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W e study how m uch the unique ability ofthe O PERA experim entto directly detect�� can help

in probing new,non-standard contact interactions ofthe third fam ily ofneutrinos. W e perform a

com bined analysisoffuture,high-statisticsM INO S and O PERA data.Forthecaseofnon-standard

interactionsin �� to �e transitionswe also include the im pactofpossible D oubleCHO O Z data. In

allcaseswe�nd thatthe�� sam pleofO PERA istoo sm allto bestatistically signi�cant,even ifone

doublesthenom inalexposureofO PERA to9� 10
19
pot.O PERA’srealbene�tforthism easurem ent

liesin itsvery high neutrino energy and hence very di�erentL=E com pared to M INO S.

IN T R O D U C T IO N

The con� rm ation ofthe neutrino oscillation interpretation ofsolar and atm ospheric neutrino data by

reactor[1]and accelerator[2,3]neutrino experim entsbringsa uniquepictureofneutrino physicsin term sof

three-neutrinooscillations[4],leavinglittleroom forothernon-standardneutrinoproperties[5].Nevertheless,

ithaslongbeen recognized thatanygaugetheoryofneutrinom assgeneration inevitably bringsin dim ension-

6 non-standard neutrino interaction (NSI)term s.Such sub-weak strength operatorsarisein thebroad class

ofseesaw-typem odels,dueto thenon-trivialstructureofcharged and neutralcurrentweak interactions[6].

Sim ilarly,NSIalso appearin radiativem odelsofneutrino m ass.They can be oftwo types: avor-changing

(FC) and non-universal(NU) and their strength "G F is highly m odel-dependent but m ay lie within the

sensitivities ofcurrently planned experim ents. The presence ofNSIleads to possibly new resonante� ects

in thepropagation ofastrophysicalneutrinos[7,8,9,10,11]and itisinteresting to scrutinizetheirpossible

role in the propagation oflaboratory neutrinos. W ith neutrino oscillation physics entering the precision

age [12,13]itbecom esan im portantchallenge to investigate the role ofNSIin future terrestrialneutrino

oscillation experim ents.

The interplay ofoscillation and neutrino non-standard interactions (NSI) was studied in [14]and sub-

sequently it was shown [15, 16] that in the presence of NSI it is very di� cult to disentangle genuine

oscillation e� ects from those com ing from NSI.The latter m ay a� ect production, propagation and de-

tection ofneutrinos and in generalthese three e� ects need not be correlated. It has been shown that

in this case cancellations can occur which m ake it im possible to separate oscillation from NSI e� ects.

Subsequently it was discovered that the ability to detect �� m ay be crucialin order to overcom e that

problem [17],though this m ethod requires su� ciently large beam energies to be applicable. Barring the

occurrence of� ne-tuned cancellations,NSI and oscillations have very di� erent L=E dependence. There-

http://arxiv.org/abs/0803.1790v1
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fore,com bining di� erent L=E can be very e� ective in probing the presence ofNSI.The issue ofNSIand

oscillation in neutrino experim entswith terrestrialsourceshasbeen studied in a large num ber ofpublica-

tions[16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32].In [24]itwasshown thatM INO S [3]on

itsown isnotable to putnew constraintson NSIparam eters. O n the otherhand,in [23]the com bination

ofatm osphericdata with M INO S wasproven to bee� ectivein probing atleastsom eoftheNSIparam eters.

Since m atter e� ects are relatively sm allin M INO S,its m ain role in that com bination is to constrain the

vacuum m ixing param eters.

The question we would like to address here is whether the com bination ofM INO S and O PERA [33]

can provide usefulinform ation on NSI.O PERA has recently seen the � rst events in the em ulsion cloud

cham ber [34]and hence it appears tim ely to ask this question. The idea is that O PERA willbe able to

detect�� and hasavery di� erentL=E than M INO S.Both factorsareknown to help distinguishingNSIfrom

oscillation e� ects.Clearly,m uch largerim provem entson existing sensitivitiesareexpected from superbeam

experim entslike T2K [35]and NO �A [36]especially in com bination with reactorneutrino experim entslike

DoubleCHO O Z [37,38]orDaya Bay [39],seeRef.[32].In thisletterwewillfocuson thesim plecasewhere

NSIonly a� ectsneutrino propagation.

