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E. A. G. Goodman,13 K. Gorshanov,26 P. Govindaraj,68 M. Grassi,24 M. Guigue,58 F. Y. Guo,43 D. R. Hadley,71 S. Han,33,62

D. A. Harris,74 R. J. Harris,34,44 T. Hasegawa,16,‡ C.M. Hasnip,11 S. Hassani,5 N. C. Hastings,16 Y. Hayato,61,29

I. Heitkamp,70 D. Henaff,5 Y. Hino,16 J. Holeczek,56 A. Holin,44 T. Holvey,47 N. T. Hong Van,27 T. Honjo,46

M. C. F. Hooft,14 K. Hosokawa,61 J. Hu,33 A. K. Ichikawa,70 K. Ieki,61 M. Ikeda,61 T. H. Ishida,70 T. Ishida,16,‡

M. Ishitsuka,65 H. Ito,32 S. Ito,73 A. Izmaylov,26 N. Jachowicz,14 S. J. Jenkins,37 C. Jesús-Valls,11 M. Jia,43 J. J. Jiang,43

J. Y. Ji,43 T. P. Jones,34 P. Jonsson,21 S. Joshi,43 C. K. Jung,43,§ M. Kabirnezhad,21 A. C. Kaboth,51 H. Kakuno,64

J. Kameda,61 S. Karpova,12 V. S. Kasturi,12 Y. Kataoka,61 T. Katori,31 A. Kawabata,30 Y. Kawamura,46 M. Kawaue,33

E. Kearns,2,§ M. Khabibullin,26 A. Khotjantsev,26 T. Kikawa,33 S. King,31 V. Kiseeva,39 J. Kisiel,56 A. Klustová,21

L. Kneale,55 H. Kobayashi,60 Sota. R. Kobayashi,70 L. Koch,19 S. Kodama,60 M. Kolupanova,26 A. Konaka,66

L. L. Kormos,34 Y. Koshio,45,§ K. Kowalik,42 Y. Kudenko,26,∥ Y. Kudo,73 A. Kumar Jha,14 R. Kurjata,69 V. Kurochka,26

T. Kutter,38 L. Labarga,1 M. Lachat,50 K. Lachner,9 J. Lagoda,42 S. M. Lakshmi,56 M. Lamers James,71 A. Langella,23

D. H. Langridge,51 J.-F. Laporte,5 D. Last,50 N. Latham,31 M. Laveder,24 L. Lavitola,23 M. Lawe,34 D. Leon Silverio,59

S. Levorato,24 S. V. Lewis,31 B. Li,9 C. Lin,21 R. P. Litchfield,13 S. L. Liu,43 W. Li,47 A. Longhin,24 A. Lopez Moreno,31

L. Ludovici,25 X. Lu,71 T. Lux,18 L. N. Machado,13 L. Magaletti,22 K. Mahn,40 K. K. Mahtani,43 M. Mandal,42 S. Manly,50

A. D. Marino,6 D. G. R. Martin,21 D. A. Martinez Caicedo,59 L. Martinez,18 M. Martini,58,¶ T. Matsubara,16 R. Matsumoto,63

V. Matveev,26 C. Mauger,48 K. Mavrokoridis,37 N. McCauley,37 K. S. McFarland,50 C. McGrew,43 J. McKean,21

A. Mefodiev,26 G. D. Megias,54 L. Mellet,40 C. Metelko,37 M. Mezzetto,24 S. Miki,61 V. Mikola,13 E. W. Miller,21

A. Minamino,73 O. Mineev,26 S. Mine,61,4 J. Mirabito,2 M. Miura,61,§ S. Moriyama,61,§ S. Moriyama,73 P. Morrison,13

Th. A. Mueller,36 D. Munford,17 A. Muñoz,36,28 L. Munteanu,11 Y. Nagai,8 T. Nakadaira,16,‡ K. Nakagiri,61

M. Nakahata,61,29 Y. Nakajima,60 K. D. Nakamura,70 A. Nakano,70 Y. Nakano,67 S. Nakayama,61,29 T. Nakaya,33,29

K. Nakayoshi,16,‡ C. E. R. Naseby,21 D. T. Nguyen,10 V. Q. Nguyen,36 K. Niewczas,14 S. Nishimori,16 Y. Nishimura,30

Y. Noguchi,61 T. Nosek,42 F. Nova,44 J. C. Nugent,21 H. M. O’Keeffe,34 L. O’Sullivan,19 R. Okazaki,30 W. Okinaga,60

K. Okumura,62,29 T. Okusawa,46 N. Onda,33 N. Ospina,22 L. Osu,36 N. Otani,33 Y. Oyama,16,‡ V. Paolone,49 J. Pasternak,21

D. Payne,37 T. P. D. Peacock,55 M. Pfaff,21 L. Pickering,44 B. Popov,58,** A. J. Portocarrero Yrey,16 M. Posiadala-Zezula,68

Y. S. Prabhu,68 H. Prasad,72 F. Pupilli,24 B. Quilain,28,36 P. T. Quyen,20,†† E. Radicioni,22 B. Radics,74

M. A. Ramirez Delgado,48 R. Ramsden,31 P. N. Ratoff,34 M. Reh,6 G. Reina,19 C. Riccio,43 D.W. Riley,13 E. Rondio,42

S. Roth,52 N. Roy,74 A. Rubbia,9 L. Russo,58 A. Rychter,69 W. Saenz,58 K. Sakashita,16,‡ S. Samani,12 F. Sánchez,12

E. M. Sandford,37 Y. Sato,65 T. Schefke,38 C. M. Schloesser,12 K. Scholberg,7,§ M. Scott,21 Y. Seiya,46,‡‡ T. Sekiguchi,16,‡

