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E xecutive Sum m ary

In the last few years there has been interest in a new generation of high intensity
multiG &V proton accelerators. At Fem ikhb, two possible proton driver schem es
have been proposed to enable theM ain Inector (M I) beam power to be increased by
abouta factorof veto 2m egawatts. T he presently favored schem e isbased on a new
8 G &V superconducting (SC ) linac that utilizes, and helps develop, Linear C ollider
technology.

T he interest in a new Fermm ilab Proton D river ism otivated by the exciting discov—
eries that have been m ade in the neutrino sector; nam ely that neutrinos have m ass
and that neutrinos of one avor can transform them selves into neutrinos of a di er-
ent avor as they propagate over m acroscopic distances. T his is exciting because it
requires new physics beyond the Standard M odel. However, we do not yet have a
com plete know ledge of neutrino m asses and m ixing. Understanding these neutrino
properties is in portant because neutrinos are the m ost comm on m atter particles in
the universe. Tn num ber, they exceed the constituents of ordinary m atter (electrons,
protons, neutrons) by a factor of ten billion. T hey probably account for at least as
much energy In the universe as all the stars com bined and, depending on their exact
m asses, m ght also account for a few percent of the socalled \dark m atter". Tn ad-
dition, neutrinos are In portant in stellar processes. T here are 70 billion per second
stream ing through each square centin eter of the Earth from the Sun. N eutrinos gov—
em the dynam ics of supemovae, and hence the production of heavy elem ents In the
universe. Furthem ore, if there is CP violation in the neutrino sector, the physics of
neutrinos in the early universe m ight ultim ately be responsible for baryogenesis. If
we are to understand \why we are here" and the kasic nature of the universe in which
we live, we m ust understand the kasic properties of the neutrino.

To dentify the best ways to address them ost In portant open neutrino questions,
and to determn ine an e ective, fruitfulU S. role w ithin a global experin ental neutrino
program , the Am erican Physical Society’s D wvisions of N uclear Physics and Particles
and Fields, togetherw ith the D isions of A strophysics and the Physics of Beam s, have
recently conducted a \Study on the Physics of N eutrinos". T his study recom m ended
\... as a high priority, a com prehensive U .S. program t© com plkte our understanding
of neutrino m ixing, to determ ine the character of the neutrino m ass spectrum , and
o search for CP viokhtion am ong neutrinos" , and denti ed, as a key ingredient of
the future program , \A proton driver in the m egawatt class or alove and neutrino
Superleam w ith an appropriate very large detector capabl of observing CP violation
and m easuring the neutrino m ass—squaraed di erences and m ixing param eters w ith high
precision.” T he proposed Fermm ilab Proton D river would, together w ith a suitable
new detector, ful Ilthisneed by providing a 2 m egaw att proton beam atM ain In ctor
(M I) energies for the future \N eutrinos at the M ain In gctor" (NuM I) program .

The NuM I beam isunigue. Tt is the only neutrino beam that has an appropriate
energy and a su ciently long baseline to produce, due to m atter e ects, signi cant
changes in the e ective oscillation param eters. T hese m atter e ects can be exploited
to determ ine the pattem of neutrino m asses. Furthem ore, w hen com bined w ith m ea—
surem ents from the m uch-shorterbaseline T 2K experin ent being built in Japan, an



appropriate NuM IHoased experin ent could exploit m atter e ects to achieve a greatly
enhanced sensitivity to CP violation In the neutrino sector.

To obtain su cient statistical sensitivity to determ ine the pattem of neutrino
m asses and search for CP violation over a large region of param eter-space w ill require
a new detector with a ducialm ass of tens of kibtons and a neutrino beam w ith
the highest practical intensity. Hence, the prin ary m otivation for the new Fem ilab
Proton D river is to enable an increase in theM Tbeam power to them axinmum that is
considered practical. T he achievable sensitivity to the pattem of neutrinom asses, and
to CP violation,w illdepend on the unknow n neutrino m ixing angle 3. Experin ents
using the NuM Ibeam in the Ferm ilab P roton D river era would be able to search fora

nite ;3 with a sensitivity well beyond that achievable w ith the present NuM Ibeam ,
the T 2K beam , or at future reactor experin ents.

In the presently favored 8 G&V SC linac proton driver scheme the M I Iltine
is very short (<1 ms), which m eans that the M I can deliver 2 m egaw atts of beam
at any energy from 40 to 120 G &V, and In provam ents to the M I ramp tin e can
further increase the beam power. The short 11 tim e also m eans that the m a prity
of the 8 G &V cycles will not be used by the M I. Hence the SC linac could support
a second high-intensity physics program using the prin ary beam at 8 G &V with an
initial beam power of 0.5 m egawatts, upgradeable to 2 m egawatts (a factor of 64
Increase of the present 8 G €V Booster beam ). Both the prin ary proton beam s (M I
and 8 G €V ) could be usad to create neutrino beam s. Both these beam s are needed for
an extensive program of neutrino scattering m easurem ents. T hese m easurem ents are
not only of interest in their own right, but are also needed to reduce the system atic
uncertainties on the neutrino oscillation m easurem ents which arise from our lim ited
know ledge of the relevant neutrino cross sections.

