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A bstract

W e do a reanalysis to asses the m pact of the results of the B orexino experin ent and the
recent 2.8 KTy Kam LAND data on the solar neutrino oscillation param eters. T he current
Borexino resuls are found to have no In pact on the allow ed solar neutrino param eter space.
Thenew Kam LAND data causes a signi cant reduction ofthe allowed range of m 3;, deter—
m Ining i w ith an unprecedented precision 0£83% at 3 . Theprecision of m %1 is controlled
practically by the Kam LAND data alone. Inclusion ofnew Kam LAND resuls also In proves
the upperbound on sih? 1, but the precision of this param eter continues to be controlied
by the solar data. T he third m ixing angle is constrained to be sin® 13 < 0063 at 3 from
a combined t to the solar, Kam LAND, atm ogpheric and CHO O Z resuls. W e also address
the issue of how much further reduction of allwed range of m 2, and sin® , is possble
w ith increased statistics from Kam LAND .W e nd that there is a sharp reduction ofthe 3
\goread" w ith enhanced statistics till about 10 K Ty after which the spread tends to atten
out reaching to less than 4% wih 15 KTy data. For sin? 12 however, the soread is m ore
than 25% even after 20 K Ty exposure and assum ing 1, < =4, asdictated by the solar data.
W e show that with a Kam LAND lke reactor \SPM IN " experim ent at a distance of 60
km , the spread of sin? 1, could be reduced to about 5% at 3 lvelwhile m % could be
determ ined to within 4% , with just 3 KTy exposure.
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1 Introduction

O ver the past few years there hasbeen a paradigm <shift in the studies of neutrino physics. The
ain of neutrino experin ents shifted from establishing the existence of neutrino m ass and m ixing
to precision detem ination ofthese oscillation param eters. In the case of solar neutrino oscillation,
this has been possible thanks to a succession of precision data from the SNO and Kam LAND
experin ents over the past few years. First, the simultaneous m easurem ent of solar neutrino
events from both charged and neutral current interactions by the SNO expermment [, 2] was
Instrum ental In narrow ing down the solar neutrino m ass and m ixing param eters to the region
of the s0 called Large M ixing Anglk (LM A) solution [3, 4, 5, 6]. This was con m ed by the
Kam LAND reactor (anti)neutrino experin ent [7]. M oreover, it pinned down the solar neutrino
m ass param eter to two narrow bands called Iow-LM A and high-LM A (@lso called LM A -T and 1T,
respectively), corresoonding to the 1st and 2nd oscillation nodes [7, 8, 9]. Then cam e the data
from the second phase (sal phase) 0of SNO , which had a better detection e ciency for the neutral
current events [10]. Including this data In a global analysis constrained the range of the solar
neutrino m ixing angle further, ruling out m axim alm ixing at m ore than 6 Jlvel [11, 12]. Besides,
it strongly favoured the low-LM A region of solar neutrino m ass over the high-LM A, allow ing the
latter only at the 3 level. Thiswas ollowed by the 766 Ty Kam LAND data [13], which had a
nearly 5 tin es higher statistics than their rst data. Including this data set in a global analysis
pinned down the solar neutrino m ass nally to the low-LM A region, whilk ruling out high-LM A
at more than 4 Jlevel [14, 15, 16]. In particular, our two— avour neutrino oscillation analysis
determ ined the best— t solar neutrino m ass and m ixing parameters tobe m 5, = 10 eV 2
and sh® 1, = 028, with a 3 spread of about 15% and 30% respectively [14]. Extending this
analysis to the three— avour neutrino oscillation we found these m ass and m ixing anglk values to
be robust. Finally, the three— avour oscillation analysis led to a m oderate in provem ent of the
CHOOZ [17] lim it on the third m &xig angle, sin® ;5. It should be noted here that the m ost
precisely determ ined neutrino param eter to date is the above m ass parameter m 3,; and the
resuls from the Kam LAND reactor neutrino experin ent has played a pivotal role in this.

Recently the Kam LAND experim ent has published their 2.8 KTy data [18], which increases
the statistics of their earlier data by aln ost 4 tin es. Besides, they have reduced their system atic
error and expanded the analysis to include the visbl energy range below 2.6 M €V . In this work
we have updated our global analysis [14, 15, 19, 20] w ith the Inclusion of this new Kam LAND
data. Aswe shall see, itsm ost in portant e ect is a further reduction ofthe 3 spread of m 3,
by a factor of 2. W e have also studied the e ect of the st Borexino data R1] on the result of
this global analysis.

