STUPP-06-188
TUM -HEP-654/06

N eutrino Beam s From E lectron C apture
at High Gamm a

M ark RoljnecH and Joe Sato@

@i°p hysik{D epartm ent, Technische Universitat M unchen,
Jam es{Franck{Strasse, 85748 G arching, G em any

°D epartm ent of Physics, Saitam a University,
Shin o-okubo, Sakura-ku, Saitam a, 338-8570, Japan

M arch 26, 2022

A bstract

W e investigate the potentialofa avor pure high gam m a electron capture electron
neutrino beam directed towards a large W ater C herenkov detectorw ith 500 kt ducial
m ass. T he energy ofthe neutrinos is reconstructed by the position m easurem ent w ithin
the detector and superb energy resolution capabilities could be achieved. W e estim ate
the requirem ents for such a scenario to be com petitive to a neutrino/antineutrino
running at a neutrino factory with less accurate energy resolution. A lthough the
requirem ents tum out to be extram e, In principle such a scenarico could achieve as
good abilities to resolve correlations and degeneracies In the search for sin® 2 13 and

cp asa standard neutrino factory experin ent.
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1 Introduction

A 11 observations on neutrinos com ing from the sun [L{10], the atm osohere [11{18], and r=
actors [19,20] are well understood In the picture of neutrino oscillations R1] in the three
generation fram ework of lpton m xing. Two of the m ixing angles, sh?2 1, and sin®2 ,;
have been m easured aswellasthe twom ass square di erences j m3; jand m %, have been
determ ined. Furthem ore, the param eters which are m ainly relkevant In the atm ospheric
neutrino oscillations, ie.sh®2 5,35 and j m 31 jhave been con m ed by the terrestrial exper-
ImentsK2K R2{24]and M WO S [5,26].

H ow ever, the rem athing two m ixing param eters, the third m ixing angle sin® 2 ;3 and the CP

viclating phase (p have not been detem ined yet. Currently, there only exists an upper
bound for sh? 2 ;5 R7,28] and there is no nfom ation on the value of cp . A lso, the sign
of the m ass squared di erence m3, is currently unknown, ie. it is unclear if neutrinos
exist In nom al or inverted hierarchy. So, the ain of future oscillation experin ents is to
m easure these tw o param eters, to in prove the precision to the leading solar and atm osoheric
param eters, and determm ine the neutrino m ass hierarchy. In order to com plkte the picture of
neutrino oscillation param eters, several types of new experin ents have been proposed and
are studied extensively. T his Includes reactor experim ents R9{34] that are only sensitive to
sin® 2 13, and experin ents where Inform ation on both, sin® 2 13 and ¢p can be cbtained,
like superbeam experin ents [35{40], neutrino factories @1{49], and beta-beam s H0O{63].

R ecently, another idea hasbeen proposad, which m akes use of a neutrino beam w ith neutri-
nos com ing from electron capture processes [64,65]. T he electron neutrinos that are em itted
from such electron capture processes would have a de nite energy Q In the rest fram e of
the m other nucki. Therefore by accelerating the m other nuclei to a Lorentz factor  the
neutrino energy E  can be com plktely controlled, since the energy of the neutrinos that are
boosted exactly towards the direction of the detector isE = 2 Q. So, the factor and
the baseline length L have to be chosen respectively to the Q value of the electron capture
process, the location of the oscillation m axin um , and the m inim al energy cbservable at the
detector, e.g. above the Cherenkov threshold ofm uons at a W ater C herenkov detector. For
exam ple, ifQ is rehtively Jarge O (1M &V)), can be chosen to be ofthe order O (100). In
this case the neutrino beam can be viewed as exactly m onoenergetic in the detector [63{70].
On the contrary, if Q is relatively snall O (100 keV)) the must be chosen quite high
© (1000)), but the necessary choice of the baseline leads to the e ect that the neutrinos
now have a wider energy range at the detector. W hik the maximalenergy of E = 2 Q
is reached by the neutrinos in the beam axis, the energy of the neutrinos becom es am aller
o the axis and the m inin al cbsaervable energy of the neutrinos depends on the detector
size and the baseline. In this socenario, the neutrino energy can be reconstructed from the
vertex position m easurem ent relatively to thebeam axisw ithin the detector and in principle
a superb energy resolution can be achieved [64,66]. This however requires in addition to
the resolution of the position m easuram ent w ithin the detector, that the beam divergence
of the stored m other nuclki can be accurately controlled. This scenario seem s interesting
since only with one accelkration factor a wide range of neutrino energy can be covered
sim ultaneously w ith a very accurate neutrino energy determm nation.

In thiswork we investigate the potentialofsuch scenariosw ith a  avorpure electron neutrino



beam com ing from beta capture at high  lead towards a W ater C herenkov detector w ith
a ducialmass of 500 kt. W e will refer to these scenarios as m onobeam scenarios in the
follow Ing. W e estin ate the requirem ents for such a socenario to be able to resolve correlations
and degeneracies In the search for the ram aining oscillation param eters sin®2 ;5 and ¢p
w ithin them easuram ent in only one polarty, ie. neutrino running, but w ith superb energy
resolution abilities and to be com petitive to a standard neutrino factory scenario with
neutrino and anti-neutrino running, but less accurate energy reconstruction. U nfortunately,
the ability to also gain nform ation on the sign of m %l at the discussed m onobeam soenarios
is Iim ited due to the m issing antineutrino running, so it will be om itted throughout this
work.

This work is organized as follow s: In Section 2 we sketch the basic principls of the high

gam m a electron capturem oncbeam experin entsand sum m arize allunderlying assum ptions.

Furthem ore, we de ne the reference sstups that are Investigated throughout the rest of
the work. Next, In Section 3 we address the issue of requiram ents to resolve param eter

correlations and degeneracies in the sensitivity to sin® 2 ;5 at the reference soenariosde ned
in Section 2 and then address the sensitivity to ¢p In Section 4. Here, also all param eter

correlations and degeneracies are taken into acoount. W e summ arize and conclide the

maln results in Section 5. Fnally, the details of the operation of a m oncbeam experin ent

Including the energy reconstruction by the position m easurem ent, ie. a derivation of the

neutrino energy E R ) as a function of the radius from the beam axis, and the details of
the event rate calculation is presented in the A ppendix.

2 Experim ent con gurations and sim ulation technigues

In the scope of thiswork we consider a  avor pure neutrino beam that is produced w ithin
the electron capture process of £5°Sn isotopes:

lsn+ e ! W+ o @)
In the rest fram e of the process the produced neutrinos are m onochrom atic w ith an energy
of Q = 267 keVEI at a lifetine of 411 }‘E T he isotopes are assum ed to be accelerated in
a decay ring, where they coincide w ith electrons accelerated at the same  factor and a
boosted neutrino beam is produced tow ards the detector. At the distance of the baseline L
the neutrinos hit the detector at a radialdistance R from the beam axis and their energy

W e only consider electron capture from the K shellhere. A m ore detailed analysis should also include
electron capture from higher shells. H ow ever, the results should not be a ected signi cantly. On one hand a
position m easurem ent ofa neutrino would allow di erent true energy values and a new discrete uncertainty
arises, but on the other hand the ratio is known and the higher the shell, the am aller the contrbution.
Furthem ore, the sets of neutrinos from electron captures from other shells cannot be interpreted as badk—
ground since also their energy is accurately known, besides a discrete uncertainty, and they also oscillate
and hence contrbute to the t.

