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Abstract: Atmospheric neutrinos can act as a tool to probe the interior of Earth using

weak interactions, and can provide information complementary to that obtained from grav-

itational and seismic measurements. While passing through Earth, multi-GeV neutrinos

encounter Earth matter effects due to the coherent forward scattering with the ambient

electrons, which alter the neutrino oscillation probabilities. These matter effects depend

upon the density distribution of electrons inside Earth, and hence, can be used to deter-

mine the internal structure of Earth. In this work, we employ a five-layered model of Earth

where the layer densities and radii are modified, keeping the mass and moment of iner-

tia of Earth unchanged and respecting the hydrostatic equilibrium condition. We use the

proposed INO-ICAL detector as an example of an atmospheric neutrino experiment that

can distinguish between neutrinos and antineutrinos efficiently in the multi-GeV energy

range. Our analysis demonstrates the role such an experiment can play in simultaneously

constraining the density jumps inside Earth and the location of the core-mantle boundary.
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1 Introduction

The knowledge of the internal structure of Earth is important not only for understanding

the effects of its dynamics on the surface, but also as an input for reconstructing the

formation and geological evolution of Earth. The information on the internal structure

and chemical composition of Earth are difficult to obtain due to the large temperature,

pressure, and extreme environments. Most of the information about the internal structure

of Earth comes from the indirect methods, mainly gravitational measurements [1–6] and

seismic studies [7–16].

The gravitational measurements provide the values of the mass of Earth, ME =

(5.9722± 0.0006)×1024 kg [1–5], and its moment of inertia, IE = (8.01736± 0.00097)×1037

kg·m2 [5, 6]. These measurements already indicate that the density of Earth cannot be

uniform everywhere inside; rather, the density closer to the center of Earth should be

larger. This maybe inferred from the following. A uniform sphere of mass ME and radius

RE = 6371 km would have a moment of inertia IE = (2/5)MER
2
E = 9.7 × 1037 kg·m2,

which is significantly more than the experimentally measured value of IE . Also, the aver-

age density of Earth obtained from ME and the radius RE , i.e., ρavg ∼ 5.5 g/cm3, is larger

than the density of rocks on the surface, ρ ∼ 2.8 g/cm3. Both of these observations are

consistent with a high density region present deep inside Earth.
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The details of this increase in density as we go deeper inside Earth maybe discerned

from seismological measurements. Seismic waves originate from their epicenters, which

typically lie at a depth of up to 700 km [9, 12]. These are mechanical waves which propagate

through different regions inside Earth, and their velocities modify depending upon the

properties of the media they traverse. They can reflect or refract when they encounter

changes in densities, pressures, and physical properties of the medium. The seismic studies

indicate that Earth has a layered structure in the form of concentric spherical shells. The

layers inside Earth can be mainly classified into crust, outer mantle, inner mantle, outer

core and inner core, where the density increases as we go deeper inside towards the inner

core. This increase in density is not always gradual; there are sharp density changes at the

transition regions between any two of the layers. The sharpest such transition is observed

while going from the inner mantle to the outer core; this core-mantle boundary (CMB) is

located around RCMB = 3483± 5 km [7, 17].

The seismic activities can give rise to body waves, surface waves, and normal modes

or free waves. The body waves can be further classified into two categories – pressure

(P) and shear (S) waves. The P-waves can propagate through both solid as well as liquid

medium. On the other hand, the S-waves can only travel through solid medium. Since

S-waves cannot travel through outer core and the velocity of P-waves decreases there, the

outer core is inferred to be liquid [8]. In 1936, the inner core was discovered by I. Lehmann

owing to the observation of higher velocity of P-waves therein [18]. Unlike outer core,

the inner core is believed to be solid in nature [19]. The surface waves are slower than

the body waves and are mainly sensitive to upper mantle, providing information on their

velocities. The normal modes or free waves come into the picture when the whole Earth

oscillates. They are sensitive to the large structure inside Earth providing information on

their velocities and densities of the ambient matter.

The density distribution inside Earth is obtained by the nonlinear inversion of velocity

distributions of the seismic waves. This indirect technique is used to develop Earth density

models [20–25]; one of the well-known models is the Preliminary Reference Earth Model

(PREM) [26]. Furthermore, the waves velocities depend upon temperature, pressure, com-

position, and elastic properties of the layers of Earth, which give rise to uncertainties in

the determination of the density distribution. The density of the mantle is uncertain about

5%, whereas the core is the most uncertain region of Earth [27–29].

Even though the huge amount of data from seismic studies and gravitational measure-

ments have significantly improved our understanding of the internal structure of Earth, we

still have many open issues. For example, the mass, radius, and chemical composition of

core still have uncertainties. The density jump while going from outer core to inner core

is not well-known. We do not know how much light element like H is present inside the

core [15, 30, 31]. The measurement of power produced during radioactive decay inside core

and mantle could help us understand the thermal dynamics [32–35]. Therefore, comple-

mentary and independent probes such as geoneutrino detection [32, 34, 36–39], neutrino

absorption [40–42], and neutrino oscillations [43] could further improve our understanding

about the interiors of Earth.

Neutrinos are an appealing tool for providing an independent pathway to learn about
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the interior of Earth via their weak interactions with matter, which is complementary

to the electromagnetic interactions of seismic studies and gravitational interactions. The

idea of exploiting the attenuation of neutrinos at energies above a few TeV [44, 45] to

learn about the Earth’s interior was first suggested in Refs. [46, 47]. The detailed studies

using various neutrino sources, such as man-made neutrinos [40, 46–60], extraterrestrial

neutrinos [54, 61–64], and atmospheric neutrinos [41, 42, 65–67], have also been carried

out. On the other hand, the discovery of a non-zero value of reactor mixing angle θ13,

and precise measurement of other neutrino oscillation parameters [68–71] have provided an

independent probe to the Earth’s interior using matter effects in neutrino oscillations at

energies of about a few GeV. This possibility is called “neutrino oscillation tomography”,

and has been studied using man-made neutrino beams [72–82], solar neutrinos [83–89],

supernova neutrinos [85, 90, 91], and atmospheric neutrinos [43, 92–107].

Atmospheric neutrinos are the best source of neutrinos for performing Earth tomogra-

phy because they have energies covering the multi-GeV range where Earth matter effects

are significant, and wide range of baselines starting from ∼ 15 km to 12757 km. The

neutrinos passing through mantle experience the Mikheyev-Smirnov-Wolfenstein (MSW)

resonance [108–110] in the energy range of 6 to 10 GeV. On the other hand, the core-

passing neutrinos with energies of 3−6 GeV experience another kind of resonance which is

known as neutrino oscillation length resonance (NOLR) [111–115] or parametric resonance

(PR) [116, 117]. The efficient observations of these matter effects resonances could help us

in probing the physical and chemical properties of core and mantle regions inside Earth.

