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W e have studied CP violation originated by the phase ofthe neutrino m ixing

m atrix in thelong baselineneutrino oscillation experim ents.Thedirectm easurem ents

ofCP violation isthedi�erenceofthetransition probabilitiesbetween CP-conjugate

channels.In thoseexperim ents,theCP violatinge�ectisnotsuppressed ifthehighest

neutrino m assscale istaken to be 1 � 5eV,which isappropriateforthe cosm ological

hotdark m atter.Assum ing thehierarchy fortheneutrino m asses,theupperboundsof

CP violation have been caluculated forthree cases,in which m ixingsare constrained

by the recentshortbaseline ones.The calculated upperboundsare largerthan 10� 2,

which willbe observable in the long baseline accelerator experim ents. The m atter

e�ect,which isnotCP invariant,hasbeen also estim ated in thoseexperim ents.
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1 Introduction

The origin ofCP violation isstillan open problem in particle physics. In the quark

sector,CP violation hasbeen intensively studied in the KM standard m odel[1]. For

the lepton sector,CP violation isalso expected unlessthe neutrinosarem assless. In

particular,CP violation in theneutrinoavoroscillationsisan im portantphenom enon

because itrelatesdirectly to the CP violating phase param eterin the m ixing m atrix

forthe m assive neutrinos[2].Unfortunately,thisCP violating e�ectissuppressed in

the shortbaseline acceleratorexperim ents ifthe neurinos have the hierarchicalm ass

spectrum . However,the suppression isavoidable in the long baseline acceleratorex-

perim ents,which areexpected tooperatein thenearfuture[3][4].Soonehasachance

to observe theCP violating e�ectin thoseexperim ents.

The recent indications ofa de�cit in the �� ux ofthe atom ospheric neutrinos

[5]-[7]hasrenewed interestin using acceleratorneutrinosto perform thelong baseline

neutrinooscillation experim ents.M anypossibilitiesofexperim entshavebeen discussed

[3]. The purpose ofthis paper is to present the num ericalstudy ofCP violation in

thoseacceleratorexperim ents.

There are only two hierarchicalm ass di�erence scales �m 2 in the three-avor

m ixing schem e without introducing sterile neutrinos. Ifthe highest neutrino m ass

scale is taken to be 1 � 5eV, which is appropriate for the cosm ologicalhot dark

m atter(HDM )[8],theotherm assscaleiseithertheatom osphericneutrino m assscale

�m 2 ’ 10� 2eV 2 [5]-[7]orthesolarneutrino one�m 2 ’ 10� 5 � 10� 6eV 2 [9].Sincethe

longbaselineexperim entscorrespond totheatom osphericneutrinom assscale,wetake

�m 2 ’ 10� 2eV 2 asthelowerm assscale.The solarneutrino problem isnotdiscussed

in thispaper.Thesolaronem ay besolved by introducing thesterileneutrino [10].
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Ourstudy ofCP violation ispresented in the fram ework ofabove pattern ofthe

neutrino m assspectrum 2. W e also investigate the m attere�ectin the long baseline

acceleratorexperim entssincethebackground m attere�ectisnotCP invariant.Ifthe

m attere�ectisnotnegligibly sm allcom pared totheCP violatinge�ectin thevacuum ,

one should considerhow to extractthe m attere�ectfrom the data. Itisfound that

the m attere�ectstrongly dependson the hierarchicalpattern ofthe neutrino m asses

and m ixings.

2 C P V iolation in N eutrino Flavor O scillations

The am plitude of�� ! �� transition with the neutrino energy E aftertraversing the

distanceL can bewritten as

A (�� ! ��)= e
� iE L

(

��� +

3X

k= 2

U�kU
�

�k

"

exp

 

� i
�m 2

k1L

2E

!

