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A bstract

W edo a re-analysisto assestheim pactoftheresultsoftheBorexino experim entand the

recent2.8 K Ty K am LAND data on the solar neutrino oscillation param eters. The current

Borexino resultsarefound to haveno im pacton theallowed solarneutrino param eterspace.

Thenew K am LAND data causesa signi�cantreduction oftheallowed rangeof�m 2
21,deter-

m iningitwith an unprecedented precision of8.3% at3�.Theprecision of�m 2
21 iscontrolled

practically by theK am LAND data alone.Inclusion ofnew K am LAND resultsalso im proves

the upperbound on sin2�12,butthe precision ofthisparam etercontinuesto be controlled

by the solar data. The third m ixing angle isconstrained to be sin2�13 < 0:063 at3� from

a com bined �tto the solar,K am LAND,atm ospheric and CHO O Z results. W e also address

the issue ofhow m uch further reduction ofallowed range of�m 2
21 and sin2�12 is possible

with increased statisticsfrom K am LAND.W e �nd thatthereisa sharp reduction ofthe3�

\spread" with enhanced statisticstillabout10 K Ty afterwhich the spread tendsto atten

out reaching to less than 4% with 15 K Ty data. For sin2�12 however,the spread is m ore

than 25% even after20 K Ty exposureand assum ing�12 < �=4,asdictated by thesolardata.

W e show that with a K am LAND like reactor \SPM IN" experim ent at a distance of� 60

km ,the spread ofsin2�12 could be reduced to about 5% at 3� levelwhile �m 2
21 could be

determ ined to within 4% ,with just3 K Ty exposure.

1Also at:INRNE,Bulgarian Academ y ofSciences,So�a,Bulgaria
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1 Introduction

Overthe pastfew yearsthere hasbeen a paradigm shiftin the studiesofneutrino physics. The

aim ofneutrino experim entsshifted from establishing the existence ofneutrino m assand m ixing

toprecision determ ination oftheseoscillation param eters.In thecaseofsolarneutrinooscillation,

this has been possible thanks to a succession ofprecision data from the SNO and Kam LAND

experim ents over the past few years. First, the sim ultaneous m easurem ent of solar neutrino

events from both charged and neutralcurrent interactions by the SNO experim ent [1,2]was

instrum entalin narrowing down the solar neutrino m ass and m ixing param eters to the region

ofthe so called Large M ixing Angle (LM A) solution [3,4,5,6]. This was con�rm ed by the

Kam LAND reactor(anti)neutrino experim ent [7]. M oreover,itpinned down the solarneutrino

m assparam eterto two narrow bandscalled low-LM A and high-LM A (also called LM A-Iand II,

respectively),corresponding to the 1stand 2nd oscillation nodes[7,8,9]. Then cam e the data

from thesecond phase(saltphase)ofSNO,which had a betterdetection e�ciency fortheneutral

current events [10]. Including this data in a globalanalysis constrained the range ofthe solar

neutrino m ixing anglefurther,ruling outm axim alm ixing atm orethan 6� level[11,12].Besides,

itstrongly favoured thelow-LM A region ofsolarneutrino m assoverthehigh-LM A,allowing the

latteronly atthe 3� level. Thiswasfollowed by the 766 Ty Kam LAND data [13],which had a

nearly 5 tim eshigherstatisticsthan their�rstdata. Including thisdata setin a globalanalysis

pinned down the solarneutrino m ass�nally to the low-LM A region,while ruling outhigh-LM A

at m ore than 4� level[14,15,16]. In particular,our two-avour neutrino oscillation analysis

determ ined the best-�tsolarneutrino m assand m ixing param etersto be �m 2
21 = 8� 10� 5eV 2

and sin2�12 = 0:28,with a 3� spread ofabout 15% and 30% respectively [14]. Extending this

analysisto thethree-avourneutrino oscillation we found these m assand m ixing anglevaluesto

be robust. Finally,the three-avour oscillation analysis led to a m oderate im provem ent ofthe

CHOOZ [17]lim it on the third m ixing angle,sin2�13. It should be noted here that the m ost

precisely determ ined neutrino param eter to date is the above m ass param eter �m 2
21; and the

resultsfrom theKam LAND reactorneutrino experim enthasplayed a pivotalrolein this.

