
J
H
E
P
0
4
(
2
0
2
3
)
0
3
5

Published for SISSA by Springer
Received: December 1, 2022
Revised: February 27, 2023
Accepted: March 26, 2023

Published: April 6, 2023

Physics implications of a combined analysis of
COHERENT CsI and LAr data

V. De Romeri,a O.G. Miranda,b D.K. Papoulias,c G. Sanchez Garcia,a,b M. Tórtolaa
and J.W.F. Vallea
aAHEP Group, Institut de Física Corpuscular — CSIC/Universitat de València
and Departament de Física Teòrica, Universitat de València,
Parc Científic de Paterna, C/ Catedrático José Beltrán, 2 E-46980 Paterna (Valencia), Spain
bDepartamento de Física, Centro de Investigación y de Estudios Avanzados del IPN,
Apartado Postal 14-740, 07000 Ciudad de Mexico, Mexico
cDepartment of Physics, National and Kapodistrian University of Athens,
Zografou Campus GR-15772 Athens, Greece
E-mail: deromeri@ific.uv.es, omar.miranda@cinvestav.mx,
dkpapoulias@phys.uoa.gr, gsanchez@fis.cinvestav.mx,
mariam@ific.uv.es, valle@ific.uv.es

Abstract: The observation of coherent elastic neutrino nucleus scattering has opened the
window to many physics opportunities. This process has been measured by the COHER-
ENT Collaboration using two different targets, first CsI and then argon. Recently, the
COHERENT Collaboration has updated the CsI data analysis with a higher statistics and
an improved understanding of systematics. Here we perform a detailed statistical analysis
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of implications, from tests of the Standard Model to new physics probes. In our analyses
we take into account experimental uncertainties associated to the efficiency as well as the
timing distribution of neutrino fluxes, making our results rather robust. In particular, we
update previous measurements of the weak mixing angle and the neutron root mean square
charge radius for CsI and argon. We also update the constraints on new physics scenarios
including neutrino nonstandard interactions and the most general case of neutrino gen-
eralized interactions, as well as the possibility of light mediators. Finally, constraints on
neutrino electromagnetic properties are also examined, including the conversion to sterile
neutrino states. In many cases, the inclusion of the recent CsI data leads to a dramatic
improvement of bounds.
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1 Introduction

The discovery of oscillations has brought neutrino physics to the precision era [1, 2]. The
field is currently thriving, experiments are growing in size and number, and new detection
concepts are being proposed. Novel ways to probe fundamental parameters of the Standard
Model (SM) as well as new neutrino interactions beyond the SM are now under scrutiny.
In particular, the structure of the neutral current may reveal novel aspects of the physics
associated to neutrino mass generation [3, 4]. This suggests that studies using neutral cur-
rent neutrino interactions can play an important complementary role in neutrino physics.
An example is provided by the new generation of neutrino experiments using coherent
elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering (CEνNS) [5]. Originally proposed by Freedman in the
1970’s [6], CEνNS was finally detected using Spallation Neutron Source (SNS) neutrinos
emerging from pion decay at rest (π-DAR) [7].

So far the COHERENT Collaboration has observed this process at the SNS using
detectors made of CsI [7, 8] and liquid argon (LAr) [9]. More recently, a suggestive evidence
for CEνNS from reactor antineutrinos was reported by the Dresden-II Collaboration [10].
Moreover, several reactor-based CEνNS experiments aim at measuring this process, such
as: CONNIE [11], CONUS [12], νGEN [13], MINER [14], RICOCHET [15], ν-cleus [16],
TEXONO [17], vIOLETA [18] and Scintillating Bubble Chamber (SBC) [19]. There are also
further experimental efforts underway, aiming to use π-DAR at the European Spallation
Source [20] and at the LANSCE Lujan Center [21]. Finally, the newly formed νBDX-
DRIFT Collaboration using a directional time projection chamber aims to measure CEνNS
using decay-in-flight neutrinos produced in the Long Baseline Neutrino Facility (LBNF)
beamline [22].

Here we analyze the updated data release from the CsI COHERENT experiment [8]
and combine this result with the LAr COHERENT data [23]. In so doing, we perform
a detailed analysis that includes all the relevant uncertainties for these experiments such
as, for instance, the timing information as well as the neutrino-electron scattering (ES)
signal for the CsI detector. This combined study of the recent CsI data with the LAr
results provides a solid and updated analysis of COHERENT data, from which we can
extract valuable information both on SM parameters, such as the weak mixing angle at
low momentum transfer [24–26] as well as nuclear physics features [27, 28]. Moreover,
these data can also be used to constrain new physics scenarios. These include neutrino
nonstandard interactions (NSI) [29–33] and neutrino generalized interactions (NGI) [34–37],
light mediators [38–43], CP-violating effects [44], neutrino electromagnetic (EM) properties,
e.g. transition magnetic moments [45–53], charge radius [54, 55], or millicharge [56]. We
also examine CEνNS sensitivities on conversions to sterile neutrinos, induced either by
oscillations [57–59] or by active-to-sterile transition magnetic moments [60–62].

Some of the physics scenarios we discuss have been already constrained using CO-
HERENT data, see for example [24, 37, 43, 63] and [64–66]. However, in some of these
references the new CsI dataset was not included or it was not combined with the liquid
argon data. Note that we improve upon previous analyses by paying special attention
to the experimental details of the COHERENT data. For example, in the CsI analysis
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we include the efficiency and timing information together with their uncertainties, all sys-
tematic uncertainties and the ES background which could mimic a CEνNS signal. In the
LAr case, we also account for all systematic errors. By means of such a careful statistical
analysis, in this paper we have made an effort to address both SM precision tests as well
as new physics scenarios in a comprehensive manner, presenting updated constraints. We
show that the new CsI data dramatically improves the sensitivity, in some cases leading to
stringent constraints, competitive to existing bounds from other observables.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we present all physics scenarios under
scrutiny together with the relevant cross sections. In section 3 we discuss the statistical
analysis procedure, highlighting all details, uncertainties and backgrounds. We discuss our
results in section 4 for each scenario previously introduced in section 2. Finally, in section 5
we conclude and present a table summarizing all the derived bounds.

2 Cross sections for CEνNS and electron scattering

In this section, we provide the necessary cross sections for the case of CEνNS and neutrino-
electron scattering, for various physics scenarios within and beyond the SM.

2.1 Standard physics

The differential CEνNS cross section with respect to the nuclear recoil energy Enr is given
by [6]

dσνN
dEnr

∣∣∣SM

CEνNS
= G2

FmN

π
F 2
W (|~q|2)

(
QSM
V

)2
(

1− mNEnr
2E2

ν

)
, (2.1)

where GF is the Fermi’s constant, Eν denotes the incident neutrino energy, while mN is
the nuclear mass. Notice that eq. (2.1) applies for both neutrinos and antineutrinos. In
addition, within the SM, the CEνNS cross section is flavor independent at tree level, with
small loop corrections that are flavor dependent but have no significant impact for current
experimental sensitivities [67]. The SM weak charge, QSM

V , takes the form

QSM
V = gpV Z + gnVN , (2.2)

where the proton and neutron couplings are given by gpV = 1/2(1 − 4 sin2 θW ) and gnV =
−1/2, respectively. Notice that, although the proton contribution is small, it contains the
dependence on the fundamental electroweak mixing angle. Using RGE extrapolation in the
minimal subtraction (MS) renormalization scheme, one finds that the weak mixing angle
in the low-energy regime takes the value sin2 θW = 0.23857(5) [68]. Nuclear physics effects
in CEνNS are incorporated through the weak nuclear form factors for protons, Fp, and
neutrons, Fn. Here we assume the latter to be equal1 i.e. Fp ' Fn ≡ FW , and we rely on
the Klein-Nystrand [69] parametrization:

FW (|~q|2) = 3j1(|~q|RA)
|~q|RA

(
1

1 + |~q|2a2
k

)
, (2.3)

1This is a valid approximation since the proton coupling in eq. (2.2) is tiny compared to the one of the
neutron.
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where j1(x) = sin(x)/x2 − cos(x)/x is a spherical Bessel function of order one, |~q| =√
2mNEnr
197.3 fm−1 is the magnitude of the three-momentum transfer, ak = 0.7 fm and RA =

1.23A1/3 represents the nuclear root mean square (RMS) radius (in units of fm), A being
the mass number. The value of the nuclear RMS radius RA can be obtained in the spirit of
a nuclear structure model, see e.g. [70, 71]. Experimentally, however, it is known only for
the case of protons, while CEνNS measurements are valuable probes of the yet unknown
neutron RMS radius. Our determination of RA using CEνNS will be discussed in section 4.