2This is the main lin thg factor or cbtaining an adequate num ber of electron capture processes per
year, ie. to collect enough statistics. However, in [71{73] the possbility to enhance the electron capture
rate has been discussed.



In the bboratory fram e (rest fram e of the detector) can be expressed as
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T he derivation ofthis form ula can be found in the A ppendix, w hereas the approxin ation is
taken from [64] and can be cbtained In the Iim it of large with 1 2izand R=L) 1.
At the beam center the neutrino energy ism axin alat a value of E = 2 Q and decreases
for Jarger distances from the beam ocenter. Since the neutrino energy is a function of the
distance from thebeam center, a position m easurem ent w ithin the detector allow s a precise
reconstruction of the neutrino energy. W e assume a W ater Cherenkov detector with a

ducialm ass of 500 kt. The Jarge detector m ass allow s to collect enough statistics that
is needed to gain from the superb energy resolution and can have large geom etrical size
In order to have a enough broad energy window, since the m inin al m easurable energy
depends on the m axin al distance from the beam center. W e assum e the geom etry of the
detector to be as shown in Figure[ll. The radius of the detector is set to Rp.x = 100m
o that the depth is still approxim ately 64 m and a reconstruction of the Cherenkov rings
and electron/muon identi cation rem ains possible. The position m easurem ent should be
optin ized forthis kind of experin ental setup and reach at least a resolution of R =30 am,
which has been the estin ated vertex resolution at SuperK for fully-contained singlke ring
events [14]. Furthem ore, the vertex resolition for muon events, ie. the m onobeam signal
events, is slightly better than for electron events and can even reach a resolution of 25 an
in the energy window of interest. It should be m entioned that the very good position
m easuram ent resolution can only be transfered into an excellent energy resolution if the
system atical uncertainty in the beam spread can be reasonably controlled. This m eans
that the divergence of the stored isotopes perpendicular to the beam line m ust satisfy the
condition p,=p, . R=L befre the decay. O therw ise, the superb energy resolution that is
assum ed In this work could not be achieved although the position m easuram ent is accurate.
T his translates for baselines that are discussed in the follow ing into the requirem ent of a
beam divergence py=p, - 1 rad forthem other nuclki in the storage ring and seem s hardly
feasble. However, it should be noted that beam divergences of O (1 rad) are already
discussed, for instance for the proton beam of the LHC for the operation of the TOTEM
experin ent [74].

For having neutrino energies beyond the Cherenkov threshold and allow for electron/m uon
discrin Ination, we only discuss m onobeam setups w ith neutrino energies above 400 M €V .
The signale ciencies and background refection factors follow the analysis from [B4] m ainly
the low gamm a beta beam theremn). Above 400 M €V up to 700 M €V there was found a
signale ciency of approxin ately 0.55 for the appearance m easurem ent ofm uon neutrinos,
which we take tobethe signale ciency ofthe discussed m onobeam scenarios. A though the
signale ciency in [B4] decreases slightly for higher neutrino energies, we assum e the signal
e clency to stay stable up to the highest energies discussed In thiswork € . 14Gé&V),
since them oncbeam sstup does not rely on the quasielastic events only, because the energy
reconstruction can be perform ed by the position m easurem ent w ithin the detector. The
refpction factors for badkground com Ing from neutral current events w ith single pion pro-—
duction at energies above 400 M €V are found to be below 10 3 in (4], whereas we assum e
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Figure 1: Scheme of the detector setting. The ducial volm e is indicated by the dashed lines. The
neutrino beam hits the detector at the edge ofthe ducialvolum e to allow for distance m easurem ents from
thebeam axis. In case 0fRy .x = 100m the depth ofthe ducialvolum e part would be approxin ately 64 m
fora 500 kt ducialdetectorm ass.

this background refction to be at a level of 10 ?. This is a quite optin istic assum ption,
and it is not clear, that this could be achieved. H owever, note that the m ism atch of ordi-
nary energy reconstruction and energy reconstruction by position m easurem ent due to the
carried aw ay m issing energy ofthe neutrino in neutral current reactions could give a further
rejpction ability of such badckground events. W e assum e a system atical uncertainty of2 5%
for the signal events and 5% for the badkground events, as also assum ed for the typical
beta beam scenarios, ie. In [Bl]. The uncertainty of the signal events has probably to be
called optim istic, but shcewewill nd thatthemain e ectwillcom e from correlations and
degeneracies [/15{77], a value 0o£5% would not have m uch in pact to the resuls ofthiswork.

A scan be understood from Eq. [2), the energy w indow ofthe analysis is, due to the technique
of energy reconstruction, 1im ited by the size of the detector to the interval

29

E 2 Q; 3)

so that the energy window is compltely xed after the bassline L and the acceleration
factor of the ions  is chosen. So nding an optim al Setup is m ore com plicated as it is
for exam ple in the case of beta beam s, since choosing a perfect pair of L and  to exactly
measure at the rstoscillation m aximum can su er from an energy w ndow that isto an all
to allow resolving correlations and degeneracies. H ow ever, ad justing the baseline to am aller
baselines In order to have a Iower m Inin al energy also shifts the oscillation m axinum to
Jower energies, whilke going to highervaluesof not only shiftsthem axin alenergy but also
the m nin al energy to higher values. So, the whole energy window m oves away from the
oscillation m axinum although it is broadened. Therefore, in the next sections we discuss



the potential and perform ance of the follow ing di erent reference soenarios of m onobeam
Ssstups:

Setup I:TheW ater Cherenkov detector with a ducialm ass of 500 kt is located at
a baseline of L= 600km , the m other nuclki ;;°Sn are accelerated with = 2500 and 10
years of data taking are assum ed at the number of 10'® electron capture decays per
year.

Setup II:TheW ater Cherenkov detectorwith a ducialm ass of 500 kt is Jocated at
a baseline of L= 250km , the m other nuclki ;;°Sn are accelerated with = 2000 and 10
years of data taking are assum ed at the number of 10*® electron capture decays per
year

Setup III: The W ater Cherenkov detector with a ducialm ass of 500 kt is located
at a baseline of L= 600km , the m other nucki {;°Sn are accelerated with = 900 and
= 2500 consecutively, and 5 years of data taking are assum ed :n each of the two
phases so that as for Setup I and II the total running tin e is 10 years. T he num ber
of 10'® electron capture decays per year is assum ed for both phases.

