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l1.NEUTRINO M ASS,M IXIN G,
AND FLAVOR CHANGE

Revised M arch 2008 by B . K aysery
Fem ilab, P O .Box 500, Batavia, IL. 60510, U SA

There is now com pelling evidence that atm ospheric, solar, accelerator, and reactor
neutrinos change from one avor to another. T his in plies that neutrinos have m asses and
that leptonsm ix. In this review , we discuss the physics of avor change and the evidence
for i, summ arize what has been lramed so far about neutrino m asses and leptonic
m ixing, consider the relation between neutrinos and their antiparticles, and discuss the
open questions about neutrinos to be answered by fiiture experin ents.

I.The physics of avor change: Ifneutrinos have m asses, then there is a spectrum
of three or m ore neutrino m ass eigenstates, 1; 2; 3; :::; that are the analogues of
the charged—lepton m ass eigenstates, e, , and . If lptons m ix, the weak interaction
coupling the W boson to a charged lpton and a neutrino can couple any charged-lepton
m ass eigenstate ' to any neutrino m ass eigenstate ;. Here, = e; ,or ,and % isthe
electron, etc.T he am plitude for the decay of a real or virtualW * to yield the speci ¢
combination ¥ + ;isU ,,whereU isthe unitary leptonicm ixingm atrix [1]. Thus, the
neutrino state created in the decay W * !X‘+ +  isthe state

j i= U ;Jjii: 1a1)
i
T his superposition of neutrino m ass eigenstates, produced in association w ith the charged
Jepton of \ avor" , isthe state we refer to as the neutrino of avor .AssumingCPT
Invariance, the uniarity ofU guarantees that the only charged lepton a can create in a
detector isan ' , wih the same avor as)’ghe neutrino. Eqg. (1:1) m ay be inverted to give

Jii= Uij i; 12)

which expresses the m ass eigenstate ; as a superposition of the neutrinos of de 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 linear com bination ofthem,

Jsi= UgiJil i 1:3)
i
does not have a charged-lepton partner, and consequently does not couple to the Standard
M odelW boson. Indeed, since the decays Z ! — of the Standard M odel Z boson
have been found to yield only three distinct neutrinos ofde nite avor R], ¢ does
not couple to the Z boson either. Such a neutrino, which does not have any Standard
M odelweak couplings, is referred to as a \sterile" neutrino.

N eutrino avor change is the process ! , In which a neutrino bom with avor
becom es one of a di erent avor whil propagating in vacuum or in m atter. This
process, often referred to as neutrino oscillation, is quantum m echanical to is core.
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R ather than present a fullwave packet treatm ent 3], we shall give a sin pler description
that captures all the essential physics. W e begin w ith oscillation in vacuum , and work in
the neutrino m ass eigenstate basis. T hen the neutrino that travels from the source to the
detector is one or another of the m ass eigenstates ;. The am plitude for the oscillation
! JAmp (! ), is a ocoherent sum over the contributions ofallthe ;, given by

X
Amp ! = U, ,Prop (1)U ; : (14)

In the contribution U ; Prop ( 1)U ; of ; to this sum, the factor U ; is the am plitude
for the neutrino to be the m ass eigenstate ; [see Eqg. (1:1)], the factor Prop ( 4) is
the am plitude for this ; to propagate from the source to the detector, and the factor
U ; is the amplitude for the ; to be a [=e Eq. (12)]. From elam entary quantum
m echanics, the propagation am plitude Prop ( ;) isexp[ im; j], wherem ; is the m ass of
i, and ; is the proper tin e that elapses In the ; rest fram e during its propagation.
By Lorentz Invariance, m ; ;= Est piL, where L is the lab—-fram e distance between the
neutrino source and the detector, t is the lJab—fram e tim e taken for the beam to traverse
this distance, and E ; and p; are, respectively, the Jab—fram e energy and m om entum of the
; com ponent of the beam .

In the probability P (! )= Amp ( ! )j? for the oscillation ! , only
the relhtive phases of the propagation am plitudes Prop ( ;) for di erent m ass eigenstates
w illhave physical consequences. From the discussion above, the relative phase ofP rop ( 1)
and Prop ( 4), ij, isgiven by

= pPi P3 L E; Ejt 1)

In practice, experim ents do not m easure the transit tin e t. H owever, Lipkin has shown [4]
that, to an excellent approxin ation, the t in Eq. (1:5) m ay be taken to be L=v, where

v= D753 (1:6)
Eit Ej

is an approxin ation to the average of the velocities of the ; and 4 com ponents of the
beam . Then
2 2 2 2
| ST Ef EJ L
== J = J1 - m? m? — ; @:7)

P pitopy pit Py ) " 2E

where, In the last step, we have used the fact that Pr highly relativistic neutrinos,
p; and py are both approxin ately equal to the beam energy E . W e conclude that
all the relative phases n Amp ( ! ), Eg. (14), will be correct if we take
Prop ( i) = exp ( jme=2E ), SO that

Amp ! = U U, : 1:8)
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1.N eutrino m ixing 3

Squaring, and m aking judicious use of the unitarity ofU , we then nd that

P ! =
X h i
4 < U U U504 sh® 127 m 4 @=E)
P>
X h i
+2 = U,U U 40, sh 254 m §; L=E) : (1:9)
>

Here, m ;, m{ mfishev? L isinkm,and E isin GeV.W e have used the fact
that when the previously om itted factors of ~ and ¢ are included,

m % @L=4E)’ 127 m ; &v? ;(TG(:V)) : (1:10)
A ssum ing that CP T invariance holds,
p~— !~ =P ! : (1:11)
But, from Eqg. (1:9) we see that
P ! ;U =P ! ;U : 1:12)
Thus, when CP T holds,
P~ ! 7 ;U =P ! ;U : 1:13)

That is, the probability for oscillation of an antineutrino is the sam e as that for a
neutrino, except that the m ixing m atrix U is replaced by its com plex conjugate. T hus, if
U isnot real, the neutrino and antineutrino oscillation probabilities can di er by having
opposite values of the Jast tetm in Eqg. (1:9). W hen CP T holds, any di erence between
these probabilities indicates a violation of CP invariance.