Section 2 is devoted to a two— avour neutrino oscillation analysis of the global solar neutrino
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 robusmess of the oscillation param eters
and also to update the lm it on the third m ixing anglke. In section 4 we study the inpact of
future data from Borexino and Kam LAND experim ents on the precision of the solar neutrino
m ass and m ixing angle. W e also discuss how the precision of thism ixing angle m easurem ent can
be in proved dram atically by running a Kam LAND type reactor SPM IN neutrino experin ent at
a lower baseline length of 60 km [R2]. W e conclude by sum m arizing ourm ain results in section 5.
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Figure1: The 90% , 95% , 99% and 99.73% C L.allowed regions in the m 51 stf 1, plne, ob—
tained in a combined 2-analysisofthe globalsolarneutrino and the2 8K Ty Kam LAND spectrum
data (shaded areas). T he regions allowed by the solar neutrino data and 2.8 KTy Kam LAND data
are also shown separately.

2 Two Flavour N eutrino O scillation A nalysis

W e begin by reporting the status of the solar neutrino oscillation param eters m %1 and sin? 5.
W e present the allowed regions .n the m %, stf 1, plane and hvestigate the in pact of the new
sets of results, viz., the e ect of adding the Borexino data, and the in pact of the high statistics
Kam LAND resuls.

2.1 O scillation P aram eters from Solar N eutrino D ata

The rst results from Borexino experin ent were announced last year R1] providing the rst real
tin e m easuram ent of sub-M €V solar neutrinos. The observed rate is 47 7 (stat) 12 (syst)
/ (day.100 ton) whereas the expected rate w ithout oscillation is 75 4/ (day.100ton) according to
the Standard SolarM odel of R3].
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Figure2: The 2 asa function of m 2, (right panel) and sin® 1, (kft panel). The resuls shown
In both panels are obtained by allow Ing all the other param eters to vary freely. T he dashed line
shows the 3 1im it corresponding to 1 parameter t. The lnes or only KL and solart KL are
Indistinguishabl in the right panel.

T his corresponds to an cbserved to expected Borexino rate of Ry = 062  0:18. W e Include
thisdatum in our solar neutrino analysisand nd the 90% , 95% , 99% and 99.73% allowed regions
inthe m 3 sif 1, param eter space. These are shown as hatched contours i Fig. 1. We
have used in this analysis the solar neutrino data on the totalevent rates from the radiochem ical
experin ents, Chlorine (Hom estake) R4] and Galliim Gallex, SAGE and GNO combined) R5],
the 1496 day 44 bin Zenih anglk spectrum data from SuperK am iokande R6], and data from phase
I (pure D ,0 phase) P] and phase IT (salt phase) [10, 27] of the SNO experin ent. For the SNO
data set, we Inclide the combined Charged Current (CC), Neutral Curmrent (NC) and E lectron
Scattering (ES) 34 bin energy soectrum data from phase I and the 34 bin CC energy soectrum
data (17 day binsand 17 night bins), day and night NC rate data and day and night ES rate data
from thephase II.The ®B  ux nom alization factor fy is left to vary freely in the analysis. Forthe
other solar neutrino uxes (Ep, pep, 'B e, CN O, hep), the predictions and estin ated uncertainties
from standard solarm odel (SSM ) R3] BP 04) have been utilized. For further details of our solar



neutrino code and error analysis we refer the reader to our earlier papers [3, 4, 111].

W e nd that the present Borexino resuls m ake no im pact on the allowed regions in the solar
neutrino oscillation param eter space. The best— t point from global solar neutrino data analysis
stays unchanged at [19, 20]

m2 =64 10°ev® sn® ;,=033; f3= 084: @)
These valuesof m 2, and sih® 1, inply adiabaticM SW P8] conversions of the higher energy ®B
neutrinos contrlbbuting to the SNO CC and SK event rates. The corresponding solar . survival
probability is given by Po. / sin® ;,. For the ow energy pp neutrinos, which give the dom fnant
contribution to the signal in the G a6 e experiments (SAGE, GALLEX /GNO), the predicted .
surwvival probability isPe = 1 05sif 2 1,. Using the indicated expressions ©r P., one can
roughly check that the best- t param eters given in Eq. (1) provide an excellent t to the global
solar neutrino data. From an exact num erical analysiswe cbtain with a 2 = 114 for 119 degrees
of freedom .

