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Abstract

The next-generation neutrino experiment JUNO will determine the solar oscillation parameters - sin2 θ12

and ∆m2
21 - with great accuracy, in addition to measuring sin2 θ13, ∆m2

31, and the mass ordering. In parallel,

the continued study of solar neutrinos at Hyper-Kamiokande will provide complementary measurements in

the solar sector. In this paper, we address the expected sensitivity to non-universal and flavour-changing

non-standard interactions (NSI) with d-type quarks from the combination of these two future neutrino

experiments. We also show the robustness of their measurements of the solar parameters sin2 θ12 and

∆m2
21 in the presence of NSI. We study the impact of the exact experimental configuration of the Hyper-

Kamiokande detector, and conclude it is of little relevance in this scenario. Finally, we find that the LMA-D

solution is expected to be present if no additional input from non-oscillation experiments is considered.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The three-neutrino oscillation picture is well-established from long-running studies of solar,

reactor, atmospheric and accelerator neutrinos. This quantum phenomenon can be parametrised

in terms of two mass splittings (∆m2
21 and ∆m2

31), three mixing angles (θ12, θ13 and θ23) and

a phase accounting for CP non-conservation (δCP ). Measurements of these parameters are now

entering a precision era, with three of them (∆m2
21, θ12 and θ13) already unambiguously determined

to the percent level [1–3]. Our knowledge is based on the complementarity between experiments,

which has also helped to shed light on two remaining open issues - the octant of θ23 and the mass

ordering (in other words, the sign of ∆m2
31). Nonetheless, there is a tension between recent results
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from T2K and NOνA on the value of δCP for the preferred mass ordering [4, 5]. These and other

open questions will be addressed in both current and next-generation neutrino experiments [6–9].

The discovery of flavour oscillations provided the first clear evidence that neutrinos are massive

particles and as such, that the Standard Model (SM) as it stands is not enough to explain the

nature of particle physics in its entirety, as it does not provide a clear mechanism for the origin

of their mass. A viable dark matter candidate has also yet to be found, though its nature and

potential connection to neutrinos is a matter of extensive study.

Many extensions of the SM which attempt to address these unsolved puzzles share a common

feature: the emergence of effective non-standard interactions (NSI) between neutrinos and SM

fields [10–13]. If such interactions were strong enough with respect to those in the SM, they

would be detectable in neutrino oscillation and neutrino scattering experiments. In general, non-

standard interactions can be divided into Charged-Current NSI (CC-NSI) and Neutral Current NSI

(NC-NSI). While CC-NSI are only relevant in neutrino production and detection processes, NC-

NSI can affect neutrino detection as well as their propagation in matter. In addition, non-standard

interactions provide additional sources of CP violation, a topic that has been the subject of renewed

attention following the recent tension in measurements carried out by NOνA and T2K [14, 15].

So far there has been no evidence for the existence of NSI and, therefore, we have only upper

bounds on the strength of these new interactions coming from different types of experiments (for a

comprehensive review on the status of NSI we refer the reader to Ref. [13]). Further improvements in

the constraints on NSI are expected from the next generation of oscillation experiments, since they

will be sensitive to subleading effects. In the short-term, the medium-baseline reactor experiment

JUNO [16] will measure the oscillation parameters of the solar sector θ12 and ∆m2
21, together with

∆m2
31, with unprecedented accuracy [17, 18]. In parallel, the Hyper-Kamiokande detector [19]

will study the high-energy spectrum of solar neutrinos with a vastly increased statistical power

with respect to its predecessor, Super-Kamiokande [20]. The complementarity of solar and long-

baseline reactor experiments has been shown to successfully curtail the existence of non-standard

interactions in the past [21–25] and it will continue to be explored in the future.

In this paper, we address the expected sensitivity of JUNO and Hyper-Kamiokande to NC-NSI

with d-type quarks∗ and test the robustness of their measurements of solar oscillation parameters

in the face of NSI. In section II, we introduce the effective formalism used to parametrise NSI and

how it translates to an effective two-neutrino approach. In sections III and IV, the methods used in

the simulation of both Hyper-Kamiokande and JUNO are explained in detail, and their individual

sensitivities in the absence of NSI are examined. In section V, the sensitivity of each experiment

∗ The result for u-type quarks can be adapted by correcting the different fraction within the Sun. For electrons,
however, the analysis would be more complex, since NSI would also affect the neutrino-electron scattering detection
process in Hyper-Kamiokande and, therefore, axial NSI couplings would need to be considered as well. A complete
analysis - including flavour-changing as well as non-universal vectorial and axial NSI couplings with electrons -
would reach a considerable level of complexity and the large number of degrees of freedom would result in poor
sensitivity to individual NSI couplings. In addition, the study of NSI with electrons is less phenomenologically
interesting than that of NSI with quarks, since the degenerate LMA-D solution is completely excluded in the
former due to the larger values required for non-universal NSI couplings.
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to NSI is presented, as well as the expected results from the combination of both experiments. We

also comment in this section on the status of the so-called LMA-D solution [21], based on neutrino

oscillation experiments alone. Finally, our main conclusions are summarised in section VI.