Setup I is Iocated at the 1rst oscillation m aximum , but the energy window is not very
broad com pared to the width oft the oscillation m axin um peak, therefore we also discuss
the seocond scenario, Setup IT, with a broader energy w indow which on the other hand is
located slightly o  the rst oscillation maximum at higher neutrino energies due to the
an aller baseline. Then again, because of the an aller baseline higher event rates can be
cbtained at Setup II.W ith Setup ITI we discuss the potential in resolving the correlations
and degeneracies with a m oncbeam experim ent by a combination of data from the 1rst
oscillation m aximum and also the second oscillation m aximum . This combination should
be a powerfiil tool to resolve the degeneracies and the in portance of the second oscillation
m axin um hasbeen discussed in [78]. Shoethe rst oscillation m axim um phase at Setup ITT
is com parable to Setup I, the gain from the additionalm easurem ent at the second oscillation
maximum can directly be read o the com parison of Setup I and Setup ITI. The exact
w idth of the corresponding energy w indow s of the sstups and their location respectively
to the oscillation m axin a are shown in Figure[2. Note, that Setup III m akes use of the
combination of di erent which was also the strategy for the \high Q Jow " electron
capture beam experin ent scenarios as discussed in [65,67{70]. H owever, for these scenarios
this strategy was required to obtain soectral nformm ation at the rst oscillation m axinum ,
while Setup ITI provides spectral inform ation at the higher = 2500 and inform ation from
the second oscillation m axinum is Inclided w ith the ssocond arrangem ent of = 900. This
can be seen i Figure[2.

There, the appearance probability P ( o ! ) is plotted for sin®2 ;5 = 001 and three
choices of p (the other oscillation param eters are chosen as n Eq. [4)). The yellow (grey)
bands indicate the energy w indow of the analysis for Setup I and ITT in the lft-hand side
and Setup IT In the right-hand side. It can be seen that the energy w indow for the choice
of L=600km and = 900 isessentially only a very narrow band whilke for the higher values
of Indeed a broader energy w indow can be covered over the whole radius of the detector.
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Figure 2: The appearance probability P ( ¢ ! ) as a function of the neutrino energy E  at a baseline
ofL=250km (left-hand side) and L= 600km (right-hand side). T he oscillation param eter values are the ones
from Eq. [@), sin?2 = 001 and the values Pr the phase cp are chosen as labeled In the plot kgend. The
verticalyellow (grey) bands indicate the energy w indow of the analysis that is given for a detector radius of
Rpax = 100m , the respective baseline L and the chosen  factors, ie. = 900/
at L= 600km (Setup Iand Setup II) and = 2000 for the scenario at L= 250km

= 2500 for the scenarios
(Setup II).

H owever, the energy w ndow of Setup I istoo narrow to coverthe rst oscillation m axin um
for the di erent choices of ¢p . For ¢p = 0 the peak ofthe rst oscillation m axinum lies
Inside the energy w Indow ofthe analysis but for them axin ally CP violating values for (»p
the peak m oves outside the energy w indow . T he energy w indow of Setup II lies above the

rst oscillation m axinum independent of «p but we will show in the next sections that
Setup Iwillsu ermore from correlations and degeneracies than Setup IT since the latter
bene ts from a higher event rate due to the an aller baseline and the larger energy w indow ,
w here the superb energy resolition can evolve.

N ote, that the num ber of electron capture decays per year taken for the reference scenarios
is of the order of the \high Q " electron capture scenarios discussed In [65,67{70] and also
the order of beta decays per year discussed for the beta beam scenarios B0{62]. H owever,
because of the long lifetin e of the +;°Sn ekctron capture of 411 h in the rest fram e the
feasbility to achieve a num ber of 10*® per year seem s out of range if it cannot be enhanced.
T his enhancem ent of the electron capture processes could be achieved by a laser irradiation
asdiscussed in [/1{73]. Furthem ore, as is also the case forhigh gam m a beta beam s [b4,61]
the high gamm a values require a very large acoelerator com plex of the size of the LHC.

For reasons of com parison and to put the perform ance of the m oncbeam sstups into per-
soective we w ill com pare the resuls to a standard neutrino factory sstup with a 50 kt M ID

detector at a baseline of L= 3000km and a parent energy ofthe stored muonsE = 50G&V.
T hisneutrino factory sstup is sim ilarto the standard soenario for a neutrino experin ent B5],

comm only known asNuFact-IT, with 106 P& usefiilm uon decays per year (corresponding



to 53 8 usefiilm uon decays per year and polarity fora sin ultaneous operation w ith both
polarties) . T he details of the neutrino factory experim ent description follow the description
ofthe NuFact—II soenario In [49]. W eassum e a runtin e of ve years in each polarity, so that
the total running tim e is 10 years as for the discussed m oncbeam sstups. Furthem ore we
w illalso consider an optin ized neutrino factory scenario at the end of Section 4, where com —
pared to the standard neutrino factory scenario a second detector sim ilar to the standard
detector at T.= 3000km is installed at the m agic baseline L= 7500km 3

The analysis throughout this work is perform ed w ith the GLoBES software [B0,81] and
the incorporated Poisson 2-analysis. D etails can be found in the GLoBES m anual B2].
Since the m onobeam only m easures -appearance and could additionally only observe —
disappearance, the leading atm ospheric param eters sin®2 ,; and j m %, j cannot be deter-
m Ined aswould be the case at a neutrino factory w ith am easurem ent In the -disappearance
channel. Thus, correlations w ith the leading atm ospheric param eters would sooil the po-
tential of the m onobeam experim ent alone, as also would be the case for a beta beam
for the sam e reasons. Therfore, we adopt the sam e technique as in [61] and add the -
disappearance inform ation from a sinulation of the superbeam experim ent T2K . The cor-
responding appearance nfom ation is exclided, so that infom ation on sh?2 13 and cp IS
solely collected by the m oncbeam experim ent (see [61] or details). T he errors on the solar
param eters are taken to be 5% on each, m3, and ;.

A s Input or so-called true values w ithin the sin ulations, we use, unless stated otherw ise the
follow Ing param eter values, close to the current best t values (see Refs. B3{86]):

m§l= 25 10ev? sin®2 3= 10;
m2 =82 10ev® sin®2 j, = 083: )

N ote, that the octant-degeneracy B7] does not a ect our resuls, shce we choose sirf 2 23
to be m axin al and thus the octant-degenerate solution appears at the sam e point in the
param eter space as the origihal solution in the param eter space. So, if it is stated that
e ects of degeneracies are taken into acoount I the analysis, only the intrinsic sif 2 13—

cp degeneracy B8] and the sign( m %l)—degeneracy [76] are regarded out of the com plete
st of the socalled eight-fold degeneracy [77].

