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A bstract

A  Jbeam with m axinum = 150 (ﬁ>r6He jons) or = 250 (ﬁ)rlBN e) could be achieved
at the CERN-SPS.W e study the sensitivity to 13 and of such a beam as function of ,
optin izing w ith the baseline constrained to CERN Frejus (130 km ), and also w ith sim ultane—
ous variation of the baseline. T hese resuls are com pared to the standard scenario previously
considered, with lower = 60=100, and also with a higher 350 option that requires a
m ore powerfulacoelerator. A lthough higher isbetter, loss of sensitivity to 13 and ism ost
pronounced or below 100.
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1. Introduction

Resuls from atm ospheric 1], solar [l], reactor [[l] and long-baseline ] neutrino experin ents
In recent years can be econom ically accom m odated In the Standard M odel (SM ) w ith neutrino
m asses and a threeneutrino m ixing m atrix |]. In this case, the lepton sector of the SM
closely resam bles that ofthe quarks and there are new physical param etersm easurabl at low
energies: the three neutrinom asses,m ; (1= 1;2;3), threem ixing angles, i3, 16 j= 1;2;3),
and a CP wviolating phase, . In contrast w ith the quark sector, two additional phases could
be present if neutrinos are M aprana. O f these new param eters, present experin ents have
detem ined just two neutrino m asssquare di erences and two m ixing angles: (jm §3j !
22 103 eVZ, 23 7 45 ) which mostly drive the atm ospheric oscillation and ( m %2 ’
8 10° ev?, 12 7 32 ) which mostly drive the solar one. The third angle, 13, aswell
as the CP ~wviolating phases ( , and possbl M aprana phases) rem ain undeterm ned. Only
an upper Iim ;3 12 isknown. Another essential piece of inform ation needed to clarify
the low -energy structure of the ¥pton avor sector ofthe SM is the neutrino m ass hierarchy
and the absolute neutrino m ass scale. T he formm er is related to the sign of the largest m ass—
square di erence (m %;), which detemm ines if the spectrum is hierarchical (if the two m ost
degenerate neutrinos are lighter than the third one) or degenerate (if they are heavier).

M easurem ent of som e of these param eters m ay be possbl In high-precision neutrino-
oscillation experin ents. A num ber of experim ental setups to signi cantly in prove on present
sensitivity to 13, and the sign of m 53 have been discussed in the literature: neutrino

factordes (neutrino beam s from boosted-m uon decays) L, i, Bl], superbeam s (very intense
conventional neutrino beam s) L, , , ] In proved reactor experin ents []] and m ore
recently eam s (heutrinos from boosted—ion decays) I, ]. These are quite di erent

In tem s of systam atics but all face a fundam ental problem which 1 is the reach of each
Individualexperin ent signi cantly, nam ely the correlations and degeneracies betw een param —
eters []-0]; 13 and mustbem easured sin ultaneously, and other oscillation param eters
are not known w ith perfect precision.

To resolve these degeneracies i is in portant to m easure as m any independent channels
as possble and to exploit the energy and/or baseline dependence of the oscillation signals
and m atter e ects in neutrino propagation. In m any cases, the best way to do this is by
com bining di erent experin ents; indeed the synergies between som e com binations of the
setups m entioned above have been shown to be considerable.

T he neutrino factory provides ulin ate sensitivity to leptonic CP violation, and thus rep—
resents the last step on a longtem road m ap to reveal the lpton— avor sector of the SM .
Recently it was shown thata -beam running at a higher than previously considered (@and
longer baselines), In com bination w ith a m assive w ater detector, can reach sensitivity to lep—
tonic CP -violation and sign ( m 53) that com petes w ith a neutrino factory’s. The optin al
setup am ong those considered In []] was a -beam wih = 350=580 for°He and ®Ne
isotopes resgpectively and a baseline L * 730 km . If constructed at CERN, thisbeam would



require a refurbished SP S or an accelkration schem e utilizing the LHC —in plying substantial
R&D e ort in either case.

