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In thistalk we discuss som e details of the analysis of neutrino data and our present
understanding of neutrino m asses and m ixing. T his talk isbased on Refs. [1, 2, 3].

1. Analysis of Solar and Kam LAND

In Fig. 1 we show the results from our latest analysis of Kam LAND {]
reactor . disappearancedata, solar . data [5, 6]and the com bined analysis
under the hypothesis of CPT symm etry. The m ain new ngredient in this
analysisw ith respect to the previousones is the inclusion ofthe rst results
from the SNO saltphase (SNO II) data [6]. W e have also taken into acoount
the new galliim m easurem ent w hich leads to the new average value 693
40. Them ain changes as com pared to the preSNO IT analysis are:

{ In the analysis of solardata, only LM A isallowed at m ore than 3 ;

{ maxim alm ixing is refcted by the solar analysis at m ore than 5 ;

{ the combined analysis allow s only the lowest LM A region at 994% CL;
{ the new best- t poinnt is:

8B

m?=71 10°%ev?; tan? = 041; =088: (1)

8B ;BP 04
T hese results are in agream ent w ith those reported in the several state-of-
theart analysis of solarand K am LAND data which exist In the literature.
A 11 these analysis share the sam e basic characteristics.
In the analysis ofKam LAND we used the ©llow ing approxin ations:
{ the antineutrino spectrum is param eterized [B]w ithout detailed theoret-
ical uncertainties;
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Figure 1. Allowed regions for 2—- oscillations of ¢ in Kam LAND and CHOOZ (eft
panel), of ¢ in the sun (central panel), and for the com bination of Kam LAND and
solar data under the hypothesis of CPT conservation (right). The di erent contours
correspond to the allowed regions at 90% , 95% , 99% and 3 CL.

{ the yearly average reactor power is used.

P resently the uncertainties of the Kam LAND results are statistics dom i-
nated so these e ects do not m ake any di erence In the extracted allowed
regions. Them nor di erences between the several phenom enological anal-
ysis in the literature are m ore lkely to arise from the use of di erent sta-
tistical finctions in the analysis ofKam LAND data.

Before m oving to atm ospheric neutrinos, we wish to point out som e

In portant features of the analysis of solar data:

{ the SSM [/] provides detailed inform ations not only on the solar neu-—
trino uxes them selves, but also on their theoretical uncertainties and
correlations due to variations of the SSM inputs;

{ the spectral shape experin entaluncertainty HréB spectrum is properly
taken into account;

{ the energy dependence of the interaction cross sections and their uncer—
tainties is also included;

{ the interplay between the energy-dependent part of the theoretical and
system atic uncertainties and the neutrino survival probability W hich
depends on the oscillation param eters) is properly taken into account.

2. Atm ospheric N eutrinos

In the kft panel of Fig. 2 we show the results of our latest analysis of
the atm ospheric neutrino data, which inclided the fill data set of Super-
K am iokande phase I (SK1). A s discussed in Ref. O] the new elments in



M arch 24,2024 21:46 W SPC/Trin Size: 9in x 6in for P roceedings noon04

10-2 : T T T 71 I T T 11 I T 1 11 T T T 71 : : T 1 11 I L I T T 11 T 1 171 :
[ Adim ] | Our analysis ]
N; 3.0 | |

o, 2.2
e T 221r 20

g

10° / 4 =
C 3-dim 1r . ) .
C 7 [ Different correlations ]

1111 I 11 1 1 I 1111 I 1111 1111 I 1111 I 11 1 1 I 1111
0 0.25 0.5 0.75 10 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

.2 .2
sin” 0 sin” 0

Figure 2. Left: allowed regions from the analysis of atm ospheric data using the new
(full regions labeled \3-din ") and old (em pty curves labeled as \1-dim ") SK 1 data and
atm ospheric uxes. Right: im pact of a am all change in the correlation between the
theoretical uncertainties of the low -energy (sub-G €V ) and high-energy (m uli-G eV, and
upgoing ) data sam ples. T he di erent contours correspond to at 90% , 95% , 99% and
3 CL.

the SuperK am lokande analysis include:

{ use ofnew threedim ensional uxes from Honda [10];

{ iIn proved interaction cross sectionsw hich agree better w ith them easure—
m ents perform ed w ith near detector In K 2K [11];

{ som e In provem ents in the M onte€ arlo which lead to som e changes in
the actual values of the data points.

