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A bstract

A �-beam with m axim um  = 150 (for6He ions)or = 250 (for18Ne)could be achieved

at the CERN-SPS.W e study the sensitivity to �13 and � ofsuch a beam as function of,

optim izing with thebaselineconstrained to CERN-Frejus(130 km ),and also with sim ultane-

ousvariation ofthebaseline.Theseresultsarecom pared to thestandard scenario previously

considered,with lower  = 60=100,and also with a higher  � 350 option that requires a

m orepowerfulaccelerator.Although higher isbetter,lossofsensitivity to �13 and � ism ost

pronounced for below 100.
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1. Introduction

Resultsfrom atm ospheric[1],solar[2],reactor[3]and long-baseline[4]neutrino experim ents

in recentyearscan beeconom ically accom m odated in theStandard M odel(SM )with neutrino

m asses and a three-neutrino m ixing m atrix [5]. In this case,the lepton sector ofthe SM

closely resem blesthatofthequarksand therearenew physicalparam etersm easurableatlow

energies:thethreeneutrinom asses,m i(i= 1;2;3),threem ixingangles,�ij,(i6= j= 1;2;3),

and a CP-violating phase,�.In contrastwith the quark sector,two additionalphasescould

be present ifneutrinos are M ajorana. O fthese new param eters,present experim ents have

determ ined just two neutrino m ass-square di�erences and two m ixing angles: (j�m 2

23
j’

2:2 � 10�3 eV 2,�23 ’ 45�) which m ostly drive the atm ospheric oscillation and (�m 2

12
’

8 � 10�5 eV 2,�12 ’ 32�) which m ostly drive the solar one. The third angle,�13,as well

as the CP-violating phases (�,and possible M ajorana phases)rem ain undeterm ined. O nly

an upperlim it�13 � 12� isknown. Anotheressentialpiece ofinform ation needed to clarify

thelow-energy structureofthelepton avorsectoroftheSM istheneutrino m asshierarchy

and the absolute neutrino m assscale. The form erisrelated to the sign ofthe largestm ass-

square di�erence (�m 2

23
),which determ inesifthe spectrum ishierarchical(ifthe two m ost

degenerate neutrinosarelighterthan the third one)ordegenerate (ifthey areheavier).

M easurem ent of som e of these param eters m ay be possible in high-precision neutrino-

oscillation experim ents.A num berofexperim entalsetupsto signi�cantly im proveon present

sensitivity to �13,� and the sign of�m 2

23
have been discussed in the literature: neutrino

factories (neutrino beam s from boosted-m uon decays) [6,7,8],superbeam s (very intense

conventionalneutrino beam s) [9,10,11,12]im proved reactor experim ents [13]and m ore

recently �-beam s (neutrinos from boosted-ion decays) [14,15]. These are quite di�erent

in term s ofsystem atics but allface a fundam entalproblem which lim its the reach ofeach

individualexperim entsigni�cantly,nam ely thecorrelationsand degeneraciesbetween param -

eters[16]-[24];�13 and � m ustbem easured sim ultaneously,and otheroscillation param eters

are notknown with perfectprecision.

To resolve these degeneracies it is im portant to m easure as m any independent channels

as possible and to exploit the energy and/or baseline dependence ofthe 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 experim ents; indeed the synergies between som e com binations of the

setupsm entioned above have been shown to beconsiderable.

Theneutrino factory providesultim ate sensitivity to leptonic CP violation,and thusrep-

resents the last step on a long-term road m ap to revealthe lepton-avor sector ofthe SM .

Recently itwasshown thata �-beam running ata higher than previously considered (and

longerbaselines),in com bination with a m assivewaterdetector,can reach sensitivity to lep-

tonic CP-violation and sign(�m 2

23
) that com petes with a neutrino factory’s. The optim al

setup am ong those considered in [25]was a �-beam with  = 350=580 for6He and 18Ne

isotopesrespectively and a baseline L ’ 730 km .Ifconstructed atCERN,thisbeam would
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requirea refurbished SPS oran acceleration schem eutilizing theLHC -im plying substantial

R& D e�ortin eithercase.