T his paper considers instead the possibility of using the existing CERN-SPS up to its

maxinum power, allow ing a beam wih = 150 (250) orfHe (®*Ne) ions (som e prelin mary
results of this study were presented in []]). The design of this -beam is essentially as
described In [1].

T he advantages of increasing the  factor discussed in [[11] also apply In this case. The

oscillation signals grow at least linearly with the factor, therefore the highest possblk is
preferred In principle, ifthe baseline is ad justed appropriately. Furthem ore w hen the energy
iswell above the Fermm im om entum of the target nuclki, energy dependence of the oscillation
signals is very e ective in resolving param eter degeneracies. In practice there are tw o caveats
to thisrule. F irst, water C herenkov detectors are best suited for quasielastic Q E) reactions,
w here the neutrino energy can be kinem atically reconstructed. T herefore sensitivity in proves
wih only untilthe inelastic cross section begins to dom inate; we w ill show that this occurs
for 400. T he second concem is background, since NC singlepion production can m im ic
the the appearance signal; it is dem onstrated In []] and con m ed here that thisbadkground
ism anageable, even for > 100.

M ore concretely the purpose of this paper is two—fold. F irst, optin ization ofa CERN-SP S

Jeam by answering the follow Ing questions:

A ssum ing an underground laboratory at Frejis w ith a m egaton water C herenkov de—
tector, what is the optimal w ith the existihg CERN-SP S?

Forthemaxinum adchievabl wih the CERN-SPS,what isthe optinal -beam base—
line?

Is there any physics advantage to varying the ratio ©ofHeand ®Ne, ie. a ratio di er-
ent from  1sy= sy = 167 Which allow sboth beam s to circulate sim ultaneously)? ]

Second, com paring the perform ance of the follow ing set-ups:

Setup I: L = 130 km (CERN-Fredus) at the optinal accessble to the CERN-SPS.

Setup II: = 150 at the optim albaseline.
Setup ITI: = 350 at L = 730 km , which is a sym m etric version of the con guration
considered In [1]. To accelerate the ions would require either a refurbished SPS (w ith

superconducting m agnets) or a m ore pow erfiilaccelerator, such asthe Tevatron orLHC .

In allcases an intensity of2:9 10'® ®*Heand 1:1 10'® ®Ne decays per year ] and an
Integrated lum inosiy corresponding to 10 years are assum ed. A though these lum inosities
have been estin ated for sin ultaneous ion circulation ( xing the ratio of ‘s to 1:67) refer—
ence [] argues they are achievabl even if the ions circulate separately at the same , by
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Figurel: . (solid) and . (dashed) uxesasa finction ofthe neutrino energy atL = 300 km
for the m axim um accekration ofthe °He ( = 150) and ®Ne ( = 250) at the CERN-SPS.

Incting m ore bunches. W hilk these intensities are realistic forthe CERN -SP S, the sam e has
not been dem onstrated for other accelerators like the Tevatron or LHC . T he far detector is
a SuperK am iokande-lke water C herenkov design, with ducialm ass 440 kton.

T he paper is organized as follow s. Section 2 show s expected uxes and event rates for the
m axin um achievable at the CERN-SP S. Section 3 describes the perform ance of a large
w ater Cherenkov detector for the appearance and disappearance signals and estin ates the
atm ospheric background, an in portant constraint in design of the bunch length. Section 4
deals w ith optim izations needed to de ne setups I and IT and Section 5 com pares the physics
reach ofthe three em ergent reference setups. Section 6 discusses our outlook and conclusions.