A Ithough neutrino oscillations provide the prim ary m otivation for interest in the
Ferm ilab Proton D river, the participation in recent proton driver physics workshops
hasbeen broader than the neutrino physics com m unity. N ote that intensem uon, pion,
kaon , neutron, and antiproton beam s at the Ferm ilab Proton D riverwould o er great

exbility for the future program ,and could support a diverse program of experin ents
of interest to particle physicists, nuclear physicists, and nuclearastrophysicists. In
particular, as the Large Hadron Collider (LHC ) and Intemational Linear Collider
(ILC ) begin to probe the energy frontier, a new round of precision avor physics
experin ents would provide Inform ation that is com plem entary to the LHC and ILC
data by indirectly probing high m ass scales through radiative corrections. Thiswould
helo to elicidate the nature of any new physics that is discovered at the energy
frontier. Exam ples of speci ¢ experim ents of this type that could be supported at
the Femm ikb Proton D river nclude (i) at theM I: K * ! * —, K. ! 9 7, and
Ky ! %¢*e ,and (ii) usihg the 8 GeV prinary beam to produce an intense low
energy muon source: muon (g  2) measuram ents and searches for a m uon electric
dipolemoment, ! e ,and ! e conversion. Should no new physics be discovered
at the LHC and/or ILC then, for the foreseeable future, precision m uon, pion, kaon,
and neutron m easurem ents at a high—intensity proton source m ay provide the only
practicalway to probe physics at higher m ass scales.



Them ain conclusions presented in this report are:

1.

Independent of the value of the unknown m ixing angle 3 an initial Ferm ilab
Proton D river long-baseline neutrino experin ent w illm ake a critical contribu-—
tion to the global oscillation program .

. If 13 isvery small the initial Ferm ilab Proton D river experin ent w ill provide

them ost strringent Iim it on 13 and prepare the way for a neutrino factory. T he
expected 13 sensitivity exceeds that expected for reactorbased experim ents, or
any other acceleratorbased experim ents.

. If 13 is su clently Jarge the initial Ferm ilab Proton D river experim ent w ill

precisely m easure its value, perhaps determ ine the m ass hierarchy, and prepare
the way for a sensitive search for CP violation. The value of (3 willguide the
further evolution of the Proton D river neutrino program .

. The Ferm ilab P roton D river neutrino experin ents w ill also m ake precision m ea—

surem ents of the other oscillation param eters, and conduct an extensive set of
neutrino scattering m easurem ents, som e of which are in portant for the oscil-
lation program . Note that the neutrino scattering m easurem ents require the
highest achievable intensities at both M T energiesand at 8 G &V .

. The Ferm ilab Proton D river could also support a broad range of other exper—

In ents of interest to particle physicists, nuclear physicists, and nuclear astro-
physicists. T hese experim ents could exploit antiproton—and kaon-eam s from
theM I, orm uon-, pion—, or neutron-beam s from the 8 G &V lnac. These\low en—
ergy" experin ents would provide sensitivity to new physics at high m ass scales
which would be com plem entary to m easurem ents at the LHC and beyond.
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1 Introduction

In the last few years there hasbeen Interest in a new generation ofhigh intensity m ulti-
G &V proton accelerators capable of delivering a beam ofone ora few m egawatts. The
Interest In these high-intensity accelerators is driven by the exciting discoverdes that
have been m ade in the neutrino sector; nam ely that neutrinos have m ass and that
neutrinos of one avor can transform theam selves into neutrinos of a di erent avor
as they propagate over m acroscopic distances. T his requires new physics beyond the
Standard M odel (SM ). To dentify the m ost In portant open neutrino physics ques-
tions, evaluate the physics reach of various proposed ways of answ ering the questions,
and to determ ine an e ective, fruitfulU S. role w ithin a global experin ental neutrino
program , the Am erican Physical Society’s D wvisions of N uclear Physics and Particles
and Fields, together w ith the D ivisions of A strophysics and the Physics of Beam s,
have recently conducted a \Study on the Physics of N eutrinos". The resulting AP S
report [1 ]recomm ended \ ... as a high priority, a com prehensive U .S . program to com —
plkete our understanding of neutrino m ixing, t determ ine the character of the neutrino
m ass spectrum , and to search for CP violation am ong neutrinos." The APS study
denti ed, asa key ngredient of the future program ,\A proton driver in the m egawatt
clss or alove and neutrino superleam w ith an appropriate very large detector capable
of observing CP viokhtion and m easuring the neutrino m ass-squared di erences and
m ixing param eters w ith high precision.” A Fem ilab Proton D river would, together
w ith a suitalbble new detector, ful 1lthis need by providing a 2 m egaw att proton beam
atM ain Tnpctor M I) energies for the future \N eutrinos at theM I" (NuM T) program .

Fem ilab hosts the U S.acceleratorbased neutrino program and,w ith the recently
com pleted NuM I beam line, is operating the longestbaseline neutrino beam in the
world. The NuM Ibeam w ill, for the foreseeable future, provide the only accelerator-
basad neutrino baseline that is long enough form atter e ects to signi cantly change
the e ective neutrino oscillation param eters. T hese m atter e ects can be exploited
to answer one of the key questions in neutrino physics, nam ely: W hich of the two
presently viable pattems of neutrino m ass is the correct one ? Furthem ore, when
com bined w ith m easurem ents from the m uch shorterbaseline T 2K experin ent being
built in Japan, an appropriate NuM IHoased experim ental program could exploitm at-
ter e ects and achieve a greatly enhanced sensitivity to CP violation in the neutrino
Sector.