Recently the Kam LAND experim ent haspublished their2.8 KTy data [18],which increases

thestatisticsoftheirearlierdata by alm ost4 tim es.Besides,they havereduced theirsystem atic

errorand expanded theanalysisto include thevisible energy rangebelow 2.6 M eV.In thiswork

we have updated our globalanalysis [14,15,19,20]with the inclusion ofthis new Kam LAND

data. Aswe shallsee,itsm ostim portante�ectisa furtherreduction ofthe 3� spread of�m 2
21

by a factorof2. W e have also studied the e�ectofthe �rstBorexino data [21]on the resultof

thisglobalanalysis.

Section 2 isdevoted to a two-avourneutrino oscillation analysisofthe globalsolarneutrino

data along with the new Kam LAND reactor neutrino data. In Section 3 we extend this to a

three-avour neutrino oscillation analysis to check the robustness ofthe oscillation param eters

and also to update the lim it on the third m ixing angle. In section 4 we study the im pact of

future data from Borexino and Kam LAND experim ents on the precision ofthe solar neutrino

m assand m ixing angle.W ealso discusshow theprecision ofthism ixing anglem easurem entcan

be im proved dram atically by running a Kam LAND type reactorSPM IN neutrino experim entat

a lowerbaselinelength of60 km [22].W econcludeby sum m arizing ourm ain resultsin section 5.
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Figure1:The90% ,95% ,99% and 99.73% C.L.allowed regionsin the�m 2
21 � sin2�12 plane,ob-

tainedin acom bined �2-analysisoftheglobalsolarneutrinoandthe2.8KTyKam LAND spectrum

data(shaded areas).Theregionsallowed by thesolarneutrinodataand 2.8KTy Kam LAND data

arealso shown separately.

2 T w o Flavour N eutrino O scillation A nalysis

W e begin by reporting the statusofthe solarneutrino oscillation param eters�m 2
21 and sin

2�12.

W epresenttheallowed regionsin the�m 2
21� sin2�12 planeand investigatetheim pactofthenew

setsofresults,viz.,the e�ectofadding the Borexino data,and the im pactofthe high statistics

Kam LAND results.

2.1 O scillation Param eters from Solar N eutrino D ata

The �rstresultsfrom Borexino experim entwere announced lastyear[21]providing the �rstreal

tim e m easurem ent ofsub-M eV solar neutrinos. The observed rate is 47 � 7(stat)� 12(syst)

/(day.100 ton)whereastheexpected ratewithoutoscillation is75� 4/(day.100ton)according to

theStandard SolarM odelof[23].
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Figure2:The�� 2 asafunction of�m 2
21 (rightpanel)and sin

2�12 (leftpanel).Theresultsshown

in both panelsare obtained by allowing allthe otherparam etersto vary freely. The dashed line

shows the 3� lim it corresponding to 1 param eter �t. The lines for only KL and solar+KL are

indistinguishable in therightpanel.

Thiscorrespondsto an observed to expected Borexino rate ofR B = 0:62� 0:18. W e include

thisdatum in oursolarneutrino analysisand �nd the90% ,95% ,99% and 99.73% allowed regions

in the �m 2
21 � sin2�12 param eter space. These are shown as hatched contours in Fig. 1. W e

haveused in thisanalysisthesolarneutrino data on thetotaleventratesfrom theradiochem ical

experim ents,Chlorine (Hom estake) [24]and Gallium (Gallex,SAGE and GNO com bined) [25],

the1496day 44bin Zenith anglespectrum datafrom SuperKam iokande[26],and datafrom phase

I(pure D 2O phase)[2]and phase II(saltphase)[10,27]ofthe SNO experim ent. Forthe SNO

data set,we include the com bined Charged Current (CC),NeutralCurrent (NC) and Electron

Scattering (ES)34 bin energy spectrum data from phase Iand the 34 bin CC energy spectrum

data (17day binsand 17nightbins),day and nightNC ratedata and day and nightES ratedata

from thephaseII.The8B ux norm alization factorfB islefttovary freely in theanalysis.Forthe

othersolarneutrino uxes(pp,pep,7B e,CN O ,hep),thepredictionsand estim ated uncertainties

from standard solarm odel(SSM )[23](BP04)havebeen utilized.Forfurtherdetailsofoursolar
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neutrino codeand erroranalysiswereferthereaderto ourearlierpapers[3,4,11].