2. N eutrino uxes and rates

Figurell show sthe uxesforthem axin um acceleration ofthe ionsatthe CERN-SPS: = 150
rHeand = 250 ori®NeatL = 300 km . Tablk 1 shows the rate of charged-current
Interactions expected per kiloton in one year.



| | Lkm) | ccc | ccc | m®migev) |
| 150/250 | 300 | 228 | 1156 | 058/0.94 |

Tabl 1: Num ber of charged-current events per kton-year, in the absence of oscilkhtion, for
the m axin um accekration of °He and ®Ne at the CERN-SP S. T he average neutrino energy
is also shown.

3. M easurem ents at a -Jeam

The param eters 13 and are best studied by probing the appearance channels for neutrino
oscillation in the atm ogpoheric energy range: goden ( $ o) I, Jand sitver (  $ o) 0]
channels have been denti ed. In the setups considered here, neutrino energies are below
threshold, therefore only the golden channel is available.

The dissppearance transition . ! ¢ can alsobem easured. This isan in portant com ple-
m ent to the golden channelm easurem ent, because the intrinsic degeneracy 1] in the golden
m easurem ent can be resolved: the disappearance m easurem ent depends on 13, but not on

. The synergy between the appearance and disappearance channels fora -beam is thus
analogous to that between superbeam and reactor experin ents [[11].

3.1. D etection ofthe appearance signal

T he signal for the golden transition is a charged-current event (CC) with a muon in the

nal state. Reference []] studied the perfomm ance of a 440 kton ducial water C herenkov
detector sin ilar to H yperK am iokande or the proposed by the UNO experim ent [1]]. This
analysis can be extended to di erent ’s, using the sam e neutrino physics generator, detector
sin ulation and reconstruction algorithm s as descrlbbed in ], w ith realistic e~ separation
by pattem recognition, and the requirem ent of a delayed coincidence from m uon decay.

Figure B show s the reconstructed energy spectra of signal and background at m axin um
CERN-SPS , for two di erent values of 3. Backgrounds are an aller for ®He than '®Ne,
and both neutrino and antineutrino backgrounds tend to cluster at low energies. M ost of
the background reconstructs below 500 M €V .

T he neutrino energy resolution depends strongly on the proportion of quasielastic QE)
and non quasitelastic (non-Q E) Interactions in the signal. N eutrino energy is reconstructed
assum ng two-body, quasielstic kinem atics, so contam ination from nonQE events intro-
duces a bias between the true and reconstructed energies. F igurell show s the fraction of QE
and non-Q E events passing the selection criteria. A s expected the nonQE contam Ination is
an aller for antineutrinos since the average beam energy is also sn aller for the chosen ’s.

To properly include both detector resolution and non-Q E contam Ination e ects, a m atrix
describing the m igration between true and reconstructed neutrino energies is constructed.
M igration m atrices are also com puted for the backgrounds. G iven the irreducble Fem i
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Figure 2: Reonstructed energy for signalwith 13 = 8 (solid) and 13 = 3 (dashed)) and
lackground (dotted) at the m axim um accelkration of fHe (eft) and ®Ne (right) ions at the
CERN-SPS. T he absolute nom alization corresponds to one year.
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Figure 3: Quasiehstic and non-quasielastic com ponents in the appearance signal for unit
oscillation prokability (the absolite nomm alization is arbitrary) atmaxinum CERN-SP S ac—
cekration of ®°He (kft) and *®*Ne (right).

m otion and m uon threshold, the rstenergy bin extends from 0-500M €V and binsof250M &V
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Table 2: M igration m atrices for appearance signal ( i) and backgrounds (o5") at di erent
values of . Each row and colum n of the m atrices corresponds to a neutrino energy bin, as
described in the text.

w idth are used above it. For the high— Setup III, the st bin is discarded.

Tabl M show s these m igration m atrices or = 120 and 150 ©r®He and ¥Ne. ®. Three
bins: 0-500, 500-750 and 750+ M &V are used. The e ciencies are quite high ( 30 50%)
even when the background fraction is held below 10 3 .