H. Sekiya,61,29,§ T. Sekiya,64 D. Seppala,40 D. Sgalaberna,9 A. Shaikhiev,26 M. Shiozawa,61,29 Y. Shiraishi,45

A. Shvartsman,26 N. Skrobova,26 K. Skwarczynski,51 D. Smyczek,52 M. Smy,4 J. T. Sobczyk,72 H. Sobel,4,29 F. J. P. Soler,13

A. J. Speers,34 R. Spina,22 A. Srivastava,19 P. Stowell,55 Y. Stroke,26 I. A. Suslov,39 A. Suzuki,32 S. Y. Suzuki,16,‡M. Tada,16,‡

S. Tairafune,70 A. Takeda,61 Y. Takeuchi,32,29 K. Takeya,45 H. K. Tanaka,61,§ H. Tanigawa,16 A. Teklu,43

V. V. Tereshchenko,39 N. Thamm,52 C. Touramanis,37 N. Tran,33 T. Tsukamoto,16,‡ M. Tzanov,38 Y. Uchida,21 M. Vagins,29,4

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 135, 261801 (2025)

0031-9007=25=135(26)=261801(11) 261801-1 Published by the American Physical Society



M. Varghese,18 I. Vasilyev,39 G. Vasseur,5 E. Villa,11,12 U. Virginet,58 T. Vladisavljevic,44 T. Wachala,15 S.-i. Wada,32

D. Wakabayashi,70 H. T. Wallace,55 J. G. Walsh,40 L. Wan,2 D. Wark,44,47 M. O. Wascko,47,44 A. Weber,19 R. Wendell,33

M. J. Wilking,53 C. Wilkinson ,35 J. R. Wilson,31 K. Wood,35 C. Wret,21 J. Xia,57 K. Yamamoto,46,‡‡ T. Yamamoto,46

C. Yanagisawa,43,§§ Y. Yang,47 T. Yano,61 K. Yasutome,33 N. Yershov,26 U. Yevarouskaya,43 M. Yokoyama,60,§

Y. Yoshimoto,60 N. Yoshimura,33 R. Zaki,74 A. Zalewska,15 J. Zalipska,42 G. Zarnecki,15 J. Zhang,66,3 X. Y. Zhao,9

H. Zheng,43 H. Zhong,32 T. Zhu,21 M. Ziembicki,69 E. D. Zimmerman,6 M. Zito,58 and S. Zsoldos31

(T2K Collaboration)

1University Autonoma Madrid, Department of Theoretical Physics, 28049 Madrid, Spain
2Boston University, Department of Physics, Boston, Massachusetts, USA

3University of British Columbia, Department of Physics and Astronomy, Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada
4University of California, Irvine, Department of Physics and Astronomy, Irvine, California, USA
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Introduction—The T2K experiment [1] measures three-
flavor neutrino mixing parameters by observing the dis-
appearance of νμ (ν̄μ) and the appearance of νe (ν̄e) over a
distance of 295 km in a narrow-band, predominantly νμ or
ν̄μ beam, which peaks at an energy of 0.6 GeV. Data
corresponding to 3.6 × 1021 protons on target (POT) were
analyzed with major improvements to the neutrino flux and
interaction modeling compared to previous studies [2].
New photon- and proton-tagged near detector (ND) sam-
ples, as well as a new, charged current neutrino-enhanced
muon-neutrino sample with tagged pions (νμCC1πþ-like)
in the far detector, are included in the analysis for the first
time. This Letter reports T2K’s latest measurements of
neutrino mixing parameters after these improvements,
which mark a significant step forward in the robustness
of our analysis, particularly due to improvements in
modeling and constraining neutrino interaction uncertain-
ties, and supersede previous results produced with the same
dataset. Comparable measurements have also been reported
by NOvA [3], and future experiments such as Hyper-
Kamiokande [4] and DUNE [5] aim to further improve the
precision and discovery potential in neutrino oscillation
physics.
T2K experiment—Protons of 30 GeVenergy, accelerated

by the J-PARCmain ring, collide and interact with a graphite
target, producing pions and kaons that are focused by a
system of three magnetic horns and decay inside a
96-m-long tunnel. Depending on the direction of the current
flowing in the horns, either positively or negatively charged
hadrons are focused, producing a neutrino- (ν-mode) or
antineutrino-enhanced (ν̄-mode) beam.
Two near detectors are located 280 m away from the

graphite target—one on axis (INGRID) [6] and the other
2.5° off axis (ND280) [1] with respect to the beam
direction. They sample the unoscillated beam by monitor-
ing its direction, intensity, and flavor content as well as
constraining uncertainties in the neutrino interaction model.
The far detector, Super-Kamiokande (SK) [7], is a 50-kton
water-Cherenkov detector located beneath a 1-km rock
overburden within the Kamioka mine in Japan. It measures
the oscillated neutrino flux 295 km away from its pro-
duction point at 2.5° off axis.
The analysis reported in this Letter uses all data collected

by T2K from January 2010 to February 2020, correspond-
ing to an SK exposure of 19.7 × 1020 POT in ν-mode and
16.3 × 1020 POT in ν̄-mode. The same number of POTwas
used in a previous analysis [2].
Neutrino flux prediction—The neutrino flux Monte Carlo

(MC) simulation uses the FLUKA 2011.2 [8,9] interaction
model for proton interactions inside the target and GEANT3
[10] for interactions outside the target. Hadron production in
the target is tuned to external datasets [11–13]. The flux
depends on the beamline conditions and the measured
proton beam profile. The prediction accounts for the beam
conditions during each operating period.

