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Abstract

We study the sensitivity of the atmospheric neutrino measurements at the future
Hyper-Kamiokande (HK) facility to the flavor-dependent neutrino nonstandard in-
teractions (NSI) in propagation. After we review the standard model with three
massive neutrinos, the various experiments of neutrino oscillations, and the con-
straint on NSI, we study the potential of the atmospheric neutrino experiment at
HK to search for NSI. NSI in neutrino propagation is described by the dimensionless
parameter €,5 (o, 8 = e, pi, 7) in the flavor basis. Under the phenomenologically rea-
sonable assumptions that all the NSI parameters related to p-sector €,, (v = e, ur)
vanish and that €., and e, satisfy a parabolic relation €,; = |ecr|?/(1 + €ce), We
show that the energy rate analysis of Hyper-Kamiokande (HK) data for 4438 days
gives the constraint |tan 5| < 0.3 at 2.5 o, and that the energy spectrum analysis
gives stronger constraints on NSI. It has been suggested that a tension between the
mass-squared differences obtained from the solar neutrino and KamLAND experi-
ments can be solved by introducing NSI. We investigate how much the atmospheric
neutrino experiment at HK can exclude NSI for the best-fit values obtained by such
analysis on the solar neutrino and KamLAND experiments. The HK energy spec-
trum analysis for 4438 days data can exclude the best-fit value of NSI from the global
analysis at 5.0 o (1.4 o) in the case of normal (inverted) hierarchy. We also study
the octant degeneracy in the atmospheric neutrino experiments in the standard three
flavor mixing scenario.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Neutrino oscillations are phenomena which are caused by massive neutrinos and
are well established by solar, atmospheric, reactor and accelerator neutrino experi-
ments. They are therefore the phenomena beyond the Standard Model (SM) which
explains most of the particle physics experimental results. In the standard three
flavor neutrino oscillation framework which is embedded in the SM with massive
neutrinos, there are three mixing angles 69, 613, fo3 and two mass-squared differ-
ences Am3,, Am2,. Their approximate values are determined as (Am2,, sin® 20,,) ~
(7.5 x 107°eV2,0.86), (JAm2,|,sin? 203) ~ (2.5 x 107%eV?2,1.0), sin® 20,3 ~ 0.09. At-
mospheric, solar and reactor neutrino experiments are relevant to the determination
of (JAm3,|,023), (AmZ,, 012) and 6,3, respectively. However we do not know the value
of Dirac CP phase 4§, the sign of Am2, (the mass hierarchy) and the octant of fa3
(the sign of /4 —053). To measure the undetermined neutrino oscillation parameters
mentioned above, neutrino oscillation experiments with high statistics are planned
and we may be able to observe a deviation from the standard three flavor neutrino
oscillation framework by using these high precision measurements. Therefore it is
important to study new physics in the future neutrino experiments.

In this thesis we regard flavor-dependent neutrino NonStandard Interactions
(NSI) as new physics candidate and investigate the potential sensitivity of future
experiment Hyper-Kamiokande (HK) to NSI. There are two types of NSI. One is a
neutral current nonstandard interaction [1, 2, 3] and the other is a charged current
nonstandard interaction [4]. The neutral current NSI affects the neutrino propaga-
tion through the matter effect and hence experiments with a long baseline such as
atmospheric neutrino and Long BaseLine (LBL) experiments are expected to have
the sensitivity to the neutral current NSI. On the other hand, the charged current
NSI causes zero distance effects in neutrino oscillation. Constraints on the charged



current NSI is very strong compared with those on the neutral current NSI and hence
the effects of charged current NSI are negligible. We concentrate on the effects of
neutral current NSI in neutrino propagation

There are mainly two motivations of investigating the neutral current NSI. Firstly,
constraints on NSI from current neutrino oscillation experiments are weak. Strength
of NSI coupling comparable with SM interaction is allowed. There are rooms for
improvement of NSI constraint by future experiment HK. Secondly, NSI have a
potential to resolve a tension between the mass-squared difference deduced from the
solar neutrino observations and the one from the KamLAND experiment. The mass-
squared difference Am2, (= 4.7 x 107°eV?) extracted from the solar neutrino data
is 20 smaller than that from the KamLAND data Am2, (= 7.5 x 107°eV?). The
difference may be explained by assuming the NSI effects. Such a hint for NSI gives
us a strong motivation to study NSI in propagation in details.

In the standard three flavor case, NSI are parameterized as €.p (o, 8 = e, {1, 7)
where o and 8 stand for neutrino flavors. Physical meaning of €,43 is the coupling
constant of v, + f — vz + f reaction where f stands for fermions in matter. The
oscillation probabilities in atmospheric and accelerator neutrinos can be expressed
in terms of €,5. However nonzero NSI indicated by the tension between the so-
lar neutrino and KamLAND experiment are parameterized as ep y which is linear
combination of €,3. This is because the oscillations in the solar neutrino and Kam-
LAND experiments involve mostly two mass eigenstates, and the analysis of these
experiments uses the Hamiltonian in which the basis is reduced to the two mass
eigenstates to a good approximation. Therefore a non-trivial mapping between €,z
and ep n is required to investigate the potential sensitivity of future atmospheric
neutrino experiment such as HK to NSI.

Firstly, we discuss the sensitivity of HK to NSI parameterized as €,3 assuming
€ap = 0 and €., = |e.-|*/(1+€..) which are suggested by the high energy atmospheric
neutrino data. Secondly, we discuss the possibility to observe NSI parameterized as
ep,n indicated by the tension between the solar neutrino and KamLAND experiment
by using HK data without the assumptions mentioned above.

This thesis is organized as follows. In Chapter 2, we describe the foundation of
SM and formulate neutrino oscillations. A brief discussion on so called parameter
degeneracy is also given. In Chapter 3, we give a brief review of the major experi-
ments. In Chapter4, we describe the neutrino oscillations with NSI and constraints
on NSI. In Chapter 5, we investigate the sensitivity of HK to NSI. In Chapter 6, we
describe the sign(Am3,) degeneracy in HK. In Chapter 7, we draw our conclusions.



Chapter 2

The Standard Model with Massive
Neutrinos and Neutrino
Oscillations

In this chapter we review the foundation of neutrino oscillations. First, we overview
the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics which describes the gauge interactions of
elementary particles. SM contains the strong and electroweak interactions and they
are orthogonal to each other. This fact allows us to concentrate on the electroweak
sector as far as neutrino oscillations are concerned. Second, we discuss the neutrino
masses. Neutrino oscillations are caused by their masses but SM treats neutrinos
as massless particles. We need to modify SM so that the theory contains neutrino
masses. Finally, we formulate neutrino oscillations in SM with massive neutrinos
framework and discuss so called parameter degeneracy which arise when one tries to
determine the neutrino oscillation parameters by experiments.

2.1 The Standard Model

The Standard Model (SM) is the most success particle physics theory [5, 6] based
on the gauge theory consist of the strong interactions SU(3)c and the electroweak
interactions SU(2)r, x U(1)y. All the fields in SM belong to the representation of
the gauge groups and hence are transformed by the gauge groups. The left-handed
and right-handed fermions are introduced as the doublet of SU(2);, and the singlet



of SU(2)y, respectively:

Qir = (Zli) , Lar = (Zf) , Wi, dig, Clog. (2.1)

w;r, and d;;, (i = 1,2,3) stand for the left-handed up-type and down-type quarks,
respectively, and a and ¢ stand for the generation indices. ¢, and v, (o = e, p, T)
stand for the left-handed charged leptons and neutrinos, respectively. w;g, d;g and
(g stand for the right-handed up-type quarks, down-type quarks and charged lep-
tons, respectively. Notice that SM dose not contain the right-handed neutrinos and
thus neutrinos are treated as massless particles in the SM. This is because that the
right-handed neutrinos have not been observed. The left-handed and right-handed
fermions can be obtained by the projection operators P, g:
1= AP 1+ v°

P,
9 ) R 9 )

(2.2)
7 = = iy (2.3)
y* stands for Dirac matrix.

For simplicity, we concentrate on the first generation of quarks and leptons (we
omit the generation indices o and i for the moment). The generalization of the
properties presented here to the case of three generation is straightforward. The
electroweak Lagrangian is determined by renormalizability and the gauge symmetry:

3

T a e 1 a v 1 v

L = L PLp+iQrPQr + E ifrRDfr — 1 E AL AR — ZBWB“
f=u,d,e a=1

+ (D,®)(D'®) — 1 20T — \(DTD)?
— y(L1Per+er®'Ly) — y (QrPdr + dr®'Qr) — y"(QrPur + Urd'Qy).
(2.4)

Here ) = ~, D" is the Feynman slash notation, D, stands for the covariant derivative

(2.5)

3
Y
D, =0,+ig» Aul, + i9' By
a=1

g and ¢’ in Eq. (2.5) are the gauge coupling constants for SU(2), and U(1)y, respec-
tively, I, (a = 1,2,3) is the generator of SU(2),, Y is the hypercharge operator and



A% and B, are the gauge fields for SU(2)y, and U(1)y, respectively. A7, and B, in
Eq. (2.4) are the field strength for SU(2)p and U(1)y, respectively:

3
Al = 0,AL — 0,A% — g ) faneAD AL, (2.6)
b,c=1
By, = 9,B, — 0,B,. (2.7)

® is the Higgs fields and ® is given by

b = iTQ(I)*.

Here 7, is Pauli matrix. p? and X in the second line of Eq. (2.4) are the parameters
for the Higgs potential and y*“? in the third line of Eq. (2.4) is the Yukawa coupling
constant. We cannot find the mass terms in Eq. (2.4) because they are forbidden
by the symmetry groups. However we obtain them via the Brout-Englert-Higgs
mechanism discussed later.

First of all, we consider only the the lepton sector. The interaction term between
the leptons and the gauge bosons is

_ Lo ([ 99 B gk —id)
Lrr = 2( L L>(9(A1+¢A2) —gA;;—gB)( )—i—geRBeR (2.8)

This can be divided into the charged-current (CC) interaction and the neutral-current
(NC) interaction

L5 = =57z — ifo)er + FL(A +ida)vs ), (2.9)
1
EfrVLC = —5{@(9/{3 — G B)ver, +er(gAs + g'B)er — 2g9'erBer} (2.10)
We define the gauge fields
B AR
WH = M, (2.11)

V2
and then the CC interaction can be written as

1 — 5
L5E = —%ZW%(B—Fh.C.

2\/_]WLW + h.c. . (2.12)



Here jj;,, is the leptonic charged current

Jivy =TV (1 =) = 207" er. (2.13)

We rotate the gauge fields Ay and B* in order to obtain the electromagnetic inter-
action from Eq. (2.10)

A* = sin Oy AY + cos Oy BY, (2.14)

Z" = cos Oy Ay — sin Oy, B*. (2.15)
The angle 6y is called the Weinberg angle or weak mixing angle and chosen so
that the electrically neutral neutrinos do not couple to the electromagnetic fields.
This can be done by interpreting the gauge field A* as the electromagnetic field and
choosing the Weinberg angle as follows

/

tan by = L. (2.16)
g

Then we rewrite CﬁVLC in terms of A* and Z#

£§V[C/’ = ——{VCTZVEL — (1 — 231112 Qw)a ZGL —+ 2sin2 QW@ZQR}
’ 2 cos Oy
+ gsinfyede. (2.17)
The first line in Eq. (2.17) is the weak NC interaction and can be written as follows
g .
L, =———j4,Z 2.18
I,L 2 cos HW]Z,L o ( )
Jon = 2907 ver + 29,807 €L + 20RERY " eR
= T (9v — 947" )ve + 87 (90 — ga7")e- (2.19)

Here we define, respectively, the coefficient for the fermions g{y r and g‘]; 4 as follows

gl = If —¢/sin?0y, (2.20)
g}; = —¢’sin? 6y, (2.21)
g = g +gL = 1] —2sin?0y, (2.22)
gho= 9l —gr=1 (2.23)

I:{ stands for the eigenvalue of the third generator of SU(2); and ¢/ stands for
the electric charge of fermions. The second line in Eq.(2.17) corresponds to the
electromagnetic interaction and we find that the electric charge is given by

gsin Oy =e. (2.24)

8



The interactions of the quark sector can be obtained in the same way as the lepton
sector. The CC interaction is

LYG = —2‘% oWu + hc. (2.25)
g = (1 = ~°)d = 2ugy"dy, (2.26)
and NC interaction is
LY6 =Lig+ L], (2.27)
z g .

Lo = "5 eoso 705w (2.29)

) 2 1-
o= 30" = gdy"d, (2.30)

jg,@ = 29Vur"ur + 29%urY ur + 2gPdpytdy 4 295 drydr

= w9y — 947" u+ dy*(g) — g57°)d. (2.31)

Let us discuss the Brout-Englert-Higgs mechanism by which all the masses of
field are generated. The Higgs fields are expressed as the SU(2);, doublet

O(z) = ( ((ZZ(%) ) . (2.32)

Here ¢ (z) is a charged complex scalar field and ¢°(x) is a neutral complex scalar
field. These fields are not the physical Higgs fields because the physical Higgs field
is observed by excitations from the vacuum. We can choose the electric neutral
vacuum by getting the most out of the gauge symmetry and the specific choice of the
vacuum causes spontaneous symmetry breaking. We have the vacuum expectation

value (VEV) of the Higgs doublet

(@) = % ( 2 ) : (2.33)

where

o=/ _H (2.34)



and we can write the Higgs doublet as

b(z) = % ( - (]){(x) ) , (2.35)

where H(x) is the physical Higgs field. Substituting the above expression for the
Higgs field for the Higgs part of SM Lagrangian, we have

Liigss = (D,®)'(D'®) — 1”@'d — A(DTP)”
1 Y g2,02 g2v2
—(0H)? = MP?H? — MwH? - “H*+ 2 —Wiwr4 ——— 7 7"
2< ) v v 4 + 4 H + 8cos2 Oy "

2 2

gv TWHH gv 7 H

* 2 W + dcos? Oy "
9° g*
= WIWrH? + 7, H?. (2.36)

+ 4 8cos? Oy

We find that the gauge bosons get their masses

gu gu
m = —, m = .
W 2 27 9cos O

(2.37)

The fermion masses are also obtain by the Brout-Englert-Higgs mechanism. We
discuss the neutrino masses in the next section. Obtaining the masses, neutrinos are
mixed with each others.

2.2 Neutrino Masses and the Lepton Mixing Ma-
trix

In preceding section we discussed the gauge interactions and the Brout-Englert-
Higgs mechanism. In this section we discuss the simplest neutrino mass gener-
ation mechanism. We consider three generation framework from now on. We
add three right-handed neutrinos which are singlets under the gauge symmetry
SU(3)c x SU(2), x U(1l)y to SM so that the masses of neutrinos are generated.
In the case of SM with the three right-handed neutrinos, the Yukawa Lagrangian for
the leptons is extended as follows

Lyp=— Y YULL, 0, > YHLL, ®vhp+he. (2.38)

a7/3:e7/'1’77- a?ﬂ:e7/"t77-

10



where L/ ; are the lepton doublets

L/aL = ( Z?i ) ) (Oé =6 :uvT) (239)
0, (. r) are the left-handed (the right-handed) charged leptons
gleL = elL? eluL = :U’/L? a-L = Ti? (240)

gleR = 6327 %R = M/Ra E/TR = 7'1,{7 (2.41)
and v/, (v,g) are the left-handed (the right-handed) neutrinos. Y5 and Y% are
complex matrixes of Yukawa couplings for the charged leptons and neutrinos, re-

spectively. The matrixes Yfﬁ and Y are not diagonal but can be diagonalized by
the redefinition of the fields. Substituting Eq. (2.35) to Eq. (2.38), we have

v+ H

Lyr=— % [€.Y" 0 + v, YU + hee. | (2.42)
where we define the fields arrays
, azL,R / VéL,R
£L7R = %L,R , Vip = VLL,R ) (2.43)
g/ V/
T7L,R TL,R

The Yukawa couplings matrixes Yfﬁ and Y% can be diagonalized by bi-unitary trans-
formations

ViV = Y = diag(yl, s v, (2.44)
VAYMVE =YY = diag(yY, vh, vY), (2.45)
and then we have the masses of the charged leptons and neutrinos

14

YoV
My = —= a=e,lT), 2.46
ks (a=ew) (2.46)
me =252 (k=1,2,3). (2.47)

V2

The fields arrays are affected by the diagonalization

"L , er,
np = VLI/TV/L = VarL ) £ = VLTEIL = nr . (2.48)
V3L TL

11



In the basis of Eq. (2.48), the leptonic CC interaction j{f‘,’L can be written as
Jhvn = 2vp7"y = 2 Uy Ly, (2.49)
where a matrix U is defined as
U=vitvy. (2.50)

The matrix U is called the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matriz or
Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (MNS) matriz. The neutrino oscillations are parameterized
by the MNS matrix and squared-mass differences of the neutrinos.