Using matter effects in the atmospheric neutrino oscillations, numerous sensitivity stud-

ies has been performed recently for current and future experiments like IceCube [118],

DeepCore [118, 119], Precision IceCube Next Generation Upgrade (PINGU) [93], Os-

cillation Research with Cosmics in the Abyss (ORCA) [120], Deep Underground Neu-

trino Experiment (DUNE) [121], Hyper-Kamiokande (Hyper-K) [122], and Iron Calorime-

ter (ICAL) [123] detector. These studies include validating the core-mantle boundary

(CMB) using ICAL [99, 124], determining the position of the core-mantle boundary using

DUNE [101] and ICAL [106, 124, 125], determining the average densities of the core and

the mantle using ORCA [43, 100, 103] and DUNE [102], probing the possible presence

of dark matter inside Earth using ICAL [107, 124], and exploring the chemical composi-

tion of the Earth’s core using PINGU [93], Hyper-K and IceCube [94], and ORCA [95–

97, 100, 104, 105]. The prospects of establishing the Earth’s matter effect, validating the

non-homogeneous density profile inside Earth, and measuring the mass of Earth and its

core using oscillation of weakly interacting neutrino at GeV energies in the context of

DeepCore are shown in Ref. [126].

Detectors that can distinguish neutrinos from antineutrinos have a special role to play

in this exploration, since they may be able to cleanly observe the MSW as well as NOLR/PR

resonances without any dilution. Therefore, we focus on the proposed magnetized Iron

Calorimeter (ICAL) detector at the India-based Neutrino Observatory (INO) [123]. This

detector is optimized to detect multi-GeV atmospheric neutrinos and antineutrinos sepa-

rately. Owing to its excellent angular resolution, it would be able to observe the neutrinos

passing through the core and mantle. The good energy resolution would enable ICAL to
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efficiently observe MSW and NOLR/PR resonances of matter effects. These resonances

depend on the matter densities of the layers inside Earth and the location of layer bound-

aries. Thanks to these features, ICAL would be sensitive to the amount of density jump

at the layer boundaries and the location of CMB. In Ref. [99], some of the present authors

had calculated the expected sensitivity of the ICAL detector to determine the presence

of a core-mantle boundary with a given density jump and a given position of CMB. As a

followup work in Ref. [106], we evaluated the expected sensitivity of the ICAL detector to

locate the position of the CMB, assuming various cases.

In the present work, we quantify the statistical significance of the ICAL detector to

measure the density jumps at various boundaries and the location of CMB radius simul-

taneously. We take into account the constraints from the mass of Earth, the moment of

inertia of Earth, and the hydrodynamic condition of increasing density with decreasing

radius. We demonstrate that a five-layered model is sufficient to incorporate these con-

straints and perform a 2D analysis in the parameter space of the CMB radius and one of

the density jumps. We also present the expected sensitivities for individual density jumps

when the CMB radius is fixed.

In section 2.1, we describe a five-layered density profile of Earth used in the present

analysis and the procedure to modify the density jumps at layer boundaries and the location

of CMB while respecting the constraints such as the total mass and the moment of inertia

of Earth. The sections 2.2 and 2.3 present the effects of modifications in the density jumps

at the layer boundaries and the location of CMB on the neutrino oscillation probabilities.

In section 3, we describe the procedure to simulate the reconstructed events at the ICAL

detector, and the effects of modified density jumps and CMB location on reconstructed

event distributions. The details regarding numerical analysis are mentioned in section 4.

We present our results in section 5 where we evaluate the expected sensitivity of ICAL to

measure the density jumps at layers boundaries and the CMB location. We also show the

impact of different true choices of mixing angle θ23 on our sensitivities. Finally, we present

the summary and conclude in section 6.

2 Neutrino oscillations with density jumps and location of CMB

In this section, we explore the effects of variations in the correlated density jumps and the

location of the core-mantle boundary (RCMB) on the oscillation probabilities of atmospheric

neutrinos. These variations can modify the matter effects of Earth, which in turn can alter

the neutrino oscillation probabilities. Now, we describe the model of density distribution

inside Earth which we have used to perform the present analysis.

2.1 Five-layered models with modified density jumps and location of CMB

In this analysis, we consider a five-layered density profile of Earth1, where each layer has

a constant density. This density profile is guided by the PREM [26] profile. The five

distinct layers are the inner core (IC), the outer core (OC), the inner mantle (IM), the

1The rationale for a five-layered profile will be clear later in this section.
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Five-layered profile
Radii of layers (km) Layer densities ρ (g/cm3)

RIC ROC RIM RMM ROM ρIC ρOC ρIM ρMM ρOM

Standard 1221.5 3480 5701 6151 6371 13.5 11.0 5.0 3.6 2.75

1D-modifications

Smaller jump (SJ) 1221.5 3480 5701 6151 6371 12.64 10.3 5.48 2.77 2.75

Larger jump (LJ) 1221.5 3480 5701 6151 6371 14.36 11.7 4.52 4.42 2.75

2D-modifications

Smaller jump at 1221.5 3980 5701 6151 6371 11.29 9.2 5.22 2.79 2.75

larger core (SJLC)

Larger jump at 1221.5 2980 5701 6151 6371 18.16 14.8 4.65 4.59 2.75

smaller core (LJSC)

Table 1: The outer radii of layers and the densities of layers in the five-layered profile of Earth for the

representative choices shown in Fig. 1. For 1D-modifications, only ∆ρCMB is modified while RCMB is kept

fixed at the standard value. The smaller jump (SJ) scenario corresponds to ∆ρCMB of 4.82 g/cm3, whereas

the larger jump (LJ) scenario corresponds to ∆ρCMB of 7.18 g/cm3. For 2D-modifications, both ∆ρCMB and

RCMB are modified. The smaller jump at a larger core (SJLC) scenario represents ∆ρCMB of 3.98 g/cm3 for

a given ∆RCMB = +500 km, whereas the larger jump at a smaller core (LJSC) scenario represents ∆ρCMB

of 10.15 g/cm3 for ∆RCMB = −500 km. The total mass and moment of inertia of Earth have been kept

unchanged during these modifications.

middle mantle (MM), and the outer mantle (OM), with respective densities denoted by

ρIC, ρOC, ρIM, ρMM, and ρOM. Here, we do not consider the crust because of the relatively

smaller thickness. In this five-layered model, the four significant density jumps occur at

the following boundaries:

• the inner core - outer core boundary with radius RIC and density jump ∆ρIC-OC =

ρIC − ρOC,

• the outer core - inner mantle boundary, also known as CMB, with radius RCMB (or

ROC) and density jump ∆ρCMB = ρOC − ρIM,

• the inner mantle - middle mantle boundary with radius RIM and density jump

∆ρIM-MM = ρIM − ρMM,

• the middle mantle - outer mantle boundary with radius RMM and density jump

∆ρMM-OM = ρMM − ρOM.

The outer mantle is bounded by the radius of Earth RE. The standard values of the density

and radius for each of these layers are given in the first row of Table 1.