To obtain su cient statistical sensitivity to determ ine the pattemn of neutrino
m asses and search for CP violation over a lJarge region of param eter -space w ill require
anew detectorw ith a ducialm assofa few tens ofkilotons, and a neutrino beam w ith
the highest practical intensity. H ence, the prim ary m otivation for the new Ferm ilab
P roton D river is to provide an increase in theM Ibeam power to them axinum thatis
considered practical, nam ely 2 m egaw atts. T he achievable sensitivity to the pattem of
neutrino m asses, and to CP violation, w ill depend on the unknown neutrino m ixing
angle 3. Experim ents using the NuM I beam in the Fem ilab Proton D river era
would be able to search fora nite 13 with a sensitivity well beyond that achievable
w ith the present NuM I beam , the T 2K beam , or at future reactor experin ents. For
this reason the APS neutrino study report recomm ended a new proton driver be



constructed as early as is practical. In the illustrative road m ap given in the APS
report, construction begins in 2008, w ith operation beginning in 2012. In the longer
term , should 13 tum out to be close to or beyond the lin iting sensitivity of the

rst round of Ferm ilab P roton D river experin ents, the Ferm ilab P roton D river would
o er options for further upgrades to the detector and/or beam line to yield another
stepw ise in provem ent In sensitivity. T here would also be an option to develop the
Ferm ilab Proton D river com plex to support a neutrino factory.

T he preferred Ferm ilab Proton D river schem e isbased on a new 8 G €V supercon—
ducting (SC ) linac that utilizes, and helps develop, L inear C ollider technology. T he
M I 1ltim e isvery short (< 1m s),which m eans that theM I can deliver 2 m egaw atts
of beam at any energy from 40 to 120 G €V , and that im provem ents to the M I ram p
tin e can further increase the beam power. The short 1l tim e also m eans that the
m a prity of the 8 G&V cycles w ill not be usad by the M I. Hence the SC linac could
support a second high—intensity physics program using the prim ary beam at 8 G &V
with an initial beam power of 0.5 m egaw atts, upgradeable to 2 m egaw atts.

A Ithough neutrino oscillations provide the prim ary m otivation for interest in the
Ferm ilab Proton D river, the com m unity participating in recent proton driver physics
workshops has been broader than the neutrino physics com m unity. N ote that intense
muon, pion, kaon, neutron, and antiproton beam s at the Ferm iab Proton D river
would o ergreat exibility for the future program , and could support a diverse pro—
gram of experim ents of interest to particle physicists, nuclear physicists, and nuclear-
astrophysicists. In particular, as the Large Hadron C ollider (LHC ) and Intemational
Linear Collider (ILC ) begin to probe the energy frontier, a new round of precision a-
vor physics experim ents would provide inform ation that is com plem entary to the LHC
and ILC data by indirectly probing high m ass scales through radiative corrections.
Thiswould help to elucidate the nature of any new physics that is discovered at the
energy frontier. Exam ples of speci ¢ experin ents of this type that could be supported
at the Fem ilab Proton D river include (i) attheM :K * !  * —,K . ! ¢ —,and
Ky ! %¢*e , and (ii) usihg the 8 GeV prinary beam to produce an intense low
energy muon source: muon (g  2) measuram ents and searches for a m uon electric
dipolemoment, ! e ,and ! e conversion. Should no new physics be discovered
at the LHC and/or ILC then, for the foreseeable future, precision m uon, pion, kaon,
and neutron m easurem ents at a high—-intensity proton source m ay provide the only
practicalway to probe physics at higher m ass scales.

T his docum ent sum m arizes the physics opportunities that would be provided by
a new proton driver at Fem ikhb. In particular, the physics that could be done w ith
a 2megawatt M I beam , and the physics that could bedonewith a 05 -2 m egawatt
8 G &V beam . Sections 2 and 3 describe respectively the potential neutrino oscillation
and neutrino scattering physics program s. Section 4 describes the broader physics
program using m uon-—, pion—, and neutron-beam s produced w ith a high intensity pri-
m ary proton beam at 8 G &V, and using kaon—and antiprotonJdoeam s produced w ith
the M I prim ary proton beam . An overview of the com plete proton driver program is
given in Section 5, and a summ ary in Section 6.



2 N eutrino O scillations

N eutrinos are the m ost comm on m atter particles In the universe. Tn num ber, they
exceaed the constituents of ordinary m atter (electrons, protons, neutrons) by a factor
of ten billion. T hey probably account for at least as m uch energy in the universe as
all the stars com bined and, depending on their exact m asses, m ight also account for
a few percent of the socalled \dark m atter". In addition, neutrinos are im portant
in stellar processes. There are about 7  10'° am ? sec! stream ing through the
Earth from the Sun. Neutrinos govem the dynam ics of supemovae, and hence the
production of heavy elem ents in the universe. Furthem ore, if there is CP violation
In the neutrino sector, the physics of neutrinos in the early universe m ight ultim ately
be regponsble for baryogenesis. If we are t understand \why we are here" and the
lasic nature of the universe in which we live, we m ust understand the kasic properties
of the neutrino.