2.3 Neutrino Masses

We discuss what is called the see-saw mechanism that naturally generates small
neutrino masses. In the see-saw mechanism, neutrinos are treated as Majorana
particles and hence they can have Majorana mass term.

2.3.1 Majorana Mass Term

It is known that massive neutrinos obey the Dirac eq.

(ig —m)y =0, (2.51)

where 1 stands for neutrino field and m stands for the neutrino mass. This equation
is equivalent to

i, = mip, (2.52)
ZawR = me, (253)

where g and ¢ stand for right-handed and left-handed component of . If we
require the relationship between g and vy,

—T
VR =ECYrL (2.54)
we get the Majorana eq.!
. —T
i, = mCyy, . (2.55)
Where ¢ is a phase factor and C is a charge conjugate operator. C has the following

nature:
CrCt = =, (2.56)

1We redefine the fields as 1, — £'/2¢1, so that the phase factor is eliminated.

12



ct=c, (2.57)
¢t = —C. (2.58)
If we suppose Eq. (2.54), the fermion field can be written as

b =Co. (2.59)

This relationship implies that the particle and anti-particle are identical. From that
statement, Eq.(2.54) can be realized only if the particles have no electric charge.
The fields which satisfy Eq. (2.54) are called Majorana fields.

We consider one generation for simplicity. If neutrinos are Majorana fermions,
they can have Majorana mass term

1 —
i —§ngVL, (2.60)

where
v =cog’. (2.61)

It is worth noting that Majorana mass term is not invariant under U(1) transforma-
tion and hence that violates lepton number.

In general neutrinos can have not only Dirac mass term but also Majorana mass
term. The most general neutrino mass term can be written as

E’I?l;l‘rsjsw = £7?1a85 + ET[';LGSS + E’IP’I’EMZSS (262)
Ll = —mpuguy + h.c (2.63)
1
cko= §mLngTVL + h.c. (2.64)
1
ch o= §mRV}€CUR + h.c. (2.65)

Defining the fields array

()~ (d)

we can write neutrino mass term as

1

LM §NECTMNL + h.c. (2.67)

M = ( mL b ) . (2.68)
mp MR

13



The neutrino mass matrix (2.68) can be diagonalized by unitary transformation
U'MU; = diag(m,, ms). (2.69)

If we restrict mp and mpg g, to real, the eigenvalues of the neutrino mass matrix (2.68)
are

omp +mp —+/(mp —mp)?+ 4m?,

m = p; B , (270)
+mp+ - 24 4m7
my = gt mnt /O = e £y )

where p; 5 is a phase of the unitary matrix. In transformed basis neutrino fields array
is turned into

ng = U Ny = ( VL ) , (2.72)
ar
and their mass term can be written as
1 1 _
ﬁgzsj\g = 5 Z mkI/gLCTVkL + h.c. = —5 Z MgV Vg, (273)
k=1,2 k=1,2
where
Vi = VgL, + I/kCL = VL, + C%T (274)

2.3.2 See-saw Mechanism

Let us consider a interesting case
mp < Mg, my, = 0. (275)
From Egs. (2.70) and (2.71), we obtain

2 Mp 2
my = —pr— Mg = PMmRp. (2.76)
mpg
Choosing the phase of the unitary matrix so that we eliminate the negative sign of
my, we have
mp

my ~ Mo ™~ Mp. (2.77)

mp ’
Therefore the mass of v is very light and that of 14 is the same order of magni-

tude of mg. This light neutrino mass generation mechanism without an unnatural
assumption is called see-saw mechanism.

14



2.4 Neutrino Oscillation Formalism

In this section we formalize the neutrino oscillations in SM with the massive neutrinos
framework. The MNS matrix introduced in the preceding section plays a central role
in the neutrino oscillations. This section is organized as follows. In subsection 2.4.1
and 2.4.2, we discuss the neutrino oscillation when the neutrinos propagate in the
vacuum and matter, respectively. In subsection 2.4.3, we discuss a problem called
parameter degeneracy which prevents us from determining the oscillation parameters
uniquely in the long baseline experiments.

2.4.1 Neutrino Oscillations in Vacuum

In this subsection, we derive the neutrino oscillation probability in the vacuum. The
neutrino mass eigenstate |v;) (j = 1,2,3) and flavor eigenstate |v,) (o = e, p,7)
are connected by the MNS matrix which is parameterized by three mixing angles
012,013, 053 and the Dirac CP phase 62

3
va) = _Uzilvi), (2.78)
j=1

where the MNS matrix U is

1 0 0 C13 0 slge’5 C12 S192 0
U = 0 Co3 S93 0 1 0 —S12 C12 0
0 —S8923 Co3 —813€_Z5 0 C13 0 0 1
—id
C12C13 512€13 513€
_ 0 0
= —512C23 — C12523513€ C12C23 — 512523513€ $23C13 , (2-79)
i5 i5
512823 — C12C23513€" —C12523 — S12C23513€" C23C13
and
Sij = sin Hij, Cij = COS 07,] (280)

The neutrino states are chosen to be orthonormal

(wilve) = djn, (2.81)

2Eq (2.78) can be obtained from the requirement that neutrino wave functions are related through

Vo = Z?zl Uayv; where vo(o = e, 1, 7) and v;(j = 1,2, 3) stand for the neutrino wave functions
in the flavor and mass basis, respectively. The wave functions are defined as v, = (v,|v) and
vj = (vj|v). Using the completeness relation I =} |v;)(v;[, the neutrino wave function in the
flavor basis can be expressed as vo = (va|v) = > (Va|vj)(vjlv) = 32, Uajvj = 37, Uaj(v;|v) and we
can get Uqj = (Va|vj). Using the expression of U, we can get [va) = >, [v5)(v5lva) = 32, Us;lvy)-

J

15



(Valvg) = das. (2.82)

The time evolution of the neutrino mass eigenstates is governed by the Dirac equation

d

dt|y]> Ej|Vj>, (283)

where E; = ,/p? + m? are eigenvalues of the neutrino mass eigenstates. Eq. (2.83)

can be easily solved and then we have

v5(8)) = st = 0)). (2.89)

By definition, the neutrinos are created and detected as the flavor eigenstates and
propagate as the mass eigenstates. The transition amplitude of v, — v is given by

Aap(l) = <V/s!Va( ))

= V6|Z ‘V]
= VB|Z ]_ZEtZU'VJ|V'Y

=y U;jUﬁje—’Eﬂ. (2.85)

Then we have the transition probability is given by

Pa—>ﬂ( ) |Aa—>ﬁ Z UB] ozk;U/g ’L(Ej_Ek)t‘ (286)

The neutrinos can be treated as ultrarelativistic and hence the energy eigenvalues

can be approximated by
2

my
BEj~E 2.87
+op (2.87)

where £ = |p|. In this approximation, the energy difference in Eq. (2.86) can be
written as

By — B~ AT 2.88
where Am?k is the squared-mass difference
Am3y, =m? —mj. (2.89)
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Because the neutrino propagate at the speed of light, we can approximate the propa-
gation time t as the flight length L which is the distance between the neutrino source
and detector. Finally, we obtain the neutrino oscillation probability in the vacuum

AkaL
2F

P._3(L, E) Z UsiUaiUpy, exp(—i ). (2.90)

Using unitarity of the MNS matrix, we can write the oscillation probability as

AE:L
Pa%ﬁ(LaE):(;aﬂ - 4ZR6 UB] akUﬁk]Sln < 7 )

2
<k

+ 2 Im[U;,UsUakUp) sin (AE L), (2.91)
<k

where AL}, = E; — Ej. In the case of the anti-neutrinos, changing U,; — U;j in
Eq. (2.91) gives the oscillation probability.

2.4.2 Neutrino Oscillations in Matter

The neutrino cross section is very small and hence the neutrinos hardly interact with
matter. However, L. Wolfenstein [1] found that the neutrinos which propagate in
matter feel potentials caused by the coherent forward scattering of the neutrinos
and matter. This potential changes the time evolution of the neutrinos. After the
discovery of L. Wolfenstein, S.P. Mikheev and A.Yu. Smirnov [7] found that the
transition probability is enhanced when the neutrinos propagate in matter. The
effect of neutrino interactions with matter is called the MSW effect or the matter
effect. The potential caused by the NC interactions dose not affect the neutrino
oscillation probability because it is proportional to an identity matrix in the flavor
basis, and it only affects the overall phase of the transition amplitude. Hence we
investigate the matter effect caused by the CC interactions.

Charged leptons in ordinarily matter are only the electrons and hence only the
electron neutrinos interact with matter through the CC interactions. The effective
interaction Hamiltonian is given as

Heg (x) = ﬁ[’/_e(xm(l — 7 )ve(@)][e(x)7" (1 = 7)e(@))- (2.92)
In the rest frame of matter, this Hamiltonian can be understood as

HSE (x) = V2Gp N7 (2)7 ver (2), (2.93)
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where G is the Fermi coupling constant and N, is the number density of electrons in
matter. Therefore the electron neutrinos feel the potential A = V2G N, in matter.
The Dirac equation in matter is as follows

d V@ l/e
l% v, | = UEUT+A) | v, |, (2.94)
Uy 28

where & stands for the neutrino energy
& = diag (E1, Es, E3)
and A stands for the matter potential
A = diag (4,0,0).

Assuming constant density, Eq. (2.94) can be solved by diagonalizing the Hamiltonian
in propagation. Then we have the following equation

d Ve o Ve
ZE v, | =00 v, |, (2.95)
Vr |2

where £ is a diagonal matrix whose components are the eigenvalues of the Hamilto-
nian in propagation and U is a unitary matrix which diagonalizes the Hamiltonian
in propagation

E=UT(UEU + A) U = diag(E,, By, Bs). (2.96)
Because Eq. (2.96) has the same form as that of vacuum oscillation, the oscillation
probabilities in matter can be obtained by changing U — U and E; — Ej in Eq. (2.91)

AE;L
Pa_>5(L E —5a5 — 4ZRG Ugj akUﬁk]Sln ( 2Jk )

i<k

+ 2 Z Im[U Ugj akUﬁk] sin (AEjkL) , (2.97)

i<k
where AE’ij =F, — Ej. If we look at the energy range of |AE;;| >~ A, the dominant
AE;; which appears in Eq. (2.97) has the same order of magnitude as A. Then the

phase of the sine function in Eq. (2.97) should be 1 so that we observe the significant
effect of the matter effect

AleV]L[km]
197MeV - fm

where A = [p/(2.6g/cm®)] x 107 3[eV] ~ O(107'3)[eV]. This means that a longer
baseline L 2 1000km is required.

AL = ~ L/[2000km] ~ O(1), (2.98)
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2.4.3 Parameter Degeneracy in Neutrino Oscillations

The ultimate goal of neutrino oscillation phenomenology in the standard three flavor
framework is to measure all the parameters of the MNS matrix and two squared-mass
differences. The parameters except the Dirac CP phase ¢, the octant sign(fa3 — /4)
and the mass hierarchy sign(Ams3,) have been measured in the neutrino oscillation
experiments so far. The effort of determining the unknown parameters mentioned
above was made by measuring the appearance oscillation probability P,. = P(v, —
ve) in the Long BaseLine (LBL) experiments because that probabiliy is sensitive
to 613, 0 and the octant and mass hierarchy. Unfortunately, even if we obtain the
probability P, and that for the anti-neutrinos P#e = P(p, — ) for the fixed
baseline length L and neutrino energy E exactly, these measurements give degenerate
solutions for A3, o, the octant and mass hierarchy. It is known as the eight-fold
degeneracy discussed in Ref. [8] and the degeneracy is consist of three independent
two-fold degeneracies which are the intrinsic degeneracy (613,0) [9], the hierarchy
degeneracy [10] and the octant degeneracy [11]. We give a brief discussion on the
eight-fold degeneracy and visualize it in the (sin®26;3,1/s2;) plane as in Ref. [12].
Visualization in the (sin®26;3, s2;) plane is discussed in [13]. The reason why we
adopt the visualization in the (sin?26;3,1/s2;) plane is that this is the simplest way
to understand the degeneracy.

Constant density matter is a good approximation in the LBL experiments. In
this approximation, we can obtain the expression of the v, — v, (¥, — 7.) transition
probabilities in the limit of |Am3,| < |Am3,|, A and small 03 [14, 8]. As in Ref. [8],
we introduce the notation

\AmillL
A =28 ol 2.99
" (2.99)
" A
A = — 2.1
A (2:100)
\Am§1|
= . 2.101
= Am, (2.101)

The oscillation probabilities P, and P, for positive Am3, and Am3; can be ex-
pressed in terms of second order in 613 and «

P, = 2*f*+2zyfg(cosdcos A —sindsin A) + y?g? (2.102)
P, = 2*f*+2zyfg(cosdcos A+ sindsin A) + y?g? (2.103)
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where

T = sinfazsin 26,3 (2.104)
= oS by3sin 260, (2.105)
B sin (1 — fl) A
f o= —<1 - A) (2.106)
7 = sin (1 + {1) A 2,107
(1+4)
g = M. (2.108)

On the other hand, the oscillation probabilities for the positive Am3, and negative
Am?, are given by

P,. = 2*f*—2zyfg(cosdcos A +sindsin A) + y?g? (2.109)

P, = 2°f*—2zyfg(cosdcos A —sindsin A) + yg°. (2.110)

To understand the three two-fold degeneracies which construct the eight-fold degen-
eracy separately, we discuss them step by step. First we set 6o3 = 7/4, Am2, = 0 and
A = 0. This gives a completely degenerate solution to the octant, intrinsic and mass
hierarchy. Second we set Am3; = 0 and A = 0. This gives two solutions with the
double two-fold degeneracies. The solutions are corresponding to the octant degen-
eracy. Thirdly we set A = 0. This gives four solutions with the two-fold degeneracy.
Finally we discuss the most general case using the probabilities Eqgs. (2.102), (2.103)
(2.109) and (2.110).

In the case with (A3 = 7/4, Am3, = 0, A = 0), the oscillation probabilities are
given by

P,. = P,. = s5;sin® 20,3 sin” A. (2.111)

To visualize the degeneracy we introduce the variables

X = sin?26;5 (2.112)
1
$23
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When we measure the value of the oscillation probability for the fixed baseline length
L and neutrino energy E in the LBL experiments, Eq. (2.111) can be expressed in
terms of X and Y

X. (2.114)

This is a straight line in the (sin® 26,3, 1/s3;) plane. From the assumption fy3 = /4,
a solution to the oscillation parameters is given by the intersection of a straight line
(2.114) and Y = 2. The intersection is depicted in Fig. 2.1 (the left panel).

In the case with (03 # 7/4, Am3, = 0, A = 0), the oscillation probabilities are
the same as Eq. (2.111). A difference between the first and this case is the value of Y.
The atmospheric neutrino and LBL experiments measure the probability P (v, — v,)
and we can extract the information on sin? 26,3 from the data. We evaluate the value
of Y by using that of sin? 26,3. When 6,3 is away from 7 /4, there are two possible
values of YV

2
Y, = (2.115)
14+ /1 — sin? 2644
2
Y. = (2.116)

1— /1 —sin?20y

Then we obtain two solutions. One is a intersection of a straight line (2.114) and
Y =Y, and the other is a intersection of a straight line (2.114) and Y = Y_. These
two solutions correspond to the octant degeneracy. The intersections are depicted in
Fig. 2.1 (the right panel).

