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. INTRODUCTION

Without comparison, the Standard Model of particle physics (SM) ishe most success-
ful physics model to date, accurately predicting an enormous nirar of observables with
high precision from only a handful of tted parameters. The sucas of the SM may have
culminated in 2012 when the ATLAS and CMS experiments announcedhd discovery of
the Higgs bosoni[1, /2], predicted by the SM as a direct result of the el®weak symmetry
breaking which was introduced to provide masses into the theorytil§ there are a number
of observations which may not be explained within the SM itself. Mostatable among these
are the existence of dark matter, the exclusion of gravity and thebservation of neutrino
oscillations. In addition, there are conceptual theoretical probhes with the SM, such as
the hierarchy problem, indicating that the SM may only be a low-eneggapproximation of
a more general theory. As such, the SM should be viewed as an eiex theory and a priori
higher-dimensional operators, suppressed by powers of a newsmacale should be added
to the SM Lagrangian. At lower energies, the additional e ective ogrators will generally
produce very small corrections due to this suppression. This camt is further supported
by the fact that the only gauge invariant operator allowed at dimerisn ve, and therefore
suppressed only by one power of , is the so-called Weinberg operat3], which results in
a Majorana mass term for the left-handed neutrinos of the SM. lis therefore not unrea-
sonable to imagine that the e ect of neutrino masses would be amotige rst observations
of physics beyond the SM, which indeed is the case due to neutrincciiations requiring

neutrino mass-squared di erences to be non-zero.

Neutrino avour conversion, although at that time not con rmed as such, was rst ob-
served in solar neutrino experiments where a discrepancy betwdba observed ux and the
ux predicted by solar models was found/[4]. Since the rst robust eslence of neutrino
oscillations by the Super-Kamiokande experiment's observation afnaospheric neutrinos in
1998 [5], they have been extensively studied experimentally in a vayiedf atmospheric, so-
lar, reactor, and accelerator experiments, which have helped tortstrain the neutrino mass
and mixing parameters to very high precision (see Refs! [6{8] forcent global ts). The
remaining questions in neutrino oscillation physics today are the neuto mass ordering,
the existence or non-existence of CP violation in the lepton sectona the octant of the

leptonic mixing angle »3. Answering these three questions is the main aim of the next gen-
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eration of neutrino oscillation experiments, such as the Europeap&lation Source Neutrino
Super-Beam (ESSSB) experiment [9], which is a proposed accelerator neutrino expednt
based on the European Spallation Source (ESS) currently undemstruction in Lund, Swe-
den. The sensitivity of ESSSB to the CP-violating phase was studied in Ref.|[9], while
the sensitivity to other standard oscillation parameters was discesed in Ref.|[10] and the

sensitivity to light sterile neutrinos in Ref. [11].

While the Weinberg operator provides the neutrino masses necaygséor neutrino 0s-
cillations to occur and neutrino oscillations have been rmly establishie as the leading
mechanism behind neutrino avour conversion, higher-order opaiors may give rise to sub-
leading contributions to the neutrino conversion probabilities and thir observation would
allow us to gain additional insight into the high-energy completion of tt SM and the gener-
ation of neutrino masses. In addition, it may be necessary to coneidthe robustness of the
usual neutrino oscillation parameters when higher-order operatoare also considered. One
of the more common types of operators to be investigated in thissgect is non-standard
neutrino interactions (NSIs), which are e ective four-fermion oprators involving at least

one neutrino eld. For recent reviews on NSIs, see Refs. [12| 13].

In this work, we will consider the possible impact of NSIs at the ESSB experiment.
We will study both the in uence of NSIs on the determination of the tandard neutrino
oscillation parameters and the bounds which ESSB could place on the NSI parameters.
In particular, we will focus on correlations in the determination of tle leptonic CP violation
and the NSI parameters, which is of large importance for ESSB as the discovery of leptonic

CP violation is the major scienti c target of this experiment.