The resulting flux model [14] is used to estimate the
unoscillated ν-mode and ν̄-mode fluxes at all detectors, for
all contributing neutrino flavors, as well as their correlated
uncertainties. INGRID is used to monitor the beam direc-
tion and validate the neutrino flux simulation. The uncer-
tainty on the measured beam direction is included in
the flux uncertainties used in the oscillation parameter
measurement.
This analysis includes new constraints from the NA61/

SHINE replica target datasets [13], including high-statistics
measurements of π� production as well as, for the first
time, K� and proton production measurements. Among
other improvements these constraints reduce the νμ flux
uncertainty to below 4% for energies up to 7 GeV.
Neutrino interaction modeling—The nominal model

prediction was generated with the neutrino event generator
NEUT 5.4.0 [15]. In this analysis, important improvements
to the estimated neutrino interaction uncertainties were
made, increasing the number of free parameters by 26
compared with the previous analysis [2], for a total of 75.
Pionless: New degrees of freedom were included to

cover theoretical uncertainties in nuclear effects for
charged-current (CC) quasielastic (CCQE), multinucleon
(2p2h), and hard-scattering processes.
Ad hoc uncertainties in the low four-momentum transfer

(Q2) response for CCQE interactions were replaced with
physics-motivated parameters that vary the impact of Pauli
blocking and the effect of nuclear transparency on the
inclusive cross section. An effective parameterization of the
latter was derived by comparison to the NuWro [16,17]
implementation of the optical potential [18]. New uncer-
tainties on the nuclear ground state for CCQE events, which
parametrize the shell structure of the missing momentum
(pmiss) and missing energy (Emiss) response in the initial
state spectral function (SF), were included [19,20]. The
Benhar SF [21] incorporates multinucleon knockout in the
Emiss > 100 MeV, pmiss > 300 MeV region. These events
account for 5% of all CCQE interactions; a 200% nor-
malization uncertainty was applied to cover differences
between NEUT and NuWro predictions. Following
Ref. [22], a three-momentum-transfer-dependent freedom
on the nucleon removal energy (NRE) was added [23].
Additional freedom for 2p2h interactions was included by
separating some of the existing uncertainties by the struck
nucleon pair (proton-neutron vs proton-proton and neutron-
neutron).
Single-pion production (SPP): Uncertainties on the

free parameters in the NEUT implementation [2] of the
Rein-Sehgal SPP model [24] were motivated by fitting [19]
to hydrogen- and deuterium-target data [25,26] from ANL
[27,28] and BNL [29–31], and checking coverage against
hydrocarbon-target data [32–38]. Variations of these
parameters exhibit a minimal change to both the shape
of the final-state pion kinematics, which have previously
been observed to be poorly predicted at both ND280 and
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SK [2], and to the relative rate of charged and neutral pion
production. To cover measurements of pion kinematic
spectra in T2K [39] and MINERνA [40], new parameters
were developed to vary the resonance decay kinematics
and the total neutral pion production rate [19]. Previously,
NRE effects were only included in NEUT for pionless
hard-scatter processes. Here, an approximation of this
effect, and an associated uncertainty, was motivated by
comparing NEUT predictions to those from NuWro for
0 < NRESPP < 50 MeV.
Multiple pions: New uncertainties were developed for

multiple-pion production in the low hadronic mass region,
1.3 < W < 2.0 GeV. Reference [41] motivated separate
uncertainties on the axial and vector parts of the nucleon
form factors, replacing an effective 100%, Q2-dependent,
uncertainty on the previous Bodek-Yang correction [42].
Additionally, a new uncertainty covering the difference
between the NEUT and AGKY models [43] was included
on the shape of the two-dimensional pion multiplicity and
invariant hadronic mass distributions.
Final-state interactions: A new 16% uncertainty on the

cross section for pion charge-exchange reactions for pπ >
500 MeV was included [44]. As the new ND selections are
sensitive to proton kinematics, an uncertainty was added
that varies the fraction of events that include intranuclear
nucleon rescattering while keeping the leptonic observables
unmodified. The size of this uncertainty (30%) was moti-
vated by a recent analysis of nuclear transparency data [45].
Near detector analysis—The neutrino flux and interac-

tion models were constrained by fitting the unoscillated CC
event spectra at the ND280. Three time projection cham-
bers (TPCs) [46] with two fine-grained detectors (FGDs)
[47] sandwiched between them track particles from inter-
actions in the FGD target mass. Electromagnetic calorim-
eters surrounding the TPCs and FGDs, as well as the TPCs,
are used to tag photons.
Selected CC events were separated into different samples

according to the FGD in which the interaction occurred,
the beam mode, the muon charge, and the reconstructed
final-state particle multiplicities. Negatively charged muon
candidates selected in ν-mode were divided into five
samples per FGD: (1) at least one photon (CC-photon);
(2) no photons, pions, or protons (CC0π0p); (3) no photons
or pions and at least one proton (CC0πNp); (4) no photons
and one positively charged pion (CC1 πþ); and (5) all other
CC events (CC-Other). Positively and negatively charged
muon candidates in ν̄-mode are each divided into three
samples per FGD: (1) no pions (CC0π); (2) one pion with
opposite charge to the muon (CC1π); and (3) all other CC
events (CC-Other). Positively charged muon candidates
in ν-mode were not separately selected as the predicted
contamination was 4%, compared to 30% negatively
charged muon contamination in ν̄-mode [48].
Newly added proton-tagged samples offer enhanced

abilities to constrain the Q2 dependence of several

uncertainties with data. Since ND280 achieves reliable
proton tracking efficiency for momenta ≳450 MeV, sam-
ples with (without) protons generally correspond to higher
(lower) average Q2. The new photon-tagged sample helps
constrain π0 production uncertainties, and increases the
purity of other samples.
Each sample was binned according to the muon candi-

