

)
/(f22 f5) being positive or negative. Furthermore,

the VEV v∆ is real for f8 < 0 and purely imaginary for f8 > 0.

8.2.2 The charged lepton sector

The renormalizable Yukawa superpotential terms involving charged leptons is obtained by integrating

out the three pairs of messengers Ωi and Ωc
i (i = 1, 2, 3). These are chiral superfields with non-vanishing

hypercharge +2(−2) for Ωi (Ω
c
i ). Given the field content and the symmetry assignments in tables 5 and 6,

one can read off the superpotential for the charged leptons as follows,

Wℓ = z1 (LΩ3)1Hd + z2 (Ω
c
3φT )1 τ

c + z3 ((Ω
c
3φT )2Ω2)1 + z4 (Ω

c
2η)1′ µ

c

+z5 ((Ω
c
2η)2Ω1)1 + z6 (Ω

c
1η)1 e

c +MΩ1 (Ω1Ω
c
1)1 + z7∆(Ω1Ω

c
1)1′

+MΩ2 (Ω2Ω
c
2)1 + z8∆(Ω2Ω

c
2)1′ +MΩ3 (Ω3Ω

c
3)1 , (8.26)

where CP invariance requires all coupling constants zi and messenger masses MΩ1 , MΩ2 and MΩ3 to be

real. The terms ∆ (Ω1Ω
c
1)1′ and ∆ (Ω2Ω

c
2)1′ lead to corrections to the Ω1 and Ω2 masses respectively.

The mass scales of the messenger fields are much larger than the flavon VEVs, hence the contributions

of these two operators can be safely neglected. Integrating out the messenger pairs Ωi and Ωc
i as shown

in figure 33, we obtain the effective superpotential for the charged lepton masses as

Weff
ℓ = − z1z2

MΩ3

(LφT )1Hdτ
c+

z1z3z4
MΩ2MΩ3

((LφT )2 η)1′ µ
c− z1z3z5z6

MΩ1MΩ2MΩ3

((LφT )2 (ηη)2)1Hde
c . (8.27)

Using the flavon VEVs in Eq. (8.24), we find a diagonal charged lepton mass matrix with

mτ = −z1z2
vT
MΩ3

vd, mµ = z1z3z4
vT vη

MΩ2MΩ3

vd, me = −z1z3z5z6
vT v

2
η

MΩ1MΩ2MΩ3

vd , (8.28)

where vd = ⟨Hd⟩ is the VEV of the Higgs field Hd. We see that the electron, muon and tau masses are

suppressed by different powers of vT and vη, so that the mass hierarchies among the charged leptons are

naturally reproduced.
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Figure 33: Diagrams for charged-lepton-mass effective operators, crosses indicating fermion mass inser-
tions.

8.2.3 The neutrino sector

The renormalizable superpotential responsible for generating the light neutrino masses can be written as

the sum of the leading-order terms and the relevant messenger terms:

Wν = WLO
ν +WΣ

ν , (8.29)

where

WLO
ν = y (LN c)1Hu + y1 ((N

cN c)3′ φS)1 + y2 (N
cN c)1 ξ + y3 ((N

cN c)2 ϕ)1 ,

WΣ
ν = x1 ((N

cΣ)3′ φS)1 + x2 ((N
cΣ)2 ϕ)1 + x3 (N

cΣc)1′ ∆+MΣ (ΣΣc)1 . (8.30)

where the couplings xi and yi are real due to CP invariance and the messenger field Σ (Σc) is a chiral

superfield with vanishing hypercharge. The first term of WLO
ν gives rise to a very simple form for the

Dirac neutrino mass matrix,

mD = yvu




1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


 , (8.31)

with vu = ⟨Hu⟩. On the other hand, the last three terms of WLO
ν lead to the mass matrix mLO

M of the

right-handed neutrinos. Given the alignment of φS , ϕ and ξ shown in Eq. (8.24), we have

mLO
M = y1vs




2 −1 −1

−1 2 −1

−1 −1 2


+ y2vξ




1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


+ y3vϕ




0 1 1

1 1 0

1 0 1


 . (8.32)

The effective light neutrino mass matrix is given by the simplest type-I seesaw formula [32]

mLO
ν = −mD(m

LO
M )−1mT

D

which is exactly diagonalized by the tri-bimaximal mixing matrix UTBM ,

UT
TBMm

LO
ν UTBM = diag

(
mLO

1 ,mLO
2 ,mLO

3

)
, (8.33)
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so we obtain

mLO
1 = − y2v2u

3y1vS + y2vξ − y3vϕ
, mLO

2 = − y2v2u
y2vξ + 2y3vϕ

, mLO
3 = − y2v2u

3y1vS − y2vξ + y3vϕ
.

Note that the tri-bimaximal mixing pattern is produced at leading order. This follows from the fact that

the VEVs of the flavons φS , ϕ and ξ involved in the neutrino mass term are invariant under the action of

the Klein subgroup generated by the tri-bimaximal s and u generators.

The leading-order and next-to-leading order (NLO) contributions to the right-handed neutrino masses

are depicted in figure 34.

N c N c

ϕS, φ, ξ

N c N c

Σ Σc

ϕS, φ ∆

Figure 34: The diagrams for the RH neutrino masses, where the cross indicates a fermionic mass insertion.

Integrating out the messenger fields Σ and Σc, we obtain the following NLO effective operator

WNLO
ν = −x2x3

MΣ
∆((N cN c)2 ϕ)1′ . (8.34)

Notice that the VEV of the flavon ∆ breaks the residual Klein symmetry down to a Z2 subgroup generated

by s at NLO. Consequently, the corrected right-handed neutrino mass matrix is given as

mM = a




2 −1 −1

−1 2 −1

−1 −1 2


+ b




1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


+ c




0 1 1

1 1 0

1 0 1


+ d




0 1 −1

1 −1 0

−1 0 1


 , (8.35)

with

a = y1vS , b = y2vξ, c = y3vϕ, d = x2x3
v∆vϕ
MΣ

. (8.36)

Therefore, up to an overall factor y2v2u, the corrected light neutrino mass matrix obtained from the seesaw

formula has the form

mν = α




2 −1 −1

−1 2 −1

−1 −1 2


+ β




1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


+ γ




0 1 1

1 1 0

1 0 1


+ ϵ




0 1 −1

1 −1 0

−1 0 1


 , (8.37)

where the parameters α, β, γ and ϵ are given by,

α =
a

−9a2 + (b− c)2 + 3d2
, β = − 1

3(b+ 2c)
+

2(b− c)

3 [9a2 − (b− c)2 − 3d2]
,
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γ = − 1

3(b+ 2c)
− b− c

3 [9a2 − (b− c)2 − 3d2]
, ϵ =

d

−9a2 + (b− c)2 + 3d2
, (8.38)

The first three terms in the light neutrino matrix of Eq. (8.37) preserve the tri-bimaximal mixing form.

The last term, which is proportional to ϵ, violates it. The associated parameter ϵ is induced by the NLO

contributions suppressed by v∆/MΣ with respect to α, β and γ. This naturally accounts for the small

reactor mixing angle θ13 and the small deviation from the maximal atmospheric mixing.

As shown in section 8.2.1, the VEVs vϕ and vξ can be assumed real, while vS and v∆ can be real or

purely imaginary due to the generalized CP symmetry. If vS and v∆ are real, the vacuum alignment of

the flavons φS , ϕ, ξ and ∆ is invariant under the CP transformation Xr = 1 and the residual flavour

symmetry Zs
2 . The parameters α, β, γ and ϵ are all real, the lepton mixing matrix has the form of

Eq. (6.46) with the rotation angle θ given by

tan 2θ =

√
3ϵ

γ − β
. (8.39)

The lepton mixing angles and CP violation phases are given in Eq. (6.47). The light neutrino masses are

m1 =
∣∣∣3α− sign (ϵ sin 2θ)

√
(γ − β)2 + 3ϵ2

∣∣∣ ,
m2 = |β + 2γ| ,
m3 =

∣∣∣3α+ sign (ϵ sin 2θ)
√
(γ − β)2 + 3ϵ2

∣∣∣ . (8.40)

This model allows for both neutrino mass orderings, either NO or IO.

Moreover, if the VEV vS is real while v∆ is pure imaginary, the neutrino sector would preserve

the residual flavour symmetry Zs
2 and CP symmetry Xr = u which corresponds to the µ − τ refection

symmetry. The parameters α, β, γ in Eq. (8.37) are real, and ϵ is pure imaginary. We find that the lepton

mixing matrix is given by Eq. (6.50) with the rotation angle θ given as

tan 2θ =
iϵ√
3α

. (8.41)

Both the atmospheric angle θ23 and the CP violation phase δCP are maximal, as shown in Eq. (6.51).

The light neutrino masses are given by

m1 =
∣∣∣β − γ + sign (α cos 2θ)

√
9α2 − 3ϵ2

∣∣∣ ,
m2 = |β + 2γ| ,
m3 =

∣∣∣β − γ − sign (α cos 2θ)
√

9α2 − 3ϵ2
∣∣∣ , (8.42)

Again, this is consistent with both neutrino mass orderings, either NO or IO.

All in all, this model implements the first two symmetry breaking patterns analyzed in detail in

section 6.3.1. The reader is addressed to that section for a discussion of the corresponding neutrino
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mixing, CP violation and 0νββ decay predictions. See Ref. [320] for an S4 model realizing the third

breaking pattern and the lepton mixing matrix of Eq. (6.53).
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9 Family symmetry in 5-D models with a warped extra dimension

Extra dimensions [460] provide an interesting way to address the so-called hierarchy problem [461–463],

by making the fundamental scale of gravity exponentially reduced from the Planck mass down to the TeV

scale. This follows as a result of having the Standard Model fields localized near the boundary of the

extra dimensions. Here we stress that the fermion mass hierarchies can also be addressed through the

localization of fermion profiles which are fixed by the bulk mass parameters.

As we have shown in the previous section, the lepton and quark mixing angles can be well explained by

using a discrete flavour symmetry within concrete 4-D models. One can also implement flavour symmetry

in the context of extra dimensions, so that the structure of both mass hierarchies as well as mixing angles

can be addressed in a clear manner. There has been intense activity using discrete family symmetries to

build UV-complete 4-D gauge theories [85–93], describing the masses and mixing matrices of leptons and

quarks. The pattern of fermion mixing could also arise from the imposition of family symmetries in extra

dimensions, including holographic models [70–84].

In this section we consider warped flavourdynamics schemes, of which there have been two recent

proposals in the literature [78,79]. The first warped flavourdynamics model is based on the ∆(27) family

symmetry, with neutrinos as Dirac fermions, and a predicted TM2 mixing pattern [78]. An alternative

proposal for a warped flavourdynamics scheme is based on the T ′ family group [79]. Here neutrinos are

Majorana fermions with a predicted TM1 mixing pattern. In what follows we develop the key features of

this second example, and refer the interested reader to the original work in [78] for the other case.

9.1 Warped flavourdynamics with the T ′ family group

Here we present our benchmark extra-dimensional model with T ′ flavour symmetry [79]. The T ′ group

is the double covering of A4. The relation between T ′ and A4 is quite similar to the familiar relation

between SU(2) and SO(3). Although SU(2) and SO(3) possess the same Lie algebra, SO(3) has only

odd-dimensional representations, while SU(2) possesses both even and odd-dimensional representations.

Likewise T ′ has three doublet representations 2, 2′ and 2′′ besides the singlets 1, 1′, 1′′ and triplet 3 of

A4.

We formulate our model in the framework of the Randall-Sundrum model [462]. The bulk geometry

is described by the following metric

ds2 = e−2kyηµνdx
µdxν − dy2 . (9.1)

This extra dimension y is compactified, and the two 3-branes with opposite tension are located at y = 0,

the UV brane, and the infra-red (IR) brane at y = L.

In order to comply with electroweak precision measurement constraints, the electroweak symmetry

of the model is promoted to Gbulk = SU(2)L ⊗ SU(2)R ⊗U(1)B−L [464,465] and it is broken down to the

standard model gauge group GSM = SU(2)L ⊗U(1)Y on the UV brane by the boundary conditions (BCs)

of the gauge bosons. The Higgs field lives in the bulk, and it is in the (2,2) bi-doublet representation of
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SU(2)L ⊗ SU(2)R. The Kaluza-Klein (KK) Higgs field decomposition is [466]

H(xµ, y) = H(xµ)
fH(y)√

L
+ heavy KK Modes , (9.2)

where fH(y) is the zero mode profile. For an adequate choice of BCs, we have

fH(y) =

√
2kL(1− β)

1− e−2(1−β)kL
ekLe(2−β)k(y−L) , (9.3)

with β =
√
4 +m2

H/k
2 and mH is the bulk mass of the Higgs field.

The three families of leptons and quarks transform under SU(2)L ⊗ SU(2)R in the following way,

Ψℓi =

(
ν
[++]
i

e
[++]
i

)
∼ (2,1) , Ψei =

(
ν̃
[+−]
i

e
[−−]
i

)
∼ (1,2) , Ψνi =

(
N

[−−]
i

ẽ
[+−]
i

)
∼ (1,2) , (9.4)

ΨQi =

(
u
[++]
i

d
[++]
i

)
∼ (2,1) , Ψdi =

(
ũ
[+−]
i

d
[−−]
i

)
∼ (1,2) , Ψui =

(
u
[−−]
i

d̃
[+−]
i

)
∼ (1,2) . (9.5)

where the two signs in the bracket indicate Neumann (+) or Dirichlet (−) boundary conditions for the

left-handed component of the corresponding field on UV and IR branes respectively. The Kaluza-Klein

decomposition of a 5D fermion for the two different BCs are

ψ[++](xµ, y) =
e2ky√
L

{
ψL(x

µ)fL(y, cL) + heavy KK modes
}
, (9.6)

ψ[−−](xµ, y) =
e2ky√
L

{
ψR(x

µ)fR(y, cR) + heavy KK modes
}
. (9.7)

The 5D fields with [++] BCs only have left-handed zero modes, while those with [−−] BCs only have

right-handed ones. The functions fL(y, cL) and fR(y, cR) are the zero mode profiles [467,468]

fL(y, cL) =

√
(1− 2cL)kL

e(1−2cL)kL − 1
e−cLky , fR(y, cR) =

√
(1 + 2cR)kL

e(1+2cR)kL − 1
ecRky , (9.8)

where cL and cR denote the bulk mass of the 5D fermions in units of the AdS5 curvature k. As usual,

we adopt the zero mode approximation which identifies the standard model fields with the zero modes of

corresponding 5D fields.

9.1.1 Lepton masses and mixing

The field content and the symmetry assignment are given in table 7. The zero mode of ΨL is the left-

handed lepton doublet, and the zero modes of Ψe,µ,τ and Ψν are the right-handed charged leptons and

neutrinos respectively. The left-handed lepton fields are assumed to transform as a triplet under flavour

symmetry group.
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Field Ψl Ψe Ψµ Ψτ Ψν H φl(IR) σl(IR) φν(UV ) ρν(UV )

SU(2)L × SU(2)R × U(1)B−L (2, 1,−1) (1, 2,−1) (1, 2,−1) (1, 2,−1) (1, 2,−1) (2, 2, 0) (1, 1, 0) (1, 1, 0) (1, 1, 0) (1, 1, 0)

T ′ 3 1′ 1′′ 1 3 1 2 1′′ 3 3

Z3 ω2 1 1 1 ω2 1 ω ω ω ω

Z4 i i i i i 1 −1 −1 i −i

Table 7: Lepton and flavon fields under the SU(2)L × SU(2)R ×U(1)B−L gauge group and the T ′×Z3×Z4

family symmetry, with ω = e2πi/3. Flavons φl, σl and φν , ρν lie on the IR and UV branes respectively.

Note that in order to forbid dangerous terms, besides the flavour group T ′, we introduce the auxiliary

symmetry Z3 × Z4. Four flavons φl, σl, φν and ρν are introduced to break the T ′ family symmetry. The

flavons φl and σl couple to the charged lepton sector, and are localized on the IR brane, while φν and

ρν are localized on the UV brane. The vacuum expectation values of these flavons are aligned along the

following directions

⟨φl⟩ = (1, 0)vφl
, ⟨σl⟩ = vσl

, ⟨φν⟩ = (1,−2ω2,−2ω)vφν , ⟨ρν⟩ = (1,−2ω,−2ω2)vρν , (9.9)

with ω = e2iπ/3. The above vacuum alignment can be the global minimum of the scalar potential in certain

regions of parameters [79]. At leading order, the lepton mass terms respecting both gauge symmetry as

well as the flavour symmetry T ′ × Z3 × Z4 take the following form

Ll
Y =

√
G

Λ′3

[
ye(φ

2
lΨl)1′′HΨe + yµ(φ

2
lΨl)1′HΨµ + yτ (φ

2
lΨl)1HΨτ

]
δ(y − L) + h.c. , (9.10)

Lν
Y = yν1

√
G

Λ′ (ΨlHΨν)1δ(y − L) +
1

2

√
G

Λ2

[
yν2(N

CN)1(φ
2
ν)1 + yν3(N

CN)1(ρ
2
ν)1

+yν4

(
(NCN)3S(φ

2
ν)3S

)
1
+ yν5

(
(NCN)3S(ρ

2
ν)3S

)
1

]
δ(y) + h.c. , (9.11)

where G = e−8ky is the determinant of the 5D metric.

For the vacuum configuration in Eq. (9.9), the charged lepton mass matrix is diagonal and the three

charged lepton masses are

me = ỹe
v2φl

Λ′2 v , mµ = ỹµ
v2φl

Λ′2 v , mτ = ỹτ
v2φl

Λ′2 v , (9.12)

with

ỹe,µ,τ =
ye,µ,τ
LΛ′ fL(L, cℓ)fR(L, ce,µ,τ ) . (9.13)

Neutrino masses are generated by the type-I seesaw mechanism, and the large seesaw scale arises naturally,

since the Majorana mass terms of the right-handed neutrinos are UV–localized. The first term in Eq. (9.11)

leads to a diagonal Dirac neutrino mass matrix mD = ỹν1v13 where ỹν1 =
yν1
LΛ′ fL(L, cℓ)fR(L, cν) and 13 is

the 3× 3 unit matrix. The last four are the Majorana mass terms for the right-handed neutrinos, leading
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to the mass matrix

mN =

(
ỹν2

v2φν

Λ
+ ỹν3

v2ρν
Λ

)



1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


+ ỹν4

v2φν

Λ




2 2ω 2ω2

2ω − 4ω2 − 1

2ω2 − 1 − 4ω




+ỹν5
v2ρν
Λ




2 2ω2 2ω

2ω2 − 4ω − 1

2ω − 1 − 4ω2


 , (9.14)

where

ỹν2,3,4,5 =
yν2,3,4,5
LΛ

f2R(0, cν) . (9.15)

The light neutrino mass matrix is given by the simple type-I seesaw formula

mν = −mDm
−1
N mT

D

After performing a tri-bimaximal transformation on the neutrino fields, mν acquires block diagonal form,

m′
ν = U †

TBMmνU
∗
TBM = m0




−1
1+3(y4+y5)

0 0

0 1−3(y4+y5)
18(y4−y5)2+3(y4+y5)−1

3
√
2i(y4−y5)

18(y4−y5)2+3(y4+y5)−1

0 3
√
2i(y4−y5)

18(y4−y5)2+3(y4+y5)−1
−1

18(y4−y5)2+3(y4+y5)−1


 , (9.16)

with m0 =
ỹ2ν1Λv

2

ỹν2v
2
φν

+ỹν3v
2
ρν
, y4 =

ỹν4v
2
φν

ỹν2v
2
φν

+ỹν3v
2
ρν

and y5 =
ỹν5v

2
ρν

ỹν2v
2
φν

+ỹν3v
2
ρν
.

One sees from Eq. (9.16) that the light neutrino mass matrix only depends on two complex parameters

y4 and y5 and on the overall scale m0. As a result one expects sharp predictions both for neutrino masses

as well as mixing parameters. As shown in D, the above block-diagonal matrix is exactly diagonalized as

U ′†
ν m

′
νU

′∗
ν = diag(m1,m2,m3), U ′

ν =




1 0 0

0 cos θν sin θνe
iδν

0 − sin θνe
−iδν cos θν


 , (9.17)

The charged lepton mass matrix ml is already in diagonal form, consequently the lepton mixing matrix

is determined to be

U = UTBMU
′
ν =

1√
6




2
√
2 cos θν

√
2 sin θνe

iδν

−1
√
2 cos θν −

√
3 sin θνe

−iδν
√
3 cos θν +

√
2 sin θνe

iδν

−1
√
2 cos θν +

√
3 sin θνe

−iδν −
√
3 cos θν +

√
2 sin θνe

iδν


 . (9.18)

We notice that the first column of the lepton mixing matrix is fixed to be (2,−1,−1)T /
√
6 which coincides

with the first column of the TBMmixing pattern. In other words, the lepton mixing matrix has trimaximal

TM1 form [316–318].
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From Eq. (9.18) one can extract the mixing angles and the leptonic Jarlskog invariant in the usual

way, to find

sin2 θ13 =
1

3
sin2 θν , sin2 θ12 =

1 + cos 2θν
5 + cos 2θν

,

sin2 θ23 =
1

2
+

√
6 sin 2θν cos δν
5 + cos 2θν

, JCP = −sin 2θν sin δν

6
√
6

. (9.19)

One sees from Eq. (9.19) that all the three mixing angles and the Dirac CP phase δCP are given in terms

of just two free parameters δν and θν . The above relations imply two predicted correlations amongst the

mixing angles and the Dirac CP violation phase,

cos2 θ12 cos
2 θ13 =

2

3
, cos δCP =

(3 cos 2θ12 − 2) cos 2θ23
3 sin 2θ23 sin 2θ12 sin θ13

. (9.20)

that characterize the TM1 mixing pattern.
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Figure 35: Contour plots of δCP in the θν − δν plane (left) and predicted correlation between |δCP | and
sin2 θ23 (right). The vertical solid/dashed lines in the right panel are the best-fit sin2 θ23 values for NO/IO
spectra, respectively [24,25].

In the left panel of figure 35 we display the contour plot of δCP in the plane δν versus θν . The small

black areas in the left panel indicate the regions in which all three lepton mixing angles lie within their

experimentally allowed 3σ ranges. The right panel of figure 35 shows a very tight correlation between |δCP |
and the magnitude of the atmospheric angle θ23. One sees that both octants are consistent, and that the

CP phase parameter is predicted to lie in the restricted range [0.325π, 0.592π]. Upcoming long-baseline

experiments will be able to test these predictions for θ23 and δCP [113,114,118].

We now turn to neutrinoless double beta decay. In figure 36 we display the expected values for the
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effective Majorana neutrino mass |mββ | characterizing the 0νββ decay amplitude. If the neutrino mass

spectrum is inverted-ordered (IO), the effective Majorana masss has a lower limit |mββ | ≥ 0.0162 eV,

while the lightest neutrino mass satisfies mlightest ≥ 0.0133 eV. For the case of normal-ordering (NO),

the effective mass |mββ | lies in the narrow interval [5.2meV, 9.6meV], and the allowed range of mlightest is

[4.8meV, 7.2meV]. Clearly, as indicated in the figure, the predicted regions for the lightest neutrino mass

and |mββ | are quite restricted. The existing experimental bounds as well as the estimated experimental

sensitivities are also indicated by the horizontal bands [125–127] in figure 36. The predicted decay

amplitudes do suggest a guaranteed 0νββ discovery at the forthcoming round of experiments [107].
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Figure 36: Predicted mass parameter characterizing the 0νββ decay amplitude; red and blue regions are
for IO and NO neutrino mass spectra, respectively. Here we adopt the same convention as figure 22 for
different bands and boundaries.

9.1.2 Quark masses and CKM matrix

This model can be extended to include quarks, the transformation properties of the quark fields under

the family symmetry T ′ ×Z3 ×Z4 are listed in table 8. Note that no new scalars are needed, beyond the

flavons φl and σl characterizing the lepton sector.

Field ΨUC ΨT Ψu Ψc Ψt Ψds Ψb H φl(IR) σl(IR)

SU(2)L × SU(2)R × U(1)B−L (2, 1, 1/3) (2, 1, 1/3) (1, 2, 1/3) (1, 2, 1/3) (1, 2, 1/3) (1, 2, 1/3) (1, 2, 1/3) (2, 2, 0) (1, 1, 0) (1, 1, 0)

T ′ 2 1 1′ 1′′ 1′ 2′ 1′′ 1 2 1′′

Z3 ω2 ω 1 ω2 1 ω ω2 1 ω ω

Z4 1 −1 1 −1 −1 1 −1 1 −1 −1

Table 8: Classification of the quark fields under the bulk gauge group SU(2)L × SU(2)R ×U(1)B−L and
the flavour symmetry T ′ × Z3 × Z4.
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The quark Yukawa interactions are localized on the IR brane and constrained by the T ′ flavour

symmetry to be of the following form,

Ld
Y =

√
G

Λ′3

[
yds1(ΨUCHΨds)3φ

∗ 2
l + yds2(ΨUCHΨds)1′σ∗ 2l + y′b(ΨTHΨb)1′′σ2l

]
δ(y − L) + h.c. + · · ·

Lu
Y =

√
G

Λ′3

[
y′uΛ

′(ΨTHΨu)1′σl + ytΛ
′(ΨUCHΨt)2φ

∗
l + yu(ΨUCHΨu)2φlσl

+y′c(ΨTHΨc)1′′σ2l + y′t(ΨTHΨt)1′σ∗2l
]
δ(y − L) + h.c. + · · · , (9.21)

for the down-type and up-type quark masses respectively. One can read out the mass matrices for the

zero modes of the quark fields as

md = v




ỹds2v
∗2
σl
/Λ′2 0 0

ỹds1v
∗2
φl
/Λ′2 ỹds2v

∗2
σl
/Λ′2 0

0 0 ỹ′bv
2
σl
/Λ′2


 , (9.22)

mu = v




ỹuvφl
vσl
/Λ′2 0 0

0 0 ỹtv
∗
φl
/Λ′

ỹ′uvσl
/Λ′ ỹ′cv

2
σl
/Λ′2 ỹ′tv

∗2
σl
/Λ′2


 . (9.23)

where the parameters with tilde are given by

ỹu,t,ds1,2 =
yu,t,ds1,2
LΛ′ fL(L, cUC)fR(L, cu,t,ds) , ỹ′u,c,t,b =

y′u,c,t,b
LΛ′ fL(L, cT )fR(L, cu,c,t,b) . (9.24)

Notice that the down-quark mass matrix is block diagonal and the (11) and (22) entries are exactly

equal. Note also that the up-quark sector gives a negligible contribution to the Cabibbo angle θc but is

responsible for generating Vub and Vcb. As a result this model gives rise to the well-known Gatto-Sartori

relation md/ms ≃ tan2 θc [469].

9.2 Global flavour fit

Let us now perform a global fit of the masses and flavour mixing parameters of both quarks and leptons

within this model. The fundamental 5D scales on the UV and IR branes are taken to be Λ ≃ k ≃ 2.44×1018

GeV and Λ′ = ke−kL ≃ 1.5 TeV respectively. The vacuum expectation value of the Higgs field is fixed to

its SM value v ≃ 174 GeV, and we choose the flavon VEVs as vφl
/Λ′ = vσl

/Λ′ = vφν/Λ = vρν/Λ = 0.2.

In what follows we give a typical set of values for the free parameters. The bulk mass parameters and the

Yukawa coupling constants of the charged lepton and quarks are given by

cl = 0.460, ce = −0.725, cµ = −0.553, cτ = −0.117,

cUC = 0.587, cT = −0.980, cu = −0.516, cc = −0.555,

ct = 0.966, cds = −0.503, cb = −0.532,

ye = yµ = yτ = 1.0, yu = 6.321, yt = 6.20, y′u = 4.00,
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y′c = 1.00, y′t = 8.30, yds1 = 4.00, yds2 = 0.892, y′b = 4.00 . (9.25)

The values of the parameters in the neutrino sector depend on the neutrino mass ordering,

NO : cν = −0.404, yν1 = yν2 = yν3 = 1, yν4 = 0.235 + 0.0770i, yν5 = 0.340 + 0.0710i,

IO : cν = −0.383, yν1 = yν2 = yν3 = 1, yν4 = −0.354 + 0.275i, yν5 = −0.562 + 0.270i . (9.26)

The resulting predictions for flavour observables such as lepton and quark mass and mixing parameters

are all listed in table 9. One sees that all Standard Model fermion masses and mixings can be very well

reproduced.

parameters best-fit ± 1σ predictions

sin θq12 0.22500±0.00100 0.22503

sin θq13 0.003675±0.000095 0.003668

sin θq23 0.04200±0.00059 0.04205

δqCP /
◦ 66.9±2 68.2

mu [MeV] 2.16+0.49
−0.26 2.16

mc [GeV] 1.27±0.02 1.27

mt [GeV] 172.9±0.4 172.90

md [MeV] 4.67+0.48
−0.17 4.21

ms [MeV] 93+11
−5 93.00

mb [GeV] 4.18+0.03
−0.02 4.18

sin2 θl12/10
−1 (NO)

3.20+0.20
−0.16

3.19
sin2 θl12/10

−1 (IO) 3.18

sin2 θl23/10
−1 (NO) 5.47+0.20

−0.30 5.47

sin2 θl23/10
−1 (IO) 5.51+0.18

−0.30 5.51

sin2 θl13/10
−2 (NO) 2.160+0.083

−0.069 2.160

sin2 θl13/10
−2 (IO) 2.220+0.074

−0.076 2.220

δlCP /π (NO) 1.32+0.21
−0.15 1.567

δlCP /π (IO) 1.56+0.13
−0.15 1.571

me [MeV] 0.511± 3.1× 10−9 0.511

mµ [MeV] 105.658± 2.4× 10−6 105.658

mτ [MeV] 1776.86± 0.12 1776.86

∆m2
21 [10−5eV2] (NO)

7.55+0.20
−0.16 7.55

∆m2
21 [10−5eV2] (IO)

|∆m2
31| [10−3eV2] (NO) 2.50±0.03 2.50

|∆m2
31| [10−3eV2] (IO) 2.42+0.03

−0.04 2.42

χ2 (NO) − 7.65
χ2 (IO) 7.66

Table 9: Global warped flavordynamics fit: neutrino oscillation parameters are taken from the global
analysis in [24,25], while the quark parameters are taken from the Review of Particle Physics [28].

All in all the model provides a consistent scenario for the flavour problem, in which fermion mass

hierarchies are accounted for by adequate choices of the bulk mass parameters, while quark and lepton

mixing angles are restricted by the assumed T ′ flavour symmetry. Note that in this model neutrinos are
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Majorana particles, the tiny neutrino masses are generated by the type-I seesaw mechanism with “right-

handed” neutrino masses in the range of [1012, 1013] GeV and relatively sizeable rates for 0νββ decay,

accessible within the next round of experiments. For an alternative warped flavourdynamics construction

along the similar lines, see Ref. [78]. In that case the model uses the ∆(27) family symmetry, neutrinos

are Dirac fermions, and the predicted neutrino mixing pattern is TM2.
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10 Family symmetry from 6-D orbifolds

Underpinning the nature of the underlying family symmetry of particle physics amongst the huge plethora

of possibilities constitutes a formidable task. As already seen in the previous section, a promising approach

to the flavour problem is to imagine the existence of new dimensions in spacetime. In the present section

we illustrate how the existence of extra dimensions may shed light on the nature of the family symmetry in

four dimensions. The idea was suggested within six-dimensional setups compactified on a torus [292,293].

The resulting theories share a realistic A4 family symmetry, featuring the “golden” quark-lepton mass

formula
mτ√
mµme

≈ mb√
msmd

. (10.1)

This formula was proposed in [288], and emerges also in other 4-D flavour schemes such as those

in Refs. [289, 290] and [65, 66], as well as in implementations of the Peccei-Quinn symmetry [287]. It

is remarkable that it also comes out neatly in scenarios where the family symmetry arises from the

compactification of 6-dimensional orbifolds, as proposed in Refs. [143, 144, 294, 295] and considered next.

Fermions are nicely arranged in terms of the A4 family symmetry. Different setups can be identified, with

very interesting phenomenology. Indeed, they bring in the possibility of predicting neutrino mixing angles

and CP phases, as well as providing a good global description of flavour observables.

10.1 General preliminaries

Here we summarize the theory framework and survey its main features. First of all we have a 6-dimensional

version of the standard SU(3)c ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗U(1)Y gauge symmetry, supplemented with orbifold compact-

ification, as outlined below. In the full six-dimensional theory, the spacetime manifold M is identified

as the direct product M = M4 × (T 2/Z2), where M4 is the four-dimensional Minkowski spacetime, and

T 2/Z2 is a one-parameter family (given by θ) of 2-D toroidal orbifolds defined by the following relations

satisfied by the extra-dimensional coordinates

(
x5, x6

)
=
(
x5 + 2πR1, x

6
)
, (10.2)

(
x5, x6

)
=
(
x5 + 2πR2 cos θ, x

6 + 2πR2 sin θ
)
. (10.3)

(
x5, x6

)
=
(
−x5,−x6

)
, (10.4)

The first two equations define a torus, with θ describing its twist angle, and the third equation defines

the Z2 orbifolding. For simplicity we assume that the characteristic radii of the compact extra dimensions

are similar, i.e.

R1 ∼ R2 ∼ 1/Mc, (10.5)

in terms of the compactification scale Mc. Moreover, the twist angle is assumed to be θ = 2π/3. To

simplify the analysis we define the scaled complex coordinate z = Mc(x5 + ix6)/(2π) and rewrite Eqs.

(10.2)-(10.4) as
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Re(z)
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Figure 37: The fundamental domain of the T 2/Z2 orbifold is the darkest region, obtained after the
compactification of the corresponding domain of the twisted torus, which includes the lightest region.
The resulting space is reminiscent of a tetrahedron, and can be visualized by identifying the three orange
dots into a single vertex. The fixed points of the orbifold are located at the vertices of the tetrahedron.

z = z + 1, (10.6)

z = z + ω, (10.7)

z = −z, (10.8)

where ω is the cubic root of unity

ω ≡ eiθ = ei2π/3. (10.9)

A key feature of orbifolds is that they have singular points. In our case there are four of these, located

at the points that remain fixed by the transformations in Eqs. (10.6)-(10.8), namely

f1 = 0, f2 =
1

2
, f3 =

ω

2
, f4 =

1 + ω

2
. (10.10)

These fixed points define the location of 4-dimensional branes embedded in the 6-dimensional space

M. In figure 37 we display both the fundamental domain of the twisted torus T 2 (light shaded green), as

well as the fundamental domain of the T 2/Z2 orbifold (dark shaded green). After compactification, the

continuous Poincaré symmetry of the two extra dimensions is broken, leaving a residual A4 symmetry of

the branes [314]. The appearance of the discrete A4 symmetry can be understood as the invariance under

permutations displayed by the four fixed points of the orbifold. Any of these can be written in terms of

two independent transformations

S : z −→ z + 1/2, T : z −→ ω2z. (10.11)
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These can be also expressed as elements of the permutation group S4.

S = (12)(34), T = (1)(243), (10.12)

This way S and T are related to the generators of the A4 group, satisfying

S2 = T 3 = (ST )3 = 1 , (10.13)

which are exactly the multiplication rules of the A4 group in Eq. (A.1).

The model is based on this remnant A4 as a family symmetry. Same-charge fields located on the four

different branes would transform into each other by the remnant A4 transformations. These four branes

transform as the reducible representation 4, which decomposes as a sum of irreducible representations

4 → 3 + 1. Thus, the brane-localized fields must transform under the flavour group as A4 triplets or

singlets, so the family symmetry is spontaneously broken. Below we show how this can provide a realistic

pattern for the three families of leptons and quarks in a rather predictive and economical way.

Notice that the assumption of extra dimensions implies the existence of infinitely many 4-D fields

associated with every bulk field, called a Kaluza-Klein (KK) tower. Their masses (n2 + m2)Mc are

determined by positive integers n,m. In our case, the fields in the bulk are the SM gauge fields gµ,Wµ, Bµ,

the right-handed quarks uci and the gauge singlet scalar σ.

The tower of massive KK modes from the vector SU(2)L triplets can affect the Peskin-Takeuchi

oblique parameters S, T and U in an important way. The current experimental bound for our setup (2

non-universal extra dimensions) is [470,471]

Mc > 2.1 TeV.

For a compactification scale sufficiently close to 2 TeV, the electroweak precision tests could in principle

probe the extra dimensions at the High Luminosity LHC run.

10.2 Scotogenic orbifold

Our basic setup is a 6-dimensional extension of the Standard SU(3)c ⊗ SU(2)L ⊗U(1)Y Model, featur-

ing the orbifold compactification described in the previous section, and inheriting the A4 discrete family

symmetry in a natural manner. Its simplest model-realization includes three right-handed neutrinos,

mediating neutrino mass generation through the type-I seesaw mechanism [143,144]. Instead of pursuing

such an approach, however, here we focus on a more complete, yet equally economical, scotogenic variant

that also provides a WIMP dark matter candidate [294,295].

The field content and transformation properties of our benchmark scotogenic variant under the various

symmetry groups are shown in table 10. Note that all fermionic fields, except for the right-handed quarks,

transform as flavour triplets and are localized in the orbifold branes.
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Field SU(3)C SU(2)L U(1)Y Z4 A4 Location

L 1 2 −1 1 3 Brane
dc 3 1 2/3 1 3 Brane
ec 1 1 2 1 3 Brane
Q 3 2 1/3 1 3 Brane

uc1,2,3 3 1 −4/3 −1 1′′,1′,1 Bulk

F 1 1 0 i 3 Brane

Hu 1 2 1 −1 3 Brane
Hd 1 2 −1 1 3 Brane
η 1 2 1 −i 1 Brane
σ 1 1 0 −1 3 Bulk

Table 10: Field representation content and symmetries of the scotogenic orbifold model [295].

The model assumes an auxiliary lepton quarticity symmetry [165, 167]. This Z4 is spontaneously

broken to a residual Z2 symmetry, defining the “dark sector” which comprises the dark fermion F and

scalar η. Both transform non-trivially under the “dark symmetry” ensuring stability of the lightest Z2-

charged field. This makes it a potentially viable dark matter candidate, whose stability is directly related

to the radiative origin of neutrino masses, Fig. 38.

The Higgs sector consists of two flavour-triplet weak iso-doublets, Hu and Hd and a SM singlet scalar

σ driving the spontaneous breaking of both lepton number [32, 39], as well as family symmetry, a sort of

“flavoured” Majoron scheme.

L

F F

L

σ

η η

Hu Hd

Figure 38: One-loop diagram for Majorana neutrino masses, mediated by the “dark sector” particles [295].

Given the defining symmetries of the model, one can write the most general effective Yukawa La-

grangian below the compactification scale. The Yukawa interaction terms of down-type quarks and

charged leptons have the same structure, given by

LYukawa
Hd

= ye1 (LHde
c)11

+ ye2 (LHde
c)12

+ yd1 (QHdd
c)11

+ yd2 (QHdd
c)12

+H.c., (10.14)
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while the transformation properties of the up-type quark fields under A4 yield

LYukawa
Hu

= yu1 (QHu)1′ u
c
1 + yu2 (QHu)1′′ u

c
2 + yu3 (QHu)1 u

c
3 +H.c. (10.15)

Notice that the bold subscripts in each term indicate its transformation properties under the remnant A4

family symmetry. The explicit expressions for the invariant multiplet products are given in A.

The dark fermion triplet F couples to the scalar field σ. The latter acquires a vacuum expectation

value which drives the spontaneous breaking of lepton number symmetry, Z4, and the A4 family symmetry,

giving rise to Majorana mass terms for the dark fermions,

LYukawa
σ = yσ

(
F TFσ

)
11

+H.c. (10.16)

The dark scalar η plays a crucial role in the model, as it couples with both dark fermions and neutrinos

LYukawa
η = yη1 (LηF )1 +H.c. (10.17)

In the following, we will assume that all Yukawa couplings are real, and therefore that the model preserves

a trivial CP symmetry.

10.3 Symmetry breaking and fermion masses

The scalar potential V (Hd, Hu, η, σ) comprises all terms up to quartic interactions consistent with all

the symmetries. Apart from the Higgs scalars Hd, Hu, σ it contains also the dark scalar η which does

not develop a vacuum expectation value (VEV). The symmetry breakdown of the model proceeds in

two steps. At high energies the electroweak singlet scalar field σ develops a VEV compatible with the

extra-dimensional boundary conditions. Subsequently, at lower energies, the electroweak Higgs doublets

Hu, Hd acquire VEVs according to the minimization of the scalar potential.

In order to describe the high-scale A4 symmetry breaking produced by σ we introduce a boundary

condition P , consistent with the orbifold construction. It defines a non-trivial gauge/Poincaré twist of

the orbifold, and must be a symmetry of the Lagrangian. We assume that the transformation P acts

trivially on the A4 singlet bulk fields. Hence the only bulk field transforming non-trivially under P is the

flavour triplet scalar σ, obeying the boundary condition

σ(x, z) = Pσ(x,−z). (10.18)

so as to be consistent with Eq. (10.8). The invariance of the kinetic term of the σ field in the 6-D

Lagrangian implies that P ∈ SU(3), while the condition in Eq. (10.18) ensures that the matrix P will

leave invariant the interactions of fields in the brane. Thus the boundary condition matrix must satisfy

P ∈ SU(3), P 2 = 13×3, P † = P. (10.19)
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The boundary condition on the σ field applies also to its VEV alignment. As a result, the masses of

the dark fermions F are a direct outcome of the boundary condition of the bulk field σ in the two extra

dimensions

⟨σ⟩ = P ⟨σ⟩ . (10.20)

The boundary condition matrix P is a property of the orbifold, its form is given explicitly in [295]. Here

we adopt the most general VEV alignment consistent with the spontaneous breaking of lepton number

and the A4 family symmetry, expressed as

⟨σ⟩ = vσ




ϵσ1 e
iφ

ϵσ2

1


 , with vσ, ϵ

σ
1 , ϵ

σ
2 ∈ R and 0 ≤ φ < π. (10.21)

Here we will not present a dedicated analysis of the scalar potential, except to stress the importance

of the λ5 term for the neutrino mass generation mechanism, namely

V (Hu, Hd, η) ⊃
1

2
λ5

[(
Hd

T (iσ2) η
)
3

(
H†

uη
)
3

]
1
+H.c. (10.22)

Here λ5 is a coupling constant and σ2 is the second Pauli matrix. This term lifts the degeneracy of the

mass eigenstates of the neutral components of η, denoted as
√
2Re(η0) and

√
2 Im(η0), playing a key role

in the scotogenic generation of neutrino masses at the one-loop level, as illustrated in Fig. 38. One can

show that there is enough freedom in parameter space to drive the spontaneous breaking of the gauge

symmetries down to U(1)EM.

10.3.1 Quark and lepton masses

Since A4 breaks spontaneously at the vσ scale, in the second stage of spontaneous symmetry breaking,

we assume that the weak iso-doublets Hu and Hd obtain the most general A4 breaking VEVs consistent

with trivial CP symmetry. For real vu, vd, ϵ
u,d
1,2 it is given as

⟨Hu⟩ = vu




ϵu1

ϵu2

1


 , ⟨Hd⟩ = vd




ϵd1

ϵd2

1


 . (10.23)

After spontaneous symmetry breaking, the up-quark mass matrix becomes

Mu = vu




yu1 ϵ
u
1 yu2 ϵ

u
1 yu3 ϵ

u
1

yu1 ϵ
u
2ω

2 yu2 ϵ
u
2ω yu3 ϵ

u
2

yu1ω yu2ω
2 yu3


 , (10.24)
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while the down-quark and charged lepton mass matrices take the form

Md = vd




0 yd1ϵ
d
1 y

d
2ϵ

d
2

yd2ϵ
d
1 0 yd1

yd1ϵ
d
2 yd2 0


 ,

Me = vd




0 ye1ϵ
d
1 y

e
2ϵ

d
2

ye2ϵ
d
1 0 ye1

ye1ϵ
d
2 ye2 0


 .

(10.25)

All Yukawa couplings in the last two equations are assumed to be real due to our imposition of trivial CP

symmetry.

10.3.2 Scotogenic neutrino masses

The A4 flavour symmetry structure of the Yukawa term in Eq. (10.16) implies that the Majorana mass

matrix of the dark fermions MF must have the following structure

MF = yσvσ




0 1 ϵσ2

1 0 ϵσ1e
iφ

ϵσ2 ϵ
σ
1e

iφ 0


 . (10.26)

In order to describe our one-loop scotogenic mechanism for neutrino masses we write the dark fermion

F fields in the mass eigenstate basis (F̃ ) by performing the singular value decomposition of the dark

fermion mass matrix MF . Since the latter is symmetric, only one unitary matrix V is needed in the

Takagi decomposition [30],

yσ
(
F TFσ

)
11

= F TMFF = F TV TDV F = (V F )T D (V F ) ≡ F̃ TDF̃ , (10.27)

where D = diag(mF1 ,mF2 ,mF3) and F̃ ≡ V F denotes the dark fermion triplet expressed in the mass

eigenstate basis. We can then rewrite Eq. (10.17) as

LYukawa
η = yη1η

(
LV †F̃

)
+H.c. (10.28)

As already mentioned, neutrino masses are forbidden at tree-level due to the auxiliary Z4 symmetry.

