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1.N EU T R IN O M A SS,M IX IN G ,

A N D FLAV O R C H A N G E �

Revised M arch 2008 by B.Kaysery

Ferm ilab,P.O.Box 500,Batavia,IL 60510,USA

There is now com pelling evidence that atm ospheric,solar,accelerator,and reactor
neutrinoschangefrom one
avorto another. Thisim pliesthatneutrinoshavem assesand
thatleptonsm ix.In thisreview,wediscussthephysicsof
avorchange and theevidence
for it, sum m arize what has been learned so far about neutrino m asses and leptonic
m ixing,consider the relation between neutrinos and their antiparticles,and discuss the
open questionsaboutneutrinosto be answered by future experim ents.

I.T he physics of
avor change: Ifneutrinoshave m asses,then there isa spectrum
ofthree or m ore neutrino m ass eigenstates, �1;�2;�3;:::,that are the analogues of
the charged-lepton m ass eigenstates,e,�,and �.Ifleptons m ix,the weak interaction
coupling the W boson to a charged lepton and a neutrino can couple any charged-lepton
m asseigenstate ‘� to any neutrino m asseigenstate �i. Here,� = e;�,or�,and ‘e isthe
electron,etc.The am plitude for the decay ofa realor virtualW + to yield the speci�c
com bination ‘+� + �iisU

�

�i,whereU istheunitary leptonicm ixing m atrix [1]. Thus,the
neutrino statecreated in the decay W + ! ‘+� + � isthe state

j��i=
X

i

U
�

�ij�ii : (1:1)

Thissuperposition ofneutrino m asseigenstates,produced in association with thecharged
lepton of\
avor" �,isthe state we referto asthe neutrino of
avor�. Assum ing C P T
invariance,theunitarity ofU guaranteesthattheonly charged lepton a �� can createin a
detectorisan ‘�,with the sam e
avorastheneutrino. Eq.(1:1)m ay be inverted to give

j�ii=
X

�

U�ij��i ; (1:2)

which expresses the m ass eigenstate �i as a superposition ofthe neutrinos ofde�nite

avor.

W hile there are only three (known) charged lepton m ass eigenstates,it m ay be that
there are m ore than three neutrino m ass eigenstates. If,for exam ple,there are four �i,
then one linearcom bination ofthem ,

j�si=
X

i

U
�

sij�ii ; (1:3)

doesnothavea charged-lepton partner,and consequently doesnotcoupleto theStandard
M odelW boson. Indeed,since the decays Z ! �� �� ofthe Standard M odelZ boson
have been found to yield only three distinctneutrinos �� ofde�nite 
avor [2], �s does
not couple to the Z boson either. Such a neutrino,which does not have any Standard
M odelweak couplings,isreferred to asa \sterile" neutrino.

Neutrino 
avor change is the process �� ! ��,in which a neutrino born with 
avor
� becom es one ofa di�erent 
avor � while propagating in vacuum or in m atter.This
process,often referred to asneutrino oscillation,isquantum m echanicalto itscore.
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2 1.N eutrino m ixing

Ratherthan presenta fullwave packettreatm ent[3], we shallgive a sim plerdescription
thatcapturesallthe essentialphysics. W e begin with oscillation in vacuum ,and work in
theneutrino m asseigenstatebasis. Then theneutrino thattravelsfrom thesourceto the
detector is one or another ofthe m ass eigenstates �i.The am plitude for the oscillation
�� ! ��,Am p (�� ! ��),isa coherentsum overthecontributionsofallthe�i,given by

Am p
�
�� ! ��

�
=
X

i

U
�

�i Prop (�i)U�i : (1:4)

In the contribution U �

�i
Prop(�i)U�i of�i to this sum ,the factor U

�

�i
is the am plitude

for the neutrino �� to be the m ass eigenstate �i [see Eq.(1:1)],the factor Prop(�i) is
the am plitude for this �i to propagate from the source to the detector,and the factor
U�i is the am plitude for the �i to be a �� [see Eq.(1:2)].From elem entary quantum
m echanics,the propagation am plitude Prop(�i)isexp[�im i�i],where m i isthe m assof
�i,and �i is the proper tim e that elapses in the �i rest fram e during its propagation.
By Lorentz invariance,m i�i= Eit� piL,where L isthe lab-fram e distance between the
neutrino source and the detector,tisthe lab-fram e tim e taken forthe beam to traverse
thisdistance,and Ei and pi are,respectively,thelab-fram eenergy and m om entum ofthe
�i com ponentofthebeam .

In the probability P (�� ! ��)= jAm p(�� ! ��)j
2 forthe oscillation �� ! ��,only

the relative phasesofthe propagation am plitudesProp (�i)fordi�erentm asseigenstates
willhavephysicalconsequences. From thediscussion above,therelativephaseofProp(�i)
and Prop(�j),��ij,isgiven by

��ij =
�
pi� pj

�
L �

�
Ei� Ej

�
t : (1:5)

In practice,experim entsdo notm easurethetransittim et.However,Lipkin hasshown [4]
that,to an excellentapproxim ation,the tin Eq.(1:5)m ay be taken to be L=�v,where

�v =
pi+ pj

Ei+ Ej
(1:6)

isan approxim ation to the average ofthe velocitiesofthe �i and �j com ponents ofthe
beam . Then

��ij
�=
p2i � p2j

pi+ pj
L �

E 2
i � E 2

j

pi+ pj
L �=

�

m
2
j � m

2
i

�
L

2E
; (1:7)

where, in the last step, we have used the fact that for highly relativistic neutrinos,
pi and pj are both approxim ately equal to the beam energy E .W e conclude that
all the relative phases in Am p(�� ! ��), Eq. (1:4), will be correct if we take

Prop(�i)= exp(�im 2
iL=2E ),so that

Am p
�
�� ! ��

�
=
X

i

U
�

�i e
�im 2

i
L=2E

U�i : (1:8)
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1.N eutrino m ixing 3

Squaring,and m aking judicioususe ofthe unitarity ofU ,we then �nd that

P
�
�� ! ��

�
= ���

�4
X

i> j

<

�

U
�

�iU�iU�jU
�

�j

�

sin2
h

1:27�m 2
ij(L=E )

i

+2
X

i> j

=

�

U
�

�iU�iU�jU
�

�j

�

sin
h

2:54�m 2
ij(L=E )

i

: (1:9)

Here,�m 2
ij � m 2

i � m 2
j is in eV 2,L isin km ,and E is in G eV.W e have used the fact

thatwhen the previously om itted factorsof~ and care included,

�m 2
ij(L=4E )’ 1:27�m 2

ij

�

eV 2
�

L (km )

E (G eV)
: (1:10)

Assum ing thatC P T invarianceholds,

P
�
�� ! ��

�
= P

�
�� ! ��

�
: (1:11)

But,from Eq.(1:9)we see that

P
�
�� ! ��;U

�
= P

�
�� ! ��;U

�
�
: (1:12)

Thus,when C P T holds,

P
�
�� ! ��;U

�
= P

�
�� ! ��;U

�
�
: (1:13)

That is, the probability for oscillation of an antineutrino is the sam e as that for a
neutrino,exceptthatthe m ixing m atrix U isreplaced by itscom plex conjugate. Thus,if
U isnotreal,the neutrino and antineutrino oscillation probabilitiescan di�erby having
opposite valuesofthe lastterm in Eq.(1:9).W hen C P T holds,any di�erence between
these probabilitiesindicatesa violation ofC P invariance.

