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Abstract: In this paper we have studied the phenomenon of non-standard interaction

mediated by a scalar field (SNSI) in the context of P2SO experiment and compared its

sensitivity with DUNE. In particular, we have studied the capability of these two experi-

ments to put bounds on the diagonal SNSI parameters i.e., ηee, ηµµ and ηττ and studied

the impact of these parameters on the determination of neutrino mass ordering, octant

of θ23 and CP violation (CPV). In our analysis we find that, the parameter ∆m2
31 has a

non-trivial role if one wants estimate the bounds on ηµµ and ηττ assuming SNSI does not

exist in nature. Our results show that sensitivity of P2SO and DUNE to constraint ηµµ and

ηττ are similar whereas the sensitivity of DUNE is slightly better for ηee. We find that the

mass ordering and CPV sensitivities are mostly affected by ηee compared to ηµµ and ηττ if

one assumes SNSI exists in nature. On the other hand, octant sensitivity is mostly affected

by ηµµ and ηττ . These sensitivities can be either higher or lower than the standard three

flavour scenario depending on the relative sign of the SNSI parameters. Regarding the

precision of atmospheric mixing parameters, we find that the precision of θ23 deteriorates

significantly in the presence of ηµµ and ηττ .
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1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics [1], despite being one of the most successful

theories, proven incomplete often. One such example is the discovery of neutrino oscilla-

tion which shows neutrinos have non-zero masses. To explain this phenomena one requires

theories beyond SM (BSM) [2]. In the past few decades, neutrino masses and mixing, along

with other intriguing properties, have been unraveled by many dedicated neutrino exper-

iments. Some of the neutrino oscillation parameters are already measured very precisely

within the standard three flavour scenario. However, still there are some unknowns and

degeneracies to be explored [3]. Apart from the standard three flavour scenario, neutrino

oscillation experiments can be used to probe several new physics scenarios. The example

of one such new physics scenarios is non-standard interactions (NSI).

NSI mediated by a vector field is a very popular topic in the context of neutrino

oscillation [4]. NSI mediated by a vector field can be of charge current (CC) type and

neutral current (NC) type. The CC-NSI leads to modifications in the production and

detection of neutrinos, whereas NC-NSI appears as a matter potential term in neutrino

oscillation. However, there can also be NSI mediated by a scalar field (SNSI). This SNSI

acts as an Yukawa term in the Lagrangian and therefore modifies the neutrino masses.

If we assume the correction to the neutrino mass matrix due to SNSI is Hermitian, then

the neutrino oscillation parameter space is increased by three real diagonal parameters and

three complex off-diagonal parameters. Study of SNSI in the context of neutrino oscillation
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experiment is very new and therefore, in recent times there are several studies exploring

various phenomenological aspects of SNSI [5–14]. In this paper, we will study SNSI in the

context of Protvino to Super-ORCA (P2SO) experiment [15] and compare its sensitivity

with the DUNE experiment [16]. The future P2SO experiment will use a neutrino beam

from Protvino in Russia. In this case, the neutrinos will be detected at the Super-ORCA

detector at the KM3NeT facility [17] located at a distance of 2595 km from Protvino. For

the upcoming DUNE experiment, the neutrinos produced at Fermilab will be detected at a

distance of 1300 km. For our present study, we will consider only the diagonal parameters

whereas the effect of the off-diagonal parameters will be studied in a separate work. In

this work, our objective will be to study the capability of P2SO and DUNE to put bounds

on the three diagonal SNSI parameters and study the effect of these parameters in the

measurement of the standard oscillation parameters. Our work is the first to put the

future expected upper bounds on the SNSI parameters and in doing so we will point out a

non-trivial role of the atmospheric mass square difference.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section we will provide the theoretical

background of SNSI and present the oscillation probabilities as a function of neutrino energy

for P2SO. After that, we will briefly describe the experimental and simulation details used

in our numerical analysis. Then we will proceed to present our numerical results. Finally,

we will summarize our main findings and conclude.

2 Neutrino oscillation in presence of scalar NSI

The non-standard interaction between the neutrinos ν and the fermions f , mediated by a

scalar field ϕ can be represented by the Feynman diagram shown in Fig. 1.

Figure 1. Feynmann diagram contributing to scalar NSI.

In this case the effective Lagrangian can be written as,

Leff =
yfyαβ
m2

ϕ

(νανβ)(f̄f), (2.1)

where y’s are the Yukawa couplings and mϕ is the mass of the scalar mediator. The Dirac
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equation in the presence of SNSI can be written as:

νβ

[
i∂µγ

µ +

(
Mβα +

∑
f Nfyfyαβ

m2
ϕ

)]
να = 0 , (2.2)

where Mβα is the Dirac mass matrix of the neutrinos and Nf is the number density of

fermion f . Therefore, we see that the effect of SNSI manifest as a correction term to the

neutrino mass matrix. This correction can be parameterized as

δM =
√

|∆m2
31|

ηee ηeµ ηeτ
ηµe ηµµ ηµτ
ητe ητµ ηττ

 , (2.3)

where we have chosen to scale the size of δM relative to
√

|∆m2
31| to make the SNSI

parameters, i.e., η dimensionless. Comparing Eqs. 2.2 and B.2, one can write

ηαβ =
1

m2
ϕ

√
|∆m2

31|

∑
f

Nfyfyαβ . (2.4)

Here ∆m2
31 = m2

3 −m2
1 is the atmospheric mass square difference. Note that the bounds

of the Yukawa couplings can come from the neutrino electron scattering experiments [18]

and cosmology [19]. It was shown in Ref. [18] that same values of the couplings satisfy a

wide range of mediator mass. Therefore, there will not be a direct correlation between the

bounds of the SNSI parameters obtained from scattering experiments. We will consider

δM to be Hermitian with ηαα as real and ηαβ with α ̸= β as complex. As mentioned in the

introduction, for this present work, we will consider only the diagonal parameters. Here it

is important to note that, the parameter η in Eq. 2.4 depends on the density 1. Therefore,

when comparing the values of η for different experiments, one should be careful to scale its

value according to the matter density profile which was considered in those experiments.

