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Abstract

In this document we report about neutrinos and the universe.

Guiding questions
• What are the relevant questions (neutrino masses, number of neutrino species, leptogene-

sis/baryogenesis, origin of UHE neutrinos, ...)

• What are the relevant experiments, measurements, and observations now and in the future
(CMB, BBN, Neutrino Telescopes, KATRIN, Project 8, ...)

• What is needed from the theory community?

• What is the complementarity between different approaches?

• What risks are involved (technological and physics-related)?

1 Introduction
In the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics interactions neutrinos are exactly massless and
three different leptonic numbers, associated with e, µ and τ flavours are separately conserved.
However, it is an experimental fact that neutrinos have tiny but non-zero masses and that neutrinos
of different flavours mix with each other. This provides a solid experimental laboratory evidence
(and the only one at present) in favour of physics beyond the SM. Is this a signal for existence of
a new energy scale in particle physics, related to Grand Unification? Is this an indication that the
SM has to be replaced by a new renormalizable low-energy theory? What kind of new particles (if
any) are responsible for neutrino masses? How to search for these new particles experimentally?
What could be the manifestations of new particles besides generating active neutrino masses?

We do not know yet the answers to these questions, and the input from cosmology may appear
to be crucial in resolving these puzzles.

2 Cosmic probes of neutrino masses and properties
Neutrinos are among the most abundant particles in our Universe, and consequently they influence
many cosmological observables such as Big Bang nucleosynthesis and the formation of structures
(see e.g. [1, 2, 3, 4] for reviews). Big Bang nucleosynthesis is sensitive to the energy density in
light neutrinos (or similar relativistic particles) because they affect the expansion rate during BBN.
However, BBN is also sensitive to the flavour distribution of neutrinos because neutrinos directly
enter the nuclear reaction network (primarily affecting the conversion of neutrons and protons).
Given that BBN takes place at keV-MeV temperatures it is insensitive to the masses of light
neutrinos. However, BBN can be used to constrain parameters such as the energy density in light
neutrinos and possible non-zero chemical potentials of light neutrinos (see e.g. [5]).
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Constraints from the CMB Cosmological structure formation, on the other hand, is exceed-
ingly sensitive to even minute neutrino masses. Even though such neutrinos are almost completely
relativistic around the epoch of CMB formation, the CMB is still quite sensitive to neutrino masses
through their effect on the angular diameter distance to the last scattering surface, through the
early ISW effect, and through the lensing of the primary CMB signal. Data from the Planck satel-
lite [6] currently provides and upper bound on

∑
mν of 0.54 eV (95% C.L.) from temperature and

low-l polarisation alone, improving to 0.24 eV when high-l polarisation and lensing are included.
Future CMB experiments such as the proposed LiteBIRD [7] or CORE [8] missions combined with
the ground-based CMB-S4 [9] survey might bring the 1σ sensitivity down to the 0.05 eV or even
0.04 eV level, mainly via measurements of the CMB lensing potential (see e.g. [10]).

Constraints from CMB and BAO data CMB data can be used in combination with probes
of the universe expansion at small redshift, like for instance measurements of the angular diameter
distance through Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAOs) in the two-point statistics of the galaxy
distribution. Such a combination reduces parameter degeneracies and brings the current Planck
constraints down to

∑
mν < 0.12 eV [6], i.e. close to the point where cosmology is able to discern

between the two mass orderings. The sensitivity of future CMB+BAO data sets is expected to be
of order 0.02 eV (see e.g. [10]).

Constraints from late-time structure formation Late time structure formation is more
directly affected by light neutrinos because they act essentially as a matter contribution to the
expansion rate, while having almost no structure, i.e. completely different from CDM. Adding such
a smooth matter component leads to suppression of the fluctuation power of total matter on all
scales below the free-streaming scale, approximately at the level ∆P/P ∼ −8fν . When combined
with CMB experiments, future surveys such as EUCLID [11] will improve the neutrino mass
constraint to σ(

∑
mν) ∼ 0.01 eV (see e.g. [10, 12]) and can therefore be expected to provide a robust

measurement of the sum of neutrino masses. However, it should be stressed here that cosmological
structure formation is not sensitive to weak interaction physics, and that any any observed hot
dark matter component cannot be unambiguously identified as due to neutrinos without help from
auxiliary data. We also note that structure formation observations within the next decade will
probe the effective energy density in light degrees of freedom to σ(Neff) ∼ 0.01 − 0.02 (see e.g.
[10, 13]). The standard model prediction for this number is approximately 3.05 [14, 15, 16], with the
additional 0.05 coming from finite temperature QED and incomplete neutrino decoupling. While
many calculations of the standard model prediction exist, there is to this date no definitive ab initio
calculation, and given the precision of future data, priority should be given to firmly establishing
the exact SM prediction.

