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Abstract

Despite their high relative abundance in our Universe, neutrinos are the least
understood fundamental particles of nature. They also provide a unique system
to study quantum coherence and the wavelike nature of particles in fundamen-
tal systems due to their extremely weak interaction probabilities. In fact, the
quantum properties of neutrinos emitted in experimentally relevant sources are
virtually unknown and the spatial extent of the neutrino wavepacket is only
loosely constrained by reactor neutrino oscillation data with a spread of 13 orders
of magnitude. Here, we present the first direct limits of this quantity through a
new experimental concept to extract the energy width, σN,E , of the recoil daugh-
ter nucleus emitted in the nuclear electron capture (EC) decay of 7Be. The final
state in the EC decay process contains a recoiling 7Li nucleus and an electron
neutrino (νe) which are entangled at their creation. The 7Li energy spectrum is
measured to high precision by directly embedding 7Be radioisotopes into a high
resolution superconducting tunnel junction that is operated as a cryogenic sen-
sor. The lower limit on the spatial uncertainty of the recoil daughter was found
to be σN,x ≥ 6.2pm, which implies the final-state system is localized at a scale
more than a thousand times larger than the nucleus itself. From this measure-
ment, the first direct lower limits on the spatial extent of the neutrino wavepacket
were extracted using two different theoretical methods. These results have wide-
reaching implications in several areas including the nature of spatial localization
at sub-atomic scales, interpretation of neutrino physics data, and the potential
reach of future large-scale experiments.

Keywords: quantum decoherence, neutrino, wavepacket, superconducting sensing,
nuclear electron capture

Quantum mechanics is based on the concept that the microscopic scale of our Universe
contains inherent uncertainties in position and momentum that are fundamentally
connected via σxσp ≥ ℏ/2 [1]. Using this theoretical description, precise knowledge of
the momentum width of the particle, σp, implies a corresponding uncertainty on the
extent of its spatial wavefunction, σx. When the object loses its ability to maintain
coherence through interactions with the complex environmental bath, its position is
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localized. This spatial localization of quantum objects depends heavily on the specific
environment they are subjected to [2].

Recent efforts have primarily focused on constructing increasingly large coherent
quantum systems [3, 4] and other highly delocalized objects to push measurement and
other applications to, and beyond, the standard quantum limit [5, 6]. Such experi-
ments are at the frontiers of quantum science and engineering and aim, in part, to
probe the interface between classical and quantum mechanics. Here, we present a new
measurement concept on the other side of the coin; using highly localized unstable
systems embedded in a complex solid-state material at low temperature as a precision
laboratory to probe quantum properties of subatomic particles. We show that this
concept is particularly powerful for investigating properties of systems that are other-
wise not directly accessible due to weak couplings in the Standard Model of particle
physics (SM), in particular the neutrino (ν).

Neutrinos are light, neutral leptons, and the only particles in the SM that have
an intrinsic chirality, in that they only interact via left-handed currents of the weak
interaction through three eigenstates, νe, νµ, and ντ . Neutrino oscillation experiments
over the last 30 years [7, 8] have also indicated that these flavour states include at
least two non-zero mass eigenstates. This observation of non-zero neutrino masses
currently provides the only confirmed violation of the SM as it was originally con-
structed [9, 10], for which the Nobel Prize in physics was awarded in 2015 [11]. The
flavour oscillation effect for neutrinos arises from the fact that the mass eigenstates
and weak-interaction eigenstates are not equal to each other, and due to their small
interaction probabilities with the weak and gravitational forces, are able to maintain
coherence over long distances. Thus, even for a neutrino created with a definite flavour
– the electron neutrino (νe) in weak nuclear decay, for example – a coherent superpo-
sition of states exists within the neutrino wavepacket that affects the probability for
observing a particular flavour as a function of time or distance from the source.

