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Abstract

By com paring the neutrino spectram easured by SNO and SuperK am iockande,

we obtain inequalities between the ratios of observed rate to SSM rate for the
two experim ents. These inequalities apply to a possbly energy-dependent
reduction of the SSM ux and to the case of neutrino oscillations. W e use
them to exam ine the relationship between the two experim ents expected for
theM SW and \Just-So" oscillation scenarios.
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Two high statistics solar neutrino experin ents w illbe com ing on line In the near future.
Super K am iokande (SK) [i] expects to begin taking data in April of 1996, and the Sudbury
N eutrino O bservatory (SNO) B]in November 1996. Both experin ents w ill observe only the
®B neutrinos, and they expect about ten events a day instead ofthe one event seen every few
days in current experim ents. Thus they w ill provide accurate detemm inations of the solar
neutrino interaction rates and of the spectral shape of the nal state electrons [B].

Here we willuse a m ethod we devised earlier ] to com pare the neutrino spectra that
are actually being m easured by the two experin ents, and to derive relations between their
total rates.

SuperK am iokande can detect allthree avors ofneutrinosthrough elastic scattering w ith
atom ic electrons, e! e. In prnciple it is sensitive to neutrinos of the lowest energy, but
In practice it is lim ited because of backgrounds from natural radicactivity. T he correlation
between the elctron and the neutrino energy is poor because high energy neutrinos can
produce soft scattered electrons.

O ne of the principle reactions at SNO is the charged-current process .d ! ppe, which
is sensitive only to .. The correlation between the electron and neutrino energy is much
better than that of the elastic scattem'ng| since the two-proton system is relatively heavy,
the electron tends to carry o m ost of the neutrino energy. However, this reaction has a
threshold of1.442 M €V, and so it is not sensitive to very low energy neutrinos.

A general expression for total rates can be written in tem s of the B ux E ) from
the standard solarm odel (SSM ), an electron-neutrino \survival probabiliy" P € ), and an
experin ental cross section  as

R= PE) E) E)E : @)

The function P E ) param eterizes any, possbly energy-dependent, di erences between the
SSM  ux and the one that is actually m easured on Earth. These inclide overall reduction
ofneutrino uxes due to solar physics and energy-dependent loss of ux due to oscillations
into sterile neutrinos. A 1l experin ental param eters are hidden In the cross section which
Involves a convolution over an energy resolution function, a detection e ciency, and the
theoretical cross section. T he electron energy resolution for SNO is rather close to that of
Super Kam iokande, E=E at 10 M &V is about 10{12% . The detection e ciency above
trigger threshold is very close to 100% for both experim ents. In this analysis we will use
the sam e param eters for both experim ents: 11% for the energy resolution and a perfect
e ciency wih a 5 M €V trigger threshold. For the .d theoretical cross section, we use the
result of Ref. 1.

Since the functions E ) are known quantities in both experim ents, we com pare their
shapes by de ning

(&E )
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which areplotted n Fig. 1. Now, let usw rite



TABLE I. Dependence of on the energy resolution of SNO and Super K am iokande.

SN O resolution

0:10 0:11 o042

SK 0:10 | 0:569 0575 0581
resolution | 0:11 | 0:566 0:572 0578
0:12 | 0:563 0:569 0575

fsk B )= fono B )+ rE ) ; 3)

and m axin ize the constant  sub Ect to the condition that the rem ainder function rE )
be everyw here positive. T he value obtained, = 057, ism ainly controlled by the behavior
of the cross sections at the upper end of the ®B spectrum : the cross section for elastic e
scattering rises linearly w ith the neutrino energy, but that for the charged-current interaction
at SNO rdsesmuch m ore quickly. A consequence of this behavior is that varations at the
low energy end, such as changes In the trigger thresholds and e ciencies, have no e ect on
to rst order; they a ect only indirectly through a an all change in the nom alization of

. This can be seen In Tabk 1, where we have listed the values of for di erent energy
resolutions for the two experim ents.

