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ABSTRACT
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W e perform a three avour analysis of the atm ospheric, accelerator and reac—
tor neutrino data from the K am iokande, LSND and Bugey experin ents respectively.
Choosing the valuesof m ? cbtained from two avour tsofthe rsttwo experin ents,
the allowed ranges of the three generation m ixing angls are determm ined. T he acceler-
ator experim ents CHORU S and NOM AD are found to be m ost sensitive to regions of
the allowed param eter space which correspond to genuine three generation solutions

for the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly.
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In the standard m odel of electroweak theory the neutrinos are assum ed to be

m asskess. But there is no com pelling theoretical reason behind this assum ption. If
the neutrinos are m assive then, as in the quark sector, the weak Interaction basis of
neutrinosm ay be di erent from them ass eigenstate basis { lrading to m ixing between
di erent avours. A way Prprobing such m ixing and an allneutrinom asses isprovided
by neutrino oscillations. Two well known neutrino puzzles that can be explained by
avour oscillation of neutrinos are the solar neutrino problm and the atm ospheric
neutrino anom aly. T he recent declaration by the Liguid Scintillator N eutrino D etector
(LSND ) collaboration E] that they are ocbserving an excess of ~ s (over the expected
background) which can be attrlbuted to™ ¢ oscillationshas added a new dim ension
to the issue of neutrino m ass and m ixing. LSND ism ost sensitive to m 2 6V 2

R1and the signi cance of this result for particke physics, astrophysics and cosn ology

has been Investigated [3,4]. O ne notes that the three phenom ena m entioned above {
nam ely, the solar neutrino problem , the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly and the —
~ oscillations observed by the LSND group { require vastly di erent m ass ranges.
T he solar neutrino problem can be explained eitherby M kheyev-Sm imov-W olfenstein
oscilation Blfor m > 6 10 *evZand sin®2 7 10 ° (non-adidbatic solution)
and m? 9 10 ®ev? and sin®2 0:%6 (large m ixing angle solution) ] or by
oscillation in vacuum for m * (045 12) 10 °eV? and sin®2 06 10) 11
a tw o generation scenario. T he atm ospheric anom aly can be explained by either e
or oscillations in a two generation picture. T he analysis of the new muliG eV
data aswellasthe previous sub-G €V data ofthe K am iokande collaboration predicts the
ollow hgbest— tparam eters (m %;sn?2 )= (1.8 10 %ev?;10) or . oscillation
and (1.6 10 2ev?;10) for oscillation [E].

A Yhough each experin ent can be explained by two avour neutrino oscillations,
there are ssveralm otivations to go beyond this approxin ation. The LEP resul that
there are three light neutrinos is also supported by the requiram ents of nuclkosynthesis

in the early universe. In the quark sector, m ixing between three generations is well



established. A natural question then is how do experim ents constrain three neutrino
m ixing? W e stress that In a realistic three avour fram ework it is in portant to do a
com bined analysis to nd out the allowed range of param eters rather than using ssp—
arate two avour schem es. In particular, thism ight uncover regions in the param eter
Soace sensitive to the presence of the third generation which cannot be probed in the
two avour Iim it.

In this paper we perform a three avour analysis of the atm ogoheric and LSND
data assum Ing that the presently reported values w illnot change signi cantly asm ore
resuls accum ulate. The constraints obtained from the reactor experim ents are also
ncorporated. W e take the m ?sas: 1, ' 13 = 6eV? in the LSND range and

23 = 10 2eV? as preferred by the atm ospheric neutrino data. The ’ sign means
we neglect 10 2 as compared to 6. Tt will becom e clear as we proceed that m ost of
our analysis does not depend on this speci ¢ choice as long as the order ofm agnitude
rem ains the sam e. T he three m ixing angles are allow ed to cover the whole range from
0 to /2. For atm ogpheric neutrinos, we nd, in addition to the two avour resuls,
genuine three generation solutions where both e and oscillation channels
sim ultaneously contribute. T he In plications of the allowed areas thus obtained for the
aceleratorexperim entsCHORU S and NOM AD ssarching for osillationsare also
discussed. Such an analysis for constraining them ixing angleshasbeen perform ed in 9]
under the approxin ation of an e ective two avour interpretation of the atm ospheric
neutrino problm either In the e OT oscillation m ode, instead of a full
three avour investigation. A detailed analysis com bining the accelerator, reactor, solar
and atm ospheric neutrino data had been carried out earlier (oreLSND) [(]taking a
di erent spectrum ©r m ? and assum ing the m ixing angles to be less than /4.