� 1

#)

; (1)

where �m 2
ij = m 2

i � m2j isde�ned,and U�i denotethe elem entsofthe 3� 3 neutrino

avorm ixingm atrix,in which � and irefertotheavoreigenstateand them asseigen-

state,respectively.Theam plitudeA (�� ! ��)isgiven by replacing U with U � in the

righthand side in eq.(1).The directm easurem entsofCP violation originated by the

phase ofthe neutrino m ixing m atrix are the di�erencesofthe transition probabilities

between CP-conjugatechannels[2]:

�P � P(�� ! �e)� P(�� ! �e) = P(�� ! ��)� P(�� ! ��)

= P(�e ! ��)� P(�e ! ��) = 4J�C P (sinD 12 + sinD 23 + sinD 31); (2)

where

D ij = �m 2

ij

L

2E
; (3)

2
C P and T violationshavebeen studied in the caseof�m 2

31
� 10� 2eV

2
[11].
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and J�C P isde�ned fortherephasing invariantquantity ofCP violation in theneutrino

m ixing m atrix as wellas the one in the quark sector [12]. In term s ofthe standard

param etrization ofthem ixing m atrix [13],wehave

J
�
C P = Im (U�3U

�

�3U
�

�2U�2)= s12s23s13c12c23c
2

13
sin� ; (4)

where � is the CP violating phase. The oscillatory term s are periodic in L=E and

D 12 + D 23 + D 31 = 0 issatis�ed.

Fortheneutrino m asses,weexpectthetypicalhierarchicalrelation �m 2
31
� �m 2

32

or �m 2
31 � �m 2

21 in order to guarantee two di�erent m ass scales. The form er re-

lation(hierarchy I) corresponds to m 3 ’ m 2 � m 1 and the latter one(hierarchy II)

to m 3 � m 2 � m 1(or ’ m 1). The highest neutrino m ass scale is taken to be

m 3 = 1� 5eV,which isappropriateforthecosm ologicalHDM [8].Thosem asshierar-

chieshave been discussed in the contextofthe solarneutrino problem ,atom ospheric

neutrino one and HDM (as wellasLSND [14])by severalauthors[10][15]. Although

theirresultsseem to supporthierarchy I,both casesofhierarchiesIand IIarestudied

in thispaper.

Recently,there are signi�cant short baseline accelerator experim ents [14]-[17],in

which the value ofL=E is�xed foreach one. Forexam ple,L = 30m and E = 36 �

60M eV are taken for the �� ! �e experim ent at LSND [14]and L = 800m and

E = 30GeV for the �� ! �� experim ent at CHORUS and M OM AD [17]. In these

experim ents, the value ofD 31(’ � D12) is 1 � 10 with jD23j � 1 for hierarchy I

(D 31 ’ � D23 is 1 � 10 and with jD12j� 1 for hierarchy II).Therefore the factor

(sinD 12+ sinD 23+ sinD 31)issuppressed becausetwo largestterm salm ostcanceldue

to opposite signs. Anotherterm isstillsm all. Then the CP violating e�ectin eq.(2)

issigni�cantly reduced due to thissuppression. So one hasno chance to observe CP

violation forthepresentin theshortbaselineneutrino oscillation experim ents.
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However,thesituation isverydi�erentin thelongbaselineacceleratorexperim ents.

Letusconsiderthe case ofhierarchy Iforthe neutrino m asses.The oscillatory term s

sinD 12 and sinD 31 can be replaced by the average value 0 since the m agnitude of

D 31(’ � D12) is 10
3 � 104. Then CP violation is dom inated by the sinD 23 term ,

which isnotsm allbecause ofjD 23j’ 1. The sam e situation iskeptforhierarchy II.

ThustheCP violating quantity �P isnotsuppressed unlessJ �
C P isvery sm all.