B A SIC SET U P

Adding NSIinto the propagation ofneutrinosyieldsthe following evolution Ham iltonian
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wherewehavem adeuseofthefactthatall"x� arefairly wellconstrained and henceareexpected nottoplay

a signi� cantroleatleading order.Thee� ectof"ee isa re-scaling ofthe m atterdensity and allexperim ents

considered herearenotexpected to besensitiveto m attere� ects.Hencewewillset"ee = 0.Note,thatthe

"asde� ned here,aree� ectiveparam eters.Attheleveloftheunderlying Lagrangian describing theNSI,the

NSIcoupling oftheneutrino can beeitherto electrons,up ordown quarks.From a phenom enologicalpoint

ofview,however,only the (incoherent)sum ofallthese contributionsisrelevant. Forsim plicity,we chose

to norm alizeourNSIto theelectron abundance.Thisintroducesa relativefactorof3 com pared to thecase

where one norm alizeseitherto the up ordown quark abundance (assum ing an isoscalarcom position ofthe

Earth),i.e. the NSIcoupling to only up ordown quark would need to be 3 tim esasstrong to produce the

sam ee� ectin oscillations.Sinceboth conventionscan befound in theliterature,careisrequired in m aking

quantitativecom parisons.

There are two potentialbene� ts beyond adding statistics from com bining the data from M INO S and

O PERA:First,O PERA can detect �� which,in principle,allows to directly access any e� ect from "x�.

M oreover,although the baseline isthe sam e,the beam energiesarevery di� erenthE i’ 3G eV forM INO S,

whereashE i’ 17G eV forO PERA.
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Experim ents

Allnum ericalsim ulations have been done using the G LoBES software [40,41]. In order to include the

e� ects ofthe NSIwe have custom ized the package by adding a new piece to the Ham iltonian asshown in

equation 1.W ehaveconsidered threedi� erentexperim ents:M INO S,O PERA and DoubleCHO O Z,them ain

characteristicsofwhich aresum m arized in tableI.

M INO S isalongbaselineneutrinooscillation experim entusingtheNuM Ineutrinobeam ,atFNAL.Ituses

two m agnetized iron calorim eters.O neservesasneardetectorand islocated atabout1km from thetarget,

whereasthe second,largerone is located atthe Soudan Underground Laboratory ata distance of735km

from the source.The neardetectorisused to m easure the neutrino beam spectrum and com position. The

near/farcom parison alsom itigatesthee� ectofcrosssection uncertaintiesand varioussystem aticalerrors.In

oursim ulations,based on [42,43,44],wehaveused a running tim eof5 yearswith a statisticscorresponding

to a prim ary proton beam of5� 1020 peryear,giving a totalof2:5� 1021,the m axim um reachable value

reported by the M INO S collaboration.Them ean energy ofthe neutrino beam ishE i’ 3G eV.

TheO PERA detectorislocated atG ran Sasso and getsitsbeam from CERN (CNG S).O PERA consists

oftwo parts: a m uon tracker and an em ulsion cloud cham ber. The latter one is the part which is able

to discern a �� charged currentinteraction by identifying the subsequent�-decay. The baseline is732km .

Following [33,42,45]weassum ea 5 yearrun with a nom inalbeam intensity of4:5� 1019 potperyear.The

CNG S neutrino beam hasan averageenergy ofhE i’ 17G eV .

Since both M INO S and O PERA have the sam e baseline we use the sam e m atterdensity which we take

constantand equalto itsvalueatthe Earth’scrust,thatis�= 2:7 g/cm 3.

Finally,DoubleCHO O Z isa reactorexperim ent,to be located in the old site ofCHO O Z,in France.The

experim entconsistsofa pairofnearly identicalnearand fardetectors,each with a � ducialm assof10:16tof

liquid scintillator.Thedetectorsarelocated ata distanceof0:2km and 1:05km respectively.Asconsidered

in [46]weassum ethetherm alpowerofboth reactorcoresto be4.2 G W and a running tim eof5 years.The

neutrinosm ean energy ishE i’ 4M eV.