It is well known that, for incoming neutrino energies in the range of a few tens of
MeV, the CEνNS cross section is dominant when compared to other neutrino interactions.
However, in some new physics scenarios, the ES process may be important and we will
need to include the corresponding contribution to the total number of events. Within
the SM, the ES cross section on an atomic nucleus A containing Z protons is given by
dσν`A
dEer

= ZAeff(Eer)
dσν`
dEer

. Here dσν`
dEer

represents the cross section of a neutrino scattering off a
single electron and Zeff(Eer) is the effective number of protons seen by the neutrino for an
energy deposition Eer. The effective charges for Cs and I isotopes are given in table 1. In
the SM, the flavor-dependent differential ES cross section is given by

dσν`A
dEer

∣∣∣SM

ES
=ZAeff(Eer)

G2
Fme

2π

[
(gν`V +gν`A )2+(gν`V −g

ν`
A )2

(
1−Eer

Eν

)2
−
(
(gν`V )2−(gν`A )2

)meEer
E2
ν

]
,

(2.4)
where ` = {e, µ, τ} stands for the incoming neutrino flavor. Here gν`V = 2 sin2 θW + 1/2 and
gν`A = 1/2 for the case of νe−e− scattering, which acquires contributions from both charged-
and neutral-currents, while for the case of νµ,τ −e− scattering, where only neutral-currents
are relevant, one has gν`V = 2 sin2 θW − 1/2 and gν`A = −1/2. Note that, for antineutrino-
electron scattering, the substitution gν`A → −g

ν`
A is required.

2.2 Neutrino NSI

Neutral current neutrino nonstandard interactions [3, 4] have attracted considerable atten-
tion in recent years [29–31, 33], mainly because they constitute the “side-show” of neutrino
mass generation schemes. Indeed, they arise in a wide class of motivated scenarios beyond
the SM [73]. Some would involve an extra U(1) symmetry, that could lead to the existence
of a new vector mediator. Others might be associated to different types of interactions and
mediators, both at a high [34–36] as well as at a low-mass scale [74–76]. If they exist, these
mediators would contribute to CEνNS and ES processes leading to detectable distortions
of the event rates, especially at low-energy recoils. For completeness, here we will consider
both light and heavy mediators.

In the presence of neutrino NSI associated to a heavy intermediate vector boson,2 the
neutral current Lagrangian contains [29–31]

LNSI
NC = −2

√
2GF

∑
q,`,`′

εqX``′ (ν̄`γ
µPLν`′)(f̄γµPXf) , (2.5)

where q corresponds to quarks of the first family, q = {u, d}. The ` and `′ indices run
over neutrino flavors (specifically for COHERENT: e and µ), PX (X = L,R) are the left

2For a concrete example on neutral gauge bosons from strings-inspired models see [77].
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ZCs
eff Eer ZI

eff Eer

55 Eer > 35.99 keV 53 Eer > 33.17 keV
53 35.99 keV ≥ Eer > 5.71 keV 51 33.17 keV ≥ Eer > 5.19 keV
51 5.71 keV ≥ Eer > 5.36 keV 49 5.19 keV ≥ Eer > 4.86 keV
49 5.36 keV ≥ Eer > 5.01 keV 47 4.86 keV ≥ Eer > 4.56 keV
45 5.01 keV ≥ Eer > 1.21 keV 43 4.56 keV ≥ Eer > 1.07 keV
43 1.21 keV ≥ Eer > 1.07 keV 41 1.07 keV ≥ Eer > 0.93 keV
41 1.07 keV ≥ Eer > 1 keV 39 0.93 keV ≥ Eer > 0.88 keV
37 1 keV ≥ Eer > 0.74 keV 35 0.88 keV ≥ Eer > 0.63 keV
33 0.74 keV ≥ Eer >0.73 keV 31 0.63 keV ≥ Eer >0.62 keV
27 0.73 keV ≥ Eer >0.23 keV 25 0.62 keV ≥ Eer >0.19 keV
25 0.23 keV ≥ Eer >0.17 keV 23 0.19 keV ≥ Eer >0.124 keV
23 0.17 keV ≥ Eer >0.16 keV 21 0.124 keV ≥ Eer >0.123 keV
19 Eer < 0.16 keV 17 Eer < 0.123 keV

Table 1. Effective electron charge for Cs and I as a function of the energy deposition Eer [72].

and right chirality projectors, and εqV
``′

are the couplings that describe the relative strength
of the NSI in terms of GF . These couplings can be either flavor preserving (also called
nonuniversal, ` = `′) or flavor changing (` 6= `′). Once NSI are introduced, the SM weak
charge of eq. (2.2) becomes flavor dependent and is modified3 as QSM

V → QNSI
V , with [78]

QNSI
V =

[(
gpV + 2εuV`` + εdV``

)
Z +

(
gnV + εuV`` + 2εdV``

)
N
]

+
∑
`,`′

[(
2εuV``′ + εdV``′

)
Z +

(
εuV``′ + 2εdV``′

)
N
]
. (2.6)

2.3 Neutrino NGI

Beyond the typical NSI interactions that could arise in gauge extensions of the SM, a more
general framework can be considered to accommodate all Lorentz invariant interactions
that might lead to new physics, i.e. NGI with heavy mediators [34–36]. The relevant
Lagrangian reads [36]

L NGI
NC ∼

∑
X=S,V,T

ν̄ ΓXν N̄ CX ΓX N +
∑

(X,Y )=(P,S),
(A,V )

ν̄ ΓXν N̄ iDX ΓY N , (2.7)

with ΓX = {I, iγ5, γµ, γµγ5, σµν}, σµν = i[γµ, γν ]/2. The CX , DX denote the corresponding
neutrino-nucleus couplings. Note that, for X=V, S, T , the couplings CX correspond to the
weak charges given in eqs. (2.9), (2.10) and (2.11).

3As noted in ref. [71], in new physics scenarios the nuclear form factor can be modified. However, the
effect is subdominant in COHERENT, and it is effectively accounted for by the CEνNS normalization
uncertainty in our fitting procedure (see section 3).
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The corresponding differential cross section associated to the Lagrangian density in
eq. (2.7) takes the form [36]

dσ

dEnr

∣∣∣∣NGI

CEνNS
= G2

FmN

4π F 2
W (|~q|2)

{
C2
S

mNEnr
2E2

ν

+
(
CV + 2QSM

V

)2
(

1− mNEnr
2E2

ν

− Enr
Eν

)

+ 8C2
T

(
1− mNEnr

4E2
ν

− Enr
Eν

)
±REnr

Eν

}
.

(2.8)
Notice the interference between the SM and vector NGI, as well as the interference

between the scalar and tensor terms given by R = 2CSCT , where the plus (minus) sign
accounts for coherent elastic antineutrino (neutrino) scattering off nuclei (see also ref. [37]).
The weak charge associated to the new vector boson reads

CV = gνV [(2guV + gdV )Z + (guV + 2gdV )N ] , (2.9)

with gνV and gqV denoting the new mediator couplings with neutrinos and quarks q =
{u, d}. The scalar and tensor weak charges are given by

CS = gνS

(
Z
∑
q

gqS
mp

mq
fpq +N

∑
q

gqS
mn

mq
fnq

)
(2.10)

and
CT = gνT

(
Z
∑
q

gqT δ
p
q +N

∑
q

gqT δ
n
q

)
, (2.11)

respectively. The hadronic structure parameters for the case of scalar interactions: fpu =
0.0208, fnu = 0.0189, fpd = 0.0411, fnd = 0.0451 and tensor interactions: δpu = δnd = 0.54,
δpd = δnu = −0.23 are taken from ref. [79]. See also ref. [80].

2.4 Light mediators

It has been noticed that low-energy neutrino experiments are very sensitive to interactions
involving light mediators [74–76, 81]. In the simplest scenario with light vector-type (LV)
interactions, the relevant CEνNS cross section can be written as [74]

dσν`N
dEnr

∣∣∣LV

CEνNS
=
(

1 + κ
CV√

2GFQSM
V

(
2mNEnr +m2

V

))2
dσν`N
dEnr

∣∣∣SM

CEνNS
. (2.12)

For the case of ES, the corresponding cross section is given by eq. (2.4) with the following
substitution

gν`V = gν`V + κ
gνV · geV

2
√

2GF (2meEer +m2
V )

, (2.13)

where geV denotes the new mediator coupling with the electrons. Let us note that, for the
case of CEνNS, κ = 1 for universal couplings (see e.g. [82, 83] for reviews) and κ = −1/3
in the B− L model [82, 84] while, for ES, κ = 1 for both the universal and B− L models.4

4Similar to the case of universal couplings, one may consider theoretically consistent anomaly-free U(1)
extensions of the SM, such as those discussed in [43]. A specially interesting example is the model proposed
in [85, 86] as it is motivated by the explanation of the anomalies observed in B meson systems.
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As a simple phenomenological reference, we will show results for the universal-coupling
scenario, as any other case can be obtained by adequate coupling rescaling.

Going one step further, one may also consider more general scalar and tensor in-
teractions allowed by Lorentz invariance, and involving light mediators. Such neutrino
generalized interactions have been previously searched for using CEνNS in refs. [26, 87]
and ES in ref. [88]. For the case of a new light scalar (LS) mediator, the CEνNS cross
section reads

dσν`N
dEnr

∣∣∣LS

CEνNS
= m2

NEnrC
2
S

4πE2
ν

(
2mNEnr +m2

S

)2F 2
W (|~q|2) , (2.14)

while the corresponding cross section for the case of a new light tensor (LT) mediator takes
the form

dσν`N
dEnr

∣∣∣LT

CEνNS
=mN (4E2

ν −mNEnr)C2
T

2πE2
ν

(
2mNEnr +m2

T

)2F 2
W (|~q|2) . (2.15)

Finally, the cross sections for the case of scalar- and tensor-mediated ES processes read [89]

dσν`A
dEer

∣∣∣LS

ES
= ZAeff(Eer)

[
g2
νS · g2

eS

4π(2meEer +m2
S)2

]
m2
eEer
E2
ν

, (2.16)

and
dσν`A
dEer

∣∣∣LT

ES
= ZAeff(Eer)

me · g2
νT · g2

eT

2π(2meEer +m2
T )2 ·

[
1 + 2

(
1− Eer

Eν

)
+
(

1− Eer
Eν

)2
− meEer

E2
ν

]
.

