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W hat can we learn from neutrinoless double beta decay experim ents?

John N . Bahcally HioshiM urayamag and C . Pena-6 arayh
School of N atural Sciences, Institute for Advanced Study, P rinceton, NJ 08540
D ated: M arch 13, 2004)

W eassesshow wellnext generation neutrinolessdoublebeta decay and nom alneutrino beta decay
experin ents can answer four fundam ental questions. 1) If neutrinoless double beta decay searches
do not detect a signal, and if the spectrum is known to be inverted hierarchy, can we conclide that
neutrinos are D irac particles? 2) If neutrinoless double beta decay searches are negative and a next
generation ordinary beta decay experin ent detects the neutrino m ass scale, can we conclude that
neutrinos are D irac particles? 3) If neutrinoless double beta decay is observed w ith a large neutrino
m ass elem ent, what is the totalm ass In neutrinos? 4) If neutrinoless double beta decay is cbserved
but next generation beta decay searches for a neutrino m ass only set a m ass upper lin i, can we
establish whether the m ass hierarchy is nom al or inverted? W e base our answers on the expected
perform ance of next generation neutrinoless double beta decay experin ents and on sin ulations of
the accuracy of calculations of nuclear m atrix elem ents.

I. NTRODUCTION

A new generation of double beta decay experin ents w ill be undertaken w ith unprecedented accuracy. In approxi-
m ately the sam e tim e fram e, it w ill becom e possble to m ake m uch m ore precise m easurem ents of, or set constraints
on, the m ass of neutrinos em ited in ordinary beta decay. T he results of these next generation experim ents w illbe
In portant for understanding the physics of weak interactions.

If neutrinoless double beta decay is observed, then one can conclide El:] Inm ediately that neutrinos are M a prana
particles w ithout m essing around w ith detailed calculations and quali cations of the kind discussed in this paper.

W e w illnot consider alternative interpretations such asR -pariy violation i'g', :::', :EJ:], which can probably be veri ed or
exclided at high-energy colliders. T he violation of lepton num ber is clear in either case.) T he com m uniy ofphysicists
can and w ill celebrate if double beta decay is observed.

In this paper, w e provide quantitative estin ates ofhow wellwe can answ er four other findam ental questions about
neutrinos using the assum ed resuls of the next generation of neutrinoless doubl beta decay experin ents and nom al
beta decay experim ents. .

O ur principal resuls are sum m arized in Table [T.

A . How can we estim ate the uncertainties in calculated nuclear m atrix elem ents?

T he uncertainty in the calculated nuclar m atrix elem ents for neutrinoless double beta decay w ill constitute the
principalobstaclk to answ ering som e basic questions about neutrinos. T he essentialproblem is that the correct theory
ofnucleiisQ CD , a notoriously di cult theory to do calculationsw ith fornucleiw ith severalnucleons. Forneutrinoless
double beta decay, the situation is even m ore severe since double beta candidates involve system s with A 50 to
A 100 and even larger. Very attractive next generation experin ents have been proposed for a number ofdi erent
isotopes, including “®Ca ], "G e B, i, @], 1°°M o @, 0], 1*6cd {i1], 13°Te [13,13], *°xX eli4, 15,116, 1°°Nd (7], and
G d (g, .

In the oreseeable future, it does not seam possible to derive in a direct and controlled m anner from Q CD nuclkar
m atrix elem ents for large A . T hus there is no way of quantifying w ith absolute con dence the range of uncertainties
In nuclkarm atrix elem ents calculated w ith di erent theoreticalm odels or approxim ations.

In the absence ofbeing able to derive the errorsdirectly from Q CD , we assum e that the published range ofcalculated
m atrix elem entsde nes a plausible approxin ation to the uncertainty In our know ledge of them atrix elem ents. W e do
not, for exam ple, favor a particular calculation because it happens to give better agreem ent w ith the Inferred m atrix
elem ent oor tw o-neutrino double beta-decay (in the rare cases where this decay has been observed). W e have no way
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TABLE I: Answers to som e questions about the potential of neutrinoless double beta decay experin ents. A nswers refer to
a CL of 99.73 % CL for the assum ed probability distrdbbutions. W e adopt a sensitivity s equal to what is projfcted for the
M ajprana experin ent i§:] (if another reference sensitivity s” is assum ed, the required num ber of experim ents should be scaled
by Ngxp = NexpS:SO) . If the answer for an inverted neutrino m ass hierarchy is di erent from the answer for a nom alm ass
hierarchy (see F ig. E‘), we show In parentheses the answer for a nom alm ass hierarchy.

Section A ssum ptions Q uestion Nexp a£ 99.73 $ CL
I N o detected neutrinoless double -decay D irac ? 230 1)
11T lightest m ass scale (1 005 &V ), No neutrinoless doubl -decay D irac ? 1
111 lightest m ass scale (0.35 007 &V), No neutrinoless doublk -decay D irac ? 5 (6)
111 lightest m ass scale (0.3 01 eV), No neutrinoless double -decay D irac ? 16 1)

Neutrinolss double -decay: T: (°Ge)= (32 02) 10*° yr Totalm ass ? [0.46,9.56] (D.48,9.58])
2

Neutrinolss doubk -decay: T: (°Ge)= (1: 0:d) 10°° yr Totalm ass ? [024,8.34] (D28,8.40))
2

N eutrinolss doubl -decay: T. (°Ge)= (32 05) 10%° yr Totalm ass ? [0.08,5.68] (D.16,6.06])
2

v D etected neutrinoless doubl -decay H jerarchy ? No

Y D etected neutrinoless double -decay, private communication: m = 0 H ierarchy ? Yes

of know Ing for sure what the in proved agreem ent for the twoneutrino case in plies for the neutrinoless doublebeta
decay m atrix elem ent and whether, indeed, the agreem ent in a special case is accidental or not! .

W e recognize that di erent individuals m ay regard the calculated range of nuclear m atrix elem ents as either too
narrow or too broad to re ect the actualuncertainty. H owever, we do not know of any way to settle ob gctively and
conclisively whether our estin ate of the uncertainty is pessin istic or optin istic in any particular case.

B. Some de nitions

T he neutrino m assm atrix elem ent that appears in neutrinoless double beta decay @-]_;, 2-2_3, :_2-3'] is given by

r
1

ij= m = m ; 1
Jm 1] eeITFN * Thory @)
2

where m . is the electron m ass, T% () is the half life (exponential decay constant) of the double beta decay process,
and the nuclear structure param eter Fy is given by

Mb? — Mg 2)

Forspeci city, we consider a neutrinoless double beta decay experin ent w ith sensitivity to T% Fy thatisexempli ed
by what is expected for the M a prana experin ent E] (see also, com pilation in Ref. lggi]) . W e will consider that a
number N ., of neutrinoless double beta decay experin ents are perform ed w ith the expected M a prana sensitivity s.