II. NSI AND THEIR IMPACT ON NEUTRINO OSCILLATIONS

A. General formalism

Non-standard interactions can be studied within the frame of effective field theories through

their parametrisation in terms of four-fermion operators. In the case of NC-NSI, the effective

Lagrangian reads

LNC-NSI = −2
√

2GF ε
fX
αβ (ναγ

µPLνβ)
(
fγµPXf

)
, (1)

where GF is the Fermi constant and the sum over the chirality of projectors (X = {L,R}), matter

fields (f = {e, u, d}), and flavours (α, β = {e, µ, τ}) is implicit. The dimensionless coefficients εfXαβ
quantify the strength of NSI with respect to SM interactions. Lepton flavour is not conserved in

the presence of non-zero εfXαβ coefficients with α 6= β, whereas in the case of εfXαα − εfXββ 6= 0, NSI

do not respect lepton flavour universality. Consequently, interactions are often classified into one

of two categories: flavour changing NSI and non-universal NSI, respectively.

In expression (1), the interactions can be projected onto the vector (V) and axial (A) components

instead, so that εfVαβ = εfLαβ + εfRαβ and εfAαβ = εfLαβ − εfRαβ . This parametrisation is particularly

convenient when studying the impact of NSI on neutrino oscillations, since propagation is only

affected by the vectorial component of interactions. Then, the Hamiltonian describing neutrino

oscillations is given by the sum of the vacuum Hamiltonian (Hvac) and the effective potentials due

to both standard matter (VSM) and NSI (VNSI):

H = Hvac + VSM + VNSI =

= U
1

2E


0 0 0

0 ∆m2
21 0

0 0 ∆m2
31

U † +
√

2GF

Ne


1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

+
∑

f=e,u,d

Nf


εfVee εfVeµ εfVeτ

εfV ∗eµ εfVµµ εfVµτ

εfV ∗eτ εfV ∗µτ εfVττ


 . (2)

Here, the lepton mixing matrix follows the usual parametrisation U = U23U13U12, and Nf is the

number density of the matter fields f = {e, u, d} in the medium, which is assumed to be electrically

neutral and unpolarised.

B. Effective two-neutrino approach

In the absence of NSI, the evolution of solar neutrinos within the Sun and through the Earth

satisfies the condition
√

2GFNe . ∆m2
21/2E � |∆m2

31|/2E, with θ13 � 1. This means neutrino
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oscillations can be studied using an effective two-neutrino approach, where the evolution of a third

eigenstate decouples from the other two. This also applies to the evolution of solar neutrinos in the

presence of NSI, where the effective potential VNSI is of the same order as the standard effective

potential in matter, VSM. Under this approximation, the survival probability for electron neutrinos

is given by [26, 27]

Pee = cos4 θ13P
2ν
ee + sin4 θ13, (3)

where the effective survival probability P 2ν
ee is calculated from the two-neutrino effective Hamilto-

nian

H2ν =
∆m2

21

4E

(
− cos 2θ12 sin 2θ12

sin 2θ12 cos 2θ12

)
+
√

2GF

cos2 θ13Ne

(
1 0

0 0

)
+

∑
f=e,u,d

Nf

(
0 εf

ε∗f ε′f

) , (4)

describing the evolution of the state ν = (νe, νx)T , with νx being a mixture of νµ and ντ , in the

presence of NSI. The effective NSI parameters εf and ε′f account for flavour-changing and non-

universal NSI, respectively. They are related to the NSI parameters introduced in Eqs. (1) and (2)

in the following way [21–23, 28]:

εf = sin θ13e
−iδCP

[
sin2 θ23ε

fV
µτ − cos2 θ23ε

∗fV
µτ +

(
εfVττ − εfVµµ

)
cos θ23 sin θ23

]
+ cos θ13

(
cos θ23ε

fV
eµ − sin θ23ε

fV
eτ

) (5)

and

ε′f = 2 cos θ13 sin θ13Re
[
eiδCP

(
cos θ23ε

fV
eτ + sin θ23ε

fV
eµ

)]
− 2

(
1 + sin2 θ13

)
cos θ23 sin θ23Re

[
εfVµτ

]
+εfVµµ

(
cos2 θ23 − sin2 θ13 sin2 θ23

)
+ εfVττ

(
sin2 θ23 − sin2 θ13 cos2 θ23

)
− cos2 θ13ε

fV
ee .

(6)

This effective two-neutrino description is also valid for medium-baseline reactor experiments if

their energy resolution is not good enough to resolve the subleading oscillation interference between

∆m2
31 and ∆m2

32. Likewise, it applies to long-baseline reactor experiments, which are not sensitive

to these mass splittings due to the long neutrino flight paths involved. Although it is not possible

to understand the physics expected in a medium-baseline reactor experiment like JUNO using an

effective two-neutrino framework, we will see that it can nevertheless be useful in order to gain

a better understanding of the impact of non-standard interactions. It should be noted, however,

that although some results will be presented in the two-neutrino approximation for illustrative

purposes, a three-neutrino numerical approach was followed throughout the analysis.