(2.17)

2.5 Neutrino electromagnetic properties

Turning our attention to neutrino electromagnetic properties,5 our aim is to explore the
associated phenomenological parameters using CEνNS experiments. These include the
neutrino effective magnetic moment (MM), the neutrino electric charge (EC) and the neu-
trino charge radius (CR). It should be noted that the former is given in terms of the
fundamental transition magnetic moments (TMMs) [45] and the corresponding effective
parameter combinations relevant to each experimental setup are given in refs. [52, 62, 91].

2.5.1 Effective neutrino magnetic moment

Neutrino magnetic moment interactions flip chirality and do not interfere with the SM
terms. Therefore, in the presence of a nonzero effective neutrino MM, the differential cross
section is incoherently added to the SM one and can be cast in the form [92]

dσν`N
dEnr

∣∣∣MM

CEνNS
= πα2

EM
m2
e

( 1
Enr
− 1
Eν

)
Z2F 2

W (|~q|2)
∣∣∣∣µν`µB

∣∣∣∣2 , (2.18)

with αEM being the fine structure constant and µB the Bohr magneton. For the case of
ES, the corresponding cross section is given in a similar form to eq. (2.18), as

dσν`N
dEer

∣∣∣MM

ES
= πα2

EM
m2
e

( 1
Eer
− 1
Eν

)
ZAeff(Eer)

∣∣∣∣µν`µB
∣∣∣∣2 . (2.19)

5For a review see ref. [90].
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At this point, we should stress that, while the neutrino magnetic moment is given as an
effective parameter in eqs. (2.18) and (2.19), it should actually be expressed in terms of
the fundamental TMM matrix,6 λij , as

µeffν` =
∑
k

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
j

U∗`kλjk

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (2.20)

where U denotes the lepton mixing matrix. Relevant expressions for SNS-produced neu-
trinos are given in refs. [52, 62].

2.5.2 Neutrino charge radius

The neutrino charge radius is the only EM neutrino parameter that is different from zero
within the SM framework. Indeed, flavor-diagonal CR are generated via radiative correc-
tions from the γ − Z boson mixing and box diagrams involving W and Z bosons, leading
to [55]

〈r2
ν``
〉SM = − GF

2
√

2π2

[
3− 2 ln m2

`

M2
W

]
, (2.21)

where m` denotes the mass of the corresponding charged lepton and MW is the mass of W
boson. Numerically, the SM values are

(〈
r2
νee

〉
,
〈
r2
νµµ

〉
,
〈
r2
νττ

〉)
= (−0.83,−0.48,−0.30) ×

10−32 cm2, close to the sensitivity reach of CEνNS experiments. The contribution to the
CEνNS cross section due to flavor-diagonal charge radii is obtained through the substitution
gpV → gpV −QCR

`` in eq. (2.2) with

QCR
`` =

√
2παEM
3GF

〈r2
ν``
〉 . (2.22)

For the case of ES, the corresponding cross section is obtained via the substitution gν`V →
gν`V + QCR

`` . Before closing this discussion, let us finally note that transition charge radii
with ` 6= `′ can be generated via neutrino mixing [93] and/or physics beyond the SM, as
explained in ref. [94].

2.5.3 Neutrino millicharge

Another interesting EM neutrino property that can be probed at low-energy neutrino
scattering experiments is the existence of a tiny neutrino EC (also referred to as the neutrino
millicharge). Such neutrino millicharges could arise in gauge models that include right-
handed neutrinos [56]. According to ref. [63], the contribution of a nonvanishing EC to the
differential CEνNS cross section is given by eq. (2.1) with the substitution gpV → gpV −QEC

`` ,
where the quantity QEC

`` is given as

QEC
`` = 2

√
2παEM
GF q2 qν`` , (2.23)

with q2 = −2mNEnr denoting the four-momentum transfer and qν`` being the neutrino
millicharge. Similarly, the EC contribution to ES is taken by substituting gν`V → gν`V +QEC

``

6For Majorana (Dirac) neutrinos λij is an antisymmetric (general complex) matrix [51].
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in eq. (2.4) where in this case the four-momentum transfer is q2 = −2meEer (see also
ref. [93]). Interactions with flavor-nondiagonal EC are also possible and have been explored
in ref. [63].

2.6 Conversion to sterile neutrinos

Given the distances between source and detector used in current CEνNS experiments,
active-to-sterile oscillations can develop. Moreover, active-sterile neutrino TMMs may
also lead to conversions to light sterile neutrinos. We now examine conversion to sterile
neutrinos, induced either by oscillations or transition magnetic moments.

2.6.1 Active-to-sterile neutrino oscillations

Because of its sensitivity to the total active neutrino flux, the COHERENT experiment can
be exploited in order to search for sterile neutrinos. Here, we assume the simplest (3+1)
scheme with three active neutrinos and one light sterile neutrino. The survival probabilities
read

Pee(Eν) ' 1− sin2 2θ14 sin2
(

∆m2
41L

4Eν

)
, (2.24)

for electron neutrinos, and

Pµµ(Eν) ' 1− sin2 2θ24 sin2
(

∆m2
42L

4Eν

)
, (2.25)

for muon (anti-)neutrinos. In the previous expressions, θ14 and θ24 are the active-sterile
mixing angles, ∆m2

41 ≈ ∆m2
42 are the active-sterile mass splittings, where we have assumed

∆m2
41 � |∆m2

31|,∆m2
21. The presence of a light sterile neutral fermion is taken into account

when computing the CEνNS number of events by changing QSM
V → QSM

V × Pαα(Eν) in
eq. (2.1).

2.6.2 Active-to-sterile EM interactions

The presence of active-sterile neutrino TMMs leads to up-scattering processes of the form
νL +N → ν4 +N with production of a neutral massive outgoing fermion (sterile neutrino)
with mass m4. This process will contribute to the CEνNS cross section [95] through

dσν`N
dEnr

∣∣∣DP

CEνNS
=πα2

EM
m2
e

Z2F 2
W (|~q|2)

∣∣∣∣µν`µB
∣∣∣∣2

×
[

1
Enr
− 1
Eν
− m2

4
2EνEnrmN

(
1− Enr

2Eν
+ mN

2Eν

)
+ m4

4(Enr −mN )
8E2

νE
2
nrm

2
N

]
,

(2.26)
where the mass of the produced sterile neutrino final state is subject to the kinematic
constraint

m2
4 . 2mNEnr

(√
2

mNEnr
Eν − 1

)
. (2.27)

For ES scattering, the corresponding cross section is given by eqs. (2.26) and (2.27) and the
following substitutions: Enr → Eer, mN → me, Z2F 2

W (|~q|2) → ZAeff. Finally, the effective
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magnetic moment for active-sterile transitions is expressed in terms of the fundamental
TMMs as given in ref. [60].

3 Data analysis details

In this section we provide the necessary details of our analysis. Regarding the COHERENT-
LAr data, we update the results of refs. [60, 96] by including all systematic errors on
COHERENT-LAr data, following the method used in ref. [43] and the guidance provided
in [23]. For the analysis of the recent COHERENT-CsI data, we update previous results [36,
52, 97, 98] in two ways. First, in addition to CEνNS, we also include possible contributions
from ES events, as in [63, 64]. This contribution can get significantly enhanced in some
new physics scenarios, e.g. light mediators or millicharges, and dangerously mimic the
CEνNS signal. Note also that we add the ES contribution only in the CsI analysis since in
the LAr case the measurement of the ratio of the integrated photomultiplier amplitude and
the total amplitude in the first 90 ns (called F90) allows a clear separation between CEνNS-
induced nuclear recoils and ES-induced electron recoils. Moreover, following closely the
analysis method of the COHERENT Collaboration [8], we perform a new comprehensive
analysis including further nuisance parameters which account for signal shape uncertainties.
Finally, we also perform a combined analysis of the full CsI+LAr data. Whenever available,
we will compare our results to existing constraints in the literature [24, 37, 43, 63–66].