W e�nd thatthepresentBorexino resultsm akeno im pacton theallowed regionsin thesolar

neutrino oscillation param eterspace. The best-�tpointfrom globalsolarneutrino data analysis

staysunchanged at[19,20]

�m 2
21 = 6:4� 10� 5 eV 2

; sin2�12 = 0:33; fB = 0:84: (1)

Thesevaluesof�m 2
21 and sin

2�12 im ply adiabaticM SW [28]conversionsofthehigherenergy 8B

neutrinoscontributing to the SNO CC and SK eventrates. The corresponding solar�e survival

probability isgiven by Pee ’ sin2�12. Forthe low energy pp neutrinos,which give the dom inant

contribution to the signalin the Ga-Ge experim ents (SAGE,GALLEX/GNO),the predicted �e

survivalprobability is Pee = 1� 0:5sin22�12. Using the indicated expressions for Pee,one can

roughly check thatthe best-�tparam etersgiven in Eq. (1)provide an excellent�tto the global

solarneutrino data.From an exactnum ericalanalysisweobtain with a �2 = 114 for119 degrees

offreedom .

To quantify the constraint the globalsolar neutrino data im poses on the param eters �m 2
21

and sin2�12 individually,weshow the�� 2 asa function oftheseparam etersin therightand left

panelsofFig.2.Param eterswhich do notappearon the x-axisare leftto vary freely in the �t.

The red dashed linescorrespond to the case where only solarneutrino resultsare included. The

constraintson theindividualoscillation param etersatany given C.L.fora oneparam eter�tcan

beread o� from this�gure.W egivein the�rstrow ofTable1 therangescorresponding to the3�

C.L.W e also tabulate the corresponding \spread" which quanti�esthe uncertainty on the given

oscillation param eterand isde�ned as

spread =
prm m ax � prmm in

prm m ax + prm m in

� 100; (2)

where prm denotes the param eter �m 2
21 or sin

2�12,and prm m ax and prm m in are the m axim al

and m inim alvaluesofthechosen param eterallowed ata given C.L.Solarneutrino resultsrestrict

sin2�12 tobeuncertain at3� by only � 30% around thebest-�t,whilefor�m 2
21 the3� uncertainty

isstillaslargeas� 70% .

2.2 N eutrino O scillation Param eters from K am LA N D D ata A lone

In theirm ostrecentpaper,theKam LAND collaboration hasm adepublic,datacorrespondingtoa

statistics2.8KTy[18].Theearlierdatareleaseswerefor0.162KTy[7]and 0.7663KTy[13].Apart

from an increased exposuretim e,thenew datasetisbased on enlarged �ducialvolum e,fullvolum e

calibration to reduce the system atic error and expansion ofthe analysis to include the visible

energy 2 spectrum below 2.6 M eV.Allthese have been very im portantim provem ents,especially

them easurem entofthespectrum below 2.6M eV.Theearliertwodatasetsfrom Kam LAND were

only forvisibleenergy above2.6 M eV,whilethelatestdata setcoverstheentireavailablereactor

spectrum ,with threshold visibleenergy of0.9 M eV.W eusethe13bin Kam LAND spectrum data