Now,we drop thetem rE ), muliply both sides of ('_3) wih P € ), and integrate over
E . Thisgives us an lnequality between the total rates of the two experim ents. R ecognizing
the denom inators n ) to be the respective SSM rates, we express the nequality in tem s
of the ratios of cbserved to SSM event rates for either oscillations of solar . into sterdle
neutrinos, or for an energy dependent reduction of the solar . ux. W e de ne for Super
K am iokande and SN O

R (SK) R (SNO)

Y X —; “)
Rssmu (SK) Rgssu (SNO)

and obtain our rst nequality:
@ y X ©)

N ext, let us consider the case of oscillations of . into an active neutrino, ie., or
The rate for SNO ram ains unchanged, but that for Super K am iokande m ust bem odi ed by
the additional neutralcurrent scattering contributions com ing from and

z

R SK) = P (eE )+ 1 P) ( gE ) dE 5
z
= [B85P E )+ 0:15] (&E )AE 6)
where, ( &E ) isthe common cross section for e and e scattering. To obtain the
seoond line, we have m ade the substitution ( E ) = 015 (.E ), which is a very

good approxin ation in the energy range under consideration [§]. It allow s us to w rite the
ratio of the actual Super K am iockande rate to the SSM prediction In the general form



Z
y= (@ ) PE Ex E )dE + 7)

0; oscillation into sterile neutrinos

- 0:15; oscillation into active neutrinos ®
M aking use ofEq. @) we nd the general hequality
y @ ) x+ ©)
which ncludesEq. (§) when = 0, and gives us our second nequality
(ID) y 085 x+ 0415 10)

for oscillations into active neutrino specieswhen = 0:15.

The nequalities (I) and (II) are represented graphically In Fig. 2 with the ratio y as
ordinate and the ratio x as abscissa. Combinations of observations from the two experi-
m ents can be represented by points in the diagram ; w hen experin ental errors are taken into
acoount, the points becom e regions.

Inequality (I) requires that all observed regions lie above the Iney = x; ( = 057).
Since this nequality has been derived under general conditions w ith few assum ptions re—
garding solar or neutrino physics, allpointsbelow the line are unphysical. P ut anotherway,
experin ental observations falling below the line would In ply a fundam ental error In present
theories of the sun and solar neutrinos.

Inequality (II) de nes a region above the Iiney = 085 x+ 0:45; ( = 0:57). which is
displaced vertically above y = x by 015 and has a 15% am aller slope. A llpoints above
this line are consistent w ith all solutions to the solar neutrino problem , solar physics and
oscillations into active or sterile neutrinos. P oints lying between the two lines are consistent
w ith solar physics and oscillations into sterile neutrinos; therefore should the results from
Super K am iokande and SNO fallwithin this region, we w illbe abl to rule out oscillations
Into active neutrinos and predict a an aller neutralcurrent signalin SNO than expected in
the SSM .

W e can represent the present m easurem ents from K am iokande IT, nam ely, y = 0:51 0:07
as a horizontalband in the diagram . W ithin statistical uctuations, the observations from
Super K am iokande are expected to fall inside this band.

There are various ts [A{il1] to the existing solar neutrino data based upon the M SW
m echanisn and the Just-So oscillations, and it is usefulto see how they are represented in
our plot. The \amall angke" M SW solution can be characterized by an electron survival
probability

PE )=e“F ; 11)

where the constant C is proportionalto the product of sin?2 tines m 2 and is close to 10
M &V in magniude. In the standard m ?{sih?2 oscillation param eter space, the allowed
an allanglke region can be represented In a log-log plot of constant-probability (or constant—
rate) contours by a series of parallel lines each corresponding to a di erent value for the
product m ?sin*2 ; . our Super K am ickande vs SNO rate plot, each of these lines m aps



Into a single point in the x-y rate-space, w hich represents a speci ¢ rate foreach experin ent.
Aswemove from one line to ancther In the param eter space, the sihglk points in rate-goace
m ap out a lne.

To detem Ine the equation for this line, we consider an all changes In the param eter C
around the value Cy = 10 M €V . T he survival probability can then be w ritten

PE)=e ©" % a4 C=E )" ; (12)

where C isassumed to bemuch smaller than E . Both y and x are now lnearin C,
which can be elin nated to give a straight line

y= (@1 )Bx+ (1 JA+ 13)
where A and B are calculable constants:

B = BSK:BZSNO; A=Agx AsnoB;

_ Co=E
Asgono = € %7 fokjono E )dE

Bskjsno = Eie €0 foxsno @ )AE (14)
T he appropriate lnes evaluated using (11}) instead of its linear approxin ation {12) are shown
In Fig. 2 as thin solid lines passing through the point (1,1), as required. The upper line
( = 0:45) is foroscillation In to active neutrinos and the lower Ine ( = 0) is for oscillation
In to sterile neutrinos. These two lines are only very slightly curved, indicating that the
approxin ation (I2) is valid for a w ide range of values for C .