Light sterile neutrinos The CMB and large scale structure are sensitive to any type of hot
dark matter component, not just standard model neutrinos. Therefore, these observables can
be used to constrain e.g. eV-mass axions and sterile neutrinos. Current cosmological bounds on
such particles are seemingly at odds with the mass and mixing required for sterile neutrinos to
explain the reactor and short baseline anomalies. Indeed, explaining these anomalies in terms of
oscillations typically requires very large mixing which in turn would lead to complete equilibration
of the sterile states in the early universe [17]. Data from Planck and other current surveys yield
very stringent bounds on sterile neutrinos (see e.g. [6, 18]) so that an experimental verification
of the existence of eV-mass sterile neutrinos would require dramatic changes to either neutrino
physics or early universe cosmology [19, 20, 21, 22, 23].

Probing neutrino physics with high-energy neutrinos The Universe provides us with a
flux of very high-energy cosmic neutrinos that are not just good for the investigation of extreme,
astronomical sources, but also allows for probing fundamental properties of the neutrino themselves.
Cosmic neutrinos have first been identified by IceCube in 2013 and today, these neutrinos have been
detected with energies reaching several PeV in energy. Their cross-section can be probed indirectly
through absorption (depending on energy and angle dependent matter column), allowing us to test
SM predictions and constrain hypothesized BSM particles, including leptoquarks [24]. The flavor
composition of cosmic neutrinos, predicted to lie in a narrow range for various source scenarios and
standard neutrino oscillations, probes BSM physics and the cosmic fabric itself through propagation
effects over cosmic baselines. A requirement is a large statistics of cosmic neutrinos, as only the

2



next generation of detectors such as KM3NeT and IceCube-Gen2 can provide. Furthermore, the
detection of neutrino interactions via radio techniques will provide an opportunity to increase
the volume of the detectors by orders of magnitude and thus expanding the energy window for
detecting neutrinos beyond 1018 eV.

At lower energies, e.g. below 100 TeV, the large statistics of atmospheric neutrino events
observed by open water/ice detectors yields sensitivity to anomalous oscillation signatures, e.g.
due to additional sterile neutrinos, Lorenz Invariance Violation, or previously unobserved neutrino
production channels such as forward charm production in the atmosphere.

Finally, there are hypothesised exotic processes leaving distinct traces in the detectors, such as
magnetic monopoles or charged SUSY particles, (e.g. [25], [26])

3 Direct laboratory probes of neutrino masses and properties
On the one hand, the tiny mass of the neutrino make it one of the most interesting particles, one
that might hold the key to physics beyond the Standard Model. On the other hand this minute
mass leads to great challenges in its laboratory-based experimental determination.

Absolute neutrino mass Generally, the absolute neutrino mass can be probed in two types
of laboratory-based experiments based on 1) single-beta decay and 2) neutrino-less double beta
decay [28]. The observation of the latter would require the existence of a Majorana neutrino mass
term. The extraction of the neutrino mass depends on assumptions on the process that mediates
the decay. The least model-dependent measurement of the absolute neutrino mass, is based solely
on the kinematics of single-beta decay [29].

In the single-beta decay the imprint of a non-zero neutrino mass is a reduction of the maximum
electron energy and a spectral distortion in the close vicinity of the spectrum’s endpoint. In
fact, the beta-decay spectrum is a superposition of spectra with different endpoints corresponding
to the neutrino mass eigenstates, the neutrino flavor eigenstate (which is emitted in the beta
decay) is composed of. However, as of today, no experiment can resolve this superposition and
instead an effective electron neutrino mass, an incoherent sum of the neutrino mass eigenstates
m2
β =

∑
i |Uei|2 ·m2

i is measured.
Major experimental requirements for a direct neutrino mass measurement are an excellent

energy resolution of about 2 eV, high signal rates, and low background levels, in order to resolve
the small spectral distortion close to the kinematic endpoint, where the signal rate is small, but
the neutrino mass signal is maximal. Istotopes under consideration at the moment are the super-
allowed decay of tritium, with a short half-life of 12.3 years, and the electron-capture decay of
163-holmium with a half-life of 4500 years.

The Karlsruhe Tritium Neutrino (KATRIN) experiment, a large-scale tritium beta decay ex-
periment [30], celebrated its inauguration in July 2018 and will start data taking in March 2019.
KATRIN combines an ultra-luminous gaseous tritium source (1011 decays per second) with a
high-resolution spectrometer (1 eV) of the so-called MAC-E (magnetic-adiabatic collimation and
electrostatic filter) type [31, 32]. The design sensitivity of 200 meV (90% CL) will be reached after
5 calender years of data taking.

The experiments ECHo [33], Holmes [34], and NuMecs [35], exploit the electron-capture decay
of 163Ho. Here, the beta-decaying isotope is encapsulated into an absorber material. The energy
released in each decay is detected via a highly sensitive temperature sensors (MMCs or TESs)
attached to the absorber. Promising first results have been presented by all collaborations [36].
Currently, different techniques for the 163Ho production and multiplexed read-out systems are
being developed to scale up the experiment to reach the sub-eV sensitivity.

