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ABSTRACT

I summ arize here the results of a global t to the fill data set corresponding
to 535 days of data of the SuperK am iokande experin ent as well as to all other
experin ents in order to com pare the twom ost lkely solutionsto the atm ospheric
neutrino anom aly in tem s of oscillations in the ! and ! 5 channels.

1. Introduction

A tm ospheric show ers are initiated when prim ary coan ic rayshit the Earth’satm o—
sohere. Secondary m esons produced in this collision, m ostly pions and']ﬁaons, decay
and give rise to electron and muon neutrino and antineutrinos uxes?. There has

been a long-standing anom aly b”etxzveen the predicted and observed = . ratio of
the atm ospheric neutrino uxes 2. A lthough the absolute ndividual or . uxes
are only known to within 30% accuracy, di erent authors agree that the = . ratio

is accurate up to a 5% precision. In this resides our con dence on the atm ospheric
neutrino anom aly ANA ), now sttenlgthened by the high statistics sam ple collected at
the SuperK am iokande experin ent . The m ost lkely solution of the ANA involves
neutrino oscillations. In principle we can Invoke various neutrino oscillation channels,
hvolring the conversion of  into eitther . or (active-active transitions) or the
oscillation of  into a sterile neutrino ¢ (active-sterile transitions). This lJast case is
especially wellkm otivated theoretically, since it constitutes one of the sin plest ways
to J:eoonc:ﬂeE the ANA with other puzzles in the neutrino sector such as the solar
neutrino problkm as well as the LSND J:essull::-6 and the possibl need for a few &V
m ass neutrino as the hot dark m atter in the Universe 2 .

Themahn ain ofthistak is to com pare the ! and the ! transitions
using the the new sam ple corresoonding to 535 days of the SuperK am iokande data.
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T his analysis uses the latest in proved calculations ofthe atm ospheric neutrino uxes
as a function of zenith angle, ncluding the m uon polarization e ect and taking Into
acoount a variable neutrino production point ©.

2. Atm ospheric N eutrino O scillation P robabilities

The expected neutrino event number both in the absence and the presence of
oscillations can be w ritten as:

N =N + N. ; Ne=Ng+ N, ; @)
where
2 d
N =nT —— jcos ;E )P ——" dE dE d(os )dh: (2
t dEd(oos)(h’ ,)dE(E) (c ) @)
and P isthe oscillation probability of ! for given values ofE ;oos and h,
ie., P P( ! ;E ;o0s  ;h). In the case ofno oscillations, the only non-zero
elem ents are the diagonalones, ie. P = 1 Porall
Here n, is the number of targets, T is the experinm ent’s running tine, E  is the
neutrino energy and isthe ux of atm ospheric neutrinos oftype = ;& E is

the nalcharged lpton energy and " (E ) is the detection e ciency for such charged
Ipton; istheneutrino-nuclon interaction cross section, and  isthe angle between
the vertical direction and the incom ing neutrinos (cos = 1 corresponds to the down—
com ing neutrinos). In Eq. @), h is the shant distance from the production point to
the sea kevel or -type neutrinos w ith energy E  and zemilzh anglke . Fially, is
the slant distance distribution which is nom alized to one®.

The neutrino uxes, In particular in the sub-G &V range, depend on the solar
activity. In order to take this fact into account in Eq. @), a linear com bination of
atm ospheric neutrino uxes ™2 and ™, which correspond to them ost active Sun
(solarm axinum ) and quiet Sun (solarm Inimum ) resoectively, is used.

For de niteness we assum e a two— avor oscillation scenario, in which the os—
cillates into another avour either | . ! s or ! . The Schrodinger
evolution equation of the x WhereX = e; ors sterik) system In them atter
badkground for neutrinos is given by
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Here Gy istheFem iconstant, isthem atterdensity attheEarth,M isthe nuclkon
mass, and Y. (¥,) is the electron (neutron) fraction. Wedene m *=mi m? I
such away thatif m 2> 0(m 2 < 0) theneutrino w ith Jargest m uon-like com ponent
is heavier (lighter) than the one with largest X —lke com ponent. For antineutrinos
the signs ofpotentials Vy should be reversed. W e have used the approxin ate analytic
expression for the m atter density pro ke in the Earth cbtained in ref. 4. In order to
obtain the oscillation probabilities P we have m ade a num erical ntegration of the
evolution equation. The probabilities for neutrinos and antineutrinos are di erent
because the reversalof sign ofm atterpotential. N otice that forthe ! case there
is no m atter e ect whik for the ! case we have two possibilities depending
on the sign of m ?. 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 occurs also for ! <. Alhough in the latter case one
can also have two possble signs, we have chosen them ost usually assum ed case where
the m uon neutrino is heavier than the elkectron neutrino, as it is theoretically m ore
appealing. Notice also that, as seen later, the allowed region for this sign is larger
than for the opposite, giving the m ost conservative scenario when com paring w ith
the present 1im its from CHOOZ.

