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ABSTRACT

Isum m arize here the results ofa global�t to the fulldata set corresponding

to 535 daysofdata ofthe Super-K am iokandeexperim entaswellasto allother

experim entsin ordertocom parethetwom ostlikelysolutionstotheatm ospheric

neutrino anom aly in term sofoscillationsin the�� ! �� and �� ! �s channels.

1. Introduction

Atm osphericshowersareinitiated when prim arycosm icrayshittheEarth’satm o-

sphere.Secondary m esonsproduced in thiscollision,m ostly pionsand kaons,decay

and give rise to electron and m uon neutrino and anti-neutrinos
uxes 2. There has

been a long-standing anom aly between the predicted and observed �� =�e ratio of

the atm ospheric neutrino 
uxes 3. Although the absolute individual�� or�e 
uxes

areonly known to within 30% accuracy,di�erentauthorsagreethatthe�� =�e ratio

isaccurate up to a 5% precision. In thisresidesourcon�dence on the atm ospheric

neutrinoanom aly (ANA),now strengthened by thehigh statisticssam plecollected at

the Super-Kam iokande experim ent 4. The m ostlikely solution ofthe ANA involves

neutrinooscillations.In principlewecan invokevariousneutrinooscillation channels,

involving the conversion of�� into either �e or �� (active-active transitions) or the

oscillation of�� into a sterileneutrino �s (active-steriletransitions).Thislastcaseis

especially well-m otivated theoretically,since itconstitutes one ofthe sim plestways

to reconcile 5 the ANA with other puzzles in the neutrino sector such as the solar

neutrino problem as wellas the LSND result 6 and the possible need fora few eV

m assneutrino asthehotdark m atterin theUniverse 7.

Them ain aim ofthistalk isto com parethe�� ! �� and the�� ! �s transitions

using thethenew sam plecorresponding to 535 daysoftheSuper-Kam iokandedata.
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Thisanalysisusesthelatestim proved calculationsoftheatm osphericneutrino 
uxes

asa function ofzenith angle,including the m uon polarization e�ectand taking into

accounta variableneutrino production point8.

2. A tm ospheric N eutrino O scillation Probabilities

The expected neutrino event num ber both in the absence and the presence of

oscillationscan bewritten as:

N � = N �� + N e� ; N e = N ee + N �e ; (1)

where

N �� = ntT

Z
d2��

dE �d(cos��)
��(h;cos��;E �)P��

d�

dE �

"(E �)dE �dE �d(cos��)dh : (2)

and P�� istheoscillation probability of�� ! �� forgiven valuesofE �;cos�� and h,

i.e.,P�� � P(�� ! ��;E �;cos��;h).In thecaseofno oscillations,theonly non-zero

elem entsarethediagonalones,i.e.P�� = 1 forall�.

Here nt isthe num beroftargets,T isthe experim ent’s running tim e,E � isthe

neutrino energy and �� isthe 
ux ofatm ospheric neutrinosoftype � = �;e;E � is

the�nalcharged lepton energy and "(E �)isthedetection e�ciency forsuch charged

lepton;� istheneutrino-nucleon interaction crosssection,and �� istheanglebetween

theverticaldirection and theincom ing neutrinos(cos��=1 correspondsto thedown-

com ing neutrinos). In Eq.(2),h isthe slantdistance from the production pointto

thesea levelfor�-typeneutrinoswith energy E � and zenith angle��.Finally,�� is

theslantdistancedistribution which isnorm alized to one 8.

The neutrino 
uxes, in particular in the sub-GeV range,depend on the solar

activity. In orderto take thisfactinto account in Eq.(2),a linearcom bination of

atm osphericneutrino
uxes� m ax
� and �m in

� ,which correspond tothem ostactiveSun

(solarm axim um )and quietSun (solarm inim um )respectively,isused.