Since neutrinos only interact weakly with matter, they are notoriously difficult to
detect1 [12]. This fact also makes neutrinos attractive systems to study fundamental
properties of quantum mechanics and exotic new physics [13], since they are able to
maintain coherence over long distances. Historically, observing these so-called “ghost
particles” from various sources requires large volume detectors with limited detection
precision that run for several years [14]. These detectors rely on neutral current (NC)
and charged current (CC) interactions with an atomic nucleus or electron within these
large volumes [12]. The final state particles are used to reconstruct the incoming
neutrino energy and interaction point, along with neutrino flavour for CC interactions.
A deficit or excess flux of any flavour in the detector, compared to the flavour ratios
at the source, is used to determine the oscillation probabilities as a function of energy
and distance. Global data from neutrino oscillation experiments have been used to
determine the mass-splittings and mixing parameters for the three SM neutrinos [15].
Data from the Daya Bay [16, 17], RENO [18, 19], and KamLAND [20] experiments
currently also provide loose constraints on the spatial extent of νe wavepackets from
β− decay (reactor sources) of 2.1 × 10−13 m ≤ σν,x ≤ 2 m [21–23]. If the νe and
νe wavepacket spatial widths are indeed near the low end of these limits, it has a

1For example, a νe with 1 MeV kinetic energy has an interaction cross section of roughly 10−42 cm2.
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significant impact in the neutrino physics landscape, including alleviating tension in
models for sterile neutrinos with eV-scale masses through model-dependent fits to
available data [24, 25].

To extract physics from the oscillation data, however, interpretation within the
lepton mixing framework of the SM is required [15]. Given the current pervading
anomalies in the neutrino physics landscape [26], there is a need for new experimen-
tal techniques that can provide model-independent access to the neutrino. Clever new
experimental concepts have been presented to address this need using efficient, small
scale setups [27–29] that are less model-dependent and not limited by low neutrino
interaction cross sections. These experiments aim to precisely measure the low-energy
recoiling atoms in nuclear electron capture (EC) decay [30] to access information of
the neutrino directly through its entanglement in the final state of radioactive decay.
Of these new concepts, the beryllium electron capture in superconducting tunnel junc-
tions (BeEST) experiment [27] is currently the only one to practically employ the
concept of direct EC daughter recoil detection for neutrino physics [31] and astro-
physics [32]. In this paper, we report the first direct limit on the spatial width of a
neutrino wavepacket from the energy width of the recoiling nucleus in EC decay, σN,E ,
through their mutual entanglement.

Nuclear EC decay is a radioactive decay mode that results from the capture of an
s-wave orbital electron by a proton within the nuclear volume [30]. At the fundamental
level, this weak interaction process transmutes an up quark to a down quark through
the exchange of a W boson within the nucleon and conserves lepton number through
the emission of νe. Within the experimental context of the work presented here, the
observable final state only contains two products: the recoiling heavy daughter system
and νe. This simple two-body system that we observe is entangled at its creation,
and thus a precision measurement of the daughter recoil provides direct access to
information on the neutrino.

With seven nucleons and four electrons, the neutron deficient nucleus beryllium-7
(7Be) is the simplest pure EC decaying system in the nuclear landscape. 7Be decays
to lithium-7 (7Li) and νe with a half-life of T1/2 = 53.22(6) days [33] and a total decay
energy of QEC = 861.963(23) keV [34]. A small branch of 10.44(4)% results in the
population of a short-lived excited nuclear state in 7Li (T1/2 = 72.8(20) fs) [33] that
de-excites via emission of a 477.603(2) keV γ-ray [35]. In the EC process, the electron
can be captured either from the 1s shell (K-capture) or the 2s shell (L-capture) of Be.
For K-capture, the binding energy of the 1s hole is subsequently liberated by emission
of an Auger electron [36]. Since the nuclear decay and subsequent atomic relaxation
occur on short time scales, a direct measurement produces a spectrum with four peaks:
two for K-capture and two for L-capture into the ground state (GS) and the excited
state (ES) of 7Li.

