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ar
X

iv
:2

31
1.

01
15

9v
2 

 [
he

p-
ex

] 
 6

 J
un

 2
02

4



2

20Dipartimento di Fisica, INFN Sezione di Padova and Università di Padova, I-35131, Padova, Italy
21INFN Sezione di Roma and Università di Roma “La Sapienza”, I-00185, Roma, Italy

22ILANCE, CNRS - University of Tokyo International Research Laboratory, Kashiwa, Chiba 277-8582, Japan
23Department of Physics, Keio University, Yokohama, Kanagawa, 223-8522, Japan

24High Energy Accelerator Research Organization (KEK), Tsukuba, Ibaraki 305-0801, Japan
25Department of Physics, King’s College London, London, WC2R 2LS, UK
26Department of Physics, Kobe University, Kobe, Hyogo 657-8501, Japan

27Department of Physics, Kyoto University, Kyoto, Kyoto 606-8502, Japan
28Department of Physics, University of Liverpool, Liverpool, L69 7ZE, United Kingdom

29Department of Physics, Miyagi University of Education, Sendai, Miyagi 980-0845, Japan
30Institute for Space-Earth Environmental Research, Nagoya University, Nagoya, Aichi 464-8602, Japan

31Kobayashi-Maskawa Institute for the Origin of Particles and the Universe, Nagoya University, Nagoya, Aichi 464-8602, Japan
32National Centre For Nuclear Research, 02-093 Warsaw, Poland

33Department of Physics and Astronomy, State University of New York at Stony Brook, NY 11794-3800, USA
34Department of Physics, Okayama University, Okayama, Okayama 700-8530, Japan

35Media Communication Center, Osaka Electro-Communication University, Neyagawa, Osaka, 572-8530, Japan
36Department of Physics, Oxford University, Oxford, OX1 3PU, United Kingdom

37Rutherford Appleton Laboratory, Harwell, Oxford, OX11 0QX, UK
38Department of Physics, Seoul National University, Seoul 151-742, Korea

39Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Sheffield, S3 7RH, Sheffield, United Kingdom
40Department of Informatics in Social Welfare, Shizuoka University of Welfare, Yaizu, Shizuoka, 425-8611, Japan

41STFC, Rutherford Appleton Laboratory, Harwell Oxford, and
Daresbury Laboratory, Warrington, OX11 0QX, United Kingdom

42Department of Physics, Sungkyunkwan University, Suwon 440-746, Korea
43Department of Physics, Faculty of Science, Tohoku University, Sendai, Miyagi, 980-8578, Japan

44Department of Physics, Tokai University, Hiratsuka, Kanagawa 259-1292, Japan
45Department of Physics, University of Tokyo, Bunkyo, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan

46Kavli Institute for the Physics and Mathematics of the Universe (WPI), The University of
Tokyo Institutes for Advanced Study, University of Tokyo, Kashiwa, Chiba 277-8583, Japan

47Department of Physics,Tokyo Institute of Technology, Meguro, Tokyo 152-8551, Japan
48Department of Physics, Faculty of Science and Technology, Tokyo University of Science, Noda, Chiba 278-8510, Japan

49TRIUMF, 4004 Wesbrook Mall, Vancouver, BC, V6T2A3, Canada
50Department of Engineering Physics, Tsinghua University, Beijing, 100084, China

51Faculty of Physics, University of Warsaw, Warsaw, 02-093, Poland
52Department of Physics, University of Warwick, Coventry, CV4 7AL, UK
53Department of Physics, University of Winnipeg, MB R3J 3L8, Canada

54Department of Physics, Yokohama National University, Yokohama, Kanagawa, 240-8501, Japan
(Dated: June 7, 2024)

We report a search for time variations of the solar 8B neutrino flux using 5804 live days of
Super-Kamiokande data collected between May 31, 1996, and May 30, 2018. Super-Kamiokande
measured the precise time of each solar neutrino interaction over 22 calendar years to search for solar
neutrino flux modulations with unprecedented precision. Periodic modulations are searched for in
a dataset comprising five-day interval solar neutrino flux measurements with a maximum likelihood
method. We also applied the Lomb-Scargle method to this dataset to compare it with previous
reports. The only significant modulation found is due to the elliptic orbit of the Earth around the
Sun. The observed modulation is consistent with astronomical data: we measured an eccentricity
of (1.53±0.35)%, and a perihelion shift of (−1.5±13.5) days.