3 Sensitivity to sin® 2 13

The sensitiviy to sh®2 ;5 is calculated under the hypothesis of true sin®2 ;5 = 0. The
sensitivity lim it at a certain con dence kevel is then them axinal tvalue of sh2 ;5 that
still  ts the sin ulated data at the chosen con dence level, ie. i would be the Jower bound
to sin?2 ;5 that the experinent could achive n case of vanishing true sin2 5. I is
well known, that the m ain problam is to resolve the correlations w ith the other oscillation
param eters and the so-called eight-Hld degeneracy. In F igure[3 the sensitivity to sin® 2 15
is shown at the 3 ocon dence kevel as a function of the number of decays per year for

3T he optin ized scenari fiirtherm ore uses an optin ized disappearance channelw ith the M INO S energy
threshold B8]whikthemuon CID wih the mplied CID cutthreshold isonly used forthe golden appearance
channel. See [/9] for details.
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F jgure 3: The sensitivity to sin? 2 13 at the 3 oon dence lkvel for the monobeam scenarios
L=600km / = 2500, L=250km / = 2000, and L=600km / = 900+ = 2500 as a function of the num -
ber of decaying ions per year including statistics, system atics, correlations, and degeneracies. The lowest
curve represents the pure statistical sensitivity lin it to sin® 2 13 and the colored bands indicate the e ect of
sw itching on system atics (plue/dark grey), correlations (green/m iddle grey), and degneracies (yellow /bright
grey) so that the nalsensitiviy lin it is given by the upper curve.

the m onobeam scenarios at L= 600km / = 2500, L=250km / = 2000, and L=600km / =
900+ = 2500. The vertical lines indicate the reference setups at a number of 10'® jon
decays per year. In each plot the lowest curve represents the pure statistical lim it to

and the colored bands show how the sensitivity degrades if also system atics (olue/dark
grey band), correlations (green/m iddle grey band), and degeneracies (yellow /bright grey
band) are taken into account. The nal achievable sensitivity lim it to sif 2 ;5 is given
by the upper curve. O bviousl the statistical and system atical sensitivity lin it to sin® 2 15
at all three scenarios n Figure 3 can reach to very amall values of sin®2 ;5 due to the
very large statistics in the W ater C herenkov detector. H owever, the m oncbeam scenario at
L=600km / = 2500 can resolve the correlations not until an exposure of 10"’ decays per



year. T he point where the degeneracies can be resolved is reached not until approxin ately
10%° decays per year, which of course is beyond any feasbility. So despite the in provem ent
of the statistical lin it with higher exposures the nal sensitivity lin it to sif 2 ;5 stays
relatively stable a approxin ately sin® 2 15 10 ? independent of the num ber of decays per
year. The m onobeam scenario at a baseline of L=250km and = 2000 su ers from the
sam e problam . First, the sensitivity 1im it does only slightly in prove and aln ost stays stable.
Beyond exposures of 10'® decays per year this soenario starts to resolve the degeneracies and
the sensitivity Iin it to sin® 2 ;5 inproves signi cantly. From F igurd3 it becom es clear, that
the technigque of a high gamm a m onobeam w ith its superb energy resolution in a narrow
energy window is not able to resolve the correlations and degeneracies In a m easurem ent
at just one . The soenario at a baseline of L= 600km allows to m easure in the second
oscillation m axinum since for L= 600km this maximum is located above the Cherenkov
threshold and events can be collected. T he Iower plot of F igure[3 show s the sensitivity lin it
to sh? 2 13 forsuch a scenario, where 5 yearsdata takingat = 900 and 5 years data taking
at = 2500 is combined. Now, the correlations and degeneracies can be already resolved
for Iower exposures. W e checked that it is not necessary to split up the two data taking
phases into an equal period of ve years each. The ability to resolve the correlations and
degeneracies still rem ains if only 2 years data taking at = 900 are com bined w ith 8 years
at = 2500 and the nalsensitivity would be even slightly better since then m ore statistics
could be collected at the rst oscillation m axinm um .

For reasons of com parison, the sensitivity to sh?2 ;5 at Setup I, Setup II, and Setup IIT
are again shown In the left-hand side of F igure[4 and confronted w ith the sensitivity lim it
obtainable at the standard neutrino factory scenario. T he neutrino factory also su  ers from
the correlations and degeneracies. But as can be seen in the right-hand side of F igure[4 the
di erence is that the neutrino factory can aln ost resolve the degenerate solution. T here,
the profcted 2 is shown as a finction of the t value of sif 2 ;5 for the degenerate
solution w ith the wrong sign, ie. inverted hierarchy whil the positive m 3, was taken as
Input true value. T he degenerate solution appears for the neutrino factory scenario at a 2
only slightly below the 3 , whik the degenerate solution for Setup I appears at 2=0
and thus ts as good as sif2 ;5 = 0. On the other hand, wih Setup III there does
not appear a seoond localm nimum In the profcted 2 50 the combiation of rst and
seocond oscillation m axinum data gives a strong tool to resolve the degeneracy. H owever,
resolving the degeneracies ram ains the m ain problm if one want to reach to very small
values of sin®2 ;53 and one could also think of a combiation of a m onobeam setups w ith
the antimeutrino running of a standard beta beam scenario. It should be noted that the
perform ance of a neutrino factory could be im proved by additional data from the silver
channel ! B9,90], a s=econd detector at the m agic baseline [77,91,92] or a lower
threshold (see [79]).

4 Sensitivity to CP violation

D ue to the contiuous intrinsic sin? 2 15— ¢ » ~degeneracy a total rates analysis of appearance
data of neutrinos only would give continuous bands as allowed regions In the sh?2 13—
cp plane. If combined with a ssoond band from appearance data of antineutrinos only
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system atics, correlations and degeneracies. T he kft edge of the bars indicates a pure statistical sensitivity
Iim it. T he right edges of the bars indicate the sensitivity lim it after sw itching on system atics (olue/dark
grey), correlations (green/m iddk grey), and correlations (yellow /bright grey), so that the rightm ost edge
gives the nal sensitivity lim it to sin? 2 13. Right-hand side: T he profcted 2 as a finction ofthe t
value of sin® 2 13 tted under the assum ption of inverted hierarchy while the true values are given w ith
sin? 2 15 and nom alhierarchy. The rightm ost intersections of the curves w ith the grey horizontal3 line

give the right edges of the bars in the plot on the left-hand side.

tw o Intersections, the true and the degenerate allowed region rem ain. A dding the soectral
Inform ation obtained with conventional energy resolution, the degenerate solution can be
resolved In m ost cases. T his is the planned procedure at superbeam experin ents, neutrino
factories aswellasbeta beam experin ents to resolve the sin® 2 13— ¢p -degeneracy. H owever,
at a m onobeam experin ent only neutrino appearance is observable and the question arises,
if and under which circum stances the superb energy resolution abilities of a m onobeam
could in principle com pete In resolving the sin®2 13— ¢p -degeneracy. Sihce we fund i
the last section that the ability In resolving the degeneracies does not appear until a large
num ber of decays per year, we will x thisvalue to 16° decays per year in all the ollow ing
considerations and only discuss the xed scenarios Setup I, Setup II, and Setup II. In
F igure[d the allowed regions in the sin?2 13— cp lane at the 3 oon dence kvel are shown
for di erent choices of nput true values. This gure is for illustrative purposes only and
no correlations w ith the other oscillation param eters is considered, ie. they are kept xed
to the values of Eq. [4). The left column is for Setup I (L= 600km / = 2500), the m ddle
oolum n is for the Setup IT L.=250km / = 2000), and the right colum n show s the allowed
regions cbtained for the standard neutrino factory setup for reasons of com parison. The
bands, indicated by the solid grey lines, represent the corresponding allowed regions at
the 3 oon dence kevel if only total rates are considered. A s expected, the total rates
allowed regions for them onocbeam scenarios arebandsthat do not restrict p at allwhereas
for the neutrino factory already also the param eter space of p is restricted due to the
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Figure 6: Sensitivity to any CP viclation at 1 (yellow /bright grey), 2, 3, 4, and 5 (red/dark grey)
after 10 years of data taking as a function of the true values of sin? 2 13 and c¢p . The sensitivities are
shown forthem onobeam scenarios Setup I (upper leffi-hand side plot), Setup I (upper right-hand side plot),
Setup ITT (lower keft-hand side plot) and a standard neutrino factory (low er right-hand side plot) for reasons
of com parison. For a pair of true values w ithin the shaded regions the CP conserving tvalues cp = 0
and cp = can be excluded at the respective con dence level.