As we shallsee,the squared-m ass splittings �m 2
ij called for by the various reported

signals ofoscillation are quite di�erent from one another. Itm ay be that one splitting,
�M 2,is m uch bigger than allthe others. Ifthat is the case,then for an oscillation
experim ent with L=E such that �M 2L=E = O (1),Eq.(1:9) sim pli�es considerably,
becom ing

P

�

�
({)

� ! �
({)

�

�

’ S�� sin2
h

1:27�M 2(L=E )
i

(1:14)

for� 6= �,and

P
�
�

({)

� ! �
({)

�

�
’ 1� 4T� (1� T�)sin

2
h

1:27�M 2(L=E )
i

: (1:15)

Here,

S�� � 4

�
�
�
�
�
�

X

i U p

U
�

�iU�i

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

(1:16)
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4 1.N eutrino m ixing

and
T� �

X

i U p

jU�ij
2
; (1:17)

where \i Up" denotes a sum over only those neutrino m ass eigenstates that lie above
�M 2 or,alternatively,only those that lie below it.The unitarity ofU guarantees that
sum m ing over either ofthese two clusters willyield the sam e results for S�� and for
T�(1� T�).

The situation described by Eqs. (1.14){(1.17) m ay be called \quasi-two-neutrino
oscillation." Ithas also been called \one m ass scale dom inance" [5]. Itcorresponds to
an experim ent whose L=E is such that the experim ent can \see" only the big splitting
�M 2.To thisexperim ent,allthe neutrinosabove �M 2 appearto be a single neutrino,
asdo allthose below �M 2.

The relationsofEqs.(1.14){(1.17)apply to a three-neutrino spectrum in which one of
thetwo squared-m asssplittingsism uch biggerthan theotherone. Ifwedenoteby �3 the
neutrino thatisby itselfatone end ofthe large splitting �M 2,then S�� = 4jU�3U�3j

2

and T� = jU�3j
2. Thus,oscillation experim ents with �M 2L=E = O (1) can determ ine

the 
avorfractionsjU�3j2 of�3.

The relations ofEqs.(1.14){(1.17) also apply to the specialcase where,to a good
approxim ation,only two m ass eigenstates,and two corresponding 
avor eigenstates (or
two linear com binations of
avor eigenstates),are relevant. One encounters this case
when,forexam ple,only two m ass eigenstatescouple signi�cantly to the charged lepton
with which the neutrino being studied is produced. W hen only two m ass eigenstates
count,there is only a single splitting,�m 2,and,om itting irrelevant phase factors,the
unitary m ixing m atrix U takesthe form

�1 �2

U =
��

��

�
cos� sin�

� sin� cos�

�

:
(1:18)

Here,thesym bolsaboveand to theleftofthem atrix labelthecolum nsand rows,and � is
referred to asthe m ixing angle.From Eqs.(1.16)and (1.17),we now have S�� = sin22�

and 4T�(1� T�)= sin22�,so thatEqs.(1.14)and (1.15)becom e,respectively,

P

�

�
({)

� ! �
({)

�

�

= sin22� sin2
h

1:27�m 2(L=E )
i

(1:19)

with � 6= �,and

P
�
�

({)

� ! �
({)

�

�
= 1� sin22� sin2

h

1:27�m 2(L=E )
i

: (1:20)

M any experim ents have been analyzed using these two expressions. Som e of these
experim entsactually havebeen concerned with quasi-two-neutrino oscillation,ratherthan
a genuinely two-neutrino situation.Fortheseexperim ents,\sin22�" and \�m 2" havethe
signi�cance thatfollowsfrom Eqs.(1.14){(1.17).
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1.N eutrino m ixing 5

W hen neutrinostravelthrough m atter(e.g.,in the Sun,Earth,ora supernova),their
coherentforward-scattering from particlesthey encounteralong the way can signi�cantly
m odify their propagation [6]. As a result,the probability for changing 
avor can be
ratherdi�erentthan itisin vacuum [7]. Flavorchange thatoccursin m atter,and that
growsout ofthe interplay between 
avor-nonchanging neutrino-m atter interactionsand
neutrino m assand m ixing,isknown astheM ikheyev-Sm irnov-W olfenstein (M SW )e�ect.

To a good approxim ation,one can describe neutrino propagation through m attervia a
Schr�odinger-like equation.Thisequation governsthe evolution ofa neutrino state vector
with severalcom ponents,oneforeach 
avor. Thee�ectiveHam iltonian in theequation,a
m atrix H in neutrino 
avorspace,di�ersfrom itsvacuum counterpartby the addition of
interaction energies arising from the coherent forward neutrino-scattering. Forexam ple,
the �e{�e elem entofH includestheinteraction energy

V =
p
2G F N e ; (1:21)

arising from W -exchange-induced �e forward-scattering from am bientelectrons. Here,G F

istheFerm iconstant,and N e isthenum berofelectronsperunitvolum e.In addition,the
�e{�e; ��{��,and ��{�� elem entsofH allcontain a com m on interaction energy growing
outofZ-exchange-induced forward-scattering. However,when one isnotconsidering the
possibility oftransitionsto sterileneutrino 
avors,thiscom m on interaction energy m erely
addsto H a m ultiple ofthe identity m atrix,and such an addition hasno e�ecton 
avor
transitions.

The e�ect of m atter is illustrated by the propagation of solar neutrinos through
solarm atter.W hen com bined with inform ation on atm ospheric neutrino oscillation,the
experim entalbounds on short-distance (L <

� 1 km ) oscillation ofreactor �e [8]tellus
that,ifthereareno sterileneutrinos,then only two neutrino m asseigenstates,�1 and �2,
are signi�cantly involved in the evolution ofthe solar neutrinos. Correspondingly,only
two 
avors are involved: the �e 
avor with which every solar neutrino is born,and the
e�ective
avor�x | som elinearcom bination of�� and �� | which itm ay becom e. The
Ham iltonian H isthen a 2� 2 m atrix in �e{�x space. Apartfrom an irrelevantm ultiple
ofthe identity,fora distance r from the centeroftheSun,H isgiven by

H = H V + H M (r)

=
�m 2

�

4E

�
� cos2�� sin2��
sin2�� cos2��

�

+

�
V (r) 0
0 0

�

: (1:22)

Here,the �rstm atrix H V isthe Ham iltonian in vacuum ,and the second m atrix H M (r)
is the m odi�cation due to m atter. In H V ,�� is the solar m ixing angle de�ned by the
two-neutrino m ixing m atrix of Eq.(1:18) with � = �� ;�� = �e, and �� = �x. The

splitting �m 2
�
is m 2

2 � m 2
1,and for the present purpose we de�ne �2 to be the heavier

ofthe two m asseigenstates,so that�m 2
�
ispositive.In H M (r);V (r)isthe interaction

energy ofEq.(1:21) with the electron density N e(r) evaluated at distance r from the
Sun’scenter.

