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A bstract

W e discuss constraints on three avor neutrino m ixings from the accel
erator and reactor experin ents, the K am iokande m uliG €V data, and the
solar neutrino observations. The LSND resul is excluded at 90% CL by the
constraints In posed by all the data of reactor and accelerator experim ents
and the K am iokande m ultiG €V data if the m ass scale required for the solu-
tion to the solar neutrino problem is hierarchically sm all. T he region ofa sst
of the e ective two— avor m ixing param eters (m 2, sin®2 ) is given or the
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channel ! . which isallowed at 90% CL by the m ultiG €V K am iokande
data alone.



Reoently the LSND oollaboration hasclain ed that they have found candi-
dateeventsfor ! . oscillation fli] (Seealso B]). Iftheir resul tumsoutto
be correct, it givesus an in portant inform ation form asses and m ixing angles
ofneutrinos. In this paper a possbility is explored that all the experin ental
data, solar, atm ospheric, reactor and accelerator data incluiding LSND can
be explained w thin a fram ework ofthree avor neutrinom ixing. It tumsout
that the LSND resul isexcluded at 90% CL by the constraint in posed by all
the data of reactor and accelerator experin ents and the K am iokande m ulti-
G &V data. The statem ent is true even w thout invoking actual solar neutrino
data as far as the m ass scale required for the solution is hierarchically sn all.

Among the atm ospheric neutrino data 31 @] B1 @] [41 B8] we discuss
only the K am iokande mult+G eV data @] throughout this paper. The rea—
son for this restriction is three-fold; (1) It is the only experim ent that gives
us a nontrivial zenith-angle dependence which leads to the upper and lower
bounds forthem asssquared di erence ofneutrinos. 2) T he resul ofM onte-
Carl simulation for neutrino energy spectrum is published only for the the
K am iokande m ultiG eV data. (3) It seem s di cult to reconcilke it with NU -
SEX [@] and Frejis f]] data.

The D irac equation for three avors of neutrinos in vacuum is given by

d
id_x )= UdiagE 1;E;E5)U 1 &); @)

which is easily solved:

x3 ,
®)= U0 ,e®* &); @)
=1
[
where E 4 P+ m? (3 = 1;2;3) is the energy of neutrnos in the m ass
basis, &)= (.&); ((); &) (=e ; ) isthewave function of



neutrinos in the avor basis, and

0 1
Uel UeZ U e3

g Bu, u, U, %

U; U, U3 .

0
Ci2Ci3 S12C13 S13 c
8 5203 @2523513 C12C3 $2523813  S23Ci3 A 3)
S$12823 G233813 @2S23 5233513 &3Ci3

w ith g QoS i35 Sij sin i3 is the orthogonalm ixing m atrix of neutrinos.

W e will not discuss the CP viclating phase of the m ixing m atrix here for

sim plicity. T he probability of ! transition is given by
P( ! JE L)
s X E L
£ 1 4 sn? U= y2yz or =
< o 2 J
< i< j I @)
.2 ij
% 4 S U ;U jU ;U 3 for 6 H
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where E 3 E E;j’ (@7 m§)=2E m fj=2E is the di erence of the
energy of two m ass eigenstates.

T he num ber of neutrinos ( = e ; )ismeasuraed In tem s of charged
Jptons ' which come out from a scattering X ! Y X °. In appearance
experin ents of ! the expected number of the charged lptons ' is
given by

N( ! Y;L)
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w hereas In disappearance experin ents we m easure attenuation of beam
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where
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F E) is the ux of neutrino wih energy E, nry is the number of tar-
get nuckons, (q) is the detection e ciency function for charged lptons
of energy g, d (€ ;g)=dg is the di erential cross section of the interaction
X! vxop ( ! ;E) h (0)j @)if istheprobability of !
transitions w ith energy E after traveling a distance L . T he resuls of exper—
In ents are usually expressed in tem s of a set of the oscillation param eters
(m ?;sh?2 ) in the two- avor analysis. The probability in the two— avor

m ixing is given by

P% ! JE L) |
m %L
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we have the expected num ber of charged kptons in the two— avor scenario
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where we have denoted the m 2 dependence of the m ixing angle (m ?)
explicitly to indicate that (m ?) is a function of m 2 in the two- avor

analysis.

T he boundary ofthe excluded region (fornegative resuls) inthe (m ?;sh®2 )

plot is determm ined by

* I+
N®(C 1 VL m °L
- o a2 (m?) s’
N @) 4E
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for appearance experim ents where the charged lptons are detected at one
point at a distance L, or
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for disappearance experin ents where the charged kptons are detected at
two points at distances L; and L, @; < Ly). In f11) and (2) denotes
the largest fraction of the appearance events allowed by a given con dence

kvel, ie, N @ ( 1 Y;I)N @) < or appearance experim ents, and
the largest fraction of beam attenuation, N @ ( ! Y ;L)=N (@,)
N @ 1 VL) (Ly)i< ﬁardjsappearanoeDacper:tn ents. .