2The visible energy isde�ned asE vis ’ E � � 0:8 (M eV),whereE � isthe energy ofthe antineutrino.
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Data set (3�)Rangeof (3�)spread in (3�)Rangeof (3�)spread in

used �m 2
21 eV

2 �m 2
21 sin2�12 sin2�12

only sol 3.0 -17.0 70% 0:21� 0:39 30%

sol+162 Ty KL 4.9 -10.7 37% 0:21� 0:39 30%

sol+ 766.3 Ty KL 7.2 -9.5 14% 0:21� 0:37 27%

sol+2.8 KTy KL 7:1� 8:3 7.8% 0.26 -0.42 23.5%

only KL 7:2 � 8:5 8.3% 0.2 -0.5 43%

Table 1: 3� allowed rangesof�m 2
21 and sin2�12 from the analysis ofthe globalsolarneutrino,

and globalsolarneutrino + Kam LAND (pastand present)data. W e show also the % spread in

the allowed valuesofthe two neutrino oscillation param eters. Note thatforonly Kam LAND we

ignore the allowed region ofsin2�12 in the Dark Zone (�12 > �=4)so thatthe m axim um allowed

valueofsin2�12 is0.5

with a threshold from 0.9 M eV and de�nea �2 assum ing a Gaussian distribution as

�
2
K L =

N
X

i;j= 1

(R
expt

i � R
theory

i )(�2ij)
� 1(R

expt

j � R
theory

j ) (3)

where R theory and R
expt

i are the theoretically predicted and experim entally observed num ber of

events in the ith energy bin,and �2ij isthe errorcorrelation m atrix com prising ofthe statistical

and system atic errors. The latteristaken to be 4.1% ,fully correlated between the energy bins.

Theotherdetailsofouranalysiscan befound in [8,14,29].Som eofthereactors,particularly the

Kashiwazaki-Kariwa and Fukushim a Iand IIreactorcom plexes,werepartially/totally shut-down

duringsom eoftheperiod ofdatatakingin Kam LAND.W ehaveapproxim atelytaken intoaccount

thischange in the ux due to the reactorshut-down using the plotsshowing the tim e variations

ofthenum berof�ssionsin a given reactorand hence theexpected reactor��e ux in Kam LAND

[30]. W e have also used the inform ation on the reactoroperation schedulesavailable on the web

[31].

The 90% ,95% ,99% and 99.73% C.L.allowed areasin the �m 2
21 � sin2�12 param eterspace,

obtained using only the Kam LAND data,can be seen within the open contours in Fig. 1. W e

show theallowed regionsderived from thesolarneutrino and Kam LAND data taken individually

in thesam eplotto allow forbettercom parison.Thebest-�tpointfortheKam LAND data alone,

according to ouranalysis,isat

�m 2
21 = 7:7� 10� 5 eV 2

; sin2�12 = 0:39 : (4)

W enotethatboth thesebest-�tvaluesarelargerthan thoseobtained from theanalysisofthesolar

neutrino data only.Notealso thatwhiletheKam LAND data constrains�m 2
21 m uch betterthan

the solarneutrino data,the constrainton the m ixing param etersin2�12 from the solarneutrino

data ism uch stronger.Therangeofallowed valuesfor�m 2
21 and sin

2�12 ata given C.L.derived

usingtheKam LAND dataalonecan beseen from thebluedashed linesin Fig.2.Thelim itsat3�
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and thecorresponding spread aregiven in Table1.ThelatestKam LAND dataaloneexcludesthe

high-LM A solution atm ore than 4�.Note thattheearlier766 Ty Kam LAND resultsdisfavored

high-LM A at2.56� only (1 param eter�t).

2.3 C onstraints from C om bined Solar and K am LA N D D ata A nalysis

Forthecom bined analysisofsolarand Kam LAND data wede�netheglobal�2 as

�
2
global= �

2
� + �

2
K L ; (5)

where �2K L is the �2 forthe Kam LAND analysis given in Eq. (3),and �2� is the �2 com puted

from theglobalanalysisoftheworld solarneutrinodata.W ereferthereadertoourearlierpapers

[3,4,11]forthe details concerning �2� . The results are plotted as C.L.contours shown by the

shaded zonesin Fig.1.W e �nd thatwith the inclusion ofthe latestKam LAND spectrum data,

theallowed rangeof�m 2
21 issharpened considerably and thesolarneutrino data playspractically

no role in constraining �m 2
21. On the other hand,the solar neutrino data is instrum entalin

reducing the allowed range ofvalues ofsin2�12. The best-�t for com bined solar neutrino and

