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The rst phase of studies of the neutrino m ass and m ixing is essentially over. T he outcom e is the discovery of
non-zero neutrino m ass and determ ination ofthe dom inant structure ofthe lepton m ixing m atrix. In som e sense
thisphase was very sin ple, and nature w as very collaborative w ith us: Twom ain e ects —the vacuum oscillations
and the adiabatic conversion in m atter (the M SW -e ect) —provide com plete interpretation of the experim ental

results. Furthem ore, w ith the present accuracy ofm easurem ents the 3

m ixing analysis is essentially reduced

to the 2 consideration. I willpresent a concise and com prehensive description of this rst phase. The topics
include: (i) the concept of neutrino m ixing in vacuum and m atter; (ii) physics of the oscillations and adiabatic
conversion; (iii) the experim ental evidences of the avor transform ations and detem ination of the oscillation
param eters. Som e In plications of the obtained results are discussed. C om m ents are given on the next phase of

the eld that willbe much m ore involved.

1. Introduction

R ecent m a pr progress in neutrino phenom enology,
and particle physics in general, was related to studies
of the neutrino m ass and m ixing. The rst phase of
these studies is essentially over, w ith them ain resuls
being

discovery of non-zero neutrino m ass;

determm ination of the dom inant structure of the
Jepton m ixing: discovery oftwo lJargem ixing an—
gls;

establishing strong di erence of the quark and
Jepton m ass spectra and m ixing pattems.

Physics of this rst phase is rather sinpl. The
two main e ects — the vacuum oscillations [1, 12, I3]
and the adiabatic conversion in m atter (the M SW —
e ect) 4,15]. are enough for com plete Interpretation
of the experin ental results. (O scillations In m atter
appear as sub—Jleading statistically insigni cant yet ef-
fect forthe atm ospheric and solarneutrino oscillations
In the Earth. Furthem ore, at the present level of
experim ental accuracy the three neutrino analysis is
essentially reduced to two neutrino analyzes, and de—
generacy of param eters is practically absent. N ature
was very \collaborative" w ith us, realizing the easiest
possbilities and disentangling an interplay of various
phenom ena.

In a sense, we have now a \standard m odel of neu—
trinos" that can be form ulated in the follow ing way:

1). there are only three types of light neutrinos;

2) . their Interactions are described by the Standard
electrow eak theory;

3). masses and m xing are generated In vacuum ;
they origihate from som e high energy (short range)
physics at the electrow eak or/and higher scales.

Now the goal is to test these statem ents and to
search for new physics beyond this \standard m odel".
Con m ation of the LSND result by M niBooNE
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would be discovery of such a new physics.

T he next phase of studies w illbe associated to new
generation of neutrino experim ents, which will start
in 2008 —2010. Them ain ob fctives of this new phase
Include determ ination the absolute scale of neutrino
m ass and sub-dom inant structures ofm ixing: nam ely,
13 m ixing, deviation of the 23 m ixing from m axi-
m alvalue, the CP -violation phase(s). T he ob fctives
include also identi cation of neutrino m ass hierarchy
and precision m easurem ents of already know n param —
eters.

T he next phase will be m uch m ore nvolved: New
phenom ena may show up at the sub-leading level.
M ore com plicated form alism s for their interpretation
are required. Complte threeneutrino context of
study w illbe the m ust. Severe problem of degeneracy
of param eters appears.

In these lectures' I will present a concise descrip—
tion ofthe rstphaseofstudiesofneutrinom assesand
m ixing. Iw illstart by a detailed discussion ofthe con—
cept of neutrino m ixing in vacuum and m atter. In the
second part, the the main e ects involed: the vac-
uum oscillations, oscillations in m atter and the adia—
batic conversion, are describbed and physics derivation
of all relevant form ulas are given. In the third part I
w ill present the experin ental results and existing ev—
idences of neutrino oscillations. For each experin ent
a sin ple analysis is described that allow s one to eval-
uate the neutrino param eters w thout sophisticated
global t. This consideration is ain ed at convincing

1T he text presented here is partially based on lectures given
at the Les Houches Summ er School on T heoretical P hysics:
Session 84: Particle P hysics Beyond the Standard M odel, Les
Houches, France, 126 Aug 2005, as well as on m aterials pre—
pared for the TA SI-06 school \E xploring New Frontiers U sing
C olliders and N eutrinos", June 4 — 30, 2006, Boulder C olorado.
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that Indeed, we see the oscillations and and our in—
terpretation of results in term s of the vacuum m asses
and m ixing is correct.

2. Flavors, masses and mixing

2.1. Flavor mixing

The avor neutrinos, ¢ (e; 5 ) are de ned
asthe neutrinos that corresoond to certain charge lep—
tons: ¢, and . The correspondence is established
by the weak interactions: ;and 1 1= e; ; ) fom
the charged currents ordoublets ofthe SU, symm etry
group. Neutrinos, 1, 2,and 3,wih de niem asses
mi,m,,m 3 are the eigenstates ofm assm atrix aswell
as the elgenstates ofthe totalH am iltonian in vacuum .

The vacuum m ixingm eans that the avor statesdo
not coincide w ith the m ass eigenstates. The avor
states are com binations of the m ass eigenstates:

1= Uy 37 1=e€ 7 ;7 1= 1;2;3; 1)
w here them ixing param etersUy; form thePM N Sm ix—
hgmatrix Upy ys [I,2]. The m xing m atrix can be
conveniently param eterized as

Upmuns = Vo3 (23)T Viz(13)IVia(12); @)

where Vi is the rotation m atrix in the ijplane, i is
the corresponding angle and I diag(1;1;€ ) isthe
m atrix of CP violating phase.

2.2. Two aspects of mixing.

A num ber of conceptual points can be clard ed us-
ng just 2 m ixing. A Iso, at the present kevel of ac-
curacy ofm easurem ents the 2 dynam ics is enough
to describe the data. For two neutrino m ixing, eg.

e arwe have
e= s 1+ s z; a=cos » s 1; @)
where , is the non-electron neutrino state, and is
the vacuum m ixing angle.

There are two In portant aspects of m ixing. The

rst aspect: according to (3) the avorneutrino states
are com binations of the m ass eigenstates. P ropaga—
tion of ¢ ( ;) is descrbed by a system oftwo wave
packetswhich correspondto ; and ,.In g.[h).we
show representation of o and , as the combiation
ofm ass states. The lengths of the boxes, oo and
sin? , give the adm ixtures of ; and , In . and ;.
The key point is that the avor states are coherent
m xtures (com binations) ofthem ass eigenstates. The
relative phase or phase di erence of ; and , In .
aswellas , is xed: according to (3)) it is zero In .
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Figure 1: a). Representation of the avor neutrino states
as the com binations of the m ass eigenstates. T he length
of the box gives the adm ixture of (or probability to nd)
corresponding m ass state In a given avor state. (T he
sum of the lengths of the boxes is nom alized to 1. b).
F lavor com position of the m ass eigenstates. T he electron
avor is shown by red (dark) and the non-electron avor
by green (grey). T he sizes of the red and green parts give
the probability to nd the electron and non-electron
neutrino in a given m ass state. c). Portraits of the
electron and non-electron neutrinos: shown are
representations of the electron and non-electron neutrino
states as com binations of the eigenstates for which, in
tum, we show the avor com position.

and in ,.Consequently, there are certain interfer—
ence e ects between ; and , which depend on the
relative phase.

The second aspect: the relations [@) can be -
verted:

1= S ¢ sh 4; 2=0cos s+tsnh <: (4)
In this form they detemm ine the avor com position
of the m ass states (elgenstates of the Ham ilttonian),
or shortly, the avors of eigenstates. A ccording to (4)
the probability to nd theelectron avorin ; isgiven
by co® , whereas the probability that ; appears as

. equals sin® . This avor decom position is shown
in g.[db). by colors (di erent shadow ing).

Inserting the avor decom position of m ass states
in the representation ofthe avors states, we get the
\portraits" of the electron and non-electron neutri-
nos g.[lk). According to this gure, . is a system
of two m ass eigenstates that, in tum, have a com -
posite avor. On the st sight the portrait has a
paradoxical feature: there is the non-electron (m uon
and tau) avor In the electron neutrino! The para—
dox has the ollow Ing resolution: in the .- state the

a—com ponentsof ; and , are equaland have oppo—
site phases. T herefore they cancel each other and the
electron neutrino has pure electron avor as it should
be. The key point is Interference: the interference of
the non-electron parts is destructive In .. The elec—
tron neutrino has a \latent" non-electron com ponent
w hich can notbe seen due to particularphase arrange—
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 of neutrino oscillations. Sin ilar consider—
ation holds for the . state.
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2.3. Who mixes neutrinos?

How m ixed neutrino states (that is, the coherent
m ixtures on the m ass eigenstates) are created? W hy
neutrinos and not charged lptons? In fact, these
are non-trivial questions. Creation (preparation —
In quantum m echanics tem s) of the m ixed neutrino
states is a result of nterplay of the charged current
weak Interactions and kinem atic features of speci c
reactions. D i erences of m asses of the charged lep-—
tons ply crucial role.

Let us consider three neutrino species separately.

1). Electron neutrinos: The combination of m ass
eigenstates, w hich we callthe electron neutrino, ispro—
duced, eg., in thebeta decay (togetherw ih electron).
T he reason is the energy conservation: no other com —
bination can be produced because the energy release is
about few M €V, so that neither m uon nor tau lepton
can appear.

2). M uon neutrino. A In ost pure state is pro—
duced togetherw ith m uons In the charged pion decay:

* 1 * | Here the reason is \chirality suppres—
sion" - essentially the angular m om entum conserva—
tion and V-A character of the charged current weak
Interactions. The am plitude is proportional to the
m ass of the charged lpton squared. Therefore the
channel w ith the electron neutrino: * ! &t . is
suppressed as / m 2=m ?. A Iso coherence between
and sn alladm ixture of . is lost alm ost Inm ediately
due to di erence of kinem atics.

3). Tau neutrino. Enriched — ux can be ob-
tained In the beam -dum p experin ents at high ener-
gies: In the thick target all light mesons ( ,K which
are sources of usual neutrinos) are absorbed before
decay, and only heavy short living particles, like D
m esons, have enough tin e to decay. The D m esons
have also m odes of decay wih em ission of . and

that are chirality-suppressed in com parison with
D ! . Furthem ore, coherence of . and w ith

is Jost due to strongly di erent energies and m o—
menta.