W e have Included these elem ents in our calculations and we have also in —

proved our statistical analysis (see Ref. [B] for details). O ur results show

good quantitative agreem ent w ith those of the SuperK oollaboration. In

particular we nd that after inclusion of the above e ects, the allowed re—

gion is shifted to Iower m 2. The new best- t poit is located at:

m?=22 10°%ev?; sn® = 05: @)

At thispoint it is In portant to rem ark that, unlke for solar neutrinos,
the energy dependence of the theoretical uncertainties in the atm ospheric
uxes and In the interaction cross sections are not so well determ ined In
term sofa set ofm odel nputs. To address this issue, w e have perfom ed the
sam e analysis assum ing slightly di erent correlations am ong the theoretical
errors for the di erent data sets, and we have found that the size of the
nalshift n m 2 ofthe allowed region depends on these details (see right
panelofFig. 2). T he reason for this behavior is illistrated In Fig. 3, where
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Figure 3. The left (right) panels show the allow ed regions for the analysis ofthe di erent
sets of atm ospheric data using the new (0ld) SK 1 analysis and atm ospheric uxes. T he
di erent contours correspond to the allowed regions at 90% , 95% , 99% and 3 CL.

we show the allowed regions obtained w ith the new analysis as com pared
to the old one for the di erent atm ospheric data sets. As can be seen In
the gure, the di erent sets favor slightly di erent rangesof m 2, thus the
treatm ent of the energy dependence of the uncertainties becom es relevant
In outcom e of the com bined analysis.

T hese resuls kead usto raises here a word of caution. In allpresent anal-
ysis of atm ospheric data, two m ain sources of theoretical ux uncertainties
are ncluded: an energy independent nom alization error and a \tit" er—
ror w hich param etrizes the uncertainty in the E dependence ofthe ux.
Som e additional uncertainties in the ratios of the sam ples at di erent en—
ergies are also allowed as well as uncertainties in the zenih dependences.
However, we still lack a well established range of theoretical ux uncer-
tainties w thin a given atm ospheric ux calculation, n a sin ilar fashion to
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what it isprovided for the solar neutrino uxesby the SSM . In the absence
of these, we cannot be sure that we are accounting for the m ost general
characterization ofthe energy dependence of the atm ospheric neutrino ux
uncertainties.

G iven the large am ount of data points provided by the SuperK ex—
perin ent, this is becom ing an In portant issue in the atm ospheric neutrino
analysis. There is a chance that the atm ospheric uxes m ay be still too
\rigid", even when allowed to change w ithin the presently considered un-—
certainties. A s a consequence, we m ay be overconstraining the oscillation
param eters.

3. ThreeN eutrino O scillations

The m ininum Jpint description of atm ospheric P], K2K [L1], solar 5, 6]
and reactor M, 12] data requires that all the three known neutrinos take
part in the oscillation process. T he m ixing param eters are encoded in the
3 3 lpton m ixing m atrix which can be conveniently param etrized in the

standard fom :
1 0
1 0 0 C13 0 S]_3el &1 S12 0
U=2080 g3 538 @ 0 1 0 A @ g,¢,0A 3)
0 23 &3 S3€e i 0 C13 0 01

where ¢y cos i3 and Sy sin j5. Note that the two M a prana phases
are not nclided in the expression above since they do not a ect neutrino
oscillations. The angles i3 can be taken w ithout loss of generality to lie in
the rstquadrant, ;52 D; =2].