Introduction.—Solar neutrino observations are criti-
cal for investigating stars and learning about neutrino
physics. The observation of solar neutrinos proves that
nuclear fusion powers the Sun. The solar neutrinos carry
real-time information about the solar core, while pho-
tons take a long time to reach the photosphere. Solar
dynamics may cause fluctuations in the solar neutrino

∗ also at BMCC/CUNY, Science Department, New York, New
York, 10007, USA.

† also at University of Victoria, Department of Physics and Astron-
omy, PO Box 1700 STN CSC, Victoria, BC V8W 2Y2, Canada.

flux. The experimental confirmation of neutrino oscilla-
tions with solar neutrinos solved the long-standing solar
neutrino problem (e.g., the observed average flux of 8B
neutrinos is as expected [1–5]), as well as measured oscil-
lation parameters [6–8].

In addition, instantaneous changes in the solar mag-
netic field could modify the neutrino flux if the neutrino
has a magnetic moment. If neutrinos are Dirac particles
with a nonvanishing magnetic moment, the magnetic
field will rotate the neutrino spin orientation. This
process is known as resonant spin flavor precession
(RSFP) [9–11]. The process can occur on the inner
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TABLE I. Super-Kamiokande (SK) operation period, live time, energy range, total flux, statistical, and systematic uncertainties
of the total flux. The neutrino flux is measured from elastic scattering recoil electrons. For SK-III, 3.99 –4.49 MeV is not used;
for SK-IV, 3.49–4.49 MeV is not used in the data.

SK Phase Start date ∼ End date Live days Energy range [MeV] Flux (ϕν)+(stat.)+(sys.) [106cm−2s−1]

SK-I 1996-05-31 ∼ 2001-07-15 1495.7 4.49∼19.5 2.35± 0.02± 0.08

SK-II 2002-12-10 ∼ 2005-10-06 791.9 6.49∼19.5 2.38±0.05+0.16
−0.15

SK-III 2006-05-23 ∼ 2008-08-17 548.5 4.49∼19.5 2.32± 0.04± 0.05

SK-IV 2008-09-15 ∼ 2018-05-30 2967.7 4.49∼19.5 2.31± 0.014± 0.040

tachocline, where a strong magnetic field is formed [12].
Because the spin-flipped right-handed neutrinos are
sterile, RSFP would reduce the observed solar neutrino
fluxes. If neutrinos are Majorana particles with a
flavor-changing magnetic moment, the solar magnetic
field could convert a νe into a ν̄µ or a ν̄τ , reducing
the observed solar neutrino due to the suppressed
elastic scattering cross sections. Therefore, any time
variation in the magnetic fields in the Sun could result
in modulations in the observed solar neutrino fluxes.
The rotation profile of the interior of the Sun is known
for R > 0.2Rsun where Rsun is the solar radius. The
radiative zone of the Sun in 0.3Rsun < R < 0.7Rsun
is assumed to be a solid body rotating at a constant
rate [13]. The rotation profile suggests the existence of a
magnetic field in the radiative zone. The observations of
splitting frequencies of the solar neutrino flux modula-
tion can be used to infer the magnetic field. Observing a
periodic modulation in the solar neutrino flux would be
a significant breakthrough in understanding neutrinos’
magnetic properties and the dynamics of the Sun’s
inside. We investigate the periodicity of solar neutrino
fluxes using the observed Super-Kamiokande (SK) solar
neutrino data.