In the case with (63 # 7/4, Am3, # 0, A = 0), the oscillation probabilities
can be obtained by setting A = 0 in Eqs.(2.102), (2.103), (2.109) and (2.110).
Because the constant probability trajectories for the normal and inverted hierarchy
are almost degenerate (the difference between them is order of «), we focus on the
normal hierarchy. For the normal hierarchy (Am3, > 0), the oscillation probabilities
P,c and Pue are expressed as follows

P, = 2°sin® A +2zyAsin A (cosdcos A —sindsin A) +y*A%  (2.117)

P, = 2sin® A+ 2zyAsin A (cosdcos A +sindsin A) +y?A? (2.118)

As in the case discussed above, when we measure the oscillation probabilities B, = P
and P, = P for the fixed baseline length L and neutrino energy E, Egs. (2.117) and
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(2.118) give a trajectory in the (sin®26;3,1/s2;) plane
1

16CoX (Y —1)sin®? A = ——(P— P)*Y?
sin® A
1 5 D 2 A2
+m[(P+P— 2C)(Y —1) + P+ P —2Xsin” A
(2.119)
where
Am2\°
Cbz(Am;)zYmﬁ2&} (2.120)

Eq. (2.119) draws a hyperbola unless A becomes 7. Generally speaking, there are two
intersections between the hyperbola (2.119) and constant value of Y. Because there
are two possible values of Y in the case of fo3 # /4, the number of the intersection
points is four. Then we have the four solutions with two-fold degeneracy. The
intersections are depicted in Fig. 2.2.

In the case with (63 # 7/4, Am2, # 0, A # 0), the oscillation probabilities were
given in Egs. (2.102), (2.103) (2.109) and (2.110). For the normal hierarchy (the
inverted hierarchy), Egs. (2.102) and (2.103), ((2.109) and (2.110)) give a trajectory
in the (sin®26;3,1/s2;) plane for the given oscillation probabilities P, = P and
]5#6 = P with the fixed baseline length L and the neutrino energy E. A trajectory
for the normal hierarchy is

1 P-C P-C ; P P’
1 P-C P-C . P P’
+cosm[< ;T )(Y—1>—(f+f)X+7+ﬂ
(2.121)
and that for the inverted hierarchy is
1 P-C P-C . pP P’
wox -y = o [(FFE -0 oo n-u - Axe 7o
1 P-C P-C . P P’
rem (T ) - x4 ]
(2.122)
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where

N 2
Am2.\ 2 | sin (AA) '
C= ( Am%i) X sin? 20;5. (2.123)

As in the previous case, the trajectories (2.121) and (2.122) give hyperbolas unless
A becomes 7. Then we have the eight solutions to sin® 26;3and 1/s3, which give the
same probabilities P,. = P and P,. = P. The intersections are depicted in Fig.2.3
(the left panel). One of the degenerated solutions is correct and the others are wrong,.
This is what we call the eight-fold degeneracy. We need additional measurements to
resolve the degeneracy. In chapter 6, we discuss the octant degeneracy in the future
atmospheric neutrino experiment Hyper-Kamiokande in detail.

(@) (b)

~ & ~ &
~ .
i —i
2 27
1 1
0 sin® 20,4 0 sin’ 20,5

Figure 2.1: The constant probability trajectory for the case with (fy3 = m/4, Am3, =
0, A =0) (the left panel) and (693 # 7/4, Am3, =0, A = 0) (the right panel) [12].
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Figure 2.2: The constant probability trajectory for the case with (3 = 7/4, Am3, #
0, A =0) (the left panel) and (693 # 7/4, Am3, # 0, A = 0) (the right panel) [12].
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4 inverted normal
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Figure 2.3: The constant probability trajectory for the case with (63 = 7/4, Am3, #
0, A =0) (the left panel) and (3 # m/4, Am3, # 0, A =0) (the right panel) [12].
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Chapter 3

Neutrino Oscillation Experiments

It is well established by solar, atmospheric, accelerator and reactor neutrino experi-
ments that neutrinos have masses and mixings. In the standard three flavor neutrino
oscillation framework, there are three mixing angles 615, 013, 693, the Dirac CP phase
§ and two mass-squared differences Am32,, Am2,. These parameters can be deter-
mined by the neutrino oscillation experiments. In this chapter we give a brief review
of the major experiments.

3.1 Solar Neutrinos

Almost all of solar neutrinos are produced by pp cycle which is a dominant reaction
of thermonuclear at a temperature of the Sun. The pp cycle starts from the reactions

p+p— *H+e +u,, (3.1)
p+e +p— *H+v.. (3.2)

Thereafter various nucleus are produced where neutrinos are emitted. Neutrino fluxes
are categorized by the initial state of the reactions and spectra of solar neutrinos are
predicted by the Standard Solar Model (SSM) [15]. The spectra are shown in Fig. 3.1.

3.1.1 Homestake

The Homestake experiment was the first experiment which detected solar neutrinos
[17]. The Homestake experiment is located in the Homestake Gold Mine at Lead,
in South Dakota, USA. The data was taken from 1968 to 1994 and the detector is a
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Figure 3.1: Spectra of solar neutrinos predicted by SSM [16]. The lines above the
figure show the threshold energy for the experiments.
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tank which is filled with 615 ton of tetrachloroethylene (CyCly). Solar neutrinos are
detected via the reaction

Ve + 37Cl — 3"Ar 4 e~ (3.3)

where the threshold energy for neutrinos is 0.814 MeV and hence only the high-
energy solar neutrinos can be detected. 37Ar in the tank is extracted with the
chemical method about every two months because the lifetime of 37Ar is about 35
days. The measured solar neutrino flux is less than the one predicted by SSM. This
is what we called the solar neutrino problem. Disadvantages of this method are that
we cannot detect solar neutrinos on an event by event basis and that the neutrino
energy and direction cannot be measured. From these ambiguities, we cannot declare
that the neutrinos detected by the Homestake experiment are coming from the Sun.
However this problem is resolved by the Kamiokande solar neutrino experiments
discussed later.

3.1.2 GALLEX/GNO and SAGE

Solar neutrinos can be also detected through the reaction
v+ "Ga— "Ge+e” (3.4)

with the low neutrino energy threshold which is 0.233 MeV. According to Fig.3.1,
all spectra of solar neutrinos can be detected through the above reaction. Experi-
ments which detect solar neutrinos with the gallium reaction are called gallium solar
neutrino experiments. Three gallium solar neutrino experiments were operated in
the past.

One of the experiments is called GALLEX [18] located in Laboratori Nazionali
del Gran Sasso, Italy. The data was taken from 1991 to 1997 with the detector of
101 ton liquid gallium chloride solution (GaCly — HCI). GNO [19] is the experiments
which took over the GALLEX detector with the improved method of extracting " Ge.
GNO data was taken from 1998 to 2003. The observed solar neutrino flux is less
than that of the SSM prediction.

The other gallium solar neutrino experiment is SAGE [20] located in the Baksan
Neutrino Observatory, Russia. The target used in SAGE is about 50 ton gallium in
the form of liquid metal. The data was taken from 1990 to 2001. The data in SAGE
and that in GALLEX/GNO are consistent.
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3.1.3 Kamiokande and Super-Kamiokande Solar Neutrino
Experiment

Kamiokande and Super-Kamiokande (SK) are experiments with water Cherenkov
detectors. In these experiments, neutrinos are detected on an event by event basis
and the neutrino energy and direction can be measured.

Kamiokande and SK are multi purpose detectors. Originally, Kamiokande was
planed to search the nucleon decay. After the improvement of detectors, Kamiokande
was able to measure solar and atmospheric neutrinos. In this subsection we concen-
trate on the solar neutrino measurements in Kamiokande and SK. Kamiokande [21]
was located in the Kamioka mine, Japan. The Kamiokande detector was filled with
water of 3 kton. In Kamiokande, solar neutrinos were measured through the elastic
scattering process

Vot+e€ —Uste (a=e,pu,T). (3.5)

The Cherenkov light emitted by the electrons scattered with neutrinos were measured
by using photomultiplier tube (PTM). The dominant channel is the electron neutrino
channel because the cross-section for the electron neutrinos is approximately six times
larger than that for mu and tau neutrinos. The directions of neutrinos and electrons
are strongly correlated and hence we can distinguish the neutrinos coming from the
Sun from the isotropic background. There were three phases in the Kamiokande. The
first phase called Kamiokande-1 was designed to search the nucleon decay with the
order of 1 GeV energy threshold. The second phase called Kamiokande-1I in which
the energy threshold was lowered and Kamiokande observed ®B solar neutrinos. The
final phase called Kamiokande-IIl was started with the replacement of about 100 dead
PMTs. The ®B solar neutrino flux measured in Kamiokande is about half of that of
the SSM prediction.

SK [22] which was started in 1996 is a successor experiment of Kamiokande and is
located in Kamioka mine as in the case with Kamiokande. The SK has two detectors.
Main detector is called the inner detector and filled with water of 50 kton and the
fiducial volume is 22.5 kton and the other is called the outer detector. The detection
principle is the same as Kamiokande. There are four phases in the currently running
experiment SK. There was an accident in 2001. More than half of PMT were broken.
A phase before the accident is called SK-I. Then repair works were carried out along
with measuring the neutrinos. The repair works were completed in 2006. A phase
during repairing process is called SK-II. In 2008, electronics were upgraded in order
to measure the neutrinos with stability for a long time. A phase before the upgrade
is called SK-TII and that after the upgrade currently being operated is called SK-IV.
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What SK measures in SK are the ®B solar neutrino flux and the day/night effect.
The day/night effect is due to a difference between the day and night solar neutrino
fluxes because only neutrinos measured at night go through the Earth. The measured
8B solar neutrino flux is also smaller than that of SSM prediction.

3.1.4 SNO

SNO [23] is a water Cherenkov detector filled with pure heavy water D,O located in
Creighton Mine, Canada. Data was taken from 1999 to 2006. Solar neutrinos were
measured in SNO through the three reactions

ve+D — p4+p+e
Vo +D — p+n+u,
Vo +e — Uste (3.8)

where o = e, u, 7. The third reaction is the same reaction as SK. The differences
between SNO and SK are the first and second reactions due to heavy water. The
most important reaction is the second NC reaction because the cross sections for
NC reaction are the same for all the neutrino flavors. Hence we can check not only
the electron neutrino flux but also the total sum of all the neutrino flavor fluxes.
All the reactions are sensitive only to the 8B solar neutrino flux as in the case of
SK. The results of the measured fluxes through the reactions mentioned above are
given in Ref. [24]. The measured fluxes can be expressed in terms of the v, flux and
the (v, + v;) flux. Solutions for the measured fluxes are shown in Fig.3.2. The
solutions obtained from each reaction are consistent. The value of (v, + v, + v;)
flux are consistent with the flux predicted by SSM. From these results, we conclude
that a part of the electron neutrinos produced in the Sun oscillate into mu and tau
neutrinos.

3.1.5 Borexino

Borexino [25] is a solar neutrino experiment which aim to detect the low energy
"Be solar neutrinos with energy 0.862 MeV located in Laboratori Nazionali del Gran
Sasso, Italy. The Borexino detector is filled with liquid scintillator of 300 ton. The
best-fit value for the interaction rate is

RBorexino = 46.0 &= 1.5(stat.) ™12 (syst.)counts/(day - 100ton). (3.9)

This is 5.00 lower than the SSM prediction.