Kam LAND data analysisisat,

�m 2
21 = 7:7� 10� 5 eV 2

; sin2�12 = 0:33; fB = 0:84: (6)

Thebest-�tvalueof�m 2
21 we�nd agreesvery wellwith thatobtained by theKam LAND collab-

oration [18],whileourbest�tvalueofsin2�12 issom ewhatlowerthan thatfound in [18]because

ofdi�erencesin the�tting procedure.Thebest-�tvalueof�m 2
21 in theglobal�tiscontrolled by

theKam LAND data,whereasthebest-�tvalueofsin2�12 iscontrolled by theglobalsolarneutrino

data.Forsim ilarrecentanalysesseealso [32].

The individualconstraintson �m 2
21 and sin

2�12 from thecom bined analysisofthesolarneu-

trino and Kam LAND data can be seen in Fig. 2,where we have plotted the �2 � �2m in as a

function ofthese param eters,taken one at a tim e. The corresponding 3� allowed ranges and

spread aregiven in Table1.In orderto show how thestatisticsfrom theKam LAND experim ent

has e�ected the precision ofthe m easurem ent of�m 2
21 and sin2�12,we have also given in the

Table the 3� allowed ranges and spread we had obtained by com bining the solarneutrino data

with the �rst Kam LAND results (0.162 KTy data)and second Kam LAND results (0.7663 KTy

data).W ecan seethatwhiletheerroron �m 2
21 hasbeen dram atically reduced asKam LAND has

accum ulated m oreand m orestatistics,theuncertainty on sin2�12 hasrem ained ratherlarge.The

reason why Kam LAND haslim ited ability in constraining sin2�12 whileitssensitivity to �m
2
21 is

quiterem arkablewaspointed outin [22]and discussed in detailin [33,34,35,36].

3 T hree N eutrino O scillation A nalysis

So far we have restricted ourselves to two-generation oscillations where we have put the third

m ixing �13 = 0. However,oscillation ofsolarand Kam LAND (anti)neutrinosdo depend on �13,
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albeitweakly. Since �m 2
31 � �m 2

21,the three-neutrino oscillation survivalprobability relevant

forboth solarand Kam LAND (anti)neutrinosisapproxim ately given by

P
3g
ee ’ cos4�13P

2g
ee + sin4�13 ; (7)

where P 2g
ee is�e survivalprobability in the case oftwo-neutrino oscillations. Forsolarneutrinos,

P 2g
ee is given by the standard expression (see [37]),in which the electron num ber density N e is

replaced by [38]N ecos
2�13. ForKam LAND,P

2g
ee coincideswith the usualtwo-neutrino vacuum

oscillation probability used in the previoussection. Thus,both solarand Kam LAND have som e

sensitivity to�13 and can thereforeconstrain it.W eshow in Fig.3the�2 obtained asafunction of

sin2�13 when allotheroscillation param etersareallowed to vary freely.W hile�m 2
21 and sin

2�12

areallowed to takeany valuein �t,thevaluesof�m 2
31 arerestricted within itscurrent3� range.

W e show resultsforanalysis ofthe CHOOZ reactorantineutrino and atm ospheric results(solid

line),as wellas by adding solar and Kam LAND data to this set (dashed line). The com bined

globaldata from solarneutrino,atm osphericneutrino and reactorantineutrino experim entsputa

bound ofsin2�13 < 0:063at3�.W ehavechecked thatthereispracticallynoincreasein theallowed

regionsin the �m 2
21 � sin2�12 plane,when one goesfrom two to three avorneutrino oscillation

analysisofthe globalsolarneutrino and Kam LAND spectrum data. To show the im pactofthe

solar and Kam LAND data on three neutrino param eters we present in Fig. 4 the 90% ,95% ,

99% and 99.73% C.L.allowed contoursin thesin2�12� sin2�13 planeobtained from thecom bined

analysis ofthe globalsolar neutrino data,the latest Kam LAND data and CHOOZ data. It is

to be noted thatthe P 2g
ee forhigh energy 8B neutrinosis� fB sin

2�12 while forKam LAND itis

given as1� sin22�12sin
2�m 2

21L=4E .Thuswhileforsolarneutrinosan increasein �13 im pliesan

increasein �12,forKam LAND an increasein �13 would im ply adecreasein �12 [39].Thisopposing

trend isinstrum entalin putting constraintsin thesin2�12 � sin2�13 plane.