C. Generalised mass ordering degeneracy and the LMA-D solution

The evolution of a three-flavour system, as described by the Hamiltonian for propagation in

vacuum Hvac in Eq. (2), remains invariant under the transformation

θ12 −→ π/2− θ12, ∆m2
31 −→ −∆m2

31 + ∆m2
21 = −∆m2

32 and δCP −→ π − δCP ,
(7)
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which gives rise to the well-known generalised mass ordering degeneracy in vacuum [29]. Matter

effects break this degeneracy and, consequently, solar neutrino experiments can determine sin2 θ12 <

0.5. Notwithstanding, the degeneracy can be recovered in the presence of NSI when NSI parameters

transform as follows:∑
f=e,u,d

Nfε
fV
ee −→ −

∑
f=e,u,d

Nfε
fV
ee − 2Ne and

∑
f=e,u,d

Nfε
fV
αβ −→ −

∑
f=e,u,d

Nfε
fV ∗
αβ (αβ 6= ee) .

(8)

As long as the mass ordering remains undetermined through means that are not affected by NSI, the

degeneracy in the Hamiltonian set by the transformations in Eqs. (7-8) cannot be easily resolved.

Then, a solution with sin2 θ12 > 0.5 becomes possible; this is known as the LMA-D solution of the

solar neutrino problem [21, 22].

This result can be translated into the two-neutrino approach, described by the Hamiltonian in

(4). In this case, the evolution of the two-flavour system remains invariant under the transformation

θ12 −→ π/2− θ12,∑
f=e,u,d

Nfε
′
f ←→ −

∑
f=e,u,d

Nfε
′
f + 2 cos2 θ13Ne and

∑
f=e,u,d

Nfεf −→ −
∑

f=e,u,d

Nfε
∗
f . (9)

It should be noted that the LMA-D solution is only possible for very large diagonal NSI param-

eters. Scattering experiments, including coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering, can severely

constrain NSI and thus help to resolve the degeneracy [22, 28, 30]. In addition, the combination

of solar and long or medium-baseline reactor experiments can also slightly lift the degeneracy due

to the fact that the number density of the matter fields Nf is neither constant nor equal on Earth

and in the Sun. Nonetheless, reactor experiments are not very sensitive to matter effects, which is

the main limitation for this approach.

III. HYPER-KAMIOKANDE

A. Simulation and analysis

Following the success of the Kamiokande and Super-Kamiokande experiments, Hyper-

Kamiokande [20] will be the next-generation water Cherenkov detector in Japan. With a fiducial

volume of 187 kton, 8.3 times greater than that of Super-Kamiokande (and greater still if two tanks

are built), Hyper-Kamiokande will have a huge multipurpose research potential. It will be capable

of studying everything from solar and atmospheric neutrinos to supernovae, as well as having appli-

cations to dark matter searches and neutrino tomography. Its three principal physics goals revolve

around CP violation, neutrino mass ordering and nucleon decay, and the long-baseline aspect of

the collaboration, T2HK, will form part of the next generation of oscillation experiments. In this

work, however, we will focus on its expected capacity to measure and study solar neutrinos.
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Configuration Energy threshold (MeV) Fiducial volume (kton) Running time (years)

A (optimistic) 3.5 187 10

B (conservative) 5 187 10

C (2 tanks) 5 187 10 + 3

TABLE I: Main characteristics of the three possible configurations studied for Hyper-Kamiokande.

In order to estimate the projected sensitivity for the Hyper-Kamiokande experiment, we

studied three different possible configurations based on its potential fiducial volume and low-

energy threshold. These are summarised in Table I: in the first configuration, we assume an

energy threshold lower than that currently planned by the collaboration (but consistent with

Super-Kamiokande’s most recent achievements), while the second one is a more conservative

estimate based on an expected lower overall photocoverage compared to Super-Kamiokande’s

40 %. The third configuration takes into account the possibility of a second tank, located either in

Japan or South Korea, being built at a later date [20]. We consider 10 years of runtime in every

case except for in Configuration C, where we assume the second tank will operate for a further 3

years.

A light water detector such as Hyper-Kamiokande is sensitive to solar neutrinos only through

neutrino-electron elastic scattering: νx + e− → νx + e− . For our simulation, the corresponding

cross-section was taken from [31] and the response of the detector was estimated using a Gaussian

function with the same energy resolution as in Super-Kamiokande Run IV (SK-IV) [32].

Following the analysis in Ref. [33], one can define an extended χ2 function which includes

spectral as well as zenithal information in the form of day and night energy bins. Instead of

computing the absolute number of events in every bin, we will perform the analysis in terms of the

ratio between the number of events with and without flavour oscillations,

ri,j,k =
r osc
i,j,k

r unosc
i,8B,k

+ r unosc
i,hep,k

. (10)

The index i indicates the energy bin, j ∈ {8B, hep} indicates the source of the neutrino flux, and

k refers to the zenith angle binning, labelled as day (D) or night (N). Our χ2-function thus reads:

χ2 =
∑

k=D,N

i=23∑
i=1

[di,k − bi,k(α, ε8B, εscale, εresol)− hi,k(β)]2

(σi,kstat)
2 + (σiuncorr)

2
+

(
α

σα

)2

+

(
β

σβ

)2

+

+ ε28B + ε2scale + ε2resol , (11)

where we have defined

bi,j(α, ε8B, εscale, εresol) = (1 + α+ ε8B · σ
i,k
8B

+ εscale · σi,kscale + εresol · σi,kresol) · ri,8B,k , (12)

hi,k(β) = (1 + β) · ri,hep,k . (13)

The complete function depends on the “observed” number of events per energy bin i and zenith

bin k ∈ {D,N}, di,k, generated as mock data assuming the best fit value for the neutrino oscillation

