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Recent Developments in Neutrino Phenomenology
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The �rstphase ofstudies ofthe neutrino m ass and m ixing isessentially over. The outcom e is the discovery of

non-zero neutrino m assand determ ination ofthedom inantstructureofthelepton m ixing m atrix.In som esense

thisphasewasvery sim ple,and naturewasvery collaborativewith us:Two m ain e�ects-thevacuum oscillations

and the adiabatic conversion in m atter(the M SW -e�ect) -provide com plete interpretation ofthe experim ental

results.Furtherm ore,with the presentaccuracy ofm easurem entsthe 3�� m ixing analysisisessentially reduced
to the 2� consideration. Iwillpresent a concise and com prehensive description ofthis �rst phase. The topics

include:(i)the concept ofneutrino m ixing in vacuum and m atter;(ii)physics ofthe oscillationsand adiabatic

conversion;(iii) the experim entalevidences ofthe avor transform ations and determ ination ofthe oscillation

param eters.Som e im plicationsofthe obtained resultsare discussed.Com m entsare given on the nextphase of

the �eld that willbe m uch m ore involved.

1. Introduction

Recentm ajorprogressin neutrino phenom enology,

and particlephysicsin general,wasrelated to studies

ofthe neutrino m assand m ixing. The �rstphase of

thesestudiesisessentially over,with them ain results

being

� discovery ofnon-zero neutrino m ass;

� determ ination ofthe dom inantstructure ofthe

lepton m ixing:discoveryoftwolargem ixingan-

gles;

� establishing strong di�erence ofthe quark and

lepton m assspectra and m ixing patterns.

Physics of this �rst phase is rather sim ple. The

two m ain e�ects - the vacuum oscillations [1, 2, 3]

and the adiabatic conversion in m atter (the M SW -

e�ect) [4,5]. are enough forcom plete interpretation

ofthe experim entalresults. (O scillations in m atter

appearassub-leading statistically insigni�cantyetef-

fectfortheatm osphericand solarneutrinooscillations

in the Earth.) Furtherm ore,at the present levelof

experim entalaccuracy the three neutrino analysis is

essentially reduced to two neutrino analyzes,and de-

generacy ofparam etersispractically absent. Nature

wasvery \collaborative"with us,realizing theeasiest

possibilitiesand disentangling an interplay ofvarious

phenom ena.

In a sense,wehavenow a \standard m odelofneu-

trinos" thatcan be form ulated in the following way:

1).thereareonly threetypesoflightneutrinos;

2).theirinteractionsaredescribed by theStandard

electroweak theory;

3). m asses and m ixing are generated in vacuum ;

they originate from som e high energy (short range)

physicsatthe electroweak or/and higherscales.

Now the goalis to test these statem ents and to

search fornew physicsbeyond this\standard m odel".

Con�rm ation of the LSND result by M iniBooNE

would be discovery ofsuch a new physics.

Thenextphaseofstudieswillbeassociated to new

generation ofneutrino experim ents,which willstart

in 2008-2010.Them ain objectivesofthisnew phase

include determ ination the absolute scale ofneutrino

m assand sub-dom inantstructuresofm ixing:nam ely,

1-3 m ixing,deviation ofthe 2-3 m ixing from m axi-

m alvalue,the CP-violation phase(s).The objectives

include also identi�cation ofneutrino m asshierarchy

and precision m easurem entsofalready known param -

eters.

The next phase willbe m uch m ore involved: New

phenom ena m ay show up at the sub-leading level.

M ore com plicated form alism sfortheirinterpretation

are required. Com plete three-neutrino context of

study willbethem ust.Severeproblem ofdegeneracy

ofparam etersappears.

In these lectures1 Iwillpresent a concise descrip-

tion ofthe�rstphaseofstudiesofneutrinom assesand

m ixing.Iwillstartbyadetailed discussion ofthecon-

ceptofneutrino m ixing in vacuum and m atter.In the

second part,the the m ain e�ects involved: the vac-

uum oscillations,oscillationsin m atterand the adia-

baticconversion,aredescribed and physicsderivation

ofallrelevantform ulasare given.In the third partI

willpresentthe experim entalresultsand existing ev-

idencesofneutrino oscillations. Foreach experim ent

a sim pleanalysisisdescribed thatallowsoneto eval-

uate the neutrino param eters without sophisticated

global�t. This consideration is aim ed atconvincing

1The textpresented here ispartially based on lecturesgiven

at the Les H ouches Sum m er School on Theoretical Physics:

Session 84: Particle Physics Beyond the Standard M odel,Les

H ouches,France,1-26 A ug 2005,as wellas on m aterials pre-

pared for the TA SI-06 school\Exploring N ew Frontiers U sing

Collidersand N eutrinos",June 4 -30,2006,BoulderColorado.
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that indeed,we see the oscillations and and our in-

terpretation ofresultsin term softhevacuum m asses

and m ixing iscorrect.

2. Flavors, masses and mixing

2.1. Flavor mixing

The avor neutrinos,�f � (�e;��;��) are de�ned

astheneutrinosthatcorrespond tocertain chargelep-

tons: e,� and �. The correspondence is established

by the weak interactions: �l and l(l= e;�;�) form

thecharged currentsordoubletsoftheSU2 sym m etry

group.Neutrinos,�1,�2,and �3,with de�nitem asses

m 1,m 2,m 3 aretheeigenstatesofm assm atrix aswell

astheeigenstatesofthetotalHam iltonian in vacuum .

Thevacuum m ixingm eansthattheavorstatesdo

not coincide with the m ass eigenstates. The avor

statesarecom binationsofthe m asseigenstates:

�l= Uli�i; l= e;�;�; i= 1;2;3; (1)

wherethem ixingparam etersUliform thePM NS m ix-

ing m atrix UP M N S [1,2]. The m ixing m atrix can be

conveniently param eterized as

UP M N S = V23(�23)I� �V13(�13)I�V12(�12); (2)

whereVij istherotation m atrix in theij-plane,�ij is

thecorresponding angleand I� � diag(1;1;ei�)isthe

m atrix ofCP violating phase.

2.2. Two aspects of mixing.

A num berofconceptualpointscan be clari�ed us-

ing just2�� m ixing.Also,atthe presentlevelofac-

curacy ofm easurem entsthe 2�� dynam icsisenough

to describe the data. For two neutrino m ixing,e.g.

�e � �a,wehave

�e = cos��1 + sin��2; �a = cos��2 � sin��1; (3)

where �a is the non-electron neutrino state,and � is

the vacuum m ixing angle.

There are two im portant aspects ofm ixing. The

�rstaspect:accordingto(3)theavorneutrinostates

are com binations ofthe m ass eigenstates. Propaga-

tion of�e (�a) is described by a system oftwo wave

packetswhich correspond to �1 and �2.In �g.1a).we

show representation of�e and �a asthe com bination

ofm ass states. The lengths ofthe boxes,cos2 � and

sin2 �,givetheadm ixtures of�1 and �2 in �e and �a.

The key point is that the avor states are coherent

m ixtures(com binations)ofthem asseigenstates.The

relative phase or phase di�erence of�1 and �2 in �e
aswellas�a is�xed:according to (3)itiszero in �e

ν1

ν2

1ν

2ν ν

νe

ν a

c).a). b).

a

ν1

ν2νe

Figure 1: a).Representation ofthe avorneutrino states

asthe com binationsofthe m asseigenstates.The length

ofthe box givesthe adm ixture of(orprobability to �nd)

corresponding m assstate in a given avorstate.(The

sum ofthe lengthsofthe boxesisnorm alized to 1.b).

Flavorcom position ofthe m asseigenstates.The electron

avorisshown by red (dark)and the non-electron avor

by green (grey).The sizesofthe red and green partsgive

the probability to �nd the electron and non-electron

neutrino in a given m assstate.c).Portraitsofthe

electron and non-electron neutrinos:shown are

representationsofthe electron and non-electron neutrino

statesascom binationsofthe eigenstatesforwhich,in

turn,we show the avorcom position.

and � in �a.Consequently,therearecertain interfer-

ence e�ects between �1 and �2 which depend on the

relativephase.

The second aspect: the relations (3) can be in-

verted:

�1 = cos� �e � sin� �a; �2 = cos� �a + sin� �e: (4)

In this form they determ ine the avor com position

ofthe m ass states (eigenstates ofthe Ham iltonian),

orshortly,theavorsofeigenstates.According to (4)

theprobability to�nd theelectron avorin �1 isgiven

by cos2 �,whereasthe probability that�1 appearsas

�a equals sin2 �. This avordecom position is shown

in �g.1b).by colors(di�erentshadowing).

Inserting the avor decom position of m ass states

in the representation ofthe avorsstates,we getthe

\portraits" of the electron and non-electron neutri-

nos�g.1c). According to this �gure,�e is a system

oftwo m ass eigenstates that, in turn, have a com -

posite avor. O n the �rst sight the portrait has a

paradoxicalfeature: there is the non-electron (m uon

and tau) avor in the electron neutrino! The para-

dox hasthe following resolution: in the �e-state the

�a-com ponentsof�1 and �2 areequaland haveoppo-

sitephases.Thereforethey canceleach otherand the

electron neutrino haspureelectron avorasitshould

be. The key pointisinterference: the interference of

the non-electron partsisdestructive in �e. The elec-

tron neutrino hasa \latent" non-electron com ponent

which can notbeseen duetoparticularphasearrange-

m ent. However,during propagation the phase di�er-

ence changes and the cancellation disappears. This

leads to an appearance of the non-electron com po-

nent in propagating neutrino state which was origi-

nally produced as the electron neutrino. This is the

m echanism ofneutrino oscillations.Sim ilarconsider-

ation holdsforthe �a state.

IP M -LH P 06-19M ay
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2.3. Who mixes neutrinos?

How m ixed neutrino states (that is,the coherent

m ixtureson the m asseigenstates)are created? W hy

neutrinos and not charged leptons? In fact, these

are non-trivial questions. Creation (preparation -

in quantum m echanics term s) ofthe m ixed neutrino

states is a result ofinterplay ofthe charged current

weak interactions and kinem atic features ofspeci�c

reactions. Di�erences ofm asses ofthe charged lep-

tonsplay crucialrole.

Letusconsiderthreeneutrino speciesseparately.

1). Electron neutrinos: The com bination ofm ass

eigenstates,which wecalltheelectronneutrino,ispro-

duced,e.g.,in thebetadecay(togetherwith electron).

Thereason istheenergy conservation:no othercom -

bination can beproduced becausetheenergyreleaseis

aboutfew M eV,so thatneitherm uon nortau lepton

can appear.

2). M uon neutrino. Alm ost pure �� state is pro-

duced togetherwith m uonsin thecharged pion decay:

�+ ! �+ ��. Here the reason is \chirality suppres-

sion" -essentially the angular m om entum conserva-

tion and V-A characterofthe charged currentweak

interactions. The am plitude is proportionalto the

m ass ofthe charged lepton squared. Therefore the

channelwith the electron neutrino: �+ ! e+ �e is

suppressed as/ m 2
e=m

2
�. Also coherence between ��

and sm alladm ixture of�e islostalm ostim m ediately

due to di�erence ofkinem atics.

3). Tau neutrino. Enriched �� - ux can be ob-

tained in the beam -dum p experim ents at high ener-

gies:In the thick targetalllightm esons(�,K which

are sources ofusualneutrinos) are absorbed before

decay,and only heavy short living particles,like D

m esons,have enough tim e to decay. The D m esons

have also m odes of decay with em ission of �e and

�� that are chirality-suppressed in com parison with

D ! ���. Furtherm ore,coherence of�e and �� with

�� is lost due to strongly di�erent energies and m o-

m enta.

