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Neutrinos with refractive masses
and the DESI baryon acoustic oscillation results
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Due to interactions with dark matter, neutrinos can acquire refractive masses which explain the data from
oscillation experiments. We study the effects of relic neutrinos with refractive masses on structure
formation in the Universe. In the model with a light fermionic mediator, above the resonance energy, Ep,
associated with the mass of the mediator, refractive masses have all the properties identical to the usual
vacuum masses. Below the resonance, refractive masses decrease with neutrino energy, however, they
cannot be used in the same way as usual masses. We study the dispersion relations and group velocities of
such neutrinos and their dependence on redshift. We show that in the epoch of structure formation, relic

neutrinos were ultrarelativistic and essentially massless particles for Er = (10 — 103) eV. This allows us to
reconcile the values of masses extracted from oscillation experiments with the stringent bounds on sum of

neutrino masses from cosmological surveys.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Origins of neutrino masses, nature of dark matter (DM),
and possible interactions between neutrinos and DM are
among the major outstanding issues in particle physics and
cosmology. Recent measurements of baryonic acoustic
oscillations (BAO) from the first year of operation of the
Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI) [1], along
with measurements of the cosmic microwave background
(CMB) polarization, temperature and lensing by PLANCK
[2], as well as data from the ACT [3], constrain the sum of
neutrino masses »  m®™ < 0.072 eV at 95% confidence
level (CL). This bound disfavors the inverted mass ordering
(IO) of neutrinos at 3¢. Furthermore, the posterior distri-
bution of ) m{>™ peaks at zero, thus indicating a slight
tension with even normal mass ordering (NO). A more
stringent bound, > m,, < 0.043 eV at 26 CL, was obtained
by combining DESI BAO and CMB results with supernova
Ia, GRB and x-ray observations [4].

Recall that oscillation data being sensitive to neutrino
mass-squared differences allows one to get a lower bound
on neutrino masses. In the case of normal mass ordering
(NO), m3 > \/Am3, and m, > \/Am3,. This leads to a
lower bound on the sum of masses: Y m%* = 0.057 eV. In
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the case of inverted ordering (10), m; = m, > Am%l, we
obtain ) m* = 0.11 eV. Thus,

Z mI(J)SC > Z mgosm (1)

for IO and even for NO in the peak of posterior distribution.
Future observations can further strengthen the cosmologi-
cal bound. The reason of this tension could be some
cosmological uncertainties. In Ref. [5], it was claimed that
the DESI measurement seems to favor > m, <0, if a
positive Y m, is not imposed a priori. Such a measure-
ment, if confirmed, can point to enhanced matter clustering,
and can be explained in a scenario where DM interacts with
itself through long-range forces.

Does the inequality in Eq. (1) make sense? Can the sum
of neutrino masses determined in oscillation experiments
be reconciled with the strong cosmological bound? Notice
that the oscillation masses are determined at present epoch,
z = 0, at neutrino energies £ > 0.1 MeV, and in the solar
system. In contrast, the cosmological bound concerns the
average neutrino mass in the Universe during the epoch of
structure formation, z = 10-1000 and at low neutrino
energies, E = (0.01-1) eV. Can this difference explain
the inequality in Eq. (1)? Of course, usual neutrino masses
generated by the Higgs vacuum expectation value (VEV) in
local interactions should not change with E, z and location.

There are several possibilities which could explain the
inequality in Eq. (1). Neutrinos can be massless in the early
Universe and pick up a mass later due to a late phase
transition [6-8]. Neutrino masses can be time-varying,
either as a result of coupling directly with ultralight scalar
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fields, or through mixing with sterile neutrinos, which in
turn, interact with an ultralight scalar [9]. In these scenarios,
neutrino masses are small in the early Universe, but later,
after neutrinos become nonrelativistic, the masses grow to
the present values. Other ideas include neutrino decays or
annihilation to lighter particles, thereby reducing the
energy density in massive neutrinos, or cooling the neu-
trinos, through new interactions with DM [5].