' -

! Fukugita and Yanagita E_ZQ] note that the nuclear levels that are in portant for neutrinoless double beta-decay are typically at excitation
energies of order 10 M €V , while for two neutrino double beta-decay the characteristic excitation energies are lower, a few M eV . T hus
even if the lower excitation states are correctly described, there is no guarantee that the higher excitation states are also correctly
described.
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FIG .1: D istrbution of °G e nuclear factor resuls. A com pilation of 20 di erent calculations spans in the range 257 10 13

29 10" yr® bl

Our results are, however, general. If the experim ents that actually are or could be perform ed have a di erent
sensitivity, then our results should be rescaled by

N gxp = Nexps=s': 3)
Ifa soeci cneutrinoless doubl beta-decay experim ent successfiilly detects a signal, then a greatly increased exposure
w ith the sam e detector w ill not im prove m uch the con dence w ith which one can answer the questions raised In this
paper. For a sihgl detector, the uncertainty w illbe dom inated by the nuclear factor of that nucleus. M easurem ents
with di erent nucliw illbe required to in prove the statisticalsigni cance ofthe answers to questions about the nature
and properties ofneutrinos. O n the other hand, suppose the search for neutrinoless doubl beta decay is negative w ith
a given detector. Then an Increase in the exposure tim e by a factor N ¢xposure IS equivalent to perform ing N exposure
new experin ent that have the identical sensitivity.
T he neutrino m ass elem ent jm . ijis related to the fuindam ental neutrino param eters by the expression

mij= miPLE A maPLE  HmsPLT @)

wherem ; are them ass eigenvalues of the M a prana neutrinos, U is the lgpton m ixing m atrix, and ; are relhtive M a—
“prana phases. Nom al (Inverted) hierarchy corresponds to the ratio between m ass eigenvalues (labelled in increasing
masseigenvaliem; < my; < m3) gvenbymiz=m, > m,=m; (m3=m, < m,=m;). Ifhierarchies are indistinguishable,
what happenswhen m§; << m?, then the m ass schem e is called degenerate.

C. The dispersion in calculated nuclear m atrix elem ents

The dispersion of the calculated nuclear m atrix elem ents obtained by di erent theoretical m ethods is large. For
exam plke, a com pilation 0f20 di erent calculationsib, 24,261 Hr'°G e spansthe range 27 10 ° 29 10 B yr 1,

F jgure-r_]: show s the distribution of ’°G e nuclkar factors binned in a logarithm ic scale. Tn our analyses ofhow much
we can lam about di erent findam ental neutrino questions, we w illalso consider Fy as a random variable in linear
and logarithm ic scales of the constant and the G aussian probability distributions. For the G aussian distrbution, we
w ill adopt the central value of the Fy interval as the m ean and one third of the radiis of the Interval covered by



calculated values of FN as the standard deviation. The lowest nuclear factor Fy shown In Fig. :]: corresponds to a
recent calculation QG that used a selfconsistent renom alized quastparticle random phase approxin ation. W e do
not know of any rigorous argum ent that would exclude this recent calculation whil including the other calculations
shown In the gure.

For the num erical calculations given in this paper, we used the distrdoution of calculated nuclear factor for "°Ge
because this nucleus is the one for which we found the largest num ber of published calculations ofFy . W e perform ed
K oIm ogorov-Sm imov teststo test ifthe distrbbutionsofFy thatwere ca]cu]ated forotherdouble beta—decay candidates

(82se, 13%Te, 135X e) are consistent w ith the distrdoution shown i Fig. -L of7®Ge. Tablk 2 of Ref. 122 ] com piles a
list of six calculations [_Zj for these nuclei. The K olm ogorov-Sm imov tests show that we can not rect at 95% CL,
or any of the nucki®2se, 13%Te, or 13%X e, the hypothesjs that the distribution of calculations of Fy given in Table
2 of Ref. 4] is the sam e distrbution as shown in Fig. i, ©or "°Ge. W e also checked that the distrbution of the six
calculations listed in Tablk 2 of Ref. R4] for 7°G e is consistent w ith the distrbution of 20 calrulations of Fy used in
the present work.

T he fact that the uncertainty in the nuclearm atrix elem ent playsa m a pr role In our ability to resolve fuindam ental
questions in neutrinolessdouble beta decay experin ents iswellknown (see forexam ple the fam ous review sin Ref. ﬁ23])
R eference [_2§ is the m ost recent exam ple w ith which we are fam iliar of a system atic analysis that assum es a anall
uncertainty in the nuclear m atrix elem ents for neutrinoless double beta-decay experim ents (for the nuclkar physics
discussion see Ref. I2§ T he discussion in Ref. {28 ] assum es the correctness ofthe renomm alized quasiparticle random
phase approxin ation RQRPA ) that leads to the lowest nuclear factor in F ig. -]. R eadersw ho are optim istic regarding
the validity of current calculationalm ethods for calculating nuclarm atrix elem ents in neutrinoless double beta-decay
m ay prefer the conclisions of R ef. i_2_8'] Instead of the m ore conservative conclusions of the present paper.

T he position adopted in this paper is that the RQRPA ocould be accurate, or som e other calculational schem e could
be m ore accurate, but we w ill not know for sure how precise any approxim ation is until calculations can be done in a
controlled m anner using Q CD . O ur attitude is consistent w ith the point of view expressed in the recent discussion of
theRQRPA and QRPA approxin ationsin Ref. t_Zgi] T hese authors sum m arized their analysisw ith the statem ent {_25_5]:
\E ven though we cannot guarantee thisbasicm ethod RQ RPA ] is trustw orthy, we have elin inated, or at least greatly
reduced, the arbitrariness com m only present in published calculations.” In otherw ords, the recom m ended prescription
results In a sn alldispersion in calculated nuclear m atrix elem ents, which m ay orm ay not be close to the true valie.

T he reader w ill chose what to believe based upon the reader’s convictions about the accuracy of the calculations
of nuclearm atrix elem ents. W e believe that the burden of proof is upon the person draw Ing conclusions that depend
upon the size ofthe nuclearm atrix elem ents. T he conclusionsm ust be supported by a proofthat the m atrix elem ents
are equalto the QCD valuesw ithin the stated errors.

O urgoalis to provide, for the reader’s consideration, an altemative view point to the one that is usually adopted In
discussing neutrinoless double-beta decay experin ents. A sfarasweknow , there isno previous systam atic, quantitative
study to evaluate the im pact of the uncertainty in the nuclar m atrix elem ent for di erent assum ed probabiliy
distribbutions. R ecently, it hasbeen dem onstrated that it is not practical to detect In neutrinoless doubl beta-decay
experin ents neutrino CP violation arising from M a-brana phases (30, 311.

D. How do we determ ine how m any experim ents are required?

For each question about neutrino properties that we address, we m ake speci c assum ptions about what is, or is
not, observed experim entally. D epending upon the particular question we are addressing, we w ill assum e that the
neutrino m asses satisfy a nom alor an inverted hierarchy, as illustrated in Fig. -'2 W e will also m ake assum ptions
J:egardjng the observation, or non-observation, of a neutrino m ass in ordinary (tritiim ) beta-decay.