4 W hat lies in the Future

The�eld ofsolarneutrinoresearch hasbecom equitem aturenow.Thelatestresultsfrom Borexino

experim enthasm ade realtim e detection ofthe 7B e solarneutrinospossible and the resultsare

consistentwith theexpectationsfrom theLM A solution.Theresultsfrom theKam LAND reactor

datahaveprovided independentand solid supporttotheLM A solution ofthesolarneutrinoprob-

lem .W ith therecentKam LAND data,theprecision of�m 2
21 getscontrolled solelybyKam LAND.

Atthispointwe ask the question,whatwillbe the im pactoffuture resultsfrom Borexino and

Kam LAND.In particular,weaddresstwo questions:

� Can im proved precision ofBorexinodataplayany rolein furtherreducingtheallowed ranges

of�m 2
21 and/or�12?

� W hatwillbetheim pactofa furtherincreaseofstatisticsoftheKam LAND data?

To addressthe �rstpointwe analyze the solarneutrino data taking the Borexino rate asits

presentexperim entalvalue,butreducing the1 sigm a error(com bined statisticaland system atic)

from 30 to 15% .However,even then thereisno im pactofBorexino on theallowed solarneutrino

8



param eterspace.Toassestheim pactofthecentralvalueoftheBorexinorateon theaboveresult,

we vary the allowed param eters in the com bined solarand Kam LAND analysis within their 3�

rangeand usethem axim um and m inim um predictionsfortheBorexino rateasthecentralvalue

and accom plish an analysis ofthe com bined solar data using 15% totalerror. But the allowed

param eterspace in the �m 2
21 � sin2�12 plane rem ainsstable againstthese variations. However,

the m easurem entofthe 7Be neutrino ux with a higherprecision willbe very im portantforthe

determ ination ofsom eofthebasicsolarm odelparam eters[40].

In ordertoaddressthesecond question,weshow in upperpanelsofFig.5thespread in sin2�12
(leftpanel)and �m 2

21 (rightpanel)asa function ofthe num berofKTy ofdata in Kam LAND.

Thex-axisstartsfrom thecurrentKam LAND statisticsof2.8 KTy.Notethatwhileplotting the

spread ofsin2�12,weignoretheallowed rangeofsin
2�12 in thedark zone(�12 > �=4),asdictated

by thesolardata.The�gureshowsthatthespread in �m 2
21 showsasteady decreasetillabout10

KTy ofstatisticsofKam LAND afterwhich thespread startsto decreasem oregradually reaching

to less than 4% with 15 KTy ofstatistics. The �gure reveals that the spread in sin2�12 from

Kam LAND also reduces with statistics,buteven with 20 KTy ofdata,the spread in sin2�12 is

m orethan 25% ,which isnotsigni�cantly betterthan thevalueof30% obtained from thecurrent

solardata(cf.Table1).Ithasbeen already pointed outin theliteraturethatm axim um precision

in sin2�12 can be obtained in a reactor antineutrino experim ent,identicalto Kam LAND in all

respects,exceptthatthe baseline ofthisexperim entwould be tuned to the SurvivalProbability