This paper considers instead the possibility ofusing the existing CERN-SPS up to its

m axim um power,allowing a beam with  = 150(250)for6He(18Ne)ions(som e prelim inary

results ofthis study were presented in [26]). The design ofthis �-beam is essentially as

described in [27].

The advantages ofincreasing the  factor discussed in [25]also apply in this case. The

oscillation signalsgrow atleastlinearly with the factor,therefore the highest possibleis

preferred in principle,ifthebaselineisadjusted appropriately.Furtherm orewhen theenergy

iswellabove theFerm im om entum ofthetargetnuclei,energy dependenceoftheoscillation

signalsisvery e�ectivein resolving param eterdegeneracies.In practicetherearetwo caveats

to thisrule.First,waterCherenkov detectorsarebestsuited forquasi-elastic(Q E)reactions,

wheretheneutrinoenergy can bekinem atically reconstructed.Thereforesensitivity im proves

with  only untiltheinelasticcrosssection beginsto dom inate;wewillshow thatthisoccurs

for � 400.Thesecond concern isbackground,since NC single-pion production can m im ic

thetheappearancesignal;itisdem onstrated in [25]and con�rm ed herethatthisbackground

ism anageable,even for > 100.

M oreconcretely thepurposeofthispaperistwo-fold.First,optim ization ofa CERN-SPS

�-beam by answering the following questions:

� Assum ing an underground laboratory at Frejus with a m egaton water Cherenkov de-

tector,whatisthe optim al with the existing CERN-SPS?

� Forthem axim um  achievablewith theCERN-SPS,whatistheoptim al�-beam base-

line?

� Isthereany physicsadvantagetovaryingthe ratiofor6Heand 18Ne,i.e.aratiodi�er-

entfrom 18N e=6H e = 1:67 (which allowsboth beam sto circulatesim ultaneously)?[28]

Second,com paring the perform anceofthefollowing set-ups:

� Setup I:L = 130 km (CERN-Frejus)atthe optim al accessible to theCERN-SPS.

� Setup II: = 150 attheoptim albaseline.

� Setup III: = 350 atL = 730 km ,which isa sym m etric version ofthe con�guration

considered in [25].To accelerate theionswould requireeithera refurbished SPS (with

superconductingm agnets)oram orepowerfulaccelerator,such astheTevatron orLHC.

In allcasesan intensity of2:9� 1018 6Heand 1:1� 1018 18Ne decaysperyear[27]and an

integrated lum inosity corresponding to 10 years are assum ed. Although these lum inosities

have been estim ated for sim ultaneous ion circulation (�xing the ratio of’s to 1:67) refer-

ence [29]argues they are achievable even ifthe ions circulate separately at the sam e ,by
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Figure1:��e (solid)and �e (dashed)uxesasa function oftheneutrino energy atL = 300 km

for the m axim um acceleration ofthe 6He ( = 150) and 18Ne ( = 250) atthe CERN-SPS.

injecting m orebunches.W hiletheseintensitiesarerealisticfortheCERN-SPS,thesam ehas

notbeen dem onstrated forotheraccelerators like the Tevatron orLHC.The fardetectoris

a Super-K am iokande-likewaterCherenkov design,with �ducialm ass440 kton.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.Section 2 showsexpected uxesand eventratesforthe

m axim um  achievable at the CERN-SPS.Section 3 describes the perform ance ofa large

water Cherenkov detector for the appearance and disappearance signals and estim ates the

atm ospheric background,an im portantconstraint in design ofthe bunch length. Section 4

dealswith optim izationsneeded to de�nesetupsIand IIand Section 5 com paresthephysics

reach ofthethreeem ergentreferencesetups.Section 6discussesouroutlook and conclusions.

2. N eutrino uxes and rates

Figure1showstheuxesforthem axim um acceleration oftheionsattheCERN-SPS: = 150

for 6He and  = 250 for18Ne at L = 300 km . Table 1 shows the rate ofcharged-current

interactionsexpected perkiloton in one year.
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 L(km ) ��e CC �e CC hE �i(G eV )

150/250 300 22.8 115.6 0.58/0.94

Table 1: Num ber ofcharged-currentevents per kton-year,in the absence ofoscillation,for

the m axim um acceleration of6He and 18Ne atthe CERN-SPS.The average neutrino energy

isalso shown.

