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A B ST R A C T

W e perform a three avour analysis ofthe atm ospheric,accelerator and reac-

torneutrino data from the Kam iokande,LSND and Bugey experim ents respectively.

Choosingthevaluesof�m 2 obtained from twoavour�tsofthe�rsttwoexperim ents,

theallowed rangesofthethreegeneration m ixing anglesaredeterm ined.Theacceler-

atorexperim entsCHORUS and NOM AD arefound to bem ostsensitive to regionsof

the allowed param eterspace which correspond to genuine three generation solutions

fortheatm osphericneutrino anom aly.
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In the standard m odelofelectroweak theory the neutrinos are assum ed to be

m assless. But there is no com pelling theoreticalreason behind this assum ption. If

the neutrinosare m assive then,asin the quark sector,the weak interaction basisof

neutrinosm ay bedi�erentfrom them asseigenstatebasis{ leading to m ixing between

di�erentavours.A wayforprobingsuch m ixingand sm allneutrinom assesisprovided

by neutrino oscillations. Two wellknown neutrino puzzles thatcan be explained by

avour oscillation ofneutrinos are the solar neutrino problem and the atm ospheric

neutrino anom aly.Therecentdeclaration by theLiquid ScintillatorNeutrino Detector

(LSND)collaboration [1]thatthey are observing an excessof�es(overthe expected

background)which can beattributed to��� �e oscillationshasadded anew dim ension

to the issue ofneutrino m ass and m ixing. LSND is m ost sensitive to �m 2
� 6eV 2

[2]and the signi�cance ofthisresultforparticle physics,astrophysicsand cosm ology

hasbeen investigated [3,4].Onenotesthatthethree phenom ena m entioned above {

nam ely,the solarneutrino problem ,the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly and the �� �

�e oscillations observed by the LSND group { require vastly di�erent m ass ranges.

Thesolarneutrino problem can beexplained eitherby M ikheyev-Sm irnov-W olfenstein

oscillation [5]for�m 2
� 6� 10� 6eV 2 and sin22� � 7� 10� 3 (non-adiabaticsolution)

and �m 2
� 9 � 10� 6eV 2 and sin22� � 0:6 (large m ixing angle solution) [6]or by

oscillation in vacuum for�m 2
� (0:45� 1:2)� 10� 10eV 2 and sin22� � (0:6� 1:0)[7]in

atwogeneration scenario.Theatm osphericanom alycan beexplained byeither��� �e

or�� � �� oscillationsin a two generation picture.Theanalysisofthenew m ulti-GeV

dataaswellastheprevioussub-GeV dataoftheKam iokandecollaborationpredictsthe

followingbest-�tparam eters(�m 2
;sin22�)= (1.8�10� 2eV 2;1:0)for��� �e oscillation

and (1.6 �10� 2eV 2;1:0)for�� � �� oscillation [8].

Although each experim entcan beexplained by two avourneutrino oscillations,

there are severalm otivationsto go beyond thisapproxim ation. The LEP resultthat

therearethreelightneutrinosisalsosupported by therequirem entsofnucleosynthesis

in the early universe. In the quark sector,m ixing between three generations is well
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established. A naturalquestion then ishow do experim entsconstrain three neutrino

m ixing? W e stressthatin a realistic three avourfram ework itisim portantto do a

com bined analysisto �nd outthe allowed rangeofparam etersratherthan using sep-

aratetwo avourschem es.In particular,thism ightuncoverregionsin theparam eter

space sensitive to thepresence ofthethird generation which cannotbeprobed in the

two avourlim it.

In thispaperwe perform a threeavouranalysisoftheatm osphericand LSND

data assum ing thatthepresently reported valueswillnotchangesigni�cantly asm ore

results accum ulate. The constraints obtained from the reactor experim ents are also

incorporated. W e take the �m 2s as: � 12 ’ � 13 = 6eV 2 in the LSND range and

� 23 = 10� 2eV 2 as preferred by the atm ospheric neutrino data. The ’ sign m eans

we neglect 10� 2 as com pared to 6. Itwillbecom e clear as we proceed thatm ost of

