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A bstract

U sing the published K am iokande data ofthem ultiG €V atm ospheric neu-
trinos, we have searched the optinum set of the neutrino oscillation param e-
ters am ong three avors. It is found that ? isminimized for ( m3,, m3))
= (38 10% ev?, 14 10% eV?), (12, 13, 23) = (19 43 41 ) with .4
= 32 (42%CL).The ssts of parameters ( m3;, m3) = O (10" ev?) or
0 (10°e&v?),0 (10 ?2eV?)) which are suggested by thetwo avor analysis fall
wihin 0.7
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T here hasbeen m uch interest in atm ospheric neutrinos {1 B1 B1 B1 @1 K1,
which m ight give us an evidence for neutrino oscillations. W hie NUSEX []
and Frejus [Hlhave reported consistency betw een the data and the predictions
on atm ospheric neutrino  ux B]i}7], K am iokande, M B and Soudan-2 have
reported discrepancy. In particular, the Kam iokande group clain ed that
their m ultiG eV data suggests the m ass squared di erence of neutrino is of
order 10 ?ev? PI.

Pecple have studied neutrino oscillations am ong three  avorsiP], and it
hasbeen shown recently {1{]that them asssquared di erencesand them ixing
anglks have strong constraints from various experin ents. The analysis of
them ultiG eV atm ospheric neutrino data by the K am iokande group Plwas
based on the fram ework of neutrino oscillation between two avorg, and it
is In portant to see what happens if we analyze the data In the three avor
fram ework. In this paper we w ill analyze the published m ultiG eV data ]
of the K am iockande atm ospheric neutrino experim ent, taking Into account
m ixings am ong three avor neutrinos. Unlke other works in Ref. i[ID], we
will take the m atter e ect '[I3] into consideration, and evaluate the number
of events by sum m ing over the energy and the zenih anglk of neutrinos, to
reproduce the originalanalysisby the K am iokande group asm uch aspossble.
T hroughout this paper we w ill restrict our discussions only to them uliG eV
data by the K am iokande group, not only because the M onte C arlo result for
the neutrino energy spectrum is available only in Ref. 2], but also because
this is the only data which givesboth the upper and the lower bound on the
m ass squared di erence of neutrinos.

W e start w ith the D irac equation for three avors of neutrinos w ith m ass

2A ocouple of works [I}‘] l_l-é] have discussed K am iokande’s analysis from the viewpoints
which are di erent from ours.



in matter {3]:
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isthewave function ofthe neutrinos n the avorbasis, A (x) 2Gr N, (x) stands

forthee ectdueto the charged current interactionsbetween . and electrons
in matter {3].
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w ith g QoS i35 Sij sin i3 is the orthogonalm ixing m atrix of neutrinos,

and we w illnot discuss the CP violating phase of the m ixing m atrix here for

sin plicity 2.
The number of the expected charged lptons ¥ (' = or ) wih
energy g from a scattering e! ' isgiven by
X Zl Z anax
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Here P E; ) isthe ux of atmospheric neutrino wih energy E from
the zenith anglke , nr is the e ective number of target nuckons, (@) is
the detection e ciency function for charged lptons ‘' ,d € ;9)=dq is the
di erentialcross section ofthe nteraction e ! .Y ( = eor ),P ( !

3Even ifwe nclide the CP vilatingphase ofthem ixingm atrix, thee ectof always
appears in the com bination of sj3e . s13 has to be an all because of the constraints from
the reactor experin ents and from the solarneutrino ocbservations, aswe w illdiscussbelow .



;E ) h 0)j @)iF is the probability of ! transitions w ith
energy E after traveling a distance

q
L= @®+h)? Rsnh® R cos ; @)

where R isthe mdiusoftheEarth,h 15Km isthe altitude at which atm o-
Soheric neutrinos are producad.

To reproduce the analysis of the multiG eV data by the K am iokande
group, one needs the quantity
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foreach E and ,which isnot given in R]. However, the quantity
Z
g E&) d £ E&; ); 6)

0

which is obtained by integrating @) over , isgiven in the Fig2 @) { () I

Ref. 'Q]. The zenih angle dependencen E; ) ofthe atm osoheric neutrino

ux for various neutrino energy E hasbeen given in Ref. 1[/] in detail. Here

wemultiply the quantity g (€ ) by the zenith anglk dependence in Ref. [1]
w ith suitable nom alization, and adopt the quantity

g En E; )
od n E; )

£f E; ) (; =¢€ ) )

instead of the origihal quantity £ (E; ) used in 2]. (1) is the inportant
assum ption of the present analysis. 1) isnot exactly the ssmeasf €E; )
iIn the origihal analysis 'Q], but this is aln ost the best which can be done
w ith the published data n f].