To quantify the constraint the global solar neutrino data inposes on the parameters m 3,
and sin® 1, ndividually, we show the 2 as a fiunction of these param eters in the right and left
panels of Fig. 2. Param eters which do not appear on the x-axis are keft to vary freely In the t.
T he red dashed lines correspond to the case where only solar neutrino resuls are included. The
constraints on the individual oscillation param eters at any given C L. for a one param eter t can
beread o from this gure. W egive in the st row ofTablk 1 the ranges corresponding to the 3
C L.W e also tabulate the corresponding \spread" which quanti es the uncertainty on the given
oscillation param eter and is de ned as

T 1y ax Ty in
soread = P = P 100; Q)

where prm denotes the param eter m gl or sin® 12, and pmm , oy and pm , i, are the m axinm al

and m Inim alvalues of the chosen param eter allowed at a given C L. Solar neutrino results restrict
sin® 1, tobeuncertain at 3 by onl 30% around thebest- t, whik or m 2 the3 uncertainty
isstillas argeas 70% .

2.2 N eutrino O scillation P aram eters from Kam LAND D ata A lone

In theirm ost recent paper, the Kam LAND collaboration hasm ade public, data corresponding to a
Statistics 2.8 K Ty [18]. The earlierdata relkeaseswere or0162K Ty [/]and 0.7663K Ty [13]. Apart
from an Increased exposure tin €, the new data set isbased on enlarged ducialvolum e, ullvolum e
calbration to reduce the systam atic error and expansion of the analysis to include the visbl
energy ? spectrum below 2.6 M &V . A 1l these have been very in portant in provem ents, especially
the m easurem ent of the spectrum below 2.6 M &V . The earliertwo data sets from Kam LAND were
only forvisble energy above 2.6 M €V, while the lJatest data set covers the entire available reactor
soectrum , w ith threshold visbl energy of 09M €V .W euse the 13 bin Kam LAND spectrum data

2Thevjszb]eenergy isde ned asEyis ' E 08 MeV),whereE isthe energy of the antineutrino.



D ata s=t B3 )Rangeof (3 )sprradin (3 )Rangeof @ ) spread In

used m % ev? m 3, sin® 1, sin® 1,

only sol 30-170 70% 021 039 30%
ok 162 Ty KL 49 -10.7 37% 021 039 30%
ol 7663 Ty KL 72-95 14% 021 037 277%
oH 28 KTy KL 71 83 7.8% 026 -042 235%
only KL 72 85 8.3% 02-05 43%

Tabl 1: 3 allowed ranges of m 2, and sin® 1, from the analysis of the global solar neutrino,
and global solar neutrino + Kam LAND (past and present) data. W e show also the $ spread in
the allowed values of the two neutrino oscillation param eters. Note that oronly Kam LAND we
gnore the allowed region of sh® 1, in theDark Zone (1, > =4) so that the m axinum allowed
valie of sh® 1, i0.5

with a threshold from 0.9M &V and de nea 2 assum ing a G aussian distrbution as

=" RT™ R () "RTET ORTTY) 3)
=1

where R%% and R{™" are the theoretically predicted and experin entally cbserved number of
events in the i energy bin, and {; is the error correlation m atrix com prising of the statistical
and system atic errors. The latter is taken to be 4.1% , fully correlated between the energy bins.
T he other details of our analysis can be found in B, 14, 29]. Som e of the reactors, particularly the
K ashiwazakiK ariwa and Fukushin a I and IT reactor com plexes, w ere partially/totally shut-down
during som e ofthe period ofdata taking in Kam LAND .W e have approxin ately taken Into acoount
this change In the ux due to the reactor shut-down using the plots show ing the tin e varations
of the num ber of ssions in a given reactor and hence the expected reactor . ux n Kam LAND

B0]. W e have also used the informm ation on the reactor operation schedules availabl on the web
B1].