In the last few years solar, atm ospheric, and reactor neutrino experin ents have
revolutionized our understanding of the nature of neutrinos. W e now know that neu-
trinos produced in a given avor eigenstate can transform them selves into neutrinos
of a di erent avor as they propagate over m acroscopic distances. T hism eans that,
Iike quarks, neutrinos have a non—zero m ass, the avor elgenstates are di erent from
the m ass eigenstates, and hence neutrinosm ix. H owever, we have incom plete know -
edge of the properties of neutrinos since we do not know the spectrum of neutrino
m asses, and we have only partial know kdge of the m ixing am ong the three known
neutrino avor eigenstates. Furthem ore, it is possible that the sin plest three- avor
m ixing schem e is not the whole story, and that a com plete understanding of neutrino
properties w ill require a m ore com plicated fram ew ork . In addition to determm ining the
param eters that describe the neutrino sector, the three— avorm ixing fram ew ork m ust
also be tested.

The SM cannot accom m odate non—zero neutrino m ass term s w ithout som e m od—
i cation. W e m ust either introduce right-handed neutrinos (to generate D irac m ass
temm s) or allow neutrinos to be their own antiparticle (violating lepton num ber con—
servation, and allow ing M a prana m ass term s). H ence the physics of neutrino m asses
is physics keyond the Standard M cdel. A Ithough we do not know the neutrino m ass
Spectrum , we do know that the m asses, and the associated m ass—splittings, are tiny
com pared to the m asses of any other fiindam ental ferm ion. This suggests that the
physics responsible for neutrino m ass w ill include new com ponents radically di erent
from those of the SM . Furthem ore, although we do not have com plete know ledge of
them ixing between di erent neutrino avors,we do know that it is qualitatively very
di erent from the corresponding m ixing between di erent quark avors. T he observed
di erence necessarily constrains our ideas about the underlying relationship between
quarks and leptons, and hence m odels of quark and lepton uni cation in general, and
G rand Uni ed Theories (GU T s) In particular. N ote that in neutrino m assm odels the
Seesaw m echanisn [2{6] provides a quantitative explanation for the observed an all
neutrinom asses, w hich arise as a consequence of the existence of right-handed neutral
leptons at the GUT —scale. O ver the last few years, as our know ledge of the neutrino
oscillation param eters has in proved, a previous generation of neutrino m ass m odels



has already been ruled out, and a new set ofm odels has em erged speci cally designed
to accom m odate the neutrino param eters. Further in provem ent in our know ledge of
the oscillation param eters w ill necessarily refect m any of these m odels, and presum —
ably encourage the em ergence of new ideas. H ence neutrino physics is experim entally
driven, and the experim ents are already directing our ideas alout what lies beyond the
Standard M odel.

O ur desire to understand both the universe in which we live and physics beyond
the SM provides a com pelling case for an experin ental program that can elucidate the
neutrino m ass spectrum , m easure neutrino m ixing, and test the three- avor m ixing
fram ework. Tt seam s likely that com plete know ledge of the neutrino m ass splittings
and m ixing param eters is accessible to acceleratordbased neutrino oscillation exper-
Inents. In the ollow ng we rst Introduce the three- avor m ixing fram ework and
dentify the critical m easuram ents that need to be made in the future oscillation
physics program . The sensitivity of the Fem ilab program based on a new P roton
D river is then considered in the context of the global experim ental program .

2.1 O scillation Fram ew ork and M easurem ents

T here are three known neutrino avoreigenstates = (.; ; ). Since transitions
have been observed between the avor elgenstates we now know that neutrinos have
non-zero m asses, and that there ism ixing between the avor eigenstates. The m ass

eigenstates ;= ( 1; »; 3)withmassesm;= (m;;m,; m3)arerclated to the avor
eigenstatesby a 3 3 unitary m xingmatrix U ,
X
j i= U ) Jid (1)

i

Four num bers are needed to specify all of the m atrix elem ents, nam ely three m ixing
angles ( 127 235 13) and one com plex phase ( ). In tem s of these param eters

0 N 1
C13C12 C13S12 S13€

i i
u =@ 3812 $13523C12€ ©3Cl2 S13S23512€ C13Sp B (2)
i i
S23512 S513C23C12€ S23C12 S513C23512€ C13C3

wherecy  cos 4 and s sin 4 . Neutrino oscillation m easurem ents have already
provided som e know ledge of U , which is approxin ately given by:

08 05 2
U =@ 04 06 07A (3)
04 006 077

W e have lin ited know ledge of the (1,3)-<elem ent of the m ixing m atrix. T his m atrix
elam ent is param etrized by s;se® . W e have only an upper lin it on ;5 and no
know ledge of . Note that 3 and are particularly im portant because if ;3 and
sin are non-zero there willbe CP violation in the neutrino sector.