To measure the 7Be EC decay spectrum to high precision, we directly embedded
the 7Be into the top tantalum film of a superconducting tunnel junction (STJ) pixel
that was used as a high energy-resolution sensor [37]. The single STJ pixel used in
this experiment was part of a 36-pixel array where each sensor had a surface area of
208×208 µm2 and consisted of five layers (from top to bottom): Ta (165 nm)—Al (50
nm)—Al2O3 (1 nm)—Al (50 nm)—Ta (265 nm), shown in Fig. 1, that were fabricated
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Fig. 1 A schematic image of the STJ sensor showing the five layers described in the text. The 7Be
radioactive source is sparsely implanted into the Ta lattice of the absorber layer. The upper right
zoom-in shows the final state after EC decay including the 7Li recoil and νe.

by photolithography at STAR Cryoelectronics LLC [38]. STJs exploit the small energy
gap in superconducting Ta (∆Ta ≈ 0.7 meV) to provide ∼ 30× higher energy resolu-
tion than conventional Si or Ge detectors, thus allowing for a precision measurement
of the 7Li recoil energies.

Radioactive 7Be was implanted directly into the top tantalum film of the STJ
pixel through apertures in a Si collimator that was situated ∼ 100 µm above the
chip. The 7Be was produced and delivered to the implantation chamber end-station
at the TRIUMF-ISAC facility in Vancouver, Canada [39] at an energy of 30 keV.
The isotopically pure (∼ 90%) 7Be+ beam was produced using the isotope separation
on-line (ISOL) technique [40] via spallation reactions from a 10 µA, 480-MeV proton
beam incident on a stack of thin uranium carbide targets. Once released from the
target through diffusion, the created beryllium atoms were selectively ionized using
the ion guide laser ion source (IG-LIS) [41] operated in suppression mode [42]. The
resulting beam of 7Be+ ions was implanted at a rate of 6.2×106 s−1 for a period of 25
hours to generate an initial per-pixel activity in the STJs of roughly 50 Bq. Following
implantation, the chip was cleaned and processed at TRIUMF to remove loose and
surface-deposited activity and subsequently shipped to Lawrence Livermore National
Laboratory (LLNL).

The 7Li recoil spectrum from the decay of 7Be was measured at LLNL with the
STJ detector at a temperature of ∼0.1 K in a two-stage adiabatic demagnetization
refrigerator (ADR) with liquid nitrogen and liquid helium precooling. Signal traces
were read out continuously at a rate of 1.25 MSa/s at a 16 bit resolution using a PXIe-
6356 ADC. For real-time in-situ monitoring of the response and energy calibration, the
STJs were simultaneously exposed to 3.49865(15) eV photons from a pulsed, 355 nm
frequency tripled Nd:YVO4 laser triggered at a rate of 100 Hz that was fed into the
cold stage of the ADR through a fiber to illuminate the pixels. The laser intensity was
adjusted such that multi-photon absorption provided a comb of peaks over the energy
range from 20 − 120 eV.
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Fig. 2 The measured 7Li recoil spectrum with the four peaks described in the text for 20 hours of
data from the single STJ pixel shown in the inset. The measured σN,E of the K-GS peak is shown,
and is conservatively extracted as the upper limit on the energy width of the recoil. The calibration
laser spectrum (violet) is also shown for comparison.

Data were acquired for ∼20 hours on November 6, 2022. Voltage traces from the
STJ array were continuously recorded along with the laser and processed using a
trapezoidal filter. The pulsed laser was used for energy calibration and drift correction
over the period of data collection. The laser events were selectively identified in the
data stream via their coincidence with a logic pulse that was used to trigger the laser,
and the comb of peaks is shown in Fig. 2. The laser signal was fit to a superposition of
individual Gaussian functions, each corresponding to an integer multiple of the single
photon energy. The peaks were used to generate a quadratic calibration function which
was applied to the corresponding 7Be spectrum. The energy resolution of the laser
peaks was 1.91(2) eV at 105 eV with residuals of ∼0.01 eV in the region of interest
[43, 44].