W e have solved (1) numerically for each E (10 ™% Gev E 19

GeV) and evaluated the number of events for a given range of the zenih
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Severalgroups B] [}]have given predictionson the ux ofatm ospheric neutri-
nosbut they di er from one another in them agniudes, and the K am iockande
group assum ed that the errors of the overallnom alization 1+ and the rel-

ative nom alization 1+ =2 are =30% and =12%, regpectively. Herewe

regard these factors and  as free param eters of the theory, and adopt the

ollowing 2 [4]:

2 RS Xj
=2 N - Xj I\Tj I\Tj ]I'IN— H (9)
i J=1 J
whereNj ( =¢ ;1 3 5) is the data for each zenith angle 5 < <
5+ 1+ The theoretical prediction X 5 (=e ;1 3 5) depends on seven

2 2 . . 2 2
free parameters ( m3,, mM3;; 12,13, 237 - ), Where myy m? ms, so

@) is expected to obey a ?# distrbution with 10 7= 3 degrees of freedom .
T he num ber of degrees of freedom in the present analysis is am aller than the
originalone by the K am iokande group (5 8+ 5 2=83).

W e could not reproduce exactly the zenih angle distribbutions in Fig. 3
in Ref. B]. Th particular our prediction for e-like events near cos 1 has

a brgerdi erence w ith the data than K am iokande’s does, and thisdi erence



seem s to be in portant to discuss them agnitude of # laterf. P resum ably this
discrepancy arises not only because the data that we are using is di erent
from the orighalone in Ref. R], but also because the K am iokande group
has taken into acoount the anearing e ect on the resolution of the angle
as 20) and the e ects of backgrounds 2] [I5]. Throughout this paper
we discuss the goodnessof tandtheocon dence kevelofset ofthe param eters
etc. based on our calculation wih ).

The value of 2 isa ected to some extent by the presence of m atter,
and it is necessary to take into consideration the contribution of the second
term in (). Evaliation of ? requiresa lot of CPU tin e ofa com puter since
one has to solve (I}) num erically foreach E and and plug it into (9). W e
have m eshed each param eter region into ten points ( m% = 107" =2 ; 4=
V=20 © N 10)) and the evaluated the value of ?. Furthem ore, using
the gradient-search m ethod descrbed in Ref. [1§], we have found that *?

has them ninum value for

(m3; m3)= 38 10°ev*;14 10°ev?)
(127 137 23)= (19 ;43 ;41)
(; )= @8 10'; 50 10¢7) 10)

with 2. = 32:Note that the deviation of the two nom alization factors
1+ andl+ =2 from uniy iswihin the erors =30% =12% assum ed
in Ref. 2]. W e have also calculated the value of the modi ed chi square
e? 2+ 2= 24 2= 2 ywih the weight Prthe erors =30% =12%,
and we have found that the conclusions in the follow Ing discussions do not

change very much with e? instead of 2.

‘Ifwe try to tthe data with only two parameters and  as in Ref. [14], then the
mininum valie of 2 is21,which suggeststhat the independent solition is excluded at
the 99% ocon dence level In our analysis.



The zenith anglk distributions of the e-lke events, the -lke events and
the doubl ratio R ( =€hata=( =€)u ¢ aregiven In Figl and Fig2 for the
optinum set of param eters.

(Insert Figl and Fig2 here.)

T he degrees of freedom ofour analysis is 3, so the value of the reduced chi
square is1.1, which correspondsto 42 $ con dence kvel. T his suggests that
our t In the present analysis is not particularly good, but as we m entioned
earlier, this is probably due to the fact that the data from which we start is
poorer than the original one by the K am iokande group RJ.

T he region of the param eter space which isallowed at 90 $ CL is given
by 2 2.+ 12 for seven free param eters. However, because it requires
a ot of CPU tin e of a com puter to soke (I}) num erically, we could not give
sets of contours in the param eter space. In fact, since the value min 1S
rather large, ifwe proct the allowed region ontothe m 3, m3, plane, it is
conceivable that we have dispinted regions on thisplane, and the calculation
would be extrem ely tedious. So we restrict our analysis to a soecial case of
particular nterest here.