A s we shall see, the squared-m ass splittings m le called for by the various reported
signals of oscillation are quite di erent from one another. It m ay be that one solitting,
M 2, ismuch bigger than all the others. If that is the case, then for an oscillation

experim ent with L=E such that M 2L=E = O 1), Eqg. (1:9) sin pli es considerably,

becom ing h i
p v v s an? 127 M 2@=k) (1:14)
for & ,and
h i
p v v 1 47 @ Tysm? 127 M 2@=E) : (145)
Here,
2
X
s 4 U LU 1:16)

iUp
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4 1.Neutrinom ixing

and X
T i 117)
iUp
where \1i Up" denotes a sum over only those neutrino m ass eigenstates that lie albove
M 2 or, alematively, only those that lie below it. The unitarity of U guarantees that

sum m ing over either of these two clusters w ill yield the sam e results for S and for
T @ T).

The situation described by Egs. (1.14){(1.17) may be called \quasitwo-neutrino
oscillation." Tt has also been called \one m ass scale dom inance" [B]. It corresponds to
an experin ent whose L=E is such that the experim ent can \see" only the big splitting

M 2. To this experin ent, all the neutrinos above M 2 appear to be a single neutrino,
asdo allthoss below M 2.

The relations of Egs. (1.14){ (1.17) apply to a threeneutrino spectrum in which one of
the two squared-m ass splittings ism uch bigger than the other one. Iffwe denote by 3 the
neutrino that is by itself at one end of the large solitting M 2, then S = 47 53U 3j2
and T = {J 3j2. T hus, oscillation experin ents wih M 2L=E = O (1) can detem ine
the avor fractions {J 3j2 of 3.

The relations of Egs. (1.14){(1.17) also apply to the special case where, to a good
approxin ation, only two m ass eigenstates, and two corresponding avor eigenstates (or
two linear combinations of avor eigenstates), are relevant. O ne encounters this case
when, for exam ple, only two m ass eigenstates couple signi cantly to the charged lepton
w ith which the neutrino being studied is produced. W hen only two m ass eigenstates
count, there is only a single solitting, m 2, and, om itting irrelevant phase factors, the
uniary m ixing m atrix U takes the fom

1 2
g = cos sin . (1:18)
sin cos )

Here, the sym bols above and to the left ofthe m atrix lJabelthe colum nsand row s, and is

referred to as the m ixing angle. From Egs. (1.16) and (1.17), wenow have S = sin® 2
and4T 1@ T )= sin? 2 , 0 that Egs. (1.14) and (1.15) becom e, respectively,
i
p Ul —an?2 s 127 m 2 @=E) (1:19)

wih 6 ,and

h i
p U 21 sn?2 s 127 m 2@=E) : (120)

M any experim ents have been analyzed using these two expressions. Som e of these
experin ents actually have been concemed w ith quasitw o-neutrino oscillation, rather than
a genuinely two-neutrino situation. For these experim ents, \si?2 "and \ m 2" have the
signi cance that follow s from Egs. (1.14){(@1.17).
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W hen neutrinos travel through m atter (e.g., in the Sun, Earth, or a supemova), their
coherent forw ard-scattering from particles they encounter along the way can signi cantly
m odify their propagation [b]. A s a result, the probability for changing avor can be
rather di erent than it is in vacuum [/]. F lavor change that occurs in m atter, and that
grow s out of the interplay between avornonchanging neutrino-m atter interactions and
neutrino m ass and m ixing, is known as the M kheyev-Sm imov-W olfenstein M SW ) e ect.

To a good approxin ation, one can describe neutrino propagation through m atter via a
Schrodinger-like equation. T his equation govems the evolution of a neutrino state vector
w ith several com ponents, one foreach avor. The e ective H am ittonian in the equation, a
m atrix H in neutrino avor space, di ers from its vacuum counterpart by the addition of
interaction energies arising from the coherent forward neutrino-scattering. For exam ple,
the o{ ¢ elem ent of H includes the interaction energy

j o
V= 2GpNe ; 121)

arising from W -exchange-induced . forward-scattering from am bient electrons. Here, G
isthe Femm iconstant, and N ¢ is the num ber of electrons per unit volum e. In addition, the

e{ es { ,and { elementsofH allocontain a comm on interaction energy grow ing
out of Z -exchange-induced forw ard-scattering. H owever, when one is not considering the
possibility of transitions to sterile neutrino avors, this com m on interaction energy m erely
adds to H a multiple of the identity m atrix, and such an addition hasno e ect on avor
transitions.

The e ect of m atter is illustrated by the propagation of solar neutrinos through
solarm atter. W hen com bined w ith inform ation on atm ospheric neutrino oscillation, the
experin ental bounds on short-distance (. < 1 km ) oscillation of reactor ~¢ [B] tell us
that, if there are no sterile neutrinos, then only two neutrino m ass eigenstates, 1 and o,
are signi cantly involved in the evolution of the solar neutrinos. C orrespondingly, only
two avors are involved: the . avor with which every solar neutrino is bom, and the
e ective avor y | some linear combination of  and | which it may become. The
Ham iltonian H isthen a 2 2matrix n <{ x space. Apart from an irrelevant muliple
of the identity, for a distance r from the center of the Sun, H is given by

H =Hy +Hy ()
2 ,
m cos2 sin 2 V ) O
= + : 122
4F sin 2 c0s2 0 0 122)

Here, the rstmatrix Hy is the Ham iltonian in vacuum , and the second m atrix Hy (r)
is the m odi cation due to matter. In Hy, is the solar m ixing angle de ned by the
twoneutrino m ixing matrix of Eg. (1:18) with = ; = o, and = 4.The
solitting m 2 :ISITI% m %, and for the present purpose we de ne ; to be the heavier
of the two m ass eigenstates, so that m 2 ispositive. n Hy (r); V (r) is the interaction
energy of Eq. (121) with the electron density N (r) evaluated at distance r from the
Sun’s center.

From Egs. (1.19{120) wih = ), we see that twoneutrino oscillation in vacuum
cannot distinguish between a m ixing angle and an angle 0 - = . But these
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6 1.Neutrinom ixing

two m ixing angles represent physically di erent situations. Suppose, for exam ple, that
< =4, Then, from Eqg. (1:18) we see that if the m ixing anglke is , the lighter
m ass eigenstate (de ned to be 1) ismore . than «, whik if i is O, then this
m ass eigenstate ismore x than . W hile oscillation in vacuum cannot discrin inate
between these two possibilities, neutrino propagation through solar m atter can do so.
T he neutrino interaction energy V ofEq. (121) isofde nite, positive sign P]. Thus, the
e{ e element ofthe solarH; (m 2 4R, ycos2 + V (r), has a di erent size when the
m ixing angle is 0= = than i doeswhen thisanglk is . Asa resuk, the avor
content of the neutrinos com Ing from the Sun can be di erent in the two cases [10].