N eutrino oscillations are driven by the splittings betw een the neutrino m ass eigen—
states. It is usefill to de ne the di erences between the squares of the m asses of

10
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Figure 1: Current experin ental constraints on the three m ixing angles 1, 23,and 13 and their
dependence on the two known m asssquared di erences m 2, and m 2;. The star indicates the
m ost likely solution. Figure taken from [1].

the m ass eigenstates m 2 m{ m%. The probability that a neutrino of en-

ij i

ergy E and initial avor will \oscillate" into a neutrino of avor is given by

P P( ! )= h Jexp( iH t)j ijz,whjch n vacuum is given by
3 2 3 3
X X3 X m 2,
P = U]Ujexp( JEjt) = UJU kU jUkeXp 1 B t (4)

J=1 =1 k=1

If neutrinos of energy E travel a distance L then a m easure of the propagation tin e
tisgiven by L=F . Non—zero m fj will result in neutrino avor oscillations that have
maxim a at given values of L.=F , and oscillation am plitudes that are determ ined by
thematrix elamnents U ; ,and hence by 12; 235 13,and

O ur present know ledge of the neutrino m ass splittings and m ixing m atrix, has
been obtained from atm ospheric [8,9], solar [10{15], reactor [16{18], and accelerator-
based [19] neutrino experim ents, and is summ arized in Fig.0l. The solarneutrino
experin ents and the reactor experim ent Kam LAND probe valies of L=E that are
sensitive to m %, and the m ixing angle 1,. O ur know ledge of these param eters is
shown in the left panel of Fig.[l. The atm ospheric-neutrino experin ents and the
accelerator based experin ent K 2K probe values of L=E that are sensitive to m 3,,
and them ixing angle ,3. O ur know ledge of these param eters is shown in the central
panel of Fig.[l. Searches for $ . transitions w ith values of L=E corresponding
to the atm osphericnheutrino scale are sensitive to the third m ixing angle ;3. To date
these searches have not obsarved this transition, and hence we have only an upper
Im it on 13, which com es predom inantly from the CHO O Z reactor experim ent [16],
and is shown In the right panel of F i.[l.

The m xing angles tell us about the avor content of the neutrino m ass eigen-
states. O ur know ledge of the m fj and the avor content of the m ass eigenstates is
summ arized In Fig.[d. Note that there are two possible pattems of neutrino m ass.
T his is because the neutrino oscillation experin ents to date have been sensitive to
the m agnitude of m 2%,, but not its sign. T he neutrino spectrum shown on the left
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Figure 2: The two possible arrangem ents of the m asses of the three known neutrinos, based on

neutrino oscillation m easurem ents. T he spectrum on the left corresponds to the N omm al H ierarchy

and has m %2 > 0. The spectrum on the right corresponds to the Inverted H jerarchy and has

m %2 < 0. The . fraction of each m ass eigenstate is indicated by the black solid region. The
and fractions are Indicated by the blue (red) regions respectively. The . fraction in the mass
eigenstate labeled \3" has been set to the CHO O Z bound. F gure taken from [7].

in Fig.[ is called the Nomm alM ass H jerarchy and corresponds to m 2, > 0. The
neutrino spectrum shown on the right is called the Inverted M ass H ierarchy and cor-
responds to m %, < 0. The reason we don’t know the sign of m 3,, and hence the
neutrino m ass hierarchy, is that neutrino oscillations In vacuum depend only on the
m agnitude of m Z,.However, In m atter the e ective param eters describing neutrino
transitions Involving electron-type neutrinos are m odi ed In a way that is sensitive
to the sign of m %2. An experiment with a su clently long baseline in m atter and
an appropriate L=E can therefore determm ine the neutrino m ass hierarchy.

Finally, it should be noted that there is a possible com plication to the simple
three- avor neutrino oscillation picture. The LSND [20] experin ent has reported
evidence form uon antimeutrino to electron antineutrino transitions forvalues of L=E
which are two orders of m agnitude sm aller than the corresponding values observed
for atm ospheric neutrinos. T he associated transition probability is very am all, of the
order of 0.3% . If this result is con m ed by theM miBooNE [21]experin ent, it will
require a third characteristic L=E range for neutrino avor transitions. Since each
L=F range in plies a di erent m ass—splitting between the participating neutrino m ass
eigenstates, con m ation of the LSND result would require m ore than three m ass
eigenstates. This would be an exciting and radical developm ent. Independent of
whether the LSND result is con m ed or not, it is In portant that the future global
neutrino oscillation program isable tom ake further tests of the three- avor oscillation
fram ew ork.

In summ ary, to com plete our know ledge of the neutrino m ixing m atrix and the
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pattem of neutrino m asses wemust m easure 3 and ,detem ine the sign of m 52,
and test the three- avor m ixing fram ework. T he prim ary, initial goal for a Fermm ilab
Proton D river w ill be to m ake these m easurem ents.

2.2 The Im portance of the U nansw ered Q uestions

N on—zero neutrino m asses require physics beyond the SM . T he determ ination of neu—
trino m asses and m xing w ill discrim Inate betw een various neutrino m odels and yield
clues that w i1l help determ ine w hether physics beyond the SM isdescribed by aGU T
or som e other theoretical fram ew ork.

T he basic neutrino questions that we would like to addressw ith a Ferm ilab P roton
D river are:

W hat is the order of m agnitude of 3?
Is the m ass hierarchy norm al or inverted?
Is there CP violation in the neutrino sector and w hat is the value of ?

