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A bstract

T his report sum m arises the conclusions from the detector group of the Intermational Scoping
Study of a future N eutrino Factory and SuperBeam neutrino facility. T he baseline detector
options for each possible neutrino beam are de ned as follow s:

1. A very massive (M egaton) water C herenkov detector is the baseline option for a sub-
G eV Beta Beam and Super Beam facility.

2. There are a num ber of possibilities for either a Beta Beam or SuperBeam (SB ) m edium
energy facility between 15 G &V . These Include a totally active scintillating detector
(TASD ), a liguld argon TPC or a water C herenkov detector.

3. A 100 kton m agnetized iron neutrino detector (M IND ) is the baseline to detect the
wrong sign muon nalstates (goden channel) at a high energy (2050 G &V ) neutrino
factory from muon decay. A 10 kton hybrid neutrino m agnetic em ulsion cloud cham ber
detector for w rong sign tau detection (silver channel) isa possible com plem enttoM IND ,
if one needs to resolve degeneracies that appear in the -13 param eter space.
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1 Introduction

T he Intemational Scoping Study (ISS) for a future accelerator neutrino com plex was carried
out by the intemational com m unity between NuFact05, Frascati, 2126 June 2005, and Nu-
Fact06, Irvine, 2430 A ugust 2006. T he physics case for the facility was evaluated and options
for the accelerator com plex and neutrino detection system s were studied. O ne of the novel
characteristics of the ISS w ith respect to previous studies was the systam atic investigation of
detector options for future long base line neutrino experin ents, as a necessary step towards
optin ising the perform ance of the whole facility. In addition to the study of far detectors it
was felt necessary to add a study of the near detectors and instrum entation for the prin ary
beam line. T hese are crucial to understand the perform ance of the facilities from the point of
view of system atic errors. T his applies to the Betabeam or Neutrino Factory storage ring,
or to the Superbeam decay tunnel. T wo additional topics of critical relevance for the choice
of facility were added to the discussion: m atter e ect uncertainties and systam atic errors due
to uncertainties In the cross—sections and e ciencies of low energy neutrino interactions.

1.1 O rganization

Follow ing the initial guidelines given at NUFACT 05 [1], the working groups have largely
built on existing studies to delineate the m ain avenues w here further investigations woul be
m ost bene cial, and initiated the required sim ulation work. The work was carried out In  ve
working groups:

Segm ented m agnetic detectors;
Large W ater C herenkov detectors (W C );
Large Liguid Argon TPCs (LAr TPC);

Em ulsiondbased detectors: Emulsion Cloud Chamber (ECC) and M agnetized ECC
MECC);

N ear detector and beam instrum entation.

The In portant issue of novel detector technigques of comm on interest (such as Silicon
Photo M ultipliers and large area photo-detectors) was treated in com m on dedicated sessions
of the working group. Finally, the need of large m agnetic volum es required for the neutrino
factory detector was considered.

T hem andate of the study was to establish a set of baseline detectors to be carried forward
for further study. It is clear that accom plishing such a goalwould require an extrem ely tight
collaboration betw een the physics perform ance group and the detector design group . H ow ever
a num ber of choices could bem ade from known feasibility/cost considerations.

1.2 M ain beam and far detector options

Them ain far detector options are listed below :

1. Single avour sub-G eV neutrino beam s: low energy superbeam and beta-
beam . T his is the scenario advocated for instance for the o -axis beam from JPARC,



the SPL superbeam and °H e or '®N e betadbeam s at CERN . In this energy range de-
tectors need not be m agnetized, quasielastic reactions dom inate and pion production
isamall. A very m assive water C herenkov (W C ) detector is the baseline option. The
am alland poorly understood cross-sections, and the low Q ? of the interactions pose con—
siderable system atic problem swhich m ake the design of the near detectors very critical.
T he possibility to use very lJarge LA rT PC s has been envisaged, but the relative m erit
would need to be better justi ed, and indications are that this is not the case.

2. Few G eV beam s: o —axis and w ide band beam and high energy beta-beam .
This iswhat one would obtain with an o -axis NUM I beam or equivalent, w ideband
pion/kaon decay beam (W BB) from a 2050 G eV proton beam , or from a high energy
beta-beam , either from high °H e or ®N e or from accelerating higher 0 (eg. B or
1.1 ) isotopes. H ere the situation ism ore com plex since m ultipion production becom es
common and event denti cation requires m ore sophistication. This is not an easy
energy dom ain to work at, and there is not a clear w inner in this dom ain between the
W C, the totally active scintillating detector (TASD ) (@ a NO A ),a LArTPC or even
an iron-scintillator sandw ich.

3. H igh energy beam s from m uon decay (N eutrino Factory). M agnetic detectors
are com pulsory since two leptonic charges of neutrinosare present at the sam e tim e. T he
baseline detector here is the m agnetized iron neutrino detector (M IND ) for the w rong
sign muon nal states, but the full exploitation of the richness of possble oscillation
channels strongly m otivates the study of other types of detectors: m agnetized low Z

ne grain detector (scintillator or LA r) for wrong-sign electron nal states, en ulsion
detector (ECC ) for w rong-sign tau detection and m agnetized em ulsion (M ECC ) for all
the above.

In all three scenarios appropriate near detectors and beam instrum entation are essential.
Indeed, the precision era poses new challenges for the ux and cross—section m onitoring sys-
tem s. A ppearance m easurem ents require that the product of crosssection tim es acceptance
bem easured for the appearance channel In relation to that of initial neutrino avour. Thisis
amajprdi culty for the conventional pion decay superbeam , since little instrum entation can
be installed to m onitor the secondary ux ofm esons in a high intensity environm ent; there
is a clear need for speci ¢ hadroproduction experim ents backed up with ne grained near
detectors, to m easure precisely ;1 e and "o ,topological crosssections. T he issue is
m uch easier for the betabeam or the neutrino factory, w here the stored parent beam can be
m onitored precisely and the known decay provides a potentially wellknown ux. In addition,
purely leptonic reactions can be used as absolute candles. A new dom ain of precision cross—
section m easurem ents at the 10 3 level opens up. O f course a detailed sim ulation and study
of the near detector station and of the associated near detectors and beam instrum entation
is required to m up these clain s.

M ore details and the presentations can be found on the detector study web site [2]. The
physics perform anoe@ and the sensitivity to the oscillation param eters of the di erent far
detectors (and com binations) can be found in the ISS Physics R eport [3].

! Including signaland background e ciencies in som e cases



1.3 M ain achievem ents and open issues

G ven that this study is not the rst one, it is worthwhile em phasizing In this Introduction
what is the new Inform ation content, and what are the issues which rem ain open after its
com pletion.

Them ain achievem ents or new Inform ation gathered through this study are as follow s.

A M agnetized Tron Neutrino Detector (M IND ) of 100 kton should be feasible for a
hardware cost of 200 M €.

T he threshold for muon detection In an optin issd M IND can be lowered down to 1-
3 GeV/c for a dom inant background of wrong charge assignm ent of O (10 ° ). The
e clency above 5 G €V can be set to 70% .

A large aircore coil can be envisaged to host 2030 kton of fully active ne grained
detector (scintillator, LA r or em ulsion) for a reasonable cost (O (100 M €) ).

The muon detection threshold can be further lowered down to 04 Ge&V=c using a
Totally A ctive Scintillating D etector (TA SD ). T his detector should be able to m easure
the charge of the muon with a negligbble m issdenti cation rate (O (10 5)) for muons
above 04 GeV=c.

A MECC of 10 kton can be designed, which, thanks to the exquisite space and angle
resolution of the em ulsion, can m easure electron and muon charge and m om entum up
to 10Gev.

The st studies of very large underground excavations have been pursued and cost
estin ates for a m egaton W C detector have been given.

A revolution in photo-detection has been brought forward in the last few yearsw ith the
appearance of new type of avalanchephotodiodearrays (SPPM s ofM PPC s).

In the context of the LA rT PC - lacier progct the operation ofa (amall) LArTPC In a
m agnetic eld was achieved and a com ercial com pany has produced a feasibility study
ofa LNG tanker for 100 kton LA r. There is a very active R& D program to study i) a
tw o phase detector w ith very long drift paths, ii) novel charge readout and HV supply
and 1iii) drift properties at high pressure.

A lrge LAr TPC (15 to 50 kton) is being considered in the US as the detector for
a long-baseline ! o appearance experin ent. The e ciency for detecting ¢’s In
such a detector is  80{90% w ith a negligible neutralcurrent ¢ event background. An
am bitiousR & D program was approved In 2005 and is underw ay.

M atter e ects can be calculated rather precisely down to a m atter density uncertainty
of about 2% or better, but a dedicated geological study has to be foreseen once the site
has been chosen. A few particular baselines encountering very irregular terrain should
be avolded.

A rstestin ate wasperfom ed of the Interplay of nalstate lepton m ass,nuclkare ects,
and non-isoscalar target (water) w ith the conclusion thatata few 100 M €V they in pact
m easurem ents of CP asym m etries by several percent. This e ect decreases w ith energy



for the quasielastic reaction, and at higher energy m ay a ect also the pion production
channel. D etector e ects have not been studied yet.

T he detectors can take alternative trains of neutrinos produced by stored positive and
negative m uons as long as the tim e distance between trains is above 100 ns.

N evertheless m any issues ram ain open for further study and R&D . A few outstanding
points are listed below .
For w hat concerns the neutrino factory detectors:

P riority should begiven to a solid study of perform ance, cost estin ate and infrastructure
requirem ents of the baseline detector for the neutrino factory (M IND ) and of its variants
(such as the Indian N eutrino O bservatory, INO ).

T he perform ance of the TA SD detector against hadronic backgrounds should be com -
puted. Pion decay and pion/m uon m is-denti cation could be in portant given the low
detector density.

T he study of the large coils and associated infrastructure for the above has only started

and this is clearly a eld that m otivates further studies. T he superconducting trans-
fer line (STL) is probably the m ost prom ising option for Jarge m agnetic volum es at
reasonable cost. A full engiheering design would still need to be done.

T he com parative perform ance study of platinum detectors’ should be pushed to a con-—
clusion. E ciency vs charge confiision background for the electron channel fordi erent
setups M ECC , TASD or LA r) neaeds to be understood and com pared

T he m onitoring of the muon beam angular divergence in the storage ring is for the
mom ent a very challenging concept (a He Cherenkov with extrem ely thin w indow s)
that needs to be tumed into a dem onstrably feasible obfct. It is not clear that a
pem anent device can be devised or if a di erent system needs to be nvented.

T he near detector concepts and the near detector area for the neutrino factory needs
to be de ned, Including in a coherent way the necessary shielding and of the purely
leptonic detector and D IS-charm detector.

O nce a site is considered a study of the m atter content of the beam line w illbem anda-
tory.

For w hat concerns the low energy beta-beam and superbeam detectors:

The priority is rightly given to understanding the feasbility and cost of the M ton-
class water C herenkov detector, in order to exploit the synergy w ith proton decay and
supemovae neutrino detection.

How shallow can a LArTPC be operated? This was recently studied [74]] for shallow
depths ( 200 m depth) but it would be good to understand the status for surface
operation.

W hether a giant LArTPC can usefully com pete in this energy range should be ascer-
tained m ore quantitatively, w hile the cost and infrastructure/safety in plications of it is
largely uncertain.



T hedesign and even the concept of the near detector station { and the problam s related
to the relative nom alization of the betadeam and superbeam when used In com bination
{ have not really been addressed and constitute one of the m a pr pending issues in
addressing the physics capabilities of this option. There are also fundam ental issues
associated w ith doing physics w ith low energy events: the e ects of lepton m ass, nuclear
e ects, Ferm i m otion and binding energy are som e, but the di erent topologies and

their e ect on relative acceptance for VS . events rem ains largely untouched. At
this point in tim e any clain of nom alization errors (even relative) below 5% rem ains
unestablished.

2 Beam instrum entation

2.1 Flux Controland R esulting C onstraints on the D ecay R ing D esign for
the N eutrino Factory

O ne of them ost signi cant qualities of the N eutrino Factory, and m ore generally of a system
w here one stores a beam of decaying particles (such as the beta beam ) is the potential for
excellent neutrino ux control. Them ain param eters that govem the system atic uncertainties
on the neutrino uxes are as follow s.

T he m onitoring of the total num ber of m uons circulating in the ring,

T heoretical know ledge of the neutrino uxes from m uon decay, lncluding higherorder
radiative e ects,

K now Jedge of the m uon beam polarisation,
K now ledge of the m uon beam energy and energy spread,
Themuon beam angle and angular divergence.

Beam shape param eters are crucial for the m easurem ent of oscillation length, while the
absolute nom alisation is essential for the m easurem ent of the m ixing angle. The relative
nom alisation of the two m uon charges plays a crucial role In the m easurem ent of CP asym —
m etries.

2.1.1 Neutrino uxes from m uon decay

T he neutrino energy spectra from negative m uon decay at rest follow the follow ing distribu-
tions:

N2 e ap ] (1)
— X )+ X cos
dxd 4
N2 e e ] (2)
X X cos
dxd 4
where x 2EF =m , P is the muon polarisation, and is the angle between the muon

polarisation vector and the neutrino direction. In a long baseline experin ent the detector
is Jocated on the sam e axis as the Lorentz boost and its size is negligble relative to the
baseline. In this case the neutrino energy spectrum in the laboratory fram e is given by the
sam e form ula as above butwith x = E =E



2.1.2 Absolute ux m onitoring

M onitoring the total num ber of m uons in the ring can be done in a num ber of ways. The
total beam current can be estim ated using a Beam Current Transform er (BRCT ), the total
num ber of decay electrons can be estin ated using an electron spectrom eter, the product of
the ux and cross section can be inferred from a neardby detector and, nally, the absolute
nom alisation can be obtained from sam iHeptonic neutrino interactions In a nearby detector.

T he operation of a BCT in the decay ring could provide fast-response m onitoring of the
muons n thering. T hereare, however, a few potentialdi cultiesthat could lin it the precision
of such a device, which could nom ally reach the 10 > Jevel. The rst one is the presence
of decay electrons in the ring, along w ith the m uons. Since allm uons decay, the num ber of
accom panying electrons could potentially be m uch larger than the rem aining m uons after a
few muon lifetin es. A study of such decay electrons has been m ade 4], w ith the conclusion
that for 50 G&V muon m om entum , the decay electrons are lost in the beam elem ents (or
the collim ators placed to protect them ) after less than half a tum, either because they are
m om entum -m isn atched or because they lose energy In the arcs by synchrotron radiation.
Consequently ther number shoud be always less than about 2 10 3 of the rem aining
muons. In addition, m ost of the losses arise In the straight sections or in the early part of
the arcs, so thata BC T situated jast at the beginning of a straight section would see an even
an aller fraction of them . Another worry could be the existence of a m oving electron cloud
created by beam -induced m ultipacting, or by ionization of the residualgas or of the cham ber
walls. Thishasbeen studied in 9], w ith the conclusion that the electron cloud w illbe several
orders of m agnitide less than the muon ux itself. In the absence of a signi cant parasitic
current, it can be concluded that the BCT readings should be precise to the level of a few
10 ® , orbetter. T his seem s them ost practicalway to com pare the ux induced from * and

decays.

T he decay electronsw illbe used to m easure the polarisation of the beam w ith a spectrom —
eter as described below , and in Fig.[l. T he sam e device could in principle be used to m onitor
the num ber of m uon decays in an absolite way, especially if one selects the m om entum bite
w here the electron spectrum is insensitive to the m uon polarisation. Certainly thisw illbe a
usefiill tool, as a crosscheck or form onitoring, but a very detailed study of the dependence of
the acceptance of thisdevice on the beam param etersm ust be perform ed before a conclusion
can be reached.

K now ledge of the ux does not provide know ledge of the cross sections folded w ith the
detector acceptance. T his task is traditionally delegated to a near detector. The high ux
should m ake things very easy. G iven the high in portance of precision m easurem ents in
the Neutrino Factory, it is lkely that a near detector w ill be an in portant tool for beam
nom alisation. Unlike the situation with conventional pion decay beam s, the near detector
will in fact be able to m easure absolute cross sections for a Jarge num ber of exclisive and
Inclusive processes.

It is worthw hile m entioning, nally, the possibility o ered by the m easurem ent of purely
leptonic interaction processes, which have been discussed In [6]. O f practical interest for
nom alisation is the m easurem ent of + e ! + o, Which appears as a low-angle
forw ard-going m uon w ith no recoil. U sing the standard electrow eak theory, this purely lep-
tonic charged-current process can be calculated w ith high precision, and could be m easured
w ith a dedicated detectorain ed atm easuringalsothe +e ! e + cand +e ! e + ¢
processes. T he weakness of thism ethod is that it only applies to the decay beam , but it



muon polarimeter

First magnet after straight section

Figure 1: A possblem uon polarim eter design. Them om enta of the decay electrons accum u—
lated In a short straight section are analysed In a bending m agnet in the m uon decay ring.
Slits in the shielding de ne the acceptance of a num ber of m om entum bins.

could be seen as an overall absolute nomm alisation process for them uon ux.

To conclude, there are m any tools to m onitor and control the absolute ux nom alisation
In a neutrino factory, so that the near detectors should be able to provide very accurate
m easurem ents of nclisive and exclusive cross sections, w ithin the detector acceptance. A ux
nom alisation at the levelofa few 10 3 seem s an achievable goal. T he relative nom alisation
of the and * decay beam s should be known w ith sim ilar precision.

2.1.3 Theoretical know ledge of the neutrino uxes from m uon decay

T he expressions given above for the neutrino ux in muon decay, (equations [l and [2), do
not include QED radiative corrections, which have been calculated in [1] (see Fig.[d). The
dom nant source of corrections is, as can be expected, related to photon em ission from the
decay electron. For the electron energy distribbution, the corrections are of the order of 1% due
to tem s proportionanlto — In (Tﬂ—e ). It tums out that the neutrino spectrum is insensitive to
the electron m ass, ie., the integration over the system of electron and photons cancels m ass
singularities. Tt can be seen that, in the forward direction, an overall decrease of the neutrino

ux of about 4 10 ® is observed, w ith a larger decrease near the end point. The global
decrease can be understood by the overall softening and angular w idening of the neutrino
decay spectrum due to photon em ission. Since the overall size of the corrections is am all, one
can certainly trust the calkulated spectrum to a precision m uch better than 10 2 .

214 M uon polarisation

M uons are naturally polarised In pion decay. In the * ! *  rest fram e, both the  and
* have negative helicity. In the Jaboratory fram e, the resulting average helicity of them uon,
or longitudinal polarisation, is reduced from —-100% for a pion atrest to < h >= 18% for
pionsabove 200300 M eV m om entum [L3]]. For a pion of given m om entum ,m uon polarisation
is correlated w ith m uon m om entum . It has been argued in [14] that m onochrom atisation of
the pions follow ed by 1) a drift space to separatem uons ofdi erentm om enta, and ii) collection
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In successive RF buckets, should allow separation in di erent bunches of m uons of di erent
polarisations. T his does not change the average polarisation, but creates bunches of di erent
polarisation (up to 50% ), that can be of use for physics, as long as the tin es of neutrino
Interactions are recorded w ith a precision of a few nanoseconds.

T hem uon spin precesses in electric and m agnetic eldsthat are present during cooling and
acceleration, but them uon spin tune  { the num ber of additional spin precessions happening
when the muon m akes a com plete tum { is very low :

9 2Eveam _ Epen G&V) |
2 m 90:6223(6)

= a =

It has been evaluated [13] that 80 to 90% of the original polarisation w ill survive allm uon
handling up to the injction into the storage ring. Its orientation w illdepend on the num ber
of tums that the m uons encounter along the accelerator chain, and can be arranged to be
Iongitudinal by an appropriate choice of geom etry and of the energies in the recirculating
Iinacs [12]. A swe w ill see, this is not necessarily in portant.

W hatw illhappen to them uon polarisation in the decay ring depends in the rst instance
on whether its geom etry is a ring (race track or triangle) in which the m uons undergo one
rotation per tum, or a bow tie, in which the m uon undergoes zero net rotation at each tum.