The rest of this work is organized as follows. In SeLlIl, we will brie yeview non-
standard neutrino interactions and present the current upper dunds on the source and
detector NSI parameters. Next, in Sed._1ll, the setup of the pposed ESSSB experiment
will be discussed. Then, in Se¢._IV, we will investigate the phenoméagy of source and
detector NSls at probability and event-rate levels. In Se¢.lV, thenain results of our full
computation on source and detector NSls at ESSB will be presented. Finally, in Sed._VI,

we will summarize and draw our conclusions.
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I[I.  NON-STANDARD NEUTRINO INTERACTIONS

When considering NSIs, we will be confronted with e ective four-fenion operators of
the type
O=(f1 Purf2)(fs PLrfs)+ hic:; (1)

wheref; (i = 1;2;3;4) are SM fermion elds andP_r are left- and right-handed projec-
tions. These operators are of dimension six and they will therefoa@pear together with an
e ective coupling constant of dimension minus two in the e ective Lagangian. Since we are
interested in the NSIs of neutrinos, we require that at least one tfie fermion elds in the
operators is a neutrino eld, which implies that the corresponding mjection operator must
be P_. Furthermore, in order to keep the electromagnetic and strongt@ractions unbroken,
we require that all operators are scalars under transformatiors the corresponding gauge
groups. Due to the weak interaction being broken, we do not imposey constraints on
the transformation of the operators under SU(2). It should be mentioned that imposing
SU(2), gauge symmetry on the dimension-six operators would lead to avpaonstraints on
these operators [14, 15], leaving only a few possible operators withsigni cant constraints
due to the non-observation of e ective four-charged-fermionrpcesses such as ! 3e.
The dimension-six operators which break SU(2)may generally be induced from higher-
dimensional operators such as ( ¥)O, where is the Higgs eld, which are invariant under
SU(2),, but generate SU(2)-breaking terms once the Higgs eld takes on a vacuum expec-
tation value v. Depending on the dimension at which the NSIs are generated ababe
electroweak scale, we may expect the NSI coe cients to scale &5 6= " 4 wheren is the
dimension and is the energy scale at which the NSlIs are generated .

The di erent possible neutrino NSlis are generally divided into two cagories of e ective

four-fermion operators. The neutral-current NSIs [16, 17]
O™ =(— P )T Paf)+ hc:; (2)

wheref is a charged fermion eld, a ects the neutrino avour propagationin matter for f =
u; d; e by providing an e ective potential analogous to the Mikheyev{Smirov{Wolfenstein
(MSW) potential [16, 118,119]. For the neutral-current NSIs to be foimportance, relatively
large matter potentials and/or high neutrino energies are requiredAs this is not the case

for the ESS SB experiment, we will not focus on such NSis in this work. On the o¢h hand,
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the charged-current NSis/ [20]
O M) = (7 P ) PurfY 3)

wheref and f °are di erent fermion elds such that the operator is invariant unde U(1),,
and SU(3),, will instead a ect the production and detection processes of n&inos and this
e ect will not depend on the neutrino energy or the presence of riar along the neutrino
propagation.

In the remainder of this work, we will focus on the charged-curremNSI Lagrangian
X X

Lnsi = 2p§GF "A(— PL)d Pyxu)+ hc; (4)
X2fLRg ;

which includes the operators that will appear in neutrino productioroy pion decays !
and charged-current neutrino detection processes. Here, wavé normalised the strength of
the NSIs to that of the weak interaction by the introduction of theFermi coupling constant
Gr. The NSI parameters” are therefore dimensionless numbers expected to be of the
order (v=) " 4. With the introduction of charged-current NSls, the productionamplitude
of the neutrino mass eigenstatg i inthe ™, which in the SM is proportional toU; , where
U is the leptonic mixing matrix, is now instead proportional toP ( +"%)U,, where

the NSI parameters relevant for the source process are
ns — nR nl (5)

Unlike the source process, the detection process does not nggely involve a pseudoscalar
current in the quark sector. We instead de ne the NSI parametesrrelevant for the detection
process as

=) (6)
where P represents the quark current in the detection process. Due thé nature of the
inverse beta decay involved in the detection process, this de nitioaversimpli es the neu-

trino oscillation probabilities that we will discuss in Sec[IH However, we will use this as

L In fact, the neutrino oscillation probabilities should be computed alorg the lines

' 1 nA.uV uA.uA
1 Wy 4a: Ay
Pt Zg P (MTY)aR (MY

whereP ("$;"9) is the probability for a given source/detector NSI. Note that the largest prefactor comes
from the contribution with the source and detector e ects both dependent on the axial quark current.