However, in our case, as the matter densities relevant for P2SO and DUNE are very similar,

we will safely ignore this and compare the values of η between this experiments without

any scaling.

Now let us see how this δM modifies the Hamiltonian of the neutrino oscillation. The

Hamiltonian of neutrino oscillation in the flavour basis and in presence of scalar NSI can

be written as

H = Eν +
MM†

2Eν
+ V , (2.5)

where Eν is the energy of the neutrinos, V = diag(
√
2GFNe, 0, 0) is the standard matter

potential with GF is the Fermi constant and Ne is the electron number density. In this

case, the term M becomes

M = U diag(m1,m2,m3) U
† + δM

= U diag

(
m1,

√
m2

1 +∆m2
21,
√
m2

1 +∆m2
31

)
U † + δM , (2.6)

1Note that NSI mediated by a vector field (VNSI) also depends on the matter density. In the appendix,

we have added a section discussing the separation of VNSI from SNSI.
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where we have assumed normal ordering of the neutrino masses i.e., m3 ≫ m2 > m1. Here

∆m2
21 = m2

2 −m2
1 is the solar mass squared difference and U is the PMNS matrix having

the parameters θ12, θ13, θ23 and δCP. Neutrino oscillation probabilities in presence of SNSI

can be calculated by diagonalizing Eq. 2.5. It is interesting to note that, for SNSI, the

neutrinos oscillation probabilities will depend on the absolute neutrino mass m1.

In order to calculate the neutrino oscillation probabilities in the presence of SNSI, we

have modified the GLoBES [20, 21] probability engine. The results are shown in Fig. 2

(for DUNE) and Fig. 3 (for P2SO) for the neutrinos and assuming normal ordering of the

neutrino masses. In this figure, we have considered one SNSI parameter at a time. In each

figure, the top row is for the appearance channel i.e., νµ → νe, and the bottom row is for

the disappearance channel i.e., νµ → νµ. In each row, the left/middle/right panel is for

ηee/ηµµ/ηττ . In each panel, we have shown the probabilities for the standard three flavour

and probabilities in the presence of SNSI. For illustration, we have taken the values of the

diagonal SNSI parameters to be ±0.1 and ±0.2. In addition, we have shown the energy

dependence of the νµ fluxes of each experiment. Regarding the values of the standard

oscillation parameters, we have used the latest global analysis results of Nufit 5.2 [3] and

they are given in Table 1. To generate these figures, we have taken m1 = 10−5 eV.

Parameters True values ± 1σ

sin2 θ12 0.303+0.012
−0.011

sin2 θ13 0.02203+0.00056
−0.00059

sin2 θ23 0.572+0.018
−0.023

δCP[
◦] 197+42

−25

∆m2
21 [10−5 eV2] 7.41+0.21

−0.20

∆m2
31 [10−3 eV2] 2.511+0.028

−0.027

Table 1. Oscillation parameter values with their corresponding 1σ errors considered in our analysis

[3].

From Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, we observe that the sensitivity to ηee is expected to come

from the appearance channel, whereas both the appearance and disappearance channels

are sensitive to ηµµ and ηττ . Among the three parameters, the best sensitivity is expected

for the parameter ηee. We also see some interesting features regarding the positive and

negative values of the SNSI parameters. The probabilities for a negative (positive) values

of ηee are lower (higher) as compared to the probabilities in the standard case in the

appearance channel. This is opposite in the case of ηµµ and ηττ . In the disappearance

(appearance) channel, the position of the first oscillation minimum (maximum) is shifted

in the opposite directions due to positive and negative values of ηµµ and ηττ . In addition,

the probabilities at the first oscillation minimum shifts from zero for the positive (negative)

values of ηµµ (ηττ ) in the disappearance channel.

Note that currently an analytical expression for the appearance channel probabilities

involving the diagonal SNSI parameters does not exist in the literature and this derivation

is very complicated in nature. We have attempted to derive an analytical expression for

ηee which we discuss in the appendix. For disappearance channel, in Ref. [7], it was shown
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Figure 2. Electron neutrino appearance (disappearance) probability as a function of neutrino

energy for DUNE experiment in upper (lower) panel.

that at the leading order, the probability in the presence of SNSI can be written as

Pµµ = −∆13(ηµµ + ηττ + 2|ηµτ | cosϕµτ ) sin 2∆13, (2.7)

where ∆13 = ∆m2
31L/4E, with L being the baseline and ϕµτ being the phase of the

parameter ηµτ . From the above equation we see that ηµµ and ηττ appear with the same

sign in the probability. This explains the shift of the oscillation minima for both ηµµ and

ηττ in the same directions for their positive/negative values. The shifting of the minima

from zero for these parameters due to the opposite signs of these parameters (i.e., positive

values for ηµµ and negative values for ηττ ) might have caused due to some sub-leading

terms in the probability. From the above equation, we also note that the disappearance

channel probability does not depend upon the parameter ηee at the leading order. This

confirms our numerical observation which shows that the disappearance probabilities do

not change with the variation of the parameter ηee for both P2SO and DUNE.
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P2SO
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Figure 3. Electron neutrino appearance (disappearance) probability as a function of energy for

P2SO experiment in upper (lower) panel.

3 Experimental Details

For simulating the long-baseline experiment P2SO, we use the same configuration as used in

Ref. [22]. The Protvino accelerator with a 1.5 km-diameter U-70 synchrotron will generate

450 KW beam to produce 4 ×1020 protons on target (POT) per year. The neutrinos will

be detected at the Super-ORCA detector which will have a fiducial volume in megaton

(Mt) scale. We have considered a total run-time of six years, divided into three years in

neutrino mode and three years in antineutrino mode.

For DUNE, we have used the official GLoBES files corresponding to the technical

design report [23]. For DUNE, the detector will be a 40 kt liquid argon time-projection

chamber. The beam power in this case will be 1.2 MW. The total run-time for DUNE

which we considered in our work is 13 years comprising of 6.5 years in neutrino mode and

6.5 years in antineutrino mode. This corresponds to 1.1× 1021 POT per year.