ouranalysisdoesnotdepend on thisspeci�cchoiceaslong astheorderofm agnitude

rem ainsthesam e.Thethreem ixing anglesareallowed to coverthewholerangefrom

0 to �/2. Foratm ospheric neutrinos,we �nd,in addition to the two avourresults,

genuinethreegeneration solutionswhereboth �� � �e and �� � �� oscillation channels

sim ultaneously contribute.Theim plicationsoftheallowed areasthusobtained forthe

acceleratorexperim entsCHORUSandNOM AD searchingfor��� �� osillationsarealso

discussed.Such ananalysisforconstrainingthem ixingangleshasbeen perform edin[9]

undertheapproxim ation ofan e�ective two avourinterpretation ofthe atm ospheric

neutrino problem either in the �� � �e or�� � �� oscillation m ode,instead ofa full

threeavourinvestigation.A detailed analysiscom biningtheaccelerator,reactor,solar

and atm ospheric neutrino data had been carried outearlier(pre-LSND)[10]taking a

di�erentspectrum for�m 2 and assum ing them ixing anglesto belessthan �/4.

Them easurem entofatm osphericneutrino uxesisbeing carried outby thefol-

lowing groups{ Kam iokande,IM B,Fr�ejus,Nusex and Soudan2.So far,data ofm ost

statisticalsigni�cance have been collected by the Kam iokande and the IM B collabo-

rations.To reduce theuncertainty in theabsolute ux valuesthe usualpractice isto
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presenttheratio ofratiosR which isde�ned as,

R =
(�� + ��)=(�e + �e)obsvd

(�� + ��)=(�e + �e)M C

(1)

whereM C denotestheM onte-Carlo sim ulated ratio.Forneutrinosofenergy lessthan

� 1 GeV,IM B �ndsR = 0:54� 0:05� 0:12 [11]in agreem entwith the Kam iokande

data R = 0:60+ 0:06� 0:05 � 0:05 in this energy range [8,12]. Recently the Kam iokande

collaboration has published the results ofthe m esurem ent ofthe ux ratio in the

m ulti-GeV energy range [8]. They found R = 0:57+ 0:08� 0:07 � 0:07 in good agreem ent

with the sub-GeV value. Allthese data show that R is sm aller than the expected

value ofunity,a result that m ight be explained by neutrino avour oscillation [13].

Another aspect ofthis m easurem ent that can independently point towards neutrino

oscillation is the dependence ofR on the zenith-angle. The m ulti-GeV Kam iokande

data reveals a dependence on the zenith-angle unlike the sub-GeV data,though the

statisticalsigni�cance ofthisresulthasbeen questioned [14].Forthe purpose ofthis

paperweusethesub-GeV Kam iokanderesults.

TheLSND group searchesfor�� ! �e oscillationsusing �e appearance.The�es

produce neutronsvia the reaction �ep ! e+ n which in turn are captured by protons

producing a 2.2 M eV .An excessofbeam -on eventswith a  oftheaboveenergy in

tim e and space coincidence with an electron in the energy range 36 M eV < E e < 60

M eV isconsidered asa signalfor�e.Them ean source-detectordistanceis30 m etres.

The initialLSND data reports an excess of16:4+ 9:7� 8:9� 3.3 events over the estim ated

background which,ifinterpreted in term s ofneutrino oscillations,corresponds to a

probability P���e of(0:34
+ 0:20
� 0:18 � 0:07)% .

Otherappearanceexperim entssearching for�� ! �e oscillationsareKARM EN

attheISIS spallation neutron facility [15]and theBNL-E776 [16].Theseexperim ents

areconsistentwith noneutrinooscillation.KARM EN hassofarquoted an upperlim it

on theoscillation probability asP�� �e � 3:1� 10� 3 (90% C.L.)wheareasfrom thetwo

avourexclusion areaspresented by BNL onegetsP���e � 1:5� 10� 3 (90% C.L.).In
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ref. [1]the LSND group hasshown thatsom e ofthe areasallowed by them in a two

avouranalysisaredisfavoured by KARM EN and BNL-E776.In thispaperwecon�ne

ourselvesto theLSND data forconstraining theparem eters.