date’s momentum, pμ, and the cosine of the angle between
the muon momentum vector and the beam direction, cos θμ.
An MC prediction was made using the flux, cross-section,
and ND280 detector models, and an extended binned
likelihood [49] fit to data was performed. Figure 1 shows
the data, prefit, and postfit MC distributions for the FGD1
CC0π0p sample as a function of pμ. The total p value is
0.575, indicating agreement between the data fit result and
the input models. The uncertainty on the SK predicted
event rates from cross-section and flux systematics was
reduced from approximately 10%–15% to 3%–4% for each
sample by using the ND280 constraint.
SK event selection—Previous T2K analyses used five SK

samples: 1 ring μ- and e-like in both ν- and ν̄-modes and 1
ring e-like with 1 decay electron in ν-mode [2] (tagging a
pion below the Cherenkov threshold). This analysis intro-
duces a νμCC1 πþ-like sample in ν-mode, which tags pions
through two topologies: (1) one ring each from a muon and
a charged pion with one or two decay electrons (from the
pion and muon decay); and (2) one μ-like ring (where the
charged pion is below the Cherenkov threshold) with two
decay electrons (from the decay of the muon and the pion).
Standard preselection criteria common to all SK samples
[2] were applied in addition to the particle-identification
(PID) requirements for the candidate μ-like, π-like, and
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down by interaction channel. The predicted event rate from ν̄
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decay electron rings. These PID requirements reduce the
number of selected background events with primary elec-
trons or neutral pions and those produced by neutral-
current pion production processes.
The addition of the νμCC1 πþ-like sample increases the

total number of selected μ-like events by 42.5%, although
much of the increase is above the oscillation maximum, and
is affected by different systematics to the dominant 1 ring
μ-like samples. At a reference set of oscillation parameter
values [50] (sin2 θ23 ¼ 0.561, sin2θ13 ¼ 0.022, sin2 θ12 ¼
0.307, Δm2

32 ¼ 2.49× 10−3 eV2, Δm2
21 ¼ 7.53× 10−5 eV2,

δCP ¼ −1.601, and normal ordering), 53.5 (116.6) signal
(total) events were predicted in this sample. A total of 134
data events passed the selection criteria with a total
systematic uncertainty of 4.3%. The reconstructed neutrino
energy for this sample, using only the reconstructed muon
information, is

Erec
ν ¼ 2mpEμ þm2

Δþþ −m2
p −m2

μ

2
�
mp − Eμ þ jpμj cos θμ

� ;

where mp, mμ, mΔþþ are the proton, muon, and Δ baryon
rest masses, and Eμ, pμ, θμ are the muon-candidate re-
constructed energy, three-momentum, and angle with
respect to the neutrino beam. Predicted and observed
Erec
ν distributions for this sample are presented in Fig. 2.

Since events do not populate the region of the oscillation
dip, we do not expect a significant increase in sensitivity
to oscillation parameters. However, this sample provides
improved control of background contributions and allows
for valuable cross-checks of the cross-section model.

Oscillation analysis—The PDG parameterization of the
PMNS matrix [50] was used in the analysis. Matter effects
were included with an average Earth crust density of
2.6 g=cm3. The peak neutrino energy and baseline used by
T2K provide sensitivity to the PMNS parameters sin2 θ13,
sin2 θ23, δCP, and the magnitude and sign of the mass-
splitting term Δm2

32.
Measurements were carried out with and without a reactor

constraint (RC). The RCwas included as a Gaussian prior on
sin2θ13 ∼ ð2.20� 0.07Þ × 10−2, the PDG world-average
[50–53]. Similarly, for Δm2

21 and sin2 θ12 priors of ð7.53�
0.18Þ × 10−5 eV2 and (0.307� 0.013) were used [50]. Flat
priors were used for the other oscillation parameters. The
impact of the choice of prior on δCP was investigated and
does not alter the conclusions of the analysis [54].
Two different statistical approaches were used to extract

constraints on the oscillation parameters of interest from a
likelihood function, the form of which remained unchanged
from Ref. [2]. One used a Markov chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) method [55,56], to simultaneously fit the data
from ND280 and SK, producing posterior distributions
from which credible intervals were constructed. The other
performed a piecewise fit and marginalized over the
parameters associated with the propagated ND280 con-
straint to provide frequentist confidence intervals, both with
the constant Δχ2 and Feldman-Cousins (FC) [57] methods.
Table I presents the posterior predictive p values [58–60]

for all SK samples. After accounting for the “look else-
where effect” using the Bonferroni correction [61], all
samples pass the 5% threshold. This suggests that the
model provides a plausible description of the data within
the considered parameter space.
Simulated data studies (SDSs)—These study the impact

of alternative interaction models and data-driven modifi-
cations of predictions at ND280 and SK, to check the
completeness of our systematic uncertainty model, and are
essential tests of the robustness of our result. Changes to
sin2 θ23 and Δm2

32 were deemed significant if the bias to
the center of a 2σ confidence interval was greater than
50% of the 1σ Asimov interval width, or if the size of a
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FIG. 2. The Erec
ν distribution for the νμCC1 πþν-mode SK
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events with Erec

ν ≤ 30 (1.25) GeV, but the range is truncated here
for readability. The reference oscillation parameter values are
described in the main text. The ND280 constraint has been
applied to the MC prediction.

TABLE I. Posterior predictive p values for every FD sample,
from the fit including the RC.