Solar and long-baseline reactor neutrino data establish that the behavior of solar
neutrinos is govemed by a LargeM ixingAnglke LMA)M SW e ect (see Sec. IT). Let us
estin ate the probability P ( « ! ¢) that a solar neutrino that undergoes the LM A -M SW
e ect in the Sun still has is original . avor when it arrives at the Earth. W e focus
on the neutrinos produced by 8B decay, which are at the high-energy end of the solar
neutrino spectrum . At r’ 0, where the solar neutrinos are created, the electron density
Ne ' © 10%°/cm 3 1] yields for the interaction energy V of Eq. (121) the value
075 10° ev?/MeV.Thus for m ¢ i the favored region, around 8 10 ° ev?,
and E a typical8B neutrino energy ( 6-/M&V), Hy dom natesover Hy . Thism eans
that, in st approxim ation, H (r * 0) is diagonal. Thus, a 8B neutrino is bom not
only in a . avor eigenstate, but also, again In st approxin ation, In an eigenstate
of the Ham iltonian H (r’ 0). Since V > 0, the neutrino will be in the heavier of the
two eigenstates. Now, under the conditions where the LM A-M SW e ect occurs, the
propagation of a neutrino from r’ 0 to the outer edge of the Sun is adiabatic. T hat is,
N ¢ (r) changes su ciently slow Iy that we m ay solve Schrodinger’s equation for one r at
a tim e, and then patch together the solutions. T hism eans that our neutrino propagates
outw ard through the Sun as one of the r-dependent eigenstates of the r-dependent H (r).
Since the eigenvalues of H (r) do not cross at any r, and our neutrino is bom in the
heavier of the two r = 0 eigenstates, it em erges from the Sun in the heavier of the two
Hy elgenstates [12]. The latter is the m ass eigenstate we have called 5, given according
to Eqg. (1:18) by

2= eSh + x Ccos : 123)
Since this is an eigenstate of the vacuum H am iltonian, the neutrino rem ains in it all the

way to the surface of the Earth. The probability of observing the neutrino as a ¢ on
Earth isthen just the probability that ; isa . Thatis [cf. Eq. (123)] [L3],

P(e! &)= shn : (124)

W e note that for < =4,this . surwivalprobability is less than 1/2. In contrast, when
m atter e ects are negligble, the energy-averaged survival probability in two-neutrino
oscillation cannot be less than 1/2 for any m ixing angle [see Eqg. (120)] [14].

II. The 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
summ arized in Table 1.1. W e discuss the di erent pieces of evidence, and w hat, together,
they Im ply.
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1.N eutrinom ixing 7

Table 1.1: The persuasiveness of the evidence for neutrino avor change. The
symbol I denotes the distance travelled by the neutrinos. LSND is the Ligquid
Scintillator N eutrino D etector experim ent, and M iniBooNE is an experim ent
designed to con m or refiite LSND .

N eutrinos Evidence for F Javor C hange
A tm ospheric C om pelling
A ceelerator (L = 250 and 735km ) C om pelling
Solar C om pelling
Reactor L 180km) C om pelling
From Stopped ' Decay (LSND) Uncon med by M iniB ooNE

T he atm ospheric neutrinos are produced in the Earth’s atm osgphere by cosn ic rays,
and then detected in an underground detector. The ux of coan ic rays that lead to
neutrinos w ith energies above a few G €V is isotropic, so that these neutrinos are produced
at the sam e rate all around the Earth. This can easily be shown to inply that at any
underground site, the dow nw ard—- and upward-going uxes of m ultiG eV neutrinos of a
given avorm ust be equal. That is, unless som e m echanian changes the ux ofneutrinos
of the given avor as they propagate, the ux com lng down from zenith angle 5 must
equalthat com ing up from angle 7 [L5].

The underground SuperK am iockande (SK) detector nds that for muliGev
atm ospheric m uon neutrinos, the 5 event distrbution looks nothing like the expected

7 ; symm etric distrdbbution. For cos 5 ~ 0:3, the cbserved ux com ing up
from zenith angle v isonly about half that com lng down from angle 5 [16]. Thus,
som e m echanian does change the ux as the neutrinos travel to the detector. Since

the upw ard-going m uon neutrinos com e from the atm osphere on the opposite side of the
E arth from the detector, they travelm uch farther than the dow nw ard-going ones to reach
the detector. Thus, if the m uon neutrinos are oscillating away into another avor, the
upw ard-going ones have m ore distance (hence m ore tin ) In which to do so, which would
explain why Flux Up < Flux Down.

If atm ospheric m uon neutrinos are disappearing via oscillation into another avor, then
a signi cant fraction of acceleratorgenerated m uon neutrinos should disappear on their
way to a su ciently distant detector. T his disappearance has been observed by both the
K2K [l7]and M INO S [18] experim ents. E ach ofthese experin entsm easures is ux in
a detector near the neutrino source, before any oscillation is expected, and then m easures
it again in a detector 250km from the source in the case 0of K 2K, and 735km from it In
the case of M INO S. In its far detector, M INO S has cbserved 215 events In a data
sam ple where 336 144 events would have been expected, in the absence of oscillation,
on the basis of the neardetector m easurem ents. Both K2K and M INO S also nd that
the energy spectrum of surviving m uon neutrinos in the far detector is distorted in a way
that is consistent w ith two-neutrino oscillation.
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8 1.Neutrinom ixing

The null results of short-baseline reactor neutrino experim ents B] In ply lim its on
P(e! ), whith, assum ing CP 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 INO S
m uon neutrinos oscillate are not electron neutrinos, except possbly a an all fraction of
the tim e. A 11 of the volum inous SK atm ospheric neutrino data, corroborating data from
other atm ospheric neutrino experim ents [19,20], K 2K accelerator neutrino data, and
existing M INO S accelerator neutrino data, are very well described by pure !
quasitw oneutrino oscillation. T he allowed region for the oscillation param eters, m gm
and sin® 2 atm » Which m ay be identi ed respectively w ith the param eters M 2 and
4T 1 T ) In Eg. (1:15), isshown In Fig.11. W e note that this gure im plies that at
least one m ass eigenstate ; must have a m ass exceeding 40m €V .