From {l:l') and @?),wecan read o thevalueof sin? (m °L=4E) forar-

bitrary m ? from the gureofthetwo—- avorm ixingparam eters (m ?;sin®2 )

given n each experin entalpaper as ong assn®2 (m ?) T:
* '+ * '+
.2 m 2L2 .2 m 2L1
sin sin = —
4F, 4F, , sh“2 (m 2)

(disappearance experin ents)

3In case of the CP violating phase, which will not be discussed in the present paper,
ghis is not the case. To discuss the CP violating e ect, one needs the nfom ation of

sin ‘;EZL , which cannot be obtained from the inform ation in published papers only.




4E, © sn?2  (m 2)

(appearance experin ents) : 13)
In @3) and in the Pllowing, sin®2 (m ?) or sm*2 (m ?) stands for
the value of sin?2 (m ?) on the boundary of the allbwed region in the

2;sin*2 ) plot in the two— avor analysis.

(m
Sin ilarly we can express the num ber of the expected charged Jeptons in

the three avorm ixing:
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From (13) we observe that the quantity sin® (m 2L=4E) = is equal to

sin®2 (m ?) which can be read o from the published literatures, and we
can express the conditions for the three avorm ixing param eters in case of

negative resuls:
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N otice that the keft-hand side of {3) is de ned independent of the number
of avors of neutrinos.

T hroughout this paper we assum e that a single m ass scalk is Involved
in the solution of the solar neutrino problm , which is hierarchically an all
com pared to others. Nam ely, we assum e that

2 2
m o m 3, < m 5; (16)



where we have assmed m?2 < m3 < m3 without loss of generality. In the

casewhere m 3, m 3 < m %,wecan show that we obtain the same

conclusions, although we w ill not give the calculation here.
The hierarchy (16) is satis ed in the two- avor m ixing solution to the
solar neutrino problm [] {L0] which requires,

(m ?;sin®2 )

2

s 2
’ m 5,;sn”2 13)

(

8

2 O @0 Mev?);0 (1)); (vacuum solution)
© (10 %ev?);0 (10 ?)); (smallangkeM SW solution)  (17)
© (10 *ev?);0 1)) (large angle M SW solution):

These m ass scales are much an aller than those which appear in the atm o—
spheric neutrino observations f], or in the LSND experim ent []. In fact the
only condition on (m 2,;sin®2 ;,) which isessentialto the discussions below
is @§), and our conclusions rem ain unchanged irrespective of the value of 1,
as Iong as (1§) hods.

One can show [12] [13] that under the m ass hierarchy {1§) the relation

v 1 (18)

must hold In order to have solar neutrino de cit under the constraints from

the accelerator and the reactor experim ents. In this setting it can also be
dem onstrated that the solarneutrino problam is indeed solved by a two— avor
fram ework in theM SW and the vacuum solutions {12].

In the present case the ormulas .n {14) becom emuch simpler [1]:

21" 21
., m 5L 2 122 .o, m 5L 2 2
1 P( ! ):4SII iE U1U2+4S]I'l T U3(1 U3)
| |
m 2L m 21,
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(19)



For the cases discussed below, we have jm % L=4E j 1 and the rst tem
in each formula n (I9) can be ignored. Hence we get

4U 23 @ U23 ) sif2 (m §1) (disappearance experin ents)

4U%U% sif2 (m 3) (appearance experments)  (20)

for negative resuls, respectively.
The data by the LSND group suggests that the allowed region for the

2 isapproximately m 3> 5 10%eV?. Ifwe

m asssquared di erence m
com bine the data on the sam e channel™ ! ~. (and ' o) by theET776
group (4], however, the region m %, > 2:5eV? seam s to be aln ost excluded,
andwehave 5 102eVi< m % < 25eV? at 90% con dence kevel

A shasbeen pointed out in Ref. {[1], strong constraints on them ixing an-
gl com e from the reactor experin ent f[15]. Using @0) we have the constraint

from the reactor experin ent [15]
sin®2 ;3= 4UZ 1 U5) sif2 pugey (M 51); 1)

where sin®2 p,qe, (M 3;) stands for the value of sih®2  on the boundary of
the allowed region i the (m 2?;sin’2 ) plt in [[5]. For the entire region
5 10%ev2< m 2, <25eV?, sin®2 pugey (M %) isamall f5]:
— < sin”2 pugey (M 2y< 22)
50 10
From 1) we have etther snallUZ, or large U2, but the Jatter possibility is
exclided by (18). Therefore we have

1
553 = Ue23< 2 sin” 2 Bugey ( M %1): @3)

On the other hand, we have another constraint from the disappearance

experinent of  [14]

45330213 { é3c213) = 40 23 @ U23) sif 2 cpmse (m %1); @4)



where sin? 2 cpasw (M %1) stands for the value of sin?2 on the boundary
ofthe allowed region in the (m ?;sih®2 ) pbt in [[6]. Them ixing anglke i

this case is constrained r07evVZ< m 35 < 13eV? as
sin®2 comsn (M 5;)< 02: 25)