Reactorexperim entssearching forneutrino oscillation areG �OSGEN,KRASNO-

YARSK and Bugey.Theseexperim entsprovideexclusion regionsin the�m 2 -sin 22�

param eterspace by non-observance ofneutrino oscillation. The m axim um exclusion

isby Bugey which m easuresthe spectrum of�e,com ing from the Pressurized W ater

Reactors running atthe Bugey nuclear power plant,at15,40,and 95 m etres using

neutron detection techniques.The90% C.L.exclusion contourim plies1� P�e�e � 0.05

[17].

The generalexpression for the probability that an initial�� ofenergy E gets

converted to a �� aftertravelling a distanceL in vacuum is

P�� �� = ��� � 4 �j> i U�iU�iU�jU�j sin
2(
�L

�ij
) (2)

where �ij = 2:47m (E �=M eV )(eV 2
=� ij),� ij = m j

2
� m i

2. The actualform s ofthe

varioussurvivaland transition probabilitiesdepend on thespectrum of�m 2 assum ed

and the choice ofthe m ixing m atrix U relating the avour eigenstates to the m ass

eigenstates. The m ost suitable param etrisation ofU for the m ass spectrum chosen

by usisU = R 13R 12R 23 where R ij denotesthe rotation m atrix in the ij-plane. This

yields:

U =

0

B
B
B
@

c12c13 s12c13c23 � s13s23 c13s12s23 + s13c23

�s12 c12c23 c12s23

�s13c12 �s13s12c23 � c13s23 �s12s13s23 + c13c23

1

C
C
C
A

(3)

wherecij = cos�ij and sij = sin�ij.W ehaveassum ed CP-invarianceso thatU isreal.

The above choice ofU hasthe advantagethat�23 doesnotappearin the expressions

fortheprobability forLSND and Bugey.W enow turn totheim plicationsoftheabove

m ixing m atrix and thechosen m assrangeson thevariousprobabilities.
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(i)LSND

Inordertoseetheim pactofthreeneutrinogenerations,we�rstnotethatfortheenergy

and length scalesrelevantforLSND �23 >> L and theterm involving sin2(�L=�23)!

0.Further,�13 ’ �12 and (2)sim pli�esto

P���e = 4c2
12
s
2

12
c
2

13
sin2(�L=�12) (4)

(ii)Bugey

For Bugey, the neutrino energy ranges from 2.8 - 7.8 M eV whereas L is typically

� 40 m etres. Then �23 >> L,so thatsin2(�L=�23)! 0. On the otherhand �12 =

�13 << L sothatsin2(�L=�12)and sin
2(�L=�13)averageoutto1/2.Then therelevant

probability is

P�e�e = 1� 2c2
13
c
2

12
+ 2c4

13
c
4

12
(5)

(iii)Atm osphericneutrinos

In a three avourm ixing schem e (1)isgiven in term softhe neutrino transition and

survivalprobabilitiesas

R =
P���� + rM C P���e

P�e�e +
1

rM C

P���e
(6)

where rM C = (�e + �e)=(�� + ��)asobtained from a M onte-Carlo sim ulation.Notice

thatforneutrinosin the energy range � (0.1 { 1)GeV travelling through a distance

ranging from � (10 { 104)km ,�12 = �13 << L and sin2(�L=�12)and sin2(�L=�13)

can bereplaced by theiraveragevalue1/2.Taking thisinto account,theprobabilities

appearing in (6)can beexpressed as

P�e�e = 1� 2c2
13
c
2

12
+ 2c4

13
c
4

12
� 4(c13s12c23� s13s23)

2(c13s12s23+ s13c23)
2sin2(�L=�23) (7)

P���e = 2c2
13
c
2

12
s
2

12
� 4c2

12
c23s23(c13s12c23 � s13s23)(c13s12s23 + s13c23)sin

2(�L=�23) (8)

P���� = 1� 2c2
12
s
2

12
� 4c4

12
c
2

23
s
2

23
sin2(�L=�23) (9)

Theresultsofthecom bined analysisoftheabovethreeexperim entsarepresented

in �gs. 1 and 2 in the large s2
13
and sm alls2

13
lim its respectively. It is su�cient to
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considertheselim itsastheallowed valuesofs2
13
arecon�ned in theseranges.Asseen in