7



Neutrino oscillation parameters

sin2 θ12 = 0.32 ∆m2
21 = 7.5 × 10−5 eV2

sin2 θ13 = 0.022 ∆m2
31 = 2.55× 10−3 eV2

sin2 θ23 = 0.574 δCP = 1.2π

TABLE II: Best fit values for the oscillation parameters, as from [1].

parameters from [1] (see Table II). The theoretically estimated number of events from the 8B chain,

bi,k, includes contributions from energy-correlated systematics due to the flux shape uncertainty

σi,k8B
, the energy scale σi,kscale, and the energy resolution σi,kresol

†. Such contributions are not included

in the prediction from the hep chain, as this flux already provides a subdominant contribution

to the signal. These energy-correlated uncertainties are weighted by three corresponding nuisance

parameters (ε8B, εscale and εresol). Two additional nuisance parameters, α and β, are included in

order to account for uncertainties in the total normalization of 8B and hep solar neutrino fluxes,

respectively. The corresponding penalty terms as well as the statistical and energy-uncorrelated un-

certainties, σi,kstat and σiuncorr, are also included in the χ2 function. Energy-uncorrelated systematics

were assumed to be equal to those in SK-IV, as in Table 10.2 from Ref. [33], while statistical sys-

tematics were scaled from those of Super-Kamiokande, assuming that the number of events follows

a Poissonian distribution. In this case, the standard deviation will be given by σistat =
√
N i
events

for each bin i. For an updated analysis with a longer running time, THK/TSK > 1, and a larger

volume, VHK/VSK > 1, one will have reduced statistical errors:

σistat,HK
N i
events,SK

=
1√

N i
events,HK

=

√
1

N i
events,SK

TSK
THK

VSK
VHK

=
σistat,SK
N i
events,SK

√
TSK
THK

VSK
VHK

. (14)

Regarding uncertainties on the total flux, σα = 4% is taken from the NC measurement carried

out by the SNO collaboration [34], while σβ = 200% is a conservative choice as in Ref. [33].

B. Impact of NSI on solar neutrino experiments

As stated above, even after the inclusion of a new interaction framework, the evolution of neu-

trinos inside the Sun remains adiabatic. However, NSI alter the neutrino mixing in the production

region, which translates into a change in the position and shape of the transition region in the

energy profile. Neglecting matter effects on sin2 θ13, which are known to be small [17, 35], the

survival probability during the day is given by

PDee,� = cos4 θ13

[
cos2 θ13 cos2 θ̃12 + sin2 θ12 sin2 θ̃12

]
+ sin4 θ13, (15)

† It should be noted that the dependence of bi,j , hi,j , σ
i,k
8B

, σi,k
scale and σi,k

resol on the oscillation parameters is not
indicated explicitly.
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where we have defined the mixing at the production point in the Sun as

cos 2θ̃12 =
∆m2

21 cos 2θ12 + 2
√

2GFE
(∑

f=e,u,dN
0
f ε
′
f −N0

e

)
∆m̃2

21

, (16)

with

[
∆m̃2

21

]2
=

∆m2
21 cos 2θ12 + 2

√
2GFE

 ∑
f=e,u,d

N0
f ε
′
f −N0

e

2

+

∆m2
21 sin 2θ12 + 4

√
2GFE

∑
f=e,u,d

N0
f εf

2

. (17)

In the above expressions, N0
f refers to the number density of the matter fields f = e, u, d in the

solar neutrino production region.

Solar neutrinos can also travel through the Earth before reaching the detector. In this scenario,

it should be taken into account that, in spite of arriving from the Sun as an incoherent admixture

of mass eigenstates, they will undergo flavour oscillations as they traverse the Earth. A zenith-

angle dependence then arises in the oscillation probability, which is generally referred to as the

day-night asymmetry. This observable is often computed numerically, since it requires solving the

evolution of the system in a varying matter potential; nevertheless, a good understanding can be

gained through careful analytical studies [36–38]. In the presence of NSI, there are also analytical

expressions which can help understand the overall picture [23, 39].

As a consequence of both the different mixing in the production region and the modified propa-

gation on Earth, one would expect NSI to greatly distort the standard picture, inducing potentially

FIG. 1: Expected sensitivity to the solar neutrino oscillation parameters in Hyper-Kamiokande in the

absence of NSI, where 1σ, 2σ and 3σ confidence levels are indicated by the dashed, dot-dashed and solid

lines, respectively.
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large shifts in the values of oscillation parameters. As a reference point, Figure 1 shows the expected

sensitivity of Hyper-Kamiokande to solar oscillation parameters in the absence of NSI, assuming

10 years of running time and a 3.5 MeV threshold, referred to as Configuration A in Table I.

IV. JUNO

A. Simulation and analysis

The Jiangmen Underground Neutrino Observatory (JUNO) [16] is a next-generation medium-

baseline reactor experiment. In the same way as KamLAND [40], JUNO will detect reactor neu-

trinos through inverse beta decay (IBD), as it will be sensitive to the disappearance of electron

antineutrinos. Thanks to its expected increase in statistics and improved energy resolution with

respect to those of KamLAND, JUNO will yield significant advantages when it comes to perform-

ing precision measurements. It will have a fiducial volume of 20 kton of liquid scintillator (20

times larger than that of KamLAND) and an average baseline of 53 km compared to KamLAND’s

180 km.