The tritium-based Project-8 experiment [37], explores a novel idea based on a cyclotron-
frequency measurement of the beta-electron. In 2015 the first detection of single-electron cyclotron
radiation was announced [38]. Now, the experiment is advancing in a staged approach, targeting
an atomic tritium source (to avoid systematic related to molecular final states) to finally reach a
sensitivity of 40 meV.

Sterile neutrinos Sterile neutrinos can leave a characteristic signature in single beta decay
spectra. With a sterile neutrino mass smaller than the endpoint of the decay, an emission of a
new neutrino mass eigenstate is energetically allowed. The endpoint of the corresponding spectral
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branch is reduced by the mass of the sterile neutrino and has a largely different shape. Conse-
quently, the total beta-decay spectrum exhibits a characteristic kink-like signature. The amplitude
of this signature is governed by the active-to-sterile mixing amplitude.

Thanks to its high source luminosity and spectroscopic quality the KATRIN experiment can
extend its physics program to also probe the existence of sterile neutrinos in the eV to keV mass
range [41, 40, 39]. In the framework of the TRISTAN project an extension of the KATRIN
experiment by novel detector and read-out system is being explored to enable the detection of
the entire phase-space of tritium beta decay [42]. Analogously, a sterile neutrino search is also
considered for the 163Ho-based experiments, and in the Project-8 collaboration [44, 43].

4 Neutrino astronomy
Low-energy neutrino astronomy A high-statistics detection of neutrinos from a galactic su-
pernova (SN) will provide precious information: the neutrino-driven explosion mechanism itself,
early warning of SN, SN location, SN nucleosynthesis, others [?], also absolute neutrino masses
and neutrino mass ordering, neutrino "condensates", others, can hopefully be revised or addressed
[?]. Most relevant information to measure experimentally is time evolution, energy spectra and
flavor contents of the SN neutrinos.

For a 10 Kpc core collapse supernova, the Hyper-Kamiokande detector is expected to see ∼
55.000 ν̄e from the inverse beta decay reaction (ν̄e + p→ e+ + n, IBD) events, ∼ 2.300 νe− elastic
scattering events with direction information, ∼ 2000 of both νe +18 O CC events and ν̄e +16 O
CC events (this last figure has large uncertainty) [45]. Correspondingly a DUNE-type 40kt LArg
detector expects ∼ 3000 νe +40 Ar → e− +40 K∗, ∼ 190 for ν̄e +40 Ar → e+ +40 Cl∗ and ∼ 290
νe− elastic scattering [46]. For JUNE’s liquid scintillator it is expected ∼ 5000 IBD events, ∼
2000 elastic neutrino-proton scattering events, and ∼ 300 elastic neutrino-electron scattering [47].
All these numbers suffer of large uncertainties covering possible variations due to the neutrino
oscillation scenario and the models used. Hyper-K can detect neutrinos with energy down to
∼3 MeV. JUNE can go lower, down to few tenths of MeV. The above figures apparently point
to HK as the natural step after SuperK-Gd [48] and JUNE to provide the largest statistics of
individual neutrino events. A complementary, very important measurement is made possible by
neutrino telescopes like IceCube (and the future IceCube-Gen2). Through their size and low noise
environment, they observe an increase in PMT hits due to the large number of neutrino interactions,
thus providing a unique very precise measurement of the light curve equivalent to a low energy
neutrino detector of several M-tons mass.

The neutrinos produced by all of the supernova since the beginning of the universe must fill
the present universe (Diffuse Supernova Neutrino Background, DSNB). If observable, they could
provide a steady stream of information about stellar collapse and nucleosynthesis, and on the
evolving size, speed, and nature of the universe itself [27]. It is important to measure the DSNB
spectrum down to ∼10 MeV in order to explore back to the epoch of relative large red shift (z) and,
for instance, to allow extracting the contributions from extraordinary SN bursts on the DSNB, e.g.
black hole formation.

The first observation of the DSNB could be made by SuperK-Gd [48] with a competitive
program [47] by JUNO both with ∼ 30 candidate events in ∼ 10 years (this has large uncertainties).
However, to measure its spectrum more massive, yet precise, detectors are needed. Hyper-K with
no Gd could measure DSBN neutrinos at E = 16-30 MeV, while SuperK-Gd and HK loaded with
Gd will access down to ∼ 10-eV. The expected number of DSNB events by HK after 10 years
observation is ∼ 70± 10 (16 ≤ E ≤ 30MeV ). If HK is loaded with Gd the number rises to ∼ 300
(10-30 MeV). DUNE’s 40−kt LArTPC detector estimates 46± 10 events with 16 ≤ Ee ≤ 40 MeV
(Ee is that of the electron from νe +40 Ar → e− +40 K∗).