3.1 CsI number of events

For the case of the COHERENT-CsI detector, the predicted number of CEνNS events per
neutrino flavor, n, in each nuclear recoil energy bin i, is

NCEνNS,N
i,n = Ntarget

∫ Ei+1
nr

Einr

dEnr εE(Enr)
∫ E′max

nr

0
dE′nr P (Enr, E

′
nr)×∫ Emax

ν

Emin
ν (E′nr)

dEν
dNn

dEν
(Eν)dσν`N

dE′nr

∣∣∣
CEνNS

(Eν , E′nr), (3.1)

where N = Cs or I, and Ntarget = NAmdet/Mtarget is the number of target atoms in the
detector. Here, mdet = 14.6 kg denotes the CsI detector mass, while NA is the Avogadro
number and Mtarget is the molar mass. Moreover, Enr is the reconstructed nuclear recoil
energy, E′nr is the true nuclear recoil energy, P (Enr, E

′
nr) is the energy resolution function,

E′max
nr ' 2(Emax

ν )2

mN
, Emax

ν = mµ/2 ∼ 52.8MeV and Emin
ν (E′nr) '

√
mNE′nr

2 .7 The SNS
neutrino flux consists of a prompt and a delayed beam. The three components to the total

7Note that, for the case of TMM-induced conversion to a sterile neutrino the integration limits depend
also on m4, according to eq. (2.27).
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differential neutrino flux, n, produced by pions decaying at rest are

dNνµ

dEν
(Eν) = η δ

(
Eν −

m2
π −m2

µ

2mπ

)
(prompt) ,

dNν̄µ

dEν
(Eν) = η

64E2
ν

m3
µ

(
3
4 −

Eν
mµ

)
(delayed) ,

dNνe

dEν
(Eν) = η

192E2
ν

m3
µ

(
1
2 −

Eν
mµ

)
(delayed) ,

(3.2)

which are normalized to η = rNPOT/4πL2, where L = 19.3 m is the detector distance from
the SNS source, and r = 0.0848 denotes the number of neutrinos per flavor produced for
each proton on target (POT), where NPOT = 3.198×1023. The energy-dependent detector
efficiency is given by

εE(x) = a

1 + e−b(x−c)
+ d , (3.3)

where x = PE + α7 and a = 1.32045, b = 0.285979, c = 10.8646, d = −0.333322 [8]. We
account for the 1σ uncertainty on the efficiency curve through the parameter α7, which
can vary between [−1,+1]×PE (PE being the number of photoelectrons), see appendix A.
Quenched recoils are given through the light yield LY = 13.35 PE/keVee, with PE= LY ×
Eer, where the electron-equivalent energy is given in terms of Enr as Eer = x1E

′
nr +x2E

′2
nr +

x3E
′3
nr + x4E

′4
nr (x1 = 0.0554628, x2 = 4.30681, x3 = −111.707, x4 = 840.384) [8]. Finally,

smearing is applied through the Gamma function

P (Enr, E
′
nr) = (a(1 + b))1+b

Γ(1 + b) · xb · e−a(1+b)x, (3.4)

where x is the reconstructed recoil energy in PE, PE(Enr), while a and b instead depend
on the true quenched energy deposition: a = 0.0749/Eer(E′nr), b = 9.56 × Eer(E′nr) [8].
Moreover, we include the timing information in our analysis, by distributing the predicted
NCEνNS,N
i in each time bin j. We take the time distributions fnT (trec) of n = νe, νµ, ν̄µ

from [8, 99] and we normalize them to 6 µs. Finally, the predicted CEνNS event number,
per observed nuclear recoil energy and time bins i, j is

NCEνNS,N
ij =

∑
n=νe,νµ,ν̄µ

∫ tj+1
rec

tjrec
dtrecf

n
T (trec, α6)εT (trec)NCEνNS,N

i,n . (3.5)

We also include an additional nuisance parameter on beam timing, α6, thus allowing the
CEνNS timing distribution to vary in a ±250 ns range.8 Finally,

εT (trec) =

1, if trec < t′

e−k(trec−t′), if trec ≥ t′
(3.6)

is a time-dependent efficiency with t′ = 0.52 µs and k = 0.0494/µs. The total number of
predicted CEνNS events is in the end given by NCEνNS

ij = NCEνNS,Cs
ij + NCEνNS,I

ij , where
the indices i and j run over the 9 PE-bins and 11 time-bins, as reported in [8].

8Private communication with D. Pershey and [8].
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The predicted ES event number, NES
i,n , per neutrino flavor, n, in each observed electron

recoil energy bin i is

NES,A
i,n = Ntarget

∫ Ei+1
er

Eier

dEer εE(Eer)
∫ E′max

er

0
dE′er P (Eer, E

′
er)×∫ Emax

ν

Emin
ν (E′er)

dEν
dNn

dEν
(Eν)dσν`A

dE′er

∣∣∣
ES

(Eν , E′er), (3.7)

where A refers to the atom (Cs or I), Emin
ν (E′er) = (E′er +

√
E′2er + 2meE′er)/2, and E′max

er =
2(Emax

ν )2/(2Emax
ν + me). We also include the timing information in our analysis, by dis-

tributing the predicted NES,A
i in j time bins. Similarly to the CEνNS case, the predicted

ES event number per observed nuclear recoil energy and time bins i, j, is

NES,A
ij =

∑
n=νe,νµ,ν̄µ

∫ tj+1
rec

tjrec
dtrecf

n
T (trec, α6)εT (trec)NES,A

i,n . (3.8)

The total number of predicted ES events is finally given by NES
ij = NES,Cs

ij +NES,I
ij .

3.2 LAr number of events

For the analysis of COHERENT-LAr data, the detector mass is mdet = 24 kg and it is
located at a distance L = 27.5 m from the SNS source. In this case, the CEνNS event
rate is given by eq. (3.1), with r = 0.09 and NPOT = 1.38 × 1023. The corresponding
efficiency function is taken from the data release [23], while the conversion between nuclear
and electron recoil energy is given through the quenching factor QF(E′nr) = 0.246 + 7.8×
10−4E′nr(keVnr) [9]. The reconstructed event rate is obtained by smearing the true event
spectrum with a normalized Gaussian function P (Eer, E

′
er), whose energy resolution is

given by σEer
Eer

= 0.58√
Eer(keVee)

[23]. For the COHERENT-LAr detector there is no reported
time efficiency, hence in eq. (3.5) we consider εT (trec) = 1, while the time distributions9
fnT (trec) are taken from [23]. In our analysis, the index i runs over the 12 Eer-bins while
the index j runs over the 10 time-bins [9]. Finally, as noted in ref. [63], we do not include
ES events in the analysis of COHERENT-LAr data, since the F90 data provided by the
COHERENT Collaboration already ensure a successful discrimination of CEνNS- versus
ES-induced signals in the detector.

3.3 Statistical analysis

In order to perform the analysis of the COHERENT-CsI data we use the following Poisso-
nian least-squares function

χ2
CsI

∣∣∣
CEνNS(+ES)

= 2
9∑
i=1

11∑
j=1

[
NCsI

th −N
exp
ij +N exp

ij ln
(
N exp
ij

NCsI
th

)]
+

4(5)∑
k=0

(
αk
σk

)2
. (3.9)

9We do not introduce any nuisance parameter in this case.
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In the analyses where ES events are relevant, the predicted number of events is defined as

NCsI,CEνNS+ES
th = (1 + α0 + α5)NCEνNS

ij (α4, α6, α7) + (1 + α0)NES
ij (α6, α7)

+ (1 + α1)NBRN
ij (α6) + (1 + α2)NNIN

ij (α6) + (1 + α3)NSSB
ij . (3.10)

In the previous expressions, σ0 = 11% encodes efficiency and flux uncertainties, σ1 = 25% is
associated to Beam Related Neutrons (BRN), σ2 = 35% corresponds to Neutrino Induced
Neutrons (NIN), σ3 = 2.1% to Steady State Background (SSB) and σ5 = 3.8% is the
systematic uncertainty associated to the quenching factor (QF). Moreover, NCEνNS

ij and
NES
ij include three further nuisance parameters: α4, which enters the nuclear form factor

and thus affects only the CEνNS number of events. Note that the expression of RA that
appears in eq. (2.3) should be modified to RA = 1.23A1/3(1 + α4), with σ4 = 5%; α6
accommodates the uncertainty in beam timing with no prior assigned, see eq. (3.5), while
α7 allows for deviations of the uncertainty in the CEνNS efficiency, see eq. (3.3). We also
note that, according to ref. [8], the efficiency function is already applied in the BRN and
NIN backgrounds provided in the data release, hence in our calculations the latter are not
weighted by the nuisance parameter α7.

In scenarios where ES is not playing a relevant role, we instead rely on a simplified
least-squares function, where the predicted number of events is defined as

NCsI,CEνNS
th = (1 + α0)NCEνNS

ij (α4, α6, α7) + (1 + α1)NBRN
ij (α6) + (1 + α2)NNIN

ij (α6)
+ (1 + α3)NSSB

ij . (3.11)

In this case, the relevant systematic uncertainties are σ0 = 11.45% (which encodes effi-
ciency, flux and QF uncertainties), σ1 = 25% (BRN), σ2 = 35% (NIN), σ3 = 2.1% (SSB),
σ4 = 5% (RA).