T hese questions are discussed in the follow ing sections.

2.2.1 The im portance of i3

N eutrino oscillation experin ents have shown that two of the neutrino m ixing angles
(23 and 1,) are large. This was a surprise since the corresponding m ixing angles
In the quark m ixing m atrix are anall. W e have only an upper lin it on the thid
neutrino m ixing angle ;3. From this Iin it we know that ;3 ismuch an aller than s
or 1,.Howeverwehaveno good reason to expect it to be very am all. P redictions from
recentm odels are listed in Tablelll. M ost of the presently viable neutrino m assm odels
predict that 13 is close to the present bound. A value of 13 much sn aller than the
bound would suggest a new avor symm etry that suppresses thism ixing. H owever,
even if 13 isexactly zero at the GUT scale, radiative corrections would be expected
to drive its value away from zero at laboratory energies. In any case determ ining the
order of m agnitude of 5 willdiscrin inate between theoreticalm odels (Tabk[l) and
provide crucial guidance toward an understanding of the physics of neutrino m asses.
In addition to itstheoretical In portance, the size of 13 has In portant experin ental
consequences. If 13 is within an order of m agnitude of its present bound we w ill
probably know its value before the \Proton D river Era". A Ferm ilab Proton D river
would then enable them ass hierarchy to be determ ined and a search for CP violation
to be made. If ;3 is anall (sin® 2 13 < 0:01) we will not know its value before
the Proton Driver Era. The nitial Fem ilab Proton D river program would then
In prove our know ledge of ;3 and prepare the way for a second generation program .
If sin?2 15 & 0:005 the hitial Ferm ilab Proton D river experim ent would establish
its value and m ight also determ ine the m ass hierarchy, but would not be su ciently
sensitive to search for CP violation. A second generation program w ill be required.
T he options for this second generation include an upgraded detector w ith or w ithout
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M odel(s) R efs. sin®2 15

M inin alSO (10) [22] 013
0 hifbld SO (10) 23] 0.04
SO (10) + Flavor symm etry [24] 12 1¢
[25] 78 10

[26{28] 001 .. 0.04

[29{31] 009 ..018

SO (10) + Texture [32] 4 1¢¢ ..001
[33] 0.04

SU(2), SU@)k SU(4) [34] 0.09
F lavor sym m etries [35{37] 0
[38{40] . 0:004

[41{43] 10 % ..0.02

[40,44{47] 004 ..0.15

Textures [481] 4 100 ..0.01
[49{52] 003 ..015

3 2 seesaw 53] 0.04
54] (nh.) 0.02

(ih.) > 16 1¢

A narchy [55] > 004
R enomm alization group enhancem ent [56] 003 ..0.04
M -T heory m odel [57] 10 *

Table 1: Selection of predictions for sin? 2 15. T he num bers should be considered as order ofm ag-
nitude statem ents. T he abbreviations\n h." and \1h." refer to the nom aland inverted hierarchies,
respectively.

a new beam line, and a neutrino factory driven by the Proton D river. N ote that the
value of 13 will determ ine which faciliies and experim ents will e nesded lbeyond
the initdal Fermm ikbb Proton D river experim ents to com pkte the neutrino oscillation

program .

2.2.2 The in portance of the M ass H ierarchy

Speci ¢ neutrino m ass m odels are usually only com patible with one of the two pos-
sible neutrino m ass hierarchies (nom al or inverted). A m easurem ent of the sign of

m 3, would therefore discrim inate between m odels. For exam ple, G UT m odels w ith
a standard type I seesaw m echanian tend to predict a nom al hierarchy (see, for
exam ple, the review s Refs [58,59]), while an inverted hierarchy is often obtained in
m odels that em ploy avor symm etries such asL. L L [60,61].

A determ ination of the sign of m 3, would also have som e consequences for neu-—
trinoless double beta decay experin ents. A negative m 3, woul in ply a lower lim it
on the e ective m ass for neutrinoless double beta decay (in the case of M a prana
neutrinos) which would be expected to be within reach of the next generation of
experin ents.
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2.2.3 The In portance of CP V iolation and

Leptogenesis [62], in which CP violation in the leptonic Yukawa couplings ultim ately
results in a baryon asymm etry in the early Universe, provides an attractive possible
explanation for the obsarved baryon asymm etry. In the m ost general case, the CP
phases involved In leptogenesis are not related to the low -energy CP phases that ap-
pear in the e ective neutrino m ass m atrix [63,64]. However, speci ¢ neutrino m ass
m odels can yield relationships between the CP violation relevant to leptogenesis and
the low-energy CP phases. Indeed, to successfilly obtain leptogenesis som e m odels
require a non—zero phase (see, for exam ple, Refs [53,65]). Hence, although a m ea—
surem ent of CP violation in the neutrino sector would not establish leptogenesis as
the right explanation for the ocbsarved baryon asym m etry, it would be suggestive and
ameasuram ent of would discrin inate between explicit neutrino m assm odels.