In the five-layered model, the total mass (ME) and moment of inertia (IE) of Earth
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are given by

ME =
4π

3

[
ρICR

3
IC + ρOC

(
R3

CMB −R3
IC

)
+ ρIM

(
R3

IM −R3
CMB

)
+ ρMM

(
R3

MM −R3
IM

)
+ ρOM

(
R3

E −R3
MM

)]
, (2.1)

IE =
8π

15

[
ρICR

5
IC + ρOC

(
R5

CMB −R5
IC

)
+ ρIM

(
R5

IM −R5
CMB

)
+ ρMM

(
R5

MM −R5
IM

)
+ ρOM

(
R5

E −R5
MM

)]
. (2.2)

ME and IE can be also written in terms of the density jumps at the layer boundaries

(∆ρIC-OC, ∆ρOC-IM, ∆ρIM-MM, and ∆ρMM-OM):

ME =
4π

3

[
∆ρIC-OCR

3
IC +∆ρOC-IMR3

CMB +∆ρIM-MMR3
IM +∆ρMM-OMR3

MM + ρOMR3
E

]
,

(2.3)

IE =
8π

15

[
∆ρIC-OCR

5
IC +∆ρOC-IMR5

CMB +∆ρIM-MMR5
IM +∆ρMM-OMR5

MM + ρOMR5
E

]
.

(2.4)

Equations 2.3 and 2.4 have total ten parameters corresponding to the five density jumps

and five radii at the layer boundaries. We consider the following constraints:

• The total mass ME = 5.972×1024 kg and moment of inertia IE = 8.017×1037 kg·m2

of Earth are taken to be fixed.

• Since the density of the outer mantle is very well-known, ρOM is taken to be fixed at

ρOM = 2.75 g/cm3.

• The radius of Earth has been taken to be RE = 6371 km. The radii of the inner

mantle and the middle mantle are fixed at RIM = 5701 km and RMM = 6151 km,

respectively.

Note that the above constraints are written in the decreasing order of strictness. Thus,

we have a total of 6 constraints and we are left with 4 free parameters, all related to the

core, which we choose to be RCMB, ∆ρCMB, RIC, and ρIC/ρOC. Since we would like to

focus on the sensitivity to RCMB and ∆ρCMB in this paper, we keep RIC = 1221.5 km and

ρIC/ρOC = 1.227 fixed in our analysis. These values are close to the values in the standard

PREM profile.

All the above constraints have the form of equalities. We also impose an additional

constraint that has the form of an inequality. This is the hydrostatic equilibrium condi-

tion where the density of the inner layer is always greater than that of the outer layer

(ρinner layer > ρouter layer). This constraint does not affect the number of degrees of freedom,

which stays at two, viz. RCMB and ∆ρCMB.
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The procedure we adopt for incorporating the above constraints is as follows. First,

we solve Eqs. 2.1 and 2.2 in terms of the two independent parameters2 RCMB and ∆ρCMB.

In the upcoming sections, we study the effects of the modifications of these two parameters

on neutrino oscillation probabilities for the following two cases:

• 1-dimensional (1D) modification: RCMB is fixed at 3480 km and only ∆ρCMB is varied

• 2-dimensional (2D) modification: RCMB is varied simultaneously with ∆ρCMB.

A 1D modification for RCMB is also possible where ∆ρCMB is kept fixed. However, this

modification has already been explored in Ref. [106] where the authors estimated the

sensitivity to measure the location of CMB (RCMB) using a three-layered profile.

We would like to highlight the fact that the density profile of Earth should have at least

five layers if we want to explore the correlated effects of RCMB and ∆ρCMB while respecting

the above-mentioned eight constraints. At the same time, a five-layered profile is sufficient

to capture all the relevant features of the three-flavor neutrino oscillation probability in

the presence of matter. The profile with more number of layers do not change neutrino

oscillation probabilities significantly. Therefore, in the present work, we use the five-layered

density profile of Earth which is guided by the PREM profile.

Table 1 shows some benchmark values of the 1D modifications, which correspond to

the following two scenarios:

• SJ: a smaller jump of ∆ρCMB = 4.82 g/cm3,

• LJ: a larger jump of ∆ρCMB = 7.18 g/cm3,

at the standard CMB where RCMB is kept fixed at 3480 km. Note that these benchmark

values correspond to the maximum possible modifications in ∆ρCMB for the corresponding

RCMB, taking into account the above-mentioned eight constraints. The density distri-

butions for profiles with standard jump (black curve), SJ (dashed-blue curve), and LJ

(dotted-red curve) are shown in the left panel of Fig. 1.

The benchmark values of the 2D modifications in Table 1 correspond to the following

two scenarios:

• SJLC: a smaller jump, ∆ρCMB = 3.98 g/cm3, at a larger core, ∆RCMB = +500 km,

• LJSC: a larger jump, ∆ρCMB = 10.15 g/cm3, at a smaller core, ∆RCMB = −500 km.

The right panel of Fig. 1 shows the density distributions for profiles with standard jump

at standard CMB (black curve), SJLC (dashed-blue curve), and LJSC (dotted-red curve).

Now, we discuss the effects of the modifications of the density jump at CMB and the

location of CMB on neutrino oscillation probabilities in the next section.

2Note that one of the other density jumps like ∆ρIC-OC, ∆ρIM-MM and ∆ρMM-OM, can also be chosen as

the second independent parameter. In our result section, we will also interpret our sensitivities in terms of

these density jumps.
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Figure 1: The five-layered density profiles of Earth as functions of the radial distances for some represen-

tative choices of density jumps at the location of CMB as mentioned in Table 1. The black curves correspond

to the standard density profile (the first row in Table 1) with a density jump of ∆ρCMB = 6.0 g/cm3 at

CMB with its standard location of RCMB = 3480 km. The left panel presents the 1D-modifications, where

dashed-blue (dotted-red) curve represents the SJ (LJ) scenario with the standard CMB as mentioned in

the Table 1. The right panel corresponds to the 2D-modifications, where dashed-blue (dotted-red) curve

denotes the SJLC (LJSC) scenario as mentioned in the Table 1.

2.2 Effects of modified density jumps and location of CMB on oscillation

probabilities

Atmospheric neutrinos and antineutrinos are produced about 15 km above the surface of

Earth. They possess a wide range of energies from sub-GeV to a few TeV and travel

over baselines ranging from about 15 km to 12757 km. While passing through Earth, the

upward-going multi-GeV neutrinos encounter the Earth’s matter effects due to the charged-

current (CC) interactions with the ambient electrons. The effective matter potential is

given by

VCC = ±
√
2GFNe ≈ ± 7.6× Ye × 10−14

[
ρ

g/cm3

]
eV , (2.5)

where Ne is the ambient electron number density, GF is the Fermi coupling constant, and

Ye = Ne/(Np +Nn) is the electron fraction inside the matter having mass density ρ. Here,

Np and Nn denote the number densities of protons and neutrons inside matter. In our

analysis, we consider Ye = 0.466 for IC and OC (corresponding to a pure FeNi core) and Ye
= 0.494 for IM, MM, and OM (corresponding to a pyrolite mantle) as proposed in Ref. [94].

The ± signs correspond to neutrinos and antineutrinos, respectively. Due to these opposite

signs for VCC, oscillation probabilities for neutrinos and antineutrinos modify differently

inside matter. Thanks to the charge identification capability of the ICAL detector, it would

be able to observe these different matter effects in neutrinos and antineutrinos separately,

– 8 –



sin2 2θ12 sin2 θ23 sin2 2θ13 ∆m2
eff (eV2) ∆m2

21 (eV2) δCP Mass Ordering

0.855 0.5 0.0875 2.49× 10−3 7.4× 10−5 0 Normal (NO)

Table 2: The benchmark values of neutrino oscillation parameters considered in this work. These values

are consistent with the present global fits [68–71] to the neutrino data.

which is expected to enhance the sensitivity of ICAL for physics driven by matter effects.