In contrast, for the analysis of the COHERENT-LAr dataset we consider the following
χ2 function [43]

χ2
LAr =

12∑
i=1

10∑
j=1

1
σ2
ij

[
(1 + β0 + β1∆F90+

CEνNS + β1∆F90−
CEνNS + β2∆ttrig

CEνNS)NCEνNS
ij

+ (1 + β3)NSSB
ij

+ (1 + β4 + β5∆E+
pBRN + β5∆E−

pBRN + β6∆t+trig
pBRN + β6∆t−trig

pBRN + β7∆twtrig
pBRN)NpBRN

ij

+ (1 + β8)NdBRN
ij −N exp

ij

]2
+

∑
k=0,3,4,8

(
βk
σk

)2
+

∑
k=1,2,5,6,7

(βk)2 ,

(3.12)
where σ2

ij = N exp
ij +NSSB

ij /5. The nuisance parameters β0, β3, β4 and β8 are introduced to
account for the normalization of CEνNS,10 SS, prompt BRN and delayed BRN, respectively,

10This component includes the uncertainties on the flux (10%), efficiency (3.6%), energy calibration
(0.8%), the calibration of the pulse-shape discrimination parameter F90 (7.8%), QF (1%), and nuclear form
factor (2%) [9].
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with the corresponding uncertainties being {σ0, σ3, σ4, σ8}={0.13, 0.0079, 0.32, 1.0} [9].
The shape uncertainties are taken into account by introducing the nuisance parameters
β1, β2, β5, β6 and β7. The first two parameters modify the shape of the CEνNS prediction,
while the last three affect the shape of the prompt BRN background. In particular, for
the case of CEνNS, the relevant sources of systematic uncertainty are the ±1σ energy
distributions of the F90 parameter, given by ∆F90+

CEνNS and ∆F90−
CEνNS, and the mean time to

trigger distribution, ∆ttrig
CEνNS. Similarly, for the shape of the prompt BRN background,

the relevant distributions are the ±1σ energy distributions (∆E+
pBRN and ∆E−

pBRN), the ±1σ

mean time to trigger distributions (∆t+trig
pBRN and ∆t−trig

pBRN) and the trigger width distribution
(∆twtrig

pBRN). These distributions, introduced in eq. (3.12), are defined as

∆ξλ
λ =

Nλ,ξλ
ij −Nλ,CV

ij

Nλ,CV
ij

, (3.13)

where λ = {CEνNS, pBRN, ξλ is any of the sources relevant to the given λ as described
above, while CV denotes the central values of the CEνNS or prompt BRN distributions,
all taken from the COHERENT-LAr data release [23].

4 Results

In this section, we discuss the results that we have obtained from the combined analysis of
the COHERENT CsI [8] and LAr [9] data. We will start with standard electroweak and
nuclear physics, presenting the determination of the weak mixing angle and neutron RMS
radius, then proceed to scenarios beyond the SM, including neutrino NSI as well as NGI
with both heavy and light mediators. Next, we discuss neutrino EM properties, including
the effective neutrino magnetic moments, charge radius and neutrino millicharge. Finally,
we discuss conversions to sterile neutrinos, both active-to-sterile neutrino oscillations as
well as active-to-sterile EM interactions.

In what follows, we include the contribution from ES events whenever it becomes
relevant, i.e. for the neutrino millicharge, neutrino magnetic moment, TMM to sterile
neutrinos, and the light mediator analyses. We will see that the most important effect of
the presence of ES events is found for the neutrino millicharge and the light vector and
tensor mediator analyses. This is due to the fact that their corresponding cross sections
are proportional to ∼ 1/E2

er, which enhances the event rates significantly. For the neutrino
magnetic moment conversions and the light scalar mediator analyses, the cross sections are
proportional to ∼ 1/Eer, yielding to a moderate enhancement of the event rates. Notice
that for the cases of the weak mixing angle, neutrino charge radius and heavy NSI and
NGI analyses, the ES event rate is too small and hence neglected.

4.1 Standard physics

In the left panel of figure 1 we show the ∆χ2 profile obtained from the analysis of CsI
(magenta), LAr (orange) and CsI + LAr (blue) data as a function of sin2 θW. The combined
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Figure 1. Left panel: ∆χ2 profile for sin2 θW obtained from the analysis of CsI (magenta), LAr
(orange) and CsI + LAr (blue) data. Right panel: sin2 θW RGE running in the SM for the MS
renormalization scheme (light red line), compared with our CsI + LAr determination (blue) and
other measurements at different scales.
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Figure 2. Sensitivity on the neutron RMS radii of argon and CsI.

fit of CsI + LAr data leads to the following best fit value for this parameter at 1σ

sin2 θW = 0.237± 0.029 . (4.1)

As can be seen from the plot, clearly the result is mainly driven by the recent CsI data. We
note that for this analysis the ES events on CsI can be safely neglected. The right panel
of figure 1 shows the sin2 θW RGE evolution in the SM (light red line), calculated in the
MS renormalization scheme as obtained in ref. [100], together with our combined CsI +
LAr determination (blue) and other measurements at different scales [25, 26, 101–106]. It
is interesting to note that the full COHERENT data provide a determination of the weak
mixing angle at low-energies, in a region where other data-driven constraints are absent.
Moreover, one may notice the complementarity with the results obtained in refs. [25, 26]
using the Dresden-II CEνNS reactor data.
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At this point, we will explore the implications of COHERENT data on nuclear physics,
with the goal of probing the neutron density distributions in CsI and Ar. The relevant
phenomenological parameter is the RMS value of the neutron radius Rn inside the nucleus.
Let us note that, for this particular analysis, different RMS radii have been considered for
protons and neutrons, i.e. we take Fp(|~q|) 6= Fn(|~q|). Specifically, we fix the proton RMS
radius to Rp(Ar) = 3.448 fm, Rp(I) = 4.766 fm, Rp(Cs) = 4.824 fm [107], while Rn is left
to vary freely. We furthermore deactivate the α4 nuisance parameter for the case of CsI,
while for the case of LAr the effect of neglecting the nuclear physics uncertainty in β0 is
tiny, see footnote 10.

In figure 2 we display the sensitivity on the neutron RMS radius, Rn, of argon and
CsI obtained from the analysis of COHERENT data. For the case of LAr, here we have
updated the result on Rn(Ar) obtained in ref. [96] using not only the energy data but also
the timing information and the shape uncertainties described in eq. (3.12). As for the CsI
detector, ours is the first result obtained using the actual COHERENT-CsI (2021) data [8]
and the comprehensive χ2 function given in eq. (3.10), including timing and efficiency shape
uncertainties as well as the small NIN background.11 The 1σ regions on the neutron RMS
radii of argon and CsI from our analysis are

Rn(Ar) ∈ [0.00, 3.72] fm ,

Rn(CsI) ∈ [5.22, 6.03] fm .
(4.2)

Before closing this discussion, we would like to comment on the level of improvement
of the current determination of Rn in comparison with the results obtained with the first
COHERENT-CsI data. To this end we compare our results with those extracted in ref. [28]
which analyzed the energy and timing data of the 2017 COHERENT-CsI release [7]. Our
analysis gives Rn = 5.62+0.41

−0.40 fm (at 1σ) compared to Rn = 5.80+0.89
−0.93 fm reported in [28].

While comparing the best fit points may not be straightforward because they belong to
different data sets, it is however interesting to notice that in our case the 1σ uncertainty
is reduced by a factor of 2.

4.2 Neutrino NSI

Here we explore NSI involving both the flavor-preserving and flavor-changing terms in
eq. (2.6). In our analysis we consider two NSI parameters at a time, with the rest set
to zero, and our results are presented as 90% C.L. (2 d.o.f.) preferred regions. First, in
figure 3 we consider nonuniversal NSI involving electron or muon neutrinos. In the upper-
left panel we explore the (εdVee , εuVee ) plane, noting that a single allowed band is present
when analysing CsI or LAr data separately. The reason is that, even when the νe-induced
CEνNS rate is suppressed, the νµ + ν̄µ contributions can still fit the data reasonably well.
Nevertheless, the combination of CsI and LAr data can break the degeneracy between
different NSI parameter combinations, resulting in two bands (see upper-right panel). One
band contains the SM solution (εuVee = εdVee = 0), while the other corresponds to the region
where QNSI

V ≈ −QSM
V , thus mimicking the SM signal. The width of the two bands is

11Note that ref. [24] analyzed the preliminary CsI data reported in [108] neglecting the shape uncertainties.

– 15 –



J
H
E
P
0
4
(
2
0
2
3
)
0
3
5

-1 -0.75 -0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1
εdV

ee

-1

-0.75

-0.5

-0.25

0

0.25

0.5

0.75

1

εuV ee

LAr
CsI

-1 -0.75 -0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1
εdV

ee

-1

-0.75

-0.5

-0.25

0

0.25

0.5

0.75

1

εuV ee

CsI+LAr

-1 -0.75 -0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1
εdV

µµ

-1

-0.75

-0.5

-0.25

0

0.25

0.5

0.75

1

εuV µ
µ

LAr
CsI

-1 -0.75 -0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1
εdV

µµ

-1

-0.75

-0.5

-0.25

0

0.25

0.5

0.75

1

εuV µ
µ

CsI+LAr

Figure 3. 90% C.L. (2 d.o.f.) allowed regions on flavor-preserving neutrino NSI from the CsI
(magenta), LAr (orange) and CsI + LAr (blue) analyses, allowing two NSI parameters at a time.
The analysis of CsI data includes only CEνNS interactions.

reduced by ∼ 20% when compared to the result presented in [109], where a combined CsI
(2017) + LAr analysis was performed. In contrast, having the NSI confined to the muon
neutrino sector leads to a different situation (see lower-left panel). Here, we find two bands
in the (εdVµµ , εuVµµ ) plane even before combining CsI and LAr data. This happens because
the contribution to the CEνNS event rate from νµ+ ν̄µ is larger compared to νe. Of course,
the combined CsI+LAr analysis leads to significantly narrower allowed bands, as seen in
the lower-right panel.