W hat about the neutral currents? W hich neutrino
state is produced 1n the Z2° decay in the presence of
mixing? z° interactionsare avorblind and all the
neutrino avors are produced wih the sam e am pli-
tude (rate). T he only characteristic that distinguishes
neutrinos is the m ass. So, the state produced In the
7 %-decay can be w ritten as

fi= 19—5 01 1i+ J2 21+ J3 3il 5)

Which is also equivalent to the sum of pairs of the
avor states) [@]. It is straightforward to show that

the decay rate £ %1 ! i is given by
FEH 2% = 30, o p 3015 ®)

that coincides w ith what one obtains In the case of
three ndependent decay channels.
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Do neutrhos from Z%-decay oscillate? One can
show that oscillations can be observed In the two-
detector experin ents when both neutrinos from the
decay are detected [6]. If a avor of neutrino (@n-—
tineutrino) is xed, then a avor of the accom pany—
ing antineutrino (nheutrino) w illoscillate w ith distance
and energy.

3. Physics effects

3.1. To determination of oscillation
parameters

In the Tablk [ we show param eters to be deter—
m ined, sources of inform ation for their determm mnation
and them ain physicale ects involed. In the rstap-—
proxin ation, when 1-3 m ixing is neglected, the three
neutrino problem splits into two neutrino problem s
and param eters of the 12 and 2-3 sectors can be de—
termm ined Independently.

Essentially two e ects are relevant for interpreta-
tion of the present data in the lowest approxin ation:

vacuum oscillations (oth averaged and non-—
averaged) [1,12,13];

adiabatic conversion in m edium |4, |5].

A priory another e ect — oscillations In m atter -
should also be used In the analysis. It is relevant for
the solar and atm ospheric neutrinos propagating in
them atter of the E arth. It happens how ever, that for
various reasons the e ect issnall-at 1 2) Ivel
and can be neglected in the rst approxin ation.

In the case of solarneutrinos, for the preferable val-
ues of oscillation param eters ofthe LM A solution (see
below ) this e ect is indeed an all. Furthem ore, due
to the attenuation (see below) the Earth-core e ect
is an all and one can consider oscillations as ones in
constant densiy.

In the case of atm ospheric neutrinos the . and

transition probabilities driven by 12 m ixing and

Tabl I Param eters and e ects.

Param eters Source of informm ation

M ain physics e ects

m %2 , 12 Solar neutrinos A diabatic conversion
and averaged vacuum
oscillations

Kam LAND N on-averaged vacuum

oscillations

A tm ospheric neutrinos Vacuum oscillations
K 2K

13 CHOOZ
A tm ospheric neutrinos O scillations in m atter

m r 23
23
Vacuum oscillations

Vacuum oscillations
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m ass splitting are not am all (of the order one in the
sub-G €V range) . H owever, due to an accidental coin-—
cidence (the fact that the ratio ofthem uon-to-electron
neutrino uxes equals 2) the e ect cancels for m axi-
mal2-3m ixing (see below ).

Notice also that the 2 m ixing analyzes are
enough. H owever, in the next order, w hen sub—-Jleading
e ects are included, the problem becom esm uch m ore
di cult and degeneracy of param eters appear. W e
w ill com m ent on this later.

3.2. Neutrino oscillation in vacuum

In vacuum , the neutrino m ass states are the eigen—
states of the Ham iltonian. Therefore dynam ics of
propagation has the ©llow Ing fEatures:

A dm ixtures of the eigenstates m ass states) in
a given neutrino state do not change. In other
words,thereisno ; $ , transitions. ; and »
propagate independently. The adm xtures are
determm ined by m ixing in a production point by

, ff pure avor state is produced).

F lavors of the eigenstates do not change. T hey
are also detem ned by . T herefore the picture
ofneutrino state ( g. [l c) does not change dur-
Ing propagation.

Relative phase (phase di erence) of the eigen—
states m onotonously increases.

T he phase is the only operating degree of freedom
and we w ill consider it in details.

Phase di erence. Due to di erence of m asses,
the states ; and , have di erent phase velocities
Vehase = Ei=pi 1+ m?=2E? (br ultrarelativistic
neutrinos), so that

m ? 2 2 2. )

V phase oF 2 7

T he phase di erence changes as
= VopnaseE t: @8)

E xplicitly, in the plane-w ave approxin ation we have
the phases of two mass states ; = E;t px. Ap-—-
parently, the phase di erence which determ ines the
Interference e ect one should be taken In the same
space-tin e point:

1 2= Et px: 9)
Sincep= E? m?,wehave
d d 1 m ?
p= — E+ — n %=~ E i (0)
aE dm 2 Vg 2p
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where vy = dE =dp is the group velocity. P lugging
(L0) nto [9) we obtain

X m
= E t — + X 11)

Vg 2p
D epending on physical conditions either E 0

or/and (¢ x=y¢) issn allwhich in posesthebound on
size of the wave packet. A s a consequence, the st
term is sm all and we reproduce the resul [8). For
stationary source one should take E = 0.

In general, depending on conditions of production
and detection both quantities E and p are non—
zero. T here isalw ays certain tim e intervalin the prob—
lem , t,thatdetem ines (@ccording to the uncertainty
principle) the energy interval E . E g. In the case of
solar neutrinos we know a tim e interval (determ ned
by the tin e resolution ofa detector) when a given neu—
trino is detected. Furthem ore, neutrino production
processes have certain lifetim es, or coherence tin es.
T here are argum ents that one should take the center
of the wave packet where t = x=vy, or average over
the wave packet length that lads to vanishing the

rst termm in (Id) . Th both cases one obtains standard
expression for the phase. Apparently, the oscillation
e ect should disappearin the lmi m 2 = 0.

N otice that oscillations are the e ect in the con gu—
ration space. T he process is described by interference
of the wave fiinctions that correspond to the m ass
eigenstates, 1 (x;t) and , (x;t). Fom 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 always take the
sam e m om enta doing then appropriate integration.

Increase of the phase leads to the oscillations. In—
deed, the change of phase m odi es the interference:
In particular, cancellation of the non-electron parts
in the state produced as . disappears and the non-
electron com ponent becom es ocbservable. T he process
is periodic: when = , the interference of non-—
electron parts is constructive and at this point the
probability to nd 5 ism axin al. Later,when = 2 ,
the system retumsto tsorigihalstate: )= ..The
oscillation length is the distance at which this retum
occurs:

2 4 E
1= = 7t
V phaseE m

12)

The depth of oscillations, Ap , is determ ined by the
m ixing angle. It is given by m axin al probability to
observe the \wrong" avor ,.From the g. lc. one

nds Inmediately (summ Ing up the parts wih the
non-ekctron avor in the am plitude)

Ap = @sin cos f= sin?2 13)
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P utting things together we obtain expression for the
transition probability

2 L m 2L
T = sin2 sin’ :

T he oscillations are the e ect of the phase ncrease
w hich changes the interference pattem. T he depth of
oscillations is the m easure of m ixing.

P=2a;, 1 (14)

3.3. Paradoxes of neutrino oscillations

A num ber ofissues in theory ofneutrino oscillations
is stillunder discussion . H ere Tadd severalcom m ents.
N aive planewave description reproduces correct re-
sult since it catches the main feature of the e ect:
phase di erence change. Clearly it can not explain
w hole the picture because the oscillations are a nite
Spacetin e e ect.

Field theory approach provides wih a consistent
description. O scillation experim ent includes neutrino
production In the source, propagation between the
source and detector, detection. In this approach pro—
duction, propagation and detection of neutrinos are
considered as a unigue process In which ; and »
are virtual particles propagating betw een the produc—
tion, xp , and detection, xp , points. P ropagation of

i (1= 1;2) is described by propagators S; (Xp % ).
N otice that here there is a substantialdi erence from
our standard calculations of the probabilities and
cross-sections when we consider the asym ptotic states
and perform integration over the In nie spacetime.
T he later lads to appearance of the delta—functions
that express conservation of the energy and m om en-—
tum . In the case of oscillations integration should be
perform ed over nite production and detection regions
(integration over xp and xp ). A lso one should take
Into account nite accuracy of m easurem ents of the
energy and m om enta of external particles.

From this point of view in usual consideration we
perform truncation ofwhole process: For kp 3% J
1= p neutrinos can be considered as real (on-shell)
particles w ith negliglble corrections due to virtualiy.
W hole the process can be truncated in three parts:
1). production; 2). propagation, as propagation of
w ave packets; 3). detection. N eutrino m asses are ne—
glected in the production and detection processes. In
this picture, the oscillations are considered as the ef-
fect ofpropagation w ith certain initialand nalcondi-
tions that re ect process of production and detection.
(T heir e ects develop overm uch larger space-tin e in—
tervals.) Correct boundary (initial and nal) condi-
tions should be In posed. E ssentially these conditions
determ ine the length and shape of the wave packets.

Let us stress again that oscillations are the nite
space and nite tin e phenom enon: all the phases of
the processes, production, propagation and detection
occur (and should be considered) in the nite time
Intervals and nite regions of space.
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3.4. Evolution equation

In vacuum the m ass states are the eigenstates of
Ham iltonian. So, their propagation is described by
Independent equations

d g o in s f

+
dt b 2pi

ii 15)

w here we have taken ultrarelativistic lim i and om i—
ted the spin variables that are irrelevant for the avor

oscillations. In the m atrix form for three neutrinos
(17 27 3)T ,wecan write
d :Mdiagf
i— I+ —— ; 16
dt P 2F 16)
where M giag = diagm 2;m 5;m 3). U shg the relation

= Ul s ¢ ), we obtain the equation for the
avor states:

dg M?Z
lE ot a7
whereM 2 Upy ns M qiagFUL 5 iSthemassma-
trix squared in the avorbasis. In {I7) we have om i—
ted the tem proportional to the unit m atrix which
does not produce any phase di erence and can be ab—
sorbed in the renom alization of the neutrino wave
functions. So, the Ham ittonian of the neutrino sys—
tem In vacuum is

3
= — 1
Ho °E (18)

In the 2 m xing case we have explicitly:
|

m 2 cos2

4E sin2

sin 2
H0=

19)
cos2

Solution of the equation [I7) with this Ham iltonian
leads to the standard oscillation form ula [T4).

3.5. Matter effect

Refraction. In m atter, neutrino propagation is af-
fected by interactions. At Iow energies the elastic for—
ward scattering is relevant only (inelastic interactions
can be neglected) H]. Ik can be described by the po-
tentials Ve, Vo. In usualmedium di erence of the
potentials for . and , is due to the charged current
scattering of . on electrons (e ! ce) A]:

p—

V=Ve %= 2Grne; 0)
where Gr is the Fem i coupling constant and ne is
the num ber densiy of electrons. The result follows
straightforwardly from calculation of the m atrix el
ement V.= h H ¢cJji, where is the state of
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m edium and neutrino. E quivalently, one can describe
the e ect of m ediuim in term s of the refraction index:
Nref 1= V=p.