Concerning theneutrino oscillation param etersused to calculatethesim ulated eventrates,wehavetaken

the currentbest� tvaluesgiven in Ref.[4],unlessstated otherwise:

sin2 �true
12

= 0:32; sin2 �true
23

= 0:5; sin2 �true
13

= 0;

(� m 2

21
)true = + 7:6� 10� 5 eV 2; (� m 2

31
)true = + 2:4� 10� 3 eV 2; �true

C P
= 0:

(2)

Note the positive sign assum ed for (� m 2

31
)true which corresponds to the case ofnorm alhierarchy. Since,

none ofthe experim ents considered here is very sensitive to ordinary m atter e� ects,our results would be

very sim ilarwhen choosing astrue hierarchy,the inverted one.

Label L hE �i power trun channel

M INO S2 (M 2) 735 km 3 G eV 5� 1020 pot/yr 5 yr �� ! �e;�

O PERA (O ) 732 km 17 G eV 4:5� 10
19

pot/yr 5 yr �� ! �e;�;�

D oubleCHO O Z (D C)
0.2 km (near)

4 M eV 8:4 G W 5 yr ��e ! ��e
1.05 km (far)

TABLE I:M ain param etersofthe experim entsunderstudy.
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R ESU LT S

D isappearance - P robing N U N SI ("��)

As it has been previously shown in [23, 24]the presence of NSI,notably "��, substantially degrades

the goodness ofthe determ ination ofthe \atm ospheric" neutrino oscillation param etersfrom experim ent.

Indeed asshown in � gure1 ourcalculation con� rm sthe sam ee� ect,showing how the allowed region in the

sin2 �23-� m
2

31
-planeincreasesin the presenceofNSI.

This � gure is the result ofa com bined � t to sim ulated O PERA and M INO S data in term s ofthe \at-

m ospheric" neutrino oscillation param eters,leaving the m ixing angle �13 to vary freely. The inner black

dot-dashed curve correspondsto the resultobtained in the pure oscillation case (no NSI).As displayed in

the � gure,allowing for a free nonzero strength for NSI param eters "�� and "e� the allowed region grows

substantially,asseen in the solid,red curve.Interm ediateresultsassum ing di� erentupperboundson j"��j

strengthsarealso indicated in the � gure,and given in the legend.O ne seesthatthe NSIe� ectisdram atic

forlargeNSIm agnitudes.However,such largevaluesarein con ictwith atm osphericneutrino data [23,47].

In contrast, for lower NSI strengths allowed by the atm ospheric + M INO S data com bination [23], say

j"��j= 1:5,the NSI e� ect becom es m uch sm aller. Clearly beam experim ents currently can not com pete

with atm osphericneutrino data in constraining "��.Thereason forthegood sensitivity ofatm osphericdata

to the presence ofNSIisthe very large range in L=E ,especially the very high energy eventsare crucialin

constraining NSI[47].

In sum m ary,theinclusion ofO PERA data helpsonly forvery largevaluesof"�� ascan beseen also from

the� rstlineoftableII.Theselargevalues,howeverarealready excluded by thecom bination ofM INO S and

atm ospheric results[23]. W e checked thatdoubling the O PERA exposure doesnotchange thisconclusion.

Theslightim provem entby O PERA isexclusively duethe�� sam plein them uon trackerand theresultsdo

notchange ifwe exclude the �� sam ple from the analysis. The usefulnessofthe �� sam ple stem sfrom the

very di� erentvalueofL=E com pared to M INO S.Theseresultsarenottoo surprising,sinceeven a very high

energy neutrino factory willnotbeableto im provethebound on "�� in com parison to atm osphericneutrino

data [26].

M 2 O M 2+ O

90% C.L. 95% C.L. 90% C.L. 95% C.L. 90% C.L. 95% C.L.

"�� [-10.8,10.8][-11.8,11.8][-10.4,10.4][-11.0,11.0] [-8.5,8.5] [-9.2,9.2]

"e� [-1.9,0.9] [-2.3,1.0] [-2.1,1.4] [-2.5,1.6] [-1.6,0.9] [-2.0,1.0]

�m
2

31 [10
� 3

eV
2
] [2.3,4.5] [2.2,4.9] [2.0,5.0] [2.0,5.3] [2.3,3.8] [2.2,4.0]

sin2 �23 [0.08,0.92] [0.07,0.93] [0.08,0.92] [0.07,0.93] [0.12,0.88][0.11,0.89]

TABLE II:90% and 95% C.L.allowed regionsfor"��,"e�,�m
2

31 and sin
2
�23 fordi�erentsetsofexperim ents.Each

row isobtained m arginalizing overthe rem aining param etersin the table,plus�13.The true value forsin
2
2�13 is0.
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FIG .1:Shown isthe allowed region in the sin2 2�23-�m
2

31-plane at95% CL (2 dof).In this�t�13,"e� and "�� are

leftfree.The di�erentlinescorrespond to di�erentvaluesfor"�� asexplained in the legend.