In this work, we perform the analysis using the benchmark values of oscillation parameters

given in Table 2. Since we evaluate the sensitivities using 20 years of exposure, at this

time scale, these parameters, along with the mass ordering, are expected to be measured

precisely [127]. Therefore, the values of these parameters are kept fixed, and the normal

mass ordering (NO) is considered during the analysis.

The matter potential modifies the effective masses and flavor mixing of neutrinos [108–

110]. As a result, it alters oscillation probabilities of neutrinos passing through Earth.

The resonant enhancement of neutrino oscillation probabilities due to the matter effects

is known as the Mikheyev-Smirnov-Wolfenstein (MSW) resonance [108–110]. The MSW

resonance is significant in neutrinos for normal mass ordering (NO), m1 < m2 < m3, and

in antineutrinos for inverted mass ordering (IO), m3 < m1 < m2. The MSW resonance

depends upon the neutrino energy and the ambient electron density. In particular, the

neutrinos passing through the mantle feel the MSW resonance at energies of about 6− 10

GeV. In addition, the core-passing neutrinos propagate through a sharp jump in density

between the mantle and core at CMB, which leads to significant changes in the oscillation

probabilities at energies of about 3 − 6 GeV. This phenomenon is known as the neutrino

oscillation length resonance (NOLR) [111–115] or parametric resonance (PR) [116, 117].

The NOLR/ PR resonance also depends upon the density jump at CMB and its location.

In this work, we study the effect of modification in the density jump at CMB and its

location on the neutrino oscillation probabilities.

ICAL would be mainly sensitive to muon-type neutrino events, which are contributed

by both νµ → νµ disappearance channel and νe → νµ appearance channel. However, more

than 98% of the contribution to νµ would come from the disappearance channel. There-

fore, we present the effects of modifications in density jump at CMB and its location only

for νµ → νµ disappearance channel. Figure 2 shows the three-flavor νµ → νµ survival

probability as a function of neutrino energy for NO. We consider a baseline of 12000 km,

which allows neutrinos to pass through the core. The left panel corresponds to the 1D

modifications where the modification in density jump at CMB alters the νµ survival prob-

ability patterns differently for SJ and LJ scenarios compared to the standard scenario. It

maybe observed that the neutrino oscillation patterns deviate significantly from the stan-

dard scenario in the energy range of 3−6 GeV, which corresponds to the NOLR/parametric

resonance. The right panel corresponds to the 2D modifications where the deviation in os-

cillation patterns of SJLC and LJSC scenarios compared to standard profile are observed

in the energy ranges corresponding to the NOLR/parametric resonance (3−6 GeV) as well

as MSW resonance (6 − 10 GeV). A comparison between the left and right panels shows
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Figure 2: Three-flavor νµ → νµ survival probabilities as functions of the neutrino energies (Eν) for a

baseline (Lν = 12000 km) passing through the core. The solid black curves represent the scenario with the

standard five-layered profile (∆ρCMB = 6.0 g/cm3 and RCMB = 3480 km). The left panel corresponds to

the 1D modifications, where the dashed-blue and dotted-red curves represent the scenarios of SJ and LJ,

respectively. The right panel corresponds to the 2D modifications, where the dashed-blue and dotted-red

curves represent the scenarios of SJLC and LJSC, respectively. The modifications for SJ, LJ, SJLC, and

LJSC scenarios are defined in Table 1. The values of neutrino oscillation parameters are taken from Table 2

assuming mass ordering to be NO.

that the neutrino oscillation patterns are sensitive to the different type of modifications in

1D and 2D and would be able to distinguish the modification of the density jump at CMB

from that of the location of CMB.

2.3 Effect of modified density jumps and location of CMB on oscillograms

Neutrino oscillation patterns depend upon neutrino energies and baselines. Let us see

the effects of modifications of the density jump at CMB and the location of CMB on νµ
survival probability, P (νµ → νµ), in the (Eν , cos θν) plane. For the standard scenario of

∆ρCMB = 6.0 g/cm3 and RCMB = 3480 km, we present the three-flavor νµ → νµ survival

probability oscillograms for neutrinos (left panel) and antineutrinos (right panel) assuming

NO in Fig. 3. We consider the neutrino energy range of 1 − 25 GeV, and the cosine of

zenith angle (cos θν) from -1 to 0 for each panel. The black diagonal band which starts

from (Eν = 1 GeV, cos θν = 0) and ends at (Eν = 25 GeV, cos θν = -1), represents the

first oscillation minimum, which is also named as the “oscillation valley” [128, 129]. In

the left panel, the region with significant matter effects can be observed in the form of a

red patch around -0.8 < cos θν < -0.5 and 6 GeV < Eν < 10 GeV, which corresponds to

the MSW resonance, whereas the yellow patches around cos θν < -0.8 and 3 GeV < Eν <

6 GeV are due to the NOLR/ parametric resonance. In the right panel, we do not see

these matter effects for antineutrinos since the mass ordering is NO. However, this trend

would be opposite for the inverted mass ordering where significant matter effects would be
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Figure 3: Three-flavor νµ → νµ survival probability oscillograms for the standard five-layered profile

with the standard density jump (∆ρCMB = 6.0 g/cm3) and the standard CMB radius (RCMB = 3480 km).

The left and right panels correspond to neutrinos and antineutrinos, respectively. The values of neutrino

oscillation parameters are taken from Table 2 assuming mass ordering to be NO.

observed for antineutrinos. In this section, we will focus on the neutrino survival channel

with NO.

To start with, we demonstrate how the νµ survival probability oscillograms get affected

due to the modifications in the density jump at CMB and the location of CMB in 1D and

2D. The top and bottom rows in Fig. 4 show the νµ survival probability oscillograms for

the 1D and 2D modifications, respectively. The top left (right) panel corresponds to the

SJ (LJ) scenarios, while the bottom left (right) panel corresponds to the SJLC (LJSC)

scenarios, as described in Table 1. The observations are as follows:

• Comparing the oscillograms in the top row of Fig. 4 with the left panel of Fig. 3,

we observe that for both SJ and LJ scenarios, the probability changes occur in the

NOLR/parametric resonance region. For SJ (LJ) scenario, the MSW resonance region

shrinks (stretches).

• The yellow patch in the NOLR/parametric resonance region becomes wider in the

SJLC scenario in the bottom left panel of Fig. 4, compared to the standard case of

the left panel of Fig. 3. On the other hand, the MSW resonance region is observed

to shrink in the SJLC scenario.

• In the LJSC scenario depicted in the bottom right panel of Fig. 4, there are three

yellow patches in the NOLR/parametric resonance region, while in the standard case

(the left panel of Fig. 3), there is only one big yellow patch. The MSW resonance

region is also observed to stretch in the LJSC scenario.
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Figure 4: Three-flavor νµ → νµ survival probability oscillograms with modified density jump and

RCMB. The top panels correspond to the 1D modifications, where the top-left (top-right) panel represents

the scenario of SJ (LJ). The bottom panels correspond to the 2D modifications, where the bottom-left

(bottom-right) panel represents the SJLC (LJSC) scenario. The modifications for SJ, LJ, SJLC, and LJSC

scenarios are defined in Table 1. The values of neutrino oscillation parameters are taken from Table 2

assuming mass ordering to be NO.