However, thanks to the mediation of the dark fields η and F , neutrino masses emerge at one-loop through

the diagram depicted in Fig. 38, which has the basic scotogenic structure [196].

Defining yη1V
† ≡ h in Eq. (10.27) we can write the expression for the one-loop neutrino mass matrix

Mν as

(Mν)ij =
3∑

k

hik(h
T )kj

16π2
S(mFk

), (10.29)
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where S(mFk
) is for the loop factor

S(mFk
) = mFk

(
m2

R

m2
R −m2

Fk

ln
m2

R

m2
Fk

− m2
I

m2
I −m2

Fk

ln
m2

I

m2
Fk

)
, (10.30)

with mR = m(
√
2Re η0), mI = m(

√
2 Im η0) with

m2
R −m2

I ≡ 2λ5 (⟨Hu⟩3 ⟨Hd⟩3)1 . (10.31)

Neutrino masses are not only loop-suppressed, but also symmetry-protected, as they vanish in the limit

λ5 → 0, see Eq. (10.22).

After spontaneous symmetry breaking, the auxiliary Z4 breaks down to a residual Z2 that stabi-

lizes the lightest dark particle. There are two possible dark matter candidates: the lightest state in the

complex neutral scalar η, or the lightest Majorana fermion in the flavour triplet F . In either case, the

phenomenology of dark matter is qualitatively similar to that of other scotogenic scenarios, which has

been extensively discussed, see for example Ref. [138] and references therein.

10.4 Global fit of flavour observables

Before describing the global fit of flavour observables, some preliminaries are necessary. The bottom line

is that, due to the reduced number of parameters, the model makes strong flavour predictions.

10.4.1 Preliminaries

Here we adopt the symmetrical parametrization of the quark and lepton mixing matrices [30], described

in Sect. 1. For the case of quarks, choosing the PDG ordering prescription, the symmetrical form leads to

the standard Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix in Eq. (1.8). On the other hand, for the mixing

of leptons, it is described by Eq. (1.21) 24. In both cases the mixing matrix description is supplemented

by the PDG factor ordering convention. However, in the leptonic case the symmetrical form provides

a neater description of CP violation than the PDG form. In this case the Dirac CP phase that enters

in neutrino oscillations is the leptonic analogue of the quark Jarlskog parameter, identified with the

“rephasing-invariant” combination

δℓ = ϕ13 − ϕ12 − ϕ23.

Notice that this phase must not be present in the effective mass parameter ⟨mββ⟩ characterizing the

amplitude for neutrinoless double beta decay, which involves only the two Majorana phases, Eq. (1.25).

Hence the symmetrical presentation is more transparent for describing the 0νββ decay amplitude [99].

24In both cases we assume unitarity, neglecting therefore possible mixing with exotic fermions that could be relevant, say,
within a low-scale seesaw scheme [472].
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10.4.2 Fit procedure

The above model is characterized by 16 independent parameters in the flavour sector, identified as follows:

8 real Yukawa couplings ye,d1,2, y
u
1,2,3, y

η
1 , 6 real VEV ratios ϵu,d1,2 , ϵ

σ
1,2, one quartic coupling λ5 and one CP

violating phase φ contained in ⟨σ⟩. These parameters describe 22 observables, namely, 12 masses, 4 CKM

matrix elements, plus 6 lepton mixing matrix parameters including the 2 Majorana phases.

In order to explore the predictivity of the model, we perform a global flavour fit to the available

experimental data, by minimizing the chi-square function defined as

χ2 =
∑

(µexp − µmodel)
2/σ2exp, (10.32)

where the sum runs through the 19 measured physical parameters, i.e. 6 quark masses, 3 CKM mixing

angles, 1 CKM CP phase, 3 charged lepton masses, 3 lepton mixing angles, 1 lepton CP violating phase

and 2 neutrino squared mass splittings. Note that we have only limits on the lightest neutrino mass from

experiment and no direct information on the Majorana 0νββ phases. The fit is performed by scanning

the values of the 16 independent model parameters that provide a description of the above 22 flavour

observables.

In our chi-square minimization with respect to the 16 independent model parameters, all quark and

charged-lepton masses were evaluated at the same energy scale, chosen asMZ [473]. This assumption was

shown to be consistent with the golden mass relation [143]. Coming to the neutrino oscillation parameters,

these were extracted from the global fit in [24,25], neglecting the effect of running to MZ [473,474]. The

remaining observables were taken from the PDG [28]. In order to extract the flavour observables from the

mass matrices in Eqs. (10.24) and (10.25) we use the Mathematica Mixing Parameter Tools package [475].

The results of our flavour fit are summarized in table 11. The minimum at χ2 ≈ 2 shows that the

model reproduces the observed pattern of fermion masses and mixing rather well. From Table 11 one can

read directly the predictions of the model concerning the mass of the lightest neutrino and the values of

the CP phases characterizing the lepton sector.

10.5 Flavour predictions of the scotogenic orbifold model

We now discuss in more detail the flavour predictions of our scotogenic orbifold model, both in the quark

and lepton sectors. These follow directly from the A4 family symmetry that results from the orbifold

compactification of the extra dimensions.

10.5.1 Golden quark-lepton mass relation

This is a key feature of the model that results from the down-type quarks and charged lepton assignments

under the A4 flavour symmetry. Indeed, after spontaneous symmetry breaking these obtain masses from

the same common Higgs doublet Hd, leading to the mass matrices in Eq.(10.25). After diagonalization
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to physical mass-eigenstates, one obtains the golden quark-lepton mass relation

mτ√
mµme

≈ mb√
msmd

, (10.33)

This relation emerges in models with SO(3) family symmetry implementing a Peccei-Quinn symme-

try [287], and in the theories proposed in Refs. [65, 66] and [288–290].

In our case the golden relation is a common feature of the models with A4 family symmetry arising

from the compactification of 6-Dimensional orbifolds, proposed in Refs. [143, 144] and further discussed

in [294, 295]. One can show that, given the current experimental measurements of the relevant masses,

the golden relation holds with good precision, see for example, Fig.1 in [143]. Besides, it constitutes a

very robust prediction under the renormalization group evolution, as it involves only fermion mass ratios.

Parameter Value
ye
1vd/GeV −1.745

ye
2vd/(10

−1GeV) 1.021

yd
1vd/(10

−2GeV) −5.039
yd
2vd/GeV 2.852

yu
1 vu/(10

−1GeV) 6.074
yu
2 vu/(10

2GeV) 1.712
yu
3 vu/GeV 7.157

ϵu1/10
−4 7.055

ϵu2/10
−2 −5.044

ϵd1/10
−3 −2.814

ϵd2/10
−3 5.833

ϵσ1 1.501
ϵσ2 −0.654
φ 3.527
(yη

1 )
2yσvσ/(KeV) 1.813

2λ5 ⟨Hu⟩ ⟨Hd⟩ /(KeV)2 0.012

Observable
Data

Model best fitCentral value 1σ range
θℓ12 /◦ 34.3 33.3 → 35.3 33.0
θℓ13 /◦ 8.45 8.31 → 8.61 8.52
θℓ23 /◦ 49.26 48.47 → 50.05 50.44
δℓ /◦ 194 172 → 218 192
me /MeV 0.486 0.486 → 0.486 0.486
mµ /GeV 0.102 0.102 → 0.102 0.102
mτ /GeV 1.745 1.743 →1.747 1.745
∆m2

21/(10
−5 eV2) 7.50 7.30 → 7.72 7.50

∆m2
31/(10

−3 eV2) 2.55 2.52 → 2.57 2.54
m1 /meV 135.35
m2 /meV 135.63
m3 /meV 144.43
ϕ12 /◦ 87.01
ϕ13 /◦ 190.30
ϕ23 /◦ 271.05
θq12 /◦ 13.04 12.99 → 13.09 13.04
θq13 /◦ 0.20 0.19 → 0.22 0.20
θq23 /◦ 2.38 2.32 → 2.44 2.38
δq /◦ 68.75 64.25 → 73.25 60.23
mu /MeV 1.28 0.76→ 1.55 1.28
mc /GeV 0.626 0.607 → 0.645 0.626
mt /GeV 171.6 170 → 173 171.6
md /MeV 2.74 2.57 → 3.15 2.49
ms /MeV 54 51 → 57 54
mb /GeV 2.85 2.83 → 2.88 2.85
χ2 1.96

Table 11: Flavour parameters and observables: measured versus predicted values for the best fit point.

10.5.2 Neutrino oscillation predictions

In order to identify the predictions of the model concerning the oscillation parameters we have randomly

varied the parameters around the global best fit point in Table 11, while requiring compatibility with

all measured flavour observables at 3σ. The results of the analysis are given in Fig 39, where the blue

contours represent the 90, 95, and 99% C.L. profiles from the Valencia global oscillation fit in [24, 25],

while the purple dots indicate regions compatible at 3σ with all experimental data. The best fit point of

the global oscillation fit is marked with a black star, while that of the global flavour fit is indicated by a

white cross. One sees from Fig. 39 how the predicted values of the leptonic Dirac CP phase are restricted
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Figure 39: Allowed values for the mixing angles and the leptonic Dirac CP phase. The purple points are
compatible at 3σ with all flavour observables, while the blue shades are the generic 90, 95 and 99% C.L.
regions of the global oscillation fit in [24, 25]. The black star is the central point of the global oscillation
fit, while the white cross stands for the best fit point in Table 11.

to the range δℓ ≥ π, while the atmospheric angle θℓ23 is required to lie in the higher octant. Besides, one

sees from the right panel in Fig. 39 a sharp prediction for the reactor angle θℓ13, see also table 11.

A scan of the parameter space of the model consistent at 3σ with all current experiments reveals that

only the Normal Ordered (NO) neutrino mass spectrum is possible. Indeed, the best fit point in table 11

has positive ∆m2
31, corresponding to NO, and a rather high absolute scale for the neutrino masses.

10.5.3 Neutrinoless double beta decay predictions

Concerning neutrinoless double beta decay, using the Majorana phase and neutrino mass predictions of

table 11 in Eq. (1.25), one finds the preferred effective amplitude parameter:

|mββ | = 58.08meV. (10.34)

A detailed analysis is presented in figure 40, where we show in purple the region of predicted |mββ | values as
a function of the lightest neutrino massm1. To be conservative, we randomly varied the model parameters

within the allowed 3σ range. The best fit point from table 11 is marked in red. One sees that the predicted

central value of |mββ | lies inside the current exclusion band of Kamland-Zen (36− 156 meV) [125].

shown in orange in Fig. 40. This will also be probed by cosmological observations and possibly by

future beta decay endpoint studies. We also display the projected sensitivities of the next round of 0νββ

experiments LEGEND [476] and nEXO [477] as the colored horizontal bands.

Notice that the central value of the lightest neutrino mass m1 obtained from the global fit is disfavored

by the latest results of the Planck collaboration on the sum of light neutrino masses [128]. This tension

is further enhanced by the addition of Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) data [124], see vertical band

in lighter gray in figure 40. Beyond the central prediction, however, there is a broad parameter region

consistent both with measured flavour observables as well as with the cosmological bounds.
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Figure 40: Effective 0νββ decay amplitude versus the lightest neutrino mass m1. From the global fit one
finds that only normal ordering is allowed. The blue region is the generic one consistent with oscillations
at 2σ. The purple region is the one allowed at 3σ around the global best fit point in table 11, marked
in red. The current KamLAND-Zen limit is shown in brown, and the projected sensitivities of future
experiments LEGEND-1000 and nEXO are indicated with light yellow and light green horizontal bands
respectively. The vertical gray bands represent the current sensitivity of cosmological data from the
Planck collaboration (dark gray), and in combination with BAO data (light gray) [128,129]

.
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11 Recent progress: modular symmetry

In flavour symmetry models, complicated vacuum alignment assumptions are often required to break the

flavor symmetry. The vacuum expectation values of the associated flavons should be conveniently oriented

in family space. Moreover, higher-dimensional operators with flavon insertions and unknown coefficients

are often present, affecting the resulting model predictions. In order to alleviate these shortcomings

modular invariance as flavor symmetry has been recently proposed [478]. In what follows we briefly

sketch recent work, for dedicated reviews on modular symmetries see Refs. [91, 479,480].

11.1 The modular group

The modular group SL(2,Z) is the group of 2× 2 integer matrices with determinant one,

SL(2,Z) =

{(
a b

c d

)∣∣∣∣∣a, b, c, d ∈ Z, ad− bc = 1

}
. (11.1)

The modular group SL(2,Z) acts on the complex variable τ in the upper-half plane as the linear fractional

transformation [481]

γτ =
aτ + b

cτ + d
for γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ SL(2,Z) and Im(τ) > 0 . (11.2)

One sees that γ and −γ induce the same linear fraction transformation.

The modular group can be generated by the two generators S and T ,

S =

(
0 1

−1 0

)
, T =

(
1 1

0 1

)
, (11.3)

which lead to duality and shift symmetries of τ as follows,

τ
S−→ −1

τ
, τ

S−→ τ + 1 . (11.4)

Any value of τ in the upper half complex plane can be shifted in to the region of −1
2 ≤ Re(τ) < 1

2 by

multiple T transformations. Moreover, it can be mapped to the region |τ | ≤ 1 by an S transformation. As

a consequence, the complex modulus τ could be restricted to the fundamental domain F of the modular

group,

F =

{
τ
∣∣∣− 1

2
≤ Re(τ) <

1

2
, Im(τ) > 0, |τ | > 1

}
∪
{
τ
∣∣∣− 1

2
≤ Re(τ) ≤ 0, Im(τ) > 0, |τ | = 1

}
, (11.5)

which is displayed in figure 41. Every complex modulus τ can be mapped into the fundamental domain by

a modular transformation of Eq. (11.2), and no two points in F can be related by modular transformations.

Notice the right half boundary of F is not included into the fundamental domain, since it can related
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Figure 41: The fundamental domain F of the modular group, where the red points denote the three
fixed points τ0 = i, e2πi/3, i∞ which preserve a residual modular symmetry.

to the left half boundary by some modular transformation. Moreover, no value of τ is left invariant by

the whole modular group action of Eq. (11.2). In the fundamental domain, there are only three fixed

points τ0 = i, e2πi/3, i∞ which break the modular group SL(2,Z) partially. These are invariant under the

modular transformations S, ST and T respectively [481–483]. Notice that each τ is trivially invariant

under S2 which is a negative identity matrix.

Modular symmetry provides a novel origin of discrete flavor symmetry through the quotient of SL(2,Z)

by the principal congruence subgroup of level N which is defined as,

Γ(N) =

{(
a b

c d

)
∈ SL(2,Z)

∣∣∣∣∣a, d = 1 (mod N), b, c = 0 (mod N)

}
, (11.6)

which is a normal subgroup of finite index in SL(2,Z). The finite modular groups are the quotient groups

ΓN = SL(2,Z)/±Γ(N) which play the role of discrete flavor symmetry. Remarkably, for N ≤ 5 the finite

modular groups ΓN are isomorphic to the permutation groups [259,478]

Γ2
∼= S3, Γ3

∼= A4, Γ4
∼= S4, Γ5

∼= A5 , (11.7)

which have been widely used as traditional flavor symmetries.
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11.2 Modular invariance

A key concept of the theory of modular symmetries [478] is that of modular forms of level N and weight

2k, denoted Y (τ). These are holomorphic functions of the modulus τ with the following transformation

property

Y (γτ) = (cτ + d)2kY (τ), γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ Γ(N) , (11.8)

where the integer k ≥ 0 determines the weight 2k.

There are only a finite number of linearly independent modular forms, denoted as Yi(τ), and one can

always choose a basis such that the transformation of the modular forms can be described by a unitary

representation ρ of ΓN :

Yi(γτ) = (cτ + d)2kρij(γ)Yj(τ) , (11.9)

where γ =

(
a b

c d

)
refers to a representative element of ΓN . Likewise, the modular transformation

properties of matter fields φ(I) are completely specified by the weight kI and the unitary representation

ρ(I) of the finite modular group ΓN ,

φI → (cτ + d)kIρ(I)φ(I) . (11.10)

Note that the modular flavor symmetry requires supersymmetry to preserve the holomorphicity of the

modular form. Then the superpotential can be expanded in a power series of the matter fields φ(I) as

follows,

W =
∑

n

YI1I2...In(τ)φ
(I1)φ(I2) . . . φ(In) . (11.11)

Modular invariance requires YI1I2...In(τ) to be a modular form of weight kY and level N transforming in

the representation ρ of ΓN ,

YI1I2...In(γτ) = (cτ + d)kY ρ(γ)YI1I2...In(τ) , (11.12)

with the conditions

kY + kI1 + kI2 + . . .++kIn = 0, ρ⊗ ρ(I1) ⊗ ρ(I2) ⊗ . . . ρ(In) ⊃ 1 , (11.13)

where 1 denotes the invariant singlet representation of ΓN . One sees that the modular flavor symmetry

requires the Yukawa couplings to be modular forms YI1I2...In(τ). In the simplest implementation, flavons

are not necessary and the complex modulus τ is the unique symmetry breaking parameter, greatly simpli-

fying the alignment problem. Moreover, modular invariance requires the Yukawa couplings and fermion

mass matrices to be combinations of modular forms, holomorphic functions of τ , all higher-dimensional

operators are unambiguously determined in the limit of unbroken supersymmetry. As a result, flavour

models with modular invariance depend on fewer parameters, enhancing their predictive power.
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The above formalism of modular flavor symmetry has been extended to the double covers [435,484–487]

or the metaplectic covers [487, 488] of the finite group ΓN , then the modular weights can take integer

values or more general rational values.

11.3 Generalized CP in modular symmetry

The interplay of modular symmetry and generalized CP symmetry (gCP) has been studied [489–491].

The consistency between the modular symmetry and gCP fixes the CP transformation of the modulus τ

to be [489,492–495]

τ
CP−−→ −τ∗ (11.14)

up to modular transformations. For any modular transformation

γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ SL(2,Z),

one can check that the action of the transformation chain CP → γ → CP−1 on τ is,

τ
CP−−→ −τ∗ γ−→ −aτ

∗ + b

cτ∗ + d

CP−1

−−−−→ aτ − b

−cτ + d
. (11.15)

This implies that the CP transformation corresponds to an automorphism of the modular group, and it

maps any modular transformation γ to another modular transformation u(γ),

u(γ) ≡ CP ◦ γ ◦ CP−1 =

(
a − b

−c d

)
. (11.16)

In particular, one has

u(S) = CP ◦ S ◦ CP−1 = S−1, u(T ) = CP ◦ T ◦ CP−1 = T−1 . (11.17)

We proceed to consider the gCP transformation of an arbitrary chiral superfield multiplet φ(x) in the

representation r of the finite modular group ΓN ,

φ(x)
CP−−→ Xr φ(xP ) , (11.18)

where a bar denotes the Hermitian conjugate superfield, and where x = (t,x), xP = (t,−x) and Xr

is a unitary matrix acting on flavour space. Applying the consistency condition chain of Eq. (11.16)

to the matter multiplet φ, one find that the CP transformation matrix Xr has to satisfy the following

constraint [489],

Xr ρ
∗
r(γ)X

−1
r = ρr(u(γ)) . (11.19)
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It is sufficient to just consider the modular generators γ = S, T , namely

Xr ρ
∗
r(S)X

−1
r = ρ(S

−1), Xr ρ
∗
r(T )X

−1
r = ρ(T

−1) , (11.20)

which fixes Xr up to an overall phase by Schur’s lemma, for each irreducible representation r. In the basis

where both S and T are represented by symmetric and unitary matrices, Xr = 1r solves the consistency

condition. As a consequence, CP symmetry imposition enforces all coupling constants to be real in such

basis. The VEV of τ is the unique source breaking both modular and gCP symmetries. The combination

of modular and CP symmetries allows one to construct quite predictive flavor models. Indeed, it is

remarkable that all the lepton masses, mixing angles and CP violation phases could be described in terms

of only four real couplings plus the complex modulus τ in the minimal modular model of Refs. [496,497].

The gCP symmetry can also be consistently implemented in the context of multiple moduli [491].

11.4 Modular symmetry from top-down

The idea of modular flavor symmetry is inspired by top-down considerations from string theory. The

modular symmetry can naturally appear in orbifold compactifications of the heterotic string [492, 498]

and magnetized toroidal compactification [499–505]. The double covers and metaplectic covers of the

finite modular groups could be reproduced from top-down constructions. Given the fact that string

compactification generally yields several moduli, the modular invariance has been extended to involve

multiple moduli based on the direct product of several SL(2,Z) [506] or the Symplectic modular group

Sp(2g,Z) [507], where g is a generic positive integer called genus. Note that Sp(2g,Z) can arise as the

duality group in string Calabi-Yau compactifications [508–510], and the group Sp(2,Z) is isomorphic to

the modular group SL(2,Z). Moreover, it has been found that the modular symmetry and traditional

flavor symmetry appear together in top-down constructions. This leads to the concept of eclectic flavor

group [511, 512], a maximal extension of the traditional flavor group by finite modular group. It is more

predictive than the finite modular group and also the traditional flavor group by itself, combining the

advantages of both approaches. In particular, the interplay of modular symmetry and traditional flavor

symmetry can restrict the Kähler potential more severely than the modular symmetry by itself. The

possibility of eclectic flavor group can also be consistently combined with the gCP symmetry [511].

11.5 Quark-lepton mass relations from modular symmetry

Quite generally, the problem of understanding the pattern of fermion masses and mixings presents a two-

fold challenge. While predicting fermion mixings through the imposition of flavor symmetries is relativeley

straightforward, formulating a convincing theory of fermion masses seems tougher.

It has recently been shown that realistic fermion mass relations can arise naturally in modular invariant

models [436,513–515], without relying on ad hoc flavon alignments. As an example, Ref. [291] gave a set

of viable fermion mass relations based on the Γ4
∼= S4 symmetry. The new versions exhibit calculable

deviations from the usual Golden Mass Relation in Eq. (10.1). They were derived from modular flavor
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symmetry in a rather general manner, relying only on the modular flavor group and its vector-valued

modular forms, rather than ad hoc flavon alignments 25. The new relations were shown to be viable and

experimentally testable, distinguishing modular models from the conventional flavon-based prediction in

Eq. (10.1).

The method is largely model-independent, and can adapted also to obtain predictions in the up-quark

sector and neutrinos. It may also prove useful for more comprehensive modular invariant models and for

top-down constructions.

11.6 Modular versus traditional flavor symmetry

We now comment on the predictive power of traditional flavor symmetry and modular symmetry. As

we have shown in section 6, traditional flavor symmetry in combination with generalized CP symmetry

allows one to predict lepton mixing angles and CP violation phases in terms of just one or two real

free parameters when certain residual symmetry is preserved. In general, however, lepton masses are

unconstrained by the residual symmetry.

In the case of modular symmetry, the fermion mass matrices exhibit certain symmetry-determined

flavor structure through the modular forms which are functions of the modulus τ . One finds that both

fermion masses as well as flavor mixing parameters can be determined within specific models. However,

one must resort to numerical analysis to reveal the possible correlations amongst the flavor parameters,

since a residual modular symmetry with a single modulus has not led to phenomenologically viable models.

Concerning vacuum alignment, it is notoriously difficult to dynamically realize the alignment required by

the residual symmetry within traditional flavor symmetry constructions. On the other hand, determining

the VEV of the modulus τ from a dynamical principle is also an open question, some possible schemes

have been proposed to stabilize the modular VEV [516–524]. In modular flavor models, the VEV of τ is

usually treated as free parameter, and its value is determined by confronting the model predictions with

experimental data.

In short, modular flavor symmetries may shed light on the ultimate symmetry underlying the flavor

problem. They have been studied from both the bottom-up and top-down approaches. There are still

some unsolved problems such as modulus stabilization and the Kähler potential problem. However,

invoking modular symmetry seems a useful tool towards formulating theories of flavor. A comprehensive

description of these recent developments lies outside the scope of the present work, see Refs. [91,479,480]

dedicated modular symmetry reviews.

25They are determined by the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients of the given finite modular group as well as the expansion
coefficients of its modular forms.

128



12 Summary and outlook

The flavour problem constitutes perhaps one of the major open issues and deepest challenges of particle

physics. Even more so after the revolutionary discovery and confirmation of neutrino oscillations. The

main legacy of these experiments has been to show that leptons mix rather differently from quarks, pro-

viding a key input on the flavour issue. Indeed, it seems unlikely that the peculiar pattern of neutrino

mixing angles extracted from experiment is just a random coincidence. Rather, it should have its roots

in some, perhaps subtle, underlying symmetry of nature.

By itself, the Standard Model lacks an organizing principle in terms of which to understand the

“flavours” of the fundamental building blocks of matter. First of all, the flavour challenge comprises an

understanding of family replication, i.e. why nature repeats itself three times. Moreover, it also requires

an explanation for the pattern of fermion masses and mixings. This review examined the possibility that

the flavour puzzle has a symmetry explanation.

To set up the stage we started with an introductory section in which we gave basic preliminaries on

the description of lepton and quark mixing, as well as a recap on the status of neutrino oscillations, Fig. 1

and Fig. 2, and neutrinoless double beta decay, e.g. Fig. 3. We discussed ways to have detectable 0νββ

decay rates, in particular theories where the lightest neutrino is massless or nearly so, see Fig. 4, as occurs,

for example, in the missing partner seesaw mechanism, where there are less “right” than “left”-handed

neutrinos. We also commented on the detectability of 0νββ decay in schemes with family symmetries,

e.g. Fig. 5, and also on the significance of a possible 0νββ discovery for particle physics, Fig. 6.

In Section 2 we briefly discussed the origin of neutrino masses, both from point of view of effective

theories, e.g. the Weinberg operator in Fig. 7, as well as, for instance, the type-I realization of the seesaw

paradigm, Fig. 8, or the “scotogenic” paradigm. In the latter dark matter mediates neutrino mass gen-

eration through radiative corrections. We also briefly discussed the idea that dark matter seeds neutrino

mass generation that proceeds a la seesaw, as in the recent recently proposed low-scale seesaw variants

dubbed “dark inverse” and “dark linear seesaw” Fig. 9. Finally, we mentioned the flavour problem, a

major SM drawback and main thread of this review, and how it may be approached by symmetry, as

illustrated in Fig. 10.

In Sect. 3 we described various phenomenological lepton mixing patterns, showing how most of them

are at odds with current experimental data, especially from Daya Bay. In Sect. 4 we gave a bottom-up

description of residual flavour and CP symmetries, both for the case of leptons as well as quarks. In-

deed, the residual CP and flavor symmetries of quark and lepton mass terms are determined in terms

of the experimentally measured mixing matrix, as given in Eqs. (4.11, 4.12, 4.13, 4.24, 4.25, 4.26) and

Eqs. (4.55, 4.59). On the other hand, they may arise from the breaking of flavour and CP symmetries at

high energies. It is remarkable that one can fix the quark and lepton mixing matrices from the structure

of the flavour symmetry group and the residual symmetries, irrespective of the flavour symmetry break-

ing dynamics. Residual symmetries can restrict the mixing matrix as summarized in table 1. Moreover,

remnant symmetries are quite useful as a guide to construct concrete flavour models. They can also
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provide adequate revampings of various neutrino mixing patterns at odds with experiment so as to yield

generalizations that are not only viable, but also predictive, as discussed in Sect. 5. For example, viable

and predictive generalizations of the TBM mixing pattern are given in Figs. 11 and 12. On the other

hand, similar generalizations of the Golden-ratio mixing pattern are given in Fig. 13. Soon after the first

Daya-Bay results indicating a nonzero value of θ13 the bi-large mixing pattern was suggested, in which

solar and atmspheric mixing angles as well as the Dirac CP phase are determined in terms of θ13, as seen

in Figs. 15 and 16.

Within the family symmetry paradigm, the symmetry group is usually broken down to different sub-

groups in the neutrino and charged lepton sectors, the lepton mixing matrix arises from the mismatch

of the symmetry breaking patterns, as shown in Fig. 17 in Sect.6. If a Klein subgroup is preserved by

the (Majorana) neutrino mass term and the residual abelian subgroup of the charged lepton sector dis-

tinguishes the three generations, the lepton mixing matrix would be completely fixed from group theory

up to row and column permutations. On the other hand, the Dirac CP phase δCP is predicted to take

on CP conserving values, while the Majorana phases cannot be constrained. Instead, if a Z2 subgroup

is preserved in the neutrino sector, then only one column of the lepton mixing matrix is determined and

δCP can lie in a relative large region, e.g. see Fig. 18. Generalized CP symmetries are very powerful to

constrain the CP phase. For instance, the µ− τ reflection symmetry on the neutrino fields enforces δCP

to be maximal, while the predicted δCP values for the generalized µ−τ reflection are displayed in Fig. 19.

A flavour symmetry transformation can be generated by performing two CP transformations, the

interplay of flavour symmetry and generalized CP symmetry is highly nontrivial, requiring that the con-

sistency condition in Fig. 20 must hold. The inclusion of generalized CP symmetry in flavour symmetry

provides richer symmetry breaking patterns. For example, one usually assumes that the flavour and CP

symmetry are broken to an abelian subgroup in the charged lepton sector and Z2 × CP in the neutrino

sector. In this case all the lepton mixing parameters depend only on a single real rotation angle θ in

Fig. 21. The value of θ is fixed by the precisely measured reactor angle θ13, leading to a determination

of the other lepton mixing angles and CP violation phases, see, e.g. Eq. (6.47). This also implies definite

predictions for the 0νββ decay amplitude, as shown in Fig. 22. Another possibility is that the remnant

subgroup preserved by both neutrino and charged lepton mass terms has the structure Z2 ×CP . In this

case the lepton mixing matrix depends on two free rotation angles θl and θν , see Fig. 23. All the mixing

angles and CP violation phases as well as the effective 0νββ mass parameter are predicted to lie in very

restricted regions, as shown in Figs. 24, 25, 26. It is remarkable that this scheme can be extended to

the quark sector, both quark and lepton mixings can be accommodated using a single flavour group, in

terms of total four free parameters. Generalized flavour and CP symmetries may also be employed for the

case of Dirac neutrinos. Similar results hold true, except that the remnant flavour symmetry of neutrino

sector can be an arbitrary abelian subgroup. In particular, the master formulas in Figs. 21 and 23 also

hold for Dirac neutrinos.

In section 7 we gave a panoramic view illustrating possible tests of flavor symmetry models. The
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existence of mixing predictions is a characteristic feature of flavor symmetry models. This follows from

the fact that typically they have less free parameters than physical observables, therefore correlations

between light neutrino observables are predicted. This is explicitly shown in Eqs. (5.12, 5.18, 5.24, 6.9,

6.22, 6.47, 6.51, 6.54, 6.73). For example the ranges of the CP violation δCP obtained from Eq. (7.1) are

summarized in table 3. The predictions of some typical flavor models are displayed in figure 27. One can

see that a precise measurement of the lepton mixing parameters at forthcoming neutrino facilities JUNO,

DUNE and T2HK should provide a test of flavor models, see also figure 28. On the other hand, neutrino

mass sum rules are generally parameterized as Eq. (7.4), providing another type of correlation. It relates

the three complex light neutrino mass eigenvalues amongst each other and thus also relate the Majorana

CP phases to the neutrino masses. The mass sum rules lead to strong restrictions on the lightest neutrino

mass and to distinct predictions for the effective mass |mββ | probed in 0νββ decay, as shown in figure 29.

Finally, we commented on a recently developed toolkit to contrast flavor models with upcoming oscillation

experiments.

So far we have confined ourselves to model-independent approaches to the flavour puzzle, in which the

underlying theory is unspecified and only the predictive power of symmetry is explored. As a next step

we turned to various UV-complete approaches to the flavour puzzle. In Sect. 8 we gave two benchmarks

for UV-complete constructions in 4 dimensions. The first incorporates dark matter in a “scotogenic”

manner, Fig. 30 together with a successful family symmetry leading to the so-called trimaximal pattern

TM2. The neutrino oscillation predictions are illustrated in Figs. 31 and 32. An alternative example

given puts together family and CP symmetry within the same construction.

More ambitious approaches to the flavor problem have been proposed within extra spacetime dimen-

sions. For example, in Sect. 9 we described a five-dimensional warped flavordynamics scenario in which

mass hierarchies are accounted for by adequate choices of the bulk mass parameters, while quark and

lepton mixing angles are restricted by the imposition of a family symmetry. We presented a T ′ model

leading to Majorana neutrinos, with the TM1 mixing pattern and tight neutrino oscillation correlations,

given in Fig. 35. The 0νββ decay rates lie within the sensitivities of the next round of experiments, as in-

dicated in Fig. 36. Finally, one has a good global fit of all flavour observables, including quarks, see table 9.

Finally, in Sect. 10 we described orbifold compactification as a promising way to determine the struc-

ture of the family symmetry in four dimensions. The construction is illustrated in Fig. 37. We illus-

trated the idea with a benchmark 6-dimensional scotogenic (see Fig. 38) orbifold scenario, in which a

4-dimensional A4 flavour group emerges from the symmetries between the branes in extra dimensions.

Predictions include the “golden” quark-lepton mass relation, Eq. (10.33), and a very good global descrip-

tion of all flavour observables, including quarks, table 11. Concerning neutrino oscillations, the mass

ordering and atmospheric octant are predicted, together with the reactor angle, see Fig. 39. The lightest

neutrino mass can be probed in neutrinoless double beta decay searches as well as cosmology, Fig. 40.

We have also stressed that adequate vacuum alignment is required in flavour symmetry models. Gen-

erally one must introduce additional large shaping symmetries and many new fields so as to cleverly

design the flavon potential needed to obtain the correct vacuum alignment. In Sec. 11 we discussed how
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modular symmetry provides an interesting way to overcome this drawback [478]. In this case the role of

flavor symmetry is played by the modular invariance, and the complex modulus τ could be the unique

source of modular symmetry breaking. Modular invariance requires the Yukawa couplings to be modular

forms, thus a small number of free parameters are involved in modular models. Such modular symmetry

approach has been comprehensively reviewed elsewhere [91, 479, 480] within the bottom-up as well as

top-down approaches.

Recent progress in the formulation of flavor models involving the use of modular symmetry is discussed

in Sec. 11. This idea opens the door to a simpler description and deeper understanding of the flavor

symmetry breaking required for obtaining viable flavor predictions without the need to invoke flavons in

an ad hoc manner.

All in all, the legacy of the oscillation program over the past two decades has been a tremendous

progress in the field, bringing neutrinos to the center of the particle physics stage. Indeed, addressing

the dynamical origin of small neutrino masses touches the heart of the electroweak theory, such as the

consistency of symmetry breaking. Moreover, the precise measurement of the neutrino mixing parameters

could shed light into the flavor problem. One might have expected that this would bring a decisive boost

towards the formulation of a comprehensive theory of fermion masses and mixings. It is somewhat

frustrating, however, that so far no decisive flavor road map has emerged emerged. One can reproduce

the observations in many different ways, within a wide range of models that go all the way from anarchy

to discrete family symmetries. While the latter seems intellectually more appealing, we have not yet been

able to underpin a convincing final theory of flavor. Despite many interesting ideas and the formulation

of a plethora elegant models, the structure of the three families of fermions remains mysterious.

From the experimental viewpoint in the coming decade we expect a vibrant period for oscillation

studies, within and beyond the minimum paradigm. Current neutrino facilities as well as future ones,

such as JUNO, DUNE and T2HK should be capable of measuring the solar angle θ12, the atmospheric

angle θ23 and the Dirac CP phase δCP with high sensitivity. The next generation of ton-scale 0νββ decay

experiments will probe the Majorana nature of neutrinos, exploring the whole region associated with

the inverted ordering spectrum. These experiments should provide important insights into the mysteries

behind flavor mixing, fermion mass hierarchies and CP violation.
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A The A4 group

A4 is the even permutation group of four objects, and it is isomorphic to the symmetry group of a regular

tetrahedron. The A4 group can be generated by two generators s and t which satisfy the following

multiplication rules 26,

s2 = t3 = (st)3 = 1 . (A.1)

The 12 elements of A4 belong to four conjugacy classes:

1C1 = {1} , 3C2 = {s, tst2, t2st} ,
4C3 = {t, st, ts, sts} , 4C ′

3 = {t2, st2, t2s, st2s} , (A.2)

where the conjugacy class is denoted by kCn, k is the number of elements belonging to it, and the

subscript n is the order of the elements contained in it. A4 has a unique Klein group K
(s,tst2)
4 and three

Z3 subgroups generated by t, st, ts and sts respectively. The A4 group has four inequivalent irreducible

representations: three singlets 1, 1′, 1′′ and a triplet 3. Two different bases are used in the literature,

the Ma-Rajasekaran (MR) basis [53] and the Altarelli-Feruglio (AF) basis [313]. They differ in the three-

dimensional irreducible representation 3, the representation matrix of the generator t is real in the MR

basis [53] while it is complex and diagonal in AF basis [313]. The explicit form of the representation

matrices are summarized in table 12. The two bases are related through a unitary transformation,

sAF = V †sMRV, tAF = V †tMRV , (A.3)

where

V =
1√
3




1 1 1

1 ω ω2

1 ω2 ω


 . (A.4)

If we have two triplets α ∼ (α1, α2, α3) and β ∼ (b1, b2, b3), their product decomposes as the sum

3⊗ 3 = 1⊕ 1′ ⊕ 1′′ ⊕ 3s ⊕ 3a , (A.5)

where 3s and 3a denote the symmetric and the antisymmetric triplet combinations respectively. The

results for the contractions in the above two bases are summarized in table 12.

26We use small s, t, u for the generators of A4 and S4 flavour groups in order to avoid confusion with oblique parameters
S, T , U .
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Representation matrices of A4 generators

Ma-Rajasekaran basis Altarelli-Feruglio basis
s t s t

1 1 1 1 1

1′ 1 ω 1 ω

1′′ 1 ω2 1 ω2

3



1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 −1






0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0


 1

3



−1 2 2
2 −1 2
2 2 −1






1 0 0
0 ω 0
0 0 ω2




Tensor products of two A4 triplets

Ma-Rajasekaran basis Altarelli-Feruglio basis

(α⊗ β)1 α1β1 + α2β2 + α3β3 α1β1 + α2β3 + α3β2

(α⊗ β)1′ α1β1 + ω2α2β2 + ωα3β3 α3β3 + α1β2 + α2β1

(α⊗ β)1′′ α1β1 + ωα2β2 + ω2α3β3 α2β2 + α3β1 + α1β3

(α⊗ β)3s



α2β3 + α3β2
α3β1 + α1β3
α1β2 + α2β1







2α1β1 − α2β3 − α3β2
2α3β3 − α1β2 − α2β1
2α2β2 − α3β1 − α1β3




(α⊗ β)3a



α2β3 − α3β2
α3β1 − α1β3
α1β2 − α2β1






α2β3 − α3β2
α1β2 − α2β1
α3β1 − α1β3




Table 12: The representation matrices of the A4 generators s and t in the different irreducible representa-
tions. We also give the tensor product rule of two A4 triplets α = (α1, α2, α3) ∼ 3 and β = (β1, β2, β3) ∼ 3,
where ω = ei2π/3 = −1/2 + i

√
3/2 is a cubic root of unity.
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B The S4 group

S4 is the permutation group of four distinct objects; geometrically it is the symmetry group of a regular

octahedron. Its generators s, t and u obey the following multiplication rules [325,395,525],

s2 = t3 = u2 = (st)3 = (su)2 = (tu)2 = (stu)4 = 1 . (B.1)

Note that the generators s and t alone generate the group A4, while the generators t and u alone generate

the group S3. The S4 group elements can be divided into 5 conjugacy classes

1C1 = {1} ,
3C2 =

{
s, tst2, t2st

}
,

6C ′
2 =

{
u, tu, su, ut, stsu, st2su

}
,

8C3 =
{
t, st, ts, sts, t2, st2, t2s, st2s

}
,

6C4 =
{
stu, tsu, t2su, st2u, tst2u, t2stu

}
, (B.2)

The group structure of S4 has been studied in detail in [526], it has thirty proper subgroups of orders 1, 2,

3, 4, 6, 8, 12 or 24. Since the number of inequivalent irreducible representations is equal to the number of

conjugacy classes and the sum of the squares of the dimensions of the irreducible representations must be

equal to the order of the group, it is easy to see that S4 has two singlet irreducible representations 1 and

1′, one doublet representation 2 and two triplet representations 3 and 3′. In the singlet representations

1 and 1′, we have

1 : s = t = u = 1 ,

1′ : s = t = 1, u = −1 . (B.3)

For the doublet representation 2, the generators are represented by

s =

(
1 0

0 1

)
, t =

(
ω 0

0 ω2

)
, u =

(
0 1

1 0

)
, (B.4)

with ω = e2πi/3. In the triplet representations 3 and 3′, the generators are

3 : s =
1

3




−1 2 2

2 − 1 2

2 2 −1


 , t =




1 0 0

0 ω2 0

0 0 ω


 , u = −




1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


 ,

3′ : s =
1

3




−1 2 2

2 − 1 2

2 2 −1


 , t =




1 0 0

0 ω2 0

0 0 ω


 , u =




1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


 . (B.5)
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Classes 1C1 3C2 6C ′
2 8C3 6C4

1 1 1 1 1 1
1′ 1 1 −1 1 −1
2 2 2 0 −1 0
3 3 −1 −1 0 1
3′ 3 −1 1 0 −1

Table 13: Character table of the S4 group.

Notice that the representations 3 and 3′ differ in the overall sign of the generator u. The character of an

element is the trace of its representation matrix, then we can straightforwardly obtain the character table

of S4, as shown in table 13. Moreover, the decompositions of the tensor product of the S4 irreducible

representations are as follows,

1⊗ r = r, 1′ ⊗ 1′ = 1, 1′ ⊗ 2 = 2, 1′ ⊗ 3 = 3′, 1′ ⊗ 3′ = 3,

2⊗ 2 = 1⊕ 1′ ⊕ 2, 2⊗ 3 = 2⊗ 3′ = 3⊗ 3′,

3⊗ 3 = 3′ ⊗ 3′ = 1⊕ 2⊕ 3⊕ 3′, 3⊗ 3′ = 1′ ⊕ 2⊕ 3⊕ 3′ , (B.6)

where r stands for any irreducible representation of S4. We proceed to present the Clebsch-Gordan (CG)

coefficients in the above basis. The entries of the two multiplets in the tensor product are denoted by αi

and βi respectively. For the product of the singlet 1′ with a doublet or a triplet, we have [325,395,525]

1′ ⊗ 2 = 2 =

(
αβ1

−αβ2

)
, 1′ ⊗ 3 = 3′ =




αβ1

αβ2

αβ3


 , 1′ ⊗ 3′ = 3 =




αβ1

αβ2

αβ3


 . (B.7)

The CG coefficients for the products involving the doublet representation 2 are found to be

2⊗ 2 = 1⊕ 1′ ⊕ 2, with





1 = α1β2 + α2β1

1′ = α1β2 − α2β1

2 =

(
α2β2

α1β1

) (B.8)

2⊗ 3 = 3⊕ 3′, with





3 =




α1β2 + α2β3

α1β3 + α2β1

α1β1 + α2β2




3′ =




α1β2 − α2β3

α1β3 − α2β1

α1β1 − α2β2




(B.9)
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2⊗ 3′ = 3⊕ 3′, with





3 =




α1β2 − α2β3

α1β3 − α2β1

α1β1 − α2β2




3′ =




α1β2 + α2β3

α1β3 + α2β1

α1β1 + α2β2




(B.10)

Similarly, for the tensor products among the triplet representations 3 and 3′, we have

3⊗ 3 = 3′ ⊗ 3′ = 1⊕ 2⊕ 3⊕ 3′, with





1 = α1β1 + α2β3 + α3β2

2 =

(
α2β2 + α1β3 + α3β1

α3β3 + α1β2 + α2β1

)

3 =




α2β3 − α3β2

α1β2 − α2β1

α3β1 − α1β3




3′ =




2α1β1 − α2β3 − α3β2

2α3β3 − α1β2 − α2β1

2α2β2 − α1β3 − α3β1




(B.11)

3⊗ 3′ = 1′ ⊕ 2⊕ 3⊕ 3′, with





1′ = α1β1 + α2β3 + α3β2

2 =

(
α2β2 + α1β3 + α3β1

−(α3β3 + α1β2 + α2β1)

)

3 =




2α1β1 − α2β3 − α3β2

2α3β3 − α1β2 − α2β1

2α2β2 − α1β3 − α3β1




3′ =




α2β3 − α3β2

α1β2 − α2β1

α3β1 − α1β3




(B.12)
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C The dihedral group

The dihedral group Dn is the symmetry group of an n-sided regular polygon, which includes rotations

and reflections. For instance, D3 is the symmetry group of the regular triangle, and consequently it is

isomorphic to S3. A regular polygon with n sides is invariant under a rotation of multiples of 2π/n about

the origin. If n is odd, each reflection axis connects the midpoint of one side to the opposite vertex.

If n is even, there are n/2 reflection axes connecting the midpoints of opposite sides and n/2 axes of

symmetry connecting opposite vertices. Consequently the group Dn has 2n elements. The group Dn

can be generated by a rotation R of order n and a reflection S of order 2, and they satisfy the following

multiplication rules

Rn = S2 = (RS)2 = 1 , (C.1)

where R denotes a rotation of 2π/n about the origin, and S is a reflection across n lines through the

origin. Notice that D1 is Z2 group generated by S and D2 is isomorphic to Z2 × Z2. All the group

elements of Dn can be expressed as

g = SαRβ (C.2)

where α = 0, 1 and β = 0, 1, . . . , n − 1. Then it is straightforward to determine the conjugacy classes of

the dihedral group. Depending on whether the group index n is even or odd, the 2n group elements of

Dn can be classified into three or five types of conjugacy classes.