In figure 4 we consider nonuniversal NSI for both electron and muon neutrinos. We
present the allowed regions in the (εuVee , εuVµµ ) plane (upper panel) and in the (εdVee , εdVµµ ) plane
(lower panel). One sees that, due to the significantly reduced uncertainty of the recent
COHERENT-CsI measurement, there are two separated allowed regions for CsI, but just
a single region is obtained from the LAr data analysis (left panel). By comparing the NSI
constraints for u or d quarks, one sees that the latter case is slightly more constrained.
Moreover, the combined CsI+LAr analysis is mostly driven by the CsI data, leading to a
mild improvement compared to the CsI alone analysis (see right panels). At this point, we
stress that our results in the (εuVee , εuVµµ ) plane regarding the CsI data alone are in excellent
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Figure 4. Same as figure 3 but in the (εqVee , εqVµµ) planes.

agreement with the original result reported by COHERENT Collaboration [5, 8], a result
which is further strengthened by our simulation of event spectra shown in appendix A. This
serves also as a calibration12 for the robustness and accuracy of our calculational procedure.
In addition, our result is consistent with the analysis of CsI (2017) data presented in [64].

Finally, in figures 5 and 6 we display the allowed regions for one flavor-preserving NSI
versus one flavor-changing NSI parameter for various combinations, (εdVee , εdVeτ ), (εdVµµ , εdVµτ ),
and (εdVee , εdVeµ ) (εdVµµ , εdVeµ ), respectively. As previously, the results show the constraints from
the CsI or LAr measurements (left panels), as well as those resulting from the combined
CsI+LAr analysis (right panels), leading to the same general conclusions as discussed
above. The implications of the enlarged CsI (2021) dataset can be seen, for instance, in
the (εdVee , εdVeτ ) plane, for which the allowed region is reduced by ∼ 40% in comparison with
the results obtained using the former CsI (2017) data [96]. To summarise, the 1σ limits
obtained from the combined CsI+LAr analysis on the single nonuniversal NSI parameters

12Although not shown here, our result in the (εdVee , εuVee ) is consistent with refs. [8, 9] when assuming 1
d.o.f. as taken by the COHERENT Collaboration. In contrast, here we have considered 2 d.o.f., which
leads to a single band.
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Figure 5. 90% C.L. (2 d.o.f.) allowed regions assuming one nonuniversal and one flavor-changing
neutrino NSI, extracted from the analysis of CsI (magenta), LAr (orange) and the combined CsI
+ LAr (blue) data. The upper panel shows the result in the (εdVee , εdVeτ ) plane while the lower
panel shows the corresponding result in (εdVµµ , εdVµτ ). The analysis of CsI data includes only CEνNS
interactions.

(setting all the others to zero) read

εdVee =[−0.027, 0.048] ∪ [0.30, 0.39] ,
εuVee =[−0.024, 0.045] ∪ [0.34, 0.43] ,
εdVµµ =[−0.012, 0.016] ∪ [0.33, 0.37] ,
εuVµµ =[−0.002, 0.001] ∪ [0.37, 0.41] .

(4.3)

Similarly, the 1σ limits on flavor-changing NSI parameters are

εdVeµ =[−0.071, 0.071] , εuVeµ = [−0.081, 0.081] ,
εdVeτ =[−0.12, 0.12] , εuVeτ = [−0.13, 0.13] ,
εdVµτ =[−0.087, 0.087] , εuVµτ = [−0.098, 0.098].

(4.4)

4.3 Neutrino NGI

We now turn our attention on a more general description of exotic new physics, namely
NGI that go beyond the typical vector NSI that arise in gauge extensions of the SM. In
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Figure 6. Same as figure 5 for the planes (εdVee , εdVeµ ) and (εdVµµ , εdVeµ ), in the upper and lower panel,
respectively.

this context, we aim to explore additional types of Lorentz-invariant interactions involving
also scalar and tensor terms. In full generality, all types of NGI could in principle exist
at the same time. However, for simplicity, in our analysis we only allow up to two new
interactions to be present at the same time (while setting the third one to zero), assuming
universal couplings (i.e. CuX = CdX ≡ C

q
X) and neglecting the ES data in the analysis.

Figure 7 shows the ∆χ2 profiles for a single NGI (upper row) given in terms of the CqX ,
and the 90% C.L. (2 d.o.f.) allowed regions for neutrino NGI in the (CqX , C

q
Y ) plane (lower

row), with CqX = gνX · gqX and X = S, V, T , see eqs. (2.9), (2.10) and (2.11). The results
show that, although a new scalar or tensor interaction actually improves the fit of LAr
data alone, such a new NGI does not fit the CsI data set, so that the combined analysis
prefers a SM explanation. For the scenario with a new vector interaction instead, both LAr
and CsI lead to two χ2 minima, one of them at CqV = 0 and a second one at CqV ∼ 0.18.
In the region between the two minima, the extra vector contribution cancels the SM one,
worsening the fit. If two interactions are simultaneously present, see lower panels, one can
also expect interferences between the NGI and the SM interactions, as well as between
different NGI. For the scalar versus tensor (S-T) case, the allowed region, indicated in
the left panel, is centered around the SM solution, with CqT = CqS = 0, with no other
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solutions allowed at the same confidence level. In the other two cases, however, degenerate
solutions with similar goodness of fit as the SM solution appear. In particular, in the scalar
versus vector (S-V) case, shown in the middle panel, the combination of the two data sets
reduces the ring-shaped contour obtained with LAr data to two smaller disjoint regions,
one centered around the SM and a second one around CqV ∼ 0.18, as already seen for the
one-dimensional profiles. Similarly, for the vector versus tensor (V-T) case, the combined
analysis of LAr and CsI data results in a ring-shaped allowed region including the SM
solution CqV = CqT = 0. In all cases, the addition of the CsI data substantially improves the
sensitivity to these new interactions and is competitive to existing results [25], extracted
recently from the analysis of Dresden-II data [10]. Furthermore, one sees a tiny part of the
parameter space where the combined contour extends outside the CsI allowed region. This
can be understood from the LAr and CsI χ2 profiles in the upper panels of figure 7, which
show how in some cases the best fit values for the couplings in the LAr analysis lie outside
the region preferred by the CsI data.

The 1σ limits obtained from the combined CsI+LAr analysis on vector, scalar and
tensor NGI parameters (setting all the others to zero) read

CqV =[−0.003, 0.003] ∪ [0.18, 0.19] ,
CqS =[−0.009, 0.009] ,
CqT =[−0.19, 0.19] .

(4.5)

4.4 Light mediators

The NGI discussed above may appear mediated by a light particle. In such a case, the
relevant parameters entering the scattering cross sections given in section 2.2 are the mass
of the mediator, mX , and a coupling gX , which, for the sake of simplicity, we define as
gX = √gνXgfX , with f = {u, d} for CEνNS and f = e for ES. Notice that we are assuming
universal couplings to quarks, i.e. guX = gdX ≡ gqX .

We first focus on light vector mediators and we present in figure 8 the 90% C.L. (2
d.o.f.) exclusion regions for the universal light vector model (left) and the B-L scenario
(right). In the universal model, a cancellation with the SM is possible thus leading to a tiny
unconstrained band atmV ∼ 0.05−1GeV and gV & 10−4. In the B-L scenario, by contrast,
the charge assignment does not allow for this destructive interference. We can also notice
that the addition of CsI ES events significantly improves the bounds by a factor ∼ 8, at
mV . 30MeV. The corresponding results for the light scalar and tensor interactions are
given in figure 9. The conclusions are similar to the vector case, although without the ES-
driven improvement in the scalar scenario. This behavior is understood since, in the scalar
case, the cross section is proportional to ∼ 1/Eer, unlike the vector and tensor cases where
the ES enhancement is more significant as the cross section of this process is proportional
to ∼ 1/E2

er. Let us finally comment that, keeping in mind the differences in the data sets
considered and in the statistical analyses performed, our current bounds are in general
agreement with those given previously, e.g. in refs. [41, 43, 64].

In order to make a comparison with the available constraints from other experimental
probes, we reproduce in figure 10 the exclusion curves from our combined analysis (dark
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Figure 7. Upper panels: ∆χ2 profiles for single NGI from the CsI (magenta), LAr (orange) and
CsI + LAr (blue) analyses. The analysis of CsI data includes only CEνNS interactions. Lower
panels: 90% C.L. (2 d.o.f.) allowed regions on neutrino NGI allowing two NGI couplings at a time.
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and CsI + LAr (blue) data, for the universal light vector model (left) and the B-L scenario (right).
The analysis of CsI data includes CEνNS + ES interactions.
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blue line) for the cases of the universal vector mediator (see left panel of figure 8) and the
universal scalar mediator (see left panel of figure 9). We choose the latter as benchmark
scenarios since they can be easily recast into more dedicated theoretical models, where
neutrinos and quarks couple differently to the new light mediator. We compare our re-
sults with the existing limits from other CEνNS experiments, in particular CONNIE [110],
CONUS [12] and Dresden-II [26], from the analysis given in ref. [88] of two multi-ton DM
experiments (namely XENONnT [111] and LZ [112]), from the analysis of solar neutrino
data collected by Borexino [113], from collider experiments [43], including BaBar [114] and
LHCb [115], and from rare meson decays at NA48 [116]. In the∼ 1GeVmass region, we also
show bounds from beam-dump experiments [41, 117], including E141 [118, 119], E137 [120],
E774 [121], KEK [122], Orsay [123], U70/ν-CAL I [124, 125], CHARM [126, 127], NO-
MAD [128], NA64 [129, 130] and the fixed target experiments A1 [131] and APEX [132].
In the low mass regime, we show the bound from Big Bang Nucleosynthesis [133, 134]
(BBN) obtained by requiring that the nonstandard mediator couples to neutrinos only. Fi-
nally, we also indicate the 2σ preferred region to account for the muon anomalous magnetic
moment (g − 2)µ [43]. While the COHERENT constraints obtained here slightly improve
the existing bounds only in a small mass region around mX ∼ 0.1GeV, they nonetheless
constitute a complementary test of these new physics scenarios.

