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REVIEW OF ATM OSPHERIC NEUTRINOS

T K.GAISSER
BartolResearch Institute, University of D elaware
Newark, DE 19716, USA

In this talk I review m easurem ents and calculations of the ux of neutrinos pro—
duced by interactions of cosm ic rays in the atm osphere. The m ain reason for
interest in this sub ject is the apparent anom aly between the predicted and the
observed ratio of . to . W ith the advent of SuperK am iokande, we are on the
threshold of an order of m agnitude increase in the am ount of data available to
study the problem . M y goal in this talk is to describe the current status of the
sub Fct, both for contained events and for neutrino-induced upw ard m uons.

1 Introduction

B ecause of their am all cross sections neutrinos w ere the last com ponent of the
secondary cogm ic radiation to be m easured, although they are the m ost nu—
m erous particles In the GeV energy range at sea level. M arkovt suggested
how upward and horizontalm uons deep underground could be used as a sig-
nalofhigh energy neutrinos, and G reisen® described a neutrino detector like
them ocli,em w ater detectors In which neutrino interactions could be cbserved
directly? N eutrino-induced horizontalm uons at the predicted level yere ob—
served a fow years later in deep m nes in Indiad and in South A fricad

The deep detectors built to search for proton decay have now accum u—
lated more tharln, a thousand contajped events. The large water Cherenkov
detectors, M B ¥ and K am jokande'ﬂ dom inate the statistics. A lthough the
totalevents rates are consistent w ith the expectation for interactions of atm o—
spheric neutrinos, the ratio of electron-type to m uon-type neutrinas is signif-
icantly higher than predicted for the water Cherenkov detectors?” The rst
hint of this anom aly cam e already In 1986 with the observation by M B of
few er than expected m uon decays am ong their events® T he m ost welkde ned
class of events is the contained single-ring events. T hese are m ostly charged—
current quasielastic events (eg. +n! p+ ) wih with an adm xture of
neutralcurrent events in which a single pion is producgd. A recent statem ent
ofthe anom aly or G eV neutrinos at K am iokande is¥
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for contained single-ring events. T he jmon tracking calorim eters, hquwever, nd
']
results consistent w ith no anom aly24%3 orwith a sm aller anom aly%3%3
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T he rate of Interactions for neutrinos ; inside a detector ofm assM (in g)
is Z Z Z
Rate= N, M dE dE . d sE ;)

E+); @)

where N, is Avogadro’s number. The factors in the Integrand are the dif-
ferential ux of ;; the di erential cross section to produce the corresponding
Jepton, Y; and the e ciency, , for its ddenti cation and detection. T he expres—
sion for the rate of neutrino-induced m uons is sim ilar except that the target
m ass is

M()=R E) A() @)

whereR (E ) isthemuon rangeand A ( ) istheproected area ofthe detector
as seen from thedirection = ( ; ).

Explanations for the anom aly in the contained events have been sought
in all three factors oqu.-r_]:. I will discuss calculation of the ux ; of at-
m ospheric neutrinos separately in the next section. Several approxin ations
have been m ade in the treatm ent of the cross sectiong for neutrino Interac—
tions In oxygen inside the water detectors. Engel et alt4 conclude, how ever,
that the neglected physics cannot account for the anom alous -to-e ratio ob—
served at K am iokande and I B . The reason is that the lepton m om enta are
high enough that corrections a,e¢t muons and electrons In very nearly the
sam e way. Beam tests at KEK 1924 con m the e ciencies detemm ined from
sin ulations form isidentifying m uons as electrons and vice versa.

Another possibility is that there is som e contam ination of events that are
not due to interactions of atm ospheriqg neutrinos. The suggestion that there
wasan excess ofeventsduetop ! &7 japresum ably €lin inated by the fact
that the anom aly persists at higher energyt4 R yazhskaya®? has suggested that
extra electron-like events are really cascades from neutralpionsproduced inside
the detector by interactions ofentering neutrons generated outside the detector
In iInteractions qf atm ospheric m uons in the rock. K am ickande argues against
this by show ing24 that they havea ° production rate consistent w ith neutral
current production by neutrinos at the level expected and already accounted
for in their sin ulajions. Soudan argues against this explanation by analysis of
their shield eventsli®i

