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I concentrate on two topics. One is techniques to distinguish am ongst various
oscillation scenarios from atm ospheric neutrino data; and the other is the B orexino
solar neutrino detector and its capabilities.

The current high level of interest In neutrino properties is well jasti ed.
N eutrino properties (such asm asses, m ixings, m agnetic m om ents etc.) are of
Interest for a variety of reasons: (i) in their own right as fuindam ental param —
eters and (ii) as harbingers ofnew physics beyond the standard m odel (ifeg.
mié 0; 16 0; i6 0 etc.).
Iwill not review here the kinem atic 1im its on m asses but concentrate on
the current evidence for m ixing and oscillations. First we summ arize som e
salient features of neutrino oscillations. For two avor m ixing (say . and
), the standard form s for survival probability and conversion probability are
given by

m?L
4F
m?L
4E

Pee @) = 1 sin?2 sif

Pe L) = SJn22 Sjl’l2

fora neutrino starting out as .. Here isthem ixingangle, m®>=m3 m?,

L=ct and the ulma-reltivistic lin £ E;  p+ i has been taken. A though
these om ulae are usually derived In plane wave approxin ation wih p; =
p2; it ha§I been shown that a carefil wavepacket treatm ent yields the same
ormulae?. W hen the argum ent of the oscillating tem ¢ ‘ZEZL ) is too amn all,

no oscillations can be observed. W hen it ismuch larger than one, then due to
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the spread of E at the source or nite energy resolution of the detector, the
oscillating temm e ectively averagesout to 1/2.

T here are som e obvious conditions to be m et for oscillations to take place.
A s the beam travels, the wave packet spreads and the m ass eigenstates sepa-
rate. If the width x rem ains greater than the separation, then oscillations
w il occur; but if the separation is greater then two separate pulsesof ; (mass
mi)and , (massm,) register in the detector w ith intensities cos?  and sin®
separated by t= ( m °=2E?)(L=c). In principle, the hntensities as well as
oscillation expressions should re ect the slightly di erent decay v\:,jdths for dif-
ferent m ass eigenstates but this is of no practical in portance®. The same
expressions rem ain valid if the m ixing is w ith a sterilke neutrino w ith no weak
Interactions. W ith 3 avorsm ixing, the m ixing m atrix can have a phase @ la
K obayashiand M askaw a) and the oscillations have a CP non-conserving term
leading to

P @w#&P L); P @L)SP L) @)

etc. Som e possbilities for obserying CP violating e ects In Long Baseline
experim ents were discussed here€ by Dr. Koike and by Dr. Sato. An old
observation which has becom e relevant recently is the follow Ing: it is possible
for neutrinos to be m assless but not be orthogonah'? . For exam ple, w ith three
neutrino m ixing we have

e = Uer 1 tUe 2 +Ue3 3 3)
= U1 +U0U2 2 +03 3

Supposem 1 =m,; = 0butm s isnon—=zero andm 3 > Q where Q isthe energy
released in decay or -decay producihhg . and beam s. Then . and
w ill have zero m asses but w ill not be orthogonal:

< &7 > = Ue3U 36 0 4)

(Scenarios sim ilar to this are realized n combined ts¥, to solar and LSND
neutrino anom alies) . Incidentally, the \ " and \ " produced In Z decay w ill
not be m asslkss and w ill be nearly orthogonal! This exam ple illustrates the
fact that neutrino avor is not a precise concept and is process dependent.