For the estimation of the sensitivity, we use the Poisson log-likelihood and assume that
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Systematics P2SO DUNE

Sg-norm νe 5% 2%

Sg-norm νµ 5% 5%

Bg-norm 12% 5% to 20%

Sg-shape 11% -

Bg-shape 4% to 11% -

Table 2. The values of systematic errors that we considered in our analysis. “norm” stands for

normalization error, “Sg” stands for signal and “Bg” stands for background.

it is χ2-distributed:

χ2
stat = 2

n∑
i=1

[
N test

i −N true
i −N true

i log

(
N test

i

N true
i

)]
, (3.1)

where N test and N true are the number of events in the test and true spectra respectively,

and i is the number of energy bins. The systematic is incorporated by the method of pull

[24, 25]. For systematic uncertainties, we have considered the overall normalization and

shape errors corresponding to signal and background. We list the values of systematic

errors for P2SO and DUNE in Table 2. It should be noted that the DUNE GLoBES file

contains no shape error. We show all our results for the normal hierarchy of the neutrino

masses with m1 = 10−5 eV unless otherwise specified. The true values of the parameters

that we use in our analysis are given in Table 1. In all our results, we will consider one

SNSI parameter at a time.

4 Results

4.1 Bounds on the SNSI parameters

First, let us try to see the capabilities of P2SO and DUNE to constrain the diagonal SNSI

parameters. Usually this is done by taking the standard three flavour scenario in the true

spectrum of the χ2, taking SNSI in the test spectrum of the χ2 and plotting the χ2 against

the SNSI parameters. Before presenting these results, it is important to understand the

role of ∆m2
31 in putting the constraints on the SNSI parameters. For this, in Fig. 4, we

have plotted 3σ contour in the η (test) - ∆m2
31 (test) plane, taking the standard three

flavour scenario in true. In this figure, the left/middle/right panel is for ηee/ηµµ/ηττ .

In generating this figure, all the other parameters that are not shown (except δCP) are

minimized randomly using their 1σ error as priors as listed in Tab. 1. The parameter

δCP is minimized without any prior. The green (red) shaded allowed region is for DUNE

(P2SO). In these panels, the range in y-axis corresponds to the current 3σ range of ∆m2
31

according to Nufit 5.2. From the figure we see that, for the parameter ηee, the standard

scenario cannot be fitted with SNSI having a value of ∆m2
31 lying outside the current

3σ range. This is because in this case, the contours for both DUNE and P2SO are not

extended beyond the plotted y-axis values of ∆m2
31. But for ηµµ and ηττ , the standard

scenario can also be fitted with SNSI having a value of ∆m2
31 lying outside its current 3σ
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Figure 4. Allowed values of ∆m2
31 at 3σ C.L. when SNSI is fitted in the theory with the standard

three flavour scenario in the data.

allowed range. This can be understood by observing that for these two parameters, the

contours are getting extended beyond the y-axis ranges of ∆m2
31. This implies that, when

we calculate the bounds for ηµµ and ηττ , the χ2 minimum can correspond to a value of

∆m2
31 beyond the current 3σ range2. Therefore, it is very important to take extra care

when minimizing this parameter at the time of calculating the bounds of ηµµ and ηττ . If

we minimize this parameter taking its 1σ error as a prior, then there is a chance that the

χ2 minimizer will take a local minima near to its true value. On the other hand, if we

minimize this parameter without any prior, then the χ2 minimum will occur beyond its

allowed 3σ values. To avoid this situation, we will minimize this parameter by the method

of systematic sampling rather than random sampling i.e., vary this parameter within its

current 3σ allowed range and then choose the χ2 minimum. Here it is important to note

that the current 3σ range of ∆m2
31 was calculated using the standard three flavour scenario.

However, if this parameter is measured considering SNSI in theory, the allowed 3σ region

may get extended accommodating larger values of this parameter3. To incorporate this

situation, one may consider to minimize this parameter with a flat prior. Since we do not

know if that is the case, we decided to vary ∆m2
31 within its current 3σ range.

In Fig. 5, we have shown the bounds on the diagonal SNSI parameters adapting the

methodology that we discussed in the previous paragraph. Left, middle and right panels

show the bounds on ηee, ηµµ and ηττ , respectively. In each panel, the blue curve represents

the bound from DUNE while the red curve is for the bound from the P2SO experiment.

From the figure we see that stringent bounds can be obtained on these parameters from

both experiments. DUNE is better than P2SO to constraint the parameter ηee at 3σ

C.L. While in the cases of ηµµ and ηττ , bounds from P2SO and DUNE are similar. The

sensitivity limits on the parameters at 3σ C.L. are shown in Table 3. From the table, one

can see that the bounds from DUNE and P2SO are more or less similar except the case of

ηee.

2We have explicitly checked that this situation does not occur with any other parameter.
3It will be very intriguing to see what happens to the measurement of oscillation parameters especially

∆m2
31 with respect to the current data if one assumes SNSI exists in Nature. However, this is beyond the

scope of this present work.
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Figure 5. Bounds on the SNSI diagonal parameters (ηee, ηµµ and ηττ ) from DUNE and P2SO

experiments.

Parameters DUNE P2SO

ηee [-0.051, 0.048] [-0.075, 0.073]

ηµµ [-0.0457,0.041] [-0.042, 0.038]

ηττ [-0.061, 0.065] [-0.057, 0.059]

Table 3. Sensitivity limits on the SNSI parameters at 3σ C.L. from DUNE and P2SO experiment.

To understand the contribution from the appearance channel and the disappearance

channel in constraining the diagonal SNSI parameters, in Fig. 6 we show the neutrino events

as a function of neutrino energy in standard case and in presence of SNSI for DUNE. For

the calculation of events, we have used a value of 0.04 for for all the three SNSI parameters

i.e., |ηee|, |ηµµ| and |ηττ |. This value of the SNSI parameter lies well within the 3σ bound

of these parameters. Upper (lower) panel is for the appearance (disappearance) events.

Black-solid curves show the event-rates in standard case. Red and green dashed curves

are the event-rates for 0.04 and −0.04 values of SNSI parameters, respectively. From the

figure, we realize that SNSI parameter ηee affects significantly to νe appearance events and

mildly affects to disappearance events. While in cases of ηµµ and ηττ significant effect is

observed for disappearance channel. Interestingly, the SNSI parameters either enhance or

deteriorate the event-rates depending upon the sign of the parameters. For example, the

event-rates increased (decreased) for +ve (−ve) values of ηee in appearance channel.