Thus, the cosmological surveys raise an important
question on the nature of the neutrino mass: is it generated
through a vacuum expectation value (VEV) in a short
range interaction, or does it have a dynamical or refractive
origin?

In this paper, we explore the possibility that the cosmo-
logical bound on the sum of neutrino masses can be
stronger than the lower bound from oscillations. We assume
that neutrino masses have a dynamical nature, such that the
effective masses of the relic neutrinos were smaller in the
epoch of structure formation in the Universe than now.
Scenarios in which neutrinos acquire masses partially or
completely through interactions with light dark matter have
been considered in [10-24]. However, the cosmological
consequences of refractive neutrino masses have not been
studied in detail before.

We use the scenario studied in [25], where neutrinos
acquire an effective mass-squared via scattering on ultra-
light dark matter (ULDM), mediated by a light fermion. We
consider the evolution of relic neutrinos with refractive
masses and show that in the epoch of structure formation,
they appear essentially as massless particles, thus allowing
us to satisfy the cosmological bound and the inequality in
Eq. (1). The key new result of the paper is that refractive
mass at low energies (in contrast to high energies) cannot
be considered as usual mass and therefore the cosmological
consequences of neutrinos with refraction on dark matter
should be treated differently from the beginning. In Sec. II,
we consider the neutrino potential generated by interac-
tions with DM and its dependence on the redshift z, the
resonance energy, and the C-asymmetry of the DM. In
Sec. III, we study the key elements relevant for structure
formation: the dispersion relations of neutrinos and anti-
neutrinos, the group velocities of relic neutrinos and their
evolution, the relativistic to nonrelativistic transition. In
Sec. IV, we discuss the obtained results and conclude.

II. NEUTRINO POTENTIAL AND REFRACTIVE
MASS AND THEIR EVOLUTION

We assume that massless neutrinos interact with ULDM
composed of scalar bosons ¢, via a light fermionic mediator
¥, through the effective Yukawa interaction gyveg + H.c.'

'This effective interaction is not gauge invariant, but can be
generated after electroweak symmetry breaking. Examples of UV
complete gauge invariant models that lead to such interactions
can be found in [14,26].

Elastic forward scattering of neutrinos on the cold gas of ¢
produces an effective potential [25]

mgsy y—¢€ 2 92(n¢ + ﬁ(/))
= 2_ 1’ Masy =—""— -

(2)

Here mj is the effective mass-squared, n,(ii;) is the
number density of ULDM particles (antiparticles) and m,
is the ULDM mass. We define y = E,/Eg. The resonance
energy Ex =m2/(2my,), where m, is the mass of the
mediator and € = (n,; — i)/ (n, + 71,) is the C-asymmetry
of DM, see [27] for example for models of light asymmetric
DM. For nonrelativistic DM, the energy density equals
Py = my(ng + iiy), and hence mgy, = g*p,/m3 [25]. The
potential for antineutrinos is given by the same expression as
Eq. (4) with the substitution € — —¢. Similarly, due to
interaction with DM and v, the fermion y also picks up a
refraction mass, which is of the same order as the neutrino
refractive mass [25].

At energies much above the resonance, y > 1, the
potential becomes V = mﬁsy /2E, thus reproducing the
standard term due to neutrino mass in the Hamiltonian
of flavor evolution of neutrinos. Therefore, mgsy can be
identified with the mass-squared extracted from the oscil-
lation experiments, e.g., may, ~ Am3,, etc. There are two
viable regions of parameters of the model in which the
observed values of oscillation parameters can be repro-
duced and all the existing bounds are satisfied [25]:
(i) my~10""¢eV, g~1071° m,~10"* eV, and
(i) my ~ 10722 eV, g~ 10721, m, ~ 10719 V.

In the opposite case, y < 1, relevant for the relic
neutrinos, we have

2 2 2
My g _ g _
V~2ER€—m—§(n¢+n¢)€—m—)2((n¢—n ), (3)

which coincides with the Wolfenstein potential [28].

