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A bstract

Usingthepublished Kam iokandedataofthem ulti-GeV atm osphericneu-

trinos,wehavesearched theoptim um setoftheneutrino oscillation param e-

tersam ong three avors.Itisfound that�2 ism inim ized for(� m 2
21,� m

2
31)

= (3.8� 10�2 eV 2,1.4� 10�2 eV 2),(�12,�13,�23) = (19�,43�,41�) with �m in

= 3.2 (42% CL).The setsofparam eters(� m 2
21
,� m 2

31
)= (O (10�11 eV 2)or

O (10�5 eV 2),O (10�2 eV 2))which aresuggested by thetwo  avoranalysisfall

within 0.7�.
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Therehasbeen m uch interestin atm osphericneutrinos[1][2][3][5][4][6],

which m ightgiveusan evidenceforneutrino oscillations.W hileNUSEX [4]

andFrejus[5]havereported consistencybetween thedataandthepredictions

on atm ospheric neutrino  ux [8][7],Kam iokande,IM B and Soudan-2 have

reported discrepancy. In particular,the Kam iokande group claim ed that

theirm ulti-GeV data suggeststhe m asssquared di� erence ofneutrino isof

order10�2 eV 2 [2].

People have studied neutrino oscillationsam ong three  avors[9],and it

hasbeen shown recently[10]thatthem asssquared di� erencesandthem ixing

angles have strong constraints from various experim ents. The analysis of

them ulti-GeV atm osphericneutrino data by theKam iokandegroup [2]was

based on the fram ework ofneutrino oscillation between two  avors2,and it

isim portantto see whathappensifwe analyze the data in the three  avor

fram ework. In thispaperwe willanalyze the published m ulti-GeV data [2]

ofthe Kam iokande atm ospheric neutrino experim ent,taking into account

m ixings am ong three  avorneutrinos. Unlike otherworks in Ref. [10],we

willtake the m attere� ect[13]into consideration,and evaluate the num ber

ofeventsby sum m ing overthe energy and the zenith angle ofneutrinos,to

reproducetheoriginalanalysisbytheKam iokandegroupasm uch aspossible.

Throughoutthispaperwewillrestrictourdiscussionsonly tothem ulti-GeV

data by theKam iokandegroup,notonly becausetheM onteCarlo resultfor

the neutrino energy spectrum isavailable only in Ref. [2],butalso because

thisistheonly data which givesboth theupperand thelowerbound on the

m asssquared di� erence ofneutrinos.

W estartwith theDiracequation forthree avorsofneutrinoswith m ass

2A coupleofworks[11][12]havediscussed K am iokande’sanalysisfrom theviewpoints

which aredi�erentfrom ours.
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in m atter[13]:

i
d

dx
	 (x)=

h

Udiag(E 1;E 2;E 3)U
�1 + diag(A(x);0;0)

i

	 (x) (1)

HereE j =
q

p2 + m 2
j istheenergyoftheneutrino,	 (x)� (�e(x);��(x);��(x))

T

isthewavefunctionoftheneutrinosinthe avorbasis,A(x)�
p
2G F N e(x)stands

forthee� ectduetothecharged currentinteractionsbetween �e and electrons

in m atter[13].
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with cij � cos�ij;sij � sin�ij istheorthogonalm ixing m atrix ofneutrinos,

and wewillnotdiscusstheCP violating phaseofthem ixing m atrix herefor

sim plicity 3.

The num ber ofthe expected charged leptons ‘� ( ‘� = � or � ) with

energy q from a scattering ��e! �e‘� isgiven by

N (‘�) = nT
X

�= e;�

Z
1

0

dE

Z �

0

d�

Z qm ax

0

dq

�(q)F�(E ;� )
d��(E ;q)

dq
P(�� ! ��;E ;� ) (� = e;�) (3)

Here F�(E ;� ) is the  ux ofatm ospheric neutrino �� with energy E from

the zenith angle � ,nT is the e� ective num ber oftarget nucleons,�(q) is

the detection e� ciency function forcharged leptons‘�,d��(E ;q)=dq isthe

di� erentialcrosssection oftheinteraction ��e
� ! �e‘

�

� (� = eor�),P(�� !