29



<
~~~~~
- BS05

e

----- Goa 68% C.L.

~.
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~.
B

—— @)\ 68%, 95%, 99% C.L.

~.
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
~
.~
~s
~s
~s
o

I o2’ 68%CL.
I o 68%C.L.
] @xCe8%cCL.
B ¢ 68%cCL.

05 1 15 2 25 3 35
@, (x 10 cm2s?

(@]
OrrTTT
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3.2 Atmospheric Neutrinos

Atmospheric neutrinos are produced by the collision between primary cosmic rays
which mainly consist of protons and the nuclei in the atmosphere. After the collision,
secondary cosmic rays are produced. Especially 7% and K in the secondary cosmic
rays decay into neutrinos rapidly before hitting the Earth because their life time is
short. A main contribution to the atmospheric neutrino flux is pion. Kaons also
contribute to that at the high energy. Pions produced by the primary cosmic rays
decay mainly into muons and mu neutrinos

= ut+u, (3.10)
T p A+ (3.11)

and muons produced by the pion decay subsequently decay into electrons, electron
and mu neutrinos

o= et v+, (3.12)
po o= e U+, (3.13)

Muons with the energy below about 1 GeV can decay before hitting the ground. In
those energy regions, we find that the ratio of mu neutrino flux to electron neutrino
flux

M:Q.
Ge + Qe

At the energy above about 1 GeV, the ratio increases. Direction averaged atmo-
spheric neutrino flux and the flavor ratios are shown as a function of neutrino energy
in Fig. 3.3 and distributions of neutrino energies are shown in Fig. 3.4. The zenith an-
gle dependence of the atmospheric neutrino fluxes at Kamioka are shown in Fig. 3.5.

The latest atmospheric neutrino fluxes are calculated with 3-dimensional treat-
ment. In the 3D calculation, effects of the geomagnetic field and the 3-dimensional
topology of the interactions are considered. Difference between 3D and 1D calcula-
tions is an enhancement of the flux for the horizontal direction which can be easily
seen from Fig. 3.5. This is because the effective are of 3D calculation in which atmo-
spheric neutrinos produced by the interactions of cosmic rays are larger than that of
1D.

As in Fig. 3.4, atmospheric neutrino events are categorized as follows

(3.14)

e Fully Contained (FC) events are events in which the neutrinos interact
with water in the detector and the all particles produced by the interaction are
contained in the inner detector.
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e Partially Contained (PC) events are events in which the neutrinos inter-
act with water in the detector and then a part of particles produced by the
interaction are contained in the inner detector and the others are stopping in
the outer detector.

e Upward-through-going muon are events in which the neutrinos coming
from the below interact with the rock near the detector and muons produced
by the interaction go through the detector.

e Upward-stopping-going muon are events in which the neutrinos coming
from the below interact with the rock near the detector and muons produced
by the interaction stop in the detector.

e Sub-GeV Events are events which are the FC events with the energy below
1.33 GeV.

e Multi-GeVEvents are events which are the FC events with the energy above
1.33 GeV.

One of the reason why atmospheric neutrino events are divided as mentioned
above is that a correlation of scattering angle between incoming neutrinos and out-
going charged leptons is different in these categories.

3.2.1 Kamiokande Atmospheric Neutrino Experiment

The main features of Kamiokande were explained in subsection 3.1.3. As men-
tioned above Kamiokande is the water Cherenkov detector and hence measures the
Cherenkov light emitted by electrons and muons produced by neutrino interactions.
A event in which the detected Cherenkov light is considered to be a light which is
emitted by electrons(muons) is called e(u)-like event. Atmospheric neutrino oscilla-
tion were firstly indicated in 1988 by Ref. [29] in which a measured flux of atmospheric
electron neutrinos is consistent with the prediction, while that of atmospheric mu
neutrinos is 59£7% (stat.) less than the prediction. This is called the atmospheric
neutrino anomaly. After that Kamiokande measured so called a double ratio defined
as

(Ny—tike/Ne—tike) gata

R,e
wl (Ny—tike/Ne—tike )y

(3.15)
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Figure 3.3: Direction averaged atmospheric neutrino flux predictions (left) and the
flux ratio predictions (right) [26]. Red lines correspond to Honda 2011 flux.

where Ng(,)—iike stand for the number of e(u)—like events. The subscripts data and
MC stand for the measurements and predictions by Monte Carlo simulation, respec-
tively. The double ratio for sub-GeV events [30] is

R = 0.6070 04 (stat.) £ 0.05(syst.), (3.16)
and that for multi-GeV events [31] is
RS = 0577003 (stat.) +0.07(syst.). (3.17)

They are smaller than are expected and this anomaly can be explained by neutrino
oscillations between v, < v,.
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Kamioka [28]. The red thick solid lines are for 3D calculation and pink dotted
lines are for 1D calculation. The others are calculated by other groups.

3.2.2 Super-Kamiokande Atmospheric Neutrino Experiment

As in the case with Kamiokande, the main features of SK detector were explained in
subsection 3.1.3. In SK, CC and NC interactions are considered

CC/NC (Quasi-)Elastic Scattering v +N = (+ N’

CC/NC Single Meson Production v +N — 0+ N+ meson

CC/NC Deep Inelastic Scattering v +N — {+ N'+ hadrons
CC/NC Choherent Pion Production v + %0 =0+ %0 + 7,

where N() stand for nucleons and ¢ stands for leptons. Typically the cross-sections
for neutrinos are twice as large as that for anti-neutrinos.

First indication of atmospheric neutrino oscillation was presented in 1998 by SK
[32]. SK measured up-down asymmetry defined as

U—-D
Appdovm = (U " D) (3.18)

where U stands for the number of upward-going events, D stands for the number of
downward-going events and « = e, stands for the a-like events. Notice that the
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high-energy atmospheric neutrino flux is up-down symmetric because the primary
cosmic ray is isotropic and the effect of geomagnetic field is negligible at high-energy.
The result [32] was

Aupdown - — - _().296 % 0.048 =£ 0.01, (3.19)
Avp-down - — 0 036 + 0.067 & 0.02. (3.20)

The up-down asymmetry for the u-like events is a 60 model-independent evidence
of upward-going muon events deficit. On the other hand, that for e-like events is
consistent with the prediction. These results can be explained by the v, < v,
oscillation scenario.

Notice that SK can measure atmospheric neutrinos with high statistics for various
neutrino energies and baselines but there are some uncertainties. For instance, the
uncertainties of density profile of the Earth and the weak scattering angle correlation
between neutrinos and charged leptons in the sub-GeV events may prevent us from
detecting physics beyond the SM or determining the oscillation parameter precisely.

The latest SK results of oscillation parameter determination are presented in
Ref. [33]. For the normal hierarchy the best-fit values are

sinfy; = 0.575 (3.21)
Am3, = 2.6 x107° eV? (3.22)
§ = 4.19, (3.23)

and, for the inverted hierarchy, the best-fit values are

sin®fp; = 0.575 (3.24)
Am2, = —23x107% eV? (3.25)
§ = 3.84. (3.26)

3.2.3 Hyper-Kamiokande Atmospheric Neutrino Experiment

Hyper-Kamiokande (HK) is the future neutrino oscillation experiment which aims
to obtain neutrino measurements with high precision and also to search for nucleon
decay. The HK letter of intent was published in 2011 [34] and the experimental
setup and physics potentials were discussed. Thereafter the physics potential of
determining the Dirac CP phase  using the HK and a neutrino beam from J-PARC
as the far detector and neutrino source, respectively, were presented [35]. In Ref.
[35], a candidate site of HK is assumed to be at Tochibora mine, Kamioka town,
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Gifu, JAPAN. HK is a water cherenkov detector like as the predecessor experiment
Super-Kamiokande (SK) and the HK fiducial volume is assumed to be 0.56 Mton.
Recently the plan of HK is changed. According to Kajita’s talk in 1st atmospheric
neutrino workshop, the detector design is changed to the one similar to SK and
whose fiducial volume is 0.38 Mton because the cost for the previous design is too
expensive. However, it is expected that decreasing of the number of events due to
a reduced fiducial volume can be compensated by the improvement of the detection
efficiencies of the photomultiplier.

3.3 Accelerator Neutrinos

3.3.1 K2K

The K2K experiment [36] was the first long baseline neutrino oscillation experiment
in which measured neutrinos are artificially produced by the decay of pions produced
by the collision between the targets and accelerated protons. K2K is called a long-
baseline accelerator based neutrino experiment because the measured neutrinos are
produced by the accelerator in KEK, Japan. The neutrino beam which is an almost
pure v, beam with a mean energy of 1.3 GeV is detected by the SK detector 250 km
far from KEK. K2K was operated from 1999 to 2004. The main aim of K2K is to
check the atmospheric neutrino oscillations in the laboratory. In a two flavor oscilla-
tion framework discussed in Section 3.5, the best-fit values for oscillation parameters
related to atmospheric neutrino oscillations are

sin?260,3 = 1.0, (3.27)
|Am3| = 2.8 x 1077 eV, (3.28)

3.3.2 T2K

The T2K experiment [37, 38, 39, 40] is a successor experiment of K2K and is a
currently running experiment. A neutrino narrow-band beam with a peak energy of
0.6 GeV is sent from J-PARC located in Tokai, Japan to the SK detector and the
baseline length is 295 km. T2K can analyzes in a three flavor oscillation framework
unlike K2K and can extract several oscillation parameters. T2K measure the neutrino
mode during a period from 2010 to 2013 and the anti-neutrino mode from 2014.
From the neutrino mode measurements [40] which include the v, — v, and v, — v,
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channels, the best-fit values for the normal hierarchy (Am3; > 0) are

Amj, = 251 x107° eV?

SiH2923 = 0.524
sin?0;3 = 0.0422
§ = 191

and those for the inverted hierarchy (Am3; < 0) are

Amj, = —2.49 x 107° eV?
sin®fy3 = 0.523
sin?6;5 = 0.0491

§ = 1.01.

The results from the anti-neutrino mode are presented in Ref. [39] and consistent with
the existing anti-neutrino experiments and the T2K v, — v, results. Notice that
the best-fit value of 0,3 from T2K data is lager than that from Reactor experiments
presented later. Also there is a tension between the value of 653 from T2K and that
from NOvA experiment also presented later. T2K favors the maximal mixing of 653
whereas the best-fit value of 093 from NOvVA is away form the maximal mixing.

3.3.3 MINOS

The MINOS experiment [41] is an accelerator experiment. An on-axis neutrino beam
with a peak energy of 3 GeV sent from Fermilab, US is detected at the Soudan Un-
derground Mine and a baseline length is 735 km. The neutrino beam mostly consists
of v,. The main MINOS detector is 5.4 kton steel-scintillator tracking calorimeters
with toroidal magnetic fields. In addition to the neutrino beam, MINOS measures
atmospheric neutrinos. The magnetized MINOS detector can separate neutrinos
from anti-neutrinos through the CC interactions

v+ X -+ X (3.29)
v+ X —ut+ X (3.30)
Data have been collected since 2005. MINOS presented the oscillation parameters

in the two flavor framework extracted from the combined MINOS beam and atmo-
spheric neutrino data [41]. Assuming that the oscillation parameters for neutrinos
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and that for anti-neutrinos are the same, the best-fit values extracted from the neu-
trino sample are

|Am3,| = (2.4700) x 1072 eV?
sin? 2053 = 0.95700%
and that from anti-neutrino sample are
|Am3,| = (2.5703:) x 107% eV?
sin? 203 = 0.97700s.

There is a good agreement between neutrino and anti-neutrino samples.

3.3.4 NOrA

The NOvA experiment [42, 43] is an accelerator experiment which uses an upgraded
beam used in MINOS. The NOvA beam is an off-axis beam with a peak energy of 2
GeV. The main NOvA detector is located in Minnesota, US and 810 km away from
Fermilab. The NOvA detector is composed of cells of liquid scintillator with a total
mass of 14 kton and has sensitivities to the reactions as follows

CC (Quasi-)Elastic Scattering v, +N —u +X'
CC EM shower ve +N —e +X
NC single 7° production v +N — X +°

The NOvA [42] presented the results for the oscillation parameters as follows

sin?fy; = 0.43 or sin?6y; = 0.60.

|Am3,| = (2.52507) x 1072 eV?

As mentioned above, there is a tension between T2K and NOvA results for the value
of 023.

3.4 Reactor Neutrinos

In this section, we give a review of two types of reactor neutrino experiments. One is

a experiment which aims to measure the mixing angle #,3 and the other is a experi-
ment which aims to measure the oscillation parameters related to the solar neutrino
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oscillations. The former is the Double Chooz, Daya Bay and RENO experiments
and the latter is the KamLand experiment.

Reactor neutrinos are produced by the nuclear fission at reactors and detected
by the inverse [-decay reaction

ve+p—et+n. (3.31)

In this reaction photons emitted by the pair annihilation of the positrons in the
final state and surrounding electrons are detected. This signal is separated from the
background by the delayed signal produced by the nuclear capture of the neutron.
The peak of the anti-neutrino detection is at the energy of about 3.6 MeV.

3.4.1 Double Chooz

The Double Chooz experiment [44, 45] located in the Ardennes department, France
is a reactor experiment in which measured 7, are produced by nuclear fission at the
Chooz reactor. Double Chooz is a successor experiment of the Chooz experiment
[46] which presented the upper limit on the value of 6,3

sin?20;3 < 0.1 for |Am3,| ~3 x 1072 eV (3.32)

A main goal of Double Chooz is to measure the precise value of #;3. Double Chooz
has the near and far detector which are 400 m and 1050 m far from the Chooz
reactor, respectively. The near and far detector has collected data since 2015 and
2011, respectively. The Double Chooz neutrino detectors consist of three cylindrical
tanks. The most inner tank is a 10.3 m® Gd-doped liquid scintillator detector as a
neutrino target, the next tank is a 23 m? liquid scintillator detector which measures
an energy of gamma ray escaping from the neutrino target, and the outer tank is a
110 m? paraffin oil buffer region.

In 2011 Double Chooz observed the disappearance of reactor electron antineutri-
nos [44]. This is the first indication of the non-zero ;3 from the reactor neutrino
experiments. After that Double Chooz presented the result for the value of 6,3 [45]
and the best-fit value is

sin? 2615 = 0.109 4 0.030 £ 0.025. (3.33)

3.4.2 Daya Bay

The Daya Bay experiment [47, 48] is the first experiment which observed the value of
non-zero 013 with more than 5 ¢ (March, 2012). The Daya Bay experiment is located
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Figure 3.6: The layout of Daya Bay experiment (left). D1-2, L1-4 represent reactors,
AD1-6 represent detectors, and EH1-3 represent experimental halls. The measured
event ratio of neutrinos to expectation for each detector (right). In the no oscillation
scenario, the ratio should be one. The red line stand for the prediction with the
neutrino oscillations using measured value of 63 [47].

at Daya Bay, China and layout of it is shown in Fig. 3.6 (left). There are six reactors
and six neutrino detectors and baseline lengths between them are listed in Table 3.1.
The Daya Bay detectors consist of three cylindrical layers. The most inner layer is a
20 ton 0.1 % Gd-doped liquid scintillator detector as a neutrino target, the medium
layer is a pure 20 ton liquid scintillator detector and the most outer layer is 40 ton
mineral oil buffer region.

In the three flavor neutrino oscillation framework analysis, Daya Bay presented
the results of the value of ;3 [48]

sin® 2613 = 0.071 £ 0.011. (3.34)

D12 L12 L34
EH1 364 857 1307
EH2 1348 480 528
EH3 1912 1540 1548

Table 3.1: The baseline lengths (m) between experimental halls and reactors.
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3.4.3 RENO

The RENO experiment [49, 50] located in South Korea presented the result of 63
measurement, one month after the announcement by Daya Bay. The result excluded
the no neutrino oscillation hypothesis at 4.90. RENO has the near and far detectors
similar to the Double Chooz and Daya Bay detectors. The near and far detectors are
294 m and 1383 m far from the reactor, respectively. The RENO detectors consist of
three cylindrical tanks. The most inner tank is a 18.6 m® Gd-doped liquid scintillator
detector as a neutrino target, the next tank is a 60 cm thick layer liquid scintillator
detector, and the outer tank is a 65 ton mineral oil buffer region. The up-to-date
result of RENO 65 measurement [50] is

sin? 26,5 = 0.082 4 0.009 £ 0.006. (3.35)