(4),the param etrisation chosen forthe m ixing m atrix U ensuresthatthe probability

relevant for LSND is independent ofthe m ixing angle s23. From the value ofP���e

quoted by theLSND group [1]onecan �nd theallowed area in thes2
12
-s2

13
param eter

space for �xed values ofthe ratio �m 2L=E . The following constraints are found:

for s12 very sm all(� 0)or very large (� 1),s13 ranges from 0 � s13 < 1 while for

interm ediate valuesofs12,only very larges13 valuesareallowed.Thisisbetween the

solid linesin �g. 1 (2)forlarge (sm all)valuesofs13,in the lim itofsin2(�L=�12)�

1.From eq.(5)theprobability forBugey isalso a function ofthesam em ixing angles

s12 and s13 only,so that,using theirresultone can furtherrule outa portion ofthe

param eterspace { nam ely,interm ediate s13 valuesatsm alls12 { which were allowed

by LSND.Thisisshown by the dashed linesin �gs. 1 and 2 im plying the following

lim itsforsm alls2
12
(< 0.0018):eithers2

13
>� 0:97 (�g. 1)ors2

13
< 0.026 (�g. 2). In

theotherregionsoftheparam eterspacetheLSND data putsm oresevere constraints

than Bugey.

Ourapproach nextisto determ inehow m uch ofthecom bined allowed area from

LSND and Bugey isconsistentwith theatm ospheric data for�xed valuesofs23.The

sub-GeV Kam iokandedata im plies

0:48� R � 0:73 (90% C:L:) (10)

Im posing thisconstraint,one �ndsthatthe allowed param eterspace (shown shaded

in �gs.1 and 2)dependson thechosen s2
23
.In generaltherearethreeregions:

(i)The larges2
13
(>� 0:97)-sm alls2

12
(<� 0:1)region shown in �g.1.In thislim itit

isthe�� � �e oscillation thatdom inates.Considering thelim iting caseofs12 ! 0 and

s13 ! 1,therelevantprobabilitiesassum etheform s:

P�e�e ’ 1� 2c2
23
s2
23
,P���e ’ 2c2

23
s2
23
,P���� ’ 1� 2c2

23
s2
23

From theseexpressionsitisclearthatin thislim itP���� ’ 0.

(ii)The large s2
13
and interm ediate s2

12
zone also shown in �g. 1. To understand the
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transitionsin thisrangewe exam inethevariousprobabilitiesin thelim its2
13
! 1.In

thislim iteqs.(7)-(9)becom e

P�e�e ’ 1� 2c2
23
s2
23
,P���e ’ 2c2

12
c2
23
s2
23
,P���� ’ 1� 2c2

12
s2
12
� 2c4

12
c2
23
s2
23

Thisistheregion wherethedepletion can bedueto both thechannelssim ultaneously

excepting in thespecialcaseofs23 ! 0 when thisreducesto solely �� � �� oscillation.

From �g. 1 one also noticesthatirrespective ofthe choice ofs23,large valuesofs
2

12

around � (0.85-1) are disfavoured by the atm ospheric data. In this region �e � ��

conversion ise�ective.

(iii) The sm alls2
12
-s2

13
zone { 0 < s2

12
< 1:8 � 10� 3,0 � s2

13
� 0:01 { a look at

thevarioussurvivaland transition probabilitiesrevealsthatthisisa region wherethe

depletion ism ainly due to �� � �� oscillation. Thiscan be easily seen by considering

thelim iting casess12,s13 ! 0,when eqs.(7)-(9)give P�e�e ’ 1,P���e ’ 0,P���� ’

1 � 2c2
23
s2
23
. Substituting these in (10) one �nds 0.162 < s2

23
< 0.838. There is a

sharp cut-o�ass2
23
crosses0.162and forpractically allinterm ediatevaluesupto 0.838,

the whole ofthe param eterspace allowed by LSND and Bugey isconsistentwith the

atm ospheric neutrino data. Thusin thisregim e we show the allowed region foronly

one representative s2
23
. W e have num erically checked that the allowed region is the

sam eastheonepresented in �g.2 forallothers2
23
in theaboverange.

In ouranalysiswehave�xed � 12 ’ � 13 at6eV
2,whereLSND ism ostsensitive

and sin2(�L=�12)! 1,m axim ising theoscillatory term .Asdiscussed in [4]itrem ains

tobeseen whatbest-�tvalue,consistentwithKARM EN andBNL-E776,em ergeswhen

m ore data isaccum ulated. Ourresultsrem ain unchanged aslong asitisperm issible

to usetheabovelim it.