From Eqs.(1.19{1.20)(with � = �� ),we see thattwo-neutrino oscillation in vacuum
cannot distinguish between a m ixing angle �� and an angle �0

�
= �=2� �� .But these
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6 1.N eutrino m ixing

two m ixing angles represent physically di�erent situations.Suppose,for exam ple,that
�� < �=4.Then, from Eq.(1:18) we see that if the m ixing angle is �� , the lighter
m ass eigenstate (de�ned to be �1) is m ore �e than �x, while if it is �0

�
, then this

m ass eigenstate is m ore �x than �e. W hile oscillation in vacuum cannot discrim inate
between these two possibilities,neutrino propagation through solar m atter can do so.
Theneutrino interaction energy V ofEq.(1:21)isofde�nite,positivesign [9]. Thus,the
�e{�e elem entofthe solarH ;�(�m 2

�
=4E )cos2�� + V (r),hasa di�erentsize when the

m ixing angle is�0
�
= �=2� �� than itdoeswhen thisangle is�� .Asa result,the 
avor

contentoftheneutrinoscom ing from the Sun can be di�erentin thetwo cases[10].

Solar and long-baseline reactor neutrino data establish that the behavior of solar
neutrinos isgoverned by a Large-M ixing-Angle (LM A)M SW e�ect(see Sec.II).Letus
estim atetheprobability P (�e ! �e)thata solarneutrino thatundergoestheLM A-M SW
e�ect in the Sun stillhas its original�e 
avor when it arrives at the Earth.W e focus
on the neutrinos produced by 8B decay,which are at the high-energy end ofthe solar
neutrino spectrum . Atr ’ 0,where the solarneutrinosare created,the electron density
N e ’ 6 � 1025/cm 3 [11]yields for the interaction energy V of Eq.(1:21) the value
0:75� 10�5 eV 2/M eV.Thus, for �m 2

�
in the favored region, around 8� 10�5 eV 2,

and E a typical8B neutrino energy (� 6-7 M eV),H M dom inatesoverH V . Thism eans
that, in �rst approxim ation,H (r ’ 0) is diagonal.Thus, a 8B neutrino is born not
only in a �e 
avor eigenstate,but also,again in �rst approxim ation,in an eigenstate
ofthe Ham iltonian H (r ’ 0).Since V > 0,the neutrino willbe in the heavier ofthe
two eigenstates. Now, under the conditions where the LM A-M SW e�ect occurs, the
propagation ofa neutrino from r ’ 0 to the outeredge ofthe Sun isadiabatic.Thatis,
N e(r)changes su�ciently slowly that we m ay solve Schr�odinger’s equation for one r at
a tim e,and then patch togetherthe solutions.Thism eansthatourneutrino propagates
outward through the Sun asone ofthe r-dependenteigenstatesofthe r-dependentH (r).
Since the eigenvalues ofH (r) do not cross at any r,and our neutrino is born in the
heavier ofthe two r = 0 eigenstates,item erges from the Sun in the heavier ofthe two
H V eigenstates[12]. Thelatteristhem asseigenstatewehavecalled �2,given according
to Eq.(1:18)by

�2 = �esin�� + �x cos�� : (1:23)

Since thisisan eigenstate ofthe vacuum Ham iltonian,the neutrino rem ainsin itallthe
way to the surface ofthe Earth.The probability ofobserving the neutrino as a �e on
Earth isthen justthe probability that�2 isa �e. Thatis[cf. Eq.(1:23)][13],

P (�e ! �e)= sin2�� : (1:24)

W enotethatfor�� < �=4,this�e survivalprobability islessthan 1/2.In contrast,when
m atter e�ects are negligible,the energy-averaged survivalprobability in two-neutrino
oscillation cannotbelessthan 1/2 forany m ixing angle[see Eq.(1:20)][14].

II. T he evidence for 
avor m etam orphosis, and what it has taught us: The
persuasiveness of the evidence that neutrinos actually do change 
avor in nature is
sum m arized in Table1.1.W ediscussthedi�erentpiecesofevidence,and what,together,
they im ply.
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1.N eutrino m ixing 7

Table 1.1: The persuasiveness ofthe evidence for neutrino 
avor change. The
sym bolL denotes the distance travelled by the neutrinos. LSND is the Liquid
Scintillator Neutrino Detector experim ent, and M iniBooNE is an experim ent
designed to con�rm orrefute LSND.

Neutrinos Evidence forFlavorChange

Atm ospheric Com pelling
Accelerator(L = 250 and 735km ) Com pelling
Solar Com pelling
Reactor(L � 180km ) Com pelling
From Stopped �+ Decay (LSND) Uncon�rm ed by M iniBooNE

The atm ospheric neutrinos are produced in the Earth’s atm osphere by cosm ic rays,
and then detected in an underground detector. The 
ux ofcosm ic rays that lead to
neutrinoswith energiesabovea few G eV isisotropic,so thattheseneutrinosareproduced
at the sam e rate allaround the Earth.This can easily be shown to im ply that at any
underground site,the downward-and upward-going 
uxes ofm ulti-G eV neutrinos ofa
given 
avorm ustbeequal.Thatis,unlesssom em echanism changesthe
ux ofneutrinos
ofthe given 
avoras they propagate,the 
ux com ing down from zenith angle �Z m ust
equalthatcom ing up from angle� � �Z [15].

The underground Super-Kam iokande (SK) detector �nds that for m ulti-G eV
atm ospheric m uon neutrinos,the �Z event distribution looks nothing like the expected
�Z , � � �Z sym m etric distribution.Forcos�Z >

� 0:3,the observed �� 
ux com ing up
from zenith angle� � �Z isonly abouthalfthatcom ing down from angle�Z [16]. Thus,
som e m echanism does change the �� 
ux as the neutrinos travelto the detector. Since
the upward-going m uon neutrinoscom e from the atm osphere on the opposite side ofthe
Earth from thedetector,they travelm uch fartherthan thedownward-going onesto reach
the detector. Thus,ifthe m uon neutrinos are oscillating away into another 
avor,the
upward-going oneshave m oredistance (hence m oretim e)in which to do so,which would
explain why Flux Up < Flux Down.

Ifatm osphericm uon neutrinosaredisappearing via oscillation into another
avor,then
a signi�cant fraction ofaccelerator-generated m uon neutrinos should disappear on their
way to a su�ciently distantdetector. Thisdisappearance hasbeen observed by both the
K2K [17]and M INOS [18]experim ents. Each oftheseexperim entsm easuresits�� 
ux in
a detectorneartheneutrino source,beforeany oscillation isexpected,and then m easures
itagain in a detector250km from the source in the case ofK2K,and 735km from itin
the case ofM INOS.In its far detector,M INOS has observed 215 �� events in a data
sam ple where 336� 14:4 eventswould have been expected,in the absence ofoscillation,
on the basis ofthe near-detector m easurem ents. Both K2K and M INOS also �nd that
theenergy spectrum ofsurviving m uon neutrinosin the fardetectorisdistorted in a way
thatisconsistentwith two-neutrino oscillation.
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8 1.N eutrino m ixing

The nullresults ofshort-baseline reactor neutrino experim ents [8]im ply lim its on
P (�e ! ��),which,assum ing C P T invariance,are also lim its on P (�� ! �e). From
the latter,we know that the neutrinos into which the atm ospheric,K2K,and M INOS
m uon neutrinos oscillate are not electron neutrinos,except possibly a sm allfraction of
the tim e.Allofthe volum inousSK atm ospheric neutrino data,corroborating data from
other atm ospheric neutrino experim ents [19,20], K2K accelerator neutrino data,and
existing M INOS accelerator neutrino data,are very welldescribed by pure �� ! ��

quasi-two-neutrino oscillation.The allowed region forthe oscillation param eters,�m 2
atm

and sin22�atm , which m ay be identi�ed respectively with the param eters �M 2 and
4T�(1� T�)in Eq.(1:15),isshown in Fig.1.1.W e note thatthis�gure im pliesthatat
leastone m asseigenstate �i m usthave a m assexceeding 40m eV.