T he di erence of the potentials leads to an appear—
ance ofadditionalphase di erence in the neutrino sys—
tem @ g oatter (VA VL )t. The di erence of poten—
tials (or refraction indexes) determm ines the refraction
Ength:

o

2 2

= : 21
b Ve Y GFr e el

I is the distance over which an additional \m & "
phase equals 2

In the presence ofm atter the H am iltonian ofsystem
changes:
H0! H=H0+V; (22)
where H is the Ham iltonian in vacuum . Using [18)
we obtain (or2 m ixing)

H = j\;—Ef+ V; V = diagVv;0): 23)

T he evolution equation for the avor states in m at—
ter then becom es
" Lo
cos2  sin2

i— = +V  f: (24)
sin 2 cos2

T he elgenstates and the eigenvalues change:
17 ! Imi  2m 7 @5)

H im 7 H 2m - (26)
The m ixing in m atter is detem ined w ith respect to
the eigenstates of the H am ittonian in m atter, ;, and

om - Sindlarly to [@) them ixing angle in m atter, o ,
gives the relation between the eigenstates n m atter
and the avor states:

e=COS p 1m + S 2m i

a= COS n 2m SN 1m : 27)
Theangle , inm atter is obtained by diagonalization
of the H am iltonian in m atter 23):

L sin? 2
sn“2 , = — : (28)
(cos2 2VE=m?2)2 + sh” 2

In m atter both the eigenstates and the eigenvalues,
and consequently, the m ixing angle depend on m atter
density and neutrino energy. It is this dependence
activates new degrees of freedom of the system and
leads to qualitatively new e ects.
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Resonance. Level crossing. A cocording to 29), the
dependence of the e ective m ixing param eter in m at—
ter, sin? 2 m » On density, neutrino energy as well as
the ratio of the oscillation and refraction lengths:

/ Eng (29)

has a resonance character. At

1 = Jcos2 (resonance condition) (30)
them ixingbecom esm axin al: sin®2 n = 1.Forsmall
vacuum m ixing the condition [3Q) reads:

O scillation length Refraction length: (31)
T hat is, the eigen-frequency w hich characterizesa sys—
tem ofm ixed neutrinos, 1=1 , coincidesw ih the eigen—
frequency ofm ediim , 1=l .

For argevacuum m xing (cos2 1, = 04 035) there
isa signi cant deviation from the equality (31). Large
vacuum m ixing corresponds to the case of strongly
coupled system for which the shift of frequencies oc-
curs.

T he resonance condition [30) detem ines the reso—
nance densiy:

2

R m “ cos2 (32)
n; = p—:
° 2 26y

T he width of resonance on the half of the height (in
the density scale) is given by

2nZ=2nftan2 : 33)

Sim ilarly, one can introduce the resonance energy and
the w idth of resonance in the energy scale.

Inmedium w ith varying density, the lJayerw here the
density changes in the interval

ni ng (34)

is called the resonance layer. In resonance, the level
solitting (di erence of the eigenstates H o, Hin )
ism inin al [1, 18] and therefore the oscillation length
being Inversely proportionalthe level spitting, ism ax—
nal

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 siuation when a part of neutrino m asses
are soft. The neutrino m asses can be generated by
som e low energy physics, so that the m asses change
w ith energy (distance) scale; also environm ent e ect
on the m asses becom es substantial. Recently, such a
possbility has been considered in the context ofM a-—
VaN scenario [9]. Neutrino m ass is som e function of
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agnallVEV,vofsomenew scalar edm =m (),
and in tum, v can depend on an environm ent, and
In particular, on densiy of the background neutrinos
(eg. relic neutrinos). Another possbility is that the
e ective neutrinom ass isgenerated by the exchange of
light scalarboson that couplesw ith usualm atter (ep—
tons and quarks) . Scalar interactions lead to chirality—

Ip and therefore to generation ot truem ass (and not
Just change of the dispersion relation as in the case of
refraction.) D enoting the coupling constants of scalar

boson w ith neutrinos and charged ferm ionsby  and
¢ correspondingly, we nd the soft m ass
n
M gofe = ——5— (35)
m

So, In the evolution equation that describes oscilla—
tions one has

m = Myact Msgofts (36)

where m 5. is a m ass generated by som e short range
physics, eg., the electroweak scale VEV .

3.7. Degrees of freedom

An arbitrary neutrino state can be expressed in
term s of the instantaneous eigenstates of the Ham i~
tonian, 1, and oy, as

)= coS 4 1n + S 4 2ne" ; 37)

w here

2 = a4 () detem ines the adm ixtures of eigen—
statesin  (t);

(t) is the phase di erence between the two
elgenstates (phase of oscillations):
Z t

) = Hdt%+
0

©r ; (38)

here H H 1n Hon - The integral gives
the adiabatic phase and (t)r can be related
to violation of adiabaticiy. Tt m ay also have a
topological contrbution (Berry phase) in m ore
com plicated system s;

n (e (£)) determ ines the avor content of the
elgenstates: h ¢j 1y 1= cos  , etc..

D i erent processes are associated w ih these three
di erent degrees of freedom .
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3.8. Oscillations in matter. Resonance
enhancement of oscillations

In mediim with constant density them ixing is con—
stant: , & ;n) = const. T herefore

the avors of the eigenstates do not change;

the adm ixtures ofthe eigenstates do not change;
thereisno 1, $ 2n transitions, 1, and o
are the eigenstates of propagation;

m onotonous Increase of the phase di erence be—
tween the eigenstates occurs: n = Hon
H 1m )t-

This is sin ilar to what happens In vacuum . The
only operative degree of freedom is the phase. T here—
fore, as in vacuum , the evolution of neutrino has a
character of oscillations. H ow ever, values of the oscil-
lation param eters (length, depth) di er from those In
vacuum . They are determ ined by the m ixing in m at—
ter and by the e ective energy splitting in m atter:

.2 2
SN2 o ; 1! L =

: (39)
H 2m Hlm

sin®2 !
For a given density ofm atter the param eters of os-
cillations depend on the neutrino energy which leads
to characteristic m odi cation of the energy spectra.
Suppose a source produces the — ux FoE ). The
ux crosses a layer of length, L, w th a constant den—
sity ne and then detector m easures the electron com —
ponent ofthe ux at the exit from the layer, F E ). In
g.lwe show dependence oftheratio F € )=F, € ) on
energy for thick and thin layers. T he oscillatory curve
is lnscribed in to the resonance curve (1 s:in22m).
The frequency of the oscillations increases w ith the
length L. At the resonance energy, the oscillations
proceed with m axin al depths. O scillations are en—
hanced in the resonance range:

Egp=Egtan2 =Elsn2 ;
p_ (40)
where EJ = m ?=2 2Gyn.. Notice that orE
Er , I atter suppresses the oscillation depth; for an all
m ixing the resonance layer is narrow , and the oscilla—
tion length In the resonance is large. W ith increase of
the vacuum mixing:Ezx ! Oand E g ! EQ.

The oscillations in m edium wih nearly constant
density are realized for neutrinos of di erent origins
crossing the m antle of the Earth.

E=ER ER;

3.9. MSW: adiabatic conversion

In non-unifom m ediim , density changeson theway
ofneutrinos: ne = ne (t) . C orrespondingly, the H am i~
tonian of system depends on tine, H = H (), and
therefore,
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A s ollow s from this equation for the neutrino eigen—

states [5,110], 3 jdeterm ines the energy of transition
Hi, jgives the energy gap

1m $ 2m and :H 2m
between levels.
If [10]
= = 1; 42)
H 2m Hlm

the o diagonal tem s can be neglected and system

of equations for the eigenstates split. T he condition
[42) m eans that the transitions 1, $ 2m can bene—
glected and the eigenstates propagate independently

(the angle , [37) is constant).
For sm allm ixing angles the adiabaticity condition

is crucial In the resonance layer where (i) the level
splitting is am all and (i) the m ixing angle changes
rapidly. Ifthe vacuum m xing is an all, the adiabatic—
ity isthem ost critical in the resonance point. It takes

06 \ |
\
0.4 \
0.2 Vo
\ /

\

\/
0 0.5 1 25 3 X

Figure 2: Resonance enhancem ent of oscillations in
m atter w ith constant density. Shown is a dependence of
the ratio ofthe naland original uxes, F=F(, on energy
1=l / E) fora thin layer, L = b= (left panel) and
(rght panel). 1y is the refraction

(x
= 0:824.

thick layer L = 10h=
length. The vacuum m ixing equals sin® 2

(i) the m ixing angle changes during propagation

mn = n @Qe®);
(i) the (Instantaneous) eigenstates of the H am iltto—
om s @re no m ore the \eigenstates" of

nian, 1, and
2m OCCUY.

propagation: the transitions 1, $

However, if the density changes slow Iy enough the
transitions 1, $ om Ccan be neglected. This is
the essence of the adiabatic condition:
propagate independently, as in vacuum or uniform
medim .

Evolution equation for the eigenstates. A diabaticity.
Let us consider the adiabaticity condition. If extemal
conditions (density) change slow ly, the system (m ixed
neutrinos) has tim e to adjust this change.

1m and 2m

To fom ulate this condition let us consider the evo—

lution equation for the eigenstate of the H am ittonian

nmatter. Inserting ¢ = U (4
the avor states (24)) we obtain

Hin J=1'n .
m *

i1n Hon
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the form [B]

where k =

resonance, and rg
spatialw idth of resonance layer.

) m In to equation for

41)

rr > k; 43)
is the oscillation length in

= l=sih2
ng =(dne=dr)zr tan2 is the

M SW —e ect. Dynam ical features of the adiabatic

evolution can be summ arized in the ollow ing way

The avors of the eigenstates change according
to density change. The avor com position ofthe
elgenstates is determ ined by  (t).

T he adm ixturesofthe eigenstates in a propagat—
Ing neutrino state do not change (adiabaticity:
no 1n $ on transitions). The adm ixtures are
given by them ixing in the production point, 2 .

T he phase di erence increases; the phase veloc-
ity isdetermm ined by the level splitting (which in
tum, changes w ith density (tine)).

Now two degrees of freedom becom e operative: the
relative phase and the avors of neutrino eigenstates.
The M SW e ect is driven by the change of avors
of the neutrino eigenstates in m atter with varying
density. T he change of phase produces the oscillation
e ect on the top of the adiabatic conversion.