W hataboutthe neutralcurrents? W hich neutrino

state isproduced in the Z 0� decay in the presence of

m ixing? Z 0� interactionsare avorblind and allthe

neutrino avors are produced with the sam e am pli-

tude(rate).Theonly characteristicthatdistinguishes

neutrinosis the m ass. So,the state produced in the

Z 0-decay can be written as

jfi=
1
p
3
[j��1�1i+ j��2�2i+ j��3�3i] (5)

(which is also equivalent to the sum ofpairs ofthe

avor states) [6]. It is straightforward to show that

the decay ratejZ 0i! jfiisgiven by

jhfjH jZ 0ij2 = 3jh��1�1jH jZ 0ij2; (6)

that coincides with what one obtains in the case of

threeindependentdecay channels.

Do neutrinos from Z 0-decay oscillate? O ne can

show that oscillations can be observed in the two-

detector experim ents when both neutrinos from the

decay are detected [6]. If a avor ofneutrino (an-

tineutrino) is �xed,then a avorofthe accom pany-

ingantineutrino(neutrino)willoscillatewith distance

and energy.

3. Physics effects

3.1. To determination of oscillation
parameters

In the Table I we show param eters to be deter-

m ined,sourcesofinform ation fortheirdeterm ination

and them ain physicale�ectsinvolved.In the�rstap-

proxim ation,when 1-3 m ixing isneglected,the three

neutrino problem splits into two neutrino problem s

and param etersofthe 1-2 and 2-3 sectorscan be de-

term ined independently.

Essentially two e�ects are relevant for interpreta-

tion ofthe presentdata in the lowestapproxim ation:

� vacuum oscillations (both averaged and non-

averaged)[1,2,3];

� adiabaticconversion in m edium [4,5].

A priory another e�ect - oscillations in m atter -

should also be used in the analysis. Itisrelevantfor

the solar and atm ospheric neutrinos propagating in

them atteroftheEarth.Ithappenshowever,thatfor

variousreasonsthe e�ect is sm all-at(1� 2)� level

and can be neglected in the �rstapproxim ation.

In thecaseofsolarneutrinos,forthepreferableval-

uesofoscillation param etersoftheLM A solution (see

below) this e�ect is indeed sm all. Furtherm ore,due

to the attenuation (see below) the Earth-core e�ect

is sm alland one can consider oscillations as ones in

constantdensity.

In the case ofatm ospheric neutrinos the �e� and

��� transition probabilitiesdriven by 1-2 m ixing and

Table I Param etersand e�ects.

Param eters Source ofinform ation M ain physicse�ects

�m
2

12,�12 Solarneutrinos Adiabatic conversion

and averaged vacuum

oscillations

K am LAND Non-averaged vacuum

oscillations

�m
2

23,�23 Atm ospheric neutrinos Vacuum oscillations

K 2K Vacuum oscillations

�13 CHO O Z Vacuum oscillations

Atm ospheric neutrinos O scillationsin m atter

IP M -LH P 06-19M ay
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m asssplitting are not sm all(ofthe orderone in the

sub-G eV range).However,due to an accidentalcoin-

cidence(thefactthattheratioofthem uon-to-electron

neutrino uxes equals 2)the e�ectcancels for m axi-

m al2-3 m ixing (see below).

Notice also that the 2�� m ixing analyzes are

enough.However,in thenextorder,when sub-leading

e�ectsareincluded,theproblem becom esm uch m ore

di�cult and degeneracy ofparam eters appear. W e

willcom m enton thislater.

3.2. Neutrino oscillation in vacuum

In vacuum ,the neutrino m assstatesarethe eigen-

states of the Ham iltonian. Therefore dynam ics of

propagation hasthe following features:

� Adm ixtures ofthe eigenstates (m ass states) in

a given neutrino state do notchange. In other

words,thereisno�1 $ �2 transitions.�1 and �2
propagate independently. The adm ixtures are

determ ined by m ixing in a production point(by

�,ifpureavorstateisproduced).

� Flavorsofthe eigenstatesdo notchange. They

arealso determ ined by �.Thereforethepicture

ofneutrino state(�g.1 c)doesnotchangedur-

ing propagation.

� Relative phase (phase di�erence) ofthe eigen-

statesm onotonously increases.

The phase isthe only operating degree offreedom

and we willconsideritin details.

Phase di�erence. Due to di�erence of m asses,

the states �1 and �2 have di�erent phase velocities

vphase = E i=pi � 1 + m2i=2E
2 (for ultrarelativistic

neutrinos),so that

�v phase �
�m 2

2E 2
; �m 2 � m

2

2 � m
2

1: (7)

The phasedi�erencechangesas

� = �v phaseE t: (8)

Explicitly,in theplane-waveapproxim ationwehave

the phases oftwo m ass states �i = E it� pix. Ap-

parently,the phase di�erence which determ ines the

interference e�ect one should be taken in the sam e

space-tim epoint:

� � �1 � �2 = �E t� �px: (9)

Since p =
p
E 2 � m2,wehave

�p =
dp

dE
�E +

dp

dm 2
�m 2 =

1

vg
�E �

�m 2

2p
; (10)

where vg = dE =dp is the group velocity. Plugging

(10)into (9)weobtain

� = �E

�

t�
x

vg

�

+
�m 2

2p
x: (11)

Depending on physical conditions either �E � 0

or/and (t� x=vg)issm allwhich im posesthebound on

size ofthe wave packet. As a consequence,the �rst

term is sm alland we reproduce the result (8). For

stationary sourceoneshould take�E = 0.

In general,depending on conditions ofproduction

and detection both quantities �E and �p are non-

zero.Thereisalwayscertain tim eintervalin theprob-

lem ,�t,thatdeterm ines(accordingtotheuncertainty

principle)theenergy interval�E .E.g.in thecaseof

solarneutrinos we know a tim e interval(determ ined

bythetim eresolution ofadetector)when agiven neu-

trino is detected. Furtherm ore,neutrino production

processeshave certain life-tim es,orcoherence tim es.

There are argum entsthatone should take the center

ofthe wave packet where t = x=vg,or average over

the wave packet length that leads to vanishing the

�rstterm in (11).In both casesoneobtainsstandard

expression for the phase. Apparently,the oscillation

e�ectshould disappearin the lim it�m 2 = 0.

Noticethatoscillationsarethee�ectin thecon�gu-

ration space.Theprocessisdescribed by interference

of the wave functions that correspond to the m ass

eigenstates, 1(x;t) and  2(x;t). Form ally,we can

perform the Fourier expansion of these wave func-

tions considering the interference in the m om entum

representation. So,form ally we can alwaystake the

sam em om enta doing then appropriateintegration.

Increase ofthe phase leads to the oscillations. In-

deed,the change ofphase m odi�es the interference:

in particular, cancellation ofthe non-electron parts

in the state produced as �e disappears and the non-

electron com ponentbecom esobservable.Theprocess

is periodic: when � = �, the interference of non-

electron parts is constructive and at this point the

probabilityto�nd �a ism axim al.Later,when � = 2�,

thesystem returnstoitsoriginalstate:�(t)= �e.The

oscillation length isthe distance atwhich thisreturn

occurs:

l� =
2�

�v phaseE
=

4�E

�m 2
: (12)

The depth ofoscillations,A P ,is determ ined by the

m ixing angle. It is given by m axim alprobability to

observethe \wrong" avor�a.From the �g.1c.one

�nds im m ediately (sum m ing up the parts with the

non-electron avorin the am plitude)

A P = (2sin� cos�)2 = sin2 2�: (13)

IP M -LH P 06-19M ay
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Putting things togetherwe obtain expression forthe

transition probability

P = A P

�

1� cos
2�L

l�

�

= sin2 2� sin2
�m 2L

4E
: (14)

Theoscillationsarethe e�ectofthe phaseincrease

which changestheinterferencepattern.Thedepth of

oscillationsisthe m easureofm ixing.

3.3. Paradoxes of neutrino oscillations

A num berofissuesin theoryofneutrinooscillations

isstillunderdiscussion.HereIadd severalcom m ents.

Naive plane-wave description reproduces correct re-

sult since it catches the m ain feature of the e�ect:

phase di�erence change. Clearly it can not explain

whole the picture because the oscillationsare a �nite

space-tim ee�ect.

Field theory approach provides with a consistent

description.O scillation experim entincludesneutrino

production in the source, propagation between the

sourceand detector,detection.In thisapproach pro-

duction,propagation and detection ofneutrinos are

considered as a unique process in which �1 and �2
arevirtualparticlespropagating between theproduc-

tion,xP ,and detection,xD ,points. Propagation of

�i (i= 1;2)isdescribed by propagatorsSi(xD � xP ).

Noticethatherethereisa substantialdi�erencefrom

our standard calculations of the probabilities and

cross-sectionswhen weconsidertheasym ptotic states

and perform integration overthe in�nite space-tim e.

The later leads to appearance ofthe delta-functions

thatexpressconservation ofthe energy and m om en-

tum .In the case ofoscillationsintegration should be

perform edover�niteproduction and detection regions

(integration overxP and xD ). Also one should take

into account �nite accuracy ofm easurem ents ofthe

energy and m om enta ofexternalparticles.

From this point ofview in usualconsideration we

perform truncation ofwholeprocess:ForjxP � xD j�

1=�p neutrinos can be considered as real(on-shell)

particleswith negligible correctionsdue to virtuality.

W hole the process can be truncated in three parts:

1). production; 2). propagation,as propagation of

wavepackets;3).detection.Neutrino m assesare ne-

glected in the production and detection processes.In

thispicture,the oscillationsare considered asthe ef-

fectofpropagationwith certain initialand �nalcondi-

tionsthatreectprocessofproduction and detection.

(Theire�ectsdevelop overm uch largerspace-tim ein-

tervals.) Correct boundary (initialand �nal) condi-

tionsshould be im posed.Essentially theseconditions

determ ine the length and shapeofthe wavepackets.

Let us stress again that oscillations are the �nite

space and �nite tim e phenom enon: allthe phasesof

the processes,production,propagation and detection

occur (and should be considered) in the �nite tim e

intervalsand �nite regionsofspace.

3.4. Evolution equation

In vacuum the m ass states are the eigenstates of

Ham iltonian. So,their propagation is described by

independentequations

i
d�i

dt
= E i�i �

�

pi+
jm ij

2

2pi

�

�i; (15)

where we have taken ultrarelativistic lim itand om it-

ted thespin variablesthatareirrelevantfortheavor

oscillations. In the m atrix form for three neutrinos

� � (�1;�2;�3)
T ,wecan write

i
d�

dt
�

�

pI+
jM diagj

2

2E

�

�; (16)

where M 2

diag
= diag(m 2

1;m
2
2;m

2
3). Using the relation

� = U
y

P M N S
�f (1), we obtain the equation for the

avorstates:

i
d�f

dt
�
M 2

2E
�f; (17)

whereM 2 � UP M N SjM diagj
2U

y

P M N S
isthem assm a-

trix squared in theavorbasis.In (17)wehaveom it-

ted the term proportionalto the unit m atrix which

doesnotproduceany phasedi�erenceand can beab-

sorbed in the renorm alization of the neutrino wave

functions. So,the Ham iltonian ofthe neutrino sys-

tem in vacuum is

H 0 =
jM j2

2E
: (18)

In the 2� m ixing casewehaveexplicitly:

H 0 =
�m 2

4E

 

� cos2� sin2�

sin2� cos2�

!

: (19)

Solution ofthe equation (17) with this Ham iltonian

leadsto the standard oscillation form ula (14).