0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
0

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004

0.005

0.006

)atmθ(22sin

)4
/c2

| 
(e

V
a
tm

2
m∆|

MINOS Best Fit 

MINOS 68% C.L.

MINOS 90% C.L.

SK 90% C.L.
SK (L/E) 90% C.L.

K2K 90% C.L.

MINOS Preliminary

Figure 1.1: The region of the atm ospheric oscillation param eters �m 2
atm and

sin22�atm allowed by the SK,K2K,and M INOS data.The resultsoftwo di�erent
analysesofthe SK (\SuperK")data areshown [21].
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1.N eutrino m ixing 9

Theneutrinoscreated in the Sun havebeen detected on Earth by severalexperim ents,
asdiscussed by K.Nakam ura in thisReview.The nuclearprocessesthatpowerthe Sun
m ake only �e,not�� or��. Foryears,solarneutrino experim entshad been �nding that
thesolar�e 
ux arriving attheEarth isbelow theoneexpected from neutrino production
calculations.Now,thanks especially to the Sudbury Neutrino Observatory (SNO),we
havecom pelling evidencethatthem issing �e havesim ply changed into neutrinosofother

avors.

SNO has studied the 
ux of high-energy solar neutrinos from 8B decay. This
experim entdetectsthese neutrinosvia the reactions

� + d ! e
� + p+ p ; (1:25)

� + d ! � + p+ n ; (1:26)

and
� + e

� ! � + e
�

: (1:27)

The �rst ofthese reactions,charged-current deuteron breakup, can be initiated only
by a �e. Thus, it m easures the 
ux �(�e) of �e from 8B decay in the Sun. The
second reaction, neutral-current deuteron breakup, can be initiated with equalcross
sections by neutrinos of allactive 
avors. Thus, it m easures �(�e)+ �(��;�), where
�(��;�) is the 
ux of�� and/or �� from the Sun. Finally,the third reaction,neutrino
electron elastic scattering, can be triggered by a neutrino of any active 
avor, but
�(��;� e! ��;� e)’ �(�ee! �ee)=6:5.Thus,thisreaction m easures�(�e)+ �(��;�)=6:5.

SNO �ndsfrom itsobserved ratesforthetwo deuteron breakup reactionsthat[22]

�(�e)

�(�e)+ �
�
��;�

� = 0:340� 0:023(stat)+ 0:029
�0:031

(syst) : (1:28)

Clearly,�(��;�)isnotzero. Thisnon-vanishing ��;� 
ux from the Sun is\sm oking-gun"
evidence thatsom e ofthe �e produced in the solarcoredo indeed change 
avor.

Corroborating inform ation com esfrom the detection reaction �e� ! �e� ,studied by
both SNO and SK [23].

Change ofneutrino 
avor,whether in m atter or vacuum ,does not change the total
neutrino 
ux.Thus, unless som e of the solar �e are changing into sterile neutrinos,
the total active high-energy 
ux m easured by the neutral-current reaction (1.26)
should agree with the predicted total8B solar neutrino 
ux based on calculations of
neutrino production in the Sun. This predicted totalis (5:49+ 0:95

�0:81
)� 106 cm �2 s�1 or

(4:34+ 0:71
�0:61

)� 106 cm �2 s�1 ,depending on assum ptions about the solar heavy elem ent
abundances [24]. By com parison, the totalactive 
ux m easured by reaction (1.26)
is [4:94� 0:21(stat)+ 0:38

�0:34
(syst)]� 106 cm �2 s�1 , in good agreem ent. This agreem ent

provides evidence that neutrino production in the Sun is correctly understood,further
strengthens the evidence that neutrinos really do change 
avor, and strengthens the
evidence that the previously-reported de�cits ofsolar �e 
ux are due to this change of

avor.
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10 1.N eutrino m ixing

The strongly favored explanation of8B solarneutrino 
avorchange isthe LM A-M SW
e�ect. As pointed out after Eq.(1:24),a �e survivalprobability below 1/2,which is
indicated by Eq.(1:28),requires that solar m atter e�ects play a signi�cant role [25].
However,from Eq.(1:22)we see thatasthe energy E ofa solarneutrino decreases,the
vacuum (1st) term in the Ham iltonian H dom inates m ore and m ore over the m atter
term . W hen we go from the 8B neutrinos with typicalenergies of �6-7M eV to the
m onoenergetic 7Be neutrinos with energy 0.862M eV,the m atter term becom es fairly
insigni�cant, and the �e survivalprobability is expected to be given by the vacuum
oscillation form ula ofEq.(1:20).In this form ula,� is to be taken as the vacuum solar
m ixing angle �� ’ 35� im plied by the 8B solarneutrino data via Eqs.(1.28)and (1.24).
W hen averaged overthe energy-line shape,the oscillatory factorsin2[1:27�m 2(L=E )]is
1/2,so thatfrom Eq.(1:20)we expectthatforthe 7Be neutrinos,P (�e ! �e)� 0:6.

The Borexino experim ent has now provided the �rst real tim e detection of the
0.862M eV 7Be solar neutrinos [26]. Borexino uses a liquid scintillator detector that
detectsthese neutrinosvia elastic neutrino-electron scattering.The experim entreportsa
7Be�e counting rateof[47� 7(stat)� 12(syst)]counts/day/100tons. W ithoutany 
avor
change,thisratewould havebeen expected to be [75� 4]counts/day/100tons.W ith the
degree of
avor change predicted by our understanding ofthe 8B data [27] (see rough
argum entabove),the rate would have been expected to be [49� 4]counts/day/100tons.
The Borexino data are in nice agreem entwith the latterexpectation,and the Borexino
Collaboration isvigorously engaged in reducing itsuncertainties.

TheLM A-M SW interpretation of8B solarneutrino behaviorim pliesthata substantial
fraction ofreactor�e thattravelm ore than a hundred kilom etersshould disappearinto
antineutrinos ofother 
avors. The Kam LAND experim ent [28], which studies reactor
�e that typically travel� 180 km to reach the detector,con�rm s this disappearance.
In addition,Kam LAND �nds that the spectrum ofthe surviving �e that do reach the
detector is distorted, relative to the no-oscillation spectrum . As Fig.1.2 shows, the
survival probability P (�e ! �e) m easured by Kam LAND is very well described by
the hypothesis ofneutrino oscillation.In particular,the m easured survivalprobability
displays the signature oscillatory behavior ofthe two-neutrino expression ofEq.(1:20).
Ideally,the data in Fig.1.2 would be plotted vs.L=E .However,Kam LAND detectsthe
�e from a num ber ofpower reactors,ata variety ofdistances from the detector,so the
distance L travelled by any given �e is unknown. Consequently,Fig.1.2 plots the data
vs.L0=E ,where L0 = 180km isa 
ux-weighted average traveldistance. The oscillation
curve and histogram in the �gure take the actualdistances to the individualreactors
into account. Nevertheless,alm ost two cycles ofthe sinusoidalstructure expected from
neutrino oscillation arestillplainly visible.