The 90%, 95%, 99% and 99.73% C L.allbwed areas in the m gl sirf 1, param eter space,
obtained using only the Kam LAND data, can be ssen within the open contours in Fig. 1. W e
show the allowed regions derived from the solar neutrino and Kam LAND data taken Individually
In the sam e plot to allow for better com parison. T he best— t point forthe Kam LAND data alone,

acoording to our analysis, is at
m 2 =77 10°ev?®; sh® ;= 0:39: @)

W e note that both these best— t values are Jarger than those obtained from the analysis ofthe solar
neutrino data only. N ote also that while the Kam LAND data constrains m 2, much better than
the solar neutrino data, the constraint on the m xing param eter sin® ;, from the solar neutrino
data ismucdh stronger. T he range of allowed values for m %1 and sin® 1, at a given C L. derived
usinhg theKam LAND data alone can be seen from theblie dashed linesin Fig. 2. The lim itsat 3



and the corresponding soread are given In Tabk 1. The latest Kam LAND data alone excludes the
high-LM A solution at m ore than 4 . Note that the earlier 766 Ty Kam LAND results disfavored
high-LM A at 256 only (1 parameter t).

2.3 Constraints from Com bined Solar and Kam LAND D ata A nalysis
For the combined analysis of solar and K am LAND data we de ne the gldbal 2 as

2 2

global — +

K1 i ©)
where 2, isthe ? for the KamLAND analysis given n Eq. (3), and ? isthe 2 computed
from the globalanalysis ofthe world solar neutrino data. W e refer the reader to our earlier papers
B, 4, 11] or the details conceming 2. The resuls are plotted as C L. contours shown by the
shaded zones in Fig. 1. W e nd that w ith the inclusion of the Jatest Kam LAND spectrum data,
the allowed range of m gl is sharpened considerably and the solar neutrino data plays practically
no ok in constraining m 3;. On the other hand, the solar neutrino data is instrum ental in
reducing the allowed range of values of sin® ;,. The best- t for combied solar neutrno and
Kam LAND data analysis is at,

m 2 =77 10°ev? s ,=033; £ = 084: ®)

Thebest- t value of m 2, we nd agreesvery wellw ith that obtained by the Kam LAND collab-
oration [18], while ourbest tvalue ofsin® ;, is som ewhat Iower than that ound in [18] because
ofdi erences In the tting procedure. The best— t value of m gl In the global t is controlled by
theKam LAND data, whereas the best— t value of sin? 1, is controlled by the global solar neutrino
data. For sin ilar recent analyses see also B2].

The individual constraintson m 2, and sin® ;, from the combined analysis of the solar neu-
trino and Kam LAND data can be seen In Fig. 2, where we have pltted the ? 2. asa
function of these param eters, taken one at a tine. The corresponding 3 allowed ranges and
soread are given In Tabl 1. In order to show how the statistics from the Kam LAND experin ent
has e ected the precision of the measurement of m %1 and sin? ;,, we have alo given In the
Tablk the 3 allowed ranges and soread we had obtained by com bining the solar neutrino data
wih the rst KamLAND results (0162 KTy data) and seocond Kam LAND results (0.7663 KTy
data). W e can see that while theerroron m 3, hasbeen dram atically reduced asKam LAND has
accum ulated m ore and m ore statistics, the uncertainty on sin® ;, has rem ained rather large. The
reason why K am LAND has lin ited ability in constraining sin® 1, whilk its sensitivity to m 2, is
quite ram arkable was pointed out in R2] and discussed In detail in 33, 34, 35, 36].

3 Three N eutrino O scillation A nalysis

So far we have restricted ourselves to two-generation oscillations where we have put the third
m ixing ;3 = 0. However, oscillation of solar and Kam LAND (anti)neutrinos do depend on i3,



abeit weakly. Since m 3, m %, the threeneutrino oscillation survival probability relevant
for both solarand Kam LAND (anti)neutrinos is approxin ately given by

