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A bstract

W e discuss constraints on three 
avorneutrino m ixings from the accel-

erator and reactor experim ents,the Kam iokande m ulti-GeV data,and the

solarneutrino observations.The LSND resultisexcluded at90% CL by the

constraints im posed by allthe data ofreactorand acceleratorexperim ents

and theKam iokandem ulti-GeV data ifthem assscalerequired forthesolu-

tion tothesolarneutrino problem ishierarchically sm all.Theregion ofaset

ofthee�ective two-
avorm ixing param eters(�m 2,sin22�)isgiven forthe
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channel�� ! �e which isallowed at90% CL by them ulti-GeV Kam iokande

data alone.
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RecentlytheLSND collaboration hasclaim ed thattheyhavefound candi-

dateeventsfor��� ! ��e oscillation [1](Seealso[2]).Iftheirresultturnsoutto

becorrect,itgivesusan im portantinform ation form assesand m ixingangles

ofneutrinos.In thispapera possibility isexplored thatalltheexperim ental

data,solar,atm ospheric,reactorand acceleratordata including LSND can

beexplained within afram ework ofthree
avorneutrinom ixing.Itturnsout

thattheLSND resultisexcluded at90% CL by theconstraintim posed by all

thedata ofreactorand acceleratorexperim entsand theKam iokandem ulti-

GeV data.Thestatem entistrueeven withoutinvokingactualsolarneutrino

data asfarasthem assscalerequired forthesolution ishierarchically sm all.

Am ong the atm ospheric neutrino data [3][4][5][6][7][8]we discuss

only the Kam iokande m ulti-GeV data [4]throughout thispaper. The rea-

son forthisrestriction isthree-fold;(1)Itisthe only experim entthatgives

usa nontrivialzenith-angle dependence which leadsto theupperand lower

boundsforthem ass-squared di�erenceofneutrinos.(2)TheresultofM onte-

Carlo sim ulation forneutrino energy spectrum ispublished only forthethe

Kam iokandem ulti-GeV data.(3)Itseem sdi�cultto reconcile itwith NU-

SEX [6]and Frejus[7]data.

TheDiracequation forthree
avorsofneutrinosin vacuum isgiven by

i
d

dx
	(x)= Udiag(E 1;E 2;E 3)U

� 1	(x); (1)

which iseasily solved:

	 �(x)=

3X

j= 1

U�jU
�

�je
iE jx	 �(x); (2)

where E j �
q

p2 + m 2
j (j = 1;2;3)is the energy ofneutrinos in the m ass

basis,	 �(x) = (�e(x); ��(x); ��(x))
T (�=e;�;�) is the wave function of
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neutrinosin the
avorbasis,and
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with cij � cos�ij;sij � sin�ij istheorthogonalm ixing m atrix ofneutrinos.

W e willnot discuss the CP violating phase ofthe m ixing m atrix here for

sim plicity.Theprobability of�� ! �� transition isgiven by

P(�� ! ��;E ;L)

�

8
>>>><

>>>>:

1� 4
X

i< j

sin2
�
�E ijL

2

�

U
2
�iU

2
�j for� = �

� 4
X

i< j

sin2
�
�E ijL

2

�

U�iU�jU�iU�j for� 6= �;

(4)

where�E ij � Ei� Ej ’ (m 2
i � m2j)=2E � �m 2

ij=2E isthedi�erence ofthe

energy oftwo m asseigenstates.