3. M easurem ents at a �-beam

Theparam eters�13 and � are beststudied by probing the appearance channelsforneutrino

oscillation in theatm osphericenergy range:golden (�� $ �e)[7,16]and silver(�� $ �e)[24]

channelshave been identi�ed. In the setupsconsidered here,neutrino energies are below �

threshold,therefore only the golden channelisavailable.

Thedisappearancetransition �e ! �e can also bem easured.Thisisan im portantcom ple-

m entto thegolden channelm easurem ent,becausetheintrinsicdegeneracy [17]in thegolden

m easurem entcan be resolved: the disappearance m easurem entdependson �13,butnoton

�. The synergy between the appearance and disappearance channels for a �-beam is thus

analogousto thatbetween superbeam and reactorexperim ents[13].

3.1. D etection ofthe appearance signal

The signalfor the golden transition is a charged-current event (CC) with a m uon in the

�nalstate. Reference [25]studied the perform ance ofa 440 kton �ducialwater Cherenkov

detector sim ilar to Hyper-K am iokande or the proposed by the UNO experim ent [30]. This

analysiscan beextended to di�erent’s,using thesam eneutrino physicsgenerator,detector

sim ulation and reconstruction algorithm s as described in [25],with realistic e-� separation

by pattern recognition,and therequirem entofa delayed coincidence from m uon decay.

Figure 2 shows the reconstructed energy spectra ofsignaland background at m axim um

CERN-SPS ,for two di�erent values of�13. Backgrounds are sm aller for 6He than 18Ne,

and both neutrino and anti-neutrino backgrounds tend to cluster at low energies. M ost of

the background reconstructsbelow 500 M eV.

The neutrino energy resolution dependsstrongly on the proportion ofquasi-elastic (Q E)

and non quasi-elastic (non-Q E)interactions in the signal. Neutrino energy isreconstructed

assum ing two-body,quasi-elastic kinem atics,so contam ination from non-Q E events intro-

ducesa biasbetween thetrueand reconstructed energies.Figure3 showsthefraction ofQ E

and non-Q E eventspassing the selection criteria.Asexpected the non-Q E contam ination is

sm allerforanti-neutrinossince theaverage beam energy isalso sm allerforthechosen ’s.

To properly include both detectorresolution 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 irreducible Ferm i
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m otion and m uon threshold,the�rstenergybin extendsfrom 0-500M eV and binsof250M eV
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Table 2:M igration m atrices for appearance signal(�
app

ij ) and backgrounds (b
app

ij )atdi�erent

values of. Each row and colum n ofthe m atrices corresponds to a neutrino energy bin,as

described in the text.

width areused above it.Forthehigh- Setup III,the�rstbin isdiscarded.

Table 2 showsthese m igration m atrices for = 120 and 150 for6He and 18Ne. 6. Three

bins:0-500,500-750 and 750+ M eV are used. The e�ciencies are quite high (� 30� 50% )

even when the background fraction isheld below 10�3 .

3.2. D etection ofthe disappearance signal

For �e ! �e(��e ! ��e)transitions,the signalisa CC interaction with an electron(positron)

in the�nalstate.In [25]thischannelwasincluded with a conservatively estim ated 50% at

e�ciency and negligible background.Since the energy resolution isalso strongly a�ected by

the non-Q E contam ination forthissam ple,thisanalysisisnow re�ned to include the e�ect

ofm igrations. W hile the background levelfor this large signalcan be safely neglected in

com parison to othersystem aticerrorsto bediscussed later,a m atrix ofe�cienciesshould be

used to accountforthe signalm igrations.Table3 showsthesem atricesfor6He and 18Ne at

various’s.E�cienciesarequitehigh,especially atlowerenergieswherethey reach 80-90% .