Let us derive the adiabatic fomula [5, 18, 111, 112]
Suppose in the niialm om ent the state . isproduced
In matter wih density ng. Then the neutrino state
can be written In tem s of the elgenstates in m atter

as
jii= jei= cos Q Jim i+ sin J Jom i (44)
0 n () is the m ixing angle in m atter in

where | =
the production point. Suppose this state propagates
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e
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Figure 3: Adiabatic evolution of neutrino state for three
di erent initial condition (ng ). Shown are the neutrino
states in di erent m om ents of propagation in m edium

w ith varying (decreasing) density. T he yellow vertical
line Indicates position of resonance. The iniial state is «
in all the cases. T he sizes of the boxes do not change,
whereas the avors (colors) follow the density change.

adiabatically to the region wih zero density (@s it
happens in the case of the Sun). T hen, the adiabatic
evolution w illconsists oftransitions 1, ! 1, 2m !

2, and no transition between the eigenstates occurs,
so the adm xtures are conserved. A s a result the nal
state is

J (0i= cos 0 j.i+ sin Qet ©5,4; 45)

where is the adiabatic phase. The survival proba—
bility is then given by

P=Hh.j ©if: (46)

Plugging j ()i @5) and j.i given by [@) into this
expression and perform ing averaging over the phase
w hich m eans that the contrbutions from j;iand j.1i
add incoherently, we obtain

p = 0 )2

(cos cos 2)*+ (sh sin O

= sin® + cos2 b 0 : @a7)
This form ula gives description of the solar neutrino
conversion wih accuracy 10 7, that is, corrections
due to the adiabaticity violation are extrem ely an all
L3].

Physical picture of the adiabatic conversion. Ac—
cording to the dynam ical conditions, the adm ixtures
of elgenstates are detemm ined by the m ixing In neu—
trino production point. Thism ixing in tum, depends
on the density in the initial point, ng, as com pared
to the resonance densiy. Consequently, a picture of
the conversion depends on how far from the resonance
layer (in the density scale) a neutrino is produced.

T hree possibilities relevant for solar neutrino con-
version are shown in  g.[3. The state produced as
propagates from large density region to zero density.
Due to adiabaticity the sizes of boxes which corre-
soond to the neutrino eigenstates do not change.
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1). n? nf : production far above the resonance
(the upper panel). The initialm ixing is strongly sup-—
pressed, and consequently, the neutrino state, ., con—
sistsm ainly ofone ( ,y ) elgenstate, and furthem ore,
one avor dom inates in this eigenstate. In the reso—
nance (its posiion is m arked by the yellow line) the
m xing ism axim al: both avors are present equally.
Since the adm ixture of the second eigenstate is very
an all, oscillations (interference e ects) are strongly
suppressed. So, here we dealw ith the non-oscillatory
avor transition when the avorofwhole state which
nearly concidesw ith ,, ) ©llow s the density change.
At zero density we have ,, = ;, and therefore
the probability to nd the electron neutrino (survival

probability) equals

Nejon ©1f = hejoif  sif -
48)
This result correspondsto 0 = =2 i omula [@7).

T he value of nal probabiliy, sin? , is the feature
of the non-oscillatory transition. D eviation from this
value indicates a presence of oscillations.

2).n2 > nf : production above the resonance fm id—
dle panel). The initialm ixing is not suppressed. A -
though ;, isthem ain com ponent, the second eigen—
state, 1, ,hasan appreciable adm ixture; also the a—
vor m ixing in the neutrino eigenstates is signi cant.
So, the interference e ect is not suppressed. Asa re—
sult, here an interplay of the adiabatic conversion and
oscillations occurs.

3). n < nf: production below the resonance
(lower panel). There is no crossing of the resonance
region. In this case the m atter e ect gives only cor—
rections to the vacuum oscillation picture.

T he resonance density is Inversely proportional to
the neutrino energy: ng / 1=E . So, for the same
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.
A swew il see all three case realize for solar neutrinos.

P =h.j ©i]

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 niial
condition (nitialdensiy and avor). T hey do notde—
pend on density distribution between the iniial and

nal points. In contrast, the phase of oscillations is
an Integrale ect of previousevolution and it depends
on a density distrdbution.

T he universal character of the adiabatic conversion
can be further generalized in tem s of vardiable [B]

R
Ne

e

49
nE 49)

y

which is the distance (in the density scale) from the
resonance density in the units of the width of reso—



10

IPM Schoolon Lepton and Hadron Physics, Tehran, Iran, M ay 1520, 2006

nance layer [33). In tem s ofn the conversion pattem
depends only on the nitialvalie yq .

Figure 4: T he dependence of the average probability
(dashed line) and the depth of oscillations @ ™ 2*,p ™
solid lines) on y foryp = 5. The resonance layer
corresponds to y = 0. Fortan® = 04 (large m ixing

M SW solution) the evolution stops at yr = 047.

Ih g.[4dwe show dependences of the average prob—
ability, P, and depth of oscillations determ ined by
P™3% and P™ ", on y. The probability itself is the
oscillatory fiinction which is inscribed into the band
shown by the solid lines. The average probability is
shown by the dashed line. T he curves are determ ined
by the niialvalie yp only. In particular, there isno
explicit dependence on the vacuum m ixing angle. The
resonance is at y = 0 and the resonance layer is given
by the intervaly = 1 1. The gure corresponds
to yy = 5, ie., to production above the resonance
layer; the oscillation depth is relatively small. W ih
further decrease of yy, the oscillation band becom es
narrow er approaching the line of non-oscillatory con—
version. For zero naldensiy we have

1
tan 2

ve = (50)
So, the vacuum m ixing entersthe nalocondition. For
the best t LM A point, y¢ = 045 0:50, and the
evolution should stop rather close top the resonance.
The an allerm ixing the larger nalys and the stronger
transition.

3.10. Adiabaticity violation

In the adiabatic regim e the probability oftransition
between the eigenstates is exponentially suppressed
P, exp( =2 )and isgiven 14Q) [11,[12]. One
can consider such a transition as penetration through
a barrier of the height H ,, Hi, by a system wih
the kinetic energy d ,, =dt.

Tfdensity changes rapidly, so that the condition [42)
isnot satis ed, the transitions 1, $ 2 becom e ef-

cient. Therefore the adm ixtures of the eigenstates
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In a given propagating state change. In our pictorial
representation ( g. 3) the sizes ofboxes change. N ow
all three degrees of freedom ofthe system becom e op-—
erative.

T ypically, adiabaticity breaking leads to weakening
ofthe avortransition. T he non-adiabatic transitions
can be realized inside supemovas for the very small
13 m ixing.

4. Determination of the oscillation
parameters

4.1. Solar neutrinos

Data. Data analysis is based on resuls from
the H om estake experin ent [14], K am iokande and Su-—
perK am okande [15], from radiochem icalG allim ex-—
permments SAGE [L€], Gallex [L7] and GNO [LE8] and
from SNO [L9]. T he nform ation we have collected can
be described in three-din ensional space:

1. Type of events: e scattering (SK, SNO ), CC-
events (C1,Ga, SNO ) and NC events (SNO).

2. Energy of events: radiochem ical experin ents in—
tegrate e ect over the energy from the threshold to
them axim alenergy in the spectrum . Also NC events
are Integrated over energies. The CC events in SNO
and e events at SuperK am ickande give inform ation
about the energy spectrum of original neutrinos.

3. Tine dependence of rates (searches for tine
variation of the ux).

Evidence of conversion. There are three types of
observationsw hich testify for the neutrino conversion :

1).De ci of signalwhich In plies the de cit ofthe
electron neutrino ux. It can be described by the ratio
R N5 55" yhereN 55" isthe signalpredicted
according to the Standard solarm odel uxes [20]. The
de cithasbeen found in all out SNO neutralcurrent)
experin ents.

2). Energy spectrum distortion —dependence ofthe
suppression factor on energy. Indirect evidence is pro-—
vided by com parison ofthede citsin experin ents sen—
sitive to di erent energy intervals:

Low energies (Ga) : R =05 06 (51)
H igh energies C1; SK; SNO): R 03: (52)
So, the de cit increases w ith neutrino energy.

3). Sm allness of ratio of signals due to charged cur-
rents and neutral currents [19]:

cc . A+ 0:029 N .
N - 0340 0023 stat) ' o5l (syst) +  63)

T he latter is considered as the direct evidence of the
avor conversion since NC events are not a ected by
this conversion, w hereas the num ber CC events is sup—

pressed.
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Allthistesti es forthe LM A M SW solution.

T illnow there isno statistically signi cant cbserva—
tions of other signatures of the conversion, nam ely,

— distortion of the boron neutrino spectrum : up
tum at low energies In SK and SNO (signi cant ef-
fect should be seen below 5-7M &V);

—day-night e ect (recall that SK agrees w ith pre—
dictions however signi cance isabout 1 );

— sem jannual tim e variations on the top of an-
nualvariations (due to eccentricity ofthe Earth orbit).

P hysics of conversion [21]. P hysics can be describbed
n tem s of three e ects:

1). Adiabatic conversion (inside the Sun);

2). Loss of coherence of the neutrino state (on the
way to the Earth);

3). O scillations of the neutrino m ass states in the
m atter of the Earth.

A ccording to LM A, inside the Sun the niially pro—
duced electron neutrinos undergo the highly adiabatic
conversion: ! cos 0 1+ sh 0 ,,where ? isthe
m ixing angle in the production point. On the way
from the central parts of the Sun the ooherence of
neutrino state is lost after severalhundreds oscillation
lengths R1], and incoherent uxes of the m ass states

1 and , arrive at the surface of the Earth. In the
m atteroftheEarth ; and , oscillate partially regen—
erating the — ux.W ih regeneration e ects inclided
the averaged survival probability can be w ritten as

P =sh® + cof 7,0cos2 15 c0s2]0freg: (54)

Here the rsttem corresoonds to the non-oscillatory
transition (dom inatesat thehigh energies), the second
tem isthe contrdbution from the averaged oscillations
w hich Increasesw ith decrease of energy, and the third
term is the regeneration e ect, w ith the regeneration
factor, feg de ned as

freg Pre  sif (55)

Here Py, is the probability of , ! e transition in
the m atter of the Earth (w ithout oscillations in m at—
ter: Py = sin® ). At Iow energies P reduces to the
vacuum oscillation probability w ith very sm allm atter
corrections.

T here are three energy ranges w ith di erent features
of transition:

1. In the high energy part of spectrum , E > 10
MevV (x 1=ly > 2), the adiabatic conversion w ith
an all oscillation e ect occurs. At the exit, the resul—
ing averaged probability is slightly larger than sin®
expected from the non-oscillatory transition. W ith
decrease of energy the Iniial density approaches the
resonance density, and the depths of oscillations in—
Ccreases.