3.4.4 KamLAND

The KamLAND experiment [51, 52, 53] is a experiment whose baselines are longer
than those of the reactor experiments mentioned above. KamLAND was designed to
detect electron anti-neutrinos produced by 53 reactors in Japan. About 80% of the
v, flux comes from 26 reactors located at an average distance of about 180 km. This
configuration allows us to confirm so called the Large Mixing Angle (LMA) solution
to the solar neutrino problem to be discussed in subsection 3.5.1 by looking at a L/E
spectral distortion and data was taken from 2002 to 2009.

The KamLAND detector is located in the Kamioka mine. The location is the
space which was used by the Kamiokande experiment. The KamLAND detector is
a spherical balloon with 1 kton ultra pure liquid scintillator. The first KamLAND
result which is the ratio of measured 7, flux with an energy above 3.4 MeV to the
prediction was presented in 2002 [51]

R = 0.611 + 0.085 + 0.041. (3.36)

This result exclude all solutions to the solar neutrino problem except for the LMA
solution.

In 2008, KamLAND presented the most precise measurement of Am3,. The good
sensitivity of KamLAND to Am3, is due to the L/E spectral distortion. By combin-
ing the KamLAND and solar neutrino experiments data, the oscillation parameters
related to the solar neutrino oscillations in the two flavor framework are determined
as follows

Am3, = 7.597531 x 10 %eV? (3.37)
tan®0, = 0.477008 (3.38)
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Figure 3.7: The measured reactor v, energy spectrum in KamLAND as a function of
Ly/E [52]. Lo = 180 km is the effective baseline taken as a flux-weighted average.

Notice that there is a tension in which Am2, extracted from the global fit of the
solar neutrinos is 20 smaller than that from the KamLAND experiment.

In 2010, KamLAND presented the neutrino oscillation parameter measurements
in the three flavor framework [53]

Am3, = 7.507020 x 10 %eV? (3.39)
tan® 61, = 0.4521003 (3.40)
sin®f13 = 0.020700:8. (3.41)

In the analysis 6,3 was taken as a free parameter and a non-zero 6,3 is indicated with
only 79% C.L.
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3.5 Global Analysis of Neutrino Oscillation Ex-
periments Data

The oscillation probabilities in the three flavor framework can be reduced to an
effective two flavor form. This is due to the hierarchy of mass-squared differences
and the small value of 613. Before the results on 6,3 by T2K and the reactor neutrino
experiments, #13 was considered to be a very small parameter. Although we know
the non-zero and not extremely small value of 03, the two flavor reduction is still
valid to a good approximation. The smaller (Am2;) and larger (AmZ;, ~ Ams3,)
mass-squared differences correspond to solar and atmospheric scale mass-squared
differences, respectively. The ratio of |AmZ,| to |AmZ,| is about 1/30. Scenarios
can be divided into two cases. One is the case driven by the larger mass-squared
difference Am3, and the other is the case driven by the smaller one Am3,. In the
case driven by Am?,, the effects of Am2, are small. On the other hand, in the case
driven by Am2,, the effects of AmZ, are washed out.

Recently neutrino experiments have reached a point where the effects of three
neutrino mixing can be measured. In this section we discuss some oscillation prob-
abilities used in the experiment analysis and give the best-fit oscillation parameters
from the global analysis of neutrino oscillation experiments data.

3.5.1 Neutrino Oscillation Analysis Driven by Ams3,

The neutrino oscillations driven by Am3, are the solar neutrino and long baseline
reactor neutrino oscillation in which the (anti) electron neutrino survival oscillation
probabilities are measured.

The solar neutrino survival probability P(v, — v,) is approximately driven by
one mass-squared difference Am3; and given by

Pv. = v,) = Cilgpeﬁ + 31‘3. (3.42)

P.¢ can be calculated by using the effective 2 x 2 Hamiltonian H.g written as

oo Am3, [ —cos20.5 sin26;, N A 0
oft = 4F sin 2(912 COS 2612 0 0 ’

where A = v/2GrN, is the matter potential. An exact form of P.g is

1 1 AE 20,5 — Ac?
Peﬁ‘ = — + = Ccos 2912 21 €08 2012 i3

. 3.43
2 2 \/(AEQl cos? 2912 - AC%3)2 + (AEQl sin 2912)2 ( )
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P.g with 613 — 0 is called the effective two flavor oscillation probability. The best-fit
values from solar neutrino experiments are [54]

sin?6;, = 0.308 4 0.014,

Am3, = 4.847)%,

There is another experiment called KamLAND that measures the solar neutrino
oscillation parameters Am3, and 6;5. The oscillation probability measured in Kam-
LAND is the disappearance probability of the anti-electron neutrinos emitted by the
nuclear power plants

Am2, L
P(v, — 1,) = 033 (1 — sin® 26,5 sin® %) . (3.44)

Before KamLAND experiment, four solutions to the solar neutrino problem were
known: (a) the Large Mixing Angle (LMA) solution, (b) the Small Mixing Angle
(SMA) solution, (c) the LOW (low probability and low mass) solution, and (d) the
just-so or vacuum (VAC) solution. These solutions are shown in Fig. 3.8.
As mentioned above KamLAND confirmed the LMA solution and the best-fit
values from KamLand experiment are [54]
sinf1, = 0.31615 057,

Am3, = T7.547013.

The best-fit values form the combined solar and KamLand data are [54]

sin?f, = 0.308 +0.012,
Am3, = 7497012

There is a 20 tension between the mass-squared difference deduced from the solar
neutrino observations and the one from the KamLAND experiment.

3.5.2 Neutrino Oscillation Analysis Driven by Am3;

The neutrino oscillations driven by Am3, are atmospheric, accelerator and reactor
neutrino oscillations. The oscillation channels which are relevant to atmospheric and
accelerator neutrinos are v, <+ v, and v, < v, channels. Among them the main
contribution to 63 determination is the v, <+ v, channel. The v, — v, oscillation
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95% C.L.

46



F95%C.L. F95%C.L.

Zenith‘ Spectrum Ve 7vu,r Zenith‘ Spect‘rum+SI‘< Rate veﬂv“‘,T

1 10 10

-4 -3 -2 2 -3 -2 1

1 10 102
tan?(6)

10 10 10 10° 10 10 10°
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probability P(v, — v,) with Am3, — 0 and 633 — 0 (the two flavor framework) is
given as

Am3, L
1 — P(v, — v,) = sin’ 2093 sin” ( Tgl ) (3.45)

where L and F stand for a neutrino flight path length and energy, respectively.
One can easily find that the oscillation probability (3.45) is unchanged by 6,3 —
7/2— 693 or Am3, — —Am?Z,. These invariances cause degeneracies in the parameter
determination. Currently, the neutrino oscillation parameters are extracted not only
from the two flavor framework but also from the three flavor framework. The allowed
regions by various experiments are shown in Fig. 3.10.
The short-baseline reactor neutrino experiments measure the electron anti-neutrino

survival P(v, — ) driven by Am3,. The probability with Am2, — 0 is given as

Am2, L
1 — P(7, — 7,) = sin® 20,3 sin? (%) , (3.46)

and depicted in Fig. 3.6.
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Figure 3.10: The allowed regions at 90% C.L. for sin® 2053 v.s. |Am3,| [56].

3.5.3 Global Neutrino Oscillation Analysis

Global analysis of neutrino oscillation experiments data in the three flavor framework
can be found in Ref. [57]. Relations between the oscillation parameters and experi-
ments are listed in Table 3.2 and the best-fit oscillation parameters from global data
in the three flavor framework are listed in Table 3.3.
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Experiment Dominant | Important

Solar Experiments 012 Am%l, 013

Reactor LBL (KamLAND) Am3, 012, 013

Reactor MBL (Daya-Bay, Reno, D-Chooz) 013 |Am2,|
Atmospheric Experiments 0o3 |AmZ,|, 613, dcp
Accelerator LBL v, Disapp (Minos, NOvA, T2K) | [Am3,|, 623

Accelerator LBL v, App (Minos, NOvA, T2K) dcp 013, 023, sign(Am2))

Table 3.2: Relations between the oscillation parameters and experiments [57]. The
larger mass-squared difference is denoted as Am2, with £ = 1 for the normal hierarchy

and ¢ = 2 for the inverted hierarchy.

Normal Ordering (Ax? = 0.97) Inverted Ordering (best-fit) Any Ordering
bfp £1o 30 range bfp £1o 30 range 30 range

sin?fp | 0.30470015 0.270 — 0.344 | 0.30479013 0.270 — 0.344 0.270 — 0.344
012/° 33.48T078 31.29 — 35.91 33.481078 31.29 — 35.91 31.29 — 35.91
sin?fyy | 045270052 0.382 = 0.643 | 0.579759%  (0.389 — 0.644 0.385 — 0.644
023/° 42,3732 38.2 — 53.3 49.57573 38.6 — 53.3 38.3 — 53.3
sin? @3 | 0.0218%39010  0.0186 — 0.0250 | 0.0219700015  0.0188 — 0.0251 | 0.0188 — 0.0251
015/° 8.50103% 7.85 = 9.10 8.511030 7.87 = 9.11 7.87 = 9.11
Scp/° 306139 0 — 360 254758 0 — 360 0 — 360
lﬁ% 7.501013 7.02 — 8.09 7507017 7.02 — 8.09 7.02 — 8.09
e, | 245THNT 42317 42,607 | ~2.440708% 2500 — —2.307 | |12 7 4200

Table 3.3: The best-fit oscillation parameters from global data in the three flavor
framework [57]. Normal and inverted ordering correspond to normal and inverted
hierarchy, respectively. The values in the 1st (2nd) column are obtained assuming the
normal (inverted) hiearachy. In the 3rd column the values are minimized with respect
to the mass hierarchy. Note that Am2, = Am3, > 0 for NH and Am2, = Am3, <0

for IH.
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Chapter 4

Neutrino Nonstandard
Interactions Phenomenology

So far we discussed the neutrino oscillations in the standard three flavor frame-
work. In this section we discuss phenomenology of neutrino oscillations with flavor-
dependent neutrino NonStandard Interactions (NSI) which have been studied as
the new physics candidates. There are two types of NSI. One is a neutral current
nonstandard interaction[l, 2, 3] and the other is a charged current nonstandard
interaction [4]. The neutral current NSI affects the neutrino propagation through
the matter effect and hence experiments with a long baseline such as atmospheric
neutrino and LBL experiments are expected to have the sensitivity to the neutral
current NSI. On the other hand, the charged current NSI causes zero distance ef-
fects in neutrino oscillation. In this thesis, we concentrate on the effects of neutral
current NSI in neutrino propagation because a hint for the neutral current NSI has
been suggested. It was pointed out in Ref. [58] that there is a tension between the
mass-squared difference deduced from the solar neutrino observations and the one
from the KamLAND experiment, and that the tension can be resolved by introduc-
ing the neutral current NSI whose strength is comparable to the SM intearctions in
neutrino propagation. Such a hint for NSI gives us a strong motivation to study NSI
in propagation in details.

Constraints on €,5 have been discussed by many people in the past !; from atmo-
spheric neutrinos [61, 62, 63, 64, 65], from eTe~ colliders [66], from the compilation of
various neutrino data [67], from solar neutrinos [68, 69, 70], from v.e or v.e scatter-
ings [71, 72], from solar and reactor neutrinos [73], from solar, reactor and accelerator
neutrinos [74]. The constraints on €., and €., from the atmospheric neutrino has been

1See Refs. [59, 60] for extensive references.
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discussed in Ref. [75] along with those from the long-baseline experiments, in Ref. [76]
by the Super-Kamiokande Collaboration, in Refs. [77, 78, 79, 80, 81] on the future
atmospheric neutrino experiments, with the ansatz different from ours mentioned
later.

In addition to the view of phenomenology, it should be mentioned that some
models predict large non-standard interactions [82, 83, 84], and hence such large NSI
effects are worth investigating also from the view point of model building.

4.1 Neutrino Oscillations with NSI

Let us start with the effective flavor-dependent neutral current neutrino nonstandard
interactions in propagation given by

M= —2v2 el G Tarvuvsn) (For"fr) . (4.1)

where fp and f}, stand for fermions with chirality P and eigp is a dimensionless
constant which is normalized by the Fermi coupling constant Gr. The presence of
NSI (4.1) modifies the MSW potential in the flavor basis:

1
V2GEN, | 0 — A, (4.2)
0

o O O
o O O

where

L+ € €ep €er

A=V2GrN, €ue  €up €ur | s (4.3)
€re E’T},L €rr
€qp 1s defined by
Ny
€ap= Y Feg;ﬁ, (4.4)
f=eu,d €

and Ny (f = e, u,d) stands for number densities of fermions f. Here we defined the
new NSI parameters as eig = eﬁép and ef;ﬁ = eﬁg + eég since the matter effect is
sensitive only to the coherent scattering and only to the vector part in the interaction.
As can be seen from the definition of €,4, the neutrino oscillation experiments on the
Earth are sensitive only to the sum of eéﬁ. We call the most general parametrization

(4.3) of NSI in the flavor basis the standard NSI parametrization in this thesis. In
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the three flavor neutrino oscillation framework with NSI, the neutrino evolution is
governed by the Dirac equation:

Ve(ﬂf) Ve(x)
zd— vu(z) | = [Udiag (0, AEy, AE;) U+ A] | vu(z) |, (4.5)
T\ v(2) v, (x)

where U is the leptonic mixing matrix defined by

C12€13 $12C13 S1ze”"0CP
_ i i
U = —812C93 — C12523513€°°F  C19C93 — S12523513€"°CF $23C13 , (4.6)
is is,
812823 — €12023513€°°F  —C12823 — S$12C23513€" 7Y (C23C13

and AEj, = Am? k/QE (m —m3)/2E, cjp = cosbji, sjx = sin0j.

4.2 Constraints on NSI from Solar Neutrinos

In Refs. [58, 85] it was pointed out that there is a tension between the two mass
squared differences extracted from the KamLAND and solar neutrino experiments.
The mass squared difference Am2, (= 4.7 x 107°eV?) extracted from the solar neu-
trino data is 20 smaller than that from the KamLAND data Am2, (= 7.5x 10~%eV?).
The authors of Refs. [58, 85] discussed the tension can be removed by introducing
NSI in propagation.

To discuss the effect of NSI on solar neutrinos, we reduce the 3 x 3 Hamiltonian
in the Dirac equation Eq. (4.5) to an effective 2 x 2 Hamiltonian to get the survival
probability P(v, — v,) because solar neutrinos are approximately driven by one mass
squared difference Am3, [58]. The survival probability P(v, — v.) can be written as

Plv. = v,) = Cilgpeﬁ + 31‘3, (4.7)

where P.g is

Pg = (1 + cos 20 cos 2912) , (4.8)

N —

N Am2, sin 2019 /4E + AS ", €l N /N,
tan26 = 2| 21 12/ 5 2.1 N ff/ | : (4.9)

P.g can be calculated by using the effective 2 x 2 Hamiltonian H*® written as

Am? —cos 2015 sin 260 2. A 0 N ef
eff 21 12 12 13 f N
A= 41F ( sin 2‘912 COS 2012 ) T ( ) Af;d e < 6fD ) )

(4.10)
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where €/, and €}, are linear combinations of the standard NSI parameters:

h = ensiBe [ (sl + enel)] — (1+ %) emsarRe [e]]
0%3 f f 5%3 - 5%3033 f f
_7 (Eee - Euu) T (ETT - Euu)
6{\7 = (13 (623€£ﬂ — 823657') + 813€7i6cp [8336;{7' — 6336/{: + C235923 (E;T — 6/{#)] .
(4.11)

Ref. [58, 85] discussed the sensitivity of solar neutrino and KamLAND experiments
to eg and real e{v for one particular choice of f =wu or f = d at a time. The results
are shown in Fig.4.1. The best-fit values from the solar neutrino and KamLAND
data are (%, €%) = (—0.22, —0.30) and (€%, €%) = (—0.12,—0.16) and that from the
global analysis of the neutrino oscillation data are (€%, €%) = (—0.140, —0.030) and
(€4, €%) = (—0.145, —0.036). These results give us a hint for the existence of NSI.

In addition to the above, Ref. [58, 85| also discussed the possibility of the dark-
side solution (Am2, > 0 and 6,5 > m/4) which requires NSI in the solar neu-
trino problem. The dark-side solution arises from the symmetry of the Hamilto-
nian (4.10) and survival probability (4.7). To discuss the origin of dark-side solution,
we consider ranges of the oscillation parameters. We can assume Am3; > 0 with-
out loss of generality because the Hamiltonian (4.10) is invariant under the trans-
formation (Am2,,6015) — (—Am3;, 012 + 7/2). Next, we can restrict 615 range to
—m/2 < 015 < w/2 because its dependence appears 26;5 in survival probability (4.7).
The probability has no sensitivity to the overall sign of the non-diagonal component
of the Hamiltonian (4.10) and hence there is the symmetry (65, €l) — (=012, —€k)
in the probability. Taking all symmetries into account, the ranges of the oscillation
parameters which we have to consider are Am%l >0 and 0 < 05 < w/2. Let us
consider the transformations

2 2

! f

c%/Z—ZefDNf/Ne — - (cé/?—ZefDNf/Ne).
f f

Under the transformations the oscillation probability is unchanged and the transfor-
mations Am2, and e{\, can be absorbed into that of 6y5. That is why the dark-side
solution (f;5 > 7/4) is confused with the standard LAM solutions (615 < 7/4). The
allowed regions for the dark-side solution are disconnected from that for the standard
LMA solution in the plane (e}, ) and those for the dark-side solution within 3¢ do
not contain the standard scenario efD = E{V =0.
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Figure 4.1: The allowed regions in the (e}, el) plane [58]. The SNO results are
included in two different forms. The allowed regions given by the SNO results of low
energy threshold analysis are labeled as SNO-POLY and those given by the other
results of SNO are labeled as SNO-DATA. The best-fit point given by SNO-DATA