High-energy neutrino astronomy Astronomy has explored the Universe through electromag-
netic radiation over 20 orders of magnitude in energy, from radio wavelength all the way to X-rays
and gamma rays.

Yet, at high energies many facets of the Universe remain unobserved as the absorption of the
highest-energy gamma rays by the CMB and other radiation fields renders the Universe outside our
Milky Way opaque to photons beyond 1014eV. Cosmic rays reach energies beyond 1020eV, and thus
extend the observable spectrum by another six decades of energy. However, these charged particles
are scrambled by magnetic fields and it is hence difficult to pinpoint their origin. Neutrinos on
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the other hand, produced when charged cosmic rays interact with ambient matter or photon fields
inside or outside the sources, point directly to the cosmic accelerators. With the detection of the
first high-energy neutrinos of cosmic origin with IceCube in 2013 [49] this window on the high-
energy Universe has finally been opened. And the subsequent observation of a source through
a neutrino pointing towards a bright, flaring Blazar [50, 51] constitutes another success of the
exciting field of multi-messenger astronomy. In addition to energy and directional information, the
neutrino flavor is currently emerging as an additional, powerful diagnostic. And yet, the current
observations constitute only the tip of the iceberg, with many other well-motivated candidate
sources within reach of detection and the neutrino production mechanisms still to be understood.
Accordingly, a new generation of neutrino detectors are being planed or constructed, such as the
Norther detectors KM3NeT (1.2km3 instrumented volume) in the Mediterranean sea and the GVD-
detector (0.4 km3 instrumented volume) in lake Baikal, as well as the IceCube-Gen2 detector (8
km3 instrumented volume) at the South Pole. KM3NeT-ORCA and the IceCube Upgrade, with
their denser instrumentation, will allow to lower the energy threshold to a few GeV. On the other
side of the spectrum, for energies beyond 1016eV the detection of neutrino interactions via the
radio signature offers to instrument hundreds of km3. Several projects are planed or underway to
explore this energy frontier (e.g. ARA/ARIANNA, GRAND). Together, these detectors provide
full coverage of the neutrino sky (North and South) over a very large energy range, with enormously
improved sensitivity compared to what is currently available.

The goals of the next generation neutrino detectors include: 1) identify the sources of the
highest energy cosmic rays, 2) resolve the complete populations of sources of IceCube’s high energy
astrophysical neutrinos, 3) decipher the production mechanisms of high energy cosmic particles, 4)
obtain a unique multi-messenger view of active galaxies and the explosion of stars 5) observe the
hadronic emission of supernova remnants and other galactic phenomena, 6) study of galactic and
extra galactic propagation of cosmic rays with neutrinos as tracers and 7) test nuclear, neutrino
and BSM physics (see also section 2).

Neutrinos constitute a unique messenger for exploring the high-energy Universe and in concert
with other observatories, e.g. in gamma-rays or through gravitational waves, already a single high-
energy neutrino can result in the identification of a cosmic hadron accelerator. Accordingly, the
next generation of neutrino detectors are promising a rich harvest in the coming years and decades.

5 Leptogenesis/baryogenesis
One of the problems of the universe we live in – its baryon asymmetry – may be solved in the
most natural way by existence of several heavy neutral leptons, HNLs for short (the names HNL,
right-handed neutrino, sterile neutrino or Majorana lepton can be used as well) which do not
carry the SM quantum numbers (for a comprehensive overview and references to the original
works see [52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57]). These particles may be superheavy, with the mass ∼ 1010

GeV. Their CP-violating decays may generate the lepton asymmetry, which is converted then into
baryon asymmetry of the Universe by anomalous electroweak processes with fermion number non-
conservation. The HNLs also could be in the reach of the LHC and future colliders such as FCC,
with the masses in the tens of GeV - TeV region (see, e.g. [58, 59, 60]). Or, their mass can be as small
as few GeV, in this case they can be searched for at high intensity experiments, such as SHiP [61],
MATHUSLA [62], or NA62 [63]. There are intensive theory investigations aiming at elucidating
the connection between leptogenesis, baryogenesis and neutrino physics, with an attempt to pin
down the number of unknown yet of neutrino parameters (e.g. type of hierarchy and CP-violating
phases) and properties of new particles responsible for neutrino masses and baryogenesis. These
investigations are not limited by the simplest theory containing the HNLs only, and include other
models based on ideas of left-right symmetry and different types of see-saw mechanism. In coming
years we expect both the theoretical and experimental progress in this direction.