The \large angle" M SW solution has an electron-neutrino survival probability

P E )= si’ (15)

which is independent ofenergy and m 2. Thus itm aps vertical lines in param eter space into
single points in rate-space, and aswem ove from one line to another the points in rate-space
trace a line. U sing the above survival probability in the expression for x and y, we obtain
the equation of the line as

y= (1 )X+ (16)

Tt isa straight lne that alw ayspasses through thepoint (1,1) corresoonding to no oscillations,
and becomesy = x In the sterdke case ( = 0). It isplotted in F ig. 2 as the dot-dashed lines
for the active and sterile cases.
In the Just-So solution, the electron neutrino survival probability is given by
|
m °L
4F

PE )=1 sn’2 sit a7)

The value of m 2 must be chosen to yield an oscillation length of the sam e order as the
Earth{Sun distance L. Thus, for som e energy E( w ithin the spectrum of solar neutrinos
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Lettihhg m 2 = A 10 "' &v? and measuring E  in M &V, we can express the y and x
coordinates as
z

1:90A
v=1 @ )sin®2  sin? - fsx dE 19)
L, 2, 1:90a
x=1 sh®2 sin fsno dE @0)

For speci ¢ values of m 2, or A, the two integrals can be integrated num erically. Again,
elin nating sh?2 from the two equations gives us a linear relationship between x and y.
Assih’2 isvared from 0 to 1, the point (x;y) traces a straight line starting from (1;1)
and ends at a point (xq;yo) with x, > 0 and dependent on the value of m ?. By varying
also m 2, the entire param eter space is m apped into nite regions in Fig. 3: oscillations
Into active neutrinos give rise to the area enclosed by the solid curve and oscillations into
sterile neutrinos give rise to the one enclosed by the dotted curve. A ponnt 2alling outside
these two regions cannot be explained using the Just-So oscillations.

So far, these lines and closed regions we have discussed represent the entire param eter
soacew ithin the Individualapproxin ations. E xisting data from K am iokande IT, the C hlorine
experin ent, and the two gallum experin ents GALLEX and SAGE favor certain ranges of
the oscillation param eters. For this we use the global t of Ref. {] for the snall and
largeangke M SW solutions (the largeangle solution for sterile neutrinos hasbeen ruled out
according to this t) and the resul of Ref. fl0] for the Just-So solution (depending on
the how the tting is done, the sterilke case can also be rulk out here, see [10] for details).
Both analyses took into consideration theoretical uncertainties. The allowed regions at 95%
con dence from these constraints on the SNO and Super K am iokande rates are shown n
both Fig. 2 and 3 as heavy black lines and shaded patches.

By considering the overlap of the regions corresponding to di erent solar neutrino soli—
tions, we can anticjpate the im plications of m easurem ents to be m ade by SNO and Super
K am iokande.

Our st cbservation is that the Just-So solutions occupy the largest area in the rate—
goace of the two experin ents and are therefore the m ost di cult ones to rule out. From the
total rates of SNO and Super K am iokande alone, it would be practically im possible to rule
out the Just-So oscillations w ithout also ruling out both the an alk-and largeangle M SW
solutions. There isonly a very anallwindow wih x < 0:16 and 0:15 vy < 025 for active
neutrinos, or 0 vy < 0:5 for sterile neutrinos, n which this is possbl. In contrast, the
large- and an allangle M SW solutions occupy zero area In rate-space. This m akes them
extrem ely sensitive to the Super K am iokande and SNO m easurem ents: the data point m ust
falls right on top of one of the lnes in F ig. 2, to w ithin experim ental uncertainty.