To see how the bounds on the diagonal SNSI parameters change with respect to the

lowest neutrino mass m1, in Fig. 7 we have plotted the upper bound of the SNSI parameters

at 3σ as a function of m1. The solid (dashed) lines represent the sensitivity of DUNE

(P2SO) experiment. We can notice from the figure that for the lightest neutrino mass

below the order 10−2 eV, the constraints on SNSI parameters are almost unchanged. After

that, the sensitivity of both DUNE and P2SO gets deteriorated.

At this point, let us briefly discuss how these values of m1 are compatible with the

latest bound on the absolute neutrino masses. The most reliable bounds on the absolute

neutrino masses come from cosmology which provides the upper bound on the sum of

neutrino masses. The most relaxed bound on the sum of neutrino masses obtained from
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the Planck data, given as
∑

mν ≤ 0.54 eV at 95% C.L. [26]. According to this, the neutrino

masses are allowed to be in the quasi-degenerate regime i.e., m1 ∼ m2 ∼ m3 ∼ 0.1 eV. This

implies the range of x-axis which is shown in Fig. 7 is consistent with the latest bound on

the absolute neutrino masses.

4.2 Effect of SNSI in the standard scenario

Next we will study the effect of SNSI in the measurement of unknowns related to the stan-

dard oscillation parameters i.e., ordering of the neutrino masses, octant of the atmospheric

mixing angle θ23 and the CP violation. This is usually done by taking the SNSI parameter

in both true and test. Before doing that, first we will study the effect of SNSI in the pre-

cision measurement of θ23 and ∆m2
31. Fig. 8 shows the allowed region sin2 θ23 and ∆m2

31

in test parameter plane at 3σ C.L. by taking the value of all the three SNSI parameters to

be ±0.04 in both true and test spectrum of the χ2. The true values of sin2 θ23 and ∆m2
31

are denoted by a star. All the other parameters (except δCP) which are not shown in the

panels are minimized by random sampling using their 1σ error as a prior. The parameter

δCP is varied with a flat prior. Solid curves are for the DUNE experiment while dashed

curves are for P2SO experiment. In each plot, the red colour curve represent the standard

interaction case. Positive (negative) value of ηαβ is represent by the blue (green) curve. In
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Figure 8. Allowed region between sin2 θ23−∆m2
31 at 3σ C.L. in standard and in presence of SNSI

parameters for DUNE and P2SO experiment.

standard case, the allowed region is more constrained for P2SO experiment as compared

to DUNE experiment. The impact of the three SNSI parameters are quite discernible from

one another. In case of ηee, there is no significant effect on the precision of θ23 and ∆m2
31.

Interesting behaviour is observed for ηµµ and ηττ . For negative value of ηµµ, the allowed

parameter space increases whereas in case of ηττ , the allowed region increases for positive

value of ηττ . However, in both the cases the sensitivity towards sin2 θ23 gets deteriorated

but the precision of ∆m2
31 does not change much. But most importantly we see that in

this case the values of ∆m2
31 at 3σ C.L. lie well within its current allowed ranges according

to Nufit 5.2. Therefore, when one considers SNSI in both true and test, it is sufficient to

minimize this parameter randomly with its 1σ prior. However, to be consistent with Fig. 5,

in the following paragraphs, while studying the capability of P2SO and DUNE to measure

the unknowns related to the standard oscillation parameters in presence of SNSI, we will
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minimize ∆m2
31 systematically within its current 3σ range. The SNSI parameters will be

fixed at ±0.04 in both true and test.

Let us first discuss the sensitivity to neutrino mass ordering in presence of SNSI which

is shown in Fig. 9 as function of true δCP. This figure shows the capability to determine

the true nature of the neutrino mass ordering. This sensitivity is estimated by taking the

normal mass ordering in true and the inverted mass ordering in the test. For inverted

ordering we have taken m3 = 10−5 eV, m1 =
√

m2
3 +∆m2

31 and m2 =
√
m2

1 +∆m2
21.

Solid and dashed curves are for DUNE and P2SO, respectively. In each panel, standard

case is represented by the red curve and blue (green) curve represents the ηαα value as

+0.04 (−0.04). Left, middle and right panels are for the parameters ηee, ηµµ and ηττ ,

respectively. From the figure, it is clear that both experiments have very high mass ordering
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Figure 9. Mass hierarchy sensitivity of the SNSI diagonal parameters (ηee, ηµµ and ηττ ) for DUNE

and P2SO experiment.

sensitivity. For almost all the δCP region, P2SO experiment has higher sensitivities than

DUNE in the standard scenario. In presence of SNSI, mass ordering sensitivity is affected

more for ηee as compared to ηµµ and ηττ . After including SNSI parameters to standard case,

the sensitivities may increase or decrease depending upon the sign of ηαβ. The sensitivity

is increased (decreased) as compared to the standard three flavour scenario for a positive

(negative) value of ηee. However, it is opposite for ηττ . This can be better understood

from Tab. 4.

In Table 4, we have listed the difference of event numbers (N) between the normal

ordering and inverted ordering coming from the appearance channel corresponding to δCP

(true)=90◦ for both P2SO and DUNE. The events for normal ordering is calculated at the

true values of the oscillation parameters and the events for inverted ordering are calculated

corresponding to the χ2 minimum. From this table, we see that N is higher (lower) when

ηee is positive (negative) as compared to the standard case but this is opposite for ηττ .

This explains why mass ordering sensitivity is higher (lower) for a positive (negative) value

of ηee and a negative (positive) value of ηττ .