3.5. Matter effect

Refraction. In m atter,neutrino propagation is af-

fected by interactions.Atlow energiestheelastic for-

ward scattering isrelevantonly (inelasticinteractions

can be neglected)[4]. Itcan be described by the po-

tentials Ve, Va. In usualm edium di�erence of the

potentialsfor�e and �a isdue to thecharged current

scattering of�e on electrons(�ee! �ee)[4]:

V = Ve � Va =
p
2G F ne ; (20)

where G F is the Ferm icoupling constant and ne is

the num ber density ofelectrons. The result follows

straightforwardly from calculation of the m atrix el-

em ent V = h	jH C C j	i, where 	 is the state of

IP M -LH P 06-19M ay
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m edium and neutrino.Equivalently,onecan describe

the e�ectofm edium in term softhe refraction index:

nref � 1 = V=p.

Thedi�erenceofthepotentialsleadsto an appear-

anceofadditionalphasedi�erencein theneutrinosys-

tem : �m atter � (Ve � Va)t. The di�erence ofpoten-

tials(orrefraction indexes)determ inesthe refraction

length:

l0 �
2�

Ve � Va
=

p
2�

G F ne
: (21)

l0 is the distance overwhich an additional\m atter"

phaseequals2�.

In thepresenceofm attertheHam iltonian ofsystem

changes:

H 0 ! H = H 0 + V; (22)

where H 0 isthe Ham iltonian in vacuum . Using (18)

weobtain (for2� m ixing)

H =
jM j2

2E
+ V; V = diag(V;0): (23)

Theevolution equation fortheavorstatesin m at-

terthen becom es

i
d�f

dt
=

"

�m 2

4E

 

� cos2� sin2�

sin2� cos2�

!

+ V

#

�f: (24)

The eigenstatesand the eigenvalueschange:

�1; �2 ! �1m ; �2m ; (25)

m 2
1

2E
;

m 2
2

2E
! H 1m ; H 2m : (26)

The m ixing in m atter is determ ined with respect to

theeigenstatesoftheHam iltonian in m atter,�1m and

�2m .Sim ilarly to (3)them ixing anglein m atter,�m ,

gives the relation between the eigenstates in m atter

and the avorstates:

�e = cos�m �1m + sin�m �2m ;

�a = cos�m �2m � sin�m �1m : (27)

Theangle�m in m atterisobtained by diagonalization

oftheHam iltonian in m atter(23):

sin2 2�m =
sin2 2�

(cos2� � 2V E =�m 2)2 + sin2 2�
: (28)

In m atterboth theeigenstatesand theeigenvalues,

and consequently,them ixing angledepend on m atter

density and neutrino energy. It is this dependence

activates new degrees offreedom ofthe system and

leadsto qualitatively new e�ects.

Resonance. Levelcrossing. According to (28),the

dependenceofthee�ectivem ixing param eterin m at-

ter,sin2 2�m ,on density,neutrino energy as wellas

the ratio ofthe oscillation and refraction lengths:

x �
l�

l0
=

2E V

�m 2
/ E ne (29)

hasa resonancecharacter.At

l� = l0 cos2� (resonance condition) (30)

them ixingbecom esm axim al:sin2 2�m = 1.Forsm all

vacuum m ixing the condition (30)reads:

O scillation length � Refraction length: (31)

Thatis,theeigen-frequencywhich characterizesasys-

tem ofm ixed neutrinos,1=l�,coincideswith theeigen-

frequency ofm edium ,1=l0.

Forlargevacuum m ixing(cos2�12 = 0:4� 0:5)there

isasigni�cantdeviation from theequality (31).Large

vacuum m ixing corresponds to the case of strongly

coupled system forwhich the shiftoffrequenciesoc-

curs.

The resonance condition (30)determ ines the reso-

nancedensity:

n
R
e =

�m 2

2E

cos2�
p
2G F

: (32)

The width ofresonance on the halfofthe height(in

the density scale)isgiven by

2�n R
e = 2nRe tan2�: (33)

Sim ilarly,onecan introducetheresonanceenergy and

the width ofresonancein the energy scale.

In m edium with varyingdensity,thelayerwherethe

density changesin the interval

n
R
e � �nR

e (34)

is called the resonance layer. In resonance,the level

splitting (di�erence ofthe eigenstates H 2m � H1m )

is m inim al[7,8]and therefore the oscillation length

beinginversely proportionalthelevelspitting,ism ax-

im al.

3.6. Soft neutrino masses

O ne possible deviation from the standard scenario

can be related to existence of the \soft neutrino"

m asses or situation when a part ofneutrino m asses

are soft. The neutrino m asses can be generated by

som e low energy physics,so that the m asses change

with energy (distance) scale;also environm ente�ect

on the m assesbecom essubstantial. Recently,such a

possibility hasbeen considered in the contextofM a-

VaN scenario [9]. Neutrino m assis som e function of
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a sm allVEV,v ofsom enew scalar�eld m � = m �(v),

and in turn,v can depend on an environm ent,and

in particular,on density ofthe background neutrinos

(e.g. relic neutrinos). Anotherpossibility isthatthe

e�ectiveneutrinom assisgeneratedbytheexchangeof

lightscalarboson thatcoupleswith usualm atter(lep-

tonsand quarks).Scalarinteractionslead tochirality-

ip and thereforeto generation ottruem ass(and not

justchangeofthedispersion relation asin thecaseof

refraction.) Denoting thecoupling constantsofscalar

boson with neutrinosand charged ferm ionsby �� and

�f correspondingly,we�nd the softm ass

m soft =
���fnf

m 2

�

: (35)

So,in the evolution equation that describes oscilla-

tionsone has

m � = m vac + m soft; (36)

where m vac isa m assgenerated by som e shortrange

physics,e.g.,the electroweak scaleVEV.

3.7. Degrees of freedom

An arbitrary neutrino state can be expressed in

term s ofthe instantaneouseigenstates ofthe Ham il-

tonian,�1m and �2m ,as

�(t)= cos�a�1m + sin�a�2m e
i�
; (37)

where

� �a = �a(t) determ inesthe adm ixturesofeigen-

statesin �(t);

� �(t) is the phase di�erence between the two

eigenstates(phase ofoscillations):

�(t)=

Z t

0

�H dt
0+ �(t)T ; (38)

here �H � H 1m � H2m . The integralgives

the adiabatic phase and �(t)T can be related

to violation ofadiabaticity. Itm ay also have a

topologicalcontribution (Berry phase) in m ore

com plicated system s;

� �m (ne(t)) determ ines the avor content ofthe

eigenstates:h�ej�1m i= cos�m ,etc..

Di�erentprocessesare associated with these three

di�erentdegreesoffreedom .

3.8. Oscillations in matter. Resonance
enhancement of oscillations

In m edium with constantdensity them ixing iscon-

stant:�m (E ;n)= const.Therefore

� the avorsofthe eigenstatesdo notchange;

� theadm ixturesoftheeigenstatesdonotchange;

thereisno �1m $ �2m transitions,�1m and �2m
arethe eigenstatesofpropagation;

� m onotonousincreaseofthephasedi�erencebe-

tween the eigenstates occurs: �� m = (H 2m �

H 1m )t.

This is sim ilar to what happens in vacuum . The

only operativedegreeoffreedom isthephase.There-

fore,as in vacuum ,the evolution ofneutrino has a

characterofoscillations.However,valuesoftheoscil-

lation param eters(length,depth)di�erfrom thosein

vacuum .They aredeterm ined by the m ixing in m at-

terand by the e�ectiveenergy splitting in m atter:

sin2 2� ! sin2 2�m ; l� ! lm =
2�

H 2m � H1m
:(39)

Fora given density ofm attertheparam etersofos-

cillationsdepend on the neutrino energy which leads

to characteristic m odi�cation ofthe energy spectra.

Suppose a source produces the �e-ux F0(E ). The

ux crossesa layeroflength,L,with a constantden-

sity ne and then detectorm easuresthe electron com -

ponentoftheux attheexitfrom thelayer,F (E ).In

�g.2weshow dependenceoftheratioF (E )=F0(E )on

energy forthick and thin layers.Theoscillatory curve

isinscribed in to the resonance curve (1� sin2 2�m ).

The frequency ofthe oscillations increases with the

length L. At the resonance energy,the oscillations

proceed with m axim aldepths. O scillations are en-

hanced in the resonancerange:

E = E R � �E R ; �E R = E R tan2� = E
0

R sin2�;

(40)

where E 0
R = �m 2=2

p
2G F ne. Notice that for E �

E R ,m attersuppressestheoscillation depth;forsm all

m ixing the resonancelayerisnarrow,and theoscilla-

tion length in theresonanceislarge.W ith increaseof

the vacuum m ixing:E R ! 0 and �E R ! E 0
R .

The oscillations in m edium with nearly constant

density are realized for neutrinos ofdi�erent origins

crossing the m antle ofthe Earth.

3.9. MSW: adiabatic conversion

Innon-uniform m edium ,densitychangesontheway

ofneutrinos:ne = ne(t).Correspondingly,theHam il-

tonian ofsystem depends on tim e, H = H (t),and

therefore,

IP M -LH P 06-19M ay



8 IPM Schoolon Lepton and Hadron Physics,Tehran,Iran,M ay 15-20,2006

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

F/Fo

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 x

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

F/Fo

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 x

Figure 2: Resonance enhancem entofoscillationsin

m atterwith constantdensity.Shown isa dependenceof

the ratio ofthe �naland originaluxes,F=F0,on energy

(x � l�=l0 / E )fora thin layer,L = l0=� (leftpanel)and

thick layerL = 10l0=� (rightpanel).l0 isthe refraction

length.The vacuum m ixing equalssin
2
2� = 0:824.

(i) the m ixing angle changes during propagation:

�m = �m (ne(t));

(ii)the (instantaneous)eigenstatesofthe Ham ilto-

nian,�1m and �2m ,are no m ore the \eigenstates" of

propagation:the transitions�1m $ �2m occur.

However,ifthe density changesslowly enough the

transitions �1m $ �2m can be neglected. This is

the essence ofthe adiabatic condition: �1m and �2m

propagate independently, as in vacuum or uniform

m edium .

Evolution equation fortheeigenstates.Adiabaticity.

Letusconsidertheadiabaticity condition.Ifexternal

conditions(density)changeslowly,thesystem (m ixed

neutrinos)hastim e to adjustthischange.

To form ulatethiscondition letusconsidertheevo-

lution equation forthe eigenstate ofthe Ham iltonian

in m atter.Inserting �f = U (�m )�m in to equation for

the avorstates(24)weobtain

i
d�m

dt
=

 

H 1m � i_�m

i_�m H 2m

!

�m : (41)

Asfollowsfrom thisequation forthe neutrino eigen-

states[5,10],j_�m jdeterm inestheenergy oftransition

�1m $ �2m and jH 2m � H1m jgives the energy gap

between levels.

If[10]

 =

�
�
�
�
�

_�m

H 2m � H1m

�
�
�
�
�
� 1; (42)

the o�-diagonalterm s can be neglected and system

ofequations for the eigenstates split. The condition

(42)m eansthatthetransitions�1m $ �2m can bene-

glected and the eigenstates propagate independently

(the angle�a (37)isconstant).

Forsm allm ixing anglesthe adiabaticity condition

is crucialin the resonance layer where (i) the level

splitting is sm alland (ii) the m ixing angle changes

rapidly.Ifthevacuum m ixing issm all,theadiabatic-

ity isthem ostcriticalin theresonancepoint.Ittakes

the form [5]

�r R > lR ; (43)

where lR = l�=sin2� is the oscillation length in

resonance, and �r R = nR =(dne=dr)R tan2� is the

spatialwidth ofresonancelayer.

M SW -e�ect. Dynam icalfeatures ofthe adiabatic

evolution can be sum m arized in the following way:

� The avorsofthe eigenstateschange according

todensity change.Theavorcom position ofthe

eigenstatesisdeterm ined by �m (t).

� Theadm ixturesoftheeigenstatesin apropagat-

ing neutrino state do not change (adiabaticity:

no �1m $ �2m transitions).Theadm ixturesare

given by them ixingin theproduction point,�0m .