3.2. D etection of the disappearance signal

For ! (e ! ) transitions, the signal isa CC interaction w ith an electron (posiron)
In the nalstate. In []] this channelwas included w ith a conservatively estin ated 50% at
e ciency and negligble background. Since the energy resolution is also strongly a ected by

the nonQ E contam Ination for this sam ple, this analysis is now re ned to inclide the e ect
of m igrations. W hile the background lvel for this large signal can be safely neglected in
com parison to other system atic errors to be discussed later, a m atrix ofe ciencies should be

used to account for the signalm igrations. Tablk Ml show s these m atrices for °He and ®Ne at
various 's.E ciencies are quite high, especially at lower energies w here they reach 80-90% .

3.3. Atm ospheric background

An in portant background for any acceleratorbased experin ent to control arises from atm o-—
spheric neutrinos. A detector like Super{K am ickande w ill expect approxin ately 120  +

Interactions per kiloton-year (including the disappearance of nto ). O fthese, 32 atm o-
soheric  + per kiloton-year pass all the selection cuts (one non-showering ring, acoom —

®M atrices w ith appropriate binning or other choices of can be cbtained from the authors on request.
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Tabl 3: Fractionalm igration m atrices ( fjis) ofthe CC . disappearance signal for di erent

values of

‘ ‘ Selection Emax cut | Ep i cut | cos ;cut

120 32 19 19 15
150 32 24 24 15
350 32 30 19 5

Tabl 4: Surviving atm ospheric background per kton-year after cuts: on the high-energy
end-point of the -eam neutrino spectrum E ax), the ow-energy tail Eq 1) Or setup ITI,
and the ¥pton scattering angk (cos 1), as described in the text.

panied by a delayed coincidence from muon decay). The reconstructed spectrum of those
events scaled by a factor 1/500 is shown in Figurel (solid line) alongside the signal for the
three exam pl setups to be considered later, namely, = 120 (L = 130 km , dashed), = 150
(L = 300 km , dotted) and = 350 L = 730 km , dashed-dotted), assum Ing 3= 1 .

T here are two additional handles to further reduce the atm ospheric background. F irst, at
agiven ,we know the end-point of the signal spectrum , and there is no e ciency penaly
for excluding events above the m axinum beam energy. This cut cbviously works best for
lower- scenarios. Tablell show s the e ect of the end-point cut fordi erent ’s. For higher

, it is also helpfulto set a bwer energy cut. Requiring E 500 M &V, for instance, is free
for the highest = 350 option, since thisbin is not considered in the analysis anyway.

Seocond, a directional cut is also possible, since the beam arrives from a speci ¢, known
direction but the atm ospheric background is roughly isotropic. W hile the neutrino direction
cannot bem easured directly, it is ncreasingly correlated w ith the observable lepton direction



at high energies. F igurel illustrates this correlation for the three reference set-ups. Thus, a
directional cut ism ore e ective as  increases, but is never perfectly e cient. To com pare
the power of this cut for the di erent setups, we de ne i to achieve a 90% e ciency In all
cases: cos 1> 045 for = 350, cos 1> 03 for = 150 and cos ;1> 05 for = 120.
T he ram aining atm ospheric background for each setup is sum m arized in Tablk . T hanks to
the directional cut, background refction for the highest is a factor three better than the
alemative scenarios.

Even wih energy and directional cuts, 5 to 15 atm ospheric background events per
kiloton-year rem ain, com pared to the expected intrinsic beam -induced detector background
m ostly due to NC singlepion production) of O (10 ) events. To reduce atm ospheric con—
tam ination to a negligble kevel (say ten tin es below the intrinsic background) would require
a refection factor O (10%) , although sice the atm ospheric background can be wellm easured
a refection factor 5-10 tim es less stringent is probably tolerable.