Figure -3 show s the re]atjonshjp between the neutrinoless double beta decay m ass elem ent jm _ ijand the sn allest
neutrino m assm {_32_] Eg ?é This gureplaysa key role in ourdiscussion; we w ill retum to FJgJ_S n Sec.:_-II, Sec:_i_\? ’
and Sec. ..

Fora given set ofassum ptionsasdescribed above, we com pute thedi erent probability distribbutions that are in plied
by the assum ed experim ental constraints. In the nal step of our analysis, we com bine the com puted probabiliy
distrbbutions In order to determm ine how m any experin ents are required to answer a stated question at a speci c
con dence level
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FIG.2: Nom al and inverted neutrino m ass hierarchy. T he larger splitting is m f,tm 2 103 ev?; the snaler splitting
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E. W hat is the bottom line?

Som e readers w ill only care about the bottom line. How m any neutrinoless double beta-decay experin ents are
required in order to detemm ine whether neutrinos are M a-prana or D irac particles?? W hat fraction of the closure
m ass of the universe do neutrinos constitute? Can we establish whether the neutrino m asses satisfy a nom alor an
nverted m ass hierarchy?

Table 'I sum m arizes our num encal resuls.

W e state .n colmn 2 ofTabJe.I the di erent assum ptions that we have m ade about future experin ents. In colum n
3, we give abbreviated nam es to the questions that we have asked. F inally, In colum n 4, we present a briefsum m ary of
our answers to the di erent physical questions about neutrinos. T he reader interested in the details ofhow a speci ¢
question was answered can look In the section of this paper that is listed in column 1 ofTab]eL_"L.

F. Outline of this paper

In Sec. :_I-I, we show that an in practically large num ber of neutrinoless double beta decay experin ents would be
required to show that neutrinos are D irac particles if next generation experin ents do not reveal neutrinoless double
beta decay. W e show In Sec. -i:l;t that non-observation of neutrinoless double beta decay taken together with a
m easurem ent In ordinary beta decay of the lowest neutrino m ass that is near the present upper Im it €g., 1&V)
would be su cient to show that neutrinos are D irac particles. H ow ever, if the neutrinom ass isas low as 03 €V or
lower, then m any neutrinoless double beta decay experin ents would be required to show that neutrinos are D irac
particles. W e present in Sec. :1\/: the allowed ranges in the totalm ass in neutrinos if neutrinoless double beta decay
is detected at di erent possible halflives. Finally, we show in Sec.,\{' that even if neutrinoless double beta decay is
observed In next generation experin ents we neverthelessw illnot be able to decide from beta decay experin ents alone

2 Note that we are referring to the dom inant neutrino m asses relevant to the currently observed neutrino oscillation. E ven ifthe dom inant
m asses are D irac, therem ay be m uch sm aller M a jprana m asses not relevant to neutrino oscillation, som etim es called pseudo-D irac. W e
do not distinguish D irac and pseudo-D irac neutrinos in this paper.
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FIG . 3: The neutrinolss doubl beta decay m ass elem ent jm .. ijversus the lowest neutrino mass m . The regions allowed
at 90% CL by existing neutrino oscillation data are shown f©Or a nom al neutrino hierarchy (NH ), an inverted hierarchy (IH),
and degenerate neutrinos O ) (see F J'g.:g: for an explanation of the di erent hierarchical arrangem ents of neutrino m asses and
Sec. &;: for a description ofhow the allowed regions were com puted). T he hatched area show s the param eter space that can be
excluded by the K atrin experin entESEs] if no evidence for a neutrino m ass is detected in tritium beta decay. T he three dashed
lines labelled a), b), and c¢) refer to three possible positive results for a next generation neutrinoless doubl beta decay search
and are discussed In Sec:_I-V: and Sec:g: T he dotted horizontal Iine near 10 ? &V illustrates the sensitivity that is expected for
the M aprana experin ent g]. For an origihal version ofthis gure, see Ref. L%-Z_:]

w hether the m ass hierarchy is nom alor inverted. W e discuss our principal results in Sec.V, i

II. ARENEUTRINOSDIRAC PARTICLES? NO NEUTRINOLESS DOUBLE BETA DECAY AND
INVERTED HIERARCHY

In this section, we assum e that next generation experin ents {_l-g'] w il not observe neutrinoless double beta decay.
Fjgure-'_?. show s that i is much easier to observe neutrinoless double beta decay if the neutrino m ass hierarchy is
inverted. If the hierarchy is nom al, then the neutrino m ass m atrix elem ent, jm . ij can be uncbservably sm all even
if neutrinos are M a prana particlks, m aking i in possible to decide for a nom al hierarchy whether neutrinos are
D irac are M aprana. Hence, we concentrate our num er:icalca]cu]atjpns_jn this section on the case In which them ass
hierarchy is known to be inverted from long baseline experin ents E@l, :_3]'] or from som e otherm easurem ent.

For de niteness and in order to m inin ize the num ber of required experim ents, we assum e that the data are free
of allbackground and that there are no candidate neutrinoless doubl beta-decay events. T he decay constant then
satis es an exponential probability decay function (df) corresponding to the P oisson probability that no events are
ocbserved.

G iven that we know that there is an Inverted m ass hierarchy for neutrinos, how m any neutrinoless double beta
decay experin ents would be needed to establish that neutrinos are D irac particlesat a given CL? W e shall see that In
this case 230 neutrinoless double beta-decay experin ents are required in order to establish that neutrinos are D irac
particles at a CL equivalent to 3 . If we adm itted that there is a possbility that the neutrino hierarchy is nom al,
then an essentially In nite num ber of experin ents would be required.

In order to calculate the required num ber ofexper:'m ents, we rst com pute the probability distridoution function of

the neutrino m ass elem ent jm . ijgiven by Eqg. @). This pdf depends upon the assum ed distribution of the nuclear
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FIG . 4: P robability distrbutions of Jm ..ijin fiture generation neutrinoless double beta decay experim ents. O n the right side
of each of the four panels, we plot the pdfof jm .. ijthat is obtained from neutrino oscillation data by using Eq. a_E:) (dashed-
dotted line). On the lkft side of each of the four panels of the gure, we show probability distribbution fiinctions for jm .. 1ij
assum Ing that next generation experin ents do not detect neutrinoless double beta decay. T he plotted pdfs were obtained by
m aking di erent assum ptions regarding the pdf of the nuclear factor Fy that appears in Eq. 6'3:) . For the lkft hand panels
of Fig. '(_;, we assum e that Fy follow s a G aussian distribution (fiill line), a constant distrbbution (dotted line), or the actual
com puted distribbution of values of Fy com puted by di erent nuclear theorists (dashed line). For the right hand panels, we
assum ed that logFy follows these sam e distrbutions. The upper pair of panels corresponds to a single experin ent w ith a
sensitivity equalto what is expected for the M aprana experin ent E]. T he low er panels correspond to sin ulated resuls for ten
experin ents each w ith a sensitivity equalto the anticipated sensitivity of the M a prana experin ent E_S'].

matrix element Fy .