A ppearance - probing FC N SI ("e�)

Itiswellknown that,in thepresenceofNSI,thedeterm ination of�13 exhibitsacontinuousdegeneracy[15]

between �13 and "e� which leadsto a drasticlossin sensitivity in �13.A m easurem entofonly Pe� and P���e at

oneL=E cannotdisentanglethetwo and willonly yield a constrainton a com bination of�13 and "e�.In this

context,ithasbeen shown in [17],thateven a very rudim entary ability to m easureP�� m ay besu� cientto

break thisdegeneracy.Therefore,itseem snaturalto ask whetherO PERA can im proveupon thesensitivity

for "e� that can be reached only with M INO S.The latter has been studied in [23]in com bination with

atm ospheric neutrinosand on itsown in Ref.[24]. The result,basically,wasthatM INO S willnotbe able

to break the degeneracy between �13 and "e� and hence a possible �13 bound from M INO S will,in reality,

be a bound on a com bination of"e� and �13.

In tableIIwedisplay ourresultsfora truevalueof�13 = 0 and no NSI.Theallowed rangefor"e� shrinks

only very little by theinclusion ofO PERA data.Asin thecaseof"�� weexplicitly checked thatthisresult

isnotdue to the �� sam ple in O PERA butisentirely due to the di� erentL=E com pared to M INO S.Also

a two-fold increaseofthe O PERA exposuredoesnotsubstantially alterthe result.

In order to im prove the sensitivity to NSI and to break the degeneracy between �13 and "e� it willbe

necessary to getindependentinform ation on either"e� or�13. An im provem entofdirectboundson "e� is

in principlepossibleby using a very high energy �e beam and a closedetector,butthiswould requireeither

a neutrino factory ora high  beta beam . Both these possibilitiesare farin the future and willtherefore

not be considered any further in this letter. Thus,we focus on independent inform ation on �13. Reactor

experim entsare very sensitive to �13 butdo notfeelany in uence from "e� since the baseline isvery short

and theenergy very low which leadsto negligiblem attere� ects.Thisistrueforstandard M SW -likem atter

e� ectsaswellasnon-standard m attere� ectsdue to NSI[7]. W e considerhere asnew reactorexperim ent
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0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
sin2θ13

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

ε eτ

MINOS
2
 + DoubleCHOOZ

MINOS
2
 + OPERA + DoubleCHOOZ

true value

s2
13

2
 = 0.1

s2
13

2
 = 0.05

s2
13

2
 = 0.01

s2
13

2
 = 0

FIG .2: Shown are the allowed regionsin the sin2�23-"e�-plane at95% CL (2 dof). �m 2

31,�23 and "�� are leftfree

in this�t.Thesolid linescorrespond to thecom bination ofM INO S2 and D oubleCHO O Z while thedashed linesalso

include O PERA in the analysis.Each setoflinescorrespond to di�erenttrue valuesforsin
2
2�13,from leftto right:

0,0.01,0.05 and 0.1.

M 2 O M 2+ O M 2+ O + D C

90% C.L. 95% C.L. 90% C.L. 95% C.L. 90% C.L. 95% C.L. 90% C.L. 95% C.L.

"�� [-10.1,11.0][-11.2,12.0][-10.1,10.3][-10.8,11.0] [-7.9,9.0] [-8.7,9.6] [-5.1,5.3] [-5.6,5.8]

"e� [-4.2,1.3] [-4.5,1.5] [-4.3,1.5] [-5.0,1.8] [-3.7,1.2] [-4.1,1.4] [-0.5,0.4] [-0.7,0.5]

�m
2

31 [10
� 3

eV
2
] [2.3,4.6] [2.2,5.0] [2.0,4.8] [2.0,5.2] [2.3,4.0] [2.2,4.2] [2.3,2.8] [2.3,2.9]

sin2 �23 [0.09,0.92] [0.08,0.93] [0.09,0.93] [0.08,0.94] [0.13,0.90][0.12,0.91][0.24,0.78][0.22,0.80]

TABLE III:Sam e astable IIwith true value sin2 2�13 of0:1.