This would therefore indicate a relation between the source and deictor NSis.



a simpli ed model for how NSIs may a ect ESSSB. The complex conjugate and change of
indices has been introduced to adhere to the usual convention inetheld when considering
detector NSI e ects. The production rates of charged leptonst dhe detector in any neu-
trino oscillation experiment will be a ected by this change in the prodation and detection
amplitudes and we may ask the question whether or not the presenaf such NSIs could be
measured or have a negative impact on the experimental precisianthe standard oscillation
parameters. The experimental bounds (at the 90% C.L.) on the NSlarameters relevant

for the ESS SB experiment from non-oscillation experiments are given by [21]

j"Sj< 0:026; j"Sj<0078; j"Sj< 0:013;

"8 < 0:041; j"%j< 0:025; j"%j< 0:041; 7)
j"0j< 0026; j"?j<0078; j"j< 0:013:

Although these bounds are quite stringent, it should be kept in mindhiat the next gener-
ation of neutrino experiments is aiming for highly sensitive measuremts of the neutrino
oscillation parameters. As such, even sub-leading e ects may beiatierest and it is worth
the e ort to examine the possible impact of these e ects. It is also @rth noting that new
oscillation experiments, such as those performed with nuclear réars, may be sensitive
to some of these NSI parameters as well [22]. However, the cutréomunds from these

experiments are somewhat weaker than the bounds quoted ab{28].

1. THE ESS SB EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

In this section, we describe the experimental setup for the proped ESSSB experiment.
We have used the standard ux (with 2 GeV protons) and cross-sgons from the ESS SB
collaboration [9]. The source provides a neutrino beam for two yeaasd an antineutrino
beam for eight years. We have assumed that a 500 kiloton water Gaekov detector is placed
at a distance of 540 km from the source, which corresponds to tleeation of the mine in
Garpenberg, Sweden. The detector speci cations have been ¢éakfrom the performance
study of the MEMPHYS detector [24]. The energy range of interess up to 2 GeV, which
is divided into 20 energy bins. We have used 9% (18%) systematic esr@n the signal
(background) events. Unless specied otherwise, we have alsswased the existence of a

near detector with mass 1 kiloton, 1 km from the source and the samux as at the detector
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at 540 km scaled by the distance-squared. As a crude approximatjove assume the same
characteristics for both these detectors.

To this end, we have written our own probability engine to calculate ta neutrino os-
cillation probability in the presence of source and detector NSIs. T$ probability engine
interfaces with GLOBES [[25, 26] for calculating the neutrino eventates at ESSSB. The
large parameter space is handled with the help of the GLOBES plugin MeCUBES [27].

IV. NEUTRINO OSCILLATIONS WITH NSIS

Standard three- avour neutrino oscillations depend on six fundaental parameters { two
mass-squared di erences, m3, and m3,, three mixing angles, 12, 13 and »; and one
CP-violating phase . In addition, if the neutrinos are propagating through matter, the
charged-current interactions of the neutrinos with electrons naify the oscillations. This
e ect can be incorporated into the probability formalism by using theMSW potential term
A= 2IO 2GeneE [16,18, 19], where, is the number density of electrons in the matter and
E is the neutrino energy. For an experiment like ESSB with a short baseline length as
well as low neutrino energy, we can ignore the matter e ects for ¢hsake of this discussion.
(The numerical results presented in this work do not make any sua@ssumption.)

Non-standard neutrino interactions can a ect the production ad detection of neutrinos
at the source and detector, respectively. In the SM, interactienof charged leptons with
neutrinos are strictly avour-diagonal. However, charged-cuent NSis can introduce a non-
zero overlap between charged leptons and neutrinos of di erenaivours. Thus, a neutrino
produced at a source in association with a charged lepton is not simply , but is given
by [20,128{30] X

jsi=joi+ "Soi (8)
=e;;
Similarly, a neutrino that produces a charged lepton in a detector is
hdj:hj+>< "dh 9)
=e;;
The matrices"S and "¢ are in general complex, giving 36 new parameters. These are 9
amplitudes and 9 phases of each NSI parameter in the source antedeor NSI matrices.
Not all of the 36 NSI parameters are relevant for the experimentnaer consideration.