Fjgure:fi ustrates the dependence of the probability distribution function of jm . ijon the pdf of the nuclear
factor Fy . W e show the calculated pdfs for jm  ijthat ollow from Eqg. @') fordi erent assum ptions about the pdf
ofFy : a Gaussian (full line), a constant probability spanning the entire range of calculated Fyy  (dashed line), and a
pdfequalto the actual reported distribution ofFy (dashed line). In the com putations shown in the upper and lower
keft hand comers of F ig. :id, the value of Fy is treated as the random variable w ith the illustrated pdf, whilke in the
upper and lower right hand comers of F . :fJ'n, the pdfs were calculated treating the logarithm ofFy as the random
variable. The two lower panels of F jg.:f! are sin ilar to the two upper panels except for the fact that the lower panels
refer to the pdfs com puted assum ing 10 equivalent experin ents (equal sensitivity) have been perform ed instead of
Just one experim ent.

W e next concentrate on the neutrino m ass elam ent jm . ijas a function ofthe neutrino param eters. In the case of
inverted hierarchy, the appropriate expression for jm . ijis given by :

q q
Jm _ijy = m sh® 13+ cof 13 (cof m2+ m?2 m? e+ sh

m2+ m2, e?) ; (5)



TABLE II:No neutrinoless double beta decay plus inverted hierarchy. T he table gives the num ber of neutrinoless doubl beta
decay experin ents w ith sensitivity to jm ..ijequal to what is profcted for the M aprana 'E'x ] experim ent that are required
to show that neutrinos are not M ajprana particles at 90% , 95% , 99% and 99.73 $ CL if an inverted hierarchy is correct (see
Fig. é) . W e consider di erent probability distributions of the nuclkar factor, Fy : gaussian, constant, or the actual distrdbbution
of 20 di erent calculations (see F ig. i:); either using linear (lin) or logarithm ic (log) scales.

Fy Pdf Newp at 90 $ CL Nexp at 95 3 CL Nexp at 99 $ CL Noyp at 99.73 3 CL

actual, lin 11 21 81 230
actual, log 9 17 6l 141
gaussian, lin 3 4 8 13
gaussian, log 16 23 50 83
constant, lin 4 7 21 45
constant, log 24 40 95 156
where m is the m ass of the Iowest m ass eigenstate and m? and m atm are m ass squared splittings, and and

13 are m xing angles determ ined by solar, atm ospheric, reactor and K 2K experim ents B8 W e have com puted
num erically the pdf of the neutrino m ass elem ent that correspondsto Eq. (5) In this com putation, we used gaussian
distrbutions for the m ass squared splittings and m ixing angles, w th m ean values and standard deviations given by

m? = (71 0:7) 10 °ev?, m2_ = @0 04) 10 *ev? sn® = 030 0:03,and sh® 5= 0:008 0:02
{_3-§' 59',: In the latter case, we truncate the gaussian distribution to include only positive valies. W e assum ed
constant probaijji:y distributions for the lightest massm (in logarithm ic scale, with 10 ® < m < 23 eV ) and the
phases ;1 and , (in lnear scalk).

In order to com pute the num ber of experim ents required to establish that neutrinos are D irac particles, we m ust
com pute the the pint probability P that follow s from the unobserved neutrinoless double beta decay experin ents [see
Eqg. (nL Jand from the expression for the neutrino m ass jm . ijin tem s of various neutrino oscillation param eters [see
Eqg. 64) T he probability P that these two conditions are satis ed is given by the product of the probabilities of the
two Individual constraints, conveniently nom alized. T hus

R

R
djnl eerj;j dan eei:?Pl (an eeijN exp )EZ (an eei:?) (meel] an eei:?)
IR 1R
P:I_2 (:hn eeijN exp )djm eeij P22 (j’m eeij)djrn eeij

P (Nexp) =

(6)

In Tab]e:_f;we show the num ber of experin ents needed to refct, at 90% , 95% , 99% , and 99.73 $CL (3 ), the
hypothesis that neutrinos are M a prana particles. In allcases, we nd that m any experin ents are required in order
to establish that neutrinos are not M a prana particles. H owever, there is a w ide dispersion, from 13 experin ents to
250 exper:'m ents at 3 , in the num ber of experin ents that is required depending on the assum ed pdf of the nuclear
factor FN .

Forthebottom linetable, Table 'I w e adopt them ost conservative case In which the assum ed p]:obabJJJty distribution
function forFy isgiven by the actualca]cu]ated distrbution ofFy values. In any event, Tab]e:I show sthat a few next
generation neutrinoless double beta decay experim ents w ill not be able to answer the question of w hether neutrinos
are D irac or M aprana particles unless neutrinoless doublk beta decay is actually cbserved® .

W hat could be the e ect of fiture in provem ent in the neutrino oscillation param eters, such as sir? 1o from a SNO
study w ith neutral current detectors (NCD ) [_5;%], and m3; from NuM I/M INO S f_ZIZ_l‘] and T 2K experim ents [_ZLE:] ?

3 W e checked our results by com paring w ith a conservative case. W e assum ed that the lightest neutrino m ass is zero, neglected 13 and
the solar m asg gplirting, and ¢hose the M ajprana phase to be . In this special case, the neutrinoless double beta m ass elem ent has
a lower lin it B3, :§§, 84,39, 41, 43]. W e can com pute straightforwardly the probability that the m ass m atrix elem ent derived fom
negative searches is higher than the lower bound at a given con dence level. A s expected, this calculation indicates m ore experim ents
are required than we found are necessary using the full probability distributions. For exam ple, in the case \actual, lin" the calculation
using the lower bound gives 14 (550) required experim ents at 90% CL (3 ).

W e checked that our results do not depend very sensitively upon the assum ption that equal decades in the lightest mass m are
equally probable. W e m ade instead the extrem e assum ption that the pdf of the m assm is equally distributed on a linear scale w ith
0< m < 2:3¢&V.Thisoptin istic assum ption presum es that there isa 50% chance that the lowest m ass liesbetween 1.15eV and 23 &V .
N evertheless,the required num ber of experim ents at 3 is 81.



TABLE IIT: No neutrinoless double beta decay plis m easured neutrino m ass In ordinary beta decay. W hat do we need to
know to conclude in this case that neutrinos are D irac particles? The fom at of the table is sim ilar to Tabl E-I except that
for Table :_I-I_i we assum e that a neutrino m ass, m , has been detected in ordinary beta decay. The table gives resuls for two
hypothesized cases,m = 035 0:07 &V EE&] andm = 0:30 0:10e&V éf}] If the required num ber of experin ents depends upon
w hether the neutrino m ass hierarchy is nom al or inverted, then the resul for the nom alhierarchy is w ritten in parentheses.
Thecasem = 10 0:05 eV isdiscussed in the text of Sec. lTl.