� Thephasedi�erenceincreases;the phaseveloc-

ity isdeterm ined by thelevelsplitting (which in

turn,changeswith density (tim e)).

Now two degreesoffreedom becom eoperative:the

relativephaseand theavorsofneutrino eigenstates.

The M SW e�ect is driven by the change of avors

of the neutrino eigenstates in m atter with varying

density.Thechangeofphaseproducestheoscillation

e�ecton the top ofthe adiabaticconversion.

Let us derive the adiabatic form ula [5,8,11,12].

Supposein theinitialm om entthestate�e isproduced

in m atter with density n0. Then the neutrino state

can be written in term s ofthe eigenstates in m atter

as

j�ii= j�ei= cos�0m j�1m i+ sin�0m j�2m i; (44)

where �0m = �m (n0)isthe m ixing angle in m atter in

the production point. Suppose this state propagates
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Figure 3: Adiabaticevolution ofneutrino stateforthree

di�erentinitialcondition (n
0

e).Shown are the neutrino

statesin di�erentm om entsofpropagation in m edium

with varying (decreasing)density.The yellow vertical

line indicatesposition ofresonance.The initialstate is�e

in allthe cases.The sizesofthe boxesdo notchange,

whereasthe avors(colors)follow the density change.

adiabatically to the region with zero density (as it

happensin the caseofthe Sun).Then,the adiabatic

evolution willconsistsoftransitions�1m ! �1,�2m !

�2,and no transition between the eigenstatesoccurs,

so theadm ixturesareconserved.Asa resultthe�nal

stateis

j�(t)i= cos�0m j�1i+ sin�0m e
i�(t)j�2i; (45)

where � is the adiabatic phase. The survivalproba-

bility isthen given by

P = jh�ej�(t)ij
2
: (46)

Plugging j�(t)i (45) and j�ei given by (3) into this

expression and perform ing averaging over the phase

which m eansthatthecontributionsfrom j�1iand j�2i

add incoherently,weobtain

P = (cos� cos�0m )
2 + (sin� sin�0m )

2

= sin2 � + cos2� cos2 �0m : (47)

This form ula gives description ofthe solar neutrino

conversion with accuracy 10� 7, that is, corrections

due to the adiabaticity violation are extrem ely sm all

[13].

Physicalpicture of the adiabatic conversion. Ac-

cording to the dynam icalconditions,the adm ixtures

ofeigenstates are determ ined by the m ixing in neu-

trino production point.Thism ixing in turn,depends

on the density in the initialpoint,n0e,as com pared

to the resonance density. Consequently,a picture of

theconversion dependson how farfrom theresonance

layer(in the density scale)a neutrino isproduced.

Three possibilities relevant for solar neutrino con-

version areshown in �g.3.The state produced as�e
propagatesfrom large density region to zero density.

Due to adiabaticity the sizes of boxes which corre-

spond to the neutrino eigenstatesdo notchange.

1). n0e � nRe : production far above the resonance

(theupperpanel).Theinitialm ixing isstrongly sup-

pressed,and consequently,theneutrinostate,�e,con-

sistsm ainly ofone(�2m )eigenstate,and furtherm ore,

one avordom inates in this eigenstate. In the reso-

nance (its position is m arked by the yellow line)the

m ixing is m axim al: both avorsare presentequally.

Since the adm ixture ofthe second eigenstate is very

sm all, oscillations (interference e�ects) are strongly

suppressed.So,here wedealwith the non-oscillatory

avortransition when theavorofwholestate(which

nearly coincideswith �2m )followsthedensity change.

At zero density we have �2m = �2, and therefore

theprobability to �nd theelectron neutrino (survival

probability)equals

P = jh�ej�(t)ij
2 � jh�ej�2m (t)ij

2 = jh�ej�2ij
2 � sin2 �:

(48)

Thisresultcorrespondsto �0m = �=2 in form ula (47).

The value of�nalprobability,sin2 �,isthe feature

ofthe non-oscillatory transition.Deviation from this

valueindicatesa presenceofoscillations.

2).n0e > nRe :production abovetheresonance(m id-

dle panel). The initialm ixing isnotsuppressed. Al-

though �2m isthem ain com ponent,thesecond eigen-

state,�1m ,hasan appreciableadm ixture;also thea-

vor m ixing in the neutrino eigenstates is signi�cant.

So,the interference e�ectisnotsuppressed.Asa re-

sult,herean interplay oftheadiabaticconversion and

oscillationsoccurs.

3). n0e < nRe : production below the resonance

(lowerpanel). There is no crossing ofthe resonance

region. In this case the m atter e�ect givesonly cor-

rectionsto the vacuum oscillation picture.

The resonance density is inversely proportionalto

the neutrino energy: nRe / 1=E . So,for the sam e

density pro�le,the condition 1) is realized for high

energies, the condition 2) is realized for interm e-

diate energies and condition 3) { for low energies.

Aswewillseeallthreecaserealizeforsolarneutrinos.

The adiabatic transform ations show universality:

The averaged probability and the depth of oscilla-

tions in a given m om ent of propagation are deter-

m ined by the density in a given point and by initial

condition (initialdensity and avor).They do notde-

pend on density distribution between the initialand

�nalpoints. In contrast,the phase ofoscillations is

an integrale�ectofpreviousevolution and itdepends

on a density distribution.

Theuniversalcharacteroftheadiabaticconversion

can be furthergeneralized in term sofvariable[5]

y �
nRe � ne

�n R
e

(49)

which is the distance (in the density scale)from the

resonance density in the units ofthe width ofreso-
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nancelayer(33).In term sofn theconversion pattern

dependsonly on the initialvalue y0.

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

P

–4 –2 2 4 y

Figure 4: The dependence ofthe average probability

(dashed line)and the depth ofoscillations(P
m ax

,P
m in

solid lines)on y fory0 = � 5.The resonance layer

correspondsto y = 0.Fortan
2
� = 0:4 (large m ixing

M SW solution)the evolution stopsatyf = 0:47.

In �g.4 weshow dependencesofthe averageprob-

ability, �P , and depth of oscillations determ ined by

P m ax and P m in,on y. The probability itselfis the

oscillatory function which is inscribed into the band

shown by the solid lines. The average probability is

shown by thedashed line.Thecurvesaredeterm ined

by the initialvalue y0 only.In particular,there isno

explicitdependenceon thevacuum m ixingangle.The

resonanceisaty = 0 and theresonancelayerisgiven

by the intervaly = � 1� 1. The �gure corresponds

to y0 = � 5,i.e.,to production above the resonance

layer;the oscillation depth is relatively sm all. W ith

further decrease ofy0,the oscillation band becom es

narrowerapproaching the line ofnon-oscillatory con-

version.Forzero �naldensity wehave

yf =
1

tan2�
: (50)

So,thevacuum m ixing entersthe�nalcondition.For

the best �t LM A point,yf = 0:45 � 0:50,and the

evolution should stop ratherclose top the resonance.

Thesm allerm ixingthelarger�nalyf and thestronger

transition.

3.10. Adiabaticity violation

In theadiabaticregim etheprobability oftransition

between the eigenstates is exponentially suppressed

P12 � exp(� �=2)and  isgiven in (42)[11,12].O ne

can considersuch a transition aspenetration through

a barrierofthe heightH 2m � H1m by a system with

the kinetic energy d�m =dt.

Ifdensitychangesrapidly,sothatthecondition (42)

isnotsatis�ed,thetransitions�1m $ �2m becom eef-

�cient. Therefore the adm ixtures ofthe eigenstates

in a given propagating state change. In ourpictorial

representation (�g.3)thesizesofboxeschange.Now

allthreedegreesoffreedom ofthesystem becom eop-

erative.

Typically,adiabaticity breaking leadsto weakening

oftheavortransition.Thenon-adiabatictransitions

can be realized inside supernovas for the very sm all

1-3 m ixing.

4. Determination of the oscillation
parameters

4.1. Solar neutrinos

Data. Data analysis is based on results from

theHom estakeexperim ent[14],K am iokandeand Su-

perK am iokande[15],from radiochem icalG allium ex-

perim entsSAG E [16],G allex [17]and G NO [18]and

from SNO [19].Theinform ation wehavecollected can

be described in three-dim ensionalspace:

1. Type ofevents: �e scattering (SK ,SNO ),CC-

events(Cl,G a,SNO )and NC events(SNO ).

2.Energy ofevents:radiochem icalexperim entsin-

tegrate e�ect over the energy from the threshold to

them axim alenergy in thespectrum .Also NC events

are integrated overenergies. The CC eventsin SNO

and �e eventsatSuperK am iokande give inform ation

aboutthe energy spectrum oforiginalneutrinos.

3. Tim e dependence of rates (searches for tim e

variation ofthe ux).

Evidence ofconversion. There are three types of

observationswhich testify fortheneutrinoconversion:

1).De�citofsignalwhich im pliesthe de�citofthe

electron neutrinoux.Itcan bedescribed bytheratio

R � Nobs=N SSM ,whereN SSM isthesignalpredicted

accordingtotheStandard solarm odeluxes[20].The

de�cithasbeen found in all(butSNO neutralcurrent)

experim ents.

2).Energy spectrum distortion -dependenceofthe

suppression factoron energy.Indirectevidenceispro-

vided bycom parisonofthede�citsin experim entssen-

sitiveto di�erentenergy intervals:

Low energies (G a): R = 0:5� 0:6 (51)

H igh energies (C l; SK ;SN O ): R � 0:3: (52)

So,the de�citincreaseswith neutrino energy.

3).Sm allnessofratio ofsignalsdueto charged cur-

rentsand neutralcurrents[19]:

C C

N C
= 0:340� 0:023 (stat:)

+ 0:029
� 0:031(syst:): (53)

The latterisconsidered asthe directevidence ofthe

avorconversion since NC eventsare nota�ected by

thisconversion,whereasthenum berCC eventsissup-

pressed.
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Allthistesti�esforthe LM A M SW solution.

Tillnow thereisno statistically signi�cantobserva-

tionsofothersignaturesofthe conversion,nam ely,

- distortion of the boron neutrino spectrum : up

turn at low energies in SK and SNO (signi�cant ef-

fectshould be seen below 5 -7 M eV);

-day-nighte�ect (recallthat SK agrees with pre-

dictionshoweversigni�canceisabout1�);

- sem iannual tim e variations on the top of an-

nualvariations(duetoeccentricityoftheEarthorbit).

Physicsofconversion [21].Physicscan bedescribed

in term softhreee�ects:

1).Adiabaticconversion (inside theSun);

2). Lossofcoherence ofthe neutrino state (on the

way to the Earth);

3). O scillationsofthe neutrino m ass statesin the

m atterofthe Earth.

According to LM A,insidetheSun theinitially pro-

duced electron neutrinosundergothehighly adiabatic

conversion:�e ! cos�0m �1+ sin�0m �2,where�
0
m isthe

m ixing angle in the production point. O n the way

from the centralparts of the Sun the coherence of

neutrinostateislostafterseveralhundredsoscillation

lengths[21],and incoherentuxesofthe m assstates

�1 and �2 arrive at the surface ofthe Earth. In the

m atteroftheEarth �1 and �2 oscillatepartiallyregen-

eratingthe�e-ux.W ith regeneratione�ectsincluded

the averaged survivalprobability can be written as

P = sin2 � + cos2 �m 0

12 cos2�12 � cos2�m 0

12 freg: (54)

Herethe�rstterm correspondsto thenon-oscillatory

transition(dom inatesatthehigh energies),thesecond

term isthecontribution from theaveraged oscillations

which increaseswith decreaseofenergy,and thethird

term isthe regeneration e�ect,with the regeneration

factor,freg de�ned as

freg � P2e � sin2 �: (55)

Here P2e is the probability of�2 ! �e transition in

the m atterofthe Earth (withoutoscillationsin m at-

ter: P2e = sin2 �). At low energiesP reducesto the

vacuum oscillation probability with very sm allm atter

corrections.