T he m easurem ent of atm ospheric neutrino uxes is being carried out by the fol-
Jow ing groups { K am iokande, IM B, Frejis, Nusex and Soudan2. So far, data ofm ost
statistical signi cance have been ocollected by the K am iokande and the M B collabo-—

rations. To reduce the uncertainty in the absolute ux values the usual practice is to



present the ratio of ratios R which isde ned as,

R = ( + __ )=( et __e)obsvd a)
( + )=( et e)MC

where M C denotes the M onte€ arlo sin ulated ratio. For neutrinos of energy less than

1GeV, MB ndsR = 054 005 0:2 fi1}] in agreem ent w ith the K am iokande
data R = 0:60"05: 005 in this enemgy range [, 12]. Recently the K am iokande
collaboration has published the results of the m esurem ent of the ux ratio in the
multiG eV energy range B]. They found R = O:57+8§8§ 007 In good agreem ent
with the sub-G &V value. A1l these data show that R is an aller than the expected
value of unity, a resul that m ight be explained by neutrino avour oscillation {3].
Another agoect of this m easuram ent that can independently point towards neutrino
oscillation is the dependence of R on the zenith-angl. The muliG eV K am iokande
data reveals a dependence on the zenih-angl unlke the sub-G €V data, though the
statistical signi cance of this result has been questioned [14]. For the purpose of this
paper we use the sub-G €V K am iokande results.

The LSND group searches for™ ! . oscillationsusing ~ . appearance. The ™ .s
produce neutrons via the reaction .p ! €"'n which in tum are captured by protons
producihg a 22 M &V . An excess of beam -on eventswith a ofthe above energy In
tin e and space coincidence w ith an elctron In the energy range 36 M eV < E. < 60
M €V is considered as a signal or .. The m ean source-detector distance is 30 m etres.
The initial LSND data reports an excess of 164" 33 3.3 events over the estin ated
badkground which, if nterpreted in tem s of neutrino oscillations, corresponds to a
probability P- - of (0347025  0:07)% .

O ther appearance experim ents searching for~ ! . oscillationsare KARM EN
at the ISIS spallation neutron facility 5] and the BNL-E776 [I§]. These experin ents
are consistent w ith no neutrino oscillation. KARM EN has so far quoted an upper lin it
on the oscillation probability asP- -, 31 10 * (90% C L.) wheareas from thetwo

avour exclision areas presented by BNL onegetsP- -, 15 10 ° (90% CL.). In



ref. fI]the LSND group has shown that som e of the areas allowed by them I a two
avour analysis are disfavoured by KARM EN and BNL-E 776. In thispaperwe con ne
ourselves to the LSND data for constraining the param eters.

R eactor experin ents searching for neutrino oscillation are GO SGEN ,KRASNO —
YARSK and Bugey. T hese experin ents provide exclusion regions n the m ? —sin 22
param eter space by non-observance of neutrino oscillation. The m axinum exclision
is by Bugey which m easures the spectrum of ., com ing from the P ressurized W ater
R eactors running at the Bugey nuclkar power plant, at 15, 40, and 95 m etres using
neutron detection techniques. The 90% C L.exclusion contour mpliesl P--.  0.05
7.

The general expression for the probability that an Initial of energy E gets
converted to a  after travelling a distance L In vacuum is

P = 4 4;U0;U inUjst(—L) @)

ij
where 5= 247m E M eV )@ °= i), 3= ms> m?. The actual om s of the
various survival and transition probabilities depend on the spectrum of m 2 assum ed
and the choice of the m ixing m atrix U relating the avour eigenstates to the m ass
eigenstates. The m ost suitable param etrisation of U for the m ass spectrum chosen
by usisU = R13R 3R 3 where R ;5 denotes the rotation m atrix in the ij-plane. This

yields: 1

C2Ci3 S$12C13C&3 S13523 C13512523 T S13%3

S12 Cr2O3 Ci2S23 < (3)

[ loslosive BN ]

S13C12 51351283 C13S23 S12513523 T Q13 %3

where ¢y = cos ;5 and si53 = sin ;5. W e have assum ed CP -invariance so that U is real.
T he above choice of U has the advantage that ,3 does not appear in the expressions
for the probability for LSND and Bugey. W e now tum to the in plications ofthe above

m xing m atrix and the chosen m ass ranges on the various probabilities.



(i) LSND
In orderto see the in pact ofthree neutrino generations, we rstnote that forthe energy
and Jngth scaks relevant ©r LSND  ,3 >> L and the term iwolving sin? ( L= ,3) !