In the case of a ring, the polarisation w ill precess. T he orientation of the polarisation
vector w ill be rotated w ith respect to the m uon direction by an angle which increases each
twm by 2 . Unless the energy is chosen very carefully, it w ill not be aligned, and reduced
on average by a factor 2. At a muon energy of precisely E = 45:311 G &V, the spin tune is
0.5 and the polarisation Ips during each tum. Thiswould allow the m ost powerful use of
the polarisation for physics purposes, but absolutely requires that the ordentation is correctly
chosen at In fction, a cond ition w hich is otherw ise unnecessary In a ring geom etry. Ifno special
m easure is taken, how ever, depolarisation w ill occur, since particles of di erent energies w ill
have their spins precess w ith di erent spin-tunes.

T hem uon polarisation can bem onitored by m om entum analysis of the decay electrons, as
discussed in [8], .n a polarin eter that could ook lke that sketched in Fig. [Il. O ne can expect
that this m easurem ent will be di cult: the relative nomm alisation of electron rates in the
di erent energy bins w ill depend on various m uon beam param eters such as its exact angle
and divergence, and on a precise m odelling of the beam -line geom etry. In a ring geom etry,
the device w ill be exposed to a succession of negative and positive helicity m uon bunches,
0 it will have to perform reltive m easurem ents. T hese should be sensitive to am alle ects,
w ith a relative precision of a few percent.

T he spin precession I a storage ring provides a m eans of high precision (10 © or better)
for energy calbration [9]. As shown in [8], the m easurem ent of the depolarisation can be
used to m easure the energy spread with high precision. In this case, the combined e ect of
precession and depolarisation ensure that them uon polarisation integrated overa Illaverages
out to zero w ith an excellent precision: sin ulations show that any residualpolarisation is less
than 4 10 *.

D epolarisation can be avoided, if the storage ring is equipped with an RF system that
ensures that the m uons undergo synchrotron oscillations [12]. By doing this, one loses the
possibility to m easure the energy spread from the depolarisation, but one can m aintain the
muon polarisation. The average is still essentially zero, but by recording the exact tine
of neutrino events, one can infer their bunch number and tum number, and deduce the
polarisation of the decay m uons. In a ring geom etry either m ode of operation is left open, if
one can run w ith the required RF system on oro .

In the case of a bow—te, the m uons w ill not depolarise: gpin precession is zero no m atter
what the muon energy is. This con guration is not as convenient as the ring for several
reasons.

In a bow —tie geom etry, there w illbe no spin precession, so the energy and energy spread
of them uon beam w ill not be calibbrated.

T he polarisation w ill not average to zero and one w ill have to m easure it based on
the m easured electron spectrum . A few percent absolute accuracy seam s to be very
challenging in this case, which m eans that the ux determm ination willbe a ected by a

sizeable uncertainty, due to the beam polarisation error.

Tt willbe di cult to change the sign of the m uon beam polarisation.

Unless the geom etry is very carefully chosen, the beam polarisation w illbe di erent for
the two long straight sections.

For these reasons, and desgpite the fact that in principle the usefulbeam polarisation is higher
in the bow <tie geom etry, the ring geom etry is preferred from the point of view ofbeam control.
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Figure 3: O scillation with tum number in a 11 of the num ber of electrons in the energy
range 0608 E , nom alised to the total number of muon decays during the given tum.
T he oscillation am plitude is a m easure of the beam polarisation, its frequency a m easure
of the beam energy, and, if there is no RF bunching, its decrease with tin e is a m easure
of energy spread. The muon lifetin e corresponds here to 300 tums. The beam energy is
E = 45311 GeV and the energy spread is3 10 2 . On the lft, there is no bunching RF in
the m uon storage ring, on the right there isRF bunching with Q s = 0:03.

2.1.5 Neutrino uxes and m uon polarisation

N eutrino spectra w ith di erent beam polarisations are given by equations[ll and[J. In a long-
baseline experim ent, one is at extram ely sm allangles, so that cos = 1. In this case, the ¢
com ponent of the beam is com pletely extinct forP = 1. This isdue to gpin conservation in
the decay: a lefthanded m uon cannot decay at zero angle into a right-handed ..

Event num bers can readily be obtained by multiplying by the cross section. They are
shown in Fig.[4 for a 10 m radius detector 20 m long situated 730 km away. Since the
neutrino and antineutrino cross sections are in the ratio 1/0.45, negative m uons provide
enrichm ent in and positive ones In .

It is clear from Fig.[4 that the combination of muon sign and polarisation allow s large
variations In the com position of the beam , In a controlled way. Since detector studies show
that them uon sign can easily be determ ined In a charged-current (CC ) (antineutrino event,
but that the electron sign ism uch m oredi cult, we have tried to use the variation of electron
neutrino ux w ith m uon polarisation to infer a signalof ! ¢ oscillations to be com pared
(for a T -violhtion test) with the ! oscillation m easured w ith the wrong-sign m uons.
U nfortunately, even for 40% beam polarisation, the in provem ent in the sensitivity to CP /T
viclation is no m ore than the equivalent of a factor of 1.5 to 2 in statistics. Certannly, it
appears that polarisation ism ore usefill as a tool to m easure the beam properties than as a
physics tool. Nevertheless, these statem ents m ight be param eterdependent, and should be
revisited once the oscillation param eters are better known.
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Figure 4: Event num bers for a detector of density 5 with 10 m radius that is 20 m Iong,
situated 732 km away from themuon storage ring,for * ! " o  (left) and I e .
(right) beam s of 50 G €V . Full lines show the spectra for the hatural’ helicity P = + 1 for *,
and dashed ones for the oppostte case. TheCC for “ withP = +1andCC . for w ith
P = 1 are not visble, because the uxes are alm ost exactly zero. T he vertical axis gives
event num bersperbin of 250 M €V . T his plot assum es no m uon beam angular divergence and
no beam energy spread.

216 E ectofbeam divergence

T he opening angle of the neutrino beam is typically 1= ,where = E =m . As soon as
the beam divergence is com parable w ith this natural opening angle, a large fraction of the
ux will be Jost. This is shown for 45311 Ge&V muons in Fig.[H. It is clear that beam
divergence results in a loss of events, and in a sizeable distortion of the spectra and of their

m uon polarisation dependence. A beam divergence not larger than = y= 02m =E
Seam s to be desirable, if one wants to avold a large sensitivity of physics results upon the
experin ental determ ination of the m uon beam param eters.

This e ect has been studied m ore precisely in [10], where event num bers are calculated
for various polarisations and divergences. T he in pact of the m uon beam divergence on the
neutrino event rate can be seen in Fig.[d. The rst conclusion one can draw from these
plots is that, for a given num ber of m uons, the highest ux is obtained for sm allm uon beam
divergence. In order to keep the event rate loss due to the m uon beam divergence below 5% ,
the divergence should be close to 0:=

From the curves in Fig.[7], one can determm ine the relative error of the predicted event rate,
given the uncertainty in the know ledge of the beam divergence itself. For exam pl, if the
beam divergence is 0:1= and is known w ith a relative precision of 10% , the™ and . event
rates can both be predicted w ith an accuracy of about 0.75% . For a divergence of 02= , the
uncertainty on the ux would be 25 % . Aswe will see, however, the know ledge of the beam
divergence is unlikely to be a constant relative fraction.

O ne can tum the argum ent around, and request that the beam divergence be 0:1= and

11
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Figure 5: Neutrino event spectra for di erent beam divergences; Upper kft: , = =

Y
0:0lm =E ;upperright: 4 = y=005m =E ;lower left: = y=02m =E ;
ower right: = y = 05m =E . It is clear that beam divergence results in a loss of

events, and In a sizeable distortion of the spectra and of theirm uon polarisation dependence.

known to a relative precision of 1.5% , so that the corresponding uncertainty on ux is only
10 . Tt is clear that in this case the muon beam divergence willneed to be m easured. For
a beam of 50 G &V , the beam divergence is 200 m icroradians and the requirem ent is that it
should be known to 3 m icroradians.

A's a measuram ent device, one could in agine a gas Cherenkov detector focusing the
Cherenkov radiation in such a way as to m ake an im age of the muon beam direction, as
sketched in Fig.[8. This has been studied in [11l], w ith the conclusion that for 200 m icro—
radiansdivergence, a precision ofa few % can be achieved. T he additionalm ultiple scattering
Introduced by the device leads to a grow th of em ittance during themuon 11, by a f&w tens
of m icroradians, which is an all and will be m easured. Since the resolution is dom inated
by optical in perfections, di raction e ects and heating e ects in the gas of the C herenkov
detector, they act as an additional experin ental sm earing «p added In quadrature to the
true beam divergence e - In the schan e of Fig.[8, the largest e ect is opticaldi raction,

12
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Figure 6: The relhtive event rates for muon antineutrinos (top) and electron neutrinos
(bottom ), for various polarisation values as a function of the beam divergence, param etrised
as 1=n

which am ounts to 30 m icro-radians. It is easy to show that the correction for experim ental
2

resolation s — = — 08 <00

T his m akes the beam divergence progressively harder to m easure as it becom es sm aller.
A ssum ing that the experim ental error is 30 m icroradians and is known w ith a precision of
30% of its value, the above gives a ux uncertainty of 5 10 * ,m ore or less independent of
the beam divergence in the range of 0.05 to 0 2.

In conclusion, the requirem ent that the beam divergence be no greater than 0:1= ensures
that the corrections and uncertainties to the neutrino uxes rem ain sn all (below 1% ), even if
one should rely on the accelerator properties them selves. In order to achieve a higher precision
a direct m easurem ent of the beam divergence w ill be necessary { and is probably feasible.
If relaxing this condition would allow a larger muon ux, a divergence m easurem ent device
becom esm andatory, and would ensure that the uncertainty on the neutrino ux rem ainswell

below 10 3 .

2.1.7 Summ ary of uncertainties in the neutrino ux

A st ook has been given to the sources of system atic uncertainties In the neutrino uxes
and their possble cures.

13
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Figure 7: T he ratio of the uncertainty in the event rate over the uncertainty in the m uon lkeam
divergence as a function of the beam divergence, param etrised as 1=n . The top (lottom ) pbt
corresponds t m uon anti-neutrinos (electron neutrinos).

T he m onitoring of the total num ber of m uons circulating in the ring can be inferred
from a Beam C urrent Transform er w ith a precision of the order of 10 ® or better. T he
decay electrons vanish quickly and are not a problem .

T he theoretical know ledge of the neutrino uxes from muon decay is not an issue.
Radiative e ects have been calculated: they am ount to around 4 10 ° ,w ith an error
that ismuch an aller [7].

Themuon beam polarisation determ inesthe ux directly,both in shape and m agnitude.
Tt seaem s delicate to determ ine its value w ith a precision m uch betterthan a few % . In a
ring geom etry, how ever, polarisation precesses and averages out w ith high precision (a
few 10 ). This is a strong argum ent in favour of a ring geom etry against a bow ~tie

geom etry.

T he event rate varies like them uon beam energy to the third pow er, but them uon beam
energy can be inferred very precisely from them uon spin precession. A polarin eter dea
has been outlined, and the m easurem ent should cause no di culy. Beam polarisation
can be preserved ifan RFE systam is installed In the decay ring. T he energy spread can
be derived from the depolarisation pattem, In special runs w ith no RF if necessary.

14
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Figure 8: Schem atic of a m uon beam divergence m easuram ent device. A low pressure H e gas
volum e is contained by w Indow s (one of which m ust be transparent) w ithin a straight section
of the the m uon decay ring. T he C herenkov light is collected by a parallel to point optics in
the direction of interest, so as to provide an in age of the angular distribution of particles in
the focalplane.

Themuon beam angle and angular divergence have an in portant e ect on the neutrino
ux. For a given num ber of m uons, the sn aller the beam divergence, the higher the
ux. Thus the beam divergence in the straight section of the m uon decay ring should
bem ade as an allas possible, but should not constitute a lin it on the num ber of stored

muons.

M easurem ent devices for the beam divergence w ill be necessary, but they can probably
be designed and built to ensure a ux uncertainty below 10 ° .

In addition, the near detector stations should allow m easurem ents of cross sections w ith
high precision. T he inverse m uon decay reaction +e ! + o O ers the possibility of
an absolute nom alisation of the ux.

W e conclude that, provided the necessary instrum entation is foreseen, the N eutrino Fac-
tory ux should be known w ith a precision of the order of 10 ° .

2.2 Flux control for Beta Beam s and Super Beam s

T he Intemational Scoping Study did not explicitly look at ux controland beam instrum en-—
tation for Beta beam and Super Beam s. However, som e of the concepts developed in the
context of a N eutrino Factory are applicable to a Beta Beam . Sin ilar requiram ents for ux
controlare needed at a Beta beam facility as for a N eutrino Factory. Polarization of the beam
isnot an issue In a Beta Beam , but the num ber of radicactive ions in the storage decay ring
can be determ Ined with a Beam Current Transfom er. T he divergence of the beam would
need to bem easured aswell. A Cherenkov detector as proposed above for a N eutrino factory
would be able to m easure the divergence of a Beta Beam , provided that it did not a ect the
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stability of the beam . In addition to these beam m onitoring devices, a near detector would
also be needed (see section [3).

T here is extensive experience in the design of conventional beam s of neutrinos from pion
decay, so understanding the ux control requirem ents for these beam s w ill determm ine the
param eters needed for beam m onitoring at a Super Beam . Recent exam ples nclude the
M INOS beam lne [17], the CERN to Gran Sasso (CNGS) beam [15]and the beam lne for
the T 2K experin ent [20/].

TheNUM Ibeam atFem ikbb [17]that supplies neutrinos for theM INO S experin ent [16]
contains a system for uxm onitoring of the neutrino beam . T hem onitoring system presently
consists of ionization cham bers [18]placed at the end of the decay pipe, to m easure m uons,
undecayed m esons, and protons that did not react In the target, and in three alcoves dug into
the dolom ite rock to m easure uxes of muons that are produced along w ith the neutrinos.
T hese cham bers provide inform ation to detem ine the neutrino beam alignm ent and as a
beam m onitor, to ensure target integrity and hom focusing.

TheCERN to Gran Sasso (CNG S) neutrino beam ,with a average energy of 174 G &V
[19], iswellm atched to the  appearance experin ents at the LaboratoriN azionali delG ran
Sasso (LNGS),OPERA [90,191]] and Icarus [67]. A m isalignm ent of the hom by 6 mm or
the re ector by 30 mm , or if the proton beam is o <target by 1 mm , or if the CNG S beam
ismisaligned by 0.5 mrad, may cause a drop In neutrino ux of 3% . M onitoring of these
param eters is achieved by the Target Beam Instrum entation Downstream (TBID ) and the
muon ionization chambers installed in the muon pits downstream of the beam stop. The
TBID contains secondary em ission m onitors, consisting of 12 m thick titanium foils, and
check the e ciency of the target conversion (by com parison with an upstream station) and
the alignm ent of the beam . The m uon ionization cham bers m easure the m uon intensity, the
muon pro le and the centre of the beam . There are 17 xed m onitors in a cross, and one
m oveable cham ber for relative calbration. Since OPERA and Icarus plan to perform an
appearance search for tau neutrinos, it is not as in portant to m easure the ux with a
sim ilar precision to a disappearance m easurem ent. H ence, a near detector at the CNG S was
not deam ed to be an essential com ponent of the beam line and was not built given the cost of
a near cavem.

The T2K experin ent [20]] exploits an o -axis beam at angles between 2 and 3 . It
m onitors the muon ux on-axis, downstream from the beam dump, and serves as a real-
tin e status m onitor sensitive to the proton intensity, proton beam position on target and
the perform ance of the hom. T he detectors w ill be a com bination of He gas ion cham bers
and sam ieconductor detectors. In addition, there will be an on-line neutrino ux m onitor,
In the form of an array of iron-scintillator stacks, to determ Ine the centre and pro le of the
on-axis neutrino beam . From the on-axis muon and o -axis ux m onitors, one can deduce
the 0 -axis ux,which willbe com pared w ith the ND 280 (Near D etector at 280 m from the
target) [21),122]. A sin ilar strategy would probably have to be adopted for any other o -axis
super beam scenario.

3 N ear detectors

31 Aims

In order to perform m easurem ents of neutrino oscillations at a neutrino facility, it is necessary
to establish the ratio of neutrino interactions in a neardetector w ith respect to the fardetector.
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Hence, the careful design of a near detector and of the beam instrum entation is crucial to
m easure the ux,energy and cross-sections of the incident neutrinos [23] to be able to reduce
the long baseline neutrino oscillation system atic errors.

T he present generation of near detectors (eg. for K2K and M INO S) have been concen-
trating on disappearance m easuram ents, w hich require the near+to-far detector com parison of
them ain com ponent of the beam . L ife appears to be som ew hat easier when searching for
the appearance m easurem ent, at least at rst, when the statistics in the appearance channel
are Iim ited. H ow ever, the physics of the golden channel is to m easure precisely the appearance
probability and to com pare it between neutrinos and antineutrinos, or neutrinos of di erent
energies or baselines, to establish CP viclation and/or m atter e ects. A 1l of a sudden the
ratio to worry about is not only near+to-far, but electron-to-m uon neutrino cross-sections.
Indeed, when m easuring the CP asymm etry

P( ! o) PC ! o)
Ber =1 )spc ) <)

a troublesom e quantity w ill appear, the double ratio:

DR= ——; (4)

e

w here really m eans B including correction fore ciency and background
B . A lthough it would seem that m any system atic errors would cancel in this ratio, this is
only partially true. T he e ects that ensure a deviation of this quantity from unity are quite
di cult to m aster:

themuon m ass e ect;
Ferm im otion and binding energy;

the non-soscalarity of the target (this is particularly relevant for water where anti-
neutrinos and neutrinos interact very di erently on the free protons);

the di erent neutrino and antineutrino y distrbutions; and
the di erent appearance of the nalstate lepton in the detector.

These e ects are particularly relevant for the low energy neutrinos, as discussed in A p-
pendix [D_3. Experin ental certi cation w ill require a dedicated design of the beam line and
near detectors, and probably m easurem ent of cross—sections for all channels quoted above,
either at the absolute level or in relation w ith one of the four channels.

T he shape and technology of a near detector depends on the type of facility to be con-
sidered (whether Super Beam , Beta Beam or Neutrino Factory). Them ain requiram ents of
near detectors are that they should m easure and control the neutrino ux, the beam angle
and direction, the neutrino energy, all the relevant cross—sections and the background to the
far detector. Backgrounds di er depending on the far detector technology and the energy of
the neutrino beam , so the requirem ents of a near detector for each of the facilities w ill be
di erent In each case. In the follow ing sections, we w ill ook at the requirem ents for a near
detector at a Beta Beam , a Super beam and a Neutrino Factory.
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3.2 N ear detector at a Beta beam and Super Beam

T he near detector at a Beta Beam or a Super Beam was not considered In detail by the
Intemational Scoping Study. H ow ever, the average energy of the neutrino beam in these two
scenarios w illdem and a detector that is capable of observing low energy neutrino interactions,
as discussed in appendix [D].

For Super Bean s, the detector w illneed to have a m agnetic eld to be able to distinguish
neutrinos from antineutrinos as in the N ear D etector currently being designed for T 2K [211].
T he average energy of the neutrinosw illbe typically from 500M eV toa few G &V ,s0 thedom i
nant Interactions w illbe charged current quasielastic and neutral current elastic Interactions,
neutraland charged current single and m ultipion production, and coherent pion production.
At these energies, it is extrem ely In portant to have a detector target w ith the sam e nuclear
m ass (A ) as the far detector, or, at least, to understand the dependency of the cross-section
w ith the nuclear m ass. O ther nuclear e ects at low energy, such as Pauli blocking or Femm i
M otion are very im portant to be taken into account so, typically, one would ain to m easure
these In Iight nuclki. These data will be better known from the M iner a experin ent |[L31]],
but the near detector at a high intensity Super Beam or Beta Beam should be able to carry
out these m easurem ents w ith in proved accuracy.

For Beta Beam s, there is only one species of neutrino, so a m agnetic eld is not essential
in the near detector. A 1l other considerations of cross-section m easurem ents at low energy
rem ain the sam e as In the Super Beam case.

3.3 N ear detector at a N eutrino Factory

For a neutrino factory, we have discussed the beam instrum entation that willm easure the
beam angle, the divergence and the polarization of them uons in the storage ring. In addition,
a near detector w ill need to be able to m easure the neutrino ux, the neutrino beam angle
and its divergence, the neutrino energy, the neutrino cross-sections and a m easurem ent of
the background to the oscillation signal at the far detector, which includes a high statistics
m easurem ent of the cham background from neutrino interactions.