P2’ cos 3P+ s’ 13 7)
where P29 is . survival probability in the case of two-neutrino oscillations. For solar neutrinos,
P29 is given by the standard expression (see B7]), in which the electron number density N, is

ee

replaced by B8] N. s ;3. ForKamLAND , P22 coincides w ith the usual two-neutrino vacuum

oscillation probability used In the previous section. Thus, both solar and Kam LAND have som e
sensitivity to 13 and can therefore constrain . W e show in Fig. 3 the 2 cbtained asa fiinction of
sin® 153 when all other oscillation param eters are allowed to vary freely. W hile m 2, and sin? 1,

are allowed to take any value n  t, the valuesof m %1 are restricted w ithin its current 3 range.
W e show results for analysis of the CHO O Z reactor antineutrino and atm osoheric results (solid
line), as well as by adding solar and Kam LAND data to this set (dashed line). The combined
globaldata from solar neutrino, atm osgpheric neutrino and reactor antineutrino experin ents put a
bound ofsih?® 15 < 0063at3 .W ehave checked that there ispractically no hcrease in the allowed
regions in the m 3, sif 1, plane, when one goes from two to three avor neutrino oscillation

analysis of the global solar neutrino and Kam LAND spectrum data. To show the in pact of the
solar and Kam LAND data on three neutrino param eters we present in Fig. 4 the 90% , 95%,
99% and 99.73% C L.allbwed contours in the sih® i, siIf i3 plane dotated from the combined
analysis of the global solar neutrino data, the latest Kam LAND data and CHOOZ data. &t is
to be noted that the P %% or high energy °B neutrinosis £ sin® ;, while orKam LAND i is
given as 1 sif 2 1, sin® m 51L=4E . Thuswhik for solar neutrinos an increase In 3 Inpliesan
Increasein 15, OrKam LAND an increase In 13 would Inply adecrease in 1, [B9]. T his opposing
trend is nstrum ental in putting constraints i the sin® ;, sif 13 plne.

4 W hat lies in the Future

The eld ofsolarneutrino ressarch hasbeocom e quitem ature now . T he latest results from B orexino
experin ent has m ade real tin e detection of the "B e solar neutrinos possble and the resuls are
consistent w ith the expectations from the LM A solution. The results from the Kam LAND reactor
data have provided independent and solid support to the LM A solution ofthe solar neutrino prob—
Jem . W ith the recent Kam LAND data, the precision of m 3, gets controlled sokly by K am LAND .
At this point we ask the question, what w ill be the In pact of future resuls from Borexino and
Kam LAND . In particular, we address two questions:

C an in proved precision of B orexino data play any role In further reducing the allow ed ranges

2
of m 3, and/or 1,7

W hat willbe the In pact of a further increase of statistics ofthe Kam LAND data?

To address the rst point we analyze the solar neutrino data taking the B orexino rate as is
present experin ental value, but reducing the 1 sigm a error (com bined statistical and system atic)
from 30 to 15% . However, even then there is no In pact of B orexino on the allowed solar neutrino



param eter space. To asses the in pact ofthe centralvalie ofthe B orexino rate on the above resuk,
we vary the allowed param eters In the combined solar and Kam LAND analysis w ithin their 3
range and use them axinum and m ininum predictions for the B orexino rate as the central value
and acoom plish an analysis of the combined solar data using 15% total error. But the allowed
param eter space in the m %, stf 1, plane ram ains stablk against these variations. However,
the m easurem ent of the 'Be neutrino ux w ith a higher precision w illbe very in portant for the
determm nation of som e of the basic solarm odel param eters A0].