Sample p value

1Rμ-like ν-mode 0.35
ν̄-mode 0.84

νμCC1 πþ-like ν-mode 0.96

1Re-like ν-mode 0.13
ν̄-mode 0.63

1Re-like 1de ν-mode 0.89

Total 0.86
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one-dimensional, 2σ, FC-corrected interval changed by
more than 10%. If a significant bias was found, additional
smearing was applied to the relevant intervals. For δCP,
biases to interval boundaries that change the inclusion or
exclusion of a physically interesting point in parameter
space, e.g., δCP ¼ ½−π; 0; π�, are reported as part of the
result; but due to the non-Gaussian nature of the δCP
likelihood additional smearing was not applied to reported
intervals.
Various SDSs were described in Ref. [2] and have also

been carried out in this analysis. New SDSs for this analysis
are: replacing the default single-pion production model
with the Martini et al. 1π model [62,63] to test the
robustness of the model for the νμCC1 πþ-like SK sample;
and altering the default nuclear response to the Hartree-
Fock Continuum Random Phase Approximation (HF
CRPA) [64,65] to test the new proton-tagged ND280
samples. In total 19 SDSs were performed. New SDSs
and those with the most significant impact are shown in
Table II. The observed bias on the center of the Δm2

32 2σ
interval exceeded the bias condition for both the HF CRPA
and non-CCQE SDS. As a result, the Δm2

32 contour was
smeared by 3.1 × 10−5 eV2, determined from the quad-
rature sum of the biases on Δm2

32 from all SDSs. Addi-
tionally, a single SDS (SPP low-Q2 [40]) was found
to change the 90% confidence interval of δCP such that
δCP ¼ π is not excluded.
Oscillation results and discussion—Figure 3 shows

credible regions in the sin2 θ13–δCP plane produced with
and without the RC applied. The measurement of sin2 θ13
without the RC applied is consistent with the PDG value.
When marginalized over both mass orderings, the best-fit
value of sin2 θ13 with (without) the RC applied is
22.1þ0.6

−0.7 × 10−3 (23.5þ5.6
−3.1 × 10−3).

The FC-corrected frequentist confidence intervals for
δCP are shown in Fig. 4. The best-fit value is δCP ¼
−2.18þ1.22

−0.47 (δCP ¼ −1.37þ0.41
−1.28 ) for normal (inverted)

ordering with the RC applied. The data prefer values of
δCP close to −ðπ=2Þ radians, excluding values around
þðπ=2Þ radians at >3σ in both orderings. The CP-conserv-
ing values of 0 and π are excluded at the 3σ level in inverted
ordering. In normal ordering, δCP ¼ 0 is excluded at
90% confidence, and although the nominal fit excludes
δCP ¼ π at 90% (Fig. 4), an SDS was found that could move
the interval boundary past π, so this value is not excluded in
the reported result. The result was statistically limited and
can be expected to improve as more data are accumulated.
Figure 5 shows frequentist confidence intervals in the

sin2 θ23–Δm2
32 plane for both mass orderings. The data

exhibit a weak preference for the upper octant of sin2 θ23
and the normal ordering, with best-fit values of sin2θ23 ¼
0.559þ0.018

−0.078 and Δm2
32¼ ð2.506þ0.039

−0.052Þ × 10−3 eV2. The
MCMC analysis obtains a Bayes factor with (without) the RC
applied of 2.3 (1.4) for the upper octant of θ23 over the lower
and 2.7 (1.7) for the normal over inverted ordering.

TABLE II. Differences in the oscillation parameter constraints
observed in the new and most impactful SDS. “Bias” shows
changes to the center of the 2σ confidence interval divided by the
1σ Asimov interval width, and “size” is the change in size of the
one-dimensional, 2σ, FC-corrected interval.

SDS sin2θ23 Δm2
32 δCP

HF CRPA Bias −25.1% 84.9% −11.2%
Size 2% −5.4% 1%

Martini 1π Bias −3.2% −18.5% −1.7%
Size −0.2% −1% 2%

Non-CCQE Bias 10.4% −76.3% −0.5%
Size 3.0% −1% −3%

SPP low-Q2 Bias 14.1% 18.6% −6.11%
Size 2% −1.6% −2.2%
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The measurements presented thus far assume the
PDG parameterization of the PMNS matrix. The Jarlskog
invariant, JCP, is a parametrization-independent way of
measuring the scale of CP violation generated by PMNS
oscillations [66,67]. A zero (nonzero) value for JCP indi-
cates CP conservation (CP violation) in three-flavor neu-
trino mixing. The constraint on JCP, obtained with the
MCMC analysis, and the impact of the choice of δCP prior
on that constraint, are shown in Fig. 6. The CP-conserving
value, JCP ¼ 0, is excluded at the 90% credible interval for
both δCP priors: flat in δCP and flat in sin δCP. Although
changes in the prior were checked, the robustness of these
credible intervals in JCP has not been checked with SDS in
this analysis.

Conclusions—The T2K collaboration has measured the
three-flavor PMNS neutrino oscillation parameters Δm2

32,
sin2 θ13, sin2 θ23, δCP, JCP, and the mass ordering, using
3.6 × 1021 POT at SK. The analysis includes a new
νμCC1 πþ-like SK sample; new ND event samples in
ν-mode; significant improvements to the flux and neu-
trino interaction modeling; and a significantly expanded
set of SDSs to test the robustness of the analysis to
out-of-model changes. These improvements represent a
significant step forward in the development of analysis
methods that are robust to mismodeling issues, a major
obstacle for all current and future long-baseline neutrino
oscillation experiments. Our results show a weak prefer-
ence for normal ordering and the upper octant of sin2 θ23
with best-fit values of sin2θ23 ¼ 0.559þ0.018

−0.078 and Δm2
32 ¼

ð2.506þ0.039
−0.052Þ × 10−3 eV2. One of the CP-conserving val-

ues, δCP ¼ 0, is excluded at 90% confidence, with a best-fit
value of δCP ¼ −2.18þ1.22

−0.47 in normal ordering with the RC
applied.
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Sorbonne Université Emergences programmes; the VAST-
JSPS (No. QTJP01.02/20-22); and the DOE Early Career
program, USA.