Next let us discuss the CP violation (CPV) discovery sensitivity4. Fig. 10 shows

the CPV sensitivities as a function of true δCP for DUNE and P2SO experiments. In

4Note that though here we only discuss the CPV for the diagonal SNSI parameters, the contribution for

the CPV will mostly arise from the off-diagonal SNSI parameters which are complex in nature. We have

included a section in the appendix to discuss this.
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Appearance channel event difference (Normal ordering - Inverted ordering)

Experiments η = 0.04 η = 0 η = −0.04

P2SO (ηee) 6992 6273 5609

DUNE (ηee) 360 244 150

P2SO (ηττ ) 5336 6273 7510

DUNE (ηττ ) 151 244 343

Table 4. Appearance channel event difference for P2SO and DUNE for δtrueCP = 90o. These events

corresponds to 3 years running of P2O and 6.5 year running of DUNE.

particular, this figure shows the ability of the experiments to exclude the CP conserving

values of δCP. For each true δCP, we have obtained the minimum χ2 for test δCP as CP

conserving values (0◦ and 180◦). Solid and dashed curves show the sensitivities of DUNE

and P2SO, respectively. In each plot, the red curves are for standard interaction cases,

while the blue and green curves are for SNSI parameters as +0.04 and −0.04, respectively.

The left, middle and right panels are for the SNSI parameter ηee, ηµµ and ηττ . From the

 0

 2

 4

 6

 8

 10

 12

 14

 0  60  120  180  240  300  360

σ

δCP(degree)

                DUNE                          P2SO 

SI
ηee = 0.04

ηee = -0.04

 0

 2

 4

 6

 8

 10

 12

 14

 0  60  120  180  240  300  360

σ

δCP(degree)

                DUNE                          P2SO 

SI
ηµµ = 0.04

ηµµ = -0.04

 0

 2

 4

 6

 8

 10

 12

 14

 0  60  120  180  240  300  360

σ

δCP(degree)

                DUNE                          P2SO 

SI
ηττ = 0.04

ηττ = -0.04

Figure 10. CPV sensitivity of the SNSI diagonal parameters (ηee, ηµµ and ηττ ) for DUNE and

P2SO experiment.

figures one can conclude that in standard case the DUNE experiment will have higher CPV

sensitivities compared to P2SO experiment. The effect of SNSI parameters is different for

each parameter. The parameter ηee and ηµµ have significantly higher effect on the CPV

sensitivity than ηττ . Positive value of ηαα increases the CPV sensitivities whereas the

sensitivities get decreased for negative value of these parameters.

Finally, let us discuss the octant sensitivity of θ23 in presence of SNSI. Octant sensi-

tivity is the capability to exclude the degeneracy between lower octant (LO) i.e., θ23 < 45◦

and higher octant (HO) i.e., θ23 > 45◦. Fig. 11 shows the octant sensitivity as a function

of true sin2 θ23. This figure is generated in the following way. If the true sin2 θ23 is in LO

(HO), then test sin2 θ23 varied in HO (LO). In each panel, standard case is represented by

the red curve and blue (green) curve represents the ηαα as +0.04 (−0.04). Left, middle

and right panels are for the parameters ηee, ηµµ and ηττ , respectively. One can conclude

form the figure that, in the standard case the sensitivity of DUNE is slightly higher than

P2SO. Considering the SNSI parameters, the parameter ηee affects the least to the sensi-

tivity. Parameter ηµµ and ηττ have significant effect on the sensitivity. In case of ηµµ, the
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Figure 11. Octant sensitivity of the SNSI diagonal parameters (ηee, ηµµ and ηττ ) for DUNE and

P2SO experiments.

sensitivity is enhanced for the positive value and deteriorated for the negative value. This

observation is reversed in presence of parameter ηττ .

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have studied the non-standard interaction mediated by a scalar field

(SNSI) in the context of the P2SO experiment and compared its sensitivity with the DUNE

experiment. P2SO is a proposed long-baseline neutrino experiment at the KM3NeT facility

whereas DUNE is the upcoming long-baseline experiment at Fermilab. In the presence of

SNSI, the neutrino masses in Hamiltonian of the neutrino oscillation gets a correction term

which in turn alters the probabilities of the neutrino oscillation. Interestingly, in this case,

the neutrino oscillation probabilities become function of the absolute neutrino masses. Due

to the introduction of SNSI, the neutrino oscillation parameter space is increased by 3 real

SNSI parameters and 3 complex parameters. In this study our aim is to study the capability

of P2SO and DUNE to constrain the real SNSI parameters i.e., ηee, ηµµ and ηττ and also

study how these parameters impact the measurement of the standard oscillation parameters

by these two experiments. We have presented our results considering the normal ordering

of the neutrino masses.

At the probability level, we have shown that the sensitivity of ηee is expected to mainly

come from the appearance channel whereas the sensitivities to ηµµ and ηττ are expected to

come from the disappearance channel. However, some sensitivity to ηµµ and ηττ can also

come from the appearance channel. While estimating the capability of DUNE and P2SO

to constrain the SNSI parameters, we find that the parameter ∆m2
31 has a non-trivial role

for ηµµ and ηττ when one considers standard three flavour scenario in the true spectrum

of the χ2 and SNSI in the test spectrum of the χ2. For these two parameters, the χ2

minimum can appear outside the current allowed values of ∆m2
31. Therefore, the bounds

on these two SNSI parameters depend upon how ∆m2
31 is minimized in the analysis. In

our work, we choose to minimize this parameter systematically within its current three

sigma range. In our analysis, we find that for ηee, the bound from DUNE is stronger as

compared to the bound from P2SO. For the other two parameters, the bounds from DUNE

and P2SO are comparable. From the event level analysis, we found that for ηee, the events
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from appearance channel mostly contribute in the sensitivity whereas for ηµµ and ηττ , the

events from disappearance channel mostly contribute in the sensitivity. Further, we also

find that if we vary the lowest neutrino mass i.e., m1, then for m1 < 0.01 eV, the bounds

of the SNSI parameters do not change. However, when one increases m1 beyond 0.01 eV,

the sensitivity starts to fall.