Such possibilitjes highlight the in portance of intemal checks on the data.
Various analyses242% agree that the K am iokande and M B data are consistent
w ith each other affer accounting for di erences in expQsure, geom agnetic cut—
o and energy threshold, although Beler and Frank €2 note a possble an all
discrepancy In the electron spectra at low m om entum . T here is a hint of the
expected sn aller interaction rate at the M B detector during the period of
maxinum solar activity between 1989 and 1991 as com pared to the earlier
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part of their data collection from 198688, a period ofm ininum solar activity.
O ne expects few er events during solarm axim um when the low energy prin ary
coam i rays are partially exclided from the inner solar system . The e ect
should be m ore noticeable in the overallrate at IM B than at K am iokande be—
cause of the higher local geom agnetic cuto at K am iokande, which exclides
a large fraction of the lower energy prim aries n any case. During the 1rst
periQqd (exposure of 34 kT yrs) IM B found 236 events (139 elike and 97 -
1ke)2d The corresponding num bers for the last 4.3 kT yrs of the 7.7 kT -yr.
exposure weref 271 (186 elke and 85 -lke). The total expected by sin ple
extrapolation ofthe rstperiod would be 297 20.Thedi erence 297 271),
though not statistically signi cant, is about what would be expected due to
solarm odulation e ects. T he fact that the decrease show sup only n the -like
events is not consistent w ith solarm odulation. P resum ably it is an accident of
low statistics. Stanev ed has em phasized the In portance of using the expected
solar cycle variations as a probe of atm ogpheric neutrino data, which will be
possble w ith larger data sam ples.



Before tuming to the discussion of the neutrino uxes, I digplay the in—
tegrand of Eq. :}' Fig. 1 show s the \response—curves" for cbserved neutrino—
Induced muons. W hat is plotted is the rate of m uons integrated over m uon
energy per logarithm ic interval of neutrino energy. T he four classgs of events
are fully-contained interactions, K am iokande \m ultiG ev " eventsfl.s: entering
muons thar_stop In the detector and neutrino-induced throughgoing m uons.
The gqure? 9 is speci ¢ to the K am iokande detector, but sim ilar distrdbutions
could be constructed for any detector. The curves rise from low energy as
the neutrino cross section increases w ith energy. For -induced m uons the ef-
fective volum e also increases w ith energy as the range increases. Eventually
the grow th of range and cross section slow and the steep coan icray spectrum
(together w ith pion interaction) cutso the signalofatm ospheric neutrinos at
high energy. T he response curves are usefiil when considering possble expla—
nations of the avoranom aly In termm s of neutrino oscillations.

2 Flux of atm ospheric neutrinos

T he analysisofatm ospheric neutrino expem entshasdepended m ainly on four
calculations of atm osphen,c,neutrmos'ze‘ﬂ'gqﬁg The QaquJatJons of G . Barr,
G aisser and_Stanev BG S)- i, Hondaetal. HKHM )¢ and Bugaev and N au—
mov BN) 29 are com plktely independent of each other. The neutrino avor
ratio isthe sam ew thin 5% in allthese calculations, but there are som e signif-
icant di erences In nom alization and shape of the calculated neutrino energy
spectra. M any sources of uncertainty cancel in the calculation of the ratio of

= .Thusthe theoretjcalunoertajntjes aremuch sm aller in the ratio than in
the nom alization. Fogliand Lisi= 9 have shown how to m ake the com parison
betw een expected and m easured neutrino interactions in this situation.

Suzukl'g' has com pared the m easured spectra of electrons and muons in
single ring neutrino interactions w ith f11l sim ulations starting from the uxes
ofHKHM ,BG S and BN . T he caloulation ofB G S2¢ gives the steepest spectrum ,
predicting m ore m uons w ith m om enta below 600 M €V /c than cbserved, but
agreeing w ith ,the m easured spectrum of electrons. In contrast, the neutrino
spectra ofBN E 1 are nearly in agreem ent w ith the m uon spectrum down to 200
M eV /cbut predict few er electrons than observed. T he calculation of HKHM £
is intem ediate but closer to the results of BG s2q.

Tabl 1 ! com pares the neutrino uxes ofthe three calculations. The rst
part of the table show s the neutrino spectra separately for . and In three
energy intervals, nom alized to BG S= 1:00. T he second part ofthe table show s
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Table 1: Com parison of calculated neutrinos uxes at K am ioka

+ et o
04{1 1{2 2{3|04{1 1{2 2{3
BGS 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
HKHM 0.90 0.95 1.04 0.87 091 0.97
BN 0.63 0.79 0.95 0.62 0.74 0.87
= eT e Re-
04 E 1Gev
BGS 0.99 0.89 049
HKHM 0.99 0.84 048
BN 0.98 0.76 0.50

the neutrino ratios in the energy intervalbetween 04 and 1 GeV .Here

R

[0}
wlk|wl-
[0

to re ect the am aller interaction cross section for antineutrinos. This crucial
ratio ispearly the sam e in all cases.