The final 7Be decay spectrum shown in Fig. 2 includes events from a single pixel
that were not in coincidence with the laser logic pulse or simultaneous signals in other
pixels. The latter of these two criteria was imposed to remove the large, low-energy
background from 478 keV γ-ray Compton scattering interactions in the 0.5 mm Si
substrate below the STJ array which generated signals in many pixels simultaneously.
The resulting spectrum contains four main peaks resulting from the two atomic and
two nuclear processes described above. The two recoil peaks from the excited state
decay of 7Li were Doppler-broadened from γ-decay in flight [31, 32].

Since the most probable 7Be decay mode is K-shell capture to the nuclear ground
state of 7Li [32], the K-GS peak provides the highest statistical significance for a mea-
surement of the energy width. The K-GS peak shown in Fig. 2 was fit in the region
from 100 − 111 eV with a single Voigt function [45, 46] to extract the energy uncer-
tainty width σN,E ≤ 2.9 eV at 95% confidence level (CL) using the profile likelihood

6



Interatomic
10 15 10 14 10 13 10 12 10 11 10 10

Li, x (m)

Nucleon Heavy nucleus

BeEST
(a)

10 13 10 12 10 11 10 10 10 9 10 8 10 7 10 6 10 5

, x (m)

eV s Electron (1 ) Atomic
Daya Bay

Combined oscillation
BeEST , x = Li, x

BeEST , E = Li, E(b)

Fig. 3 (a) The lower limit on the spatial width of the 7Li final-state recoil compared to the approxi-
mate nuclear and atomic scales. (b) BeEST lower limits on spatial width of νe using the two theoretical
approaches described in the text compared to limits extracted from reactor oscillation experiments
[21, 23]. The band on the left corresponds to neutrino wavepacket widths that improve eV-scale νs
model fits to data [24, 25], and are excluded by both BeEST limits. The other bands show predictions
based on different methods and localization scales (widened for clarity): (i) The green band around
2.7 nm comes from conservation of momentum with localization on the scale of the 1s electron orbital
[49]. (ii) The orange band around 1.4 µm comes from conservation of energy with localization caused
by atomic interactions [50]. (iii) The red band around 200 nm is based on a QFT approach that also
uses atomic interactions for localization [51].

method [47]. Some of this width is due to structural and chemical variations of the
Li 1s binding energy at different sites in the Ta lattice, which contribute O(1eV) to
the broadening [48]. However, due to their complexity and the fact that these effects
are not yet quantified in detail for the BeEST energy spectrum, we conservatively
attributed all of the measured broadening in the K-GS peak to quantum uncertainty.
We then converted the full energy width to a momentum width of the 7Li recoil. The
uncertainty was propagated using σp =

√
m/2E σE and resulted in σLi,p ≤ 16 keV/c.

Finally, using the Heisenberg uncertainty relation, we extracted a lower limit on the
spatial width on the nuclear recoil of σN,x ≥ 6.2 pm, shown in Fig. 3 (a). These results
are based on our measurement of the K-GS peak energy width under the experimen-
tal conditions reported here and have no underlying assumptions about the scale of
localization.

To extract a limit on the neutrino spatial width, σν,x, two approaches were used:
one based on conservation of energy outlined in Ref. [50] and the other on conservation
of momentum in Ref. [52]. In the first method, the neutrino energy width is equivalent
to that of the entangled recoil nucleus, which in our case is the upper-limit on the
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measured energy width σν,E = σN,E ≤ 2.9 eV. This limit was then converted to a
momentum uncertainty using the relativistic energy-momentum relation, pν = Eν/c
and σp = σE/c, and the spatial uncertainty was extracted as σν,x ≥ 35 nm at 95%
CL using the uncertainty principle. We also note that this result is the same as a
similar approach prescribed in Ref. [53] based on environmental interactions leading
to a velocity dependent relation between the spatial width and energy width.

For the second approach reported in Ref. [52], the momentum widths of the recoil
and nucleus are equivalent, σν,p = σLi,p ≤ 16 keV/c, and the uncertainty principle
again gives the spatial width. Under this approach, we determine a lower limit on the
spatial width of the neutrino of σν,x = σN,x ≥ 6.2 pm at 95% CL.