3.3. A tm ospheric background

An im portantbackground forany accelerator-based experim entto controlarisesfrom atm o-

sphericneutrinos.A detectorlike Super{K am iokandewillexpectapproxim ately 120 �� + ���

interactionsperkiloton-year(including thedisappearanceof�� into ��).O fthese,32 atm o-

spheric �� + ��� perkiloton-year passallthe selection cuts(one non-showering ring,accom -

6
M atriceswith appropriate binning forotherchoicesof can be obtained from the authorson request.
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Table 3:Fractionalm igration m atrices (�disij )ofthe CC �e disappearance signalfor di�erent

valuesof.

 Selection Em ax cut E m in cut cos�lcut

120 32 19 19 15

150 32 24 24 15

350 32 30 19 5

Table 4: Surviving atm ospheric �� background per kton-year after cuts: on the high-energy

end-pointofthe �-beam neutrino spectrum (Em ax),the low-energy tail(E m in)for setup III,

and the lepton scattering angle (cos�l),asdescribed in the text.

panied by a delayed coincidence from m uon decay). The reconstructed spectrum ofthose

eventsscaled by a factor 1/500 isshown in Figure 4 (solid line)alongside the signalforthe

threeexam plesetupsto beconsidered later,nam ely, = 120 (L = 130 km ,dashed), = 150

(L = 300 km ,dotted)and  = 350 L = 730 km ,dashed-dotted),assum ing �13 = 1�.

Thereare two additionalhandlesto furtherreducetheatm ospheric background.First,at

a given ,we know the end-pointofthe signalspectrum ,and there isno e�ciency penalty

for excluding events above the m axim um beam energy. This cut obviously works best for

lower- scenarios. Table4 showsthe e�ectofthe end-pointcutfordi�erent’s.Forhigher

,itisalso helpfulto seta lower energy cut. Requiring E � 500 M eV,forinstance,isfree

forthe highest = 350 option,since thisbin isnotconsidered in the analysisanyway.

Second,a directionalcut is also possible,since the beam arrives from a speci�c,known

direction buttheatm ospheric background isroughly isotropic.W hile theneutrino direction

cannotbem easured directly,itisincreasingly correlated with theobservablelepton direction

7



athigh energies.Figure 5 illustratesthiscorrelation forthethree referenceset-ups.Thus,a

directionalcutis m ore e�ective as  increases,butis never perfectly e�cient. To com pare

the powerofthiscutforthe di�erentsetups,we de�ne itto achieve a 90% e�ciency in all

cases: cos�l > 0:45 for  = 350,cos�l > � 0:3 for  = 150 and cos�l > � 0:5 for  = 120.

Therem aining atm osphericbackground foreach setup issum m arized in Table4.Thanksto

the directionalcut,background rejection forthe highest isa factor three betterthan the

alternative scenarios.

Even with energy and directionalcuts, 5 to 15 atm ospheric �� background events per

kiloton-year rem ain,com pared to the expected intrinsic beam -induced detectorbackground

(m ostly due to NC single-pion production)ofO (10�2 )events. To reduce atm ospheric con-

tam ination to a negligiblelevel(say ten tim esbelow theintrinsicbackground)would require

a rejection factorO (104),although sincetheatm osphericbackground can bewellm easured

a rejection factor5-10 tim eslessstringentisprobably tolerable.

This rejection factor can be achieved by tim ing of the parent ion bunches. It is esti-

m ated [15]thata rejection factorof2� 104 isfeasible with bunches10 nsin length.Based

on thepresentresults,a lessdem anding schem eforthenum berofbunchesand bunch length

could beworkable.
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Figure 4: Solid line: energy spectrum ofatm ospheric �� + ��� background per kiloton-year,

scaled down by a factor 1/500. Dashed, dotted and dash-dotted lines: energy spectrum of

signaleventsper kiloton-year for  = 120;150 and 350 assum ing �13 = 1�.
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3.4. System atic errors

Although adetailed analysisofallpossiblesystem aticerrorsisbeyond thescopeofthispaper,

wehaveincluded thetwo thatwilllikely dom inate.First,theuncertainty in the�ducialm ass

ofthenearand fardetectors,which weestim ateasa � 5% e�ecton theexpected far-detector

rate.Second,theuncertainty on theratio ofanti-neutrino/neutrino crosssections,which we

assum ea neardetectorcan m easurewith an accuracy of� 1% 7.