There are three energy rangeswith di�erentfeatures

oftransition:

1. In the high energy part ofspectrum ,E > 10

M eV (x � l�=l0 > 2),the adiabatic conversion with

sm alloscillation e�ectoccurs.Attheexit,theresult-

ing averaged probability isslightly largerthan sin2 �

expected from the non-oscillatory transition. W ith

decrease ofenergy the initialdensity approachesthe

resonance density,and the depths ofoscillations in-

creases.

2. Interm ediate energy range E � (2 � 10) M eV

(x = 0:3� 2 )the oscillation e�ectissigni�cant.The

interplayoftheoscillationsandconversiontakesplace.

For E � 2 M eV neutrinos are produced in reso-

nance.

3.Atlow energies:E < 2 M eV (x < 0:3),the vac-

uum oscillationswith sm allm attercorrectionsoccur.

The averaged survival probability P � 0:5sin2 2�

is given by approxim ately the vacuum oscillation

form ula.

Inside the Earth. Entering the Earth the state �2
(which dom inatesathigh energies)splitsin two m at-

tereigenstates:

�2 ! cos�0m �2m + sin�0m �1m : (56)

It oscillates regenerating partly the �e-ux. In the

approxim ation ofconstantdensity pro�letheregener-

ation factorequals

freg = 0:5
l�

l0
sin2 2� =

E V

�m 2
sin2 2�: (57)

Noticethattheoscillationsof�2 arepurem attere�ect

and forthepresently favored valueof�m 2 thise�ect

is sm all. According to (57),freg / 1=�m 2 and the

expected day-nightasym m etry ofthecharged current

signalequals

A D N = freg=P � (3� 5)% : (58)

Apparently the Earth density pro�le is not con-

stantand itconsistsofseverallayerswith slow density

change and jum psofdensity on the bordersbetween

layers. It happens that for solar neutrinos one can

getsim ple analyticalresultforoscillation probability

forrealisticdensity pro�le.Indeed,thesolarneutrino

oscillations occur in the so called low energy regim e

when

� �
2E V (x)

�m 2
� 1; (59)

which m eansthatthepotentialenergyism uch sm aller

than the kinetic energy.Forthe LM A oscillation pa-

ram etersand thesolarneutrinos:�(x)= (1� 3)� 10� 2.

In thiscaseone can use sm allparam eter�(x)(59)to

develop the perturbation theory [22]. The following

expression forthe regeneration factor,freg,hasbeen

obtained [22,23]

freg =
1

2
sin2 2�

Z xf

x0

dxV (x)sin�m (x ! xf): (60)

Herex0 and xf aretheinitialand �nalpointsofprop-

agation correspondingly,and �m (x ! xf)isthe adi-

abatic phase acquired between a given point oftra-

jectory,x,and �nalpoint,xf.The latterfeature has

im portantconsequence leading to the attenuation ef-

fect-weak sensitivity to therem otestructuresofthe

density pro�lewhen non-zero energy resolution ofde-

tectoristaken into account. O n the otherhand freg

IP M -LH P 06-19M ay



12 IPM Schoolon Lepton and Hadron Physics,Tehran,Iran,M ay 15-20,2006

canbestronglya�ected bysom erelativelysm allstruc-

turesnearthe surfaceofthe Earth.

Another insight into phenom ena can be obtained

using the adiabatic perturbation theory which leads

to [13]

freg =
2E sin2 2�

�m 2
sin

�0

2

X

j= 0:::n� 1

�V jsin
�j

2
: (61)

Here �0 and �j are the phases acquired along whole

trajectory and on thepartofthetrajectory insidethe

borders j. This form ula corresponds to sym m etric

pro�lewith respectto the centeroftrajectory.Using

(61) one can easily infer the attenuation e�ect. The

form ula reproduces precisely the results of exact

num erical calculations. Notice that the adiabatic

perturbation theory isrelevanthere because the adi-

abaticity is ful�lled within the layersand m axim ally

broken atthe borders.

Determ ination ofthe solar oscillation param eters.

K nowledgeoftheenergy dependenceoftheadiabatic

conversion allows one to connect the oscillation pa-

ram eterswith observablesim m ediately.

1). Determ ination ofthe m ixing angle.To explain

stronger de�cit at higher energies one needs to have

� < �=4 orsin2 � < 1=2.Furtherm ore,using the fact

thatPh > sin2 � and Pl< 0:5sin2 2� we�nd

Ph

Pl
�

sin2 �

0:5sin2 2�
=

1

2cos2 �
; (62)

whereon theRHS wehavetaken the asym ptoticval-

uesofthe survivalprobability.Consequently,

sin2 � � 1�
Pl

2Ph
� 0:1� 0:2: (63)

The ratio ofCC to NC eventsdeterm inesthe sur-

vivalprobability:

P = sin2 � + cos2�hcos2 �0m i=
C C

N C
: (64)

Forhigh energiesand withoutEarth m atterregener-

ation e�ect P = sin2 �. Since no signi�cant distor-

tion ofthe energy spectrum is seen at SK and SNO

the Boron neutrino spectrum should be in the at

part (bottom ofthe \suppression pit"). In this re-

gion thedeviation from asym ptoticvalueisweak.For

�m 2 � 8� 10� 5 eV 2 the averaged oscillation e�ectis

about10% .Therefore

sin2 �12 � 0:9
C C

N C
� 0:31: (65)

2). Determ ination of�m 2. Value ofsuppression

in the G allium experim ents,Pl,im plies that the pp-

spectrum isin thevacuum dom inated region,whereas

strongersuppression ofSK and SNO signals(together

with an absence ofdistortion)m eansthatthe boron

neutrino ux is in the m atterdom inated region. So,

the transition region should be E tr � (1 � 4) M eV.

O n the otherhand the expression forthe m iddle en-

ergy ofthetransition region equals(itcorrespondsto

neutrino production in resonance)

E tr =
�m 2 cos2�

2Vprod
; (66)

where Vprod is typicalpotentialin the neutrino pro-

duction region in theSun.From (66)weobtain

�m 2 =
2E trVprod

cos2�
(67)

which gives�m 2 = (3� 15)� 10� 5 eV
2
in thecorrect

range.

Another way to m easure �m 2 is to study the

high energy e�ects: according to LM A the splitting

�m 2 is restricted from below by the increasing

day-night asym m etry and from above by absence of

the signi�cantup turn ofspectrum atlow energies.

New SNO results are expected from the third

(last)phase ofthe experim entthatem ploysthe 3He-

counters for neutrons. The counters provide with a

better identi�cation ofthe NC-events and therefore

preciser m easurem ents ofthe CC/NC ratio,and the

�12 angle(com bination ofcos
4 �13 sin

2
�12 in thethree

neutrinocontext).BO REXINO should startm easure-

m entssoon [25].

The SAG E calibration result is about 2� below

expectation [26]. That m ay testify for lower cross-

section and thereforehigherpp� ux attheearth due

to larger survivalprobability. That produces som e

tension in the �tofthe solardata [27].Anotherpos-

sibility proposed recently isthatthe reduced calibra-

tion resultisdue to shortrangeoscillationsto sterile

neutrinos[28].

Searchesfortim evariationsand possibleperiodicity

in the solarneutrino data arecontinued [24].

4.2. KamLAND

K am LAND (K am ioka Large Anti-neutrino detec-

tor)isthereactorlong baselineexperim ent[29].Few

relevantdetails:1kton liquid scintillatordetectorsit-

uated in theK am ioka laboratory detectstheantineu-

trinos from surrounding atom ic reactors (about 53)

with the e�ective distance (150 -210)km . The clas-

sicalreaction oftheinversebeta decay,��ep ! e+ n,is

used.The data include

(i)the totalrateofevents;

(ii)the energy spectrum (�g.5);

(iii)thetim edependenceofthesignalwhich isdue

to variationsofthe reactorspower.(Establishing the

correlation between the neutrino signaland powerof

IP M -LH P 06-19M ay



IPM Schoolon Lepton and Hadron Physics,Tehran,Iran,M ay 15-20,2006 13

reactorsisim portantcheck ofthewholeexperim ent).

In fact,thischangealsoinuencestheoscillatione�ect

since the e�ective distance from the reactorschanges

(e.g.,when powerofthe closestreactordecreases).

In theoscillation analysistheenergy threshold E >

2:6 M eV isestablished.
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 (km/MeV)
eν/E0L

R
at

io

2.6 MeV prompt
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KamLAND data
best-fit oscillation
best-fit decay

best-fit decoherence

Figure 5: The L=E distribution ofeventsin the

K am LAND experim ent;from [29].

Thephysicsprocessisessentially thevacuum oscil-

lationsof��e.The m attere�ect,about1% ,isnegligi-

ble atthe presentlevelofaccuracy.

The evidencesofthe oscillationsare

1).Thede�citofthe num berofthe ��e events

R � =
N obs

N expect

=
258

365:2� 23:7
� 0:7 (68)

forE > 2:6 M eV.

2). The distortion ofthe energy spectrum orL=E

dependence (when som e reactors switch o� the ef-

fective distance changes). Notice that an absence of

strong spectrum distortion excludeslarge partofthe

oscillation param eterspace.

O scillation param eters are related to the observ-

ablesin the following way. The m ain featuresofthe

L=E dependence are m axim um at (L=E )m ax = 32

km /M eV (phase � = 2�) and m inim a at L=Em =

16; 48 km /M eV (� = �;3�). They �t wellthe ex-

pected oscillation pattern.Taking the �rstm axim um

we�nd

�m 2 =
4�

(L=E )m ax

= 8� 10� 5 eV
2
:

The de�cit of the signaldeterm ines (for a given

�m 2)the value ofm ixing angle:

sin2 2�12 =
1� R�

hsin2 �i
; (69)

where the averaged over the energy interval oscil-

latory factor can be evaluated for the K am LAND

detector as hsin2 �i� 0:6. Notice that sensitivity to

m ixing angleisnothigh atpresent.

Extracted values ofthe oscillation param eters are

in a very good agreem ent with those obtained from

the solarneutrino analysis. This com parison im plies

the CPT conservation.

Com bined analysis ofthe solar neutrino data and

the K am LAND can be perform ed in assum ption of

the CPT conservation. The m ixing angle is m ainly

determ ined by the solarneutrino data,whereas�m 2

is�xed by the K am LAND.New com pletecalibration

ofthedetectorwillallow to im provesensitivity to 1-2

m ixing [30].

Com parison ofresultsfrom thesolarneutrinosand

K am LAND open im portant possibility to check the

theory of neutrino oscillation and conversion, test

CPT,search for new neutrino interactions and new

neutrino states.

4.3. Atmospheric neutrinos

Experim ental results. The atm ospheric neutrino

ux isproduced in interactionsofthehigh energy cos-

m ic rays(protons,nuclei)with nucleiofatm osphere.

The interactions occur at heights (10 -20) km . At

low energiestheux isform ed in thechain ofdecays:

� ! ���,� ! e�e��.So,eachchainproduces2�� and

1�e,and correspondingly,the ratio ofuxesequals

r�
F�

Fe
� 2: (70)

W ith increase ofenergy the ratio increasessince the

lifetim e acquires the Lorentz boost and m uons have

no tim e to decay before collisions:they are absorbed

orloosetheenergy.Asa consequence,theux ofthe

electron neutrinosdecreases.

In spite ofthe long term e�orts,stillthe predicted

atm ospheric neutrino uxes have large uncertainties

(about20% in overallnorm alization and about5% in

theso called \tilt" param eterwhich describestheun-

certainty in the energy-dependence ofthe ux). The

origin ofuncertaintiesistwofold: originalux ofthe

cosm icraysand crosssectionsofinteractions.