Let us consider the evolution of the average potential in
the Universe for relic neutrinos (see Fig. 1). The potential is
proportional to the number density of dark matter and
therefore it increases with z as (1 + z)*:

2

mas
V(z) = >

e 2 @

y(z)P =1

Here y(z) = yo(1 +2),yo = Ey/Eg,and Ey = 5 x 10™* eV
is the present (z = 0) average energy of relic neutrinos. In
Eq. (4), £ ~ 10 is the local overdensity of DM. For e # 0
and y < 1, the expression in Eq. (4) simplifies as

2

Vo) m g ee(l +2), (5)
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FIG. 1. Dependence of the neutrino momentum and the

effective potential on redshift z for different values of the resonant
energy Ep and DM charge asymmetry, ¢ = 1 (solid lines) and

¢ = 0 (dashed lines). We take m,y, = /Am3; = 0.05 eV.

that is, it does not depend on the energy of the neutrino. In the
case of ¢ = 0, we obtain from Eq. (4),

Yo&(1 4 2)*. (6)

The moduli of this potential increases with z faster than that
in Eq. (4), but has much smaller value at z = 0 (see Fig. 1).

We can introduce the refractive mass-squared as
in? = 2yVER = 2VE. It is proportional to the DM density
and hence depends on space-time coordinates. For y > 1,
the refractive mass-squared has all the properties identical
to the vacuum mass-squared. Below the resonance, y < 1,
the mass-squared decreases as ye for € # 0 and as y? for
e =0, i.e., a sharper decline. Furthermore, the effective
mass-squared has opposite signs for neutrinos and anti-
neutrinos. This decrease of modulus of the potential
indicates that the bound on sum of usual neutrino masses
can be avoided. However, as we will see later, below
resonance, the refractive mass cannot be used in the same
way as the usual mass, and, in particular, it cannot be used
in consideration of cosmological bound.

The decrease of mass with energy also affects kinemati-
cal measurements of neutrino mass in the beta decay, in
particular, of >H as used by the KATRIN collaboration [29].
The decay rate depends on the neutrino mass via the
neutrino momentum p,: I' < p,. In the case of the usual
mass, we have \/E2 —m2 = /(Q, —T,)? — m2, where
0, is the end point of spectrum and 7, is the kinetic energy
of electron. In the refractive mass case, p, = 0, — T, — V.
This would be equivalent to m2 = 2p,V, and the latter can
be negative. For Eg = 100 eV, |m3,,| = Amj, relevant for
beta decay and p, = 1 eV, this gives |m,|~ 1073 eV—
much below the KATRIN sensitivity.

Note that we consider scalar DM-fermionic mediator
case for defineness and simplicity. In principle, a vector

boson like a light dark photon, can also be considered as a
mediator [14]. An ultralight fermionic DM is difficult to
accommodate due to strong constraints on their number
density from the exclusion principle. The DM can also be
an ultralight vector boson, as considered in [13].

III. NEUTRINOS WITH REFRACTIVE MASS
AND DESI OBSERVATIONS

The cosmological limit on the sum of neutrino masses
rely on a determination of the amount of matter clustering
during structure formation. The information about cluster-
ing is obtained through an accurate measurement of the
CMB lensing power spectra (from PLANCK and ACT) and
the net amount of nonrelativistic matter content from the
BAO, recently observed by DESI with high precision.

Let us first outline how neutrinos with usual vacuum
mass affect structure formation. Neutrino masses determine
the scale of free streaming, Aps(t) ~ v,(t,m)/H(t), where
v, is the group velocity and H is the Hubble constant. At
smaller scales, 1 < Agg, neutrinos do not cluster and damp
density perturbations of DM and baryons. Correspon-
dingly, neutrinos erase perturbations with wave numbers
k bigger than free streaming wave number, kgg ~ 1/Aps.
Essentially, neutrino masses start affecting the power
spectrum of perturbations, P, (k), at k., which corresponds
to a transition to nonrelativistic regime, when p, = m,,.
The damping effect of the power spectrum is determined
by f, = (p, + py)/pm—the fraction of energy density in
neutrinos and antineutrinos in the total matter energy
density, p,,. In the nonrelativistic case, p, ~ m,n,, where
n, (i,) is the number density of neutrinos (antineutrinos).
There are two main reasons of suppression of the power
spectrum at k > k,,.: (i) since neutrinos do not cluster, their
fraction f, should be subtracted from the power spectrum,
and (ii) neutrinos reduce the rate of growth of perturbation
by contributing to expansion rate of the Universe (thus
weakening the gravitational clustering) but not clustering
themselves. As a result, a suppression of power spectrum
equals approximately [30]