W 2 have Investigated the sources ofdi erence am ong the calculations by
substituting oneby-one di erent sets of assum ptions from ,the various papers
into the fram ework of the BG S calculation. In that work24 the spectrum of
neutrinos ; was expressed as a convolution of the prim ary cosmn icray spec—
trum , the geom agnetic cuto s and the yield per nuckon of ;:

) = p Rp Yp €

+ n@a) Ra  Yn

In thisequation R, Rp ) isthe geom agnetic cuto forprotons (nucled) incident
on the atm osphere from the direction = f ; g. The three temm s on the
right-hand-side represent regoectively neutrinos from prin ary hydrogen, from

protons bound in incident nuclei and from neutronsbound in incident nuclei.
T he separation is necessary because neutrino production depends on energy-—
pernuckon of the incident coan ic raysbut the geom agnetic cuto depends on
m agnetic rigidity (gyroradius). N ucleiand protons of the sam e energy per nu=—
cleon di erby a factor of A=Z in m agnetic rigidity. To a good approxin ation %3
the yields of neutrinos from nuclican be calculated as if the Incident nucleons
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were unbound. (T his approxin ation som ew hat overestin ates the production
of neutrinos from pions produced in the target fragm entation reqion for the
fraction of the ux due to incident nucki. It is not used in Ref.21) I the
energy region in portant for contained events, approxin ately 80% of the neu—
trinos are produced by coam icray hydrogen (free protons) and m ost ofthe rest
com e from helium nuclei.

The orm of the BGS calculation Eg. :::J) m akes it possible to trace the
e ects of di erent assum ptions through the calculation. A s an exam ple, con—
siderthe 1 G €V neutrino ux atK am iokande at solarm lnimum . K am ioka has
the highest cuto for downward coan ic rays of the nucleon decay detectors, so
the e ect ofdi erences in cuto ismaximum . Com parison at solarm inin um
m axin izes the e ects of di grences In assum ed prin ary spectrum .) W e com —
pare the calculation of BG S2¢ with that of HKHM 2%. The treatm ent of the
geom agnetic cuto in BG S neglected the \penumbra" e ect. A m ore accurate
treatm ent ofthe cuto sin by HKHM reducesthe 1 GeV ux by a factor 0.87.
T he prim ary spectrum assumed n HKHM is higherthan in BG S, which gives
a factor1 25. Y ields 0of G €V neutrinos are approxin ately 15% lowerin HKHM ,
giving a factor o£0.85. The product 0:87 125 0:85= 0:93 gives a net 7%
ower GeV neutrino ux in HKHM than in BGS.

Them ain result ofour com paJ:jsonElaI is;that,the biggest source ofdi erence
am ong the three independent calculations24272¢ is the treatm ent of produc—
tion of Iow energy pions in collisions0f10 to 30 G eV protonsw ith nuclkiofthe
atm osphere. In the BN calculation the inclusive cross sections for production
of < 3 G&V pions is signi cantly lower than in the calculations of BG S and
HKHM . In fact, it is quite sin ilar to the spectrum of pions in proton-proton
Interactions. In contrast, both HKHM and BG S use representations of pion
production that give signi cantly m ore low energy pions in collisions on niro—
gen than for pp collisions. It is this feature of the BN calculation that gives
rise to their characteristically harder neutrino spectra w ith relatively few low
energy (K 2 G&V) neutrinos. At higher energy the neutrino uxes ofthe three
calculations are in better agreem ent.

M easurem ents ofm uons at high altitude can be used to constrain the neu—
trino spectra. Perkjnséi has calculated neutrino spectra starting from m ea—
sured m uon spectra, ncliding prelin inary resuts oftheM A SS H experin ent.
He concludes that the higher ux is preferred. Several groups have now m ea—
sured the muon ux during the ascent of their halloon-bome detectors. The
spectra of negative m uons rst reported in Ref.24 have now been published®d
The IM A¥X-experin ent has given a prelin nary report of their m easuram ents
ofm uonsgq, and the HEAT experinent is In the process of analyzing their
m easurem entst



B oth the Japanese g]:oup and we:z 9:;'30: have now published calculationsof

the neutrino uxes,aver the whole energy range from < 100 M eV to 10* GeV .
O urcalultion39%% now inclidea correct.treatm ent of the geom agnetic cuto
e ects, asdescribbed by Lipariand,Stangv £ f”l B ecause of the large range ofener—
gies they cover, these caloulations2489%9 each give a consistent set of neutrino

uxes for sin ulating the full range ofexperim entaldata, from contained events
to neutrino-induced m uons at high energy. T he algorithm s used for these and
other calculations of the atm ospheric neutrino ux should be checked by com —
paring their corresponding muon uxes w ith the fi1ll set of m easurem ents of
muons at high altitude that are becom ing available.