Forde�niteness we assum e a two-
avoroscillation scenario,in which the �� os-

cillatesinto another
avoureither�� ! �e ,�� ! �s or�� ! ��. The Schr�odinger

evolution equation ofthe�� � �X (whereX = e;� ors sterile)system in them atter

background forneutrinos isgiven by

i
d

dt

�

��

�X

�

=

�

H � H �X

H �X H X

� �

��

�X

�

; (3)

H � = V� +
�m 2

4E �

cos2��X ; H X = VX �
�m 2

4E �

cos2��X ;

H �X = �
�m 2

4E �

sin2��X



where

V� = V� =

p
2G F �

M
(�

1

2
Yn); Vs = 0

Ve =

p
2G F �

M
(Ye �

1

2
Yn)

HereG F istheFerm iconstant,� isthem atterdensity attheEarth,M isthenucleon

m ass,and Ye (Yn)isthe electron (neutron)fraction. W e de�ne �m 2 = m 2

2
� m 2

1
in

such awaythatif�m 2 > 0(�m 2 < 0)theneutrinowith largestm uon-likecom ponent

isheavier (lighter)than the one with largest X-like com ponent. Foranti-neutrinos

thesignsofpotentialsVX should bereversed.W ehaveused theapproxim ateanalytic

expression forthem atterdensity pro�lein theEarth obtained in ref. 16.In orderto

obtain the oscillation probabilitiesP�� we have m ade a num ericalintegration ofthe

evolution equation. The probabilities forneutrinos and anti-neutrinos are di�erent

becausethereversalofsign ofm atterpotential.Noticethatforthe�� ! �� casethere

is no m atter e�ect while for the �� ! �s case we have two possibilities depending

on the sign of�m 2. For�m 2 > 0 the m atter efects enhance neutrino oscillations

while depress antineutrino oscillations,whereas for the other sign (�m 2 < 0) the

opposite holds. The sam e occursalso for�� ! �e. Although in the lattercase one

can alsohavetwopossiblesigns,wehavechosen them ostusually assum ed casewhere

the m uon neutrino isheavierthan the electron neutrino,asitistheoretically m ore

appealing. Notice also that,asseen later,the allowed region forthissign islarger

than for the opposite,giving the m ost conservative scenario when com paring with

thepresentlim itsfrom CHOOZ.

3. A tm ospheric N eutrino D ata Fits

HereIdescribeour�tm ethodtodeterm inetheatm osphericoscillation param eters

forthevariouspossibleoscillation channels,includingm attere�ectsforboth �� ! �e

and �� ! �s channels.Thestepsrequired in orderto generatetheallowed regionsof

oscillation param etersweregiven in ref.1.Iwillcom m entonly thatwhen com bining

the results ofthe experim ents we do notm ake use ofthe double ratio,R �=e=R
M C
�=e

,

butinstead we treatthe e and �-like data separately,taking into accountcarefully

thecorrelation oferrors.Itiswell-known thatthedoubleratioisnotwellsuited from

a statisticalpointofview dueto itsnon-Gaussian character.Thus,following ref.1;17

wede�nethe�2 as

�
2
�

X

I;J

(N data
I � N

theory

I )� (�2data + �
2

theory)
�1
IJ � (NdataJ � N

theory

J ); (4)

whereI and J stand forany com bination oftheexperim entaldatasetand event-type

considered,i.e,I = (A;�)and J = (B ;�)where,A;B standsforFr�ejus,Kam iokande

sub-GeV,IM B,...and �;� = e;�.In Eq.(4)N
theory

I isthepredicted num berofevents



Fig.1.�2
m in

for�xed �m 2 versus�m 2 foreach oscillation channelforSuper-K am iokandesub-G eV

and m ulti-G eV data,and forthe com bined sam ple.Since the m inim um isalwaysobtained closeto

m axim um m ixing the curvesfor�� ! �s forboth signsof�m
2 coincide.

calculated from Eq.(1)whereasN data
I isthe num berofobserved events. In Eq.(4)

�2data and �2theory are the errorm atricescontaining the experim entaland theoretical

errorsrespectively.They can bewritten as

�
2

IJ � ��(A)��� (A;B )��(B ); (5)

where ��� (A;B )stands forthe correlation between the �-like events in the A-type

experim entand �-likeeventsin B -typeexperim ent,whereas��(A)and ��(B )arethe

errorsforthenum berof� and �-likeeventsin A and B experim ents,respectively.

