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Abstract

Superkam iokandeatm osphericneutrinodatafor535 daysareanalyzed in the

fram ework ofthree 
avor oscillations with m ass hierarchy. Itis shown that

thebest�tpointisvery closeto thepurem axim al�� $ �� caseand �m
2 ’

7� 10�3 eV 2.Theallowed region at90 % CL isgiven and theim plicationsto

thelong baseline experim entsarebrie
y discussed.
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Recentdatafrom atm osphericneutrinoexperim entsand especially theSuperkam iokande

experim ent [1,2]provide very strong evidence for neutrino oscillations. In [3]and [4]the

atm osphericneutrinodatafor414days[1]havebeen analyzed in thefram eworkoftwo
avor

oscillations�� $ �� or�� $ �s,and ithasbeen shown thatboth scenariosgiveagood �tto

data.In thispaperweextend theanalysisof[3]to thecaseofthree
avoroscillationsusing

the data for535 days[2]. (Forquantitative three 
avoranalysisofatm ospheric neutrinos,

see [5{10].) In case ofgeneralthree 
avorm ixingsthe data from the CHOOZ experim ent

[11]givesa strong constraintto any channelwhich involves�e,so weincludethecom bined

�2 ofthereactorexperim entsCHOOZ,Bugey [12]and Krasnoyarsk [13]in our�2 analysis.

The pattern ofm asssquared di�erenceswith hierarchy can be classi�ed into two cases

which aredepicted in Fig.1.Asin [7]weignorethesm allerm asssquared di�erence,sinceit

isexpected tobeoforder10�5 eV 2 or10�10 eV 2 toaccountforthesolarneutrino de�cit[14]

and therefore too sm allto be relevantto atm ospheric neutrinos. Furtherm ore we putthe

CP violatingphase� = 0forsim plicity.Then weareleftwith threeparam eters(m2;�13;�23)

in thestandard param etrization [15].Ashasbeen noted in [7],two schem es(a)and (b)in

Fig. 1 are related by exchanging the sign ofm 2,and the case with m 2 > 0 standsforthe

schem e (a)while theonewith m 2 < 0 for(b)in Fig.1.To evaluatethe num berofevents,

wehaveintegrated num erically theSchr�odingerequation
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isan orthogonalm atrix,E istheneutrinoenergy,A(x)�
p
2G F N e(x)standsforthem atter

e�ectin theEarth [16].Theway to obtain thenum bersofeventsisexactly thesam easin
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[3],and we referto [3]fordetails. In [3]two quantitieshave been introduced to perform a

�2 analysis.Oneisthedoubleratio [17]

R �
(N �=N e)josc

(N �=N e)jno�osc
(3)

wherethequantitiesN e;� arethenum bersofe-likeand �-likeevents.Thenum eratordenotes

num bers with oscillation probability obtained by (1),while the denom inatorthe num bers

expected with oscillations switched o�. The other one is the quantity on up-down 
ux

asym m etriesfor�-like(�=e,�)events(Seealso [18,19,21,9].) and isde�ned by

Y� �
(N �0:2

� =N + 0:2
� )josc

(N �0:2
� =N + 0:2

� )jno�osc
; (4)

whereN ��
� denotesthenum berof�-likeeventsproduced in thedetectorwith zenith angle

cos�< ��,whileN + �
� denotestheanalogousquantity forcos�> �,where� isde�ned to

bepositive.Superkam iokandedividesthe(�1;+1)intervalin cos� into �veequalbins,so

wechoose� = 0:2in ordertouseallthedatain theotherfourbins.Thus�2 foratm ospheric

neutrinosisde�ned by
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where the sum isoverthe sub-GeV and m ulti-GeV cases,the m easured Superkam iokande

valuesand errorsaredenoted by thesuperscript\SK"and thetheoreticalpredictionsforthe

quantitiesarelabeled by \th".In [3]a �2 analysishasbeen perform ed using thequantities

R and Y’s,orusing Y’sonly.ThroughoutthispaperweusethequantitiesR and Y’sto get

narrowerallowed regionsfortheparam eters.W ehaveto incorporatealso theresultsofthe

reactorexperim ents.W ede�nethefollowing �2:

�
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CH O O ZX
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! 2
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where xi are experim entalvaluesand yi are the corresponding theoreticalpredictions,and

thesum isover12,60,8energybinsofdataofCHOOZ [11],Bugey[12]andKrasnoyarsk[13],

respectively. There are 6 atm ospheric and 80 reactorpiecesofdata in �2 � �2atm + �2reactor

and 3 adjustableparam eters,m 2,�13 and �23,leaving 83 degreesoffreedom .
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Using the sam e param etrization asthatin [7],the resultsforthe allowed region ofthe

m ixing angles(�13,�23)aregiven forvariousvaluesofm
2 in Figs.2 and 3.The resultsfor

m 2 > 0 and m 2 < 0 arealm ostthesam e.Itisrem arkablethat,unlikein thecase[7]ofthe

Kam iokandedata [17],theSuperkam iokandedata strongly favor�� $ �� oscillations.This

isnotonly because we have included the com bined �2reactor ofthe reactorexperim entsbut

also becausetheSuperkam iokandedata them selvesfavor�� $ �� [22][23].

The best�tisobtained for(m 2;tan2�13;tan
2�23;�

2)= (7� 10�3 eV 2,1:0� 10�2 ,1.6,

72.8) for m 2 > 0 and (�7 � 10�3 eV 2,1:0 � 10�2 ,1.6,72.7) for m 2 < 0,respectively.