Thenum berofneutrinos�� (� = e;�;�)ism easured in term sofcharged

leptons ‘� which com e outfrom a scattering ��X ! ‘�X
0. In appearance

experim ents of�� ! �� the expected num ber ofthe charged leptons ‘� is

given by

N (�� ! ‘�;L)

= nT

Z
1

0

dE

Z
qm ax

0

dq �(q)F�(E )
d��(E ;q)

dq
P(�� ! ��;E ;L); (5)

whereasin disappearanceexperim entswem easureattenuation ofbeam

N �� (L)� N (�� ! ‘�;L)

= nT

Z
1

0

dE

Z qm ax

0

dq �(q)F�(E )
d��(E ;q)

dq
(1� P(�� ! ��;E ;L));(6)
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where

N �� (L)� nT

Z
1

0

dE

Z qm ax

0

dq �(q)F�(E )
d��(E ;q)

dq
: (7)

F�(E ) is the 
ux ofneutrino �� with energy E ,nT is the num ber oftar-

getnucleons,�(q)isthe detection e�ciency function forcharged leptons‘�

ofenergy q,d��(E ;q)=dq is the di�erentialcross section ofthe interaction

��X ! ‘�X
0,P(�� ! ��;E )� jh��(0)j��(L)ij

2 istheprobability of�� ! ��

transitionswith energy E aftertraveling a distanceL.Theresultsofexper-

im entsare usually expressed in term sofa setofthe oscillation param eters

(�m 2;sin22�)in the two-
avoranalysis. The probability in the two-
avor

m ixing isgiven by

P(�� ! ��;E ;L)

�

8
>>>><

>>>>:

1� sin22�� sin
2

 
�m 2L

4E

!

for� = �

sin22��� sin
2

 
�m 2L

4E

!

for� 6= �:

(8)

Introducing thenotation

*

sin2
 
�m 2L

4E

! +

�! �

�
1

N �� (L)
nT

Z
1

0

dE

Z
qm ax

0

dq �(q)F�(E )
d��(E ;q)

dq
sin2

 
�m 2L

4E

!

;(9)

wehavetheexpected num berofcharged leptonsin thetwo-
avorscenario

1�
N (2)(�� ! ‘�;L)

N �� (L)
= sin22��(�m

2)

*

sin2
 
�m 2L

4E

! +

�! �

(disappearanceexperim ents)

N (2)(�� ! ‘�;L)

N �� (L)
= sin22��� (�m

2)

*

sin2
 
�m 2L

4E

! +

�! �

(appearanceexperim ents); (10)
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where we have denoted the �m 2 dependence ofthe m ixing angle �(�m 2)

explicitly to indicate that �(�m 2) is a function of�m 2 in the two-
avor

analysis.

Theboundaryoftheexcludedregion(fornegativeresults)inthe(�m 2;sin22�)

plotisdeterm ined by

� =
N (2)(�� ! ‘�;L)

N �� (L)
= sin22��� (�m

2)

*

sin2
 
�m 2L

4E

! +

�! �

; (11)

forappearance experim ents where the charged leptons are detected atone

pointata distanceL,or

� =
N (2)(�� ! ‘�;L1)

N �� (L1)
�
N (2)(�� ! ‘�;L2)

N �� (L2)

= sin22��(�m
2)

"*

sin2
 
�m 2L2

4E

! +

�! �

�

*

sin2
 
�m 2L1

4E

! +

�! �

#

(12)

for disappearance experim ents where the charged leptons are detected at

two points at distances L1 and L2 (L1 < L2). In (11) and (12) � denotes

the largestfraction ofthe appearance eventsallowed by a given con�dence

level,i.e.,N (2)(�� ! ‘�;L)=N �� (L) < � for appearance experim ents,and

the largest fraction of beam attenuation, jN (2)(�� ! ‘�;L1)=N �� (L1)�

N (2)(�� ! ‘�;L2)=N �� (L2)j< � fordisappearanceexperim ents.