Since the two methods described above yield dramatically different results for
the neutrino wavepacket width, the details of which are discussed extensively in the
literature [49–55], we do not claim validity of one over the other here, but rather
discuss the potential implications of our measurement on the neutrino wavepacket
width extracted using both.

First, our extracted limits on the neutrino widths, σν,x ≥ 6.2 pm and σν,x ≥
35 nm, are both much larger than the level at which wavepacket separation in eV-scale
models could be used to remove tension between reactor experiments and the so-called
“gallium anomaly” in EC decay oscillation experiments [24, 25], as shown in Fig. 3
(b). To place our extracted limits within the context of the broader neutrino physics
landscape, we then take the standard approach [24, 25] of assuming that the variations
in σν,x between types of sources (β± or EC) is small compared to variations between
scales of localization. Under this treatment, our lower-limit on the neutrino width
extracted using the first approach is more stringent than the previous experimental
limits on σν,x by reactor sources by more than an order of magnitude. Additionally, our
limits using either method exclude the possibility of future experiments such as JUNO
to be able to observe wavepacket separation [22, 56]. These results have implications
beyond what is discussed here, however for clarity and model-independence of what
we report we only present the above discussion.

Beyond the implications for neutrino physics, perhaps the more important result
from our work is the potential to use nuclear EC decay as a fundamental test of
quantum mechanics at subatomic scales. Since the electron is captured and the neu-
trino is produced within the nuclear volume via weak coupling at the quark level,
there is a question as to whether processes such as short-range correlations [57] are
able to decohere and localize the system via interactions within the atomic nucleus
(<10 fm). Our experimental determination of the position width of the daughter recoil,
σN,x ≥ 6.2 pm, excludes this possibility by several orders of magnitude. This general
conclusion is consistent with nuclear γ decay, an electromagnetic process, in highly
localized environments through the Mössbauer effect, which suggests localization on
the scale of 1-10 pm [58].

In summary, we present a new experimental concept using highly localized EC
decaying rare isotopes inside superconducting sensors to measure the quantum prop-
erties of the final-state system in electroweak nuclear decay. Here, we report an upper
limit of the energy width of the recoiling 7Li system from the EC decay of 7Be in a tan-
talum matrix at 0.1 K of σE,N ≤ 2.9 eV (95% CL). This limit corresponds to a limit
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on the spatial width of the 7Li nuclear recoil of σN,x ≥ 6.2 pm, which suggests that
localization of the final state system occurs at a scale much larger than the nucleus
in which the interaction occurs. From this measurement, we extract limits on the spa-
tial width of the entangled neutrino using two methods reported in the literature, the
first such limits on an EC νe source to date. Although the extraction of this value
depends dramatically on the theoretical prescriptions used, both methods give neu-
trino wavepacket sizes that are too large to observe wavepacket separation in future
large scale oscillation experiments such as JUNO, and does not relieve the tension in
3+1 νs model fits. These results demonstrate the power of using precision measure-
ments of EC decay as a probe of fundamental physics, and the reported results have
implications for the details of neutrino oscillation and BSM theories, as well as serving
as a test of quantum mechanics at the subatomic scale.
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Chu, Y.: Schrödinger cat states of a 16-microgram mechanical oscilla-
tor. Science 380(6642), 274–278 (2023) https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adf7553
https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.adf7553

[5] Beckey, J., Carney, D., Marocco, G.: Quantum measurements in fundamental
physics: a user’s manual (2023)

[6] Bass, S.D., Doser, M.: Quantum sensing for particle physics. Nature Reviews
Physics (2024) https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-024-00714-3