— MINOS Preliminary
v@ s B B B LR
c\; - % MINOS Best Fit ]
TP seenennns \INOS 68% C.L. ]
—"F =——— MINOS90%C.L. :
ws | = skoo%cClL ]
E 0004 __ pEEmmmEREs SK (L/E) 900/0 C.L __
ﬂ : sEmmmEEm® K2K goo(o“C‘L‘.l-IIllllllllI.llllllllllllllll.llll... :
0.003:— "*.,. —

o.ooz:—

0.001:— —:
I T T I B
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sin?(20

atm)

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

sin? 2 atm allowed by the SK,K2K, and M INO S data. The results of two di erent
analyses of the SK (\Super K ") data are shown R1].
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1.N eutrino m ixing 9

T he neutrinos created in the Sun have been detected on E arth by several experim ents,
as discussed by K . Nakam ura in this Review . T he nuclear processes that power the Sun
m ake only o, not or . Foryears, solar neutrino experin ents had been nding that
the solar  ux arriving at the Earth isbelow the one expected from neutrino production
calculations. Now , thanks especially to the Sudbury Neutrino Observatory (SNO), we
have com pelling evidence that the m issing . have sim ply changed into neutrinos of other

avors.

SNO has studied the ux of high-energy solar neutrinos from B decay. This
experin ent detects these neutrinos via the reactions

+d! e +p+tp; (125)

+ d! +pt+tn ; (126)
and

+e ! +e @27)

The rst of these reactions, charged-current deuteron breakup, can be nnitiated only
by a e.Thus, i measures the ux () 0of o from 8B decay in the Sun. The
second reaction, neutralcurrent deuteron breakup, can be initiated with equal cross
sections by neutrinos of all active avors. Thus, it measures (e¢)+ ( ; ), where
( ;) isthe uxof 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! ¢e)=65. Thus, thisreaction measures (e)+ ( ; )=65.

SNO nds from its observed rates for the two deuteron breakup reactions that R2]

: )+( ) = 0340 0:023 (stat) 27 (syst) : (128)
e ;

Clearly, ( ; ) isnot zero. Thisnonwvanishing ; ux from the Sun is \sm oking-gun"
evidence that som e of the o produced in the solar core do indeed change avor.

C orroborating inform ation com es from the detection reaction e ! e , studied by
both SNO and SK R3].

Change of neutrino avor, whether in m atter or vacuum , does not change the total
neutrino ux. Thus, unless som e of the solar . are changing into sterile neutrinos,
the total active high-energy ux measured by the neutralcurrent reaction (1.26)
should agree w ith the predicted total 8B solar neutrino ux based on calculations of

neutrino production In the Sun. This predicted totalis (G :49+OO:5915) 10°an 4s?! or

4 :34+00:é711) 10° am 21, depending on assum ptions about the solar heavy elem ent
abundances R4]. By oom parison, the total active ux measured by reaction (126)
is 4:94 021 (stat) +OO:§348 (syst)] 10° an 2s?!, mn good agreem ent. T his 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 of solar ¢ ux are due to this change of

avor.
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10 1.N eutrinom ixing

T he strongly favored explanation of 8B solar neutrino avor change is the LM A M SW
e ect. A s pointed out after Eq. (124), a . survival probability below 1/2, which is
Indicated by Eqg. (128), requires that solar m atter e ects play a signi cant role R5].
However, from Eqg. (1 22) we see that as the energy E of a solar neutrino decreases, the
vacuum (lst) term in the Ham itonian H dom inates m ore and m ore over the m atter
term . W hen we go from the 8B neutrinos w ith typical energies of 6-/M &V to the
m onoenergetic "Be neutrinos w ith energy 0.862M &V, the m atter termn becom es fairly
insigni cant, and the ¢ survival probability is expected to be given by the vacuum
oscillation formula of Eg. (120). In this formula, is to be taken as the vacuum solar
m ixing angle " 35 implied by the 8B solar neutrino data via Egs. (1.28) and (1.24).
W hen averaged over the energy-line shape, the oscillatory factor sin? 27 m 2 L=E)]is
1/2, so that from Eqg. (120) we expect that for the Be neutrinos, P (¢! &) 06.

The Borexino experim ent has now provided the rst real tin e detection of the
0862M eV 'Be solar neutrinos R6]. Borexino uses a liquid scintillator detector that
detects these neutrinos via elastic neutrino-electron scattering. T he experin ent reports a
Be e counting rate of 47 7 (stat) 12 (syst)] counts/day/100tons. W ithout any avor
change, this rate would have been expected to be [/5 4] counts/day/100tons. W ith the
degree of avor change predicted by our understanding of the 8B data R7] (see rough
argum ent above), the rate would have been expected to be B9 4] counts/day/100 tons.
The Borexino data are in nice agreem ent w ith the latter expectation, and the B orexino
C ollaboration is vigorously engaged in reducing its uncertainties.

ThelM A-M SW interpretation of 8B solar neutrino behavior in plies that a substantial
fraction of reactor ~¢ that travelm ore than a hundred kilom eters should disappear into
antineutrinos of other avors. The Kam LAND experimn ent R8], which studies reactor
"¢ that typically travel 180 km to reach the detector, con m s this disappearance.
In addition, Kam LAND nds that the spectrum of the surviving ~¢ that do reach the
detector is distorted, relative to the no-oscillation spectrum . As Fig. 12 shows, the
survival probability P (¢ ! “¢) measured by Kam LAND is very well described by
the hypothesis of neutrino oscillation. In particular, the m easured survival probability
displays the signature oscillatory behavior of the two-neutrino expression of Eq. (120).
Ideally, the data in Fig. 12 would be plotted vs. L=E . However, Kam LAND detects the
e from a number of power reactors, at a variety of distances from the detector, so the
distance L travelled by any given ~¢ is unknown. C onsequently, Fig. 12 plots the data
vs. Lop=E ,where Lg = 180km isa ux-weighted average travel distance. T he oscillation
curve and histogram in the gure take the actual distances to the individual reactors
into account. N evertheless, aln ost two cycles of the sinusoidal structure expected from
neutrino oscillation are stillplainly visble.

The region allowed by solar neutrino experin ents for the two-neutrino vacuum
oscillation param eters m 2 and ,and that allowed by Kam LAND forwhat we believe
to be the sam e param eters, are shown in Fig.13. From this gure, we see that there isa
region of overlap. T his is strong evidence that the behavior ofboth solar neutrinos and
reactor antineutrinos has been correctly understood. A pint analysis of Kam LAND and
solar neutrino data assum ing CP T invariance yields m 2= (759 021) 10° ev?
and tan? = 047" 25° psl.
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e Data-BG-GeoV,
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Figure 1.2: Ratio of the background— and geo-neutrino subtracted ~¢ soectrum to
the no-oscillation expectation as a function of Lg=E [R8]. See text for explanation.

That Lz and are both large, in striking contrast to all quark m ixing angles, is
very interesting.