Pm,, (k)
Py(k)

:1_8fw (7)

where Py(k) is the spectrum in the case of massless
neutrinos. Increase of f, due to increase of neutrino mass
leads to stronger suppression of the power spectrum.
Hence, to estimate the effect of neutrinos with refractive
mass on structure formation, we need to find their group
velocities, energy density and explore the relativistic to
nonrelativistic transition.

For massless neutrinos with refraction effect, the
dispersion relation reads

E=p,+V. (8)
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Figure 1 shows the dependence of p, and V on z. For small
redshift, one finds V <« p,, but as z increases, V increases
faster than p, and they become comparable at 7 > 10°. An
important quantity is the ratio V/p which determines the
perturbativity of approach [25]. For y < ¢ < 1, we have

V(z) _ may

e = 3ELE, Ee(1 +2)% (9)

According to Eq. (9),
V(z)/p(z) £0.1 gives

the perturbativity condition

E
1 <63x103, | —8% 10
(I+2) <63 (102 eV)e (10)
For ¢ = 0, we obtain
V(z) mig
oo - g (1)
4 R

and the inequality |V/p| < 0.1 leads to

ER 2/3
102 eV> ' (12)

(1+z)§3x104<

For a given z, the perturbativity conditions, Egs. (10) and
(12), constrain from below the values of Ejy.

According to Eq. (8), the group velocity of neutrinos
equals

E
g:d”:l—d—v. (13)
dp, dp

v

Using the expression for V(z) from Eq. (4), we find the
deviation of v, from 1 in the epoch z,

i 31+ y(z)* = 2ey(z)
T S O

Dependence of the deviation 1 — v, on z is shown in Fig. 2
for different values of Ey. It is compared with the standard
mass case 1 — v, = p/E~m?/2E?. For small y (realized
for parameters in this plot), the deviation in Eq. (14) does
not depend practically on e, in contrast to V and 7i2%. Indeed,
for y < 1, Eq. (14) gives

1-w

(14)

2

Ty (1 4 2)3. (15)

1 — =
KAy

The deviation does not depend on energy. Ratio of the
deviations for refractive and usual masses equals
(1 +z)3E?/E%, which is small for E?> < E%. For
miy = m* = Am3,, they become comparable only for
z > 1000. According to Fig. 2, neutrinos with refractive

T T T

0.1 Standard

1074

10—10

107"

0.01 1 100 107

FIG. 2. The deviation of the group velocity of neutrinos from 1
as a function of the redshift for different values of E; (numbers
on top of the curves). The lines for ¢ = 0 and ¢ = 1 practically
coincide. The standard case for relativistic neutrinos is also

shown. We use m,g, = \/Am3; = 0.05 eV.

mass ~0.05 eV are ultrarelativistic in whole time interval
of structure formation up to z = 10* for Ex > 10 eV.

Group velocities of neutrinos with usual and refractive
masses have an opposite dependence on z: in the usual case,
with increase of z, one has v, — 1 and neutrinos become
relativistic; on the other hand, in the refractive case, v, — 0
and neutrinos become nonrelativistic. The latter may
happen in the epoch of radiation-dominated Universe.

The deviation, Eq. (14), differs from the one obtained by
naive substitution m?> — /2 in the standard formula for the
group velocity: 1 — v, = m?*/(2p?) = V/p This is bigger
than the estimation in Eq. (14) by the factor ¢Eg/p. This
shows that 7? cannot be used in the same way as usual
mass-squared.