The recentanalyzesinclude the data from Baksan

telescope,SuperK am iokande [31,32],M ACRO [33],

SO UDAN [34].Thedatacan bepresented in thethree

dim ensionalspacewhich includes

-type ofevents detected: e-like events (showers),

�-like events,m ulti-ring events,NC events(with de-

tection of�0),�� enriched sam pleofevents.

-energy ofevents: widely spread classi�cation in-

cludes the sub-G eV and m ulti-G eV events,stopping

m uons,through-going m uons,etc..

-zenith angle(upward going,down going,etc).

Now M INO S experim ent [35]provides som e early

inform ation on oscillation e�ectsforthe atm ospheric

neutrinosand antineutrinosseparately.

IP M -LH P 06-19M ay



14 IPM Schoolon Lepton and Hadron Physics,Tehran,Iran,M ay 15-20,2006

The evidences ofthe atm ospheric neutrino oscilla-

tionsinclude:

1). Sm allnessofthe double ratio ofnum bersof�-

liketo e-likeevents[31]:

R �=e �
N obs
� =N th

�

N obs
e =N th

e

: (71)

The ratio weakly depends on energy: it slightly in-

creases from sub-G eV to m ulti-G eV range (as ex-

pected):

R �=e = 0:658� 0:016� 0:035 (subG eV)

R �=e = 0:702
+ 0:032
� 0:030 � 0:101 (m ultiG eV + PC):(72)

Apparently in the absence of oscillations (or other

non-standard neutrino processes) the double ratio

should be 1. The sm allness ofthe ratio testi�es for

disappearanceofthe ��� ux.

2).Distortion ofthezenith angledependenceofthe

� -likeevents(see�g.6).G lobalcharacteristicofthis

distortion isthe up-down asym m etry de�ned as

A up=dow n �
N up

N dow n

: (73)

Duetocom pleteup-down sym m etriccon�guration for

theproduction,in theabsenceofoscillationsorother

non-standard e�ectstheasym m etry should beabsent:

A up=dow n = 1.

The zenith angle dependence fordi�erenttypesof

eventsin di�erentrangesofenergiesisshown in �g. 6

from [31].Thezenith angleoftheneutrino trajectory

isrelated to thebaselineL asL = D cos�z:So,study-

ing thezenith angledistributionswestudy essentially

thedistancedependenceoftheoscillation probability.

Substantialdistortion ofthe zenith angle distribu-

tion is found. The de�cit ofnum bers ofevents in-

creaseswith decreaseofcos�Z and reachesabout1/2

in theupgoingverticaldirection form ulti-G eV events.

The distortion increases with energy. Correspond-

ingly,the up-down asym m etry increaseswith energy:

In contrast to the �-like, the e-like events distri-

bution doesnotshow any anom aly. Though one can

m ark som eexcess(about15% )ofthe e-likeeventsin

the sub-G eV range(upper-leftpanelof�g.6).

3). Appearance ofthe �-like events (2:4� e�ect)

[32].

4). The L=E � dependence shows the �rst oscilla-

tion m inim um (�g.7).

In the�rstapproxim ation allthesedatacan becon-

sistently described in term softhe�� � �� vacuum os-

cillations. Notice thatforpure 2� oscillationsofthis

type no m attere�ectisexpected: the m atterpoten-

tials of�� and �� are equal. In the contextofthree

neutrinom ixing,fornon-zerovaluesofsin�13 them at-

tere�ectshould betaken into accountforthe�� � ��
channel.
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Figure 6: The zenith angle distribution ofthe

atm ospheric �-like eventsin di�erentenergy ranges;from

[31].
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Figure 7: L=E distribution ofthe atm ospheric � like

events;from [36].The solid line correspondsto the

oscillation �t.

Aswem arked above,theprobabilitiesof�e and ��
oscillationsin m atterofthe Earth driven by the \so-

lar"param eters�m 2
21 and sin

2 2�12 arelargeand even

m atter-enhanced in thesub-G eV range.However,ob-

servablee�ectsoftheseoscillationsaresuppressed by

factor

(rcos2 �23 � 1); (74)

where the ratio r is de�ned in eq. (70). In the sub-

G eV range r � 2 and form axim al2-3 m ixing e�ects
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cancel. W ith increase ofneutrino energy r increases,

however the probabilities are suppressed by m atter

e�ect.

So,in the �rstapproxim ation a unique description

in term s of�� � �� oscillation is valid for di�erent

typesofeventsand in a very wide range ofenergies:

from 0.1 to m orethan 100 G eV.

Determ ination ofthe atm ospheric neutrino oscilla-

tion param eters. Let us describe how the oscillation

param eterscan beim m ediatelyrelated toobservables.

W e willuse here the interpretation ofthe results in

term sof2�-oscillations�� � ��.

The m ostclean way to determ ine param etersisto

use the zenith angledistribution ofthe m ulti-G eV �-

like events.Asfollowsfrom �g. 6 forthe down-going

m uons,cos�Z � 0:5� 1,theoscillation e�ectsareneg-

ligible(good agreem entwith theno-oscillation predic-

tions). Forthe up-going m uons,cos�Z � � 0:5� � 1,

thereisalready theaveraging oscillation e�ect.Tran-

sition region correspondstothehorizontaleventswith

cos�Z � 0:0 � 0:2. For these events the baseline

L = 500 km should be com parable with the oscilla-

tion length L � l�,so that

�m 2 =
4�Em ulti� G eV

Lhorizon

: (75)

Taking E = (1� 2)G eV we�nd �m 2 = (1� 4)� 10� 3

eV 2. An uncertainty in the neutrino direction and

the fact that distance strongly depends on cos�Z in

thehorizontaldirection lead to theuncertainty in the

determ ination ofthe atm ospheric�m 2.

Forthe upward-going �-like eventsthe oscillations

areaveraged (nodependenceofthesuppression factor

on cos�Z ),so that N obs(up)=N th(up) = 1 � sin2 2�.

Thisallowsusto determ inethe m ixing angle:

sin2 2� = 2[1� N
obs(up)=N th(up)]: (76)

From the �g.6 N obs(up)=N th(up)� 0:5,and conse-

quently,sin2 2� = 1 (N th(up)� Nobs(up)).

O therindependentdeterm inationsare possible: in

the sub-G eV range the zenith angle dependence is

weak becauseofstrong averaging e�ect:(i)the oscil-

lation length isshorterand therefore the oscillations

developalreadyforlargepartofthedowngoingevents;

(ii)the angle between neutrino and detected m uon is

very large and directionality is essentially lost. So,

taking the de�cit of the totalnum ber ofevents we

obtain

sin2 2� � 2[1� R]; (77)

where equality corresponds to the developed oscilla-

tionsforalldirections.From �g.6 we �nd R = 0:67,

and thereforesin2 2� � 0:7.

Todeterm inem ixingangleonecan usealsothedou-

ble ratio.Asfollowsfrom (71)

sin2 2� =
1� R�=e

hsin2 �=2iz
; (78)

wherehsin2 �=2iz istheaveraged overtheenergy and

zenith angle oscillatory factor.Form ulti-G eV events

hsin2 �=2iz = 0:20� 0:25 and therefore from (78)we

obtain sin2 2� � 1.

The m ost precise determ ination of �m 2 follows

from theL=E -dependenceoftheevents(�g.7)which

isconsidered asthedirectobservation oftheneutrino

oscillations-oscillatory e�ect [36]. In the �rstoscil-

lation m inim um -dip in the survivalprobability the

phaseofoscillationsequals� = �.Therefore

�m 2 =
2�

(L=E )dip
: (79)

From �g. 7: (L=E )dip = 500 km /G eV.This gives

im m ediately �m 2 = 2:5� 10� 3 eV 2.

Resultsofthe 3�� analysisfrom [37]and [38]show

oneim portantsystem atic e�ect:the shiftof2-3 m ix-

ingfrom m axim alonewhen thee�ectofthe1-2sector

isincluded.Alsowholeallowedregion isshifted.Even

largerdeviation ofsin2 �23 from 0.5 hasbeen found in

[38].Essentially thisresultisrelated to the excessof

the e-likeeventsin the sub-G eV range.

4.4. K2K

The ��� beam with typicalenergiesE = (0:5� 3)

G eV was created at K EK and directed to K am ioka.

Its interations were detected by SuperK am iokande

[39].Thebaselineisabout250km .Theoscillationsof

m uon neutrinos,�� ! ��,havebeen studied by com -

parison ofthe detected num berand the energy spec-

trum ofthe�-likeeventswith thepredicted ones.The

predictionshave been m ade by extrapolating the re-

sultsfrom the\front" detectorto theK am ioka place.

Thefrontdetectorsim ilartoSK (butofsm allerscale)

wasatabout1 km distancefrom the source.

The evidencesofoscillationswere (i)the de�citof

the totalnum berofevents:107 eventshavebeen ob-

served whereas 151+ 12� 10 have been expected; (ii) the

spectrum distortion (�g.8).Searchesforthe�� ! �e
oscillationsgavenegativeresult.

The data are interpreted asthe non-averaged vac-

uum oscillations�� � ��.

The energy distribution of the detected �� like

events show an evidence of the �rst oscillation dip

at E � 0:5 G eV (see �g. 8). This allows one

to evaluate �m 2. Using the relation (79) with

L=E = 250km =0:5G eV = 500 km /G eV (apparently

thesam easin theatm osphericneutrino case),weob-

tain �m 2 = 2:5� 10� 3 eV 2 in perfectagreem entwith

the atm ospheric neutrino result. (In fact the data

strongerexclude othervaluesof�m 2 than favorthe

bestone.)

The substantial oscillation suppression is present

in the low energy part of the spectrum (E < 1

G eV) only. Therefore the de�cit of events � 0:67

correspondsto largeornearly m axim alm ixing.
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Figure 8: The energy spectrum ofeventsin the K 2K

experim ent,from [39].Also shown are equally

norm alized �tcurveswith oscillations(solid)and without

oscillations(dotted)

4.5. MINOS

M INO S (M ain Injector Neutrino O scillation

Search) is the long baseline experim ent \from Fer-

m ilab to SO UDAN". NuM I (M ain Injector) beam

consists,m ainly,of��’s with energies (1 -30) G eV

and the ux-m axim um at � 3 G eV.There are two

detectors - steel-scintillator tracking calorim eters.

The near detector is at the distance 1 km from

the injector with m ass 1 kton and the far detector

(SO UDAN m ine) has the baseline 735 km and

m ass5.4 kt.The �rstresultcorrespondsto exposure

1:27� 1020 protonson target.215neutrinoeventshave

been observed below 30 G eV,whereas 336:0 � 14:4

events were predicted on the basis ofm easurem ents

in the neardetector[40].

Evidenceofoscillationsconsistsof(i)de�citofthe

detected num berofevents-disappearanceofthe ��-

ux, and (ii) distortion of energy spectrum �g. 9.

Therelativesuppression increaseswith decreaseofen-

ergy(although thereislargespread ofpoints),and the

strongestsuppression isin the bins(1 -2)G eV.

The dom inant e�ect is the non-averaged vacuum

�� � �� oscillations. The m attere�ectis negligible.

Taking E � 1:5 G eV astheenergy ofthe�rstoscilla-

tion dip (m inim um )we�nd �m 2 � (2:5� 3:0)� 10� 3

eV 2.Suppression in thisbin isconsistentwith m axi-

m alm ixing. Using the totalde�citofeventsone can

evaluatethe m ixing anglem oreprecisely.

Essentially we observe the high energy partofthe

�rstoscillation deep starting from m inim um which is

consistentwith m axim alsuppression.Thisisenough

to m ake rather precise determ ination of�m 2. De-

tailed statistical�t gives �m 2
23 = 2:74+ 0:44� 0:26 � 10� 3

eV 2 (68 % C.L.) and sin2 2�23 > 0:87 (68 % C.L.)

with thebest�tvaluesin2 2�23 = 1.Thisisin a very

good agreem ent with the atm ospheric neutrino and

K 2K results.