Fortheatm osphericneutrino caseweapproxim atethesin2(�L=�23)factorby its

averaged value 0.5 as is often done in the context ofthe sub-GeV data [18,19,20].

Thisapproxim ation can beim proved by an averagingovertheincidentneutrinoenergy

spectrum ,thezenith-angleofthebeam aswellasthe�nallepton energy [18,10].rM C

is taken to be 0.45 from a detailed M onte-Carlo sim ulation including the e�ects of
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m uon polarisation [21].

Finally let us discuss the im plications ofthe param eter space allowed by the

Kam iokande atm ospheric neutrino,LSND and Bugey data forthe �� � �� oscillation

search atCHORUS [22]and NOM AD [23].These experim entsuse the �� beam from

theCERN SPS with them ean energy � 30 GeV and theapproxim atesource-detector

distanceis0.8 km so that�23 >> L and

P���� = 4c2
12
s
2

12
s
2

13
sin2(�L=�13) (11)

W ith the CERN SPS designed to deliver2.4 �1019 protons,CHORUS and NOM AD

aresensitivetoam inim um oscillation probability of10� 4.For� 12 = � 13 in theLSND

rangeof� 6eV 2,sin2(�L=�13)� 0:04,whence (11)isP���� ’ 0:16c2
12
s2
12
s2
13
.Then for

thethreeallowed regionsin thes2
12
� s2

13
planeonegets:

(i) In the large s2
13
, sm all s2

12
zone P���� can be slightly greater than 10� 4 being

m arginally within the reach ofthese experim ents.Thisisthe�� � �e oscillation zone

foratm osphericneutrinos.

(ii)Forlarge s2
13
and interm ediate valuesofs2

12
,P���� is� 10� 2,which iswellwithin

the reach ofCHORUS and NOM AD.Recallthatthisisthe genuine three generation

oscillation regim eforatm osphericneutrinoswhereboth �� � �� and �� � �e m odesare

operative,excepting forthespecialcaseofs23 ’ 0 forwhich itisjust�� � ��.

(iii)In the lim itofboth s2
12
;s2

13
sm all,P���� isvery sm alland thisregim e,where the

atm osphericanom aly isdueto �� � �� oscillation,cannotbeprobed by CHORUS and

NOM AD.

Forthechosen valuesofthem ass-di�erencesasim ultaneoussolution tothesolar

neutrino problem is unobtainable unless one invokes a sterile neutrino. W ork is in

progressin thisdirection [24].

In conclusion,wehaveobtained them ixing anglescom patiblewith atm ospheric,

LSND and reactorexperim ents (in particularBugey)in the context ofthree avour

m ixing.Keeping�m 2 �xed atthebest�tvaluesobtained from twogenerationanalyses
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oftheLSND and atm osphericdata,we�nd threeregionsofparam eterspacethatcan

accountforallthree experim ents sim ultaneously. Ourresultsdi�erfrom an analysis

presented in [9]in thatwe �nd the m ixing anglesto be lessrestricted. Ourm ethod,

which takesintoaccountthepossibility thatthedepletion oftheatm osphericneutrinos

can be sim ultaneously due to �� � �e and �� � �� oscillations,is m ore generaland

includesthe constraintsobtained in [9]asa specialcase. A directcom parison ofthe

valuesobtained forthe m ixing anglesis,however,notproperbecause the de�nitions

ofthem ixing m atricesaredi�erent.Thesensitivity oftheacceleratorbased neutrino

oscillation experim ents at CERN,CHORUS and NOM AD,is di�erent in the three

allowed zones and thus they can distinguish between these sectors ofthe param eter

space. W e �nd that CHORUS and NOM AD are m ost sensitive to that part ofthe

com bined allowed area wheretheatm osphericneutrino anom aly isdueto �� � �� and

�� � �e oscillation m odessim ultaneously.

S.G.is supported by the CouncilofScienti�c and IndustrialResearch, India

while A.R.hasbeen supported in partby theDepartm entofScience and Technology

and CouncilofScienti�c and IndustrialResearch,India. W e thank S.M ohanty for

sending ussom eoftheusefulliterature.
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FIG U R E C A PT IO N S

Figure1:The 90 % C.L.allowed region in the s2
12
� s2

13
planefrom LSND isbetween

the solid lines,thatfrom Bugey isabove the dashed line while the com bined allowed

area including theKam iokandesub-GeV data isshown shaded.