For a better understanding, we present the probability differences between the 1D (2D)

modifications and the standard scenario in the top (bottom) panels of Fig. 5. The top left

(right) panel shows the distribution of ∆PSJ (∆PLJ), and the bottom left (right) panel

shows the distribution of ∆PSJLC (∆PLJSC), which are defined as

∆PSJ = P (νµ → νµ)SJ − P (νµ → νµ)standard , (2.6)

∆PLJ = P (νµ → νµ)LJ − P (νµ → νµ)standard , (2.7)

∆PSJLC = P (νµ → νµ)SJLC − P (νµ → νµ)standard , (2.8)

∆PLJSC = P (νµ → νµ)LJSC − P (νµ → νµ)standard . (2.9)

The top panels of Fig. 5 show that the probability differences in the 1D scenarios SJ

and LJ are significant for the core-passing neutrinos as well as for a fraction of the neutrinos

that pass only through the mantle. This can be explained by the fact that the densities
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Figure 5: Oscillograms for the three-flavor νµ survival probability difference ∆P (νµ → νµ) for 1D (top

panels) and 2D (bottom panels) modifications assuming the five-layered profile. The top left (right) panel

corresponds to ∆P (νµ → νµ) between the SJ (LJ) scenario and the standard profile as defined in Eq. 2.6

(Eq. 2.7). The bottom left (right) panel corresponds to ∆P (νµ → νµ) between the SJLC (LJSC) scenario

and the standard profile as defined in Eq. 2.8 (Eq. 2.9). The modifications for SJ, LJ, SJLC, and LJSC

scenarios are defined in Table 1. The values of neutrino oscillation parameters are taken from Table 2

assuming mass ordering to be NO.

of both the core and the mantle are altered in the 1D-modifications (see Table 1). On the

other hand, the bottom panels of Fig. 5 for the 2D-modifications SJLC and SJLC show

that the probability differences are significant mainly for the neutrinos that pass through

the core or very close to the core.

From Figs. 3, 4, and 5, we infer that the effects of modifications in the density jump

at CMB and the location of CMB occur mainly at lower energies and larger baselines, since

these long baselines would correspond to atmospheric neutrinos having trajectories with

cos θν ≲ −0.8. A detector like ICAL, with the help of its excellent angular resolution in

the multi-GeV range of energy, would be able to probe the density jump and CMB radius

simultaneously.

3 Atmospheric neutrinos at INO-ICAL

The proposed 50 kton iron calorimeter (ICAL) detector at the India-based Neutrino Obser-

vatory (INO) [123] is designed to detect multi-GeV atmospheric neutrinos and antineutrinos
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separately over a wide range of baselines. ICAL would have three modules of size 16 m ×
16 m × 14.5 m, each having about 151 layers of iron plates of thickness 5.4 cm. The iron

layers would be vertically stacked with a gap of about 4 cm where the glass Resistive Plate

Chambers (RPCs) of size 2 m × 2 m would be inserted. The iron layers would act as a

pasitive detector element providing a target material for the neutrino interactions, whereas

RPCs would act as active detector element which would detect secondary charged particles

produced in the neutrino interactions.

The charged-current interactions of muon neutrinos (νµ) and antineutrinos (ν̄µ) pro-

duce µ− and µ+, respectively. The muons are minimum ionizing particles in the multi-GeV

energy range, and hence, they deposit energy in the detector the form of a long track. The

magnetic field of about 1.5 T [130] would enable ICAL to distinguish µ− and µ+ by ob-

serving the direction of curvature of muon track, and hence, to identify the parent νµ or

ν̄µ. This charge identification capability (CID) of ICAL would play an essential role in the

analyses driven by matter effects, such as the determination of the neutrino mass ordering,

the measurement of the octant of θ23, and neutrino oscillation tomography. The time reso-

lution of RPCs at ns level [131–133] would help ICAL to distinguish the upward-going and

downward-going events. In the energy range of 1 - 25 GeV, ICAL would be able to measure

the direction of muon (cos θµ) with an excellent angular resolution of about 1◦ [134] and

the energy of muon (Eµ) with a resolution of about 10− 15% [134].

In the multi-GeV range of energies, neutrinos can also undergo deep-inelastic scattering

(DIS) which produce hadrons along with leptons. The hadrons deposit energy in the

detector in the form of a shower. The hadrons can carry a significant fraction of incoming

neutrino energy (Eν). The hadron energy deposited in the detector can be defined as

E′
had = Eν − Eµ. ICAL would be able to measure the hadron energy with a resolution of

about 40% for E′
had > 5 GeV [135].

In the present work, the unoscillated atmospheric neutrino events at ICAL are simu-

lated using NUANCE [136] Monte Carlo (MC) neutrino event generator which takes the

input in the form of ICAL geometry, and the Honda 3D flux of atmospheric neutrinos at

the proposed INO site at Theni [137, 138]. The effect of solar modulation on the atmo-

spheric neutrino flux has been taken into account by using neutrino flux with the high solar

activity for half the exposure and with the low solar activity for the other half. A rock

overburden of at least 1 km (3800 m water equivalent) from all directions at the INO site

would reduce the cosmic muon background by a factor of about 106 [139]. Additionally, to

veto muon tracks entering from outside the detector, the analyses at ICAL consider only

those events for which the event vertices are completely inside the detector and far from

the edges. Therefore, at ICAL, we expect negligible background due to downward-going

cosmic muons. The interactions of tau neutrinos produce tau leptons which can decay

into muons. The number of these muon events is only about 2% of the total upward-going

muons from νµ interactions and most of them have lower energies which is below the energy

threshold (∼ 1 GeV) of ICAL. Therefore, we do not consider these muon events from tau

decay in the present analysis. Since we evaluate median sensitivities in this analysis, we

generate the unoscillated MC neutrino events for a large exposure of about 1000 years to

suppress the statistical fluctuations. We incorporate the three-flavor neutrino oscillations
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1D modifications 2D modifications Standard

SJ LJ SJLC LJSC Case

µ− events 8860 8840 8876 8841 8848

µ+ events 4031 4036 4032 4034 4033

Table 3: The total expected number of reconstructed µ− and µ+ events using 1 Mt·yr exposure of the

ICAL detector for the 1D modifications, 2D modifications, and standard case.

in the presence of Earth’s matter effects using the reweighting algorithm [140–142].

The detector responses for muons [134] and hadrons [135] have been incorporated using

the migration matrices provided by the ICAL collaboration. The reconstruction efficiency,

charge identification (CID) efficiency, energy resolution, and angular resolution of the ICAL

detector for reconstructed muons are mentioned in figures 13, 14, 11, and 6, respectively, of

Ref. [134]. After incorporating the detector responses, we obtain reconstructed observables

such as the muon energy (Erec
µ ), the muon direction (cos θrecµ ), and the hadron energy

(E′rec
had) [140].