W e have evaluated 2 for the sets of param eters, which are suggested by
the solutions for the solar neutrino problkm [3] [I'7]. In order not to spoil
the sucoess of these soenarios [13] [17] based on the two  avor fram ework,
we consider only the case In which {J.3jis an all, sihce we have the formula
which relates the probability P ' (. ! o) in the three avor analysis to

P®(.! o) Inthetwo avoroneilBl:

P! A= DP9 a0 HA )+ PaTt:al)

W e note In passing that the constraint for JJ.3jalso com es from the reactor
experin ents [19], which suggests Y3 F = s7,< 10! orl Jlsf= &;<10°



for m3% ' afew 102ev?.

Trrespective ofw hetherwe considerthevacuum solution ( m3;, O (10! ev?))
ortheM SW solution ( m3, O (10°eV?)) forthe solar neutrino, them ass
squared di erence m%l is negligbl com pared to the contribution of the
mattere ectA (x) in il) and the otherm ass squared di erence m¢,, which
should be at least of order 10 2 V2 to account for the zenith angle depen—
dence of the K am iokande m ultiG eV data. Thus we consider the case

( gg@l;s:'nzzlz)= ( m%;sh®2 )
> © 10 M ev?);0 @); (vacuum solution)
© 10°ev?);0 (102)); (amallangkeM SW solution)
© @0 5eVZ);O @€); (large angle M SW solution)
0 15<5
m3,; 23 = arbitrary (12)

W ith this constraint we have ound that 2 hasthem ninum value for

m3 = 3 10°ev?
13 = 5
23 = 40 or 50
(; ) = @6 10'; 37 10°) 13)
w ih
2= 9%: 14)

D eviation ofeach param eter in thiscaseis ( # 2, )=7= 029, sowe conclude
that this set of param eters falls within 0:7 for allthree cases n {12). In
fact we observe that any set of the param eters w ith the constraints (13) &lls
wihin 077 aslongas m3, mi, < m3 isstis ed (@birary 1, is
allowed in this case). In (13) the errorof is a little too large com pared to

8



what the K am ickande group assum ed, but even ifwe take = 30 10!
w ith all other param eters the ssme asin (13), we nd that the solution falls
within 0:8 . The reason that we have weaker constraints In this analysis
than .1 Ref. ] is because we have larger numbers of free param eters, but
this is nevitabl as long as one assum es the general m ixings am ong three
avors of neutrinos.

In this paper we have analyzed the multiG eV atm ogoheric neutrino
data by the K am ickande group based on the framework of three avor
neutrino oscillations, and have shown that the best t is obtamned for the

set of parameters m 3, m3, O (10?eV?). W e have also shown
that the popular set of parameters ( ( m2 ;sin®2 ;) = ( m?%;sh*2 ),
(m2;sh*2 3) = © @102ev?),0 @), 15’ 0) Allwithin 07 . The

m inimum value of 2 is 32 for 3 degrees of freedom , and the tbased on the
hypothesis of neutrino oscillations is not particularly good due to that fact
that we used only the lnfom ation published in Ref. R]. W e hope that the
situation will be In proved much m ore when the SuperK am iokande experi-
ment starts. If we combine the resuls here w ith other experim ental data,
then we get even stronger constraints, which w illbe reported som ew here PQ].
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F igures

Fig.l (a),®) Zenith anglk distributions for the e-like and -lkemultiGev
events. T he squares w ith error bars are data and the histogram s stand
for the predictions w ithout neutrino oscillations (solid lines), and w ith
neutrino oscillations (dashed lines for the optimum set of param eters
(m3, m3) = B8 10% ev?, 14 10% &%), (12, 13, 23) =

19 ,43 ,41)), repectively. These quantities are obtained by multi-
plying the values in Fig 3 (d) in Ref. B]by the zenith angle dependence

ofthe ux in Ref. [7].

Fig.2 Zenih angle distribution of the doublk ratio R ( =ehaa=( =)y c .
The solid lines stand for the prediction with neutrino oscillations for
the optin um set of param eters. A llthe quantities are calculated based

on the sam e assum ption asin Figl.
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Fig.1(a)
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Fig.1(b)
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