The region allowed by solar neutrino experim ents for the two-neutrino vacuum
oscillation param eters�m 2

�
and �� ,and thatallowed by Kam LAND forwhatwebelieve

to bethesam e param eters,areshown in Fig.1.3.From this�gure,wesee thatthereisa
region ofoverlap. Thisisstrong evidence thatthe behaviorofboth solarneutrinos and
reactorantineutrinoshasbeen correctly understood. A jointanalysisofKam LAND and
solar neutrino data assum ing C P T invariance yields �m 2

�
= (7:59� 0:21)� 10�5 eV 2

and tan2�� = 0:47+ 0:06
�0:05

[28].
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Figure 1.2: Ratio ofthe background-and geo-neutrino subtracted �e spectrum to
theno-oscillation expectation asa function ofL0=E [28]. See textforexplanation.

That �atm and �� are both large,in striking contrast to allquark m ixing angles,is
very interesting.

Theneutrinosstudied by theLSND experim ent[29]com efrom thedecay �+ ! e+ �e��

ofm uons at rest. W hile this decay does not produce �e,an excess of�e over expected
background isreported by theexperim ent. Thisexcessisinterpreted asdueto oscillation
ofsom e ofthe �� produced by �+ decay into �e.The related Karlsruhe Rutherford
M edium Energy Neutrino (KARM EN) experim ent [30]sees no indication for such an
oscillation.However,the LSND and KARM EN experim ents are notidentical;atLSND
the neutrino travelsa distance L � 30m before detection,while atKARM EN ittravels
L � 18m .The KARM EN results exclude a portion ofthe neutrino param eter region
favored by LSND,butnotallofit.A jointanalysis[31]oftheresultsofboth experim ents
�nds that a splitting 0:2 <� �m 2

LSN D
<
� 1eV 2 and m ixing 0:003 <� sin22�LSN D <

� 0:03,
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Figure 1.3: Regions allowed by the \solar" neutrino oscillation param eters by
Kam LAND and by solarneutrino experim ents[28].

or a splitting �m 2
LSN D

’ 7eV 2 and m ixing sin22�LSN D ’ 0:004,m ight explain both
experim ents.

To con�rm or exclude the LSND oscillation signal,the M iniBooNE experim ent was
launched. M iniBooNE studies �� and �� that travela distance L of540m and have a
typicalenergy E of700M eV,sothatL=E isoforder1km /G eV asin LSND.M iniBooNE’s
�rstresults[32], regarding a search for�� ! �e oscillation in a �� beam ,do notcon�rm
LSND.Forneutrino energies475< E < 3000M eV,thereisno signi�cantexcessofevents
above background. A joint analysis ofthe M iniBooNE data at these energies and the
LSND data excludesat98% CL two-neutrino �� ! �e oscillation asan explanation ofthe
LSND �e excess. To be sure,there isan excessofM iniBooNE �e candidate eventsbelow
475M eV.This low-energy excess cannot be explained by two-neutrino oscillation,and
itssource isbeing studied. Possibilitiesinclude an unidenti�ed background,a Standard
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M odele�ect that has been proposed only recently [33], and m any-neutrino oscillation
with a C P violation thatallowsthe antineutrino oscillation reported by LSND to di�er
from theneutrino resultsreported so farby M iniBooNE [34].

The M iniBooNE detector is illum inated by both the neutrino beam constructed for
the purpose,and the beam that is aim ed at the M INOS detector. The distance L to
M iniBooNE from theneutrino sourceis40% largerin thelatterbeam than in theform er.
W hen m atter e�ects m ay be neglected,the probability ofoscillation depends on L and
the beam energy E only through L=E [cf. Eq.(1:9)].Thus,ifthe low-energy excessseen
by M iniBooNE is neutrino oscillation,it should appear at a 40% higher energy in the
beam directed at M INOS than in M iniBooNE’s own beam . W hether it does or not is
underinvestigation.

The regions of neutrino param eter space favored or excluded by various neutrino
oscillation experim entsareshown in Fig.1.4.

III.N eutrino spectra and m ixings: Ifthereareonly threeneutrino m asseigenstates,
�1;�2,and �3,then there areonly three m asssplittings�m 2

ij,and they obviously satisfy

�m 2
32 + �m 2

21 + �m 2
13 = 0 : (1:29)

However,aswe have seen,the �m 2 valuesrequired to explain the 
avorchanges ofthe
atm ospheric,solar,and LSND neutrinosareofthreedi�erentordersofm agnitude. Thus,
they cannotpossibly obey the constraintofEq.(1:29).Ifallofthe reported changes of

avorare genuine,then nature m ustcontain atleastfourneutrino m asseigenstates[35].
Asexplained in Sec.I,onelinearcom bination ofthese m asseigenstateswould have to be
sterile.

If further M iniBooNE results do not con�rm the LSND oscillation, then nature
m ay wellcontain only three neutrino m ass eigenstates. The neutrino spectrum then
contains two m ass eigenstates separated by the splitting �m 2

�
needed to explain the

solar and Kam LAND data,and a third eigenstate separated from the �rst two by the
largersplitting �m 2

atm called for by the atm ospheric,M INOS,and K2K data.Current
experim ents do not tellus whether the solar pair | the two eigenstates separated
by �m 2

�
| is at the bottom or the top ofthe spectrum . These two possibilities are

usually referred to,respectively,as a norm aland an inverted spectrum . The study of

avor changes ofaccelerator-generated neutrinos and antineutrinos that pass through
m atter can discrim inate between these two spectra (see Sec.V).Ifthe solar pair is at
the bottom ,then the spectrum is ofthe form shown in Fig.1.5.There we include the
approxim ate 
avorcontentofeach m asseigenstate,the 
avor-� fraction ofeigenstate �i
being sim ply jh��j�iij

2 = jU�ij
2.The 
avorcontentshown assum esthatthe atm ospheric

m ixing angle is m axim al,which gives the best �t to the atm ospheric data [16]and,as
indicated in Fig.1.1,to the M INOS data.The content shown also takes into account
the now-established LM A-M SW explanation ofsolarneutrino behavior.Forsim plicity,it
neglectsthesm all,as-yet-unknown �e fraction of�3 (seebelow).

W hen there are only three neutrino m ass eigenstates,and the corresponding three
fam iliarneutrinosofde�nite 
avor,the leptonicm ixing m atrix U can be written as
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14 1.N eutrino m ixing

Figure 1.4: The regions ofsquared-m ass splitting and m ixing angle favored or
excluded by various experim ents. This �gure was contributed by H.M urayam a
(University ofCalifornia,Berkeley).References to the data used in the �gure can
befound athttp://hitoshi.berkeley.edu/neutrino/.
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1.N eutrino m ixing 15

Figure 1.5: A three-neutrino squared-m assspectrum thataccountsfortheobserved

avorchangesofsolar,reactor,atm ospheric,and long-baselineacceleratorneutrinos.
The �e fraction ofeach m asseigenstate iscrosshatched,the �� fraction isindicated
by right-leaning hatching,and the �� fraction by left-leaning hatching.