3 N on-Suppression ofCP V iolation in Long B ase-

line A ccelerator Experim ents

The long baseline accelerator experim ents are planed to operate in the near future

[3][4]. The m ost likely possiblities are in KEK-SuperKam iokande(250Km ),CERN-

Gran Sasso(730Km )and Ferm ilab-Soudan 2(730Km )experim ents(M INOS).The sen-

sitivity oftheobservabletransition probabilitiyisexpected tobe10� 2.Theaverageen-

ergy ofthe�� beam sareapproxim ately 1GeV,6GeV and 10GeV atKEK-PS(12GeV),

CERN-SPS(80GeV)and Ferm ilab proton accelerator(120GeV),respectively. W e can

estim ateSC P � sinD12 + sinD 23 + sinD 31 in thoseexperim ents.Theneutrino energy

E dependences ofSC P are shown by solid curvesfor�xed L = 250Km in �g.(a)and

forL = 730Km in �g.(b),where SC P isaveraged overenergy speread of20% atthe

reference energy. Here �m 2
31

= 2:25eV 2 and �m 2
32
(�m 2

21
) = 10� 2eV 2 are taken in

hierarchy I(II).Although ourresultsdepend on thevalue of�m 2
31
,these change only

5% for�m 2
31
= 1 � 25eV2. W e also show the oscillation function sin2(�m 2

32
L=4E ),

which isim portantforthe absolute valueofthe transition probability P(�� ! ��)at

thoseexperim ents,by dashed curvesin �g.1.

Fig. 1(a) and (b)
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Asseen in �g.1(a),theabsolutevalueofSC P isalm ostm axim um atE ’ 1:3GeV.

However,itdependson theatom osphericneutrinom assscale�m 2
32
.The�m 2

32
depen-

denceofSC P isobtained byreplacingtheaxisE with E � �m 2
32=10

� 2eV 2 in �g.1.Since

theCP violating e�ectchangesconsiderably according to valuesofE ,thenew project

PS(50GeV)atKEK isvery signi�cantforobserving CP violation.Both CERN-Gran

Sasso and M INOS experim entsarealso im portantbecauseofthenon-suppression SC P

asseen in �g.1(b).

4 C onstraintsofM ixingsfrom PresentR eactorand

A ccelerator D ata

Analysesofthe three avorneutrino oscillation have been presented recently[18]-[20].

In particular,thequantitativeresultsby Bilenky etal.[19]and Fogli,Lisiand Scioscia

[20]are the usefulguide for getting constraints ofthe neutrino m ixings. The upper

bound ofJ�C P isestim ated by using theseconstraints.

Let us begin with discussing constraints from the reactor and accelerator disap-

pearanceexperim ents.Sinceno indicationsin favorofneutrino oscillationswerefound

in theseexperim ents,weonly gettheallowed regionsin (U 2
�i;�m

2
31
)param eterspace.

Bugey reactorexperim ent[21]and CDHS [22]and CCFR [23]acceleratorexperim ents

giveboundsfortheneutrino m ixing param etersatthe�xed valueof�m 2
31
.W efollow

theanalysesgiven by Bilenky etal.[19].

SincetheCP violating e�ectcan beneglected in thoseshortbaselineexperim ents

asdiscussed in section 3,we use the following form ula withoutCP violation forthe

probability in thedisappearanceexperim ents:

P(�� ! ��)= 1� 4jU�ij
2(1� jU�ij

2)sin2(
�m 2

31
L

4E
); (5)

wherei=1or3correspondstohierarchyIorII.Them ixingparam eterscanbeexpressed
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in term softheoscillation probabilitiesas[19]

jU�ij
2 =

1

2
(1�

q

1� B�� �� ); (6)

with

B �� �� = f1� P(�� ! ��)gsin
� 2(

�m 2
31
L

4E
); (7)

where � = e or� and i= 1 or3. Therefore the param etersU 2
�i atthe �xed value of

�m 2
31
should satisfy oneofthefollowing inequalities:

jU�ij
2
�
1

2
(1+

q

1� B�� �� )� a
(+ )

� ; or jU�ij
2
�
1

2
(1�

q

1� B�� �� )� a
(� )

� :

(8)

Thenegative resultsofBugey [21],CDHS [22]and CCFR[23]experim entshave given

thevaluesofa(� )e and a(� )� ,which werepresented in ref.[19]and [24].