Data availability—Data, including MCMC chains from
the fit without the RC applied, have been released
in Ref. [68].

[1] K. Abe et al. (The T2K Collaboration), The T2K experi-
ment, Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res., Sect. A 659, 106
(2011).

[2] K. Abe et al. (The T2K Collaboration), Measurements of
neutrino oscillation parameters from the T2K experiment
using 3.6 × 1021 protons on target, Eur. Phys. J. C 83, 782
(2023).

[3] M. A. Acero et al. (NOvA Collaboration), Improved meas-
urement of neutrino oscillation parameters by the NOvA
experiment, Phys. Rev. D 106, 032004 (2022).

[4] K. Abe et al. (Hyper-Kamiokande Collaboration), Hyper-
Kamiokande design report, arXiv:1805.04163.

[5] B. Abi et al. (DUNE Collaboration), Deep underground
neutrino experiment (DUNE), far detector technical design
report, volume II: DUNE physics, arXiv:2002.03005.

[6] K. Abe et al., Measurements of the T2K neutrino beam
properties using the INGRID on-axis near detector, Nucl.
Instrum. Methods Phys. Res., Sect. A 694, 211 (2012).

[7] S. Fukuda et al., The Super-Kamiokande detector, Nucl.
Instrum. Methods Phys. Res., Sect. A 501, 418 (2003).

[8] C. Ahdida et al., New capabilities of the FLUKA multi-
purpose code, Front. Phys. 9, 788253 (2022).

[9] G. Battistoni et al., Overview of the FLUKA code, Ann.
Nucl. Energy 82, 10 (2015).

[10] R. Brun, F. Bruyant, F. Carminati, S. Giani, M. Maire, A.
McPherson, G. Patrick, and L. Urban, GEANT Detector
Description and Simulation Tool (1994), 10.17181/CERN.-
MUHF.DMJ1.

[11] N. Abgrall et al. (NA61/SHINE Collaboration), Measure-
ments of π�, K�, K0

S, Λ and proton production in proton–
carbon interactions at 31 GeV=c with the NA61/SHINE
spectrometer at the CERN SPS, Eur. Phys. J. C 76, 84
(2016).

[12] N. Abgrall et al. (NA61/SHINE Collaboration), Measure-
ments of π� differential yields from the surface of the T2K
replica target for incoming 31 GeV=c protons with the
NA61/SHINE spectrometer at the CERN SPS, Eur. Phys. J.
C 76, 617 (2016).

[13] N. Abgrall et al. (NA61/SHINE Collaboration), Measure-
ments of π�, K� and proton double differential yields from
the surface of the T2K replica target for incoming 31 GeV=c
protons with the NA61/SHINE spectrometer at the CERN
SPS, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 100 (2019).

[14] K. Abe et al. (The T2K Collaboration), T2K neutrino flux
prediction, Phys. Rev. D 87, 012001 (2013); K. Abe et al.
(The T2K Collaboration)Phys. Rev. D87, 019902(A) (2013).

[15] Y. Hayato and L. Pickering, The NEUT neutrino interaction
simulation program library, Eur. Phys. J. Spec. Top. 230,
4469 (2021).

[16] T. Golan, J. Sobczyk, and J. Żmuda, Nuwro: The Wrocław
Monte Carlo generator of neutrino interactions, Nucl. Phys.
B, Proc. Suppl. 229–232, 499 (2012).

[17] C. Juszczak, Running NuWro, Acta Phys. Pol. B 40, 2507
(2009).

[18] A. M. Ankowski, O. Benhar, and M. Sakuda, Improving the
accuracy of neutrino energy reconstruction in charged-
current quasielastic scattering off nuclear targets, Phys.
Rev. D 91, 033005 (2015).

[19] P. Stowell et al., NUISANCE: A neutrino cross-section
generator tuning and comparison framework, J. Instrum. 12,
P01016 (2017).

[20] J. Chakrani et al., Parametrized uncertainties in the spectral
function model of neutrino charged-current quasielastic
interactions for oscillation analyses, Phys. Rev. D 109,
072006 (2024).

[21] O. Benhar and A. Fabrocini, Two nucleon spectral function
in infinite nuclear matter, Phys. Rev. C 62, 034304 (2000).

[22] A. Bodek and T. Cai, Removal energies and final state
interaction in lepton nucleus scattering, Eur. Phys. J. C 79,
293 (2019).

[23] S. Dolan et al., Electron–nucleus scattering in the NEUT
event generator, Phys. Sci. Forum 8, 5 (2023).

[24] D. Rein and L. M. Sehgal, Neutrino excitation of baryon
resonances and single pion production, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.)
133, 79 (1981).

[25] C. Wilkinson, P. Rodrigues, S. Cartwright, L. Thompson,
and K. McFarland, Reanalysis of bubble chamber measure-
ments of muon-neutrino induced single pion production,
Phys. Rev. D 90, 112017 (2014).

[26] P. Rodrigues, C. Wilkinson, and K. McFarland, Con-
straining the GENIE model of neutrino-induced single pion
production using reanalyzed bubble chamber data, Eur.
Phys. J. C 76, 474 (2016).

[27] M. Derrick et al., Study of single-pion production by weak
neutral currents in low-energy νd interactions, Phys. Rev. D
23, 569 (1981).