�1 �2 �3

U =
�e

��

��

2

4
c12c13 s12c13 s13e

�i�

�s12c23 � c12s23s13e
i� c12c23 � s12s23s13e

i� s23c13

s12s23 � c12c23s13e
i� �c12s23 � s12c23s13e

i� c23c13

3

5

� diag
�

e
i�1=2; e

i�2=2; 1
�

: (1:30)

Here, �1 and �2 are the m em bers of the solar pair, with m 2 > m 1, and �3 is the
isolated neutrino,which m ay be heavierorlighterthan the solarpair. Inside the m atrix,
cij � cos�ij and sij � sin�ij,where the three �ij’s are m ixing angles. The quantities
�; �1,and �2 are C P -violating phases. The phases �1 and �2,known as M ajorana
phases,have physicalconsequences only ifneutrinos are M ajorana particles,identical
to their antiparticles.Then these phases in
uence neutrinoless double-beta decay [see
Sec.IV]and other processes [36]. However,as we see from Eq.(1:9),�1 and �2 do
not a�ect neutrino oscillation,regardless ofwhether neutrinos are M ajorana particles.
Apart from the phases �1;�2,which have no quark analogues,the param etrization of
the leptonic m ixing m atrix in Eq.(1:30)isidenticalto that[37]advocated forthe quark
m ixing m atrix by Ceccucci,Ligeti,and Sakaiin theirarticlein thisReview.

From bounds on the short-distance oscillation ofreactor �e [8]and other data,at
2�;jUe3j2 <� 0:032 [38]. (Thus,the�e fraction of�3 would havebeen too sm allto seein
Fig.1.5;thisisthe reason itwasneglected.) From Eq.(1:30),we see thatthe bound on
jUe3j

2 im pliesthats213 <� 0:032.From Eq.(1:30),wealso seethattheC P -violating phase
�,which is the sole phase in the U m atrix that can produce C P violation in neutrino
oscillation,enters U only in com bination with s13. Thus,the size ofC P violation in
oscillation willdepend on s13.
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16 1.N eutrino m ixing

G iven that s13 is sm all,Eqs.(1.30),(1.15),and (1.17) im ply that the atm ospheric
m ixing angle �atm extracted from �� disappearance m easurem ents isapproxim ately �23,
whileEqs.(1.30)and (1.18)(with �� = �e and � = �� )im ply that�� ’ �12.

IV . T he neutrino-antineutrino relation: Unlike quarks and charged leptons,
neutrinosm ay betheirown antiparticles. W hetherthey aredependson thenatureofthe
physicsthatgivesthem m ass.

In the Standard M odel(SM ),neutrinos are assum ed to be m assless. Now that we
know they do have m asses,itisstraightforward to extend the SM to accom m odate these
m assesin thesam eway thatthism odelaccom m odatesquark and charged lepton m asses.
W hen a neutrino � is assum ed to be m assless,the SM does not contain the chirally
right-handed neutrino �eld �R ,but only the left-handed �eld �L thatcouples to the W
and Z bosons. To accom m odate the � m ass in the sam e m anner as quark m asses are
accom m odated,we add �R to the M odel.Then we m ay constructthe \Diracm assterm "

LD = �m D �L �R + h:c: ; (1:31)

in which m D is a constant. This term , which m im ics the m ass term s ofquarks and
charged leptons, conserves the lepton num ber L that distinguishes neutrinos and
negatively-charged leptons on the one hand from antineutrinos and positively-charged
leptonson the other. Since everything else in the SM also conservesL,we then have an
L-conserving world.In such a world,each neutrino m ass eigenstate �i di�ers from its
antiparticle �i,the di�erence being thatL(�i)= �L(�i).W hen �i6= �i,we referto the
�i� �i com plex asa \Diracneutrino."

Once �R hasbeen added to ourdescription ofneutrinos,a \M ajorana m assterm ,"

LM = �m R �
c
R
�R + h:c: ; (1:32)

can be constructed outof�R and itscharge conjugate,�c
R
. In thisterm ,m R isanother

constant. Since both �R and �c
R
absorb � and create �; LM m ixes � and �. Thus,a

M ajorana m ass term does not conserve L. In som ewhat the sam e way that,neglecting
C P violation, K 0 � K 0 m ixing causes the neutral kaon m ass eigenstates to be the
self-conjugate states(K 0 � K 0)=

p
2,the � � �� m ixing induced by a M ajorana m assterm

causes the neutrino m ass eigenstates to be self-conjugate: �i = �i.That is,for a given
helicity h;�i(h)= �i(h). W ethen referto �i asa \M ajorana neutrino."

Suppose the right-handed neutrinosrequired by Dirac m assterm shave been added to
the SM .Ifwe insistthatthisextended SM conserve L,then,ofcourse,M ajorana m ass
term sare forbidden. However,ifwe do notim pose L conservation,butrequire only the
generalprinciples ofgauge invariance and renorm alizability,then M ajorana m ass term s
likethatofEq.(1:32)areexpected to bepresent. Asa result,L isviolated,and neutrinos
areM ajorana particles[39].

In thesee-saw m echanism [40], which isthem ostpopularexplanation ofwhy neutrinos
| although m assive | are nevertheless so light,both Dirac and M ajorana m ass term s
are present. Hence,the neutrinos are M ajorana particles. However,while halfofthem
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are the fam iliar light neutrinos,the other halfare extrem ely heavy M ajorana particles
referred to asthe N i,with m assespossibly aslarge asthe G UT scale. The N i m ay have
played a crucialrolein baryogenesisin the early universe,aswe shalldiscussin Sec.V.

How can the theoreticalexpectation that nature contains M ajorana m ass term s,so
that L is violated and neutrinos are M ajorana particles,be con�rm ed experim entally?
The prom ising approach is to search for neutrinoless double-beta decay (0���). This
is the process (A;Z)! (A;Z + 2)+ 2e� ,in which a nucleus containing A nucleons,
Z ofwhich are protons,decays to a nucleus containing Z + 2 protons by em itting two
electrons. W hile0��� can in principlereceivecontributionsfrom a variety ofm echanism s
(R-parity-violating supersym m etric couplings,forexam ple),itiseasy to show explicitly
thatitsobservation atany non-vanishing rate would im ply thatnature containsatleast
one M ajorana neutrino m ass term [41]. The neutrino m ass eigenstates m ust then be
M ajorana neutrinos.

Quarks and charged leptons cannot have M ajorana m ass term s,because such term s
m ix ferm ion and antiferm ion,and q $ q or ‘$ ‘ would not conserve electric charge.
Thus,the discovery of0��� would dem onstrate that the physics ofneutrino m asses is
unlikethatofthem assesofallotherferm ions.

The dom inant m echanism for 0��� is expected to be the one depicted in Fig.1.6.
There,a pair ofvirtualW bosons are em itted by the parent nucleus,and then these
W bosonsexchange one oranother ofthe lightneutrino m asseigenstates �i to produce
the outgoing electrons. The 0��� am plitude isthen a sum overthe contributionsofthe
di�erent�i. Itisassum ed thatthe interactionsatthe two leptonic W verticesare those
ofthe SM .

Figure 1.6: Thedom inantm echanism for0���. Thediagram doesnotexistunless
�i= �i.

Sincetheexchanged �iiscreated togetherwith an e
� ,theleft-handed SM currentthat

createsitgivesitthe helicity we associate,in com m on parlance,with an \antineutrino."
That is, the �i is alm ost totally right-handed, but has a sm all left-handed-helicity
com ponent,whose am plitude isoforderm i=E ,where E isthe �i energy.Atthe vertex
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18 1.N eutrino m ixing

where this �i is absorbed,the absorbing left-handed SM current can absorb only its
sm allleft-handed-helicity com ponent without further suppression. Consequently, the
�i-exchange contribution to the 0��� am plitude is proportionalto mi.From Fig.1.6,
we see that this contribution is also proportional to U 2

ei
.Thus, sum m ing over the

contributionsofallthe�i,weconcludethattheam plitudefor0��� isproportionalto the
quantity �

�
�
�
�

X

i

m iU
2
ei

�
�
�
�
�
� j< m �� > j ; (1:33)

com m only referred to as the \e�ective M ajorana m ass for neutrinoless double-beta
decay" [42].