It is noticed from eq.(8) there are three allowed regions ofjUeij
2 and jU�ij

2 as

follows:

(A) jUeij
2
� a

(+ )

e ; jU�ij
2
� a

(� )

� ;

(B ) jUeij
2
� a

(� )

e ; jU�ij
2
� a

(� )

� ; (9)

(C) jUeij
2
� a

(� )

e ; jU�ij
2
� a

(+ )

� ;

wherei= 1(hierarchy I)or3(hierarchy II).In addition to theseconstraints,weshould

take accountofthe constraintsby E531 [25]and E776 [26]experim entaldata. These

constraints often becom e severer than the ones ofthe disappearance experim ents as

discussed in thenextsection.

It m ay be im portantto com m ent on the case (A)with hierarchy I.In this case,

onehasUe3 ’ 1 and then thesurvivalprobability ofthesolarneutrinosistoo largeto

be consistentwith the data ofGALLEX and SAGE,which have shown lessneutrino

de�citthan theHom estakeand Kam iokandeexperim ents[9].Therefore,thiscaseisan

unrealisticonefortheneutrino m ixingsalthough weincludethiscasein ouranalyses.
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5 U pper B ound ofJ�CP

TheCP violating m easureJ�C P de�ned in eq.(4)isalso expressed as

J
�
C P = jUe1jjUe2jjUe3jjU�3jjU�3j(jU�3j

2 + jU�3j
2)� 1sin� : (10)

Thisform ula israthersuitable forhierarchy IIsince the experim entalconstraintsare

directly given forjUe3jand jU�3jasseen in eq.(9).Forhierarchy I,theconstraintsfor

jUe3jand jU�3jareindirectly given by using unitarity ofthem ixing m atrix.W ediscuss

theupperbound ofJ�C P in six cases:cases(A),(B)and (C)with hierarchy IorII.At

�rst,westudy thecaseswith hierarchy IIsincethoseareeasierforusto estim ateJ�
C P

than thecaseswith hierarchy I.

Them ixing m atrix with hierarchy IIiswritten forcase(A)as

U ’

0

B
@

�1 �2 1

U�1 U�2 �3

U�1 U�2 �4

1

C
A ; (11)

where�i(i= 1� 4)aretiny num bers.Then J�C P isgiven by

J
�
C P = �1�2�3�4(�

2

3
+ �

2

4
)� 1sin� �

1

2
�1�2 ; (12)

where the sign ofequality isobtained at�3 = �4 with sin� = 1. Here �3 isbounded

by E776 �� ! �e experim ent [26]and �4 is given by unitarity. The product �1�2 is

bounded by unitarity such as

�1�2 �
1

2
(�21 + �

2

2)=
1

2
(1� jUe3j

2)�
1

2
(1� a

(+ )

e ): (13)

Thus the upper bound ofJ�C P is given only by a(+ )e . In this case the atom ospheric

neutrino anom aly could be attributed to the �� ! �� oscillation ifjU�1j= jU�2j=

jU�1j= jU�2j’ 1=
p
2.But,itisem phasized thattheestim ated upperbound ofJ�C P is

independentofthiscondition.

8



Forthecase(B)with hierarchy IIthem ixing m atrix isgiven as

U ’

0

B
@

Ue1 Ue2 �1

U�1 U�2 �2

�3 �4 1

1

C
A : (14)

W egetthebound ofJ�C P asfollows:

J
�
C P = jUe1jjUe2j�1�2sin� �

1

2
�1�2 ; (15)

where the sign ofequality isobtained atjUe1j= jUe2j= 1=
p
2 with sin� = 1. Then

the atom ospheric neutrino anom aly could be solved by the large �� ! �e oscillation.