(SNO-POLY) is marked with a star (triangle). The green dotted regions are given
by the analysis of the atmospheric and LBL data.
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4.3 Constraints on NSI from Atmospheric Neutri-
nos

In this section, we describe the constraints on NSI from the atmospheric neutrino
experiments and introduce a relation between €., |e..| and €., and the matter angle
B. Atmospheric neutrinos go through the Earth and interact with electrons, up
and down quarks. In the Earth, the number densities of electrons, protons and
neutrons are approximately equal and hence those of up quarks and down quarks are
approximately the same. From these, one can define €, as

€ap = €og + 3€bs + 3l s, (4.12)

and we have the following limits [67, 86] on €,5 at 90% C.L.:

l€ee] <4 x10° e, | <3 %1070 e | < 3 x 10°
m
lepul <7x1072 e, | <3x 1071 |. (4.13)
lerr| <2 x 10!
To investigate the sensitivity of the atmospheric neutrino experiment to eg and

el,, we have to convert e, and €/, into efiﬁ because e, and €, are valid only in the
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solar neutrinos analysis. €7, and e{\, are expressed in terms of ef; 5 as the following:

sin (¢/,) 13 sin (0p + 04,.)

el = - LR )i,
sin (5cp + (ber) S23 lo3 Sin (5cp + ¢er>
sin (5cp+@/)f) |€f |
_ 2,
sin (5cp + ¢£T> 523C13
f in b
g oS ¢, sin ¢y, o |
mr  Cup _ wr
tan2p; o (5cp + gbé;) sin 26093
sin (¢£p - ngT) |€f | o 2 Sln(¢f - ¢£’r) |€{V|
e . . )
So3t13 Sin <5cp + Qi-r) g Sln(éCp + ¢£T)813 sin 2053
o _f —9 3%3 - 3%3033 cos ¢£T sin ¢£T
ee n 2 .
g Ci3 tan 203 tan <5cp + gzﬁf;) sin 26,3
12 sin ¢f 1+s2, .
+tﬁ . ur AN 12 $in 26093 c0s @y | €, |
23 tan <5Cp + (bCT) 013

S%S — 8%3633 . sin ((bg,u - (bg‘r)

+2 _ + 13593 c0S (0ep + &7
sp3sin2013 gy (5cp + (1557) 1992305 (0 “>
+t13C23 ) sin(d0cp + ¢£u) !
t23  tan <5cp + d)él) sin 20y |
_ 533 — S13C33 _sin (v —oL,)
$13C35 Sin 2093 sin (5@ + ¢£T>
13 . Sin(écp + ¢f) ‘E{V| o iEfD (414)
123C13  tan <5cp + ¢£T> ct3

where ¢/ = arg(el), ¢£B = arg(eiﬂ) and t;; = tan#;;. When we consider only one
particular choice of f = u or f = d at a time as in Ref. [58], from the definition of €,s
(4.12), we cannot distinguish the case of f = w from that of f = d in the atmospheric
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neutrinos analysis. Therefore we concentrate on only one particular choice of f =d
in this thesis and then we have

€ = 36i5
Guy = arg (eas) = arg (1)
€D B E%
EN = E(Ii\;
¢ =arg (e)). (4.15)

The case with ¢,, =0 (e =e, 41, 7)

It was pointed out in Refs. [87, 88] that if the y components of €,43 are set to zero then
the high-energy atmospheric neutrino data, where the matter effects are dominant,
are consistent with NSI only when the following inequality is hold:

min <‘1 + € + €7 \/(1 + €ee —€0)2 + 4|€e7-|2‘> <04, (4.16)

where the arguments of the absolute value on the left hand side are the two nonzero
eigenvalues of the matrix A in the absence of €,,, (o = e, j1, 7) component, and the +
(—) sign in £ is chosen when 1 + €., + €., is negative (positive). To understand the
meaning of inequality (4.16), we compare the behavior of high-energy atmospheric
neutrino oscillation probability in the standard scenario with that in the NSI scenario.
In the standard scenario, the disappearance oscillation probability of the high-energy
atmospheric neutrinos in the limit of Am3; — 0 are expressed as follows:

(8- Bi) L

1-Ply, = v,) = 4Z[X§‘“X£“]sin2 5

Jj<k

o AEs 2L ) N AL
4 <X{‘“X§“ sin? (—3;313 ) i (Xf“ i Xgﬂ) XU sin? (7))

Xt XM\ ([ ABEy 2, LN\° [ AEs; )\’ L, (AL
4(&{3 (1_ A 2 a0 ) st

12

12
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where

ST
€13
B X
Xp o~ 122
€13
2
xprow (S0 apes
A
E AEgl + A— \/(AE31 COS 2013 — A>2 + (AEgl sin 2913)2
1 — 9 )
E2 ~ O,
E AEgl + A + \/(AEgl COS 2‘913 - A)2 + (AEgl sin 2913)2
3 = .
2

The most important behavior of the disappearance oscillation probability is the en-
ergy dependence:

1— Py, = v,) < B2 (4.17)

To obtain the disappearance oscillation probability with NSI, we diagonalize the
matter potential:

1+ €ee 0 €er
A =+2GpN. 0 0 0 |=0Odag(\,0,\)0O" (4.18)
€re 0 €
where
cos 3 0 —e%sin 3
O = 0 1 0 ,
e ersins 0 cos 3

1 ee TT 1 ee =~ Cr1 2
A = V2GrN, %jL\/(%) Flea? ],

1 ee TT 1 ee =~ Cr1 2
)\T' = \/éGFNe % - \/(%) + ’667"2 )

2|€eer|

tan26 = m—_e
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The Dirac eq. in the basis where the matter potential is diagonal is

/ /

d l/e Ve
id— v, | = [U'diag (0, AEs, AE35) U™ + diag (Aer, 0, A)] | v
T\ v 78
where
U o= o,
iz Ve
v, = 0O v, |. (4.19)
74 v,

If we assume the condition || < AFEs;, the Dirac eq. in the diagonal matter
potential basis is similar to standard one. The disappearance oscillation probability
with NSI P(v, — v,)nst can be obtained by the replacements U — U’ and A — Ao/
and we require that the following condition should be satisfied:

1 — P(v, = vu)ns1 < E72

If we do not assume the condition |A| < AFj3;, the disappearance oscillation prob-
ability with NSI not proportional to £~2. The mismatch of energy dependence
constrains NSI strongly and hence Eq. (4.16) plays an important role.

Notice that in the limit of A\.» = 0, €., and |e.,| satisfy a parabolic relation

€rr = (4.20)

and hence €., can be eliminated. We see in Fig4.4 that the relation can be satisfied
by the data to a good approximation. In the limit of Eq. (4.20), the disappearance
oscillation probability of the high-energy atmospheric neutrinos can be reduced to
v, > v, vacuum oscillation like two-flavor form (v is a mixture of v, and v, due to
the presence of NSI) in spite of nonvanishing 77 component in the matter potential.
This means that the disappearance oscillation probability with NSI of the high-energy
atmospheric neutrinos is proportional to £2

Am?, L\ 1
1 — P(y, — 1) = sin® 20, sin? (%) x = (4.21)

as in the case of the standard two flavor neutrino oscillation framework.
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We have plotted a distribution of €., and |e.,| for a given set (ep, ex) in Fig. 4.2.
The red crosses are solutions of Eq. (4.14) and blue squares are special solutions that
satisfy the constraint (4.16) from the high-energy atmospheric neutrino oscillation
data. The one particular parameter set (ep,ey) gives the several parameter sets
(€ce, |€er|) due to variation of oscillation and NSI parameters. This is why we should
consider the non-trivial mapping between e,g and €p .

€,=-0.16,¢,=-0.12 €,=-0.145,¢,=-0.036
2 T T T T T T 2 T T T T T T T
T T
Ead R
15 A 1 15 |
g PHE R 4
e+t ++
— 4 —
+ + + + +
5 1F ++ o+ et 'G_,)‘ 1
w + + + i + w
— + N + 4 + —
e A et
+ e R . =i
+ + R
t + + *ﬁ*#’@ HtiJrJr +
+ g ﬂ%,—#*“l *7—,%* H+ A
b + - et + . H FEm
0.5 F+ + + ¥+ e 7 0.5 +++ ++
* * + * FT s fﬁ +
#th—# _— HjFH# *"‘* W
n N ++H+4t+ +1;+H++ i +++
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Eee

Figure 4.2: A distribution of €. and |e..| for a given set (ep,en). Red crosses
are solutions of Eq.(4.14) and blue squares are special solutions which satisfy the
inequality (4.16).

Next let us discuss the matter angle 5 introduced in the diagonalization of matter
potential [87, 88]. The matter angle 5 determines the mixing between the standard
flavor basis v, ; defined by the W-boson exchange interaction and the modified flavor
basis v/, due to the presence of NSI with components €,s (o, 8 = ¢,7). As we have
seen above, it is convenient to take the modified flavor basis in the discussion on the
sensitivity of atmospheric neutrino experiments to NSI. We assume the case A\, = 0,
for simplicity, and then tan § can be written as

|€er|

ta = .
np 1+ €ee

Using this quantity, the disappearance probability of high-energy atmospheric neu-
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trinos in the limit of Am3, — 0 can be obtained by the changes in Eq. (4.17):

cos 3 0 e sinf3
U - U = 0 1 0 U
—e @ersinB 0 cosf

A — \/§GFN6(1+666) (1+tan2ﬂ).

The disappearance probability of high-energy atmospheric neutrinos depends on
arg(€er) = QPer, €ce and tan . The high-energy atmospheric neutrino oscillation
experiments data have less sensitivity to ee component of the matter potential be-
cause the observation can be well explained by vacuum two flavor neutrino oscillation.
The sensitivity of atmospheric neutrino oscillation experiments to NSI is given after
marginalizing over ¢., and therefore atmospheric neutrino oscillation experiments
constrain tan 5. In Ref. [89], the constraint | tan 8| < 0.8 (at 2.50) from the SK data
for 4438 days is given.

It is instructive to discuss the relation between the standard parametrization €,z
and the set of the parametrizations (efD, ef\,) in the simplest case. In the simplest
case, we assume the parabolic relation (4.20) and set 613 = 0, 053 = 7/4, which is a
good approximation to some extent. Then, introducing a new angle

tan

V2
we can derive the following relation (See Appendix A.1 for the derivation and the
expression for a more general case.):

tan 3’ =

(4.22)

|36N|

N tanog 423
/2= 36, 20 (4.23)

The region | |/|1 + €e| < tan 8, which is the area surrounded by the €., = 0 axis
and the straight line |e..| = tan 8|1+ €..| with the gradient tan 8 and the z-intercept
€ce = —1, is the allowed region in the (€, |€.,|) plane by the atmospheric neutrino
data under the assumption of the parabolic relation (4.20). The corresponding region
in the (ep, €y) plane is approximately given by the one surrounded by the ey = 0
axis and the straight line |ey| = tan25’ |1/6 — ep| with the gradient tan 25’ and the
x-intercept ep = 1/6. The correspondence between tan § and tan 23’ can be seen in
Fig4.3.

The case with ¢,, #0 (« = e, pu, 7)

From here we take into consideration all the components of €, including the p
components, and lift the parabolic relation (4.20). Even in this case, because of the
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Figure 4.3: The allowed regions given by tan 5 and tan 20’

strong constraints (4.13) on the €,, components, the three eigenvalues of the matter
potential matrix A are approximately 0 and 14¢€..+¢€,,+ \/ (14 €ce — €77)% + 4€er |2
So most of the discussions in the previous subsection are approximately valid. In
particular, the constraint from the high energy data of the atmospheric neutrinos
can be approximately given by Eq.(4.16). We note that another derivation of the
relation (4.20) was given in Ref. [90].2 The high-energy behavior of the disappearance
oscillation probability in the presence of NSI without switching off any €,3 can be
written as

1-Ply, = v,) ~c+a

M+@<1), (4.24)

E E?
This expression requires |¢y| < 1 and |¢;]| < 1 so that the presence of NST is consistent

with the high-energy atmospheric neutrino experiments data. The constraints on ¢
and ¢; imply €, >~ €, ~ €, ~ 0 and €., > |e.r|?/(1 + €ce).

2The oscillation probability in the presence of NSI was given in the low energy region in Ref. [91].
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Figure 4.4: The allowed regions for normal (left) and inverted (right) hierarchy from
a combined fit of the atmospheric and K2K data [88]. In this analysis the oscillation
parameters 613 and Am3, are set to zero. The contours, from the inner to the outer,
correspond to 95%, 99% and 3 ¢ C.L.
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Chapter 5

Sensitivity of Atmospheric
Neutrino Experiments to NSI

In this chapter the sensitivity of the future atmospheric neutrino experiment HK to
NSI is studied assuming that the mass hierarchy is known. The analysis was per-
formed with the codes which were used in Ref. [92, 93, 94, 89, 95]. There are two NSI
parametrizations currently known. We discuss the sensitivity to NSI parameterized
as €43 and ep y in HK.

5.1 Sensitivity of Hyper-Kamiokande

In this section we discuss the sensitivity to NSI of the Hyper-Kamiokande (HK)
atmospheric neutrino experiment whose data is assumed to be taken for 4438 days.
In our analysis of the sensitivity to NSI, we assume that the mass hierarchy is known
because there may be some hints on the mass hierarchy determination by the time
HK accumulate the data for 4438 days. We consider two cases, one of which is the
case assuming that €,, = 0 (a = e, u7) and €., = |- [*/(1 + €.), and the other is
the case without these assumptions.

We assume that the HK fiducial volume is 0.56 Mton !, and that the HK detector
has the same detection efficiencies as those of Super-Kamiokande (SK) and that HK
atmospheric neutrino data consist of the sub-GeV, multi-GeV and upward going

'Recently there is a new design with the reduced fiducial volume (two tanks with the fiducial vol-
ume 0.19 Mton each). However, decreasing of the number of events due to a reduced fiducial volume
can be compensated by the improvement of the detection efficiencies. Since the details of the new
design are not known, we will analyze the atmospheric neutrino measurements at Hyperkamiokande
with the parameters in the old design throughout this thesis.
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p events as in the case of SK. As HK is the future experiment, the number of
events calculated with the standard three flavor oscillation scenario are used as the
experimental data for fitting. The reference values of oscillation parameters used in
the calculation of the experimental data are the following:

Am2, = 2.5 x 107%eV? sin? fy3 = 0.5, 0cp = 0,
sin? 26,5 = 0.86,sin? 20,5 = 0.1, Am32, = 7.6 x 10~°eV?, (5.1)

where the parameters with a bar denote those for the reference value of “the experi-
mental data”. The information on the zenith angle bins for the sub-GeV, multi-GeV
and upward going u events are given in Ref. [96] while that on the energy bins is not
available. We analyze with the ten zenith angle bins as in Ref. [96]. As the exper-
imental data is calculated by our codes, we can use any information on the energy
spectrum of the number of events and analyze with any number of the energy bins.

Before moving on to the discussions on the sensitivity of HK to NSI, we investigate
the significance of the wrong mass hierarchy to check the validity of our codes. We
calculated the significance of the wrong mass hierarchy with different numbers of
the energy bins and found that the significance calculated by our codes with two
energy bins in the contained events and one energy bin in the upward going p events
is similar to the one in Ref.[34]. The more we increase the energy bins, the larger
significance of the wrong mass hierarchy becomes as long as the width of each energy
bin is larger than the uncertainty due to the energy resolution. In the case of the
analysis of the sensitivity to NSI, the allowed regions with more than two energy bins
are smaller than those with two energy bins. In this thesis, therefore, we adopt two
energy bins in the contained events and one energy bin in the upward going p events
so that the results are conservative. Notice that in the case with €,, =0 (v = e, p1,7)
and €., = |e.,|*/(1+ €..), the energy rate (one energy bin) analysis of the sensitivity
of HK to NSI is also given.

In the HK rate analysis x? is defined as

2

. . 2 2 2
X = anln (Xsub—GeV + Xmulti—Gev T Xupward) ) <52)
9237|Am32|767a’rg(667)
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where

: ; = 1 s s
e = D | ot P {n§<e) [as (1 - 521 * 622)
+a (1 + 6251 + 52'52) NS (v, = 1)
+a (1 - 551 - 5;2) N:(7e — )
+a, (1 + 62“ - %2) NS (0 — 1) — n;(e)r

o (1 + Bf) N; (v = )
Ba  Bs o
T (1_ 21_ 22 Nj(e—>Vu)
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2 . .
Xmulti—GeV = mlI}
am,B's

2 B s 1 Bt B
5 +2 +Z{nm—(cﬂ{as<l_7+7)Nj(%_}V€)

U,Bml UﬁmZ

(1+@+@ Nm

2 2 )
67711 BmZ m/—
+a (1—7—— N (Ve — 1)

2
ta, (1 + % - % N5, = ) — n;"(ﬂ)} H , (5.4)

5 10
9 . o 1 u ”
Xupward — I {F + Z ) [(1 + au)Nj (Ve — Vu) + (1 + O‘u)Nj (Vu — Vu)

+(1+ )N (7 = ) + (1 + ) N (7, = 7,) — n;<u>}2} . (5.5)

The summation on j runs over the ten zenith angle bins. nf(a) (a = s,m;a = e, j1)
and nf(u) stand for “the experimental data” for combined neutrino and anti-neutrino
number of events for the sub-GeV and multi-GeV events, and that for the upward
going p events, respectively. Nf(vo — vg)(N§ (Vo — Vﬁ)) stands for the prediction
with our codes for the number of (5-like events ({g = e, p1) of the sub-GeV and multi-
GeV events and Nj'(vo — vg) (N (Vo — 1)) stands for that of the upward going p
events. a, (a = s, m,u) stands for the uncertainty in the overall flux normalization
for the sub-GeV, multi-GeV, and upward going p events, 3,1 (f,2) stands for the
uncertainty in the relative normalization between v, - v, flux (v - 7 flux) for the
sub-GeV (a = s) and multi-GeV (a = m) events, respectively. It is understood that
x? is minimized with respect to ay, B (K =1,2), A, Bk (k= 1,2), a,. We have
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put the systematic errors

08s1 = 0Bm1 = 003,
0Bs2 = 0Bm2 = 005,
00 =02 (5.6)

and we have assumed that a, and «,, for the contained events are free parameters as
in Ref. [97]. We have omitted the other uncertainties, such as the F, spectral index,
the relative normalization between PC and FC and up-down correlation, etc., for
simplicity. In particular, we confirmed that taking a uncertainty in the E, spectral
index which is omitted in our analysis into consideration gives negligible contribu-