Inform ation from neutrino and antineutrino data. If spectral infom ation is lncluded to the
analysis, the neutrino factory allowed regions are not In  uenced signi cantly and only the
an all degenerate solutions can be excluded, but for the m oncbeam scenarios because of the
superb energy resoluition w ide parts of the bands can be excluded and only am aller allowed
regions ram ain that are com parabl in size to the allowed regions from the neutrino factory
scenario. However, In som e cases of choices of true values still degenerate solutions rem ain.
A sm entioned before, we have ignored correlationsw ith the other oscillation param eters and
also the sign ( m %ﬂ—degeneracy here. In all of the further considerations, we w ill focus on
the sensitivity to CP violation if also these correlations and all degeneracies are taken into
acoount.
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T he sensitivity to any CP violation is shown in Figure[d for Setup I (upper left-hand side
plot), Setup ITI (Upper right-hand side plot), Setup II (lower keft-hand side plot), and the
neutrino factory scenario (ower right-hand side plot) at the 1,2, 3, 4,and 5 <con dence
J¥evel from bright grey/yellow (1 ) to red/dark grey (5 ). Sensitiviy to any CP violation
is given for a pair of true values sin®2 13— ¢p if the CP conserving valies cp = 0 and
cp = donot tthe simulated reference data ifall correlations and degeneracies are taken
into account. Tt is known, that the standard neutrino factory su  ers from the sign ( m3;)-
degeneracy In som e areas of the param eter space (sin®2 15 102® and cp =2),
because of the socalled \ —transit", ie. the degenerate solution tted with wrong sign of
m %1 containstheCP conserving value for ¢p = (s2e 49] fordetails) . A scan be seen from
Figure[f, Setup Isu ers strongly from correlations and degeneracies at larger true values of
sin? 2 15 whereas Setup II perform s better. W ithin the interval ¢p 2 [ ;0] Setup II does
not su er from any correlations and degeneracies anym ore and gives better resuls than the
neutrino factory in the sam e Interval. In the interval p 2 0; ]Setup IT and the neutrino
factory perform in a com parabl m anner, only ©or larger true values of sh® 2 153 & 10 2 the
neutrino factory looses sensitivity to CP violation for values of -p nearthe CP conserving
values. Thise ect is due to the uncertainty of the m atter density along the baseline which
strongly a ects the perform ance of a neutrino factory at large valies of sif 2 ;5 because
of the very long baseline. The best sensitivity to any CP violation is found for Setup IIT.
H ere, the com bination ofdata from the st and second oscillation m axinum can resolve the
degeneracies that appear at the baseline of L= 600km for Setup I.A dditionally the sensitiviy
to CP violation ofSetup I reachesto signi cant sm allervaliesofsif 2 15 at them axin ally
CP violating values ¢p = =2. W e checked that, as also was the case for sensitivity to
sin®2 13, a combination of 2 yearsat = 900 and 8 yearsat = 2500 would also already
allow to give thisperform ance. T he resuls from Figurel@are nally summ arized in F igurd].
T he fraction of (p param eter space w here sensitivity to any CP violation isgiven at the 3
con dence Jevel is shown as a function of true sif 2 13 forthe considered scenarios Setup I,
Setup II, Setup IITand a neutrino factory. T he perform ance ofthe standard neutrino factory
is Indicated by the black solid line. H owever, we also show the perfom ance of an optin ized
neutrino factory scenario, where in addition to the standard golden channelm easuram ents
at the bassline L 3000km a seocond 50kt M agnetized detector is installed approxin ately
at the m agic baseline . = 7500km . As can be seen in Figure[], the perform ance of the
neutrino factory setup is signi cantly inproved. Note, that a CP firaction of 1 can never
be achieved, since values near the CP conserving values can never be distinguished due to
nite statistics.

5 Summ ary and conclusions

W e have analyzed the potentialofhigh gam m a neutrino beam s from electron capture decays
of :;°Sn isotopes directed towards a large W ater Cherenkov detector with a  ducialm ass
of 500 kt. The resulting neutrino beam would be complktely avor pure and only consist
of ekctron neutrinos. The achivabl resolution in the energy reconstruction in such a
scenario can be signi cantly m ore precise than from the usualenergy reconstruction in W ater
C herenkov detectors, since it is performm ed by the position m easuram ent w ithin the detector.
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con dence kvel as a function of the true value of sin? 2 13 at the m onobeam scenarios Setup I, Setup II,
Setup ITI. T he solid black line is for a standard neutrino factory while the dashed line is for an optin ized
neutrino factory w ith a second detector at the m agic baseline.

The ain of this work was to estin ate the potential and requirem ents of such scenarios to
resolve the correlations and degeneracies in the sensitivity to sih?2 ;5 and the sensitivity
to any CP violation, only with their power n energy resolution abilities. This has been
com pared to the perfomm ance at a neutrino factory, w here the com bination of neutrino—and
antineutrino running is used to resolve correlations and degeneracies. W e have com pared
three m onobeam setups, two of them wih a di erent energy window at di erent locations
respective to the rst oscillation m axinum . Setup Iat a baseline of L= 600km and = 2500
has been chosen sudch, that the energy window of the analysis is directly located at the
rst oscillation m axin um , but due to this choice the energy window is not broad enough
to cover the whole oscillation m axinum . Setup IT at a baseline of L=250km and = 2000
on the other hand has a broader energy w ndow which is located at higher energies as the
oscillation m axinum . In com parison to Setup I this sstup gains from the broader energy
w indow and the larger statistics due to the an aller bassline. T he bassline of L= 600km also
allow s to take data at the second oscillation m aximum , which is at this baseline already
Jocated at energies above the Cherenkov threshold ofm uons. T herefore Setup ITT com bines
a measuram ent at the st oscillation maxinum ( = 2500 as In Setup I) and the second
oscillation maxinum ( = 900), 5 years data taking each. For the exposure of the sstups it
has been assum ed to have a running tin e of 10 years at a num ber of 10'® decays per year.
This num ber is hard to cbtai because of the relative Iong lifetin e of the 1;°Sn isotopes and
an enhancem ent of the electron capture rate has to be achieved. However, conceming the