T here is also a rich physics program m e that can be carried out at a near detector [24,
25]]. Deep inelastic, quasielastic and resonance scattering reactions can be studied w ith
unprecedented accuracy. O ther m easurem ents include the determ ination of the weak m ixing
angle sih? ; from the ratio of neutral to charged current interactions, m easurem ents of the
parton distribution functions (both polarized and unpolarized) in a region of phase space
that is com plem entary to those determ ined by HERA , a m easurem ent of the strong coupling
constant and other e ects such as nuclear reinteractions and nuclear shadow ing. T he large
sam ple of cham events reconstructed for the neutrino oscillation background studies can
be used to m easure the cham background to the oscillation signal but can also be used to
m easure the CKM m atrix elem ent V4, and to search for CP violation in D g Dom ixing.
M ore accurate m easurem ents of polarization m ight shed m ore light on the spin content of
nucleons.

T his varied physics program m e requires a near detector (or detectors) w ith high granu-
larity in the Inner region that subtends to the far detector. The active target m ass of the
detector does not need to be very large. W ith a m ass of 50 kg, one would obtain 10° charged
current neutrino interactions per year in a detector at a distance of 30 m from the muon
storage ring, w ith the straight decay sections being 100 m long.

18



T here are a num ber of technological choices for a near detector at a neutrino factory, to
achieve the general ain s stated above. D ue to the nature of neutrino beam s, onem ay choose
to build a m ultipurpose detector that w ill carry out the physics program m e, or instead have
a num ber of di erent m ore specialised detectors for individual topics. However, som e of
the features needed In a near detector include high granularity, to com pare the subtended
angle between near and far, a m agnetic eld for charge separation, and m uon and electron
denti cation for avour determ ination. M ore speci ¢ needs also inclide excellent spatial
resolution to be able to carry out m easurem ents of charm events, the possibility of including
di erent targets for nuclear cross-section determ ination and m aybe the possibility to polarize
the target for m easuram ents of polarized parton distribution functions.

3.3.1 Flux norm alization and control

Neutrino uxes from muon decay are given by Egs.[dland[2. These uxes are readily calcula—
ble, with an all theoretical uncertainties (an accuracy of better than 10 3 ), aswas shown in
section [2.

A neutrino factory o ers the possibility of having an unprecedented num ber of neutrino
Interactions in a near detector. T he position of the near detector at the end of the straight
decay section of the muon storage ring is a crucial param eter to determm ine the rate and
spectrum of the neutrino interactions. T he systam atic errors in the ratio of uxes between
the near and far detector are reduced when the spectrum in the near detector is sim ilar to
the spectrum at the far detector. For exam ple, a far detector at 2500 km , w ith a radius of
20 m subtends an angle of less than 8 rad. The ux of ™ (left panel) and . (right panel)
from the decay of 50 G&V * for this con guration, w ith average energies of 35.0 G eV and
300 GeV isshown in gure[d.
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Figure 9: Flux of ~ (left panel) and . (right panel) at a detector 2500 km from a neutrino
factory with a 20 m radius, subtending an angle of 8 rad., from the decay of 50 Gev * .

At the near detector, one needs to be able to subtend a sin ilarly sm allangle, and this can
be achieved by varying the distance to the source or by in proving the spatial resolution of the
detector. For exam ple, as shown in gure[IQ, at a distance of 130 m from the decay point of
the 50 GeV ', one obtains distributions that are quite di erent to the far detector (average
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energies for~ and o0f216GeV and 185G €V ), whik ata distance of 1 km from the decay
point ofthe ¥, the distrbutions now look quite sin ilar to those of the far detector (average
energies for™ and . 0f34.1GeV and 292 G &V ). Thedi erence in the spectra between near
and far detector can be a source of system atic error in predicting the far detector ux from

the m gration of the near detector ux. If the near and far detector uxes are sim ilar, then
the system atic error in the extrapolation from near to far can be reduced.
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Figure 10: Flux of ™ (left panel) and . (right panel) at a neardetector w ith a 0.5 m radius,
130 m from thedecay ofa * (top). Flux of ~ (left panel) and . (right panel) at a near
detector with a 05 m radius, 1 km from thedecay ofa * (bottom ).

A nother source of di erence between the far and near detectors is that the far detector
e ectively sees a point neutrino source, while the near detector sees a line source, from the
decay of the m uons along the decay straight in the m uon storage ring. For exam ple, let us
assum e w e have a straight section of length 500 m ,and we place the neardetector at a distance
of 500 m from the end of the straight section. W e assum e that the m uons decay uniform Iy
along the decay section, that the angular distrbution is G aussian with a =05 10°3,
and that the energy of themuonsis 40 GeV with g = 80 M &V . If negative m uons decay,
we obtain the ux distrdoutions shown in  gure [Id], for 10° m uon decays sinulated. W e w ill
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assum e 10! muon decays In one year of operation of the neutrino factory.
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Figure 11: Num ber of neutrinos per an ? per 10° m uon decays, at 500 m from the end of a
decay straight of 500 m at a neutrino factory. Top left panel: and P = + 1;top right panel:
and P = 1;bottom left panel: ¢ and P = + 1;bottom right panel: "¢ and P = 1.

One of the main issues to m Inim ise system atic errors in the near and far detector is
to determ ine the ux and cross-sections separately, since nomm ally one obtains the product

(E ) (E ). In order to separate the latter, one can use the inverse m uon decay reaction:
+e ! o+ , with total cross-section:
G2 s m 2 2
(e )= ———; (5)
S
and m uon production through annihilation: "¢+ e ! = + , w ith the follow ing cross—

section in the Standard M odel [26]]:

262 s m? “(E.E + 1=3E |E ,)
Ce)= = ; (6)

where s= 2m E

T he production threshold for these reactions s E > ;Tze = 109 G &V . The signature is
a single outgoing m uon w ithout any visble recoil energy at the interaction point, and w ith a
transverse m om entum kinem atically constrained to be pr 2m E ,aswasdeam onstrated by

the m easurem ents perform ed by CHARM -II [27].
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A Itematively, one can also use the elastic scattering interactions: +e | + e and

e+t e ! .+ e thatalso have calculable rates:
" #
d e 2G2m E 1 2
( ) _ Zpme “4sin? gy +sin® oy @ y)? (7)
dy 2
and
n #
d (ee ) 2G2m.E 1 2
- ZoF “+sin? y +sh? g @ vy o (8)
dy 2

T he signature for these neutriho-electron events is a low angle forward going lepton w ith
no nuclear recoil. A sin ilar signature was used by the CHARM -II [28] detector to m easure
sin® i from neutrho-electron elastic scattering. An excess of events of neutrino-electron
scattering can be observed for Iow valiesoftheE 2 variable over the predom nant background
from neutralcurrent ° production and . quasielastic scattering.

The reconstructed spectra of  + e ! o+ and ¢+ e ! T + can be seen in

gure[IZ in a detector of radius 1 m , thickness30 an  lled w ith scintillator ( = 1:032gan 2y,
for a totalm ass of 1 tonne. T he neutrinos originate from the decay of 40 G &V muons in the
500 m straight section of the decay ring at a neutrino factory and the detector is 500 m from
the end of the straight section.

Tabl [ shows the event rate expected from the inverse muon decay reactions. It is
clear that the event rate is strongly dependent on the polarization and can be used as an
Independent veri cation of the polarization of the decay muons. Since the two reactions
( e and "ee ) are practically indistinguishable, the statistical ervror in the ux willcom e
from the sum of the two, an accuracy of better than 10 ° in the ux using these reactions
can only be achieved for a m uon energy ofm ore than 40 G €V w ithin one year of data taking.
H owever, the e ciency and the background for these reactions have not been determ ined yet,
0 the statistical signi cance w illbe dim inished.

E (GeV) | Polarization e ! < e T N
40 +1 687 10° 5:81 10° 192 10°
40 41 167 10° 697 10% 2:81 107
30 +1 2:02 10° 197 10° 132 10°
30 1 589 10° 160 10* 191 10°
20 +1 183 10* 1:14 10% 8:07 10°
20 1 783 10* 7:6 102 114 10°

Table 1: Totalnum ber of m uons per year from inverse m uon decay reactions produced in a
cylindrical detector w ith radius 1 m , thickness 30 an and density 1.032 g/an ® (scintillator,
totalmass 1 ton), 500 m distant from the end of the straight section of m uon storage ring
(10%* muon decays per year). The last column show s the total num ber of m uons per year
produced in the sam e cylinder from inclisive CC reactions.

3.3.2 Crosssections and parton distribution functions

T he near detector w ill carry out a program m e of cross-section m easuram ents, necessary for
the far detector [29]. D ue to the experin ental controlof the ux, it w illbe possible to extract
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Figure 12: Energy spectrum of
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the cross—section of the di erent interactions to be studied, such as deep inelastic, quasi-
elastic and elastic interactions, * and ** resonance and single and m ultipion production
(see appendix [D]). The ain willbe to cover all the available energy range, w ith particular
em phasis at low energies (where quasielastic events dom inate), since this m ight be needed
to observe the second oscillation m axin um at a far detector. A t these low er energies, nuclear
reinteractions and shadow ing aswell as the role of Ferm im otion play a role, and these e ects
need to bedeterm ned. Very low energy interaction m easuram entsm ight be achievable using
a liguid argon TPC, or other very light tracking detector. W e should envisage also the
possibility of using di erent nuclear targets, as well as the direct access to nucleon scattering
from hydrogen and deuterium targets.
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3.3.3 Charmm m easurem ents

T he w rong-sign m uon signature of the neutrino oscillation \golden channel" can be denti &d,
for exam ple, in a m agnetised iron calorin eter, by distinguishing betw een m uons, hadrons and
electrons, and m easuring the charge of the lepton. The m ain backgrounds for this signal
are due to wrong charge denti cation and to the production of wrong sign muons from
the decay of a chamm particle (for exam ple, from a D ), produced either in neutral current
Interactions or In charged current interactionsw here the prin ary m uon hasnotbeen denti ed.
The chamm background is the m ost dangerous at high energies, but a com bined cut in the
mom entum of the muon (P ) and its isolation w ith respect to the hadronic gt using the
varable Q:= P sih? , ,where , isthe angle between the m uon and the hadronic shower
(see section[A.1.]) can reduce the background to the 8 10 ° levelforan e ciency of45% [[47)].
H ow ever, this background reduction relies on an accurate know ledge of the Q + distribution of
cham particles that should be m easured at a near detector.

A near detector should be able to operate at a high rate and have very good spatial
resolution, to be able to distinguish prin ary and secondary vertices needed to identify chamm
events. It should also have a an all radiation length so that itm ay distinguish electrons from
muons in am agnetic eld. This can be achieved by a vertex detector of low Z (either a solid
state detector, such as silicon, ora bre tracker) follow ed by tracking in a m agnetic eld and
calorin etry, w ith electron and m uon denti cation capabilities [30]. A possible near detector
geom etry could be tinto the NOM AD dipolem agnet [31], currently being used for the T 2K
280 m detector 211] ( qure[1d).

VERTEX DETECTOR EM calorimeter

Hadronic Muon chambers
Calorimeter

Neutrino

Nuclear

Target

1 meter Tracker (SciFi or TPC?) Hadronic Y t
] Calorimeter

Z

Figure 13: Possble geom etry for a near detector at a neutrino factory.

A prototype silicon detector, consisting of four passive layers of boron carbide (45 kg)
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and ve layers of silicon m icrostrip detectors (NOM AD -STAR ) was In plem ented w ithin the
NOM AD neutrino oscillation experim ent [32,/33]]. Im pact param eter and vertex resolutions
weremeasured to be 33 m and 19 m respectively for this detector. A sam ple of 45 chamm
candidates (background of 22 events) was identi ed [34]. T he total charm m eson production
rate found was 72 24% of the charged current rate, at an average energy of 33 G &V,
which com pares well w ith other experin ents assum ing the sem iHeptonic branching ratio of
cham particles [35] (see qure[Id). An e ciency of 3.5% for D andD* ,and an e clency
of125% forD ! were achieved. Even w ith these low e ciencies, one could obtain m ore than
3 10° cham events per year. H owever, using a fully active silicon pixeldetector w ith m ore
layers can provide further im provem ents. For exam ple, 18 layers of 500 m thick silicon of
dim ensions50 50 am 2 (totalsilicon area of 4 5m 2) correspondsto 52 kg of silicon. E clencies
for reconstructing cham events should vastly In prove w ith this geom etry. M onolithic A ctive
Pixel M APS) 36, 37]or DEPFET [38]detectors would be good candidates for this type of
silicon technology.

Un—n+/ GCC

S E R B

250 300
Neutrino Energy (GeV)

Figure 14: O pposite sign dinuon rate of NOM AD -STAR and other experin ents. O verlayed
isa charm mass tofl3Gev/c? B9

A nother possibility for a near detector dedicated to the study of charm is an em ulsion
cloud cham ber ollowed by a tracking detector such as a scintillating bre tracker (sin ilar to
OPERA [90]JorCHORUS [39]). Emulsion technology has already dem onstrated that it is a
superb m edium for the study of chamm [40,141,142,143,144,145] due to its unrivalled spatial
resolution. Them ain issue, however, is whether it can cope w ith the high rate that will be
observed at a neutrino factory.

In addition to the im portant m easurem ent of the oscillation background, this sam ple
of chamm events can be used to determ ine the strange quark content of the sea, the CKM
param eter V4 to unprecedented accuracy and search for CP violation in D »Dom ixing. The
sign of the lepton produced at the prim ary vertex can beused to tag the nitialcham particle,
w ith the decay productsdetermm ining w hether there was any change in the avour ofthe chamm
meson 25].
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3.34 Outlook

T he neardetector at a neutrino factory isan essential ingredient in the overallneutrino factory
com plex, necessary to reduce the systeam atic errors for the neutrino oscillation signal. T here
arem any choices for a detector technology that could be In plam ented. Liquid argon TPC s n
amagnetic eld would be able to carry outm ost of the near detector program m e. A 1so, m ore
conventional scintillator technology (sin ilar to M inerva [131]), a scintilhting bre trackerora
gas TPC (lke in the T 2K near detector 211]) would also be able to perform cross-section and

ux controlm easurem ents. However, it seem s lkely that only silicon or em ulsion detectors
can achieve the necessary spatial resolution to perform the charm m easurem ents needed to
determ ine the background for the oscillation search. T hese options shall be further studied
w ithin the context of the IntermationalD esign Study.

4 Far detectors

4.1 Tracking calorim eters

In a Neutrino Factory the . ! oscillation channel, the socalled golden channel, provides
the cleanest experim ental signature since it only requires the detection of \w rong-sing m uons"
(wsmuon) { muons w ith the opposite charge to those circulating in the storage ring { in a
detector w ith charge m easurem ent capabilities. M uon reconstruction is well understood and
can be perform ed w ith high e ciency keeping a negligible background level. A ssum ing stored
positive m uons, the m ain backgrounds for the w sm uon search are [46,147]:

right-charge m uons w hose charge has been m isdenti ed, in™ CC events.

w st uons from hadron decays and w shadronsm isidenti ed asmuons In~ or o NC
events,

w s uons from hadron decays and w sshadronsm isidenti ed asmuonsin™ or . charge
CC when them ain lepton is not denti ed.

A detector ain Ing to study the golden channel should be able to dentify m uons and m ea—
sure theirm om enta and charge w ith high e ciency and purityy. M agnetized iron calorin eters
have been considered in the past [46dH50/]. The w s uon detection e clency can be kept
above 50% for a background Jevel of the order of 10 ° . This kind of detector is extrem ely
pow erfuil for the m easuram ent of very amall 13, reaching values of sin?(2 13) below 10 .
H ow ever, they m ay have trouble in studying CP violation because the high density of the de—
tector prevents the detection of low energy neutrinos (below few G &V ), which could provide
very valuable inform ation for the sin ultaneousm easurem ent of ¢p and 3.

An altemative to iron calorin eters, which follow s the NO A experin ent [B8] guidelines,
has been recently considered. A m agnetised version of Totally A ctive Scintillator D etectors
(TASD ), could be very e cient for the wsmuon search, even for neutrino energies below
1 Ge&V. Thenonm agnetised TA SD detector (asNO A ) would be a good candidate for lower
energy beam s In the few G &V range, as W BB or Beta-Beam s. T he physics perform ance
of such a detector In those scenarios has been discussed elsew here [3]]. In this section the
m agnetised fillly active and iron calorin eters are described.
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4.1.1 M agnetised iron calorim eters

The wrong-sign muon search at a neutrino factory requires a very m assive detector w ith
good m uon and m uon charge identi cation capabilities. M agnetic iron calorim eters can ful 1
these requirem ents using well known technologies. Indeed, they are conceptually sin ilar to
the existing M INO S detector [51l], but w ith a m ass one order of m agnitude larger. Several
com plem entary studies have being conducted so far: the M agnetic Tron Neutrino D etector
M IND ) [46,1477,148] (called LM D in the past) and M onolith [49,/48]]. R ecently, a new option,
the Indian N eutrino O bservatory (INO ) [50], sin ilar to M onolith , has been proposed to study
the golden channelat 7000 km .

In this section the results of the M IND study are presented. T he conceptual design of
theM IND detector consists of a sandw ich of 4 an thick iron plates and 1 an thick detection
layers, w ith transverse din ensions 14 14 m 2. T he detector has a length of 40 m and a total
m ass of 60 kton. The ducialm ass is of the order of 50 kton.

T he nature of the detection layers is not yet speci ed. A possible choice could be either
solid (asM INO S) or Iiquid (asNO A ) scintillator bars. T he radiation length of plastic scin—
tillator is assum ed for the m om ent. A transverse resolution, ", of 1 an in both coordinates
is considered. T he m easuram ent of the charge of the muon forces the detector to be m ag-
netised. A realistic detector would use a toroidal eld produced by a superconducting coil
traversing the detector longitudinally (asM INO S). T his in plies how ever unnecessary com —
plications from the point of view of the reconstruction program , at this stage of the analysis.
In this conceptual design an average dipole eld of 1 Tesh (1.3 Teskh in the iron plates) in
the Y direction isused. From the perform ance point of view both are sin ilar except by the
sm all radial decrease of the toroidal eld (see Fig.[23), which can be ignored for them om ent.

To study the perform ance of the M IND detector a M onte C arlo sin ulation based on the
GEANT 3 package [54]has been perform ed. D esp inelastic (D IS) neutrino interactions have
been generated using the LEPTO package [559]. From the point of view of com puting tin e a
full sin ulation is not practical because background refction has to be studied to the level of
10 ¢ ,which requiresm ore than 10° events for each kind of background. T hustheM IND study
isbased on a fast sin ulation in which the electronic response of the detector is not sim ulated
and a am earing of the relevant physics quantities is used Instead . T he physical quantities used
n the analysis are themuon m om entum (P ), themuon angle ( ), the hadronic energy (Ey )
and the hadronic angle ( ). In previous analyses [46,147,148]all of them were sm eared as in
the M INO S proposal [51l]. In this analysis a better hadronic angular resolution, as reported
by M onolith [53], is usad.

M uon identd cation

N eutrino interactions in such a detector have a clear signature. CC or~ CC eventsare
characterized by a m uon, easily seen as a penetrating track of typically severalm etres length,
and a shower resulting from the interactions of the nalstate hadrons, which extinguishes
at short distances. Thus, the denti cation of muons can be easily done by range. Fi.
[B-eft shows the distrdbution of L = L Ln, where L and Ly are respectively the
lengths travelled respectively by the longest m uon and hadron in =~ CC events. Themuon
denti cation criterion is set as follow s: a particle w ill be denti ed as a muon if it goes a
given length L { to be optin ised { beyond any other particle in the event. N otice that this
is a very conservative approach since it assum es that them uon and the hadronic show er have
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the sam e direction.
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Figure 15: O n the left panel, distribution of the true L . O n the right panelneutrino energy
resolution as a function of the true neutrino energy (solid line). T he dashed line corresponds
to contribution of the muon m om entum m easurem ent, while the dotted line is the hadronic
energy resolution.