Fy pdf Nexp @t 90 $ CL Nexp at 95 $ CL Nexp at 99 $ CL Nexp at 99.73 $CL

= 035 0:07ev

actual, lin 1 1 2 5(6)

actual, log 1 1 2 34)
gaussian, lin 1 1 1 1
gaussian, log 1 1 2 2
constant, lin 1 1 1 1
constant, log 1 1 2 4

m=03 01 ev

actual, lin 1 2 5(14) 151 )
actual, log 1 12) 4(10) 9(1 )
gaussian, Iin 1 1 1(3) 2@1)
gaussian, log 1 2 5(13) 101 )
constant, Iin 1 1 2(4) 4(1)
constant, log 1@) 23) 7(19) 16 )

In curves labeld \Eq 4" In Fig. -4 the two peaks correspond to the m axim ally constructive (right) and destructive
(left) case n Eq. (5 connected by a plateau due to the random ly assigned com plex phases. On the other hand,
the tails above and below the peaks are m ostly due to the uncertainties n sin® 1, and m 2. Tt is clear that the
In provem ents in m easurem ents cannot change the situation qualitatively. W e have perform ed the sam e analysis w ith
tw ice as accurate m easurem ents or w ith no errors at all, and found that the num bers in Tabl :ﬁ[ cannot change m ore
than 40% . For exam ple, ifwe assum e that all of the neutrino oscillation param eters are known w ith in nite precision,

the required num ber of experim ents to obtain a 3 result is reduced from 230 to 156.

ITII. ARE NEUTRINOS DIRAC PARTICLES? NO NEUTRINOLESS DOUBLE BETA DECAY BUT
NEUTRINO MASSMEASURED

In this section, we m ake two assum ptions.
1. Next generation experin ents t_l-gi] do not observe neutrinoless double beta decay.
2. N ext generation beta decay experin ents B-ﬂ] observe the neutrino m ass scale.

The rstassum ption isidenticalto our rstassum ption in Seq :]Z[ T he second assum ption assum esthat an experin ent
w ith the expected sensitivity of the KATRIN experin ent [35] w ill successfully identify a spectral distortion of the
tritium beta decay energy spectrum that isdue to a nite neutrino m ass.

G ven the m easurem ent of a neutrino m ass in the KATR IN experin ent, how m any double beta experin ents would
we need to establish that neutrinos are D irac particles at a given CL?

W e will consider three cases. First, m = 1 &V, which is chosen because this value is close to the present upper
bound fr a neutrino m ass :n ordinary beta decay [46, ). Second, m = 0:35 eV, which is chosen because this is
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the an allest m ass that could be discovered at 5 in next generation experim ents that perform w ih the sensitivity
ofthe KATRIN experim ent [35] Third, m = 030 eV, which is chosen because it is the sn allest m ass that could be
discovered at 3 in a next generation experin ent w ith the expected KATRIN sensitiviy [_35] W e assum e thatm is
nom ally distrbbuted wih a m ean value of 1:0 (0:35) [0:3] €V and standard deviation 005 (007) (0:10) &V for the
three cases listed in the order given above?

The last two cases, which are given as exam ples in the M aprana proposal E], are separated by only 0:05 &V.
However, aswe shall see In the discussion below , this an alldi erence n m assm akes a lJarge di erence in the number
of required experim ents. T he essential reason for this largedi erence is that ifexperin ent showsthatm = 035 007
eV, then we know thatm iswell separated from zeromassat 3 . However, ifm = 030 0:10 &V, then at 3 the
lightest m ass could be zero.

W earenow in a position to _com pute the required num ber ofneutrinoless doublke beta decay experin ents. C om pared
to the analysis done in Sec. -H we need only m odify our analysis ofEq. (d) replacing the pdf assum ed In Sec. -H for
m by the corresponding gaussian distribbution that represents one ofthe three cases listed above for a next generation
beta decay experin ent. M oreover, in this section we do calculations for both neutrino m ass hierarchies, nom al and
nverted [given by Eqg. Q'_E'r)]. For a nom alhierarchy, the neutrino m ass elem ent can be w ritten as

9q — S
Jm_ijs = of 3o + m2+ m?sh® e )+ m?2+ mi_ + m?sh® 3e2 ()

Forthe rstcase,m = (1:0 0:05) €V, one experim ent is su cient to prove that neutrinos are D irac particls at
morethan 3 @ > 9977 %).

Table -]It presents for the second and third cases the results for di erent assum ptions about the pdf of F; . For
the second case, m = 035 0:07 &V, one experin ent is su cient to prove that neutrinos are D irac particles at 95
% CL but 6 experim ents are required to prove that neutrinos are not D irac particles at 3 . For the third case,
m = (030 0:10) €V, and assum Ing an inverted hierarchy, 2 experin ents are su client to prove neutrinos are D irac
particles at 90 $ CL but 16 experin ents are required to prove that neutrinos are not M a prana particles at 3

Thedi erencesbetween hierarchiesare snallin the st and second cases listed above because them ass scalem is
assum ed large com pared w ith the solar and atm ospheric m ass splittings. In these two cases, the neutrino m asses are
essentially degenerate (in agine F jg.:_j for the case In which m ismuch larger than either the solar or the atm ospheric
m ass splitting).

Forthe third case,m = (0:030 0:10) eV, there are large quantitative di erencesbetween the nom alhierarchy and
the Inverted hierarchy at higher CL.T he reason forthe di erence in behavior can be seen visually in Fjg;_B. Them ass
m atrix elem ent jm . ijn a nom alhierarchy can be greatly reduced because of cancellations, while m is bounded
from below in an inverted m ass hierarchy. For a nom alhierarchy and sm allvalues ofm , jm . ijcould be extrem ely
an all, orders of m agniude below the expected level of sensitivity of next generation double beta decay experin ents.
T herefore, the corresponding entries In Table -]It requireat 3 CL an In nite number of next generation double beta
decay experim ents to distinguish between D irac and M a prana particls.

IV. WHAT ISTHE TOTALMASS IN NEUTRINOS? NEUTRINOLESS DOUBLE BETA DECAY
DETECTED

W e suppose In this section that next generation experin ents f_l-e_i] successfully detect neutrinoless double beta w ith
a large neutrino m ass m atrix elem ent jm __ij.