For the evaluation of sensitivities, the reconstructed events are scaled down from 1000-

yr MC to 20-yr MC which corresponds to 1 Mt·yr exposure of ICAL. In 20 years, ICAL is

expected to observe about 8848 (4033) reconstructed µ− (µ+) events considering the three-

flavor neutrino oscillations with Earth’s matter effects, assuming the standard five-layered

profile of Earth for the case of normal mass ordering. In Table 3, we show the expected

number of reconstructed µ− and µ+ events for 1 Mt·yr exposure of the ICAL detector for

all four scenarios of 1D and 2D modifications, viz. SJ, LJ, SJLC, and LJSC, for normal

mass ordering. It may be observed that the total number of events for these four scenarios

are not significantly different. However, the good directional and energy resolution of the

ICAL detector permits us to bin the expected events in terms of reconstructed observables

Erec
µ , cos θrecµ , and E′rec

had. The binned events distributions for these scenarios are expected

to be significantly different and would give rise to the sensitivity of ICAL to distinguish

among them.

Now, we explore the impact of density jump variations at the standard RCMB (1D

modifications) and the modified RCMB (2D modifications) on the bin-wise distribution of

reconstructed muon events at the ICAL detector. In order to demonstrate the distributions

of event differences in Fig. 6, we use a binning scheme with 10 bins in Erec
µ− consisting of 5

bins of 1 GeV in (1− 5) GeV, 1 bin of 2 GeV in (5− 7) GeV, 1 bin of 3 GeV in (7− 10)

GeV, and 3 bins of 5 GeV in (10−25) GeV, and 20 uniform bins for cos θrecµ− in the range of

-1 to 1. The events have been integrated over the observable E′rec
had in the range of 0 to 25

GeV. Since for normal mass ordering, Earth’s matter effects are significant for neutrinos,

we choose to present the distributions of event differences only for reconstructed µ− events.

The top (bottom) panels of Fig. 6 show the distribution of event differences between

the modified density jumps for 1D (2D) modifications and the standard density jump, in

the plane of (Erec
µ− , cos θ

rec
µ−) for 1 Mt·yr of exposure. The top left (right) panel present

the distribution of event differences between the SJ (LJ) scenario and the standard density
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Figure 6: Distributions of reconstructed µ− event differences between the modified density jumps and

the standard density jump in the plane of (Erec
µ− , cos θrecµ−) for 1 Mt·yr exposure at ICAL. In top left (right)

panel ∆NSJ (∆NLJ) represent the µ− event differences between the SJ (LJ) scenario and the standard

density jump. In bottom left (right) panel, ∆NSJLC (∆NLJSC) denotes the µ− event differences between

the SJLC (LJSC) scenario and the standard density jump. The modifications for SJ, LJ, SJLC, and LJSC

scenarios are defined in Table 1. The values of neutrino oscillation parameters are taken from Table 2

assuming the mass ordering to be NO.

jump, while the bottom left (right) panel shows the distribution of event differences between

the SJLC (LJSC) scenario and the standard density jump.

For 1D modifications, the event differences are observed to be significant in the core-

passing neutrinos as well as the low-energy neutrinos that cross only the mantle, whereas

the event differences are more prominent only for the core-passing neutrinos for 2D mod-

ifications. The smearing of these differences over a wider region in Fig. 6 as compared to

Fig. 5 is mostly the result of the angular smearing caused by the deviation of the direction

of reconstructed muon with respect to the true direction of the incoming neutrino during

the interaction and event reconstruction.

4 Numerical analysis

In order to estimate the expected median sensitivity of ICAL for the correlated constraints

on the density jumps and the location of CMB, we perform a χ2 analysis in the frequentist

approach [143]. We use a binning scheme optimized for matter effects in the Earth’s
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core [106]. The Poissonian χ2
− [144] for µ− is defined in term of reconstructed observables

Erec
µ , cos θrecµ , and E′rec

had as considered in Ref [140]:

χ2
− = min

ξl

NE′rec
had∑

i=1

NErec
µ∑

j=1

Ncos θrecµ∑
k=1

[
2(N theory

ijk −Ndata
ijk )− 2Ndata

ijk ln

(
N theory

ijk

Ndata
ijk

)]
+

5∑
l=1

ξ2l , (4.1)

with

N theory
ijk = N0

ijk

(
1 +

5∑
l=1

πl
ijkξl

)
. (4.2)

Here N theory
ijk and Ndata

ijk denote the number of expected and observed reconstructed µ−

events in a particular (Erec
µ , cos θrecµ , E′rec

had) bin, respectively. The numbers NErec
µ
, Ncos θrecµ

,

and NE′rec
had

denote the total number of bins for each observables Erec
µ , cos θrecµ , and E′rec

had,

respectively. The variable N0
ijk represents the number of expected events in a given bin

without considering systematic uncertainties. In this work, we incorporate the following

five systematic uncertainties [141, 142] using the well-known method of pulls [145–147]: (i)

20% flux normalization uncertainty, (ii) 5% energy dependent tilt error in flux, (iii) 5%

zenith angle dependent tilt error in flux (iv) 10% uncertainty on cross section, and (v)

5% overall systematics. The pull variables for systematic uncertainties are given by ξl in

Eqs. 4.1 and 4.2.

The χ2
+ for reconstructed µ+ events is also estimated following the same procedure as

mentioned above. To estimate the resultant median sensitivity of the ICAL detector, we

add the individual contributions of both χ2
− and χ2

+ to get the total χ2:

χ2 = χ2
− + χ2

+ . (4.3)

The MC data for this analysis is simulated using benchmark values of oscillation parameters

given in Table 2 as true parameters. In the fit, we minimize χ2 over the pull variables ξl.

Since we estimate the sensitivity for 20 years of ICAL data and by that time, the oscillation

parameters will be measured with high precision, we keep the oscillation parameters fixed

at their benchmark values given in Table 2.

5 Results

In this section, we present the sensitivity of the proposed ICAL detector for the density

jumps and the location of CMB. We simulate the MC data assuming the five-layered density

profile of Earth with the standard density jumps and the standard radii of IC, OC, IM,

MM, and Earth.

5.1 Constraining correlated density jumps assuming the standard CMB loca-

tion

We quantify the expected sensitivity of the ICAL detector for measuring the density jumps

keeping the standard location of CMB fixed (1D modifications) as follows:

∆χ2
1D-DJ = χ2(modified ∆ρ)− χ2(standard ∆ρ) , (5.1)
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Figure 7: The median ∆χ2
DJ as functions of the density jumps at the corresponding boundaries assuming

the standard CMB location (1D modifications) for 1 Mt·yr exposure at ICAL. The top (bottom) two x-

axes present the density jumps at the MM-OM and IM-MM (CMB and IC-OC) boundaries. The gray area

represent the unphysical region where the hydrostatic equilibrium condition is violated. The red (blue) curve

represents the sensitivity with (without) the CID capability of ICAL. ∆χ2
DJ is minimized over systematic

uncertainties, however, the oscillation parameters are kept fixed at their benchmark values given in Table 2

assuming the mass ordering to be NO.

where, DJ stands for “density jump” which is denoted by ∆ρ. The sensitivity evaluated

using ∆χ2
DJ corresponds to a correlated measurement of four density jumps at the IC-OC,

OC-IM (CMB), IM-MM, and MM-OM boundaries. Clearly, ∆ρ can be interpreted in terms

of ∆ρIC-OC, ∆ρCMB, ∆ρIM-MM, or ∆ρMM-OM.