DoubleCHO O Z [38],butforourdiscussion Daya Bay [39]orRENO [48]would work equally well.In � gure2

we show the allowed regionsin the sin2�13-"e� plane forthe com binationsofM INO S and DoubleCHO O Z

(red solid curves)and ofM INO S,DoubleCHO O Z and O PERA (bluedashed curves)forfourdi� erentinput

values ofsin2 2�13 indicated in the plot. As expected,the e� ect ofDoubleCHO O Z in allfour cases is to

constrain the allowed sin2�13 range.The im pactofO PERA,given by the di� erence between the solid and

dashed lines,isabsentforvery sm alltruevaluesofsin2�13 and increaseswith increasingtruevalues.Forthe

largestcurrently perm issible valuesof�13 ’ 0:16,O PERA can considerably reduce the size ofthe allowed

region and help to resolve the degeneracy. In that param eter region a m oderate increase in the O PERA

exposure would m ake itpossible to constrain large negativevaluesof"e�.Again,thise� ecthasnothing to

do with �� detection and,in thiscase,isbased on the di� erentL=E in �e-appearancechannel.
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C O N C LU SIO N

In thisletterwehavestudied how O PERA can help in im provingthesensitivitieson neutrinonon-standard

contactinteractionsofthe third fam ily ofneutrinos.In ouranalysiswe considered a com bined O PERA � t

togetherwith high statisticsM INO S data,in orderto obtain restrictionson neutrino oscillation param eters

in the presence ofNSI.Due to its unique ability ofdetecting �� one would expect that the inclusion of

O PERA data would provide new im proved lim its on the universality violating NSI param eter "��. W e

found,however,thatthe �� data sam ple istoo sm allto be ofstatisticalsigni� cance.Thisholdseven ifwe

double the nom inalexposure ofO PERA to 9 � 1019 pot. O PERA also has a �� sam ple,which can help

constraining NSI.Here the e� ect is due to the very di� erent L=E ofO PERA com pared to M INO S.This

m akesthe O PERA �� sam ple m ore sensitive to NSI.However,the im provem entissm alland happensin a

partofthe NSIparam eterspacewhich isessentially excluded by atm osphericneutrino data.

W e have also studied the possibility ofconstraining the FC NSI param eter "e�. For this purpose it is

crucialto have a good knowledge of�13. Therefore,we included future DoubleCHO O Z data,since reactor

neutrino experim entsare insensitive to the presence ofNSIofthe type considered here.Therefore,reactor

experim entscan provideaclean m easurem entof�13,which in turn can beused in theanalysisoflongbaseline

data to probetheNSI.DoubleCHO O Z isonly the� rstnew reactorexperim entand m oreaccurateoneslike

Daya Bay orReno willfollow.O urresultwould bequalitatively thesam eifwewould haveconsidered those,

m ore precise,experim ents,but clearly the num ericalvalues ofthe obtained bounds would im prove. The

conclusion for"e� with respectto the�� sam pleisthesam easbefore:thesam pleisvery m uch too sm allto

beofany statisticalsigni� cance.O PERA’sdi� erentL=E again provesto beitsm ostim portantfeatureand

allowsto shrink the allowed region on the sin2 �13-"e� plane forlarge �13 values.Here a m odestincreasein

O PERA exposurewould allow tocom pletely liftthe�13-"e� degeneracy and thustoobtain auniquesolution.

W ewould liketothank C.Hagnerforusefulinform ation abouttheO PERA experim ent.PH acknowledges

thewarm hospitality atIFIC atwhich partsofthiswork wereperform ed.Thiswork hasbeen supported by

Spanish grantsFPA2005-01269 (M EC)and ACO M P07/270 (G eneralitatValenciana)and by the European

Com m ission RTN Contract M RTN-CT-2004-503369. AEP thanks CERN Theory division for hospitality

during hisstay and M EC fora FPU grant.
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