From (11)and (12),wecan read o�thevalueof
D

sin2(�m 2L=4E )
E

forar-

bitrary�m 2 from the�gureofthetwo-
avorm ixingparam eters(�m 2;sin22�)

given in each experim entalpaperaslong assin22�(�m 2)� 13:

*

sin2
 
�m 2L2

4E

! +

�! �

�

*

sin2
 
�m 2L1

4E

! +

�! �

=
�

sin22��(�m
2)

(disappearanceexperim ents)

3In case ofthe CP violating phase,which willnotbe discussed in the presentpaper,

this is not the case. To discuss the CP violating e�ect,one needs the inform ation ofD

sin

�
� m

2
L

2E

�E

,which cannotbe obtained from the inform ation in published papersonly.
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*

sin2
 
�m 2L

4E

! +

�! �

=
�

sin22��� (�m
2)

(appearanceexperim ents): (13)

In (13) and in the following, sin22��(�m
2) or sin22��� (�m

2) stands for

the value of sin22�(�m 2) on the boundary of the allowed region in the

(�m 2;sin22�)plotin thetwo-
avoranalysis.

Sim ilarly we can expressthe num berofthe expected charged leptonsin

thethree
avorm ixing:

1�
N (3)(�� ! ‘�;L)

N �� (L)
= 4

X

i< j

U
2
�iU

2
�j

*

sin2
 
�m 2

ijL

4E

! +

�! �

for�� ! ��

N (3)(�� ! ‘�;L)

N �� (L)
= � 4

X

i< j

U�iU�jU�iU�j

*

sin2
 
�m 2

ijL

4E

! +

�! �

for�� ! ��:(14)

From (13) we observe that the quantity
D

sin2(�m 2L=4E )
E

=� is equalto

sin22�(�m 2)which can be read o� from the published literatures,and we

can expressthe conditionsforthe three 
avorm ixing param etersin case of

negativeresults:

� >
N (3)(�� ! ‘�;L1)

N �� (L1)
�
N (3)(�� ! ‘�;L2)

N �� (L2)
=

X

i< j

�

sin22��(�m
2
ij)
U
2
�iU

2
�j

(disappearanceexperim ents)

� >
N (3)(�� ! ‘�;L)

N �� (L)
= � 4

X

i< j

�

sin22��� (�m
2
ij)
U�iU�jU�iU�j

(appearanceexperim ents):(15)

Notice thatthe left-hand side of(13)isde�ned independentofthe num ber

of
avorsofneutrinos.

Throughout this paper we assum e that a single m ass scale is involved

in the solution ofthe solarneutrino problem ,which is hierarchically sm all

com pared to others.Nam ely,weassum ethat

�m 21 � �m 2
32 < �m 2

31; (16)
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where we have assum ed m 2
1 < m 2

2 < m 2
3 without loss ofgenerality. In the

case where �m 32 � �m 2
21 < �m 2

31,we can show thatwe obtain the sam e

conclusions,although wewillnotgivethecalculation here.

The hierarchy (16) is satis�ed in the two-
avor m ixing solution to the

solarneutrino problem [9][10]which requires,

(�m 2
;sin22�)

’ (�m 2
21;sin

22�12)�

�

8
><

>:

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

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

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

(17)

These m assscales are m uch sm aller than those which appearin the atm o-

sphericneutrino observations[4],orin theLSND experim ent[1].In factthe

onlycondition on (�m 2
21;sin

22�12)which isessentialtothediscussionsbelow

is(16),and ourconclusionsrem ain unchanged irrespectiveofthevalueof�12

aslong as(16)holds.

Onecan show [12][13]thatunderthem asshierarchy (16)therelation

U
2
e3 � 1; (18)

m usthold in orderto have solarneutrino de�citundertheconstraintsfrom

the accelerator and the reactorexperim ents. In this setting it can also be

dem onstrated thatthesolarneutrinoproblem isindeed solved byatwo-
avor

fram ework in theM SW and thevacuum solutions[12].

In thepresentcasetheform ulasin (14)becom em uch sim pler[11]:

1� P(�� ! ��)= 4sin2
 
�m 2

21L

4E

!

U
2
�1U

2
�2 + 4sin2

 
�m 2

31L

4E

!

U
2
�3(1� U

2
�3)

P(�� ! ��)= � 4sin2
 
�m 2

21L

4E

!

U�1U�2U�1U�2 + 4sin2
 
�m 2

31L

4E

!