Super-Kamiokande is a water Cherenkov detector in
Kamioka, Japan, with a total mass of 50 kt [14]. The
solar neutrino data in this analysis were obtained from
May 31 1996, to May 30 2018, totaling 5803 days of de-
tector live time. Table I summarizes the periods of data
samples, live time, energy range, and overall systematic
uncertainties of the solar neutrino flux measurements.
While the elastic scattering rate of solar 8B (99.8%)
and hep (0.2%) neutrinos in the SK water is expected
to be about 300 per day, most resulting recoil electrons
are too low in energy to be observable. Accounting
for energy threshold, detector efficiencies, and neutrino
oscillations, about 20 solar neutrino interactions per day
are observed, while about 45 solar neutrino interactions
per day are expected. With this high rate, we search for
periodic modulations with periods as short as five days.
A comprehensive description of the SK detector can be
found in references [1–4].

Solar neutrino events produce recoil electrons through

neutrino-electron scattering, preferentially aligned with
the Sun’s direction. We calculate the angle cos θsun for
each elastic scattering event between the reconstructed
Cherenkov ring direction and the Sun’s direction. The
data sample is divided into Nbin = 21 energy bins: 18
energy bins between 5 and 14 MeV (∆E = 0.5MeV),
two energy bins between 14 and 16 MeV (∆E = 1MeV),
and one bin between 16 and 20 MeV. We perform a
maximum likelihood fit to the cos θsun distribution in
each energy bin i to the number of solar neutrino in-
teractions S and the numbers of radioactive background
events Bi [4]. Each of the ni events in energy bin i is
assigned a signal factor sik and a background factor bik
depending on cos θsun: with the probability density func-
tion p for signal (u for background) these factors are
sik = p(cos θk, Ei) and bik = u(cos θk, Ei).

L = e−(
∑

i Bi+S)∏Nbin

i=1

∏ni

κ=1

(
Bi · biκ + S MCi∑

j MCj
· siκ

)
.

The L is maximized by optimizing the signal S and the
21 backgrounds Bi. MCi is the number of events ex-
pected in energy bin i using the flux and spectrum of
8B and hep neutrinos assuming no neutrino oscillation.
The systematic uncertainties of the neutrino flux mea-
surements consist of energy-correlated and uncorrelated
errors. The total uncertainty of the flux is obtained by
combining both errors. Table I lists the total system-
atic uncertainty for each SK period. References [1–4] de-
scribe the systematic uncertainties for the solar neutrino
flux measurements. The Sudbury Neutrino Observatory
(SNO) measured all active flavors of the solar 8B neu-
trino flux and found (5.25± 0.2)×106 cm−2s−1 [15]. This
analysis used this value as a reference for solar neutrino
flux.
Search for periodic modulation.— To search for peri-

odic variations of the solar neutrino flux, five-day inter-
vals are defined: 358 for SK-I [16], 175 for SK-II, 141 for
SK-III, and 669 for SK-IV (total 1343 intervals). The so-
lar neutrino interactions (and uncertainties) are obtained
in each interval with the same extended unbinned max-
imum likelihood method mentioned in the previous sec-
tion. The flux of 8B solar neutrinos is calculated from the
observed event rate without assuming the effect of neu-
trino flavor oscillation. Additionally, no corrections are
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FIG. 1. Measured 8B solar neutrino fluxes for five-day (top five panels, black data points) and 45-day (bottom panel, blue data
points) intervals without 1/R2 correction. The five-day (45-day) plot errors are asymmetric (symmetric) errors of the average
fluxes. The solid-red curve in the 45-day plot is the expected sinusoidal solar neutrino flux based on the earth’s elliptical orbit.