To how sm allan j< m �� > jshould a 0��� search be sensitive? In answering this
question,it m akes sense to assum e there are only three neutrino m ass eigenstates | if
there are m ore,j< m �� > jm ight be larger.Suppose that there are just three m ass
eigenstates,and thatthe solarpair,�1 and �2,isatthe top ofthe spectrum ,so thatwe
have an inverted spectrum . Ifthe various�i arenotm uch heavierthan dem anded by the
observed splittings�m 2

atm and �m 2
�
,then in j< m �� > j,Eq.(1.33),the contribution

of�3 m ay be neglected,because both m 3 and jU 2
e3j= s213 are sm all.From Eqs.(1.33)

and (1.30),approxim ating c13 by unity,wethen have that

j< m �� > j’ m 0

s

1� sin22�� sin2
�
��

2

�

: (1:34)

Here,m 0 is the average m ass ofthe m em bers ofthe solar pair,whose splitting willbe
invisible in a practical0��� experim ent,and �� � � 2 � �1 is a C P -violating phase.
Although �� iscom pletely unknown,we see from Eq.(1.34)that

j< m �� > j� m 0cos2�� : (1:35)

Now,in an inverted spectrum ,m 0 �

q

�m 2
atm . At 90% CL,

q

�m 2
atm > 45m eV [see

Fig.1.1],whileat95% CL,cos2�� > 0:25 [see Fig.1.3].Thus,ifneutrinosareM ajorana
particles, and the spectrum is as we have assum ed, a 0��� experim ent sensitive to
j< m �� > j>� 10 m eV would have an excellent chance ofobserving a signal.Ifthe

spectrum isinverted,butthe�i m assesarelargerthan the�m
2
atm - and �m

2
�
-dem anded

m inim um valueswe have assum ed above,then once again j< m �� > jislargerthan 10
m eV [43], and an experim entsensitiveto 10 m eV stillhasan excellentchanceofseeing a
signal.

If the solar pair is at the bottom of the spectrum , rather than at the top, then
j< m �� > jisnotastightly constrained,and can be anywhere from the present bound
of0.3{1.0 eV down to invisibly sm all[43,44]. Fora discussion ofthepresentbounds,see
the articleby Vogeland Piepkein thisReview [45].

V .Q uestions to be answered: Thestrong evidenceforneutrino 
avorm etam orphosis
| hence neutrino m ass| opens m any questionsaboutthe neutrinos. These questions,
which hopefully willbeanswered by future experim ents,include thefollowing:
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i) How m any neutrino speciesare there? Do sterile neutrinosexist?

Thisquestion isbeing addressed by theM iniBooNE experim ent[32]. IfM iniBooNE’s
�nalresult is positive,the im plications willbe far-reaching. W e willhave learned that
either there are m ore than three neutrino species and at least one ofthese species is
sterile,orelse there isan even m ore am azing departure from whathasbeen ourpicture
ofthe neutrino world.

ii) W hatare the m assesofthe m asseigenstates�i?

Assum ing thereareonly three�i,weneed to �nd outwhetherthesolarpair,�1;2,isat
thebottom ofthespectrum oratitstop. Thiscan bedoneby exploiting m attere�ectsin
long-baseline neutrino and antineutrino oscillations.These m attere�ectswilldeterm ine
the sign one wishes to learn | thatoffm 2

3 � [(m 2
2 + m 2

1)=2]g | relative to a sign that
isalready known | thatofthe interaction energy ofEq.(1:21).G rand uni�ed theories
favor a spectrum with the closely spaced solar pair at the bottom [46]. The neutrino
spectrum would then resem ble the spectra ofthe quarks,to which grand uni�ed theories
relate the neutrinos. A neutrino spectrum with the closely spaced solarpair atthe top
would be quite un-quark-like,and would suggest the existence ofa new sym m etry that
leadsto the neardegeneracy atthetop ofthespectrum .

W hile 
avor-change experim ents can determ ine a spectralpattern such as the one
in Fig.1.5, they cannot tellus the distance of the entire pattern from the zero of
squared-m ass. One m ight discover that distance via study ofthe � energy spectrum
in tritium � decay,ifthe m ass ofsom e �i with appreciable coupling to an electron is
large enough to be within reach ofa feasible experim ent. One m ight also gain som e
inform ation on the distance from zero by m easuring j< m �� > j,the e�ective M ajorana
m ass for neutrinoless double-beta decay [43{45] (see Vogeland Piepke in thisReview).
Finally,one m ight obtain inform ation on this distance from cosm ology or astrophysics.
Indeed,from currentcosm ologicaldata and som e cosm ologicalassum ptions,itisalready
concluded that[47]

X

i

m i< (0:17� 2:0) eV : (1:36)

Here,the sum runsoverthe m assesofallthe lightneutrino m asseigenstates�i thatm ay
exist and that were in therm alequilibrium in the early universe. The range quoted in
Eq.(1:36) re
ects the dependence ofthis upper bound on the underlying cosm ological
assum ptionsand on which data are used [47].

Ifthere are justthree �i,and theirspectrum iseitherthe one shown in Fig.1.5 orits
inverted version,then Eq.(1:36)im pliesthatthe m assofthe heaviest�i,M ass[Heaviest
�i],cannotexceed (0.07 { 0.7)eV.M oreover,M ass[Heaviest�i]obviously cannotbe less

than
q

�m 2
atm ,which in turn isnotlessthan 0.04 eV,aspreviously noted. Thus,ifthe

cosm ologicalassum ptionsbehind Eq.(1:36)arecorrect,then

0:04eV < M ass[Heaviest�i]< (0:07� 0:7)eV : (1:37)
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20 1.N eutrino m ixing

iii) Are the neutrino m asseigenstatesM ajorana particles?

The con�rm ed observation ofneutrinolessdouble-beta decay would establish thatthe
answeris\yes." Ifthere are only three �i,knowledge thatthe spectrum isinverted and
a de�nitive upper bound on j< m �� > jthat is wellbelow 0.01 eV would establish
(barring exotic contributions to 0���) that the answer is \no" [see discussion after
Eq.(1:35)][43,44].

iv) W hatare the m ixing anglesin the leptonic m ixing m atrix U ?

Thesolarm ixing angle �� ’ �12 isalready ratherwelldeterm ined.

Theatm osphericm ixing angle�atm ’ �23 isconstrained by them oststringentanalysis
to lie,at90% CL,in the region where sin22�atm > 0:92 [16]. Thisregion isstillfairly
large:37� to 53�. A m ore precise value ofsin22�atm ,and,in particular,its deviation
from unity,can be sought in precision long-baseline �� disappearance experim ents. If
sin22�atm 6= 1,so that�atm 6= 45�,one can determ ine whetheritliesbelow orabove 45�

with the help ofa reactor �e experim ent [48,49]. Once we know whether the neutrino
spectrum isnorm alorinverted,thisdeterm ination willtelluswhetherthe heaviestm ass
eigenstateism ore�� than ��,asnaively expected,orm ore �� than �� [cf.Eq.(1:30)].