2. Interm ediate energy range E @ 10) M ev
x= 03 2) the oscillation e ect is signi cant. The
Interplay ofthe oscillationsand conversion takesplace.
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For E
nance.

3.At Iow energies: E < 2M &V (x < 0:3), the vac-
uum oscillations w ith sm allm atter corrections occur.
The averaged survival probability P 05 sif 2
is given by approxin ately the vacuum oscillation
formula.

2 M &V neutrinos are produced In reso—

Inside the Earth. Entering the Earth the state »
(which dom inates at high energies) splits in two m at—
ter eigenstates:

' 0 L0 .

2! cos p oom TSN onc: (56)

Tt oscillates regenerating partly the —ux. In the

approxin ation of constant density pro le the regener-
ation factor equals

1 .2 EV L2
freg= 05— sn“2 = sin“ 2
I m

67

N otice that the oscillationsof , arepurem attere ect
and for the presently favored valuie of m 2 thise ect
is amnall. According to [B0), freg / 1= m ? and the
expected day-night asym m etry ofthe charged current
signalequals
Apy = fregzP 3 5)% (58)
Apparently the Earth density pro ke is not con-
stant and it consists of severallayersw ith slow density
change and jum ps of density on the borders betw een
layers. It happens that for solar neutrinos one can
get sin ple analytical result for oscillation probabiliy
for realistic density pro le. Indeed, the solar neutrino
oscillations occur in the so called low energy regin e
when

2EV (x)

— L 59)

which m eansthat the potentialenergy ism uch an aller
than the kinetic energy. For the LM A oscillation pa—
ram eters and the solarneutrinos: &)= (1 3) 10.
Tn this case one can use sn allparam eter (x) [E9) to
develop the perturbation theory R22]. The ollow ng
expression for the regeneration factor, frq, has been
obtained RZ2,123]
Z

Xf

dxV (x)sin n (<!

=

freg = = sin®2

> (60)

Xf):
X0

Here Xy and x¢ arethe Initialand nalpointsofprop—
agation correspondingly, and , ® ! x¢) isthe adi-
abatic phase acquired between a given point of tra—
Ectory, x, and nalpoint, x¢ . The latter feature has
In portant consequence lading to the attenuation ef-
fect —weak sensitivity to the rem ote structures of the
density pro le when non-zero energy resolution ofde—
tector is taken into account. O n the other hand fy 4

11
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can be strongly a ected by som e relatively am allstruc—
tures near the surface of the Earth.

Another Insight into phenom ena can be obtained
using the adiabatic perturbation theory which leads
to [L3]

2E sn*2 | o, X 3
frengSJn?I VjS:In?Z (61)
j=0:m 1
Here ( and 5 are the phases acquired along whole

tra pctory and on the part of the tra fctory inside the
borders j. This formula corresponds to symm etric
pro lewih respect to the center of tra pctory. U sihg
[61l) one can easily infer the attenuation e ect. The
formula reproduces precisely the results of exact
num erical calculations. Notice that the adiabatic
perturbation theory is relevant here because the adi-
abaticity is ful lled w ithin the layers and m axin ally
broken at the borders.

D eterm ination of the solar oscillation param eters.
K now ledge of the energy dependence of the adiabatic
conversion allow s one to connect the oscillation pa—
ram eters w ith observables in m ediately.
1). D etem nation of the m ixing angle. To explain
stronger de cit at higher energies one needs to have
< =4 orsit < 1=2.Furthem ore, using the fact
that P, > sin® and P;< 05sh”®2 we nd
Py sin? 1
p— > = ; (62)
P; 05sin®2

2 cos?

where on the RH S we have taken the asym ptotic val-
ues of the survival probability. C onsequently,
.2 Pl
sin 1 — 01 02: (63)
2Py,
The ratio ofCC to NC events detem ines the sur-
vival probability :

. CC
+ cos2 hooé 2i= —: (64)
N C

P = sin’
For high energies and w ithout E arth m atter regener—
ation e ect P = sin® . Since no signi cant distor—
tion of the energy spectrum is seen at SK and SNO
the Boron neutrino spectrum should be in the at
part (bottom of the \suppression pi"). In this re—
gion the deviation from asym ptotic value isweak. For
m 2 8 108 ev? the averaged oscillation e ect is
about 10% . T herefore

L cc
sin? 1, 09— 0:31: (65)
N C

2). Detem ination of m 2. Value of suppression
In the Gallum experin ents, P, in plies that the pp-
spectrum is In the vacuum dom inated region, whereas
stronger suppression of SK and SNO signals (together
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w ith an absence of distortion) m eans that the boron

neutrino ux is in the m atter dom inated region. So,

the transition region should be E, @ 4) M eV.
On the other hand the expression for the m iddle en—

ergy of the transition region equals (it corresoonds to

neutrino production In resonance)

g - D ?cos2 ©6)
= 2Vprod ’

where V,,oq Is typical potential in the neutrino pro—
duction region in the Sun. From [66) we obtain

2FE Vo,
m?= £~ tr Vprod 67)
cos2

whichgives m 2= (3 15) 10 ev? in the correct
range.

Another way to measure m 2 is to study the
high energy e ects: according to LM A the splitting
m % is restricted from below by the increasihg
day—night asymm etry and from above by absence of
the signi cant up tum of spectrum at low energies.

New SNO results are expected from the third
(last) phase of the experin ent that em ploys the *He-
counters for neutrons. The counters provide wih a
better identi cation of the NC-events and therefore
preciser m easurem ents of the CC /NC ratio, and the

12 angke (combination ofcos® 13 sin® 1, In the three
neutrino context) . BOREX INO should startm easure—
m ents soon R25].

The SAGE calbration result is about 2 below
expectation [R€]. That may testify for lower cross—
section and therefore higherpp  ux at the earth due
to larger survival probability. That produces som e
tension in the t ofthe solardata [27]. A nother pos—
sbility proposed recently is that the reduced calbra—
tion resul is due to short range oscillations to sterile
neutrinos R28].

Searches for tin e variations and possib e periodicity
in the solar neutrino data are continued R4].

4.2. KamLAND

Kam LAND (Kam ioka Large Antineutrino detec—
tor) is the reactor long baseline experin ent R29] . Few
relevant details: lkton liquid scintillator detector sit-—
uated In the K am ioka laboratory detects the antineu—
trinos from surrounding atom ic reactors (about 53)
w ith the e ective distance (150 —210) km . The clas-
sical reaction of the inversebeta decay, .p! e'n,is
used. T he data nclude

(i) the total rate of events;

(il) the energy spectrum ( g.[H);

(iii) the tin e degpendence of the signalwhich is due
to variations of the reactors power. € stablishing the
correlation between the neutrino signaland power of
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reactors is In portant check ofthe whole experin ent).
In fact, thischangealso in uencesthe oscillation e ect
since the e ective distance from the reactors changes
(eg., when pow er of the closest reactor decreases).

In the oscillation analysis the energy threshold E >

14 ® KamLAND data

—— best-fit oscillation
—————— best-fit decay
best-fit decoherence

1.

N

2.6 MeV prompt
+ analysis threshold

[

0.

Ratio
oo

0.

o))

0.
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0.

N

AL AR AR

(=]

20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Ly/E, (km/MeV)

Figure 5: The L=E distrbution of events in the
Kam LAND experin ent; from [R9].

T he physics process is essentially the vacuum oscik-
lationsof .. Them attere ect, about 1% , is negligi
bl at the present level of accuracy.

T he evidences of the oscillations are

1). The de cit of the num ber ofthe . events

N obs 258

R = = 07 (68)
N expect 3652 2357

forE > 2.6 M &V.

2). The distortion of the energy spectrum or L=E
dependence When some reactors swich o the ef-
fective distance changes). Notice that an absence of
strong spectrum distortion exclides large part of the
oscillation param eter space.

O scillation param eters are related to the observ—
ables in the follow ing way. The m ain features of the
L=FE dependence are maximnum at L=E )ya.x = 32
km/MeV (phase = 2 ) and minina at L=E, =
16; 48 km /M eV ( = ;3 ). They t well the ex—
pected oscillation pattem. Taking the rstm axin um
we nd

5 4

m?=_—— -3
L=E )n ax

100 ev?:

The de cit of the signal determ ines (for a given
m ?) the value ofm ixing angle:

1 R

2 .7
hsin® 1

sin®2 g, = (69)
where the averaged over the energy interval oscil-
latory factor can be evaliated for the Kam LAND

detector as hsin® i 0:%6. Notice that sensitivity to
m ixing angl is not high at present.
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E xtracted values of the oscillation param eters are
In a very good agreem ent w ith those obtained from
the solar neutrino analysis. This com parison in plies
the CPT conservation.

Combined analysis of the solar neutrino data and
the Kam LAND can be perform ed in assum ption of
the CPT conservation. The m ixing anglk is m ainly
determ ined by the solar neutrino data, whereas m 2
is xed by the Kam LAND .New com plete calbration
ofthe detectorw illallow to in prove sensitiviy to 12
m ixing [3A].

C om parison of results from the solar neutrinos and
Kam 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

E xperim ental results. The atm ospheric neutrino
ux isproduced in Interactions ofthe high energy cos-
m ic rays (protons, nuclki) with nuclei of atm osphere.
T he Interactions occur at heights (10 —20) km . At
low energiesthe ux is form ed in the chain of decays:
! , ! ee .So,each chamnproduces?2 and

1 o, and correspondingly, the ratio of uxes equals

r 2: (70)

F
Fe
W ith increase of energy the ratio increases since the
lifetim e acquires the Lorentz boost and m uons have
no tim e to decay before collisions: they are absorbed
or loose the energy. A s a consequence, the ux ofthe
electron neutrinos decreases.

In spite of the Iong term e orts, still the predicted
atm ospheric neutrino uxes have large uncertainties
(@bout 20% in overallnom alization and about 5% in
the so called \tilt" param eter w hich describes the un-—
certainty in the energy-dependence ofthe ux). The
origin of uncertainties is twofold: orighal ux ofthe
coam ic rays and cross sections of Interactions.

T he recent analyzes inclide the data from Baksan
telescope, SuperK am iokande [31,[32], M ACRO [33],
SOUDAN [34]. Thedata can be presented In the three
dim ensional space which includes

— type of events detected: e-lke events (showers),

-like events, m ultiring events, NC events (wih de—
tection of ), enriched sam ple of events.