• odd n
1C1 = {1} ,

2C(ρ)
m = {Rρ, R−ρ} , with ρ = 1, . . . ,

n− 1

2
,

nC2 = {S, SR, SR2, . . . , SRn−1} ,

(C.3)

where m refers to the order of the element Rρ.

• even n
1C1 = {1} ,
1C2 = {Rn/2} ,

2C(ρ)
m = {Rρ, R−ρ} , with ρ = 1, . . . ,

n− 2

2
,

n

2
C2 = {S, SR2, SR4, . . . , SRn−4, SRn−2} ,

n

2
C2 = {SR, SR3, . . . , SRn−3, SRn−1} .

(C.4)

The subgroups of Dn are either dihedral groups or cyclic groups, and they are given by

Zj = < R
n
j > with j|n ,

Z
(m)
2 = < SRm > with m = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1 ,

D
(m)
j = < R

n
j , SRm > with j|n, m = 0, 1, . . . ,

n

j
− 1 , (C.5)
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where the elements inside the angle brackets denote the generators of the subgroups. We see that the

total number of dihedral subgroups is the sum of positive divisors of n.

The groupDn is a subgroup of SO(2), and it has only one-dimensional and two-dimensional irreducible

representations. The representations of Dn crucially depend on the value of the group index n.

• odd n

If n is an odd integer, the group Dn has two singlet representations 1i and
n−1
2 doublet represen-

tations 2j , where the subscripts i and j take values i = 1, 2 and j = 1, . . . , n−1
2 . The sum of the

squares of the dimensions of the irreducible representations is

12 + 12 + 22 × n− 1

2
= 2n , (C.6)

which is exactly the number of elements of the Dn group. In the singlet representations, the

generators R and S are represented by

11 : R = S = 1 , 12 : R = 1, S = −1 . (C.7)

For the doublet representations, we have

2j : R =

(
e2πi

j
n 0

0 e−2πi j
n

)
, S =

(
0 1

1 0

)
, (C.8)

with j = 1, . . . , n−1
2 .

• even n

For the case that the index n an even integer, the group Dn has four singlet representations 1i with

i = 1, 2, 3, 4 and n
2 − 1 doublet representations 2j with j = 1, . . . , n2 − 1. It is straightforward to

obtain the generators R and S in the singlet representations

11 : R = S = 1 , 12 : R = 1, S = −1 ,

13 : R = −1, S = 1 , 14 : R = S = −1 .
(C.9)

The explicit forms of these generators in the irreducible two-dimensional representations are

2j : R =

(
e2πi

j
n 0

0 e−2πi j
n

)
, S =

(
0 1

1 0

)
, (C.10)

with j = 1, . . . , n2 − 1. Notice that the doublet representation 2j and the complex conjugate 2̄j

are equivalent, and they are related through a similarity transformation, i.e., R∗ = V RV −1 and

S∗ = V SV −1 with V =

(
0 1

1 0

)
. Hence all the doublet representations of Dn are real, although

the representation matrix of R is complex in our basis. Moreover, if a = (a1, a2)
T is a doublet
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transforming as 2j , then (a∗2, a
∗
1)

T transform as 2j under Dn as well.

The Dn group has a class-inverting outer automorphism u, and its action on the generators R and S

is

R
u7−→ R−1 , S

u7−→ S . (C.11)

The CP transformation corresponding to u is denoted by X0
r , its concrete form is determined by the

following consistency conditions,

X0
rρ

∗
r(R)X

0†
r = ρr (u (R)) = ρr

(
R−1

)
,

X0
rρ

∗
r(S)X

0†
r = ρr (u (S)) = ρr (S) . (C.12)

Since both ρr(R) and ρr(S) are symmetric and unitary, X0
r coincides the canonical CP transformation

up to an overall irrelevant phase, i.e.,

X0
r = 1 . (C.13)

From X0
r and the flavor symmetry transformations of Dn, we can obtain other generalized CP transfor-

mations Xr = ρr(g)X
0
r = ρr(g), g ∈ Dn, yet they don’t impose any new restrictions.

140



D Diagonalization of a 2× 2 complex symmetric matrix

A generic complex symmetric 2× 2 matrix can be written as

M =

(
a c

c b

)
, (D.1)

where a, b and c are complex. It can be diagonalized by a two dimensional unitary matrix U via

UTMU = diag(λ1, λ2), U =

(
cosθ eiϕsinθ

−e−iϕsinθ cosθ

)(
e−iα 0

0 e−iβ

)
. (D.2)

The eigenvalues λ1,2 are non-negative with

λ21 =
1

2

[
|a|2 + |b|2 + 2|c|2 −

√
(|b|2 − |a|2)2 + 4|a∗c+ bc∗|2

]

λ22 =
1

2

[
|a|2 + |b|2 + 2|c|2 +

√
(|b|2 − |a|2)2 + 4|a∗c+ bc∗|2

]
(D.3)

Without loss of generality, the rotation angle θ can be limited in the region 0 ≤ θ ≤ π/2 and it satisfies

tan 2θ =
2|a∗c+ bc∗|
|b|2 − |a|2 . (D.4)

The expressions of the phases ϕ, α and β are

ϕ = arg(a∗c+ bc∗) ,

α =
1

2
arg
[
a(|b|2 − |λ1|2)− b∗c2

]
,

β =
1

2
arg
[
b(|λ2|2 − |a|2) + a∗c2

]
. (D.5)

The general case of an arbitrary dimension is given in Ref. [30].
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[145] J. A. Formaggio, A. L. C. de Gouvêa, R. G. H. Robertson, Direct Measurements of Neutrino Mass, Phys.

Rept. 914 (2021) 1–54. arXiv:2102.00594, doi:10.1016/j.physrep.2021.02.002.

[146] M. Aker, et al., Direct neutrino-mass measurement with sub-electronvolt sensitivity, Nature Phys. 18 (2)

(2022) 160–166. arXiv:2105.08533, doi:10.1038/s41567-021-01463-1.

[147] M. Aker, et al., Improved Upper Limit on the Neutrino Mass from a Direct Kinematic Method by KATRIN,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 123 (22) (2019) 221802. arXiv:1909.06048, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.221802.

[148] D. M. Barreiros, F. R. Joaquim, R. Srivastava, J. W. F. Valle, Minimal scoto-seesaw mechanism with spon-

taneous CP violation, JHEP 04 (2021) 249. arXiv:2012.05189, doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2021)249.

[149] A. Gando, et al., Search for Majorana Neutrinos near the Inverted Mass Hierarchy Region with KamLAND-

Zen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117 (8) (2016) 082503, [Addendum: Phys.Rev.Lett. 117, 109903 (2016)]. arXiv:

1605.02889, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.082503.

[150] M. Agostini, et al., Final Results of GERDA on the Search for Neutrinoless Double-β Decay, Phys. Rev. Lett.

125 (25) (2020) 252502. arXiv:2009.06079, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.252502.

[151] D. Q. Adams, et al., Improved Limit on Neutrinoless Double-Beta Decay in 130Te with CUORE, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 124 (12) (2020) 122501. arXiv:1912.10966, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.122501.

[152] G. Anton, et al., Search for Neutrinoless Double-β Decay with the Complete EXO-200 Dataset, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 123 (16) (2019) 161802. arXiv:1906.02723, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.161802.

[153] M. Duerr, M. Lindner, A. Merle, On the Quantitative Impact of the Schechter-Valle Theorem, JHEP 06

(2011) 091. arXiv:1105.0901, doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2011)091.
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After the first observation of coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering (CEνNS) by the

COHERENT collaboration, many efforts are being made to improve the measurement of

this process, making it possible to constrain new physics in the neutrino sector. In this

paper, we study the sensitivity to non-standard interactions (NSIs) and generalized neutrino

interactions (GNIs) of a NaI detector with characteristics similar to the one that is currently

being deployed at the Spallation Neutron Source at Oak Ridge National Laboratory. We

show that such a detector, whose target nuclei have significantly different proton to neutron

ratios (at variance with the current CsI detector), could help to partially break the parameter

degeneracies arising from the interference between the Standard Model and NSI contributions

to the CEνNS cross section, as well as between different NSI parameters. By contrast,

only a slight improvement over the current CsI constraints is expected for parameters that

do not interfere with the SM contribution. We find that a significant reduction of the

background level would make the NaI detector considered in this paper very efficient at

breaking degeneracies among NSI parameters.

I. INTRODUCTION

Coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering (CEνNS) [1] is a privileged process to probe new

physics in the neutrino sector. So far, the only measurements of CEνNS have been done at the

Spallation Neutron Source (SNS) at Oak Ridge National Laboratory, USA, by the COHERENT col-

laboration. The first observation of this process was performed with a CsI detector [2, 3]. Another

detector, with liquid Argon as a target, was subsequently used by the COHERENT collaboration [4].
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These measurements allowed to test the Standard Model at low energy [5], to constrain the neutron

root mean square (rms) radius of Cesium, Iodine [6] and Argon [7], and to probe various possible

manifestations of physics beyond the Standard Model, such as non-standard neutrino interactions

(NSIs) [8–11], generalized neutrino interactions (GNIs) [10, 12–14], neutrino electromagnetic prop-

erties [15–17], new light gauge bosons [13, 18–20] and sterile neutrinos [10, 21, 22], among others.

Future CEνNS experiments at spallation neutron sources [23–25] or nuclear reactors [26–29] will

provide more data using different target materials. Particularly interesting is the possibility to

disentangle new physics from Standard Model parameters using the interplay between experiments

with different neutrino sources [30, 31]. In addition, using nuclear targets with different proportions

of protons and neutrons can help reduce the parameter degeneracies arising from the interference

between standard and non-standard contributions to CEνNS, e.g., in the presence of NSIs [8].

A broad class of new physics models predict low-energy effects in the lepton sector that can

effectively be described in terms of NSIs or GNIs [32–35]. CEνNS is an excellent process to test such

new physics effects and to resolve the degeneracies that appear in the interpretation of neutrino

oscillation data in the presence of NSIs [36, 37]. However, the possibility of constraining NSI

parameters with CEνNS is limited by the possible cancellations between standard and non-standard

contributions to the cross section, as well as between different NSI couplings. It is, therefore, crucial

to perform CEνNS measurements with different neutrino sources and targets in order to break these

degeneracies [8, 9, 24, 37–39].

In this work, we study the expected sensitivity to non-standard and generalized neutrino inter-

actions of a NaI detector with characteristics similar to the one that is currently being deployed at

the SNS. NaI, as opposed to CsI, has the important feature of consisting of two target nuclei with

significantly different proton-to-neutron ratios (p/n ≃ 0.72 for Iodine and p/n ≃ 0.92 for Sodium).

We show that this property of the NaI detector makes it particularly efficient at reducing the degen-

eracies between NSI parameters, provided that the signal-over-background ratio is sufficiently large.

For generalized neutrino interactions and off-diagonal NSIs, no significant improvement over the

constraints extracted from the current CsI data is expected, unless the signal systematic uncertainty

can be reduced below 10%.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section II, we discuss the NSI and GNI contributions to

the CEνNS cross section. In Section III, we present the experimental setup at the SNS and the

characteristics of the current CsI and future NaI detectors. Section IV details our analysis procedure.

The expected sensivities of the future NaI detector to NSI and GNI parameters are presented in

Section V, and compared with the current CsI constraints. The impact of the statistics, signal
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systematic uncertainty and background level are also studied in this section. Finally, we present

our conclusions in Section VI.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In this section, we discuss the tools needed to probe GNIs through CEνNS measurements. We

begin by introducing the SM prediction for the CEνNS cross section, then we discuss how this cross

section is modified when GNI parameters are introduced.

A. The standard CEνNS cross section

In the Standard Model, the cross section for the coherent elastic scattering of a neutrino or

antineutrino of flavor α (α = e, µ, τ) and energy Eν off a nucleus with Z protons, N neutrons

and mass M is given (up to subleading terms of order T/Eν , (T/Eν)
2 [8] and small radiative

corrections [40]) by [1]

dσ

dT
(Eν , T ) =

G2
FM

π

(
1− MT

2E2
ν

)
F 2(|q⃗|2)Q2

W,α , (1)

where GF is the Fermi constant, T the nuclear recoil energy, F (|q⃗|2) the form factor of the nucleon

distribution in the nucleus [41] (assumed to be the same for protons and neutrons) evaluated at the

transferred three-momentum |q⃗| ≃
√
2MT , and

QW,α = ZgpV +NgnV , (2)

with gpV = 1
2 − 2 sin2 θW and gnV = −1

2 , is the weak nuclear charge. Since |q⃗| is typically very small

in CEνNS, the value of the weak mixing angle is taken at zero momentum transfer (sin2 θW =

0.23867 [42, 43]).

The form factor F (|q⃗|2) describe the loss of coherence of the scattering when |q⃗| >∼ R−1, where

R is the nucleon radius. Following the COHERENT collaboration, we use the Klein-Nystrand

parametrization for the nuclear form factor [44],

F (|q⃗|2) = 3
j1(|q⃗|RA)

|q⃗|RA

(
1

1 + |q⃗|2a2k

)
, (3)

where j1(x) = (sinx − x cosx)/x2 is the spherical Bessel function of order one, ak = 0.9 fm and

RA = 1.23A1/3 fm is the nuclear radius, with A the total number of nucleons of the target nucleus.
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B. Non-standard and generalized neutrino interactions

The CEνNS cross section is potentially affected by any interaction between neutrinos and quarks

that may be generated by new physics beyond the Standard Model. The simplest example of such

interactions are the so-called (neutral-current) non-standard neutrino interactions (NC-NSIs, or

NSIs for short), whose phenomenology has been widely studied [33–35, 45]. They are usually

parametrized as

LNC-NSI = −
√
2GF

{
εfVαβ

(
ναγ

µPLνβ
)(
fγµf

)
+ εfAαβ

(
ναγ

µPLνβ
)(
fγµγ

5f
)}

, (4)

where α, β = e, µ, τ denote the neutrino flavors, f = u, d label the up and down quarks (we omit the

leptonic NSIs, f = e, as they do not contribute to CEνNS), summation over α, β and f is implicit,

and εfVαβ , εfAαβ are the vector and axial-vector NSI couplings, respectively. In this paper, we do not

consider the axial-vector NSIs, because their contribution to the CEνNS cross section depends on

the nuclear spin and is therefore negligible for heavy nuclei [12], similarly to the contribution of the

neutral current axial couplings in the SM [8, 46].

Non-standard neutrino-quark interactions can have a more general Lorentz structure than the

one of Eq. (4). Namely, one may also consider scalar, pseudo-scalar and tensor couplings1, usually

dubbed “generalized neutrino interactions” (GNIs) in the literature [12, 32, 48]

LGNI = −
√
2GF

{
εqSαβ

(
ναPLνβ

)(
qq
)
+ εqPαβ

(
ναPLνβ

)(
qγ5q

)
+ εqTαβ

(
νασ

µνPLνβ
)(
qσµνPLq

)}
+ h.c. , (5)

where σµν = i
2 [γ

µ, γν ] and q = u, d. Generally, NSIs are also included in the GNI Lagrangian. In the

following, we will refer to εqSαβ , εqVαβ and εqTαβ as scalar, vector and tensor couplings, respectively (we

will not consider pseudo-scalar interactions, which give a negligible contribution to CEνNS [12, 32]).

Note that hermiticity of the Lagrangian implies εqVβα =
(
εqVαβ

)∗
, while the matrices of scalar and

tensor couplings do not have any particular symmetry property if neutrinos are Dirac fermions. If

they are Majorana fermions, instead, one has εqSβα = εqSαβ and εqTβα = −εqTαβ (in particular, flavor-

diagonal tensor couplings vanish for Majorana neutrinos).

In the presence of scalar, vector and tensor non-standard neutrino interactions, the differential

CEνNS cross section (1) for an incident neutrino of flavor α is modified to [32]

dσ

dT
(Eν , T ) =

G2
FM

π
F 2(|q⃗|2)

∑
β= e, µ, τ

[ ∣∣CS
βα

∣∣2 MT

8E2
ν

+
∣∣CV

βα +QW,α δαβ)
∣∣2(1− MT

2E2
ν

)

+2
∣∣CT

βα

∣∣2(1− MT

4E2
ν

)]
, (6)

1 The tensor operators
(
νασ

µνPLνβ
)(
qσµνPRq

)
vanish by Lorentz symmetry [47], hence do not appear in Eq. (5).
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where subleading terms of order T/Eν ≪ MT/E2
ν have been omitted2. For an incident antineutrino

of flavor α, one should replace CS
βα → CS

αβ , CV
βα → CV

αβ and CT
βα → CT

αβ in Eq. (6). The SM

contribution is contained in the weak nuclear charge QW,α, given by Eq. (2), while the non-standar

contributions are encapsulated in the coefficients CS
αβ , CV

αβ and CT
αβ , which are given by [12]

CS
αβ =

∑
q=u,d

(
Z

mp

mq
fp
q +N

mn

mq
fn
q

)
εqSαβ , (7)

CV
αβ = (2Z +N) εuVαβ + (Z + 2N) εdVαβ , (8)

CT
αβ =

∑
q=u,d

(
Zδpq +Nδnq

)
εqTαβ , (9)

For the numerical coefficients appearing in Eqs. (7) and (9), we adopt the values given in Refs. [49]

and [50], respectively:

fp
u = 0.0208 , fp

d = 0.0411 , fn
u = 0.0189 , fn

d = 0.0451 , (10)

δpu = 0.792 , δpd = −0.194 , δnu = −0.194 , δnd = 0.792 . (11)

As for quark masses, we use the central values given by the Particle Data Group [43], mu = 2.2MeV

and md = 4.7MeV. Given the large uncertainties associated with the light quark masses and with

fN
q and δNq , many authors provide constraints on the coefficients CS

αβ and CT
αβ rather than on the

Lagragian parameters εqSαβ and εqTαβ . In this paper, we choose instead to constrain the Lagragian

parameters for fixed values of mq, fN
q and δNq . It is straightforward to translate the current bounds

and future sensitivity estimates on εqSαβ and εqTαβ presented in the next sections into constraints on

CS
αβ and CT

αβ .

Other authors, e.g. in Ref. [10, 12, 32, 51, 52], use the symbols Cq
S , Cq

V , Cq
T instead of εqS , εqV ,

εqT in Eqs. (7) to (9), with depending on the normalization convention either Cq
V = εqV [52] (with

the CEνNS cross section given by Eq. (6)) or Cq
V = 2εqV [10, 12, 32, 51] (in which case one should

replace CV
αβ by 1

2 C
V
αβ in Eq. (6)).

III. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP AND DETECTORS

In this section, we describe the SNS neutrino beam and the main characteristics of the two

detectors considered in this paper, namely the current CsI detector used by the COHERENT col-

laboration and a future NaI detector similar to the one under deployment by the same collaboration

[53].

2 In particular, we omit a scalar-tensor interference term in Eq. (6), which is proportional to T/Eν and whose sign

is different for neutrinos and antineutrinos [32].
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A. Neutrino beam and predicted number of CEνNS events

At the SNS, the neutrinos used for CEνNS measurements arise from the decays at rest of the π+

produced, together with neutrons and π−’s, from the collision of high-energy protons on a mercury

target (in which the π− are absorbed before decaying). The SNS neutrino beam therefore consists

of three components: a prompt, mono-energetic νµ component produced in the two-body decays of

stopped positively charged pions (π+ → µ+ + νµ), and two delayed ν̄µ and νe components arising

from the subsequent decays at rest of the antimuons (µ+ → e++ ν̄µ+ νe). These contributions can

be analytically computed and are given by

dNνµ

dEν
= ξ δ

(
Eν −

m2
π −m2

µ

2mπ

)
, (12)

dNν̄µ

dEν
= ξ

64E2
ν

m3
µ

(
3

4
− Eν

mµ

)
, (13)

dNνe

dEν
= ξ

192E2
ν

m3
µ

(
1

2
− Eν

mµ

)
, (14)

where Eν is the neutrino energy and ξ = rNPOT/4πL
2 is a normalization factor that depends

on several experimental features: NPOT, the number of protons on target (POT) throughout the

operation time; r, the number of neutrinos per flavor produced by each POT; and L, the distance

between the source and the detector.

Given the neutrino flux, the predicted number of CEνNS events in the nuclear recoil energy bin

[Ti, Ti+1] is given by, for a target material consisting of a single nucleus with mass M ,

N th
i = N

∫ Ti+1

Ti

A(T ) dT

∫ T ′
max

0
R(T, T ′) dT ′

∑
ν=νe,νµ,νµ

∫ Emax

Emin(T ′)
dEν

dNν

dEν
(Eν)

dσ

dT ′ (Eν , T
′) , (15)

where dσ/dT is the relevant CEνNS cross section, given by Eq. (1) or (6), and N = NAMdet/Mmol is

the number of nuclei in the detector, which is computed from the detector mass Mdet and the molar

mass of the nucleus Mmol, with NA the Avogadro constant. The lower limit of the integral over Eν

is the minimal neutrino energy that can induce a nuclear recoil of energy T ′, Emin(T
′) =

√
MT ′/2 ,

while the upper limit Emax is the maximum neutrino energy, which for the SNS beam is 52.8MeV.

Notice that Eq. (15) depends on both the real (T ′) and the reconstructed (T ) nuclear recoil energies,

with R(T, T ′) the smearing function, which may be different for each detector, and the upper limit

of the integral over T ′ is the maximal nuclear recoil energy that can be induced by a neutrino

from the beam, T ′
max = 2E2

max/M . Finally, A(T ) is an acceptance function, which also depends
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Target nucleus Z N Z/N M (a.m.u)

Cs 55 78 0.71 132.91

I 53 74 0.72 126.90

Na 11 12 0.92 22.99

TABLE I. Main properties of the target nuclei used in the two detectors considered in this work: number

of protons (Z) and neutrons (N), proton to neutron ratio (Z/N) and mass in atomic units (M).

on the detector. If the target material consists of two nuclei, as is the case for the CsI and NaI

detectors, the total number of CEνNS events is the sum of the numbers of neutrino scatterings on

each nucleus, computed separately from Eq. (15) with the appropriate values of M and Mmol.

When the timing information of the experiment is available, one can also bin the data in time

intervals. In this case, the predicted number of events in the nuclear recoil energy bin i and time

bin j is given by

N th
ij =

∑
ν=νe,νµ,νµ

N th
ν,i

∫ tj+1

tj

fν(t) εt(t) dt , (16)

where N th
ν,i is the predicted number of CEνNS events induced by the component ν (ν = νe, νµ, νµ)

of the neutrino flux in the nuclear recoil energy bin [Ti, Ti+1], fν(t) is the time distribution of the

neutrino flux component ν taken from Ref. [54], and ε(t) is the timing efficiency provided in Ref. [3].

To compute N th
ν,i , we use Eq. (15) without performing the sum over the contributions of the three

components of the neutrino flux.

In our analysis, we will use the data of the current CsI detector of the COHERENT collaboration,

as well as the expected future data from a NaI detector at the SNS. The main characteristics of

these detectors are described in the following subsections.

B. Current CsI detector

The COHERENT collaboration performed CEνNS measurements with a 14.6 kg CsI detector

located at 19.3 m from the neutrino source [3]. The accumulated data corresponds to NPOT =

3.198 × 1023, with a number of neutrinos per flavor of r = 0.0848 [3]. These numbers are used to

compute the neutrino fluxes though Eqs. (12), (13) and (14). Following the COHERENT collab-

oration, we take the smearing function R(T, T ′) in Eq. (15) to be the Gamma function given in

Ref. [3] (we refer the reader to Ref. [10] for details about the smearing procedure). Finally, we take

into account the timing information provided by the COHERENT collaboration in our analysis and

use Eq. (16) to compute the predicted number of events in each recoil energy and time bin.
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FIG. 1. Projected numbers of signal and background events in the SM as a function of the reconstructed

nuclear recoil energy for the future NaI detector considered in this paper, assuming 3 years of data taking.

The signal event spectra are displayed separately for the Sodium (yellow) and Iodine (light blue) target

nuclei and include the contributions of the three components of the SNS neutrino beam (νe, νµ and νµ).

The expected steady-state background is represented by the black dashed curve, which for the sake of

presentation shows the square root of the actual number of events.

C. Future NaI detector

The complete program of the COHERENT collaboration includes a NaI-based detector compris-

ing several modules, each consisting of individual 7.7 kg NaI crystals [23]. In its final design, this

detector is expected to have up to seven modules, each containing 63 crystals, giving a total mass

Mdet = 3395.7 kg, which we shall consider in this work. The detector is expected to be located at

a distance L = 22m from the neutrino source [23]. The SNS provides around 1.1×1023 POT per

calendar year, corresponding to ≃ 5000 hours (208.3 days) of operation per year. In this work, we

consider three years of data taking with the SNS operating at current beam power, giving a total

number of protons on target NPOT = 3.3× 1023. We also assume the current value of neutrinos per

flavor, r = 0.0848. To compute the expected number of events, we assume a conservative constant

acceptance of 80% and a Gaussian smearing function R(T, T ′) with an energy-dependent resolution

σ(T ) = η
√
TTth, where3 η = 0.14 and Tth = 13 keVnr is the nuclear recoil energy threshold of the

detector [53].

3 This choice reproduces the energy resolution given in [55] to a good approximation.
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Under these assumptions and using the properties of the Sodium and Iodine nuclei given in

Table I, we obtain the event spectra shown in Fig. 1, where the width of the recoil energy bins

corresponds to 1 keVee [53]. To convert an electron recoil energy of 1 keV into the equivalent nuclear

recoil energy (i.e., the nuclear recoil energy giving the same number of photoelectrons as an electron

recoil energy of 1 keV), we use a constant quenching factor of 0.23 (estimated from Fig. 4.12 of

Ref. [53]), resulting in a bin width of 4.33 keVnr. Fig. 1 displays the individual contributions of the

Sodium (yellow) and Iodine (light blue) target nuclei to the signal event spectra. As can be seen,

the CEνNS signal is dominated by the Iodine contribution below T ≈ 35 keVnr, while for larger

nuclear recoil energies the Sodium contribution is dominant. This is due to the fact that the Iodine

nucleus is heavier than Sodium, resulting in a larger cross section at low recoil energies, but in a

lower endpoint (namely, Tmax(I) ≈ 47 keVnr while Tmax(Na) ≈ 259 keVnr). As we will see later, the

different features of the Sodium and Iodine contributions to the CEνNS signal can help reduce the

degeneracies arising in the presence of vector-type GNIs. Fig. 1 also shows the expected steady-

state background, which we assumed to be flat and equal to its average value of 300 ckkd (counts

per keVee per kg per day) [53], except in the first two bins where the background is larger. There,

we took a conservative value of 400 ckkd. In practice, the number of background events is reduced

by a factor of 8000 [53] taking into account the fact that the SNS neutrino beam is pulsed. This

reduction factor has been applied in Fig. 1. It is important to mention that the background model

adopted here results in a smaller signal-over-background ratio than for the current CsI detector.

For comparison, the signal-over-background ratio ranges from 4.2 ×10−3 to 0.15 in the first eight

recoil energy bins of Fig. 1 (the ones that contribute the most to the statistics), while it varies

between 0.04 and 2.2, depending on the energy bin, for the CsI measurement. This relatively large

background level will affect the expected sensitivity of the NaI detector to generalized neutrino

interactions. We will see in particular that, in spite of a larger statistics, the NaI detector will not

be able to significantly improve the current CsI constraints on scalar and tensor GNI parameters.

IV. ANALYSIS PROCEDURE

For the analysis of the current CsI detector data, we follow the same procedure as Ref. [10] and

use the Poissonian χ2 function

χ2(κ) = min
ξ

2
∑
i,j

[
Nij(κ, ξ)− Ñij + Ñij ln

(
Ñij

Nij(κ, ξ)

)]
+

2∑
m=1

ξ2sig,m
σ2
ξsig,m

+

3∑
k=1

ξ2bg,k
σ2
ξbg,k

 , (17)
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where i, j run over the nuclear recoil energy and time bins, respectively, Ñij is the experimental

number of events in bins (i, j), Nij(κ, ξ) the predicted number of events in the same bins in the

presence of GNIs, κ stands for the set of GNI parameters under test, and ξ is the set of nuisance

parameters over which we minimize the expression within braces. Nij(κ, ξ) is computed as

Nij(κ, ξ) = (1 + ξsig,1)N
sig
ij (κ, ξsig,2, ξ1, ξ2) + (1 + ξbg,1)N

BRN
ij (ξ1)

+ (1 + ξbg,2)N
NIN
ij (ξ1) + (1 + ξbg,3)N

SSB
ij , (18)

where N sig
ij is the number of signal events, and NBRN

ij , NNIN
ij and NSSB

ij are the numbers of beam-

related neutron (BRN), neutrino-induced neutron (NIN) and steady-state (SSB) background events,

respectively. The signal nuisance parameter ξsig,1 accounts for the detector efficiency, neutrino flux,

and quenching factor (QF) normalizations, while ξsig,2 is related to the nuclear radius. The corre-

sponding uncertainties are σξsig,1 = 11.45% and σξsig,2 = 5% [10]. As for the nuisance parameters

ξbg,k, they are associated with the different sources of background: BRN (ξbg,1), NIN (ξbg,2) and SSB

(ξbg,3), with corresponding uncertainties σξbg,1 = 25%, σξbg,2 = 35% and σξbg,3 = 2.1% [3]. Following

Ref. [10], we include in Eq. (17) two additional nuisance parameters ξ1 and ξ2, with no penalization

term, which account for deviations in the uncertainty on the CEνNS detection efficiency and on

beam timing, respectively. By minimizing over all nuisance parameters, we obtain allowed regions

at a given confidence level for the GNI parameters under test.

To assess the sensitivity of the future NaI detector to GNI parameters, we consider the following

χ2 function

χ2(κ) = min
ξ

[∑
i

2

{
Ni(κ, ξ)− Ñi + Ñi ln

(
Ñi

Ni(κ, ξ)

)}
+

(
ξsig
σsig

)2

+

(
ξbg
σbg

)2
]
, (19)

where we have divided the data in recoil energy bins labelled by i. Since we are dealing with

simulated data, we compare the theoretical predictions in the absence and in the presence of GNIs.

Hence, we take

Ñi = N sig
i (SM) +N bg

i , (20)

where N sig
i (SM) represents the number of signal events in bin i predicted by the SM and N bg

i is

the simulated steady-state background described in Section III, while

Ni(κ, ξ) = N sig
i (κ)(1 + ξsig) +N bg

i (1 + ξbg) , (21)

where N sig
i (κ) is the predicted number of signal events in bin i in the presence of GNIs, and the

nuisance parameters ξsig, ξbg account for the signal and background normalizations, respectively.
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For the associated systematic uncertainties, we conservatively assume σsig = 10% and σbg = 5%,

motivated by the known values of the uncertainties for the current CsI detector. Notice that, due to

the absence of detailed information on the signal and background systematic uncertainties, for the

NaI detector currently under deployment at the SNS, we only consider two nuisance parameters.

V. EXPECTED SENSITIVITIES TO GNI PARAMETERS

In this section, we study the sensitivities to GNI parameters4 of a future NaI detector with

characteristics described in Subsection III C, and compare them with the constraints set by the

COHERENT CsI detector. As discussed in Subsection II B, we consider only scalar, vector and

tensor interactions and denote the corresponding couplings by εqSαβ , εqVαβ and εqTαβ , respectively, with

α, β = e, µ, τ and q = u, d.

Since the SNS neutrino beam consists only of electron neutrinos, muon neutrinos and muon

antineutrinos, not all of these parameters can be constrained by CEνNS measurements. Vector

GNIs, also known as NSIs, are subject to the hermiticity condition εqVβα =
(
εqVαβ

)∗
. As a result,

there are 6 independent parameters for each quark flavor, but only 5 of them can be constrained

at the SNS: two real flavor-diagonal couplings, εqVee and εqVµµ , and three complex flavor off-diagonal

couplings, εqVeµ , εqVeτ and εqVµτ . In this paper, we study the sensitivities of the CsI and NaI detectors

to εqVee , εqVµµ and εqVeµ (q = u, d), leaving aside the other off-diagonal couplings, which are less

constrained5.

For scalar and tensor GNIs, the number of independent parameters depends on whether neutrinos

are Dirac of Majorana fermions. In this paper, we assume that they are Majorana fermions, both for

simplicity and because this possibility is better motivated from a theoretical point of view. Scalar

couplings are therefore symmetric, and for each quark flavor, 5 out of the 6 independent ones can

be constrained by CEνNS measurements at the SNS. However, due to the absence of interference

between the scalar and SM contributions to the CEνNS cross section, the same constraints apply

to εqSee and εqSeτ , as well as to εqSµµ and εqSµτ . It is therefore sufficient to study the sensitivities of the

CsI and NaI detectors to the scalar couplings εqSee , εqSµµ and εqSeµ (q = u, d). Finally, tensor couplings

are antisymmetric for Majorana neutrinos, leaving only 3 indepedent parameters εqTeµ , εqTeτ and εqTµτ

for each value of q, all of which can induce scatterings of SNS neutrinos off nuclei.

Throughout this paper, we assume all GNI couplings to be real. The upper bounds on these
4 From now on, we will collectively refer to vector, scalar and tensor couplings as GNI parameters, and we will more

specifically use NSI parameters for vector couplings.
5 This is due to the fact that εqVeµ can induce coherent scatterings for all three components of the SNS neutrino flux,

while only νe (resp. νµ and νµ̄) can scatter off a nucleus via εqVeτ (resp. εqVµτ ).
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parameters obtained from the currently available CsI data and the expected sensitivity of the future

NaI detector are determined following the numerical procedure described in Section IV.

A. Expected sensitivities to individual GNI parameters

We first consider the expected sensitivities of the NaI detector to individual GNI parameters,

i.e. we consider a single nonvanishing coupling at a time. Note that in this case, the assumption

of real couplings does not mean any loss of generality, as the CEνNS cross section only depends

on the moduli of the GNI parameters (except for diagonal vector couplings, which are real and can

interfere with the SM contribution).

The results for vector couplings are shown in Fig. 2, where the ∆χ2 functions defined in Sec-

tion IV are plotted against the parameter assumed to be nonvanishing (from left to right: εqVee , εqVeµ

and εqVµµ , with q = u in the upper panels and q = d in the lower panels). The black solid curves

are obtained using the currently available CsI data, and are consistent with the results obtained in

Ref. [10]. The red dashed curves represent the expected sensitivities of the future NaI detector after

3 years of data taking, assuming conservatively σsig = 10% and σbg = 5%. For the flavor-diagonal

parameters εqVee and εqVµµ (q = u, d), two minima can be observed in the ∆χ2 profiles6, as a result of

the interference between the SM and NSI contributions in the CEνNS cross section, Eq. (6). The

sharp rise of the ∆χ2 for εqVµµ between the two minima is due to the fact that when εqVµµ ≈ 0.2,

the NSI and SM contributions to the CEνNS cross section almost completely cancel out for νµ’s

and ν̄µ’s, resulting in a reduction of the predicted number of CEνNS events by roughly 2/3, in

strong tension with data. The same effect is present for εqVee , but since this coupling only affects

νe-induced CEνNS events, i.e. roughly 1/3 of the signal, the ∆χ2 reaches smaller values between

the two minima (especially for CsI, which suffers from a smaller statistics than the NaI detector).

In Table II, we give the 90% C.L. and 2σ expected sensitivities of the future NaI detector to the

vector couplings εqVee , εqVeµ and εqVµµ (q = u, d), as well as the constraints on these parameters from

the COHERENT CsI data.

As can be seen from Fig. 2 and Table II, a clear improvement of the constraints on these diagonal

vector couplings is expected from the future NaI detector, already with 3 years of data taking. This

is partly due to the larger statistics of the NaI detector, as already mentioned. However, the

most noticeable feature, namely the fact that the second minimum of the χ2 function tends to

6 Note that for the CsI detector, the first minimum of the χ2 function is not located at εqVee = 0 (resp. εqVµµ = 0).

This is due to the fact that we are analysing real data, which does not exactly match the SM prediction.
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FIG. 2. One-dimensional ∆χ2 profiles (17) and (19) for the vector coupling εqVee (left panels), εqVeµ (middle

panels) and εqVµµ (right panels), with q = u in the upper panels and q = d in the lower panels. The black

solid curves correspond to Eq. (17) and are obtained using the currently available data of the COHERENT

CsI detector. The red dashed curves correspond to Eq. (19) and represent the expected sensitivities of the

NaI detector described in Subsection III C, assuming 3 years of data taking at the SNS. The off-diagonal

NSI parameter εqVeµ is assumed to be real.

be disfavoured (mostly for the parameter εuVµµ , and to a lesser extent for εuVee and εdVµµ ), cannot

be explained by statistics alone. This can be understood instead by noting that the SM–NSI

interference term in the CEνNs cross section is controlled by the quantity (where we have neglected

a term suppressed by gpV ≪ 1)

CV
αα +QW,α ≃ N

[(
2
Z

N
+ 1

)
εuVαα +

(
Z

N
+ 2

)
εdVαα − 1

2

]
, (22)

and is therefore sensitive to the proton to neutron ratio of the target nucleus. In particular,

the second ∆χ2 minimum for εuVαα (resp. εdVαα) is located at εuVαα ≈ 1/(2Z/N + 1) (resp. εdVαα ≈

1/(Z/N + 2)). While the CsI detector involves two nuclei with approximately the same proton
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Detector q
εqVee εqVeµ εqVµµ

90%C.L. 2σC.L. 90%C.L. 2σC.L. 90%C.L. 2σC.L.

NaI

u
[−0.047, 0.044] [−0.059, 0.053] [−0.088, 0.088] [−0.099, 0.099] [−0.027, 0.024] [−0.036, 0.028]

∪ [0.356, 0.438] ∪ [0.345, 0.451] ∪ [0.380, 0.399] ∪ [0.371, 0.411]

d
[−0.043, 0.039] [−0.053, 0.048] [−0.079, 0.079] [−0.09, 0.09] [−0.026, 0.021] [−0.032, 0.026]

∪ [0.317, 0.398] ∪ [0.308, 0.408] ∪ [0.333, 0.376] ∪ [0.329, 0.382]

CsI

u
[−0.04, 0.134] [−0.056, 0.186] [−0.081, 0.081] [−0.097, 0.097] [−0.015, 0.053] [−0.024, 0.060]

∪ [0.266, 0.440] ∪ [0.212, 0.456] ∪ [0.346, 0.414] ∪ [0.34, 0.424]

d
[−0.035, 0.120] [−0.05, 0.168] [−0.073, 0.073] [−0.087, 0.087] [−0.016, 0.075] [−0.010, 0.081]

∪ [0.237, 0.393] ∪ [0.190, 0.408] ∪ [0.282, 0.340] ∪ [0.276, 0.347]

TABLE II. Sensitivities to the vector couplings εqVee , εqVeµ and εqVµµ (q = u, d) at the 90% and 2σ confidence

levels with 1 degree of freedom (i.e. ∆χ2 ≤ 2.71 and ∆χ2 ≤ 4, respectively). For the CsI detector, the

intervals actually correspond to the ranges of parameter values allowed by the currently available data, while

for the NaI detector they represent the expected sensitivities assuming 3 years of data taking at the SNS.

The off-diagonal NSI parameter εqVeµ is assumed to be real.

to neutron ratio, this is not the case for the NaI detector (see Table I), making it more difficult

to fit SM-like experimental data with a nonzero value of εuVαα or εdVαα. The same effect is observed

when combining the data collected by two detectors with target nuclei characterized by different

proton to neutron ratios [24, 39]; in the case of the NaI detector, the two nuclei are present in the

same target. However, the NaI detector considered in this paper is not as efficient at constraining

flavor-diagonal vector couplings as expected from suitably chosen combinations of the detectors

proposed for CEνNS measurements at the European Spallation Source [24], such as CsI + Si and

Xe + Si [39]. The latter indeed benefit from a large statistics and from a lower background level

than the NaI detector. Also, the advantage of combining two target nuclei with different proton

to neutron ratios in the same detector is counterbalanced, in the case of NaI, by the fact that the

recoil energy bins in which the Na-induced scatterings contribute significantly are the ones in which

the signal over background ratio is the least favorable, as can be seen from Fig. 1.

For off-diagonal vector couplings, whose contributions do not interfere with the SM one, no

significant improvement on the current constraints is expected from the future NaI detector, in

spite of the larger statistics (the results for εqVeτ and εqVµτ are qualitatively similar to the ones for

εqVeµ shown in Fig. 2). This is due to the fact that the signal-over-background ratio is significantly

smaller than for the CsI detector (see the discussion at the end of Subsection III C).

Let us now move on to the results for scalar GNIs. As explained before, CEνNS measurements
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FIG. 3. Same as Fig. 2, but for the scalar couplings εqSee (left panels), εqSeµ (middle panels) and εqSµµ (right

panels), with q = u in the upper panels and q = d in the lower panels. All couplings are assumed to be real.

Detector q
εqSee εqSeµ εqSµµ

90%C.L. 2σC.L. 90%C.L. 2σC.L. 90%C.L. 2σC.L.

NaI
u [−0.031, 0.031] [−0.034, 0.034] [−0.02, 0.02] [−0.022, 0.022] [−0.024, 0.024] [−0.027, 0.027]

d [−0.031, 0.031] [−0.033, 0.033] [−0.019, 0.019] [−0.021, 0.021] [−0.023, 0.023] [−0.026, 0.026]

CsI
u [−0.032, 0.032] [−0.038, 0.038] [−0.018, 0.018] [−0.022, 0.022] [−0.022, 0.022] [−0.026, 0.026]

d [−0.031, 0.031] [−0.037, 0.037] [−0.018, 0.018] [−0.022, 0.022] [−0.022, 0.022] [−0.025, 0.025]

TABLE III. Same as Table II, but for the scalar couplings εqSee , εqSeµ and εqSµµ (q = u, d).

at the SNS only give six independent contraints on scalar couplings, since εqSeτ and εqSµτ contribute

the same way to the CEνNS cross section as εqSee and εqSµµ, respectively7. We therefore only present

results for the 6 scalar couplings εqSee , εqSµµ and εqSeµ (q = u, d). The ∆χ2 profiles are displayed

in Fig. 3, and the 90% C.L. and 2σ expected sensitivities of the future NaI detector, together

7 This statement holds for symmetric scalar couplings, hence for Majorana neutrinos (as assumed in this paper),

but not for Dirac neutrinos.
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FIG. 4. Same as Fig. 2, but for the tensor couplings εqTeµ (left panels), εqTeτ (middle panels) and εqTµτ (right

panels), with q = u in the upper panels and q = d in the lower panels. All couplings are assumed to be real.

with the constraints from the COHERENT CsI data, are given in Table III. As can be seen by

comparing Figs. 2 and 3, the results for scalar couplings are similar to the ones for off-diagonal

vector couplings, which is not a surprise since both types of interactions share the property of not

interfering with the SM contribution in the CEνNS cross section. In particular, we do not expect

the future NaI detector to significantly improve the current CsI constraints on scalar couplings

within the assumptions made in our analysis (3 years of running time, σsig = 10% and σbg = 5%).

Note however that, at the >∼ 3σ confidence level, there is a slight improvement for εuSee and εdSee .

Finally, the results for tensor GNIs are shown in Fig. 4 and Table IV. Recall that there are

only 6 independent tensor couplings if, as assumed in this paper, neutrinos are Majorana fermions,

namely εqTeµ , εqTeτ and εqTµτ (q = u, d). Comparing the expected sensitivities of the future NaI detector

with the constraints from the COHERENT CsI data (see Table IV), we only expect a marginal

improvement of the constraints on tensor GNI paremeters. However, at the >∼ 3σ confidence level,
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Detector q
εqTeµ εqTeτ εqTµτ

90%C.L. 2σC.L. 90%C.L. 2σC.L. 90%C.L. 2σC.L.

NaI
u [−0.275, 0.275] [−0.310, 0.310] [−0.465, 0.465] [−0.525, 0.525] [−0.337, 0.337] [−0.380, 0.380]

d [−0.165, 0.165] [−0.186, 0.186] [−0.274, 0.274] [−0.310, 0.310] [−0.203, 0.203] [−0.228, 0.228]

CsI
u [−0.265, 0.265] [−0.314, 0.314] [−0.467, 0.467] [−0.55, 0.55] [−0.314, 0.314] [−0.369, 0.369]

d [−0.15, 0.15] [−0.177, 0.177] [−0.264, 0.264] [−0.310, 0.310] [−0.177, 0.177] [−0.208, 0.208]

TABLE IV. Same as Table II, but for the tensor couplings εqTeµ , εqTeτ and εqTµτ (q = u, d).

a slight improvement can be observed for εuTeτ .

B. Expected sensitivities to pairs of GNI parameters

In this section, we study the expected sensitivity of the NaI detector to pairs of GNI parameters,

i.e. we consider two nonvanishing couplings at a time. As it is well known, this situation leads to

degeneracies in the form of extended allowed regions in the two-dimensional GNI parameter space.

Combining data on target nuclei characterized by different proton to neutron ratios can help reduce

these degeneracies, as shown e.g. in Refs. [8, 24, 39]. In the case of the NaI detector studied in this

paper, the two nuclei have significantly different proton to neutron ratios 0.92 (for Na) and 0.72

(for I), while the Cesium and Iodine targets of the CsI detector have approximately the same ratio.