[28] G. M. Radecky et al., Study of single-pion production by
weak charged currents in low-energy νd interactions, Phys.
Rev. D 25, 1161 (1982).

[29] N. J. Baker, A.M. Cnops, P. L. Connolly, S. A. Kahn, M. J.
Murtagh, R. B. Palmer, N. P. Samios, and M. Tanaka, Study
of the isospin structure of single-pion production in charged-
current neutrino interactions, Phys. Rev. D 23, 2495 (1981).

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 135, 261801 (2025)

261801-9

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2011.06.067
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2011.06.067
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11819-x
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11819-x
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.032004
https://arXiv.org/abs/1805.04163
https://arXiv.org/abs/2002.03005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2012.03.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2012.03.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)00425-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(03)00425-X
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphy.2021.788253
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anucene.2014.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anucene.2014.11.007
https://doi.org/10.17181/CERN.MUHF.DMJ1
https://doi.org/10.17181/CERN.MUHF.DMJ1
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-3898-y
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-3898-y
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4440-y
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4440-y
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6583-0
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjs/s11734-021-00287-7
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjs/s11734-021-00287-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysbps.2012.09.136
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysbps.2012.09.136
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.033005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.033005
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/12/01/P01016
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/12/01/P01016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.072006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.072006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.62.034304
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6750-3
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6750-3
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.3390/psf2023008005
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(81)90242-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(81)90242-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.112017
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4314-3
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4314-3
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.23.569
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.23.569
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.25.1161
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.25.1161
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.23.2495


[30] T. Kitagaki et al., Charged-current exclusive pion produc-
tion in neutrino-deuterium interactions, Phys. Rev. D 34,
2554 (1986).

[31] K. Furuno, A. Suzuki, T. Kitagaki, M. Etou, H. Sagawa,
K. B. McConnel Mahn, E. J. Jeon, and M. Sakuda, BNL
7-foot bubble chamber experiment: Neutrino deuterium
interactions, in Proceedings of the 2nd International Work-
shop on Neutrino-Nucleus Interactions in the Few GeV
Region (2003), https://inspirehep.net/literature/629585.

[32] A. A. Aguilar-Arevalo et al. (MiniBooNE Collaboration),
Measurement of neutrino-induced charged-current charged
pion production cross sections on mineral oil at
Eν ∼ 1 GeV, Phys. Rev. D 83, 052007 (2011).

[33] A. A. Aguilar-Arevalo et al. (MiniBooNE Collaboration),
Measurement of νμ and ν̄μ induced neutral current single π0

production cross sections on mineral oil at Eν ∼Oð1 GeVÞ,
Phys. Rev. D 81, 013005 (2010).

[34] A. A. Aguilar-Arevalo et al. (MiniBooNE Collaboration),
Measurement of νμ-induced charged-current neutral pion
production cross sections on mineral oil at Eν ∈
0.5–2.0 GeV, Phys. Rev. D 83, 052009 (2011).

[35] B. Eberly et al. (MINERvA Collaboration), Charged
pion production in νμ interactions on hydrocarbon at
hEνi ¼ 4.0 GeV, Phys. Rev. D 92, 092008 (2015).

[36] T. Le et al. (MINERvA Collaboration), Single neutral pion
production by charged-current ν̄μ interactions on hydro-
carbon at hEνi ¼ 3.6 GeV, Phys. Lett. B 749, 130 (2015).

[37] O. Altinok et al. (MINERvA Collaboration), Measurement
of νμ charged-current single π0 production on hydrocarbon
in the few-GeV region using MINERvA, Phys. Rev. D 96,
072003 (2017).

[38] C. L. McGivern et al. (MINERvA Collaboration), Cross
sections for νμ and ν̄μ induced pion production on hydro-
carbon in the few-GeV region using MINERvA, Phys. Rev.
D 94, 052005 (2016).

[39] K. Abe et al. (T2K Collaboration), Measurement of the
muon neutrino charged-current single πþ production on
hydrocarbon using the T2K off-axis near detector ND280,
Phys. Rev. D 101, 012007 (2020).

[40] P. Stowell et al. (MINERvA Collaboration), Tuning the
GENIE pion production model with MINERνA data, Phys.
Rev. D 100, 072005 (2019).

[41] A. Bodek, U. K. Yang, and Y. Xu, Inelastic axial and vector
structure functions for lepton-nucleon scattering 2021 up-
date, arXiv:2108.09240.

[42] A. Bodek and U. K. Yang, Modeling neutrino and electron
scattering cross-sections in the few GeV region with
effective LO PDFs, AIP Conf. Proc. 670, 110 (2003).

[43] T. Yang, C. Andreopoulos, H. Gallagher, K. Hoffmann, and
P. Kehayias, A hadronization model for few-GeV neutrino
interactions, Eur. Phys. J. C 63, 1 (2009).

[44] E. S. Pinzon Guerra et al., Using world charged
π�− nucleus scattering data to constrain an intranuclear
cascade model, Phys. Rev. D 99, 052007 (2019).

[45] K. Niewczas and J. T. Sobczyk, Nuclear transparency in
monte carlo neutrino event generators, Phys. Rev. C 100,
015505 (2019).

[46] N. Abgrall et al. (T2K ND280 TPC Collaboration), Time
projection chambers for the T2K near detectors, Nucl.
Instrum. Methods Phys. Res., Sect. A 637, 25 (2011).

[47] P. A. Amaudruz et al. (T2K ND280 FGD Collaboration),
The T2K fine-grained detectors, Nucl. Instrum. Methods
Phys. Res., Sect. A 696, 1 (2012).