0. Further, 13 ! 12 and @) Smp]lesto
P- -, = 4,8, s’ (L= 12) @)

(i) Bugey
For Bugey, the neutrino energy ranges from 2.8 — 7.8 M &V whereas L is typically
40 metres. Then ,3 >> L, so that sin?( L= ,3) ! 0. On the otherhand 1, =
13 << L sothat sin® ( L= 1,) and sih? ( L= 13) average out to 1/2. T hen the relevant
probability is
P-- =1 2&3@2 + 20?30?2 ©)
(iii) A tm ospheric neutrinos

In a three avourm xing scheme (@) is given In tem s of the neutrino transition and

survival probabilities as
P + mcP
R = = T ©)
e e v ¢ e
wherenc = (+ )=( + = ) asobtained from a M onteC arlo sin ulation. N otice

that for neutrinos in the energy range 01 { 1) G&V travelling through a distance
ranging from 10 { 10°) km, 1= 13<< L and sin?( L= 1,) and sin®( L= 13)
can be replaced by their average value 1/2. Taking this into account, the probabilities

appearing in (§) can be expressed as
p_.=1 2C€3cf2+ 201130112 4(C1351203  S13523)° (C13S1283+ S13G3) s ( L= 53) (7)
P _= 2&3@2552 4@2C23523 (C3S1203  S13523) (C13812823 + S13G3)sin” (L= 53) (8)

P =1 2&2552 40‘112@35235312( L= 23) ©)

T he results ofthe com bined analysis ofthe above three experin ents are presented

in gs. 1 and 2 in the large s?; and small ?; lim its respectively. Tt is su cient to



consider these lin itsasthe allowed values of 5?5 are con ned in these ranges. A sseen In
{4), the param etrisation chosen for the m ixing m atrix U ensures that the probability
relevant for LSND is Independent of the m ixing anglk s;3;. From the value ofP- —,
quoted by the LSND group fl]one can nd the allowed area in the s7, —s°; param eter
space for xed values of the ratio m 2L=E . The fllowing constraints are found:
for s;, very small ( 0) or very large ( 1), s13 ranges from O s13 < 1 whik for
Intermm ediate values of s1,, only very large s13 values are allowed. T his isbetween the
solid Inesin g. 1 ) for large (sn all) values of s;3, In the lim it of sn?( L= 12)
1.From eq. () the probability for Bugey is also a finction of the sam e m ixing angles
S12 and s;3 only, so that, using their result one can further rule out a portion of the
param eter space { nam ely, intermm ediate s;3 values at amall s;; { which were allowed
by LSND . This is shown by the dashed lnes in gs. 1 and 2 inplying the follow ing
lin its or snall sf, (< 0.0018): either 57, > 0:97 (g. 1) ors?; < 0026 (g.2). In
the other regions of the param eter space the LSND data putsm ore severe constraints
than Bugey.
O ur approach next is to determ ine how much ofthe combined allowed area from

LSND and Bugey is consistent w ith the atm ospheric data for xed values of so5. The

sub-G €V K am iokande data In plies
048 R 073 (90% C L) 10)

Im posing this constraint, one nds that the allowed param eter space (shown shaded
In gs. 1 and 2) depends on the chosen 853 . In general there are three regions:

@ The large s7, > 0:97) —smalls?, K 0:) region shown in g. 1. In this lin i i
is the o oscillation that dom inates. C onsidering the lim iting cases of s, ! 0 and
s13 ! 1, the relevant probabilities assum e the fom s:

P.." 1 26:5,P ' 2G;8;;,F "1 2¢;s3,

From these expressions i is clear that in this lim £ P " 0.

(i) The large s7, and intem ediate s?, zone also shown in g. 1. To understand the



transitions in this range we exam ine the various probabilities in the lm it s?, | 1. In
this Iim it egs. @) - (9) becom e

P.." 1 26;85,P .’ 2¢,C55,,P 71 25ps, 20,0385

T his is the region where the depletion can be due to both the channels sin ultaneously
exoepting in the specialcase of sy3 ! 0 when this reduces to solkely oscillation.
From g. 1 one also notices that irrespective of the choice of s;3, large values of 2,
around (0.85-1) are disfavoured by the atm ospheric data. In this region
conversion is e ective.