T he neutrinos studied by the LSND experin ent R9]com e from thedecay * ! et o~

of muons at rest. W hile this decay does not produce ~ ¢, an excess of ¢ over expected
background is reported by the experim ent. T his excess is Interpreted as due to oscillation
of some of the = produced by * decay into “e. The related K arlsruhe Rutherford
M ediuim Energy Neutrino WARM EN) experin ent [30] sees no indication for such an
oscillation. However, the LSND and KARM EN experin ents are not identical; at LSND
the neutrino travels a distance L 30m before detection, whilk at KARM EN it travels
L 18m . The KARMEN results exclude a portion of the neutrino param eter region
favored by LSND , but not allofit. A pint analysis B1] ofthe results ofboth experin ents
nds that a splitting 02 < m 2. 0 < 1eV? and mixing 0:003 < sin?2 gyp < 0:03,
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Figure 1.3: Regions allowed by the \solar" neutrino oscillation param eters by
Kam LAND and by solar neutrino experin ents R8].

2

Znp * 7eV? and mixing sih?2 gyp / 0:004, m ight explain both

or a splitting m
experin ents.

To con m or exclude the LSND oscillation signal, the M iniBooNE experin ent was
launched. M mBooNE studies and ~ that travel a distance L. of 540m and have a
typicalenergy E of 700M &V, so that L=FE isoforderl1km /Ge&V asin LSND .M inlBooNE’s

rst results B2], regarding a search for I ¢ oscillation In a beam , do not con m
LSND .For neutrino energies 475 < E < 3000M €V, there is no signi cant excess of events
above background. A pint analysis of the M IniBooNE data at these energies and the
LSND data excludes at 98% CL twoneutrino™ ! ~¢ oscillation as an explanation of the
LSND ¢ excess. To be sure, there is an excess of M niBBooNE o candidate events below
475M €V . This low-energy excess cannot be explained by two-neutrino oscillation, and
its source is being studied. Possibilities include an unidenti ed badckground, a Standard
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M odel e ect that has been proposed only recently [33], and m any-neutrino oscillation
with a CP violation that allow s the antineutrino oscillation reported by LSND to di er
from the neutrino results reported so arby M iniBooNE [34].

The M niBooNE detector is illum inated by both the neutrino beam oconstructed for
the purpose, and the beam that is aimed at the M INO S detector. The distance L to
M inBBooNE from the neutrino source is 40% larger in the latterbeam than in the fomm er.
W hen m atter e ects m ay be neglected, the probability of oscillation depends on L and
the beam energy E only through L=E [cf. Eq. (1:9)]. Thus, if the low-energy excess seen
by M nBBooNE is neutrino oscillation, it should appear at a 40% higher energy in the
beam directed at M INO S than in M nIBBooNE'’s own beam . W hether i does or not is
under investigation.

The regions of neutrino param eter space favored or exclided by various neutrino
oscillation experin ents are shown in Fig.14.

IIT.N eutrino spectra and m ixings: Ifthere are only three neutrino m ass eigenstates,
1; 2,and 3, then there are only three m ass spolittings m fj' and they cbviously satisfy

mi+ mZ3+ m2;=0: (129)

However, as we have seen, the m 2 valies required to explain the avor changes of the
atm ospheric, solar, and LSND neutrinos are of three di erent orders of m agniude. T hus,
they cannot possibly obey the constraint of Eq. (129). If all of the reported changes of

avor are genuine, then nature m ust contain at least four neutrino m ass eigenstates [35].
A s explained in Sec. I, one linear com bination of these m ass eigenstates would have to be
sterile.

If further M niBooNE resuls do not con mn the LSND oscillation, then nature
may well contain only three neutrino m ass eigenstates. T he 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 st two by the
larger splitting m gtm called for by the atm ospheric, M INO S, and K 2K data. Current
experin ents do not tell us whether the solar pair | the two eigenstates separated
by m 2 | is at the bottom or the top of the spectrum . These two possibilities are
usually referred to, respectively, as a nom al and an inverted spectrum . The study of

avor changes of acceleratorgenerated neutrinos and antineutrinos that pass through

m atter can discrim inate between these two spectra (see Sec. V). If the solar pair is at
the bottom , then the spectrum is of the form shown in Fig. 1.5. There we include the
approxin ate avor content of each m ass eigenstate, the avor- fraction of eigenstate ;
being smply h J -11'.j2 =1 4 32 . The avor content shown assum es that the atm ospheric
m ixing angle is m axin al, which gives the best t to the atm ospheric data [16] and, as
Indicated In Fig. 1.1, to the M INO S data. The content shown also takes Into account
the now -established LM A-M SW explanation of solar neutrino behavior. For sin plicity, it
neglects the an all, asyet-unknown . fraction of 3 (seebelow).

W hen there are only three neutrino m ass eigenstates, and the corresponding three
fam iliar neutrinos of de nite avor, the lptonicm ixing m atrix U can be w ritten as
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Figure 1.4: The regions of squared-m ass splitting and m ixing angle favored or
excluded by various experin ents. This gure was contributed by H . M urayam a

(University of Califomia, Berkelky). References to the data used in the gure can
be found at http://hitoshiberkeley edu/neutrino/.
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Figure 1.5: A threeneutrino squared-m ass spoectrum that accounts for the cbserved

avor changes of solar, reactor, atm ospheric, and long-baseline accelerator neutrinos.
The . fraction of each m ass eigenstate is crosshatched, the fraction is indicated
by right-leaning hatching, and the fraction by left-leaning hatching.

1 2 3
2 i 3
e C12C13 . S12€C13 ~ s13e
U = 4 sppo3 casp3size’ cpos sizszzsize’ s23Qr3 0
S12523  C12C23S13€T Cl12523 S12C3S13€°  3C13
diag et 17%; & 272; 1 (1:30)

Here, 1 and , are the meambers of the solar pair, with my > m 1, and 3 is the
isolated neutrino, which m ay be heavier or lighter than the solar pair. Inside the m atrix,
Ciy ©00s jj and sjy  sin i35, where the three i4's are m xing angles. The quantities

; 1,and 5 are CP -violating phases. The phases 1 and 3, known as M aprana
phases, have physical consequences only if neutrinos are M a prana particles, identical
to their antiparticles. Then these phases In uence neutrinoless doublebeta decay [see
Sec. IV ] and other processes [36]. However, as we see from Eqg. (1:9), 1 and 5, do
not a ect neutrino oscillation, regardless of whether neutrinos are M a prana particles.
Apart from the phases 1; 2, which have no quark analogues, the param etrization of
the Jeptonic m ixing m atrix in Eq. (1:30) is identical to that [37] advocated for the quark
m ixing m atrix by Ceccucci, Ligeti, and Sakaiin their article in this Review .