Figure 7 shows the expected sensitivity of the ICAL detector in terms of ∆χ2
DJ as func-

tions of density jumps at the corresponding boundaries with an exposure of 1 Mt·yr. The
red (blue) curve corresponds to the expected sensitivity with (without) the CID capability

of the ICAL detector. We present the sensitivity in terms of the four x-axes corresponding

to the above-mentioned four density jumps. The top two x-axes present the density jumps

at the MM-OM and IM-MM boundaries, while the bottom two x-axes correspond to that

at the CMB and IC-OC boundary. The gray areas represent the unphysical regions where

the hydrostatic equilibrium condition is violated. We can observe that some parts of the

red and blue curves lie in the gray region, which are denoted by the dotted curves. From
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Figure 8: The median ∆χ2
DJ-CMB sensitivity contours in the plane of the density jumps and the location

of CMB radius at 1σ (2 d.o.f.) for 1 Mt·yr exposure. The red (blue) contour corresponds to the sensitivity

with (without) the CID capability of the ICAL detector. The gray areas represent the unphysical region

where the hydrostatic equilibrium condition is violated. The black crosses and vertical bars represent the

standard values and 1σ constraints for the density jumps, respectively, assuming standard RCMB = 3480

km for 1D modifications as shown in Fig. 7. ∆χ2
DJ-CMB is minimized over systematic uncertainties; however,

the oscillation parameters are kept fixed at their benchmark values given in Table 2 assuming the mass

ordering to be NO.

the red curve in Fig. 7, we can observe that the ICAL detector would be able to constrain

the value of the density jump at the CMB (∆ρCMB) to be [5.1, 7.0] g/cm3 at 1σ. This

corresponds to a precision of about 15%. The CID capability of the ICAL detector would

play an important role in this precision. In the absence of CID (blue curve), the sensitivity

range would deteriorate to [4.8, 7.2] g/cm3 at 1σ, which corresponds to a precision of about

20%. We have checked that these sensitivities for the density jumps remain almost the same

even if we minimize over the relevant oscillation parameters in their allowed ranges in the

fit.
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5.2 Constraining correlated density jumps and location of CMB

In this section, we present the expected sensitivities for 2D modifications, where the cor-

related density jumps and the location of CMB radius are modified simultaneously. The

ICAL sensitivity is quantified as

∆χ2
DJ-CMB = χ2(modified {∆ρ,RCMB})− χ2(standard {∆ρ,RCMB}) . (5.2)

The expected sensitivity of the ICAL detector for constraining the correlated density jumps

and the location of CMB radius simultaneously is shown in Fig. 8 in terms of contours

at 1σ (2 d.o.f.) for the exposure of 1 Mt·yr. In this analysis, ∆χ2
DJ-CMB is minimized

over systematic uncertainties; however, the oscillation parameters are kept fixed at the

benchmark values given in Table 2 and the mass ordering is taken to be NO. The top

left (right) panel shows the sensitivity contour for simultaneously constraining the density

jump at the IC-OC (CMB) boundary and the location of CMB radius, whereas the bottom

left (right) panel presents the sensitivity for the density jump at the IM-MM (MM-OM)

boundary and the location of CMB radius. The red (blue) contour shows the expected

sensitivity with (without) the CID capability of the ICAL detector.

The light-gray region in each plot in Fig. 8 corresponds to the parameter space where

the hydrostatic equilibrium condition is violated. For each plot, it is observed that some

parts of the red and blue contours are present in the gray region, which are denoted by the

dotted curves. The black cross symbols represent the standard values of the corresponding

density jumps and the location of CMB radius. The black vertical bars denote the 1σ

bounds on the density jumps at the standard CMB radius for 1D modifications, which are

obtained from Fig. 7.

Note that, in the context of the five-layered model of Earth, the white region in Fig. 8 is

allowed by the measurements ofME, IE, the density ρOM, the radiiRIC, RIM, RMM, RE, and

the density ratio ρIC/ρOC. In this work, we demonstrate that the neutrino oscillation data

can help us to further constrain the white region, which clearly shows the complementarity

of our proposed method with the existing measurements of the above quantities.

5.3 Impact of different true choices of sin2 θ23

So far, we have considered sin2 θ23 (true) = 0.5 in our analysis. However, the present global

fit indicates that θ23 may not correspond to maximal mixing (sin2 θ23 = 0.5). It can either

lie in the lower octant (sin2 θ23 < 0.5) or the higher octant (sin2 θ23 > 0.5). Therefore, in

this section, we discuss how the ICAL sensitivity for constraining the density jump and

CMB radius may change if θ23 (true) is non-maximal.

To analyze the impact of the true value of sin2 θ23, we demonstrate the expected

sensitivity of the ICAL detector for measuring the density jumps with the standard CMB

location (1D modifications) in Fig. 9. The violet, red, and green curves correspond to

the sensitivities where MC data is generated using sin2 θ23 (true) = 0.4, 0.5, and 0.6,

respectively. In the fit, sin2 θ23 is kept fixed at its corresponding true value, whereas all

other oscillation parameters are kept fixed at their benchmark values given in Table 2

assuming the mass ordering to be NO. The other details in Fig. 9 are same as in Fig. 7.
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Figure 9: The median ∆χ2
DJ as functions of the density jumps at the corresponding boundaries assuming

the standard CMB location (1D modifications) for three choices of the true values of sin2 θ23 with 1 Mt·yr
exposure at ICAL. The top (bottom) two x-axes present the density jumps at the MM-OM and IM-MM

(CMB and IC-OC) boundaries. The gray areas represent the unphysical regions where the hydrostatic

equilibrium condition is violated. The violet, red, and green curves correspond to the sensitivities where

MC data is generated using sin2 θ23 (true) = 0.4, 0.5, and 0.6, respectively. ∆χ2
DJ is minimized over sys-

tematic uncertainties; however, sin2 θ23 is kept fixed at its corresponding true value and all other oscillation

parameters are kept fixed at their benchmark values given in Table 2 assuming the mass ordering to be NO.

We observe that the expected sensitivities of ICAL enhance (deteriorate) if the true value

of sin2 θ23 = 0.6 (0.4) compared to the maximal mixing case where sin2 θ23 = 0.5.

In Figure 10, we present the effect of the true values of sin2 θ23 on the expected sensi-

tivities of the ICAL detector for constraining the correlated density jumps and the CMB

location simultaneously (2D modifications). The violet, red, and green curves denote the

sensitivities for sin2 θ23 (true) = 0.4, 0.5, and 0.6, respectively. In the fit, we keep the

oscillation parameters fixed at their true values. The other details in Fig. 10 are same as

in Fig. 8. We observe that the ICAL sensitivities enhance (deteriorate) if θ23(true) belongs

to higher (lower) octant.