224 O ther O scillation P hysics

W ith a Proton D river the Fem ilab neutrino program would provide a path to the
ultim ate sensitivity form easuram ents of 13, them ass hierarchy, and CP violation. In
addition to these crucialm easurem ents, to discrin Inate between di erent theoretical
m odels, it w ill also be In portant to In prove the precision of the other oscillation pa-
rameters ( 157 23; M 3,; m 3,). Note that ,3 is of particular interest as its current,
poorly determ ined, value is consistent w ith m axin alm ixing in the (2,3) sector. Is
this m ixing really m axim al? Furthem ore the level of consistency between the pre-
cisely m easured values of the param eters in the various appearance and disappearance
m odes will test the 3 avor m ixing fram ework, possibly leading to further exciting
discoveries. T he Fermm ilab Proton D river would not only address the value of 15, the
m ass hierarchy, and CP violation, but would also provide a m ore com prehensive set
ofm easurem ents that could lead to further unexpected surprises.

2.3 Evolution of the Sensitivity to 13

In the com ing years we can expect in provem ents in our know ledge of the oscillation
param eters from the present generation of running experin ents (M niBooNE , K am —
LAND,K2K,M INOS, SNO, SuperK ) and experin ents under construction (T 2K ).
Beyond this a new generation of reactor and accelerator based experim ents are be-
Ihg proposed (for exam ple the Double-CHO O Z reactor experim ent and the NO A
experin ent using the Ferm ilab NuM I beam ). In the com ing decade the search for a
non-zero 13 is of particular in portance since, not only is 13 the only unm easured
m ixing angle, but its value w ill determm ine the progpects for determ ining the m ass
hierarchy and m aking a sensitive search for CP violation.

Tn this section we describe the expected evolution of our sensitivity to 13 over the
next ten to fteen years, a tin e period that includes a rst generation of Ferm ilab
Proton D river experin ents. A list of relevant experim ents and their characteristics is
given in Table[d. The sin? 2 ;5 sensitivities for these experin ents are summ arized i
Fi.[d, where the other oscillation param eters have been chosen to correspond to the
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Label L hE i Psource D etector technology Mpet tun
Conventionalbeam experim ents:

M INOS 735 km 3Gev 377 18 pot=sy M agn. iron calorin . 54kt bSyr
TARUS 732km 17Gev 45 1¥pot=y LigudArgon TPC 235kt 5yr
OPERA 732km 17Gev 45 18 pot=y Emul cbud chamb. 165kt 5yr
O A xis experim ents:

T 2K 295km  0:76Gev 10 16 pot=y W ater Cherenkov 225kt Syr
NO AY 810km 222Gev 65 18 pot=y TASD 30kt Syr
R eactor experim ents:

D -Chooz’ 1:05km 4M eV 2 425GW  Liguid Scintillator 113t 3yr
ReactorI  1:70km 4M eV 8GW  Liguid Scintillator 200t 5yr
Yy proposed

Table 2: The di erent experim ents discussed in the text. The table show s, for each experin ent,
the baseline L, the m ean neutrino energy hE 1, the source power Psource (fOr beam s: In protons
on target per year, for reactors: In gigawatts of them al reactor power), the detector technology,
the ducialdetectormassm per, and the running tim e t,, . Note that m ost results are, to a rst
approxin ation, a function of the product of running tin e, detector m ass, and source power. Table
modi ed from Ref [66].

present central values. N ote that In general the sensitivities of the accelerator based
experin ents are dom nated by statistical uncertainties. To m ake further progress w ill
require Jarger detectors and higher intensity beam s. R eactordbased experin ents, by
contrast, are dom inated by system atic uncertainties.

In Interpreting Fig.[d it is in portant to note that it show s the 90% sensitivity
in contrast to the 3 discovery reach shown in Figs.[d and . The 90% sensitivity
is calrulated by setting the \true" valie of sh? 2 15 equal to zero in the calculation
and then ndig the I it on sin®2 ;5 that can be set at 90% con dence given all
possble valuesof and them ass hierarchy. It is the appropriate quantity to calculate
if one wants to understand how low an experin ent can set a lin it on the value of
sin?2 ;5. The 3 discovery reach is calculated by nding the value of sin? 2 ;5 that
can be distinguished from zero at 3 con dence. Tt is the appropriate quantity if one
is Interested in know ing when one can determ ine that sin? 2 ;5 isnon—zero. Because of
the correlated e ectsofsin? 2 13, and thehierarchy (am ong others) we can determ ine
that sh? 2 15 is non—zero wellbefore m easuring its actualvalie. From the perspective
of a Fem ilab Proton D river program the 3 discovery reach is the m ore relevant
quantity as the interest is in know ing that sin? 2 ;5 is non—zero. Then one can set
aboutdesigning an optin ised program to go after CP violation and them asshierarchy.

2.3.1 ConventionalBeam Experim ents

M INO S isa m uon-neutrino disappearance experim ent that is expected to con m the
oscillation interpretation of the atm ospheric neutrino data and to betterdeterm ine the
associated jm 29. M INO S will also have som e capability to detect electron-neutrino
appearance, and hence has som e sensitivity to 13. H owever, this sensitivity is lin ited.
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Figure 3: The sin? 2 13 sensitivity lim it at the 90% CL forM WO S, CARUS,and OPERA com bined,
D oubk-Chooz, T 2K , 2"¢ generation reactor experin ent (ReactorII),and NO A .T he left edgesofthe
bars are obtained for the statistics lin its only, w hereas the right edges are obtained after successively
sw itching on system atics, correlations, and degeneracies, ie., they correspond to the nal sin®2 15
sensitivity lin its. T he gray-shaded region corresponds to the current sin? 2 15 bound at 90% CL.
For the true values of the oscillation param eters, we use jm 3,3= 2:0 10 *eV?,sih’2 55 = 1,

m 2, =70 10 °ev?,sih®2 1, = 08 [14,67{69], and a norm alm ass hierarchy. F igure extended
version from Ref. [66].