We begin our analysis by considering the case where the two nonvanishing GNI parameters are

of vector type (i.e., NSIs). Many different combinations of two NSI parameters are possible; we only

present results for a few representative examples, as the other combinations are characterized by

similar allowed regions. Fig. 5 shows the allowed regions at the 90% confidence level for four different

pairs of vector couplings. The upper panels correspond to combinations of diagonal couplings

involving the same lepton flavor but different quarks, namely
(
εuVee , εdVee

)
in the left panel and(

εuVµµ , ε
dV
µµ

)
in the right panel. By contrast, the lower panels correspond to pairs of vector couplings

involving the same quark but different lepton flavors. The combination in the left panel,
(
εuVee , εuVµµ

)
,

involves two diagonal couplings, while the one in the right panel,
(
εuVeµ , εuVµµ

)
, involves a diagonal

and an off-diagonal coupling. In all cases, the green regions are the ones allowed by the current CsI

data (these allowed regions were first presenteded in Ref. [10], and are shown here for reference),

while the regions delimited by red lines correspond to the expected sensitivity of the NaI detector

described in Subsection III C, assuming 3 years of data taking at the SNS.

In the upper panels of Fig. 5, the allowed regions consist of two parallel bands [9]. This is a
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FIG. 5. 90% C.L. allowed regions (with two degrees of freedom, i.e. ∆χ2 ≤ 4.61) for different combinations

of two NSI parameters: (εuVee , εdVee ) (upper left panel), (εuVµµ , ε
dV
µµ ) (upper right panel), (εuVee , εuVµµ ) (lower

left panel) and (εuVeµ , εuVµµ ) (lower right panel). The green regions correspond to the constraints from the

current CsI data, while the red contours represent the expected sensitivity of the NaI detector described in

Subsection III C, assuming 3 years of data taking at the SNS. The off-diagonal parameter εqVeµ is assumed to

be real.

consequence of the fact that, for a single-nucleus target (or a target composed of two nuclei with

approximately the same proton to neutron ratio, like CsI), the CEνNS cross section depends on

NSI parameters only through the modulus of the combination (22), which can be more conveniently
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rewritten as

CV
αα +QW,α ≃ (Z + 2N)

(
εdVαα −mεuVαα

)
− 1

2
, m = −2Z +N

Z + 2N
. (23)

Thus, values of εuVαα and εdVαα lying on a straight ligne with slope m [8] produce the same number of

CEνNS events in each recoil energy bin. This is an example of the degeneracies mentioned above. It

follows that the parameter space region allowed by SM-like experimental data at a given confidence

interval (here 90% C.L.) consists of two parallel bands around the straight lines εdVαα −mεuVαα = 0

and εdVαα − mεuVαα = 1/(Z + 2N). This is what can be observed in Fig. 5 for CsI, where the two

bands overlap for α = e due to the limited statistics (there are twice as many νµ’s and νµ’s as

νe’s in the SNS neutrino beam). For NaI, the bands are thinner due to the larger statistics, and

they reduce to closed or semi-closed areas in the (εuVµµ , εdVµµ ) plane8. This partial breaking of the

degeneracy between εuVµµ and εdVµµ is due to the fact that Sodium and Iodine have different proton

to neutron ratios, hence different slopes mI and mNa.

The elliptic-like shape of the allowed regions in the lower panels of Fig. 5 can be understood

from the expression for the predicted CEνNS events in each reconstructed nuclear recoil energy

bin [39]. Considering for instance the couplings
(
εuVee , εuVµµ

)
, the predicted number of events in the

recoil energy bin [Ti, Ti+1], for a single-nucleus detector, can be written as

N th
i = Ce

i (2Z +N)2
(
εuVee +

ZgpV +NgnV
2Z +N

)2

+ Cµ
i (2Z +N)2

(
εuVµµ +

ZgpV +NgnV
2Z +N

)2

, (24)

where Ce
i (resp. Cµ

i ) is the number obtained by performing the integral over Eνe (resp. Eνµ and

Eν̄µ) and the true and reconstructed nuclear recoil energies in Eq. (15), after having factorized out

|CV
αα +QW,α|2. Eq. (24) is the equation of an ellipse with semi-major and semi-minor axes (given

respectively by
√
N th

i /Ce
i (2Z +N)2 and

√
N th

i /Cµ
i (2Z +N)2 ) that depend on both the nucleus

and the energy bin (the center of the ellipse also depends on the nucleus). All sets of (εuVee , εuVµµ )

values lying on this ellipse predict the same number of CEνNS events in the ith energy bin, but not

necessarily in the other bins, resulting in an approximate degeneracy between these two parameters.

This explains why the 90% C.L. allowed regions in the lower left panel of Fig. 5 have the form of

approximate, partly broken ellipses. The degeneracy is broken by the energy binning and, in the

case of the NaI detector, by the fact that the nuclei composing the target have different numbers

of protons and neutrons (while they are approximately the same for Cesium and Iodine).

From the lower left panel of Fig. 5, one can see that the CsI and NaI detectors play a comple-

mentary role in reducing the degeneracy between the vector couplings εuVee and εuVµµ . For CsI, the

8 The same effect should occur for (εuVee , εdVee ) as well, but is not seen in the left panel of Fig. 5 due to the relatively

smaller statistics of the νe beam component with respect to the νµ + νµ components.
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allowed region has a symmetric shape, reflecting the fact that Cesium and Iodine have almost the

same numbers of protons and neutrons. There are no allowed points around εuVµµ ≈ 0.2, where the

NSI and SM contributions to νµ- and νµ-induced CEνNS almost completely cancel out. While an

increase of the number of νe-induced CEνNS events could in principle compensate for this effect,

the required increase (hence the required value of εuVee ) is not the same in all energy bins, so that

no value of εuVee can mimic the experimental data within 90% C.L. A similar effect occurs around

εuVee ≈ 0.2, but only leads to a small shriking of the allowed region. By contrast, the expected

allowed region for NaI is not symmetric. Around εuVee ≈ 0.2, negative values of εuVµµ can compen-

sate for the suppression of νe-induced CEνNS events, but this is not possible for positive values of

εuVµµ , as a consequence of the different proton to neutron ratios of the Sodium and Iodine nuclei9.

Around εuVµµ ≈ 0.2, the allowed region shrinks for negative values of εuVee , but the degeneracy is not

completely broken.

Finally, we also observe an “ellipse-shaped” degeneracy between the vector couplings εuVeµ and

εuVµµ in the lower right panel of Fig. 5, but neither the CsI nor the NaI detector are able to reduce

this degeneracy. This can be understood by noting that εuVeµ induces both νe and νµ/νµ coherent

scatterings on the target nuclei, without interfering with the SM contribution. Nonvanishing values

of εuVeµ can therefore compensate for the destructive interference between the SM and εuVµµ contri-

butions to the CEνNS cross section, which would otherwise reduce the number of νµ/νµ-induced

signal events. As a result, the ellipse is not broken around εuVµµ ≈ 0.2 in the case of the CsI detector,

at variance with what one can see in the lower left panel. The expected sensitivity of the future

NaI detector only represents a slight improvement on the CsI constraints. In particular, we do not

observe a partial breaking of the degeneracy around εuVµµ ≈ 0.4, unlike in the lower left panel.

Let us now consider scalar and tensor GNIs. Fig. 6 shows the 90% C.L. allowed regions for two

different pairs of scalar couplings with the same lepton flavor indices,
(
εuSeµ , ε

dS
eµ

)
in the left panel

and
(
εuSµµ, ε

dS
µµ

)
in the right panel. As in Fig. 5, the regions allowed by the current CsI data are

in green, while the ones delimited by red lines correspond to the expected sensitivity of the future

NaI detector, assuming 3 years of data taking at the SNS. Since the scalar couplings εuSαβ and εdSαβ

contribute to the CEνNS cross section through the linear combination CS
αβ , given in Eq. (7), the

allowed regions are straight bands around a line passing through the origin (as a consequence of

the fact that scalar couplings do not interfere with the SM contribution). While the slope of this

line depends on the proton to neutron ratio of the target nucleus, it is in practice very close to −1

9 The same asymmetric behaviour can be seen in the ∆χ2 for εuVµµ , in the upper right panel of Fig. 2, where the

second minimum is “uplifted” with respect to the first one, a feature that is not observed in the case of the CsI

detector.
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FIG. 6. 90% C.L. allowed regions for the pairs of scalar GNI parameters
(
εuSeµ , ε

dS
eµ

)
(left panel) and

(
εuSµµ, ε

dS
µµ

)
(right panel). The green regions correspond to the constraints from the current CsI data, while the red

contours represent the expected sensitivity of the NaI detector described in Subsection III C, assuming 3

years of data taking at the SNS. All GNI parameters are assumed to be real.

for Cs, I and Na, as can be seen in Fig. 6. A consequence of this is that even though Sodium and

Iodine have different proton to neutron ratios, the NaI detector is unable to reduce the degeneracy

between εuSαβ and εdSαβ .

Finally, Fig. 7 displays the 90% C.L. allowed regions for the pairs of tensor couplings
(
εuTeµ , ε

dT
eµ

)
(left panel) and

(
εuTµτ , ε

dT
µτ

)
(right panel). Qualitatively similar features to the scalar case can be

observed, except that CEνNS is much less sensitive to tensor couplings, and that the line slope has

a different dependence on the proton to neutron ratio of the nucleus. This explains the shape of

the NaI region, but the poor sensitivity of CEνNS to tensor GNI parameters makes it difficult to

reduce the degeneracy between εuTαβ and εdTαβ with a NaI detector.

C. Impact of statistics, systematic uncertainties and background level

In the previous subsections, we argued that the ability of the future NaI detector to set better

constraints on generalized neutrino interactions than the current CsI detector was limited by its

low signal-over-background ratio. In order to support this statement, and to identify other limiting

factors, we now study the impact of statistics, systematic uncertainties and background level on the

expected sensitivity of the future NaI detector to GNI parameters. To this end, we consider three
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FIG. 7. Same as Fig. 6, but for the pairs of tensor GNI parameters
(
εuTeµ , εdTeµ

)
(left panel) and

(
εuTµτ , ε

dT
µτ

)
(right panel).

scenarios characterized by more optimistic assumptions about the exposure time, signal systematic

uncertainty or background control than the ones made in the previous subsections. In Scenario A,

we assume five years of data taking with the same systematic errors as before (namely, σsig = 10%

and σbg = 5%). In Scenario B, we consider a running time of three years as in the previous

subsections, but reduce the signal systematic uncertainty to σsig = 5%, while keeping σbg = 5%.

Finally, in Scenario C, we assume a reduced background of 100 ckkd (to be compared with 400

ckkd in the first two recoil energy bins and 300 ckkd in the other bins in the previous subsections),

with the same running time and systematic uncertainties as before.

Let us first discuss Scenario A. In Fig. 8, we show the expected sensitivity of the future NaI

detector to some representative GNI parameters. In each panel, we compare the results of the

previous subsections (red solid lines/red region) with the ones obtained with the larger statistics of

Scenario A (blue dashed lines/blue contour). In the upper left panel, one can see that increasing

the statistics makes it possible for the NaI detector to exclude the second minimum of the ∆χ2

profile for the vector coupling εuVµµ at the 2σ confidence level. Similarly, in the upper right panel, the

larger statistics of Scenario A allows to further reduce the degeneracy between the vector couplings

εuVee and εuVµµ , especially around
(
εuVee , εuVµµ

)
≈ (−0.12, 0.2). This result illustrates the capability of a

detector made of two nuclei with different proton to neutron ratios to lift degeneracies among NSI

parameters, almost as efficiently as combinations of two different detectors, as discussed in Ref. [39]

in the context of proposed experiments at the European Spallation Source. However, statistics
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FIG. 8. Expected sensitivities of the future NaI detector to different GNI parameters, assuming 3 years

(assumption of Subsections VA and VB, red solid lines/red region) or 5 years (Scenario B, blue dashed

lines/blue contour) of data taking at the SNS. Upper left panel: one-dimensional ∆χ2 profile for the vector

coupling εuVµµ . Upper right panel: 90% C.L. allowed region for the pair of vector couplings (εuVee , εuVµµ ). Lower

panels: one-dimensional ∆χ2 profiles for the scalar coupling εuSee (left) and tensor coupling εuTeτ (right), both

assumed to be real.

and (as we will see later) a good signal-over-background ratio are crucial to fully benefit from the

presence of nuclei with different proton to neutron ratios in the same target material. Finally, the

bottom panels of Fig. 8 show the ∆χ2 profiles for the scalar coupling εuSee (left panel) and tensor

coupling εuTeτ (right panel). One can see that increasing the exposure time from 3 to 5 years does
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FIG. 9. Expected sensitivities of the future NaI detector to different GNI parameters, assuming a signal

systematic uncertainty of 10% (assumption of Subsections VA and V B, red solid lines/red region) or 5%

(Scenario B, blue dashed lines/blue contour). Upper left panel: one-dimensional ∆χ2 profile for the vector

coupling εuVµµ . Upper right panel: 90% C.L. allowed region for the pair of vector couplings (εuVee , εuVµµ ). Lower

panels: one-dimensional ∆χ2 profiles for the scalar coupling εuSee (left) and tensor coupling εuTeτ (right), both

assumed to be real.

not result in a significant improvement of the expected sensitivity to those GNI parameters.

Let us now study the impact of the signal systematic uncertainty. In Fig. 9, we compare the

results of the previous subsections (red solid lines/red region) with the ones obtained with the

smaller σsig of Scenario B (blue dashed lines/blue contour), for the same GNI parameters as in

Fig. 8. As can be seen, the main effect of reducing the signal systematic error is to improve the
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sensitivity to GNI parameters, resulting in smaller allowed intervals or regions at a given confidence

level. The impact on degeneracies is less important. In particular, the allowed region in the upper

right panel is thinner for σsig = 5% than for σsig = 10% (which results in a partial breaking of

the degeneray around
(
εuVee , εuVµµ

)
≈ (−0.12, 0.2)), but the region keeps roughly the same extent.

Also, the second minimum of the ∆χ2 profile for εuVµµ (upper left panel) is excluded at the same

confidence level for σsig = 5% and σsig = 10%.

Finally, we consider Scenario C, which assumes a reduced background level of 100 ckkd in all

recoil energy bins, as opposed to 400 ckkd in the first two bins and 300 ckkd in the other bins in

Subsections V A and V B. In Fig. 10, we present the expected sensitivity of the future NaI detector

to different GNI parameters, both in Scenario C and under the assumptions of Subsections VA

and V B. The running time, signal and background systematic uncertainties are the same in both

cases. As can be seen from the upper right panel (see also the lower left panel for a different type

of degeneracy), a reduction of the background level by 66% (75% in the first two recoil energy bins)

is more efficient at breaking degeneracies between NSI parameters than an increase of the running

time from 3 to 5 years (Fig. 8), or a decrease of the signal systematic uncertainty by 50% (Fig. 9).

The same statement holds for the second minimum of the ∆χ2 profile for εuVµµ (upper left panel),

which is excluded at the 99% confidence level in Scenario C. In fact, such a level of background

reduction would make the future NaI detector competitive with some of the best combinations of

future advanced detectors at the European Spallation Source [39]. By contrast, the sensivity to

tensor and scalar couplings of the NaI detector is only slightly ameliorated by a better background

control (as illustrated in the right panel in the case of the parameter εuTeτ ), while a reduction of the

signal systematic error has a much stronger impact (see the lower panels of Fig. 9).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we studied the potential of a NaI detector with characteristics similar to the one

that is currently being deployed by the COHERENT collaboration to constrain scalar, vector,

and tensor GNIs via CEνNS measurements at the Spallation Neutron Source. Compared with

the current CsI detector, this new detector has the interesting property that its target material is

composed of two nuclei with significantly different proton to neutron ratios, a feature that is known

to help break degeneracies among NSI parameters. Furthermore, the future NaI detector benefits

from a larger statistics than the current CsI detector, but suffers from a much less favorable signal-

over-background ratio. As a consequence, the NaI detector is not expected to significantly improve
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FIG. 10. Expected sensitivities of the future NaI detector to different GNI parameters, assuming the

background level of Subsections V A and V B (red solid lines/red region) or 100 ckkd (Scenario C, blue

dashed lines/blue contour). Upper left panel: one-dimensional ∆χ2 profile for the vector coupling εuVµµ .

Upper right panel: 90% C.L. allowed region for the pair of vector couplings (εuVee , εuVµµ ). Lower left panel:

90% C.L. allowed region for the pair of vector couplings (εuVµµ , ε
dV
µµ ). Lower right panel: one-dimensional

∆χ2 profile for the tensor coupling εuTeτ , assumed to be real.

the current CsI bounds on individual GNI parameters, except for diagonal vector couplings, whose

contribution interfere with the Standard Model one in the CEνNS cross section. The NaI detector

is also able to partially break degeneracies between two diagonal vector couplings, in a way that is

complementary to the current CsI detector. These results are based on the technical details about
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the NaI detector given in Refs. [53, 55] and on the background studies of Ref. [53], as well as on

our assumptions about signal and background systematic uncertainties.

We also studied the impact of statistics, signal systematic uncertainty and background level on

the expected sensitivity of the future NaI detector to GNIs. We found that reducing the signal

systematic uncertainty from 10% to 5% significantly improves the sensitivity to all GNI parame-

ters, while increasing the running time from three to five years makes it possible to further break

degeneracies among diagonal NSIs, but has little impact on the sensitivity to GNI parameters whose

contribution to CEνNS does not interfere with the SM contribution. Our results also show that a

good background control is crucial to fully benefit from the different proton to neutron ratios of

the Sodium and Iodine targets. More specifically, a background level of 100 counts per keVee per

kg per day (ckkd), if achievable, would make the NaI detector considered in this work very efficient

at breaking degeneracies among NSI parameters, already after three years of data taking.
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1 Introduction
The Ξb family consists of baryons that form isodoublets composed of a triplet of b, s, and q
quarks, where q corresponds to a u or d quark for the Ξ0

b and Ξ−
b states, respectively. Three

such isodoublets that are neither orbitally nor radially excited should exist [1]. These include
one with the spin of the light diquark jqs = 0 and spin-parity of the baryon JP = 1/2+ (Ξb
ground states), one with jqs = 1 and JP = 1/2+ (Ξ ′

b), and another with jqs = 1 and JP = 3/2+

(Ξ∗
b). The ground states were discovered more than a decade ago at the Fermilab Tevatron [2–4]

via their decays to J/ψΞ− and Ξ+
c π−. Three of the four states with jqs = 1 have been observed

during the last decade at the CERN LHC [5–7] via their Ξ−
b π+ and Ξ0

bπ− decays, as expected
from theoretical predictions [8–10]. The fourth state, Ξ ′0

b , is expected to have a mass lower than
the Ξ−

b π+ mass threshold, making a strong decay to the Ξ−
b baryon kinematically impossi-

ble. Several other more massive Ξb resonances were also observed recently by the CMS and
LHCb Collaborations [11–15] via their decays to Ξ0

bπ−, Ξ−
b π+, Ξ−

b π+π−, Ξ0
bπ+π−, Λ0

bK−,
and Λ0

bK−π+. Various theoretical models and calculations predict a spectrum of excited Ξb
baryons [8–10, 16–27], and the observed resonances are considered to be 1P isodoublets of Ξb
or Ξ ′

b states, and a 1D doublet. However, larger data samples are needed to measure the quan-
tum numbers of these resonances. There is also the possibility that some of the observed wide
resonances could instead be unresolved overlapping narrow states.

Besides the searches for excited Ξb states, the LHCb Collaboration has observed new ground-
state Ξb decays and determined some of their branching fractions [28–33]. The spectrum of
excited Ξb baryons can be classified relatively easily, especially with the guidance of the simi-
lar and well-established Ξc baryons [34]. By contrast, the wide variety of decay modes available
in the weak decay of the ground-state baryons presents a significant theoretical challenge, and
predictions of the branching fractions to various final states are less straightforward. Multi-
body decays of Ξb baryons can contain rich resonant structures, including both conventional
and exotic resonances, such as excited Ξ− states and the PΛ

ψs(4459)0 pentaquark reported in
the Ξ−

b → J/ψΛK− decay [35]. The search for new Ξb decays is also important in the quest
for observing possible CP violation [36]. In general, both weak decays of heavy baryons and
their strongly decaying excitations can be described in the framework of heavy-quark effec-
tive theory (HQET) [37–41]. Measurements of the decays and properties of both ground and
excited Ξb states provide coherent and complementary input to HQET, which could improve
our understanding of the quantum chromodynamic (QCD) mechanisms responsible for quark
dynamics and the formation of hadrons.

In this paper, we study Ξ−
b and Ξ∗0

b baryon states using a sample of proton-proton (pp) col-
lisions from the LHC, collected by the CMS experiment in 2016–2018 at

√
s = 13 TeV, corre-

sponding to an integrated luminosity of 140 fb−1 [42–44]. The inclusion of charge-conjugate
states is implied throughout this paper, unless otherwise noted. We report the first observation
of the Ξ−

b → ψ(2S)Ξ− decay and the measurement of its branching fraction with respect to
the well-known Ξ−

b → J/ψΞ− decay. In both signal and normalization channels, the charmo-
nium states are reconstructed through their dimuon decay modes, and Ξ− decays to Λπ− with
the following Λ → pπ− are used. Thus, the relative branching ratio R is measured using the
following expression:

R =
B(Ξ−

b → ψ(2S)Ξ−)

B(Ξ−
b → J/ψΞ−)

=
N(Ξ−

b → ψ(2S)Ξ−)

N(Ξ−
b → J/ψΞ−)

ϵ(Ξ−
b → J/ψΞ−)

ϵ(Ξ−
b → ψ(2S)Ξ−)

B(J/ψ → µ+µ−)

B(ψ(2S) → µ+µ−)
, (1)

where N and ϵ represent the measured number of signal events in data and the total efficiency
from Monte Carlo (MC) simulation, respectively, for each of the respective decay modes. The
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values of the branching fractions B in the last term are taken from the PDG [34]. Even though
the value of B(Ξ−

b → J/ψΞ−) is not known, the choice of this normalization channel is quite
natural since it has the same topology and similar kinematic properties as the signal channel,
reducing the systematic uncertainty in the ratio related to the reconstruction of the muons and
the other charged particle tracks from the Ξ−

b decays.

}
μ+ μ−

ψ

Ξ−
Λ

π−

p

π−

π+ Ξ−
b

p

p

Beam line4.91 cm

7.89 cm

PV
x

y

z
B = 3.8T
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μm

}

μ+ μ−

J/ψ

Λ

K−

p

π−

π+ Ξ−
b

p

p
x

y

z

Beam line
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μm

7.89
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PV B = 3.8T

Figure 1: The Ξ∗0
b → Ξ−

b π+ decay topology, where the Ξ−
b baryon decays to ψΞ− with ψ →

µ+µ− (upper) or J/ψΛK− (lower), where ψ refers to the J/ψ and ψ(2S) mesons. The distances
given are the average decay lengths, cτ.

We also determine the Ξ∗0
b baryon mass and natural width, using the Ξ∗0

b → Ξ−
b π+ decay.

The ground-state Ξ−
b is reconstructed via its decays to J/ψΞ−, ψ(2S)Ξ−, and J/ψΛK−. For the

Ξ−
b → ψ(2S)Ξ− decay, both ψ(2S) → J/ψπ+π−, with J/ψ → µ+µ−, and ψ(2S) → µ+µ−

modes are used in the analysis, and Ξ− is again reconstructed via the Λπ− channel. For the
Ξ−

b → J/ψΛK− decay, the presence of the partially reconstructed mode J/ψΣ0K−, where the
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low-energy photon from the Σ0 → Λγ decay is undetected, is included in the fit to the Ξ−
b π+

invariant mass spectrum. Pictorial representations of the decay topologies for Ξ∗0
b → Ξ−

b π+

are shown in Fig. 1.

We also measure the ratio of the production cross sections RΞ∗0
b

for Ξ∗0
b and Ξ−

b using the ex-

pression:

RΞ∗0
b

=
σ(pp → Ξ∗0

b X)B(Ξ∗0
b → Ξ−

b π+)

σ(pp → Ξ−
b X)

=
N(Ξ∗0

b → Ξ−
b π+)

N(Ξ−
b )

ϵ(Ξ−
b )

ϵ(Ξ∗0
b → Ξ−

b π+)
, (2)

where N and ϵ refer to similar quantities as those in Eq. (1). Following an analogous CMS
measurement of the Bc(2S)+ and B∗

c (2S)+ production cross section ratios [45], the Ξ−
b baryon is

reconstructed in the phase space region defined by the Ξ−
b baryon transverse momentum pT >

15 GeV and rapidity |y| < 2.4; however, this measured ratio is intended to be representative of
the entire phase space, given the small mass difference between the Ξ∗0

b and Ξ−
b particles. The

Ξ∗0
b baryon was the first new particle observed by the CMS Collaboration, using 5 fb−1 of data

from 2011 [5]. With this paper we significantly improve and enrich our previous results for this
state. Tabulated results are provided in the HEPData record for this analysis [46].

2 The CMS detector and simulated event samples
The central feature of the CMS apparatus is a superconducting solenoid of 6 m internal diam-
eter, providing a magnetic field of 3.8 T. Within the solenoid volume are a silicon pixel and
strip tracker, a lead tungstate crystal electromagnetic calorimeter, and a brass and scintillator
hadron calorimeter, each composed of a barrel and two endcap sections. Forward calorimeters
extend the pseudorapidity (η) coverage provided by the barrel and endcap detectors. Muons
are measured in gas-ionization detectors embedded in the steel flux-return yoke outside the
solenoid. A more detailed description of the CMS detector, together with a definition of the
coordinate system used and the relevant kinematic variables, can be found in Ref. [47]. More
recent changes to the detector are described in Ref. [48]

Muons are measured in the range |η| < 2.4, with detection planes made using three technolo-
gies: drift tubes, cathode strip chambers, and resistive plate chambers. The single-muon trigger
efficiency exceeds 90% over the full η range, whereas the efficiency to reconstruct and identify
muons is greater than 96%. Matching muons identified in the muon system to tracks measured
in the silicon tracker results in a relative pT resolution for muons with pT up to 100 GeV of 1%
in the barrel and 3% in the endcaps [49]. The silicon tracker used in 2016 measured charged
particles within the range |η| < 2.5. For nonisolated particles of 1 < pT < 10 GeV and |η| < 1.4,
the track resolutions were typically 1.5% in pT and 25–90 (45–150) µm in the transverse (longi-
tudinal) impact parameter [50]. At the start of 2017, a new pixel detector was installed [51]; the
upgraded tracker measured particles up to |η| < 3 with typical resolutions of 1.5% in pT and
20–75 µm in the transverse impact parameter [52] for nonisolated particles of 1 < pT < 10 GeV.
The default track selection used in CMS analyses is the “high-purity” requirement. Because
low momentum and displaced tracks share some features with nongenuine tracks such as not
pointing back to the pp collision vertex and having fewer measurement points, the high-purity
selection is less efficient for these tracks and so the less-restrictive “loose” requirement is often
used.

Events of interest are selected using a two-tiered trigger system [53]. The first level (L1), com-
posed of custom hardware processors, uses information from the calorimeters and muon de-
tectors to select events at a rate of around 100 kHz within a fixed latency of about 4 µs [54]. The
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second level, known as the high-level trigger (HLT), consists of a farm of computing proces-
sors running a version of the full event reconstruction software optimized for fast processing,
and reduces the event rate to around 1 kHz before data storage. The events used in this anal-
ysis were selected at L1 by requiring the presence of at least two muons, and at the HLT by
requiring that the two muons have opposite sign (OS), with various |η| and pT thresholds,
compatible with being produced in the dimuon decay of J/ψ or ψ(2S) mesons by requiring the
corresponding invariant mass windows.

The PYTHIA 8.240 package [55] with the CP5 underlying event tune [56] is used to simulate
the production of the Ξ−

b and Ξ∗0
b states (where the Σ0

b baryon, with a modified mass value, is
used as a proxy for the Ξ∗0

b state). The Ξ∗0
b → Ξ−

b π+, Ξ−
b → J/ψΞ−, Ξ−

b → ψ(2S)Ξ−, Ξ−
b →

J/ψΛK− (including Ξ−
b → J/ψΣ0K−, Σ0 → Λγ), ψ(2S) → µ+µ−, ψ(2S) → J/ψπ+π−, and

J/ψ → µ+µ− decays are modeled with EVTGEN 1.6.0 [57], where final-state photon radiation is
included using PHOTOS 3.61 [58, 59]. The generated MC events are then passed to a detailed
GEANT4-based simulation [60] of the CMS detector, which includes the long-lived hyperon
decays Ξ− → Λπ− and Λ → pπ−. The simulated events are then put through the same trigger
and reconstruction algorithms used for the collision data. The simulation includes effects from
multiple pp interactions in the same or nearby bunch crossings (pileup) with a multiplicity
distribution matching that in data.

3 Event reconstruction and selection
The Ξ−

b ground state is reconstructed using two main decay modes: Ξ−
b → ψΞ− (followed

by ψ → µ+µ−), where ψ refers to the J/ψ and ψ(2S) mesons, or Ξ−
b → J/ψΛK−. We also

reconstruct the decay chain Ξ−
b → ψ(2S)Ξ−, ψ(2S) → J/ψπ+π− to increase the number of

events for the Ξ−
b π+ studies. In all the cases, the J/ψ meson is identified through its dimuon

decay. The selection criteria, described below, are mainly inherited from Ref. [13].

The reconstruction chain requires two OS muons forming a good-quality vertex, passing the
CMS soft-muon selection [49], and with each having pT(µ) > 3 GeV and |η(µ)| < 2.4. To
be of good quality, the fit to a dimuon common vertex must have a χ2 vertex fit probability
greater than 1%. These requirements reinforce those applied at the trigger level during the
online data taking. A J/ψ or ψ(2S) candidate is required to have a dimuon invariant mass
within 100 MeV of the corresponding world-average mass [34], which is about 3 times the mass
resolution. Further, a kinematic constraint to the known ψ meson mass [34] is applied to the
selected dimuon candidates.

The Λ candidates are formed from displaced two-prong vertices, assuming the decay Λ →
pπ−, as described in Ref. [61]. The higher-momentum track is associated with the proton and
the lower-momentum track with the pion. A Λ candidate must have pT > 1.8 GeV, and the
pπ− invariant mass must be within 10 MeV of the known Λ mass [34] after the tracks are
refit to a common vertex, corresponding to about 3 times the mass resolution. The vertex fit
is then repeated with the pπ− invariant mass constrained to the Λ mass, and its momentum
recomputed. The χ2 probability of this fit must be greater than 1%.

For the Ξ−
b → ψΞ− channel, the Ξ− candidates are reconstructed by combining each selected

Λ candidate with a charged particle track, assumed to be a pion. The track must have pT >
0.3 GeV and satisfy the loose requirement [50]. A kinematic vertex fit of the Ξ− → Λπ− decay
is performed, and the χ2 probability is required to be greater than 1%. The Λπ− invariant
mass must be within 10 MeV of the known Ξ− mass [34], which is about 3 times the mass
resolution. The resulting Ξ− candidate must have pT > 2.5 GeV. Because Λ particles mainly
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decay much further from the Ξ− decay vertex than our vertex resolution, we set a requirement
on the pointing angle cos α(Λ, Ξ−) > 0.99 between the momentum of the Λ candidate and the
vector from the Ξ− decay vertex to the Λ decay vertex in the plane perpendicular to the beam
direction (the transverse plane).

To reconstruct the decay chain Ξ−
b → ψ(2S)Ξ−, ψ(2S) → J/ψπ+π−, two additional OS

tracks passing the high-purity requirement [50] are assigned the charged pion mass and
added to the process. The higher-momentum pion must have pT > 0.6 GeV, and the other
pion pT > 0.35 GeV. The invariant mass of the ψ(2S) candidate, calculated via the formula
M(µ+µ−π+π−)− M(µ+µ−)+mPDG(J/ψ), is required to be within 18 MeV of the known ψ(2S)
mass [34], corresponding to about 3 times the mass resolution. Using this variable removes the
J/ψ → µ+µ− detector invariant mass resolution from the measurement of the M(µ+µ−π+π−)
invariant mass. Here, and throughout the paper, the symbol M represents a reconstructed
invariant mass and mPDG the PDG world-average mass [34].

The Ξ−
b candidates are selected by using the µ+, µ−, and Ξ− particles in a kinematic fit that

constrains their momentum vectors to a common vertex and the dimuon invariant mass to
the world-average J/ψ or ψ(2S) mass [34]. For the decay chain Ξ−

b → ψ(2S)Ξ−, ψ(2S) →
J/ψπ+π−, the two additional pions described above are added to the Ξ−

b vertex fit. From all
the reconstructed pp collision vertices in an event, the primary vertex (PV) is chosen as the one
with the smallest pointing angle. The pointing angle is the angle between the Ξ−

b candidate
momentum and the vector joining the PV with the reconstructed Ξ−

b candidate decay vertex. If
any of the tracks used in the Ξ−

b candidate reconstruction are included in the fit of the chosen
PV, they are removed, and the PV is refit. The selected Ξ−

b candidates are required to have
pT(Ξ

−
b ) > 10 GeV and a χ2 vertex fit probability greater than 1%. The pion from the Ξ− → Λπ−

decay must satisfy an impact parameter significance requirement dxy/σdxy
> 1, where dxy is the

closest distance between the track and the chosen PV in the transverse plane, and σdxy
is its

uncertainty. For the decay chain Ξ−
b → ψ(2S)Ξ−, ψ(2S) → J/ψπ+π−, we require that the

two pion tracks each have dxy/σdxy
> 0.4. The pointing angle α between the Ξ− momentum

and the vector from the Ξ−
b decay vertex to the Ξ− vertex in the transverse plane must satisfy

cos α(Ξ−, Ξ−
b ) > 0.999. The analogous angle between the Ξ−

b momentum and the vector from
the PV to the Ξ−

b vertex is required to have cos α(Ξ−
b , PV) > 0.99. Additionally, the distance Lxy

between the PV and the Ξ−
b decay vertex in the transverse plane must fulfill the requirement

Lxy/σLxy
> 3, where σLxy

is its uncertainty.

For the Ξ−
b → J/ψΛK− decay channel, the J/ψ and Λ candidates are reconstructed in the same

way as described above, with the additional requirement pT(Λ) > 2 GeV. However, instead
of adding a pion track to the subsequent Ξ− → Λπ− fit, a charged particle track with a kaon
mass assignment is selected. The track must have pT > 1.4 GeV and satisfy the high-purity
requirement [50]. The Ξ−

b candidates are obtained by performing a kinematic vertex fit to the
µ+, µ−, Λ, and K− candidates, along with the same J/ψ mass constraint and PV selection as for
the Ξ−

b → ψΞ− channel. The kaon impact parameter significance must satisfy dxy/σdxy
> 0.5

with respect to the chosen PV. Because of the higher background in this channel more restrictive
kinematic and topological requirements are applied: pT(Ξ

−
b ) > 15 GeV and cos α(Ξ−

b , PV) >
0.999, along with the same requirements as above on the vertex fit and Lxy/σLxy

.

Since the lifetime of the excited Ξb states is expected to be negligible, the Ξ−
b π+ candidates are

formed by combining the selected Ξ−
b candidates with each charged particle track originating

from the PV and satisfying the loose requirement [50] as done in Ref. [62], which are given the
charged pion mass. The pion charge must be opposite to that of the pion from Ξ− → Λπ−
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or the kaon from Ξ−
b → J/ψΛK−. The mass difference variable ∆M = M(Ξ−

b π+)− M(Ξ−
b )−

mPDG
π+ is used instead of M(Ξ−

b π+) since it is characterized by a better mass resolution as the

effect of the Ξ−
b mass resolution is removed. From simulation studies, this variable is found to

be insensitive to potential mass shifts caused by the missing low-energy photon from the Σ0 →
Λγ decay. As developed in Ref. [63], the Ξ−

b candidate and all the tracks forming the PV are refit
to a common vertex, further improving the Ξ−

b π+ invariant mass resolution from 1.07 ± 0.07
to 0.74 ± 0.04 MeV (statistical uncertainties only), as determined from simulation studies. If
multiple Ξ∗0

b candidates (where the multiplicity comes from the soft pion reconstruction) in an
event pass the selection requirements (which happens in 10–15% of events depending on the
Ξ−

b channel), only the highest pT candidate is kept, which is found from simulation studies to
improve the signal purity.

4 Observation of the Ξ−
b → ψ(2S)Ξ− decay and studies of the Ξ−

b
signal

The invariant mass distributions of the selected J/ψΞ−, J/ψΛK−, and ψ(2S)Ξ− (with both
ψ(2S) → µ+µ− and ψ(2S) → J/ψπ+π−) candidates are shown in Fig. 2. An unbinned ex-
tended maximum likelihood fit is performed on each of these distributions. For all four chan-
nels, the signal component is described using the sum of two Gaussian functions with a com-
mon mean, whose widths and ratio between them are fixed to those determined from MC
simulation. However, both widths are allowed to scale by the same free parameter in the fit to
give a better description of the data. The background is described with a first-order polynomial
for the J/ψΞ− and ψ(2S)Ξ− channels, and an exponential function for the J/ψΛK−. In the latter
fit, the signal contribution from the partially reconstructed Ξ−

b → J/ψΣ0K− decays is taken into
account by including an asymmetric Gaussian (also known as skew normal) function in the fit,
whose shape parameters are fixed to those found from simulation studies.

Table 1: The number of signal events N, the mean Ξ−
b mass mfit

Ξ−
b

, and the effective Ξ−
b width

σeff from the fits to the Ξ−
b invariant mass distributions for each of the Ξ−

b decay channels. The
uncertainties are statistical only.

Decay channel N mfit
Ξ−

b
(MeV) σeff (MeV)

Ξ−
b → J/ψΞ− 846 ± 40 5797.1 ± 0.6 16.3 ± 1.0

Ξ−
b → J/ψΛK− 920 ± 98 5798.8 ± 0.9 11.9 ± 1.5

Ξ−
b → J/ψΣ0K− 880 ± 170 — —

Ξ−
b → ψ(2S)Ξ− (with ψ(2S) → µ+µ−) 74 ± 11 5797.7 ± 1.4 11.1 ± 2.0

Ξ−
b → ψ(2S)Ξ− (with ψ(2S) → J/ψπ+π−) 90 ± 14 5797.2 ± 1.7 13.1 ± 2.8

The number of signal events N, the mean Ξ−
b mass mfit

Ξ−
b

, and the effective Ξ−
b width σeff from

the fit are given in Table 1 for each of the Ξ−
b decay channels, along with their statistical un-

certainties. The value of σeff is calculated as
√

f1σ2
1 + (1 − f1)σ

2
2 , where σ1 (σ2) is the width of

the first (second) Gaussian, and f1 is the fraction of signal events from the fit associated with
the first Gaussian function. The measured resolution of the different channels is within the
expectations from the available phase space and the final state threshold proximity. The fitted
Ξ−

b mass values are consistent with the world-average value mPDG
Ξ−

b
= 5797.0 ± 0.6 MeV [34].

This is the first observation of the Ξ−
b → ψ(2S)Ξ− decay. Its local statistical significance is eval-
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Figure 2: Invariant mass distributions of the selected J/ψΞ− (upper left), J/ψΛK− (upper right),
and ψ(2S)Ξ− [lower row, with ψ(2S) → µ+µ− (left) and ψ(2S) → J/ψπ+π− (right) candi-
dates]. The data are shown by the points, while the vertical bars represent the statistical uncer-
tainties. The overall fit result is shown by the solid red curve, with the signal and background
contributions given by the solid green and dashed blue curves, respectively. The vertical lines
around each peak display the mass window required for a Ξ−

b candidate to be used in the Ξ∗0
b

studies. The dotted-dashed curve in the upper right plot shows the fitted contribution from
the Ξ−

b → J/ψΣ0K− decay, with the accompanying vertical dotted lines indicating the mass
window for this mode.

uated with the likelihood ratio technique, comparing the likelihood value from a fit to a signal-
plus-background hypothesis to that for a background-only hypothesis. Since the conditions of
Wilks’ theorem [64] are satisfied, the asymptotic formulae of Ref. [65] (Eqs. (12) and (52)) are
used to determine the Ξ−

b → ψ(2S)Ξ− signal significance, which is found to be well above 5
standard deviations for both the ψ(2S) → µ+µ− and ψ(2S) → J/ψπ+π− modes.

For the Ξ−
b π+ studies described in the next section, the Ξ−

b candidates must have an invariant
mass within 40 (30) MeV of the mfit

Ξ−
b

value for the J/ψΞ− and ψ(2S)Ξ− (J/ψΛK−) decay chan-

nels. This corresponds to about (2.5–3) times σeff, as shown by the solid vertical lines around
the peaks in Fig. 2. For the partially reconstructed J/ψΣ0K− decay channel, a mass window of
5.63–5.76 GeV, as in Ref. [13] and shown by the vertical dotted lines in Fig. 2 (upper right), is
used for the reconstructed Ξ−

b mass.
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5 Studies of the Ξ∗0
b baryon

The measured ∆M distributions found by combining the selected Ξ−
b candidates, as defined in

Section 4, with charged particle tracks, consistent with coming from the PV and assumed to be
pions, are shown in Fig. 3. The distributions are shown separately for the Ξ−

b → J/ψΞ−, Ξ−
b →

ψ(2S)Ξ− (combined ψ(2S) → J/ψπ+π− and ψ(2S) → µ+µ− modes), Ξ−
b → J/ψΛK−, and

Ξ−
b → J/ψΣ0K− channels. A significant near-threshold peak is evident in all 4 distributions,

in agreement with previous CMS [5] and LHCb [6, 15] results. The ∆M distribution for the
same-sign Ξ−

b π− control sample is also displayed in Fig. 3. It shows no evidence of a peak and
is consistent with the Ξ−

b π+ combinatorial background. No other structures are observed in
this ∆M region for either the Ξ−

b π+ or Ξ−
b π− distributions.
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Figure 3: The mass difference ∆M distribution of the selected Ξ−
b π± candidates for the decay

channel labeled on each plot. The points show the correct-sign combinations and the blue
bands the wrong-sign. The vertical bars on the points and the length of the bands represent the
statistical uncertainties in each distribution, respectively.

We fit the Ξ∗0
b signal using a relativistic Breit–Wigner function, which accounts for the non-

negligible natural width Γ(Ξ∗0
b ), convolved with a Gaussian function describing the invariant

mass resolution, whose parameters are extracted from MC simulation. Lattice QCD calcula-
tions [66] give Γ(Ξ∗0

b ) = 0.51 ± 0.16 MeV, the 3P0 model predicts 0.85 MeV [67], and the latest
LHCb result finds Γ(Ξ∗0

b ) = 0.87 ± 0.06 ± 0.05 MeV [15]. The simulation studies predict that
the invariant mass resolution is slightly different for each Ξ−

b baryon decay channel, except for
the Ξ−

b → J/ψΣ0K− mode, where the missing low-energy photon from the Σ0 baryon decay
produces a much wider peak with a 26% larger mass resolution. In all cases, the measured
widths from the fully reconstructed decay modes are in agreement within their uncertainties.
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An unbinned extended maximum likelihood simultaneous fit of all four channels is applied,
where the Ξ∗0

b mass and natural width are constrained to be equal for all the channels, while
the mass resolutions, yields, and background parameters are different. The background com-
ponent is modeled with a threshold function (∆M)α, where α is a free parameter. The fit results
are shown in Fig. 4, and the fitted signal yields are given in Table 2.

The measured mass difference and natural width of the Ξ∗0
b state are ∆Mfit = 15.810± 0.077 MeV

and Γ(Ξ∗0
b ) = 0.87 +0.22

−0.20 MeV, respectively, where the uncertainties are statistical only.
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Figure 4: Results of the simultaneous fits to the ∆M invariant mass distributions for the Ξ∗0
b

candidates in the decay channels given in each plot. The points show the data, with the vertical
bars representing the statistical uncertainty. The solid red curve displays the overall fit result,
with the solid green and dashed blue curves showing the signal and background contributions,
respectively.

Table 2: The fitted signal yields of the Ξ∗0
b → Ξ−

b π+ decay for each of the listed Ξ−
b decay

channels. Uncertainties are statistical only.

Decay channel N(Ξ∗0
b )

Ξ−
b → J/ψΞ− 97 +13

−12

Ξ−
b → ψ(2S)Ξ− 24 +6

−5

Ξ−
b → J/ψΛK− 124 +17

−16

Ξ−
b → J/ψΣ0K− 155 +22

−20
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6 Efficiency and production ratio measurements
While in general the analysis uses events collected by a combination of different dimuon HLT
paths, for the measurements of the ratios of efficiencies and the resulting branching fractions
and production cross sections, a single dedicated trigger suitable for the decay topology is
required in order to simplify the efficiency estimations and reduce the trigger-related system-
atic uncertainty. For the Ξ−

b → J/ψΞ− and Ξ−
b → ψ(2S)Ξ− channels, we use an inclusive

dimuon HLT path, requiring the presence in the event of a J/ψ (ψ(2S)) meson with pT exceed-
ing 25 (18) GeV and decaying into two OS muons. This HLT path is only used for the 2017–2018
sample, while for the 2016 sample the similar trigger requires a minimum pT of 20 (13) GeV for
the J/ψ (ψ(2S)) meson. In the case of the Ξ−

b → J/ψΛK− channel, we use an HLT path requir-
ing the presence of a J/ψ → µ+µ− decay and an additional track consistent with originating
from the dimuon vertex and having dxy/σdxy

> 2. The dimuon vertex must also be displaced
from the PV, by requiring Lxy/σLxy

> 3.