To include these errors,two new param etersare added to the �ts: A,the globalnorm al-

ization,and x,the relative norm alization ofanti-neutrino to neutrino rates.M ore precisely,

ifni;��;e isthe num berofm easured m uon and electron eventsin the energy bin iforthe anti-

neutrino (+ )orneutrino (� )beam ,and N i;�
�;e (�13;�)istheexpected num berforsom evalues

oftheunknown param eters(�13;�),then we m inim izethe following �
2 function:

�
2(�13;�;A;x)= 2

X

i;f= e;�

8
<

:
AxN

i;+

f
� n

i;+

f
+ n

i;+

f
log

0

@
n
i;+

f

AxN
i;+

f

1

A

+ AN
i;�
f

� n
i;�
f

+ n
i;�
f

log

0

@
n
i;�
f

AN
i;�
f

1

A

9
=

;
+
(A � 1)2

�2
A

+
(x � 1)2

�2x
: (3.1)

7
The calculable neutrino and anti-neutrino energy spectra ofthe �-beam willfacilitate cross-section m ea-

surem ents,com pared to a traditionalneutrino beam .
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where�A = 0:05 and �x = 0:01.Them inim ization in theparam etersA and x for�xed values

of�13 and � can bedoneanalytically to leading orderin thedeviationsA � 1 and x� 1,that

issolving the linearized system :

@�2

@A
= 0

@�2

@x
= 0 (3.2)

In whatfollows,sensitivity to the param eters (�13;�) willbe quanti�ed using 99% con�-

dence regionsfortwo degreesoffreedom ;thatis,thecurvessatisfying:

�
2(�13;�;Am in;xm in)= 9:21: (3.3)

4. O ptim ization ofthe C ER N -SPS �-beam

The following sensitivity plots are used to optim ize the physicsperform ance ofdi�erent�-

beam s:

� Sensitivity to CP violation: region on the plane (�13;�) where the phase � can be

distinguished from both � = 0� and � = 180� for any best �t value of�13,at 99%

con�dence levelorbetter.

� Sensitivity to �13:region on theplane(�13;�)wheretheangle�13 can bedistinguished

from �13 = 0 forany best�tvalue of�,at99% con�dence levelorbetter.

Unless otherwise speci�ed,the following solar- and atm ospheric-neutrino oscillation pa-

ram etersare assum ed:

�m 2

12
= 8:2� 10�5 eV 2

�12 = 32� �m 2

23
= 2:2� 10�3 eV 2

�23 = 45� (4.1)

4.1. O ptim al for the C ER N -Frejus baseline

O ne frequently considered standard setup adopts the CERN{Frejus baseline L = 130 km

and  = 60=100 for6He/18Ne [15,31]. This setup appears to be far from optim aleven if

the baseline is kept �xed. As noted in [25],a higher- beam increases the event rate and

allowstheenergy dependenceofthesignalto beanalyzed.Taking theidentical for6Heand
18Ne,Figure6 showsthe-dependenceofthe99% CL � and �13 sensitivity,asde�ned above.

The stars indicate the values ofthe previously considered setup in [15,31],corresponding

to  = 60=100. Clearly the CP-violation sensitivity is signi�cantly better forlarger . For

 � 100 thesensitivity to CP violation and �13 changesratherslowly.Thisisnotsurprising,

sinceincreasing  at�xed baselinedoesnotreducetheux signi�cantly atlow energies(see

Figure7),justasfora Neutrino Factory.In theabsenceofbackgrounds,thereisno penalty

associated with higher ,although in practice,the non-negligible backgrounds result in a

sm alldecrease in �13 sensitivity athigher,forsom e valuesof�.
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6H e = 18N e.The stars indicate the valuesfor the  = 60=100 option in [15,31].