3Even ifweincludetheCP violatingphase� ofthem ixingm atrix,thee�ectof� always

appearsin the com bination ofs13e
�. s13 hasto be sm allbecause ofthe constraintsfrom

thereactorexperim entsand from thesolarneutrinoobservations,aswewilldiscussbelow.
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��;E ;� ) � jh��(0)j��(L)ij
2 is the probability of�� ! �� transitions with

energy E aftertraveling a distance

L =

q

(R + h)2 � R2sin2� � R cos� ; (4)

whereR istheradiusoftheEarth,h � 15Km isthealtitudeatwhich atm o-

sphericneutrinosareproduced.

To reproduce the analysis ofthe m ulti-GeV data by the Kam iokande

group,oneneedsthequantity

f�� (E ;� )� nT

Z qm ax

0

dq �(q)F�(E ;� )
d��(E ;q)

dq
(�;� = e;�) (5)

foreach E and � ,which isnotgiven in [2].However,thequantity

g�� (E )�

Z �

0

d� f�� (E ;� ); (6)

which isobtained by integrating (5)over� ,isgiven in the Fig.2 (d){(f)in

Ref.[2].Thezenith angledependencen�(E ;� )oftheatm osphericneutrino

 ux forvariousneutrino energy E hasbeen given in Ref.[7]in detail.Here

we m ultiply thequantity g�� (E )by thezenith angledependence in Ref.[7]

with suitablenorm alization,and adoptthequantity

ef�� (E ;� )�
g�� (E )n�(E ;� )
R�
0
d� n�(E ;� )

(�;� = e;�) (7)

instead ofthe originalquantity f�� (E ;� )used in [2]. (7)isthe im portant

assum ption ofthepresentanalysis.(7)isnotexactly thesam easf�� (E ;� )

in the originalanalysis [2],but this is alm ost the best which can be done

with thepublished data in [2].

W e have solved (1) num erically for each E (10�1=20 GeV � E � 102

GeV) and evaluated the num ber ofevents for a given range ofthe zenith
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angle� j � cos�1 (
2j�7

5
)< � < �j+ 1 � cos�1 (

2j�5

5
)(1� j� 5)

X
�

j � N (�;�j < � < �j+ 1)

� (1+ �)(1+
�

2
)

Z
� j+ 1

� j

d�

Z

dE

h
ef�� (E ;� )P(�� ! ��;E ;� )+

efe�(E ;� )P(�e ! ��;E ;� )
i

X
e
j � N (e;�j < � < �j+ 1)

� (1+ �)(1�
�

2
)

Z
� j+ 1

� j

d�

Z

dE

h
ef�e(E ;� )P(�� ! �e;E ;� )+

efee(E ;� )P(�e ! �e;E ;� )
i

: (8)

Severalgroups[8][7]havegiven predictionson the uxofatm osphericneutri-

nosbutthey di� erfrom oneanotherin them agnitudes,and theKam iokande

group assum ed thattheerrorsoftheoverallnorm alization 1+ � and therel-

ativenorm alization 1+ �=2are��=30% and ��=12% ,respectively.Herewe

regard thesefactors� and � asfreeparam etersofthetheory,and adoptthe

following �2 [14]:

�
2 = 2

X

�= e;�

5X

j= 1

 

X
�
j � N

�
j � N

�
j ln

X �
j

N �
j

!

; (9)

where N �
j (� = e;�;1 � j � 5)isthe data foreach zenith angle �j < � <

� j+ 1.Thetheoreticalprediction X
�
j (� = e;�;1� j� 5)dependson seven

free param eters(� m 2
21,� m

2
31;�12,�13,�23;�,�),where � m ij � m2i � m2j,so

(9)isexpected to obey a �2 distribution with 10� 7=3 degreesoffreedom .

Thenum berofdegreesoffreedom in thepresentanalysisissm allerthan the

originaloneby theKam iokandegroup (5� 8+5� 2=83).