6 Sterile neutrino Dark Matter
Sterile neutrinos not only mediate neutrino oscillations and provide a mechanism of baryogenesis.
In a family of sterile neutrinos there can be a viable dark-matter candidate (for a review and
references to original papers see [64]). Sterile neutrino dark matter is (i) decaying (via small
mixing with an active neutrino state); (ii) expected to be be warm (relativistic at its decoupling
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from the primordial plasma, cooling down later). This allows to efficiently test this model using
astronomical data

Cosmological probes. Being warm and decaying dark matter, the sterile neutrino brings to-
gether predictions in a large range of observables:
1) Its decay products are searched in X-ray and gamma-ray astronomical observations.
2) Its primordial properties significantly affect galaxy formation and observable properties of the

Milky Way and the Local Group.
3) It affects statistical properties of intergalactic medium probed for example by the Lyman-α

forest data from cosmological surveys (BOSS) and deep spectroscopic observations HIRES.
A lot of work is being done along each of these directions. As these observables are not independent
– they call for a holistic analysis of experimental data in order to decipher potential signature
of sterile neutrino dark matter in astronomical and cosmological data. Two hints have emerged
recently. First, an unidentified line was detected in spectra of DM-dominated objects by 4 different
X-ray telescopes [65, 66]. Such a line would be compatible with a decay of 7 keV DM particle (in
particular – sterile neutrino). Second, the same 7 keV sterile neutrino can also explain the observed
cut-off in the Lyman-α power spectrum (as expected from warm DM) [67] and provide galactic
structures (Milky Way and the Local group) consistent with current astronomical observations (for
a recent review and references to original works see [68, 69, 70]).

The nature of these signals should be clarified by future X-ray missions, and we expect that a
lot of work by theorists and observers will be carried out in this direction.

Laboratory probes. Even if the lightest member of the sterile-neutrino family cannot be easily
detected in laboratories, the accelerators searches for the heavier members of the sterile-neutrino
family, potentially responsible for neutrino masses and baryogenesis are largely motivated and
directed by cosmological considerations. Properties of these sought-for sterile neutrino, may define
initial conditions that strongly affect the production of sterile-neutrino dark matter.

7 Proton decay; Grand Unification
A fundamental question in Science is the stability of matter. Experimentally it initially reduces
to the search for proton (nucleon in general) decay reactions. From the view of a Grand Unified
Theory, the current limits on the proton lifetime (∼1034years, mostly by Super-Kamiokande) exceed
by more than three orders of magnitude, the prediction of the first, simplest GUT proposed by
Georgy and Glashow.

A key decay mode is p→ e+π0 since it is a nearly model independent reaction mediated by the
exchange of a new heavy gauge boson with a mass at the GUT scale and it is dominant in a number
of models. Other key channels involve kaons since final states containing second generation quarks
are generic predictions of GUTs that include supersymmetry; particularly accessible experimentally
is p → ν̄K+. In any case the two main experimental characteristics that any search for proton
decay must fulfill are: enormous amount of active mass and enough resolution.

Hyper-Kamiokande, because of the water-cherenkov technique, will have by far the largest
mass among the three next-generation detectors DUNE, HK and JUNO. As HK is rather good at
reconstructing p→ e+π0, it will be exploring well above ∼1035years and a factor of ∼5 better than
the less massive DUNE (for this and the figures thereafter, the instrumental conditions of [45], [46]
and [47] are taken for a 20 years period).

Charged particle tracking with DUNE’s TPC provides large sensitivity to the p → ν̄K+ such
that, despite of its significantly smaller mass, is expected to access to similar limits (or even slightly
higher) than HK for this mode, 6· ∼1034 years. Also the JUNO experiment can explore it with
high efficiency due to the large scintillation signal from the K+; expectations give slightly poorer,
yet competitive, limits for this mode .

Generally, nucleon decay may occur through multiple channels and ideally, experiments would
reveal information about the underlying GUT by measuring branching ratios. It is found as a
strength of Hyper-Kamiokande its sensitivity to a wider range of relevant nucleon decay channels.

6



8 Conclusions
Active neutrino masses - Cosmology will be able to measure the absolute mass scale of standard
model neutrinos associated with hot dark matter within the coming decade through a combination
of CMB and large scale structure measurements. However, cosmology lacks flavour sensitivity
and cosmological measurements of neutrino properties are therefore done through inference, not
direct measurement. A lot of progress is expected in direct measurements of single beta decay and
electron capture experiments (KATRIN, ECHo, Holmes, NuMecs and Project-8) aiming to achieve
the superior sensitivity in the absolute scale of neutrino mass.

Light sterile neutrinos - Cosmology is very sensitive to the presence of eV-mass sterile neu-
trinos and the presence of such neutrinos, if experimentally confirmed, would have wide-ranging
implications for cosmology. The light sterile neutrinos can be searched for in experiments designed
to reveal the absolute scale of neutrino masses, as well as through their oscillation signatures in
atmospheric neutrino experiments.

Neutrino astronomy - whether at low or at high energies, the next generation of neutrino
detectors will need to significantly increase in size to exploit the potential that neutrino astronomy
has to offer. For MeV neutrinos, Hyper-Kamiokande offers an unprecedented statistics for galactic
Supernovae as well as the diffuse SN neutrino background. At higher energies, a new generation
of open water/ice neutrino detectors such as Km3NeT and IceCube-Gen2 will provide a novel
window to the PeV Universe. In addition, these detectors will allow for unique studies of a number
of neutrino properties and other BSM physics.