3 N eutrino oscillation interpretation of the avor anom aly?

A s shown In the previous section, the predicted neutrino avor ratio is quite
robust because m any sources of uncertainty cancel in the ratio. The m ost in—
tensively investigated physics explanation ofthe atm ospheric neutrino anom aly
is the possbility of neutrino oscillations. A s an exam ple, consider S
oscillations, w hich occur w ith probability

P, = sn’2 s 127 mioom)
EGeV)
There is no visble up/down di erence In contained events, or which E
1GeV.Since L 20 km for downward neutrinos this gives a lower lin it of
approxin atel;, m? 0005 ev?. Ifthe e ect begins to disappear for higher
energy, there would then be an upper lin & on m?. This is the signi cance
of the K am iokande extended analysis that Inclides a muktiG eV sample of
data. In the muliG eV sam pl there is an apparent up/down di erence in
the com parison between calculated and observed avor ratio. The anom aly is
largest for upw ard neutrinos w ith pathlength L R 6000 km . The ratio
is consistent w ith expectation for vertically dow nward events.
T he K am iokande com bined analysis de nes allowed regions forboth . $

and S oscillations w ith Jargem ixing angle and m? i the range 0.01
to 0.02 eV?. The preferred interpretation depends both on the nom alization
and the shape of the calculated neutrino ux. For the.oontamed ,ah and sub-
G eV L8 events the caloulationsw ith high nom alization24] suggest oscillations
prin arily In the $ sector whereas the caloulation of BN 24 prefers  $

e
There js an interesting energy-dependence that shows,up in the multi-

GeV eventstd which hasbeen noted previously eg. in Refs43 and2d). W hen
com pared to the HKHM neutrino uxes, the ratio ofm easured/calculated for
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Table 2: Status of -induced upw ard m uons

s g .-
| MB%) Baksan!! Kamika®? MACRO 48

O bserved 617 559 197 040 255
Calculated -

Bartol ux2). | | 580 215 315
Vokova ux“? | 600 | 2.06 286

@ Entries r K am ickande give uxes in units of 10 *an ?s!sr! . Other
experin ents quote totalnum ber of events.

elkectron-lkeeventsis 15ascomparedto 1:1 forthesub-GeV sample. The
corresponding num bers form uon-lke eventsare 083 and 0:66. A neutrino
soectrum that is su clently harder could be m ade to give the sam e ratios of
m easured/calculated or the sub-G €V and m ultiG eV sam p]es'?q (T he statisti-
calsigni cance of the anom aly would not be changed, only is interpretation.)
Inspection ofTable 1 show sthat the BN spectrum has roughly the right degree
of hardness to keep the ratio of m easured/calculated constant for each neu—
trino avor, but at the cost ofa rather extrem e assum ption about the nature of
production of low -energy pions in collisions 0of10 | 30 G eV protonson oxygen;
nam ely, that the yield is about the sam e below 2 GeV as for collisions on
protons. In a recent com prehensive three— avor treatm ent of the atm ospheric
neutrino anom aly, Fogliet a*? nd that in fact $ . oscillations provide a
better t to the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly than S

4 N eutrino-induced upward m uons

A notherway to explore higherneutrino energies is to use upw ard m uons. Table
2 sum m arizes som e com parisons betw een experin ents and calculations for the

ux of neutrino-induced m uonsw ith energy greaterthan a few G €V (the exact
valie depends on the experim ental cut). The calculationg.are shown or two
di erent assum ed neutrino spectra, Volkova %4 and Bartol®d and assum ing no
oscillations. The calculations also depend on the structure functions used to
obtain the cross section for + N ! +X. ‘-

The M B caloulation is an early result*d which uses the EHLQ %9 structure
functions which probably give too low a value of the cross gection and henge
underestin ate the expected rate by som e am ount?3. Baksan®?i and M ACRO %8
both, calculate the cross seclijon using M or n,& Tung structure function B 1-
D15 %4, whik K am iokande? use MRS set G4 The results are inconclisive
because interpretation depends on com parison with an absolute calculaton.
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For exam ple, Frati et al%? considered an oscillation purely In the S
sector. U sing O wens= s&ucture ﬁmct:on ﬁ)rthe cross section, they found 1 .61,
197,and 233 10 P an ?srls?! r m?= 00leviandsin’@ )= 10,05
and 0:0 (o oscillations) respectively.