applied to the flux result for the distance between the
Sun and the Earth, which varies annually around 1 A.U.
The detector operation time is considered by choosing
the weighted mean time as the effective time of the five-
day interval. Figure 1 shows five-day and 45-day (average
of nine five-day interval data for each bin) intervals of so-
lar neutrino fluxes for all SK phases without corrections
for the distance between the Sun and the Earth, which
varies annually around 1 A.U. We provide the data for
five-day interval fluxes and the measurement time in the
Supplemental Material [17]. The statistical uncertainty
of the five-day interval flux is an asymmetric Gaussian
form of the extracted likelihoods. The upper and lower

uncertainties of the five-day data point are the displace-
ments from the measured flux at which the profiled like-
lihood decreases by a factor of e−1/2. The data used for
the modulation likelihood is corrected by multiplying the
squared distance between the Sun and the Earth. The
predicted flux in the time bin is obtained by

gr(ω;A,B) = g0 +
1

tr,f−tr,i

∫ tr,f

tr,i

dt (A cosωt+B sinωt) ,

where the frequency (ω) is scanned with a step of 2×10−6

days−1 and amplitudes (A and B) are free parameters,
tr,i is the initial and tr,f is the final time of the rth time
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interval. g0 is the average of all data points. A log-
likelihood is defined as,

− logL = min
A,B

[
1

2

∑
r

(
Dr − gr(ω;A,B)

σr

)2
]
,

where Dr is the data point at r, and σr is the asym-
metric statistical uncertainty σ+,r (σ−,r) for Dr < gr
(Dr > gr). The likelihood of the null hypothesis (L0)
is tested by setting the A = B = 0. The power of the
likelihood is defined as PL =− log(L0/L). It is assumed
that the average of the second term of the gr equation
never deviated from zero for any frequencies. Ten thou-
sand Monte Carlo (MC) samples are generated assuming
the null hypothesis to examine a broad range of modula-
tion frequencies. Each MC sample consists of asymmet-
ric Gaussian variations with mean g0 and errors given by
the upper and lower statistical uncertainties in each in-
terval. Then, the power for each MC set is calculated at
all tested frequencies, and the maximum power for each
MC set is selected. The area of the maximum power
distribution less than the corresponding power gives the
(1 − p) value. Figure 2 shows PL values and (1 − p) for
the five-day sample. The maximum power is 9.9 at 0.126
days−1 with (1− p) =13.7% which is the area of the dis-
tribution below a maximum power of 9.9. The results
indicate no significant short-term periodic modulation in
the measured SK solar neutrino data sample.

The sensitivity of the SK solar neutrino data to find
a true periodicity is tested using a pseudo-experiment
study. One thousand MC experiments are generated to
simulate the five-day interval solar neutrino flux for each
frequency (from 4× 10−4 days−1 to 0.2 days−1) and var-
ious modulation amplitudes. The power for each MC
sample is calculated using a log-likelihood method. Fig-
ure 3 shows the sensitivity of finding the true period for
given amplitudes and periods with 95% confidence level
(CL). The false alarm criteria PL is larger than 19.48 for
a 98% chance of rejecting the null hypothesis. The sensi-
tivity varies rapidly near 0.2 days−1 close to the sampling
frequency. For frequencies greater than 0.2 days−1, am-
plitude fluctuation is canceled when the flux is averaged
over a five-day interval. The results indicate that the so-
lar neutrino flux modulation is ruled out for amplitudes
greater than 5.1% with 95% CL (or ruled out greater

TABLE II. Comparison of time variation study results from
SK, SNO, and Borexino experiments. The Kepler constants
[eccentricity (ϵ) and perihelion shift (δtperi)] and sensitivity
limit of amplitude (AL) are from references [18, 19].