If we consider the probability P (! ) In the atm ospheric neutrino ex—
perin ents for the m ass region above, we have an alldeviation ofP ( ! )

from unity
1 pP( ! H)ra2uia Uy)<o0d; 26)

where we have averaged over rapid oscillations. (6) is dbviously incon-
sistent w ith the atm ospheric neutrino observations 3] %] B] Bl, shoe we
cannot have gross de cit of 1 this case. In fact we have veri ed explic-
itly, by the sam e caloulation as in Ref. {17], that the region m 3, > 0:47eV?
with the constraints 1) and @4) is excluded at 95% con dence kvel by
the K am ickande multiG eV data ( 2 176 for3 degrees of freedom , where
2a=32,(% Z.)=7' 21 inplies2 ).
Sowe are eft with theregion 5 10 2eV2< m 3 < 047eV?. Applying

the omula 19) to the case of LSND , we have
2

S5, 8iN*2 13= 4UZU% = sin®2 1qp (M 3)); 27)

where sin®2 pgyp (m %)) stands for the value of sh®2  within the allowed
region I the (m %;sih?2 ) plot in [l], and the LSND data indicates

15 10°< sin®2 pqp (m 3;) 1: 28)
From 1) and the constraint s2; 1, it fllow s that
sin® 2 Lsnp (M §1) sirf 2 Bugey (m §1); 29)
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so that we have
m 3, > 025ev?; (30)
w ith
15 10°< sin®2 pegyp ( 5,)< 38 107%; (1)

wherewehaveused the (m 2;sjn2 2 )pltsin :-[1:5] and ':[.l]. H owever, we have
veri ed explicitly again that the region m 2> 025eV? is excluded at 90%
con dence kevelby theK am iockandem ultiG eV data ( 2 15 Porthreedegrees
of freedom , ( ? =7’ 1{ inplies 1.6 ). Therefore, we conclude that
the LSND data cannot be explained by neutrino oscillations am ong three
avors, if all the accelerator and reactor data as well as the K am iokande
muliG eV data are taken for granted.
The present LSND data allow s con icting interpretations eittherasa pos-

2
mjn)

sbble evidence for neutrino oscillation {l], ora stringent bound for them ixing
param eters ]. Tt m ight be possible that the allowed region of the set of the
parameters (m 2, sh®2 ) inplied by the LSND data changes in the fiiture.

W e have looked for the region of (m ?,sn*2 )or ! . r~ ! ~o),
in which ! o oscillation is consistent w ith all the experim ents (except
LSND ), including the K am ickande multiG eV data. To obtain the (m 2,
sin®2 .) plt ofthe two— avor analysis orgeneral ! . oscillations w ith
amixihganglke .(m %l),we use the ollow Ing correspondence between the
rates for the ! eprocess n the three and the two— avor fram ew orks:
* I+
N( e, iaye g2 m 3L
N R (L) e3~ 3 4E |
* rE
2
2 125 2 .2 M 5L
= s5,sih”2 sin® ———
23 13 AF »
* T
_ , m %L
sif2 o(m %) si? Tﬂ ; 32)
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where we have used the hierarchical condition (1§). From 1) and (82) we
have
SjI'122 e(mgl) ! S§3Sjl"122 13
é3 sjnz 2 Bugey ( m gl): (33)

The K am iokande m ultiG eV data hasbetter t for larger values of sh? 2 ,3,
so0 B3) showsthatsin®2 . (m %) cannotbe largerthan sh®2 guge, (M 3,)=2,

ifsin®2 ;5  14. The resuk is shown in Figl.
(Insert Figl here.)

T he region suggested by the LSND experin ent [Ii] is close to the 90% CL
region obtained in ouranalysis. Ifthe 20% systam atic uncertainty m entioned
in Ref. {l] shifts the allowed region of LSND in the direction of smaller
m ixing, there m ay be a chance that all the neutrino anom alies are explained
by three avor neutrino oscillations. H opefully further data from the LSND
group w ill clarify the situation.
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“Thisisnotthecase or m 5, <3 10 %eV?,wherel P ( ! ) = 452,35 (0
s2,3) O (1) becom espossble even or ,3 < =4.
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F igures

Fig.l Below the solid and dashed lnes are the regions for ! e (or
— I 7,) oscillation which are com patdble w ith allthe experin ents (ex—
cept LSND ), lncluding the atm osphericm ultiG eV data ofK am iokande
at 68% CL (solid) and 90% CL (dashed), respectively. To get this plot
of the two— avor m ixing param eters, we have used the correspondence
sih® 2 sS2 o (m %)= s2,sn*2 2, (cf. @B2)). The shadowed area
stands for the region allowed by all the accelerator and reactor experi-
m ents including LSND (T he dotted, dashed and dot-dashed lines stand
forthe LSND {L], E776 {14], and Bugey [[5]experin ents, regpectively).
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