In order to address the second question, we show in upper panels of F . 5 the spread in sin® 1,
(left panel) and m gl (cight panel) as a function of the number of KTy ofdata In Kam LAND .
T he x-axis starts from the current Kam LAND statistics of 2.8 K Ty. N ote that whil plotting the
Soread ofsin® 1,,we Ignore the allowed range ofsin® 1, in thedark zone ( 1, > =4), asdictated
by the solardata. The gure showsthat the spread in m 3, show s a steady decrease tillabout 10
KTy of statistics ofKam LAND afterwhich the spread starts to decrease m ore gradually reaching
to less than 4% with 15 KTy of statistics. The gure reveals that the spread in sih? ;, from
Kam LAND also reduces w ith statistics, but even with 20 K Ty of data, the soread 1n sh® 1, is
m ore than 25% , which is not signi cantly better than the value of 30% cbtained from the current
solardata (cf. Tablk 1). It hasbeen already pointed out In the literature that m axin um precision
in sn? ;, can be obtained In a reactor antiheutrino experin ent, dentical to Kam LAND 1n all
respects, except that the baseline of this experim ent would be tuned to the Survival P robability
M INinum (SPM IN) R2, 35, 36]. Note that the present Kam LAND experin ent is situated at an
average distance of about 180 km , which isam axin a ofthe survival probability (SPM AX).In the
Iower panels of this gure we show the profcted sensitivity to these param eters in a \SPM IN "
experin ent P2, 35, 36]. For the current best-t m %, the baseline corresponding to SPM IN
would be at about L = 60 km . One can sse from the gure the ram arkabl sensitivity that
this experin ent would have to the m ixing angl sh® 1,. Even wih 1 KTy of data, we could
detem ne sin® 1, to 8% precision and this could inprove to about 5% with about 3 KTy of
statistics. The sensitivity to m %1 is also seen to be good. A lthough the survival probability is
larger at the SPM AX than at the SPM IN, the latter is situated at a shorter distance of 60 km
as compared to SPMAX (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
reactors at di erent distances, it is actually at an average SPM AX and so it cannot see the full
distortion ofthe soectral shape. Forthe above reasons a dedicated SPM IN experin ent also gives a
com paratively better sensitivity to m 5;. W e could determ ne m 3; within 4% precision w ith 3
K Ty data. T he above results are cbtained by taking sih® 15 = 0. However, Inclusion ofa non-zero
sin? 15 isnot expected to alter the conclusions signi cantly [35]. A nother experin ental idea which
could be used to retum very good precision to the solar neutrino oscillation param eters consists
of doping the SuperK am iokande w ith gadoliniim [34, 41].

5 Conclusions

W e have updated the solar neutrino param eter space including the B orexino resuls and the 2.8
KTy Kam LAND spectrum data in global solar neutrino oscillation analysis.



T he present B orexino results are found to have no in pact on the solarneutrino param eter soace.
Wealo nd that the allowed area in m %, sif 1, plne ram ains stable against reduction in
Borexino error by half its present value or by shifting the central value w ithin the predicted 3
range of the global solar and Kam LAND analysis. The inclusion ofthe Jatest Kam LAND resuls
on the other hand causes a reduction in the spread In m 3, by a factor of 2.

The allowed range of m gl is controlled practically by the Kam LAND data. There is also
a slight increase In the lower bound of 1, wih the inclusion of Kam LAND data, though the
precision in sh? 1, is controlied by the solar data.

The 3 upper lin i on s’ ;5 from global solar, atm ospheric and reactor antineutrino data
is 0.063. There is practically no change in the allowed region in the m 3, sitf 1, plane when
one goes from two to three avor neutrino oscillation analysis of the global solar neutrino and
Kam LAND spectrum data. The e ect of combined solar and reactor antineutrino data on three

avour param eters have been presented I tem s of allowed regions in the sh? ;, sif 5 plane.

W e also studied the in pact of further reduction of Kam LAND statistics on the precision of

m 3, and sin® 1, and nd that till about 10 K Ty of statistics there is steady in provem ent of
precision beyond which the soread In m %1 attens out, reaching less than 4% with 15 KTy of
statistics. Spread in sin® 1, show shardly much in provem ent w ith increased K am LAND statistics.
Even after accum ulation 0of20 K Ty of statistics, the soread hovers around 25% , which isnotmuch
better than the 30% precision which the current solar data gives. A dram atic in provem ent In
precision in sn® ;, is possbl in a dedicated K am LAND type of experim ent at a distance of 60
km . Such an experin ent can give 5% precision in sh® 1, and 4% precision n m %1 wih only 3
K Ty of statistics.
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Figure 3: Bounds on the m ixing angle ;3 using the CHOOZ data only (dashed line) and the
combined solar, CHOO Z and Kam LAND data (solid line). The m 3, isallowed to vary freely in
tscurrent 3 Iin it allowed by the atm ospheric and long baseline neutrino data. T he short-dashed
verticle lines show the 3 Iim its corresponding to the case of 1 param eter t.
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Figure 4: The 90%, 95%, 99% and 99.73% C L. albwed regions in the sh® 1, sif ;3 plane,

obtained In a threeneutrino oscillation analysis of the global solar and reactor neutrino data,

Including the data from the Kam LAND and CHOO Z experin ents. Here we use two param eter
2 values to plot the C L. contours.
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Figure 5: Expected 3 soread of m gl and sin® 1, as a fiinction of the statistics for K am LAND
(upper panels) and the SPM IN experin ent (lower panels).
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