These requirements are much stricter than those discussed in Section 3 — most ψ from Ξ−
b

decays are populated within the 10–20 GeV range of pT. Thus, using them causes a significant
decrease in the signal yields for the ψΞ− channels. Redoing the fitting procedure with the
new requirements leads to total signal yields of 103+14

−13 and 38+8
−7 for Ξ−

b → J/ψΞ− and Ξ−
b →

ψ(2S)Ξ− (ψ(2S) → µ+µ− mode), respectively. The Ξ−
b → J/ψΛK− signal with the tighter

HLT requirement results in 606+67
−64 events. The fits to the Ξ∗0

b → Ξ−
b π+ ∆M distributions are

performed separately for each of the decay channels, with Γ(Ξ∗0
b ) fixed to the value found

from the simultaneous fit. The resulting signal yields are 13 ± 4 and 74 ± 11 for the J/ψΞ− and
J/ψΛK− decay modes, respectively.

The efficiencies for the signal and normalization channels are calculated using simulated MC
samples of events that have passed the more-restrictive HLT paths described above. The total
efficiency includes several factorizable contributions such as the trigger, detector acceptance,
and decay channel reconstruction efficiencies. The detector acceptance term is calculated as
the ratio of the number of generator-level events within the CMS kinematic acceptance to the
number of generated events without any restrictions (within the full phase space region). Ef-
ficiencies for different years of data taking are estimated separately and then combined with
weights corresponding to the integrated luminosity collected in each year.

Since we measure branching fractions and production cross sections with respect to normaliza-
tion channels, only the ratios of such efficiencies are needed. Thus, for example, the systematic
uncertainties associated with the muon, charged particle track, and Λ candidate reconstruc-
tion are reduced. Table 3 reports three efficiency ratios, where the first is used in measuring
the quantity R, the ratio of branching fractions defined in Eq. (1), and the latter two for find-
ing the Ξ∗0

b / Ξ−
b production cross section ratio using two different decay channels: J/ψΞ− and

J/ψΛK−.

Table 3: The measured efficiency ratios and their statistical uncertainties.

Efficiency ratio Value
ϵ(Ξ−

b → J/ψΞ−)/ϵ(Ξ−
b → ψ(2S)Ξ−, ψ(2S) → µ+µ−) 0.304 ± 0.014

ϵ(Ξ−
b → J/ψΞ−)/ϵ(Ξ∗0

b → Ξ−
b π+, Ξ−

b → J/ψΞ−) 1.645 ± 0.108
ϵ(Ξ−

b → J/ψΛK−)/ϵ(Ξ∗0
b → Ξ−

b π+, Ξ−
b → J/ψΛK−) 1.941 ± 0.085

Using the measured signal yields, the efficiency ratio, and Eq. (1), we determine the ratio R
of the branching fraction for the newly observed Ξ−

b → ψ(2S)Ξ− decay to that of the Ξ−
b →
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J/ψΞ− decay to be
R = 0.84+0.21

−0.19,

where the uncertainty is coming from the uncertainty in the measured yields. The uncertainty
in the ratio of efficiencies is treated separately as a systematic uncertainty, as described in Sec-
tion 7.1.

Applying Eq. (2), the ratio RΞ∗0
b

of the Ξ∗0
b to Ξ−

b production is separately measured using two

Ξ−
b decay channels: J/ψΞ− and J/ψΛK−. The results are

RJ/ψΞ−

Ξ∗0
b

= 0.21 ± 0.07

and
RJ/ψΛK−

Ξ∗0
b

= 0.24 ± 0.04,

where the uncertainties are statistical only (again, the efficiency uncertainties are discussed in
Section 7.1). Both values, obtained with fully independent data and simulation samples, are in
good agreement with each other and with the previous measurement by the LHCb Collabora-
tion [6].

7 Systematic uncertainties
The systematic uncertainties in the measurements given above are divided into two categories.
The first is related to the uncertainties in the measured efficiency ratios and the Ξ−

b and Ξ∗0
b

signal yields. The second covers the uncertainties in the measured mass difference and natural
width of the Ξ∗0

b baryon.

7.1 Systematic uncertainties in the measured ratios

Many systematic uncertainties related to muon reconstruction and identification, trigger effects
and efficiencies, and charged particle track and Λ candidate reconstruction cancel out in the
measured ratio R due to the identical topologies of the Ξ−

b → ψ(2S)Ξ− and Ξ−
b → J/ψΞ−

decays. There is a similar cancellation in the determination of the production cross section
ratio RΞ∗0

b
, where the only topological difference between Ξ∗0

b and Ξ−
b is an additional track

from the Ξ∗0
b → Ξ−

b π+ decay.

The systematic uncertainty related to the choice of fit functions used to describe the signal and
background shapes in the invariant mass fits is evaluated by varying the functions used and
recording the change in the number of signal events. For the three Ξ−

b decay channels, we first
perform the fit with the resolution scaling parameter for the sum of two Gaussian functions
set to unity and note the change in the fit results. We then use a Student’s t distribution [68]
to model the signal, with the mean and the width allowed to be free and the n parameter
(corresponding to the number of degrees of freedom) fixed from the simulation. This function,
being symmetric and bell-shaped, also models a heavy-tailed distribution and thus is found
to be a reliable alternative to the sum of two Gaussian functions. A single Gaussian function
with free parameters is also tried for fitting the ψ(2S)Ξ− and J/ψΞ− signals. Using the largest
change in the number of events, the resulting systematic uncertainty in R from this source is
8.8%.

Two alternative background functions are considered in fitting the J/ψΞ− and ψ(2S)Ξ− invari-
ant mass distributions: an exponential function and a second-order polynomial. For the more
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complicated background shape in the J/ψΛK− distribution, we switch from an exponential
function to a second-order polynomial. The resulting systematic uncertainty in R from this
source is estimated as 4.5%. The combined signal-plus-background Ξ−

b fit model uncertainties

are estimated as 4.0 and 6.9% in the RJ/ψΞ−

Ξ∗0
b

and RJ/ψΛK−

Ξ∗0
b

values, respectively.

The alternative functions used in fitting the Ξ∗0
b → Ξ−

b π+ ∆M distribution are described in
the next subsection when the systematic uncertainties in the measured Ξ∗0

b mass and width
are discussed. The resulting systematic uncertainties due to the fitting functions in the RΞ∗0

b
production cross section ratio are 7.7 and 6.7% for the J/ψΞ− and J/ψΛK− decay modes, re-
spectively.

For the R measurement, given that we are using different HLT paths for the Ξ−
b → J/ψΞ− and

the Ξ−
b → ψ(2S)Ξ− signals, a cross-check of the correctness and robustness of such a proce-

dure is performed. The similar branching fraction ratio RB+ = B(B+ → ψ(2S)K+)/B(B+ →
J/ψK+) was measured with the triggers we use for the Ξ−

b signals, and the resulting value of
0.601 ± 0.030 is consistent with the world-average value [34] 0.605 ± 0.021. The 5% precision
of the RB+ value is taken conservatively as an additional systematic uncertainty in the R mea-
surement.

As mentioned above, an additional source of uncertainty in the RΞ∗0
b

measurement comes from

identifying the extra pion in the Ξ∗0
b → Ξ−

b π+ decay. The uncertainty in the tracking recon-
struction efficiency for the low-pT pion is estimated as 5.2% [69].

The uncertainty related to the finite size of the MC samples is also considered as a systematic
uncertainty. It is estimated from the statistical uncertainty in the determinations of the effi-
ciency ratios from the MC simulation. This corresponds to a systematic uncertainty of 4.6% in
R, and 6.5 and 4.4% in RΞ∗0

b
for the J/ψΞ− and J/ψΛK− modes, respectively.

The systematic uncertainties in the R and RΞ∗0
b

measurements are summarized in Tables 4 and

5, respectively, along with the total systematic uncertainties, calculated from the sum in quadra-
ture of the individual sources.

Table 4: Systematic uncertainties in percent in the ratio R from the different sources and the
total uncertainty.

Source Uncertainty (%)
Signal model 8.8
Background model 4.5
RB+ uncertainty 5.0
MC finite size 4.6

Total 12.0

7.2 Systematic uncertainties in the Ξ∗0
b baryon mass and width measurements

Several sources of systematic uncertainty are considered in the simultaneous measurement of
the Ξ∗0

b baryon mass difference and natural width. To evaluate the systematic uncertainties
related to the choice of functions used to fit the Ξ∗0

b ∆M distributions, alternative functions are
chosen and the maximum changes in the results of the fit are used to estimate the correspond-
ing systematic uncertainty. We use a Student’s t-distribution [68] as the alternative function
to describe the invariant mass resolution, with the shape parameters determined from MC
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Table 5: Systematic uncertainties in percent in the ratio RΞ∗0
b

from the different sources and the

total uncertainty, separately for the J/ψΞ− and J/ψΛK− decay modes.

Source J/ψΞ− (%) J/ψΛK− (%)
Ξ−

b fit model 4.0 6.9
Ξ∗0

b fit model 7.7 6.7
Tracking efficiency 5.2 5.2
MC finite size 6.5 4.4

Total 12.0 11.8

simulation. Fitting the data distributions leads to estimates for the systematic uncertainty of
±0.003 MeV in the mass difference, while the change in the natural width is negligible.

We also vary the function used to describe the background in the fit. We use the threshold func-
tion described earlier, multiplied by a first-order polynomial, except for the Ξ−

b → ψ(2S)Ξ−

decay channel, where the number of events is too small to allow a reasonable fit to the back-
ground for functions with more parameters. Another alternative model uses the baseline back-
ground model to fit the same-sign Ξ−

b π− distributions. The α values obtained in these fits are
then used as fixed parameters of the simultaneous fit. From this, we estimate systematic un-
certainties from this source of ±0.002 and ±0.04 MeV in the mass difference and natural width,
respectively.

The systematic uncertainty coming from the choice of the fit range is estimated by varying the
∆M fit region from [0, 0.05] to [0, 0.09]GeV. The maximum deviation of the fit parameters is
used as the systematic uncertainty, giving ±0.023 and ±0.13 MeV in the mass difference and
natural width, respectively.

The signal shape for the Ξ∗0
b ∆M distribution is fit with a Gaussian resolution function, con-

volved with a relativistic Breit–Wigner (RBW) and a Blatt–Weisskopf barrier factor [70], with
the radial parameter in these functions set to r = 3.5 GeV−1 and the angular momentum (spin)
to ℓ = 1. To determine the systematic uncertainty associated with these choices, the fit is re-
peated with the value of r varied in the range 1–5 GeV−1 and ℓ set to 0 or 2. The change in r
has a negligible effect, while the spin change leads to systematic uncertainties of ±0.022 and
±0.02 MeV in the mass difference and natural width measurements, respectively.

For the Ξ−
b → J/ψΞ− channel, we verify that the mass resolutions obtained in data and sim-

ulation agree to within the combined uncertainty of 7.5%. We obtain a systematic uncertainty
associated with any potential disagreement in the ∆M mass resolution between data and sim-
ulation by repeating the Ξ∗0

b fit with the resolutions from MC scaled up or down by 1.075.
The resulting systematic uncertainties are ±0.004 and ±0.08 MeV for the mass difference and
natural width, respectively.

The systematic uncertainties described above are summarized in Table 6, together with the total
systematic uncertainties, found from the quadrature sum of those from the individual sources.

8 Results
Our final result for the ratio of the branching fractions for the Ξ−

b → ψ(2S)Ξ− decay with
respect to the Ξ−

b → J/ψΞ− normalization mode is

R =
B(Ξ−

b → ψ(2S)Ξ−)

B(Ξ−
b → J/ψΞ−)

= 0.84+0.21
−0.19 (stat) ± 0.10 (syst) ± 0.02 (B),
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Table 6: The systematic uncertainties in MeV in the measurement of the Ξ∗0
b mass difference

and natural width from each of the sources, along with the total uncertainties.

Source ∆M (MeV) Γ(Ξ∗0
b ) (MeV)

Signal model 0.003 < 0.01
Background model 0.002 0.04
Fit range 0.023 0.13
RBW shape 0.022 0.02
Mass resolution 0.004 0.08

Total 0.032 0.16

where the uncertainties are statistical, systematic, and related to the uncertainties in the J/ψ and
ψ(2S) branching fractions, respectively. For the last term of Eq. (1), we used the lepton univer-
sality assumption of B(J/ψ → µ+µ−)/B(ψ(2S) → µ+µ−) = B(J/ψ → e+e−)/B(ψ(2S) →
e+e−) = 7.53 ± 0.17 from the PDG [34], since the dielectron modes are measured more pre-
cisely than the dimuon ones.

Including the systematic uncertainties described in the previous section, the Ξ∗0
b mass differ-

ence and natural width are found to be

M(Ξ∗0
b )− M(Ξ−

b )− mPDG(π±) = 15.810 ± 0.077 (stat) ± 0.032 (syst) MeV,

Γ(Ξ∗0
b ) = 0.87+0.22

−0.20 (stat) ± 0.16 (syst) MeV.

Using the world-average Ξ−
b baryon mass [34], our ∆Mfit value corresponds to a Ξ∗0

b mass of
5952.4± 0.1 (stat+syst)± 0.6 (mΞ−

b
)MeV, where the first uncertainty includes the statistical and

systematic components and the last comes from the uncertainty in the Ξ−
b mass. These mea-

surements of the Ξ∗0
b baryon mass and width are significantly more precise than the previous

CMS results [5] and in agreement with those obtained by the LHCb experiment [6, 15]. Their
recent measurement, using data corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 9 fb−1, reported
∆M = 15.80 ± 0.02 ± 0.01 MeV and Γ(Ξ∗0

b ) = 0.87 ± 0.06 ± 0.05 MeV [15].

Finally, our measurement of the inclusive ratio of the Ξ∗0
b and Ξ−

b production cross sections
gives

RΞ∗0
b

=
σ(pp → Ξ∗0

b X)B(Ξ∗0
b → Ξ−

b π+)

σ(pp → Ξ−
b X)

= 0.23 ± 0.04 (stat) ± 0.02 (syst),

where we used the BLUE procedure [71–73] to combine the results from the Ξ−
b → J/ψΞ− and

Ξ−
b → J/ψΛK− decay modes. The statistical and systematic uncertainties are assumed to be

uncorrelated, except for the tracking efficiency, which we treat as correlated.

9 Summary and conclusions
In this article, we present the first observation of the Ξ−

b → ψ(2S)Ξ− decay. We use data from
LHC proton-proton (pp) collisions at

√
s = 13 TeV, collected by the CMS experiment during

2016–2018, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 140 fb−1. We measure the ratio of the
branching fraction for the new decay to that for Ξ−

b → J/ψΞ− to be

R =
B(Ξ−

b → ψ(2S)Ξ−)

B(Ξ−
b → J/ψΞ−)

= 0.84+0.21
−0.19 (stat) ± 0.10 (syst) ± 0.02 (B),

where the last uncertainty comes from the uncertainties in the J/ψ and ψ(2S) branching frac-
tions.



15

This result is consistent with analogous measured ratios from B(s) and Λ0
b decays such as B+ →

ψK+, B0 → ψK0
S, B0

s → ψϕ, and Λ0
b → ψΛ, whose values are in the range 0.5–0.6 [34] (here

ψ refers to the J/ψ and ψ(2S) mesons). In general, currently existing results for such ratios do
not form any clear and unambiguous pattern. New measurements, such as the one reported
here, and corresponding theoretical predictions are required to build a robust model that can
reliably describe b hardon decays to charmonium states.

We reconstruct Ξ∗0
b candidates using the Ξ∗0

b → Ξ−
b π+ decay mode by combining tracks from

the proton-proton collision vertex with Ξ−
b candidates from four different decay modes. A

simultaneous fit of all decay modes is used to extract the mass difference and natural width,
which are consistent with our previous results [5], but with much better precision. They are
also in agreement with the LHCb measurements [6, 15]. Using the world-average value for the
Ξ−

b baryon mass [34], we measure the mass of the Ξ∗0
b baryon to be

M(Ξ∗0
b ) = 5952.4 ± 0.1 (stat+syst) ± 0.6 (mΞ−

b
)MeV,

where the last uncertainty comes from the uncertainty in the Ξ−
b baryon mass. We measure the

natural width to be Γ(Ξ∗0
b ) = 0.87+0.22

−0.20 (stat) ± 0.16 (syst) MeV.

Finally, our determination of the Ξ∗0
b / Ξ−

b relative production rate RΞ∗0
b

= 0.23 ± 0.04 (stat) ±
0.02 (syst) is in good agreement with the LHCb result [6] of 0.28± 0.03± 0.01 and is of a similar
precision. From the measured values of this ratio, we conclude that about 1/4 of Ξ−

b baryons
are produced from the Ξ∗0

b → Ξ−
b π+ decay. The other major Ξ∗0

b decay is Ξ∗0
b → Ξ0

bπ0.
Since B(Ξ∗

b → Ξbπ) should be close to 100%, we expect B(Ξ∗0
b → Ξ−

b π+) ≈ 2B(Ξ∗0
b →

Ξ0
bπ0) ≈ 2/3, where the factor of 2 comes from isospin differences and the Clebsch–Gordan

coefficients [34]. Incorporating this estimate of B(Ξ∗0
b → Ξ−

b π+) into our results for the ratio
of production cross sections, we find that σ(pp → Ξ∗0

b X)/σ(pp → Ξ−
b X) ≈ 1/3. If the rel-

ative production rate for Ξ∗−
b to Ξ−

b follows the same scheme, the corresponding ratio can be
estimated as RΞ∗−

b
= [σ(pp → Ξ∗−

b X)B(Ξ∗−
b → Ξ−

b π0)]/σ(pp → Ξ−
b X) ≈ 1/3 × 1/3 = 1/9.

Thus, we can conclude that about a third of the Ξ−
b baryons are produced from Ξ∗

b decays.

Since decays from higher-mass excited Ξb baryons are also possible, such as the Ξb(6227) dou-
blet reported by the LHCb experiment [11, 12], less than two thirds of the Ξ−

b baryons are
expected to be directly produced from pp collisions. It is clear that further studies of different
ground- and excited-state Ξb baryons are needed to fully understand this family of baryons.
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P. Chatagnona , F. Ferroa , E. Robuttia , S. Tosia ,b

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2565-1718
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7953-4683
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6645-6244
https://orcid.org/0009-0004-0928-7922
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1770-5309
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2405-915X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3815-5222
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3136-1653
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9566-2490
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6545-0350
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3744-5332
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6407-6974
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1989-6703
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0870-8420
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2121-3932
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4671-815X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0638-4378
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7716-4981
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6871-3937
https://orcid.org/0009-0000-1318-8266
https://orcid.org/0009-0007-8224-4664
https://orcid.org/0009-0001-2997-7523
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3294-2345
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5145-3777
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4446-0258
https://orcid.org/0009-0006-1708-8119
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6604-1011
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9440-7028
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8073-5140
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6886-0726
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5741-3357
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9810-7743
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8367-6257
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1425-076X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6501-4137
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2212-5715
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6131-5987
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9034-598X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5754-0388
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8727-7544
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6808-1335
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0711-6319
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6153-3044
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9361-3142
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0625-6811
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8240-1913
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3719-8041
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7069-0252
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9470-1320
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2546-5341
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5391-7689
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8431-3922
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3198-3025
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9082-5924
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9938-2680
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1089-6317
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3279-6114
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1291-4005
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5460-2638
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1094-5038
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7804-5514
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7165-1017
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7912-4062
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8985-4891
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1924-983X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6833-3758
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1434-1968
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6925-8649
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9285-8631
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0969-7284
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4499-7562
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3753-3068
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0835-9574
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8679-4443
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4485-1897
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2527-0456
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0326-7515
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2510-5039
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8614-0420
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0780-8785
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8446-9660
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2256-4117
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2926-2691
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6368-7220
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3539-4313
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5998-3070
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6013-8293
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3249-9208
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8932-0283
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1233-8100
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6377-800X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7961-4889
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7996-7139
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6253-8656
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5973-1305
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9746-4842
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3528-4125
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9919-0569
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9964-015X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5071-5501
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0739-3153
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5152-9006
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1738-8676
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4662-3305
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6396-622X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3010-4516
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3232-9380
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1947-3396
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4952-3799
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7997-0306
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3763-5267
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4098-3502
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6927-8807
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7297-2624
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9161-3990
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3592-9509
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0791-3350
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1909-6343
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2363-8889
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8300-4124
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8233-7277
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5404-543X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4705-9582
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7663-0805
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9038-4500
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7275-9193


29

INFN Sezione di Milano-Bicoccaa, Università di Milano-Bicoccab, Milano, Italy
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Laboratório de Instrumentação e Fı́sica Experimental de Partı́culas, Lisboa, Portugal
M. Araujo , D. Bastos , C. Beirão Da Cruz E Silva , A. Boletti , M. Bozzo ,
T. Camporesi , G. Da Molin , P. Faccioli , M. Gallinaro , J. Hollar , N. Leonardo ,
T. Niknejad , A. Petrilli , M. Pisano , J. Seixas , J. Varela , J.W. Wulff

Faculty of Physics, University of Belgrade, Belgrade, Serbia
P. Adzic , P. Milenovic

VINCA Institute of Nuclear Sciences, University of Belgrade, Belgrade, Serbia
M. Dordevic , J. Milosevic , V. Rekovic
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D. Moran , C. M. Morcillo Perez , Á. Navarro Tobar , C. Perez Dengra , A. Pérez-
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S. Sánchez Navas , L. Urda Gómez , J. Vazquez Escobar , C. Willmott

Universidad Autónoma de Madrid, Madrid, Spain
J.F. de Trocóniz

Universidad de Oviedo, Instituto Universitario de Ciencias y Tecnologı́as Espaciales de
Asturias (ICTEA), Oviedo, Spain
B. Alvarez Gonzalez , J. Cuevas , J. Fernandez Menendez , S. Folgueras , I. Gon-
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California Institute of Technology, Pasadena, California, USA
A. Bornheim , O. Cerri, A. Latorre, J. Mao , H.B. Newman , G. Reales Gutiérrez,
M. Spiropulu , J.R. Vlimant , C. Wang , S. Xie , R.Y. Zhu

Carnegie Mellon University, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, USA
J. Alison , S. An , M.B. Andrews , P. Bryant , M. Cremonesi, V. Dutta , T. Ferguson ,
A. Harilal , C. Liu , T. Mudholkar , S. Murthy , P. Palit , M. Paulini , A. Roberts ,
A. Sanchez , W. Terrill

University of Colorado Boulder, Boulder, Colorado, USA
J.P. Cumalat , W.T. Ford , A. Hart , A. Hassani , G. Karathanasis , N. Manganelli ,
A. Perloff , C. Savard , N. Schonbeck , K. Stenson , K.A. Ulmer , S.R. Wagner ,
N. Zipper , D. Zuolo

Cornell University, Ithaca, New York, USA
J. Alexander , S. Bright-Thonney , X. Chen , D.J. Cranshaw , J. Fan , X. Fan ,
S. Hogan , P. Kotamnives, J. Monroy , M. Oshiro , J.R. Patterson , J. Reichert ,
M. Reid , A. Ryd , J. Thom , P. Wittich , R. Zou

Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory, Batavia, Illinois, USA
M. Albrow , M. Alyari , O. Amram , G. Apollinari , A. Apresyan , L.A.T. Bauerdick ,
D. Berry , J. Berryhill , P.C. Bhat , K. Burkett , J.N. Butler , A. Canepa , G.B. Cerati ,
H.W.K. Cheung , F. Chlebana , G. Cummings , J. Dickinson , I. Dutta , V.D. Elvira ,
Y. Feng , J. Freeman , A. Gandrakota , Z. Gecse , L. Gray , D. Green, A. Grummer ,
S. Grünendahl , D. Guerrero , O. Gutsche , R.M. Harris , R. Heller , T.C. Herwig ,
J. Hirschauer , L. Horyn , B. Jayatilaka , S. Jindariani , M. Johnson , U. Joshi ,
T. Klijnsma , B. Klima , K.H.M. Kwok , S. Lammel , D. Lincoln , R. Lipton , T. Liu ,
C. Madrid , K. Maeshima , C. Mantilla , D. Mason , P. McBride , P. Merkel ,
S. Mrenna , S. Nahn , J. Ngadiuba , D. Noonan , V. Papadimitriou , N. Pastika ,
K. Pedro , C. Pena85 , F. Ravera , A. Reinsvold Hall86 , L. Ristori , E. Sexton-
Kennedy , N. Smith , A. Soha , L. Spiegel , S. Stoynev , J. Strait , L. Taylor ,
S. Tkaczyk , N.V. Tran , L. Uplegger , E.W. Vaandering , A. Whitbeck , I. Zoi

University of Florida, Gainesville, Florida, USA
C. Aruta , P. Avery , D. Bourilkov , L. Cadamuro , P. Chang , V. Cherepanov ,
R.D. Field, E. Koenig , M. Kolosova , J. Konigsberg , A. Korytov , K. Matchev ,
N. Menendez , G. Mitselmakher , K. Mohrman , A. Muthirakalayil Madhu ,
N. Rawal , D. Rosenzweig , S. Rosenzweig , J. Wang

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3293-5305
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0175-5731
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7273-4009
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5879-6326
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0505-4908
https://orcid.org/0009-0009-5683-4614
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0922-9587
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0262-3132
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6834-1176
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5076-7096
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5621-7706
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2155-8260
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2445-1060
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1386-0232
https://orcid.org/0009-0000-4634-0797
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0156-1251
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8200-9425
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2533-3402
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3122-0594
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3303-6301
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2902-5597
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2076-5126
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1736-8795
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8800-0045
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2270-0492
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5912-6124
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4112-7457
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6108-4004
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0518-3286
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0636-1846
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8978-8177
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9850-2030
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2072-6082
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3895-717X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6890-7624
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9838-8327
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5189-146X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1557-4424
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2328-677X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9800-7822
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8752-1946
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4965-0747
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0959-9211
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7887-1728
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0128-0871
https://orcid.org/0009-0002-8988-9987
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0964-1480
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8172-7081
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9705-101X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0117-7196
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2509-5731
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3091-7461
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0843-1641
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9740-1622
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5537-4518
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8145-6322
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5958-829X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5822-3731
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9625-1987
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3100-7294
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9352-8140
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1277-9168
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1948-029X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6714-5787
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5139-0550
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5431-6989
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2078-8419
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6032-5857
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8703-6943
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2349-6582
https://orcid.org/0009-0008-4322-7682
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5115-5828
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3398-4531
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5230-0396
https://orcid.org/0009-0000-7507-0570
https://orcid.org/0009-0008-3430-7269
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4888-205X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6875-9177
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9269-5772
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4805-8020
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3072-1020
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2046-342X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1889-7824
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8157-1328
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7498-2129
https://orcid.org/0009-0003-3728-9960
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2067-0127
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3657-2281
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7394-4710
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2200-7516
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3815-3649
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2110-8021
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7706-1416
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5849-1912
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4870-8468
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7401-2181
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0542-1264
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7329-4925
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9268-3360
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3765-3123
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5212-5396
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6186-0130
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7170-9012
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5383-8320
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8124-3033
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3370-9246
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2284-4744
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0745-8618
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4045-3998
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3548-0262
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6389-9357
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8762-8559
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8045-7806
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5450-5328
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0953-4503
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4446-4395
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2812-338X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3415-5671
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4860-3233
https://orcid.org/0009-0009-6561-3418
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6408-4288
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2752-1183
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4857-0294
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5552-5400
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8015-9622
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1461-3425
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7368-6723
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4280-6382
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8244-0805
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9512-4932
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7912-5612
https://orcid.org/0009-0000-7046-6533
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7757-8458
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8375-0760
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1675-6040
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3691-7625
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8693-6146
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0027-635X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0599-7407
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6665-7289
https://orcid.org/0009-0007-6522-5605
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3301-2246
https://orcid.org/0009-0000-2822-897X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0177-5903
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0074-5390
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6159-7750
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4727-5442
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8731-160X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8949-0178
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0055-2935
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3932-3769
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0690-7186
https://orcid.org/0009-0006-0993-6245
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2260-9151
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4500-7930
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3632-0287
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1653-8553
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1950-2492
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9171-1980
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0324-3054
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5968-1192
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9672-1328
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4563-7702
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7233-8348
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6584-2538
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7642-5185
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8440-6854
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9202-803X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3207-6950
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4224-5164
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5738-9446
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9524-3264
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0609-627X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0260-4935
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8789-610X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2095-6320
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6748-4850
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0884-7922
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5838-2158
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6850-8765
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9239-3398
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4182-9096
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3295-3194
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5745-3658
https://orcid.org/0009-0007-2940-0496
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1209-3032
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7734-3170
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3687-5189
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5613-1507
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3879-4873


36

Florida State University, Tallahassee, Florida, USA
T. Adams , A. Al Kadhim , A. Askew , S. Bower , R. Habibullah , V. Hagopian ,
R. Hashmi , R.S. Kim , S. Kim , T. Kolberg , G. Martinez, H. Prosper , P.R. Prova,
M. Wulansatiti , R. Yohay , J. Zhang

Florida Institute of Technology, Melbourne, Florida, USA
B. Alsufyani, M.M. Baarmand , S. Butalla , S. Das , T. Elkafrawy55 , M. Hohlmann ,
R. Kumar Verma , M. Rahmani, E. Yanes

University of Illinois Chicago, Chicago, USA, Chicago, USA
M.R. Adams , A. Baty , C. Bennett, R. Cavanaugh , R. Escobar Franco , O. Ev-
dokimov , C.E. Gerber , M. Hawksworth, A. Hingrajiya, D.J. Hofman , J.h. Lee ,
D. S. Lemos , A.H. Merrit , C. Mills , S. Nanda , G. Oh , B. Ozek , D. Pilipovic ,
R. Pradhan , E. Prifti, T. Roy , S. Rudrabhatla , M.B. Tonjes , N. Varelas ,
M.A. Wadud , Z. Ye , J. Yoo

The University of Iowa, Iowa City, Iowa, USA
M. Alhusseini , D. Blend, K. Dilsiz87 , L. Emediato , G. Karaman , O.K. Köseyan , J.-
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P. Kodyš , T. Koga , S. Kohani , K. Kojima , A. Korobov , S. Korpar , E. Kovalenko , R. Kowalewski ,
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We present GFlaT, a new algorithm that uses a graph-neural-network to determine the flavor
of neutral B mesons produced in Υ(4S) decays. It improves previous algorithms by using the
information from all charged final-state particles and the relations between them. We evaluate
its performance using B decays to flavor-specific hadronic final states reconstructed in a 362 fb

−1

sample of electron-positron collisions collected at the Υ(4S) resonance with the Belle II detector
at the SuperKEKB collider. We achieve an effective tagging efficiency of (37.40 ± 0.43 ± 0.36)%,
where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second systematic, which is 18% better than the
previous Belle II algorithm. Demonstrating the algorithm, we use B

0 → J/ψK
0
S decays to measure

the mixing-induced and direct CP violation parameters, S = (0.724 ± 0.035 ± 0.014) and C =
(−0.035± 0.026± 0.013).

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

In the standard model, CP violation arises from an
irreducible complex phase in the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa (CKM) matrix [1]. Measurements of mixing-

induced CP violation in B0 meson decays constrain the
values of the CKM-unitarity-triangle angles ϕ1 and ϕ2,

1

helping us probe for sources of CP violation beyond
the standard model. For example, we learn ϕ1 from
B0 → J/ψK0 [2–4] and ϕ2 from B0 → (ππ)0 [5–7],

(ρρ)0 [8–10]. These measurements require knowledge of
the neutral B meson flavor. At B factory experiments,
B0 and B0 mesons are produced in pairs from e+e− col-
lisions at the Υ(4S) resonance. Since their states are
entangled, tagging the flavor of one of the mesons, Btag,
at the time of its decay determines the flavor of the other
one, Bsig, at the same time [11, 12].
The Belle II [13] experiment reported results using a

flavor tagger [14–16] based on algorithms developed by
the Belle and BABAR experiments [2, 17]. It uses the kine-
matic, topology, particle-identification, and charge infor-
mation of charged final-state particles in the Btag decay
to infer if they originated from categories of flavor-specific
decays. For instance, a charged particle is assigned as
being a µ+ in a B0 → Dµ+νµX decay or a K+ in the

subsequent D → K+Y decay, the charge of which corre-
lates to the Btag flavor. This category-based flavor tagger
selects the most probable assignment in each category,
discards all other possibilities in that category, and then
combines the probabilities of the selected assignments to
predict the Btag flavor.

In this paper, we present a new algorithm, the
graph-neural-network flavor tagger, GFlaT, which uses
a dynamic-graph-convolutional-neural-network [18] to
combine the information from all charged final-state par-

1
These angles are also known as β and α.

ticles. It improves flavor tagging by accounting for the
discarded information in the category-based flavor tag-
ger and correlations between information from final-state
particles.
To demonstrate GFlaT, we measure the CP parame-

ters of B0 → J/ψK0
S from which we calculate ϕ1. The

probability density to observe Bsig decay at a time ∆t

from when Btag decays with flavor qtag (1 for B0, −1 for

B0) is

P (∆t, qtag) =
e−|∆t|/τ

4τ

{
1 + qtag(1− 2w)[S sin(∆md∆t)

− C cos(∆md∆t)]
}
, (1)

where qtag is determined by the flavor tagger, w is the

probability to wrongly determine it, τ is the B0 life-
time, and ∆md is the difference of masses of the B0 mass

eigenstates.2 Here S and C, the parameters of interest,
quantify mixing-induced and direct CP violation, respec-
tively. In the standard model, S = sin 2ϕ1 and C = 0
to good precision [19–21]. At B factories, the B mesons
are boosted and have significant momentum in the lab
frame, so ∆t is determined from the relative displace-
ment of their decay vertices.
To measure CP parameters in tagged B0 decays, we

must know w. We determine it from events with the
flavor-specific Bsig decaying as B0 → D(∗)−π+, for which

P (∆t, qsig, qtag) =

e−|∆t|/τ

4τ

{
1− qsigqtag(1− 2w) cos(∆md∆t)

}
, (2)

where qsig equals the charge of the pion from the Bsig

decay, neglecting the O(10−4) wrong-sign contribution

2
We use a system of units in which ℏ = c = 1 and mass and
frequency have the same dimension.
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from B0 → D(∗)+π− [22–24]; we implicitly include charge
conjugated decays here and throughout. Here we as-
sume w is independent of the Bsig decay mode. Fla-
vor taggers also determine the quality of their flavor as-
signments by the dilution factor, r ∈ [0, 1] which ap-
proximates 1 − 2w. We determine w in seven con-
tiguous disjoint intervals (r bins) defined by the edges
[0.0, 0.1, 0.25, 0.45, 0.6, 0.725, 0.875, 1.0], as in Ref. [15],
and calculate the effective tagging efficiency,

εtag =
∑
i

εi(1− 2wi)
2, (3)

where εi is the average of the efficiencies to tag B0 and
B0 in r bin i. An increase in εtag improves statistical

precision for parameters measured in tagged B0 decays,
for example, the statistical uncertainties on S and C are
proportional to 1/

√
εtag. The effective tagging efficiency

is thus a convenient metric for evaluating tagger perfor-
mance.

We reconstruct the flavor-specific B0 → D(∗)−π+ de-
cays from D− → K+π−π− and D∗− → D0π− with
D0 → K+π−, K+π−π0, or K+π−π+π−. We fit the
background-subtracted ∆t distributions to extract flavor
tagger parameters, including w, and determine the ∆t
resolution model.

For the measurements of S and C, we reconstruct the
Bsig candidates by combining K0

S → π+π− with J/ψ →
e+e− or µ+µ−. The values of S and C are extracted via
a fit to the background-subtracted ∆t distribution using
the flavor tagger parameters and ∆t resolution model

determined from the study of B0 → D(∗)−π+.
This paper is organized as follows. We first discuss

the Belle II detector and the simulation software used
in the study in Sec. II. Section III describes the GFlaT
algorithm, including input variables, training procedure,
and a discussion on the improvement from the category-
based flavor tagger. Section IV presents the evaluation
of GFlaT’s performance using the flavor-specific process,

B0 → D(∗)−π+. We describe the measurement of S and
C for B0 → J/ψK0

S to demonstrate GFlaT’s effectiveness
in Sec. V and conclude in Sec. VI.

II. DETECTOR AND SIMULATION

We evaluate GFlaT’s performance using a (362 ±
2) fb−1 data set collected with the Belle II detector in
2019–2022. The Belle II detector is located at Su-
perKEKB, which collides electrons and positrons at and
near the Υ(4S) resonance [25]. It is cylindrical and
includes a two-layer silicon-pixel detector (PXD) sur-
rounded by a four-layer double-sided silicon-strip detec-
tor [26] and a 56-layer central drift chamber (CDC).
These detectors reconstruct trajectories of charged par-
ticles (tracks). Only one sixth of the second layer of
the PXD was installed for the data analyzed here. The
symmetry axis of these detectors, z, is nearly coincident

with the direction of the electron beam. Surrounding the
CDC, which also measures dE/dx ionization energy-loss,
is a time-of-propagation detector [27] in the barrel and
an aerogel-based ring-imaging Cherenkov detector in the
forward (+z) endcap region. These detectors provide in-
formation for charged-particle identification. Surround-
ing them is an electromagnetic calorimeter (ECL) based
on CsI(Tl) crystals that primarily measures the energies
and times of detection of photons and electrons. Outside
it is a superconducting solenoid magnet that provides a
1.5T field in the z direction. Its flux return is instru-
mented with resistive-plate chambers and plastic scintil-
lator modules to detect muons, K0

L, and neutrons.
We use simulated data to train GFlaT, estimate re-

construction efficiencies and background contributions,
and construct fit models. We generate e+e− →
Υ(4S) → BB using EvtGen [28] and Pythia8 [29] and

e+e− → qq with q indicating a u, d, c, or s quark using
KKMC [30] and Pythia8. We simulate particle decays
using EvtGen interfaced with Pythia8, and the inter-
action of particles with the detector using Geant4 [31].
Our simulation includes effects of beam-induced back-
grounds [32]. Events in both simulation and data are
reconstructed using the Belle II analysis software frame-
work [33, 34].

III. GFLAT

GFlaT is designed to run after Bsig is reconstructed
and uses information from the tracks and energy deposits
in the ECL (clusters) not associated with Bsig, in the
same manner as the category-based flavor tagger [14].
We refer to these tracks and clusters as the rest of the
event (ROE), which mostly originates from Btag. Tracks
from the ROE must be within the CDC and have points
of closest approach (POCAs) to the e+e− interaction re-
gion (IR) that are less than 3 cm from the IR in the z di-
rection and less than 1 cm from it in the transverse plane.
The shape and location of the IR are determined from
e+e− → µ+µ− events in 30-minute intervals. We retain
only the first 16 charged particles in the ROE, ordered
by decreasing momentum in the lab frame. According
to simulation, the average number of charged particles in
the ROE is 4.8, and less than 0.001% of events have more
than 16 charged particles.

GFlaT uses 25 input variables for each ROE charged
particle: the lab-frame Cartesian components of its mo-
mentum and the displacement of its POCA from the IR;
particle-identification likelihoods for each of the six pos-
sible charged final-state particles, e, µ, π, K , proton, and
deuteron; and the products of the charge of the particle
and the output of the category-based flavor tagger for
each of its 13 categories.3 The input variables have the

3
corresponding to qcandycat defined in Ref. [14].
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same distributions for B0 and B0 except for differences
in the detection and reconstruction efficiency for negative
and positive charged particles.

GFlaT uses a dynamic-graph-convolutional-neural-
network that has been used for jet tagging at LHC exper-
iments [35]. GFlaT first processes the input variables us-
ing the EdgeConv algorithm [18], which consists of three
neural networks: edge and node networks run in parallel,
and a weight network runs on their output. In the con-
text of graph-neural-networks, the set of ROE charged
particles is a graph with each particle a node and each
pair an edge. The node network processes the variables
of each particle to update them. The edge network pro-
cesses the variables of each pair of particles to update
the variables of each particle. To reduce computational
resources, with no impact on performance, the edge net-
work processes information from pairs formed from only
the five nearest neighbors to each particle. The weight
network processes the outputs of the edge and node net-
works with a squeeze-and-excitation algorithm that cal-
culates weights based on variable importance [36]. The
output of the EdgeConv consists of the updated variables
for each particle that are improved to more accurately re-
flect the characteristics of each particle.

GFlaT runs EdgeConv twice. The first run processes
the measured particle variables, with its edge network
finding nearest neighbors based on POCAs. The sec-
ond run processes the output of the first run, with its
edge network finding nearest neighbors based on particle
similarity using the updated particle variables. To keep
output reasonably symmetric between B0 and B0, the
output variables of each particle from the second Edge-
Conv are multiplied by its charge. The averages, max-
ima, and minima of the outputs are processed with a final
network, the event network, which outputs one variable,
qrGFlaT, which is in [−1, 1], with qtag = sign(qrGFlaT) and
r = |qrGFlaT| .

We train GFlaT using simulated events in which Btag

decays generically according to known (if known) or as-
sumed (otherwise) branching fractions [37] and Bsig de-
cays to νν , so that all reconstructed tracks and ECL
clusters form the ROE. The training data set consists of
5× 106 events; the independent validation data set con-
sists of 8×105 events. We minimize binary cross-entropy
loss with the Adam optimizer [38] and train with a one-
cycle learning schedule [39]. The learning rate increases

linearly from 5× 10−4 to 3× 10−3 over five epochs, then
decreases linearly to its initial value over five epochs, and
finally decreases linearly over ten epochs to 10−6.

Figure 1 shows the qr distributions for true B0 and B0

for independent test data consisting of 1×105 events from
GFlaT and the category-based flavor tagger. The latter
has more reliable tagging information than reported in
Ref. [14], due to recent improvements in particle identifi-
cation and parameter tuning. GFlaT better distinguishes
between B0 and B0 than the category-based flavor tag-
ger: the peaks at |qr| ≈ 1 are higher and the bumps at
|qr| ≈ 0 and |qr| ≈ 0.65 are smaller.
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Figure 1. Distributions of qr for true B
0
and B

0
from GFlaT

and the category-based flavor tagger in simulated data.

Figure 2 shows the qr distributions for events classi-
fied according to the presence of charged leptons or kaons
in the ROE. The ROE contains a charged lepton and a
charged kaon in 22.2% of events, a charged lepton and no
charged kaon in 22.9%, a charged kaon and no charged
lepton in 31.5%, and neither in 23.4%. The distributions
indicate that performance is optimal when both a lep-
ton and a kaon are present, with the contribution from
leptons being particularly significant. The distributions
also reveal that the bump at |qr| ≈ 0.65 in the category-
based flavor tagger is due to events with charged kaons,
which indicates that flavor assignment in such events is
less reliable since a K−, predominantly associated with
B0 decays, can also originate from a B0 decay, for ex-
ample through decay to a D− with D− → K 0K−. Since
GFlaT accounts for the relationships between final-state
particles, it can better discern the origin of the tracks;
and so its output does not peak at |qr| ≈ 0.65 for those
events, but instead at |qr| ≈ 1. Both flavor taggers per-
form poorly for events with neither a charged lepton nor
a charged kaon, consisting mostly of pions, but GFlaT’s
output still exhibits a visible improvement. A charged
pion from B0 decay, such as B0 → D−π+, or through an
intermediate resonance that decays via the strong force,
correlates with the B flavor. The GFlaT algorithm ex-
ploits this correlation more effectively to improve perfor-
mance.

IV. CALIBRATION AND PERFORMANCE

We evaluate GFlaT’s performance using events in

which Bsig decays to the D(∗)−π+ final state. The flavor
of Bsig is determined by the charge of the pion, neglecting
the wrong-sign contribution. We fit the ∆t probability
density model to the background-subtracted ∆t distribu-
tion, accounting for resolution effects, to determine the
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Figure 2. Distributions of qr for true B
0
and B

0
from GFlaT and the category-based flavor tagger for events classified according

to the presence of charged leptons or charged kaons in the ROE in simulation data.

wrong-tag probability w in each r bin. We subtract the
background with sWeight [40, 41] using the B energy as
a discriminating variable.

We reconstruct D− candidates via D− → K+π−π−

and D∗− via D∗− → D0π− with D0 → K+π−, K+π−π0,
or K+π−π+π−. Tracks must originate from the IR and
have polar angles within the CDC.

We reconstruct π0 candidates via π0 → γγ, form-
ing photon candidates from ECL clusters not associated
with any tracks. To suppress beam-background pho-
tons, we require each cluster have an energy greater
than 120MeV, 30MeV, or 80MeV if it is in the for-
ward, barrel, or backward region of the ECL, which corre-
sponds to the lab-frame polar angle ranges [12.4, 31.4] ◦,
[32.2, 128.7] ◦, and [130.7, 155.1] ◦, respectively. The an-
gle between the photon momenta must be less than 52◦

in the lab frame and the diphoton mass must be in the
range [121, 142]MeV, which is centered on the known π0

mass and is six units of diphoton mass resolution wide.