Leptogenesis, baryogenesis and proton decay - Non-zero neutrino masses most probably imply
lepton number non-conservation, with strong arguments in favour of CP-violation in neutrino sec-
tor. These leads naturally to a possible explanation of the baryon asymmetry of the Universe. The
testable predictions of different theoretical scenarios include existence of relatively light Majorana
leptons which can be searched at high intensity experiments; the values of CP-violating phases in
neutrino mixing; and the proton decay, to be tested best with the Hyper-Kamiokande.

KeV sterile neutrino is a viable DM candidate that has a number of distinct observational
signatures. In the coming years a significant progress is expected in this direction with the data
of new planed missions becoming available.

References
[1] S. Hannestad, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 56 (2006) 137

doi:10.1146/annurev.nucl.56.080805.140548 [hep-ph/0602058].

[2] J. Lesgourgues and S. Pastor, Phys. Rept. 429 (2006) 307 doi:10.1016/j.physrep.2006.04.001
[astro-ph/0603494].

[3] Y. Y. Y. Wong, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 61 (2011) 69
doi:10.1146/annurev-nucl-102010-130252 [arXiv:1111.1436 [astro-ph.CO]].

[4] J. Lesgourgues, G. Mangano, G. Miele and S. Pastor, “Neutrino Cosmology”, Cambridge
Univ. Press (2013)

[5] G. Mangano and P. D. Serpico, Phys. Lett. B 701 (2011) 296
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2011.05.075 [arXiv:1103.1261 [astro-ph.CO]].

[6] N. Aghanim et al. [Planck Collaboration], arXiv:1807.06209 [astro-ph.CO].

[7] A. Suzuki et al., doi:10.1007/s10909-018-1947-7 arXiv:1801.06987 [astro-ph.IM].

[8] E. Di Valentino et al. [CORE Collaboration], JCAP 1804 (2018) 017
doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2018/04/017 [arXiv:1612.00021 [astro-ph.CO]].

[9] K. N. Abazajian et al. [CMB-S4 Collaboration], arXiv:1610.02743 [astro-ph.CO].

[10] T. Brinckmann, D. C. Hooper, M. Archidiacono, J. Lesgourgues and T. Sprenger,
arXiv:1808.05955 [astro-ph.CO].

[11] L. Amendola et al. [Euclid Theory Working Group], Living Rev. Rel. 16 (2013) 6
doi:10.12942/lrr-2013-6 [arXiv:1206.1225 [astro-ph.CO]].

7



[12] J. Hamann, S. Hannestad and Y. Y. Y. Wong, JCAP 1211 (2012) 052
doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2012/11/052 [arXiv:1209.1043 [astro-ph.CO]].

[13] T. Basse, O. E. Bjaelde, J. Hamann, S. Hannestad and Y. Y. Y. Wong, JCAP 1405 (2014)
021 doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2014/05/021 [arXiv:1304.2321 [astro-ph.CO]].

[14] S. Hannestad, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 083006 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.65.083006
[astro-ph/0111423].

[15] G. Mangano, G. Miele, S. Pastor, T. Pinto, O. Pisanti and P. D. Serpico, Nucl. Phys. B 729
(2005) 221 doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2005.09.041 [hep-ph/0506164].

[16] E. Grohs and G. M. Fuller, Nucl. Phys. B 923 (2017) 222
doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2017.07.019 [arXiv:1706.03391 [astro-ph.CO]].

[17] S. Hannestad, I. Tamborra and T. Tram, JCAP 1207 (2012) 025
doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2012/07/025 [arXiv:1204.5861 [astro-ph.CO]].

[18] M. Archidiacono, N. Fornengo, S. Gariazzo, C. Giunti, S. Hannestad and M. Laveder, JCAP
1406 (2014) 031 doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2014/06/031 [arXiv:1404.1794 [astro-ph.CO]].

[19] J. Hamann, S. Hannestad, G. G. Raffelt and Y. Y. Y. Wong, JCAP 1109 (2011) 034
doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2011/09/034 [arXiv:1108.4136 [astro-ph.CO]].

[20] X. Chu, B. Dasgupta, M. Dentler, J. Kopp and N. Saviano, arXiv:1806.10629 [hep-ph].

[21] B. Dasgupta and J. Kopp, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112 (2014) no.3, 031803
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.031803 [arXiv:1310.6337 [hep-ph]].

[22] S. Hannestad, R. S. Hansen and T. Tram, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112 (2014) no.3, 031802
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.031802 [arXiv:1310.5926 [astro-ph.CO]].

[23] M. Archidiacono, S. Gariazzo, C. Giunti, S. Hannestad, R. Hansen, M. Laveder and
T. Tram, JCAP 1608 (2016) no.08, 067 doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2016/08/067
[arXiv:1606.07673 [astro-ph.CO]].

