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Abstract

Superkam iokande atm ospheric neutrino data for 535 days are analyzed in the
fram ew ork of three avor oscillations w ith m ass hierarchy. It is shown that
the best tpoit isvery close to thepurem axinal $ cascand m 27
7 103 &v?.Thealbwed region at 90 $ CL is given and the in plications to

the long baseline experin ents are brie y discussed.
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R ecent data from atm ogpheric neutrino experin ents and esoecially the Superkam iokande
experin ent [I;2] provide very strong evidence for neutrino oscillations. In 3] and {4] the
atm ospheric neutrino data ©r414 days [}l have been analyzed in the fram ework oftwo avor
oscillations  $ or $ 4,and ithasbeen shown thatboth scenarios give a good tto
data. In this paper we extend the analysis of 3] to the case of three avor oscillations using
the data for 535 days B]. (For quantitative three avor analysis of atm ospheric neutrinos,
see B{10]) In case of generalthree avorm ixings the data from the CHOO Z experin ent
[11] gives a strong constraint to any channel which involves ., so we include the com bined

% of the reactor experin ents CHO O Z, Bugey [l4] and K rasnoyarsk [I3] i1 our 2 analysis.

T he pattem ofm ass squared di erences w ith hierarchy can be classi ed into two cases
which are depicted in Fig. 1. Asin []1we ignore the sn allerm ass squared di erence, since it
is expected to be oforder 10 ° V2 or 10 *° eV? to acoount for the solar neutrino de cit fl4]
and therefore too an all to be relevant to atm osoheric neutrinos. Furthem ore we put the
CP viclatingphase = 0 frsinplicity. Then we are left w ith three param eters m?; 15; 23)
in the standard param etrization [[§]. A shasbeen noted In []], two schemes (@) and () I
Fiy. 1 are related by exchanging the sign ofm ?, and the case with m? > 0 stands for the
scheme @) while theonewihm? < 0 for @) in Fig. 1. To evaluate the num ber of events,

we have Integrated num erically the Schrodinger equation
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P_
isan orthogonalm atrix, E is the neutrino energy, A (X) 2Gz N (x) stands forthem atter

e ect in the Earth [16]. The way to obtain the num bers of events is exactly the sam e as in



(31, and we refer to 3] for details. In 3] two quantities have been introduced to perform a
% analysis. O ne is the doubk ratio {17]
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where the quantitiesN,, arethenumbersofe-likeand -lkeevents. T he num eratordenotes
num bers w ith oscillation probability obtained by (1), whilk the denom inator the num bers
expected with oscillations switched o . The other one is the quantity on up-down ux
asymm etries for -lke ( =e, ) events (See also [18192149].) and is de ned by
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where N denotes the num ber of -lke events produced in the detector w ith zenith angle
cos < ,while N * denotes the analogous quantity forcos > ,where isde ned to
be positive. Superkam iokande divides the ( 1;+ 1) Intervalin cos nnto ve equalbins, so

wechoose = 02 in orderto use allthe data in the other urbins. Thus 2 foratm ospheric

neutrinos is de ned by
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where the sum is over the sub-G &V and multiG eV cases, the m easured Superkam iokande
values and errors are denoted by the superscript \SK " and the theoretical predictions for the
quantities are labeled by \th". In §]a ? analysis has been perform ed using the quantities
R and Y'’s, orusing Y ‘s only. T hroughout this paperwe use the quantitiesR and Y 's to get

narrow er allowed regions for the param eters. W e have to lnocorporate also the results of the

reactor experin ents. W e de ne the Pllowing 2:
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where x; are experin ental values and y; are the corresoonding theoretical predictions, and

the sum isover12, 60, 8 energy binsofdata ofCHO O Z {11], Bugey {12]and K rasnoyarsk [13],

2 2 + 2
atm reactor

resoectively. There are 6 atm ospheric and 80 reactor pieces of data in

and 3 adjistable param eters, m 2, 13 and 53, leaving 83 degrees of freedom .



U sing the sam e param etrization as that n [}], the results for the allowed region of the
m ixing angles ( 13, »3) are given for various values ofm ? in Figs. 2 and 3. The resuls or
m?> 0andm? < 0 are aln ost the sam e. Tt is rem arkable that, unlke I the case [1] of the
K am iokande data [17], the Superkam iokande data strongly favor — $ oscillations. T his
is not only because we have included the combined 2, of the reactor experin ents but
also because the Superkam iokande data them selves favor — $ 221 231.
The best tiscbtaied for m *;tan® i3;tan® 5; %)= (7 10° ev?,10 107,16,
728) orm? > Oand ( 7 103 &v?,10 102,16, 727) Prm? < 0, respectively.
2= (2o o+ (Zpcior)yy = D3+ 674 = 727 indicatesthata t to data is good for 83
degrees of freedom atthebest tpoint. Theallowed region orm ? wih 15, »3 unconstrained
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is given In Fig. 4, where reactor)m n < 3D; 63; 115
correspondsto 1l ,90% CL and 99 $ CL, respectively. The allowed region ©r jn?jat 99%
CLis3 10% ev? < 4n?4< 18 102 eV?. It should be noted that the lJargem ? lin it is
excluded because we have postulated the constraint of the reactor data RQ].