W e will com pute In this section the pdf for the lowest m ass eigenstate, m , usihg hypothesized results from next
generation neutrinoless double beta decay experin ents. Since we already know from existing experim ents the pdf
r the m ass splittings, m? and m gm , we can use these data together w ith the results for the lowest massm to
com pute the cum ulative pdf for the totalm ass in neutrinos. _

W ewilluse °G e as an illustrative case. T he Heideberg} oscow experin ent 1481 provides a Iower lin it on the half

life we rem ind the reader that there isa clain of4 detection in Ref. 'L4_S'i]),
T, > 19@B1) 10¥yr ®)

5 It is possible that m ? is nom ally distributed at the sam e signi cance rather than m . Then m = 0:3 0:l &V is replaced by m 2 =
0:09 0:03 ev?2, and the e ective error in m is reduced. In this case, we nd that the num ber of experin ents required to conclide
neutrinos are D irac particles is slightly larger (di eratm ost in 1(2) experin ent(s) at 99(99.73) $ CL) than in thecasem = 0:35 0:07 eV
shown in Table :III O n the other hand, it rem ains true that the sensitivity to the M a prana character of neutrinos quickly runs out of
steam below 0.3 eV .
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FIG . 5: Probability distrbutions of the lightest m ass eigenstate m in a future generation neutrinoless double beta decay
experin ents. For illustration, we assum ed a m easured half life T1 (*Ge)= 32 05  10%° yr. W e obtained the distributions
w ith the aid of EqQ. ¢i (see text for details). For the kft hand pa.ne]s, we assum e that the probability distrdbution finction
for the nuclear factor Fy that appears n Eq. 6';[:) satis es a G aussian distribution (fiill line), a constant distribution (dotted
line), or the distrdbution of com puted nuclear factor calculations by di erent theoretical groups (dashed line). T he right hand
panels correspond to assum ing that logFy follow s those distribbutions. T he upper panels correspond to a nom alneutrino m ass
hierarchy Eq. 6'_7:)], w hile the lower panels correspond to an inverted hierarchy Eq. (‘é‘)].

at 90% CL (68% CL) .

W e consider three feasble cases w ith positive neutrinoless double beta detection: a) T1_, = 32 02) 10%° yr, b)
Ti,= (1: 0d) 10°®*yr,andc) T;, = (32 035) 10%° yr, corresponding to 373, 118, and 37 .3 events expected
In the param eter region of interest in the M a prana experin ent E_S]. T he expected background in a deep underground
experim ent is 5.5 events, although background could be di erent by a factor oftwo. Systam atic errors are expected to
be a few percent and to be dom hated by energy resolution, the segm entation cut, and the pulse shape discrin ination
acoeptance. O ur results are not signi cantly a ected by including system atic errors of a faw percent because of the
dom nant contribution of the uncertainty in the nuclar factorFy .

W e com puted num erically the pdf of the neutrino m ass elam ent jm . ijgiven by Eq. (-L) for all three values of T2
listed above and for all six possible distributions of the nuclear factor Fy that were discussed in Sec. -]Z[ and Sec. ﬂﬁ
T he determ ination of the neutrino m ass elem ent can be used to extract the probability dJst:t:ibqun, P m ), of the
lightest m ass eigenstate by extracting w ith the help ofEq. &) and Eq. (/). In orderto nd P ), we com pute

R R
dim ..ij dim . ifP; (Gm . iIP, (m . ifim) (m.ij dm 1P
P )= o SR ; (€)

Pl2 (j’I’ﬂ eeij)d:hn eeij P22 (j’I’ﬂ eeijm )djnl eeij

whereP; (Jm .. iJ isthe pdfofthe neutrino m ass elem ent given by Eq. {i and P, (3Jm . iFm ) isthe pdfofthe neutrino
m ass elem ent given by Eq. d orEqg. (5 respectively, for a nom alor an inverted neutrino m ass hierarchy.
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FIG . 6: The cum ulative probability that the totalm ass in neutrinos is less than M . For illustration, we assum ed a m easured
neutrinoless double beta decay half life T} (®Ge)= 32 05 10°® yr. W e calulated the cum ulative probability by integrating
Eqg. ('_S*]) (see text for details). T he organization of the panels and the notation are the sam e as ﬁ)erg.:lﬂ.

F jgu]:e:f) show s the com puted pdfs of the lightest m ass eigenstate in the case ofnom aland inverted neutrino m ass
hierarchies fordi erent assum ptions regarding the pdfofthe nuclkar factor F; . For illustrative purposes, w e assum ed
inmaking the gqurethatT_,= @32 05) 10%° yr (case c above). T he two other lifetin es considered above, case
a and case b, result in pdfs w ith very sin ilar shapes but shifted relative to Fjg.:_S to larger values of m , the lightest
neutrino m ass.

W e can also extract from our analysis the allowed ranges of the totalm ass In neutrinos at a given CL. Tabk :_1\-{:
presents the allow ed ranges for the totalm ass In neutrinos fordi erent assum ptions regarding the pdfs of the nuclear
factor Fy and for the three values of the halflife for neutrinoless double beta decay assum ed above (cases a—<).

Fjgureg show s the cum ulative probabilities for the totalm ass In neutrnosM ™M = m; + m, + m3). The results
are illustrated for di erent regarding the pdf of iy and for both nom aland inverted neutrino m ass hierarchies. In
constructing F J'g.:_d, weassumed that T, = (32 0:5) 102° yr (case cabove). Forthe shorter halflives corresponding
to cases a) and b) above, the cum ulative probabilities have very sin ilar shapes but are shifted to larger values of the
totalneutrino m ass.

V. NORMAL OR INVERTED MASSHIERARCHY?NEUTRINOLESS DOUBLE BETA DECAY
DETECTED BUT NEUTRINO MASSNOT M EASURED

W e m ake two assum ptions in this section.
1. Next generation experin ents '[_1-61 w ill observe neutrinoless double beta decay.

2. N ext generation ordinary beta decay experimn ents {_3_§] w ill not detect the neutrino m ass scale.

T hese assum ptions are the opposite of what we postulated in Sec. g:l_;t
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TABLE IV : Allbwed ranges of the total m ass in neutrinos for di erent assum ed m easurem ents of the halflife of ’Ge to
neutrinoless doubl beta decay. W e consider di erent probability distribbutions of the nuclar factor: gaussian, constant, or the
actual distrbbution of 20 di erent theoretical calculations; using either a linear (lin) or a logarithm ic (log) scale for Fy . In
general, the resuls are di erent for nom al and for nverted neutrino m ass hierarchies. T he resuls for the nom al hierarchy
are w ritten in parenthesis.