The energy densities in neutrinos and antineutrinos equal

Pv = Eunu = (pu + V)nw
Py = El/ﬁl/ = (pl/ - V)ﬁl/' (16)

Their sum does not depend on V for n, = 7n1,, being the
same as in the case for massless neutrinos. For nonzero
lepton asymmetry, AL = (n, —71,)/(n, + 71,), we have

_ \%4
Prot = Pu + Py = pu(nu + nu) |:1 + ;AL:| . (17)

The key parameters relevant for cosmology are Ep,
(1 + z) and e. Different bounds in the Ex — (1 + z) plane
are shown in Fig. 3. We present the lines V(z)/p(z) = 0.1
for ¢ = 0 and ¢ = 1 which restrict the region of perturba-
tivity (colored regions are excluded). The bounds—Ilower
on Ep and upper on (1 + z)—are stronger in the case
of e =1.

Interestingly, for Ex = (10 — 103) eV, neutrinos with
refractive mass are in the perturbation regime at energies
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FIG. 3. Perturbativity constraints V/p < 0.1 in the Ep — (1 +

z) plane for ¢ =0 and € = 1. The colored parts show the
excluded regions. The dashed line corresponds to the group
velocity v, = 1/ /2 or, equivalently to (1 + z),,. Also shown is
the region of neutrino energies above resonance given by y > 1.

relevant for both oscillations [25] and for relic neutrinos in
epoch of structure formation.

The resonance condition y = 1 yields Ex = Ey(1 + z).
According to Fig. 3, the perturbativity requirement is more
stringent than y < 1. So, in the region V(z) < p(z), we
have y <1, which justifies, in particular, the use of
expression in Eq. (15).

Figure 3 also shows the line corresponding to
v, = 1/\/5, or p =m in usual mass case, that is, the
transition to the nonrelativistic regime. Using Eq. (15), we
find an analytical expression of this line

B E% 1/3
(142), = <O.6§m§sy> . (18)

It is shifted by a factor of 3'/3 to larger values of (1 + z)
with respect to the border line of the perturbativity con-
dition for € = 0. For bigger values Ey or smaller values of
(1 + z) with respect to this line, neutrinos can be considered
as relativistic. In this region, the situation for structure
formation is similar to that for massless neutrinos.

From Fig. 3, for a given E, at a large z, we have
(14 z) > (1+ z),,, implying that neutrinos are nonrelativ-
istic, with v, <1, and consequently, small free-streaming
scale. This would correspond to f, ~ 0 and neutrino con-
tributing to cold DM. As z decreases, (1 +z) < (1 4 2),.
neutrinos become relativistic and f, ~ f,(m = 0). For
Er ~ 1 eV, the transition from nonrelativistic to relativistic
cases occurs at z = 10?103, thus affecting structure for-
mation. This may appear as some effect of neutrino mass but
distortion of the power spectrum is expected to be different.
Note, however, that for ¢ = 0, we have V/E = 0.5 along the

border line (1 + z),,, so perturbative consideration may not
work well in this range.

Notice that the effective neutrino mass can be defined via
the group velocity as meg = p(v;”> —1)V/? as in the
standard case. Using this equation and Eq. (15) for
(1-wv,) <1, we obtain

Megr & p/2(1 = v,) & masyEiR\/é(l +2)%  (19)

It should be compared with 7 = Vin> = /2pV. Fol-
lowing Eq. (13), one can write mgy = p\/2dV/dp =

\/2p?dV/dp. Explicitly, the ratio of these masses equals

mer _p(2)

n Ep

(20)

So, mgy can be orders of magnitude smaller than the
refractive mass /. This shows again that refractive mass
cannot be used at low energies for description of structure
formation. Correspondingly, the cosmological bound on the
parameter space of the model is weaker than that obtained
in [25].