tions to x2. In addition to minimizing systematic uncertainty parameters, x? is also
minimized with respect to the mixing angle 6,3, the mass-squared difference |Am3,|,
the Dirac CP phase ¢ and the NSI phase arg(e.,). The other oscillation parameters
give little effect on 2, so we have fixed them as sin® 26,5, = 0.86, sin? 20,5 = 0.1 and
Am3, = 7.6 x 107%eV2,

On the other hand, in the case with the energy spectrum analysis, x? for the

68



Sub-GeV and multi-GeV events in eq. (5.2) are replaced by

qub—GeV
2 2 2 2 2 2
_ min 251 1 232 X 72L1 4 721;2 1 72H1 i 72H2
asflsa’s | Ogar Opsa Oyp1 Oy OyH1 O5H2
Bsi B2 va
1—
3 3 o (15
A=L,H j=1
+a, <1+ Py 5;2 E ”7) N (0 > )
le /852 '7 s /— _
+ag <1— 5 " 5 —l—% N3 (e — ve)
. 2
j
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The summation on A = L, H runs over the two energy bins.
H stand for the lower (E < Fi,) and higher (E > Fy,) energy bins, respectively.
For all the zenith angle bins, the threshold energy for the sub-GeV events is 0.5GeV
and that for the multi-GeV events is 3.2GeV. The threshold energy FEi;, is chosen so
that the numbers of events for the lower and higher energy bins are approximately
The experimental data ng;(a) (e = s,m;a = e,u) stands for the sum of
the number of neutrinos and antineutrinos events for the sub-GeV and multi-GeV
events, and the experimental data nj(u) stands for that for the upward going u
N§;j(va — vp)(N§;(Va — 7)) stands for the prediction with our codes
for the number of ¢s-like events (€3 = e, u) of the sub-GeV and multi-GeV events
and Nj'(va — vp)(Nj'(Va — Vg)) stands for that of the upward going p events.
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The indices L and



We introduced the flavor and energy dependent relative normalization between the
upward and downward bins for the sub-GeV and multi-GeV events +'s

A Rt (j <Jjm;A=L,H)
AL2 —Yar2 (J>jm;A=L,H)
Vo= N2 (J < Jjin)
12 7,2 (J > Jm)-
Here ji, = 3 is the index which separates the upward and downward bins and deter-
mined in the investigation of the significance of the wrong mass hierarchy. We have
checked that the choice of the upward-downward separation index jy, do not affect

the sensitivity to NSI significantly. We have set the systematic errors to the same
values as in Ref. [97]

0ps1 = 0pm1 — 0.03,
0'532 = 08m2 = 005,

o, = 0.2,

oyr1 = 0.005,

o2 = 0.008,

oym = 0.021,

oym2 = 0.018,

041 = 0.015,

0,2 = 0.008, (5.9)

and omitted other systematic errors for simplicity as is the case with the energy rate
analysis.

5.1.1 The case with ¢,, =0 and €., = |e..|*/(1 + €)

In this subsection we show the results of energy rate and spectrum analysis in the
case with €,, = 0 (o = e, 1, 7) and €, = |e.r|?/(1 + €c) at HK. The allowed regions
from energy rate (spectrum) analysis are shown in the upper (lower) panel of Fig. 5.1.
From the energy rate analysis, we get a constraint on tan 5 = |e..|/|(1+€.)| < 0.3 at
2.50C.L. On the other hand, from the energy spectrum analysis, we get constraints
—0.1 < €ee £ 0.2 and €., | < 0.08 at 2.50 (98.8%) C.L. for the normal hierarchy and
—0.4 S € S 1.2 and |e..| < 0.34 at 2.50 (98.8%) C.L. for the inverted hierarchy.
Notice that the constraints from normal hierarchy are much stronger than those
from inverted hierarchy in both the energy rate and spectrum analysis and the en-

ergy spectrum analysis gives the narrow allowed regions compared with those from

71



energy rate analysis. To understand these phenomena, we have plotted X2 i cev 88
a function of €., with |e..| = 0 in Fig.5.2. Hence the multi-GeV events are sensitive
to the matter effect and hence to NSI. In plotting Fig. 5.2, we have taken into account
only the statistical errors for simplicity, and we assume that the HK detector could
distinguish neutrinos and antineutrinos for both e-like and p-like events in all the
energy ranges of the multi-GeV events, and that the detection efficiency is the same
for both neutrinos and antineutrinos. Since the SK collaboration distinguish neutri-
nos and antineutrinos only for the multi-GeV e-like events [96], our assumption here
may not be realistic, and the separate plots for neutrinos or for antineutrinos except
for the e-like events should be regarded as information for theoretical consideration.
Comparing the figures ((a) and (b)) in the top row and those ((e) and (f)) in the
bottom row, we see that, even if some of the data set in the spectrum analysis have a
sensitivity to the effect of €.., the data in the rate analysis does not necessarily have
a sensitivity to €... This is prominent for €., > 0. While it is not clear to us why the
sensitivity is lost only for €., > 0, we have found that, if we try to fit the same data
with the numbers of events with the wrong mass hierarchy, then the plot becomes
left-right reversed, i.e., the sensitivity is lost only for €., < 0. On the other hand, by
comparing the figures ((c) and (d)) in the middle row and those ((e) and (f)) in the
bottom row, we see that, in the case of the inverted mass hierarchy, even though the
separate v, data has a sensitivity to €., the combined data v, + 7, loses a sensitivity.
We could not explain these phenomena using the analytic expression for the oscilla-
tion probability, but we interpret this loss of sensitivity as a destructive phenomenon
between neutrinos and antineutrinos in the rate analysis, and between the lower and
higher energy bins in the spectrum analysis for the inverted mass hierarchy.

To visualize how this destructive phenomenon happens in terms of the numbers
of events, we have plotted in Fig. 5.3 the difference of the numbers of the multi-GeV
p-like events with standard scenario and those with NSI for a typical case: (e,
€er)=(2,0). From Fig. 5.3 we see that each positive and negative contribution to the
difference in the v, events (Fig.5.3 (a)) is almost cancelled by negative and positive
contribution in the 7, events Fig.5.3 (b), so the difference in the combined events
(Fig.5.3 (c)) significance is reduced.

Although we have not thoroughly investigated, according to our investigation for
a specific case (€. = 0), this destructive phenomenon does not happen for |e.,|, i.e.,
distinction between neutrinos and antineutrinos does not make much difference on
the sensitivity to |e..|. This conclusion is consistent with the result of Ref.[79], in
which the sensitivity to |e..| was studied, although they took a set of assumptions
different from ours. This destructive phenomenon seems to be characteristic to the
sensitivity to €. because of the asymmetry between the cases for €., + 1 > 0 and for
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€ee +1 <0.

It is expected that the HK experiment will be able to use information on the
energy spectrum, so we believe that the allowed region in the lower panel in Fig. 5.1
with the energy spectrum analysis reflects the true HK sensitivity more than that in
the upper panel does. Therefore we also adopt the energy spectrum analysis in the
next subsection.

Next let us discuss the case where “the experimental data” is the one obtained
with (€ce, €er) # (0,0). The analysis is the same as the energy spectrum analysis
in this subsection, except that the “the experimental data” is produced assuming
the presence of NSI. The results are shown in Fig. 5.4, where the allowed regions at
2.50 (Ax?* = 8.8 for 2 degrees of freedom) around the true points are depicted. The
straight lines |e..| = 0.8 x |1 + €| in Fig. 5.4 stand for the approximate bound from
the SK atmospheric neutrinos [89], and we have examined only the points below
these straight lines. As seen from Fig. 5.4, the errors in €. and |e..| are small for
lece| < 2 in the case of the normal hierarchy and for —3 < €. < 1 in the case of the
inverted hierarchy. The errors are large otherwise, and the reason that the errors
are large is because a sensitivity is lost due to a destructive phenomenon between
neutrinos and antineutrinos as was discussed above.

We note in passing that there are a couple of points in Fig. 5.4, where the allowed
region has an additional isolated island. This is regarded as so-called parameter
degeneracy, which is classified into the intrinsic degeneracy [98], the sign degener-
acy [10] and the octant degeneracy [11, 8] in the standard three-flavor framework, in
the presence of the NSI. Since little is known about parameter degeneracy in the
presence of the new physics and since the study of the subject is beyond the scope
of this thesis, we do not discuss parameter degeneracy with NSI here.

5.1.2 The case without any assumptions

In this subsection we show results of sensitivities to NSI without the assumptions. A
definition of x? and NSI parameterization used in this subsection are different from
those used in the preceding subsection. NSI is parametrized as ep y and hence the
allowed regions are given in the (ep, |ey|) plane.

x? used in the analysis is defined as

X2 = min (Xgub—GeV + X12nulti—GeV + Xlglpward + Xf)rior) ) (510)

9237|Am§2 | 7576116

where X2u,_cevs Xowlti-Gev a0 Xipwara are the same as in the energy spectrum anal-
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ysis discussed in the preceding subsection and Xfmor is defined as

o el

priorm + Ax

prior |5€£7—|2 .

(5.11)

2
X prior

Where Ax2,,, = 2.7 in x2,,, stands for x* for 90%CL with 1 d.o.f. and |de/, | =
\(56£T| = 0.05 stand for constraint on corresponding NSI at 90%CL, respectively. It
is also understood that x? is minimized with respect to the systematic uncertainty,
the oscillation parameters o3, |[Am3,], 6, and the NSI parameter except for ep and
|€ N|'

The sensitivity of the atmospheric neutrino experiment to NSI which is parametrized
as (ep, ey) is studied as follows.

1. Set a grid on the (ep, |en|) plane.

2. Calculate a parameter set (|eq;|, €ce — €4 €-r — €,4) Via Eq. (4.14) for the given
point (ep, |ex|) on the grid varying Am3,, oz, dcp, |€cpls |€ur], ¥ and @ags.

3. Dismiss the parameter set if it does not satisfy any one of the following criteria:

le.r] < 1.5 (5.12)
l€ce — €up] < 2.0 (5.13)

min (‘1 4 (€ce — €up) + (€2 — €) £/ (14 € — €77)2 + 4|EeT|2D <04 (5.14)

4. Calculate x? for each parameter set which passed the criteria mentioned above
and then obtain the minimum value of x? for the given (ep, |ex]).

As mentioned in section 4.3, the atmospheric neutrino experiments constrain the
relation between €., |€.,| and €,,. Eq. (5.14) is still valid when we replace €. with
(€ce — €4y) and €., with (e, —€,,). This replacement can be understood as a re-
definition of the standard NSI parameterization because one can always subtract
the modified MSW potential (4.3) by a matrix proportional to identity, say €,,13x3,
as far as the oscillation probability is concerned. Therefore if the parameter set
(|€er!, €ce — €up, €rr — €4) Which is determined by the independent parameters dose
not satisfy Eq.(5.14), we can exclude it without fitting to the experimental data.
In addition to this criterion, we can also exclude the parameter set which dose not
satisfy Eq. (5.12) or Eq. (5.13). Egs. (5.12) and (5.13) are sufficient conditions for sig-
nificance to be larger than 50 in the analysis with €,, = 0 and €., = |e.,|?/(1 + €cc)
(the results were given in the preceding subsection5.1.1). When small parameters
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€qu are introduced, these conditions are expected to be valid to avoid calculating
meanless parameter sets.

Taking into account the constraints on NSI given by the previous researches, we
vary NSI parameters as follows:

0< Jed,| <0.05

0< Jef | <0.05

0< ¢op <2

0< o <2m (5.15)

The results are shown in Fig.5.5. The best-fit values (¢%,,¢%) = (—0.12, —0.16)
for NSI with f = d from the solar neutrino and KamLAND data given by Ref. [58] is
excluded at 110 (8.20) for the normal (inverted) hierarchy. In the case of NSI with
f = u, the best-fit value (€%, €},) = (—0.22,—0.30) is far from the standard scenario
(eép, en) = (0.0,0.0) compared with the case of f = u and also excluded at 38c (350)
for the normal (inverted) hierarchy. On the other hand, the best-fit value from the
global analysis of the neutrino oscillation data [58] (€%, €%) = (—0.145,—0.036) for
NSI with f = d is excluded at 5.00 (3.70) for the normal (inverted) hierarchy. In the
case of NSI with f = u, the best-fit value (€}, €}) = (—0.140, —0.030) is excluded at
5.00 (1.40) for the normal (inverted) hierarchy. Notice that the fermion subscript
f on efD and e{v is important in the case of the solar neutrinos analysis because the
number densities of up and down quarks are different in the Sun. On the other hand,
as mentioned above, in the case of atmospheric neutrinos the fermion subscript is not
important because the number densities of up and down quarks are approximately
the same in the Earth. Sensitivities to NSI with a different choice of true § value are
shown Fig. 5.6.

To compare our results with the one given in Ref. [58], we show the allowed regions
assuming real ey in Fig. 5.7. This is given by setting arg(ey) = ¢ = 0,7 in Eq. (4.11),
where dcp and ¢,5 do not need to be 0 or 7. As can be seen from Fig. 5.7, the allowed
regions for positive ey and for negative one are almost symmetric. We found that
the allowed regions in Fig. 5.5 are not so different from that in the upper plane of
Fig.5.7. Therefore the sensitivity of the HK atmospheric neutrino experiment to 1
is poor. Sensitivities to NSI assuming real ey with a different choice of true § value
are shown Fig. 5.8.

To see which bin contributes to x? most, we focused on the number of events
difference between the standard scenario and the scenario with NSI (the red and
black circle points in Fig.5.5). Then we found that the multi-GeV p-like events
coming from the below in the high-energy-bin most contributes to x2. This is because
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difference between the oscillation probability with NSI and without NSI is large
where the neutrino energy is above 10 GeV. We plotted the numbers of events for
the multi-GeV p-like events in the high-energy-bin in Fig. 5.9.

Finally, in Fig.5.10, we have plotted the sensitivity of HK to NSI for the best-
fit values of the global and (solar+KamLand) data as a function of the data size.
We found that the best-fit value from the (solar+KamLand) data is excluded at 5o
after about 2(4) years of exposure in the case of NH(IH) assuming 0.56Mton fiducial
volume. The best-fit value of the global data is excluded at 50 after about 12 years
of exposure in the case of NH. On the other hand in the case of IH, the best-fit value
of the global data is excluded at 20 after about 20 years of exposure. Fig. 5.10 shows
that the sensitivities are almost proportional to the data size and therefore those are
dominated by statistics.
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Figure 5.1: Upper panel: The allowed region in the (€, |€.-|) plane from the HK at-
mospheric neutrino data for a normal mass hierarchy (left panel) and for an inverted
mass hierarchy (right panel) from the energy-rate analysis. Lower panel: The same
allowed region as the upper panel from the two energy-bin analysis. Notice that the
vertical scales in the lower panel are different for both mass hierarchies from the one
in the upper panel.
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Figure 5.2: The behaviors of x2 1 cev for €. = 0 as a function of €.. (a), (b):
Energy rate analysis for NH (a) and TH (b). (c¢), (d): Energy spectrum analysis for
NH (d) and IH (e) for the separate neutrino or antineutrino events. (e), (f): Energy
spectrum analysis for NH (e) and TH (f) using only the combined numbers of events
of v + v, and v, +7,. In (a), (b), (c) and (d), the plots for the separate neutrino or
antineutrino events are created based on the assumption that HK could distinguish

neutrinos and antineutrinos.
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for 0.8 < cos© < 1.0). (a): The difference of the numbers of the multi-GeV v,,-like
events. (b): The difference of the numbers of the multi-GeV 7,-like events. (c): The
difference of the numbers of the multi-GeV v,-like and 7,-like events.
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Figure 5.4: The allowed region at 2.50C.L. around the point (e, |é.r|) # (0,0),
where § = arg(é.,) = 0 is assumed. Most of the allowed regions are connected, but
those around a few points have an isolated island, and they are depicted in different
colors: In the left panel, the blue curves around (e, |€.r|)=(-2, 2/7) and (0, 2/7)
correspond to the degenerate allowed regions for the true values of (-2, 2/7), the
green curves around (2, 2/7) and (2, 6/7) are the degenerate allowed regions for the
true values of (2, 2/7), and the brown curves around (-3, 6/7) and (-4, 8/7) are the
degenerate allowed regions for the true values of (-3, 6/7). In the right panel, the blue
curves around (-2, 2/7) and (0, 2/7) correspond to the degenerate allowed regions
for the true values of (-2, 2/7). The allowed regions at €., = £3 for the normal mass
hierarchy and at €., = 2,3 for the inverted mass hierarchy are much wider compared
with other cases, so their boundary are shown with dashed lines for ¢, = 3 (NH &