[7] Fukuda, Y., Hayakawa, T., Ichihara, E., Inoue, K., Ishihara, K., Ishino, H., Itow,
Y., Kajita, T., Kameda, J., Kasuga, S., Kobayashi, K., Kobayashi, Y., Koshio, Y.,
Miura, M., Nakahata, M., Nakayama, S., Okada, A., Okumura, K., Sakurai, N.,
Shiozawa, M., Suzuki, Y., Takeuchi, Y., Totsuka, Y., Yamada, S., Earl, M., Habig,
A., Kearns, E., Messier, M.D., Scholberg, K., Stone, J.L., Sulak, L.R., Walter,
C.W., Goldhaber, M., Barszczxak, T., Casper, D., Gajewski, W., Halverson, P.G.,
Hsu, J., Kropp, W.R., Price, L.R., Reines, F., Smy, M., Sobel, H.W., Vagins,
M.R., Ganezer, K.S., Keig, W.E., Ellsworth, R.W., Tasaka, S., Flanagan, J.W.,
Kibayashi, A., Learned, J.G., Matsuno, S., Stenger, V.J., Takemori, D., Ishii, T.,
Kanzaki, J., Kobayashi, T., Mine, S., Nakamura, K., Nishikawa, K., Oyama, Y.,
Sakai, A., Sakuda, M., Sasaki, O., Echigo, S., Kohama, M., Suzuki, A.T., Haines,
T.J., Blaufuss, E., Kim, B.K., Sanford, R., Svoboda, R., Chen, M.L., Conner,
Z., Goodman, J.A., Sullivan, G.W., Hill, J., Jung, C.K., Martens, K., Mauger,
C., McGrew, C., Sharkey, E., Viren, B., Yanagisawa, C., Doki, W., Miyano, K.,
Okazawa, H., Saji, C., Takahata, M., Nagashima, Y., Takita, M., Yamaguchi,
T., Yoshida, M., Kim, S.B., Etoh, M., Fujita, K., Hasegawa, A., Hasegawa, T.,
Hatakeyama, S., Iwamoto, T., Koga, M., Maruyama, T., Ogawa, H., Shirai, J.,
Suzuki, A., Tsushima, F., Koshiba, M., Nemoto, M., Nishijima, K., Futagami, T.,
Hayato, Y., Kanaya, Y., Kaneyuki, K., Watanabe, Y., Kielczewska, D., Doyle,
R.A., George, J.S., Stachyra, A.L., Wai, L.L., Wilkes, R.J., Young, K.K.: Evidence
for Oscillation of Atmospheric Neutrinos. Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 1562–1567 (1998)
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.1562

[8] Ahmad, Q.R., Allen, R.C., Andersen, T.C., Anglin, J.D., Bühler, G., Barton, J.C.,
Beier, E.W., Bercovitch, M., Bigu, J., Biller, S., Black, R.A., Blevis, I., Boardman,
R.J., Boger, J., Bonvin, E., Boulay, M.G., Bowler, M.G., Bowles, T.J., Brice, S.J.,
Browne, M.C., Bullard, T.V., Burritt, T.H., Cameron, K., Cameron, J., Chan,
Y.D., Chen, M., Chen, H.H., Chen, X., Chon, M.C., Cleveland, B.T., Clifford,
E.T.H., Cowan, J.H.M., Cowen, D.F., Cox, G.A., Dai, Y., Dai, X., Dalnoki-
Veress, F., Davidson, W.F., Doe, P.J., Doucas, G., Dragowsky, M.R., Duba,
C.A., Duncan, F.A., Dunmore, J., Earle, E.D., Elliott, S.R., Evans, H.C., Ewan,
G.T., Farine, J., Fergani, H., Ferraris, A.P., Ford, R.J., Fowler, M.M., Frame, K.,
Frank, E.D., Frati, W., Germani, J.V., Gil, S., Goldschmidt, A., Grant, D.R.,

10

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0663-9
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adf7553
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.adf7553
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-024-00714-3
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.1562