Fy pdf M (V)at90%CL M (V)at95%CL M @/)at99%CL M (V) at99.73%CL

T, = 32 02) 10%° yr

actual, lin [0.63,4.70] (0.65,4.73]) [0.56,5.96] ([0.58,5.99]) [0.48,8.58] ([0.50,8.60]) [0.46,9.56] ([0.48,9.58])
actual, log [0.64,422] (D.66,424]) 0.57,5.36] (0.59,539]) [0.49,7.84] (0.51,7.88]) [0.46,9.41] ([0.48,943])
gaussian, lin [0.62,2.07] (0.63,2.09]) [0.59,2.35] (0.60,2.36]) [0.54,3.09] ([0.55,3.10])) [0.51,3.93] (0.52,3.94])
gaussian, log [0.96,5.17] (0.98,5.17]) [0.84,6.04] ([0.85,6.04]) [0.64,7.98] ([0.66,7.98]) [0.53,924] ([0.55,924])
constant, lin [0.55,2.81]1 (057,2.83])) [0.52,3.61] (0.54,3.63])) [0.48,5.90] (0.50,5.92]) [0.46,7.88] ([0.48,7.90])
constant, log [0.63,645] (0D.65,648])) 057,7.74] (0.59,7.75]) [051,945] (0.53,945]) [048,9.83] (0.50,9.83))

Ti,= (10 0:1) 10°® yr

actual, lin 034,2.76] (037,2.81]) 030,3.63] (0.33,3.69]) [026,623] (029,630]) 024,8.34] (D28,8.40))
actual, Iog 0.34,2.46] (038,252])) 030,324] (D.34,329])) D26,620] (0.30,629]) 024,8.06] (D28,8.11))
gaussian, lin [034,1.16] (0.36,1.18]) [0.32,1.32] ([0.34,1.34])) [029,1.73] (0.31,1.76]) [028,221] ([0.30,2.24])
gaussian, log [0.53,2.93] (056,2.94]) [0.46,3.43] (0.49,345]) [0.34,4.65] (038,4.66]) [028,5.70] (0.32,5.71])
constant, lin [029,156] (0.33,1.61]) [028,2.01] (0.31,2.07]) 026,335] (029,343]) D24,4.66] (028,4.73])
constant, log [0.34,3.80] (0.37,3.86]) [0.31,4.68] (0.34,4.73])) 027,633] (0.30,636]) [025,7.46] (029,747])

Ti.,= 32 05) 10°° yr

actual, lin [0.14,145] (D22,1.60])) 0.12,1.95] (0.19,2.13])) [0.09,3.63] (0.17,3.93]) [0.08,5.68] ([0.16,6.06])
actual, log [015,129] (pP22,142]) [0.12,1.72] (020,1.85])) [0.09,331] (0.17,3.56]) [0.08,451] ([0.16,4.67])
gaussian, lin [016,063] (021,0.67]) [0.15,0.72] (020,0.76]) [0.12,0.95] (0.18,1.00]) [0.09,120] (0.17,127])
gaussian, log 027,1.62] (0.32,1.66]) D22,2.61] (028,1.94]) 0.13,2.61] (022,2.64]) [0.10,321] (0.19,325])
constant, lin [013,0.79] (0.19,0.91]) [O.11,1.02] (0.18,1.16]) [0.09,1.74] (0.17,1.93]) [0.08,2.46] ([0.16,2.67])
constant, log 0.16,2.03] (D22,216])) 0.14,2.53] (020,2.65])) O10,351] (0.18,3.60])) [0.09,4.18] (0.17,426])

In this section, we answer the follow iIng question. G iven the detection of neutrinoless double beta decay and the
non detection of a neutrino m ass in nom albeta decay, can we detem ine if the neutrino m ass hierarchy is nom alor
nverted?

In order to answer this question, we com puted the 2 distrbution as a function ofthe di erent neutrino variables,
including neutrino oscillation data where avaibble or m?, m2_, , 13, the lightest massm, the M aprana
phases ; and ,, and the neutrinolessm ass jm . ij. For an inverted (nomm al) neutrino m ass hierarchy, we in posed
Eqg. 6'5) Eqg. @rj)]. W e then m arginalized over all variables except m and Jjm . iJ.

Figure 3 show s the allowed regions in the jm . ij-m plane at 90% CL for the inverted and nom alhierarchy (full
regions labelled TH and NH).

Just aswe did in Sec. -'_1\-[:, we consider three cases of positive neutrinoless double beta detection w ith a 78G e half
life:a) Ty = B2 02) 10%° yr, b) T: = 1: 01) 10%% yr, and c) T: = 32 095) 10%% yr.
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N om aland inverted neutrino m ass hierarchies can not be distinguished solly by a positive signal In a neutrinoless
double beta decay next generation experin ent. T his is illustrated by the dashed lnesin F J'g.:j corresponding to cases
a)-c). A ll other things being equal, a relatively Jarge value for jm . i) favors an Inverted hierarchy. However, for
any experin entally accessble value of jm _ iJ that is inferred from neutrinoless double beta decay, one can always
postulate a su cient large value of the lowest neutrino m ass, m , that would account for the m easured decay rate w ith
m ass-degenerate neutrinos.

In order to distinguish between a nom aland an inverted neutrino m ass hierarchy, we m ust som ehow know that
the lowest m ass eigenstatem is very sm all (less than 0:01 €V ). Ifwe had a private com m unication show ing that the
Jow est neutrino m ass w ere zero, then we could distinguish between a nom aland an Inverted m ass hierarchy. W e nd
from detailed calculations that allthree of the hypothetically successfiilm easurem ents ofa double beta decay lifetin e

[cases a), b), and ¢) above]lwould, ifm = 0, exclude a nom alhierarchy Independent of the pdf of the nuclar factor
FN .

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

N ext generation neutrinoless doubl beta decay experin ents o er the prom ise of a fiindam ental discovery, nam ely,
that neutrinos are their own antiparticles. No other feasble experin ental technique could establish this profound
result. If a single experin ent conclusively detects zero neutrino double beta decay, then weak interaction theory w ill
be both profoundly sin pli ed and greatly clari ed.

Even if neutrinoless double beta decay is not observed in next generation experin ents, we m ay still be abl to
conclusively determ ine the particle/antiparticle nature of neutrinos. If an ordinary beta-decay experin ent detects a
neutrinom assnearl €V, then we w illbe able to conclude in this case that neutrinos are D irac not M a prana particles.

In all other cases, the situation will be much less favorable, as can be seen readily from the summ ary given in
Table ::[ If ordinary beta-decay reveals a neutrino m ass scale of less than 03 &V, then we w illnot be able to conclude
that neutrinos are D irac particles from the non-observation of neutrinoless double beta decay in currently envisioned
experin ents. T he particle/antiparticle nature of neutrinos w ill rem ain am biguous.

T he observation of neutrinoless double beta decay w ill determ ine a large allowed range of the totalm ass In the
form ofneutrinos, a range that pem its an uncertainty in the totalm ass ofbetween one and tw o orders ofm agnitude.
T his range translates into a total coam ic neutrino m ass density  (cf. [50]) = 0009 020, _= 0005 047, 0r

= 00016 0:12at3 forthe three assum ed lifetin es listed in Tab]e.I and discussed In Sec. -IV.