Since we are only interested in the oscillation channels! and ! (and their CP
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conjugates), the relevant parameters are® , "4 and "9 , where 2 fe;; g. Thus, the
parameter space is reduced to 9 complex or 18 real parametersaddition to the standard
ones. In this work, we treat all of them as independent parametgrwhich is the most general
case.

Deriving an analytical formula for the neutrino oscillation probabilitiesis di cult even in
the standard three- avour scenario. Typically, expressions fdhe probabilities are given as
perturbative expansions in small parameters such asm3,= m3, or sin 13 [31{33]. For the
discussion in this section, we refer to the analytical formulae for saum oscillation probabil-
ities derived in Ref. [34], which include source and detector NSlIs. Teeformulae are valid
up to second order in m3,= m3; and sin 13, and up to rst order in the NSI parameters. It
is easy to observe that linearizing the expressions in the NSI paraters and ignoring cubic
and higher order terms overall, leaves only a few NSI parameters ihet expressions. For
instance, in the case of the vacuum probabilitf . , only the NSI parameters's, , "9 and "¢,
are present up to linear order. While these approximate analyticabfmulae provide useful
insights into the physics of NSls in neutrino oscillations, we stressahall simulation results
presented in this work make use of numerically computed neutrinoeiation probabilities
without approximations.

In Fig. @, we have plotted the variation of the neutrino oscillation prbability P, with the
amplitude of each of the relevant NSI parameters. The range ofluas chosen for the NSI
parameters is the 90% C.L. bounds on them as listed in Ed.l (7). Eachtbe probabilities
shown are calculated numerically, using=0, ,3 =45 and normal neutrino mass ordering;
and all other NSI parameters, including phases, set to zero. Outthe three NSI parameters
present up to linear order, the variation due td'% is the strongest, while that due to"4,
is the weakest. This pattern follows from the allowed range given byé current bounds.
Out of the remaining three,"® has the greatest e ect, which is again because it is not very
tightly constrained by current data.

Figure[l is plotted for a xed value of =0. For ESS SB, it is interesting to explore the
interplay between and the NSI parameters. To this end, we show in Fi@l 2 bi-probability
plots for ESS SB. This gure is presented for a xed energy of 400 MeV, which coesponds
to the second oscillation maximum for the ESSSB baseline. This is also the energy around
which the unoscillated event rate is maximal. As varies over its full range, the neutrino

and antineutrino probabilities trace out an ellipse as shown. In the ahdard case, we obtain
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FIG. 1. Neutrino oscillation probability P, as a function of the neutrino energyE and its variation
with each of the relevant NSI parameters. The values of the NSI peameters are chosen within their 90%
C.L. bounds, i.e. assuming their phases to be either 0 or. The variation is shown for both neutrinos
and antineutrinos. The values of the fundamental neutrino paraneters are setto m3, = 7:6 10 5eV?,

m3, =2:45 10 3eV?, sin® 1, =0:304, 3 =45 ,sin’2 ;3=0:09and =0.

the central (blue) ellipse. In each of the panels of this gure, one $l parameter is varied

within its 90% C.L. bound, which gives the spread in the ellipse.

In order to explain the features observed in Fig. 2, we de ne the xiation of the neutrino

oscillation probability as

PE("™ )= PYE("™ ) PE(™ =0); (10)

where ; 2fe;; gandx 2fs;dg. Using the perturbative analytical expression foP [2°
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from Ref. [34], we obtain for the cases df, , "9 and "d

PEC("S) " 4i"Sjsin i3sin p,3sin( + )sin (11)
PRc("d)'  4"%jsin 13C0S2235Sin 23c0s sin?

2" jsin 13Sin 3Sin sin2
2

g . M3 . . .
+"9j—2t sin2 1,SiN2 x3sin p3sin2 (12)
ms,;
PRC("L) " 4"Ljsin 13SiN2 x3Sin ,3c0s sin?
g, M3 . .
Ny 31 sin2 1,SiN2 »3€C0S »38IN2 (13)
ms,;
where mZ,L=(4E). In deriving each of Egs. [II1){(13), we have set all other NSI