IV. CONCLUSION

We studied the cosmological evolution of neutrinos with
refractive masses and their influence on structure formation
in the Universe. In the model with a light fermionic
mediator, below the resonance energy, the refractive masses
decrease with E,, indicating that cosmological bound on
the sum of neutrino masses can be avoided. However,
below resonance, one cannot use the refractive masses in
the same way as the usual (vacuum) masses. Therefore,
the effects of neutrinos on structure formation should be
considered directly without invoking the refractive masses.

Using the dispersion relations, we computed the
group velocity of neutrinos and studied its properties.
We showed that for 7 <10° and Ei > 100 eV, the
deviation 1 — v, <1, i.e., neutrinos are ultrarelativistic.
Furthermore, in this range of E and z, one finds V/p < 1,
so that both the dispersion relation and the total energy
practically coincide with those for massless neutrinos.
Neutrinos with refractive masses appear as massless par-
ticles in the epoch of structure formation and therefore the
cosmological analysis, if interpreted in terms of usual
neutrino mass, would give zero mass. This removes the
tension, Eq. (1), between the sum of neutrino masses
determined from oscillation results and the bounds derived
from cosmology. As a result, not only normal ordering and
inverted ordering mass spectra but also quasidegenerate
spectrum is allowed.

Searches of nonzero neutrino masses in cosmology
is a test of nature of neutrino masses, and in particular,
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their possible refraction origins. That would be the case if
future cosmological surveys confirm the inequality in
Eq. (1). Establishing the refraction origins of neutrino
mass would also imply discovery of the nature of dark
matter.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank the Galileo Galilei Institute for Theoretical
Physics for the hospitality and the INFN for partial support
during the completion of this work.

[1]1 A.G. Adame et al. (DESI Collaboration), DESI 2024 VI:
Cosmological constraints from the measurements of baryon
acoustic oscillations, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 02 (2025)
021.

[2] N. Aghanim er al. (Planck Collaboration), Planck 2018
results. V. CMB power spectra and likelihoods, Astron.
Astrophys. 641, AS (2020).

[3] F.J. Qu et al. (ACT Collaboration), The Atacama Cosmol-
ogy Telescope: A measurement of the DR6 CMB lensing
power spectrum and its implications for structure growth,
Astrophys. J. 962, 112 (2024).

[4] D. Wang, O. Mena, E.D. Valentino, and S. Gariazzo,
Updating neutrino mass constraints with background mea-
surements, Phys. Rev. D 110, 103536 (2024).

[5] N. Craig, D. Green, J. Meyers, and S. Rajendran, No vs is
good news, J. High Energy Phys. 09 (2024) 097.

[6] G. Dvali and L. Funcke, Small neutrino masses from
gravitational @-term, Phys. Rev. D 93, 113002 (2016).

[7] C.S. Lorenz, L. Funcke, E. Calabrese, and S. Hannestad,
Time-varying neutrino mass from a supercooled phase
transition: Current cosmological constraints and impact
on the Q,,-og plane, Phys. Rev. D 99, 023501 (2019).

[8] C.S. Lorenz, L. Funcke, M. Loffler, and E. Calabrese,
Reconstruction of the neutrino mass as a function of
redshift, Phys. Rev. D 104, 123518 (2021).

[9] R. Fardon, A. E. Nelson, and N. Weiner, Dark energy from
mass varying neutrinos, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 10
(2004) 005.

[10] A. Berlin, Neutrino oscillations as a probe of light scalar
dark matter, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 231801 (2016).

[11] G. Krnjaic, P. A.N. Machado, and L. Necib, Distorted
neutrino oscillations from time varying cosmic fields, Phys.
Rev. D 97, 075017 (2018).

[12] V. Brdar, J. Kopp, J. Liu, P. Prass, and X.-P. Wang, Fuzzy
dark matter and nonstandard neutrino interactions, Phys.
Rev. D 97, 043001 (2018).

[13] F. Capozzi, . M. Shoemaker, and L. Vecchi, Neutrino
oscillations in dark backgrounds, J. Cosmol. Astropart.
Phys. 07 (2018) 004.

[14] K.-Y. Choi, E. J. Chun, and J. Kim, Neutrino oscillations in
dark matter, Phys. Dark Universe 30, 100606 (2020).