�2m in = (�2atm )m in + (�2reactor)m in = 5:3+ 67:4= 72:7 indicatesthata �tto data isgood for83

degreesoffreedom atthebest�tpoint.Theallowed regionform 2 with�13,�23 unconstrained

is given in Fig. 4, where �� 2 � �2atm + �2reactor � (�2atm + �2reactor)m in < 3:5; 6:3; 11:5

correspondsto 1�,90 % CL and 99 % CL,respectively.Theallowed region forjm 2jat99%

CL is3� 10�4 eV 2 <
�
jm 2j<

�
1:8� 10�2 eV 2. Itshould be noted thatthe large m 2 lim itis

excluded becausewehavepostulated theconstraintofthereactordata [20].

Finally,letusdiscussbrie
y theim plicationsofthepresentanalysisto thelong baseline

experim ents[24{26].One oftheinteresting questionsin these long baseline experim entsis

whether�e can be observed from �� $ �e oscillationswhich could be presentasa fraction

ofthefullthree
avoroscillations.Theprobability P(�� $ �e)in ourschem e isgiven by

P(�� $ �e)= 4jUe3j
2jU�3j

2sin2
 

�m 2L

4E

!

; (7)

where L stands for the path length ofneutrinos. The factor 4jUe3j
2jU�3j

2 corresponds to

sin22� in the two 
avor fram ework,so by substituting this quantity in a (�m 2,sin22�)

plot we can exam ine the possibility ofobserving �e. The m axim um values ofthe factor

4jUe3j
2jU�3j

2 intheallowed regionat90% CL and99% CL aregiven inTable.1,respectively.

In generalitisdi�cult forthe long baseline experim ents [24{26]to see appearance of� e.

In particular, for the K2K experim ent, which could probe the region ofjm 2jas low as

3� 10�3 eV 2 for�� $ �e oscillations[27],itseem svery di�cultto observe appearance of

�e and disappearance of�� $ �� hasto be searched foratleastin the �rststage oftheir
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experim ent.On theotherhand,if5� 10�4 eV 2 <
�
jm 2j<

�
1:0� 10�3 eV 2,thereisa chance

forKam LAND [28]to seea positivesignalin a disappearanceexperim entof��e $ ��e.

In conclusion,wehaveanalyzed theSuperkam iokandeatm osphericneutrino data in the

fram ework ofthe three 
avoroscillations with m ass hierarchicalansatz. W e have given a

allowed region ata certain con�dence levelforthe m asssquared di�erence and them ixing

angles.Thedata strongly favor�� $ �� oscillationsand thereforethem ostprom ising way

in thelongbaselineexperim entsistosearch forappearanceof�� ! �� if�� can beproduced,

orto look fordisappearanceof�� $ �� if�� cannotbeproduced.
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Figures

Fig.1 The hierarchicalneutrino m ass squared di�erences. The scenarios (a) and (b) are

related by exchanging m 2 $ �m 2. They are equivalent in vacuum but physically

inequivalentin m atter.

Fig.2 Three
avoranalysisofSuperkam iokandeatm osphericneutrino data and thereactor

experim ents,CHOOZ,Bugey and Krasnoyarsk. Scenario (a) in Fig. 1 is assum ed.

The solid,dashed,dotted linesrepresent 68 % CL,90 % CL,99 % CL,respectively

fordegreeoffreedom = 3.Therightsideofeach panelcorrespondsasym ptotically to

pure�� $ �e oscillationsand thelowersideto pure�� $ �� oscillations

Fig.3 Asin Fig.2,butthescenario (b)in Fig.1 isassum ed.

Fig.4 Valueof�� 2 � �2atm + �
2
reactor� (�

2
atm + �2reactor)m in = �2atm + �

2
reactor� 72:7.Thesolid,

dash-dotted,dotted linesrepresentthescenarios(a),(b)and thetwo 
avorcasewith

m axim al�� $ �� m ixing,respectively.

9



m 2 (4jUe3j
2jU�3j

2)
m ax

at90% CL

(4jUe3j
2jU�3j

2)
m ax

at99% CL

3:7� 10�4 eV 2 0.00 0.41

4:2� 10�4 eV 2 0.00 0.57

5:6� 10�4 eV 2 0.54 0.73

7:5� 10�4 eV 2 0.68 0.81

1:0� 10�3 eV 2 0.67 0.82

1:8� 10�3 eV 2 0.00 0.32

3:2� 10�3 eV 2 0.07 0.14

5:6� 10�3 eV 2 0.07 0.08

7:5� 10�3 eV 2 0.08 0.10

1:0� 10�2 eV 2 0.08 0.14

1:3� 10�2 eV 2 0.00 0.08

1:8� 10�2 eV 2 0.00 0.06

�3:7� 10�4 eV 2 0.00 0.52

�4:2� 10�4 eV 2 0.00 0.60

�5:6� 10�4 eV 2 0.57 0.80

�7:5� 10�4 eV 2 0.71 0.84

�1:0� 10�3 eV 2 0.68 0.84

�1:8� 10�3 eV 2 0.16 0.35

�3:2� 10�3 eV 2 0.08 0.14

�5:6� 10�3 eV 2 0.07 0.09

�7:5� 10�3 eV 2 0.08 0.10

�1:0� 10�2 eV 2 0.08 0.14

�1:3� 10�2 eV 2 0.00 0.08

�1:8� 10�2 eV 2 0.00 0.06

Table.1 M axim um valuesofthecoe�cientin theprobability

P(�� ! �e)= 4jUe3j
2jU�3j

2sin2(�m 2L=4E )allowed ata certain con�dencelevelof

�2atm + �2reactor.
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