From bounds on the short-distance oscillation of reactor ¢ [B] and other data, at

2 ; Ye3f < 0032 B8]. (Thus, the o fraction of 3 would have been too sn allto see in
Fig.1.5; this is the reason it was neglected.) From Eqg. (1:30), we see that the bound on
erg;j2 In plies that s%3 < 0:032. From Eq. (1:30), we also see that the C P «iolating phase

, which is the sole phase In the U m atrix that can produce CP violation in neutrino
oscillation, enters U only in com bination with s13. Thus, the size of CP violation in
oscillation w ill depend on s13.
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G ven that s13 is anall, Egs. (1.30), (1.15), and (1.17) inply that the atm osoheric
m ixing angle s, extracted from disappearance m easurem ents is approxim ately o3,
while Egs. (1.30) and (1.18) wih = cand = ) In ply that ro1s.

IV . The neutrino-antineutrino relation: Unlke quarks and charged Ileptons,
neutrinosm ay be their own antiparticles. W hether they are depends on the nature of the
physics that gives them 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, it is straightforward to extend the SM to accom m odate these
m asses In the sam e way that thism odel acocom m odates quark 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 g, but only the left-handed eld 1 that couples to the W
and Z bosons. To accomm odate the mass in the sam e m anner as quark m asses are
accom m odated, we add g to theM odel. Then we m ay construct the \D iracm ass term "

LD = mp _L R + hwc: H (1:31)

In which mp is a constant. This tem , which m In ics the m ass tem s of quarks and

charged leptons, conserves the lepton number L that distinguishes neutrinos and

negatively-charged leptons on the one hand from antineutrinos and positively-charged

Jeptons on the other. Since everything else in the SM also conserves L, we then have an

L-oonserving world. In such a world, each neutrino m ass eigenstate ; di ers from its

antjparticle ~ 4, the di erence beingthat L (j) = L (3).W hen " ;6 3, we refer to the
i ~1oomplex asa \D irac neutrino."

Once R hasbeen added to our description of neutrinos, a \M a prana m ass tem ,"

Ly = mg ¢ g+ hxc: ; 1:32)
can be constructed out of g and its charge conjigate, § . In thistem , m g is ancther
constant. Since both r and _§ absorb and create”™ ; Iy mixes and” . Thus, a

M aprana m ass term does not conserve L. In som ew hat the sam e way that, neglecting
CP viohation, K% K?O m ixing causes the neutral kaon m ass eigenstates to be the
selfconjugate states K 0 K O0)= 2, the m ixing induced by a M a prana m ass tem
causes the neutrino m ass eigenstates to be slfconjigate: 3 = ;. That is, for a given
helicity h; "1 h) = ;). W ethen referto ; asa \M aprana neutrino."

Suppose the right-handed neutrinos required by D irac m ass temm s have been added to
the SM . If we insist that this extended SM oonserve L, then, of course, M a prana m ass
term s are forbidden. However, if we do not in pose L conservation, but require only the
general principles of gauge invariance and renomm alizability, then M a prana m ass term s
like that ofEqg. (1:32) are expected to be present. A sa result, L isviolated, and neutrinos
are M a prana particles [39].

In the seesaw m echanian [40], which isthem ost popular explanation ofw hy neutrinos
| although m assive | are nevertheless so light, both D irac and M a prana m ass tem s
are present. Hence, the neutrinos are M a prana particles. H owever, while half of them
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are the fam iliar light neutrinos, the other half are extrem ely heavy M a prana particles
referred to as the N ;, with m asses possbly as lJarge asthe GUT scal. The N ; m ay have
plyed a crucial role in baryogenesis in the early universe, aswe shalldiscuss In Sec.V .

How can the theoretical expectation that nature contains M a prana m ass tem s, so
that L is violated and neutrinos are M a prana particles, be con m ed experin entally?
T he prom ising approach is to search for neutrinoless doublebeta decay (0 ). This
is the process @A ;Z2) ! @;Z + 2)+ 2e , In which a nuclkus containing A nuclons,

Z ofwhich are protons, decays to a nuclkus containing Z + 2 protons by em itting two
electrons. W hile O can in principle receive contrlbutions from a variety ofm echanisn s
R parity-violating supersym m etric couplings, for exam plk), it is easy to show explicitly
that its observation at any non-vanishing rate would In ply that nature contains at least
one M aprana neutrino m ass tetm [1]. The neutrino m ass eigenstates m ust then be
M aprana neutrinos.

Quarks and charged lptons cannot have M a prana m ass tem s, because such tem s
m ix ferm jon and antiferm ion, and g $ Jor *$  would not conserve electric charge.
T hus, the discovery of 0 would dem onstrate that the physics of neutrino m asses is
unlike that of the m asses of all other ferm ions.

The dom inant m echanian for 0 is expected to be the one depicted in Fig. 1.6.
There, a pair of virtual W bosons are em itted by the parent nucleus, and then these
W bosons exchange one or another of the light neutrino m ass eigenstates ; to produce
the outgoing electrons. The 0 am plitude is then a sum over the contributions of the
di erent ;. It is assum ed that the interactions at the two leptonic W wvertices are those
ofthe SM .

(A,Zy—=—  Nuclear Process [—=— (A Z+2)

Figure 1.6: The dom inant m echanian for 0 . The diagram does not exist unless

i i-

Since the exchanged ; is created togetherw ith an e , the left-handed SM current that
creates it gives it the helicity we associate, in com m on parlance, w ith an \antineutrino."
That is, the ; is almost totally right-handed, but has a an all left-handed-helicity
com ponent, whose am plitude is of orderm ;=E , where E is the ; energy. At the vertex
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where this ; is absorbed, the absorbing left-handed SM current can absorb only its
an all left-handed-helicity com ponent w ithout fiirther suppression. Consequently, the
jexchange contribution to the 0 am plitude is proportional to m;. From Fig. 1.6,
we see that this contrlbution is also proportional to Uezi. Thus, summ ing over the
contribbutions ofallthe 5, we conclude that the am plitude for 0 is proportional to the
quantity
X
miU%  3<m >3 ; (1:33)
i
comm only referred to as the \e ective M a prana m ass for neutrinoless doublebeta
decay" [42].