W ecom pute��� (A;B )asin ref.
17.A detailed discussion oftheerrorsand corre-

lationsused in theanalysiscan befound in Ref.1.W ehaveconservatively ascribed a

30% uncertainty to theabsoluteneutrino 
ux,in orderto generously accountforthe

spread ofpredictionsin di�erentneutrino 
ux calculations.Nextwem inim izethe� 2

function in Eq.(4)and determ inetheallowed region in thesin22� � �m 2 plane,for

a given con�dencelevel,de�ned as,

�
2
� �

2

m in + 4:61 (9:21) for 90 (99)% C.L. (6)

In Fig.1weplotthem inim um �2 (m inim ized with respecttosin22�)asafunction

of�m 2.Noticethatforlarge�m 2>
� 0:1eV

2,the�2 isnearly constant.Thishappens

becauseinthislim itthecontributionofthem atterpotentialinEq(4)canbeneglected

with respect to the �m 2 term ,so thatthe m atter e�ect disappears and m oreover,

theoscillation e�ectisaveraged out.In factonecan seethatin thisrangeweobtain

nearlythesam e�2 forthe�� ! �� and �� ! �s cases.Forverysm all�m
2<
� 10

�4 eV 2,

thesituation isopposite,nam elythem atterterm dom inatesand weobtain abetter�t

forthe�� ! �� channel,ascan beseen by com paringthe�� ! �� curveoftheSuper-

Kam iokandesub-GeV data(dotted curvein theleftpanelofFig.1)with the�� ! �s



and �� ! �e curves in the left panelofFig.1). For extrem ely sm all�m 2 <
� 10�4

eV 2,values �2 is quite large and approaches a constant,independent ofoscillation

channel,asin theno-oscillation case.Sincetheaverageenergy ofSuper-Kam iokande

m ulti-GeV dataishigherthan thesub-GeV one,we�nd thatthelim iting �m 2 value

below which �2 approachesa constantishigher,asseen in them iddlepanel.Finally,

the rightpanelin Fig.1 isobtained by com bining sub and m ulti-GeV data. A last

Table 1. M inim um value of�2 and the best�tpointforeach oscillation channeland fordi�erent

data sets. For �� ! �s the m inim um �
2 is practically independent ofthe sign of�m 2 as the

m inim um islocated atm axim um m ixing angle.

Experim ent �� ! �� �� ! �s �� ! �e

Super-Kam �2m in 7:1 8:2 7:3

sub-GeV �m 2 (10�3 eV 2 ) 0:11 1:9 1:2

sin22� 1:0 1:0 0:97

Super-Kam �2m in 6:3 7:9 10:8

m ulti-GeV �m 2 (10�3 eV 2 ) 1:5 3:5 24:7

sin22� 0:97 1:0 0:72

Super-Kam �2m in 14:3 16:8 21:8

Com bined �m 2 (10�3 eV 2 ) 1:6 2:6 1:5

sin22� 1:0 1:0 0:97

Allexperim ents �2m in 47:2 48:6 48:6

Com bined �m 2 (10�3 eV 2 ) 2:9 3:5 3:0

sin22� 1:0 1:0 0:99

pointworth com m enting isthatforthe �� ! �� case in the sub-GeV sam ple there

are two alm ostdegenerate valuesof�m 2 forwhich �2 attainsa m inim um while for

them ulti-GeV casethereisjustonem inim um at1:5� 10�3 eV 2.Finally in thethird

panelin Fig.1 we can see thatby com bining the Super-Kam iokande sub-GeV and

m ulti-GeV data wehavea uniquem inim um at1:6� 10�3 eV 2.

4. R esults for the O scillation Param eters

The results ofour�2 �tofthe Super-Kam iokande sub-GeV and m ulti-GeV at-

m osphericneutrino data aregiven in Fig.2.In this�gurewegivetheallowed region

ofoscillation param etersat90 and 99 % CL.Onecan notice thatthem attere�ects

aresim ilarfortheupperrightand lowerrightpanelsbecausem attere�ectsenhance

the oscillationsforneutrinosin both cases. In contrast,in the case of�� ! �s with

�m 2 < 0 theenhancem entoccursonly foranti-neutrinoswhilein thiscasethee�ect

ofm attersuppressestheconversion in ��’s.Sincetheyield ofatm osphericneutrinos

isbiggerthan thatofanti-neutrinos,clearly the m attere�ectsuppressesthe overall

conversion probability. Therefore we need in thiscase a largervalue ofthe vacuum

m ixing angle,ascan beseen by com paring theleftand rightlowerpanelsin Fig.2.