While estimating the effect of the SNSI parameters on the measurement of standard

oscillation parameters, we find that χ2 minimum always comes within the current allowed

values of ∆m2
31 when one considers SNSI in both true and test spectrum of the χ2. The

value of the three SNSI parameters that we consider in our analysis is ±0.04. Additionally,

we find that in the presence of SNSI, the precision of θ23 gets deteriorated significantly for

ηµµ and ηττ but the precision of ∆m2
31 does not get much affected. For ηee, the precision

of ∆m2
31 and θ23 is same as in the case of standard three flavour scenario. Going ahead,

the change in the neutrino mass ordering sensitivity and CP violation sensitivity due to

SNSI is maximum for ηee as compared to ηµµ and ηττ whereas the change in the octant

sensitivity is maximum for ηττ . These sensitivities can be either higher or lower than the

standard three flavour scenario depending on the relative sign of the SNSI parameters.
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A Separation of SNSI from VNSI

As mentioned in section 2, the neutrino oscillation Hamiltonian in presence of SNSI pa-

rameter η can be written as:

HSNSI = Eν +
MM†

2Eν
+ diag(

√
2GFNe, 0, 0) , (A.1)

with

M = U diag(m1,m2,m3) U
† +

√
|∆m2

31|

ηee ηeµ ηeτ
ηµe ηµµ ηµτ
ητe ητµ ηττ

 . (A.2)

Whereas the same Hamiltonian in presence of VNSI parameters ϵ can is written as:

HV NSI = Eν +
1

2Eν
U diag(m1,m2,m3) U

† +
√
2GFNe

1 + ϵee ϵeµ ϵeτ
ϵµe ϵµµ ϵµτ
ϵτe ϵτµ ϵττ

 . (A.3)
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Figure 12. Aappearance probability as a function of neutrino energy for DUNE and P2SO exper-

iment in presence of diagonal SNSI and VNSI parameters.

Comparing Eqs.A.1 and A.3, we see that SNSI has been added as a correction term in the

mass matrix whereas VSNSI is added as a correction term in the matter potential. To

understand their effect in the neutrino oscillation probabilities, in Fig. 12, we have shown

the appearance channel probability as a function neutrino energy for both DUNE (top

row) and P2SO (bottom row) in presence of diagonal SNSI (red curve) and VNSI (blue

curve) parameters. These panels clearly show that for same values of the SNSI and VNSI

parameters, the values of their corresponding probabilities are very different.

B Appearance channel probability expression for ηee

To derive the probability formula in presence of SNSI for ηee, we have followed the formalism

as mentioned in Ref. [27]. The effective Hamiltonian in the presence of SNSI is mentioned

in Eq. 2.5 and can be written in expanded form as

HSNSI ≈ 1

2Eν

[
(M + δM)(M + δM)† + 2EνV

]
=

1

2Eν

[
MM † + δMδM † +MδM † + δMM † + 2EνV

]
, (B.1)
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where

M = U

m1 0 0

0 m2 0

0 0 m3

 U †, δM =
√
|∆m2

31|

ηee 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

 ,

V = Vm

1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

 , (B.2)

with U = R23U
†
δR13UδR12 and Vm =

√
2GfNe. Here Rij is the rotation matrix in (i,j)

plane and Uδ = diag
(
1, 1, eiδCP

)
. We have used normal mass ordering for our analysis,

so for the matter of convenience we will use
√

|∆m2
31| =

√
∆m2

31 for further calculations.

The time evolution of the neutrinos in their flavor state is given by the equation

i
∂

∂t
|να⟩ = HSNSI |να⟩, (B.3)

and the probability amplitude of their oscillations is given by the S matrix

S = Te−i
∫ xf
xi

HSNSI(x) dx, (B.4)

where the T represents the space ordering. Considering constant matter density, it is

convenient to write the S matrix element as

Sαβ =
(
e−iUeffH

d
SNSIU

†
eff(xf−xi)

)
αβ

=
(
Ueff e−iHd

SNSIL U †
eff

)
αβ

. (B.5)

Here L is the neutrino travel distance via the earth matter, Ueff is the effective PMNS

matrix in the presence of SNSI in the matter and Hd
SNSI is the diagonalised effective

Hamiltonian of the form

Hd
SNSI =

H1 0 0

0 H2 0

0 0 H3

 . (B.6)

Defining ∆eff
21 = H2 − H1 and ∆eff

31 = H3 − H1, we can rewrite the S matrix element by

ignoring the common phase e−iH1L as

Sαβ =

Ueff

1 0 0

0 e−i∆eff
21L 0

0 0 e−i∆eff
31L

 U †
eff


αβ

. (B.7)

For the simplicity of calculations, we can change the flavor basis to some auxiliary basis

|ν̃α⟩ = Ua|να⟩ by some auxiliary rotation Ua = R23U
†
δR13 which will change the effective

Hamiltonian and S matrix to

H
′
SNSI = Ua† HSNSI U

a and S = Ua e−iH
′
SNSIL Ua†, (B.8)
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respectively. This new effective Hamiltonian is now independent of δCP and can be easily

diagonalized by two consecutive rotations in (1,3) and (1,2) plane

R
′T
12R

′T
13 H

′
SNSI R

′
13R

′
12 =

H1 0 0

0 H2 0

0 0 H3

 . (B.9)

Here we have neglected the (2,3) and (3,2) elements which are generated after the (1,3)

and (1,2) rotations. The additional rotation angles θ
′
13 and θ

′
12 for which the Eq. B.9 holds

are given in Eq. B.13 and Eq. B.15 respectively. Finally the effective mixing matrix in the

presence of SNSI in matter can be expressed as

Ueff = R23U
†
δR13R

′
13UδR

′
12 (B.10)

Substituting Eq. B.10 and Eq. B.9 in Eq. B.8, we will easily recover Eq. B.7. As the

S matrix elements represent the probability amplitudes, the probability of transition from

|να⟩ flavor to |νβ⟩ flavor is expressed as Pαβ = |Sαβ|2. Using the above equations, the

appearance channel probability expression for ηee becomes:

Pµe = cos2
(
θ13 + θ

′
13

)
cos2 θ23 sin

2 2θ
′
12 sin

2

(
∆eff

21L

2

)
+

1

16
sin2 2

(
θ13 + θ

′
13

)
sin2 θ23

×

{
7 + cos

(
∆eff

21L
)
− 4 cos

(
(∆eff

21 −∆eff
31 )L

)
− 4 cos

(
∆eff

31L
)
+ 2 cos 4θ

′
12 sin

2

(
∆eff

21L

2

)