Figure 2: Sam e as in �g. 1 excepting the region allowed from Bugey is below the

dashed line.

10



R eferences

[1]W .C.Louis,Nucl.Phys.(Proc.Suppl.)B 38,229 (1995);C.Athanassopouloset

al.,nucl-ex/9504002 (1995).

[2]D.O.Caldwell,Nucl.Phys.(Proc.Suppl.)B 38,375 (1995).

[3]J.R.Prim ack etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.74,2160 (1995);G.M .Fuller,J.R.Prim ack

and Y.Z.Qian,astro-ph/9502081;D.O.Caldwelland R.N.M ohapatra,Preprint

No.UCSB-HEP-95-1,hep-ph/9503316.

[4]G.Ra�eltand J.Silk,hep-th/9502306.

[5]L.W olfenstein Phys.Rev.D 34 969 (1986);S.P.M ikheyev and A.Yu.Sm irnov,

Sov.J.NuclPhys.42(6)913 (1985);Nuovo Cim ento 9c 17 (1986).

[6]N.Hata and P.Langacker,Phys.Rev.D 50,632 (1994).

[7]N.Hata,Univ.ofPennsylvania PreprintNo.UPR-0605T,1994.

[8]Y.Fukuda etal.,Phys.Lett.B 335,237 (1994).

[9]H.M inakata,PreprintNo.TM UP-HEL-9502,M arch 15,1995.

[10]G.L.Fogli,E.Lisiand D.M ontanio,Phys.Rev.D 49,3626 (1994).

[11]D.Casperetal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.66,2561 (1991);R.Becker-Szendy etal.,Phys.

Rev.D 46,3720 (1992).

[12]K.S.Hirata etal.,Phys.Lett.B 280,146 (1992).

[13]The usage ofthe ‘ratio ofratios’R asa valid indicatorofthe neutrino anom aly

has been recently critically exam ined.see G.L.Fogliand E.Lisi,Institute for

Advanced Study reportIASSNS-AST 95/21 (unpublished).

11

http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/9504002
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9502081
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9503316
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9502306


[14]D.Saltzberg,Reportno.hep-ph-9504343 (unpublished).

[15]B.Seligm ann in Proc.oftheXXVIIInt.Conf.on High Energy Physics(Glasgow),

Eds.P.J.Bussey and I.G Knowles,Inst.ofPhys.Publising,Bristol,(1995)p683;

G.Drexlin,Prog.in Part.and Nucl.Phys.,32,375 (1994);B.Arm brusteretal.

(KARM EN Collaboration),Nucl.Phys.(Proc.Suppl.)B 38,235 (1995).

[16]L.Borodovsky etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.68,274 (1992).

[17]B.Achkaretal.,Nucl.Phys.B 434,503 (1995).

[18]V.Bargerand K.W hisnant,Phys.Lett.B 209,365 (1988).

[19]A.Acker,J.G.Learned,S.Pakvasaand T.J.W eiler,Phys.Lett.B 298,149(1993).

[20]A. Acker, A.B. Balantekin and F. Loreti, Preprint No. M ad/NT/93-07,

M AD/PH/# 774,July (1993).

[21]G.Barr,T.K.Gaisserand T.Stanev,Phys.Rev D 39 3532 (1989);T.K.Gaisser,

T.Stanev and G.Barr,ibid D 38,85 (1988).

[22]M . de Jong et al., CERN-PPE/93-131 (1993); N. Arm enise et al., CERN-

SPSC/90-42 (1990).

[23]P.Astieretal.,CERN-SPSLC/91-21,CERN-SPSLC/91-48,CERN-SPSLC/P261

Add.1 (1991).

[24]S.Goswam i,in preparation.

12



This figure "fig1-1.png" is available in "png"
 format from:

http://arxiv.org/ps/hep-ph/9505395v1

http://arxiv.org/ps/hep-ph/9505395v1


This figure "fig1-2.png" is available in "png"
 format from:

http://arxiv.org/ps/hep-ph/9505395v1

http://arxiv.org/ps/hep-ph/9505395v1