A knowledge ofthe sm allm ixing angle �13 isim portantnotonly to help com plete our
picture ofleptonic m ixing,but also because,as Eq.(1:30)m ade clear,allC P -violating
e�ects ofthe phase � are proportionalto sin�13. Thus, a knowledge ofthe order of
m agnitude of�13 would help guide the planning ofexperim ents to probe C P violation.
From Eq.(1:30),we recallthat sin2�13 is the �e fraction of�3.The �3 is the isolated
neutrino that lies at one end of the atm ospheric squared-m ass gap �m 2

atm , so an
experim ent seeking to m easure �13 should have an L=E that m akes it sensitive to
�m 2

atm ,and should involve �e.Planned approaches include a sensitive search for the
disappearance ofreactor �e while they travela distance L � 1 km ,and an accelerator
neutrino search for�� ! �e and �� ! �e with a beam lineL > severalhundred km .

IfLSND is con�rm ed,then (barring the stillm ore revolutionary)the m atrix U is at
least4� 4,and containsm any m ore than three angles. A rich program ,including short
baseline experim ents with m ultiple detectors,willbe needed to learn about both the
squared-m assspectrum and them ixing m atrix.

G iven the large sizes of �atm and �� , we already know that leptonic m ixing is
very di�erent from its quark counterpart,where allthe m ixing angles are sm all.This
di�erence,and the striking contrastbetween the tiny neutrino m assesand the very m uch
largerquark m asses,suggestthatthephysicsunderlying neutrino m assesand m ixing m ay
be very di�erentfrom the physicsbehind quark m assesand m ixing.

v) Doesthe behaviorofneutrinosviolate C P ?

From Eqs. (1.9), (1.13), and (1.30), we see that if the C P -violating phase �

and the sm allm ixing angle �13 are both non-vanishing, there willbe C P -violating
di�erences between neutrino and antineutrino oscillation probabilities.Observation of
these di�erenceswould establish thatC P violation isnota peculiarity ofquarks.

The C P -violating di�erence P (�� ! ��)� P (�� ! ��) between \neutrino" and
\antineutrino" oscillation probabilities is independent ofwhether the m ass eigenstates
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1.N eutrino m ixing 21

�i are M ajorana or Dirac particles.To study �� ! �e with a super-intense but
conventionally generated neutrino beam ,for exam ple,one would create the beam via
the process �+ ! �+ �i,and detect it via �i+ target! e� + :::.To study �� ! �e,
one would create the beam via �� ! �� �i,and detect it via �i+ target! e+ + :::.
W hether �i= �i ornot,the am plitudesforthe lattertwo processes are proportionalto
U�i and U �

ei
,respectively.In contrast,the am plitudes for their �� ! �e counterparts

are proportionalto U �

�i and Uei.As this illustrates,Eq.(1:13) relates \neutrino" and
\antineutrino" oscillation probabilitieseven when the neutrino m asseigenstatesare their
own antiparticles.

Thebaryon asym m etry oftheuniversecould nothavedeveloped withoutsom eviolation
ofC P during the universe’searly history.The one known source ofC P violation | the
com plex phase in the quark m ixing m atrix | could nothave produced su�ciently large
e�ects. Thus,perhaps leptonic C P violation is responsible for the baryon asym m etry.
The see-saw m echanism predicts very heavy M ajorana neutralleptonsN i (see Sec.IV),
which would have been produced in the Big Bang.PerhapsC P violation in the leptonic
decaysofan N i led to the inequality

�
�
N i! ‘

+ + :::
�
6= �

�
N i! ‘

� + :::
�
; (1:38)

which would have resulted in unequalnum bers of‘+ and ‘� in the early universe [50].
Thisleptogenesiscould have been followed by nonperturbative SM processesthatwould
haveconverted thelepton asym m etry,in part,into theobserved baryon asym m etry [51].

W hile the connection between the C P violation thatwould have led to leptogenesis,
and that which we hope to observe in neutrino oscillation,is m odel-dependent, it is
not likely that we have either ofthese without the other [52], because in the see-saw
picture,these two C P violationsboth arise from the sam e m atrix ofcoupling constants.
This m akes the search for C P violation in neutrino oscillation very interesting indeed.
Depending on the rough size of�13,this C P violation m ay be observable with a very
intenseconventionalneutrino beam ,orm ay requirea \neutrino factory," whoseneutrinos
com e from the decay ofstored m uons or radioactive nuclei. The detailed study ofC P
violation m ay require a neutrino factory in any case.

W ith a conventionalbeam ,onewould seek C P violation,and try to determ inewhether
the m ass spectrum is norm alor inverted, by studying the oscillations �� ! �e and
�� ! �e.The appearance probability for�e in a beam thatisinitially �� can be written
forsin22�13 < 0:2 [53]

P
�
�� ! �e

�
�= sin22�13T1 � �sin2�13T2 + �sin2�13T3 + �

2
T4 : (1:39)

Here,� � �m 2
21=�m

2
31 is the sm all(� 1=30) ratio between the solar and atm ospheric

squared-m asssplittings,and

T1 = sin2�23
sin2[(1� x)�]

(1� x)2
; (1:40)

T2 = sin� sin2�12sin2�23sin�
sin(x�)

x

sin[(1� x)�]

(1� x)
; (1:41)
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T3 = cos� sin2�12sin2�23cos�
sin(x�)

x

sin[(1� x)�]

(1� x)
; (1:42)

and

T4 = cos2�23sin
22�12

sin2(x�)

x2
: (1:43)

In these expressions,� � �m 2
31L=4E is the kinem aticalphase ofthe oscillation.The

quantity x � 2
p
2G F N eE =�m 2

31, with G F the Ferm icoupling constant and N e the
electron num ber density,is a m easure ofthe im portance ofthe m atter e�ect resulting
from coherent forward-scattering ofelectron neutrinos from am bient electrons as the
neutrinos travel through the earth from the source to the detector [cf. Sec. I]. In
the appearance probability P(�� ! �e), the T1 term represents the oscillation due
to the atm ospheric-m ass-splitting scale, the T4 term represents the oscillation due
to the solar-m ass-splitting scale, and the T2 and T3 term s are the C P -violating and
C P -conserving interference term s,respectively.

Theprobability forthecorresponding antineutrino oscillation,P(�� ! �e),isthesam e
asthe probability P(�� ! �e)given by Eqs.(1.39){(1.43),butwith the signsin frontof
both x and sin� reversed: both the m atter e�ect and C P violation lead to a di�erence
between the �� ! �e and �� ! �e oscillation probabilities. In view ofthe dependence of
x on �m 2

31
,and in particularon the sign of�m 2

31
,the m attere�ectcan revealwhether

the neutrino m ass spectrum is norm alor inverted. However,to determ ine the nature
ofthe spectrum , and to establish the presence ofC P violation,it obviously willbe
necessary to disentangle the m attere�ectfrom C P violation in the neutrino-antineutrino
oscillation probability di�erence that is actually observed. To this end,com plem entary
m easurem ents willbe extrem ely im portant.These can take advantage ofthe di�ering
dependenceson them attere�ectand on C P violation in P(�� ! �e).

vi) W illwe encounterthe com pletely unexpected?

The study ofneutrinos hasbeen characterized by surprises. Itwould be surprising if
further surprises were not in store. The possibilities include new,non-Standard-M odel
interactions,unexpectedly largem agneticand electricdipolem om ents[54], unexpectedly
shortlifetim es,and violationsofC P T invariance,Lorentz invariance,orthe equivalence
principle.

The questions we have discussed,and other questions about the world ofneutrinos,
willbe thefocusofa m ajorexperim entalprogram in the yearsto com e.
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