Thebound of�1 isgiven by a
(� )
e in eq.(9).On theotherhand,�2 isbounded by E531

�� ! �� experim ent[25]sincetherelevanttransition probabilitiesin theshortbaseline

experim entsaregiven forhierarchy II:

P(�� ! �e)’ 4jUe3j
2
jU�3j

2sin2(
�m 2

31L

4E
);

P(�� ! ��)’ 4jU�3j
2
jU�3j

2sin2(
�m 2

31L

4E
): (16)

Itm aybeusefultocom m entonthepossibilityoftheatom osphericneutrinoanom alyby

thelarge�� ! �e oscillation.Thereactorexperim entsatBugey [21]and Krasnoyarsk

[27]have already excluded som e large �� � �e m ixing region. The allowed one is

sin22�e� � 0:7 in the case of�m 2
21

= 10� 2eV 2. On the other hands,the data of

the atom ospheric neutrino anom aly in Kam iokande [7]suggests�m 2
21 = 7� 10� 3 �

8� 10� 2eV 2 and sin22�e� = 0:6 � 1 forthe �� ! �e oscillation. The overlap region

is rather sm allsuch as sin22�e� = 0:6 � 0:7. Since the �rst long baseline reactor

experim entCHOOZ [28]willsoon give the severerconstraintforthe �� � �e m ixing,

one can check the possibility ofthe atom ospheric neutrino anom aly due to the large

�� ! �e oscillation.

In thecase(C)with hierarchy IIthem ixing m atrix is
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U ’

0

B
@

Ue1 Ue2 �1

�2 �3 1

U�1 U�2 �4

1

C
A : (17)

Then wehave

J
�
C P = jUe1jjUe2j�1�4sin� �

1

2
�1�4 ; (18)

where the sign ofequality isobtained atjUe1j= jUe2j= 1=
p
2 with sin� = 1.In this

case the atom ospheric neutrino anom aly cannotbe solved by the large �� oscillation

becauseboth �2 and �3 arevery sm all.Here�1 isbounded by E776�� ! �e experim ent

[26]while�4 isby E531 �� ! �� experim ent[25]asseen in eq.(16).

LetusstudythecaseswithhierarchyI,inwhich therelevanttransitionprobabilities

in theshortbaselineexperim entsaregiven instead ofeq.(16)asfollows:

P(�� ! �e)’ 4jUe1j
2
jU�1j

2sin2(
�m 2

31L

4E
);

P(�� ! ��)’ 4jU�1j
2
jU�1j

2sin2(
�m 2

31L

4E
): (19)

Forthecase(A)with hierarchy Ithem ixing m atrix is

U ’

0

B
@

1 �1 �2

�3 U�2 U�3

�4 U�2 U�3

1

C
A : (20)

Then J�C P isgiven by

J
�
C P = �1�2jU�3jjU�3j(jU�3j

2 + jU�3j
2)� 1sin� �

1

2
�1�2 ; (21)

where the sign ofequality isobtained atjU�3j= jU�3j= 1=
p
2 with sin� = 1. The

product�1�2 isbounded by unitarity such as

�1�2 �
1

2
(�21 + �

2

2)=
1

2
(1� jUe1j

2)�
1

2
(1� a

(+ )

e ): (22)
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Thuswe getthe sam e upperbound ofJ�C P asthe one in the case (A)with hierarchy

II.Theatom osphericneutrino anom aly could beattributed to the�� ! �� oscillation

ifjU�2j= jU�3j= jU�2j= jU�3j’ 1=
p
2.

Forthecase(B)with hierarchy Ithem ixing m atrix iswritten as

U ’

0

B
@

�1 Ue2 Ue3

�2 U�2 U�3

1 �3 �4

1

C
A : (23)

Then weget

J
�
C P = �1�4jUe2jjUe3jjU�3j(jU�3j

2 + �
2

4)
� 1sin� �

1
p
2
�1�4 ; (24)

where the sign ofequality is obtained atjUe2j= jUe3j= jU�3j= 1=
p
2 with sin� =

1. However,this bound is not exact one in contrast to previous cases. W e checked

num erically thateq.(24)givesroughly them axim um valueby using thepresentbound

of�4.Them agnitudeof�1 isbounded by a
(� )
e in eq.(9)while�4 isbounded by unitarity

such as

�
2

4 = �
2

1 + �
2

2 � �
2

3 � �
2

1 + �
2

2 ; (25)

where �2 isbounded by E531 �� ! �� experim ent [25]. The upperbound ofJ�C P is

di�erent from the one in the case (B) with hierarchy II.The atom ospheric neutrino

anom aly could besolved by thelarge�� ! �e oscillation.