This refection factor can be achieved by tin ing of the parent ion bunches. It is esti-
m ated B] that a refection factor of 2 10? is feasble w ith bunches 10 ns in length. Based
on the present resuls, a less dem anding schem e for the num ber of bunches and bundch length
could be workable.
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Figure 4: Solid line: energy spectrum of atm ospheric + lackground per kilbton-year,
sakd down by a factor 1/500. D ashed, dotted and dash-dotted lines: energy spectrum of
signal events per kibton-year for = 120;150 and 350 assum ing 13= 1 .



3.4. System atic errors

A lthough a detailed analysis ofallpossible system atic errors isbeyond the scope ofthispaper,
w e have included the two that w ill likely dom inate. F irst, the uncertainty in the ducialm ass
ofthe near and far detectors, whith we estim ate asa 5% e ect on the expected fardetector
rate. Second, the uncertainty on the ratio of antineutrino/neutrino cross sections, which we
assum e a near detector can m easure w ith an accuracy of 1% .

To inclide these errors, two new param eters are added to the ts: A, the globalnom al-
ization, and x, the relative nom alization of antineutrino to neutrino rates. M ore precisely,
ifni;,e is the num ber of m easured m uon and electron events in the energy bin i for the anti-

neutrino (+ ) or neutrino ( ) beam , and N 1'e (137 ) isthe expected num ber for som e values
of the unknown param eters ( 13; ), then wem Inin ize the f©ollow iIng 2 function:
8 0 1
x < . . . i
2(13; jA;x)= 2 A xN ;ﬁ n? + njf# og @ %A
feer AxN
1; e;
0 ) 19
L = 2 2
" .. .. 1 x 1
+ AN/ ny +n; lg@ —A 4 i ) + ( ) : @1)
i . 2 2
ANf ’ A X

"The calulablk neutrino and antineutrino energy spectra of the -beam will facilitate cross-section m ea—
surem ents, com pared to a traditional neutrino beam .
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Figure 5: Cosine of the reconstructed neutrino—-kpton scattering angke for three setups: =
120 (wp), = 150 middk) and = 350 (cottom ).



where 5 = 005and 4 = 0:01l. Them inin ization in the param etersA and x for xed values
of 13 and can bedone analytically to leading order in the deviationsA 1l and x 1, that
is solving the linearized system :

e ? e ?

- =0 — =0 32)
@A @x

In what follow s, sensitivity to the param eters ( 13; ) willbe quanti ed using 99% con —

dence regions for two degrees of freedom ; that is, the curves satisfying:

*(13; iBuiniXnim) = 921: 33)

4. Optin ization ofthe CERN -SP S -beam

T he follow Ing sensitivity plots are used to optim ize the physics perform ance of di erent -
beam s:

Sensitivity to CP violation: region on the plane (;3; ) where the phase can be
distinguished from both = 0 and = 180 for any best t value of 13, at 99%
con dence level or better.

Sensitivity to 13: region on the plane ( 13; ) where the angle 13 can be distinguished
from 3= 0 forany best tvalieof ,at 99% con dence kevel or better.

Unless otherw ise speci ed, the follow ing solar- and atm osphericneutrino oscillation pa—
ram eters are assum ed:

m2,=82 10°ev? ;=232 m ;=22 10%ev? ,3= 45 41)

41. Optimal forthe CERN Frejus baseline

O ne frequently considered standard setup adopts the CERN {Frejis baseline L = 130 km
and = 60=100 for°®He/'®Ne WM, ). This setup appears to be far from optim al even if
the baseline is kept xed. Asnoted n [l], a higher- beam increases the event rate and
allow s the energy dependence of the signalto be analyzed. Taking the dentical for®He and
8N e, FigureM show sthe -dependence ofthe 99 CL  and 13 sensitivity, as de ned above.
T he stars indicate the values of the previously considered setup in [, ], corresoonding
to = 60=100. C larly the CP-wviolation sensiivity is signi cantly better for larger . For

100 the sensitivity to CP violation and 13 changes rather slow ly. T his is not surprising,
since increasing at xed baseline does not reduce the ux signi cantly at low energies (see
Figurel), just as or a N eutrino Factory. In the absence of backgrounds, there is no penaly
associated w ith higher , although in practice, the non-negligbl badkgrounds result in a
an alldecrease in 13 sensitivity at higher , for som e values of

10
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Figure 8: Number of CC appearance candidates (from '®Ne) for unit oscillation probability,
as a function of , hoding =L xed.