One of the D ’s decay products must be consistent
with being a K+, but no particle-identification require-
ments are placed on the other charged particles. Each
D− candidate must have a mass in [1.860, 1.880]GeV,

which is centered on the known D− mass and is a ±3σ
range, with σ being the mass resolution. Each D0

candidate reconstructed from K+π−(π+π−) must have
a mass in [1.845, 1.885]GeV, which is centered on the

known D0 mass and is a ±5σ range. Each D0 can-
didate reconstructed from K+π−π0 must have a mass
in [1.810, 1.895]GeV, which is an asymmetric range of

+2.5σ and −4σ around the known D0 mass to account
for energy losses in photon reconstruction.
The π− from a D∗− candidate decay must have

momentum below 300MeV in the e+e− center-of-
mass (c.m.) frame. Each D∗− candidate must have an

energy release, m(D∗−)−m(D0)−m
π
− , in [4.6, 7.0]MeV,

which is centered around the known energy release and
six units of its resolution wide.
We reconstruct a B0 candidate from a D(∗)− candi-

date and a track that is consistent with being a π+. For
each B0 candidate, we fit the trajectories and momenta
of its decay products according to its decay chain with
TreeFit [42], constraining the B0 to originate from the

IR and the D(∗) to its known mass [37]. We reject B0

candidates whose fits do not converge. The fraction of
rejected signal candidates is 0.4%. We define the signal
region from a beam-constrained mass

Mbc ≡
√
E2

beam − |p⃗| 2 (4)
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and energy difference, ∆E ≡ E−Ebeam, where Ebeam, E,
and p⃗ are the beam energy and B0 energy and momentum
in the c.m. frame, respectively. The criteria for the signal
region are Mbc > 5.27GeV and ∆E ∈ [−0.10, 0.25]GeV.
We determine the decay position of Btag by fitting

the trajectories of ROE tracks with Rave [43]. Unlike
TreeFit, Rave accounts for the unknown Btag decay
chain by reducing the impact of a displaced vertex due to
potential intermediate D ’s, constraining the Btag vertex
position to be consistent with the origin and direction of
Bsig. We reject events in which this fit does not converge,
which rejects 3.4% of the signal events.

To suppress events not coming from e+e− → BB , such
as e+e− → qq , we exploit their topological differences,
by requiring the ratio of the second to the zeroth Fox-
Wolfram moment, R2, be less than 0.4 [44]. After ap-
plying all selection requirements, the average number of
candidates per event is 1.05 and all candidates are re-
tained.

Events passing the above criteria are either correctly
identified Bsig decays or backgrounds from BB and qq
events. To separate signal from background, we fit to the
∆E distribution using an extended unbinned likelihood,
combining data from Bsig and Bsig and all r intervals.

We model the signal contribution as the sum of a
Gaussian function and a double-sided Crystal-Ball func-
tion [45]. Their parameters and their admixture are fixed
to values obtained from fitting to simulated data, but a
common shift of their peak values and common scaling
of their widths are left free to account for differences be-
tween data and simulation.

Events in which Bsig decays to the D
(∗)−K+ final state,

with the K+ misidentified as a π+, peak at −50MeV in
the ∆E distribution. According to simulation studies,
the fraction of these events to the signal is 2.5%. We
model this contribution as a double-sided Crystal Ball
function, whose parameters are fixed to values obtained
from fitting to simulated data, including the ratio of its
yield to the signal, except for the shift of its peak value
and the scaling of its width, which are the same as for the
signal. Since these events have the same ∆t distribution

as B0 → D(∗)−π+, we use this contribution as signal in
the sWeight calculation.

We model the BB background contribution as a
second-order polynomial, with the ratio of its yield to
that of the signal fixed to a value obtained from simu-
lated data. We model the qq background contribution
as an exponential function. To constrain the parame-
ters of the qq component, we simultaneously fit to the
∆E distribution in a sideband, Mbc ∈ [5.20, 5.24]GeV,
populated predominantly by qq events. We confirm via
simulation studies that the ∆E distributions of the qq
component in the signal and sideband regions are suffi-
ciently similar to warrant a simultaneous fit.

Figure 3 shows the ∆E distributions in the signal re-
gion and sideband and the fit results. The fit agrees well
with the data. Yields in the signal region are 77 130±320

events for the signal (for the sum of the D(∗)−π+ and
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Figure 3. Distributions of ∆E for B
0 → D

(∗)−
π
+

recon-
structed in data in the signal region (top) and sideband (bot-
tom) and the best-fit function, with background components
stacked.

D(∗)−K+ final states), 8620±40 for the BB background,
and 14 200± 230 for the qq background.
We modify equation (2) to account for differences in

the wrong-tag probabilities for Btag and Btag, by intro-

ducing w(B0) ≡ w̄ + 1
2∆w and w(B0) ≡ w̄ − 1

2∆w and
reconstruction efficiency asymmetries for Bsig and Btag,

asig and atag, with ax ≡ [ε(B0
x )− ε(B

0
x )]/[ε(B

0
x )+ ε(B

0
x )],

where x indicates ‘tag’ or ‘sig’,

P (∆t, qsig, qtag) =

(1 + asigqsig)
e−|∆t|/τ

4τ

{
1 + qtag[atag(1− 2w̄)−∆w]

+ qsigqtag
(
1− 2w̄ + qtagatag − atag∆w

)
cos

(
∆md∆t

)}
.

(5)

We determine asig by fitting the ∆E distributions for

Bsig and Bsig separately, using the same model as for
their combined fit, without selection criteria on Btag to
avoid a bias from using Btag information. We measure
asig = (−2.53 ± 0.39)%, which we attribute to charge
asymmetries in kaon identification and low-momentum
track finding.
We calculate a per-candidate signal probability using

sWeight from the ∆E-fit results, allowing us to statisti-
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cally subtract background contributions to the ∆t distri-
butions. This requires that ∆E, ∆t, and r be indepen-
dent, which is confirmed in simulation studies.

We calculate ∆t from the distance, ∆ℓ, of the Bsig

vertex from that of Btag along the Υ(4S) boost direction,

∆t =
∆ℓ

βγ γB
, (6)

where βγ = 0.28 is the Lorentz boost of the Υ(4S) in the
lab frame and γB = 1.002 is the Lorentz factor of the B
in the c.m. frame.

To account for resolution and bias in measuring ∆ℓ,
we convolve equation (5) with the resolution function in-
troduced in Ref. [15]. The resolution function consists
of a core component modeled by a Gaussian function, a
tail component modeled by a weighted sum of a Gaussian
and two exponentially modified Gaussian functions, and
an outlier component modeled by a Gaussian function.
Parameters of the resolution function are shared by all r
bins, except for the highest r bin. This bin is mostly pop-
ulated by semileptonic Btag decays, which have a better
resolution.

We fit simultaneously to the binned background-
subtracted ∆t distributions in 28 subsets of the data de-
fined by the 7 r intervals, 2 flavors of Bsig, and 2 flavors
of Btag. The fit has seven free resolution-function param-
eters and 21 free flavor-tagger parameters, atag, w̄, and
∆w in each of the 7 r bins. The uncertainty on the ∆t
measurement, σ∆t, is computed for each event and is a
conditional variable in the resolution function. We use a
histogram with 500 bins in each data subset as the prob-
ability density function for this variable. We fix ∆md

and τ to their world average values [37]. Figure 4 shows
the ∆t distribution in each r interval and the result of
the fit.

Figure 5 shows the qrGFlaT distribution in background-
subtracted data and correctly reconstructed simulated
events normalized to the data signal yield. Figure 6
shows the dilution factors, 1 − 2wi, for each r bin i for
both B0

tag and B0
tag. It shows that r is a good estimator

of 1 − 2w for both tag flavors. The effective tagging ef-
ficiency is εtag = (37.40± 0.43)%, where the uncertainty
is statistical only. Table II in Appendix A lists atag, w̄,
and ∆w for each r bin.

V. MEASUREMENT OF sin 2ϕ1 IN B
0 → J/ψK

0
S

We demonstrate GFlaT by measuring S and C in
B0 → J/ψK0

S decays. We reconstruct J/ψ candidates

via J/ψ → e+e− or µ+µ−. The leptons must fulfill the
same track requirements as described for the decay prod-

ucts of B0 → D(∗)−π+ and be consistent with both be-
ing electrons or both being muons. To account for energy
loss due to bremsstrahlung, the four-momenta of photons
with lab-frame energy in [75, 1000]MeV detected within
50mrad of the initial direction of an electron are added to

the electron’s four-momentum. Each J/ψ → e+e− can-
didate must have a mass in [2.90, 3.14]GeV; each J/ψ →
µ+µ− candidate must have a mass in [3.00, 3.14]GeV.
The resolutions at masses above and below the known
J/ψ mass are 8.0MeV and 9.0MeV for electron pairs and
6.3MeV and 8.3MeV for muon pairs.
We reconstruct K0

S candidates via K0
S → π+π−. The

pions must have polar angles within the CDC. Each K0
S

candidate must have a mass in the range [0.45, 0.55]GeV,
a successful vertex fit, and a decay vertex displaced from
the IR by at least five units of the displacement’s uncer-
tainty. The reconstructed K0

S mass resolution is 2.0MeV.
We fit the trajectories and momenta of B0 decay prod-

ucts with TreeFit, constraining the B0 to originate
from the IR and the J/ψ to have its known mass [37].

Each B0 candidate must haveMbc greater than 5.27GeV
and ∆E in [−0.10, 0.25]GeV. The Btag vertex position is

determined as described for B0
sig → D(∗)−π+ above. We

require R2 be less than 0.4 to remove qq background. Af-
ter applying all selection requirements, the average num-
ber of candidates per event is 1.01. All candidates are
retained for further analysis.
To validate our analysis, we also measure S and C

for B0 → J/ψK∗(892)0, for which we expect S = 0,
as this decay mode is flavor-specific, and C = 0 as
with B0 → J/ψK0

S . Hereafter, K∗(892)0 is written as

K∗0. We reconstruct K∗0 candidates via K∗0 → K+π−,
requiring the positively charged particle be consistent
with a K+ and the negatively charged particle be con-
sistent with a π−. Each K∗0 candidate must have a
mass in [0.8, 1.0]GeV, corresponding to approximately

four times the K∗0 natural width [37]. All selection

criteria on J/ψ and B0 candidates are the same as for

B0 → J/ψK0
S , except that the B0 must have ∆E in a

reduced range, [−0.10, 0.10]GeV, to reject background

from B+ → J/ψK+ with a π− from Btag reconstructed
as part of Bsig.
We perform extended unbinned likelihood fits to the

∆E distributions to determine signal and background
yields and shapes that we use to statistically isolate the
signal ∆t distributions using sWeight. We model the sig-
nal components as double-sided Crystal-Ball functions
with tail parameters fixed to values determined from fits
to simulated data and peak values and widths freely de-
termined by the fits to data. We model the background
components taking into account both BB and qq , as
exponential functions, whose parameters are freely de-
termined by the fits to data.
Figure 7 shows the ∆E distributions and the fit results.

The best-fit results agree well with the data. For B0 →
J/ψK0

S , the signal yield is 6390± 90 and the background

yield is 570 ± 40. For B0 → J/ψK∗0, the signal yield is
12 660± 130 and the background yield is 1900± 70.
We determine S and C by performing a simultaneous

fit to the background-subtracted ∆t distributions in 14
subsets defined by the 7 r intervals and 2 flavors of Btag.
To take into account detection and tagging asymmetries,
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in
background-subtracted data and correctly reconstructed sim-
ulated events normalized to the data signal yield.

we modify equation (1),

P (∆t, qtag) =
e−|∆t|/τ

4τ

{
1 + qtag

[
atag(1− 2w̄)−∆w

]
+ qtag

(
1− 2w̄ + qtagatag − atag∆w

)
×
[
S sin

(
∆md∆t

)
− C cos

(
∆md∆t

)]}
.

(7)

To account for resolution and bias in determining ∆t,

we use the resolution function of the B0 → D(∗)−π+

decays without the outlier component, which shows no
impact on the results. The atag, w̄, ∆w, and resolution-
function parameters are fixed to the values determined

from the study of B0 → D(∗)−π+, so that the only
parameters left free to vary in the ∆t fit are S and
C. Figure 8 shows the background-subtracted ∆t dis-
tributions (combining all r intervals) and the result

of the fits. For B0 → J/ψK0
S , S = (0.724± 0.035)

and C = (−0.035± 0.026). The statistical correlation

between S and C is 0.32. For B0 → J/ψK∗0,
S = (−0.018± 0.026) and C = (0.008± 0.019); as ex-
pected, both are consistent with zero. The uncertainties
are statistical only.

Additionally, we fit the B0 → J/ψK0
S candidates with-

out distinguishing between Btag and Btag, therefore re-
moving the ability to observe CP violation, with τ free.
This checks for potential problems in the modeling of the
resolution function, which would likely result in τ be-
ing biased from its expected value. We measure the B0

lifetime to be (1.514 ± 0.022) ps, which agrees with the

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
r = |qrGFlaT|

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1
2w

Belle II preliminary Ldt = 362 fb 1
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B0
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Figure 6. Dilution factors 1 − 2w of B
0 → D

(∗)−
π
+

as func-
tions of their GFlaT predictions, r for B

0
tag, 1−2w̄−∆w, and

B
0
tag, 1− 2w̄ +∆w; the dashed line shows r = 1− 2w.

current world average [37]. The uncertainty is statistical
only.
Table I lists the statistical and systematic uncertain-

ties on εtag for B0 → D(∗)−π+ and S and C for

B0 → J/ψK0
S . Statistical uncertainties are computed by

bootstrapping [46], resampling the B0 → D(∗)−π+ and

B0 → J/ψK0
S data 1000 times each. The statistical un-

certainties are larger than the sum in quadrature of all
the individual systematic uncertainties.
Uncertainties on the alignment of the tracking system

of Belle II detector [47], the shape and location of the IR,

and the e+e− beam energy propagate to uncertainties on
∆t, resulting in potential changes to εtag, S, and C. We
determine εtag, S, and C from simulated events recon-
structed assuming four detector misalignment scenarios
and take their changes, added in quadrature, as system-
atic uncertainties. Both the IR and beam energy are
determined from e+e− → µ+µ− events in 30-minute in-
tervals. We determine εtag, S, and C with the parameters
of the IR and beam energy varied by their uncertainties
and take the shifts as systematic uncertainties.
Uncertainties on ∆E-fit component shapes propagate

to uncertainties on the background-subtracted ∆t distri-
butions, resulting in potential changes to εtag, S, and C.
We fit using various models and take any resulting shifts,
added in quadrature, as systematic uncertainties. For the

fit to B0 → D(∗)−π+ data, these models are inclusion of
an additional Gaussian function to model a small peaking
background from BB events, variation of the fixed ratio

of BB events to B0 → D(∗)−π+ events by ±20%, and the
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Table I. Systematic and statistical uncertainties on εtag for B
0 → D

(∗)−
π
+

and, S and C for B
0 → J/ψK

0
S .

Source εtag [%] S C

Detector alignment 0.08 0.005 0.003
Interaction region 0.16 0.002 0.002
Beam energy 0.03 < 0.001 0.001
∆E-fit background model 0.11 0.001 0.001
∆E-fit signal model 0.08 0.003 0.006
sWeight background subtraction 0.24 0.001 0.001
Fixed resolution-function parameters 0.07 0.004 0.004
τ and ∆md 0.06 0.001 < 0.001
σ∆t binning 0.04 < 0.001 < 0.001
∆t-fit bias 0.09 0.002 0.005
CP violation in Btag decay 0.011 0.006

B
0 → D

(∗)−
π
+

sample size 0.004 0.007
Total systematic uncertainty 0.36 0.014 0.013
Statistical uncertainty 0.43 0.035 0.026
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Figure 7. Distributions of ∆E for B
0 → J/ψK

0
S (top) and

B
0 → J/ψK

∗0
(bottom) and the best-fit functions.

freeing of the ratio of B0 → D(∗)−K+ to B0 → D(∗)−π+

events. Variations to the background models in the fits
to B0 → J/ψK0

S data have negligible impact. For the sig-
nal components, we varied fixed parameters within their
uncertainties one by one.

The process of subtracting the backgrounds using
sWeight is itself a source of uncertainty. For B0 →

J/ψK0
S , it is accounted for in the ∆t-fit bias discussed be-

low. We account for the uncertainty in the background

subtraction in B0 → D(∗)−π+ by determining εtag, S,
and C replacing the ∆t distributions with those from

1 ab−1 of simulated B0 → D(∗)−π+ data that either con-
tain signal events or signal and background events with
background subtraction using sWeight, and take the dif-
ferences as systematic uncertainties. This is the domi-
nant systematic uncertainty on εtag.

Uncertainties on ∆t-fit shape parameters directly
propagate to changes to εtag, S, and C. We repeat the
fits with fixed resolution-function parameters freed one
at a time and take the resulting changes to εtag, S, and
C, added in quadrature, as systematic uncertainties. We
also repeat the fits with τ and ∆md varied within their
known uncertainties [37] and take the resulting changes,
added in quadrature, as systematic uncertainties. Fi-
nally, we repeat the fits with the numbers of bins for the
σ∆t histogrammed probability density functions varied
between 200 and 1000 and take the largest changes as
systematic uncertainties.

The ∆t fits have biases that we determine from fits to
simulated data sets equivalent in size to the real data, 20

such sets for B0 → D(∗)−π+ and 290 for B0 → J/ψK0
S .

We take the quadratic sum of the biases and their uncer-
tainties as systematic uncertainties.

Equation (7) does not account for CP violation in Btag

decays [48]. This yields a systematic uncertainty deter-
mined in Ref. [3], which is the dominant systematic un-
certainty on S. We propagate the statistical uncertainties
on GFlaT’s parameters and resolution-function param-

eters, arising from the B0 → D(∗)−π+ sample size, to
uncertainties on S and C by repeating the fits for each

B0 → D(∗)−π+ bootstrap sample.
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and like-flavor B pairs and the corresponding asymmetries.

VI. SUMMARY

We report on a new B flavor tagger, GFlaT, for Belle II
that uses a graph-neural-network to account for the cor-
related information among the decay products of the tag-
side B . We calibrate it using flavor-specific hadronic B
decays reconstructed in a (362±2) fb−1 sample of Belle II

data and determine an effective tagging efficiency of

εtag = (37.40± 0.43± 0.36)%, (8)

where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second is
systematic. For comparison, using the same data, we de-
termine εtag = (31.68± 0.45)% for the Belle II category-

based flavor tagger.4 The GFlaT algorithm thus has an
18% better effective tagging efficiency.
We demonstrate GFlaT by measuring S and C for

B0 → J/ψK0
S ,

S = 0.724 ± 0.035 ± 0.014, (9)

C = −0.035 ± 0.026 ± 0.013, (10)

with a statistical correlation between S and C of 0.32,
which agree with previous measurements [2–4, 37]. The
statistical uncertainties are 8% and 7% smaller, respec-
tively, than they would be if measured using the category-
based flavor tagger, as expected given GFlaT’s higher
effective tagging efficiency. From S, we calculate ϕ1 =
(23.2± 1.5± 0.6)◦.5
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Appendix A: GFlaT parameters

Table II lists atag, w̄, and ∆w for each r bin, measured

from events with B0 → D(∗)−π+. The sources of system-
atic uncertainty are the same as listed in Table I for εtag.
Figure 9 shows the statistical correlation coefficients be-
tween the parameters that are used as inputs to estimate
systematic uncertainties for S and C.
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Table II. GFlaT parameters in each r bin.

r bin atag [%] w̄ [%] ∆w [%]
[0.0, 0.1] −1.72± 1.47± 1.32 48.29± 0.78± 0.75 0.78± 1.16± 0.71
[0.1, 0.25] −0.94± 1.36± 1.45 42.07± 0.72± 0.32 −1.41± 1.06± 0.92
[0.25, 0.45] −0.28± 1.28± 1.46 34.63± 0.61± 0.61 −0.04± 0.97± 1.28
[0.45, 0.6] 3.21± 1.44± 1.50 24.17± 0.68± 0.36 1.64± 1.13± 0.52
[0.6, 0.725] 1.17± 1.58± 1.47 16.98± 0.68± 0.92 1.36± 1.15± 0.72
[0.725, 0.875] −1.13± 1.30± 1.55 11.50± 0.53± 0.39 −0.26± 0.92± 0.71
[0.875, 1.0] −0.18± 0.91± 1.30 2.62± 0.27± 0.14 0.75± 0.53± 0.60
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, between the GFlaT parameters. Subscripts indicate r bins.
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A. Zaitsev 22, E.D. Zimmerman 26, A. Zviagina 22, and R. Zwaska 24

† deceased

The NA61/SHINE Collaboration
1 National Nuclear Research Center, Baku, Azerbaijan
2 Faculty of Physics, University of Sofia, Sofia, Bulgaria
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1 Introduction

The measurement of hadron production in proton-proton interactions plays a key role in understanding
nucleus-nucleus collisions. In particular, it can shed some light on the creation process of Quark Gluon
Plasma (QGP), on its properties, and on the characterization of the phase transition between hadronic
matter and the QGP. One of the key signals of QGP creation is the enhanced production of s and s̄ quarks,
carried mostly by kaons [1]. The experimental results indicate that the creation of the QGP starts in
nucleus-nucleus collisions at centre of mass energies from 10 to 20 GeV [2], which is the realm of the
NA61/SHINE experiment at CERN. To explore this region systematically NA61/SHINE studies observ-
ables indicative of the QGP by a two-dimensional scan in collision energy and nuclear mass number of
the colliding nuclei. Since 2009, NA61/SHINE has collected data on p+p, p+Pb, Be+Be, Ar+Sc, Xe+La
and Pb+Pb interactions in the beam momentum range from 13A to 158A GeV/c [3]. Results on neutral
kaon spectra in p+p at 158 GeV/c can be found in Ref. [4], while results on charged kaon spectra in p+p
at 31, 40, 80 and 158 GeV/c can be found in Ref. [5]. In this paper, we present the results of K0

S production
in p+p collisions at 31, 40, and 80 GeV/c, which will be compared with K0

S production at 158 GeV/c [4]
and constitute the baseline for the interpretation of results obtained in heavier systems collected with the
NA61/SHINE detector. Thanks to high statistics, large acceptance, and good momentum resolution the
results presented here have, in general, higher precision than previously published measurements at SPS
energies.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sec. 2, details of the NA61/SHINE detector system are presented.
Section 3 is devoted to describing the analysis method. The results are shown in Sec. 4. In Sec. 5, they
are compared to published world data and model calculations. Section 6 closes the paper with a summary
and outlook.

The following units, variables and definitions are used in this paper. The particle mass and energy are
presented in GeV, while particle momentum is shown in GeV/c. The particle rapidity y is calculated in
the proton-proton collision center of mass system (cms), y = 0.5 · ln[(E + cpL)/(E − cpL)], where E and
pL are the particle energy and longitudinal momentum. The transverse component of the momentum
is denoted as pT . The momentum in the laboratory frame is denoted plab and the collision energy per
nucleon pair in the centre of mass by

√
sNN .

1 No longer affiliated with the NA61/SHINE collaboration
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2 Experimental setup

The NA61/SHINE collaboration uses a large acceptance spectrometer located in the CERN North Area.
The schematic layout of the NA61/SHINE detector during the p+p data-taking is shown in Fig. 1. A
detailed description of the experimental setup can be found in Ref. [6], while the details on the simulation
in describing the detector performance across different kinematic variables as well as its inefficiencies
can be found in Ref. [7].

~13 m
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ToF-R

ToF-F

MTPC-R

MTPC-L

VTPC-2VTPC-1

Vertex magnets

Target
GAP
TPC

Beam

S4
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BPD-1 BPD-2 BPD-3
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V0

C2C1

z
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Figure 1: (Color online) The schematic layout of the NA61/SHINE experiment at the CERN SPS during p+p data
taking (horizontal cut, not to scale). The beam and trigger detector configuration used for data taking in 2009 is
shown in the inset (see Refs. [6–8] for a detailed description). The chosen coordinate system is drawn on the lower
left: its origin lies in the middle of the VTPC-2 on the beam axis.

The main components of the NA61/SHINE spectrometer are four large-volume Time Projection Cham-
bers (TPCs). Two of them, the vertex TPCs (VTPC-1 and VTPC-2), are located in the magnetic fields
of two super-conducting dipole magnets with a maximum combined bending power of 9 Tm, which
corresponds to about 1.5 T and 1.1 T in the upstream and downstream magnets, respectively. This field
strength was used for data taking at 158 GeV/c and scaled down in proportion to the lower beam momenta
to obtain similar y− pT acceptance at all beam momenta. Two large main TPCs (MTPC-L and MTPC-R)
and two walls of pixel Time-of-Flight (ToF-L/R) detectors are positioned symmetrically to the beamline
downstream of the magnets. A GAP-TPC (GTPC) is placed between VTPC-1 and VTPC-2 directly on
the beamline. It closes the gap between the beam axis and the sensitive volumes of the other TPCs. The
TPCs are filled with Ar and CO2 gas mixtures in proportions 90:10 for the VTPCs and 95:5 for the MT-
PCs. Particle identification in the TPCs is based on measurements of the specific energy loss (dE/dx)
in the chamber gas. Typical values for the momentum resolution are σ(p)/p2 = 7× 10−4 (GeV/c)−1

for low-momentum tracks measured only in VTPC-1 (p ≤ 8 GeV/c) and 3× 10−3 (GeV/c)−1 for tracks
traversing the full detector up to and including the MTPCs (p ≥ 8 GeV/c).

Secondary beams of positively charged hadrons at momenta of 31, 40 and 80 GeV/c were used to collect
the data for the analysis presented in this paper. These beams were produced from a 400 GeV/c proton
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beam extracted from the SPS in a slow extraction mode with a flat-top of 10 seconds. The beam mo-
mentum and intensity were adjusted by appropriate settings of the H2 beam line magnet currents and
collimators. Protons from the secondary hadron beam are identified by two Cherenkov counters, C1 [9]
and C2 (THC). The C1 counter, using a coincidence of six out of the eight photomultipliers placed radi-
ally along the Cherenkov ring, provides identification of protons, while the THC, operated at a pressure
lower than the proton threshold, is used in anti-coincidence in the trigger logic. A selection based on
the signals from the Cherenkov counters allowed to identify beam protons with a purity of about 99%,
as demonstrated by a measurement of the specific ionization energy loss dE/dx of the beam particles by
bending the 31 GeV/c beam into the TPCs using the full magnetic field strength [10]. A set of scintillation
(S1, S2 and V0, V1) and beam position detectors (BPDs) upstream of the spectrometer provide timing
reference, and position measurements of incoming beam particles. The trigger scintillation counter S4
placed downstream of the target has a diameter of 2 cm. It is used to trigger the readout whenever an
incoming beam particle, which is registered upstream of the target, does not hit S4, which indicates that
an interaction occurred in the target area.

A cylindrical target vessel of 20.29 cm length and 3 cm diameter was placed upstream of the entrance
window of VTPC-1 (center of the target is at z = -581 cm in the NA61/SHINE coordinate system).
The vessel was filled with liquid hydrogen corresponding to an interaction length of 2.8%. The liquid
hydrogen had a density of approximately 0.07 g/cm3. Data were taken with the vessel filled with liquid
hydrogen and being empty. Here, only events recorded with the target vessel filled with hydrogen were
analyzed.

3 Analysis

3.1 Data sets

The presented results on K0
S production in inelastic p+p interactions at pbeam = 31,40 and 80 GeV/c

are based on data recorded in 2009. Table 1 summarizes basic information about data sets used in the
analysis, the number of events selected by interaction trigger and the number of events after analysis cuts.
The event numbers recorded with the interaction trigger were 2.85M, 4.37M and 3.80M, respectively.
The drop in event numbers after cuts is caused mainly by BPD reconstruction inefficiencies and off-target
interactions accepted by the trigger logic.

pbeam (GeV/c)
√

sNN (GeV) Number of recorded events Number of events after
with interaction trigger selection criteria

31 7.7 2.85 ×106 0.83 ×106

40 8.8 4.37 ×106 1.24 ×106

80 12.3 3.80 ×106 1.48 ×106

Table 1: Data sets used for the analysis of K0
S production. The beam momentum is denoted by pbeam, whereas

√
sNN

is the energy available in the center-of-mass system for the nucleon pair. The events selection criteria are described
in Sec. 3.3.
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3.2 Analysis method

The event vertex and the produced particle tracks were reconstructed using the standard NA61/SHINE
software. Details of the track and vertex reconstruction procedures can be found in Refs. [7, 8, 11].
Detector parameters were optimized by a data-based calibration procedure, which also considered their
time dependence; for details, see Refs. [5,12]. The following section enumerates the criteria for selecting
events, tracks and the K0

S decay topology. Then, the simulation-based correction procedure is described
and used to quantify the losses due to reconstruction inefficiencies and limited geometrical acceptance.

3.3 Event selection

The criteria for selection of inelastic p+p interactions are the following:

(i) An event was accepted by the trigger logic (see Refs. [7, 8]) as an interaction candidate event.

(ii) No off-time beam particle was detected within a time window of ±2 µs around the trigger particle.

(iii) Beam particle trajectory was measured in at least three planes out of four of BPD-1 and BPD-2 and
in both planes of BPD-3.

(iv) The primary interaction vertex fit converged.

(v) The z position of the interaction vertex (fitted using the beam trajectory and TPC tracks) not farther
away than 9 cm from the center of the target vessel.

(vi) Events with a single, well-measured, positively charged track with absolute momentum close to the
beam momentum (p > pbeam −1 GeV/c) were rejected.

The background due to elastic interactions was removed via cuts (iv) and (vi). The contribution from
off-target interactions was reduced by cut (v). The simulations corrected the losses of inelastic p+p
interactions due to the event selection procedure.

The numbers of events left after the selection criteria described in the text above are given in Table 1.

3.4 Track and topology selection

Neutral strange particles are detected and measured using their weak decay into charged particles. The
K0

S decays into π++π− with a branching ratio of 69.2% [13] are used here. The decay particles form the
so-called V 0 topology. K0

S decay candidates (V 0s) are obtained by pairing all positively with all negatively
charged pion candidates. The tracks of the decay pions and the V 0 topology are subject to the following
additional selection criteria:

(i) For each candidate track, the minimum number of measured clusters in VTPC-1 and VTPC-2 must
be 15.

(ii) All pion tracks must have a measured specific energy loss (dE/dx) in the TPCs within ±3σ around
the nominal Bethe-Bloch value for charged pions. Here, σ represents the typical standard deviation
of a Gaussian fitted to the dE/dx distribution of pions. Since only small variations of σ were
observed for different bins and beam momenta, a constant value σ = 0.052 is used [14]. This
selection criterion applies only to experimental data, not MC-simulated events (see below).
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(iii) The distance |∆z| between the z-coordinates of the primary production and the K0
S decay vertices is

required to lie in the rapidity dependent range: |∆z| > ea+b·ylab , with ylab the rapidity in the laboratory
and a and b constants which amount to 1.91 and 0.99 for the pbeam = 31 GeV/c, 1.71 and 0.95 for
pbeam = 40 GeV/c, and 1.85 and 0.90 for pbeam = 80 GeV/c data sets, respectively.

(iv) The distance of closest approach (DCA) in the x and y directions of the straight line given by the
K0

S momentum vector in the laboratory and the primary vertex must be smaller than 0.25 cm, with

DCA given by
√

(bx/2)2 +by
2.

(v) The cosine of the angle between the V 0 and π+ momentum vectors in the K0
S rest frame has to be

in the range: −0.97 < cosΘ∗ < 0.85.

The quality of the aforementioned track and topology selection criteria is illustrated in Fig. 2. The
population of K0

S decay candidates is shown as a function of the two Armenteros-Podolansky variables
pArm

T and αArm [15] and after all track and topology selection criteria. The quantity pArm
T is the trans-

verse momentum of the decay particles with respect to the direction of motion of the V 0 candidate and
αArm = (p+L − p−L )/(p+L + p−L ), where p+L and p−L are the longitudinal momenta of the positively and
negatively charged V 0 daughter particles, measured with respect to the V 0’s direction of motion. From
the plots (see Fig. 2) one can see that contributions of Λ and Λ̄ hyperons are removed by the topological
selection criteria.

Figure 2: Armenteros-Podolanski plots of V 0 candidates after all track and topology selection criteria for pbeam =
31,40 and 80 GeV/c from left to right. The boundaries on the plots’ left and right sides result from using the cosΘ∗

cut, while the upper and lower boundaries are shaped by selecting a certain invariant mass range.

3.5 Raw K0
S yields

The double differential uncorrected yields of K0
S are determined by studying the invariant mass distribu-

tions of the accepted pion pairs in bins of rapidity and transverse momentum (examples are presented in
Fig. 3). The K0

S decays will appear as a peak over a smooth combinatorial background. The K0
S yield

was determined in each bin using a fit function that describes both the signal and the background. A
Lorentzian function was used for the signal:

L(m) = A
1
π

1
2 Γ

(m−m0)2 +(1
2 Γ)2

, (1)

where A is the normalization factor, Γ is the full width at half maximum of the signal peak, and m0 is
the mass parameter. The background contribution is described by a polynomial function of 2nd order.
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Figure 3 shows examples of π+π− invariant mass distributions obtained from the pbeam = 40 GeV/c data
set after all V 0 selection cuts for real data (left) and for simulated events (right).
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Figure 3: The invariant mass distribution of K0
S candidates for experimental data (left) and MC (right) for the

pbeam = 40 GeV/c data set for −0.25 ≤ y < 0.25 and 0.2 ≤ pT < 0.4 after all selection criteria. The dashed-blue
vertical lines indicate the regions where the K0

S signal was integrated. The signal data points are black, the fitted
background is orange, the fitted signal is blue, and the total fit results are red. Mass resolutions obtained from the
fits are: σ = (0.00925±0.00064) GeV for the experimental data and σ = (0.00946±0.00017) GeV for the MC.

The procedure of fitting the histograms proceeds in three steps. In the first step, the background outside
the signal peak ([0.475-0.525] GeV) is fitted with a polynomial of 2nd order. This step is necessary to
obtain starting values for the parameters of the background function. In the next step, a full invariant
mass spectrum fit is performed with the sum of the Lorentzian and the background function. The initial
parameter values for the background function are taken from the previous step, the mass parameter is
fixed to the PDG value of m0 = 0.497614(24) GeV [13], and the width is allowed to vary between 0.005
and 0.03 GeV. Finally, in the last step, all parameters are free, and the fitting region is [0.35-0.65] GeV.
The orange and blue curves in Fig. 3 show the fitted polynomial background and the Lorentzian signal
function. To minimize the sensitivity of the K0

S yield to the integration window, the uncorrected number
of K0

S was calculated by subtracting bin-by-bin the fitted background (B) and summing the background-
subtracted signal in the mass window m0 ± 3Γ (dashed vertical lines), where m0 is the fitted mass of
the K0

S . Figure 3 shows that the simulation reproduces the central value of the K0
S mass distribution and

its width agree with the data within uncertainties. The Γ parameter fitted to the simulation was used to
calculate the signal from the simulation. Thus, a possible bias due to differences between the data and the
simulation is reduced; see Sec. 3.8.

The uncorrected bin-by-bin K0
S multiplicities and their statistical uncertainties are shown in Fig. 4.

3.6 Correction factors

A correction for interactions of the incident protons with the target vessel is not needed, because the
distributions of the primary vertex coordinates show no sign of such events after the event and track se-
lection cuts. A detailed Monte Carlo simulation was performed to compute the corrections for losses due
to the trigger bias, geometrical acceptance, reconstruction efficiency, and the selection criteria applied in
the analysis. The correction factors are based on 20× 106 inelastic p+p events at each beam momenta

9



 8.08±
30.68

 12.21±
88.96

 12.73±
107.95

 12.14±
80.67

 8.68±
40.67

 11.66±
60

 17.97±
223.24

 19.62±
253.1

 16.79±
152.01

 11.33±
63.64

 12.13±
54.95

 18.83±
233.29

 20.78±
274.33

 17.24±
170.84

 10.34±
33.07

 9.66±
36.61

 15.8±
156.4

 16.86±
183.67

 11.44±
77.16

 6.12±
10.51

 12.57±
109.97

 10.75±
74.45

 7.14±
29.06

 8.5±
49.8

 7.09±
39.68

 4.92±
17.77

y
0.75− 0.25− 0.25 0.75 1.25 1.75

)c
 (

G
eV

/
Tp

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

0

50

100

150

200

250

c + X at 31 GeV/S
0 K→ p+p

 16.03±
119.02

 23.68±
275.07

 27.97±
385.5

 26.81±
295.18

 20.16±
171.66

 23.3±
234.95

 34.82±
655.45

 40.6±
807.48

 39.18±
578.99

 30.21±
225.51

 21.99±
186.35

 35.89±
713.62

 39.44±
724.64

 32.89±
426.37

 23.3±
141.03

 17.96±
165.31

 29.76±
462.52

 28.77±
484.46

 22.29±
222.99

 18.51±
87.55

 14.83±
114

 22.18±
268.04

 21.08±
229.76

 14.31±
97.36

 9.28±
19.79

 9.37±
52.22

 15.6±
146.72

 14.16±
103.55

 7.87±
36.13

 4.2±
6.37

y
0.75− 0.25− 0.25 0.75 1.25 1.75

)c
 (

G
eV

/
Tp

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

100

200

300

400

500

600

700

800

c + X at 40 GeV/S
0 K→ p+p

 25.37±
356.5

 39.59±
720.48

 49.24±
1069.07

 51.61±
1028.27

 42.42±
640.61

 38.45±
859.46

 56.62±
1608.39

 68.65±
2076.87

 72.13±
1937.32

 53.89±
998.38

 37.49±
842.48

 53.21±
1626.18

 57.61±
1362.54

 63.32±
1140.26

 47.46±
575.31

 29.95±
552.98

 39.57±
868.05

 43.04±
781.6

 46.42±
557.2

 31.22±
181.11

 22.66±
332.74

 29.55±
464.76

 27.28±
385.71

 28.86±
187.17

 19.44±
76.05

 16.86±
153.67

 19.48±
220.36

 17.2±
160.29

 16.35±
72.82

 8.66±
15

y
0.75− 0.25− 0.25 0.75 1.25 1.75

)c
 (

G
eV

/
Tp

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

200

400

600

800

1000

1200

1400

1600

1800

2000

c + X at 80 GeV/S
0 K→ p+p

Figure 4: Uncorrected bin-by-bin multiplicities of K0
S with their statistical uncertainties for pbeam = 31 GeV/c (left),

pbeam = 40 GeV/c (right) and pbeam = 80 GeV/c (bottom).

pbeam = 31,40 and 80 GeV/c produced by the EPOS1.99 event generator [16, 17]. Particles in the gen-
erated events were tracked through the NA61/SHINE apparatus using the GEANT3 package [18]. The
TPC response was simulated by dedicated software packages that account for known detector effects. The
simulated events were reconstructed with the same software as the real events, and the same selection cuts
were applied. However, dE/dx identification was replaced by matching reconstructed tracks to simulated
ones. The branching ratio of K0

S decays is taken into account in the GEANT3 software package. For each
y and pT bin, the correction factor cMC(y, pT ) was calculated as:

cMC(y, pT ) =
ngen

MC(y, pT )

Ngen
MC

/
nacc

MC(y, pT )

Nacc
MC

, (2)

where:

- ngen
MC(y, pT ) is the number of K0

S generated in a given (y, pT ) bin,

- nacc
MC(y, pT ) is the number of reconstructed K0

S in a given (y, pT ) bin.

- Ngen
MC is the number of generated inelastic p+p interactions (20×106),

- Nacc
MC is the number of accepted p+p events (about 13.5×106 for all three beam momenta).
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The loss of the K0
S mesons due to the dE/dx cut is corrected with an additional factor:

cdE/dx =
1
ε2 = 1.005 , (3)

where ε = 0.9973 is the probability for the pions to be detected within ±3σ around the nominal Bethe-
Bloch value.

The double-differential yield of K0
S per inelastic event in bins of (y, pT ) is calculated as follows:

d2n
dyd pT

(y, pT ) =
cdE/dx · cMC(y, pT )

∆y∆pT
·

nK0
S
(y, pT )

Nevents
, (4)

where:

- cdE/dx, cMC(y, pT ) are the correction factors described above,

- ∆y and ∆pT are the bin widths,

- nK0
S
(y, pT ) is the uncorrected number of K0

S , obtained by the signal extraction procedure described
in Sec. 3.5. The corresponding values are presented in Fig. 4,

- Nevents is the number of events left in the sample after selection criteria.

3.7 Statistical uncertainties

The statistical uncertainties of the corrected double-differential yields (see Eq. 4) receive contributions
from the statistical uncertainty of the correction factor cMC(y, pT ) and the statistical uncertainty of the
uncorrected number of K0

S (∆NK0
S
(y, pT )). The statistical uncertainty of the former receives two contribu-

tions, the first, α , caused by the loss of inelastic interactions due to the event selection and the second, β ,
connected with the loss of K0

S candidates due to the V 0 selection:

cMC(y, pT ) =
ngen

MC(y, pT )

Ngen
MC

/
nacc

MC(y, pT )

Nacc
MC

=
Nacc

MC

Ngen
MC

/
nacc

MC(y, pT )

ngen
MC(y, pT )

=
α

β (y, pT )
, (5)

The error of α is calculated assuming a binomial distribution:

∆α =

√
α(1−α)

Ngen
MC

, (6)

The error of β is calculated according to the formula:

∆β (y, pT ) =

√(
∆nacc

MC(y, pT )

ngen
MC(y, pT )

)2

+

(
nacc

MC(y, pT ) ·∆ngen
MC(y, pT )

(ngen
MC(y, pT ))2

)2

, (7)

where ∆nacc
MC(y, pT )=

√
S+B see Sec. 3.5, and ∆ngen

MC(y, pT )=
√

ngen
MC(y, pT ). The equation for ∆cMC(y, pT )

can be written as:
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∆cMC(y, pT ) =

√(
∆α

β

)2

+

(
−α ·∆β

β 2

)2

. (8)
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Figure 5: Monte-Carlo correction factors (see Eq. 2) with their statistical uncertainties (see Eq. 8) in each (y, pT )
bin for pbeam = 31 GeV/c (left), pbeam = 40 GeV/c (right) and pbeam = 80 GeV/c (bottom).

Finally, the statistical uncertainties ∆nK0
S
(y, pT ) of the corrected number of K0

S are:

∆
d2n

dyd pT
(y, pT ) =

√√√√(cdE/dx · cMC(y, pT )

Nevents ∆y∆pT

)2

∆n2
K0

S
(y, pT )+

(
cdE/dx ·nK0

S
(y, pT )

Nevents ∆y∆pT

)2

∆c2
MC(y, pT ) . (9)

3.8 Systematic uncertainties

Three possible contributions to the systematic uncertainties related to the event selection criteria, the track
and V 0 selection criteria and the signal extraction procedure were considered.

(i) The uncertainties related to the event selection criteria (see Sec. 3.3) were estimated by performing
the analysis with the following changes:
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– Simulations were done with and without the S4 trigger condition for all inelastic p+p inter-
actions. One-half of the difference between these two results was taken as the contribution to
the systematic uncertainty, which amounts to up to 3%.

– The allowed range of the vertex z position was changed from -590 < z (cm) < -572 to -588 <
z (cm) < -574 and -592 < z (cm) < -570. The uncertainty due to the variation of the selection
window amounts to up to 4%.

(ii) The uncertainties related to the track and V 0 selection criteria were estimated by performing the
analysis with the following changes compared to the original values (see Sec. 3.4):

– the minimum required number of clusters in both VTPCs for V 0 daughters was changed from
15 to 12 and 18, indicating a possible bias of up to 2%,

– the standard dE/dx cut used for identification of V 0 daughters was changed from ±3σ to
±2.5σ and ±3.5σ from the nominal Bethe-Bloch value indicating a possible bias of up to
3%,

– the ∆z cut was changed by varying the parameters a and b from 1.91 to 2.01 and 1.81 for
parameter a and from 0.99 to 0.98 and 1.00 for parameter b for pbeam = 31 GeV/c, from
1.71 to 1.91 and 1.51 for parameter a and from 0.95 to 0.93 and 0.97 for parameter b for
pbeam = 40 GeV/c and from 1.85 to 2.05 and 1.65 for parameter a and from 0.90 to 0.88 and
0.92 for parameter b for pbeam = 80 GeV/c, indicating a possible bias of up to 2%,

– the allowed distance of closest approach of the K0
S trajectory to the primary vertex was varied

from 0.25 to 0.20 and 0.30 cm, indicating a possible bias of up to 3%,

– the cosΘ∗ range for accepted candidates was changed from −0.97< cosΘ∗ < 0.85 to −0.99<
cosΘ∗ < 0.87 and −0.95 < cosΘ∗ < 0.83 indicating a possible bias of up to 3%.

(iii) The uncertainty due to the signal extraction procedure (see Sec. 3.5) was estimated by:

– changing the background fit function from a 2nd order to a 3rd order polynomial indicating a
possible bias of up to 4%,

– changing the invariant mass range over which the uncorrected number of K0
S was integrated

from m0 ±3Γ to m0 ±2.5Γ and m0 ±3.5Γ indicating a possible bias of up to 2%,

– calculating the uncorrected number of K0
S as the sum of entries after background fit subtraction

instead of the integral of the Lorentzian signal function indicating a possible bias of up to 2%,

– changing the region of the fit from [0.35-0.65] GeV/c2 to [0.38-0.62] GeV/c2 indicating a
possible bias of up to 2%.