Fig.2. Allowed regionsofoscillation param etersforSuper-K am iokandeforthedi�erentoscillation

channelsaslabeled in the �gure.In each panel,we show the allowed regionsforthe sub-G eV data

at90 (thick solid line)and 99 % CL (thin solid line)and the m ulti-G eV data at90 (dashed line)

and 99 % CL (dot-dashed line).

Noticethatin allchannelswherem attere�ectsplay aroletherangeofacceptable

�m 2 isshifted towardslargervalues,when com pared with the �� ! �� case. This

followsfrom looking attherelation between m ixing in vacuo and in m atter.In fact,

away from the resonance region,independently ofthe sign ofthe m atterpotential,

thereisa suppression ofthem ixing insidetheEarth.Asa result,thereisa lowercut

in theallowed �m 2 value,and itlieshigherthan whatisobtained in thedata �tfor

the�� ! �� channel.

It is also interesting to analyse the e�ect ofcom bining the Super-Kam iokande

sub-GeV and m ulti-GeV atm osphericneutrino data.Com paring theresultsobtained

with 535 daysgiven in the table above with those obtained with 325 daysofSuper-

Kam iokande1 we see thatthe allowed region isrelatively stable with respectto the

increased statistics.However,in contrastto thecasefor325.8days,now the�� ! ��

channelisasgood asthe�� ! �e,when only thesub-GeV sam pleisincluded,with a

clearSuper-Kam iokandepreferenceforthe�� ! �� channel.Asbefore,thecom bined

sub-GeV and m ulti-GeV data prefersthe �� ! �X ,where X = � orsterile,overthe

�� ! �e solution.

To conclude this section Inow turn to the predicted zenith angle distributions

forthe various oscillation channels. As an exam ple we take the case ofthe Super-

Kam iokande experim ent and com pare separately the sub-GeV and m ulti-GeV data

with whatispredicted in thecaseofno-oscillation (thick solid histogram )and in all



Figure 3: Angular distribution for Super-Kam iokande electron-like and m uon-like

sub-GeV and m ulti-GeV eventstogetherwith ourprediction in the absence ofoscil-

lation (dot-dashed)aswellastheprediction forthebest�tpointfor�� ! �s (solid

line),�� ! �e (dashed line)and �� ! �� (dotted line)channels.Theerrordisplayed

in theexperim entalpointsisonly statistical.

oscillation channelsforthe corresponding best�tpointsobtained forthe com bined

sub and m ulti-GeV data analysis perform ed above (allother histogram s). This is

shown in Fig.3.

Itisworthwhileto seewhy the�� ! �e channelisbad fortheSuper-Kam iokande

m ulti-GeV data by looking at the upper right panelin Fig.3. Clearly the zenith

distribution predicted in the no oscillation case is sym m etricalin the zenith angle

very m uch in disagreem ent with the data. In the presence of�� ! �e oscillations

the asym m etry in the distribution ism uch sm allerthan in the �� ! �� or�� ! �s

channels,asseen from the�gure.Also since thebest�tpointfor�� ! �s occursat

sin(2�)= 1,thecorresponding distributionsareindependentofthesign of�m 2.

5. A tm ospheric versus A ccelerator and R eactor Experim ents

Inow turn tothecom parison oftheinform ation obtained from theanalysisofthe

atm osphericneutrino datapresented abovewith theresultsfrom reactorand acceler-

atorexperim entsaswellasthesensitivitiesoffutureexperim ents.ForthispurposeI

presenttheresultsobtained by com bining alltheexperim entalatm osphericneutrino

datafrom variousexperim ents3.In Fig.4weshow thecom bined inform ationobtained



from ouranalysisofallatm osphericneutrino data involving vertex-contained events

and com pare itwith the constraintsfrom reactorexperim entssuch asKrasnoyarsk,

Bugey,and CHOOZ9,and the acceleratorexperim entssuch asCDHSW ,CHORUS,

and NOM AD 10. W e also include in the sam e �gure the sensitivitiesthatshould be

attained atthefuturelong-baselineexperim entsnow underdiscussion.