parameters to zero. Note that for the cases ¢f , "S and "9, there are no linear-order
terms in the corresponding formulae, and the dependence on th&8INbarameters only appear
at second order and above. First, we observe (as in Fig. 1) thateghvariation of P, is the
largest for "4 (due to linear variation and weakest upper bound) and the smallesbif "
(due to higher-order variation and strongest upper bound). Fots,, "s , "9 and "¢, the
variations are intermediate, depending on a non-trivial combinatiometween the value of
the upper bound on the considered NSI parameter and if this NSI @aneter appears at
linear order or not in the variation. Second, we can explain the straare of the band for
each panel. We illustrate this for the case of}, . For the baseline and energy considered,
evaluates to around 120, close to the second oscillation maximum. It is then easy to see
that the maximum “width' of the band occurs when + = 90, i.e. when is around 30
or 150. Likewise, for + = 0,180, the probability becomes independent ofS, , and
the band “pinches o '. This occurs when is around 120 or 60 . For antineutrinos, the
sign of is changed, and one can use similar arguments to nd the broadestdanarrowest
points along theP, axis as well.

Finally, Fig. Bl shows the neutrino and antineutrino event rates for ES SB in a bi-rate
plot, using the same parameter values as for Figl 2. The event ratplotted are the total
rates across all energy bins. Statistical error bars have beenluaed for four representative
values of . In addition to the variation of the probabilities in Fig. 2, this gure gives a rst
indication of the impact of NSls versus the possible experimentals@ution of the ESS SB.
Where the experimental error bars on the total event rates aremaller than the possible

variation of the NSI parameters, the ESSSB will generally be sensitive to NSIs smaller
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FIG. 2. Bi-probability ellipse for ESS SB and its variation with the relevant NSI parameters. The values

of the fundamental neutrino parameters and the NSI parametes are the same as in Figl]1.

than the current bounds. However, note that the converse is hmecessarily true as the
experimental results do not only include the total event rates, lwalso spectral information,
which may also be used to constrain the NSIs. In particular, this will & apparent for our

results on"4, , which does not change the event rates signi cantly.

V. RESULTS ON NSIS AT ESS SB

The main goal of the proposed ESSB experiment is to measure the CP-violating phase
with high precision. In this section, we examine both the impact of th&lSI parameters
on this measurement and the ability of ESSSB to measure the NSI parameters.
The central values of the neutrino parameters m3,,j m3,j, 1> and i3 are taken close to
their current best- t values [6{8]. We have also imposed Gaussianiprs on these parameters

with a width obtained from these global ts. The values of 3 and used are di erent in
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FIG. 3. Bi-rates ellipse for ESS SB and its variation with the relevant NSI parameters. The values ofthe

fundamental neutrino parameters and the NSI parameters are he same as in Fig[L.

each case, and are speci ed in the text. In addition, we have asseda 5% prior on the
true value of sirf 2 ,3. The NSI parameters are of the formi* , where ; 2fe;; gand
x 2 f s;dg, since the source and detector NSI parameters can be di erent general. Thus,
we have 18 complex NSI parameters, or 36 real NSI parametersaufdition to the standard
ones. We have run our simulations for both normal (NO) and inverte (I0) neutrino mass
ordering. We nd that there is very little qualitative di erence between the results in these

two cases. Therefore, in what follows, we show only the NO results.

A. E ect on precision measurement at ESS SB

In this subsection, we discuss the interplay between NSI parameteand the precision
of ESS SB. The results are shown in the form of precision contours in thes plane. This

is performed for three representative values of; 2 f 42 ;45 ;48 g; and four representative
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values of 2f 90;0;90;180g.

First, we explore the e ect of marginalizing over the source and dettor NSI parameters
on precision measurements at ESSB, in the special case the true NSI parameters are zero.
In other words, we take all the NSI parameters to be zero whenmgrating the mock data,
but allow them all to vary in the t. Thus, these plots show the robugness of the ESSSB
measurements against a scan for NSIs. The results are shown in.Eg The solid curves
show the 68%, 90% and 95% C.L. contours for the allowed region in tharameter space.
The dashed contours are for the standard case where there au@ NSI parameters in the
data or the t.