U
2
�3U

2
�3:

(19)
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Forthecasesdiscussed below,wehave j�m 2
21L=4E j� 1 and the�rstterm

in each form ula in (19)can beignored.Henceweget

4U 2
�3(1� U

2
�3) � sin22��(�m

2
31) (disappearanceexperim ents)

4U 2
�3U

2
�3 � sin22��� (�m

2
31) (appearanceexperim ents) (20)

fornegativeresults,respectively.

The data by the LSND group suggests that the allowed region for the

m ass-squared di�erence �m 2
31 isapproxim ately �m

2
31
>
�
5� 10� 2eV 2. Ifwe

com bine the data on the sam e channel�� ! �e (and �� ! �e)by the E776

group [14],however,theregion �m 2
31
>
�
2:5eV 2 seem sto bealm ostexcluded,

and wehave5� 10� 2eV 2<
�
�m 2

31
<
�
2:5eV 2 at90% con�dencelevel.

Ashasbeen pointed outin Ref.[11],strongconstraintson them ixingan-

glecom efrom thereactorexperim ent[15].Using(20)wehavetheconstraint

from thereactorexperim ent[15]

sin22�13 = 4U 2
e3(1� U

2
e3)� sin22�Bugey(�m

2
31); (21)

where sin22�Bugey(�m
2
31)standsforthe value ofsin

22� on the boundary of

the allowed region in the (�m 2;sin22�) plot in [15]. Forthe entire region

5� 10� 2eV 2<
�
�m 2

31
<
�
2:5eV 2,sin22�Bugey(�m

2
31)issm all[15]:

1

50
<
�
sin22�Bugey(�m

2
31)<�

1

10
: (22)

From (21)wehaveeithersm allU 2
e3 orlargeU

2
e3,butthelatterpossibility is

excluded by (18).Thereforewehave

s
2
13 = U

2
e3
<
�

1

4
sin22�Bugey(�m

2
31): (23)

On the otherhand,we have anotherconstraintfrom the disappearance

experim entof�� [16]

4s223c
2
13(1� s

2
23c

2
13)= 4U 2

�3(1� U
2
�3)� sin22�CD H SW (�m

2
31); (24)
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where sin22�CD H SW (�m
2
31)stands forthe value ofsin

22� on the boundary

oftheallowed region in the(�m 2;sin22�)plotin [16].Them ixing anglein

thiscaseisconstrained for0:7eV 2<
�
�m 2

31
<
�
13eV 2 as

sin22�CD H SW (�m
2
31)<�

0:2: (25)

Ifwe considerthe probability P(�� ! ��)in the atm ospheric neutrino ex-

perim entsforthem assregion above,wehavesm alldeviation ofP(�� ! ��)

from unity

1� P(�� ! ��)’ 2U 2
�3(1� U

2
�3)<� 0:1; (26)

where we have averaged over rapid oscillations. (26) is obviously incon-

sistent with the atm ospheric neutrino observations [3][4][5][8],since we

cannothave grossde�citof�� in thiscase. In factwe have veri�ed explic-

itly,by thesam ecalculation asin Ref.[17],thattheregion �m 2
31
>
�
0:47eV 2

with the constraints (21) and (24) is excluded at 95% con�dence levelby

the Kam iokande m ulti-GeV data (�2 � 17.6 for3 degreesoffreedom ,where

�2m in=3.2,(�
2 � �2m in)=7’ 2:1 im plies2�).