The main contributions to the antineutrino flux in JUNO will come from the Yangjiang and

Taishan Nuclear Power Plants, located approximately 53 km away from the detector. The first

power plant consists of 6 cores with a thermal power of 2.9 GW, while the second one has 2 cores

with 4.6 GW of power each. In addition, the Daya Bay and Huizhou complexes will give a non-

negligible contribution to the neutrino signal expected. In our analysis, we have treated these last

two power plants as two cores located at baselines of 215 km and 265 km respectively, meaning we

considered the total antineutrino flux to have contributions from 12 reactor cores.

The energy resolution expected at JUNO is 3 %/
√
E(MeV). This will allow a precise mea-

surement of the solar oscillation parameters θ12 and ∆m2
21, as well as a determination of the mass

ordering [17]. Inspired by the oscillation analyses in Refs. [17, 41], we use 200 equal-size bins for the

incoming neutrino energy ranging from 1.8 MeV to 8.0 MeV and define the following χ2 function:

χ2 =
200∑
i=1

[
Ni −

∑12
j=1(1 + ξa)(1 + ξr,j)(1 + ξs,i)Tij

]2
Ni(1 + σdNi)

+
10∑
j=1

(
ξr,j
σr

)2

+

(
ξa
σa

)2

+

200∑
i=1

(
ξs,i
σs

)
, (18)

where Ni denotes the observed number of events in the i-th energy bin that we simulate as being

the expected ones from the best fit in [1] and Tij refers to the predicted number of events in

the i-th energy bin due to the j-th reactor core for the set of parameters that is being tested.

Regarding systematic uncertainties, they are accounted for by introducing a total of nuisance 211

nuisance parameters. We have included an absolute uncertainty on the reactor flux, σa = 2 % (the

associated nuisance parameter is denoted by ξa), an uncertainty related to each reactor, σr = 0.08 %

(the corresponding pull parameters are ξr,j , with j ∈ {1, 10}), and an uncertainty on the shape of

the spectrum, σs = 1 % (the pull parameters included for the i-th bin are ξs,i, with i ∈ {1, 200}).
An uncorrelated uncertainty from the detector, σd = 1 %, is also included. In our calculations, we

10



implement the IBD cross-section as in [42], the energy spectra from [43], and the reactor fission

fractions from [44]. Event computation and the minimisation of our χ2 function were performed

using GLoBES (General Long Baseline Experiment Simulator) [45, 46].

B. Impact of NSI on medium-baseline reactor antineutrino experiments

If matter effects and NSI are not considered, the survival probability in medium-baseline reactor

experiments is given by:

PMBL−Reac
ee = 1− cos4 θ13 sin2 2θ12 sin2 ∆21 − sin2 2θ13

(
cos2 θ12 sin2 ∆31 + sin2 θ12 sin2 ∆32

)
, (19)

where we have defined ∆ij = ∆m2
ijL/4E.

Non-standard neutrino interactions with matter will have a similar impact on oscillation pa-

rameters in the solar sector as those discussed in Eqs. (16) and (17) for solar neutrinos, with the

key difference that, since reactors emit electron antineutrinos, the matter and NSI terms in the

Hamiltonian will have an opposite sign to their counterparts in the case of neutrinos. For com-

pleteness, Figure 2 shows the expected sensitivity of JUNO to sin2 θ12 and ∆m2
21 in the absence of

NSI, after marginalising over θ13 and ∆m2
31 for normal ordering.

With respect to the other two oscillation parameters influencing the survival probability ex-

pected at JUNO, θ13 and ∆m2
31, they are not significantly affected by matter effects or NSI ac-

cording to current constraints [17]. Hence, one would expect JUNO to be capable of providing an

accurate measurement of these oscillation parameters even in the presence of NSI.

FIG. 2: JUNO’s expected sensitivity to the oscillation parameters θ12 and ∆m2
21 in the absence of NSI,

where the 1σ, 2σ and 3σ C.L. contours are shown as before.
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V. RESULTS

A. NSI in Hyper-Kamiokande

Neutrino non-standard interactions are known to alter the solar neutrino picture considerably,

since they affect the mixing in the production region of the Sun and modify the day-night asym-

metry expected from neutrino propagation through the Earth. In addition, for the experimental

configuration we are considering here, only one side of the neutrino spectrum is accessible, with

energies above a certain threshold. This means that, although the large number of statistics ex-

pected would allow a differentiation between the spectra for day and night, the transition region

and the low-energy side of the neutrino spectrum will not be measurable and Hyper-Kamiokande

will have to rely on previous measurements from other experiments.

At this point, it is important to remember that we are restricting ourselves to the case of NSI

with d-type quarks. We also introduce here the short-hand notation ε′f = ε′ and εf = ε for f = d.