F inally, ket us discuss brie y the in plications of the present analysis to the long baseline
experin ents R4{2§]. O ne of the interesting questions In these Iong baseline experin ents is
whether . can be cbsarved from $ . oscillations which could be present as a fraction

ofthe fullthree avor oscillations. The probability P ( $ ) In our schem e is given by
!
m °L
; (7)

P( $ o=49sFPsFsh’ iE

where L stands for the path length of neutrinos. The factor 4913 ¥ 5 F corresponds to
sin®2 in the two avor fram ework, so by substituting this quantity n a (m 2, sh®2 )
plot we can exam ine the possibility of cbserving .. The maxinum values of the factor
497 5% 5 F ntheallwed region at 90 $ CL and 99% CL aregiven in Table. 1, respectively.
In general it is di cult for the long baseline experin ents F4{26] to see appearance of .
In particular, ©r the K2K experin ent, which could probe the region of jn?jas low as
3 10° ev? br $ . oscillations R7)], it seem s very di cult to cbserve appearance of

o and disappearance of $ has to be ssarched for at least in the 1st stage of their



experin ent. On the otherhand, if5 10% ev? < §n?4< 10 103 &V?, there is a chance
forKam LAND P8]to see a positive signal in a disappearance experinent of . $ ..

In conclusion, we have analyzed the Superkam iokande atm ospheric neutrino data in the
fram ework of the three avor oscillations with m ass hierarchical ansatz. W e have given a
allowed region at a certain con dence kevel for the m ass squared di erence and the m ixing
angles. The data strongly favor  $ oscillations and therefore the m ost prom ising way
in the long baseline experin ents isto search forappearanceof ! if can beproduced,

or to look for disappearance of $ if cannot be produced.

The author would lke to thank H .M inakata for discussions, R . Foot for m any ussefil
com m unications and Center for Theoretical Physics, Yal University for their hospiality
during part of thiswork. T his ressarch was supported In part by a G rant-n-A id for Scien—
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F igures

Fig.l The hierarchical neutrino m ass squared di erences. The scenarios (@) and () are
related by exchangihgm? $ m?. They are equivalent in vacuum but physically

nequivalent n m atter.

Fig.2 Three avor analysis of Superkam iokande atm ospheric neutrino data and the reactor

experin ents, CHOO Z, Bugey and K rasnoyarsk. Scenario @) n Fig. 1 is assum ed.

o\

T he solid, dashed, dotted lines represent 68 $ CL, 90 CL, 99 % CL, respectively
for degree of freedom = 3. T he right side of each panel corresponds asym ptotically to

pure $ . oscillations and the lower side to pure  $ oscillations

Fig.3 Asin Fig. 2, but the scenario ) in Fig. 1 isassum ed.

Figd Valieof 2 2.+ 2. (20 %+ Zcordnn= cm T cesctor 71277.Thesold,

dash-dotted, dotted lines represent the scenarios @), o) and thetwo avor case w ith

maxinal $ m ixing, respectively.



m 2 @VesFP 3F), . | @PsFV 5 F),

at 90% CL at 99% CL
37 10%ev? 0.00 041
42 10%ev? 0.00 057
56 10%ev? 054 0.73
75 10%ev? 0.68 081
10 103ev? 067 082
18 103ev? 0.00 032
32 103%ev? 0.07 014
56 103ev? 0.07 0.08
75 103ev? 0.08 010
10 10%ev? 0.08 014
13 102%ev? 0.00 0.08
18 102%ev? 0.00 0.06
37 10%ev? 0.00 052
42 10%ev? 0.00 0.60
56 10*ev? 057 0.80
75 10 %ev? 071 084
10 103%ev? 0.68 084
18 103ev? 016 035
32 103ev? 0.08 014
56 103ev? 0.07 0.09
75 103ev? 0.08 010
10 10°%ev? 0.08 014
13 10°%ev? 0.00 0.08
18 10°%ev? 0.00 0.06

Table. 1 M axinum values of the coe cient in the probability
P( ! o)=4VsFV 3Fsh? (m ?L=4E) allowed at a certain con dence level of