(i) The snalls?, -, zone { 0< s, < 18 10 3,0 &, 001 { a ok at
the various survival and transition probabilities reveals that this is a region where the
depletion ism anly due to oscillation. This can be easily seen by considering
the lim iting cases 55, 5135 ! 0, when egs. 1) - @) gveP __’ 1,P _' O,P ’
1 2¢;s5;. Substituting these n (10) one nds 0162 < s5; < 0.838. There is a
sharp cuto as s§3 crosses 0162 and for practically all interm ediate values upto 0.838,
the whole of the param eter space allowed by LSND and Bugey is consistent w ith the
atm ospheric neutrino data. Thus in this regin e we show the allowed region for only
one representative s§3 . W e have num erically checked that the allowed region is the
sam e as the one presented In  g. 2 for allother s3; in the above range.

In our analysiswe have xed 5’ 13 at 6eV 2, where LSND ism ost sensitive
and sin® ( L= 1,) ! 1, maxin isihg the oscillatory tem . A sdiscussed .n 4] i rem ains
tobe seen what best— t value, consistent with KARM EN and BN L-E 776, em ergesw hen
m ore data is accum ulated. O ur resuls ram ain unchanged as long as it is pem issble
to use the above lim it.

For the atm ospheric neutrino case we approxin ate the sih? ( L= ,3) factorby its
averaged value 05 as is often done in the context of the sub-6 eV data {1§, 19, 201.
T his approxin ation can be In proved by an averaging over the Incident neutrino energy
spectrum , the zenith-anglke of the beam aswellasthe nallepton energy (8, Ld]. ny ¢

is taken to be 045 from a detailed M onte€ arlo sin ulation Including the e ects of



muon polarisation P11.

Finally ket us discuss the in plications of the param eter space allowed by the
K am iokande atm ospheric neutrino, LSND and Bugey data for the oscillation
search at CHORUS P2]and NOMAD PR3]. These experinentsuse the  beam from
the CERN SPS with themean energy 30 G &V and the approxin ate source-detector

distance is 0.8 km so that ,3 >> L and
2 = 4¢,8%,87, sin’ ( L= 13) 11)

W ith the CERN SPS designed to deliver 24 10'° protons, CHORUS and NOM AD
are sensitive to am ininum oscillation probability of10 . For 1, = 13 n the LSND
range of 6eV?, sin®( L= 13) 0:04, whence {11) isP ' 0d6c,s%,5°;. Then for
the three allowed regions in the s?, 52, plane one gets:

@ In the large si,;, snall sf, zone P can be slightly greater than 10 ¢ being
m arghally wihin the reach of these experim ents. This is the ¢ oscillation zone
for atm ospheric neutrinos.

(ii) For large s?, and interm ediate values of s7,, P is 10 %, which iswellwithin
the reach of CHORUS and NOM AD . Recall that this is the genuine three generation
oscillation regin e for atm ospheric neutrinos w here both and < modes are
operative, excepting for the special case of 5,3 7 0 orwhich it is jast
(i) In the lin i of both s?,;s7, snall, P is very small and this regin e, whhere the
atm ospheric anom aly is due to oscillation, cannot be probed by CHORU S and
NOMAD.

For the chosen values ofthem assdi erences a sim ultaneous solution to the solar
neutrino problem is unobtainable unless one Invokes a sterilke neutrino. W ork is in
progress in this direction P4].

In conclusion, we have cbtained the m ixing angles com patible w ith atm osoheric,
LSND and reactor experin ents (in particular Bugey) in the context of three avour

m ixing. Kesping m ? xed atthebest tvaluesobtained from two generation analyses



ofthe LSND and atm ospheric data, we nd three regions of param eter space that can
acoount for all three experin ents sim ultaneously. O ur resuls di er from an analysis
presented in @] in that we nd the m ixing angles to be less restricted. O ur m ethod,
w hich takes into account the possibbility that the depletion ofthe atm ospheric neutrinos
can be sinultaneously due to - and oscillations, is m ore general and
includes the constraints obtained in ] as a special case. A direct com parison of the
values obtained for the m ixing angles is, however, not proper because the de nitions
of the m ixIng m atrices are di erent. T he sensitivity of the accelerator based neutrino
oscillation experim ents at CERN, CHORUS and NOMAD, is di erent In the three
allowed zones and thus they can distinguish between these sectors of the param eter
gace. We nd that CHORUS and NOMAD are most sensitive to that part of the
com bined allowed area where the atm ogoheric neutrino anom aly is due to and

o oscillation m odes sim ultaneously.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Figure1: The 90 % C L.allowed region in the s?, s, plne from LSND is between
the solid Ines, that from Bugey is above the dashed line whik the combined allowed

area ncluding the K am iockande sub-G €V data is shown shaded.

Figure 2: Same as In g. 1 exospting the region allowed from Bugey is below the
dashed line.
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