Hahn, R.L., Hallin, A.L., Hallman, E.D., Hamer, A., Hamian, A.A., Haq, R.U.,
Hargrove, C.K., Harvey, P.J., Hazama, R., Heaton, R., Heeger, K.M., Heintzel-
man, W.J., Heise, J., Helmer, R.L., Hepburn, J.D., Heron, H., Hewett, J., Hime,
A., Howe, M., Hykawy, J.G., Isaac, M.C.P., Jagam, P., Jelley, N.A., Jillings, C.,
Jonkmans, G., Karn, J., Keener, P.T., Kirch, K., Klein, J.R., Knox, A.B., Komar,
R.J., Kouzes, R., Kutter, T., Kyba, C.C.M., Law, J., Lawson, I.T., Lay, M., Lee,
H.W., Lesko, K.T., Leslie, J.R., Levine, I., Locke, W., Lowry, M.M., Luoma,
S., Lyon, J., Majerus, S., Mak, H.B., Marino, A.D., McCauley, N., McDonald,
A.B., McDonald, D.S., McFarlane, K., McGregor, G., McLatchie, W., Drees,
R.M., Mes, H., Mifflin, C., Miller, G.G., Milton, G., Moffat, B.A., Moorhead, M.,
Nally, C.W., Neubauer, M.S., Newcomer, F.M., Ng, H.S., Noble, A.J., Norman,
E.B., Novikov, V.M., O’Neill, M., Okada, C.E., Ollerhead, R.W., Omori, M.,
Orrell, J.L., Oser, S.M., Poon, A.W.P., Radcliffe, T.J., Roberge, A., Robertson,
B.C., Robertson, R.G.H., Rowley, J.K., Rusu, V.L., Saettler, E., Schaffer, K.K.,
Schuelke, A., Schwendener, M.H., Seifert, H., Shatkay, M., Simpson, J.J., Sinclair,
D., Skensved, P., Smith, A.R., Smith, M.W.E., Starinsky, N., Steiger, T.D., Stok-
stad, R.G., Storey, R.S., Sur, B., Tafirout, R., Tagg, N., Tanner, N.W., Taplin,
R.K., Thorman, M., Thornewell, P., Trent, P.T., Tserkovnyak, Y.I., Van Berg,
R., Water, R.G., Virtue, C.J., Waltham, C.E., Wang, J.-X., Wark, D.L., West,
N., Wilhelmy, J.B., Wilkerson, J.F., Wilson, J., Wittich, P., Wouters, J.M., Yeh,
M.: Measurement of the Rate of νe + d → p + p + e− Interactions Produced by
8b Solar Neutrinos at the Sudbury Neutrino Observatory. Phys. Rev. Lett. 87,
071301 (2001) https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.071301

[9] Ramond, P.: Journeys Beyond the Standard Model vol. 101, (1999)

[10] Bilenky, S.M.: Neutrino in Standard Model and beyond. Phys. Part. Nucl. 46(4),
475–496 (2015) https://doi.org/10.1134/S1063779615040024

[11] Taroni, A.: Nobel Prize 2015: Kajita and McDonald. Nature Physics 11(11),
891–891 (2015) https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3543

[12] Formaggio, J.A., Zeller, G.P.: From ev to EeV: Neutrino cross sections across
energy scales. Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 1307–1341 (2012) https://doi.org/10.1103/
RevModPhys.84.1307

[13] Abbasi, R., Ackermann, M., Adams, J., Agarwalla, S.K., Aguilar, J.A., Ahlers,
M., Alameddine, J.M., Amin, N.M., Andeen, K., Anton, G., Argüelles, C., Ashida,
Y., Athanasiadou, S., Ausborm, L., Axani, S.N., Bai, X., Balagopal V, A., Barice-
vic, M., Barwick, S.W., Basu, V., Bay, R., Beatty, J.J., Tjus, J.B., Beise, J.,
Bellenghi, C., Benning, C., BenZvi, S., Berley, D., Bernardini, E., Besson, D.Z.,
Blaufuss, E., Blot, S., Bontempo, F., Book, J.Y., Meneguolo, C.B., Böser, S.,
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T., Diaz, A., Dı́az-Vélez, J.C., Dittmer, M., Domi, A., Dujmovic, H., DuVernois,
M.A., Ehrhardt, T., Eimer, A., Eller, P., Ellinger, E., Mentawi, S.E., Elsässer, D.,
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