[24] M. G. Aartsen et al. [IceCube Collaboration], Nature 551 (2017) 596
doi:10.1038/nature24459 [arXiv:1711.08119 [hep-ex]].

[25] M. G. Aartsen et al. [IceCube Collaboration], Eur. Phys. J. C 76, no. 3, 133 (2016)
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-3953-8 [arXiv:1511.01350 [astro-ph.HE]].

[26] A. Albert et al. [ANTARES Collaboration], JHEP 1707 (2017) 054
doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2017)054 [arXiv:1703.00424 [astro-ph.HE]].

[27] J.F. Beacom, “The Diffuse Supernova Neurtino Background” Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 60
(2010) 439 doi:10.1146/annurev.nucl.010909.083331 [arXiv:1004.3311 [astro-ph.HE].

[28] F. T. Avignone III, S. R. Elliott, and J. Engel 2008 Double beta decay, Majorana neutrinos,
and neutrino mass, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80 481

[29] G. Drexlin V. Hannen, S. Mertens, and C. Weinheimer 2013 Current Direct Neutrino Mass
Experiments, Adv. High Energy Physics 2013

[30] J. Angrik et al (KATRIN Collaboration) 2004 KATRIN Design Report 2004,
Wissenschaftliche Berichte FZ Karlsruhe 7090

[31] V. M. Lobashev and P. E. Spivak 1985 A method for measuring the electron antineutrino
rest mass, Nucl. Instrum. Methods 240 2 305–310

[32] A. Picard et al 1992 A solenoid retarding spectrometer with high resolution and transmission
for keV electrons, Nucl. Instrum. Methods 63 3 345–358

[33] L. Gastaldo et al 2014 The Electron Capture 163Ho Experiment ECHo, J. Low Temp. Phys.
176 876

8



[34] B. Alpert et al 2015 The electron capture decay of 163Ho to measure the electron neutrino
mass with sub-eV sensitivity, Eu. Phys. J. C 7 112

[35] NuMecs Position Paper 2015 http://p25ext.lanl.gov/ kunde/NuMECS/ (Accessed:
01-12-2015)

[36] P. C. -O. Ranitzsch et al 2012 First Calorimetric Measurement of OI-line in the Electron
Capture Spectrum of 163Ho, J. Low Temp. Phys. 167 1004

[37] B. Monreal and J. A. Formaggio 2009 Relativistic Cyclotron Radiation Detection of Tritium
Decay Electrons as a New Technique for Measuring the Neutrino Mass, Phys. Rev. D 80
051301 0904.2860

[38] D. M. Asner et al 2015 Single electron detection and spectroscopy via relativistic cyclotron
radiation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 162501

[39] S. Mertens et al 2015 Sensitivity of Next Generation Tritium β-Decay Experiments for
keV-Scale Sterile Neutrinos, JCAP 1502 02 020

[40] A. Sejersen-Riis and S. Hannestad 2011 Detecting sterile neutrinos with KATRIN like
experiments, JCAP 02 1475

[41] J. A. Formaggio and J. Barrett 2011 Resolving the Reactor Neutrino Anomaly with the
KATRIN Neutrino Experiment, Phys. Lett. B 706 168–71

[42] S. Mertens et al 2018 A novel detector system for KATRIN to search for keV-scale sterile
neutrinos, arXiv:1810.06711 [physics.ins-det]

[43] R. Adhikari et al 2018 A White Paper on keV sterile neutrino Dark Matter, JCAP 2017 01
025

[44] L. Gastaldo, C. Giunti, E. M. Zavanin 2016 Light sterile neutrino sensitivity of 163Ho
experiments JHEP 2016 6 61

[45] K. Abe et al. [Hyper-Kamiokande proto-Collaboration], “Hyper-Kamiokande Design Report
(dated May 9,2018),” [arXiv:1805.04163 [physics.ins-det]].

[46] R. Acciarri et al. [DUNE Collaboration], “Long-Baseline Neutrino Facility (LBNF) and Deep
Underground Neutrino Experiment, Conceptual Design Report Volume 2, The Physics
Program,” [arXiv:1512.061411 [physics.ins-det]].

[47] F. An et al. [JUNO Collaboration], “Neutrino Physics with JUNO,” [arXiv:1507.056132
[physics.ins-det]].

[48] M. Ikeda, “Super-Kamiokande (solar)”, Talk at XXVIII International Conference on
Neutrino Physics and Astrophysics, 4-9 June 2018, Heidelberg, Germany, DOI:
10.5281/zenodo.1286858, URL: https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1286858

[49] M. G. Aartsen et al. [IceCube Collaboration], Science 342 (2013) 1242856
doi:10.1126/science.1242856 [arXiv:1311.5238 [astro-ph.HE]].