Forthecase(C)with hierarchy Ithem ixing m atrix is

U ’

0

B
@

�1 Ue2 Ue3

1 �2 �3

�4 U�2 U�3

1

C
A : (26)

Then J�C P isgiven by

J
�
C P = �1�3jUe2jjUe3jjU�3j(�

2

3 + jU�3j
2)� 1sin� �

1
p
2
�1�3 ; (27)
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where thesign ofequality isobtained atjUe2j= jUe3j= jU�3j’ 1=
p
2 with sin� = 1.

This bound is also not exact one as wellas the case (B) although it is roughly the

m axim um value. Here �1 isbounded by E776 �� ! �e experim ent[26]. On the other

hand,�3 isbounded by unitarity

�
2

3
= jU�3j

2 = 1� jU�1j
2
� jU�2j

2
� 1� a

(+ )

� ; (28)

where a(+ )� is given by the disappearance experim ents as seen in eq.(9). The upper

bound ofJ�C P isdi�erentfrom theonein thecase(C)with hierarchy II.

Thus we obtain the upperbounds ofJ�C P forsix cases which are allowed by the

presentshortbaselineexperim ents.

6 N um ericalR esults ofCP V iolation

Now wecan calculatetheupperbound of�P � P(�� ! ��)� P(�� ! ��),which isthe

directm easurem entofCP violation.Since theupperboundsofJ�C P have been given

for�xed �m 2
31
,theupperboundsof�P arealso presented for�m 2

31
with �xing L,E

and �m 2
32(forhierarchy I)or�m

2
21(forhierarchy II).In �g.2(a),we show num erical

resultsforcases(A),(B)and (C)ofhierarchy Iwith L = 250Km and �m 2
32
= 10� 2eV 2.

Fig.2(b)correspondstohierarchy II.Hereweused theenergy band ofE = 1� 1:5GeV

intheenergyspectrum oftheincidentneutrino,which isexpected in KEK-PS[4].Then

we getthe averaged value SC P = 0:725 for�m 2
31
= 1 � 25eV2,which isused in our

calculation to avoid long CPU tim e due to the oscillatory integrand. Therefore,one

should takeinto consider5% errorin theresultsofFigs.(a)and (b).

Fig. 2(a) and (b)
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The weakestbound isgiven in the case (B)with hierarchy I,in which the bound

is alm ost determ ined only by Bugey reactor disappearance experim ent [21]. In this

case�P could be10 � 1,which can beobserved in KEK-SuperKam iokandeexperim ent.

Then theatom osphericneutrino anom aly isdueto thelarge�� ! �e oscillation.The

�rst long baseline reactor experim ent CHOOZ [28]willsoon test this possibility by

presenting thesevererconstraintofthe�� � �e m ixing.

Theobservation oftheCP violating e�ectisnotexpected in thecase(C)forboth

hierarchiesIand IIsincetheupperboundsarearound orbelow 10� 2.In addition,the

atom osphericneutrino anom aly could notbeexplained by thelargeneutrino m ixing.

Ifthelarge�� ! �� oscillation causestheatom osphericneutrino anom aly,thecase

(A)isprefered. The upperbound isaround 0:03,which issam e forboth hierarchies.

Sincethisbound isdeterm ined only by thereactordisappearance experim ents[21],it

willbeim proved by new disappearanceexperim ents.

Itisrem arked thatthe estim ated upperboundsofJ�C P aregiven by the m axim al

m ixing such asjU�ij’ 1=
p
2 except forthe case (A)with hierarchy II.Ifthe atom -

ospheric neutrino anom aly isnotdue to the large neutrino m ixing,the CP violating

e�ectisreduced. The situation isdi�erentin the case (A)with hierarchy II.In this

case,theupperbound hasbeen obtained withoutassum ing thelargeneutrino m ixing.

In our analyses,we do not take account ofthe new experim entaldata given by

LSND [14].Even ifthedata isincluded,ourobtained boundsdo notalm ostchange.