4.5 Neutrino EM properties

4.5.1 Effective neutrino magnetic moment

The constraints on neutrino effective MM µνe and µνµ are summarised in figure 11. In
the left (middle) panel, we present the ∆χ2 profiles as a function of the effective electron
neutrino (muon neutrino) MM. We assume that only one MM is nonzero at a time, and
we include ES events in the CsI analysis. One finds an improvement of a factor ∼ 2 with
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Figure 10. 90% C.L. exclusion regions from our combined CsI+LAr analysis of vector (left) and
scalar (right) light mediators coupled universally to neutrinos and quarks, compared with other
available experimental constraints. See text for more details.

the recent CsI data in comparison to the LAr data set. From the combined analysis of
CsI+LAr data, at 90% C.L. we find the upper limits

µνe < 3.6 (3.8)× 10−9 µB ,

µνµ < 2.4 (2.6)× 10−9 µB ,
(4.6)

where the limits in parenthesis indicate the results from the CEνNS-only analysis. We note
that the inclusion of ES events improves the constraints only slightly, in agreement with
ref. [63] where a similar analysis was presented. Likewise, only a small improvement is found
with respect to the results obtained in previous analyses of COHERENT-CsI (2017) data
in refs. [97, 107]. This comes from the fact that, even though the 2021 dataset increased the
statistics considerably, the threshold of the COHERENT-CsI detector remained unchanged
for the two measurements. Indeed, due to their larger threshold, CEνNS experiments
cannot compete with the very low-threshold dark matter direct detection experiments, for
which the sensitivity reach on the neutrino magnetic moment is in the few ×10−12 µB
ballpark [88]. We have also performed a combined analysis, allowing both effective MM to
vary simultaneously. The corresponding result is presented in the right panel of figure 11.
Similarly to the NGI case discussed previously, there is a tiny part of the region allowed
in the combined analysis which falls outside the CsI-driven contour. Again, this is due to
the fact that the analysis of LAr data leads to a nonzero best fit coupling, in contrast to
the CsI data (see upper panel).

4.5.2 Neutrino charge radius

Bounds on flavor-diagonal neutrino CR are shown in figure 12. The left and middle panels
show the ∆χ2 profile for 〈r2

νee〉 and 〈r2
νµµ〉 from the analysis of CsI (magenta), LAr (orange)
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Figure 11. Left and middle panels: ∆χ2 profile for the effective neutrino magnetic moments µνe
and µνµ obtained from the analysis of CsI (magenta), LAr (orange) and CsI + LAr (blue) data.
Right panel: 90% C.L. allowed regions (2 d.o.f.) when two effective MM are taken simultaneously.
The analysis of CsI data includes CEνNS + ES interactions.

and CsI + LAr (blue) data, in units of 10−32 cm2. We find the following 1σ allowed regions:

〈r2
νee〉 ∈ [−61.2,−48.2] ∪ [−4.7, 2.2]× 10−32 cm2 ,

〈r2
νµµ〉 ∈ [−58.2,−52.1]× 10−32 cm2 .

(4.7)

While our results are less stringent, they are still in reasonable agreement with those
reported in ref. [63]. The agreement is not perfect due to our different analysis strategy,
in which the efficiency and time uncertainties are taken into account in a more systematic
manner. The right panel of figure 12 summarizes the 90% C.L. (2 d.o,f.) allowed contours in
the 〈r2

νee〉-〈r2
νµµ〉 plane. Note that the analysis of CsI data includes only CEνNS interactions,

since the ES event contribution on CsI is negligible. From a closer inspection of this figure,
one sees a substantial improvement due to the CsI data: the LAr data alone lead to a single
region, while the CsI data result in a more constrained allowed area, with two separate
regions. We should also stress the fact that our CsI result differs from the one obtained
in ref. [63], where the authors obtained four distinct contour islands at 90% C.L. Let us
finally note that the current CEνNS limits on the neutrino charge radius are weaker than
the existing limits on 〈r2

νe〉 from TEXONO [135] and 〈r2
νµ〉 from BNL-E734 [136] by about

one order of magnitude.

4.5.3 Neutrino millicharge

The ∆χ2 profile for the neutrino EC parameters qνee and qνµµ is given in the upper-left and
upper-middle plots of figure 13. The upper-right plot shows the 90% C.L. (2 d.o.f.) allowed
regions in the plane (qνee , qνµµ), when both parameters are allowed to vary simultaneously.
From the combined analysis of CsI+LAr data, we find the following 1σ allowed intervals

qνee ∈ [−6.9, 5.6]× 10−8 e ,

qνµµ ∈ [−3.3, 2.5]× 10−8 e .
(4.8)

Note that this result is obtained considering only CEνNS interactions in CsI data, neglect-
ing the ES contribution. We find appreciable differences when comparing our results with
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Figure 12. Left and middle panels: ∆χ2 profile for the neutrino charge radii obtained from the
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includes only CEνNS interactions.
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Figure 13. Left and middle panels: ∆χ2 profile for the neutrino electric charges obtained from
the analysis of CsI (magenta), LAr (orange) and CsI + LAr (blue) data. Right panels: 90% C.L.
(2 dofs) allowed regions for the neutrino electric charges, in units of the elementary charge e. In
the upper (lower) panels the analysis of CsI data includes only CEνNS (CEνNS+ES) interactions.
In the lower panels, we do not show LAr contours as the combined analysis is driven by CsI data.
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those obtained in ref. [65], mainly due to the fact that the latter did not take into account
the timing information in COHERENT data. Indeed, in our analysis we obtain two minima
in the ∆χ2 profile of qνee . In general, our present results are in good agreement with those
of ref. [43], the slight differences being due to the different analysis methods, as discussed
above.

Note that, since in ES the momentum transferred is much smaller than in CEνNS
interactions, the inclusion of ES events in the analysis strongly enhances the sensitivity of
COHERENT data to neutrino EC. This is shown in the lower panels of figure 13, where
a dramatic improvement of two orders or magnitude is gained when including ES events.
In the latter case, the constraints are completely dominated by ES-induced events in CsI
and as a consequence, the combined analysis is totally driven by CsI data. We find the
following 1σ allowed ranges:

qνee ∈ [−2.6, 2.6]× 10−10 e ,

qνµµ ∈ [−1.4, 1.4]× 10−10 e .
(4.9)

As in the case of the effective neutrino magnetic moment, the present limits are less severe
compared to the currently most stringent constraints derived from the analysis of LZ and
XENONnT data in ref. [88] by two orders of magnitude (for reactor-based experiments see
ref. [137]).

4.6 Conversion to sterile neutrinos

4.6.1 Active-to-sterile neutrino oscillations

Neutrino oscillations involving a sterile state may be studied with neutrinos produced at a
Spallation Neutron Source. Given the small electron neutrino component in the SNS flux,
one does not expect any meaningful sensitivity in the (∆m2

41, sin2 2θ14) plane. However,
muon neutrino oscillations to a sterile state can be constrained with COHERENT data.
In figure 14 we show the 90% C.L. (2 d.o.f.) exclusion regions from the analysis of CsI
(magenta), LAr (orange) and CsI + LAr (blue) data. Our analysis of CsI data includes
only CEνNS interactions. Concerning the sterile neutrino hypothesis we find a slightly
improved fit for the CsI data when compared to the SM, while for the case of LAr it leads
to a poorer result, very far from the promising prospects for this scenario expected from
the SBN program or the upcoming reactor SBL experiments [138].