A though there is no unique optinal wihin the wide range = 100 150 when the
baseline is xed to L = 130 km , consider for illustration an interm ediate = 120 to de ne
Setup I; a di erent choice of > 100 willnot m ake a signi cant di erence.

T here appears to be no advantage to the asymm etric choice 1sy.= 6y = 167. The
asym m etric option is always com parable In sensitivity to a sym m etric one w ith the an aller

ofthetwo, so a symm etric con guration is adopted for setup I.

42. Optimall form aximum ion acceleration = 150

As argued In [[], physics perform ance should im prove w ith increasing , if the baseline
is correspondingly scaled to rem ain close to the atm ospheric oscillation m axin um , due to
the (@t least) linear ncrease In rate with . Thisgrowth In sensitivity eventually saturates
for a water detector, which becom es Ine cient in reconstructing neutrino energies in the
inelastic regin e. F igurel, w here the num ber of CC appearance candidates selected (for unit
oscillation probabiliy) isplotted asa function of (for =L xed), con m sthisexpectation.
Saturation occurs for ’ 400, above the m axin um acceleration possbl at the CERN-SP S,
since the ux is still lJarge in the quasielastic region (see Figure ).

Fixing tothe CERN-SPS we next study the optin albaseline and how the sym m etric
setup com pares w ith the asym m etric one.

Figurel show s the j jand ;3 sensitivities as a fiinction of the baseline for = 150=150

12
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Figure 9: Left: m inim um value of j jdistinguishablk from 0 and 180 at99% CL (for 13= 8 )
vs. baseline for = 150=150 (r=d) and = 150=250 (green). Right: m inimum valie of 13
distinguishablke from 0 at 99% CL (br = 90 and 90 as shown).

and the asymm etric case = 150=250. The best CP sensitiviy is achieved around L '
300 (350) km for sym m etric (@sym m etric) beam s 8 Thebaselne dependence of 13 sensitivity
leads to sim ilar conclusions, although the in portance of choosing the optin um baseline is
m ore pronounced. A signi cant loss of 13 sensitivity resuls if the baseline is too short, as
in Setup I.

Setup ITwillhencebede ned as = 150=150 forL = 300 km . Sin ilar resuls are expected
for the asym m etric option = 150=250 w ith slightly longer baseline.

5. Com parison of the three setups

From the results of the previous section, the default sstups be com pared are:
Setup I: sye = 18ye= 120 atL = 130 km
Setup II: 6y = 18ye= 150 at L = 300 km
Setup ITI: sy = 18ye = 350 atL = 730 km

For the highest option, we have also checked that the sym m etric and asym m etric options
give com parable resuls.

® The optin albaseline w ill obviously shift if m §3 is varied from the present best tvalie: 50 km fora
change of one
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Figure 10: Left: CP-viohtion exclision pbt at 99% CL Pr the three reference Setups I
(dashed), IT (dotted) and IIT (dashed-dotted) com pared with the standard (solid) one of [,

]. Right: exclusion pot or 13 at 99% CL with the sam e setups. T he solar and atm ospheric
param eters are  xed to their present best t values and the discrete am biguities are assum ed
to ke resolved.

5.1. Intrinsic sensitivity to 13 and

Figure llll com pares the CP -violation and 13 exclusion plots for the three setups assum ing,
for the m om ent, that the discrete am biguities in sign ( m 53) and sign (cos »3) can be ignored
because correct assignm ents have been m ade. A Iso Included for reference is the previously
considered setup from [1]. A lthough the highest option of [[1] rem ains best, the perfor-
m ance of Setup IT is com parabl. Even the sensitivity of the m uch-m proved CERN {Frejis
scenario In Setup I is considerable. A lthough only the range ( 90 ;90 ) is shown, to m ake
it easier to read the y-scale, the region around 180 has a sin ilar pattem.