We observe that the search for NSls does not a ect they; precision of ESSSB much.
The precision in is worsened to at most twice its standard precision, in the worst oas
For most cases, the precision is seen to be quite robust, even in spf a severely enlarged
parameter space. This is true, irrespective of the true value of3 or

Second, in Fig[h, we investigate the same e ect as in Figl. 4, but with @on-zero value
for the NSI parameters in the mock data. These “true' values of ¢hNSI parameters have
been taken to be half of the bounds given in EqLI(7) for the amplitude The true values
of the non-standard phases are taken to be zero. In the t, asefore, all the standard as
well as the NSI parameters are marginalized over. Thus, these @ahow the robustness of
measurements at ESSSB against a scan for NSI parameters, but in the presence of NSls

As in the previous case, in the presence of NSIs, we observe tha t,3 measurement is
not a ected much, while the precision in worsens. Here, the worsening depends signi cantly
on the value of in nature. When = 0, the worsening of precision is least, whereas for

= 180, the precision is worst. This is seen uniformly across the range ok values
considered. The reason for this is as follows. A measure of the psem of is dP2°=d . In
order to nd the value of at which this precision is minimal, we set the derivative of this
quantity, i.e. d?PY°=d 2 to zero. Since the dependence of the probability onis harmonic,
the second derivative is proportional to the probability itself. As sen from the panels in
Fig. [2, the smallest probability for both neutrinos and antineutrinogs around 180. This is
why the precision of is worst at 180 in the presence of NSis.

Third, we study how the precision measurement at ESSB would be a ected if NSls are
present in nature, but are not accounted for in the scan of the pameter space. For this,

we have taken non-zero values of the NSI parameters in the mockta (the same non-zero
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values as in the previous case of Figl 5), but their values have beespk xed at zero in
the t. The results are displayed in Fig.[6. Here, the solid curves repsent the 68%, 90%
and 95% C.L. contours, when NSIs are present in the data, but not the t. The dashed
curves are the corresponding contours for the case where th8I8lare marginalized over in
the t. Thus, the di erence between the solid and dashed contowrindicates the e ect of our
ignorance of the existence of NSIs. Our ignorance leads us to amrewptimistic precision
in , as expected. The e ect is more pronounced for the true value of= 180 . As before,

the ,3 precision is not a ected.

B. Constraining NSI parameters at ESS

Having investigated the e ect of NSlIs on precision measurements BSS SB, we explore
the ability of this experiment to measure the NSI parameters themst/es. As we have seen
before, the e ect of the NSI parameters on the probability is quitenild. Therefore, we do

not expect to obtain very strong constraints on these paramate

Figure[Z shows the limits which ESSSB can set on the amplitudes of the NSI parameters
for NO, ,3 =45 and = 0. Consider the top-left panel, corresponding to the parameter
"%, . In generating this plot, we have set the true values of the NSI pameters to be zero. We
show the 2 as a function of the test value of"S, j, when all the other neutrino parameters,
including the NSI ones are marginalized over. Horizontal lines havedsedrawn in the plots,
corresponding to 68%, 90% and 95% C.L., assuming & distribution. One can read o
the limits that ESS SB can impose on these parameters from this plot. Similarly, the othe

panels show the limits for the other relevant parameters.

The 90% C.L. limits on the NSI parameters using data from ESSB are summarized
in Table [l The rst column gives the limits when all the other NSI paraneters are kept
free in the t, which can be simply read o from Fig.[1. These limits shold be interpreted
as being realistic, since they are derived without making any assunmrts on the values of
the other NSI parameters. We have also computed the limits whendghNSI parameters are
only considered one at a time, i.e. all other NSI parameters are xdd zero. These limits,
which are given in the second column, are more optimistic. The realistimits on j"$, j and

j"% ] are comparable to the ones in Ref._[21], which are listed in the third loonn for ease
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of comparisor@ This is because these parameters have the maximum e ect &n,, as seen
from the analytical expressions. In the optimistic case, the limits ojis, j and j"9 j improve
by a factor of two compared to the existing bounds. For all the o#r NSI parameters (except
"% ] and j"% j), the realistic and optimistic limits basically coincide and are less stringé

than the limits in Ref. [21].

Limits with all other Limits with all other
Parameter Limits from Ref. [21]
NSI parameters free NSI parameters zero
"% 0.025 0.014 0.026
i"S i 0.27 0.27 0.078
i"S 0.040 0.040 0.013
"8 0.15 0.15 0.041
ji"dj 0.087 0.082 0.026
i"dj 0.025 0.014 0.025
"9 0.28 0.27 0.078
"4 0.11 0.12 0.041
i"dj 0.040 0.033 0.013

TABLE I. 90% C.L. sensitivities of ESS SB to the NSI parameters.