The�rstim portantpointisthatfrom theupper-rightpanelofFig.4oneseesthat

theCHOOZ reactor9 dataalreadyexcludecom pletely theallowed region forthe�� !

�e channelwhen allexperim entsarecom bined at90% CL.The situation isdi�erent

ifonly the com bined sub-GeV and m ulti-GeV Super-Kam iokande are included. In

such a case the region obtained isnotcom pletely excluded by CHOOZ at90% CL.

Presentacceleratorexperim entsarenotvery sensitiveto low �m 2 dueto theirshort

baseline.Asaresult,forallchannelsotherthan�� ! �e thepresentlim itsonneutrino

oscillation param etersfrom CDHSW ,CHORUS and NOM AD 10 arefully consistent

with theregion indicated by theatm osphericneutrino analysis.Futurelong baseline

(LBL)experim entshave been advocated asa way to independently check theANA.

Using di�erenttestssuch long-baseline experim entsnow planned atKEK (K2K) 11,

Ferm ilab (M INOS) 12 and CERN (ICARUS 13,NOE 14 and OPERA 15)would test

the pattern ofneutrino oscillations wellbeyond the reach ofpresent experim ents.

These testsarethefollowing:� appearancesearches,N C=CC ratio which m easures

(N C=CC)near
(N C=CC)far

,and them uon disappearance orCCnear=CCfar test.Thesecond test

can potentially discrim inate between the active and sterile channels,i.e. �� ! ��

and �� ! �s.Howeveritcannotdiscrim inatebetween �� ! �s and theno-oscillation

hypothesis.Incontrast,thelasttestcanprobetheoscillation hypothesisitself.Notice

thatthesensitivity curvescorresponding to thedisappearancetestlabelled asKEK-

SK Disappearance atthelowerpanelsofFig.4arethesam eforthe�� ! �� and the

sterilechannelsincetheaverageenergy ofKEK-SK istoolow toproduceatau-lepton

in the fardetector. In contrastthe M INOS experim enthasa higheraverage initial

neutrino energy and itcan see the tau’s.Although in thiscase the exclusion curves

corresponding to the disappearance test are in principle di�erent for the di�erent

oscillation channels,in practice,however,the sensitivity plot is dom inated by the

system atic error.Asa resultdiscrim inating between �� ! �� and �� ! �s would be

unlikely with theDisappearancetest.

In sum m ary we�nd thattheregionsofoscillation param etersobtained from the

analysisoftheatm osphericneutrino data on vertex-contained eventscannotbefully

tested by the LBL experim ents,when the Super-Kam iokande data are included in

the �tforthe �� ! �� channelascan be seen clearly from the upper-left panelof

Fig.4. One m ight expect that,due to the upward shift ofthe �m 2 indicated by

the�tforthesterilecase,itwould bepossibleto com pletely coverthecorresponding

region ofoscillation param eters.ThisisthecasefortheM INOS disappearancetest.

But in generalsince only the disappearance test can discrim inate against the no-

oscillation hypothesis,and thistestisintrinsically weakerduetosystem atics,we�nd



Fig.4. Allowed oscillation param etersfor allexperim ents com bined at 90 (thick solid line) and

99 % CL (thin solid line)foreach oscillation channelaslabeled in the �gure. W e also display the

expected sensitivity ofthe present accelerator and reactor experim ents as wellas to future long-

baselineexperim entsin each channel.The best�tpointism arked with a star.



thatalso forthesterile casem ostoftheLBL experim entscan notcom pletely probe

the region ofoscillation param etersindicated by the atm ospheric neutrino analysis.

This is so irrespective ofthe sign of�m 2: the lower-left panelin Fig.4 shows the

�� ! �s channelwith �m
2 < 0 whilethe�� ! �s casewith �m

2 > 0 isshown in the

lower-rightpanel.
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