Com m ent. Sim ple relations we have presented in

Figure 9: The energy spectrum ofeventsin the M INO S

experim ent,from [40].Shown also are the expected

spectrum withoutoscillationsand the best�tto

experim entalresult.

sect.4.1-4.5allow ustounderstand wheresensitivity

to di�erent param eters com es from . These relations

areem bedded in precisestatisticalanalysis.They al-

low usto controltheoutcom eofthisanalysis,under-

stand uncertaintiesand givecon�dence in the results

ofm oresophisticated analysis.

They show robustnessoftheresultsand theirinter-

pretation.

4.6. 1-3 mixing: effects and bounds

The direct bounds on 1-3 m ixing are obtained in

the CHO O Z experim ent[41]. Thisisthe experim ent

with a singlereactor,singledetectorand thebaseline

about1 km . The expected e�ectisthe vacuum non-

averageoscillationswith survivalprobability given by

the standard oscillation form ula:

P = 1� sin2 2�13 sin
2 �

2
: (80)

The baseline is com parable with the half-oscillation

length:Forthe best�tvalueof�m 2 from the atm o-

spheric neutrino studies and E � 2 M eV the oscilla-

tion length equals� 2 km .

The signature ofthe oscillationsconsistsofdistor-

tion ofthe energy spectrum described by (80). No

distortion hasbeen found within theerrorbarswhich

putthe lim it

sin2 �13 � 0:04; (90% C:L:) (81)

for�m 2
31 = 2:6� 10� 3 eV

2
. In the atm ospheric neu-

trinosthenon-zero1-3 m ixing willlead to oscillations

oftheelectron neutrinos.O neofthee�ectswould be

�� $ �e oscillationsin the m atterofthe Earth. The

resonance enhancem entofoscillationsin neutrino or

antineutrinochannelsshould beobservabledepending

on the type ofm asshierarchy. Thatcan produce an

excessofthe e-likeeventsm ostly in m ulti-G eV range
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where the m ixing can be m atter enhanced. No sub-

stantiale�ectisfound.Noticethatin theanalysis[38]

-thebest�tvaluesin�13 isnon-zero dueto som edis-

tortion ofthe zenith angle dependence. in the m ulti-

G eV range.

In solar neutrinos, the non-zero 1-3 m ixing leads

to the averaged vacuum oscillationswith sm alloscil-

lation depth. The e�ect is reduced to change ofthe

overallnorm alizationoftheux.Thecom binedanaly-

sisofallsolarneutrinodataleadstozerobest-�tvalue

of1-3m ixing.TheCC/NC ratioatSNO and G allium

results(which depend on theastrophysicaluncertain-

tiesless)give sin2 �13 = 0:017� 0:026 (thatindicates

a levelofsensitivity ofexisting observations).

In contrast,�13 can produce leading e�ectsforsu-

pernova electron (anti)neutrinos.

4.7. Degeneracy of oscillation
parameters and global fits

In the previous sections we have analyzed various

data in the 2� context. Essentially the 3� system

splitsin to two sectors:\solar" sectorprobed by the

solar neutrino experim ents and K am LAND,and the

\atm ospheric" sectorprobed by theatm osphericneu-

trino experim entsK 2K and M INO S.Thisisjusti�ed

ifthe 1-3 m ixing iszero orsm alland ifin the atm o-

spheric sector studies the e�ect of1-2 sector can be

neglected. That could happen,e.g.,because in the

speci�cexperim entsthebaselinesaresm allortheen-

ergiesare large,so that oscillation e�ects due to 1-2

m ixing and 1-2 splithaveno tim e(space)to develop.

In the next phase ofstudies when sub-leading ef-

fects,e.g.,induced by sin�13,becom e im portantthe

splittingof3� problem intotwosectorsisnotpossible.

Atthissub-leadingleveltheproblem ofdeterm ination

ofthe neutrino param etersbecom esm uch m orecom -

plicated.

In the table IIwe indicate relevantparam etersfor

di�erent studies. The sam e observables depend on

severalparam eters,so that the problem ofdegener-

acy ofthe param eters appears. In such a situation

one needs to perform the global�t of allavailable

Table II Experim entsand relevantoscillation

param eters.

Experim ents Param etersof Param etersof

leading e�ects sub-leading e�ects

Solarneutrinos, �m
2

12,�12 �13

K am LAND

Atm ospheric neutrinos �m
2

23,�23 �m
2

12,�12,�13,�

K 2K �m
2

23,�23 �13

CHO O Z �m
2

23,�13 strongly suppressed

M INO S �m
2

23,�23 �13

Figure 10: The resultsofglobal3� analysisfor1-2 and

2-3 m asssplitsand m ixings;from [38].

data. The advantagesare (1)no inform ation is lost;

(2) dependence ofdi�erent observables on the sam e

param etersistaken intoaccount;(3)correlationofpa-

ram etersand theirdegeneracy isadequately treated.

There are howeversom e disadvantages. In partic-

ular,for som e param eters the global�t m ay not be

the m ostsensitive m ethod,and certain subsetofthe

data can restricta given param eterm uch better(e.g.,

�m 2
23 in atm osphericneutrinos).

In �g.10 weshow theresultsoftheglobal�tofos-

cillation dataperform ed in [38]beforeM INO S results.

M INO S shiftstheallowed region and thebest�tpoint

of�m 2
23 to largervalues.W ith earlierM INO S result

�m 2
23 = 2:6� 10� 3 eV

2
isfound in [43]asthe best

�tvalue.

Results of global �ts of the other groups (see

[42,43]) agree very well. Di�erent types ofexperi-

m ents con�rm each other: K am LAND con�rm s so-

larneutrino results,K 2K -the atm ospheric neutrino

results etc.. Furtherm ore, unique interpretation of

whole bulk of the data in term s of vacuum m asses

and m ixingsprovideswith theoverallcon�rm ation of

the picture So,the determ ination ofthe param eters

is rather robust,and it is rather non-plausible that

future m easurem entswilllead to signi�cantchange.

Them ostprobablevaluesofparam etersequal

�m 2

12 = (7:9� 8:0)� 10� 5 eV
2
; (82)

sin2 �12 = 0:310� 0:315; (83)

�m 2

23 = (2:5� 2:6)� 10� 3 eV
2

(84)

sin2 �23 = 0:44� 0:50: (85)

Slightly sm aller value of1-2 m ixing,sin2 �12 = 0:30,

hasbeen found in[43].
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Theparam eterwhich describesthedeviation ofthe

23 m ixing from m axim alequals

D 23 � 0:5� sin2 �23 = 0:03� 0:06: (86)

For1-3 m ixing wehave

sin2 �23 = 0:00� 0:01; (1� = 0:011� 0:013):(87)

Theratio ofm asssquared di�erencesim portantfor

theoreticalim plicationsequals

r� �
�m 2

12

�m 2
23

= 0:031� 0:033: (88)

5. Neutrino mass and flavor spectrum

5.1. Spectrum

Inform ation obtained from the oscillation experi-

m entsallowsusto m akesigni�cantprogressin recon-

struction ofthe neutrino m ass and avor spectrum

(Fig.11).

INVERTEDNORMAL

M
A

SS

3ν

ν2

ν1

ν2
ν1

ν3

νe

µν

ντ

Figure 11: Neutrino m assand avorspectra forthe

norm al(left)and inverted (right)m asshierarchies.The

distribution ofavors(colored partsofboxes)in the

m asseigenstatescorrespondsto the best-�tvaluesof

m ixing param etersand sin
2
�13 = 0:05.

The unknownsare:

(i)adm ixtureof�e in �3,Ue3;

(ii) type of m ass spectrum : hierarchical, non-

hierarchicalwith certain ordering,degenerate,which

isrelated to thevalueoftheabsolutem assscale,m 1;

(iii)type ofm asshierarchy (ordering):norm al,in-

verted (partially degenerate);

(iv)CP-violation phase�.

Inform ation described in the previoussectionscan

be sum m arized in the following way.

1. The observed ratio ofthe m ass squared di�er-

ences(88)im pliesthatthereisno strong hierarchy of

neutrino m asses:

m 2

m 3

>

s

�m 2
12

�m 2
23

= 0:18� 0:02: (89)

Forchargeleptonsthecorrespondingratiois0.06,and

even stronger hierarchies are observed in the quark

sector.

2. There is the bi-large or large-m axim alm ixing

between the neighboring fam ilies(1 -2)and (2 -3).

Stillrathersigni�cantdeviation ofthe2-3m ixingfrom

the m axim aloneispossible.

3.M ixing between rem ote(1-3)fam iliesisweak.

Toagood approxim ation them ixingm atrix hasthe

so-called tri-bim axim alform [44]:

Utbm � U
m
23U12(�12)=

1
p
6

0

B
@

2
p
2 0

� 1
p
2

p
3

1 �
p
2
p
3

1

C
A ;

(90)

where U m
23 is the m axim al(�=4) rotation in the 2-3

plane and sin2 �12 = 1=3. Alternatively,the m ixing

can be expressed in term s ofthe quark-lepton com -

plem entarity (Q LC)relations[45]:

\lepton m ixing = bi� m axim alm ixing� CK M
00
:

(91)

Possiblerealizationsare

UP M N S = Ubm U
y

C K M
;or

UP M N S = UC K M Ubm (92)

where UC K M isthe quark m ixing m atrix and Ubm is

the bi-m axim alm ixing m atrix:

Ubm � U
m
23U

m
12 =

1

2

0

B
@

p
2
p
2 0

� 1 1
p
2

1 � 1
p
2

1

C
A : (93)

Both the tri-bim axim alm ixing and the Q LC-m ixing

agreewith the experim entaldata within 1� [46].

5.2. Absolute scale of neutrino mass

Direct kinem atic m ethods. M easurem ents of the

Curie plot ofthe 3H decay at the end point - give

m e < 2:05 eV (95% )(Troitsk)after\anom aly" sub-

traction [47],and m e < 2:3 eV (95% ),(M ainz)[48].

FutureK ATRIN experim ent[49]aim satoneorderof

m agnitudebetterupperbound:m e < 0:2 eV (90% ).

The discovery potential is estim ated so that the

positiveresultm e = 0:35 eV can beestablished at5�

(statistical)level.

From oscillation experim ents we get the lower

bound on m assofthe heaviestneutrino:

m h >

q

�m 2
atm = 0:04 eV (95% ): (94)

In the case ofnorm alm ass hierarchy m h = m 3 and

in the inverted hierarchy casem h = m 1 � m2.
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Neutrinolessdouble beta decay. Therateneutrino-

lessdouble beta decay isdeterm ined by the e�ective

M ajorana m assofelectron neutrino

m ee =

�
�
�
�
�

X

k

U
2

ekm ke
i�(k)

�
�
�
�
�
; (95)

� / m 2
ee.Here�(k)isthe phaseofthe k eigenvalue.

The best present bound on m ee is given by the

Heidelberg-M oscow experim ent: m ee < 0:35 � 0:50

eV [50].Partofcollaboration claim san evidenceofa

positive signal[51,52]. The Heidelberg-M oscow col-

laboration searched forthe m ode ofthe decay

76
G e! 76

Se+ e
� + e

� (96)

with the end pointQ ee = 2039 keV.The totalstatis-

ticscollected from 5 enriched G e� detectorsis71.7 kg

yr. The peak at the end point ofthe totalenergy-

spectrum oftwo electrons hasbeen found and inter-

preted in [52]asdue to the neutrinolessdouble beta

decay. Num ber ofevents in the peak gives the half-

lifetim e

T1=2 = 1:19� 1025 y; 3� range:(0:69� 4:18)� 1025 y:

(97)

The signi�cance of the peak depends on m odel of

background and quoted by theauthorsas4:2�.There

is a num ber ofargum entspro and contra ofsuch in-

terpretation.