Energy resolition

An estin ator of the neutrino energy, E , isthe totalvisible energy in the event, E 45, which
is the sum of the muon and hadron shower energies. The rst can be estin ated either by
range or by curvature for fully contained m uons and only by curvature when them uon escapes
the detector. A m om entum resolution of (3:5P + 0:022P 2 )% , as an approxin ation to the
one quoted in theM INO S proposal, is used for the range m easurem ent, w hile the resolution
obtained by curvature is com puted using the G ucksterm formula [56/]]. O n the other hand,
the hadron shower energy is com puted by calorim etry, using the resolution quoted in the
M INO S proposal: Ep=E, = 003+ 0:76= E,. Fi.[Id shows the average E resolution as
a function of E for™ CC events. T he contributions of the hadronic shower and the m uon
are indicated. T he form er clearly dom nates the E  resolution.

Charge identi cation

A s m entioned above, charge m isidenti cation of prin ary muons In = CC interactions
constitutes an in portant background to the w sm uon signal. Fig.[I8 (from Ref. [48]]) show s
the charge m isidenti cation rate fordi erent con gurationsoftheM IND detector assum ing a
constant average m agnetic eld of 1 Tesh (independently of the iron distrlbbution). T hem uon
hitshave been tted to a cubicm odel taking Into account m ultiple scattering and energy loss.
H igh angle scatters have been rem oved by a local ¢ criteria. T he charge m isidenti cation
rate is of the order of 10 ® for 5 GeV=c muons and close to 10 * for 2 GeV=cmuons. T he
distance between m easurem ent planes seam s to be the crucial param eter to be optin ised.
T his analysis has however two m ain 1im itations: i) the average m agnetic eld is independent
of the distance between m easurem ent planes, which is unrealistic below som e distance (
5am ) since them agnetic eld is only present in the iron; ii) all interactions w ere generated in
the center of the detector such that there were no border e ects.
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In principle all high angle scatters can be rem oved by requiring the local and global 2
of the track t to be w ithin certain lim its. In this case the charge m isidenti cation rate can
be com puted using sin ple equations that assum e G aussian m ultiple scattering and no border
e ects. Fig.[I] shows the charge m isidenti cation rate for muons of 1, 1.5 and 2 G e&V=c
and di erent detector con gurations. For the default magnetic eld (125 Teskh in iron,
corresponding to 1 Tesh average), any iron plate thickness between 1 and 5 an seem s to
work, being this param eter m ore In portant at lower m om enta. The crucial param eter is
the m agnetic eld. At 1G &V =c the default perform ance is 0:3% . An order of m agniud less
is obtained when the eld in iron is increased from 1.25 to 1.7 Tesla and another order of
m agnitude for 2 Tesha.
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Figure 16: Charge m isidenti cation background as a function of m om entum for di erent
con gurations of M IND , assum Ing a constant average eld of 1 Tesla. " is the transverse
resolution, isthehit nding ine ciency and d the distance betw eeen m easurem ent planes.
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Figure 17: Chargem isddenti cation rate for di erent detector con gurations and fordi erent
muon momenta: 1 G&V=c (solid line), 1.5 G &V=c (dashed line) and 2 G &V =c (dotted line),
assum Ing a G aussian m ultiple scattering. t is the thickness of the iron plates (4 an for the
default setup) and " the transverse resolution.
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Signaland lackground e ciencies for very small 13

Asitwasshown in Ref. [47], muons from the decay ofhadrons (m ainly chamm ed particles)
In— CC interactions constitute the leading background at high neutrino energies. Fortu-
nately, \real" w rong-sign muons ( from oscillated . ’s) willbe in generalm ore energetic and
m ore isolated from the hadronic gt. T hus, this background can be controlled to a reasonable
levelby a a combined cut in them om entum of themuon (P ) and its isolation w ith respect
to the hadronic ft, which is represented by the variablke Q¢ = P sin® ,,where , isthe
angle between them uon and the hadronic shower. F ig.[18 show s the fractional bakgrounds in

CC events as a function of the cuts in both P and Q. The optin al cuts depend on the
baseline since signal and backgroud evolve di erently w ith the distance (see Ref. [47]). For a
baseline of 3500 km the optinalcutsareP > 5Ge&V=cand Q> 0.7 GeV=c (from Ref. 48],
P > 75Ge&V=cand Q+>1Ge&V=cwereused In [47]), which give a total background rate of
8 10 ° foran e ciency of 45% .
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Figure 18: Fractional backgrounds from hadron decays as a function of thecutsin P and Q¢
forT CC and (C + . )NC interactions (for stored * ’s). T he chargem isidenti cation rate
is also shown on the lft for a conservative con guration: d=15an, =2% and "=05an .

Im proving the signale clency at low neutrino energy

T he analysis presented in R efs.[47],/48]and described above was optin ised for them easure—
m ent of very small 3. Valies of them ixing angle below 0:2° (corresponding to sin?(2 13) <
5 10° ) were accessible. Being the signal essentially proportionalto sin?(2 13), a very small
background levelw as required , m otivating the strong cut on them uon m om entum . H ow ever,
this cut led to essentially no e ciency below 10 G €V neutrino energy. T his is not a problem
for the m easurem ent of 13, since this param eter enters in the oscillation probability as a
nom alization factor, which can be obtained atm uch higher energies, w here the neutrino ux
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and cross section are larger. However, the detection of low energy neutrinos is crucial for
the sin ultaneous m easurem ent of 13 and ¢p . Indeed, the m easurem ent of -p is based on
the experin ental capabilities to distinguish the oscillation pattem of neutrinos from that of
antineutrinos [47]. This CP asymm etry ism axinum for neutrino energies in the region of
the oscillation peak ( 7 G&V at 3500 km ) and below . Refer to the Physics R eport 3] for
m ore details.

Taking advantage of the correlation between the m om entum of the muon and the total
visble energy, the cuts can be optin ised for both 13 and ¢p . Fig.[I9 shows the P (top
panels) and Q¢ (bottom panels) distributions as a function of E ;s for signal (left panels)
and — CC badckground (right panels) events. This Fig. also show s the variable cuts: P >
(02=c) Eisand Q¢ > 02 GeV=c for Eyis > 7 G&V and no cuts below this energy. The
resulting e ciency for the signaland the hadronic backgrounds is shown in Fig. [20.

Table 2: The list of the relevant cuts used in the analysis. K inem atical cuts are only applied
for B > 7 GeV=c.

Fiducial Q uality M uon id K inem atical
z < 1700 an 5° < pee < 90° L > 75,150,200 an Q +>02Ge&v=c
KJ7j< 600 an P > (02=c) Eis

Experience from M INO S and M onolith

T hehadronic energy resolution obtained experim entaly byM INO S [52], Ey=Ey = O:55=p En,
whereEp ish G &V, is signi cantly better than the one quoted in the proposaland m entioned
above. T his should in prove the current E  resolution, as shown in Fig.[21.

The M INO S experin ent has also dem onstrated that = + CC identi cation (based
mainly on muon identi cation) can be perform ed with high e ciency and purity down to
1 G &V neutrino energy [57], as shown in Fig.[22. TheM INO S analysis uses a full sin ulation,
with QFE and RES interactions, and a full reconstruction, in which the e ect of the pattem
recognition is included. The event classi cation param eter shown in Fig. [2J(right panel)
com bines inform ation from track length and pulse height in each m easuram ent plane. For
neutrinos above 1 G &V the signale ciency is better than 70% while the purity approaches
98% above2G eV . Them ain problam at such low neutrino energieswould be the denti cation
of them uon charge.

Fig.23 show s them agnetic el strength in theM INO S detector and the extrapolation to
a bigger torod of 10 m radius. A 7m radius toroid, as the one proposed here, seem s feasible.

T he hadronic angular resolution ( p) used in the current analysis was obtained by the
M onolith group in a test beam [53]. For a spacing betw een m easurem ent planes of 7 an they
und , = 104 = E, + 10: =E,, which is signi cantly better than the resolution quoted
in theM INO S proposal for a spacing of 44 an, , = 1667 = E, + 12:15 =E,,. Thisa ects
the Q + resolution, which was in portant for the analyses presented in R efs [46],147,148]], since
the Q + cut was In the tail of the distrrbution, but it is not an issue when the cut is relaxed,
as it is the case in the current analysis.
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Figure 19: P (top panels) and Q+ (bottom panels) distrbbutions as a function of E s for
signal (left panels) and = CC background (right panels) events. T he kinem atical cuts are
also shown.

D iscussion

A Ithough a detailed study w ith a fiilll sin ulation is stillm issing, the m uon chargem isiden-
ti cation seem s to be the leading background at low neutrino energies (below 10 Ge&V ). The
charge m isidenti cation rate depends prin arily on the m agnitude of the m agnetic eld (the
curvature resolution is inversely proportional to the m agnetic eld), which m ust be as high
aspossble. A m Inin um averagem agnetic el of 1 Tesla should be considered. TheM INO S
experience suggests that elds of the order of 1.5 Tesla could be achieved. A s discussed pre—
viously, a an all change In the eld of 20% reduces the charge m isidenti cation background
by one order of m agnitude. T hus, them agnetic eld issue should be studied very carefiilly.

One of the main issues n the M IND analysis is how well the signal e ciency can be
determ ined at low neutrino energies. G iven the high deriative of the e ciency curve below
10 GeV (see Fi.[20), the accuracy on the e ciency m easuram ent would be highly a ected
by the resolution on the neutrino energy. A s discussed above, the resolution assum ed In this
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Figure 20: Signal and hadronic background e ciencies as a function of the reconstructed
neutrino energy for di erent cuts on the muon length: 75 an  (black boxes), 150 an (em pty
circles) and 200 an (stars). top-left: CC ;thispltalso show s the signale ciency obtained
In previous analyses: P >5 Ge&V=c and Q¢+ > 0.7 GeV=c from Ref. [48] (solid line) and
P >75GeVcand Q+>1GeV=c from Ref. 47] (dashed line). Top<xight panel: © CC with
cham decays. Bottom —left panel: = CC other than cham decays (m ainly pion and kaon
decay). Bottom right panel: © NC.5 10° events have been used both or~ CC and NC
Interactions. The bin size has been chosen taking into account the E resolution ( 2 E ).

analysis is worst than the one obtained by M INO S (see F igs.[I8 and [21]).

T he current sin ulation does not consider quasielstic (Q E ) Interactions and resonance
production (RES), which should dom inate below 2 G &V neutrino energy. Q E interactions
would have a possitive In pact on the E  resolution since the neutrino energy can be directly
com puted from the muon m om entum and angle. For these events the E  resolution would
approach theP resolution by range,w hich isofthe order of4% atthese energies. T he average
resolution can be com puted using the D IS and Q E cross sections and the corresponding E
resolutions. This is shown in Fig.[2I. A nother possibility is to use only QE events, below a
certain energy.

In the current analysis the in pact of a realistic pattem recognition has been omm ited.
The cut in the muon length ensures that a su cient num ber of m uon hits are isolated from
the hadronic shower. T his is a reasonable approxin ation at high neutrino energies, since the
prin ary m uon generally escapes the hadronic shower (true form uons above 2 Ge&V=c). Low
energy muons, which are lost in the current analysis, could be recovered w ith an in proved
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Figure 23: O n the lft panel, m agnetic eld as a function of the transverse coordinates in the
M INO S far detector. O n the right, extrapolation oftheM INO S eld to a bigger torus.

pattem recognition. T he clean topologies of QE and RES events would help in this agpect.
Pattern recognition should not be an issue for these kind of events, although the w rong charge
assignm ents would be frequent formuonsbelow 1.5GeVe ( 2 100 or15Gev=cm uons).

A satisfactory charge m easurem ent is obtained for iron plate thickness In the range 2-5
an . Thus, the longitudinal segm entation ism ainly driven by the hadronic energy resolution
and the pattermn recognition e ciency. T he form er should in prove if the num ber of sam ples
Increases, although the current M INO S resolution seem s to be su cient. O n the other hand,
an in proved pattem recognition e ciency at low m om entum could be very in portant since
the cut In themuon length could be relaxed.

T ranverse resolution m ight be In portant for the charge m easurem ent at low m om entum ,
for the Q+ resolution and for pattem recognition. Anything better than 1 an would be
su cient for the charge and the Q ¢ m easuram ents. Again, patterm recognition seem s to be
them ain issue.

The™ + CC identi cation e ciency obtained by M INO S suggests that the signal ef-

ciency in M IND could bemuch atter in the energy range from 1 to 10 G&V . This is the
result of using a pow erfuul pattem recognition and event classi cation algorithm s.

An optim issd M IND detector could reach the required performm ance down to neutrino

energies of 12 GeV . A few questions rem ain open:

How wellcan the e ciency bem easured at low neutrino energies?

W hatwould be the e ect of pattern recognition? T his ispartially answered by M INO S,
although this e ect should be incuded In the M IND reconstruction.

W hat is the Q E selection e ciency and purity?

W hat is the e ect of non G aussian e ects in the charge m easuram ent? This is one of
them ain issues and should be answered w ith a prototype.

W hat is them axin um m agnetic eld that can be a orded?
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Figure 24: GEANT 4 view of the sin ulated TA SD detector.

4.1.2 Totally A ctive Scintillating D etectors

T he possibility of using totally active calorin eters in a N eutrino Factory was rst considered
at NuFact05 [59]. A rst study of the perform ance of this design was presented at the ISS
m eeting in A ugust 2006 [60].

T hedetector would consist of long scintillator barsw ith a triangular cross—section arranged
In planes which m ake x and y m easurem ents in a 0.5 Teslh m agnetic eld. The scintillator
bars considered have a length of 15m and the triangular end has a base of 3 an and a height
of 1.5 an . This design is an extrapolation of the M INER A experin ent [p1l] to produce a
detector w ith dimensions 15 15 100m and a m ass of approxin ately 22.5 kton.

T his detector was sin ulated with GEANT 4 version 8.1 (see Fig.[24) and the digitisation
took Into account the dE /dx in the scintillator slabs and a light yield extrapolated from
M INER A tests. Them agnetic eld was sinulated asa uniform 0.5 Tesla eld perpendicular
to the beam axis. T he perform ance of the detector was studied by sin ulating the passage of
single m uons and positrons w ith a m om entum ranging from 100 M €V =c to 15 G €V =c. Future
studies of this design w ill include a m ore realistic eld m ap based on recent design work to
achieve the large m agnetic volum e and the sin ulation of neutrino interactions.

The simn ulated hits were digitised w ith an assum ed energy resolution of 2 photo electrons
and the reconstruction of clusters n posed a threshold of 0.5 photo electrons before buiding
space points and perform ing a track t using the K aln an F itting package R ecPack [62]].

In order to study them om entum resolution and the rate at which the charge of a m uon
ism isAdenti ed, 2.3 m illion m uons were sin ulated of which 1.8 m illion, divided equally in
wo atmomentum ranges (0.1-1 GeV=c and 1-10 GeV=c), were analysed. T he position
resolution was found to be approxin ately 4.5 mm RM S with a central G aussian w ith w idth
of 25 mm . The momentum resolution as a function of the muon m om entum is shown in
Fi.[2H(topJdeft). The tracker achieves a resolution of better than 10% over the com plete
m om entum range studied.

A rst attem pt to establish the particle ID perform ance of the detector is sum m arised
in Fig.29(top~ight). This gure show s the reconstructed dE =dx versus the reconstructed
m om entum for muons (blue/clear) and positrons (red/dark). Tt can be seen that above
approxin ately 600 M €V =c it should be possible to separate m uons and positrons on the basis
of the reconstructed energy.

D ue to the low density of the Totally A ctive Scintillating D etector (TA SD ), it is possible
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to reconstructm uonsdown to a few hundred M €V =c. Fjg.E(bottom —left) show sthe e ciency
for reconstructing positive m uons as a function of the initial m om entum of the muon. The
detector becom es fully e cient above 400 M &V =c.

T he charge of them uon wasdeterm ined by perform ing two separate K aln an track ts,one
w ith a positive charge and the otherw ith a negative charge. T he chargem is-identi cation rate
was determ ined by counting the rate at which the track tw ith the incorrect charge resulted
in abetter 2 perdegree of freedom than that w ith the correct charge. F ig.[23(bottom —right)
show s the charge m is=identi cation rate as a function of the initialm uon m om entum .

This wst investigation of the TA SD concept has shown it to be worthy of a m ore detailed
study. In particular, it has Jed to interest in the concept ofa low er energy N eutrino Factory 3]
(due to the lower threshold than the baseline m agnetised iron detector) but m ore work is
required in order to bring the understanding of this device to a com parable level to the
baseline.
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Figure 25: Perform ance of the M agnetised TA SD detector. Top-Left panel: m uon m om entum

resolution as a function of them uon m om entum . Top-R ight panel: reconstructed dE =dx asa
function of m om entum for m uons (blue/clear) and positrons (red/dark). Bottom L.eft panel:
muon denti cation e ciency as a function of the muon m om entum . Bottom R ight panel:

m uon charge m is-denti cation rate as a function of the m uon m om entum .

4.2 Large W ater C erenkov detectors

Since the pioneering age of the K am iokande and IM B detectors, and after the success of the
SuperK am okande detector (an extension by a factor 20 w ith respect to previous detectors),
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the physics com m unity involved in this area is continuously grow ing in the three geographical
regions, nam ely Japan, U SA and Europe.

To strengthen the know-how and R& D exchanges, a series of Intemational W orkshops
have been set up since 1999, the socalled NNN W orkshop standing for \N ext N ucleon D ecay
and Neutrino Detectors". The last m eetings were organized at Aussois (France) in 2005,
Seattle (USA 2006) and Ham am atsu (Japan 2007). As it is clearly stated in the title of
this W orkshop, detection technigues other than W ater C erenkov are also considered, as for
Instance Liguid Scintillator, Liguid A rgon as well as Tron detectors.

A 10, if the pioneering W ater C erenkov detectors were built to look for Nucleon D ecay, a
prediction of G rand Uni ed T heordes, N eutrino physics has been the bread and butter since
the beginning. Just to rem ind the glorious past: rst detection of a Super N ovae neutrino
burst, Solar and A tm ospheric anom aly discoveries that were explained as m ass and m xing
of neutrinos, the Jatter being con m ed by the rst long base line neutrino beam s and by
reactor experin ents.

Nucleon decay and neutrino physics are closely linked theoretically (ie. m ost if not all
of the GUT theories predict nucleons to decay and neutrinos to have non zero m asses and
m ixings). Hence, these are areas of equally strong interest to m otivate the R& D program
extension of the next generation W ater C erenkov m ass to the m egaton scale (about a factor
20 m ore than SuperK am iokande). O ne should keep In m ind that, in addition to the physics
addressed by the ISS, the physics potential of such a detector Includes: nucleon decay, super—
novae neutrinos from bursts, relic neutrinos, solar and atm ospheric neutrinos, long baseline
low energy neutrinos (beta beam , superbeam and com bined w ith atm ospheric neutrinos) and
other astrophysical topics.

T he physics perform ance (3], scalability and robustness of W ater C erenkov detectors are
well established and the R& D e orts are concentrated now in two engiheering aspects: the
excavation of lJarge cavities and the cost reduction of the photodetectors. T he addition of
G adolinium salt, once it is dem onstrated that it can be safely used in a 1 kton prototype and
also in SuperK am iokande, could be a decisive ingredient for the new detectors, especially for
neutrinos from Supermovae.

4.2.1 The present detector design

Up to now the three geographical regions have proposed three detector designsw ith a ducial
m ass around 500 kton. Som e characteristics are presented in table[3.

T he Japanese design (Fig[2fl) is based on two twin tunnels with 5 optically independent
cylindrical com partm ents, each 43m in diam eterand 50 m long, each covered by about 20,000
photodetectors to realize a 40% surface coverage. The US design (Figl27) is com posed of 3
cubic optically independent com partments (60 60 60 m>). The iner detector regions
are viewed by about 57,000 20" PM T s, w ith a photocathode coverage of 40% for the central
com partm ent and 10% for the two side com partm ents. An outer detector serves as a veto
shield of 2:5 m depth and is instrum ented w ith about 15,000 cutward-facing 8" PM T s. The
European design (Fig[28)) isbased on up to 5 shafts (3 are enough for 500 kton ducialm ass),
each 65 m in diam eter and 65 m height for the total water container din ensions. The PM T
surface de ned as 2 m inside the water container is covered by about 81,000 12" PM T s to
reach a 30% surface coverage equivalent to a 40% coverage w ith 20" PM T s (see sec.[4.2.3).
The ducialvolim e isde ned by an additional conservative guard of 2 m . T he outer volum e
between the PM T surface and the water vessel is Instrum ented w ith 8" PM T s.
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Figure 26: Sketch of the HyperK detector (Japan).