3. Atm ospheric N eutrino D ata F its

Here Idescribe our tm ethod to detemm ine the atm ospheric oscillation param eters
for the various possibb ke oscillation channels, ncludingm attere ects forboth [
and ! s channels. The steps required In order to generate the allowed regions of
oscillation param eters were given in ref. ¥. Iwillcomm ent only that when com bining
the resuls of the experim ents we do not m ake use of the doubl ratio, R _ =RM=§ ,
but instead we treat the e and -like data ssparately, taking into account carefully
the correlation oferrors. Tt iswelkknown that the double ratio isnot well suited from
a statistical point of view due to its non-G aussian character. T hus, follow ing ref. 2
wede nethe 2 as

2 X data theory 2 2 1 ata theory, .,
(NI NI ) (data + theory)IJ a\f NJ )’ (4)
I;J
where T and J stand forany com bination ofthe experim entaldata set and event-type
considered, ie, I= @A; )andJ = B; )where, A;B stands forFrejis, K am iokande

sib-6eV,MB,...and ; =e¢; .nEq. ) NI isthe predicted number of events
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Fig.1. 2, for xed m 2 versus m 2 foreach oscillation channel for SuperK am ickande sub-G eV

m in
and m ultiG eV data, and for the combined sam ple. Since the m ininum is always obtained close to
maxinum m ixing the curves for ! 4 Prboth signsof m ? colncide.

calculated from Eq. () whereas N 8% is the number of observed events. n Eq. (4)
fa @nd . are the error m atrices containing the experin ental and theoretical

errors respectively. They can be w ritten as
is @) @;B) ®); ©)

w here (A ;B ) stands for the correlation between the -lke events in the A -type
experin ent and -lke events In B type experimn ent, whereas @ )and @) arethe
errors for the number of and -lke events n A and B experin ents, respectively.

W e com pute A ;B) asih ref. 7. A detajJ@d discussion of the errors and corre—
lations used In the analysis can be found In Ref:'l’ . W e have conservatively ascribed a
30% uncertainty to the absolute neutrino ux, In order to generously acocount for the
soread of predictions in di erent neutrino ux calculations. Next wem inin ize the 2
fiinction n Eq. () and determ ine the allowed region in the sin® 2 m 2 plane, or
a given con dence kevel, de ned as,

2 2o+ 461 (921) for 9 (99% C L. 6)

hFig.lwepbtthem ininum ? @ fin ized w ith respect to sin®2 ) asa fiunction
of m ?.Noticethat orlarge m 2~ 0 &V?,the 2 isnearly constant. T hishappens
because in this lim it the contribution ofthem atterpotentialin Eq 4) can be neglected
with respect to the m ? tem , so that the m atter e ect disappears and m oreover,
the oscillation e ect is averaged out. In fact one can see that in this range we ocbtain
nearly thesame 2 orthe ! and ! Lcases.Forverysnall m 2<10*% ev?,
the situation is opposite, nam ely them atterterm dom natesand we obtain a better t
forthe ! channel, as can be seen by com paring the ! curve ofthe Super-
K am iokande sub-G €V data (dotted curve in the keft panel ofF jg.@i) w ith the !



and !
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. curves I the kft panel of Fig. ). For extremely small m 2 < 10 *
2 is quite Jarge and approaches a constant, independent of oscillation
channel, as in the no-oscillation case. Since the average energy of SuperK am iokande
muli6 eV data ishigher than the sub-6 €V one, we nd that the lim iting m 2 value
below which 2 approaches a constant is higher, as seen in them iddle panel. F inally,
the right panel in Fig. is obtained by combining sub and muliG eV data. A last

Tablk 1. M ninum valuie of 2 and the best t point ©r each oscillation channel and for di erent
data sets. For ! s themminum 2 is practically ndependent of the sign of m 2 as the
m inimum is Jocated at m axin um m ixing angle.