ϵ [%] δtperi [days] AL [%] (CL)

SK (8B) 1.53± 0.35 −1.5± 13.5 5.2 (90%)

SNO (8B) 1.43± 0.86 - 10.5 (90%)

Borexino (7Be) 1.84± 0.32 7± 20 -
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FIG. 2. Power distribution of likelihood method (top) and
1− p (bottom) in percent for 1/R2 corrected five-day interval
solar neutrino data, which is made by multiplying the original
five-day interval data by the squared distance R2.

than 5.2% amplitude with 90% CL for a 99% chance of
rejecting the null hypothesis) in the frequency range of
< 0.15 days−1. The result is significantly improved com-
pared to SK-I result (ruled out 10% amplitude) [16]. It is
a factor 2 stronger constraint than the results from SNO
(10.5% amplitude, 90% CL and 99% false alarm) [19] as
summarized in Table II.
Assuming the modulation of solar neutrino flux is only

attributed to variations of the solar core temperature, as
ϕ(ν) = αT 25 where the α is a coefficient, the stability of
the solar core temperature is δT/T ≃ (1/25) δϕ(ν)/ϕ(ν).
Under this assumption, our result implies that the solar
core temperature has less than 0.2% variations, which
can be compared to the SK-I result of 0.4%.

The RSFP process and Mikheyev-Smirnov-Wolfenstein
effect in a radiation zone or a tachocline of the Sun may
cause potential modulations of solar neutrino flux. The
probability of electron neutrino disappearance is numer-
ically estimated with an exponent reduction factor for a
magnetic field B and a magnetic moment µ,

Pνe→νe =
1

2

[
1− cos 2θv

(
1− 2P (µB = 0)e−Cπ(µB)2

)]
,

where θv is the vacuum mixing angle, P is a hopping
probability of mass eigenstates in the passage through
the resonance region [20]. The C consists of the squared
neutrino mass difference, neutrino energy, and a constant
exponent proportional to the electron density [21]. For
the large mixing angle solution, with an average solar
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FIG. 3. The search sensitivity of solar neutrino modulation
amplitude for each frequency with 95%CL. The shaded area
is ruled out using SK-I solar neutrino data [16]. The solid
curve shows the results of this analysis.

magnetic field of 105 G and a neutrino’s magnetic mo-
ment less than 10−11µB, flux modulation is expected to
be less than 2% [20, 22], and the sole RSFP effect in so-
lar amplitude is less than 0.1% [20]. These are yet to be
probed in future experiments.

In the former study in reference [16], we searched for
solar neutrino flux modulations using the Lomb-Scargle
periodogram method [23, 24]. We performed the period
search using the same method to compare the results
directly.

In the Lomb-Scargle method, the normalized Lomb
power is given by

PN (ω) ≡ 1

2σ2

(
[Σj(ϕj − ϕ) cos ω(tj − τ)]2

Σj cos2 ω(tj − τ)

+
[Σj(ϕj − ϕ) sin ω(tj − τ)]2

Σj sin
2 ω(tj − τ)

)
,

where the measured flux in the jth bin is ϕj . The
average time with live time weight in the jth bin is
tj , ω is the frequency for the test, ϕ ≡ ΣN

i=1ϕi/N ,
σ2 ≡ ΣN

i=1(ϕi − ϕ)2/(N − 1), and offset time τ is defined
by tan(2ωτ) ≡ (Σj sin 2ωtj)/(Σj cos 2ωtj). We scanned
100000 frequencies in the range of 10−6 days−1 to 0.2
days−1. A maximum Lomb power of 9.39 is observed at
the frequency 0.143 days−1. To evaluate CL, 10000 MC
experiments are generated. Random Gaussian fluctua-
tions at a measured mean flux value and the measured
standard deviations are used as the error values. The
mean of gaussian is 2.36 × 106 cm−2s−1 and the error is
0.486 × 106 cm−2s−1. 34.3% of these MC experiments
exceeding maximum power 9.39. Therefore, we found no
significant periodic modulation in the five-day solar neu-
trino sample using the Lomb-Scargle method. We tested
the generalized Lomb-Scargle method to consider the er-
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FIG. 4. The seasonal variation of the solar neutrino flux for
SK-I/II/III/IV. The red curve and shade are flux and error in
best fit, f = (2.335 ± 0.036) × 106 cm−2s−1 at 1 A.U. times
inverse of squared distance between the Sun and the Earth.