Figure 27: Sketch of the UNO detector (USA ).

Present Loboratory

MEMPHYS

——

Figure 28: Sketch of the M EM PHY S detector under the Frejuism ountain (Europe).
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4.2.2 Large underground cavities

A 11 the detector pro gcts are Jocated in underground laboratories. T he w ater equivalent depth
of thedi erentdetectors sitesare: 1500m w e for the Tochiboram ine in Japan, and around
4200 m w e for the Hom estake or Henderson m Ines (the two rem aining sites after the N SF
decision for DUSEL possible site candidates) in the USA ,and 4800 m w e for the Frejus
road tunnel in Europe. A deeper site, so fewer cosn ic ray induced background, is especially
In portant In the case of relic supemovae and solar neutrinos, but In case of nucleon decay
the detector segm entation m ay help also.

Themain di culty is the non existence yet of m an-m ade large cavities (see Tab. [3) at
the depth envisaged. But on an other hand, there are no a priory indications that one could
not built such large cavities and engineering studies are undertaken in the three geographical
regions. In Japan, a prelin nary survey of the candidate place for H yperK is already done,
and the rock properties at the Tochibora m ine have been checked. T he cavity m odelhas been
analyzed in a real environm ent. T he egg transversal shape and the twin tunnel scenario is
envisaged as baseline for H yperK . In the U S, various engineering m odels have been used by
di erent consultants. It tums out that, w ith the present know ledge, the UNO cavity seem s
feasible, although m ore re ned work, w ith experin ental nputs from rock quality m easure—
m ents and geological fault know ledge in situ is needed to go further in the proct design. In
Europe, a pre-study hasbeen perform ed by the Ttalian and French com panies involved in the
buiding of the existing road tunnel. T hese com panies have taken advantage of the num erous
m easurem ents m ade during the excavation of the present road tunnel and (relatively sm all)
LSM Laboratory to establish a valid estin ation of the rock quality as input for sin ulations.
Them ain outcom e of this prestudy is that very large cavities w ith a \shaft" shape are fea—
sible, while a \tunnel" shape looks disfavored. T he next step that can be undertaken in an
European Founding fram ew ork, is to validate the rock quality at the exact detector location
and to nalize the detailed shape of the cavities and access tunnels in close conjunction w ith
the detector design optim ization.

Beyond the cavity shape and excavation scenario optin ization, there is the need of an
extensive R & D on water containers (vessels versusm ulti-liners). T his is an in portant aspect
for radicactivity background suppression and also in detector m echanical design with its
associate in pacts on detector cost.

423 PhotodetectorR&D

T he surface coverage by photodetector is not yet optin ized asm ore feedback is needed from
the analysis from the SuperK am iockande I-IT and III phases and from M onte C arlo studies of
the foreseen detectors. N evertheless, onem ay already state that the very low energy neutrino
events (Super N ovae neutrinos, 8B Solar N eutrinos) as well as the search of 0 in Nuclkon
Decay or the Y=e separation In . appearance experin ent, alldem and good coverage.

In all the detector design there are at least one order of m agnitude m ore photodetectors
than SuperK am iokande I (or IIT). TheR & D is lJargely shared am ong the three regions and in
very close contact w ith the two m anufacturers, nam ely Ham am atsu in Japan and Photonis
In Europe and U SA (since July 05, Photonis has acquired the DEP and Burle com panies).

T he research axis on large HPD s in Japan has been m ainly driven by the need to get
a lower price for a new photodetector than the presently available Ham am atsu 20" PM T s,
especially to get rid of the dynode am pli er system which is ntroduced m anually in such a
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tube. T heir m easured characteristics are encouraging: single photo-electron sensitivity, w ide
dynam ic range Iim ited only by the readout, good tim ing and good uniform ity over the large
photocathode. But these HPD need to be operated at 20kV H igh Voltage and a low noise
fast electronics. So, the cost per channel is a real challenge.

In Europe, Photonis is very com petitive on 12" PM T s and argue that them ain param eter
to optin ize is the cost=(an 2 QE CE ), ncluding electronics. Som e French laborato-
ries are involved w ith Photonis n a jpint R& D programm e conceming the characteristics
of the 12" m easuram ents and in provem ents and also conceming the integrated electronics
front-end. Them ain dea is to adopt sm artphotodetectors which provide directly digitized
data. The frontend requirem ents are: a high speaed discrim inator for autotrigger on single
photo-<electron, a concidence logic to reduce dark current counting rate (to be de ned by
M C studies), a digitization of charge over 12 bits w ith a dynam ical range up to 200 p e, a
digitization of tin e of arrivalover 12 bits to provide nano-second accuracy, and a variable gain
to equalize photom ultiplier response and operate with a comm on high voltage (cost reduc—
tion). This electronics R & D takes advantage of the R& D from previous years and concrete
realizations for OPERA ,LHCb and W Sicalorin eter for IL.C am ong others.

Another R&D line which is pursued at CERN in collaboration w ith Photonis is on the
socalled X -HPD , an alm ost spherical phototube w ith a cylindrical crystal scintillator anode
m ounted iIn the centre of the sphere and read out by a an all conventional PM T (1"). The
concept which isa m odem in plem entation of Philips’ SM ART tube and the QUASAR tube
(Lake Baikal experin ent), hasbeen dem onstrated w ith a 208 mm prototype tube [63,/64]and
prom ises excellent perform ance in term s of view Ing angle (3 ), quantum e ciency ( 40%
peak), collection e ciency and tin Ing. The radial eld geom etry m akes the X -HPD inmune
to the earth magnetic eld. The X-HPD is operated around 20 kV . Due to the pregain of
the scintillator stage of about 30-40, gains in excess of 107 are easily reached. A design fora
15" tube exists.

43 Liguid Argon TPCs

The liguidd Argon Tine Propgction Chamber (LArTPC) [65,1660] is a powerful detector for
uniform and high accuracy In aging of m assive active volum es. It is based on the fact that
in highly pure A rgon, ionization tracks can be drifted over distances of the order of m eters.
Im aging isprovided by position-segm ented electrodes at the end of the drift path , continuously
recording the signals induced. The absolute tin ing of the event is given by the prom pt
scintillation light, providing the Ty reference signal for the TPC . Such a device allow s real-
tin e In aging of events w ith bubble cham ber quality, w ith a longitudinal granularity of the
order of a percent of a radiation length. An exam ple of a sim ulated neutralcurrent event in
a LArTPC detector can be seen in Fig.[30.

The use of the LArTPC in high energy physics was pioneered by the ICARU S collabo-
ration [68,169,[70]. T he successful operation of the ITARUS T 600 halfm odule ( 300 tons)
dem onstrated the feasibility of the technigue on thism ass scale [67]]. Buiding very largem ass
LA rT PC s necessary for long-baseline neutrino physics w ill require new techniques.

TwodierentR&D e orts are described In the next two sections. The GLAC IER profct
nvestigates a scalable concept based on an industrial Ligui ed Natural Gas (LNG ) tank
to build very large LArTPCs with masses up to 100 kton. It inclides feasibility studies
to m agnetize a LA¥TPC ofa few 10 kton, allow ing for charge discrim ination { a necessary
requirem ent at a Neutrino Factory. The North Am erican LArTPC e ort, again based on the
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Param eters UNO (USA) H yperK (Japan) M EM PHY S (Europe)

U nderground laboratory

location Henderson / Hom estake Tochibora Frejis

depth (m ew 5% ) 4500/4800 1500 4800
Long Base Line (km ) 1480 2760 / 1280 2530 290 130

Ferm iLab BNL JAERT CERN

D etector dim ensions

ype 3 cubic com partm ents 2 twin tunnels 3 5 shafts
5 com partm ents
din ensions 3 (60 60 60)m?3 2 5 ( =43m L = 50m) (3 5) ( =65m H = 65m)
ducialm ass (kton) 440 550 440 730
P hotodetectorsY
type 20" PM T 20" H (A )PD 12" PM T
number 38,000 (central) & 2 9500 (sides) 20,000 per com partm ent 81,000 per shaft
surface coverage 40% (central) & 10% (sides) 40% 30%
Cost & Schedule
estin ated cost 500M $ 500 Oku Yen? 161M € per shaft (50% cavity)
+ 100M €-nfrastructure
tentative schedule 10 yrs construction 10 yrs construction t + 8 yrscavities digging

ty + 9 yrs PM T s production

tp + 10 yrs detectors installation
Start of Non A ccelerator P rog.

as soon as a shaft is com m issioned

Table 3: Som e basic param eters of the three W ater C erenkov detector baseline designs. ¥: Only inner detector photodetectors are
m entioned in this table. *Target cost, no realistic estin ate yet**: The ty date envisaged is 2010.



Industrial LNG tank concept, is towards the design of an unm agnetized detector for use in
experim ents involving a \standard" neutrino superfoeam .

431 TheGLACIER projct

A very large LArTPC with a m ass ranging from 10 to 100 kton would deliver extraor—
dinary physics output ow ing to the excellent event reconstruction capabilities. Coupled to
future Super Beam s [71],[72]], Beta Beam s or Neutrino Factordes it could greatly in prove
our understanding of the m ixing m atrix in the lepton sector w ith the goal of m easuring the
CP-phase. At the sam e tin e, it would allow to conduct astroparticle experim ents of unprece—
dented sensitivity [73]. Prelim inary sinulations show that a \shallow depth" operation at
about 200 m rock overburden would not signi cantly a ect the physics perform ance, includ—
ing the astrophysical observations [74].

T he possibility to com plem ent the features of the LArTPC with those provided by a
m agnetic eld would open new possbilities [75,[76]]: charge discrin nation, m om entum m ea—
surem ent of particles escaping the detector (eg: high energy m uons), and precise kinem atics.
Them agnetic el is required in the context of the Neutrino Factory [79]: (1) a Iow eld,
eg:B=0.1 T, for them easurem ent of them uon charge (CP-ickhtion); (2) a strong eld, ey:
B=1T for the m easuram ent of the m uon/electron charges (T -viclation).

Electronic crates

b =20m

Perlite insulation

Figure 29: Tanker for a 100 kton LA YT PC based on industrial LNG technology

A concept fora LArTPC , scalable up to 100 kton (see Fig[29), has been proposed [77].

It relies on (a) Industrial tanks developed by the petrocheam ical Industry (no R& D required,

readily available, safe) and their extrapolation to underground or shallow depth LA r storage,

(b) novel readout m ethod for very long drift pathsw ith eg. LEM readout, (c) new solutions

for very high drift voltage, (d) a m odularity at the level of 100 kton (lin ited by cavem size)
and (e) the possibility to embed the LAr in a m agnetic ed.

Such a scalable, single LA r tank design is the m ost attractive solution from the point

of view of physics, detector construction, operation and cryogenics, and nally cost. The

rst experin ental prototype of a m agnetized LArTPC has been operated [78,[79]. These

encouraging results allow to envision a large detector w ith m agnetic ed [80]. Beyond the
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basic proof of principle, the m ain challenge to be addressed is the possibility to m agnetize a
very lJargem ass of A rgon, in a range of 10 kton orm ore. T hem ost practicaldesign is that ofa
vertically standing solenoidal coil producing vertical eld lnes, parallel to the drift direction,
by inm ersing a superconducting solenoid directly into the LA r tank.

A rich R&D program is underway w ith the ain of optin izing the design of future large
m ass LA rT PC detectors [81l]] and is brie y sum m arized below .

T he developm ent of suitable charge extraction, am pli cation and collection devices is a
crucial issue and related R& D is in progress. A LEM —readout is being considered and has
been shown to yield gains up to 10000 w ith a double stage LEM In gaseous A r at cryogenic
tem perature. Experin ental tests are presently ongoing on charge extraction from the LAr
phase, coupled w ith a LEM -based am pli cation and collection in gaseous argon.

T he understanding of charge collection under high pressure for events occurring at the
bottom of the Jarge cryogenic tank is also being addressed . For this purpose,a an all cham ber
w ill be pressurized to 34 bar to sin ulate the hydrostatic pressure at the bottom of a future
100 kton tank, to check the drift properties of electrons.

A nother in portant sub Ect is the problem of delivering very high voltage to the inner
detectors trying to avoid the use of (delicate) HV feedthroughs. A series of device prototypes
were realized based on the G reinacher or C ockroftW alton circuit allow ing the feeding Into
the vesselofa relatively low voltage and operation of the required am pli cation directly inside
the cryogenic Iiquid. Tests reaching 120 kV in cold have been successfillly perform ed.

The realization of a 5 m Ilong detector colum n w ill allow to experim entally prove the
feasibility ofdetectorsw ith long drift path and w ill represent a very In portantm ilestone. T he
vessel for this detector has been designed by a collaboration of the University of Bem, ETH
Zurich and University of G ranada and w illbe m ounted in Bem in 2007. The device w ill be
operated w ith a reduced electric eld value In order to sin ulate very long drift distances of up
to 20m . C harge readout w ill be studied in detail together w ith the adoption of possible novel
technological solutions. A high voltage system based on the previously describbed G reinacher
approach will be In plem ented.

For the Inm ersed m agnetic coil solenoid, the use of high-tem perature superconductors
(HT S) at the LA r tem perature would be an attractive solution, but is at the m om ent hardly
technically achievable with the 1st generation of HT S ribbons. W e have started a R&D
program to investigate the conceptual feasibility of this dea [82]with BSCCO HTS wires
from Am erican Superconductor [83] and are now Investigating the perform ance of second
generation YBCO wires from Am erican Superconductors and from SuperPower, Inc. [84].

Technodyne Intemational Lin ited, UK [85], which has unique expertise in the design
of LNG tanks, has produced a feasibility study in order to understand and clarify all the
issues related to the operation of a Jarge underground LA r detector. The study led to a rst
engineering design, addressing the m echanical structure, tem perature hom ogeneity and heat
Josses, LA r process, safety, and prelin inary cost estim ate. C oncerming the provision of LA r,
a dedicated, lkely not underground but nearby, airliquefaction plant was foreseen.

T he further developm ent of the industrial design of a Jarge volum e tank able to operate
underground should be pursued. T he study initiated w ith Technodyne should be considered
as a rst \feasbility" step meant to select the main issues that will need to be further
understood and to prom ptly identify possible \show -stoppers". This work should proceed
by m ore elaborate and detailed industrial design of the large underground (desp or shallow
depth) tank also ncluding the details of the detector instrum entation. F inally, the study of
logistics, Infrastructure and safety issues related to underground sites should also progress,
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possbly in view of the two typical geographical con gurations: a tunnelaccess underground
laboratory and a vertical m inetype-access underground laboratory.

In parallel, a program to study the technical feasbility of a large scale puri cation system
needed for the optin al operation of the TPC isbeing planned in collaboration w ith the cryo-
genic departm ent at Southam pton University (UK ) and the Institut fur Luft und K altetechnik
(ILK , D resden, G em any).

T he strategy to eventually reach the 100 kton scale foresees an R& D program leading to
the detailed design study for a tentative 100 kton non-m agnetized and 25 kton m agnetized
detector, ncluding cost estin ates. A 1 kton engineering m odule could be foreseen to inves-
tigate the tank concept, large scale purd cation, shallow depth operation, etc. A 10 kton
detector would have com plem entary physics reach to the Superkam iokande detector currently
in operation.

In addition to a successful com pletion of the technological R& D, in the m edium term a
m easurem ent cam paign on charged particle beam s is envisaged w ith the goal to dem onstrate
e = U separation. Also a 100 ton LArTPC is being considered for the T 2K 2km site, which
w il provide a high statistics sam ple of neutrino interactions.

432 0O —axisNuM Ior W ideband Superbeam D etector

T he purpose of future long-baseline neutrino experin ents is to observe ! ¢ transitions.
W hile this doesn’t give a direct m easurem ent of sin (2 13) or the m ass hierarchy, a com bi-
nation of results from experin ents w ith di erent baselines and results from reactor neutrino
experin ents could allow for the extraction of the neutrino param eters. In the United States
there is the NuM I facility [86/]] at Ferm ilab which providesa  beam for theM INO S experi-
m ent located 732 km away in am Ine in the state ofM innesota. T he beam hasbeen operating
since January 2004.

T he ultin ate background to a . appearance experin ent is the Inherent . content of the

beam . T he other serious background to the . appearance signal (ie., electron appearance
from charged-current . interactions) is °’s produced i neutralcurrent events. R educing
this puts a pram ium on detectors that can di erentiate electrons from photons. T he in age
of a sin ulated neutralcurrent eventwitha1Gev ©° ( + n ! + * 4+ + %+ n)ymna
LA rTPC detector, as sinulated by a GEANT 3-based M onte C arlo, is shown in Fig.[30. The
low er photon shower is clearly ddenti able in LA r based on the displacem ent from the vertex
and the high pulse height at the shower start. The e ciency for detecting .sin a LAxTPC
is  80{90% with a negligible neutralcurrent ° event background.

A group of physicists from som e N orth Am erican universities and Ferm ilab have collabo—
rated over the past several years in an e ort to design a large (15 to 50 kton) LAxTPC as the
detector for a long-baseline ! ¢ appearance experin ent [87]. In the baseline 15 kton de—
tector, the LA r argon is stored in a lJarge, cylindrical, industrial Liqui ed NaturalG as (LNG )
tank. The tank is29.1 m in diam eter and 256 m high. The design em ploys 8 distinct drift
regions w ith 3 m etres between cathode planes and signalw ires. The drift eld is 500 V /an
gving a drift velocity of 1.5 m /m s and a m axinum drift tine of 2 m s. Follow ing ILTARU S,
each signal \plane" contains three w ire planes { a vertical collection plane and two induction
planes strungat 30 to thevertical. Thew irepitch is5mm . T here are also a num ber of new
deas, ncluding utilizing w ire-w rapped \panels" instead of w ire planes, which are described
in Ref. [88]].

A schem atic of the R& D programm e that was proposed in the fall of 2005 is shown In
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Sam pling rate is every 3.5% ofa radiation length in all three view s.

Fig.[3dl. The programm e included :

1. A serdes of technical test setups directed to answering speci ¢ questions pertaining to
amassive LAYTPC (eg., long drift, argon purity, w ire tensioning, etc.). A num ber of
these have been accom plished, as described in R ef. [88].

2. The construction ofa 30{50 ton ducialmass ( 100{130 ton totalargon m ass) detector
in which electron-neutrino interactions can be fully reconstructed and a range of 2 G €V
neutrino interactions studied. T his detector w ill operate w here it can obtain a sizeable
num ber of neutrino Interactions from the Ferm ilab NuM I and/or Booster Neutrino
beam s. T his is still in the proposal stage.

3. The construction and partial out tting ofa comm ercial tank of 1 kton capacity using
the sam e techniques as proposed for the 15-50 kton tank. T hisw ill serve as the testdbed
to understand the issues of Industrial construction.

In conclusion, there is a vigorous programm e under way in North Am erica towards the
design and testing of a large liquid argon TPC for use In longdbaseline neutrino physics.
Speci cally, the LArTPC is the ideal detector for a . appearance experin ent as it is very
e cient for reconstructing . eventsw hile allow ing for aln ost com plete repction of the neutral
current background.

44 FEmulsion C loud Cham bers

441 Introduction

An dealdetector for a N eutrino Factory should be able to exploit all the oscillation channels
that are available w ith the well de ned neutrino ux com position: o ! (the so—called
golden channel), . ! (the socalled silver channel), ! e (the socalled platinum
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Figure 31: Proposed R& D program m e tow ards realization ofa large LAYTPC .
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channel) and ! when a circulates into the decay ring and their CP conjugates
In the case of a circulating. T herefore, an ideal detector should perform a com plete and
accurate kinem atical reconstruction of neutrino events and be able to:

m easure them om entum and the charge of the leptons (m uons and electrons);
dentify the decay topologies of the  Ileptons.