We have also checked whether ESSB can measure the values of the NSI parameters
with any reasonable precision. The procedure for this is the samefas Fig. [7], except that
the true values of the NSI parameters are non-zero. We have ska these true values to be
half of the 90% C.L. bounds given in Ref. [21]. The? resulting from these computations is
shown in Figs[B andD® for the amplitudes and the phases of the NSirpmeters, respectively.
We nd that ESS SB is not capable of distinguishing the chosen non-zero values of the
parameters from zero, even at 68% C.L., nor is it able to signi cantlyanstrain any of the
NSI phases.

2 Note that the limit on a given NSI parameter in Ref. [21] has been corputed considering only that

parameter and assuming all other NSI parameters to be zero, whiiccorresponds to the optimistic case.
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C. Role of near detector and systematics

Throughout this study we have used systematic errors of 9% in th@gnal and 18% in
the background events|[24]. These are typical values for a supealn experiment with a
megaton-scale water Cherenkov detector. In order to study ¢hrole of systematic errors on
our results, we have also simulated our experiment with a smaller sgstatic error of 5%
in both signal and background. This is of course a very optimistic vadu We have found
that the limits on NSIs from ESS SB do not change appreciably with this drastic reduction
of systematic errors. This is because in spite of having a large detgcand intense source,
ESS SB is still statistics-dominated due to the lower event rate at the send oscillation
maximum.

Finally, we examine the role played by the near detector in the sensiiiy of ESS SB.
As described before, we have used a crude simulation of the neated®r throughout this
work. Here, we compare the results of our simulation with and withauhe near detector.
We show in Fig.[ID a recomputed version of Figl 5, both with and withdéthe near detector.
The solid contours are the same as before, but the dashed com®show the same allowed
regions, if only the far detector is used. We observe that in the adrsce of a near detector, the

-sensitivity of ESS SB is worsened. The limits on NSI parameters are also worse without
the near detector.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have investigated the e ects of source and detiec NSIs at the proposed
neutrino oscillation experiment ESSSB, with a baseline of 540 km { the source being
the ESS in Lund, Sweden and a MEMPHYS-like detector in Garpenber@weden. The
ESS SB experiment is designed to determine the leptonic CP-violating phas at the second
oscillation maximum. However, it may also be able to probe source andtdctor NSls. Due
to the short baseline length and low neutrino energy of this experimie matter NSlIs will
not be of importance, and are therefore not considered in this wor

First, we have studied the three- avour neutrino oscillation probailities with source and
detector NSls, which depend on six relevant NSI parameters'g, , "s ,"s , "4, "4 and"4.

We used perturbative analytical expressions for the ! . channel that is the important
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channel for ESSSB in which"s,, "4 and"% are the dominating NSI parameters in order to
observe the impact of these parameters. We have found thaty fine range of values allowed
by the current data, the NSI parameter'?, a ect this probability the most, whereas the NSI

parameter"d the least. All other four NSI parameters have intermediate in uece on the

probability.

Second, we have explored the e ect of marginalizing over the NSinaaneters on precision
measurements at ESSSB using two cases: (i) The true values of the NSI parameters are
set to zero and (ii) the true values are set to half of the current 80 C.L. bounds. In both
cases, the precision of measuringis reduced by at most a factor of two. In addition, a
measurement of the leptonic mixing angle,s; is not a ected by NSIs. If we do not take
the e ect of NSls into account when determining the value of, we obtain over-optimistic
results. The e ect is most pronounced for a true value of = 180 . Note that the impact of

NSIs on the results are qualitatively same for both NO and 10.

Third, we have determined the possibility of ESSSB to measure the values of the NSI
parameters. In a realistic case with all NSI parameters free, weuafound limits on "%,

nd
and "%

at 90% C.L. that are similar to the existing limits in the literature, whereas in a
optimistic case with only one NSI parameter free and the rest set ero, the limits on
"S and "9 are improved by a factor of two. Furthermore, we have set the e values of
the NSI parameters to half of their existing bound, and found thaESS SB is not able to
di erentiate the set values from zero at 68% C.L. or impose any sigréant constraints on

the phases of the NSI parameters.