rors in each data point [25], and found no modulation
either.
Annual modulation.—We test the annual variation of

the solar neutrino flux, which changes by about 7% due
to the Kepler orbital eccentricity of the Earth around
the Sun. We divide the solar neutrino data into 12 bins
for each SK run period. Each bin width corresponds to
365.25/12, and all years for the SK period are combined.
For example, the first bin of SK-IV includes 10 months
of statistics for a 10-year data taking. Figure 4 shows
the distribution for each SK phase. To check consistency
with astronomical data, we minimize a χ2 for the solar
neutrino flux at 1 A.U., the eccentricity ϵ and the perihe-
lion shift δtperi to the astronomically observed perihelion
tperi:

χ2 =
∑

p

[∑12
b=1

(
Dp,b−Ep,b(f,ϵ,δtperi,δp)

σstat
p,b

)2

+ δ2p

]
,

Ep,b =
f
(
1− δpσ

flux syst
p

)
r2b (ϵ, tperi + δtperi)

,

where Dp,b is total solar neutrino flux for each SK run
p = I, II, III, IV and month b = 1 ∼ 12. Ep,b is the
expected flux with statistical error σstat

p,b . rb is the dis-
tance from the Sun to the Earth, and f is the flux at 1
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yellow cross), δtperi = (−1.5±13.5) days shifted from Jan 3rd
with minimum χ2/NDF = 48.74/(48− 3).

A.U. The total number of bins is 48 with three free pa-
rameters (f, ϵ, δtperi), four nuisance parameters δp, and
four systematic errors σflux syst

p . The systematic errors
are different because the SK detector is renovated for
each period, such as installation of more photomultiplier
tubes, change of data acquisition system, etc [1–4]. The
χ2 minimization is carried out by scanning a 400 × 400
grid (ϵ, δtperi) parameter space. Figure 5 shows the ∆χ2

contour of eccentricity and perihelion parameters.

The best fit of eccentricity is ϵ = (1.53 ± 0.35)%
which is consistent with the astronomical observation of
1.67%. The best fit of perihelion date shifted δtperi =
(−1.5 ± 13.5) days from the expected date (January
3). The minimum χ2/NDF (number of d.o.f.) is
48.74/(48−3). The measured average solar neutrino flux
at 1 A.U. is f = (2.335 ± 0.036) × 106 cm−2s−1, where
four nuisance parameters, δ I, II, III, IV, for the best fit are
−0.23,−0.16,−0.60, 0.62. The observed annual modula-
tion of the solar 8B neutrino flux is consistent with a
flux proportional to the inverse of the squared distance
between the Sun and the Earth. This is consistent with
the other results of solar neutrino experiments. Borex-
ino experiment measures ϵ = (1.84 ± 0.32)%, δtperi =
(7 ± 20) days from the seasonal flux of 7Be solar neu-
trino flux data [18]. The SNO experiment measures
ϵ = (1.43 ± 0.86)% [19]. The results are summarized in
Table II.

Conclusion.—We presented a time variation study of
solar neutrino flux at Super-Kamiokande over 5804 days
(SK-I, II, III, IV). The flux of solar neutrinos exhibits
annual modulation. The Kepler constants for the Earth-
Sun orbit are evaluated. The measured eccentricity
(1.53±0.35)% and perihelion shift (−1.5±13.5) days are

consistent with astronomical measurements. The poten-
tial periodic modulation is tested with five-day inter-
val solar neutrino data using the likelihood and Lomb-
Scargle periodogram methods. The results indicate that
there is no significant solar neutrino flux modulation
greater than 5.1% (< 0.15 days−1) of modulation am-
plitude.
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