2 2
atm + reactor *®



ANAN (N AaAM
E & =
~ LSy ,W-= ¢lwy
AaAM AN (N
& e &
A _IZ
oW = Sy = wy

scenario (b)

scenario (a)

Fig.1



100 100 100
oL m2=3.7x10%eV? ol mM2=4.2x10"%eV? oL mM2=5.6x10"4%eV?
ﬁ 1k 1 1r
D : 'r/,
N 01 01 01 \
3 .
S 001 | 0.01 | 001 |
0.001 | <4 0.001 | - <4 0.001 |
0.0001 L L L 0.0001 L L L 0.0001 L L L
0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
100 100 100
ol mM2=7.5x10"%eV?2 o mM2=1.0x103eV?2 of  m2=1.8x103eV?
(9p] 1t T 3 T S . s
— TS TrTSG
D ; s K s
o~ 01 k// 01 (// 01
[
-OCE 0.01 0.01 ‘-' 0.01
0.001 | 4 0.001 |- : 4 0.001 |-
0.0001 L L L 0.0001 L L L 0.0001 L L L
0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
100 100 100
ol m2=3.2x1073eV? oL mM2=5.6x1073eV? oL mM2=7.5x103eV?
[4p) 1r 1F 1k
—
D
o 01 01 01
= —— AN L=
CU :' A .'I [ .',/ M N
+—= o001} O 'l 001 | th I 001 | | I
0 H N | I
0.001 | : |I 4 o001 F : l' 4 o0.001 | II |I
0o ' I I I
b 8 I I I
0.0001 L L L 0.0001 L L 0.0001 L L
0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
100 100 100 T T T
) ) m2=1.8x10"2eV?2
or  mM2=1.0x10"2eV?2 of  m2=1.3x10"2eV? 658% CL
™ 1iF 1h ik T T T 90% CL
s L e 99% CL
N 0.1} . 01 0.1
c =< .
-OCE 0.01 ':II " 0.01 ‘: 0.01
' I '
vl A
0.001 | E : |I <4 0.001 |- . 4 0.001 |-
N |
vl
0.0001 L . l L I L 0.0001 L L L 0.0001 L L L
0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

tan2 923

Fig.2

tan2 923



100 100 100
ol —m2=3.7x10%eV?2 ol —m2=4.2x10"%eV? ol —mM2=5.6x10"%eV?2
™ 1r 1r 1r R
‘—| v
D ! g)
~ 01} 01} 01
c N
-IcE 0.01 0.01 0.01 I:
0.001 | <4 0.001 | <4 0.001 | I
0.0001 L L L 0.0001 L L L 0.0001 L L L
0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
100 100 100
ol —m2=7.5x10%eV?2 ol —m2=1.0x10"3eV?2 ol —m2=1.8x10"3eV?2
™ ir r\ 1r .':,‘ 1p
iy DN Y
D Sy '.' . ro e
N 01 Vo 01 \'/ - 01 ‘ o
% 3 ;,’ ;
e 0.01 0.01 : 0.01 N .
0.001 | 4 0.001 |- 4 0.001 |- ::
0.0001 L L L 0.0001 L L > L 0.0001 L L ; L
0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
100 100 100
ol —m2=3.2x1073eV?2 ol —m2=5.6x10"3eV?2 ol —m2=7.5x10-3eV?2
(v‘) 1F 1F 1F
—
D
N 0.1} 0.1} 0.1}
c BASRR i
AN Lz =R
S 0.01 |- i [ 001 | o b 0.01 |- "’ }'I
’ ol | ! : B 1! ’ vl h
ho I E ol
0.001 | : | 4 o001 | : I 4 o001 F : )
T o : af [
0.0001 L . l L : L 0.0001 L . I : L 0.0001 L . I I ‘I L
0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
100 100 100 T T T
) ) —m?2=1.8x10"2eV?2
ol —m2=1.0x10"2eV?2 ol —m2=1.3x10"2eV?2 68% GL
™ 1iF 1h ik T T T 90% CL
s . e 99% CL
N 0.1} . 0.1} 0.1}
-OCE 0.01 "Ir l: 0.01 0.01
, g , ,
0.001 | : | 4 o001 | 4 o001 F
. |
vl H
0.0001 L . l L I : L 0.0001 L L L 0.0001 L L L
0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

tan2 923

Fig.3

tan2 923



tan2913,tan2623 unconstrained

3 flavor with m4>0 ———
3 flavor with m4<0 — — —-

. 2 _
Vy < Vr,sin26=1........
14
12 } 99%CL -
___________ \_..‘_._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._.
< ‘
~gE 10 - =
<
I
s 8r 1
@ ‘ 90%CL
N 8 o S SR R .
<
+
w4l 68%CL 1
>< ................................................................................ \.; ...................................................................
2 i

0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1