A sexplained in 1], di erencesbetw een the setups arise due to sam ple size W hich increases
at least lnearly wih ) and m ore robust energy reconstruction at higher energies (as Femm i
m otion becom es less in portant).

Figurelll show s typical ts for the three setups at several true values of 13 and . W hike
both Setups IT and ITI m anage to resolve the intrinsic degeneracy essentially everyw here in
the sensitivity range, this isnot the case for Setup I; there (when the fake solution gets closer
to and m erges w ith the true one) the errors In 13 and are som etin es strongly enhanced by
the Intrinsic degeneracy. Thise ect is not necessarily noticeable in the exclusion plot for CP
violation.
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Figure 11: D eterm ination of ( 13; ) at 99% CL for Setups IIT (thicker line), IT (interm ediate)
and I (thinner line) and six di erent true values of the param eters indicated by the stars,
assum ing the correct sign ( m 53) and sign (oS 23) -

52. E ect ofthe eight-fold degeneracies

By thetimeany -beam begins, it isprobable that a num ber of uncertainties in the oscillation
param etersbesides ;3 and willrem ain, in particular the discrete am biguity in sign ( m 23)
or the octant of ;3. Both questions are theoretically in portant and the possbility of an—
swering them wih a -beam is attractive. These am biguities are problam atic, if they can’t
be resolved, because they can bias the determm ination of the param eters ( 13; ), that is, the
solutions surviving w ith the w rong assignm ent of the sign and/or the octant lie at di erent
values of 13 and than the true ones.

G enerically, an eight-fold degeneracy of solutions appears when only the golden channel is
m easured and no energy dependence is availabl. T here are two solutions in the absence of
the discrete am biguities, the true and the intrinsic one [1]. Each gets an false In age for the
w rong assignm ent of the sign ], for the octant [, ] and for both.

Asexplained n ], the Intrinsic solution and its three in ages are strongly dependent on
the neutrino energy and therefore can be excluded, in principle, when the energy dependence
of the oscillation signal is signi cant. On the other hand in ages of the true solution are
energy Independent and in possible to resolve unless there are additionalm easuram ents (9.
disappearance m easurem ents or the silver channel), or when there are signi cant m atter
e ects.
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Figure M shows ts ncliding the discrete am biguities on the plane ( 13; ) for the three
setups and di erent choices of the true 13 and . In Setup I we generically nd the full
eight-fold degeneracy, while In Setups IT and IIT the Intrinsic solition and is in ages are
typically excluded, thanks to the stronger energy dependence.

Som e general observations conceming these resuls include:

P resence of the Intrinsic degenerate solution or its in ages as In Setup I is problem atic,
because i Inplies a signi cant increase in the m easuram ent errors of 13 and (@s
shown in Figurc ) for som e values of ).

W hen only the in ages of the true solution survive, as in Setups I and I, they Interfere
w ith the m easurem ent of 13 and by m apping the true solution to another region of
param eter space. In vacuum [, 1z

W rongsign: 13! 137 !
W rong-octant: 13! tan 3 13+ O (m %2); sin ! oot 53sin

Since these di erent regions occur for di erent choices of the discrete am biguities they
cannot overlap and one endsw ith a set of distinct m easuram entsof 13; with di erent
central valies but sin ilar errors (see the m ddk and right plots of F igurc [l .