In the right panel of Figure 3, we show the projected sensitivity of Hyper-Kamiokande to

solar oscillation parameters in the presence of a non-zero NSI coefficient, ε′. It can be seen that

non-universal NSI would affect the determination of the mass splitting by more than an order of

magnitude. Besides this, it should be noted that a solution in the second octant arises for very

large values of ε′; this corresponds to the LMA-D solution discussed in Section II [21]. Both of

these features are expected from the arguments presented in previous sections. Regarding flavour-

changing NSI, there is a strong degeneration of the effective parameter ε with the oscillation

FIG. 3: Effect of the effective NSI parameters on the sensitivity of Hyper-Kamiokande, varying one at a

time. Left panel shows the 1σ, 2σ and 3σ C.L. in the sin2 θ12−∆m2
21 plane when varying ε between -1 and

1. Same confidence levels are drawn in the right panel for the case of ε = 0 and ε′ allowed to vary within the

same range. The colour map indicates the best fit value of the effective NSI parameters. Unfilled contours

correspond to the same confidence levels expected for Hyper-Kamiokande in the absence of NSI.
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parameters sin2 θ12 and ∆m2
21. This is shown in the left panel of Figure 3, where it can be seen

how the allowed parameter space in this plane is significantly enlarged with respect to the standard

LMA solution in the absence of NSI [1].

In order to break these degeneracies, which increase substantially when both non-universal and

flavour-changing NSI are considered simultaneously, the inclusion of other datasets is crucial, as

Hyper-Kamiokande cannot resolve them by measuring the high-energy range of solar neutrinos

alone. In fact, though small differences in this energy range are expected in the presence of NSI, an

experimental configuration aimed at maximising statistics, i.e. one involving two tanks, would not

be able to set significant constraints on NSI parameters on its own. Similarly, lowering the energy

threshold to 3.5 MeV would not help to resolve the degeneracies of ε and ε′ with the oscillation

parameters. This can be seen in Figure 4, where we compare the three experimental set-ups

considered (see Table I) and no significant difference is found. Though some slight improvement

can be seen in the low-threshold configuration (Configuration A), this happens mainly in regions

that will be excluded later on after combining the results with those from other experiments. For

a more detailed discussion on the impact of each different configuration on the combined analysis

with JUNO, we refer the reader to Appendix A.

FIG. 4: Effect of effective NSI parameters on the sensitivity of Hyper-Kamiokande, varying one at a time,

for each of the three experimental configurations in Table I. Contours correspond to 2σ and 3σ C.L. In the

left panel, ε′ is fixed to zero; in the right panel, ε = 0 is considered. Unfilled contours correspond to the

same confidence levels expected for Hyper-Kamiokande in the absence of NSI for Configuration A.

B. NSI in JUNO

In our analysis, we limit ourselves to the study of two NSI parameters simultaneously, εdVee and

εdVeτ . The motivation behind this choice is twofold: firstly, these two parameters are among the

least constrained [13] and, secondly, they can be easily mapped onto the two effective parameters

(ε and ε′) used to describe NSI in solar neutrinos.
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Moreover, we will assume all NSI coefficients to be real, so that

ε′ = sin 2θ13 cos θ23 cos δCPε
dV
eτ − cos2 θ13ε

dV
ee , (20)

and

ε = − cos θ13 sin θ23ε
dV
eτ . (21)

In a medium-baseline reactor experiment aiming to measure the oscillation parameters θ12 and

∆m2
21 with high precision, matter effects have been shown to play an important role [35, 47]. In

particular, matter effects produce an approximately 0.2 % shift in the effective mass splitting and

a 1.2 % shift in the value of effective sin2 θ12 with respect to the values which would be obtained if

matter effects were not considered [47]. Since JUNO aims to perform a measurement of these two

oscillation parameters with a precision of ∼ 0.5 − 0.7 %, matter effects are clearly very relevant.

Likewise, the existence of non-standard interactions, even if smaller than standard matter effects,

could greatly affect the precision goals of this experiment. In Figure 5, it can be seen how the

sensitivity to the solar oscillation parameters is affected if the effective NSI couplings ε and ε′ are

included in the analysis and allowed to vary between -1 and 1. For both panels, the absence of NSI

was assumed as the true hypothesis, with the best fit values for the oscillation parameters taken

from Table II, while the test hypothesis consisted of ε 6= 0 (left panel) and ε′ 6= 0 (right panel).

FIG. 5: Effect of the effective NSI parameters on the sensitivity of JUNO, varying one at a time. Left

panel shows the 1σ, 2σ and 3σ C.L. in the sin2 θ12 −∆m2
21 plane when varying ε between -1 and 1. Same

confidence levels are drawn in the right panel for the case of ε = 0 and ε′ allowed to vary. The colour map

indicates the best fit value of the effective NSI parameters. The confidence levels expected for JUNO when

NSI are not included in the analysis are indicated by unfilled contours.

It can be seen that a non-zero ε results mainly in a shift in the effective mass splitting, whereas

the main impact of a non-zero ε′ would be a distortion in the reconstructed value of the solar

mixing angle.

14



C. Combining Hyper-Kamiokande and JUNO

The fact that the impact of NSI on solar neutrino experiments and on long and medium-baseline

reactor experiments is substantially different can be exploited to further constrain such interactions.

In their absence, the determination of the solar parameters sin2 θ12 and ∆m2
21 would be heavily

dominated by JUNO. However, this picture changes significantly when the possibility of NSI is

accounted for.

As has been shown, the determination of oscillation parameters from medium-baseline reactor

experiments alone is still quite robust, since matter effects (and other effects alike) are subdominant.

Nevertheless, there would be a considerable degradation in the accuracy of the measurement itself,

and so the precision goals of the experiment would not be reached. By contrast, solar neutrino

experiments are very sensitive to any new physics affecting propagation and, as such, they can

deliver powerful tests of neutrino interactions during propagation as long as the oscillation picture

is well-established. This complementarity is what motivates the combination of both experiments

as a way to set stronger bounds on non-standard interactions.