IH) and with dotted lines for €., = —3 (NH) and ¢, = 2 (IH). Also these boundary
and their centers are shown in different colors: purple for |e..| = 2/7, light blue for
leer| = 4/7, brown for |e..| = 6/7, green for |e.,| = 8/7, orange for |e.,| = 10/7, and
grey for |e.,| = 12/7.
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Figure 5.5: The allowed region in the (ep, |ey|) plane from the HK atmospheric
neutrino data for the normal hierarchy (left panel) and for the inverted hierarchy
(right panel). We calculated x? for (ep, |ex|) inside the area surrounded by dotted
lines and at the best-fit points. The red (f = d) and black (f = u) circles indicate
the best-fit point from the solar neutrino and KamLAND data [58] for NSI with
(€4,€%) = (—0.12,-0.16) (red) and that for NSI with (¢%,€%) = (—0.22,—-0.30)
(black), respectively. In the case of the normal hierarchy, x? for the red and black
circles are 128.49 (110) and 1670.4 (380), respectively, and in the case of the inverted
hierarchy, x? for the red and black circles are 72.531 (8.20) and 1265.4 (350), respec-
tively. The red and black triangles indicate the best-fit value from the global neutrino
oscillation experiments analysis [58] for NST with (e, ¢4) = (—0.145, —0.036) (red)
and that for NSI with (€%, €%) = (—0.140, —0.030) (black), respectively. In the case
of the normal hierarchy, x? for the red and black triangles are 28.967 (5.00) and
28.2934 (5.00), respectively, and in the case of the inverted hierarchy, x? for the red
and black triangles are 4.1077 (1.50) and 3.7412 (1.40), respectively. The dashed
lines are the boundaries of the allowed regions from the global neutrino oscillation
experiments analysis. For reference, we plotted for both the cases with f = u and

f=d.
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Figure 5.8: The same plots of Fig. 5.7 except a choice of the value of §.
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Figure 5.9: The number of the high-energy-bin multi-GeV pu-like events (the red and
green boxes are the standard scenario and the scenario with NSI, respectively). The
horizontal axis is the zenith angle bin.
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Chapter 6

A Octant Degeneracy in Hyper
Kamiokande

In this chapter we discuss how the octant degeneracy appear in the atmospheric
neutrino oscillation measurements at HK. This can be understood by looking at the
number of events for several values of fy3. Notice that the octant degeneracy is ac-
companied by the mass hierarchy degeneracy. Parameter degeneracy in the standard
three flavor framework has been widely discussed in the context of long baseline
experiments, while the subject has not been discussed much in the atmospheric neu-
trino measurements. HK observes e-like and pu-like events and the sensitivity to
physical parameters can be discussed by x? which is expressed in terms of the num-
ber of observed neutrinos. We express the number of e(u)-like events as N§* (Nj)
where o stands for the flavor of the original flux and j stands for the zenith angle
bin index. We denote the numbers of events for anti-neutrinos as N f‘ A The zenith
angle bin index is determined by the direction of the incident neutrino.

The data is generated with the codes that were used in Ref.[92, 93, 94, 89, 95].
We assume that the data is taken for 2000 days, that the HK fiducial volumes are 0.56
Mton, that the HK detector has the same detection efficiencies as those of SK and
that HK atmospheric neutrino data consist of the sub-GeV, multi-GeV and upward
going p events as in the case of SK. The information on the zenith angle bins for
the sub-GeV, multi-GeV and upward going p events are given in Ref. [96] while that
on the energy bins is not available. We analyze with the ten zenith angle bins as
in Ref. [96]. As the number of events are calculated by our codes, we can use any
information on the energy spectrum of the number of events and analyze with any
number of the energy bins. Because of the reason discussed in section 5.1, we adopt
two energy bins in the contained events and one energy bin in the upward going u
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events.

As mentioned above the octant degeneracy is accompanied by the mass hierarchy
degeneracy and the matter effect is important in the mass hierarchy determination.
We focus on the multi-GeV events for the zenith angle bin j =1 (—=1.0 < cos© <
—0.8) which is sensitive to the matter effect where © is the zenith angle. Then the
number of events are generated as follows:

NI“(NH) = 498 & 108
N“E(NH) =66 + 15
N

NH)=2898+1
f (NH) =573+9 x 1072
N"(NH) =1143
N (NH)=2+5x10"*
N{"(NH) = 1970 £ 130
N{"(NH) = 1040 + 35

“(TH) = 118 + 26
IH) — 259 + 56

(IH) =41+10
([H) =3+5x107°
M(IH) = 2180 £ 70

"(ITH) = 950 & 65

where the uncertainties come from variation of #53 and §. The atmospheric neutrino
experiment measurements are usually the sum of each channel for e(u)-like events.
We can identify the dominant channel of the e(u)-like events from the number of
events listed above. The main contribution for the p-like event uncertainty comes
from the v, — v, channel and that for the e-like event uncertainty comes from the
v, — v channel. The number of events are shown in Fig.6.1.

We can understand the behavior of Fig. 6.1 by looking at the oscillation proba-
bility for the dominant channel. The difference between the oscillation probabilities
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for two different values of 53 [99] are given by

P(v, = v,;053) — P(v, — v,;0a3) ~ (s.in2 205, — sin® 263)

5 AL ~ A_L
X {C082 0,3 sin’ (%) + sin? 0,3 sin? (T) }

~ AFs L
—  (sin* @5 — sin® f3) sin® 26, 5 sin® ( 3 ) , (6.1)
AFs L
P(v, = ve; 0h3) — PV, — ve; 0a3) = (sin® 0, — sin® fg3) sin® ( 231 > :
(6.2)
where

Am? m? —m?

AE; = ik = 9 i
i 2F 2FE

A = V2GpN.,
AE31 = {(AEgl COS 2013 — A)2 +<AE31 sin 2013)2}1/2 s
AFEs3 + A+ AEy,
Ai = 5 y
=9 AEsl(AJr — AEgl)
‘Uﬂl‘ = ~ )
20 E5 A
~ 9 AEgl(AEgl — A,)
|Ups|® =~ = )
2AE3 A
~ AFE3; sin 2
tan203 = 3150 2615

AE31 COSs 2913 — A’

G is the Fermi coupling constant and N, is the density of electrons. These prob-
abilities are correct to first order in |Am3,|/|Am3,| and to all order in ;3. The
probabilities for anti-neutrinos is given by changing A — —A. The most significant
effect of the different values of #535 can be found near the resonance point where the
value of 513 is close to m/4. For example, in the case of the normal hierarchy, the
sin® A3 term is dominant in Eq. (6.1) near the resonance point and we found that the
v, — v, disappearance probability for the 2nd octant is smaller than that for the
Ist octant and that the v, — v, appearance probability for the 2nd octant is larger
than that for the 1st octant. This behavior is consistent with Fig.6.1.
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The total multi-GeV number of events which are usually measured in the atmo-
spheric neutrino experiments are shown in Fig.6.2. We found that the number of
events for the inverted hierarchy with the 2nd octant and that for the normal hier-
archy with the 1st octant are indistinguishable. This is the reason why the octant
degeneracy is occur in the atmospheric neutrino experiments.

Fig. 6.3 shows the mass hierarchy sensitivity y? as a function of true § for the HK
experiment. x? for the sensitivity is defined by

1
2= mj [N, — N.(TH)? .
X' = min 37— [N(WH) - Nj(TH)]* (6.3)

J

where TH (WH) stands for the true (wrong) mass hierarchy and o; is the error for
j-th bin data. In Eq. (6.3) it is understood that the systematic errors are introduced
by the method of pulls as in the case of the investigation of NSI. In Eq. (6.3) “param.”
stands for the test variables #5353 and 6 which we are marginalizing over. The purple
band in the figure corresponds to sensitivity in NH and the blue band corresponds to
sensitivity in IH. The width of the band is due to the variation of true 6s3 from 40°
to 50° which is the current allowed values of #55. From the figure we observe that, for
conservative value of 3.} the mass hierarchy x? is close to 6 around § = 0° for both
NH and IH and for optimistic value of 6,3, the mass hierarchy sensitivity increases
to x? = 30 for NH around ¢ 4 180° for NH and x? = 18 for IH around 6§ = +60°.
Here it is interesting to see that the mass hierarchy sensitivity for IH is in general
poorer than that for NH. It is also important to note that for —180° < § < —60°, the
width of the IH band is very narrow. The different behaviors of the mass hierarchy
sensitivity for NH and IH can be understood by looking at the uncertainties of the
number of events come from variation of f53 and 6. The most crucial point is that
the uncertainties in the numbers of events for NH are larger than those for TH. If we
take TH = I'H, it is easy to fit the number of events of IH to those of NH by varying
f23. That is why the mass hierarchy sensitivity for TTH = [ H is poorer than that for
TH = NH.

!The word “conservative (optimistic)” means the value of o3 for which the mass hierarchy
sensitivity is minimum (maximum).

90



multi-GeV N(v,), -1.0 < cos®< -0.8 multi-GeV N( Ve), -1.0 < cos®< -0.8

1500 ‘ ‘ ‘ NH40 800 ‘ ‘ ‘ NH40
—\/ NHa2 780 | { NHa2
1450 1 NH44 NH44
NH46 —— 760 L ., NH46 ——
2 1400 NH48 —— NH48 ——
= NH50 —— T 740 _/\ NH50 ——
g 1H40 2 1H40
@ 1350 | 1 IHa2 — T 720 _/\ IH42 ——
5 H4a —— B _/\ IH44 ——
g 1300 | 1 IHa6 —— B 700 1 IH46 ——
£ H8 — £ o0 | | IH48 ——
Z 1250 | { IH50 —— > IH50 ——
e %0 ’
1200 1 640 A
1150 : ‘ ‘ 620 : ‘ ‘
-180  -90 (i} 90 180 -180 -90 0 20 180
acp 8cp
multi-GeV N(v,), -1.0 < cos®< -0.8 multi-GeV N( Vu)’ -1.0 < c0sO< -0.8
2300 : ‘ ‘ NH40 1080 : ‘ ‘ NH40

L 1 NH42 1060 4 NH42
2250 _/_\ NH44 \/— NH44

2200 /\ NH46 —— 1040 NH46 ——

2 " | NH8 —— g NH48 —

S 2150 F = NH50 —— ¢ \/ NH50 ——
> IH40 > 1000 { 1H40

E'_; 2100 | 1 IH42 —— _“c_;' 980 IH42 ——

IH44 —— 1 IH44 ——

g 2050 | 1 IH6 —— 3 | IH46 ——

£ o000 | | |Hag — £ 960 IH48 ——

E IHS0 —— 35 940 \/ IH50 ——

1950 ’ 20~
1900 A 900 v

1850 880
-180 -90 0 920 180 -180 -90 0 90 180

Scp 8<:p

Figure 6.1: The numbers of the multi-GeV neutrino (anti-neutrino) events for the
zenith angle —1 < cos© < —0.8 [99].
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Figure 6.2: The numbers of the multi-GeV e-like (u-like) events for the zenith angle
—1 < cos® < —0.8 [99].
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Chapter 7

Conclusions

In this thesis, we investigated the sensitivities of the future atmospheric neutrino
experiment to neutral current NSI in propagation assuming that the data is taken
for 4438 days and that the mass hierarchy is known. At the first stage of investigating
NSI, we considered NSI parameterized as €,5. In the case with €,, =0 (v =€, p1,7)
and €, = |eer|?/(1 + €c), from the HK atmospheric neutrino data for 4438 days
rate analysis, we obtained the constraint |tan 3| = |e..|/|1 + €| < 0.3 at 2.5 0.
In addition to the energy rate analysis, we performed the energy spectrum analysis
of the HK data. From the energy spectrum analysis, we obtained the constraint
on NSI as —0.1 < €. < 0.2 and |e..| < 0.08 at 2.50 for the normal hierarchy
and —0.4 < €. < 1.2 and |e..| < 0.34 at 2.50 for the inverted hierarchy. To
understand the difference between normal and inverted hierarchy, we investigated
the sensitivity of multi-GeV events to €., in the case of €., = 0 and then we found
that the sensitivity of combined v, + 7, data is poor even though that of separated
v, data is good only in the case of inverted hierarchy. We interpret this behavior as a
destructive phenomenon between neutrinos and antineutrinos for the inverted mass
hierarchy. We discussed the potential sensitivity to determine nonzero NSI at HK if
the nature is described by nonzero NSI with the ansatz mentioned above. HK will be
able to determine NSI parameter precisely for the region |eee| $2 (=3 See S 1) in
the case of normal (inverted) hierarchy. The difference between normal and inverted
hierarchy is due to the destructive phenomenon.

Because we found that the HK has a good sensitivity to NSI, we investigated the
possibility to observe nonzero NSI indicated by the tension between solar neutrinos
and KamLAND data taking all NSI parameters into account. This is the second stage
of investigating NSI. In this stage, we do not assume the parabolic relation between
€;r and |e.,| for a given €. so that €., is regarded as an independent parameter.
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We obtained the sensitivity of HK to NSI parameterized as ep x which are linear
combination of €,3, because the nonzero NSI indications are given in terms of ep .
We have taken into account the mapping from the standard parametrization €, to
ep,n introduced in the solar neutrino analysis. In our analysis, if the nature is not
described by NSI, HK will exclude the scenario in which the tension between solar
neutrinos and KamLAND data are solved by NSI at 5.0 ¢ (1.4 o) for the normal
(inverted) hierarchy. We showed that the channel which is most sensitive to NSI is
the p-like multi-GeV high energy bin and the zenith angle bin from below. This is
because the matter effect is modified by NSI and the data set which contributes to
the sensitivity to the matter effect most is the multi-GeV one.

It is worth noting that the scenario with NSI can be tested by looking at the
multi-GeV p-like events in the future atmospheric neutrino experiments with high
precision measurements.

In addition to the investigation of NSI, we investigated the octant degeneracy in
HK assuming that the data is taken for 2000 days. We showed the number of v,,
Ve, v, and v, multi-GeV events which are regarded as information for theoretical
consideration and the numbers of neutrinos and anti-neutrinos combined multi-GeV
events which are usually called e-like or p-like events. The number of events are given
for several values of fb3 and as a function of CP phase . We can understand the
behavior of number of events by analytical considerations of oscillation probabilities
and found that it is difficult to separate the case of normal hierarchy with 1st octant
from that of inverted hierarchy with 2nd octant for both the e-like or p-like events.
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Chapter A

Appendix

A.1 Therelation between the standard parametriza-
tion e,5 and (ep, ey)

In this appendix we discuss the relation between the standard NSI parametrization
€ap and the parametrization introduced in the investigation of NSI effects in solar
neutrinos (efD, 6{\,) in the simplest case, i.e. 613 =0, O3 = 7/4, €0, =0 (v =€, 1, 7).
We introduce the notation e,3 = 3€ls, ep = €}, and ey = €§. Then Eq. (4.11)
becomes
1

1
3ep = — e + 26 (A.1)

36N = — (A2)

— €er -
V2

The two nonvanishing eigenvalues of the matter potential in the standard NSI parametriza-
tion Ao, Ay in the unit of v/2G N, are given by

Ao 1+e€.+€ 1+e€.—c¢€ 2
e — ee TT ee TT 2
() e s (g e

and it is easy to show the following relations

At + A =1+ € + €71 (A3)
et At = (14 €ee) €rr — |€er|? (A.4)
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Assuming 1 + €., > 0, €, > 0, we postulate the following approximate parabolic
relation

1 ee TT 1 ee = br7 ?
Ay = - et Err \/(L) Flewl2=a (>0). (A.5)

2 2

In the limit of &« — 0, Eq. (4.20) which is the parabolic relation between €,, and
leer| for a given €. can be obtained. From Egs. (A.3) and (A.4) we have

)\e’ =1+ €+ 67—
(1 + 666) €rr — |€€T|2 o (1 + eee) €rr — |3\/§€N’2

_ A6
- - (A.6)
From Eq. (A.1) we obtain
1
1+ €= (1—6ep)+ 6 (A.7)
Substituting Eq. (A.7) into Eq. (A.6), we get
1 1 3
— 1—6ep + =€ | €77 — |3\/§6N|2 =1—06€ep + =€, — 0,
«o 2 2
= (err — ) +2 (1 — Gep — %) (€ — @) — 4|3en]? = 0 (A.8)
which yields
) 1/2
€r—a=— (1—6@— %) + {(1 — 6ep — %) +4|36N|2}
1 o 1 a2 1/2
1+€ee—a:§<1—6€p—§>+§{(1—661)—5) —|—4|3€N‘2} .
It is easy to see that the last two equations satisfy
(14 €ee — @) (677 — @) = 2[3en|® = |eer . (A.9)

Eq. (A.9) is equivalent to the characteristic equation of the matter potential and
regarded as the generalized parabolic relation in the case of nonvanishing «.

By the way, the parabolic relation (4.20) with vanishing o can be rewritten we
note in passing that

€rr = tan fleq|. (A.10)
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Taking Eq.(A.9) and (A.10) into account, the matter angle with generalized parabolic
relation should be defined as

tanf = — <l

— |3\/§€N{
1/2 = 3ep — af/4+ {(1/2 = 3ep — a/4)" + |3€N|2}1/2 ’

Here if we introduce a new angle

tan

7

tan 3’ =

then
|3€N|
1/2 — 3ep — a/d+ {(1/2 — 3ep — a/4)’ + Pex]2}

= (1/2 = 3ep — /4) + {(1/2 = 3ep — a/4)* + PBen ]2}
N |3€N|

tan 3 =

J(A11)

From Eq. (A.11) we have

2tan ('
1 — tan? g’

1 )’ 1 «
2’36]\7‘ \/(5 —3€D — Z) + |36N’2 — (5 —36D — Z)

tan23 =

3
— % . (A.12)

s 3¢y — —

2 P T
Eq. (A.12) implies that the allowed region of the atmospheric neutrino experiment
with the generalized parabolic relation (A.9) is the one surrounded by the ex =0
axis and the straight line |ex| = [tan24’||1/2 — 3ep — /4| with the gradient
|tan2/’| and the z-intercept ep = 1/6 — «/12. In the limit & — 0, Eq. (A.12)
reduces to Eq. (4.23).
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