So far, the previous tasks have been separately tackled by using di erent techniques. A
m agnetized iron calorim eter is being optin ized for the study of the golden channel requiring
the muon detection and the charge determ nation with a high e ciency and a sm all pion
to muon m isdenti cation probability (Sec.[4I]]). The task of dentifying electrons and of
m easuring their charge is very tough and so far only a study based on a m agnetized liquid
argon detector has been presented (Sec.[4£3.1]), although totally active scintillating detectors
are potentially able to do it (Sec.[ZI1.7).

A detectora 2 OPERA [90,[97]], based on the Em ulsion C loud Cham ber (ECC ) technique
[92,[93], has been proposed to search for the silver channel through the direct detection of the

m uonic decay thanks to the m icrom etric space resolution of the nuclear em ulsions [B4],[95].

Here, the dea of using an ECC detector placed in a m agnetic eld (M agnetized ECC,
M ECC ) isdiscussed. T his com bination provides good charge reconstruction and m om entum
determ nation capabilities, w hile providing at the sam e tin e them icrom etric space resoluition
and com pactness of an ECC . Such a detector has, in principle, the am bitiousain to ful 1lall
the requirem ents for an ideal detector for a N eutrino Factory.

442 The Emulsion C loud C ham ber

The ECC consists of a sequence of passive m aterial plates interspersed w ith em ulsion Im s.
Tt com bines the high-precision tracking capabilities of nuclear em ulsions w ith the lJarge m ass
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achievable by en ploying passive m aterial as a target. By assambling a large quantity of
ECC modules, it is possible to realize a O (kton) negrained vertex detector for the direct
observation of the ’'sproduced In  charged current interactions. This concept has been
adopted by the OPERA Collhboration for a long-baseline search of ! oscillations in
the CNG S beam [96]].

The basic elem ent of the OPERA ECC isacellmadeofa 1 mm thik lead plate followed
by an emulsion In ,which consistsof44 m thick em ulsion layers on either side ofa 205 m
plastic base [97]. The num ber (1520) of grains of m etallic silver produced after the chem ical
developm ent In each em ulsion layer ensures redundancy in the m easurem ent of particle tra—
Ectories and allow s the m easuram ent of their energy loss that, in the non+eltivistic regin e,
can help to distinguish di erent particle m asses.

T hanks to the dense ECC structure and to the high granularity provided by the nuclear
em ulsions, the detector is also suited for electron and detection, with an e cient elec—
tron/pion separation [98/]. T he energy resolition for an electrom agnetic show er is about 20% .
By m easuring the num ber of grains associated to each track a twotrack resolution of 1 m
or even better [99] can be achieved. Therefore, it is possible to disentangle single-electron
tracks from electron pairscom ing from  conversion In lead. T he outstanding space resolution
can also be used to m easure the angle between subsequent track segm ents w ith an accuracy
of about 1 m rad [100]]. This allow s the use of Coulom b scattering to evaluate the particle
mom entum with a resolution of about 20% [101/] and to reconstruct the kinem atical event
variables [102]].

A Jlead-em ulsion detector has been proposed [94,195] to study the silver channel . !
at a Neutrino Factory, w ith a detector sim ilar to OPERA but with a totalm ass of 4 kton.
Them ain lin itation factor of this detector is the possibility of m easuring the charge only for
muons, by an extemalm agnetic spectrom eter. The fraction of the  decays which can be
exploited is thus given by the m uonic decay branching ratio, about 20% .

443 TheM agnetized Em ulsion C loud C ham ber

TheM ECC here envisaged has the m odular structure shown in Fig.[32. The upstream part
(arget) is a sandw ich of passive plates and nuclear em ulsions. T he length of the target section
n temm s of radiation lengthsm ust be such to prevent the m a prity of the electrons to shower
before their charge has been m easured by the downstream m odules. M ore work has to be
done for the optin ization of the passive m aterial. Here the stainless steel is presented as a
possble choice.
An em ulsion spectrom eter is located dow nstream of the target. It consists ofa sandw ich of
nuclear em ulsions and a very lightm aterial called spacer, providing gaps in between en ulsion
In s. The function of the spacer is to provide a lever armm between tw o consecutive em ulsions
In s (tracking devices) w ith a stable m echanical structure. A few centim eter thick R chacell
plate ful 1s this requirem ent. T he tra ctory m easured w ith the em ulsion In swhich precede
and follow the spacer provides the m easurem ent of the charge and m om entum of the particle.
T he target and the spectrom eter could m echanically form a single brick ofabout 10 an length.
D ow nstream of the spectrom eter, an electronic target tracker hastheain ofproviding the
tin e stam p of the events. T he tin e Inform ation ism andatory In order to m atch the em ulsion
Inform ation w ith the inform ation from the electronic detectors allow Ing the identi cation of
charged-current and neutralcurrent events. The scanning of the emulsion In s should be
carried out w ithout any track prediction.
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Figure 32: Schem atic view of a M agnetized Em ulsion C loud C ham ber.

Them ost dow nstream elem ent of the detector is the electron/pion discrim inator. Its ain
is to provide the electron identi cation, having already m easured the chargeand m om entum of
the prin ary tracks in the spectrom eter sector. A good electron denti cation with a low pion
m isidenti cation probability could be achieved at the sam e tim e either by a conventional
electronic detector or by an em ulsion calorin eter (em ulsion—-lead sandw iches). The choice
between the two w ill be done according to a cost/e ectiveness optim ization.

The M ECC perform ance both for m Inim um Jlonizing particles (M IP ) and electrons has
been studied by considering di erent param eters: particle energy in the 1 to 10 G &V range,
gpoacer thickness In the 2-5 an range and three values of the m agnetic eld (025, 0.5 and
1 T).The sam e nuclear emulsion In sasused by the OPERA experim ent were considered.
T he thickness of the stainless steel plates has been taken to be Imm with a totalof 35 plates
(@bout 2.5 X o). The num ber of spacers is four.

M onte C arlo sin ulations have been perform ed In order to evaluate them om entum resoli-
tion and the charge denti cation e ciency. Them om entum and the charge of the particles
have been m easured w ith four di erent m ethods, for consistency checks: slope m easuram ent,
sagitta m easurem ent, parabolic global tand Kalm an Iter. In the follow ing only the results
obtained w ith theKaln an lerare shown. Themuon m om entum resolition hasbeen studied
In the 140 G &V range as a function of the detector param eters that have to be optin ized:
the spacer thickness and the m agnetic eld intensity. The results are shown in Figs. [33,[34,
[39. W ith a spacer thickness of 3 an (m ore would be better but the detector would be too
Iong) and am agnetic edd of05 T ,a 30% (10% ) m om entum resolution at 10 (1) G &V can be
achieved. T he charge m isidenti cation rate, shown in Fig. [38(left panel), is better than 1%
below 10 G&V.

T he electron m om entum and charge m easurem ents are strongly a ected by the show ering.
Tthasbeen shown thatonly 30% of the electronsw ith energy in the range 1 to 10 G €V exit the
target region w ithout showering. For these events the m om entum resolution and the charge
denti cation e ciency, shown in Fig. [38(right panel), are sin ilar to those obtained form uons
(left panel). It is worth noting that the electron reconstruction has been perform ed at the
true hit level, ie. w ithout taking Into account the error in the reconstruction. In this respect,
it is optim istic. O n the other hand, it does not take into account show ering electrons for
which a pattern recognition program could allow the track reconstruction, hence the charge
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Figure 33: M uon m om entum resolution as a function of the m om entum for di erent spacer
thicknesses and di erent values of them agnetic eld: B=025T,B=05T and B=10T for
the upper, m ddle and low er curves, respectively.
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Figure 34: M uon mom entum resolution as a function of the spacer thickness for di erent
momenta (from 1 G&V to 10 G&V ) and di erent values of them agnetic eld: B=025T for
the upper panel, B=05 T for them idddle paneland B=1.0 T for the lower panel.
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Figure 35: M uon m om entum resolution as a function of the m om entum for di erent spacer
thickness and di erent values of them agnetic eld: B=025 T for the upper panel,B=05T
for them dddle paneland B=10 T for the lower panel

and m om entum m easurem ent.

F inally, the previous results have been obtained by considering a single em ulsion spectrom —
eter. Better results can be obtained, at least forM IP particles, by com bining the inform ation
from consecutive em ulsion spectrom eters.

A nother In portant issue is related to the num ber of interactions that can be stored in
a brick preserving the capability of connecting unam biguously the events occurring in the
em ulsion target w ith the hits recorded by the electronic detectors. It has been shown [103]
that by using a trackerm ade of 3 an stripsup to 100 eventsm ay be stored into a single brick.
This is a very conservative num ber that ensures the capability of the detector to stay in the
beam for several years.

A st test of an em ulsion spectrom eter exposed to a pion beam has been performm ed in
aKEK-PS T1 pion beam [104]. The setup is shown in Fig. [37. Tt consisted of 2 spacers of
15 an thickness sandw iched with 3 emulsion In s, for a total length of 3 an . They were
Iocated Inside a 1 T pemn anent m agnet. The em ulsion spectrom eter has been exposed to
pion beam s with momenta 0.5, 1 and 2 GeV . The beam spots in the em ulsions are shown
in Fig. [38. The results have been presented in [105]. The achieved m om entum resolution
is p=p 0:14, and aln ost constant in the studied energy range. T his test show s that it is
possble to study the perform ance of a M ECC in a sinple way, given the high m odularity
of the setup. Notice also that in the m easuram ent perform ed, the alignm ent am ong the
elem ents of the spectrom eter ism uch m ore accurate than in the com pleteM ECC structure (a
few m icrons w ith respect to about ten m icrons). Conversely, the sn aller num ber of spacers
(2 with respect to 4 of the proposed M ECC ) and the thinner spacers (1.5 an w ith respect
to 3 an of the proposed M ECC ) determ ine a worsening of the resolution w ith respect to the
standard em ulsion spectrom eter.
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Figure 36: Charge m isidenti cation as a function of the m om entum for m Inimum ionizing
particles (left panel) and electrons (right panel), assum ing a 3 an spacer thicknessand 0.5 T
m agnetic eld.
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Figure 37: Schem atic view of theM ECC exposed at the KEKPS T 1 pion beam .
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444 Conclusion and outlook

TheM agnetized Em ulsion C loud Chamber (M ECC ) should be able to detect decaysm ea—
suring the charge of m uons, electrons and hadrons. It should also be possble to study the
goden channel by using an associated electronic detector. Before assessing its physics reach
themaximum mass a ordable in term s of scanning power and cost should be quanti ed. A
an aller scale M ECC detector would be suitable as a near detector.

The rstteststhathavebeen carried outgave prom ising results. In order to have a realistic
estin ate of the physics reach, in the future the follow Ing studies should be perform ed:

de ne, also on the basis of the experience with OPERA , themaxinum M ECC m ass
that can be a ordable in term s of scanning pow er and cost, aswell them ininum m ass
to have good sensitivity to the silver channel;

carry out a realistic and cost e ective design of the m agnet;

study the synergy w ith other detectors that could act as the electron /pion discrin inator.
This will open the possibility to search for the golden, the silver and the platinum
channels w ith the sam e detector;

once the previous points have been studied, a full sin ulation w ith neutrino events has to
be perform ed in order to evaluate the detector sensitivity for the golden and the silver
channels, and for the oscillations that produce an electron In the nalstate.

45 H ybrid detectors

A lldetectors m entioned above use di erent technologies and are suitable for di erent kind of
m easurem ents. H ow ever a num ber of interesting synergies can be found.

In the previous section the possibility ofm erging an em ulsion-based detector w ith otherde-
tectors (acting as pion/electron discrim inator) hasbeen m entioned . A sdescribed in Sec.[4.1.7,
the TA SD detector could e clently discrin nate between electron and m uons/pions form o-
m enta above 0.5Gé&V=c. In addition it could also act asa spectrom eter for them easurem ent
of the legpton m om entum and charge. Thus, an ECC-TASD hybrid would be able to m ea—
sure goden (in TASD ), silver (ECC-TA SD ) and platinum channels (ECC and TASD ).An
In portant issue conceming channels Involving m uons (goden and silver) is the background
from pion to muon decay and pion/muon m is-denti cation due to the low density of liguid
scintillators.

T he com bination ECC-M IND would be interesting for the golden and silver channels, but
not for platinum , since pion/electron separation In iron is very poor. The golden channel
would bem easured by M IND alone. For platinum ,M IND would act as spectrom eter for the
m easurem ent of the m uon m om entum and charge, and also as a muon denti er (by range),
while the target and the tau vertex detection would be provided by the ECC . It is worth
noting that M IND should be fully e cient and have very little background in the energy
range of Interest for the silver channel.

Com binations with LArTPC s could be also considered.

A n interesting com bination would be the one between M IND and TA SD . In this case the
detector would consist of a sandw ich between M IND and TA SD m odules of about 1 m thick
each. M ND would provide m ost of the target m ass, m uon identi cation, and would act as
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an hadronic shower container. TASD would allow the m easuram ent of the m uon charge for
low energy m uons and the detection of electrons.

M IND would help TA SD in triggering hadronic show ers, avoiding the potentialbackground
from pion to muon decay and pion/muon m is-denti cation. TASD would help M IND in
m easuring the charge of low m om entum m uons.

T he above argum ents should be taken w ith the appropriate care since none of the com bi-
nations m entioned have been bench-m arked w ith sim ulations yet.

5 Baseline D etectors and C onclision

T he detector group of the Intermational Scoping Study set out to determ ine the baseline detec—
tor options for each of the possible neutrino beam sand to de ne a R esearch and D evelopm ent
(R& D) plan necessary to develop those detector options (A ppendix [A]). T his programm e of
work w ill continue throughout the IntemationalD esign Study in order to achieve the optin al
con guration for a future neutrino facility. T he baseline detectors de ned by the ISS for each

neutrino beam energy can be found in tabk[4 and are sum m arised below :

1. SubGeV Beta Beam (BB ) and Super Beam (SB) A very massive (M egaton)
water C herenkov (W C ) detector is the baseline option. Them ain R& D necessary for
this detector option is the developm ent of an inexpensive photosensor technology and
the cost and engiheering for the cavern and infrastructure needed for such a detector.

2.15 G eV (high energy) Beta Beam (BB ) and Super Beam (SB).Therearea
num ber of possibilities in this scenario, and a totally active scintillating detector (TA SD )
a Iiquid argon TPC or a water C herenkov detector would possibly be able to operate In
this regine. The R& D for these detector options include photosensor technology once
more, and the R& D for Iiquid argon detectors (including long drifts and w ires, Large
E lectron M ultipliers, etc.).

3.20-50 G eV high energy neutrino factory from m uon decay beam s. M agnetic
detectors are necessary, so the baseline is a 100 kton m agnetized iron neutrino detector
(M IND ) for the wrong sign muon nal states (golden channel), or the possibility of
10 kton of a hybrid neutrino m agnetic em ulsion cloud cham ber (NM £ C C ) detector for
wrong sign tau detection (silver channel). A fiill physics sin ulation of these detectors
is needed to dem onstrate the e ciency as a function of energy and to determ ine the
charge denti cation at low m om enta.

Furthem ore, there arem ore exciting possibilities of detectors that go beyond the baseline,
which could achieve in proved perform ance to the physics param eters in question if these
detectors are found to be feasble and a ordable. T hese are summ arised in tabl [H. Finally,
som e beam instrum entation and near detector options have also been de ned for each of the
neutrino beam s and energy ranges. T hese are summ arised in table[d.

T he Intemational Scoping Study (ISS) has laid the foundations to proceed towards a full
IntemationalD esign Study (ID S) for future high intensity neutrino facilities. The ain of the
com m unity is to have a full C onceptualD esign R eport of a future neutrino facility by the year
2012. The detector options covered in this ISS D etector R eport and the R& D programm e
denti ed in Appendix [A] will form a road m ap towards de ning the detectors at future high
Intensity neutrino facilities that w ill be included in the C onceptual D esign R eport.
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Beam energy Beam type Far detector R&D

Sub-G &V BB and SB M egaton W C P hotosensors, caverm
and infrastructure

15Gev BB and SB TASD Photosensors and detectors.
or LArTPC Long drifts and w ires, LEM s, etc
orM egaton W C

2050 G &v Nufact 100 kton M IND (goden) Sinulation + physics studies
+ 10 kton NM -ECC (silver) Charge at low m om enta

Table 4: Baseline detectors for each beam energy range.

Beam energy Beam type Far detector R&D
Sub-G &V BB and SB 100 kton LAr TPC C larify advantage of
LArwith respect toW C

15 Gev BB and SB  TASD Photosensors and detectors.
or LArTPC Long drifts and w ires, LEM s, etc
orM egaton W C

2050 G&v Nufact P latinum detectors Engineering study.
M agnetised TA SD Large volum e m agnet.
M agnetised LA T Sin ulations, physics. studies
M agnetised ECC

Tabl 5: D etectors beyond the baseline for each beam energy range.

A R &D program

The R esearch and D evelopm ent (R & D ) program m e for detectors at future neutrino facilities
will rely on a num ber of iInterational initiatives aim ed at delivering the optim al technology
for each of the possible neutrino beam options. The aim is to de ne the R& D needed over
the next four years to be able to carry out a Conceptual Design Study of the com bined
accelerator-detector systam . T he follow Ing sub—sectionsw illde ne the R& D tasks that need
to be carried out in each of the detector systam s to carry out the C onceptual D esign Study
and to be able to perform a critical com parison of the neutrino facilities as a whole.

A 1 M agnetized Iron N eutrino D etector (M IND ) and Totally A ctive Scin-
tillator D etector (TA SD )

D esign, cost and engineering solutions for the m agnet system for an iron calorin eter.

D esign, cost and engineering solutions for the m agnet systam for a Jarge volum e totally
active scintillation detector.
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Beam energy Beam instrum entation R&D

N ear D etectors
Sub-G &V T 2K concept C oncept sin ulations, theory.
15Gev No a concept C oncept sin ulations, theory.

for precision m easurem ent

20-50 G &V Beam intensity (BCT) Need study.
Beam energy, polarization Need study.
Beam divergence Need study.
Shielding N eed concept.
Leptonic detector Sim ulation and study.
H adronic detector Sinulation, study and vertex detector R& D .

Table 6: Beam instrum entation and N ear D etectors for each beam energy range.

R&D on magnetic eld resistant photon detector technology, which could include test—
ing of M ultiP ixel Photon Counters (M PPC ), Silicon Photo-m ultiplier tubes (SPPM ),
Avalanche Photo D iodes (APD ) or other sin ilar technologies.

Feasibility and cost of long strips of extruded scintillator w ith optic bre readout.

Buiding proptotype scintillator— bre detection system s of varying lengths (520 m ) and
m easuram ents of the attenuation of the signal as a function of the length of scintilla—
tor, m easuraem ent of the num ber of photoelectrons collected and studying the optin al
geom etry for the scintillator strips (for exam ple, a com parison of the perform ance of
SJuare versus triangular cross-section of the scintillator strips).

Study whether a di erent detector technology (such asR esistive P late C ham bers,RPC)
would deliver the sam e perform ance at a reduced cost.

Buid a prototype to put in a suitable test beam and test its perform ance inside a
m agnetic ed.

A .2 W ater C herenkov detector

ThedetectorR & D on large water C herenkov devices isbased on the experience of running the
SuperK am iokande detector. However, for a M egaton scale water C herenkov device, further
R&D isneeded on a variety of topics:

Engineering and cost of cavern excavation for M egaton water Cherenkov detectors at
di erent sites, Including the optinm alm odularity of such a systam .

R&D on photon detectors, such as large area Hybrid Photon D etectors (HPD ), or
standard Photo M ultiplier tubes, including the reduction of the photon detection cost,
reducing the risk of in plosion, electronics readout costs and reduction of energy thresh—
old through the selection of low activity m aterials for the detectors and associated

m echanics.
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Engineering studies of the m echanics to support the photon detectors.

Studies of energy resolution of water C herenkov detectors, egpecially at low energy (i
250 M &V ).

A 3 Liguid A rgon detector

The Liguld Argon R&D programm e is well advanced In the USA and Europe. The main
R & D issues include:

Feasibility and cost of using industrial tankers developed by the petrochenm ical industry
and their deploym ent for underground liquid argon storage.

D em onstration of detector perform ance for very long drift paths, including liquid argon
puri cation.