14



sensitiity to sh? 2 15 we found that this number is required to evolve capabilities to start
resolving the correlations but still the pure superb energy resolution and the high statistics
alone cannot com pete w ith the sensitivity to sin® 2 ;5 at a standard neutrino factory w ith a
50 kt M ID detector at a baseline of L= 3000km and a parent muon energy of E = 50G &V
because the degeneracies cannot com pltely be resolved. O n the other hand the neutrino
factory also su  ers strongly from degeneracies and additional data from the silver channel,
the m agic baseline or lower energies (m aybe with a hybrid detector) would be required.
Setup ITI on the other hand w ith the combination ofdata from  rst and second oscillation
maxinum perfom s well In resolving the correlations and degeneracies. Tt gives a better
sensttiviy sh®2 15 . 255 10 atthe3 con dence kevel W hen it com es to the sensitivity
to any CP violation the perfomm ance of the m onobeam sstups ism ore In pressive than the
perform ance conceming the sensitivity to sin® 2 ;5. Setup Istillsu erssigni cantly from the
degeneracies while Setup IT reaches sensitivity in a quite large part of the param eter space
and no negative e ects from degeneracies could be cbserved. F nally, Setup ITI showed very
good abilities to establish CP violation In a very large part of the param eter space and all
degeneracies com ing from them easurem ent in Setup I can be resolved due to the data from
the seoond oscillation m aximum although no Informm ation from a antineutrino running is
Included. H owever, one has to note that the requirem ents to achieve such a perfom ance, ie.
the very large acceleration factors of the isotopes, the high number of isotope decays per
year, and the very low beam divergence ofthe stored isotopes of O (1 rad) are extrem e.
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A R elativistic transform ations

A .1 N eutrino energy

In the follow ng considerations, the prin ed quantities are de ned as the quantities in the
laboratory fram e, ie. the rest fram e of the detector and the quantities w thout a prim e
represent those In the rest fram e of the electron capture decays in which the neutrinos are
produc=d.

RestFrame LabFrame

In the rest fram e of the decays the neutrinos are produced at an energy Q and wih an
unifom angular distrbution of m om entum . Since for the considered m other nucki :3°Sn
the endpoint energy isQ = 267 keV (m Q ), the neutrino m ass can be neglected:

Q*=p"+m?* P: 5)

So, for a neutrino that is em ited in the direction * the fourm om entum in the rest fram e
of the decay is given by

Q Q

@ o

1 1

8_ Q sin oosg

A€ Qs sn A ©)
Q oos

Since the problem is —symm etric, we can choose = 0 for the sake of sin plicity and the
fourm om entum of the neutrino In theéestﬁ:amec::Lanbewﬁtten as

Q
BQSjl’l
P=% |

Q oos

(7

O

T he boost is in the z-direction, and after the transfom ation the energy of the neutrino In
the lab fram e becom es

E°=p®= Q0@+ oos ): @)

A 2 Transform ation of angles

Now we want to derive the energy of a neutrino that hits the detector at a baseline L and
at the distance R from the beam center, ie. at an angle
L 1

s s ©)
L2+ R 1+ @L=R)?

ws "= g
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T he expression for the neutrino energy has to be ©und as a fiinction of the angle cos °, or

respectively the radiisR .
From p i is quite straight forward to nd the transform ation of cos

0 Q( + cos ) + cos
s "= p = (10)
(Q( +cos )¥+ Qsin ¢ 1+ ocos
and in the other direction the transform ation is given by
+ ocos©
ws =— 5, ay
1 cos ©
The transom ation of istrivial = Cand thereforewe nd that
d B doos 12)
d % doos©
with
dcos
= 2qa cos 9?2 1 (13)
dcos ©
and the corresponding
doos °
= 20+ cos § (14)
doos

Now, the exact form ula for the neutrino energy in the lab fram e as a function of the =ab
fram e quantities is found to be:

o) 1
E° = = 15
(cos ) 1 p— 15)
and
w # 1
E'R)=2 1 p— (16)
1+ R=L)?

B Calculation of event rates

The Iniial neutrino beam oonsists only of electron neutrinos. In the detector the muon
neutrinos from the appearance channel w ill be detected. The neutrino energy ism axim al
at thebeam center R = 0) with Epax = 2 Q and decreases to the outer regions of the
detector. W e introduce an equidistant binning in R? to have m ore balanced event num bers
In thedi erentbins, than would be the case forequidistant binning In R . In the sin ulations,
weuse k = 100 bins, so that the largest bin appears in thebeam centerw ith approxin ately
10 m radius and the am allest bin is found at the outer edge of the detector w ith a w idth
of approxim ately 50 an , whereas the position m easurem ent resolution is assum ed to be at
least 30 an , which is the vertex resolution estim ated for fully-contained single ring events

17



at SuperK [14] in the energy window of interest. In this work we have not introduced an
additional sn earing between the bins In the outer regions of the detector. H owever, if the
vertex resolution cannot be optin ized this binning tums out to be too narrow at the outer
bins In the detector and an earing would have to be introduced to these bins or the w idth
of the bins in the analysis would have to be custom ized. W e checked, that going to an
equidistant binning in R? with only 50 bins, ie.bin sizes from 14 m to 1 m, or going to an
equidistant binning in R w ith 100 bins hardly changes the m ain results of thiswork.

For the usage within the GLoBES software, the radial binning is translated to binning in
energy, w here the bins are not equidistant anym ore.

IfR2 __ isdivided in k bins the edges of the bins are

m ax

R{=RZ_, d 1) R 17)
w ith
2 ernax
R?= D%, (18)
k

HerealwvaysR? > R% | holds, so that the corresponding energy bins are in the right ordering
for GLoBES :

E°R]) < E'RE ,): (19)
Furthem ore, w ithin GLoBES forthe calculations them ean value ofeach energy bin istaken:

E'RY) + E°RE, )

i= : 20
5 (20)
T hen, the appearance event num ber In one energy-bin is given by
’ . 1 dn 0 0 .
N ; ;i P @LGE) 12g 0 E;) €)  Npucis (21)

where ; is the signale ciency In the corresponding bin, P L ;E;) is the appearance
oscillation probability, 2% € J) is the angular neutrino  ux, () is the charged current
cross section per nuclkon, and N p,¢; is the num ber of nuckons w ithin the geom etrical size
of the ith bin:

M get 1 M get 1 M get

= R? R, = — : 22)

2 1
m nuc Rm ax m nuc k m nuc

N nucii — i

Here ; isthe fraction ofallnum ber ofnucleons that have to be considered In the ith energy
bin.

Sihce the neutrino ux In the rest fram e of the decays is uniform ly distributed, it can be
w ritten as

dn N
- decays ; (23)
d 4
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where N geoays s jast the number of decays, ie. the number of produced neutrinos. The
neutrino ux can now be found with Egs.[13) and [19):

2 0y2
— - - 1 cos! = —i 24
d% d 4ad6¢ 4 ( i) 4 0 @)
A Iso, it is straight forward to show by usihg Egs. [12), [@13), [159), and [23) that
dnd d° N
dn = —— — dE0= "= R0, 25)
d d °%de?® 2 0
j..e.%J is constant.