− 8 cos 2θ
′
12 sin

(
∆eff

21L

2

)
sin

(
(∆eff

21 − 2∆eff
31 )L

2

)}
+ P δCP

µe (B.11)

where P δCP
µe is the CP phase dependent part and is expressed as

P δCP
µe = cos2

(
θ13 + θ

′
13

)
sin(2θ23) sin

(
θ13 + θ

′
13

)
sin(2θ

′
12) sin

(
∆eff

21L

2

)
(B.12)

×
[
cos δCP cos 2θ

′
12 sin

(
∆eff

21L

2

)
− cos

(
∆eff

21L

2

)
sin δCP + sin

(
δCP +∆eff

31L− ∆eff
21L

2

)]
In the above equations, the additional rotation in 1,3 plane can be expressed as

sin 2θ
′
13 =

a13√
a213 + b213

(B.13)

where

a13 =

[
2Vm + 2∆m2

31η
2
ee + (m1 +m2 + 2m3)

√
∆m2

31ηee +
√
∆m2

31ηee(m1 −m2) cos 2θ12

]
sin 2θ13,

b13 = 2

[
∆m2

31 −∆m2
21 sin

2 θ12 − Vm cos 2θ13 + 2m3

√
∆m2

31ηee sin
2 θ13

− ∆m2
31η

2
ee cos 2θ13 − 2

√
∆m2

31ηee cos
2 θ13

(
m1 cos

2 θ12 +m2 sin
2 θ12

) ]
. (B.14)
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The additional rotation in the 1, 2 plane can be expressed as

sin 2θ
′
12 =

−a12√
a212 + b212

, (B.15)

where,

a12 = sin 2θ12

[
2∆m2

21 cos θ
′
13 +

√
∆m2

31ηee(m2 −m1)
(
cos θ

′
13 + cos(2θ13 + θ

′
13)
)]

,

b12 = 2

{
− cos2 θ12

(
∆m2

21 − 2
√
∆m2

31m1ηee cos θ13 cos θ
′
13 cos(θ13 + θ

′
13)

)
+ cos2 θ

′
13

(
∆m2

21 sin
2 θ12 + cos2 θ13

[
∆m2

31η
2
ee + Vm + 2

√
∆m2

31ηeem2 sin
2 θ12

])
+ sin2 θ

′
13

(
∆m2

31 + sin2 θ13

[
∆m2

31η
2
ee + Vm + 2

√
∆m2

31ηeem3

])}

− 1

2

[
2∆m2

31η
2
ee +

√
∆m2

31ηee(m2 + 2m3) + 2Vm

−
√
∆m2

31ηeem2 cos 2θ12

]
sin 2θ13 sin 2θ

′
13 . (B.16)

The effective mass square splittings are

∆eff
21 =

1

8E

[
cos 2θ

′
12

{
∆m2

21 − 2∆m2
31

(
1 + η2ee

)
−
√
∆m2

31ηee (m1 +m2 + 2m3)

− 2Vm +
(
2∆m2

31 −∆m2
21

)
cos 2θ

′
13 −

√
∆m2

31ηee (m1 +m2 − 2m3)
(
cos 2θ13 + cos 2θ

′
13

)
−
(
2∆m2

31η
2
ee +

√
∆m2

31ηee(m1 +m2 + 2m3) + 2Vm

)
cos 2(θ13 + θ

′
13)

+ cos 2θ12

[
3∆m2

21 +
√
∆m2

31ηee(m2 −m1) + ∆m2
21 cos 2θ

′
13

+
√

∆m2
31ηee(m2 −m1)

(
cos 2θ13 + 2 cos θ13 cos(θ13 + 2θ

′
13)
)]}

+ 2

([
2∆m2

21 +
√
∆m2

31ηee(m2 −m1)

]
cos θ

′
13 +

√
∆m2

31ηee(m2 −m1) cos(2θ13 + θ
′
13)

)
× sin 2θ12 sin 2θ

′
12

]
, (B.17)
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Figure 13. Probability plots showing comparison between the exact numerical estimation and the

analytical formula.

∆eff
31 =

1

4E

[(
∆m2

21 +
√
∆m2

31ηee(m2 −m1) cos
2 θ13

)
cos θ

′
13 sin 2θ12 sin 2θ

′
12

+ 2 cos2 θ
′
13

(
∆m2

31 + cos2 θ
′
12

[
−∆m2

21 sin
2 θ12 − cos2 θ13

(
∆m2

31η
2
ee + Vm

+ 2
√
∆m2

31ηee
(
m1 cos

2 θ12 +m2 sin
2 θ12

) )]
+

[
∆m2

31η
2
ee + 2

√
∆m2

31ηeem3 + Vm

]
sin2 θ13

)

+ sin θ
′
13

{
1

2

√
∆m2

31ηee (m1 −m2) sin 2θ
′
12 sin 2θ12 sin 2θ13

+ 2

(
∆m2

21 sin
2 θ12 + cos2 θ13

[
∆m2

31η
2
ee + Vm + 2

√
∆m2

31ηeem2 sin
2 θ12

])
sin θ

′
13

− 2 cos2 θ
′
12

(
∆m2

31 +

[
∆m2

31η
2
ee + 2

√
∆m2

31ηeem3 + Vm

]
sin2 θ13

)
sin θ

′
13

}
+
(
1 + cos2 θ

′
12

)
×
(
∆m2

31η
2
ee +

√
∆m2

31ηeem3 + Vm +
√
∆m2

31ηeem2 sin
2 θ12

)
sin 2θ13 sin 2θ

′
13

+ cos2 θ12

(
− 2∆m2

21 sin
2 θ

′
12 +

√
∆m2

31ηeem1

(
4 cos2 θ13 sin

2 θ
′
13

+
(
1 + cos2 θ

′
12

)
sin 2θ13 sin 2θ

′
13

))]
. (B.18)

In Fig. 13, we have shown how our analytical formula matches with the full numerical

estimations for DUNE (left panel) and P2SO (right panel). These panels show that our

formula matches very will with the numerical estimation.