So we are leftwith the region 5� 10� 2eV 2<
�
�m 2

31
<
�
0:47eV 2. Applying

theform ula (19)to thecaseofLSND,wehave

s
2
23sin

22�13 = 4U 2
e3U

2
�3 = sin22�LSN D (�m

2
31); (27)

where sin22�LSN D (�m
2
31)stands forthe value ofsin

22� within the allowed

region in the(�m 2;sin22�)plotin [1],and theLSND data indicates

1:5� 10� 3<
�
sin22�LSN D (�m

2
31)� 1: (28)

From (21)and theconstraints223 � 1,itfollowsthat

sin22�LSN D (�m
2
31)� sin22�Bugey(�m

2
31); (29)

10



so thatwehave

�m 2
31
>
�
0:25eV 2

; (30)

with

1:5� 10� 3<
�
sin22�LSN D (�

2
31)<� 3:8� 10� 2; (31)

wherewehaveused the(�m 2;sin22�)plotsin [15]and [1].However,wehave

veri�ed explicitly again thatthe region �m 2>
�
0:25eV 2 is excluded at90%

con�dencelevelbytheKam iokandem ulti-GeV data(�2 � 15forthreedegrees

offreedom ,(�2 � �2m in)=7 ’ 1:7 im plies1.6�). Therefore,we conclude that

the LSND data cannot be explained by neutrino oscillations am ong three


avors,ifallthe accelerator and reactor data as wellas the Kam iokande

m ulti-GeV data aretaken forgranted.

ThepresentLSND dataallowscon
icting interpretationseitherasapos-

sibleevidenceforneutrinooscillation [1],orastringentbound forthem ixing

param eters[2].Itm ightbepossiblethattheallowed region ofthesetofthe

param eters(�m 2,sin22�)im plied by theLSND data changesin thefuture.

W e have looked forthe region of(�m 2,sin22�)for�� ! �e (or�� ! �e),

in which �� ! �e oscillation isconsistent with allthe experim ents (except

LSND),including the Kam iokande m ulti-GeV data. To obtain the (�m 2,

sin22��e)plotofthetwo-
avoranalysisforgeneral�� ! �e oscillationswith

a m ixing angle��e(�m
2
31),weusethefollowing correspondencebetween the

ratesforthe�� ! eprocessin thethreeand thetwo-
avorfram eworks:

N (�� ! e;L)

N �e(L)
’ 4U 2

e3U
2
�3

*

sin2
 
�m 2

31L

4E

! +

�! e

= s
2
23sin

22�213

*

sin2
 
�m 2

31L

4E

! +

�! e

� sin22��e(�m
2
31)

*

sin2
 
�m 2

31L

4E

! +

�! e

; (32)
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where we have used the hierarchicalcondition (16).From (21)and (32)we

have

sin22��e(�m
2
31) ’ s

2
23sin

22�13

� s
2
23sin

22�Bugey(�m
2
31): (33)

TheKam iokandem ulti-GeV data hasbetter�tforlargervaluesofsin22�23,

so(33)showsthatsin22��e(�m
2
31)cannotbelargerthansin

22�Bugey(�m
2
31)=2,

ifsin22�13 � 14.Theresultisshown in Fig.1.

(InsertFig.1 here.)

Theregion suggested by theLSND experim ent[1]iscloseto the90% CL

region obtained in ouranalysis.Ifthe20% system aticuncertainty m entioned

in Ref. [1]shifts the allowed region ofLSND in the direction ofsm aller

m ixing,therem ay bea chancethatalltheneutrino anom aliesareexplained

by three
avorneutrino oscillations.Hopefully furtherdata from theLSND

group willclarify thesituation.
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Figures

Fig.1 Below the solid and dashed lines are the regions for �� ! �e (or

�� ! �e)oscillation which arecom patiblewith alltheexperim ents(ex-

ceptLSND),includingtheatm osphericm ulti-GeV dataofKam iokande

at68% CL (solid)and 90% CL (dashed),respectively. To getthisplot

ofthetwo-
avorm ixing param eters,wehaveused thecorrespondence

sin22� � sin22��e(�m
2
31)= s223sin

22�213 (cf.(32)).Theshadowed area

standsfortheregion allowed by alltheacceleratorand reactorexperi-

m entsincludingLSND (Thedotted,dashed and dot-dashed linesstand

fortheLSND [1],E776[14],and Bugey [15]experim ents,respectively).
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