1 A tm ospheric N eutrinos

The cosn ic ray prin aries produce pions which on decays produce °s and
gs by the chain ! , ! e :Hence, one expectsa = . ratio
of 2:1. As energies ncrease the % do not have enocugh tine (decay length
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becom es greater than 1520 km ) and the = . ratio Increases. A lso at low
energies the ux is aln ost Independent of zenith angle; at high energies due
to com petition between -decay and -interaction the fam ous\sec ( )" e ect
takes over. Since the absolute ux predictions are beset w ith uncertainties of
about 20% , it is better to com pare predictions of the ratio which m ay have
only a 5% uncertainty) = . to data in the form of the fam ous double ratio
R=( =¢&)data=( = ehnc-

For the socalled \contained" events which for K am iokande and M B cor-
respond to visble energies below about 1.5 G €V, the weighted world average
before SuperK am iokande) s R = 064 0:062. This includes all the data
from IM B, K am iokande, Frejis, Nusex and Soudan. A s we heard from, D r.
N akahata, the new SuperK results are com pletely consistent with this®. It
may be worthwhile to recall all the doubts and concems which have been
raised about this anom aly (ie. deviation of R from 1) in the past and their
resolution. () Since initially the anom aly was only seen in W ater C erenkov
detectors, the question was raised whether the anom aly was speci ¢ to water
C erenkov detectors. Since then, i has been seen in a tracking detector ie.
SOUDAN II. (i) Related to the above was the concem whether e= identi —
cation and separation was really as good as clain ed by K am jokanc%e and M B.
The beam tests at KEK established that this was not a problem 8. (i) The

o and cross—sections at low energies are not well known; however e
universality should hold apart from known kinem atice ects. (iv) Ifmore * ’s
than 'sare produced, then even though the ratio of 2/1 is preserved there
isan asymmetry In .= . versus = .Sioce crosssectionsare,larger than

cross-sections, the double ratio R would becom e sm aller than 1. H owever,
to explain the observed R, +’s would have to dom ate over s by 10 to
1, which is extrem ely unlkely and there is no evidence for such an e ect. ()
Coan ic ray muons passing thru near (put outside) the detector could create
neutrals (especially neutrpns) which enter the tank unobserved and then create

s fking \e" like event<® . A gain thise ect reducesR .H owever, K am iokande
plotted their events versus distancg from wall and did not nd any evidence
form ore \e" events near the walls®. (vl Finally, the m easurem ent of ux
at heights of 10-15 km to tag the parent particles as suggested by Perkins
was perform ed by the M A SS collaboration®?. This should help decrease the
uncertainty in the expected ( = o) ux ratio even further. It seem s that the
anom aly is real and does not have any m undane explanation. The new data
from SuperK that we just hear about extends the anom aly to higher energies
than before and show s a clear zenith angle dependence aswell. This rules out
m ost explanations o ered except for the ones based on neutrino oscillations.

If the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly is indeed due to neutrino oscillations
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as seem sm ore and m ore likely; one would like to establish jist what the nature
of oscillations is. T here have been several proposals recently. O ne is to de ne
an up-down asymm etry for % aswellase’s as Dllow s:

A =N NYH=T+NY) ®)
where = eor ,dandu stand fordowncom ing ( z = 0to =2) and upcom —
ng (z = =2to ) regpectively. A isa function ofE . The com parison of

A ,E ) to data can distinguish various scenarios for -oscillations rather eas—
J'Jyy:' . This asym m etry has the advantage that absolute ux cancels out and
that statistics can be large. Tt can be calculated num erically or analytically
with som e sin ple assum ptions. One can plot A, versus A for a variety of
scenarios: () (or sterile) m xing, (i) e M ixing, (iii) three
neutrino m ixing () m assless m ixing etc. O scillations ofm assless neutrinos
can occur In m,adels of avor violating couplings to gravity and Lorentz invari-
ance violation 3 . However, in both these cases the dependence of oscillations
on the distance is very di erent from the conventional oscillation: ‘Z; L is re—
plhced by £ £ EL orbyi1 vEL. Here £=2 = 2¢ 1) is the anall
num ber param eterizing the avor violating coupling to graviy, the gravita—
tionalpotentialand v= w wv; isthe di erence between the two m axin um
speeds of the velocity eigenstates when Lorentz invariance is violated. The
general featuires of the asym m etry plot are easy to understand. For (or
st) case, A Increasesw ith energy, and A, ram ains 0; or  In Ixing,
A. and A have opposite signs; the three neutrino cases interpolate between
the above tw 0; for the m assless case the energy dependence is opposite and the
asymm etriesdecrease asE  is ncreased; w hen both and . m ix with sterile
%, both A and A, are positive etc. W ith enough statistics, i should be
relatively straightforward to determ ine which is the correct one. A swe heard,
prelin nary indications point to as the culprit. T here is also another
suggestion which can in principle distinguish from st M xing. If
one considers the totalneutral current event rate divided by the total charged
current event rate; the ratio is essentially the n.c. cross section divided by the
c.c. cross section. W ith st oscillations the ratio rem ains unchanged since
st has neither n.c. nor c.c. Interactions and the num erator and denom Inator
change equally ( o Ccase is even sin pler: nothing changes); however, In
case the denom nator decreases and the ratio is expected to increase