W e could notreproduce exactly the zenith angle distributionsin Fig. 3

in Ref.[2].In particularourprediction fore-likeeventsnearcos� � � 1has

alargerdi� erencewith thedatathan Kam iokande’sdoes,and thisdi� erence
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seem stobeim portanttodiscussthem agnitudeof�2 later4.Presum ably this

discrepancy arises notonly because the data thatwe are using is di� erent

from the originalone in Ref. [2],but also because the Kam iokande group

has taken into account the sm earing e� ect on the resolution ofthe angle

(15� � 20�)and the e� ectsofbackgrounds[2][15]. Throughoutthispaper

wediscussthegoodnessof� tand thecon� dencelevelofsetoftheparam eters

etc.based on ourcalculation with (7).

The value of�2 is a� ected to som e extent by the presence ofm atter,

and itisnecessary to takeinto consideration thecontribution ofthesecond

term in (1).Evaluation of�2 requiresa lotofCPU tim eofa com putersince

one hasto solve (1)num erically foreach E and � and plug itinto (9).W e

havem eshed each param eterregion into ten points(� m 2
ij = 10�5+ ‘=2 ;�ij =

‘�=20 (0 � ‘� 10))and the evaluated the value of�2. Furtherm ore,using

the gradient-search m ethod described in Ref. [16],we have found that �2

hasthem inim um valuefor

(� m 2

21;� m
2

31)= (3:8� 10�2 eV 2
;1:4� 10�2 eV 2)

(�12;�13;�23)= (19�;43�;41�)

(�;�)= (2:8� 10�1 ;� 5:0� 10�2 ) (10)

with �2
m in

= 3:2:Note that the deviation ofthe two norm alization factors

1+ � and 1+ �=2 from unity iswithin theerrors��=30% ��=12% assum ed

in Ref. [2]. W e have also calculated the value ofthe m odi� ed chisquare

e�2 � �2 + �2=�2� + �2=�2� with the weightforthe errors��=30% ��=12% ,

and we have found thatthe conclusionsin the following discussionsdo not

changevery m uch with e�2 instead of�2.

4Ifwe try to �tthe data with only two param eters� and � asin Ref. [12],then the

m inim um valueof�2 is21,which suggeststhatthe� independentsolution isexcluded at

the 99% con�dencelevelin ouranalysis.
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The zenith angle distributionsofthe e-like events,the �-like eventsand

thedoubleratio R � (�=e)data=(�=e)M C aregiven in Fig.1 and Fig.2 forthe

optim um setofparam eters.

(InsertFig.1 and Fig.2 here.)

Thedegreesoffreedom ofouranalysisis3,sothevalueofthereduced chi

squareis1.1,which correspondsto42% con� dencelevel.Thissuggeststhat

our� tin thepresentanalysisisnotparticularly good,butaswem entioned

earlier,thisisprobably dueto thefactthatthedata from which westartis

poorerthan theoriginaloneby theKam iokandegroup [2].

The region ofthe param eterspace which isallowed at90 % CL isgiven

by �2 � �2m in + 12 forseven free param eters. However,because itrequires

a lotofCPU tim eofa com puterto solve (1)num erically,wecould notgive

setsofcontoursin the param eterspace.In fact,since the value� � �m in is

ratherlarge,ifweprojecttheallowedregionontothe� m 2
21� � m231 plane,itis

conceivablethatwehavedisjointed regionson thisplane,and thecalculation

would be extrem ely tedious. So we restrictouranalysisto a specialcase of

particularinteresthere.

W ehaveevaluated �2 forthesetsofparam eters,which aresuggested by

the solutionsforthe solarneutrino problem [13][17]. In ordernotto spoil

the success ofthese scenarios [13][17]based on the two  avor fram ework,

we consideronly the case in which jUe3jissm all,since we have the form ula

which relates the probability P (3)(�e ! �e) in the three  avor analysis to

P (2)(�e ! �e)in thetwo  avorone[18]:

P
(3)(�e ! �e;A(x))= (1� jUe3j

2)2P (2)(�e ! �e;(1� jUe3j
2)A(x))+ jUe3j

4
:(11)

W enotein passing thattheconstraintforjUe3jalso com esfrom thereactor

experim ents[19],which suggestsjUe3j
2 = s2

13
<
�
10�1 or1� jUe3j

2 = c2
13
<
�
10�1
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for� m 2
31
’ a few 10�2 eV 2.