R eferences

[L] B.T.CXkveland et al,, A strophys. J. 496, 505 (1998).

R] J. N. Abdurashitov et al. (SAGE), J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 95, 181 (2002),
astro-ph/0204245|.

B]W .Hampeletal. GALLEX),Phys.Lett.B 447, 127 (1999).
B1M .Almann etal GNO),Phys.Lett.B 490, 16 (2000), hep—ex/0006034 .

B] S. Fukuda et al. (SuperXam ickande), Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 5656 (2001),
hep—ex/0103033.

6] S. Fukuda et al. (SuperKam ickande), Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 5651 (2001),
hep—ex/0103032.

[7] S.Fukuda etal. (SuperX am iokande), Phys.Lett.B 539,179 (2002), hep—ex/0205075.

Bl Q.R.Ahmadetal (SNO),Phys.Rev. Lett.89, 011302 (2002), nucl-ex/0204009.

P]1Q.R.Ahmad etal (SNO),Phys.Rev.Lett. 89, 011301 (2002), nucl-ex/0204008|.
[10] S.N.Ahmed etal. (SNO),Phys.Rev. Lett. 92, 181301 (2004), nucl-ex/0309004.

1] Y. Fukuda et al. (SuperXam iokande), Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 1562 (1998),
hep-ex/9807003.

2] Y. Fukuda et al. (SuperXam iokande), Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 2644 (1999),
hep-ex/9812014.

[13] S. Fukuda et al. (SuperX am iokande Collab.), Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 3999 (2000),
hep-ex/0009001 .

[14] Y .A shieetal. (SuperK am iockande), Phys.Rev.D 71, 112005 (2005),/hep—ex/0501064 .

[15] M .Ambrosioetal. M ACRO Collab.),Phys.Lett.B 434,451 (1998),/hep—ex/9807005.

19


astro-ph/0204245
hep-ex/0006034
hep-ex/0103033
hep-ex/0103032
hep-ex/0205075
nucl-ex/0204009
nucl-ex/0204008
nucl-ex/0309004
hep-ex/9807003
hep-ex/9812014
hep-ex/0009001
hep-ex/0501064
hep-ex/9807005

[Le] F
L71 M
18] M
L9] K
O] T
21] Z.
221 M
23]1Y
241 M
R51N.
26] D
R71M
281 M

291 H.

.Ronga, Nucl Phys. P roc. Suppl 100, 113 (2001).

.C.Sanchez et al. (Soudan 2), Phys.Rev.D 68, 113004 (2003), hep—ex/0307069.
.Ambrosio etal. MACRO ), Eur.Phys.J.C 36, 323 (2004).

.Eqguchietal. Kam LAND ), Phys.Rev.Lett. 90, 021802 (2003), hep—ex/0212021.

.Arakietal. Kam LAND ), Phys.Rev. Lett. 94, 081801 (2005), hep—ex/0406035.

M aki, M .Nakagawa, and S. Sakata, P rog. Theor. Phys. 28, 870 (1962).

.H.Ahn etal. K2K),Phys.Rev. Lett. 90, 041801 (2003), hep—ex/0212007.
.Oyama (2005), hep—ex/0512041.

.H.Ahnetal K2K),Phys.Rev.D 74, 072003 (2006), hep—ex/0606032.

Taggetal M INOS) (2006), hep—ex/0605058.

.G .M ichaeletal M INOS), Phys.Rev.Lett. 97, 191801 (2006), hep—ex/0607088.
.Apollonio etal. CHOOZ),Phys.Lett.B 466, 415 (1999), hep—ex/9907037.

.Apollonio etal. CHOOZ),Eur.Phys.J.C 27, 331 (2003), hep—ex/0301017|.

M inakata, H . Sugiyam a, O . Yasuda, K . Inoue, and F . Suekane, Phys. Rev.D 68,

033017 (2003), hep-ph/0211111.

BOl P.

Huber, M . Lindner, T . Schwetz, and W . W Inter, Nucl Phys. B 665, 487 (2003),

hep-ph/0303232.

Bll K.
B2] F.
B3] F.

B4] P.

Anderson et al. (2004), hep—ex/0402041.
A rdellier et al. (2004), hep—ex/0405032.
A rdellier et al. © ouble Chooz) (2006), hep—ex/0606025|.

Huber, J.Kopp, M . Lindner, M . Rolinec, and W . W inter, JHEP 05, 072 (2006),

hep-ph/0601266.

B5]1 H.

M inakata and H .Nunokawa, Phys. Lett.B 495, 369 (2000), hep—ph/0004114.

B6] J. Sato, Nucl Instrum .M eth.A 472, 434 (2001), hep-ph/0008056].

B7]1 B.
B8l E.

BolY.

R ichter (2000), hep—ph/0008222,.
Ablksetal. M INOS) FERM ILAB-PROPOSAL-P-875.

Ttow et al, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 111, 146 (2001), hep—ex/0106019|.

40] I.Ambatsetal. NOVA) FERM ILAB-PROPO SAL-0929.

20


hep-ex/0307069
hep-ex/0212021
hep-ex/0406035
hep-ex/0212007
hep-ex/0512041
hep-ex/0606032
hep-ex/0605058
hep-ex/0607088
hep-ex/9907037
hep-ex/0301017
hep-ph/0211111
hep-ph/0303232
hep-ex/0402041
hep-ex/0405032
hep-ex/0606025
hep-ph/0601266
hep-ph/0004114
hep-ph/0008056
hep-ph/0008222
hep-ex/0106019

A1] S.Geer, Phys.Rev.D 57, 6989 (1998), hep—ph/9712290.

42] A.De Rujnila, M. B. Gavela, and P. Hemandez, Nucl Phys. B547, 21 (1999),
hep—-ph/9811390.

43] K.Di%k, M . Fraund, M . Lindner, and A . Rom anino, Nucl. Phys. B 562, 29 (1999),
hep—-ph/9903308.

44]1V. D. Bamer, S. Geer, and K. W hisnant, Phys. Rev. D 61, 053004 (2000),
hep—-ph/9906487.

45] A .Cervera et al, NucL Phys.B 579, 17 (2000), hep—ph/0002108|.

46] C .A bright et al,, Nucl Phys.B 547, 21 (2000), hep—ex/0008064 .

47] A .Blondeletal, Nucl Instrum .M eth.A 451, 102 (2000).

48] M .Apollonio et al. 2002), hep—ph/0210192.

49] P.Huber, M .Lindner, and W .W inter, NuclL Phys.B 645, 3 (2002), hep—ph/0204352.
(0] P. Zucchelli, Phys. Lett.B 532, 166 (2002).

Bl] M .M ezzetto, J.Phys.G 29, 1771 (2003), hep-ex/0302007|.

B2] J. Bouchez, M . Lindroos, and M . M ezzetto, AP Conf. Proc. 721, 37 (2004),
hep—ex/0310059.