F inally, we note that we w illnot be able to decide w hether the neutrino m ass hierarchy isnom alor nverted even if
neutrinoless double beta decay is detected. In order to decide this In portant question, inform ation from other types
of experin ents like long baseline oscillation studies w ill be necessary.
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APPENDIX A:UPPER AND LOW ER BOUNDS CONNECTED W ITH NEUTRINOLESS DOUBLE
BETA DECAY

In this appendix, we derive an upper bound, Sec. A-i and a lower bound, Sec. '-__A-Z- on jm . ij. W e assum e that
neutrinoless doub]e beta decay is not observed in next generation experin ents and that the neutrino m ass hierarchy
is nverted. In Sec. :Z-\ 3 we obtain approxin ate results for the num ber ofexper:m ents that are required to show that
neutrinos are D irac paﬁ:c]es using the inequalities derived in Sec. @;_1. and Sec. _uA_Z]
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1. An upper bound on Jjm ..1ij

If a neutrinoless double beta decay experin ent does not detect any events above the expected background, then
the halflife satis es
T tlogZN . al)
1=2 ]Og X ’
where tistheperiod ofdata taking, Ny isthetotalnumberofactivenuckiX and isthee ciency ofevent capture
after cuts to reduce background. The quantity = 1 $ CL=100 is a given signi cance lkvel. For de njreness, we
w ill use the expectations for the M a prana experin ent [5] to determ ine a reference sensitivity sto T 1 Fy [eeEq. (].)]
In next generation neutrinoless double beta exper:m ents tLG TheM aprana collaboration E] is p]anmng to use a 500
kgGe (86% "°Ge) detector, t= 5yr,and = 60% .W ih these values of the param eters, Eq. & 1) becom es
743 10
T, Ge) — yr: @a2)
Iog
D i erent nuclear structure param eter Fy calculations of the transition in the case of 7°G e, about 20, expand over
a range (that wewillconsiderasa 3 range determ ination) of

Fy = (1455 1425) 10 Byrt: @3)

T he distrbution of calculated values ofFy is shown in Fjg.:}'.
Inserting Egs.@2) and @3) in Eq. @'),we nd
s

o
Jm_ij 1913 10 2 d v ; @ 4)
1455+ 0:475n ( )

where n ( ) is the num ber of standard deviations at a given CL, w th an asym ptotic expansion
s

2 2
n()= g — bg bg — @®5)

ForN neutrinoless double beta decay experim ents, N oy, w ith sensitivity to jm . ijof s%, we have
r S
S Iog

i 1913 10 2 &v : 6
M 1] Nexps® 1455+ 0:475n () ®.6)

2. Inverted hierarchy : A lower bound

Ifthe neutrino m ass hierarchy is inverted, the neutrino m ass elem ent jm . ijcan be related to neutrino param eters
detem ined in oscillation experin ents [34, 33,134,139, 141,142)] (see Fig.d or illustration) by the relation
. q — ; g (1 ) 1=10 . ;
j’ITl eel] m g, COS W H (A )
The tting-function w ith the exponent of 1/10 that appears n Eq. ,(A 7)_reproduces well the results obtained in the
analysis of solar and atm ospheric data [39] The tting-function in Eq. :QV ) deviates from the num erical resuls by
lssthan 1% in the range R0, 999]1% CL.

3. A pproxim ate answer to the question posed in Sec.:_I-I

Eqg. {Z-\_E}) andEq. (_A-jl) can be used to detemm ine approxin ately the num ber of experin ents, N o, w ith the expected
sensitivity of the M a prana experim ent that are required to show that neutrinos are D irac particles if neutrinoless
double beta-decay is not observed and if the neutrino m ass hierarchy is nverted. This question was answered by a
brute force m ethod In Sec. -II By requiring that there be no intersection of the nequalities Eqg. @d ) and Eq. @’2),
we calculate that the num ber of experim ents required is N ¢4p 7,12, 57, and 645 at 90, 95, 99 and 99.73 % CL,
respectively. T he approxim ate resuls obtained here are In good agreem ent w ith the m ore accurate resuls obtained
in Sec.iJ and listed in Tablk .
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TABLE V : Proposed or suggested neutrinoless double beta decay experin ents. T he halflife sensitivities are estin ated by the
collaborations (w ith assum ptions about backgrounds that have not yet been established experin entally) and scaled for 5 years
ofdata taking (updated form Ref. Qg . The last row ofTablk V. presents the calculated sensitivities to the neutrinoless double
beta-decay m ass m atrix elem ent, jm ..ij. To com pute results In last row, we used the published distributions of calculated
nuclear m atrix elem ents é":ﬁ] on a logarithm ic scale. If less than three independent calculations of Fy have been published for
a given nucleus, no estin ate was com puted for the sensitivity for that nuclus to the neutrino m assm atrix elem ent.

Sensitivity to Sensitivity to

E xperin ent Source Ti (yr) at 90% CL jm . ij(E€v) at 90% CL
CANDLES[] *!Ca 1 10%° 0248
M a;branaig;] Ge 3 10¥ 0.054
GEM [i] Ge 7 107 0.034
GENTUSB] ‘Ge 1 10%° 0.028
NEMO 3] Mo 4 10 0.646
MOONfi0] ®Mo 1 107 0.041
cCAMEO [11] 'fcd 11077 0.057
COBRA [2] ' Te 1 10% 1260
CUORICINO [13] “*’Te 15 10%° 0336
CUORE[3] *’Te 7 10%° 0.049
xMAsSs[l4]  xe 3 10% 0134
X ell3] Py e 5 10%° 0.104
EXO fI6]  *xe 1 10%° 0.023
DCBA 7]  'Nd 2 10% 0.498

Gso [18,19]1 '*°Gcd 2 10 |

APPENDIX B:SENSITIVITY OF PROPOSED NEUTRINOLESS DOUBLE BETA DECAY
EXPERIM ENTS

Several next generation neutrinoless double beta experim ents have been proposed. Tabl :V-' lists a representative
sampl of di erent nuclei for which neutrinoless double beta-decay experin ents have been proposed (updated from
Ref. l22]) T he claim ed sensitivity is shown In the third colum n ofTab]e\/ ,quanti ed by the halflife lim it at 90% CL
In the case of negative searches. T hese lim is have been evaluated using assum ptions on background rates that have
not yet been dem onstrated experin entally and are scaled for 5 yearsofdata taking. T he com parison between di erent
experin ents should be m ade taking these considerations into account. T he last colum n presents the sensitivity to the
neutrinolessm ass elem ent, jm . ij. W e used the distrdbutions of calculated nuclearm atrix elem ent given in Ref. f_Zz:]
A s faraswe know, this has not been done In previous publications. In the literature, the transhtion from halflife to
m ass isusually m ade for a particular assum ed nuclkarm atrix elem ent factor. W e think itm ay be usefilto describe, as
n Table y:, the obtainable lim its on the neutrinolessm ass elem ent by using the distribution of the calculated nuclear
m atrix elem ents that has been published for each nucleus.

M ost nuclei have not yet been studied as widely as "°Ge. W e have determ ined a lim it on the neutrinoless m ass
m atrix elem ent if there are three orm ore published nuclkarm atrix elem ent calculations. W e did not com pute a lim it
rl%Gd, orwhih we Hund only 2 published calulations R4, 271.
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