[50] M. G. Aartsen et al. [IceCube and Fermi-LAT and MAGIC and AGILE and ASAS-SN and
HAWC and H.E.S.S. and INTEGRAL and Kanata and Kiso and Kapteyn and Liverpool
Telescope and Subaru and Swift NuSTAR and VERITAS and VLA/17B-403
Collaborations], Science 361 (2018) no.6398, eaat1378 doi:10.1126/science.aat1378
[arXiv:1807.08816 [astro-ph.HE]].

[51] M. G. Aartsen et al. [IceCube Collaboration], Science 361 (2018) no.6398, 147
doi:10.1126/science.aat2890 [arXiv:1807.08794 [astro-ph.HE]].

[52] P. S. B. Dev, P. Di Bari, B. Garbrecht, S. Lavignac, P. Millington and D. Teresi, Int. J. Mod.
Phys. A 33 (2018) 1842001 doi:10.1142/S0217751X18420010 [arXiv:1711.02861 [hep-ph]].

[53] M. Drewes et al., Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 33 (2018) no.05n06, 1842002
doi:10.1142/S0217751X18420022 [arXiv:1711.02862 [hep-ph]].

9



[54] B. Dev, M. Garny, J. Klaric, P. Millington and D. Teresi, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 33 (2018)
1842003 doi:10.1142/S0217751X18420034 [arXiv:1711.02863 [hep-ph]].

[55] S. Biondini et al., Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 33 (2018) no.05n06, 1842004
doi:10.1142/S0217751X18420046 [arXiv:1711.02864 [hep-ph]].

[56] E. J. Chun et al., Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 33 (2018) no.05n06, 1842005
doi:10.1142/S0217751X18420058 [arXiv:1711.02865 [hep-ph]].

[57] C. Hagedorn, R. N. Mohapatra, E. Molinaro, C. C. Nishi and S. T. Petcov, Int. J. Mod.
Phys. A 33 (2018) no.05n06, 1842006 doi:10.1142/S0217751X1842006X [arXiv:1711.02866
[hep-ph]].

[58] A. Blondel et al. [FCC-ee study Team], Nucl. Part. Phys. Proc. 273-275 (2016) 1883
doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysbps.2015.09.304 [arXiv:1411.5230 [hep-ex]].

[59] S. Antusch, E. Cazzato, M. Drewes, O. Fischer, B. Garbrecht, D. Gueter and J. Klaric,
JHEP 1809 (2018) 124 doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2018)124 [arXiv:1710.03744 [hep-ph]].

[60] A. Flórez, K. Gui, A. Gurrola, C. Patiño and D. Restrepo, Phys. Lett. B 778 (2018) 94
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2018.01.009 [arXiv:1708.03007 [hep-ph]].

[61] S. Alekhin et al., Rept. Prog. Phys. 79 (2016) no.12, 124201
doi:10.1088/0034-4885/79/12/124201 [arXiv:1504.04855 [hep-ph]].

[62] D. Curtin et al., arXiv:1806.07396 [hep-ph].

[63] G. Lanfranchi [NA62 Collaboration], PoS EPS -HEP2017 (2017) 301.
doi:10.22323/1.314.0301

[64] A. Boyarsky, O. Ruchayskiy and M. Shaposhnikov, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 59 (2009) 191
doi:10.1146/annurev.nucl.010909.083654 [arXiv:0901.0011 [hep-ph]].

[65] E. Bulbul, M. Markevitch, A. Foster, R. K. Smith, M. Loewenstein and S. W. Randall,
Astrophys. J. 789 (2014) 13 doi:10.1088/0004-637X/789/1/13 [arXiv:1402.2301
[astro-ph.CO]].

[66] A. Boyarsky, O. Ruchayskiy, D. Iakubovskyi and J. Franse, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113 (2014)
251301 doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.251301 [arXiv:1402.4119 [astro-ph.CO]].

[67] A. Garzilli, A. Magalich, T. Theuns, C. S. Frenk, C. Weniger, O. Ruchayskiy and
A. Boyarsky, arXiv:1809.06585 [astro-ph.CO].

[68] R. Adhikari et al., JCAP 1701 (2017) no.01, 025 doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2017/01/025
[arXiv:1602.04816 [hep-ph]].

[69] K. N. Abazajian, Phys. Rept. 711-712 (2017) 1 doi:10.1016/j.physrep.2017.10.003
[arXiv:1705.01837 [hep-ph]].

[70] A. Boyarsky, M. Drewes, T. Lasserre, S. Mertens and O. Ruchayskiy, “Sterile Neutrino Dark
Matter,” Rep. Prog. Nucl. Part. Phys. [arXiv:1807.07938 [hep-ph]].

10


	Introduction
	Cosmic probes of neutrino masses and properties
	Direct laboratory probes of neutrino masses and properties
	Neutrino astronomy
	Leptogenesis/baryogenesis
	Sterile neutrino Dark Matter
	Proton decay; Grand Unification
	Conclusions