The maximum deviations are determined separately for each group of contributions to the systematic
uncertainty. The systematic uncertainty was calculated as the square root of the sum of squares of the
maximum deviations. This procedure was used to estimate systematic uncertainties of all final quantities
presented in this paper: yields in (y, pT ) bins, inverse slope parameters of transverse momentum spectra,
yields in rapidity bins, and mean multiplicities.
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3.9 Mean lifetime measurements

The reliability of the K0
S reconstruction and the correction procedure was validated by studying the life-

time distribution of the analyzed K0
S . The lifetime (cτ) of each identified K0

S was calculated from the V 0

path length and its velocity. The corrected number of K0
S was then determined in bins of cτ/cτPDG, and

for the five rapidity bins of the pbeam = 40 GeV/c and 80 GeV/c data sets and in the whole rapidity range
(−0.75 < y < 1.75) of the pbeam = 31 GeV/c data set (see Fig. 6). The straight lines in Fig. 6 represent the
results of exponential fits, which provide mean lifetime values (normalized to the known PDG value [13])
as a function of rapidity. The thus determined mean lifetimes are shown in Fig. 7 as a function of rapidity.
The measured mean K0

S lifetimes agree within uncertainties with the PDG value and thus confirm the
quality of the analysis.
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Figure 6: (Color online) Corrected lifetime distributions for K0
S mesons produced in inelastic p+p interactions at

beam energies of pbeam = 31 GeV/c (top left), pbeam = 40 GeV/c (top right), and pbeam = 80 GeV/c (bottom). The
straight lines show the results of exponential fits used to obtain the mean lifetimes (normalized to the PDG value)
in rapidity bins. Statistical uncertainties are smaller than the marker size and are not visible on the plots.
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Figure 7: (Color online) Mean K0
S lifetimes (normalized to the PDG value) obtained from fits to the lifetime distri-

butions of Fig. 6 for the pbeam = 40 GeV/c (left) and pbeam = 80 GeV/c (right) data sets versus the rapidity y. The
error bars indicate the statistical uncertainties.

4 Results

This section presents new NA61/SHINE results on inclusive K0
S meson production from inelastic p+p

interactions at beam momenta of 31, 40 and 80 GeV/c. Transverse momentum and rapidity spectra are
obtained from the analysis of the weak decays of K0

S mesons into two charged pions.

4.1 Transverse momentum spectra

Double differential K0
S yields listed in Table 2 represent the main result of this paper. Yields are deter-

mined in five consecutive rapidity bins in the interval −0.75 < y < 1.75 and six transverse momentum
bins in the interval 0.0 < pT (GeV/c) < 1.2. The transverse momentum distributions at mid-rapidity
(y ≈ 0) are shown in Fig. 8.

An exponential function was fitted to the transverse momentum spectra. It reads:

f (pT ) = A · pT · exp


√

p2
T +m2

0

T

 , (10)

where m0 is the mass of the K0
S and T is the inverse slope parameter. The resulting values of T in each

rapidity bin are listed in Table 3.

4.2 Rapidity distributions and mean multiplicities

Kaon yields in each rapidity bin were obtained from the measured transverse momentum distributions.
The small fraction of K0

S at high pT outside of the acceptance was determined using Eq. 10. The resulting
dn
dy spectra of K0

S mesons produced in inelastic p+p interactions at 31, 40 and 80 GeV/c are presented in
Fig. 9 together with the previous NA61/SHINE results obtained for p+p interactions at 158 GeV/c [4].
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Momentum Results d2n
dyd pT

×103

pbeam = 31 GeV/c

y
pT (GeV/c)

(0.0;0.2) (0.2;0.4) (0.4;0.6)

(-0.75;-0.25) 19.2 ± 5.1 ± 6.6 44.6 ± 8.8 ± 7.0 35.9 ± 8.0 ± 11.7
(-0.25;0.25) 24.5 ± 3.4 ± 4.4 56.1 ± 4.6 ± 3.9 40.7 ± 3.4 ± 2.6
(0.25;0.75) 20.4 ± 2.5 ± 1.7 40.5 ± 3.2 ± 2.0 33.0 ± 2.6 ± 2.4
(0.75;1.25) 15.7 ± 2.4 ± 4.6 21.7 ± 2.5 ± 1.9 21.7 ± 2.3 ± 2.1
(1.25;1.75) 6.3 ± 1.4 ± 2.5 9.1 ± 1.7 ± 1.2 4.1 ± 1.3 ± 1.0

y
pT (GeV/c)

(0.6;0.8) (0.8;1.0) (1.0;1.2)

(-0.75;-0.25) 13.3 ± 3.6 ± 3.8 - -
(-0.25;0.25) 18.7 ± 2.0 ± 1.6 10.2 ± 1.2 ± 1.6 4.2 ± 0.8 ± 0.7
(0.25;0.75) 17.0 ± 1.6 ± 1.3 5.4 ± 0.8 ± 0.6 2.7 ± 0.5 ± 0.4
(0.75;1.25) 7.6 ± 1.2 ± 0.5 2.3 ± 0.6 ± 0.7 1.2 ± 0.4 ± 0.2
(1.25;1.75) 1.0 ± 0.6 ± 0.3 - -

pbeam = 40 GeV/c

y
pT (GeV/c)

(0.0;0.2) (0.2;0.4) (0.4;0.6)

(-0.75;-0.25) 24.8 ± 3.5 ± 7.3 54.3 ± 5.6 ± 7.6 34.9 ± 4.3 ± 4.3
(-0.25;0.25) 28.6 ± 2.6 ± 1.6 60.0 ± 3.3 ± 2.9 46.0 ± 2.4 ± 1.4
(0.25;0.75) 26.5 ± 2.0 ± 2.4 51.1 ± 2.7 ± 2.8 38.1 ± 2.2 ± 2.6
(0.75;1.25) 16.6 ± 1.6 ± 0.7 33.5 ± 2.4 ± 3.0 23.4 ± 1.9 ± 1.5
(1.25;1.75) 9.4 ± 1.2 ± 1.1 13.6 ± 1.9 ± 2.6 8.7 ± 1.5 ± 1.3

y
pT (GeV/c)

(0.6;0.8) (0.8;1.0) (1.0;1.2)

(-0.75;-0.25) 19.6 ± 2.3 ± 2.1 10.2 ± 1.4 ± 1.7 3.9 ± 0.8 ± 0.8
(-0.25;0.25) 23.2 ± 1.6 ± 1.6 11.2 ± 1.0 ± 0.9 5.4 ± 0.7 ± 0.6
(0.25;0.75) 22.1 ± 1.4 ± 1.8 8.7 ± 0.9 ± 1.2 3.2 ± 0.5 ± 0.4
(0.75;1.25) 11.1 ± 1.2 ± 1.0 4.1 ± 0.7 ± 0.5 1.4 ± 0.4 ± 0.3
(1.25;1.75) 5.2 ± 1.2 ± 2.3 0.9 ± 0.5 ± 0.2 0.3 ± 0.2 ± 0.1

pbeam = 80 GeV/c

y
pT (GeV/c)

(0.0;0.2) (0.2;0.4) (0.4;0.6)

(-0.75;-0.25) 35.2 ± 2.5 ± 3.5 64.2 ± 2.9 ± 2.6 51.8 ± 2.4 ± 2.9
(-0.25;0.25) 35.0 ± 2.0 ± 2.1 68.6 ± 2.5 ± 2.0 63.8 ± 2.2 ± 1.9
(0.25;0.75) 33.0 ± 1.6 ± 0.9 67.6 ± 2.3 ± 1.7 49.7 ± 2.2 ± 3.0
(0.75;1.25) 23.6 ± 1.3 ± 1.0 50.8 ± 2.0 ± 1.6 35.3 ± 2.1 ± 1.7
(1.25;1.75) 15.5 ± 1.2 ± 0.6 30.8 ± 1.7 ± 1.4 20.5 ± 1.9 ± 1.6

y
pT (GeV/c)

(0.6;0.8) (0.8;1.0) (1.0;1.2)

(-0.75;-0.25) 28.0 ± 1.6 ± 1.7 13.4 ± 1.0 ± 0.6 5.6 ± 0.7 ± 0.5
(-0.25;0.25) 31.6 ± 1.5 ± 1.9 15.4 ± 1.0 ± 1.1 6.4 ± 0.6 ± 0.5
(0.25;0.75) 29.3 ± 1.7 ± 1.6 14.7 ± 1.2 ± 1.0 5.4 ± 0.7 ± 0.4
(0.75;1.25) 22.0 ± 2.0 ± 1.3 7.4 ± 1.3 ± 0.9 3.4 ± 0.9 ± 0.3
(1.25;1.75) 8.5 ± 1.6 ± 1.5 4.6 ± 1.2 ± 1.3 0.8 ± 0.6 ± 0.2

Table 2: Double differential K0
S yields in bins of (y, pT ). The first uncertainty is statistical, while the second one is

systematic.

The mean multiplicities of K0
S mesons were calculated as the sum of the measured data points in Fig. 9

scaled by the ratio between measured and unmeasured regions obtained from the Monte-Carlo simulation.
The statistical uncertainties of ⟨K0

S ⟩ were calculated as the square root of the sum of the squares of the
statistical uncertainties of the contributing bins. The systematic uncertainties were calculated as the square
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Figure 8: (Color online) Double-differential K0
S spectra in inelastic p+p interaction at 31 GeV/c (left), 40 GeV/c

(middle) and 80 GeV/c (right) at mid-rapidity (y ≈ 0) calculated according to Eq. 4. Measured points are shown
as blue full triangles up (for pbeam = 31 GeV/c), green full triangles down (for pbeam = 40 GeV/c) and orange
full squares (for pbeam = 80 GeV/c). The solid curves are fitted to the data points using the exponential function
(Eq. 10). Vertical bars indicate statistical uncertainties (for some points smaller than the symbol size). Shaded
boxes show systematic uncertainties. Only statistical uncertainties are taken into account in the fit, because the
systematic uncertainties do not depend on pT . The numerical values of the data points are listed in Table 2.

pbeam = 31 GeV/c

y T (MeV) dn
dy ×103

(-0.75;-0.25) 149.4 ± 18.7 ± 21.8 24.6 ± 2.8 ± 3.1
(-0.25;0.25) 160.5 ± 5.9 ± 5.7 31.3 ± 1.5 ± 1.7
(0.25;0.75) 152.5 ± 4.9 ± 3.7 24.1 ± 1.1 ± 1.0
(0.75;1.25) 137.0 ± 6.2 ± 8.1 14.1 ± 0.9 ± 0.8
(1.25;1.75) 93.5 ± 11.7 ± 11.2 4.2 ± 0.6 ± 0.8

pbeam = 40 GeV/c

y T (MeV) dn
dy ×103

(-0.75;-0.25) 162.6 ± 6.8 ± 9.7 30.0 ± 1.7 ± 2.6
(-0.25;0.25) 164.8 ± 4.2 ± 1.9 35.5 ± 1.0 ± 1.4
(0.25;0.75) 157.4 ± 3.7 ± 4.0 30.4 ± 0.9 ± 1.8
(0.75;1.25) 143.6 ± 4.5 ± 2.6 18.2 ± 0.8 ± 1.0
(1.25;1.75) 122.2 ± 7.6 ± 6.2 7.6 ± 0.6 ± 0.7

pbeam = 80 GeV/c

y T (MeV) dn
dy ×103

(-0.75;-0.25) 165.8 ± 3.6 ± 2.3 40.3 ± 1.0 ± 1.6
(-0.25;0.25) 171.0 ± 3.0 ± 1.7 45.1 ± 0.9 ± 1.5
(0.25;0.75) 168.0 ± 3.4 ± 2.4 40.7 ± 0.8 ± 1.2
(0.75;1.25) 159.9 ± 4.7 ± 4.0 28.9 ± 0.8 ± 0.7
(1.25;1.75) 140.6 ± 6.2 ± 3.9 16.2 ± 0.7 ± 0.7

Table 3: Numerical values of T and dn/dy for K0
S mesons produced in p+p interactions at 31, 40 and 80 GeV/c.

The first column indicates the data set. The second column shows the rapidity range. The values of the inverse
slope parameter are listed in the third column, along with their statistical and systematic uncertainties. The last
column shows the numerical values of the pT -integrated yields presented in Fig. 9 with statistical and systematic
uncertainties.
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root of squares of systematic uncertainties described in Sec. 3.8. To estimate the systematic uncertainties
of the method used to determine the mean multiplicities of K0

S , the rapidity distributions were also fitted
using a single Gaussian or two Gaussians symmetrically displaced from mid-rapidity. The deviations
of the results of these fits from ⟨K0

S ⟩ are included as an additional contribution to the final systematic
uncertainty. The mean multiplicities of K0

S mesons in inelastic p+p collisions were found to be 0.0595±
0.0019(stat)±0.0022(sys) at 31 GeV/c, 0.0761±0.0013(stat)±0.0031(sys) at 40 GeV/c and 0.1158±
0.0012(stat)±0.0037(sys) at 80 GeV/c.

5 Comparison with published world data and model calculations

This section compares the new NA61/SHINE measurements of K0
S production in inelastic p+p interac-

tions at 31, 40 and 80 GeV/c with world data as well as with microscopic model calculations (EPOS1.99 [16,
17], SMASH 2.0 [19] and PHSD [20, 21]). The K0

S rapidity spectra from NA61/SHINE are compared in
Fig. 10 to the results from Blobel et al. [22] as well as with results from Ammosov et al. [23]. The
results from Blobel et al. at 24 GeV/c are significantly below the NA61/SHINE 31 GeV/c data in the
central rapidity part. The results from Ammosov et al. at 69 GeV/c are located between the measured
NA61/SHINE points of the 40 and 80 GeV/c data sets, as expected.

Recently NA61/SHINE reported an excess of charged over neutral kaon production in Ar+Sc collisions
at 75A GeV/c [24]. The precise and detailed results on K0

S production in p+p interactions reported here,
together with the corresponding results on charged kaons [5], may contribute to the understanding of this
puzzle. To this end the rapidity distributions of K0

S are compared with two predictions derived from K+

and K− yields obtained from the same data sets [5]. The first prediction is based on valence- and sea-quark
counting arguments [25] and leads to the equation NK0

S
= 1

4(NK+ +3 ·NK−). This relation was used in the
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Figure 10: (Color online) dn/dy as a function of scaled rapidity y/ybeam of K0
S mesons in inelastic p+p interactions at

31, 40 and 80 GeV/c. Measured points are shown as blue full triangles up (for pbeam = 31 GeV/c), green full triangles
down (for pbeam = 40 GeV/c) and orange full squares (for pbeam = 80 GeV/c). Results from other experiments are
shown as azure-colored diamonds (for Blobel et al. at 24 GeV/c) and yellow-colored diamonds (for Ammosov et
al. at 69 GeV/c). Vertical bars indicate statistical uncertainties (for some points smaller than the symbol size).

past to estimate the neutral kaon flux in the fragmentation region for K0 beam studies [26]. The second
prediction assumes isospin symmetry of the different charge states of the kaon: NK0

S
= 1

2(NK+ +NK−).
The K0

S rapidity distributions are compared to these two predictions in Fig. 11. The prediction based on
valence quark counting describes the K0

S rapidity distributions significantly better than the one assuming
isospin symmetry.

Figure 12 compares the NA61/SHINE measurements with model calculations from EPOS1.99, PHSD
and SMASH 2.0. EPOS1.99 overpredicts the experimental data at all three data beam momenta. PHSD
overpredicts the measured pbeam = 80 GeV/c data, while for the remaining two data sets it shows fair
agreement. SMASH 2.0 describes the experimental pbeam = 80 GeV/c data very well but underpredicts the
remaining two data sets. All models exhibit the same shape of the rapidity distribution as the experimental
data. The energy dependence of K0

S production seems to be well reproduced by EPOS1.99, whereas PHSD
and SMASH 2.0 both exhibit a stronger rise than observed in the data.

The mean multiplicity of K0
S mesons in p+p collisions at

√
sNN = 7.7, 8.8, 12.3 GeV, reported here, and

the published result at
√

sNN = 17.3 GeV [4] are compared in Fig. 13 with the world data in the range
from 3 - 32 GeV. The measured values are seen to rise linearly with collision energy

√
sNN .
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Figure 11: (Color online) Rapidity distribution dn/dy of K0
S mesons in inelastic p+p interactions at 31, 40, 80 and

158 GeV/c. Measured points are shown as blue full triangles up for pbeam = 31 GeV/c (top left), green full triangles
down for pbeam = 40 GeV/c (top right), orange full squares for pbeam = 80 GeV/c (bottom left) and red full circles
for pbeam = 158 GeV/c (bottom right). Results for charged kaons obtained by formula 1

4 (NK+ +3 ·NK−) are shown
by open colored symbols for all data sets, while the results obtained by formula 1

2 (NK+ +NK−) are shown by grey
opened symbols. Vertical bars indicate statistical uncertainties (for some points smaller than the symbol size).
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Figure 12: (Color online) Comparison of the experimental K0
S rapidity distributions with model calculations. Col-

ored symbols show the new measurements of NA61/SHINE as follows: pbeam = 31 GeV/c (top), pbeam = 40 GeV/c
(middle) and pbeam = 80 GeV/c (bottom). The black curves show the result of the model calculations: EPOS1.99
(solid), PHSD (dotted) and SMASH 2.0 (dashed).
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Figure 13: (Color online) Collision energy dependence of mean multiplicity of K0
S mesons produced in p+p inter-

actions. The measurements from NA61/SHINE are shown with colored symbols as follows: blue full triangle up
for pbeam = 31 GeV/c, green full triangle down for pbeam = 40 GeV/c, orange full square for pbeam = 80 GeV/c
and red full circle for pbeam = 158 GeV/c [4]. The results published by other experiments are shown by the grey
open circles [22, 23, 27–40]. Statistical uncertainties are smaller than the marker size, while shaded boxes indicate
systematic uncertainties.
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6 Summary

This paper presents the new NA61/SHINE measurement of K0
S mesons via their π+π− decay mode in

inelastic p+p collisions at beam momenta of 31, 40 and 80 GeV/c (
√

sNN = 7.7,8.8 and 17.3 GeV). Spec-
tra of transverse momentum (up to 1.2 GeV/c), as well as a distributions of rapidity (from -0.75 to 1.75),
are presented. The mean multiplicities, obtained from pT -integrated spectra and extrapolated rapidity
distributions, are (5.95±0.19±0.22)×10−2 at 31 GeV/c, (7.61±0.13±0.31)×10−2 at 40 GeV/c and
(11.58± 0.12± 0.37)× 10−2 at 80 GeV/c, where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second sys-
tematic. The measured K0

S lifetime agrees within uncertainties with the PDG value and thus confirms
the quality of the analysis. The mean multiplicities from model calculations deviate by up to 10% from
the measurements. The SMASH 2.0 model provides the best results for pbeam = 31 and 80 GeV/c, while
the PHSD model has the best agreement with measured data for pbeam = 40 GeV/c. The results of K0

S
production in proton-proton interactions presented in this paper significantly improve, with their high
statistical precision, the knowledge of strangeness production in elementary interactions and will serve as
a reference for studies of strange hadron production in nucleus-nucleus collisions.
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Estimation of the electromagnetic field in intermediate-energy heavy-ion collisions
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We estimate the spacetime profile of the electromagnetic field in head-on heavy-ion collisions at
intermediate collision energies

√
sNN = O(3 - 10 GeV). Using a hadronic cascade model (JAM; Jet

AA Microscopic transport model), we numerically demonstrate that the produced field has strength
eE = O((30 - 60 MeV)2), which is supercritical to the Schwinger limit of QED and is non-negligibly
large compared even to the hadron/QCD scale, and survives for a long time τ = O(10 fm/c) due
to the baryon stopping. We show that the produced field is nonperturbatively strong in the sense
that the nonperturbativity parameters (e.g., the Keldysh parameter) are sufficiently large, which is
in contrast to high-energy collisions

√
sNN ≳ 100 GeV, where the field is merely perturbative. Our

results imply that the electromagnetic field may have phenomenological impacts on hadronic/QCD
processes in intermediate-energy heavy-ion collisions and that heavy-ion collisions can be used as a
new tool to explore strong-field physics in the nonperturbative regime.

I. INTRODUCTION

Super dense matter, such as that realized inside a neu-
tron star or even denser, can be produced on Earth
by colliding heavy ions at intermediate collision ener-
gies

√
sNN = O(3 - 10 GeV). Such collision experi-

ments have been performed in the Beam Energy Scan
program at RHIC [1] and are planned worldwide (e.g.,
FAIR [2], NICA [3], HIAF [4], J-Parc-HI [5]) to reveal the
extreme form of matter in the dense limit and to develop
a better understanding of strong interaction, or quan-
tum chromodynamics (QCD). These experimental pro-
grams have motivated various theoretical studies, which
are mainly aimed at investigating the consequences of the
high-density matter and the dynamics of how it can be
created during the collisions, e.g., novel phases of QCD
at finite density (see Ref. [6] for a review) and the devel-
opment of various transport models to simulate the real-
time collision dynamics such as RQMD [7], UrQMD [8, 9],
JAM [10], and SMASH [11].

The purpose of this paper is, rather than pursuing
the high-density physics as previously discussed, to point
out that a strong electromagnetic field can be created
in intermediate-energy heavy-ion collisions. The gener-
ation of such a strong electromagnetic field is of inter-
est not only to hadron/QCD physics but also to the
area of strong-field physics. For hadron/QCD physics,
electromagnetic observables such as di-lepton yields [12–
15], which are promising probes of nontrivial processes
induced by the high-density matter, are naturally af-
fected by the presence of a strong electromagnetic field.
A correct estimation of the electromagnetic-field profile
(and also its implementation into transport-model sim-
ulations; cf. Ref. [16, 17]) is, therefore, important when
extracting/interpreting signals of the high-density mat-
ter from the actual experimental data. As for strong-

∗ hidetoshi.taya@riken.jp

field physics, the generation of a strong electromagnetic
field would provide a unique and novel opportunity to
study quantum electrodynamics (QED) in the nonper-
turbative regime beyond the Schwinger limit eEcr :=
m2

e = (0.511 MeV)2 (with e = |e| being the elemen-
tary electric charge, E electric field strength, and me the
electron mass). Currently, strong-field physics is driven
mainly by high-power lasers (see, e.g., Refs. [18, 19] for re-
views). The focused laser intensity of I = 1×1023 W/cm2

(corresponding to E ≈ 10−3 Ecr) is the current world
record [20], which is envisaged to be surpassed by the
latest and future facilities such as Extreme Light Infras-
tructure (ELI) I = O(1025 W/cm2) [21]. Although the
laser intensity is growing rapidly, it is and will remain,
for at least the next decade, several orders of magnitude
below the Schwinger limit Ecr. Therefore, it is difficult to
study strong-field phenomena with current lasers. This
means that a novel method or physical system to realize
a strong electromagnetic field is highly demanded.

There exist a number of studies on the generation of
a strong electromagnetic field at low- and high-energies
both theoretically and experimentally. Let us briefly re-
view them, so as to clarify our motivation to go to the
intermediate energy. At low energies, due to the baryon
stopping (i.e., the Landau picture [22, 23]), the collided
ions stick together at the collision point and form up
a gigantic ion with large atomic number Z = O(100),
and thereby creates a strong Coulomb electric field of
the order of eE ∼ (e2/4π)Z/R2 = O((20 MeV)2), where
R = O(10 fm) is the typical radius of the gigantic ion.
The produced field is weak compared to the hadron/QCD
scale but is far surpassing the Schwinger limit of QED.
Thus, it is expected to induce intriguing nonlinear QED
processes such as the vacuum decay (see Ref. [24] for a
recent analysis), experimental investigation of which has
been done around 1980s but is not conclusive yet (see,
e.g., Ref. [25] for possible interpretations of the exper-
imental results). On the other hand, at high energies,
the Bjorken picture [26] is valid rather than the Landau
picture. The colliding ions penetrate with each other
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without sticking, and hence they do not form up a gigan-
tic ion with large Z, unlike the low-energy case. Never-
theless, high-energy heavy-ion collisions are able to pro-
duce a very strong electromagnetic field with a different
mechanism. Namely, due to a strong Lorentz contrac-
tion, the charge density ρ of the incident ions are en-
hanced by the Lorentz factor γ ≈ (

√
sNN/1 GeV)/2 as

ρ → γρ ≈ γeρ0/2, where ρ0 ≈ 0.168 fm−3 is the nuclear
saturation density and we halved it because roughly the
half of the ions is composed of charged nucleons (i.e.,
proton). Due to this enhancement, at central collision
events, a strong Coulomb electric field with peak strength
eE ∼ eρR, which can exceed the hadron/QCD scale at
the RHIC/LHC energy scale

√
sNN = O(100 - 1000 GeV)

and can achieve eE = O(100 - 1000 MeV) [27], is pro-
duced at the instant of when the colliding ions maximally
overlap with each other [and also a strong magnetic field
can be produced in non-central events at the moment
when the ions pass through each other due to the Ampère
law (see Ref. [28] for a review), which is experimentally
utilized to test intriguing nonlinear QED processes such
as the photon-photon scattering [29] and the linear Breit-
Wheeler process [30, 31]].

Besides the field strength, there is a crucial difference
between the low- and high-energy cases: the lifetime of
the produced field. The lifetime of the field is long at
low energies due to the baryon stopping. For exam-
ple, it has been shown that the lifetime τ can reach
τ = O(100 - 1000 fm/c) for collision energies close to
the Coulomb barrier [32–34]. In contrast, the lifetime is
extremely short at high energies. The produced field can
survive only for the instance that the colliding ions pass
through each other, which is strongly suppressed by the
Lorentz factor as τ ∼ R/γ = O(0.1 - 0.01 fm/c) at the
RHIC/LHC energy.

The shortness of the lifetime τ significantly affects the
nonperturbativity of the physics induced by the strong
field. Namely, no matter how strong a field is, the physics
has to be perturbative if it is short-lived. The low-order
perturbation theory becomes sufficient in such a limit,
and therefore the physics becomes “trivial” in the sense
that it is not very different from the usual electromag-
netic processes in the vacuum. Intuitively, this is sim-
ply because there is no time for the finite field to have
multiple interactions with a particle. To be more quanti-
tative, suppose we have, as an example, an electric field
with peak strength E0 and lifetime τ , and consider the
vacuum pair production by such a strong electric field,
vacuum + E → e+ + e−. For this case, the interplay be-
tween the nonperturbative and perturbative pair produc-
tion is controlled by two dimensionless quantities [35–44],

ξ(m) :=
eE0τ

m
and ν := eE0τ

2 . (1)

Note that the parameter ξ is known as the Keldysh pa-
rameter [45] and, depending on the context, is also called
the classical nonlinearity parameter [19]. The mass m is
the mass of the particle to be produced. For enough

strong and long-lived fields such that ξ, ν ≫ 1, the pair
production becomes nonperturbative in the sense that
the rate of the pair production acquires a non-analytic de-
pendence in e and E0 as ∝ exp[−(const.)×(m2/eE0)]. In
the opposite limit, ξ, ν ≪ 1, it becomes purely perturba-
tive, i.e., the low-order perturbative treatment becomes
sufficient, meaning that the rate only has the power de-
pendence in e and E0 as ∝ (eE0/m

2)n (n ∈ N). This
example of the vacuum pair production clearly demon-
strates that the supercriticality eE0 ≳ m2 is not suffi-
cient to guarantee the nonperturbativity of strong-field
processes. One must, thus, pay attention to the magni-
tude of the lifetime τ , or the resulting ξ and ν, as well, in
addition to the strength E0. In terms of these nonpertur-
bativity parameters (1), high-energy heavy-ion collisions
at the typical RHI/LHC scale correspond to ν = O(0.1)
and ξ = O(100) for electron m = me and O(1) for pion
m = mπ ≈ 140 MeV. This means, although ξ can be
nonperturbatively large for the QED scale m = me due
to the largeness of the field strength, ν always remains
perturbatively small due to the shortness of the lifetime.
For the hadron/QCD scale m = mπ, neither ξ nor ν can
be nonperturbative. Therefore, in either case of QED
or QCD, the pair production cannot be nonperturbative,
implying that strong-field physics in the nonperturbative
regime cannot be explored with the field produced in
high-energy heavy-ion collisions. This naive argument,
based on the “order parameters” of the vacuum pair
production, is consistent with the actual experimental
results. There have been observations of next-leading-
order QED processes such as light-by-light scattering [29]
and linear Breit-Wheeler pair production [30], in which
the experimental results are consistent with perturbative
QED calculations and no signatures of higher-order non-
linear effects have been detected.

We are now in a position to address the advantage of
going to intermediate energies. It is natural to expect
that the electromagnetic field generated in intermediate-
energy heavy-ion collisions should have characteristics
between the low- and high-energy cases. Namely, al-
though the field strength would be weaker than that in
the high-energy case, it should be stronger than that in
the low-energy case. This means that the produced field
will remain much stronger than the Schwinger limit of
QED and may still be comparable to the hadron/QCD
scale. As for lifetime, we can naturally expect that the
field produced at intermediate energies should survive
longer than the high-energy field. If this is true, it over-
comes the problem of the short lifetime in the high energy
limit, while maintaining a sufficiently large field strength.
Hence, it enables us to access the strong-field physics in
the nonperturbative regime. It is therefore worthwhile
to investigate the generation of a strong electromagnetic
field in intermediate-energy heavy-ion collisions and to
make a realistic estimate to clarify whether this is the
case, and, if so, how important it is.

Based on the motivations explained thus far, we would
like to make a realistic estimate of the electromagnetic



3

field in intermediate-energy heavy-ion collisions based on
a hadron-transport-model simulation. Indeed, neither
the Landau nor the Bjorken picture is complete at inter-
mediate energies (cf. Ref. [46] as a related for vorticity
estimation). Accordingly, the generation mechanism of
the electromagnetic field is more involved compared to
the low- and high-energy limits, and hence it is impos-
sible to carry out a simple analytic estimate at interme-
diate energies. In particular, dynamical effects become
more important than the other energy regimes. For ex-
ample, both elastic- and inelastic- multiple collision pro-
cesses among the constituent nucleons are important to
determine the sticking or non-sticking of the colliding
ions. Hadrons are produced or decay during the time
evolution through the inelastic processes, meaning that
the simple but widely-used modeling based the Liénard-
Wiechert potential of the electromagnetism is not appli-
cable1. The Lorentz contraction comes into play, unlike
at the low energy limit, but is not as strong as that at
the high energy, and therefore hadrons consisting of the
colliding ions need to be treated as anisotropic objects
with finite size. All of those dynamical effects can be
taken into account systematically by using established
hadron-transport models of heavy-ion collisions. In this
work, we adopt JAM (Jet AA Microscopic transport
model) [10, 47]. JAM is a hadronic cascade model to
simulate the realtime dynamics of heavy-ion collisions.
In addition to elastic hadron-hadron scatterings, inelas-
tic processes are implemented in JAM via resonance pro-
duction, soft-string excitation, and multiple mini-jet pro-
duction, so that it can be applied to a wide range of colli-
sion energies from

√
sNN = O(2 GeV) up to O(100 GeV).

More details of JAM, including its comparison with other
models, can be found in, e.g., Ref. [48].

This paper is organized as follows. We first explain
our numerical setup and how we calculate the electro-
magnetic field with JAM in Sec. II. We then present the
numerical results in Sec. III that include the spacetime
profiles of the charge density (Sec. III A) and the result-
ing electromagnetic field (Sec. III B), the time evolution
of the peak strength (Sec. III C), and the correspond-
ing nonperturbativity parameters ξ and ν to demonstrate
that the field is nonperturbatively strong (Sec. IIID).

Notation: Our metric is the mostly minus, i.e., gµν :=
diag(+1,−1,−1,−1). Spatial three vectors are indicated
by the bold letters, e.g., xµ := (t,x) for spacetime coor-
dinates and Aµ = (A0,A) for the four-vector potential.
We take the z-axis along the beam direction and write
x =: (x, y, z) =: (x⊥, z).

1 The Liénard-Wiechert potential is explicitly dependent on time-
derivatives of the trajectory of a charged particle r(t). Therefore,
it is valid only if r(t) does not have any singularities, which
means the particle cannot decay nor be produced during the
time evolution.

II. NUMERICAL RECIPE

A. Calculation program

We wish to calculate the electric E and magnetic B
fields in heavy-ion collisions at intermediate collision en-
ergies. The electromagnetic fields are given by

E := −∂tA−∇A0 and B := ∇×A , (2)

where Aµ is the retarded vector potential,

Aµ(t,x) :=
1

4π

∫
d3x′ J

µ(t− |x− x′|,x′)

|x− x′|
, (3)

with Jµ being the total electric current carried by the
charged particles in the collisions. In the present paper,
we focus on the event-averaged values of O = E,B and
take the event averaging of Eq. (2) as

O :=
1

N

N∑
i=1

Oi , (4)

where Oi is the event-by-event result and N is the total
number of the events. Note that event-by-event fluctua-
tions may be important in actual experiments (see also
Ref. [27] for the high-energy case). For example, it has
been argued in Refs. [49–51] that the maximum value of
the baryon density can fluctuate event-by-event by more
than 30 % at intermediate energies. Such large fluctu-
ations of the baryon density ρB imply that the charge
density ρ/e ≈ ρB/2 should also fluctuate, and so does
the resulting electromagnetic field. We shall report the
event-by-event fluctuations of the electromagnetic fields
in intermediate-energy heavy-ion collisions in a forthcom-
ing paper.
We evaluate the electromagnetic field (2) numerically

as follow. We first calculate the electric current Jµ with
JAM. JAM calculates the phase-space distributions of
hadrons in heavy-ion collisions (xn(t), p

µ
n(t)), where the

subscript n labels the hadrons in a collision event. The
electric current Jµ at a position (t′,x′) is then given in
terms of the JAM phase-space distribution as

Jµ(t′,x′) :=
∑

n∈all hadrons

pµn(t
′)

p0n(t
′)
ρn(t

′,x′) , (5)

where ρn is the charge density of a single charged hadron.
In JAM, hadrons are treated as if they are point-like,
and hence the charge density of each hadron is localized
strictly at xn. Hadrons are finite-sized in reality, moti-
vated by which we smear the charge density by using the
(relativistic) Gaussian distribution:

ρn(t
′,x′) := qn

γn(t
′)

(
√
2πσ)3

× exp

[
−|x′ − xn(t

′)|2 + γ2
n(t

′) (vn(t
′) · (x′ − xn(t

′)))
2

2σ2

]
,
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where qn is the electric charge, σ the smearing width,
and γ :=

√
1− v2

n :=
√

1− (pn/p0n)
2 the Lorentz factor

for the n-th hadron.
Once the electric current Jµ is obtained with JAM,

can we calculate the retarded vector potential Aµ(t,x)
by carrying out the x′ integration according to Eq. (3)
at each spacetime point (t,x). This can be done with the
standard numerical integration schemes, e.g., the Gauss-
Legendre quadrature method, which we have adopted in
this work.

In the default setting of JAM, the simulation starts
from some initial time tin =: 0, around which the inci-
dent ions start to collide. The JAM hadron phase-space
data is, thus, available only later than tin, so is the elec-
tric current Jµ (5). To perform the integration (3), the
information of the electric current at time t′ = t−|x−x′|,
which can be earlier than tin (when |x − x′| > t − tin),
is needed. To get the electric current before the initial
time tin, we extrapolate the phase-space data at the ini-
tial time t = tin by assuming that the hadrons that con-
stitutes the incident ions go straight trajectories in the
phase-space without any interactions:

xn(t < tin) := xn(tin) + (t− tin)
pn(tin)

p0n(tin)
,

pµn(t < tin) := pµn(tin) .

(6)

Having calculated the retarded vector potential Aµ (3),
can we obtain the electromagnetic fields via the differen-
tiation (2). We in this work have adopted the standard
central difference method with discretizing the x coordi-
nates with uniform meshes.

B. Numerical parameters

We summarize the numerical parameters adopted in
the present work in Table I.

Using JAM, we simulate head-on (i.e., the impact
parameter b is strictly fixed at b = 0) collisions
of gold ions at the intermediate energies

√
sNN =

2.4, 3.0, 3.5, 3.9, 4.5, 5.2, 6.2, 7.2, 7.7, 9.2, and 11.5. Sev-
eral advanced options are available in JAM (such as
the mean-field potential and hybrid hydrodynamic sim-
ulation), which we switch off and run JAM with the
default setting to carry out the most basic hadronic
cascade simulation. Note that, although we have con-
centrated on gold collisions as a first step to study
the electromagnetic-field physics in intermediate-energy
heavy-ion collisions, it is an interesting question to con-
sider other ion species. In particular, deformed ions
such as uranium and also asymmetric collisions such as
Au+Cu (see, e.g., Refs. [52–54] at high energies) would
be of interest, in which case the resulting electromag-
netic fields should have a preferred direction due to the
collision geometry, leading to observable effects such as
a charged v1 flow. The impact parameter dependence is
also an interesting issue. With finite impact parameters

magnetic field shall dominate, while electric field does so
in head-on events as we shall demonstrate below. We
shall report the interplay of the dominance between the
electric and magnetic fields in a future publication.
We have five numerical parameters in the evaluation of

the electromagnetic field outlined in Sec. II A: the event
number N , the smearing width σ, and the discretizations
of t,x, and x′. To reduce the numerical cost, we are re-
luctant to take a relatively small event number N = 100,
although the residual event-by-event fluctuations do not
look very significant after the event averaging as we show
later. We shall use the particular value of the smearing
width σ = 1 fm for all hadron species, which is physically
motivated by that the typical size of a nucleon is of the
order of 1 fm and is a common choice in the literature.
We have checked that the numerical results are less sen-
sitive to the value of σ after taking the event averaging.
We have also carefully checked that the lattice volumes
of x and x′ and the mesh sizes ∆t,∆x, and ∆x′ are suffi-
ciently large and fine, respectively, in such a way that the
numerical results are not sensitive to them. Note that,
for the present parameters, a single numerical simulation
(per energy) consumes O(20 GB) RAM and takes about
a few days with a standard GPU computer available on
the market.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We present the numerical results obtained with the
recipe outlined in Sec. II. The main result is that an
electric field which is non-perturbatively strong and long-
lived can be created in intermediate-energy heavy-ion col-
lisions; see Sec. IIID, in particular Fig. 4. Before getting
there, we discuss the generation of such a strong electric
field step by step. We first demonstrate in Sec. III A that
a highly-charged matter ρ/e = O(0.5 fm−3), as a reminis-
cent of the dense baryon matter, is realized at intermedi-
ate energies. The highly-charged matter sources a strong
electric field, whose spacetime profile shall be discussed
in Sec. III B. We shall discuss the intensity and the life-
time of the produced electric field in detail in Sec. III C
and show in Sec. IIID that it can be nonperturbatively
strong and long-lived, in contrast to what is realized at
high energies.

A. Spacetime profile of the charge density

Fig. 1 shows the spacetime profile of the charge density.
The key observation is that intermediate-energy heavy-
ion collisions can realize a high charge density, typically
of the order of ρ/e = O(0.5 fm−3), for a relatively long
time τ = O(10 fm/c). The magnitude of the charge
density is roughly O(5) times greater than that of an
usual charged ion at rest ρ/e ≈ ρ0/2 ≈ 0.08 fm−3. This
highly-charged matter sources a strong electric field, as
we shall demonstrate later.
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Ion species 197Au

Collision energy
√
sNN 2.4, 3.0, 3.5, 3.9, 4.5, 5.2, 6.2, 7.2, 7.7, 9.2, and 11.5 GeV

Impact parameter b 0 fm

Gaussian smearing width σ 1 fm

Total event number N 100

Discretization of time t t ∈ [0, 30] fm/c with ∆t = 0.5 fm/c

Discretization of x = (x, y, z) x, y, z ∈ [−30,+30] fm with (nx, ny, nz) = (121, 121, 121) sites

(a uniform 3D lattice with ∆x = ∆y = ∆z = 0.5 fm)

Discretization of x′ = (x′, y′, z′) x′, y′, z′ ∈ [−30,+30] fm with (nx′ , ny′ , nz′) = (120, 120, 120) sites

(a non-uniform 3D lattice for the Gauss-Legendre quadrature method)

TABLE I. Parameters adopted in the numerical simulation.

√
sNN = 2.4 GeV 3.0 GeV 5.2 GeV 6.2 GeV 7.2 GeV
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FIG. 1. The spacetime profile of electric charge density ρ/e at some selected collision energies (
√
sNN = 2.4, 3.0, 5.2, 6.2, and

7.2 GeV). The different colors indicate different time slices, ranging from 2 fm/c (red) to 20 fm/c (blue) with the increment of
2 fm/c. The top and bottom panels correspond to the distributions in the beam z direction at fixed x = y = 0 fm and in the
transverse y direction at fixed x = z = 0 fm, respectively.

There are two important physics that contribute to the
creation of the highly-charged matter. The first one is
the Lorentz contraction. Due to the Lorentz contraction
in the beam direction, the incident ions are not spher-
ical, but anisotropic, and the longitudinal size is short-
ened as R → R/γ ≈ (13 fm)/(

√
sNN/1 GeV), where

R ≈ (1.1 fm) × A1/3 ≈ 6.4 fm is the radius of a gold
ion A = 197 at rest and we used 2γ ≈ (

√
sNN/1 GeV).

Accordingly, the charge density is enhanced from that at
rest by the Lorentz factor γ and hence becomes larger
with collision energy as ρ/e ≈ γ × ρ0/2 ≈ (0.04 fm−3)×
(
√
sNN/1 GeV). The collision dynamics can roughly

be understood as an overlapping process of these two
Lorentz-contracted ions. The maximum charge density
is then achieved when the two ions maximally overlap
with each other. As a zero-th order approximation, we
may neglect the interaction between the ions and hence
assume that they just pass through each other during
a collision. Then, the maximum can be estimated as
max ρ/e ≈ 2 × ρ/e ≈ (0.08 fm−3) × (

√
sNN/1 GeV)

and the time of which achieved as tmax ≈ 2R/γ ≈
(26 fm/c)/(

√
sNN/1 GeV). These estimates are in rough

agreement with the numbers shown Fig. 1.

The second is the interaction (i.e., the baryon stop-
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ping), which is especially important in determining the
lifetime of the highly-charged matter. The importance of
the interaction is evident in Fig. 1. If it is non-interacting,
the charge density should exhibit a two-peak structure
after the maximum, i.e., the collided ions pass through
each other and leave nothing in the mid-rapidity z ≈ 0
(the Bjorken picture [26]). This is not the case in Fig. 1,
which shows that the density is single-peaked at the mid-
rapidity after the collision. In other words, the interac-
tion makes it difficult for the colliding ions to penetrate
each other, instead causing them to merge at the point of
collision (the Landau picture [22, 23]). The interaction
makes the lifetime τ of the highly-charged matter longer,
compared to what is naively expected from the Bjorken
picture τ ≈ 2R/γ ≈ (26 fm/c)/(

√
sNN/1 GeV). For

example, at
√
sNN = 3.0 GeV, a relatively dense charge

state ρ/e ≳ 0.1 fm−3 appears around t ≈ 2 fm/c and sur-
vives until t ≈ 18 fm/c, whose lifetime τ ≈ 18−2 fm/c =
16 fm/c is much longer than the naive Bjorken estimate
τ ≈ 26/3 fm/c ≈ 9 fm/c. The interaction effect is non-
negligible and hence a highly-charged matter with a rela-
tively long lifetime is realized in the intermediate energy
values

√
sNN = O(3 - 10 GeV).

B. Spacetime profile of the produced field

The highly-charged matter created in intermediate-
energy heavy-ion collisions (see Fig. 1) produces a strong
electric field. To show this, we plot, in Fig. 2, an electro-
magnetic Lorentz invariant,

F := E2 −B2 . (7)

Note that the other invariant G := E · B is found to
be vanishing (up to residual event-by-event fluctuations).
This is reasonable, since we have no electric current J to
produce a macroscopic magnetic field in central collision
events and hence B ≈ 0. This also means

F ≈ E2 . (8)

That is, the produced field is electric, which is also ev-
ident in Fig. 2 that the sign of F is always positive. It
is thus convenient to introduce an effective electric field
strength Eeff such that

Eeff :=
√
F . (9)

Fig. 2 shows that the typical strength of the produced
electric field is e2F = O(106 - 7 MeV4), corresponding to
eEeff = O((30 - 60 MeV)2). The created field is strong
in the sense that it is far beyond the Schwinger limit of
QED, eEcr = m2

e = (0.511 MeV)2. It is not supercritical
to the hadron/QCD scale, mπ ≈ 140 MeV, but still is
non-negligibly strong eEeff = O((30 %×mπ)

2), implying
that it can affect hadron/QCD processes. The produced
field also has a sufficiently large spacetime volume τ ×
V = O(10 fm/c) × O((10 fm)3) because of the baryon

stopping and of that the highly-charged matter has a
macroscopically large spatial volume ∝ R3/γ.

Let us have a closer look at the spacetime structure
of the produced field. First, the produced field has a
donuts-like spatial structure, with peaks located around
where the charge density vanishes (see Fig. 1). Namely,
the effective field strength Eeff is zero at the collision
point x ≈ 0, and, as going away from the collision point,
Eeff increases almost linearly ∝ |x| and then decreases
quadratically ∝ 1/|x|2 after it gets peaked. These are
the direct consequences of the Gauss law divE = ρ (and
is similar to the textbook exercise of the electric field
produced by a uniformly charged sphere; see, e.g., Jack-
son [55]).