To how sanallan 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 more, j< m > jm ight be larger. Suppose that there are jist three m ass
eigenstates, and that the solar pair, 1 and 5, is at the top of the spectrum , so that we
have an inverted soectrum . If the various ; are not much heavier than dem anded by the

observed splittings m gm and m ?,then in j< m > 3 Eqgq. (133), the contribution

of 3 may be neglected, because both m 3 and jJez3j= 5%3 are snall. From Egs. (1.33)
and (1.30), approxin ating c;3 by unity, we then have that

S

j<m > 3" mgo 1 sih®2 sin? - (1:34)

Here, m ( is the average m ass of the m em bers of the solar pair, whose solitting w ill be
Invisble in a practical 0 experim ent, and 2 1 is a CP —wiolating phase.
A lhough is com pltely unknown, we see from Eqg. (1.34) that

j<m > 3j mgcos2 : (1:35)
- q__
Now, in an inverted soectrum , m g m gtm.At90% cL, m gm > 45m eV [see
Fig.11],while at 95% CL, cos2 > 025 [see Fig.13]. Thus, if neutrinos are M a prana
particles, and the spectrum is as we have assumed, a 0 experin ent sensitive to

j< m > j2 10 me&V would have an excellent chance of cbserving a signal. If the
Soectrum is Inverted, but the ; m asses are larger than the m gtm —and m 2 -dem anded
m ininum values we have assum ed above, then once again j< m > jis larger than 10
meV [43], and an experim ent sensitive to 10 m €V stillhas an excellent chance of seeing a
signal.

If the solar pair is at the bottom of the spectrum , rather than at the top, then
j< m > jis not as tightly constrained, and can be anywhere from the present bound
0f03{1.0 &V down to invisbly an all [43,44]. For a discussion of the present bounds, see
the article by Vogeland P iepke In this Review [#45].

V .Questions to be answered: The strong evidence or neutrino avorm etam orphosis
| hence neutrino m ass | opens m any questions about the neutrinos. T hese questions,
w hich hopefully willbe answered by future experin ents, include the follow ing:
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1) How m any neutrino species are there? D o sterik neutrinos exist?

T his question isbeing addressed by the M niBooNE experim ent [32]. IfM iniBooNE'’s
nal result is positive, the in plications w ill be farreaching. W e w ill have lreamed that
either there are m ore than three neutrino species and at least one of these soecies is
sterile, or else there is an even m ore am azing departure from what has been our picture
of the neutrino world.

ii) W hat are the m asses of the m ass eigenstates ;?

A ssum ing there are only three ;, weneed to nd out whether the solar pair, 1,3, isat
the bottom ofthe spectrum or at itstop. This can be done by exploiting m atter e ects in
long-baseline neutrino and antineutrino oscillations. T hese m atter e ects w ill determn ine
the sign one w ishes to leam | that offm% [m % + m §)=2]g | relative to a sign that
is already know n | that of the interaction energy of Eq. (121). G rand uni ed theories
favor a spectrum w ith the closely spaced solar pair at the bottom [46]. The neutrino
soectrum would then resam ble the spectra of the quarks, to which grand uni ed theories
relate the neutrinos. A neutrino spectrum w ith the closely spaced solar pair at the top
would be quite un—quark-lke, and would suggest the existence of a new symm etry that
leads to the near degeneracy at the top of the spectrum .

W hile avorchange experim ents can detem ine a spectral pattem such as the one
In Fig. 1.5, they cannot tell us the distance of the entire pattem from the zero of
squared-m ass. O ne m ight discover that distance via study of the  energy spectrum
in tritium decay, if the mass of some ; wih appreciable coupling to an electron is
large enough to be within reach of a feasble experim ent. One m ight also gain som e
Inform ation on the distance from zero by m easuring i< m > J the e ective M a prana
m ass for neutrinoless doublebeta decay B3{45] (see Vogel and P iepke In this Review).
F inally, one m ight obtain informm ation on this distance from coan ology or astrophysics.
Indeed, from current cosm ological data and som e coan ological assum ptions, it is already

concluded that @7] %

m;< (017 20) &V : (1:36)
i
Here, the sum runs over the m asses of all the light neutrino m ass eigenstates ; thatm ay
exist and that were in them al equilbrium in the early universe. The range quoted In
Eg. (1:336) re ects the dependence of this upper bound on the underlying coan ological
assum ptions and on which data are used B7].

If there are just three 4, and their spectrum is either the one shown in Fig.1.5 or is
inverted version, then Eq. (1:36) in plies that the m ass of the heaviest ;, M ass Heaviest
ilr c%fnot exceed (0.07 { 0.7) €V .M oreover, M ass Heaviest ;] obviously cannot be less

than m gtm , which in tum is not less than 0.04 €V, as previously noted. T hus, if the
coan ological assum ptions behind Eq. (1:36) are correct, then

004eV < Mass Heaviest ;1< (007 0:7) &V : 1:37)
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iii) A re the neutrino m ass eigenstates M aprana partickes?

The con m ed observation of neutrinoless doublebeta decay would establish that the
answer is \yes." If there are only three ;, know ledge that the spectrum is inverted and
a de nitive upper bound on j< m > jthat iswell below 0.01 €V would establish
barring exotic contrbutions to 0 ) that the answer is \no" [see discussion after
Eqg. (1:35)] #43,44].

iv) W hat are the m ixing anglks in the kptonic m ixing m atrix U ?
T he solarm ixing angle " 1 is already rather well determ ined.

T he atm osphericm ixing angle o 7 23 is constrained by the m ost stringent analysis
to lie, at 90% CL, in the region where sin®2 g > 0:92 [16]. This region is still Airly
large: 37 to 53 . A more precise value of sin? 2 atm » @and, In particular, its deviation
from unity, can be sought in precision long-baseline disappearance experin ents. If
sin? 2 atm ® 1, so that s 6 45 , one can detemm ine w hether it lies below or above 45
w ith the help of a reactor ¢ experin ent 48,49]. Once we know w hether the neutrino
Soectrum is nomm al or inverted, this detem ination w ill tell us w hether the heaviest m ass
eigenstate ism ore than , asnaively expected, orm ore than cf. Eg. (130)].

A know ledge of the an allm ixing angle 13 is in portant not only to help com plete our
picture of leptonic m ixing, but also because, as Eqg. (1:30) m ade clear, all C P wiolating
e ects of the phase  are proportional to sin 13. Thus, a know ledge of the order of
m agnitude of 13 would help guide the planning of experim ents to probe CP violation.
From Eq. (1:30), we recall that sin® 15 is the o fraction of 3. The 5 is the isolated
neutrino that lies at one end of the atm ospheric squared-m ass gap m gtm , SO an
experim ent seeking to measure 13 should have an L=E that m akes it sensitive to

m gtm , and should involre . P lanned approaches inclide a sensitive search for the
disappearance of reactor ~¢ while they travel a distance L 1 km , and an accelerator
neutrino search for ' cand ™ ! "¢ wih abeam line L > several hundred km .