E xperim ent ! ! [
SuperX am 2. 74 82 73
sub-G eV m? (103%ev?) | 011 19 12
. 2
sin? 2 10 10 0:97
SuperX am 2. 63 79 108
multicev m? (10%ev?)| 15 35 247
sin® 2 0:97 10 0:72
SuperX am 2. 143 168 218
Combined m? (103ev?)| 1% 26 15
sin® 2 10 10 0:97
Allexperinents | 2, 472 486 486
Combined m? (103ev?)| 29 35 30
sin® 2 10 10 0:99

point worth com m enting is that for the ! case In the sub-G &V sam pl there
are two aln ost degenerate values of m ? rwhich 2 attainsam ininum whilke for
themuliG eV case there is just onem ininum at 1:5 10 3 eV2. Finally in the third
panel in Fig.i we can see that by combining the SuperK am iokande sub-G &V and
muliG eV data we have a uniquem ninum at 16 10 *evV2.

4. Results for the O scillation P aram eters

2

The results of our t of the SuperK am iokande sub-G &V and muliG eV at-

m ospheric neutrino data are given in Fig.4. In this gure we give the allowed region
of oscillation param eters at 90 and 99 $ CL.O ne can notice that the m atter e ects
are sin ilar for the upper right and lower right panels because m atter e ects enhance
the oscillations for neutrinos in both cases. In contrast, In the case of ! swih
m 2 < 0 the enhancem ent occurs only or antineutrinos whilke in this case the e ect
ofm atter suppresses the conversion iIn  ’s. Since the yield of atm ospheric neutrinos
is bigger than that of antineutrinos, clearly the m atter e ect suppresses the overall
conversion probability. Therefore we need in this case a larger value of the vacuum
m ixing angle, as can be seen by com paring the keft and right Iower panels in F ig. 2.
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Fig.2. A llowed regions ofoscillation param eters for SuperK am iockande for the di erent oscillation
channels as labeled in the gure. In each panel, we show the allowed regions for the sub-G €V data
at 90 (thick solid line) and 99 % CL (thin solid line) and the muliG eV data at 90 (dashed line)
and 99 % CL (dotdashed line).

N otice that in allchannelswherem attere ectsplay a rolk the range of acoeptable

m ? is shifted towards Jarger values, when com pared w ith the ! case. This

follow s from looking at the relation between m ixing In vacuo and In m atter. In fact,

away from the resonance region, independently of the sign of the m atter potential,

there is a suppression ofthem ixing inside the Earth. A sa resuls, there isa lower cut

in the allowed m 2 value, and it lies higher than what is obtained in the data t for
the ! channel.

It is also Interesting to analyse the e ect of combining the SuperK am iokande
sub-G eV and m ultiG €V atm osgoheric neutrino data. C om paring the resuls obtained
with 535 days given in the table above w ith those obtained w ith 325 days of Super-
K am iokande! we see that the allowed region is relatively stabl with respect to the
Increased statistics. H owever, in contrast to the case for 325 .8 days, now the !

channel is as good as the ! o,when only the subG &V sam pl is included, with a

clear SuperK am iokande preference forthe ! channel. A sbefore, the com bined

sub-G €V and muliG eV data prefers the ' x,whereX = or sterile, over the
! . solution.

To conclude this section I now tum to the predicted zenih angle distrdbutions
for the various oscillation channels. A s an exam pl we take the case of the Super—
K am iokande experin ent and com pare ssparately the sub-G &V and muliG eV data
w ith what is predicted in the case of no-oscillation (thick solid histogram ) and n all
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Figure 3: Angular distrbution for SuperK am iokande electron-like and m uon-— like
sub-G eV and muliG eV events together w ith our prediction in the absence of oscil-
lation (dot-dashed) aswell as the prediction for the best t ponnt for I 4 (solid
Iine), ! . (dashed line) and ! (dotted line) channels. T he error digplayed
in the experin ental points is only statistical.

oscillation channels for the corresponding best t points obtained for the com bined
sub and multiG eV data analysis perform ed above (all other histogram s). This is
shown in Fig.3.

It isworthwhile to see why the ! o channel isbad for the SuperK am iokande
muliG eV data by looking at the upper right panel in Fig.3. Clarly the zenith
distribution predicted in the no oscillation case is symm etrical in the zenith angle

very much in disagreem ent w ith the data. In the presence of ! . oscillations
the asymm etry In the distrbution ismuch an aller than In the ! or Vg
channels, as seen from the gure. A lso sihce the best t point for ! ¢ ocoursat

sin 2 )= 1, the corresponding distrbutions are independent of the sign of m 2.