O ur second observation is that from the total rates alone, it would be di cul to distin—
guish between the large-and an allangkeM SW solutionsatthe 3— lvel. The solar neutrino
rate of Super K am iokande is about 50 tin es that ofK am iokande IT; in about ve years Su-—
per K am iokande w ill have accum ulated 50 tin es asmuch data as the present K am iokande
IT. This translates into a factor of seven in the statistical uncertainty so that the ratio of



observed to SSM rate for Super K am iokande willhave a 1 uncertainty of 0:01 (instead
of 0:07 for K am iokande II), provided that it is not lim ited by system atic uncertainties.
On the other hand, F ig. 2 show s that them aximum distance In the y direction between the
large-and am altanglk lines are only about 0.02. &t would be easier to distinguish between
the sterike and the active case of the M SW solutions, especially if both experin ents yield
rates that are no lJarger than about halftheir SSM values.

W ith the help from the four existing experim ents, som e of these di culties may be
overcom e. For exam ple, depending on w here the future data point falls, wem ay be able to
distinguish the largeanglke M SW solution for active neutrinos (the short heavy black line In
Fig.2 and 3) from the an alkanglk one but probably not from the Just-So solution.

Im plications obtained from ratem easuram ents can be tested by exam Ining the spectra of
recoilelectrons observed in both SuperK am iokande and SN O . A lthough the di erences tend
to be rather subtle, the combhation of high statistics and the \nom alized spectral ratio"
m ethod E] should enable us to distinguish between active and sterile neutrinos. In addition,
the Just-So solution is much more sensitive to the BOREX INO experiment [12] than to
either Super K am ickande or SNO because of the m onenergetic 'Be lnes. This should help
us separate the Just-So oscillations from the M SW solutions.
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like to thank Geo rey W est and the Los A lam os N ational Laboratory for their hospitality
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work.



REFERENCES

[L1Y . Totsuka, \Super K am iokande," Univ. of Tokyo Report No.ICRR-227-90-20, 1990
(unpublished).

RIG.T.Ewan et al, \Sudbury Neutrino O bservatory P roposal,"” Report NoSNO 8712,
1897 (unpublished); "Scienti cand TechnicalD escription oftheM ark TISNO D etector,"
edited by E.W .Beier and D . Sinclair, Report No.SNO -89-15, 1989 (unpublished).

B]W akwok Kwong and S.P.Rosen, Phys.Rev.D 51, 6159 (1995).

B1W aikkwok Kwong and S.P.Rosen, Phys.Rev. Lett. 73, 369 (1994).

BlF.J.Kelly and H .Uberall, Phys.Rev.Lett.16,145 (1966);S.D .Ellisand J.N .Bahcall,
NucLPhys.A 114, 636 (1968).

6] See, eg., J. N . Bahcall, Neutrino A strophysics (Cambridge University P ress, 1989),
Sec.82,p.214{243.

[71GALLEX Collaboration, P.Anseln ann et al,, Phys. Lett.B 285, 390 (1992).

Bl1V .Bamyer, R .J.N .Phillips, and K .W hisnant, Phys.Rev.Lett. 69, 3135 (1992).

PIN .Hata and P.Langacker, Phys.Rev.D 50, 632 (1994).

LO0]P.I.Krastev and S.T .Petcov, Phys.Rev. Lett. 72, 1960 (1994).
[11]J.N .Bahcalland P.I.K rastev, Institute of A dvanced StudiesR eport No.JA SSN S 95-56,

[12]C .Armesll et al, \The BOREX INO P roposals," vol. 1 and 2, edited by G .Belliniet
al. University ofM ilano Report, 1992); R . S.Raghavan, Science 267, 45 (1995).


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512378

FIG .1l. The nom alized shapes of for SNO and SuperK am iokande.

FIG.2. TheM SW solutions in the Super K am iokande-SNO rate-gpace. T he nnequalities (I)
and (II) divide the rate-space into three regions labeled \allowed by (I) and ID", \ (I) on¥", and
\forbidden". The sm allangle M SW solution must lie on the solid thin lines and the lJarge-anglk
solution must lie on the dot-dashed lines. T he upper pair is for oscillation Into active neutrinos
and the lower pair for sterile neutrinos. Bounds from existing data are represented by the heavy

bladk lines. The patches of shaded areas are bounds from the Just-So solution, shown here for
com parison .

FIG .3. The Just-So solutions in the SuperK am iokande-SNO rate-space. T he region bounded
by the thin solid and dotted curves are the solution spaces for Just-So oscillations into active and
sterile neutrinos respectively. See also Fig. 2.
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