IfLSND is con m ed, then (arring the stillm ore revolutionary) the m atrix U is at
least 4 4, and containsm any m ore than three angles. A rich program , incliding short
baseline experim ents w ith m ultiple detectors, w ill be needed to leam about both the
squared-m ass goectrum and the m ixing m atrix.

G ven the large sizes of ;4 and , we already know that leptonic m ixing is
very di erent from its quark counterpart, where all the m ixing angles are sm all. This
di erence, and the striking contrast between the tiny neutrino m asses and the very m uch
larger quark m asses, suggest that the physics underlying neutrino m asses and m ixing m ay
be very di erent from the physics behind quark m asses and m ixing.

v) D oes the behavior of neutrinos violate CP ?

From Egs. (1.9), (1.13), and (1.30), we see that if the CP —wiolating phase
and the sm all m ixing angle 43 are both non-vanishing, there will be CP —iolating
di erences between neutrino and antineutrino oscillation probabilities. O bservation of
these di erences would establish that CP violation is not a peculiarity of quarks.

The CP -violating di erence P ( ! ) P (C ! 7 ) between \neutrino" and
\antineutrino" oscillation probabilities is independent of w hether the m ass eigenstates
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i are M ajprana or D irac particles. To study ! e With a super-intense but
conventionally generated neutrino beam , for exam ple, one would create the beam via
theprocess * ! * ,, and detect £ via ;+ target ! e + :::n Tostudy ~ ! "o
one would create the beam via ! —;, and detect i via ;+ target ! &' + ::.
W hether —; = 4 or not, the am plitudes for the latter two processes are proportional to
U ; and U,, respectively. In contrast, the am plitudes for their ! ¢ oounterparts
are proportional to U ; and Ug;. A s this illustrates, Eq. (1:13) relates \neutrino" and
\antineutrino" oscillation probabilities even when the neutrino m ass eigenstates are their
ow n antiparticles.

T hebaryon asym m etry ofthe universe could not have developed w ithout som e violation
0of CP during the universe’s early history. T he one known source of CP violation | the
com plex phase in the quark m ixing m atrix | could not have produced su ciently large
e ects. Thus, perhaps kptonic CP violation is responsible for the baryon asymm etry.
The seesaw m echanisn predicts very heavy M a prana neutral leptons N ; (see Sec. IV),
which would have been produced in the Big Bang. Perhaps CP violation in the leptonic
decays of an N ; led to the inequality

Nij! Y4+ 006 Ni! Y o+ :i:o; (1:38)

which would have resulted in unequal numbers of Y and ' in the early universe [50].
T his Jeptogenesis could have been followed by nonperturbative SM processes that would
have converted the lepton asymm etry, In part, into the observed baryon asymm etry [B1].

W hile the connection between the CP violation that would have led to lptogenesis,
and that which we hope to observe in neutrino oscillation, is m odeldependent, it is
not likely that we have either of these w ithout the other [B2], because in the see-saw
picture, these two CP violations both arise from the sam e m atrix of coupling constants.
T his m akes the search for CP violation in neutrino oscillation very interesting indeed.
D epending on the rough size of 13, this CP violation m ay be ocbservable w ith a very
intense conventional neutrino beam , orm ay require a \neutrino factory," whose neutrinos
com e from the decay of stored m uons or radicactive nuclei. T he detailed study of CP
violation m ay require a neutrino factory in any case.

W ith a conventionalbeam , one would seek CP violation, and try to determm ine w hether
the m ass spectrum is nom al or inverted, by studying the oscillations I ¢ and
! To. The appearance probability for ¢ In a beam that is initially can be w ritten
forsn?2 13 < 02 B3]

P | o =sih®213T; sh2 13To+ sh2 13T3+ 2Ty (1:39)

Here, m §1= m %1 is the anall ( 1=30) ratio between the solar and atm ospheric

squared-m ass splittings, and

sin? [1  x) ]
Ty = si® 23

(1:40)

Tr,=sin sih2q1psih2 »3shn ; (141)
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sn x ) sn [T x) ]

T3= cos sin2 1psin2 33 00s ; (1:42)
X 1 x)
and .
sin® (x
Ty = oo’ 23 sin’ 2 12# : (143)
b4
In these expres}s)ions, m §1L=4E is the kinem atical phase of the oscillation. The

quantity x 2 EGFNeE=m %l,wjth Gp the Fem i coupling constant and N, the
electron num ber density, is a m easure of the In portance of the m atter e ect resulting
from ooherent forward-scattering of electron neutrinos from ambient electrons as the
neutrinos travel through the earth from the source to the detector [cf. Sec. I]. In

the appearance probability P ( ! o), the T{ temm represents the oscillation due

to the atm osphericm asssolitting scale, the T4 tem represents the oscillation due

to the solarm asssplitting scale, and the T, and T3 tem s are the CP —wiolating and
C P -conserving interference tem s, respectively.

T he probability for the corresponding antineutrino oscillation, P (— ! “¢), isthe same
as the probability P ( ! ) given by Egs. (1.39){ (1 43), but w ith the signs in front of
both x and sin reversed: both the m atter e ect and CP violation lead to a di erence
between the ! cand ! ¢ oscillation probabilities. In view of the dependence of
xon m %1, and in particular on the sign of m %1, the m atter e ect can reveal w hether
the neutrino m ass spectrum is nomm al or inverted. H owever, to detem ine the nature
of the spectrum , and to establish the pressnce of CP violation, it obviously will be
necessary to disentangle them attere ect from CP violation in the neutrino-antineutrino
oscillation probability di erence that is actually observed. To this end, com plem entary
m easuram ents w ill be extrem ely in portant. These can take advantage of the di ering
dependences on them attere ect and on CP violation in P ( Q).

vi) W illwe encounter the com pktely unexpected?

T he study of neutrinos has been characterized by surprises. It would be surprising if
further surprises were not in store. T he possibilities include new , non-Standard-M odel
interactions, unexpectedly Jarge m agnetic and electric dipole m om ents [B4], unexpectedly
short lifetin es, and violations of CP T invariance, Lorentz invariance, or the equivalence
principle.

T he questions we have discussed, and other questions about the world of neutrinos,
w illbe the focus of a m a pr experim ental program In the years to com e.
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