Second, the field strength in the transverse plane (the
bottom panel in Fig. 2) increases with collision energy√
sNN, while that along the beam direction (the top panel

in Fig. 2) is less sensitive to
√
sNN and is weaker than

that in the transverse plane. This is a reminiscent of
the anisotropic structure of the charged matter due to
the Lorentz contraction (see Fig. 1) and can be under-
stood simply with the Gauss law. For simplicity, let us
model the matter as a uniformly charged short cylinder,
with radius |x⊥| ≤ R and length |z| ≤ R/γ. Then, the
Gauss law tells us that the field strength is maximized
along the longitudinal direction at the ends of the charged
cylinder |z| = R/γ and the corresponding strength is
E = ρR/γ. Similarly, the maximum in the transverse
plane is E = ρR/2 at |x⊥| = R. Thus, the field strength
in the transverse plane is enhanced by the anisotropy
factor γ compared to that along the longitudinal axis.

Note that the charge density ρ can roughly be esti-
mated as a simple overlapping of two Lorentz-contracted
ions ρ/e ≈ γρ0 (see Sec. IIIA). Therefore, the max-
imum field strength over the space can be estimated,
by using the simple modeling in the last paragraph, as
eE ≈ e2γρ0R/2 ≈ ((

√
sNN/1 GeV)1/2 × 31 MeV)2. This

simple estimate is in rough agreement with the actual
numbers shown in Fig. 2 (albeit a bit overestimating,
which we discuss in Sec. III C).

Third, the produced field expands faster with increas-
ing collision energy. For lower energies

√
sNN ≲ 5 GeV,

the expansion is negligible and the field is roughly stay-
ing around the original position created. In contrast, for
higher energies

√
sNN ≳ 5 GeV, the expansion becomes

significant and the field moves almost at the speed of
light. For the longitudinal expansion, this is a natural
consequence that the Bjorken picture begins to be effec-
tive for higher energies. Although the Landau picture
dominates in the intermediate-energy regime as we have
explained in Sec. III A, it is also true that the Bjorken
picture is becoming effective for higher energies, which
can be observed in Fig. 1 from that the charged matter
expands in the beam direction after created and begins to
exhibit a two-peak structure at, e.g.,

√
sNN = 7.2 GeV.

The expansion also becomes faster in the transverse di-
rection, simply because the typical kinetic energy of the
particles in the collision system increases with collision
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FIG. 2. The typical spacetime profile of the Lorentz invariant F = E2 −B2 in intermediate-energy heavy-ion collisions. The
plotting style is the same as Fig. 1: the time slices are indicated by the colors, and the top and bottom panels correspond to
the distributions in the z and y directions, respectively. Note that the vertical scale is ten times greater in the bottom than in
the top.

energy, allowing them to move faster.

C. Field strength

Having observed the generation of a strong electric field
in intermediate-energy heavy-ion collisions, we turn to
discuss more quantitative aspects of the produced field,
in particular the peak field strength over the space.

We first discuss the time evolution of the field strength;
see Fig. 3 (i). The strength gets maximized when the in-
cident ions overlap with each other the most and shows
up a sharp peak at around t ≈ (26 fm/c)/(

√
sNN/1 GeV)

(within the non-interacting estimate; see Sec. III A). Af-
ter the peak, the field strength decays rather slowly, as
the collision remnant can survive in the mid-rapidity re-
gion due to the baryon stopping, and consequently the
field can maintain its strength for a relatively long time.
For example, a single ion at rest has a field strength of
eE ≲ e2(ρ0/2)R/3 ≈ 25 MeV, above which strength is
kept for more than O(15 fm/c) in intermediate-energy
heavy-ion collisions.

The peak in Fig. 3 (i) becomes larger and sharper with
increasing collision energy. This is also evident in Fig. 3
(ii) and (iii), which show, respectively, the maximum
strength of the peak, maxEeff , and the full width at the

half maximum of Eeff (FWHM),

τ :=

∫
Eeff (t)>maxEeff/2

dt . (10)

Note that the FWHM (10) can naturally be regarded as
the lifetime of the field produced, and so we use Eq. (10)
to define the lifetime in what follows.
The maximum peak field strength increases with colli-

sion energy [see Fig. 3 (ii)], as anticipated with the sim-
ple estimate eE ≈ e2γρ0R/2 ≈ ((

√
sNN/1 GeV)1/2 ×

31 MeV)2 that we made in Sec. III B. The key point is
the enhancement of the charge density by the Lorentz
contraction, which yields to the energy dependence. Al-
though the simple estimate can capture the qualitative
feature of the peak field strength, it fails at the quantita-
tive level mainly because the modeling with a uniformly-
charged short cylinder is crude. In particular, the actual
charge distribution (see Fig. 1) is tailed and thus the
charge extends more than the rigid cylinder distribution,
which makes the actual peak field strength smaller than
the simple estimate. Indeed, we find

max
√
eEeff =

(√
sNN

1 GeV

)1/2

× 22.38 MeV , (11)

which has the smaller coefficient (31 MeV → 22 MeV),
can fit the numerical result well.
The lifetime (10) decreases with collision energy [see

Fig. 3 (ii)], which is essentially due to the Lorentz
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FIG. 3. The effective electric-field strength Eeff in intermediate-energy heavy-ion collisions. (i) The time evolution of Eeff for
some selected collision energies. (ii) The maximum peak strength of Eeff , extracted from (i), plotted against collision energy√
sNN. (iii) The lifetime of the field, defined as FWHM of Eeff (10). The dashed lines in (ii) and (iii) are the numerical fittings

of the obtained results.

contraction. The typical lifetime of the field is deter-
mined by that of the highly-charged matter. There-
fore, τ ≈ 2R/γ ≈ (26 fm/c)/(

√
sNN/1 GeV) in the

non-interacting limit (see Sec. III A). In reality, however,
the interaction is important, especially for lower energies√
sNN ≲ 5 GeV, and thus the naive non-interacting esti-

mate only gives a poor fit at the quantitative level. The
interaction makes the lifetime considerably longer. We
numerically find that such an interaction effect can be
reproduced well with a higher-order term ∝ s−1

NN, added

to the naive s
−1/2
NN dependence, and the best fitting curve

is found to be

τ =

(√
sNN

1 GeV

)−1

× 14.89 fm/c

+

(√
sNN

1 GeV

)−2

× 83.45 fm/c . (12)

Note that the fitting curve (12) does not reproduce the
coefficient of the naive estimate, 26 fm/c, even in the
limit of

√
sNN → ∞. This can be understood as an indi-

cation that the Bjorken picture cannot be complete and
the interaction is important at intermediate energies.

We emphasize that the lifetime is affected significantly
by the interaction and made considerably longer, while
the peak strength is less affected. Accordingly, the life-
time is more dependent on collision energy than the peak
strength is. As we see shortly below, this shall be the
essence why we can have a nonperturbatively strong elec-
tric field in intermediate-energy heavy-ion collisions, in
particular for

√
sNN ≲ 5 fm/c, where the interaction be-

comes more important.

●●
●●●●●●
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●●●●●●●●

●●●●
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FIG. 4. Sensitivity plot for nonperturbativity of the pro-
duced electric field in intermediate-energy heavy-ion colli-
sions. The dots represent the characteristics of the field
(τ,max

√
eEeff) extracted from Fig. 3 at each collision energy√

sNN, ranging from
√
sNN = 2.4 GeV (blue), 3.0, 3.5, 3.9,

4.5, 5.2, 6.2, 7.2, 7.7, 9.2, to 11.5 GeV (red). The lines rep-
resent the nonperturbativity parameters (1): 1 = ξ(10 MeV)
(bottom blue dashed), 1 = ξ(102 MeV) (middle blue dashed),
1 = ξ(103 MeV) (top blue dashed), and 1 = ν (red). Those
lines set “phase boundaries” of the nonperturbativity (of the
vacuum pair production). The red regions ξ(m), ν > 1 are
nonperturbative (for mass scales m), while it is perturbative
in the blue regions ξ(m), ν < 1.

D. Nonperturbativity

As one of the possible “order parameters” for the non-
perturbativity of a strong field, we calculate the non-
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perturbativity parameters ξ and ν (1) and discuss the
sensitivity region in intermediate-energy heavy-ion colli-
sions. The result is shown in Fig. 4. It clearly shows
that intermediate-energy heavy-ion collisions, in partic-
ular with

√
sNN ≲ 5 fm/c, can access the nonpertur-

bative regime. Namely, although higher collision ener-
gies

√
sNN ≳ 5 fm/c are advantageous in that the field

strength is strong, which can be comparable even to the
hadron/QCD scale, it is disadvantageous in that the life-
time gets extremely short and accordingly the physics
has to be purely perturbative. On the other hand, al-
though the achievable field strength is weaker in lower
collision energies

√
sNN ≲ 5 fm/c, it is still much stronger

than the critical strength of QED and is non-negligible to
the hadron/QCD scale, and also the lifetime can be very
long, allowing us to enter the nonperturbative regime.

Using the fitting results, Eq. (11) for max
√
eEeff and

Eq. (12) for τ , we find that the nonperturbativity param-
eters ξ and ν can be parametrized as

ξ =
37.27 MeV +

(√
sNN

1 GeV

)−1

× 208.93 MeV

m
, (13)

ν =
(
9.34× s

−3/4
NN + 1.67× s

−1/4
NN

)2

≈ 87.18× s
−3/2
NN .

It is clear that both ξ and ν increase with decreasing col-
lision energy

√
sNN, i.e., lowering the energy is more ben-

eficial for the nonperturbativity. The interaction effect in
the Landau stopping regime gives a significant contribu-

tion here, as the dominant s
−1/2
NN and s

−3/2
NN dependencies

in ξ and ν, respectively, arise from the s−1
NN term in the

lifetime τ (12), which we have added to account for the
interaction effect.

For clarity, we remark that the meaning of the “non-
perturbative” in Fig. 4 is just that the physical observ-
able (or, to be precise, the number of particle and anti-
particle pairs with mass m produced from the vacuum
by a strong electric field E [35–44]) acquires a nonper-
turbative dependence ∝ exp[−(const)×m2/eE]. In other
words, being in the nonperturbative regime does not nec-
essarily guarantee the significance of the nonperturbative
effect and/or its detectability in actual experiments. In
fact, unless we have a field strength comparable to or ex-
ceeding the mass scale eE ≳ m2, the effect is strongly
suppressed by the exponential ∝ exp[−(const)×m2/eE]
and is simply negligible. For example, the lowest energy√
sNN = 2.4 GeV is nonperturbative for m ≈ 100 MeV,

but the field strength is at most eE = O((30 MeV)2) and
therefore the corresponding nonperturbative effect is sup-
pressed as ∝ exp[−(100/30)2] = O(10−5). The exponen-
tial suppression becomes mild for m2 ≲ eE and hence
m ≲ 30 MeV is the mass region for

√
sNN = 2.4 GeV

such that the nonperturbative effect becomes significant
and/or would be detectable in actual experiments. In this
sense of the significance/detectability, the highest colli-
sion energy closest to the phase boundary is the most ad-
vantageous to observe a nonperturbative effect with the
largest m. According to Fig. 4, such a collision energy

is
√
sNN ≈ 5 GeV and the corresponding mass region is

m ≲ 50 MeV.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have studied the generation of a strong electric field
in head-on collisions of gold ions at intermediate energies
O(3 - 10 GeV), based on a hadron transport-model sim-
ulation JAM. Our main statement is that intermediate-
energy heavy-ion collisions are useful not only to study
the densest matter on Earth but also to study strong-
field physics in the nonperturbative regime. Namely, we
have shown that the produced electric field is as strong
as eEeff = O((30 - 60 MeV)2) (see Figs. 2 and 3), which
is supercritical to the Schwinger limit of QED and is
still non-negligibly strong compared to the hadron/QCD
scale. The produced field is sufficiently long-lived and en-
ables us to explorer the nonperturbative regime of strong-
field physics up to mass scale ofm ≲ 50 MeV (see Fig. 4),
which is unaccessible with any other experiments at the
present such as high-power lasers and high-energy heavy-
ion collisions.
The present work is just a first step, e.g., towards

realistic estimations of nonperturbative strong-field ef-
fects and/or modifications to hadron/QCD dynamics in
intermediate-energy heavy-ion collisions. Let us briefly
discuss possible directions and outlook below.
First, it is a very exciting possibility that we can study

strong-field physics by using intermediate-energy heavy-
ion collisions, since such a truly strong-field regime above
the QED critical field strength cannot be achieved with
any other experiments at the present. One of the most
intriguing targets is the Schwinger effect, i.e., the non-
perturbative vacuum pair production, which was pre-
dicted more than seventy years ago [56, 57] and ap-
plied to various contexts, including the Hawking ra-
diation in a black hole [58], but has never been ob-
served in actual experiments yet. As we have shown,
intermediate-energy heavy-ion collisions generate a non-
perturbatively strong electric field that is able to in-
duce the Schwinger effect, and therefore can in princi-
ple be used as a new experimental setup to test it. It
is, therefore, an important task to predict possible ex-
perimental signatures of the Schwinger effect in heavy-
ion collisions. Naively, we can expect a thermal-like ex-
cess in electron/positron yields (and possibly muon/anti-
muon as well) in the very low-momentum regime |p| ≲√
eE, where eE ≈ O((50 MeV)2) for intermediate en-

ergies, as the celebrated Schwinger formula [57] says
that the momentum spectrum of the produced pairs is
∝ exp[−π(m2+p2)/eE]. It is worthwhile to quantify this
excess, the zero-th order evaluation of which can be done
with the Schwinger formula, or the locally-constant-field
approximation [43, 59–63]. For a more realistic estima-
tion, it would be necessary to include various modifica-
tions due to, e.g., spatial inhomogeneities, polarization
of the field, and event-by-event fluctuations in actual ex-



10

periments. Meanwhile, such a low-momentum spectrum
would naturally be contaminated by hadronic processes
such as the Dalitz decay, π0 → γ+e−+e+, and therefore
it poses an experimental challenge how to eliminate those
backgrounds to test the Schwinger effect with heavy-ion
collisions.

Second, from the standpoint of studying the dens-
est matter and/or the QCD phase diagram with
intermediate-energy heavy-ion collisions, the existence
of the strong electric field is a noise that needs to be
tamed, since electromagnetic observables such as charged
flow and di-lepton yields are naturally affected. For ex-
ample, it has been argued in Ref. [14] that di-lepton
yields are considerably enhanced due to the existence of
the QCD critical point in the low invariant-mass regime
≲ 100 MeV and that such an enhancement can be
used as an experimental signature of the QCD critical
point. Meanwhile, it is natural to expect additional
contributions to such a low-energy di-lepton spectrum
due to strong-field effects, including the Schwinger ef-
fect that we have mentioned in the last paragraph and
other effects such as the nonlinear Breit-Wheeler process
γ + E → e+ + e−, but they have never been estimated.
Considering the fact that so far no clear signals of the
critical point, or novel phases of QCD, have been found
in the Beam Energy Scan program at RHIC [1], it is rea-
sonable to assume that the signals, if they exist, should
be small. Therefore, possible contaminations must be re-
moved beforehand as much as possible, which of course

applies to the strong-field effects.
Third, our result suggests that intermediate-energy

heavy-ion collisions may provide a unique opportunity
to study QCD in a new extreme condition characterized
by a strong electric field. Although it would be diffi-
cult to have something very nontrivial for the hadronic
scale m = O(100 - 1000 MeV), which is greater than the
achievable field strength eE = O((30 - 60 MeV)2), it is
very reasonable to expect nonperturbative changes in the
deconfined phase of QCD, where the typical mass scalem
is the current quark mass O(1 MeV). There are a num-
ber of studies of QCD in a strong magnetic field and it
has been predicted that the QCD phase diagram is mod-
ified significantly (see, e.g., Ref. [64]). In contrast, only a
few exist for a strong electric field [65, 66] and there has
been no consensus on what would happen, meaning that
it requires further theoretical study.
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Analyzing global data on the EMC effect, which denotes differences in parton distribution func-
tions in nuclei compared to unbound nucleons, reveals tensions. Precise measurements at Jefferson
Lab, studying both x and A dependence, show systematic discrepancies among experiments, mak-
ing the extraction of the A dependence of the EMC effect sensitive to the selection of datasets. By
comparing various methods and assumptions used to calculate radiative corrections, we have iden-
tified differences that, while not large, significantly impact the EMC ratios and show that using a
consistent radiative correction procedure resolves this discrepancy, leading to a more coherent global
picture, and allowing for a more robust extraction of the EMC effect for infinite nuclear matter.

INTRODUCTION

Precision measurement of deep-inelastic scattering
(DIS) from nucleons and nuclei allows for an extrac-
tion of parton distribution functions (pdfs). Early mea-
surements of the nuclear pdfs demonstrated that the
quark distributions in iron were not simply the sum
of the distribution arising from its constituent protons
and neutrons [1]. Since the initial observation of this
“EMC effect”, additional measurements have been made
for a wide range of nuclei [2–8] and many different ex-
planations have been proposed to explain this observa-
tion [6, 9–13]. One of these measurements [4] demon-
strated an unexpected, non-trivial dependence on nuclear
structure in light nuclei [4] which corresponded to a simi-
lar dependence in the number of short-range correlations
(SRCs) [14, 15], renewing interest in precision measure-
ments of the A dependence of the EMC effect.
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FIG. 1. EMC ratios for gold and lead [2, 5, 6] after applying
uniform isoscalar corrections from [6]. The number in paren-
theses is the normalization uncertainty, the solid curve is the
parameterization of Ref. [2], and the red band indicates the
correlated systematic uncertainty for Ref. [6].
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FIG. 2. EMC slopes from world’s data, with the common
isoscalar correction from Ref. [6] applied to all data sets.

Figure 1 shows the EMC ratios from various experi-
ments for heavy (A≈200) nuclei after applying consistent
isoscalar corrections [6]. The size of the EMC effect is
typically parameterized by taking the slope of the EMC
ratios for 0.3 ≤ x ≤ 0.7, and a comparison of world data
on the EMC slopes is shown in Figure 2. As noted in
Ref. [6] the CLAS slopes [5] are systematically higher,
even when applying identical isoscalar corrections. Some
fraction of the experimental uncertainty will be corre-
lated across the slopes from a given measurement, as they
all use common deuterium data. However, the CLAS
slopes are systematically higher by roughly 0.10, much
larger than the total quoted uncertainties of ∼0.02.

Because the CLAS measurement [5] includes only
heavier nuclei, the inclusion of this data yields a signif-
icant change in the required A dependence over the full
range of nuclei measured [6]. Even excluding 3He, the
inclusion of the CLAS data yields a significant difference
in the A dependence. A linear fit of the EMC slope vs
A−1/3 for the data shown in Fig. 2 (excluding 3He and
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4He) yields a large reduced chi-squared value, χ2
ν = 4.06

when including the CLAS data, and χ2
ν = 1.07 without

the CLAS points. Inclusion of the CLAS results increases
the slope parameter (A dependence) of the fit by 22%,
a 2σ increase, and the extrapolation to A = ∞, corre-
sponding to the EMC slope for infinite nuclear matter,
is 15% higher (2.8σ) than without the CLAS data. The
impact of the CLAS data on both the result and quality
of the fit demonstrates the importance of understanding
potential differences between the various experiments. In
this work, we examine the world’s data on the EMC ef-
fect at large x to try to understand these inconsistencies,
as such differences can have a significant impact on un-
derstanding the A dependence of the EMC effect.

There are several differences between CLAS and the
other experiments. CLAS has a lower beam energy
and lower Q2 values, a somewhat different x range, and
uses a large-acceptance detector as opposed to small-
acceptance spectrometers. In addition, the experiments
used somewhat different radiative corrections in extract-
ing the cross-section ratios [6].

Some of these are straightforward to rule out as a
significant contribution to the discrepancy. The CLAS
data have a greater slope even when comparing over
0.3 ≤ x ≤ 0.6, where all measurements have data,
as seen in Fig. 1. While published results from differ-
ent experiments applied different isoscalar corrections
and Coulomb corrections, the cross-section ratios and
slopes in Figs. 1 and 2 include identical isoscalar cor-
rections [6], and the CLAS and JLab data used identical
Coulomb corrections with the same corrections applied
to the SLAC data in Ref. [6]. Ref. [6] also examined
other effects that will be different at the lower Q2 values
of the CLAS measurement, e.g. quasielastic (QE) contri-
bution to the EMC region and target-mass corrections,
and showed that these do not explain a significant part
of the observed difference. While the acceptance correc-
tions are large, they have significant cancellations in the
ratio. So for the EMC ratios, the systematic uncertain-
ties of the measurement [5] are small enough that they
cannot explain a large part of the discrepancy, even if the
x dependence is assumed to maximize the impact on the
slopes.

RADIATIVE CORRECTIONS

Having argued that several differences are unlikely to
explain the discrepancy, we focus on the difference in the
radiative corrections (RCs). These are a natural candi-
date as the RCs introduce a target-dependent correction
to the x-dependence of the EMC ratios. Because the
EMC effect relies on precision comparisons of the x de-
pendence for different nuclei, it is sensitive to any correc-
tion that is x and A dependent. Radiative corrections can
have a significant x dependence and are sensitive to the

radiation length of the target. Several things about the
CLAS radiative correction procedure are different from
the other experiments. In addition to using a different
RC formalism, the corrections will be different due to the
lower beam energy of the CLAS measurement and the
large acceptance (yielding a large Q2 range contributing
to each x bin). In addition, the experiment used a dual-
target system, where the liquid deuterium (LD2) target is
in the beam upstream of one of the solid targets, leading
to modified radiative corrections due to the LD2 target
acting as an additional radiator for the solid target.

The JLab Hall A and C measurements [4, 6–8] use
the RC code “EXTERNALS”, which is based on the Mo
and Tsai formalism [16] with details of the implemen-
tation described in Ref. [3]. This is essentially the same
code that was used for radiative corrections for the SLAC
E139 [2] and E140 [3] experiments, with only minor mod-
ifications. The CLAS analysis [5] also used RCs based on
the Mo and Tsai formalism, but these were implemented
in the code “INCLUSIVE” [17]) that makes different ap-
proximations.

The primary difference between the EXTERNALS and
INCLUSIVE RC evaluation is how they evaluate the cor-
rections over the full phase space that can contribute
to a given event. Events can radiate in from a 2D re-
gion in (Ebeam, Ee′) space, where the initial beam en-
ergy (Ebeam) is higher than the energy at the scattering
vertex and/or the scattered electron energy at the ver-
tex is higher than observed at the detector (Ee′) due to
the emission of real photons. EXTERNALS integrates
the contribution over the full 2D region, while INCLU-
SIVE uses the so-called “energy-peaking approximation”
that replaces the 2D integral with a pair of 1D integrals.
Further details and a more technical comparison of the
two approaches are provided in the supplementary ma-
terial [18].

In addition to using a different prescription for the ra-
diative correction calculation, INCLUSIVE does not al-
low for materials other than the target to contribute to
the external Bremsstrahlung. This is particularly rele-
vant for the CLAS measurements since the experiment
used a target system that allowed the insertion of the
liquid deuterium target and various solid targets in the
beam at the same time [19]. When calculating the ra-
diative corrections for the solid targets, the INCLUSIVE
program does not include the effects of external radiation
in the upstream deuterium target.

We examined the impact of the RC calculation by com-
paring the INCLUSIVE calculation, as applied in Ref. [5],
to the result from the EXTERNALS code used in the
analysis of the other JLab extractions [4, 6, 8]. As a first
step, we calculated the RC for the CLAS measurement
using the INCLUSIVE code, with all parameters and set-
tings matching those of the original publication, and ver-
ified that we obtained consistent results. This tests that
our procedure for taking the cross-section weighted aver-
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age RC as a function of x, integrated over the CLAS Q2

acceptance, reproduces the original calculation. We then
compare our INCLUSIVE RC factors to those obtained
using EXTERNALS, with the inclusion of the liquid deu-
terium (LD2) target upstream of the solid target.
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FIG. 3. Impact of the RC procedure (EXTERNALS, includ-
ing upstream LD2 target) vs original (INCLUSIVE, no LD2
target) on the EMC ratios.

Figure 3 shows the change to the RC factors for the
EMC ratios when applying the calculation of EXTER-
NALS (including the upstream LD2 target), as opposed
to the INCLUSIVE corrections [5]. The C and Al (hollow
symbols) targets have thicknesses below 1% of a radiation
length (RL), while the Fe and Pb targets (solid symbols)
have thicknesses of ≈2% RL. The modification to the
EMC ratio is typically <∼2% and has a systematic x de-
pendence that is similar for all of the targets, decreasing
the extracted EMC slopes.

The largest correction comes from the difference be-
tween the EXTERNALS and INCLUSIVE RC proce-
dures. This introduces a 3% x-dependence, roughly lin-
ear in x. It also introduces a small overall offset between
low- and high-radiation length targets. The inclusion of
the LD2 target as an upstream radiator yields a nearly
identical correction for all targets, as expected, with a
minimal impact on the RCs at larger x and a reduction
of 2% at x ≈ 0.2. This yields a common distortion in
the shape below x = 0.4 for all targets but has only
a small reduction in the EMC slopes when fitting over
0.3 ≤ x ≤ 0.7. The supplemental material [18] shows
separately the impact of changing to the EXTERNALS
correction code and the impact of including the LD2 tar-
get upstream.
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FIG. 4. EMC ratios for gold and lead [2, 5, 6] with common
isoscalar corrections from [6] and the radiative correction pro-
cedure described in the text applied to the CLAS data. Sym-
bols as in Fig. 1.
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FIG. 5. EMC slopes from world’s data, with the common
isoscalar correction from Ref. [6] and the radiative correction
procedure described in the text applied to the CLAS data.
Symbols as in Fig. 2.

IMPACT ON THE EMC RATIOS

We note that there was also a cryogenic isolation foil
between the LD2 target and the solid targets which we
do not include in this study, but its radiation length was
very small compared to the LD2 target and the upstream
material had minimal impact except at very low x [18], so
this has a negligible impact on our study. In addition, the
upstream LD2 target was empty for the Aluminum data
taking, reducing its radiation length and thus the impact
on the radiative corrections. So the correction for the
Aluminum target slightly overestimates the effect, but
again the upstream radiator has minimal impact on the
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EMC slope.
Given that the EXTERNALS calculation yields a dif-

ferent correction factor for the CLAS data, we now eval-
uate the impact of these changes on the extracted EMC
ratios and slopes. To ensure that all other aspects of
the analysis are unchanged, we start with the published
cross-section ratios from [5], which used the INCLUSIVE
RCs. We then divide out our INCLUSIVE RC factor and
multiply by the EXTERNALS RC factor to provide EMC
ratios based on the EXTERNALS correction. To ensure
a consistent comparison with other measurements, we fol-
low the approach of Ref. [6] and ensure that all data sets
use the same correction.

While the uncertainty in the x-dependent radiative
correction will partially cancel between different targets,
this cancellation will not be perfect. We add 0.5% un-
correlated uncertainty to each point to account for uncer-
tainties in our procedure that could introduce a potential
bias in the x dependence of the ratios. The sensitivity
to the quasielastic model is somewhat smaller than that
seen for the Hall C measurement (red band in Fig. 1), due
to the lower Q2 of the CLAS measurements and lower ra-
diation length targets.

Figure 4 shows the cross-section ratios for worlds data
on Au and Pb, using the ratios from Ref. [6] and applying
the EXTERNALS RC to the CLAS data. We added in
quadrature our estimated uncertainty for the radiative
correction procedure. Figure 5 shows the EMC slopes
from fitting the EXTERNALS-corrected CLAS EMC ra-
tios for x ≥ 0.3. The EXTERNALS-corrected result
yields better agreement in the EMC ratios and the EMC
slope for all nuclei measured. The slopes are reduced
by a significant amount, as seen in the comparison to
Fig. 2, and are now in good agreement with the remain-
ing world’s data. The supplemental material [18] includes
the data shown in Figs. 3-5.

Repeating the linear fit of EMC slope vs A−1/3 for A≥9
nuclei using the EXTERNALS-corrected CLAS slopes
yields χ2

ν = 1.22, only slightly above the value for the
fit excluding CLAS, and the slope and intercept of the
fit are within 1σ of the values for the fit without the
CLAS results. This gives an EMC slope for A = ∞ of
0.542±0.023.

RADIATIVE CORRECTIONS FOR
QUASIELASTIC SCATTERING AT x > 1

Having observed that the RC procedure has a sig-
nificant impact on the EMC ratios and their x depen-
dence, we performed a similar comparison of the RCs
in the region where scattering from short-range correla-
tions (SRCs) are expected to dominate [13, 15, 20–22].
Ref. [5] extracted these ratios in addition to the DIS ra-
tios at lower x, and so the same differences that changed
the EMC ratios could also modify the ratios in the SRC

region. We repeat the comparisons presented above for
the data in the SRC region to determine if it leads to
similar systematic differences in the comparison to pre-
vious SRC measurements [14, 23, 24]. In this region,
the goal is to examine the ratio of the cross-section from
heavy nuclei to the deuteron, which is expected to be
constant for large x and Q2, where scattering is domi-
nated from quasielastic-scattering off of high-momentum
nucleons from SRCs [13, 23].
In this case, there is less reason to expect that the

impact will be large. While the inclusion of the LD2
target upstream could produce a systematic shift in the
ratios, the uncertainties in the average cross-section ra-
tios in the SRC region, a2(A), are roughly 5%. So the
2% level changes observed in the DIS region would have
a much less significant impact on the relative precision
of the SRC measurements. In addition, because the ra-
diative corrections at x > 1 are dominated by the loss of
high-x events that radiate into lower-x kinematics, with
very little radiating in from higher x where the cross
sections are highly suppressed, there is less sensitivity
to the cross-section model. This would tend to reduce
the A dependence but not the potential dependence on
the target thickness. Figures showing the impact on the
cross-section ratios at x > 1 and modified versions of the
extracted a2(A) ratios are included in the supplemental
material [18]. The main impact is a systematic decrease
in the extracted a2(A) values of up to 1-2%, compared to
the ∼2-3% uncertainty in the original extraction. Thus,
it is a small effect, although not negligible given that
it is partially correlated between the different nuclei, as
shown in the supplemental material [18].

CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have performed comparisons of the
INCLUSIVE and EXTERNALS radiative correction pro-
cedures, and find that the use of the more complete
EXTERNALS formalism on the CLAS data [5] appears
to resolve the discrepancies between the EMC ratios
from this measurement and those reported by SLAC
and Jefferson Lab Hall C experiments. Focusing on the
CLAS [5] experiment, we find that employing an im-
proved numerical-integration implementation of the Mo
and Tsai radiative correction procedures, as done in EX-
TERNALS, yields corrections of up to 2-3% with a sys-
tematic x dependence. Additionally, the inclusion of the
upstream CLAS LD2 target introduces a distortion in
the shape at low x. While these corrections are rela-
tively small, they are significant given the precision of
the data [5]. Because of the nearly linear x dependence,
these effects combine to give a systematic reduction in
the slope of the EMC effect for all targets. The adoption
of this alternative radiative correction procedure aligns
the CLAS EMC slopes with earlier SLAC and Hall-C



5

measurements. This yields more consistent results for
individual targets, as well as making global fits to the A
dependence of the EMC effect less sensitive to whether
or not the CLAS results are included.

These studies can also inform future measurements of
hadron production in nuclear DIS such as Refs. [25–28],
which typically feature observables that are normalized
relative to the inclusive DIS cross-sections. They may
also be of importance for other experiments that collect
data with multiple targets in the beam.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Differences between the INCLUSIVE and
EXTERNALS radiative corrections prescriptions

The primary difference between the EXTERNALS and
INCLUSIVE programs is how each treats the so-called ra-
diative correction “triangle”. The phase space of initial
and scattered electron energies that can contribute to the
cross-section at (Ebeam, Ee) = (Es, Ep) after radiation is
illustrated in Figure 6. Any point encompassed by the
red curve and black lines in the figure (which includes
nuclear elastic, quasielastic, and inelastic processes) can
contribute to the measured cross-section. So a complete
calculation of the radiated cross-section at (Es, Ep) re-
quires a two-dimensional integral of the appropriately
weighted cross-section over the phase space. The EX-
TERNALS program performs this two-dimensional inte-
gral while the INCLUSIVE program makes use of the
so-called “energy-peaking approximation”, which allows
the simplification of the full two-dimensional integral to
a pair of one-dimensional integrals along the Es and Ep

contours. This approximation is useful in cases in which
there is insufficient existing data to constrain the cross-
section away from the point of the measurement. How-
ever, the “energy-peaking approximation” is inadequate
in certain cases, in particular for large radiation-length
targets.

Es

E p

(Es,Ep)

Emax
p

Emin
s

x=A, Elastic

x = 1, Quasielastic

FIG. 6. Radiative corrections triangle. This diagram shows
the phase space of initial and scattered electrons (after ra-
diation) that can contribute to the radiated cross-section at
(Ebeam, Ee) = (Es, Ep). The red line denotes the elastic limit
where x = A and the blue line is the location of the quasielas-
tic contribution. In principle, nuclear-excited states can pop-
ulate the region between the elastic and quasielastic, while
the inelastic contributes to the region between the quasielastic
and the measured point. In the energy-peaking approxima-
tion, the full two-dimensional integral over this phase space is
simplified to two one-dimensional integrals along the E′

s and
E′

p axes.

As described in Ref. [16], the measured radiated cross-

section from a target of thickness T , at a beam energy
Eb = Es and scattered electron energy E′

e = Ep is given
by,

σexp(Es, Ep) =

∫ T

0

dt

T

∫ Es

Emin
s

dE′
s

∫ Emax
p

Ep

dE′
p

I(Es, E
′
s, t)σI(E

′
sE

′
p)I(E

′
p, Ep, T − t), (1)

where σI(E
′
sE

′
p) is the cross section including internal

radiative corrections and I(E,E − δ, t) is the probability
of an electron with energy E to lose an amount of energy
δ in material of thickness t due to Bremsstrahlung and
ionization energy loss. The limits of integration are given
by,

Emax
p (E′

s) =
E′

s

1 +
E′

s

M (1− cosθ)
, (2)

and

Emin
s (Ep) =

Ep

1− Ep

M (1− cosθ)
, (3)

where M is the target mass and θ is the electron scatter-
ing angle.
The program EXTERNALS calculates the two-

dimensional integral in Eq. 1 over the full phase space,
calculating σI (the cross section including internal radia-
tive corrections) using the so-called equivalent radiator
approximation.
The energy-peaking approximation employed by IN-

CLUSIVE reduces the two-dimensional integration to
line integrals along the Ep and Es axes. In some cases,
this approximation does not result in large changes to the
radiated cross section (on the order of 1%). For thick tar-
gets and certain kinematics, the effects can be significant,
though.
A comparison of the radiated cross section calculated

with and without the energy-peaking approximation is
shown in Figure 7. These calculations were done as part
of the analysis of Hall C experiment E03103 [4, 6] at Jef-
ferson Lab. In this experiment, measurements were made
of the EMC effect at Ebeam = 5.776 GeV for several tar-
gets (3He, 4He, 9Be, 12C, Cu, and 197Au). The 9Be and
12C targets had relatively small radiation lengths (1.6-
3%), while the Cu and 197Au targets were thicker (6%).
Fig. 7 shows the ratio of radiated cross sections calcu-
lated with and without the energy-peaking approxima-
tion for the ≈1.6% RL carbon target (top) and the 6%
RL gold target (bottom). The radiative effects shown in
Fig. 7 were calculated using the same parametrization for
the inelastic and quasielastic contributions [29], the only
difference being the application (or not) of the energy-
peaking approximation. The impact of using the energy-
peaking approximation is clearly larger for the larger RL
target and at a larger scattering angle (larger Q2). At
large x the difference is only a few percent, but at smaller
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FIG. 7. Ratio of radiated cross section calculated using the
energy-peaking approximation (σrad

peak) to that from the full 2-
dimensional integral over the radiative corrections “triangle”
(σrad

2D ). Calculations were performed at the kinematics of the
Hall C 6 GeV EMC effect measurements (E03103) using the
nominal carbon and gold target thicknesses (1.6% and 6% RL
respectively). Effects can be significant for certain kinematics
(large angle and low x) and for thicker targets.

x (≈0.3), the difference can grow to more than 10%, so
the energy-peaking approximation was not used in the
E03103 analysis. The kinematics of the CLAS measure-
ment are similar to those from the Hall C measurement,
suggesting that the use of the energy-peaking approxi-
mation might induce biases.

Detailed radiative correction comparisons

The main paper shows the impact of using the EX-
TERNALS radiative correction procedure and including
the upstream LD2 target (Fig. 3) on the EMC ratios.
Here, we break down the different contributions to the
modification of the radiative corrections. Figure 8 shows
the impact of switching from the INCLUSIVE to EX-
TERNALS RC code, without the inclusion of the up-
stream LD2 target as an additional external radiator. For
all targets, this introduces a correction that is roughly
linear in x and decreases the falloff of the EMC ratio
from x =0.3–0.7 by 2–3%, thus reducing the EMC slope.
The x dependence of the modification to the EMC ratios
is similar for all of the targets, although the thick tar-
gets have a 1–2% change in the overall normalization of
the correction. These changes bring the slope in better
agreement with world’s data, and also explain some of
the normalization difference [6].
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FIG. 8. Ratio of radiative correction factors for the targets
used in the CLAS EMC effect extraction calculated using the
EXTERNALS program (but without including the LD2 tar-
get that was upstream of the solid targets) relative to the RC
factor calculated using INCLUSIVE (i.e., making use of the
energy peaking approximation).
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FIG. 9. Ratio of radiation correction factors calculated using
EXTERNALS with and without the upstream LD2 target
included in the calculation.

Figure 9 shows the impact of adding the LD2 target
upstream of the solid target position, evaluated using the
EXTERNALS code. The main impact is a reduction of
the EMC ratio at low x values, mainly below x = 0.4.
The correction is nearly A independent, and is generally
a 1% effect or less in the EMC region (x ≥ 0.3), yielding
a small reduction in the EMC slope that is largely target
independent. If data below x = 0.3 is used in fitting the
EMC effect, or as a consistency check with other data
sets, the impact would be larger - up to 2.5% for the
lowest x values.

The total impact to the RC shown in Fig. 3 consists
of combining the contributions shown in Figs. 8 and 9.
This can then be applied as a multiplicative correction to
the CLAS EMC ratios from Ref. [6] which after applying
common isoscalar corrections for all data sets.
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Corrections for quasielastic scattering at x > 1
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FIG. 10. Comparison of the EXTERNALS RC correction
(including upstream LD2 target) vs original (INCLUSIVE,
no LD2 target) in the SRC region.

0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0
x

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

(
A
/A

)/(
D
/2

)

Pb
CLAS
CLAS: EXTERNALS RC

FIG. 11. Pb/D ratio for x > 1 for the CLAS data [5] using
the INCLUSIVE (black) and EXTERNALS (red) radiative
corrections.

Next, we present a similar study for quasielastic scat-
tering at x > 1. In this case, the physics interpretation of
the data in terms of short-range correlation does not re-
quire the same level of precision as the in the DIS region.
Thus, even if the difference between EXTERNALS and
INCLUSIVE could be as large or even larger, the impact
is likely to be less. Figure 10 shows the change to the
A/D ratios when converting from INCLUSIVE to EX-
TERNALS, where the EXTERNALS code includes the
addition of the upstream LD2 target. The correction is
largest near the top of the QE peak, where the rapidly
changing cross-section (and ratio) in the QE peak region
makes the corrections more sensitive to the RC proce-

dure. The correction is small and relatively Q2 indepen-
dent above x = 1.3, the region of interest for SRC studies.
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FIG. 12. Impact of RC procedures described in the text on
SRC plateau values, a2(A). The a2 values based on the EX-
TERNALS RC are offset slightly for clarity.

The overall impact in this region is a reduction of up to
2% in the cross-section ratio that is somewhat larger for
the heavy (higher radiation length) targets.

Figure 11 shows the Pb/D ratio as published [5]
(“CLAS”) and after the application of the EXTERNALS
radiative correction, and Figure 12 shows the impact on
the extracted value of a2(A) for all four nuclei measured
in the CLAS experiment. While the RC changes led to a
reduction of up to 2% in the SRC-dominated region, this
is not large compared to the experimental uncertainties
on the a2 extraction. Nonetheless, because it is a system-
atic reduction for all nuclei, with some A dependence, it
is not completely negligible.

Table I give the EMC slopes extracted from the
EXTERNALS-corrected CLAS ratios, as shown in Fig. 5.
Table II shows the ratio of EXTERNALS to INCLUSIVE
radiative corrections from Fig. 8 and the EXTERNALS-
corrected EMC ratios from Fig. 4.

Target Slope (EXTERNALS) a2(A) (EXTERNALS)
12C 0.278 ± 0.030 4.43 ± 0.081
27Al 0.306 ± 0.029 4.78 ± 0.089
56Fe 0.409 ± 0.027 4.80 ± 0.099
208Pb 0.436 ± 0.028 4.79 ± 0.110

TABLE I. EMC slopes (absolute value) and a2(A) for the
EXTERNALS-corrected CLAS data, using the isoscalar cor-
rections from Ref. [6]

.
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x ⟨Q2⟩ 12C/D 27Al/D 56Fe/D 208Pb/D
[GeV2] EXT/INC EMC ratio EXT/INC EMC ratio EXT/INC EMC ratio EXT/INC EMC ratio

0.220 1.62 0.9750 1.0276(490) 0.9730 0.9785(518) 0.9870 1.0129(506) 0.9950 1.0386(510)
0.247 1.72 0.9797 1.0111(094) 0.9798 0.9869(093) 0.9910 1.0112(094) 0.9984 1.0281(095)
0.260 1.77 0.9820 1.0036(094) 0.9830 0.9835(093) 0.9930 1.0087(094) 1.0000 1.0201(095)
0.273 1.81 0.9843 1.0020(094) 0.9856 0.9893(093) 0.9953 1.0095(094) 1.0019 1.0176(095)
0.287 1.86 0.9867 0.9956(094) 0.9884 0.9905(094) 0.9977 1.0045(094) 1.0041 1.0141(095)
0.300 1.90 0.9890 0.9939(094) 0.9910 0.9903(094) 1.0000 1.0022(094) 1.0060 1.0093(095)
0.313 1.94 0.9916 0.9995(094) 0.9939 0.9896(094) 1.0019 1.0058(095) 1.0086 1.0103(095)
0.327 1.98 0.9944 1.0033(094) 0.9971 0.9980(094) 1.0041 1.0074(095) 1.0114 1.0148(095)
0.340 2.02 0.9970 1.0020(094) 1.0000 0.9971(094) 1.0060 1.0027(095) 1.0140 1.0126(095)
0.353 2.05 0.9983 0.9923(094) 1.0010 0.9812(094) 1.0073 0.9892(094) 1.0153 1.0017(095)
0.367 2.08 0.9997 0.9887(094) 1.0020 0.9795(094) 1.0087 0.9859(094) 1.0167 0.9962(095)
0.380 2.11 1.0010 0.9860(094) 1.0030 0.9776(094) 1.0100 0.9835(094) 1.0180 0.9924(086)
0.393 2.16 1.0016 0.9776(094) 1.0040 0.9707(094) 1.0110 0.9737(094) 1.0187 0.9817(086)
0.407 2.24 1.0023 0.9933(094) 1.0050 0.9871(094) 1.0120 0.9854(094) 1.0193 0.9967(095)
0.420 2.33 1.0030 0.9829(094) 1.0060 0.9782(094) 1.0130 0.9775(094) 1.0200 0.9805(086)
0.433 2.41 1.0036 0.9625(094) 1.0063 0.9564(093) 1.0133 0.9567(085) 1.0200 0.9626(086)
0.447 2.50 1.0043 0.9612(094) 1.0067 0.9581(094) 1.0137 0.9534(085) 1.0200 0.9640(086)
0.460 2.60 1.0050 0.9547(093) 1.0070 0.9474(093) 1.0140 0.9438(085) 1.0200 0.9481(085)
0.473 2.70 1.0056 0.9614(094) 1.0076 0.9564(094) 1.0150 0.9492(085) 1.0203 0.9562(085)
0.487 2.80 1.0063 0.9460(093) 1.0083 0.9369(093) 1.0160 0.9331(085) 1.0207 0.9428(085)
0.500 2.91 1.0070 0.9456(093) 1.0090 0.9428(093) 1.0170 0.9251(084) 1.0210 0.9325(085)
0.513 3.02 1.0086 0.9562(102) 1.0106 0.9435(093) 1.0193 0.9369(085) 1.0231 0.9356(094)
0.527 3.14 1.0104 0.9457(102) 1.0124 0.9218(093) 1.0217 0.9176(084) 1.0254 0.9194(093)
0.540 3.25 1.0120 0.9422(102) 1.0140 0.9276(093) 1.0240 0.9138(084) 1.0275 0.9182(094)
0.553 3.37 1.0139 0.9186(198) 1.0159 0.8967(198) 1.0263 0.8974(180) 1.0296 0.8915(180)
0.580 3.60 1.0180 0.9427(471) 1.0200 0.9481(482) 1.0310 0.9360(466) 1.0340 0.8978(426)

TABLE II. The ratio of the EXTERNALS RC factor to that from INCLUSIVE, along with the CLAS A/D per-nucleon cross-
section ratio with the EXTERNALS RCs applied.
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