—energy of events: w idely spread classi cation in—
clides the sub-G &V and multiG eV events, stopping
m uons, through-going m uons, etc..

—-zenih angle (upward going, down going, etc).

Now M INO S experin ent [33] provides som e early
Inform ation on oscillation e ects for the atm ospheric
neutrinos and antineutrinos separately.

13
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T he evidences of the atm ospheric neutrino oscilla—
tions include:

1). Sm allness of the double ratio of numbers of -
like to e-like events [31]:

N obs:N th

R - Nobsthh:
e e

(71)

The ratio weakly depends on energy: it slightly in-
creases from sub-GeV to multiGeV range (@s ex—
pected) :

0:035 (subGe&v)
0:101 mukicev + PC): (72)

R .= 0658 02016

R _. = 0:702" 032

Apparently In the absence of oscillations (or other
non-standard neutrino processes) the double ratio
should be 1. The sn allness of the ratio testi es for
disappearance of the ux.
2). D istortion ofthe zenith angle dependence ofthe
-like events (see g.[d). G Iobal characteristic of this
distortion is the up-down asymm etry de ned as

Nup

A up=dow n (73)

N dow n )
D ue to com plete up-down sym m etric con guration for
the production, in the absence of oscillations or other
non-standard e ects the asym m etry should be absent:
Aup:dow n = 1.

The zenith angle dependence for di erent types of
events In di erent ranges of energies is shown in g.
from [31]. T he zenih angle of the neutrino tra fctory
isrelated to thebaseline L, asL = D cos ,:So, study—
Ing the zenith angle distributions we study essentially
the distance dependence of the oscillation probability.

Substantial distortion of the zenih angle distribu-
tion is found. The de cit of numbers of events in-
creases w ith decrease of cos ; and reaches about 1/2
In the upgoing verticaldirection form ultiG €V events.
The distortion increases with energy. Correspond—
ingly, the up-down asymm etry increasesw ith energy:

In contrast to the -like, the e-like events distri-
bution does not show any anom aly. Though one can
m ark som e excess (@bout 15% ) of the e-lke events in
the sub-6 eV range (upperJeft panelof g.[d).

3). Appearance of the -lke events 24 e ect)
B2].

4). The L=E dependence shows the rst oscilla—
tion m nimum ( g.[d).

In the rstapproxin ation allthese data can be con-
sistently describbed in term s ofthe vacuum os—
cillations. N otice that for pure 2 oscillations of this
type no m atter e ect is expected: the m atter poten—
tials of and are equal. In the context of three
neutrinom ixing, ornon—zero valuesofsin ;3 them at—
ter e ect should be taken into account for the
channel.
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Figure 6: The zenih angle distribution of the
atm ospheric -lke events in di erent energy ranges; from
B311.
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Figure 7: L=E distrbution of the atm ospheric  lke
events; from [36]. The solid line corresponds to the
oscillation t.

A swem arked above, the probabilities of . and
oscillations in m atter of the Earth driven by the \so-
lar" param eters m 51 and sin® 2 12 are large and even
m atter-enhanced in the sub-G €V range. H ow ever, ob—
servable e ects of these oscillations are suppressed by

factor
oo 23 1); (74)

where the ratio r is de ned in eq. (Z0). I the sub-
GeV ranger 2 and form axim al 2-3 m ixing e ects
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cancel. W ih increase of neutrino energy r increases,
however the probabilities are suppressed by m atter
e ect.

So, In the rst approxin ation a unigue description
In tem s of oscillation is valid for di erent
types of events and in a very w ide range of energies:
from 0.1 tomore than 100 G&V.

D eterm ination of the atm ospheric neutrino oscilla—
tion param eters. Let us describe how the oscillation
param eterscan be in m ediately related to observables.
W e w ill use here the interpretation of the results in
tem s 0f2 -oscillations

The m ost clean way to determ ine param eters is to
use the zenith angle distrbution ofthemutiGev -
like events. As ollow s from g. ld for the dow n-going
muons, Cos g 05 1, theoscillation e ectsare neg—
ligble (good agreem ent w ith the no-oscillation predic-
tions). For the up-going m uons, cos g 05 1,
there is already the averaging oscillation e ect. Tran—
sition region correspondsto the horizontaleventsw ith
oS g 00 02. For these events the baseline
L = 500 km should be com parable w ith the oscilla—
tion length L 1, so that

2 4 Emulti Gev |

m “= (75)

Lnorizon

TakingE = (I 2)GeVvwe nd m?= (1 4) 16
eV?. An uncertainty in the neutrino direction and
the fact that distance strongly depends on cos ; in
the horizontaldirection lead to the uncertainty in the
determ ination of the atm ospheric m 2.

For the upward-going -lke events the oscillations
are averaged (no dependence ofthe suppression factor

on s 7 ), so that N °® wp)=N P up) = 1  sif 2
T his allow s us to determ ine the m ixing angle:
sn®2 =20 N @up)N " wp)l: (76)

From the g.[@N °® @p)=N ® @wp) 035, and conse-
quently, sin?2 =1 N® @p) N up)).

O ther independent determ inations are possble: n
the sub-G &V range the zenith angle dependence is
weak because of strong averaging e ect: (i) the oscil-
lation length is shorter and therefore the oscillations
develop already for large part ofthe dow ngoing events;
(i) the angle between neutrino and detected m uon is
very large and directionality is essentially lost. So,
taking the de cit of the total number of events we

obtain
sin?2

2l

w here equality corresponds to the developed oscilla—
tions for all directions. From g.[@we nd R = 067,
and therefore sin® 2 0:7.

To detem inem ixing angle one can use also the dou-
bl rativ. A s Pllow s from  [71))

1 R_.
hsin?

RJ; (77)

sn?2 = (78)

=2i,
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w here hsin? =21, isthe averaged over the energy and
zenith angle oscillatory factor. Form ultiG eV events
hsin® =21, = 020 025 and therefore from [T8) we
obtain sin? 2 1.

The most precise determ hation of m 2 Dllows
from theL=E -dependence oftheevents ( g.[7) which
is considered as the direct observation ofthe neutrino
oscillations — oscillatory e ect [3€]. In the xst oscik
Jation m nimum -dip in the survival probability the

phase of oscillations equals = . Therefore
2
m?= —— (79)
L=E )aip
From g. [[: @=E)qyp = 500 km /GeV . This gives
mmediately m 2= 25 10° ev2.

Resuls of the 3 analysis from 137] and [38] show
one Im portant system atic e ect: the shift of23 m ix—
iIng from m axin alonewhen the e ect ofthe 12 sector
isinclided. A 1so whole allow ed region is shifted. Even
larger deviation of sin® 23 from 0.5 hasbeen found in
[38]. E ssentially this result is related to the excess of
the e-lke events in the sub-G eV range.

4.4. K2K

The beam wih typicalenergiesE = (05 3)
GeV was created at KEK and directed to K am ioka.
Tts interations were detected by SuperK am iokande
B9]. The baseline isabout 250 km . T he oscillations of
m uon neutrinos, ! , have been studied by com -
parison of the detected num ber and the energy spec—
trum ofthe -lkeeventsw ith the predicted ones. T he
predictions have been m ade by extrapolating the re—
sults from the \front" detector to the K am ioka place.
T he front detector sim ilarto SK (out of sm aller scale)
was at about 1 km distance from the source.

T he evidences of oscillations were (i) the de cit of
the total num ber of events: 107 events have been ob—
served whereas 151" 17 have been expected; (i) the
spectrum distortion ( g.[d). Searches orthe ! .
oscillations gave negative result.

T he data are Interpreted as the non-averaged vac—
uum oscillations .

The energy distrbution of the detected Iike
events show an evidence of the st oscillation dip
at E 05 Ge&V (s=e g. [8). This allows one
to evaliate m ?. Using the rehtion [[9) wih
L=E = 250km=0:5Ge&V = 500 km /G&V (apparently
the sam e as In the atm ospheric neutrino case), we ob—
tain m 2= 25 10° eVv? in perfect agreem ent w ith
the atm ospheric neutrino resul. (In fact the data
stronger exclude other valuies of m 2 than favor the
best one.)

T he substantial oscillation suppression is present
in the low energy part of the spectrum E < 1
GeV) only. Therefore the de cit of events 067
corresponds to Jarge or nearly m axin alm ixing.

15
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16

Events /0.2 (GeV)

E,"° (GeV)

Figure 8: The energy spectrum of events in the K 2K
experin ent, from [39]. A Iso shown are equally

nom alized t curvesw ith oscillations (solid) and w ithout
oscillations (dotted)

4.5. MINOS

MINOS M™Main Ingctor Neutrino O scillation
Search) is the long baseline experim ent \from Fer—
milkb to SOUDAN". NuM I M ain Infctor) beam
consists, mainky, of ’s wih energies (1 —30) Ge&V
and the ux-maxinum at 3 GeV.There are two
detectors - steelscintillator tracking calorim eters.
The near detector is at the distance 1 km from
the Injctor with mass 1 kton and the far detector
(SOUDAN mine) has the baseline 735 km and
mass 54 kt. The rst result corresponds to exposure
127 T protonson target. 215 neutrino events have
been observed below 30 G&V, whereas 3360 144
events were predicted on the basis of m easurem ents
in the near detector H4Q0].
Evidence of oscillations consists of (i) de cit ofthe
detected num ber of events —disappearance ofthe -
ux, and (i) distortion of energy spectrum g. [Q.
T he relative suppression increasesw ith decrease ofen—
ergy (@fthough there is large spread ofpoints), and the
strongest suppression is in thebins (1 -2) G&V.
The dom inant e ect is the non-averaged vacuum
oscillations. Them atter e ect is negligble.
Taking E 1:5 G eV asthe energy ofthe st oscilla—
tion dip minimum)we nd m 2 @5 30) 19
eV?. Suppression in thisbi is consistent w ith m axi-
malm ixing. U sihg the totalde cit of events one can
evaluate the m ixing angle m ore precissly.
E ssentially we observe the high energy part of the
rst oscillation deep starting from m ininum which is
consistent w ith m axin al suppression. T his is enough
to m ake rather precise detemm ination of m 2. De-
tailed statistical t gives m 2, = 274" 957 103
ev? (68 % CL.) and sih?2 53 > 087 (68 % C L.
wih thebest tvaluesin?2 ,3= 1. Thisish a very
good agreem ent w ith the atm ogpheric neutrino and
K 2K resuls.
Comment. Sinple relations we have presented in
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Figure 9: The energy spectrum ofevents in theM INO S
experin ent, from [40]. Shown also are the expected
spectrum w ithout oscillations and the best t to
experin ental resul.

sect. 4.1 -4 .5 allow usto understand w here sensitivity
to di erent param eters com es from . T hese relations
are em bedded in precise statistical analysis. They al-
low us to controlthe outcom e of this analysis, under-
stand uncertainties and give con dence in the resuls
ofm ore sophisticated analysis.