Finally, we have examined the in uence of the presence of a near detor at the ESS SB
experimental setup. Indeed, we show that without a near detemt the results would be more
pessimistic concerning both the sensitivity of and the limits on the NSI parameters. Note

that the results are not changed signi cantly by reducing the sygmatic errors.

In conclusion, using ESSSB with a near detector, the presence of NSIs will at most
reduce the measurement of by a factor of two, while a measurement of,3 will remain
robust. In addition, it is possible to improve the existing upper limits onrsome of the NSI

parameters by a factors of two.
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FIG. 4. E ect of marginalizing over source and detector NSI parameters @ precision measurements at
ESS SB. Each panel shows the allowed region in the test,s plane, when the NSI parameters are taken
to be zero in the data. The red, green and blue curves represenhé 68%, 90% and 95% C.L. contours,
respectively. The solid contours show the e ect of marginalization @er the NSI parameters, whereas the

dashed contours are for the standard oscillation scenario in the alence of NSiIs.

20



NO, 23 = 42 NO, 23 = 45 NO, 23 = 48

180 180 180
o
cn 120 120 120
60 60 60
1]
-~ 0 - 0
-60 -60
-120 -120
-180 -180
51 35 40 45 50 5 35 40 45 50 5
323 323
180 180
120 120 120
o 60 60 60
1]
—~ 0 —~ 0 - 0
-60 -60 -60
-120 -120 -120
-180 -180 -180
35 40 45 50 5 35 40 45 50 5 35 40 45 50 5
323 323 323
180 180
120 120
o
o 60 60
1]
— - 0 - 0
-60 -60 -60
-120 -120 -120
-180 -180 -180
35 40 45 50 5 35 40 45 50 5 35 40 45 50 5
323 323 323
180 ST 180 180
o 120 120 120
0
— 60 60 60
1]
-~ 0 -~ 0 -~ 0
9 o
-60 -60 -60
-120 -120 -120
L AT ol TS .
35 40 45 50 5 35 40 45 50 5 35
323 323

FIG. 5. E ect of marginalizing over source and detector NSI parameters @ precision measurements at
ESS SB. Each panel shows the allowed region in the test,s plane, when the NSI parameters are taken
to be non-zero in the data. The true values of the amplitudes of theNSI parameters are assumed to be half
of their 90% C.L. bounds from Ref. [21]. The red, green and blue cwes represent the 68%, 90% and 95%
C.L. contours, respectively. The solid contours show the e ect ofmarginalization over the NSI parameters,

whereas the dashed contours are for the standard oscillation sgario in the absence of NSls.
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FIG. 6. Precision measurements at ESSSB for the case where NSls are present in nature, but are not
scanned for. Each panel shows the allowed region in the tests plane, when the NSI parameters are
taken to be non-zero in the data. The true values of the amplitudesof the NSI parameters are assumed to
be half of their 90% C.L. bounds from Ref. [21]. The red, green andlbe curves represent the 68%, 90%
and 95% C.L. contours, respectively. The solid (dashed) contourshow the allowed region without (with)

marginalization over the NSI parameters.
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parameters (apart from the one indicated) have been marginalizeaver. The dotted lines from bottom to

top show the 68%, 90% and 95% C.L., respectively.
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FIG. 8. Precision on the amplitudes of the NSI parameters from ESSSB data: 2 as a function of the
test value of the amplitudes of the NSI parameters, when the truevalue is non-zero. The true values of the
amplitudes of the NSI parameters are assumed to be half of their 98 C.L. bounds from Ref. [21]. In each
panel, all neutrino parameters (apart from the one indicated) hawe been marginalized over. The dotted lines

from bottom to top show the 68%, 90% and 95% C.L., respectively.
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FIG. 9. Precision on the phases of the NSI parameters from ESSB data: 2 as a function of the test
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panel, all neutrino parameters (apart from the one indicated) hawe been marginalized over. The dotted lines
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FIG. 10. Role of the near detector in precision measurements at ESSB. Each panel shows the allowed
region in the test 3 plane, when the NSI parameters are taken to be non-zero in the da. The true
values of the amplitudes of the NSI parameters are assumed to beal of their 90% C.L. bounds from
Ref. [21]. The red, green and blue curves represent the 68%, 90%d95% C.L. contours, respectively. The
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