In vacuum , CP violating solutions are m apped into CP violting solutions, therefore
the e ects of degeneracies on the exclusion plot for CP violation are often am all, even
when degeneracies are a problm . In m atter, on the other hand, chifts in the fake
solutions are enhanced by m atter e ects and for som e centralvalues of ( 13; ) the fake
solutionsm ay m ove closer to the CP conserving lines than the true solution, resulting in
an apparent loss of sensitivity to CP violation. Thise ect isvisble in Figure [l where
the fBkesign solution, which in vacuum should be located at 140 or = 40,
gets shifted towards the CP conserving lne 180 for longer baselines where m atter
e ects are larger.

Figureslll and ll show the range of ( 13; ), where the sign(m 33) and sign (cos »3) can
be m easured resgpectively. Asymmetric options are also ncluded, since there are som e
di erences. A s expected, sensitivity to the discrete ambiguities is better for large 13 and
larger . In Setup Ithere is essentially no sensitivity anyw here on the plne.

Sensitivity to the discrete am biguities and their bias In the determ ination of the param e-
ters 13 and oould be signi cantly in proved if data for any of the setups is com bined w ith

! disappearance m easuram ents, for instance In a superbeam experim ent. This com —
bination was recently studied in ] for the standard -beam with signi cant in provem ent
In sensitivity to the m ass hierarchy, even w ithout m atter e ects. A sim ilar study for the
setups considered here w ill be very interesting. O ne of the m ost in portant lim itations of
the -beam , com pared to the superbeam or the N eutrino Factory, is its inability to m easure
the atm ospheric param eters ( 23; m 53) w ith precision. At the very least, inform ation from
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T 2K phaseT should be inclided, since otherw ise the uncertainty on these param eters w ill
seriously com prom ise sensitivity to 13 and . Synergies In resolving degeneracies, between
the -beam and T 2K, should also be exploited.

A nother Interesting observation isthat atm ospheric neutrinos can bem easured in the sam e
m egaton detector considered here. A recent study []] com bining atm ospheric data w ith T 2K
phase-IThas found a Jarge In provem ent in sensitivity ofthe Jatter to both discrete am biguities
when 13 isnottoosnall & 4 ). Thisis surely an analysis that should be done and willbe
reported elsew here.

6. Conclusions

T his paper has explored the physics potential of a CERN-SPS -beam , where ions can be
accelerated to sy 150 and 18y, 250. The design ofa -beam reaching thism axin um
is technically equivalent to the Iower- option previously considered, for which a feasbility
study already exists []]. A mapr In provem ent In sensitivity to 13 and  is achieved by
Increasing . Even when the baseline is xed to that of CERN {Frejis, sensitivity in proves
considerably if > 100 and changes slow Iy asthe increases furtherto the lim it ofthe SPS.

An even m ore dram atic in provem ent is possibl if the baseline is increased proportionally,
so the rst atm ospheric oscillation m axinum corresponds to the average neutrino energy,
which occursat . 300 km . For large values of 13 this option is com parable in CP violation
sensitivity to the optim alone in [[1] at even higher O (400), which would require a m ore
pow erfiil accelerator, such as the Tevatron or a refurbished SP S. In contrast, for am all values
of 13 the Jatter option is still signi cantly better.

Them ain di erences can be traced to Increased event rate and the m ore signi cant energy
dependence, which allow s higher- options to resolve the Intrinsic degeneracy.

For discrete am biguiies, higher- also provides a w indow on the neutrino m ass hierarchy
and the octant of 53, if non-m axin al, relying on signi cant m atter e ects; the highest-
setup w ith 730 km baseline is therefore the only one w ith a signi cant sensitivity.

In sum m ary, ifthe existing CERN -SP S isthe ion accelerator and the CERN {Frejisbaseline
is xed, should still be increased to a value greater than 100, higher than considered
in [, 00]. Ifan altemative site hosts a large underground laboratory near CERN, it w illbe
pro table to exploit longer baselinesL, = 300 km . In any case, R& D e ort to design -beam s
beyond the Iim it of the CERN-SP S appears Justi ed, given the signi cant im provem ents in
physics sensitivity they would allow .
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