R & D on detectors for charge readout (for exam ple, w ith a Large E lectron M ultiplier,
LEM ).

Photon detector readout options (for exam ple, wavelength shifting coated photom ulti-
plier tubes).

R&D on ASIC s for electronics readout and data acquisition system .

D evelopm ent of new solutions for drift in a very high voltage (such as the C ockcroft—
W alton style G reinacher circuit).

T he possbility to embed the liguid argon in a B— eld has been conceptually proven.
However, the m agnetic eld strength needs to be determ ined by physics requirem ents
and the feasibility and cost of the m agnetic eld design for lJarge liquid argon volum es
needs to be established. Study of high tem perature superconducting coils to operate at
Jiquid argon tem peratures is an essentialR & D task to dem onstrate this feasibility.

D edicated test beam s to study prototype detectors and to perform tracking and recon-—
struction of clean electron and  sam ples.
A 4 Emulsion C loud Cham ber

T here hasbeen a signi cant am ount ofR & D done on the use of em ulsion for particle physics
experin ents, such asCHORU S, D onut and, m ore recently, OPERA . Them ain issues associ-
ated w ith the em ulsion cloud cham ber that need to be addressed in furtherR& D are:

Im provem ent to the autom ated scanning stations to reduce the overall scanning tim e
and to in prove the scanning accuracy.

Further R& D on operating em ulsion—iron sandw ich system s in a m agnetic eld and
adapting the scanning algorithm s to recognise tracks inside a m agnetic eld.
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A 5 N ear D etectors

B

B.1

Silicon vertex detector for the study of the charm background at a neutrino factory:
study a com parison of performm ance and cost of pixel versus strip detectors. Possible
solutions could include standard hybrid strip or \stripxel" detectors, hybrid pixel de-
tectors, M onolithic Active Pixels (M APS) or DEPFET pixel detectors. T he latter are
currently being studied in the context of the linear collider, so could provide useful syn—
ergy betw een the two projcts. Study w hether Jayers of passive m aterial (boron carbide,
graphite or other low Z m aterial) are necessary as a neutrino target.

Tracking device: determ ine the tracking m edium at a near detector. A possibility
could be to use a scintillating bre tracker that serves both as a target and a tracking
m edium . D eterm ine its perform ance, feasibility and cost. A re there any other options
for the tracker such as drift cham bers ora gas T in e Profction Chamber (TPC )?

D eterm ne the perform ance needs for the other sub-detectors w ithin the near detector.
For exam ple, what is the required energy resolution for a calorim eter? Is particle den-—
ti cation necessary in the near detector? An exam ple of a particle denti cation system
could be the use ofa DIRC (Detection of Intermally Re ected Cherenkov Light) [106]]
such as the one used in Babar. W hat detector technology should be used for the m uon
cham bers of the near detector?

D eterm Ine the accuracy of the neutrino uxm easurem ent using the near detector design
and determ ine w hether it m eets the speci cation of 0.1% ux error. Perform a study of
the cham background for the wrong sign m uon signal. and m easure thee ect ofa Q +
cut to reduce the cham background.

D eterm ne the accuracy of cross-section m easurem ents as a function of energy. Above
5 GeV, where it is dom inated by deep-inelastic scattering, the ain is to perform a
m easuram ent at the 01% level For less than 5 G €V , determ ine ways of m easuring the
di erent com ponents. T he near detector should be abl to go to an energy threshod,
at least as low as the far detector.

Large m agnetic volum es

Introduction

A I detector concepts for the N eutrino Factory (NF ) require am agnetic eld in order to deter—
m ine the sign ofm uon (or possibly the electron) produced in the neutrino interaction. For the
baseline detector, this is done w ith m agnetized iron. Technically this is very straightforward,
although the 100 kT baseline detector does present challenges because of its size. T he cost of
thism agnetic solution is felt to bem anageable. M agnetic solutions for the other NF detectors
becom e m uch m ore problem atic. No serious consideration has been given to m agnetizing a
M T water C erenkov detector, but we have considered m agnetizing volum es as Jarge as 60,000
m ° for a Jiquid A rgon detector or a totally-active sam pling scintillator detector (TASD ). In
addition the m agnetic em ulsion cloud cham ber (M ECC ) would also require a relatively large
m agnetic volum e. W e have considered the follow ing technologies:

Room Tem perature Coils (A lorCu)
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C onventional Superconducting C oils
High T ¢ Superconducting C oils

Low Tem perature N on-C onventional Superconducting C oils

For the cases of the TASD ,theM ECC , and the LA r approach currently being studied by
a US-€ anadian group providing the required m agnetic volum e using 10 solenoids of roughly
15m diam eter 15m long hasbeen considered w ith the solenoids con gured into a m agnetic
cavern as shown in Fig.[39. W e have considered a num ber of eld strengths, but chose the
baseline to be 0.5T . For the LA r concept being developed by the G lacier collaboration, eld
coils could be wound inside the large LA r tank. In addition, we have also considered a dipole
con guration fora TA SD based on a concept that would use coils sin ilar to those used in the
A tlas toroids.

Figure 39: M agnetic cavermn con guration

B .2 ConventionalR oom Tem perature M agnets

In order to get adequate eld strength with tolerable pow er dissipation, conventional room —
tem perature coils would have to be relatively thick. W e rst considered A 1conductor operat-
Ing at 150K . W e then determm ined the am ount of conductor necessary to produce a reference

eld of 0.1T . Tn order to keep the current density at approxin ately 100A=an #, 10 layers of
1 an ? A lconductor would be required for our 15 m diam eter, 15 m long reference solenoid.
U sing a $20/kg cost for conventionalm agnets [107], the estin ated cost for 1 solenoid is $5M .
The power dissipation (assum ngR=1 108 Ohm -m ) is approxin ately 1 M W .Ten m agnets
would then be $50M and we flt that this num berwould be acceptable fora large NF detector.
H ow ever, the operating costs for I0M W of power would be $13M /year (based on typicalU S
power costs). T he cost of the m agnet system including 10 years of operation is thus $180M .
If the cost of cooling the coils to 150K is included, the costs Increase substantially. Studies
have shown [108]] that there is little cost bene t to operating non-superconducting (A lorCu)
coils at low tem perature vs. room tem perature. If we consider that the power dissipation
at room tem perature for A 1 coils triples (vs. 150K operation), then the operating cost for
conventional room tem peratuire m agnets of this size w ill be unm anageable. O bviously trying
to reach our baseline goalof 05T w ith room tem perature m agnets is totally unm anageable.
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B .3 Conventional Superconducting C oils

One of the st con gurations that we considered used superconducting coils sim ilar to the
coils used in the Atlas toroids to m agnetize a roughly 30 kT TASD as shown in Fig.[4d.
In this con guration, 10 coils are used along each side of the detector. W e estin ated that
the coil cost (extrapolated from the A tlas experience) would be on the order of $120M and
was considered acceptable. The eld strength for this design was chosen to be 0.15T and at
this eld a 5 sigm a determm ination ofm uon sign could be obtained at a m uon m om entum of 2
G eV /c. However, we detemm ined that the eld quality In thiscon guration was not adequate.
In addition, the am ount of iron required for the retum ux was quite large.

eturn yoke

Coil

Figure 40: M agnetic dipole con guration

C onventional superconducting solenoids are certainly an option for providing the large
m agnetic volum es that are needed . Indeed coils of the size w e are considering w ere engineered
(out never built) for the proposed GEM experin ent at the SSC . A cylindrical geom etry
(solenoid ) does In ply that a fraction of the m agnetic volum e w ill not be outside the volum e
of the active detector which will lkely be rectangular In cross section. This is certainly a
disadvantage in tem s of e cient use of the m agnetic volum e, but would provide personnel
access paths to detector com ponents inside the m agnetic cavem. It is certainly possible to
consider solenoids of rectangular cross section and thusm akem oree cient use ofthem agnetic
volum g, but the engineering and m anufacturing in plications of this type of design have not
been evaluated.

Technically, superconducting m agnets of this size could be built, but at what cost? T here
have been a num ber of approaches to estim ating the cost of a superconducting m agnet and
we willm ention two of those there. The rst com es from G reen and St. Lorant [109]. T hey
Jooked at all them agnets that had been built at the tin e of their study (1993) and developed
two form ulas for extrapolating the cost of a superconducting m agnet: one scaling by stored
energy and one scaling by m agnetic volum e tin es eld. T hey are given below :

C = 0:5E %62
and

C=04BV ),

where E 5 is the stored energy in M J, B is the ed i Tesh, V is the volume in m 3 and C
isthe cost In M $. T he form ulas given above give a cost for each 15 m diam eter, 15 m long,
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0.5T m agnet of approxin ately $20M (based on Eg) and $38M (based on m agnetic volum e).
A s another reference point, we used the CM S coil [110/]] B=4T ,V=340m 3 , Stored energy =
27 GJ,Cost= $55M ). The G reen and St. Lorant form ulas give costs for the CM S m agnet
of $93M and $41M based on stored energy and m agnetic volum e respectively. From these
data we can m ake \M ost O ptim istic" and \M ost Pessin istic" extrapolations for our baseline
NF solenoid. Them ost optin istic cost com es from using the form ula based on stored energy
and assum e that it over-estin ates by a factor of 1.7 (93/55), based on the CM S as built cost.
This gives a cost of $14M for each of our NF detector solenoids. The m ost pessin istic cost
extrapolation com es from using the form ula based on m agnetic volum e and conclude that it
under— estin ates the cost by a factor of 1.3 (55/41), based on the CM S as built cost. This
then gives a cost of $60M for each of our NF detector solenoids. T here is obviously a large
uncertainty represented here.

A nother extrapolation m odelwas used by Balbekov et. al. [111]]based on a m odel devel-
oped by A .Herve [114]. T he extrapolation form ulae are given below :

Py = 033s%%

Pr = 0178 %7

and
P = Py + Pg

where Py is the price of the equivalent zero-energy magnet in M CHF, Px is the price of
m agnetization, and P is the total price. S is the surface area (m 2y of the cryostat and E

(M J) is the stored energy. Thism odel includes the cost of power supplies, cryogenics and
vacuum plant. From the above equations you can see that the m odel does take into account
the di culties In dealing w ith size separately from m agnetic eld issues. Balbekov et. al.

usad three \as-builts" to derive the coe cients in the above equations:

ALEPH R=265m,L=7m ,B=15T,E=138M J,P=$14M )
CMS R32m,L=145m ,B=4T ,E=3GJ,P=$55M )
GEM R=9m ,L=27m ,B=0.8T,E=2GJ,P=3598M )

The GEM m agnet cost was an estin ate based on a detailed design and engineering anal-
ysis. Using this estin ating m odel we have for one of the NF detector solenoids: Py =
0:33(707)°® = 63M CHF ,Pg = 0:17(265)°7 = 8:5M CH F . Them agnet cost is thus approx—
In ately $57M (which is close to our m ost pessin istic extrapolation given above). O ne thing
that stands out is that the m agnetization costs are sn all com pared to the total cost. The
m echanical costs involved w ith dealing w ith the large vacuum loading forces on the vacuum
cryostat assum ed to be used for thism agnet are by far the dom inant cost.

B .4 High Tcmagnets

W e did not explore in detail the possibilities of building a NF detector solenoid w ith high Tc
superconductor, but we recognized the potential In this area. Currently the cost of high Tc
superconductor is 100200 tim es [112)] that of conventional SC for the same eld and there
are m any engineering issues that would have to be investigated rst if we are to conclude
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that this technology was applicable (cost + m anufacturability) to our application. H owever
since the technological statuis of high T ¢ superconductor is m oving so fast, we did do som e
zeroth-order estin ates regarding one of these NF detector solenoids fabricated with high Tc
superconductor. W e assum ed a low —tem perature operation of 35K . Thism ight still allow for
a non-vacuum Insulated (foam ) cryostat and thus have no vacuum loading to give higher
current carrying capacity. T he cost of the superconductor for 10 NF detector solenoids was
estin ated to be $50M . Based on studies that have been done on foam -insulated vessels for
GLACIER, we estin ated the cost of the cryostats also at $50M . A ssem bly and engineering
could not be reliably estin ated in that they w illdepend on the particulars of the conductor
being used and the currently existing m anufacturing and assem bly capabilities for high Tc
superconducting m agnets are not yet at the stage where reliable estim ates can be m ade.
H ow ever the possible cost savings a orded by using non-vacuum insulated cryostats are Jarge
and high T ¢ superconductor cable technology is advancing very rapidly.

B.S5 Low Tem perature N on-C onventional Superconducting C oils

In this concept we solve the vacuum loading problem of the cryostat by using the super-
conducting tranam ission line (STL) that was developed for the Very Large Hadron Collider
superferric m agnets [113]. T he solenoid w indings now consist of this superconducting cable
which iscon ned in its own cryostat. Each solenoid consists of 150 tums and requires 7500
m ofcable. There isno large vacuum vessel In thisdesign. W e have perform ed a sin ulation of
the M agnetic C avern concept using ST L solenoids and the results are shown in Fig.[4dl. W ith
the iron end-walls (1 m thick), the average eld in the X Z plane is approxin ately 058 T at
an excitation current of 50 kA .

¥ VECTOR FIELDS

Figure 41: STL Solenoid M agnetic C avern Sin ulation

Themaximum radil force is approxin ately 16 kKN /m and the m aximum axial force ap-
proxim ately 40 kN /m . The eld uniform ity is quite good w ith the iron end-walls and is
shown in Fig.[42.

B .6 Superconducting Transm ission Line

T he superconducting tranam ission lne (ST L) consists of a superconducting cable inside a
cryopipe cooled by supercritical liguid helum at 4.5-6.0 K placed inside a co-axialcryostat. It
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Figure 42: STL Solenoid M agnetic Cavern Field Uniform iy in XZ plane

consists of a perforated Invar tube, a copper stabilized superconducting cable, an Invar helium
pipe, the cold pipe support system , a them al shield covered by m ultilayer superinsulation,
and the vacuum shell. O ne of the possible ST L designs developed for the VLHC is shown in
Fig.[43. Its overall diam eter is approxin ately 83 mm .
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F igure 43: Superconducting transm ission line

The STL is designed to carry a current of 100 kA at 65 K In a magnetic eld up to
1 T.Thisprovides about a 50% currentm argin w ith respect to the required current in order
to reach a el of 05T . T his operating m argin can com pensate for tem perature variations,
m echanical or other perturbations in the system . The superconductor for the STL could
bemade in the form of braid or in the form of a two-ayer spiral w nding using R utherford
cable. The braid consists of 288 NbT 1 SSC ype strands 0648 mm 1n diam eter and arranged
n a pattern of two sets of 24 crossing bundles w ith opposite pitch angle about the tube. A
conductor m ade of R utherford cables consists of 9 NbT i cables that were used in the SSC
dipole Inner layer. A copper braid is placed Inside the superconductor to provide additional
current carrying capability during a quench. T he conductor is sandw iched between an inner
perforated Invar pipe, which serves as a liguid helum channel, and an outer Invar pressure
pipe that closes the helium space. Both braided and spiralw rapped conductors and the 10 am
JIong splice between them have been successfully tested w ith 100 kA transport current w ithin
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theR & D program for the VLHC .The STL hasa 2.5-am clear bore,which is su cient for the
Jiguid helim ow in a loop up to 10 km in length. Thiscon guration allow s for cooling each
solenoid w ith continuous heliim ow com ing from a helium distribbution box.

T he them alshield ism ade of extruded alum Inum pipe segm ents, w hich slide over opposite
ends of each support spider. The 6.4-mm diam eter Invar pipe is used for 50 K pressurized
helum . Tt is placed in the cavities at the top and the bottom of both the shield and the
supports. The shield is wrapped w ith 40 layers of a din pled super nsulation. T he vacuum
shell ism ade of extruded alum inum or stainless steel. H eat load estim ates for the described
STL are:

Support system : 53 mW /m at 45K and 670 mW /m at 40 K

Super insulation: 15mW /m at45K and 864 mW /m at 40K

T he estin ated cost of the describbed STL is approxim ately $500/m . Further ST L design
optim ization w illbe required to adjust the structure to the fabrication and operating condi-
tions of the desired N F detector solenoids and to optin ize its fabrication and operational cost.
A Tthough what has been describbed here has been directed at the M agnetic C avern concept,
the STL could also be used In a very large LA r detector follow ing the G lacier concept. T he
fact that the ST L would be operating in Iiquid A rgon would allow fora sin pli ed ST L design
since the heatJdoad environm ent would be very di erent.

B.7 STL Solenoid Power

The relatively low inductance of the STL solenoids (0.3 H/solenoid) allow s powering all
solenoids from a single 50 kA power supply. A power supply with a voltage of 50 V. will
allow ram ping the m agnet system up or down in less than 1 hour. A singlk pair of 50 kA
current leads is required for pow ering the solenoids. T hese could either be conventional cop—
per leads or current leads based on H igh-Tan perature Superconductor. T he cryogenic wall
power associated w ith the conventional 50 kA leads could be reduced by a factor of 4 with
high Tc leads.

B .8 Conclusions

M agnetizing volum es on the order of 30,000 to 60,000 m  at edsup to 0.5T presents technical
challenges, but is certainly w ithin the current engineering capabilities. T he cost, how ever,
In m ost scenarios is prohibitive. The use of room tem perature Cu or A 1 conductor could
provide amodest ed ( 0.1T ), but operating costs are lkely to be excessive. C onventional
superconducting m agnet technology could provide the necessary eld at acceptable operating
costs, but the m agnet construction costs using a conventional vacuum -insulated cryostat are
not a ordable. H igh T ¢ superconducting coils using foam insulated cryostats show prom ise,
especially given the rapid pace In which this technology is developing. T he current state-of-
theart In high T c cable m ight present an a ordable technical solution to this problem , but
much more R& D on coil assam bly, m agnet quench perform ance and cryostat would need to
be done. Using the ST L concept presents som e very interesting possibilities. It elin inates
the cost driver of large conventional superconducting coils, the vacuum =nsulated cryostat,
and has already been prototyped, tested, and costed during the R& D for the VLHC . A full
engineering design would stillneed to be done, but this technigue has the potential to deliver
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the large m agnetic volum e required with a eld ashigh as 1T w ith very uniform eld quality
and at an acceptable cost. D evelopm ents w ith high T ¢ superconducting cable could also have
an In pact on the STL design concept, w ith potential cost savings.

C M atter e ects

Them attere ect causesdi erent oscillation pattems for neutrinos and antineutrinos, depend—
Ing on the m ass hierarchy. O bserving this di erence is the m ost feasible way to determ ine
the m ass hierarchy. The di erence m ay be observable w ith baselines longer than about 1000
km , depending on the quality and quantity of achievable data and oscillation param eters.

Thedi erence ism ost visible at theM SW resonance, w here the oscillations of one channel
are enhanced and those of the other suppressed. For the usual neutrino param eters the
resonance energy is about 10 G &V in the lithosphere, about 7 G &V in the m antle at depths
relevant for the m agic baseline, and about 3 G &V in the core. (T he uncertainties of neutrino
param eters cause an uncertainty of about 20 $ at 3 for this prediction.) For energies m uch
higher than the resonance energy all oscillations are suppressed, and for energies well below
the resonance energy the oscillations can be treated as in vacuum .

The detailed sinulation of the propagation of neutrinos through the Earth requires a
su ciently accurate know ledge of the density pro l along the baseline. T he uncertainties
of the density pro le cause correlations In the param eter space that com plicate the analysis
and reduce the accuracy of results. For a large 13 the density uncertainty of 5 $ m ay cause
rather large errors while 1 % accuracy would m ake the correlations ignorable. W ith sm aller

13 the requirem ents for the accuracy are m ilder, and w ith sin? 2 13 < 102 the dom mant
error com es from elsew here and any reasonable density m odel w ill be su ciently accurate.
T he correlations can be also reduced by a suitable choice of m ultiple baselines and channels
[L15].

W ithin zst order, one can use the average density uncertainty of the baseline an indi-
cator of goodness. Uncorrelated local variations around the average m ostly an ooth out for
realistic density pro les, when not in resonance, and all sm allscale density variations w ith
a scale up to a few kilom etres are com pletely irrelevant. H owever, a better error analysis in
a variable density requires num erical treatm ent, as di erent densities contribute di erently,
and particularly the resonance case should be studied w ith m ore care.