4.6.2 Active-to-sterile EM interactions

We now consider active-sterile transitions in the presence of a nonzero neutrino transition
magnetic moment. The corresponding results are shown in figure 15. Given the nuclear
recoil and neutrino energies typical of the COHERENT experiment, the maximum sensi-
tivity to the sterile state mass is about 50MeV due to kinematics. Similarly to the case of
active-active MM, ES events contribute sizeably to the CEνNS event rate, and their inclu-
sion in the analysis leads to a slight improvement in the resulting constraints, reflected in
a small kink around ∼ 2 MeV. From the combined analysis of the full COHERENT data,
the 90% C.L. contours shown in figure 15 exclude values of µνe(µ) as low as 4(3)× 10−8µB
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Figure 14. 90% C.L. (2 d.o.f.) exclusion regions from the analysis of CsI (magenta), LAr (orange)
and CsI + LAr (blue) data, in the (∆m2

41, sin2 2θ24) plane.
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Figure 15. 90% C.L. (2 d.o.f.) exclusion regions for the neutrino magnetic moments concerning
active-to-sterile transitions, from the analysis of CsI (magenta), LAr (orange) and CsI + LAr (blue)
data. The analysis of CsI data includes CEνNS + ES interactions.

for m4 . 10MeV. At this point, we would like to highlight the complementarity of the CO-
HERENT measurements with existing CEνNS reactor experiments. Although the present
results for the case of electron neutrinos are slightly less stringent than those obtained from
the analysis of Dresden-II data [26], the COHERENT data analyzed here can probe larger
values of m4. One should also stress that COHERENT data can be used to probe TMMs
to sterile neutrinos in the muon sector, unlike reactor-based experiments.
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5 Summary and conclusions

In this paper we have analyzed the updated CsI data release from the COHERENT exper-
iment and combined this result with the previous LAr dataset. By performing a thorough
statistical analysis including all systematic errors plus the relevant nuisance parameters
associated to signal shape uncertainties, we have probed Standard Model parameters such
as the weak mixing angle, nuclear physics as well as several new physics scenarios. We have
shown that the inclusion of the recent CsI data significantly improves the CEνNS sensitiv-
ity in most of these physics cases.

In order to compare the various scenarios examined above with respect to SM expec-
tations we now give a summary of our results. In this paper we have analyzed the impact
of recent CsI+LAr COHERENT data on:
• Standard Model physics (weak mixing angle in figure 1 and neutron RMS radii in fig-

ure 2)
• flavor-preserving neutrino NSI (figure 3 and figure 4)
• co-existence of nonuniversal and flavor-changing neutrino NSI (figure 5 and figure 6)
• neutrino generalized interactions (figure 7)
• light mediators (figures 8 to 10 )
• effective neutrino magnetic moments (figure 11)
• neutrino charge radii (figure 12)
• neutrino millicharges (figure 13)
• oscillations into sterile states (figure 14)
• TMMs to sterile neutrinos (figure 15).

In table 2 we present the χ2
min values obtained in each physics case, normalized to the

total number of degrees of freedom.13 At this point, we would like to remark that both CsI
and LAr datasets are in good agreement with the SM expectation, with χ2/#CsI

dof = 0.849
and χ2/#LAr

dof = 0.887, which implies a preference for the presence of CEνNS as given by the
SM over the background hypothesis of 11.5σ and 3.4σ, respectively (for the background-
only hypothesis one finds χ2/#CsI

dof = 2.19 and χ2/#LAr
dof = 0.984). We also find that

the combined CsI+LAr analysis leads to χ2/#CsI+LAr
dof = 0.870, favoring the SM over the

background explanation at almost 12σ.
Regarding the new physics scenarios considered in this work, for the case of CsI, as

well as for the combined CsI+LAr analysis, only the addition of a light vector mediator
tends to improve the fit, while this is not the case for the LAr data alone. In contrast,
the presence of a NGI with nonzero CqS couplings leads to the best fit for the LAr dataset.
NGI with nonzero CqV as well as a light vector mediator with universal couplings also fit
well the combined datasets CsI+LAr, slightly improving the quality of the fit (by ∼ 1σ)
in comparison with the SM. On the other hand, active-active TMM, sterile conversion
through TMM, NSI, as well as the NGI analysis with nonzero CqS and CqT couplings, all
lead to poorer fits than the SM. Finally, a scenario in which muon neutrinos oscillate into

13These are calculated as #CsI+LAr
dof = #CsI + #LAr − #free pars, where the number of degrees of freedom

for CsI data is #CsI = 99 (data bins) −1 (time) = 98, while #LAr = 120.
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Scenario SM
weak mixing angle

(sin2 θW )
nuclear neutron

radius (Rn)
MMactive

(µνe , µνµ)

CsI 83.2 (0.849) 82.8 (0.854) 81.9 (0.845) 83.2 (0.867)
LAr 106.5 (0.887) 105.5 (0.887) 105.5 (0.887) 105.4 (0.893)
CsI+LAr 189.7 (0.870) 189.7 (0.874) — 189.6 (0.877)

Scenario
NSI NU
(εdVee , εuVee )

NSI NU
(εdVµµ , εuVµµ )

NSI NU
(εdVee , εdVµµ )

NSI NU
(εuVee , εuVµµ )

CsI 82.9 (0.863) 82.9 (0.863) 82.8 (0.863) 82.8 (0.863)
LAr 105.7 (0.896) 105.6 (0.895) 105.5 (0.894) 105.5 (0.894)
CsI+LAr 188.9 (0.874) 188.5 (0.873) 188.9 (0.875) 188.5 (0.872)

Scenario
NSI FC
(εdVee , εdVeµ )

NSI FC
(εuVµµ , εuVeµ )

NSI FC
(εdVee , εdVeτ )

NSI FC
(εdVµµ , εdVµτ )

CsI 82.9 (0.863) 82.9 (0.863) 82.9 (0.863) 82.9 (0.863)
LAr 105.5 (0.894) 105.5 (0.894) 105.7 (0.896) 105.6 (0.895)
CsI+LAr 189.4 (0.877) 189.1 (0.876) 189.4 (0.877) 189.1 (0.876)

Scenario
NGI (V)
(CqV )

NGI (S)
(CqS)

NGI (T)
(CqT )

CsI 82.8 (0.854) 83.2 (0.858) 83.2 (0.858) —
LAr 105.5 (0.887) 103.2 (0.867) 104.6 (0.879) —
CsI+LAr 188.6 (0.869) 189.7 (0.874) 189.7 (0.874) —

Scenario
NGI (V-T)
(CqV , C

q
T )

NGI (V-S)
(CqV , C

q
S)

NGI (S-T)
(CqS , C

q
T )

CsI 82.8 (0.863) 82.9 (0.863) 83.2 (0.867) —
LAr 103.3 (0.875) 102.6 (0.870) 103.2 (0.874) —
CsI+LAr 188.6 (0.873) 188.6 (0.873) 189.7 (0.878) —

Scenario
LV universal
(mV , gV )

LV B-L
(mV , gV )

LS
(mS , gS)

LT
(mT , gT )

CsI 81.4 (0.848) 83.2 (0.867) 83.2 (0.867) 83.2 (0.867)
LAr 105.6 (0.895) 105.5 (0.894) 102.9 (0.872) 104.6 (0.887)
CsI+LAr 187.8 (0.869) 189.6 (0.878) 189.4 (0.877) 189.5 (0.877)

Scenario
millicharge
(qνee , qνµµ)

charge radius
(〈r2

νee〉, 〈r
2
νµµ〉)

TMMsterile

(m4, µνµ)14
Sterile Osc.

(sin2 2θ24,∆m2
42)

CsI 83.2 (0.867) 82.8 (0.863) 83.2 (0.867) 82.1 (0.855)
LAr 106.4 (0.902) 105.5 (0.894) 105.1 (0.891) 106.5 (0.902)
CsI+LAr 189.7 (0.878) 188.4 (0.872) 189.5 (0.877) 188.6 (0.881)

Table 2. χ2
min values for the various physics scenarios analyzed in the present work, in parenthesis

normalized to #dof in each case.
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Figure 16. COHERENT-CsI efficiency as a function of PE along with its 1σ uncertainty.

a light sterile state leads to the worst fit, both analyzing the two datasets separately and
combined. Indeed, the addition of the new CsI data disfavor the sterile neutrino oscillations
scenario. All in all, in this paper we have provided a survey of the main physics implications
of a combined analysis of COHERENT CsI and LAr data.
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A Details of the CsI signal simulation

In this appendix we provide some further details regarding the analysis of COHERENT-
CsI data. First, in figure 16 we present the efficiency as a function of the reconstructed
PE, where the width of the curve illustrates the ±1σ uncertainty given in ref. [8]. We also
show that ±1PE variations of the reconstructed photoelectron have an effect equivalent
with varying the parameters a, b, c, d entering eq. (3.3) within ±1σ.
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Figure 17. COHERENT-CsI scintillation curve as function of the true nuclear recoil energy for
the two QF models reported by COHERENT [8].
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Figure 18. Simulation of the event spectra at COHERENT-CsI along with the experimental data
of COHERENT-CsI measurement [8] (in agreement with [108]).

In figure 17 we present the scintillation response curve Eer as a function of the true
nuclear recoil energy E′nr (see section 3.1) using the best fit coefficients xi provided in
the supplemental material of ref. [8] for the two QF models reported by COHERENT
Collaboration. The width of the curve indicates the ±1σ uncertainty which is obtained by
varying the coefficients xi within their ±1σ uncertainties. As can be seen, the variation
of the individual xi coefficients is expected to have a rather small effect on the shape
uncertainty of the CEνNS event rate. Thus, in order to reduce computational time in
our analysis we assigned a flat 3.8% uncertainty to the CEνNS normalization (through
the nuisance α5) [8]. We finally compare our theoretical calculation of the event spectra
with the experimental data from the COHERENT-CsI measurement in figure 18. Also
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superimposed is the best fit of the predicted event spectra from where one can notice the
effect of timing and threshold uncertainties taken into account in the present work (compare
cyan and orange histograms).
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