T hey show robustness ofthe results and their inter—
pretation.

4.6. 1-3 mixing: effects and bounds

The direct bounds on 13 m ixing are obtained in
the CHOO Z experim ent [41]. T his is the experim ent
w ith a single reactor, single detector and the baseline
about 1 km . The expected e ect is the vacuum non-—
average oscillations w ith survivalprobability given by
the standard oscillation formula:

SjI122 13Sj1’1252 (80)

T he baseline is com parable w ith the halfoscillation
length: Forthe best tvalie of m 2 from the atm o—
soheric neutrino studies and E 2 M eV the oscilla—
tion length equals 2 km .

T he signature of the oscillations consists of distor-
tion of the energy spectrum described by [B0). No
distortion hasbeen found w ithin the error barswhich
put the lim it

sin® 13 0:04; (90% CL:) @1)
or m 4, = 26 10° eV®. In the atm ospheric neu-
trinos the non—zero 13 m ixing w i1l lead to oscillations
of the electron neutrinos. O ne ofthe e ects would be

$ ¢ oscillations In the m atter of the Earth. The
resonance enhancem ent of oscillations in neutrino or
antineutrino channels should be ocbservable depending
on the type ofm ass hierarchy. That can produce an
excess of the e-lke eventsm ostly In m uliG eV range
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w here the m ixing can be m atter enhanced. No sub—
stantiale ect is found. N otice that in the analysis [38]
—thebest tvalue sin 13 isnon-zero due to som e dis—
tortion of the zenih angle dependence. in the multi-
G eV range.

In solar neutrinos, the non—zero 13 m ixing leads
to the averaged vacuum oscillations w ith sm all oscil-
lation depth. The e ect is reduced to change of the
overallnom alization ofthe ux. Thecombined analy—
sisofallsolarneutrino data leads to zero best— t value
of13m ixing. TheCC /NC ratio at SNO and G allium
results (which depend on the astrophysicaluncertain—
ties Jess) give sin® 13 = 0017 0026 (that ndicates
a level of sensitivity of existing observations).

In contrast, 13 can produce leading e ects for su—
pemova 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
splits In to two sectors: \solar" sector probed by the
solar neutrino experin ents and Kam LAND , and the
\atm ospheric" sector probed by the atm ogpheric neu—
trino experim ents K2K and M INO S. This is justi ed
if the 13 m &xing is zero or sm all and if in the atm o-—
spheric sector studies the e ect of 12 sector can be
neglcted. That could happen, eg., because In the
speci ¢ experin ents the baselines are an allor the en—
ergies are large, so that oscillation e ects due to 12
m ixing and 1-2 split have no tim e (space) to develop.

In the next phase of studies when sub-leading ef-
fects, eg., Induced by sin 13, becom e In portant the
splitting of3 problem into two sectorsisnotpossble.
At this sub-leading levelthe problem ofdeterm ination
of the neutrino param eters becom es m uch m ore com —
plicated.

In the tablk [l we indicate relevant param eters for
di erent studies. The sam e observables depend on
several param eters, so that the problem of degener-
acy of the param eters appears. In such a situation
one needs to perform the global t of all available

Table IT E xperin ents and relevant oscillation
param eters.

P aram eters of P aram eters of
leading e ects sub-lading e ects

E xperin ents

Solar neutrinos, m 2, 12 13
Kam LAND

A tm ospheric neutrinos m %, 12, 13,
K 2K
CHOOZ

MINOS

23r 23
23r 23 13

23, 13 strongly suppressed

2 8 B8 B

2
23r 23 13
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Figure 10: The results of global3 analysis for 12 and
2-3 m ass splits and m ixings; from [38].

data. The advantages are (1) no inform ation is lost;
(2) dependence of di erent cbservables on the sam e
param eters istaken Into account; (3) correlation ofpa-
ram eters and their degeneracy is adequately treated.

T here are however som e disadvantages. In partic—
ular, for som e param eters the global t m ay not be
the m ost sensitive m ethod, and certain subset of the
data can restrict a given param eterm uch better (eg.,

m 2, in atm ospheric neutrinos).

In g. we show the results ofthe global tofos-
cillation data perform ed In [B8]beforeM INO S resuls.
M INO S shiftsthe allow ed region and thebest tpoint
of m 3, to largervalues. W ith earlierM INO S result

m 2, =26 10° ev’ isfund n [43] as the best
t value.

Results of global ts of the other groups (see
42, 143]) agree very well. D i erent types of experi-
ments con m each other: Kam LAND con m s so—
lar neutrino resuls, K 2K —the atm ospheric neutrino
results etc.. Furthem ore, unigque interpretation of
whole buk of the data in tem s of vacuum m asses
and m ixings provides w ith the overallcon m ation of
the picture So, the determ ination of the param eters
is rather robust, and i is rather non-plausble that
future m easurem ents w ill lead to signi cant change.

T he m ost probable values of param eters equal

mZ,= (79 80) 1§ ev?; 82)
sh? 1, = 0310 0:315; 83)
m2,= @5 26) 16 ev? 84)
sin® ,3= 044 0:50: 85)

Slightly am aller value of 12 m ixing, sin® 12 = 030,
hasbeen found n@43].
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T he param eter w hich describes the deviation ofthe
23 m ixing from m axin alequals

D,y 05 s 3= 003 0:06: 86)
For 13 m ixing we have
sin? ,35= 000 001; @ = 0011 0013):(@87)

T he ratio ofm ass squared di erences in portant for
theoretical in plications equals

2

m
r 12 = 0031

m 23

0:033: (88)

5. Neutrino mass and flavor spectrum

5.1. Spectrum

Inform ation obtained from the oscillation experi-
m ents allow s us to m ake signi cant progress in recon-—
struction of the neutrino m ass and avor spectrum
Fi.0I).

\
vy I v, T €
3 2 e
v, T
1
Vu
o
A
<
= Vt
|

V2 T

v, T V3 I

NORMAL INVERTED

Figure 11: Neutrinom ass and avor spectra for the
nom al (left) and inverted (right) m ass hierarchies. The
distribbution of avors (colored parts of boxes) in the

m ass eigenstates corresponds to the best- t values of

m ixing param eters and sin® 13 = 005.

T he unknowns are:

() adm xture of  in 3, Ues;

(i) type of mass spectrum : hierarchical, non-
hierarchicalw ith certain ordering, degenerate, which
is related to the value ofthe absolute m ass scale, m 1;

(i) type ofm ass hierarchy (ordering): nom al, in—
verted (partially degenerate);

(Iv) CP -violation phase

Inform ation descrbed in the previous sections can
be sum m arized In the ©llow ng way.

1. The observed ratio of the m ass squared di er-
ences [88)) in plies that there is no strong hierarchy of
neutrino m asses:

0:02: (89)
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For charge legptons the corresponding ratio is 0.06, and
even stronger hierarchies are observed in the quark
sector.

2. There is the biHarge or largem axim alm ixing
between the neighboring fam ilies (1 —2) and 2 -3).
Stillrather signi cant deviation ofthe 23 m ixing from
the m axin alone is possble.

3. M xing between rem ote (1-3) fam ilies isweak.

To a good approxin ation them ixingm atrix hasthe
so—called triboin axin al form [44]:

0 o_ 1
15 2 pl g
Ugm USUL(12)=P=8 1 .2 _3%;
6 1 P3P3

(90)
where UJ; is the maxin al ( =4) rotation in the 2-3
plane and sin® 1, = 1=3. A ltematively, the m ixing
can be expressed In temn s of the quark-lepton com —
plem entarity (Q LC) relations [45]:

\kpton m ixing = bi maxinalmixing CKM":
(91)
P ossible realizations are
Upuns = Upn Uy 7O
Upmns = Uckwm Um (92)

where Uc gy Is the quark m ixing m atrix and Uy, is
the bim axin alm ixing m atrix:
0

_p-

1 2 2 pO
Ugn UL, = 58 11 o
1 1

1
-C
2A : (93)
2

Both the tribin axin alm ixing and the Q LC -m ixing
agree w ith the experin entaldata wihin 1 [4€].

5.2. Absolute scale of neutrino mass

D irect kinem atic m ethods. M easurem ents of the
Curie plt of the 3H decay at the end point - give
me < 2056eV (95% ) (Troitsk) after \anom aly" sub—
traction 7], andm. < 23 eV (95% ), M ainz) [4].
Future KATRIN experin ent [49] ain s at one order of
m agnitude better upper bound: m. < 02 &V (90% ).
The discovery potential is estinm ated so that the
positive resultm . = 0:35 &V can be established at 5
(statistical) level.

From oscillation experin ents we get the lower
bound on m ass of the heaviest neutrino:

q___
mpy > m gm = 004&vV  (95%): (94)

In the case of nom alm ass hierarchy my, = m 3 and
in the inverted hierarchy casemy = m 1 mo.
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N eutrinoless doubk keta decay. T he rate neutrino—
Jess double beta decay is determ ined by the e ective
M ajprana m ass of electron neutrino

X
Mee = UZmyet © ; (95)

k

/ m?2 .Here (k) isthe phase ofthe k eigenvalie.

The best present bound on m e is given by the
Heideberg-M oscow experiment: me < 0:35 050
eV [Bd]. Part of collaboration clain s an evidence ofa
positive signal [B1,152]. The Heildelberg-M oscow col
laboration searched for the m ode of the decay

Ge! ®*Set+ e +e (96)

w ith the end poInt Q e = 2039 keV . T he total statis—
tics collected from 5 enriched Ge detectorsis 71.7 kg
yr. The peak at the end point of the total energy—
soectrum of two electrons has been found and inter-
preted iIn [B2] as due to the neutrinoless doubl beta
decay. Number of events in the peak gives the half-
lifetin e
B y; 10 y:
o7)
The signi cance of the peak depends on m odel of
background and quoted by the authorsas42 . There
is a num ber of argum ents pro and contra of such in—
terpretation.

If the exchange of light M aprana neutrino is the
dom inant m echanism of the decay, the m easured life—
tin e correspondsto the e ectivem assoftheM a prana
neutrino

T, = 1:9 3 range: (069 4:18)

Mee = 044 €V; 3 range: (024 0:58) ev: (98)
TheH-M positive result would corresoond to strongly
degenerate neutrino m ass spectrum . That, In tum,
In pliess new symm etry in the leptonic sector.