by ﬁ 15, herer= N %N ° 1=2and P = 1=2= survival prob—
ability). O f course, it is di cult to isolate neutral current events; but i is
proposed to select N ! °N and N ! ' N eyentsand the K am iokande

data seem to favor over ot OF R
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Ifwe scalke L and E each by the sam e am ount, say 100, we should again
see large e ects. Hence, upcom Ing thrugoing % which correspond to E 100

G eV on the average, with path lengths of L > 2000 km should be depleted.
T here are data from K olar G old F ields, Baksan, K am iokande, M B,M ACRO,
SOUDAN and now SuperK .It isdi cul to test the event rate for depletion
since there areno s to take ux ratiosand the absolute ux predictionshave
20% uncertainties. However, there should be distortionsg of the zenih anglke
distrbution and there seem s to be som e evidence for this®?.

2 Solar N eutrinos

The data from four solar neutrino detectors (H om estake, K am iokande, SAGE

and G allex) have been discussed extensi 3. The SuperK data are consis—
tent with those from K am iokande but increase the statistics by an order of
m agniude In one yeart. To analyze these data one m akes the follow Ing as—
sum ptions: (i) the sun is powered m ainly by the pp cycl, (i) the sun isn a
steady state, (iii) neutrino m asses are zero and () the decay spectra have
the standard Fem ishapes. T hen i is relatively straightforward to show using
these data w ith the solar lum inosity that the neutrinos from B e are absent
or at least tw o experin ents are w rong9. 7B e is necessary to produce 8B and
the decay of 8B has been cbserved; and the rate for 'Be+ e ! + Liis
orders of m agnitude greater than 'Be+ ! ® B + p and hence i is aln ost
in possibble to nd a \conventional" explanation fr this lJack of ’B e neutrnos.
T he sin plest explanation is neutrino oscillations.

A ssum Ing that neutrino oscillations are responsible for the solar neutrino
anom aly; there are severaldistinct possibilities. T here are severaldi erent re—
gionsin m? sin?2 plnethatareviable: (i) \Justso"wih m? 10 %ev?
and sin? 2 1%¢, () M SW smallangkewih m? 10 %ev? and sh®2
10 ?and () M SW larmgeanglkewih m? 10 ’ev? (or m? 10 %ev?)and
sin? 2 1'%, The \jast-so" is characterized by strong distortion of 8B spec—
trum and large reaktin e variation of ux, especially ©or the "B e line; M SW
am allangle also predicts distortion ofthe 8B spectrum and a very small’Be

ux and M SW large anglk predicts day-night varations. These predictions
(especially spectrum distortion) w illbe tested in the SuperK as well as SNO
detectors. In particular SNO , in addition to the spectrum , w illbe able tom ea—
sureN C=C C ratio thusacting asa ux m onior and reducing the dependence
on solarm odels.