7 M atter E�ect

Thegeneraldiscussion ofthem attere�ectin thelong baselineexperim entswasgiven

by Kuo and Pantaleone [29]. The data in those experim ents include the background
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m attere�ectwhich isnotCP invariant.Therefore,itisvery im portantto investigate

them attere�ectin ordertoestim atetheCP violation e�ectoriginated by thephaseof

theneutrinom ixingm atrix.Them attere�ectoftheearth should becarefully analized

sincethee�ectconsiderably dependson them asshierarchy and m ixingsaswellasthe

incidentenergy oftheneutrino.

W e estim ate the m attere�ecton the transition probabilitiesby switching o� CP

violation duetothem ixingm atrix.Then,�P isgiven by theonly m attere�ect.Ifthe

estim ated �P iscom parable to the onesin the previoussection,one should consider

how to extractthem attere�ectfrom thedata.

Them attere�ectin thelong baselineacceleraterexperim entsisrathereasily esti-

m ated by assum ingtheconstantelectron density.Thee�ectivem asssquared in m atter

M 2
m forneutrino energy E in weak basis[29]is

M
2

m
= Um

0

B
@

m 2
1

0 0

0 m 2
2

0

0 0 m 2
3

1

C
A U

y

m +

0

B
@

A 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

1

C
A ; (29)

where A = 2
p
2G F neE .W e use the constantelectron density ne = 2:4 m ol=cm

3
.For

antineutrinos,thee�ectivem asssquared isgiven by replacing A ! � A and Um ! U �

m

Thee�ective m ixing m atrix withouttheCP violating phaseU m iswritten by

Um =

0

B
@

cm 13cm 12 cm 13sm 12 sm 13

� c23sm 12 � s23sm 13cm 12 c23cm 12 � s23sm 13sm 12 s23cm 13

s23sm 12 � c23sm 13cm 12 � s23cm 12 � c23sm 13sm 12 c23cm 13

1

C
A ; (30)

where sm ij � sin�mij; cm ij � cos�mij for e�ective m ixings in the m atter and sij �

sin�ij; cij � cos�ij forvacuum m ixings.Forexam ple,thee�ective m ixing anglesm 12

isgiven in term sofvacuum m ixingsas

sin2�m12 =
�m 2

21
sin2�12

q

(A cos2�13 � �m 2
21cos2�12)

2 + �m 2
21sin

22�12

(31)

to zeroth orderin A sin2�13.
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In thecaseofhierarchyI(m 3 ’ m 2 � 1eV),them attere�ectisexpected tobesm all

becausem 2
21
� A ’ 5� 10� 4eV 2.In fact,theobtained �P isatm ost5� 10� 3 forthree

casesof(A),(B)and (C).Therefore,them attere�ectdo notdisturb theinform ation

ofCP violation originated by theCP violating phasein theneutrino m ixing m atrix if

theobserved �P isnotfarfrom ourestim ated upperboundsin section 6(seeFig.2).

However,thecasewith hierarchy Iisanother.SincethevalueofA isnotnegligible

com pared to m 2
21
’ 10� 2eV 2,them attere�ectisexpected to beim portant.W eshow

them attere�ect�P versuss 12 forthe typicalparam etersin Figs.3(a)and (b).Here

the solid curvesdenote the m attere�ect�P(� � ! ��)and the dashed curvesdenote

�P(� � ! �e),where �P(� � ! ��)� P(�� ! ��)� P(�� ! ��)
3. The param eters

are �xed to be m 2
31 = 2:25eV 2,m 2

21 = 10� 2eV 2,L = 250Km and E = 1:2GeV. The

vacuum m ixing angles are taken to be s13 = 0:96 and s23 = 1=
p
2 for case (A) and

s13 = 0:15 and s23 = 0:12 forcase(B).