Figure 7:Energy spectra of�e (dashed) and ��e(solid) atL = 130 km for  = 100;120;150.

11



Figure 8: Num ber ofCC appearance candidates (from 18Ne) for unitoscillation probability,

asa function of,holding =L �xed.

Although there is no unique optim al within the wide range  = 100 � 150 when the

baseline is�xed to L = 130 km ,considerforillustration an interm ediate  = 120 to de�ne

Setup I;a di�erentchoice of > 100 willnotm ake a signi�cantdi�erence.

There appears to be no advantage to the asym m etric choice 18N e=6H e = 1:67. The

asym m etric option isalways com parable in sensitivity to a sym m etric one with the sm aller

 ofthe two,so a sym m etric  con�guration isadopted forsetup I.

4.2. O ptim alL for m axim um ion acceleration  = 150

As argued in [25], physics perform ance should im prove with increasing , ifthe baseline

is correspondingly scaled to rem ain close to the atm ospheric oscillation m axim um ,due to

the (atleast)linearincrease in rate with . Thisgrowth in sensitivity eventually saturates

for a water detector, which becom es ine�cient in reconstructing neutrino energies in the

inelasticregim e.Figure8,wherethenum berofCC appearancecandidatesselected (forunit

oscillation probability)isplotted asafunction of (for=L �xed),con�rm sthisexpectation.

Saturation occursfor ’ 400,above the m axim um acceleration possibleattheCERN-SPS,

since theux isstilllarge in thequasi-elastic region (see Figure 7).

Fixing  to the CERN-SPS we nextstudy the optim albaseline and how the sym m etric 

setup com pareswith theasym m etric one.

Figure 9 showsthe j�jand �13 sensitivities asa function ofthe baseline for = 150=150
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and the asym m etric case  = 150=250. The best CP sensitivity is achieved around L ’

300(350)km forsym m etric(asym m etric)beam s8.Thebaselinedependenceof�13 sensitivity

leads to sim ilar conclusions,although the im portance ofchoosing the optim um baseline is

m ore pronounced. A signi�cantlossof�13 sensitivity resultsifthe baseline istoo short,as

in Setup I.

Setup IIwillhencebede�ned as = 150=150 forL = 300 km .Sim ilarresultsareexpected

forthe asym m etric option  = 150=250 with slightly longerbaseline.

5. C om parison ofthe three setups

From theresultsofthe previoussection,the defaultsetupsbecom pared are:

� Setup I:6H e = 18N e = 120 atL = 130 km

� Setup II:6H e = 18N e = 150 atL = 300 km

� Setup III:6H e = 18N e = 350 atL = 730 km

Forthe highest option,we have also checked thatthe sym m etric and asym m etric options

give com parable results.

8
The optim albaseline willobviously shiftif�m

2

23 isvaried from the presentbest�tvalue:� 50 km fora

change ofone �.
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Figure 10: Left: CP-violation exclusion plot at 99% CL for the three reference Setups I
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31].Right:exclusion plotfor�13 at99% CL with thesam esetups.Thesolarand atm ospheric

param eters are �xed to their presentbest�tvaluesand the discrete am biguitiesare assum ed

to be resolved.

5.1. Intrinsic sensitivity to �13 and �

Figure 10 com paresthe CP-violation and �13 exclusion plotsforthe three setupsassum ing,

forthem om ent,thatthediscreteam biguitiesin sign(�m 2

23
)and sign(cos�23)can beignored

because correct assignm ents have been m ade. Also included for reference is the previously

considered setup from [31]. Although the highest option of[25]rem ainsbest,the perfor-

m ance ofSetup IIiscom parable. Even the sensitivity ofthe m uch-im proved CERN{Frejus

scenario in Setup Iisconsiderable. Although only the range (� 90�;90�)isshown,to m ake

iteasierto read they-scale,the region around 180� hasa sim ilarpattern.

Asexplained in [25],di�erencesbetween thesetupsariseduetosam plesize(which increases

atleastlinearly with )and m ore robustenergy reconstruction athigherenergies(asFerm i

m otion becom eslessim portant).