B3] M .M ezzetto, Nucl Phys. P roc. Suppl. 143, 309 (2005), hep—ex/0410083.

b4] J. BuruetLastell, D . Casper, J. J. G om ez adenas, P. Hemandez, and F . Sanchez,
Nucl Phys.B 695, 217 (2004), hep—ph/0312068..

bB5] J. BurguetCastell, D . Casper, E. Couce, J. J. Gom ez adenas, and P. Hemandez,
Nucl Phys.B 725, 306 (2005), hep—ph/0503021 .

B6] F .Teranova, A .M arotta, P .M igliozzi, and M . Spinetti, Eur.Phys.J.C 38, 69 (2004),
hep—-ph/0405081.

57] A .Doninj, E .FemandezM artinez, P .M igliozzi, S.R igolin, and L . Scotto Lavina, Nucl
Phys.B 710, 402 (2005), hep—ph/0406132|.

B8] A . Donini, E. FemandezM artinez, and S. Rigolin, Phys. Lett. B 621, 276 (2005),
hep—-ph/0411402.

B9] A .Donniand E .FemandezM artinez, Phys.Lett.B 641, 432 (2006),/hep—ph/0603261 .
60] A .Doniniet al. (2006), hep—ph/0604229.

[61] P.Huber, M . Lindner, M . Rolinec, and W .W inter, Phys. Rev.D 73, 053002 (2006),
hep—-ph/0506237.

21


hep-ph/9712290
hep-ph/9811390
hep-ph/9903308
hep-ph/9906487
hep-ph/0002108
hep-ex/0008064
hep-ph/0210192
hep-ph/0204352
hep-ex/0302007
hep-ex/0310059
hep-ex/0410083
hep-ph/0312068
hep-ph/0503021
hep-ph/0405081
hep-ph/0406132
hep-ph/0411402
hep-ph/0603261
hep-ph/0604229
hep-ph/0506237

62] J.E.Campagne, M .M altoni, M .M ezzetto, and T . Schwetz (2006), hep—ph/0603172,.
63] C.Vole, J.Phys.G 34, R1 (2007), hep—ph/0605033.
[64] J.Sato, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 131804 (2005), hep—ph/0503144.

[65] J.Bemabeu, J.BurguetL astell, C . E spinoza, and M . Lindroos, JHEP 12, 014 (2005),
hep-ph/0505054.

66] J.Sato, Nucl Phys. P roc. Suppl 155, 180 (2006).

67] M . Lindroos, J. Bemabeu, J. Burguet-< astel], and C . E soinoza, PoS H EP 2005, 365
(2006) .

(8] J. Bemabeu, J. Bumuet<Castell, C. Esplhoza, and M. Lindroos (2005),
hep—-ph/0512299.

69] J. Bemabeu, J. Burguetastell, and C. Espinoza, Pos HEP 2005, 182 (2006),
hep—-ph/0512297.

[70] J. Bemabeu, J. Burguetastell, C . Egpinoza, and M . Lindroos, Nucl. Phys. P roc.
Suppl. 155, 222 (2006), hep—ph/0510278.

[/71]M . Ikeda, I. Nakano, M . Sakuda, R. Tanaka, and M . Yoshinura (2005),
hep-ph/0506062.

[721 M .Yoshinura (2005), hep—ph/0507248.

[/3] T .Nomura, J. Sato, and T . Shin omura (2006), hep—ph/0605031.

[741M .Deile (TOTEM ) (2004), hep—ex/0410084.

[’51M .Koike, T.Ota, and J. Sato, Phys.Rev.D 65, 053015 (2002), hep—ph/0011387.
[76] H .M inakata and H .Nunokawa, JHEP 10, 001 (2001), hep—-ph/0108085|.

[771 V. Barger, D. M arfatia, and K. W hismant, Phys. Rev. D 65, 073023 (002),
hep-ph/0112119.

[78] J.Arafune, M .K oke, and J. Sato, Phys.Rev.D 56, 3093 (1997), hep—ph/9703351|.

[79] P.Huber, M . Lindner, M . Rolinec, and W .W inter, Phys. Rev.D 74, 073003 (2006),
hep-ph/0606119.

BO] P. Huber, M . Lindner, and W . W inter, Comput. Phys. Commun. 167, 195 (2005),
hep-ph/0407333.

B1] M .Rolinec, Acta Phys.Polon.B 37, 2049 (2006).

B2] GLOoBES, m anual (2004),http://www.ph.tum.de/$"\sim$Sglobes|.

22


hep-ph/0603172
hep-ph/0605033
hep-ph/0503144
hep-ph/0505054
hep-ph/0512299
hep-ph/0512297
hep-ph/0510278
hep-ph/0506062
hep-ph/0507248
hep-ph/0605031
hep-ex/0410084
hep-ph/0011387
hep-ph/0108085
hep-ph/0112119
hep-ph/9703351
hep-ph/0606119
hep-ph/0407333
http://www.ph.tum.de/$^\sim $globes

B3] G.L.Fogli, E.Lisi, A .M arrone, and D .M ontanino, Phys.Rev.D 67, 093006 (2003),
hep-ph/0303064.

B4] M .M aloni, T .Schwetz, M .A .Tortola,and J.W .F.Valle, New J.Phys. 6,122 (2004),
hep—-ph/0405172,.

B5] J.N.Bahcall, M . C. GonzakzGarcia, and C. PenaGaray, JHEP 08, 016 (2004),
hep—-ph/0406294/.

B6] A . Bandyopadhyay, S. Choubey, S. Gosvam i, S. T.Petocov, and D . P.Roy (2004),
hep—-ph/0406328.

B7] G .L.Fogliand E . Lisi, Phys.Rev.D 54, 3667 (1996), hep—ph/9604415.

B8] J.BurguetCastell, M .B .G avela, J. J.G om ez adenas, P. Hemandez, and O .M ena,
Nucl Phys.B 608, 301 (2001), hep—ph/0103258.

BO9]A. Donini, D. Melni, and P. M igliozzi, Nucl. Phys. B 646, 321 (2002),
hep—ph/0206034.

©0] D . Autiero et al, Eur. Phys. J.C 33, 243 (2004), hep-ph/0305185).
©1] P. Lipari, Phys.Rev.D 61, 113004 (2000), hep-ph/9903481].

©2] P.Huberand W .W inter, Phys.Rev.D 68, 037301 (2003), hep—ph/0301257|.

23


hep-ph/0303064
hep-ph/0405172
hep-ph/0406294
hep-ph/0406328
hep-ph/9604415
hep-ph/0103258
hep-ph/0206034
hep-ph/0305185
hep-ph/9903481
hep-ph/0301257

sin®20;5 sensitivity limit

107°

2nd osc. max. run [yrs]

8

30

GLoBES 2006

6

2

Systematics ~ Correlations

Degeneracies

0

2

4 6
1st osc. max. run [yrs]

10



	Introduction
	Experiment configurations and simulation techniques
	Sensitivity to bold0mu mumu sin2213sin2213Rawsin2213sin2213sin2213sin2213
	Sensitivity to CP violation
	Summary and conclusions
	Relativistic transformations
	Neutrino energy
	Transformation of angles

	Calculation of event rates