[48] K. Abe et al. (The T2K Collaboration), Measurement of
neutrino and antineutrino oscillations by the T2K experi-
ment including a new additional sample of νe interactions at
the far detector, Phys. Rev. D 96, 092006 (2017).

[49] J. S. Conway, Incorporating nuisance parameters in like-
lihoods for multisource spectra, in PHYSTAT 2011 (2011),
pp. 115–120, arXiv:1103.0354, 10.5170/CERN-2011-
006.115.

[50] P. A. Zyla et al. (Particle Data Group), Review of particle
physics, Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2020, 083C01 (2020), and
(2021) update.

[51] Y. Abe et al. (Double Chooz Collaboration), Improved
measurements of the neutrino mixing angle θ13 with the
double chooz detector, J. High Energy Phys. 10 (2014) 086;
02 (2015) 74.

[52] G. Bak et al. (RENO Collaboration), Measurement of
reactor antineutrino oscillation amplitude and frequency
at reno, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 201801 (2018).

[53] D. Adey et al. (Daya Bay Collaboration), Measurement
of the electron antineutrino oscillation with 1958 days
of operation at Daya Bay, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 241805
(2018).

[54] K. Abe et al. (T2K Collaboration), Testing T2K’s Bayesian
constraints with priors in alternate parameterisations,
arXiv:2507.02101.

[55] N. Metropolis, A.W. Rosenbluth, M. N. Rosenbluth,
A. H. Teller, and E. Teller, Equation of state calculations
by fast computingmachines, J. Chem. Phys. 21, 1087 (1970).

[56] W. K. Hastings, Monte Carlo sampling methods using
Markov chains and their applications, Biometrika 57, 97
(1970).

[57] G. J. Feldman and R. D. Cousins, A unified approach to the
classical statistical analysis of small signals, Phys. Rev. D
57, 3873 (1998).

[58] A. Gelman, X.-L. Meng, and H. Stern, Posterior predictive
assessment of model fitness via realized discrepancies,
Statistica Sinica 6, 733 (1996).

[59] A. Gelman, Y. Goegebeur, F. Tuerlinckx, and I. V.
Mechelen, Diagnostic checks for discrete data regression
models using posterior predictive simulations, Appl. Stat.
49, 247 (2000).

[60] A. Gelman, Understanding posterior p-values, Electron. J.
Stat. 7, 2595 (2013).

[61] A. E. Bayer and U. Seljak, The look-elsewhere effect from a
unified Bayesian and frequentist perspective, J. Cosmol.
Astropart. Phys. 10 (2020) 009.

[62] M. Martini, M. Ericson, G. Chanfray, and J. Marteau, A
unified approach for nucleon knock-out, coherent and
incoherent pion production in neutrino interactions with
nuclei, Phys. Rev. C 80, 065501 (2009).

[63] M. Martini and M. Ericson, Inclusive and pion production
neutrino-nucleus cross sections, Phys. Rev. C 90, 025501
(2014).

[64] N. Jachowicz, K. Heyde, J. Ryckebusch, and S. Rombouts,
Continuum random phase approximation approach to
charged current neutrino nucleus scattering, Phys. Rev. C
65, 025501 (2002).

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 135, 261801 (2025)

261801-10

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.34.2554
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.34.2554
https://inspirehep.net/literature/629585
https://inspirehep.net/literature/629585
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.052007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.013005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.052009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.092008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.07.039
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.072003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.072003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.052005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.052005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.012007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.072005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.072005
https://arXiv.org/abs/2108.09240
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1594324
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1094-z
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.052007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.100.015505
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.100.015505
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2011.02.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2011.02.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2012.08.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2012.08.020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.092006
https://arXiv.org/abs/1103.0354
https://doi.org/10.5170/CERN-2011-006.115
https://doi.org/10.5170/CERN-2011-006.115
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa104
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2014)086
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2015)074
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.201801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.241805
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.241805
https://arXiv.org/abs/2507.02101
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1699114
https://doi.org/10.1093/biomet/57.1.97
https://doi.org/10.1093/biomet/57.1.97
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.3873
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.57.3873
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9876.00190
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9876.00190
https://doi.org/10.1214/13-EJS854
https://doi.org/10.1214/13-EJS854
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/10/009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/10/009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.80.065501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.90.025501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.90.025501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.65.025501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.65.025501


[65] V. Pandey, N. Jachowicz, T. Van Cuyck, J. Ryckebusch,
and M. Martini, Low-energy excitations and quasielastic
contribution to electron-nucleus and neutrino-nucleus scat-
tering in the continuum random-phase approximation, Phys.
Rev. C 92, 024606 (2015).

[66] C. Jarlskog, Commutator of the quark mass matrices in the
standard electroweak model and a measure of maximal CP
nonconservation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 55, 1039 (1985).

[67] P. I. Krastev and S. T. Petcov, Resonance amplification and
T-violation effects in three neutrino oscillations in the earth,
Phys. Lett. B 205, 84 (1988).

[68] K. Abe et al. (The T2K Collaboration), Markov chain
Monte Carlo chain release for “results from the T2K
experiment on neutrino mixing including a new far detector
muon-like sample,” 10.5281/zenodo.17312780 (2025).

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 135, 261801 (2025)

261801-11

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.024606
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.024606
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.55.1039
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(88)90404-2
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17312780

	Results from the T2K Experiment on Neutrino Mixing Including a New Far Detector &mu;-like Sample
	Introduction
	T2K experiment
	Neutrino flux prediction
	Neutrino interaction modeling
	Near detector analysis
	SK event selection
	Oscillation analysis
	Simulated data studies (SDSs)
	Oscillation results and discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	Data availability
	References