The only way to directly con m the absence of ’B e neutrinos isby trying
to detect them wih a detector with a threshold low enough in energy. One
such detector under construction is B orexino, which I describe below 1§ .
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Borexino is a liquid scintilator detector with a ducial volum e of 300T ;
w ith energy threshold for 0 25M €V, energy resolution of 45 K&V and spatial
resolution of 20an at 05M &V .The PM T pulse shape can distinguish be-
tween % and ’s. Tine correlation between adpcent events of upto 0.3 nsec
ispossble. W ih these features, i is possble to reduce backgrounds to a low
enough level to be able to extract a signal from 'Be s via e scatter—
ing. Radioactive inpurities such as 2%%U, 2*?Th and '*C have to be lower
than 10 '°;10 '®g=g and 10 '® #*C='%C) respectively. In the test tank CTF
(C ounting Test Facility) containing 6T ofLS, data were taken in 1995-96 and
these reductions ofbackground w ere achieved. A sof last sum m er, finds for the
construction of full Borexino have been approved In taly (INFN), G em any
DFG) and theU S. (N SF); and construction should begin soon. T he B orexino
collaboration Inclides institutions from Ttaly, G em any, H ungary, Russia and
theU S..

W ith a FV of300T, the events rate from 'Be I isabout 50 per day w ith
SSM , and if ’s convert complktely to ( = = ) then the rate is reduced
by a factor e= e 02 to about 10 per day, which is still detectable.
Since the events In a liquid scintilator have no directionality, one has to rely
on the tin e variation due to the 1=r? e ect to verify the solar origi of the
events. Ifthe solution ofthe solar neutrinos is due to \ just so" oscillationsw ith

m? 10 %ev?, then the event rate from 'Be s show s dram atic variations
w ith periods ofm onths.

Borexino has excellent capability to detect low energy gs by the Renes-
Cowan technique: .+p! € +n;n+p! d+ wih 02m secseparatingthee’
and . Thislkadstopossbl detection ofterrestialand solar Js. T he terrestial

s can com e from nearby reactorsand from 2°°U and #*?T h underground. T he
G eothem al gs havea di erent spectrum and are relatively easy to distinguish
above reactorbackgrounds. T hus one can begin to distinguish am ongst various
geophysicalm odels for the U=T h distrbution in the crust and m antle. Solar

gs can arise via conversion of . to Inside the sun when . passes thru a
m agnetic eld region In the sun (for a M a prana pagnetic m om ent) and then

! . by the Jarge m ixing enroute to the earthd.

3 Three N eutrino M ixing.

In addition to the atm ospheric and solar neutring anom alies, there is also the
LSND observations (@aswe heard from Dr. K in )29 which require . mixing
with m? 0@)ev? and sin?2 ) (10 3). W ith the atm ospheric anom aly
requirihg mixingwiha m? 5:10 3ev? and solarneutrinosa m? i the
range10 ° 10 "ev?(or10 %ev?) or . m ixing; it is clear that one needs 4
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neutrino states tom ix in order to account for the three separate m?’s. There
have been tw o proposals to acopunt for the three e ectsw ith just three avors.
Onewasby A ckerand Pakvasa®l which usesthesame m? 5:10 3 with large

e m ixing to account forboth solarand atm ospheric neutrinos; and a sm all
mixingwih (m? 1eV?) to account forthe LSND . T he other, by Cardall
and Fuller?s enplysa m? of 0:3eV? to account Hrboth atm ospheric and
LSND with solar neutrinos driven by eitherM SW ( m? 10 %ev? or \Just
so" (m? 10 1%V ?). At themoment, both of these are disfavored: by the
CHOOZ results?’ which saw no oscillations at a m? of 5:10 3ev?
w ith Jargem ixing and by the Superk data which requiresa m? of5:10 3ev 2.
Tt thus seem s nescapable that the three anom alies together require four light
neutrino states; and thus at least one sterile neutrino.

4 Conclusion

The only conclusion I can draw is that we have seen possibl evidence for neu—
trino oscillations and w ithin the next 34 years, data (from SuperK am iokande,
SN O ,Borexino; the Long, Short and Interm ediate B aseline E xperin ents, CHO O
and PalosVerde; LSND and K am en); w ill tell us m ore precisely the param e~
ters of the neutrino m assm atrix.
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