In Figure 6, we present the combined sensitivity of JUNO and Hyper-Kamiokande (using the

most optimistic configuration, referred to as Configuration A in Table I). The remaining additional

projections are also shown in Figure 7.

In the left panel of Figure 6, it can be seen that a combination of both experiments can provide

a measurement of the oscillation parameters in the solar sector reaching the subpercent precision

FIG. 6: Two-dimensional projections onto the sin2 θ12 - ∆m2
21 plane (left panel) and the ε-ε′ plane (right

panel) of the expected sensitivity from a combined analysis of Hyper-Kamiokande and JUNO. Contours

correspond to 1σ (dashed), 2σ (dot-dashed) and 3σ (solid) C.L. One-dimensional projections are shown for

completeness. In the left panel, the corresponding confidence levels expected in the absence of NSI are again

shown using unfilled contours.
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level. At 90% C.L., the allowed regions for the solar mixing angle and mass splitting would be the

following:

0.318 < sin2 θ12 < 0.322 & 7.48× 10−5eV2 < ∆m2
21 < 7.52× 10−5eV2 . (22)

The projected sensitivity to sin2 θ12 is very close to what JUNO alone would be expected to

obtain in the absence of NSI, meaning that at least one of the oscillation parameters will be

determined with this precision independently of NSI. When it comes to the solar mass splitting,

however, the sensitivity will be significantly degraded if one allows for NSI, while still presenting a

remarkable improvement with respect to its current level.

The right panel of Figure 6 shows the projected sensitivity to NSI parameters after combining

JUNO and Hyper-Kamiokande. At 90% C.L., the allowed regions for NSI parameters would be:

−0.153 < ε′ < 0.135 & − 0.113 < ε < 0.144 , (23)

where the limits have been obtained by varying one parameter at a time. It should be noted

that large values of ε′ are excluded - this is due to the fact that we are assuming the same mass

ordering for the true values and the ones being tested. In this case, the LMA-D solution, which is

only possible for large ε′ and different orderings for each set of values, does not arise. This approach

FIG. 7: Two-dimensional projections onto the ε′ - sin2 θ12 plane (top left), ε - sin2 θ12 plane (top right),

ε′ - ∆m2
21 plane (bottom left) and ε - ∆m2

21 plane (bottom right), from a combined analysis of Hyper-

Kamiokande (HK) and JUNO. Contours correspond to 1σ, 2σ and 3σ C.L. The allowed regions from HK

and JUNO individually are shown in purple and pink, respectively.

16



is justified if the mass ordering is determined independently of NSI; in the next section, we will

relax this constraint and study the case in which the mass orderings are allowed to be different.

The individual constraints from Hyper-Kamiokande (HK) and JUNO are shown in order to il-

lustrate that the sensitivity to NSI parameters arises from the combination of both experiments. As

mentioned previously, JUNO’s sensitivity to the oscillation parameters is not greatly affected when

NSI are included in the analysis; conversely, small non-standard interactions would induce large

deviations and a significant loss of accuracy in the measurement of neutrino oscillation parameters

by Hyper-Kamiokande. Figure 7 captures these two complementary features.

D. LMA-D in the case of inverted ordering

Up until this point, we have assumed that the mass ordering would be determined in an NSI-

independent way, or at least that a strong preference for a particular ordering would be achieved

when the analysis was extended to include NSI. If this limiting assumption is lifted, a second solu-

tion arises - known as the LMA-D solution, it is a consequence of the generalised mass degeneracy

as explained in Section II. The allowed regions for this solution in the sin2 θ12 −∆m2
21 and ε− ε′

planes are shown in the left and right panels of Figure 8, respectively.

FIG. 8: Two-dimensional projections onto the sin2 θ12 - ∆m2
21 plane (left panel) and the ε - ε′ plane (right

panel) of the expected sensitivity from a combined analysis of Hyper-Kamiokande and JUNO for the LMA-D

solution. Contours correspond to 1σ (dashed), 2σ (dot-dashed) and 3σ (solid) C.L. with respect to the best

fit in the first octant from Table II and assuming normal ordering. One-dimensional projections are shown

for completeness.

In the analysis of solar neutrinos, there is a negligible dependence on ∆m2
31 and its sign. There-

fore, in Hyper-Kamiokande, the correct methodology to study the degenerate LMA-D solution with

sin2 θ12 > 0.5 is essentially identical to the analysis described in the previous section. In the case
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of JUNO, however, there is a strong dependence on ∆m2
31, and by fixing its value to its best fit

point under normal mass ordering we were systematically excluding this possibility. Therefore, the

appropriate procedure for exploring the degenerate solution in JUNO is to reconstruct the “mock

data” (which assumes no NSI and a best fit for sin2 θ12 < 0.5, i.e. in the first octant) while allowing

∆m2
31 to take both positive and negative values (thus accounting for both hierarchies).

In this case, a second solution arises in the second octant, that is, for sin2 θ12 > 0.5. The best

fit for this degenerate solution is slightly disfavoured with respect to the one in the first octant,

which can be seen from the fact that ∆χ2 is larger than zero for this solution. This is because the

number density of d-quarks differs for each medium (the Earth’s crust, core and within the Sun),

and different values of ε′ can therefore account for the generalised mass ordering degeneracy in each

medium (see Eq. (9)). Nevertheless, in a combined analysis of JUNO and Hyper-Kamiokande, the

LMA-D solution would not be discounted. This solution also arises for a slightly smaller ∆m2
21, as

seen in Figure 8.