Comparison to the muon ux is also relevant for high energy neutrino

uxes, though the constraint becom es less restrictive as energy increases be—
causeathigh energy (> 100G &V ) a relatively larger fraction ofneutrinos com es
from kaon;decay as com pared to the muons, which are always dom inated by
pion decay®4 #1 Themuon uxes coresponding to severaldi erent calculations
of the neutrino ux at high energy #424%5% are com pared with a com pilation
of m easured verticalmuon uxes from 1 to 10? GeV in Ref.. Allthese cal
culations show som e tendency to be higher than the m esaurem ents from 10
to 100 GeV and som ew hat below the data fum 100 to 1000 GeV . This small
system atic e ect, which is also noted in Ref.%d isnot presently understood.

T he angular dependence of the upward (neutrino-induced) muon ux also
contains in principle inform ation relevant to an oscillation interpretation be-—
cause the pathlength changes w ith angle. T here are, however, signi cant sys—
tem atic uncertaintiesbecause the experin ents iIn generalhave acoeptancesthat
depend on direction. ,(See forexam ple the discussion ofthe angulardependence
ofthe M ACRO data- g) T here is also som e di erence in angular dependence
am ong the calculations. In this situation it m ight be useful to carry out a
tw o-din ensional analysis of the com parison between data and calculation, fol-
low Ing the exam ple of Fogli and Lisi®? fr contained events. The variables
m ight be total rate and the ratio of \horizontal"/\upw ard."

Conceming angular dependenge, it is interesting to note that the recent
K am iokangde data set (364 events)? doesnot t any calculation aswell as the
earlier set24 w ith poorer statistics (252 events). For exam ple, the S
oscillation referred to above with m? = 001 gives reduced 2 values of2.9,
2.6, and 32 respectively for sn®2 = 1:0; 05, and 0 (ho oscillation). The
corresponding 2 values Pr the earlier data set were 1.9, 11 and 20 (no
oscillation) .

Anotherway to rem ove som e of the m odeldependence from a com parison
betw een expectation and observation of neutt:ipp —induced m uons is to com pare
the ratio of stopping to throughgoing m uonstd The stopping m uons depend
signi cantly on the neutrino cross section in the few GgV region, which is
below the deep-inelastic scattering regine. Lipari et al®’ have pointed out
that the cross section is poorly known in the low energy region. They m ake a
carefiilevaluation ofthe cross section in the resonance region and ngd-that the
exclision region is less restrictive than originally estim ated In Ref.- 4. There
is alm ost no overlap between the exclided region they nd and the \aJJow ed"
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region for oscillations in the S sector found by K am iokandel®

5 Conclusion

Results from the two large water detectors:?":z' are consistent w ith each other,
and they report a signi cant anom aly In the ratio of elke to -lke events
as com pared to what is expected if all the events are due to Interagtipns of
atm ospheric neutrinos inside the detectors. Tron (tracking) detectorst92} are
consistent with no anom aly but wih loy. statistics. P relin nary results of
the Soudan experin ent are interm ediate??23 Calulated ratios of .= are
the ssmewihin 5% In allcalculations. M ain sources of di erence in overall
nom alization and shape am gng the calculations of the ux of ajm,Qspheric
neutrinos have been identi ed®l T here are updated caloulations®429%¢ which
cover the whole neutrino energy range from < 100 M &V to 10% G eV, Further
work is needed to com pare these caloulations w ith m easurem ents 238987 of
muons in the atm osphere at various cuto s, tin es and altitudes.

T he angular dependence of the K am iokande m ultiG eV events',lq in com —
bination with their sub-G eV events! suggests a lim ited range of oscillation
param eters w ith lJarge m ixing angles and m? in the range 102 &V?. Be-
cause they require com parison to an absolute calculation (rather than a ratio
as for ,the_gor}tamed events), the m easurem ents of neutrino-induced upw ard
muons®#9£4# are mconclusive at present. .-

First results from SuperK am iokande are expected very soon®4 Because
of its large ducial volum e SuperX will be able to accum ulate of order 10*
events n a faw years. This is enough to give 100 events from each cone
of halfanglk 10 in the sky. SuperK should therefore be abl to pick out
directions w ith particularly high and particularly low values of geom agnetic
cuto and therefore dem onstrate that they can see the appropriate changes
of rate characteristic of neutrinos produced by cosn ic rays in the atm osphere.
Sin ilar rem arks can be m ade about e ects of solarm odulation as we go from
the current epoch of m Inimum solar activity into the next solarm aximum in

1999. In addition the system atics w ill In prove as higher energy events w ill

be fully contained.
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