Irrespectiveofwhetherweconsiderthevacuum solution(� m 2
21 � O (10�11 eV 2))

ortheM SW solution (� m 2
21
� O (10�5 eV 2))forthesolarneutrino,them ass

squared di� erence � m2
21
is negligible com pared to the contribution ofthe

m attere� ectA(x)in (1)and theotherm asssquared di� erence� m2
31
,which

should be atleastoforder10�2 eV 2 to accountforthe zenith angle depen-

denceoftheKam iokandem ulti-GeV data.Thusweconsiderthecase

(� m 2

21;sin
22�12)= (� m 2

;sin22�)�

�

8
><

>:

(O (10�11 eV 2);O (1)); (vacuum solution)

(O (10�5 eV 2);O (10�2 )); (sm allangleM SW solution)

(O (10�5 eV 2);O (1)); (largeangleM SW solution)

0� �13<�
5�

� m 2

31
;�23 = arbitrary (12)

W ith thisconstraintwehavefound that�2 hasthem inim um valuefor

� m 2

31
= 3� 10�2 eV 2

�13 = 5�

�23 = 40� or50�

(�;�) = (3:6� 10�1 ;� 3:7� 10�2 ) (13)

with

�
2 = 9:6: (14)

Deviationofeach param eterinthiscaseis(�2� �2m in)=7= 0:9,soweconclude

that this set ofparam eters falls within 0:7� for allthree cases in (12). In

factweobservethatany setoftheparam eterswith theconstraints(13)falls

within 0:7� aslong as� m 2
21
� � m 2

32
< � m 2

31
issatis� ed (arbitrary �12 is

allowed in thiscase).In (13)theerrorof� isa littletoo largecom pared to
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whatthe Kam iokande group assum ed,buteven ifwe take � = 3:0� 10�1

with allotherparam etersthesam easin (13),we� nd thatthesolution falls

within 0:8�. The reason that we have weaker constraints in this analysis

than in Ref. [2]isbecause we have largernum bersoffree param eters,but

this is inevitable as long as one assum es the generalm ixings am ong three

 avorsofneutrinos.

In this paper we have analyzed the m ulti-GeV atm ospheric neutrino

data by the Kam iokande group based on the fram ework of three  avor

neutrino oscillations,and have shown that the best � t is obtained for the

set ofparam eters � m 2
21 � � m231 � O (10�2 eV 2). W e have also shown

that the popular set ofparam eters ( (� m 2
21
;sin22�12) = (� m 2;sin22�)� ,

(� m 2
31
;sin22�13) = (O (10�2 eV 2),O (1)),�13 ’ 0 ) fallwithin 0.7�. The

m inim um valueof�2 is3.2for3degreesoffreedom ,and the� tbased on the

hypothesisofneutrino oscillationsisnotparticularly good due to thatfact

thatwe used only the inform ation published in Ref. [2]. W e hope thatthe

situation willbe im proved m uch m ore when the SuperKam iokande experi-

m ent starts. Ifwe com bine the results here with other experim entaldata,

then wegeteven strongerconstraints,which willbereported som ewhere[20].
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Figures

Fig.1 (a),(b) Zenith angledistributionsforthee-likeand �-likem ulti-GeV

events.Thesquareswith errorbarsaredata and thehistogram sstand

forthepredictionswithoutneutrino oscillations(solid lines),and with

neutrino oscillations(dashed lines forthe optim um setofparam eters

(� m 2
21, � m

2
31) = (3.8� 10�2 eV 2, 1.4� 10�2 eV 2), (�12, �13, �23) =

(19�,43�,41�)),respectively. These quantities are obtained by m ulti-

plyingthevaluesin Fig.3(d)in Ref.[2]by thezenith angledependence

ofthe ux in Ref.[7].

Fig.2 Zenith angle distribution ofthe double ratio R � (�=e)data=(�=e)M C.

The solid lines stand forthe prediction with neutrino oscillations for

theoptim um setofparam eters.Allthequantitiesarecalculated based

on thesam eassum ption asin Fig.1.
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