A ccording to geophysical studies, the di erence between the density of the Earth and
the density de ned by a standard spherical Earth m odel (eg. PREM [116]]) does not exceed
5% B . The uncertainties are due to both global or system atic e ects for the average density
distrdbution and unknown local variations. T he local variations can be rather large, partic—
ularly for com plicated zones lke active m ountains, subduction zones, hot spots, plum es or
superplum es. Such variationsm ay extend down to the border of the inner core. A Iso it is to
be noted that the inner core is In rotation relative to the m antle, even its axis deviates from
the rotation axis of the Earth. T he detailed m odels for the Inner parts are not yet free from
nconsistencies, and therefore m ust be treated w ith care.

U sing the data of local and regional geophysical m easurem ents one can construct local
m odelsm uch better than the 1-dim ensional PREM m odel. Speci ¢ ocaland regionalm odels

T he errors here and throughout this section do not correspond to G aussian distributions, but are rather
\m axin al reasonable deviations". For any decisions on the location of experin ents we need m ore than 1
certainty.
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Figure 44: T he estim ated density pro le for the baseline CERN Pyhasaln i (Finland).

may reach up to 1 $ accuracy. W ith good geophysical m easurem ents one can obtain know 1-
edge to de ne the density pro le even for com plicated regions. N evertheless, form ost part of
the Earth, particularly oceans, su ciently accurate m easurem ents cannot be done, and one
has to rely on generalm odels. The m odels for ocean crust are usually very sin ple, but one
should be carefulwhen using such m odels as the sin plicity m ay be due to our ignorance.

A speci cm odel for thebaseline CERN -P yhasaln iw as constructed in Ref. [117] (Fig.[44).
For this speci ¢ baseline there are abundant geophysical data, and a realistic density pro le
can be built up, despite som e parts of the baseline being rather com plicated. The m ost
challenging part is the upswelling asthenosphere under G emm any which causes the largest
uncertainty. It was conclided that one can reach about 1% accuracy in estin ating regional
density variations (eg. density inhom ogeneities of m ore than several dozens kilom eters) for
baselines from CERN to Pyhasan i. A 11 later geophysical studies support the previous view ,
and no surprises have occurred.

Ttwas shown explicitly in Ref. [117] that the uncertainties In thism odeldo not cause any
signi cant error in the interpretation of the data, w ith realistic experin ental scenarios.

Sin flar studies for other baselines would be welcom e (see [118]] for a study in Japan).
W hile waiting for other studies, we can extrapolate the experiences from m odelling of the
above baseline and from general considerations, to predict the accuracies of other pro les.
A lso, opinions di erent from those above have been expressed [119].

In order to get the best accuracy for the density pro le, the follow ing general conclusions
can bedrawn:
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1. Tt is recom m endable to use well know n continental areas passing tectonically stable at
regions.

2. One should avoid com plicated zones like high m ountains and seisn ically active or vol-
canic areas.

3. One should avoid oceans w here little data are available.

4. Sin ilarly one had better avoid baselines passing underdeveloped or politically challeng-
Ing countries w here geophysicalm easurem ents w ill be too risky.

T hese conditions m ay be rather contradictory: som e of the m ost com plicated zones are also

the m ost studied, lke Japan. On the other hand, particularly challenging zones are the

Atlantic ridge and m ost of the Paci ¢ that are both com plicated and di cult to be studied.
To reach the best accuracy for the density pro le, the favoured beam directions are:

From CERN towards North-East. Baseline lengths up to 2700 km are achievable w ith
1 % accuracy for the density. O n-going and planned geophysics m easurem ents can
In prove the accuracy even m ore.

A cross N orth-Am erica. Sin ilar accuracies are reachable for the U SA when the U SA rray
gives data. Baseline lengths up to 4000 km are possible from BN L to W est C oast of the
U SA , and baselines up to 4000{5000 km can be achieved through C anada to A laska.

G eophysically disfavoured directions include beam s from CERN to Canary Islands, A zores,
M adeira or Iceland, as well as any baseline around Japan.

For other long baselines the accuracy of density m ay not be better than 2{3 % . The above
favoured baselines cannot be extended due to m geographic constraints, and hence the
Jonger baselines necessarily m ust pass through com plicated or worse known zones. Baselines
4500{6000 km m ay be particularly di cult when the baseline crosses the transition zone
and touches tangentially boundary layers at the depths of 400 km and 660 km , w ith density
Jmpsof5 % and 10 % , respectively. In such a case a sn all error In them odelm ay cause a
considerable error in the baseline density pro le. For them ost di cult oceanic baselines one
can hardly reach 5 % accuracy for the average density.

W hen the baseline length equals the refraction length or itsm ultiples one can do a clean
m easurem ent of the 13 m xing angle, independent on the CPphase [120,1121,1122]]. These
baselines are called m agic, and can be solved analytically iIn constant density, but in varying
density they m ust be com puted num erically, for exam ple by soling the equation:

Z

Ln agic X
exp 1 V(y)dy dx=0; )
0 0

whereV (y) is the Interaction potential in m atter, w hich isproportionalto the electron density.
Equation[@givesa good rstorder approxin ation [123],[122]to them agic baseline. Integrating
the above using the PREM m odeland two extrem e cases w ith arbitrary 5 % uncertainties for
the density,and a 5 km uncertainty for the core-m antle boundary, the rstm agic length tums
out to be (7300  300) km long, the second (10060%, ) km and the third (122807 }) km .
For the rstm agic baseline, the dom inant error com es from the deep m antle, and detailed
know ledge of the crust in start and end points is rather irrelevant. For the other two m agic
baselines the uncertainty of the length is surprisingly sm all, considerably an aller than for the
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Figure 45: Several baselines profcted through the m odel of the Earth interior (not to scale). A
baseline of O (5000 km ) m ay be problem atic as it largely intersects w ith the transition zone, w here the
density changes quite abruptly from 4.0 to 4.4, and errors on its depth m ay result in large errors In
the density pro le. W e see that the second and third m agic baselines (11000 km and 12300 ) traverse
through the outer core that dom nates their refraction lengths.

rst one. Thism ay sound paradoxical, but is understandable from Fig.[43. T hese baselines
pass through the dense outer core which gives the lJargest contribution to the total refraction
length, and also to the error. For these baselines, the details of the lithosphere are com pletely
ignorable, but thequoted 5% accuracy for the core density and particularly the 5 km accuracy
for the corem antle boundary m ay be rather optim istic.

The rstm agic baseline isnot very sensitive to such uncertainties [124/] (See also respective
sections in ISS Physics R eport for analyses and references). O n the other hand, the second
and particularly the third m agic lengths are m ore sensitive to errors, which m akes them
less usable for neutrino studies until better certainty on the core conditions can be reached.
A rematively, it has been suggested to use neutrinos to m easure the density of the m antle or
core [125,(126,127,(128,[124].

T here is no geophysically optin al candidate for a m agic baseline from the proposed sites
of the accelerator. In any case it is safest to use continental baselines, and avoid oceans and
com plicated zones. M ost in portant is to choose the baseline so that we can m axin ize the
accuracy in the deepest parts of the tra fctory, while the properties of the lithosphere at the
end points are less relevant. CERN to Eastern Siberia or Northem China m ay be closest to
optim al, and from Japan the best direction is towards N orthem Europe.

W e conclude that it ispossible to obtain su cient accuracy for the density pro le to avoid
correlations. Future m easurem ents m ay in prove the accuracy, and if necessary, a dedicated
geophysicalm easurem ent cam paign for the selected baseline can bem ade, at a cost which is
m arginal to total cost. However, in practice such m easurem ents are possible only in Iim ited
parts of the Earth, and particularly oceanic m easurem ents w ill rem ain unrealistic for a long
tin e. Ifthem ixing angle is sm allenough , density uncertainties are rrelevant and any baseline
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is good enough. For de ning the length of the m agic baseline, how ever, uncertainties of the
density are relevant for all param eters, but In practice the physics is not very sensitive to
them .

Absolute error
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Figure 46: A sam ple plot presenting the e ect of the uncertainties in the density pro e
of Fig.[44 to the muon neutrino appearance probability due to errors in density. These
correspond to the absolute deviation In the probability w ith typical param eters.

D Low energy cross sections

E xisting cross-sections m easurem ents cover properly the high-energy regin e, above 5 G &V,
but not the low -energy where m any of the new oscillation experin ents w ill operate. In this
region, the energy is crossing several threshold of interactions. T he know ledge of the cross-
section in this regin e is very lim ited, see [129] for a recent com pilation. In addition to the
Intrinsic know ledge of the interaction, the nalstate particles are a ected by nuclear e ects

like nuclear re-interactions, Pauli blocking and Fem im otion that alters the topology and

kinem atics of the outgoing particles.

The nalstate interactions could change them om entum and nature of nucleons and pions
produced In the interactions. Both charged and neutralpions contribute to the background
In disappearance (charged pions faking a muon) and appearance (neutral pion faking an
electron) experim ents and should be understood to a 10% level for the next generation of
superbeam s [22].

T he nuclear e ects also alter the kinem atics of the nal state muon in charged current
Interactions by inhibiting the reaction (Pauliblocking) or changing the center of m ass energy
where the reaction takes place (Fem iM otion). T hese phenom ena change basic kinem atic
properties of the interaction lke the ¢ or the threshold of the reaction. The dependency
of the cross—section w ith the nuclear m ass (A ) has to be considered, since m ost of the m ea—
surem ents are done in light nuclei (deuterium , carbon, oxygen, etc.). The m easurem ent of
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the dependency of cross—section with A is part of the experim ental program of the M iner a
experin ent [131]].
T he dom Inant neutrino interactions from 500 M €V to few G &V are :

Charged current quasielastic and neutral current elastic interactions.

Neutraland charged current single pion production.

Neutral and charged current m ulti pion production and m ore Inelastic interactions.
Neutral and charged current coherent pion production.

A com pilation of actualknow ledge on cross-sections is shown in F ig[47 for charged current
neutrino and antimeutrino interactions.
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Figure 47: Crosssection experin ental values as a function of the neutrino energy (left).
Results are com pared to NEUT [132]M onte Carlo sin ulation. Points show the experin ental
data: BNL 82 [133], CCFR 90 [134],CDHSW 87 [135], HEP-JINR 96 [130], HEP-ITEP
79 [137], CCFRR 84 [138]], ANL 82 [139], BNL 86 [140]], ANL [141l],GGM 77 [142],GGM

79 [143] and Serpukhov [144]]. Cross—section experim ental values as a function of the anti-
neutrino energy (right). Resultsare com pared toNEU T [132]M onte C arlo sin ulation. Points
show the expermm entaldata: CCFR 90 [134],CDHSW 87 [135], HEP-JINR 96 [136], HEP -
ITEP 79 [137],CCFRR 84 [138],GGM 77 [142],GGM 79 [143], and Serpukhov [144]].

In general, the avaibble data is od (from the 70’s and 80’s), nom alized to charged
current quasielastic using obsolete form factors and the beam spectrum and ux was based
on dubious hadron production m odels. T he nuclear corrections are also not well docum ented
or Inconsistent, the data is sparse, low statistics and som e tin es inconsistent. T he panoram a
is even worse when we consider production of m ore than one pion in the nalstate.

N ote that all existing cross-sections m easurem ents above 200 M eV refer always to m uon
neutrinos and antineutrinos. The and , cross sections have not being m easured due
to the intrinsic di culties to produce the appropriate neutrino beam and due to neutrino
detection technigues. T he cross—section can be safely assum ed to be equal to that of m uon
neutrinos, except when we are close to the threshold and the m ass of the nal state lepton
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together w ith the nuclear e ects play an in portant role. This is specially critical in the case
of the low — beam s. The beam s search for the transition of o to ,the low  version is
being designed for energies from 100 M €V to 500 M &V . T his is the energy region that has the
largest uncertainties in the relative cross—sections between . and . D edicated experin ents
w ill be needed in this case to control the system atic errors to the required level, 0.1 % .

D .1 N eutral current elastic and charge current quasi-elastic interactions

T his interaction is of vital in portance since it provides a m ethod to reconstruct the neutrino
energy. T he actual know ledge of the cross—section is not better than 20% , T heory is based
on Conserved Vector Current (CVC ), Partially Conserved A xial Current (PCAC ) and form
factors m easured In electron nucleus scattering. The axial form factor is not known and it
is nom ally param etrized as a dipolar form factor w ith the axialm ass as a free param eter.
It should be noticed that this param eter changes the total cross-section and the o of the
Interactions. Both m ethodshad been used tom easure the param eter, com ing to contradictory
results as it was noted in [130]. Future experim ents [131,122,121]] w ill be able to m easure if
the axial form factor departs from the sin plistic dipole form at.

T he neutral current elastic scattering is not of relevant in portance for oscillation experi-
m ents, although they can be used to determ ine the strange quark content inside nucleons.

D .2 C harge and N eutral C urrent resonance: single and m ulti pion pro-
duction

T he production of charged and neutral pions are In portant backgrounds to both disappear-
ance and appearance experin ents. T he know ledge of the resonance cross—section is di cult
to model. To the lack of know ledge of the standard axial form factors we have to add the
uncertainties on the am plitude of high m ass resonances in the transition region to the deep
nelastic. T here are also m odels [145]] show ing that the non—<+esonant contributions could be
relevant and a ect the cross-sections very close to threshold. T he non-resonant contribution
isclearly present in n channels. N ieves [145]argued that it is probably necessary to depart
from Cf—? (0) 12,which isthe PCAC dictated value of the leading axial form factor for the
excitation.

T he neutral current resonant pion production should also be m easured since they are
background for appearance and also disappearance experin ents, w ith the pion being denti ed
as a neutrino avor tagging lepton. T he nuclear reinteractions are very relevant at this stage
altering the sign of the pion leaving the nucleus. T he nuclear reinteraction cross—sections are
known to a 20 to 30% and they are di cult to m easure in standard neutrino experin ents.
It ispossible that T 2K w illbe able to address thism easurem ent w ith the near detector that
has good particle denti cation capabilities and m om entum resolution, see [22].

D .3 N eutraland charged currentm ultipion production and deep inelastic
interactions

D eep inelastic crosssections have been m easured at high energies. The theoretical fram e-
work, based on structure functions, is well established and it has been m easured in di erent
experin entalconditions. But, there are still som e unclear item s: nuclear e ects, Iow g° region
and the transition region to the resonant (single and m ultipion) neutrino interactions.
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A s an exam ple of the situation, the In plem entation of the transition region in the NEU T
M onte Carlo is done as a m xture of experin ental results and standard M onte C arlo tools.
NEUT produces pions in the nalstate according to FNL-7 [146] results for a region where
13GeV < W < 20GeV (W isthe invariant m ass of the hadronic current) and according to
JETSET 7.4 [147]above this value.

D 4 C harge and N eutral C urrent coherent pion production

T he neutral current coherent pion production has been m easured at relatively high energies
(20 G &V ) and heavy nucli. T he values for light nucleiand low energies are not available and
they m ght depend on the theoretical m odel for extrapolations. M iner a |L31l]] and the near
detector of T 2K [21l]w illbe able to provide m easuram ents for these reactions that are very
In portant to determ ine the background on . appearance. Anyhow , this background w ill be
m ainly produced by Interations of high energy neutrinos.

T he charged current coherent production is related to the neutral current cross-section at
higher energies but the relation m ight be distorted at low energies as it was suggested by a
recent K 2K result [148]due to them ass of them uon [149].

D .5 The cross—section double ratio

A s discussed already in section [3, the precise m easurem ent of the CP asym m etry

' o) PO ! )
P( ! ¢)+P(C ! 7o)

Acp = ; (10)

or precise m easuram ent of any appearance probability, w ill require know ledge of the cross-
section, e ciency and background of both the initial channel (for the near detector nom al-
ization) and of the appearance channel. The ratio to worry about is the electron-to-m uon
neutrino cross-sections. Indeed, the troublesom e quantity is the double ratio:

DR= ——°; (11)

e

w here really m eans B , including a correction fore ciency and background
B . A lthough it would seem that m any system atic errors would cancel in this ratio, this is
only partially true. The e ects that ensure a deviation of this quantity from unity are quite
di cult to m aster:

themuon m ass e ect;
Fermm im otion and binding energy;

the non-isoscalarity of the target (this is particularly relevant for water where anti-
neutrinos and neutrinos interact very di erently on the free protons);

the di erent neutrino and antineutrino y distributions; and

the di erent appearance of the nalstate lepton in the detector.
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These e ects are particularly relevant for the low energy neutrinos, as w ill be discussed
here. One can legitin ately wonder whether everything neads to be m easured or if theory
cannot help by predicting the double ratio using safe assum ptions. Such an analysis was
developed by Jan Sobczyk and collaborators [150/]. If one concentrates on low energies, the
dom inant cross—sections w ill be quasielastics. T he cross-sections for the four relevant species
of neutrinos are shown on the top line of F igure[48.

Themuon threshold e ect is clearly visible. D ue to the di erent inelasticity (or y distri-
bution) of neutrinos vs antineutrinos, the m uon m ass correction is how ever not the sam e for
neutrinos and antineutrinos, by an am ount that can be quite large (20% ).

The next thing to worry about are nuclear e ects, which are nuclus dependent and
particularly relevant In water where antineutrinos can interact on the free protons, while
neutrinos cannot. These can be broadly separated in two classes, binding energy and Femm i
m otion. T he description of the e ect of binding energy is considered to be quite uncertain
given that the debris of the nucleus from which the struck nucleon originates probably take
away som e of the binding energy in the reaction, and it cannot entirely be attrbuted to the
struck nuclkon. The resulting e ect on the doubl ratio is extrem ely large at low energies,
because of the existence of antineutrino interactions on the free protons. T he region below
250 M &V probably cannot be trusted and the region above should be seen as having an
uncertainty given by the follow Ing factors.

T heuncertainty on thedescription of Ferm im otion could be evaluated w ith the guidance
given by the di erence between the Spectral Function approach and the Fermm i G as
m odel. Around 250 M €V this leads to an uncertainty of about 2% on the double ratio.

T heuncertainty due to the binding energy m odelling. A shift by, say, 50% ofthe binding
energy itself would change the double ratio by another 2% .

There is also a large uncertainty related to the Im pulse A pproxin ation (IA ) used in
cross section com putations. The TA assum es that the relevant degrees of freedom are
individualnucleons. T he analysis of electron scattering data clearly show s that the IA
is reliable only form om entum transfers §j> 400 M eV [151]]. On the other hand, at
a neutrino energy 400 M &V , about 40% of the cross section calculated w ithin the 1A
corresponds to low er values of #7j (Fig.[49). T his is a source of large uncertainty which
isdi cult to estin ate. O £ course, one can be optin istic and believe that the ratios are
not a ected m uch by the use of the 1A , but it is a source of additional system atic error.

T hus from considerations on total cross—sections alone, a fundam ental uncertainty of the
order of 34 % can be ascertained. The energy of 250 M €V incidentally corresponds to the
oscillation m axin um for the distance between CERN and Frejis. Taking into account the
di culties that w ill be associated w ith the di erent energy spectra and detection e ciencies
for muons and electrons, it seem s very unlkely that an uncertainty of less than 5% on the
double ratio D R can ever be achieved at low energies from a com bination of sin ulations and
theory.
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Figure 48: Top Left: quastelastic cross-sections on free nucleon (neutron for neutrinos and
protons for antineutrinos) for electron and m uon neutrinos and antineutrinos. The muon
threshold is clearly visble. Top Right: the to . and ™ to ™ . crosssection ratios show ing
the e ect of the di erent y-distrbutions. M ddle: the crosssection ratios between m uon-
and electron neutrinos (left) and antineutrinos (right) taking into account nuclear e ects,
com pared to those on free nuclei. The binding energy show s up as a shift in the threshold,
but the exact description of this is considered uncertain; the curves correspond to m odelling
the nucleusw ith the Ferm 1G asM odel (FG ) orw ith the Spectral Function approach. B ottom
Jft: thedouble ratio in water from threshold to 1 G &V ,and in the reliable’ region above 250
M &V (right).
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Figure 49: D i erential cross section of on °0 as a function of m om entum transfer, at
several values of neutrino energy. The Im pulse A pproxin ation is only reliable in the region
with 7> 400 M &V.
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