After marginalising over the solar neutrino oscillation parameters, one can obtain the sensitivity

of the combined analysis to the effective NSI parameters, ε and ε′, as shown in the right panel of

Figure 8. It is clear from this figure that the LMA-D region requires very large values of ε′, as well

as a non-zero ε, which is in agreement with previous works [21, 22]. In spite of the magnitude of

these values, neutrino oscillation data alone would not be able to exclude them. However, scattering

data and results from coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering experiments [48] in particular

have been shown to be a powerful complementary probe for this scenario [28, 49, 50]. Indeed,

the combination of solar neutrino data with results from the COHERENT experiment leads to a

rejection of the LMA-D solution above the 3σ level in models with NSI involving only a single

quark flavour [49, 51]. Nevertheless, this constraint is relaxed when allowing for NSI with both

u and d-type quarks simultaneously, so it is not possible to fully exclude the LMA-D solution in

these more generic scenarios [28, 50].

Finally, and for completeness, we show in Figure 9 the projections onto the remaining planes

for the LMA-D solution. Once again, the sensitivity obtained for JUNO and Hyper-Kamiokande

individually is shown together with the resulting sensitivity from a combined analysis.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The complementarity between solar and reactor experiments is known to be particularly pow-

erful when it comes to constraining neutrino non-standard interactions. We have addressed the

expected improvements which may be achieved from a combined analysis of the future neutrino

experiments JUNO and Hyper-Kamiokande, focusing on NSI with d-type quarks.

Including non-standard interactions in the analysis of JUNO data would result in a significantly

degraded sensitivity to the solar oscillation parameters sin2 θ12 and ∆m2
21. Nonetheless, a combined

analysis with Hyper-Kamiokande would allow a subpercent precision measurement of sin2 θ12 and

∆m2
21 at 90% confidence level.
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FIG. 9: Two-dimensional projections onto the ε′ - sin2 θ12 plane (top left), ε - sin2 θ12 plane (top right),

ε′ - ∆m2
21 plane (bottom left) and ε - ∆m2

21 plane (bottom right), from a combined analysis of Hyper-

Kamiokande (HK) and JUNO, for the LMA-D solution. Contours correspond to 1σ, 2σ and 3σ C.L. The

allowed regions from HK and JUNO individually are shown in purple and pink, respectively.

We have shown that the results obtained are not strongly dependent on the exact experimental

setup used for Hyper-Kamiokande, such as the fiducial volume or the energy threshold. This is

a consequence of the combined analysis relying on a more precise determination of the oscillation

parameters by JUNO. Nevertheless, a better determination of the day-night asymmetry and an ob-

servation of the upturn in the solar neutrino spectrum remains key for verifying our understanding

of the solar neutrino picture.

If independent probes were able to exclude large values of ε′, the limits derived in this work and

shown in Eq. (23) would also be the only allowed ranges from the combination of JUNO and Hyper-

Kamiokande data for the effective NSI parameters. These constraints, which are comparable to

similar sensitivity studies for future neutrino experiments [39, 52], will improve the current bounds

from combined analyses of solar and KamLAND data [21, 22], as expected. In the same spirit as

global neutrino oscillation fits including NSI [28, 50], a combined fit of Hyper-Kamiokande, JUNO

and future results from coherent elastic neutrino-electron scattering will exploit the complementary

sensitivity of these three types of experiments to NSI, providing crucial information on the nature

of neutrino interactions with matter.

Finally, we explored the possibility of constraining the LMA-D solution from the difference

in matter effects between Hyper-Kamiokande and JUNO. We have shown that only a very small
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region of the parameter space would be allowed at 1σ. However, as expected, it would not be

possible to completely exclude this solution from the combination of these two experiments alone.
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Appendix A: On the possibility of different Hyper-Kamiokande configurations

In Section V A we showed the impact of three possible experimental configurations of Hyper-

Kamiokande on its determination of solar oscillation parameters in the presence of NSI (see Fig-

ure 4). It is also interesting to examine whether our final results depend substantially on the

exact configuration of the Hyper-Kamiokande detector. The sensitivity profiles of each of the four

parameters under consideration - sin2θ12, ∆m2
21, ε and ε′ - are presented in Figure 10.

It can be clearly seen that the choice of one experimental set-up over another would not have

a significant impact on the determination of the oscillation parameters sin2 θ12 and ∆m2
21. This

is due to the fact that, in the presence of NSI, there are no notable differences in the sensitivity

FIG. 10: Sensitivity to neutrino oscillation and NSI parameters for the three different potential configura-

tions of the Hyper-Kamiokande detector considered in this work.
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of Hyper-Kamiokande, at least in the region of parameter space where the measurement of JUNO

will sit. The only noticeable divergent behaviour arises at the ∼ 2 − 3σ level for the low-∆m2
21

and low-ε sides of those profiles, respectively, which corresponds to the lobules which appear in the

two-dimensional regions presented in Section V. Thus, the biggest differences between the three

configurations listed in Table I appear for values that will be excluded by JUNO, as shown in

Figure 4.
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