5. A tm ospheric versus A ccelerator and R eactor E xperim ents

Inow tum to the com parison ofthe nform ation obtained from the analysis ofthe
atm ospheric neutrino data presented above w ith the results from reactor and acceler-
ator experim ents as well as the sensitivities of fuiture experim ents. For this purpose I
present the results obtained by com bining all the experin ental atm ogoheric neutrino
data from variousexperim ents®. In Fig.4 we show the com bined inform ation cbtained



from our analysis of all atm ospheric neutrino data nvolving vertex-contained events
and com pare it w ith the constraints from reactor experin ents such as K rasnoyarsk,
Bugey, and CHOO Z:?, and the accelerator experim ents such asCDHSW , CHORUS,
and NOMAD 2. W e also include in the sam e gure the sensitivities that should be
attained at the future long-baseline experin ents now under discussion.
The rstin portant point isthat from the upper-right panel ofF ij. 4 one sees that
the CHO O Z reacto® data already exclude com pletely the allowed region forthe !
o channelwhen all experin ents are combined at 90% CL. The situation is di erent
if only the combined subG eV and multiG eV SuperK am iokande are included. In
such a case the region obtained is not com pletely excluded by CHOOZ at 90% CL.
P resent accelerator experin ents are not very sensitive to low m 2 due to their short
baseline. A sa resul, forallchannels otherthan ! o thepresent lin itson neutrino
oscillation param eters from CDHSW , CHORUS and NOM AD %% are filly consistent
w ith the region indicated by the atm ospheric neutrino analysis. Future long baseline
(LBL) experin ents have been advocated as a way to independently check the ANA .
U sing di erent tests such long-baseline experin ents now planned at KEK (K 2K ) 2%,
Fem ibb M INOS) 22 and CERN (ICARUSZZ,NOE %% and OPERA %) would test
the pattem of neutrino oscillations well beyond the reach of present experin ents.

T hese tests are the follow Ing:  appearance searches, N C=C C ratio which m easures

WNC=Cnear , and the m uon disappearance or C Cp¢3,=C C ¢, test. The second test

(N c=CcC )far
can potentially discrim nate between the active and sterilke channels, ie. !
and ! 4.However i cannot discrin inate between ! 4 and the no-oscillation

hypothesis. In contrast, the last test can probe the oscillation hypothesis itself. N otice
that the sensitivity curves corregoonding to the disappearance test labelled asKEK -
SK D isappearance at the lower panels of F ig.4 are the sam e or the ! and the
sterile channel since the average energy ofK EK -SK istoo low to produce a tau-lepton
In the far detector. In contrast the M INO S experin ent has a higher average initial
neutrino energy and it can see the tau’s. A though In this case the exclusion curves
corresoonding 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 ervor. A s a result discrin nating between ! and ! swould be
unlkely with the D isappearance test.

In summ ary we nd that the regions of oscillation param eters obtained from the
analysis of the atm ospheric neutrino data on vertex-contained events cannot be fully
tested by the LBL experim ents, when the SuperX am iokande data are lncluded in
the t for the ! channel as can be seen clearly from the uppereft panel of
Fig.4. One m ight expect that, due to the upward shift of the m ? indicated by
the t forthe sterile case, it would be possible to com pletely cover the corresponding
region of oscillation param eters. T his is the case for the M INO S disappearance test.
But in general since only the disappearance test can discrin lnate against the no—
oscillation hypothesis, and this test is Intrinsically weaker due to system atics, we nd
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Fig.4. A llowed oscillation param eters for all experim ents com bined at 90 (thick solid line) and
99 % CL (thin solid line) for each oscillation channel as labeled In the gure. W e also display the
expected sensitivity of the present accelerator and reactor experim ents as well as to future long-
baseline experim ents In each channel. The best t point ism arked w ith a star.



that also for the sterile case m ost of the LBL experin ents can not com plktely probe
the region of oscillation param eters indicated by the atm ospheric neutrino analysis.
This is so irrespective of the sign of m ?: the lowereft panel in Fig.'4 shows the

! s channelwih m ?< Owhilethe ! S casewith m 2> 0isshown i the
Jow erright panel.
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