From both the Figures 9 and 10, we observe that the expected ICAL sensitivities are

larger (smaller) for higher (lower) octant. This happens because for NO, the dominant

matter effect terms in P (νµ → νµ) survival and P (νe → νµ) appearance probabilities are
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Figure 10: The median ∆χ2
DJ-CMB sensitivity contours in the plane of the density jumps and the location

of CMB radius at 1σ (2 d.o.f.) for three choices of the true values of sin2 θ23 with 1 Mt·yr exposure. The

violet, red, and green curves correspond to the sensitivities where MC data is generated using sin2 θ23 (true)

= 0.4, 0.5, and 0.6, respectively. The gray areas represent the unphysical region where the hydrostatic

equilibrium condition is violated. The black crosses and vertical bars represent the standard values and

1σ constraints over density jumps, respectively, assuming standard RCMB = 3480 km for 1D modifications

as shown in Fig. 7. ∆χ2
DJ is minimized over systematic uncertainties; however, sin2 θ23 is kept fixed at its

corresponding true value and all other oscillation parameters are kept fixed at their benchmark values given

in Table 2 assuming the mass ordering to be NO.

proportional to sin2 θ23 as shown by the series expansion in Ref. [148]. With increase in

sin2 θ23, the survival probability P (νµ → νµ) decreases, whereas the appearance probability

P (νe → νµ) increases. Since the flux of νµ is larger than that of νe, the decrease in the

contribution of the survival (νµ → νµ) channel is more than the increase in that of the

appearance (νe → νµ) channel. Therefore, the resultant matter effect does not wash out

completely and is proportional to sin2 θ23. This indicates that the ICAL detector would

be able to constrain the density jump and CMB location with higher confidence if θ23 in

nature is in the higher octant.
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6 Summary and conclusions

The internal structure of Earth has been extensively studied through the traditional meth-

ods such as gravitational and seismological measurements. In this paper, we utilize a com-

pletely different method to explore the internal structure of Earth, which relies on weak

interactions of neutrinos. This is broadly known as neutrino tomography of Earth. Using

neutrinos as an independent and complementary tool would pave the way for the “multi-

messenger tomography of Earth”, which would enhances our understanding of Earth’s

internal structure.

Neutrino propagation through Earth is affected by the interactions of neutrinos with

matter which depend on the energies of neutrinos. Neutrinos having energies of a few

TeV undergo inelastic scattering with the ambient nucleons, leading to the absorption of

neutrinos inside Earth, which can be used to probe the density distribution inside Earth.

This method is known as neutrino absorption tomography.

The other way of probing the internal structure of Earth is via matter effects in neutrino

flavor transition. The multi-GeV atmospheric neutrinos undergo elastic forward scattering

with the ambient electrons while passing through Earth. These matter effects depend upon

the energy and electron number density in the path of neutrinos, and alter the neutrino

oscillation probabilities. Neutrinos with energies 6−10 GeV experience the MSW resonance

while passing through the mantle, whereas neutrinos with energies 3 − 6 GeV that pass

though the high-density core experience neutrino oscillation length resonance (NOLR) /

parametric resonance (PR). These matter effects, particularly the NOLR/PR resonance,

depend on the density jump at the core-mantle boundary (CMB) and its location, which

in turn can alter neutrino oscillation probabilities.

An atmospheric neutrino detector can be sensitive to the value of the density jump at

CMB (∆ρCMB) and the CMB radius (RCMB) by detecting the modified neutrino oscillation

patterns. In the present work, we study the effect of modifying ∆ρCMB and RCMB on the

neutrino oscillation probabilities and expected neutrino event distributions. We estimate

the sensitivity of the proposed ICAL detector to probe the correlated constraints on ∆ρCMB

and RCMB.

In this work, we use a five-layered density model of Earth, which is a simplified form

of the PREM profile. The five distinct layers are the inner core (IC), the outer core (OC),

the inner mantle (IM), the middle mantle (MM), and the outer mantle (OM). In this

five-layered model, the four significant density jumps occur at the following boundaries:

the inner core - outer core (IO-OC) boundary, the outer core - inner mantle (OC-IM)

boundary, also known as CMB, the inner mantle - middle mantle (IM-MM) boundary,

and the middle mantle - outer mantle (MM-OM) boundary. We ensure that the mass and

moment of inertia of Earth do not change while modifying the density jumps and the CMB

location. As an additional constraint, we take the density of outer mantle to be completely

known, and use a fixed value for the ratio of densities of the inner and outer cores. Apart

from these constraints, the hydrostatic equilibrium condition is also imposed throughout

the calculation. The five-layered profile with the above-mentioned constraints allows us to

perform two kind of modifications: (i) 1D modifications of the density jump at CMB with
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the fixed standard CMB location, and (ii) 2D modifications of the density jump at CMB

as well as its location.

We study the effects of the 1D and 2D modifications on neutrino oscillation probabili-

ties and event distributions at ICAL for some representative scenarios. In 1D modifications,

we demonstrate two scenarios, namely, a smaller jump (SJ) and a larger Jump (LJ). For

these scenarios, the effects of these modifications on the νµ → νµ survival probability are

found to be mainly in the NOLR/PR resonance region. In 2D modifications, we explore

two scenarios, namely, a smaller jump at a larger core (SJLC) and a larger jump at a

smaller core (LJSC). For these scenarios, the effects of these modifications on the νµ → νµ
survival probability are found in both the NOLR/PR and the MSW resonance regions.

The ICAL detector, with its excellent energy and direction resolution, would be able to

detect these features and probe the density jump and the CMB location simultaneously.

We quantify the expected sensitivity of the ICAL detector for determining the density

jump at CMB and its location for both 1D and 2D modifications. Using the five-layered

density profile, we simulate the prospective data with the standard density jump and CMB

radius. The statistical significance to measure the density jump at the standard CMB

location is calculated in terms of median ∆χ2 by fitting the prospective data with the

modified density jump in theory. We observe that the ICAL detector would be able to

measure the density jump at CMB with a precision of about 15% at 1σ with 1 M·yr
exposure. The CID capability of the ICAL detector would play a significant role in this

precision; in the absence of CID, 1σ sensitivity deteriorates to about 20%. Exploiting

the 2D-modifications, we present the 1σ sensitivity contours to simultaneously constrain

the density jump at CMB and its location with and without CID capability of the ICAL

detector. Since the densities of all the layers modify simultaneously during variation of

density jump at CMB due to constraints, these results can also be interpreted in terms

of the precisions on the density jumps at the other layer boundaries such as IC-OC, IM-

MM, and MM-OM. These sensitivities show that the neutrino oscillation data can further

constrain the parameter space allowed by the measurements of ME, IE, the density ρOM,

the radii RIC, RIM, RMM, RE, and the density ratio ρIC/ρOC.

In future, the next-generation atmospheric neutrino detectors like Hyper-K, ORCA,

DUNE, IceCube/DeepCore/Upgrade, and P-ONE with a large statistics of neutrino data

will significantly enhance the precision related to the density profile of Earth using weak

interactions of neutrinos. The combined studies of the internal structure of Earth with the

neutrino data will provide information independent of and complementary to that from

the gravitational and seismological measurements.
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