M INim um (SPM IN)[22,35,36].Note thatthe presentKam LAND experim entissituated atan

averagedistanceofabout180km ,which isam axim a ofthesurvivalprobability (SPM AX).In the

lowerpanelsofthis�gure we show the projected sensitivity to these param etersin a \SPM IN"

experim ent [22,35,36]. For the current best-�t �m 2
21,the baseline corresponding to SPM IN

would be at about L = 60 km . One can see from the �gure the rem arkable sensitivity that

this experim ent would have to the m ixing angle sin2�12. Even with 1 KTy ofdata,we could

determ ine sin2�12 to � 8% precision and this could im prove to about 5% with about 3 KTy of

statistics. The sensitivity to �m 2
21 isalso seen to be good. Although the survivalprobability is

largeratthe SPM AX than atthe SPM IN,the latterissituated ata shorterdistance of60 km

as com pared to SPM AX (180 km at the present best �t value). So the distance factor m akes

up for the probability. Also it is to be noted that since Kam LAND receives ux from several

reactorsatdi�erentdistances,itisactually atan average SPM AX and so itcannotsee the full

distortion ofthespectralshape.Fortheabovereasonsadedicated SPM IN experim entalsogivesa

com paratively bettersensitivity to�m 2
21.W ecould determ ine�m 2

21 within � 4% precision with 3

KTy data.Theaboveresultsareobtained by takingsin2�13 = 0.However,inclusion ofanon-zero

sin2�13 isnotexpected toaltertheconclusionssigni�cantly [35].Anotherexperim entalideawhich

could be used to return very good precision to the solarneutrino oscillation param etersconsists

ofdoping theSuperKam iokandewith gadolinium [34,41].

5 C onclusions

W e have updated the solarneutrino param eterspace including the Borexino resultsand the 2.8

KTy Kam LAND spectrum data in globalsolarneutrino oscillation analysis.
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ThepresentBorexinoresultsarefoundtohavenoim pactonthesolarneutrinoparam eterspace.

W e also �nd thatthe allowed area in �m 2
21 � sin2�12 plane rem ainsstable againstreduction in

Borexino errorby halfitspresentvalue orby shifting the centralvalue within the predicted 3�

rangeoftheglobalsolarand Kam LAND analysis.Theinclusion ofthelatestKam LAND results

on theotherhand causesa reduction in thespread in �m 2
21 by a factorof2.

The allowed range of�m 2
21 is controlled practically by the Kam LAND data. There is also

a slight increase in the lower bound of�12 with the inclusion ofKam LAND data,though the

precision in sin2�12 iscontrolled by thesolardata.

The 3� upper lim iton sin2�13 from globalsolar,atm ospheric and reactorantineutrino data

is0.063. There ispractically no change in the allowed region in the �m 2
21 � sin2�12 plane when

one goes from two to three avor neutrino oscillation analysis ofthe globalsolar neutrino and

Kam LAND spectrum data. The e�ectofcom bined solarand reactorantineutrino data on three

avourparam etershavebeen presented in term sofallowed regionsin thesin2�12 � sin2�13 plane.

W e also studied the im pact offurther reduction ofKam LAND statistics on the precision of

�m 2
21 and sin2�12 and �nd that tillabout 10 KTy ofstatistics there is steady im provem ent of

precision beyond which the spread in �m 2
21 attensout,reaching lessthan 4% with 15 KTy of

statistics.Spread in sin2�12 showshardlym uch im provem entwith increased Kam LAND statistics.

Even afteraccum ulation of20KTy ofstatistics,thespread hoversaround 25% ,which isnotm uch

better than the 30% precision which the current solar data gives. A dram atic im provem ent in

precision in sin2�12 ispossible in a dedicated Kam LAND type ofexperim entata distance of60

km .Such an experim entcan give 5% precision in sin2�12 and 4% precision in �m 2
21 with only 3

KTy ofstatistics.
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Figure 3: Bounds on the m ixing angle �13 using the CHOOZ data only (dashed line) and the

com bined solar,CHOOZ and Kam LAND data (solid line).The�m 2
31 isallowed to vary freely in

itscurrent3� lim itallowed by theatm osphericand longbaselineneutrinodata.Theshort-dashed

verticlelinesshow the3� lim itscorresponding to thecaseof1 param eter�t.
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Figure 4: The 90% ,95% ,99% and 99.73% C.L.allowed regions in the sin2�12 � sin2�13 plane,

obtained in a three-neutrino oscillation analysis ofthe globalsolar and reactor neutrino data,

including the data from the Kam LAND and CHOOZ experim ents. Here we use two param eter

�� 2 valuesto plottheC.L.contours.
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