There are two possible m ass orderings, which we denote as \nom al"
and \inverted". In thenom alschemem ; < m, < m 3 while In the Inverted
onems < mi < my. The two orderings are often referred to In tem s of
sign (m ;).

In total the threeneutrino oscillation analysis involves seven param e—
ters: 2 mass di erences, 3 m xing angls, the CP phase and the sign of

m %, . G eneric threeneutrino oscillation e ects include:

{ coupled oscillations w ith two di erent oscillation lengths;

{ CP violting e ects;

{ di erence between N om aland Inverted schem es.
T he strength ofthese e ects is controlled by the values of the ratio ofm ass
di erences m 3,=jm 2,3 by the m ixing angle 3 and by the CP
phase
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For solar and atm ospheric oscillations, the required m ass di erences

satisfy:
m? = m§1 jm§1j= mitm: 4)

Under this condition, the pint threeneutrino analysis simpli es and we
have:
{ forsolarand K am LAND neutrinos, the oscillationsw ith the atm ospheric

oscillation length are com pltely averaged and the survival probability

takes the fom :

3 _ - 4 4 2
ce = SN~ 13+ cOs’ 13P S )

P

where In the Sun P2 is obtained with the m odi ed sun density N !
o 13Ne. So the analyses of solar data constrain three of the seven
param eters: m 21; 12 and 13. The e ect of ;3 is to decrease the
energy dependence of the solar survival probability;

{ for atm ospheric and K 2K neutrinos, the solar wavelength is too long
and the corresponding oscillating phase is negligble. A s a consequence,
the atm ospheric data analysisrestricts m %,/ m %,, ;3 and 3, the
latter being the only param eter com m on to both solar and atm ospheric
neutrino oscillations and which m ay potentially allow for som e m utual
in uence. The e ect of 13 isto add a ! e contribution to the
atm ospheric oscillations;

{ at CHOOZ [12] the solar wavelength is unobservable if m 2 < 8
10 4 ev? and the relevant survivalprobability oscillatesw ith w avelength
determ ned by m 3%, and am plitude determ ined by 13-

In this approxin ation, the CP phase isunocbservable. In principle there
is a dependence on the Nom al versus Inverted orderings due to m atter
e ects in the Earth for atm ospheric neutrinos. H owever, this e ect is con—
trolled by the m ixing angle 13, which is constrained to be sm all by the
com bined analysis of CHO O Z reactor and atm ospheric analysis. A s a con—
sequence, thise ect istoo an allto be statistically m eaningfiilin the present
analysis.

In Fig. 4 we plot the .ndividual bounds on each of the ve parame-
ters derived from the global analysis. To illustrate the im pact of SNO IT
and the new ATM analysis we also show the corresponding bounds when
either SNO IT and the new ATM uxes are not included in the analysis.
In each panelthe displayed 2 has been m argialized w ith respect to the
undisplayed param eters.
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Figure 4. G lobal3 oscillation analysis. Each panelon the left show s the dependence
of 2 on each ofthe ve param eters from the global analysis (full line) com pared to
the bound prior to the inclusion of the new ATM analysis (dashed blue line) and SNO
data (dotted black line).

Quantitatively we nd the ©llowing 3 CL allowed ranges:

52  m3,=10 °ev? 98; 029 taf 1, 0:64;
14 m3,=10 *ev? 34; 0:49 tah 3 22; ®6)
sin® 13 0:054:

These results can be translated into our present know ledge of the m oduli
ofthem xingm atrix U :

0
0:78 088047 062 < 023
Pi= @ 018 055040 0:730:57 082 )
019 055041 0:75055 0:82
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which presents a structure

0 1
e+ ) e )
75 %%(1 + + oos )L+ + cos )PI—E a 5 ®
%(1 cos -2(1+ + cos )pl—§(l+ )

wih 1 ranges
=023 003; =0 0208; 0:02; 1 cos 1:

3.1. LSND and Sterile N eutrinos

Together w ith the resuls from the solar and atm ospheric neutrino experi-
m ents, we have onem ore piece ofevidence pointing tow ards the existence of
neutrino m asses and m ixing: the LSND experin ent, which found evidence
of T | T, neutrino conversion wih m 2 0: eV?. Allthese data can
be acocom m odated Into a single neutrino oscillation fram ew ork only ifthere
are at least three di erent scales ofneutrino m ass-squared di erences. This
requires the existence of a fourth light neutrino, which m ust be sterike in
ordernotto a ect the nvisble Z ¢ decay w idth, precisely m easured at LEP .

O ne of the m ost in portant issues in the context of fourneutrino sce—
narios is the neutrino m ass spectrum . T here are six possbl fourneutrino
schem es which can In principle accom m odate the results of solar and at—
m ospheric neutrino experin ents aswell as the LSND result. They can be
divided n two classes: 3+ 1) and 2+ 2). In the (3+ 1) schem es, there isa
group of three closeby neutrino m asses that is separated from the fourth
one by a gap of the order of 1 &V?, which is responsble for the SBL os—
cillations observed in the LSND experin ent. In 2+ 2) scheam es, there are
tw o pairs of close m asses separated by the LSND gap. Them ain di erence
between these two classes is the ollow ing: ifa 2+ 2)-spectrum is realized
in nature, the transition into the sterile neutrino is a solution of either the
solar or the atm ospheric neutrino problem , or the sterile neutrino takes
part in both. This is not the case for a (3+ 1)-spectrum , where the ster—
ile neutrino could be only slightly m ixed w ith the active ones and m ainly
provide a description ofthe LSND resul.

T he phenom enological situation at present is that none of the four-
neutrino scenarios are favored by the data. Conceming 2+ 2)-spectra,
they are ruled out by the existing constraints from the sterile oscillations
In solar and atm ospheric data. A s for (3+ 1)-spectra, they are disfavored
by the incom patibility between the LSND signaland and the negative re—
sults ound by other short-baseline laboratory experim ents. There is also
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Figure 5. Left: Status of the 3+ 1 oscillation scenarios. Right: P resent status of the

bounds on the active-sterile adm ixture from solar and atm ospheric neutrino data in
(2+ 2)-m odels.

a constraint on the possble value of the heavier neutrino m ass in this sce—
nario from their contribution to the energy density In the Universe which is
presently constrained by cosn icm icrow ave background radiation and large
scale structure form ation data [14].

W e show in Fig. 5 the Jatest results of the analysis of neutrino data
In these scenarios. In the kft and central panelwe sum m arize the resuls
from Ref. [13] on the (3+ 1) scenarios; we see that after the inclusion of
the coam ological bound there is only a m argihal overlap at 95% CL be-
tween the allowed LSND region and the exclided region from SBL+ATM
experim ents. T he right panel illustrates the status of the 2+ 2) scenarios.
At present, the Iowerbound on the sterile com ponent from the analysis of
atm ospheric data and the upper bound from the analysis of solar data do
not overlap at more than 4 . The gure also illustrates the e ect of the
Inclusion of the SNO IT in this conclusion.

A Femative explanations to the LSND result inclide the possibility of
CPT violation [L5], which In pliesthat them assesand m ixing anglesofneu—
trinosm ay be di erent from those of antineutrinos. W e have perform ed an
analysis of the existing data from solar, atm ospheric, long baseline, reactor
and short baseline data in the fram ework of CP T violating oscillations R].
The summ ary of the resuls of this analysis is presented in Fig. 6, which
show s clearly that there isno overlap below the 3 Jlevelbetween the LSND
and the allbut-L.SND allowed regions. W e also note that that the allbut-
LSND region is restricted to m 3, = m g, < 0:02 eV?, whereas fr

LSND we always have m_gl = m iSND > 002 ev2,
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LSND signaltogether w ith the corresponding allow ed regions from our globalanalysis of
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