Figure 11 showstypical�tsforthethree setupsatseveraltrue valuesof�13 and �.W hile

both SetupsIIand IIIm anage to resolve the intrinsic degeneracy essentially everywhere in

thesensitivity range,thisisnotthecaseforSetup I;there(when thefakesolution getscloser

to and m ergeswith thetrueone)theerrorsin �13 and � aresom etim esstrongly enhanced by

theintrinsicdegeneracy.Thise�ectisnotnecessarily noticeablein theexclusion plotforCP

violation.
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23
)and sign(cos�23).

5.2. E�ect ofthe eight-fold degeneracies

By thetim eany �-beam begins,itisprobablethatanum berofuncertaintiesin theoscillation

param etersbesides�13 and � willrem ain,in particularthediscreteam biguity in sign(�m 2

23
)

or the octant of�23. Both questions are theoretically im portant and the possibility ofan-

swering them with a �-beam isattractive. These am biguitiesare problem atic,ifthey can’t

be resolved,because they can biasthe determ ination ofthe param eters(�13;�),thatis,the

solutionssurviving with the wrong assignm entofthe sign and/orthe octantlie atdi�erent

valuesof�13 and � than the trueones.

G enerically,an eight-fold degeneracy ofsolutionsappearswhen only thegolden channelis

m easured and no energy dependence isavailable. There are two solutionsin the absence of

thediscreteam biguities,thetrueand theintrinsicone[17].Each getsan falseim ageforthe

wrong assignm entofthesign [18],fortheoctant[19,20]and forboth.

Asexplained in [23],the intrinsic solution and itsthree im agesare strongly dependenton

theneutrino energy and thereforecan beexcluded,in principle,when theenergy dependence

ofthe oscillation signalis signi�cant. O n the other hand im ages ofthe true solution are

energy independentand im possibleto resolveunlessthereareadditionalm easurem ents(e.g.

disappearance m easurem ents or the silver channel), or when there are signi�cant m atter

e�ects.
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Figure 12 shows�tsincluding the discrete am biguities on the plane (�13;�)for the three

setups and di�erent choices ofthe true �13 and �. In Setup I we generically �nd the full

eight-fold degeneracy,while in Setups II and III the intrinsic solution and its im ages are

typically excluded,thanksto thestrongerenergy dependence.

Som egeneralobservationsconcerning these resultsinclude:

� Presenceoftheintrinsicdegenerate solution oritsim agesasin Setup Iisproblem atic,

because it im plies a signi�cant increase in the m easurem ent errors of�13 and � (as

shown in Figure 11)forsom evaluesof�).

� W hen only theim agesofthetruesolution survive,asin SetupsIIand III,they interfere

with the m easurem entof�13 and � by m apping the true solution to anotherregion of

param eterspace.In vacuum [18,23]:

W rong-sign:�13 ! �13;� ! � � �

W rong-octant:�13 ! tan�23�13 + O (�m 2

12
); sin� ! cot�23sin�

Sincethese di�erentregionsoccurfordi�erentchoicesofthediscrete am biguitiesthey

cannotoverlap and oneendswith a setofdistinctm easurem entsof�13;� with di�erent

centralvaluesbutsim ilarerrors(see the m iddleand rightplotsofFigure 12).

� In vacuum ,CP violating solutions are m apped into CP violating solutions,therefore

the e�ectsofdegeneracieson the exclusion plotforCP violation are often sm all,even

when degeneracies are a problem . In m atter,on the other hand,� shifts in the fake

solutionsareenhanced by m attere�ectsand forsom ecentralvaluesof(�13;�)thefake

solutionsm ay m oveclosertotheCP conservinglinesthan thetruesolution,resultingin

an apparentlossofsensitivity to CP violation.Thise�ectisvisiblein Figure 12 where

the fake-sign solution,which in vacuum should be located at � � 140� for � = � 40�,

gets shifted towards the CP conserving line� 180� for longer baselines where m atter

e�ectsare larger.