[15] A. Dev, P. A.N. Machado, and P. Martinez-Miravé, Sig-
natures of ultralight dark matter in neutrino oscillation
experiments, J. High Energy Phys. 01 (2021) 094.

[16] K.-Y. Choi, E.J. Chun, and J. Kim, Dispersion of neutrinos
in a medium, arXiv:2012.09474.

[17] M. Losada, Y. Nir, G. Perez, and Y. Shpilman, Probing
scalar dark matter oscillations with neutrino oscillations,
J. High Energy Phys. 04 (2022) 030.

[18] G.-y. Huang and N. Nath, Neutrino meets ultralight dark
matter: Ovpf decay and cosmology, J. Cosmol. Astropart.
Phys. 05 (2022) 034.

[19] E.J. Chun, Neutrino transition in dark matter, arXiv:2112
.05057.

[20] A. Dev, G. Krnjaic, P. Machado, and H. Ramani, Con-
straining feeble neutrino interactions with ultralight dark
matter, Phys. Rev. D 107, 035006 (2023).

[21] G.-y. Huang, M. Lindner, P. Martinez-Miravé, and M. Sen,
Cosmology-friendly time-varying neutrino masses via
the sterile neutrino portal, Phys. Rev. D 106, 033004
(2022).

[22] H. Davoudiasl and P.B. Denton, Sterile neutrino shape-
shifting caused by dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 108, 035013
(2023).

[23] M. Losada, Y. Nir, G. Perez, 1. Savoray, and Y. Shpilman,
Time dependent CP-even and CP-odd signatures of scalar
ultra-light dark matter in neutrino oscillations, Phys. Rev. D
108, 055004 (2023).

[24] T. Gherghetta and A. Shkerin, Probing the local dark matter
halo with neutrino oscillations, Phys. Rev. D 108, 095009
(2023).

[25] M. Sen and A.Y. Smirnov, Refractive neutrino masses,
ultralight dark matter and cosmology, J. Cosmol. Astropart.
Phys. 01 (2024) 040.

[26] Y. Farzan, M. Lindner, W. Rodejohann, and X.-J. Xu,
Probing neutrino coupling to a light scalar with coherent
neutrino scattering, J. High Energy Phys. 05 (2018) 066.

[27] G. Alonso-Alvarez, J. Gehrlein, J. Jaeckel, and S. Schenk,
Very light asymmetric dark matter, J. Cosmol. Astropart.
Phys. 09 (2019) 003.

[28] L. Wolfenstein, Neutrino oscillations in matter, Phys. Rev. D
17, 2369 (1978).

[29] M. Aker et al., Direct neutrino-mass measurement based
on 259 days of KATRIN data, Science 388, adq9592
(2025).

[30] J. Lesgourgues and S. Pastor, Neutrino mass from cosmol-
ogy, Adv. High Energy Phys. 2012, 608515 (2012).

103048-6


https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2025/02/021
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2025/02/021
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201936386
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201936386
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/acfe06
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.103536
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2024)097
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.113002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.023501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.123518
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2004/10/005
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2004/10/005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.231801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.075017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.075017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.043001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.043001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/07/004
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/07/004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2020.100606
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2021)094
https://arXiv.org/abs/2012.09474
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2022)030
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/05/034
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/05/034
https://arXiv.org/abs/2112.05057
https://arXiv.org/abs/2112.05057
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.035006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.033004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.033004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.035013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.035013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.055004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.055004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.095009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.095009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/01/040
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/01/040
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2018)066
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/09/003
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/09/003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.17.2369
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.17.2369
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adq9592
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adq9592
https://doi.org/10.1155/2012/608515

	Neutrinos with refractive masses and the DESI baryon acoustic oscillation results
	I. INTRODUCTION
	II. NEUTRINO POTENTIAL AND REFRACTIVE MASS AND THEIR EVOLUTION
	III. NEUTRINOS WITH REFRACTIVE MASS AND DESI OBSERVATIONS
	IV. CONCLUSION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	References