O ther groups do not see signal of the ( decay
though their sensitiviy is som ehow lower [53,154,155].
New experinent with "°Ge, GERDA [56], will be
abletocon m theH-M clain in the rstphase, and
In the case of negative resul, strongly restrict it in
foture m easuram ents.

Coan olbgical bound. Analysis of the cosn ological
data that lncludes CM B observations, SD SS of galax—
jes, Lym an alpha forest cbservations and weak lensing
Jead to the upperbound on the sum ofneutrinom asses

X3
m;< 042 eV

i=1

(95% C L) (99)

B7] (see also [B8]) which correspondstom < 0:13
eV in the case ctfa degenerate spectrum . An even
stronger bound, ~ ;_,m; < 07 eV (95% C L.) [B9]
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w as established after publication of W M AP 3 results.
This Im it disfavors a strongly degenerate m ass spec—
trum . and the positive claim of observation of neutri-
nolessdouble beta decay. C om bining the coan ological
and oscillation bounds, we conclude that at least one
neutrino m ass should be in the Interval
m (004 0:10)ev (95% CLy): (100)
In future, the weak lensing w illallow to perform di-
rect m easurem ents of clustering of allm atter and not
Just um glous one. This will in prove the sensitivity
downto  m; 003 ev.

5.3. To the new phase of the field

In what Pllows we summ arize the param eters,
physics goals and physics reach of the next generation
(@lready approved) LBL experin ents. In each case
we give the baseline, L, the m ean energy of neutrino
HE i and the goals. A 1l the estin ations are given for
the 90% C L..

1). T2K (\Tokaito Kam ioka"): JPARK ! Su-
perK am lokande [60]. This is the accelerator o -axis
experin ent on searches for ! and ! e
oscillations; param eters of the experim ent: L = 295
km,HE i= 0:{7 GeV.The goalisto reach sensitivity
to the . appearance which will allow to put the
bound sin? 13 < 0:005 (or discover the 13 m ixing
if the angle is larger), to m easure 23 m ass split and
m ixing with accuracies (m %) 01 mev, and

(si? 2 53) = 001 near the maxinalm ixing. The
latter corresponds to  (sIf ,3) = 0:05. If
13 m ixing is near the present bound the hope is to
get som e nform ation about the m ass hierarchy. The
m easurem ents w ill start in 2009.

Do3 =

2). NO A:Femilab ! Ash River [gl]. This is
also the accelerator o -axis experin ent on !
and ! e oscillation searches. P aram eters:

L=2810km,HE i= 22 Ge&V.The obfctives include
the bound on 13 mixing sh® 13 < 0006, precise
m easurem ent of m 53, and possbly, determm ination
of the m ass hierarchy. Start: 2008 —2009.

3). Double CHOOZ reactor experim ent [62] will
search for . ! o oscillation disappearance. Two
detectors sstup will be employed. P aram eters:
L = 105 km (far detector), lE 1 = 0:004 GevV,
L=E = 250 km /G &V ; the goal is to put the bound
sin® 13 < 0:005 0£008. Start: 2008; results: 2011.

4). Daya Bay [63] reactor experin ent w ill search
for o ! e oscillation disappearance wih multi-
detector setup: Two near detectors and one far
detector w ith the baseline 1600 —1900 m from reactor
cores are proposed. The goal is to reach sensitivity
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sin? 13 < 00025 or better. Start: 2010.

To large extend results from these experim entsw ill
determm ine further (experin ental) developm ents.

5.4. Expecting the supernova neutrino
burst

D etection of the G alactic supemova can substan—
tially contrbute to detemm ination of the neutrino
param eters and reconstruction of the neutrino m ass
spectrum . In particular this study w il contrbute to
determm nnation of the 13 m ixing and type of the neu—
trino m ass hierarchy.

In supemovas one expects new elam ents ofthe a-
vor conversion dynam ics. W hole 3  level crossing
schem e can be probed and the e ects of both M SW
resonances [dueto m %, and m 2;) should show up.
Vardous e ects associated to the 13 m ixing can be
realized, depending on value of 13. The SN neutri-
nos are sensitive to sin® 13 assnallas 10 °. Studies
of the SN neutrinos w ill also give an inform ation the
type of m ass hierarchy [64, 165, |66, |67]. The anall
m ixing M SW conversion can be realized due to the
13 m ixing and the \atm ospheric" m ass split m 2;.
T he non-oscillatory adiabatic conversion is expected
Prsn® ;3 > 10 3. Adiabaticity violation occurs if
the 13 m ixing is sn allsin® 15 < 10 3.

Collective avor transformm ation e ects due to the
neutrino-neutrino scattering ( avor exchange phe-
nom enon) can be in portant in the centralparts (out—
cide neutrino spheres) of the collapsing stars [68].

Another possbl interesting e ect is related to
shock wave propagation. The shock wave can reach
the region of the neutrino conversion, 14 g/cc,
aftert; = 3 5) s from the bounce beginning ofthe

burst) [§9]. Changing suddenly the density pro-—

Je and therefore breaking the adiabaticity, the shock
wave front in uences the conversion in the resonance
characterizedby m 25 and sin® 13, ifsin® 13> 10 %.

M onitoring the shock wave w ith neutrinos can shed
som e light on the m echanism ofexplosion [64,170,171,
721].

5.5. LSND result and new neutrinos

LSND (Large Scintillator Neutrino D etector) col
laboration studied interactions of neutrinos from Los
A Jam osM eson P hysics Facility produced in the decay
chain: * ! T+ ., Tl e+ .+ . The ex—
cess of the (€ + n) events has been cbserved in the
detector which could be due to inverse beta decay:

e+ p! e +n [73]. In tum, . could appear due to
oscillations ! ¢ In the original beam .

Interpretation of the excess in tem s of the e

oscillations would corresoond to the transition proba—
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bility

P= (264 076 045) 10: (101)
T he allow ed region is restricted from below by m 2 >
02 ev?.

This result is clearly beyond the \standard" 3 pic-
ture. It in pliesnew sector and new symm etries ofthe
theory.

T he situation w ith this ultin ate neutrino anom aly
[73] is really dram atic: all suggested physical (ot re-
Jated to the LSND m ethods) solutions are strongly
or very strongly disfavored now . At the same tine,
being con m ed, the oscillation interpretation of the
LSND resul m ay change our understanding the neu—
trino (and in general ferm ion) m asses.

Even very exotic possbilities are disfavored. An
analysis perform ed by the KARM EN collaboration
[74]1has further disfavored a scenario [75] In which the

e a@ppearance is explained by the anom alous m uon
decay * ! i (A=¢e ;).

The CPT =iolation schem e[/6] w ith di erent m ass
spectra ofneutrinos and antineutrinos is disfavored by
the atm ospheric neutrino data [77]. No com patibility
of LSND and \allbut LSND " data have been found
below 3 [78].

The main problem of the 3 + 1) scheme wih

m 2 1 é/? is that the predicted LSND signal,
which isconsistent w ith the results ofother shortbase-
line experiments BUGEY, CHOOZ,CDHS, CCFR,
KARM EN) aswellas the atm ospheric neutrino data,
is too small: the ! e probabiliy is about 3
below the LSND m easurem ent.

Introduction of the second sterile neutrino with

m 2> 8eV? may help [79]. It has been shown [B(]
that a new neutrino with m 2 22 &V? and m ix-
Ings Ues = 006, U 5 = 024 can enhance the pre-
dicted LSND signalby (60 { 70)% . The 3+ 2) scheme
has, however, problem s with coan ology and astro—
physics. The combination of the two described so—
lutions, nam ely the 3+ 1 schem e with CP T ~violation
has been considered [B1]. Som e recent proposals in—
cluding the m ass varying neutrinos M avVaN [9] and
decay of heavy sterile neutrinos [B2] also have certain
problem s.

M iniBooNE [83] isexpected to clarify substantially
Interpretation of the LSND resul. The M niBooNE
searches for . appearance in the 12 m diam eter tank

lled in by the 450 t of m ineral oil scintillator and
covered by 1280 PM T . The ux of muon neutrinos
w ith the averageenergy lE i 800M &V is form ed In

decays (50m decay pipe) which are in tum produced
by 8 G eV protons from the Ferm ilab Booster. T he 541
m baseline is about half of the oscillation length for

m 2 2 eV?. Tn 2006 the expernt operates in the
antineutrino channel ' e

O f course, con m ation of the LSND result (in
tem s of oscillations) would be the most decisive
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Am? (eV ?)

MiniBooNE 1.0E21 pot |

(90 % CL, 30and50)]

sin“218

Figure 12: T he region of oscillation param eters selected
by LSND result versus sensitivity of the M iniB ooN E
experin ent; from [B3].

though the problem w ih background should be scru—
tinized. The negative result still m ay leave an am —
biguous situation. In g.[I2 the sensitivity lin its and
discovery potential ofM niBooNE are shown.

6. Conclusion

A fterthe rstphase ofstudies ofneutrinom assand
m ixing we have rather consistent picture: interpreta—
tion of all the results (exoept for LSND ) in tem s of
vacuum m ixing ofthree m assive neutrinos. Twom ain
e ects (consequences ofm ixing) are im portant for the
Interpretation of results at the present level of accu-
racy: the vacuum oscillations and the adiabatic con—
version in m atter (the M SW -e ect). T he oscillations
In m atter give sub—leading contributions, at (1 2)
level, to the solar and atm ospheric neutrino observ—
ables.

T here are unknow n yet param eters and their deter—
m nation com poses a program of fiture phenom eno—
logical and experim ental studies. Next phase of the

eld, study of sub-leading e ects, willbe much m ore
nvolved.

The main theoretical challenge is to understand
what is behind the observed pattem of neutrino
masses and m ixing (as well as m asses and m ixings
of other ferm ions). W hat is the underlying physics?
Clearly there is a strong di erence of the quark
and Jepton m ixing pattems. The data hint the tri-
bin axin al schem e of m ixing w ith possible in plica—
tions of new \neutrino symm etries", or altematively
to the quark—lepton com plem entarity that hints cer—
tain quark-lepton sym m etry and uni cation. A re the
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trioin axin alor Q LC relations real (llow from cer—
tan principles) or sin ply accidental?

Tt m ay happen that som ething in portant in prin-—
ciples and context is still m issed. The key question
is how far we can go in this understanding using
our usualnotions of the eld theory (or the e ective

eld theory) and In temm s of symm etries, various
m echanian s of sym m etry breaking, etc.? T he hope is
that neutrinos w illuncover som ething sin ple and illi—
m nating beforewe w illbe lost in the string landscape.
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