Ifthe exchange oflight M ajorana neutrino is the

dom inantm echanism ofthe decay,the m easured life-

tim ecorrespondstothee�ectivem assoftheM ajorana

neutrino

m ee = 0:44 eV; 3� range:(0:24� 0:58)eV:(98)

TheH-M positiveresultwould correspond to strongly

degenerate neutrino m ass spectrum . That,in turn,

im pliesnew sym m etry in the leptonic sector.

O ther groups do not see signalofthe ��0� decay

though theirsensitivity issom ehow lower[53,54,55].

New experim ent with 76G e, G ERDA [56], will be

ableto con�rm the H-M claim in the �rstphase,and

in the case ofnegative result,strongly restrict it in

future m easurem ents.

Cosm ologicalbound. Analysis ofthe cosm ological

data thatincludesCM B observations,SDSS ofgalax-

ies,Lym an alphaforestobservationsand weak lensing

lead totheupperbound on thesum ofneutrinom asses

3X

i= 1

m i < 0:42 eV (95% C:L:) (99)

[57](see also [58]) which corresponds to m 0 < 0:13

eV in the case ofa degenerate spectrum . An even

strongerbound,
P 3

i= 1
m i < 0:17 eV (95% C.L.)[59]

wasestablished afterpublication ofW M AP3 results.

Thislim itdisfavorsa strongly degenerate m assspec-

trum .and thepositiveclaim ofobservation ofneutri-

nolessdoublebetadecay.Com biningthecosm ological

and oscillation bounds,weconclude thatatleastone

neutrino m assshould be in the interval

m � (0:04� 0:10)eV (95% C:L:): (100)

In future,theweak lensing willallow to perform di-

rectm easurem entsofclustering ofallm atterand not

just lum inous one. This willim prove the sensitivity

down to
P

i
m i � 0:03 eV.

5.3. To the new phase of the field

In what follows we sum m arize the param eters,

physicsgoalsand physicsreach ofthenextgeneration

(already approved) LBL experim ents. In each case

we give the baseline,L,the m ean energy ofneutrino

hE �iand the goals.Allthe estim ationsare given for

the 90% C.L..

1). T2K (\Tokaito K am ioka"): JPARK ! Su-

perK am iokande [60]. This is the accelerator o�-axis

experim ent on searches for �� ! �� and �� ! �e
oscillations;param eters ofthe experim ent: L = 295

km ,hE �i= 0:7 G eV.The goalisto reach sensitivity

to the �e� appearance which will allow to put the

bound sin2 �13 < 0:005 (or discover the 1-3 m ixing

ifthe angle islarger),to m easure 2-3 m asssplitand

m ixing with accuracies �(�m 2
23) � 0:1 m eV, and

�(sin2 2�23) = 0:01 near the m axim alm ixing. The

latter corresponds to �(sin2 �23) = D 23 = 0:05. If

1-3 m ixing is near the present bound the hope is to

getsom e inform ation aboutthe m asshierarchy. The

m easurem entswillstartin 2009.

2). NO �A:Ferm ilab ! Ash River [61]. This is

also the accelerator o�-axis experim ent on �� ! ��
and �� ! �e oscillation searches. Param eters:

L = 810 km ,hE �i= 2:2 G eV.The objectivesinclude

the bound on 1-3 m ixing sin2 �13 < 0:006, precise

m easurem ent of �m 2
23, and possibly, determ ination

ofthe m asshierarchy.Start:2008 -2009.

3). Double CHO O Z reactor experim ent [62]will

search for ��e ! ��e oscillation disappearance. Two

detectors setup will be em ployed. Param eters:

L = 1:05 km (far detector), hE �i = 0:004 G eV,

L=E = 250 km /G eV;the goalis to put the bound

sin2 �13 < 0:005� 0:008.Start:2008;results:2011.

4). Daya Bay [63]reactor experim ent willsearch

for ��e ! ��e oscillation disappearance with m ulti-

detector setup: Two near detectors and one far

detectorwith thebaseline1600 -1900 m from reactor

cores are proposed. The goalis to reach sensitivity
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sin2 �13 < 0:0025 orbetter.Start:2010.

To largeextend resultsfrom theseexperim entswill

determ ine further(experim ental)developm ents.

5.4. Expecting the supernova neutrino
burst

Detection ofthe G alactic supernova can substan-

tially contribute to determ ination of the neutrino

param eters and reconstruction ofthe neutrino m ass

spectrum . In particularthisstudy willcontribute to

determ ination ofthe 1-3 m ixing and type ofthe neu-

trino m asshierarchy.

In supernovasone expectsnew elem entsofthe a-

vor conversion dynam ics. W hole 3� level crossing

schem e can be probed and the e�ects ofboth M SW

resonances(dueto �m 2
12 and �m

2
13)should show up.

Various e�ects associated to the 1-3 m ixing can be

realized,depending on value of�13. The SN neutri-

nosaresensitiveto sin2 �13 assm allas10
� 5.Studies

ofthe SN neutrinoswillalso give an inform ation the

type ofm ass hierarchy [64, 65, 66, 67]. The sm all

m ixing M SW conversion can be realized due to the

1-3 m ixing and the \atm ospheric" m ass split �m 2
13.

The non-oscillatory adiabatic conversion is expected

for sin2 �13 > 10� 3. Adiabaticity violation occurs if

the 1-3 m ixing issm allsin2 �13 < 10� 3.

Collective avor transform ation e�ects due to the

neutrino-neutrino scattering (avor exchange phe-

nom enon)can beim portantin thecentralparts(out-

cide neutrino spheres)ofthecollapsing stars[68].

Another possible interesting e�ect is related to

shock wave propagation. The shock wave can reach

the region ofthe neutrino conversion,� � 104 g/cc,

afterts = (3� 5)sfrom thebounce(beginning ofthe

�� burst) [69]. Changing suddenly the density pro-

�leand thereforebreaking theadiabaticity,theshock

wavefrontinuencesthe conversion in the resonance

characterizedby�m 2
13 and sin

2
�13,ifsin

2
�13 > 10� 4.

M onitoring theshock wavewith neutrinoscan shed

som elighton them echanism ofexplosion [64,70,71,

72].

5.5. LSND result and new neutrinos

LSND (Large Scintillator Neutrino Detector) col-

laboration studied interactionsofneutrinosfrom Los

Alam osM eson PhysicsFacility produced in thedecay

chain: �+ ! �+ + �e,�
+ ! e+ + �e + ���. The ex-

cessofthe (e+ + n)eventshasbeen observed in the

detector which could be due to inverse beta decay:

��e + p ! e+ + n [73].In turn,��e could appeardueto

oscillations��� ! ��e in the original��� beam .

Interpretation ofthe excessin term softhe ��� � ��e
oscillationswould correspond to thetransition proba-

bility

P = (2:64� 0:76� 0:45)� 10� 3: (101)

Theallowed region isrestricted from below by �m 2 >

0:2 eV 2.

Thisresultisclearly beyond the\standard"3� pic-

ture.Itim pliesnew sectorand new sym m etriesofthe

theory.

The situation with thisultim ate neutrino anom aly

[73]isreally dram atic:allsuggested physical(notre-

lated to the LSND m ethods) solutions are strongly

or very strongly disfavored now. At the sam e tim e,

being con�rm ed,the oscillation interpretation ofthe

LSND resultm ay changeourunderstanding the neu-

trino (and in generalferm ion)m asses.

Even very exotic possibilities are disfavored. An

analysis perform ed by the K ARM EN collaboration

[74]hasfurtherdisfavored ascenario[75]in which the

��e appearance is explained by the anom alous m uon

decay �+ ! ��e��ie
+ (i= e;�;�).

The CPT-violation schem e[76]with di�erent m ass

spectraofneutrinosand antineutrinosisdisfavored by

the atm osphericneutrino data [77].No com patibility

ofLSND and \allbut LSND" data have been found

below 3� [78].

The m ain problem of the (3 + 1) schem e with

�m 2 � 1 eV2 is that the predicted LSND signal,

whichisconsistentwith theresultsofothershortbase-

line experim ents (BUG EY,CHO O Z,CDHS,CCFR,

K ARM EN)aswellastheatm osphericneutrino data,

is too sm all: the ��� ! ��e probability is about 3�

below the LSND m easurem ent.

Introduction of the second sterile neutrino with

�m 2 > 8 eV 2 m ay help [79]. Ithasbeen shown [80]

that a new neutrino with �m 2 � 22 eV2 and m ix-

ings Ue5 = 0:06,U�5 = 0:24 can enhance the pre-

dicted LSND signalby(60{70)% .The(3+ 2)schem e

has, however, problem s with cosm ology and astro-

physics. The com bination ofthe two described so-

lutions,nam ely the 3+ 1 schem ewith CPT-violation

has been considered [81]. Som e recent proposals in-

cluding the m ass varying neutrinos M aVaN [9]and

decay ofheavy sterileneutrinos[82]also havecertain

problem s.

M iniBooNE [83]isexpected toclarify substantially

interpretation ofthe LSND result. The M iniBooNE

searchesfor�e appearancein the12 m diam etertank

�lled in by the 450 t ofm ineraloilscintillator and

covered by 1280 PM T.The ux ofm uon neutrinos

with theaverageenergy hE �i� 800 M eV isform ed in

� decays(50m decaypipe)which arein turn produced

by8G eV protonsfrom theFerm ilab Booster.The541

m baseline is about halfofthe oscillation length for

�m 2 � 2 eV2. In 2006 the experint operatesin the

antineutrino channel��� ! ��e
O f course, con�rm ation of the LSND result (in

term s of oscillations) would be the m ost decisive
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Figure 12: The region ofoscillation param etersselected

by LSND resultversussensitivity ofthe M iniBooNE

experim ent;from [83].

though theproblem with background should bescru-

tinized. The negative result stillm ay leave an am -

biguoussituation.In �g.12 thesensitivity lim itsand

discovery potentialofM iniBooNE areshown.

6. Conclusion

Afterthe�rstphaseofstudiesofneutrinom assand

m ixing we have ratherconsistentpicture:interpreta-

tion ofallthe results (except forLSND) in term s of

vacuum m ixing ofthreem assiveneutrinos.Two m ain

e�ects(consequencesofm ixing)areim portantforthe

interpretation ofresults at the presentlevelofaccu-

racy: the vacuum oscillationsand the adiabatic con-

version in m atter(the M SW -e�ect). The oscillations

in m attergive sub-leading contributions,at(1� 2)�

level,to the solar and atm ospheric neutrino observ-

ables.

Thereareunknown yetparam etersand theirdeter-

m ination com poses a program offuture phenom eno-

logicaland experim entalstudies. Next phase ofthe

�eld,study ofsub-leading e�ects,willbe m uch m ore

involved.

The m ain theoretical challenge is to understand

what is behind the observed pattern of neutrino

m asses and m ixing (as wellas m asses and m ixings

ofother ferm ions). W hat is the underlying physics?

Clearly there is a strong di�erence of the quark

and lepton m ixing patterns. The data hint the tri-

bim axim alschem e of m ixing with possible im plica-

tions ofnew \neutrino sym m etries",or alternatively

to the quark-lepton com plem entarity that hints cer-

tain quark-lepton sym m etry and uni�cation.Are the

tri-bim axim alorQ LC relationsreal(follow from cer-

tain principles)orsim ply accidental?

It m ay happen that som ething im portant in prin-

ciples and context is stillm issed. The key question

is how far we can go in this understanding using

ourusualnotionsofthe �eld theory (orthe e�ective

�eld theory) and in term s of sym m etries, various

m echanism sofsym m etry breaking,etc.? Thehopeis

thatneutrinoswilluncoversom ethingsim pleand illu-

m inatingbeforewewillbelostin thestringlandscape.
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