Though our analytical formula look very complicated from the first glance, some in-

teresting observations can be made from them. In Eq. B.12, if we demand sin 2θ
′
12 = 0,

the probability becomes independent of δCP. This condition yields:
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Figure 14. P δCP
µe vs ηee (left panel) and P δCP

µe vs δCP (right panel).

sin 2θ
′
12 ∼ 0 =⇒ a12 = 0 .

This in turn gives

ηee =
−2∆m2

21√
∆m2

31(m2 −m1)(1 + cos 2θ13 − sin 2θ13 tan θ
′
13)

. (B.19)

If we assume the contribution to θ
′
13 to be negligible, then we will get ηee ∼ −0.1748. This

implies the fact that for a value of ηee ∼ −0.1748, the appearance channel probability

becomes independent of δCP and the CP sensitivity of an experiment gets lost. This is

shown recently in Ref. [28] in the context of the ESSnuSB experiment. However, this

particular value of ηee will be ruled out at more than 3σ for both P2SO and DUNE if these

experiments do not see SNSI.

For a more clear understanding of the above discussion, in Fig. 14, we have plotted the

CP term in the analytical expression i.e., Eq. B.12. In these panels, we did not consider

θ
′
13 = 0. For DUNE (P2SO) we choose E = 2.05(4) GeV. From the left panel we see that

for ηee = −0.165, P δCP
µe vanishes for both the experiments. This can be also seen from the

brown curve in the right panel where P δCP
µe is plotted against δCP for P2SO. Additionally,

we observe that for δCP = 155o and 335o, P δCP
µe vanishes irrespective of the value of ηee.

Next let us try to understand why the appearance channel probability is higher (lower)

in presence of SNSI as compared to the standard interaction scenario for positive (negative)

values of ηee (cf. Fig. 13) from the analytical expression. For this let us consider a situation

when P δCP
µe vanishes i.e., δCP = 155o and 335o. In Eq. B.11, one can neglect the sin2

(
∆eff

21L
2

)
terms and therefore the leading contribution to the probability will come from the non-

oscillatory amplitude of 1
16 sin

2 2
(
θ13 + θ

′
13

)
sin2 θ23 as it contains a factor “7”. Now, in

the non-oscillatory amplitude, only θ′13 depends on ηee via Eq. B.13. Taking three sample

values of ηee of −0.1, 0 and 0.1, one can numerically estimate that

2θ
′
13(ηee = −0.1) = 1.61o, 2θ

′
13(ηee = 0) = 3.56o, 2θ

′
13(ηee = 0.1) = 6.02o ,
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and hence we can conclude that

Pµe(ηee < 0) < Pµe(ηee = 0) < Pµe(ηee > 0). (B.20)

C CP sensitivity of the diagonal vs off-diagonal SNSI parameters
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Figure 15. Appearance probability as a function of δCP for DUNE and P2SO experiment for

diagonal and off-diagonal SNSI parameters

In section 4.2, we mentioned that the off-diagonal SNSI parameters are more sensitive

to the δCP as compared to the diagonal SNSI parameters. To show this explicitly, in Fig. 15,

we show the appearance channel probability as a function of δCP for both DUNE (left panel)

and P2SO (right panel) considering both diagonal and off-diagonal SNSI parameters. From

these panels we can clearly see that the variation of the probability with respect to δCP is

more for the off-diagonal SNSI parameters as compared to the diagonal SNSI parameters.
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[19] J. Venzor, A. Pérez-Lorenzana and J. De-Santiago, Bounds on neutrino-scalar nonstandard

interactions from big bang nucleosynthesis, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 043534 [2009.08104].

[20] P. Huber, M. Lindner and W. Winter, Simulation of long-baseline neutrino oscillation

experiments with GLoBES (General Long Baseline Experiment Simulator), Comput. Phys.

Commun. 167 (2005) 195 [hep-ph/0407333].

[21] P. Huber, J. Kopp, M. Lindner, M. Rolinec and W. Winter, New features in the simulation

of neutrino oscillation experiments with GLoBES 3.0: General Long Baseline Experiment

Simulator, Comput. Phys. Commun. 177 (2007) 432 [hep-ph/0701187].

[22] D.K. Singha, M. Ghosh, R. Majhi and R. Mohanta, Study of light sterile neutrino at the

long-baseline experiment options at KM3NeT, Phys. Rev. D 107 (2023) 075039 [2211.01816].

[23] DUNE collaboration, Experiment Simulation Configurations Approximating DUNE TDR,

2103.04797.

[24] G.L. Fogli, E. Lisi, A. Marrone, D. Montanino and A. Palazzo, Getting the most from the

statistical analysis of solar neutrino oscillations, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 053010

[hep-ph/0206162].

– 23 –

https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.02518
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2023)210
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.00109
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.075023
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.11308
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.07343
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2022)129
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.12943
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2023)079
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.05287
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.05348
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.10233
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.095029
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.095029
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.13488
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7259-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.06083
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.03005
https://doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/43/8/084001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1601.07459
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2023)163
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.13566
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.043534
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.08104
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2005.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2005.01.003
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0407333
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2007.05.004
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0701187
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.075039
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.01816
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.04797
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.053010
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0206162


[25] P. Huber, M. Lindner and W. Winter, Superbeams versus neutrino factories, Nucl. Phys. B

645 (2002) 3 [hep-ph/0204352].

[26] Planck collaboration, Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological parameters, Astron. Astrophys.

641 (2020) A6 [1807.06209].

[27] A. Ioannisian and S. Pokorski, Three Neutrino Oscillations in Matter, Phys. Lett. B 782

(2018) 641 [1801.10488].

[28] ESSnuSB collaboration, Study of non-standard interaction mediated by a scalar field at

ESSnuSB experiment, 2310.10749.

– 24 –

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(02)00825-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(02)00825-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0204352
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.06.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.10488
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.10749

	Introduction
	Neutrino oscillation in presence of scalar NSI
	Experimental Details
	Results
	Bounds on the SNSI parameters
	Effect of SNSI in the standard scenario

	Conclusion
	Separation of SNSI from VNSI
	Appearance channel probability expression for ee
	CP sensitivity of the diagonal vs off-diagonal SNSI parameters