Fig. 3(a) and (b)

In case(A),the��� �� m ixingism axim um ats12 = 0or1.Then,them attere�ect

�P(� � ! ��)increasesup to 7:5� 10� 3. Forthe �� � �e m ixing which isvery sm all

in thiscase,the m attere�ect�P(� � ! �e)istiny. Ifthe CP violation e�ect�P is

largerthan 10� 2 asshown in Fig.2(b),them attere�ectdoesnotdom inate�P.The

sm allnessofthem attere�ectisdueto thesuppressed Ac2
13
in eq.(31)(c13 � 1 in case

(A)).

In case (B),the �� � �e m ixing is m axim um at s12 = 1=
p
2. The m atter e�ect

�P(� � ! �e)could be8� 10� 2.Sincethe�� � �� m ixing isvery sm allin thiscase,the

3 The C P non-invariantquantity j�P (� � ! ��)jisdi�erentfrom j�P (� � ! �e)jforthe m atter

e�ect. O n the otherhand,those have sam e m agnitudesforC P violation originated by the phase in

the neutrino m ixing m atrix asseen in Eq.(2).

15



m attere�ect�P(� � ! ��)isalsosm all.Sincethem attere�ectisvery largecom pared

totheresultsin Fig.2(b),itisdi�culttogettheinform ation oftheCP violatingphase

in them ixing m atrix.

In case (C),both �� � �e and �� � �� m ixingsare very sm all,and so the m atter

e�ects�P’sarealso sm all,atm ost5� 10� 4.In thiscase,thereisno hopeto observe

theneutrino oscillation in theplanned long baselineacceleratorexperim ents.

Thus,them attere�ectbecom esim portantto observe CP violation in thecaseof

hierarchy II.However,recentworksofthepattern oftheneutrino m assesand m ixings

[10][15]m ay excludehierarchy II.Ifhierarchy Iisrealized fortheneutrino m asses,the

m attere�ectdoesnotalm ostm odify ourresultsin Fig.2(a).

8 C onclusions

W ehavestudied thedirectm easurem entsofCP violation originatedbythephaseofthe

neutrinom ixingm atrixin thelongbaselineneutrinooscillations.In thoseexperim ents,

theCP violating e�ectisnotsuppressed ifthehighestneutrino m assscaleistaken to

be 1 � 5eV,which isappropriateforthe cosm ologicalHDM .The upperboundshave

been calculated forthreecases(A),(B),(C)in hierarchiesIand II,wherem ixingsare

constrained by therecentshortbaselineones.Theestim ated upperboundsarelarger

than 10� 2,which isobservable in the long baseline acceleratorexperim ents. The new

reactordisappearanceexperim entswillprovidesevererbound in thenearfuture.

Them attere�ecton CP violation isalsocalculated.Thee�ectisnotsigni�cantfor

hierarchy I,butforhierarchy II.Therecentworksoftheneutrino m assesand m ixings

suggestthe case (A)with hierarchy I.In thiscase,the m attere�ecton CP violation

isnegligibleiftheobserved �P iscloseto ourestim ated upperbound.
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1:

Dependences ofSC P on the neutrino energy E for(a)L = 250Km and (b)L =

730Km with �m 2
31 = 2:25eV 2 and �m 2

32 = 10� 2eV 2,which areshown by solid curves.

The dashed curvesdenote sin2(�m 2
32
L=4E ). Those are averaged overenergy speread

of20% oftheneutrino energy.

Figure 2:

Upper bounds of�P versus �m 2
31
for (a) hierarchy Iand (b) hierarchy II.The

solid,dashed and dashed-dotted curvesdenotethecases(A),(B)and (C),respectively.

W e take E = 1 � 1:5GeV and L = 250Km with �m 2
32 = 10� 2eV 2 forhierarchy Iand

�m 2
21
= 10� 2eV 2 forhierarchy II.

Figure 3:

The m attere�ect�P versuss 12 in hierarchy IIfor(a)case(A)and (b)case(B).

The solid and dashed curves denote �P(� � ! ��) and �P(� � ! �e),respectively.

Here�m 2
31
= 2:25eV 2,�m 2

21
= 10� 2eV 2,E = 1:2GeV and L = 250Km aretaken.
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