Figures13 and 14 show the range of(�13;�),where the sign(�m
2

23
)and sign(cos�23)can

be m easured respectively. Asym m etric  options are also included,since there are som e

di�erences. As expected,sensitivity to the discrete am biguities is better for large �13 and

larger.In Setup Ithere isessentially no sensitivity anywhereon the plane.

Sensitivity to the discrete am biguitiesand theirbiasin the determ ination ofthe param e-

ters�13 and � could besigni�cantly im proved ifdata forany ofthe setupsiscom bined with

�� ! �� disappearance m easurem ents,forinstance in a superbeam experim ent. Thiscom -

bination wasrecently studied in [35]forthe standard �-beam with signi�cantim provem ent

in sensitivity to the m ass hierarchy,even without m atter e�ects. A sim ilar study for the

setups considered here willbe very interesting. O ne ofthe m ost im portant lim itations of

the�-beam ,com pared to thesuperbeam ortheNeutrino Factory,isitsinability to m easure

the atm ospheric param eters(�23;�m
2

23
)with precision.Atthe very least,inform ation from
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T2K phase-I should be included,since otherwise the uncertainty on these param eters will

seriously com prom ise sensitivity to �13 and �. Synergiesin resolving degeneracies,between

the �-beam and T2K ,should also beexploited.

Anotherinteresting observation isthatatm osphericneutrinoscan bem easured in thesam e

m egaton detectorconsidered here.A recentstudy [36]com biningatm osphericdatawith T2K

phase-IIhasfound alargeim provem entin sensitivity ofthelattertoboth discreteam biguities

when �13 isnottoo sm all(> 4�).Thisissurely an analysisthatshould bedone and willbe

reported elsewhere.

6. C onclusions

This paper has explored the physics potentialofa CERN-SPS �-beam ,where ions can be

accelerated to 6H e � 150 and 18N e � 250.The design ofa �-beam reaching thism axim um

 istechnically equivalentto thelower- option previously considered,forwhich a feasibility

study already exists [27]. A m ajor im provem ent in sensitivity to �13 and � is achieved by

increasing . Even when the baseline is�xed to thatofCERN{Frejus,sensitivity im proves

considerably if > 100 and changesslowly asthe increasesfurtherto thelim itoftheSPS.

An even m oredram aticim provem entispossibleifthebaselineisincreased proportionally,

so the �rst atm ospheric oscillation m axim um corresponds to the average neutrino energy,

which occursatL � 300 km .Forlargevaluesof�13 thisoption iscom parablein CP violation

sensitivity to theoptim alonein [25]ateven higher � O (400),which would requirea m ore

powerfulaccelerator,such astheTevatron ora refurbished SPS.In contrast,forsm allvalues

of�13 the latteroption isstillsigni�cantly better.

Them ain di�erencescan betraced to increased eventrateand them oresigni�cantenergy

dependence,which allowshigher- optionsto resolve the intrinsic degeneracy.

Fordiscrete am biguities,higher- also providesa window on the neutrino m asshierarchy

and the octant of�23,ifnon-m axim al,relying on signi�cant m atter e�ects; the highest-

setup with 730 km baseline istherefore theonly one with a signi�cantsensitivity.

In sum m ary,iftheexistingCERN-SPS istheion acceleratorand theCERN{Frejusbaseline

is �xed,  should still be increased to a value greater than 100, higher than considered

in [15,31].Ifan alternative sitehostsa largeunderground laboratory nearCERN,itwillbe

pro�tableto exploitlongerbaselinesL = 300 km .In any case,R& D e�ortto design �-beam s

beyond the lim itofthe CERN-SPS appearsjusti�ed,given the signi�cantim provem ents in

physicssensitivity they would allow.
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Figure 12: Solutions for (�13;�) for the true values: � = � 40� and �13 = 4� in (a) Setup I,
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Figure 14: Region on the plane (�13;�) in which sign(cos�23) can be m easured at99% CL

for �23 = 40:7� (left) and �23 = 49:3� (right). Setups II(300 km ,solid: sym m etric,dashed:

asym m etric) and III(730 km ,dotted: sym m etric,dash-dot: asym m etric) are shown. There

isno sensitivity for Setup I.
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