M INO S is just beginning to take data. In the com ing 5 yearswe expect M INO S to
determ ine 5 if it is very close to the present bound. M INO S is also expected to
reduce the uncertainty on jm 3, jto about 10% .

In Europe, the CNG S program consists of two experim ents, CARUS and OPERA,
designed to study tau-neutrino appearance w ith an L/E corresponding to the atm o—
Spoheric neutrino oscillation scale. They w ill also have sensitivity to electron-neutrino
appearance, and hence to 3. The CNG S experin ents are expected to begin running
In a faw years. A fter 5 years of data taking, the com bined sensitivity of TARUS,
OPERA,and M INO S willenablk sin® 2 ;3 to be determ ined if it exceeds ~ 0:06.

232 0 -AxisExperim ents

Looking further into the future, signi cant progress could be m ade w ith a new long—
baseline experin ent that exploits the NuM Ibeam line, together w ith a P roton D river,
and a detector that isoptin ized to detect . appearance. A fthough noNuM Iupgraded
experin ent has yet received nal approval, we m ght In agine that NO A, or an
equivalent experim ent, is approved, constructed, and becom es operational in 5-10
years from now . A fter 5 years of data taking we would expect NO A to determnm ine
sin? 2 13 if it exceeds  0:02.

In Japan the JPARC beam line for T 2K , a high-statistics, o -axis, second gener-
ation version of K 2K , has been approved, and is expected to be com pleted in 2009.
W ith 5 yearsofdata taking T 2K isexpected to detem e sin® 2 15 ffitexcesds 0:02.
The combined NO A and T 2K sensitivity would be in the range 0.01-0.02.
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2.3.3 Reactor Experim ents

A new generation of reactor experin ents are being proposed w ith detectors and base—
lines chosen to be sensitive to 13 . A lthough choices stillhave to bem ade to determm ine
which of these experin ents are supported, it seam s reasonable to assum e that one or
tw 0 reactor experin ents w ill be executed in the com ing decade. The D oubleCHOO Z
experin ent appears to be furthest along in the approval process. T his experin ent
is expected to determm e sin® 2 ;5 if it exceeds  0:03. Beyond this, a m ore ambi-
tious reactor experim ent, referred to in Table[d as R eactor II, m ight be expected to
reach a sensitivity sin? 2 ;5 approaching 0.01 at 90% con dence (the curves in F igs.[d
and [{ are for 3 discovery). This sensitivity is lin ited by systam atic uncertainties
but, if achieved, w ill be slightly better, for som e values of , than the corresponding
sensitivity expected for T2K or NO A , but worse for other values of

2.3.4 The Evolution

T he anticipated evolution of the sin® 2 ;5 discovery reach of the global neutrino os-
cillation program is illustrated in Fig.[4. The sensitivity is expected to in prove by
about an order of m agnitude over the next decade. T his progress is expected to be
accom plished in several steps, each yielding a factor of a few increased sensitivity.
D uring this rst decade the Ferm ilab program w ill have contributed to the In proving
globalsensitivity with M INO S, followed by NO A .M INO S istheon+am p fortheUS
long-baseline neutrino oscillation program . NO A would be the next step. N ote that
we assum e that NO A starts taking data w ith the existing beam line before the Pro—
ton D river era. The Proton D river would take NO A into the fast lane of the global
program . A lso note that the accelerator based and reactor based experim ents are
com plem entary. In particular, the reactor experin ents m ake disappearance m easure—
m ents, 1in ited by system atic uncertainties. The NO A experin ent is an appearance
experim ent, lim ited by statistical uncertainties, and probes regions of param eter space
beyond the reach of the proposed reactor experim ents.
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Figure 4: Anticipated evolution of the sin® 2 15 discovery reach for the global neutrino program .
The curves show the 3 sensitivities for each experim ent to observe a non-zero value of sin® 2 15.
T he bands re ect the dependence of the sensitivity on the CP violating phase . The calculations
are based on the experim ent sim ulations in Refs. [66,70] and include statistical and system atic un—
certainties and param eter correlations. T hey assum e a nom alhierarchy and m %1 =25 10 3ev?,
sin® 2 3= 1, m %1 =82 10 5eV2, sin® 2 12 = 0:83. A llexperin ents are operated w ith neutrino
running only and the full detector m ass is assum ed to be available right from the begihning. The
starting tin es of the experin ents have been chosen as close as possible to those stated In the respec-
tive LO Is. Reactordland FPD refer, respectively, to a 2°¢ generation reactor experin ent and to the

Ferm ilab P roton D river.
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Figure 5: Anticipated evolution of the sin® 2 15 discovery reach for the globalneutrino program . See
caption for F ig.[ for details. T he \branching point" refers to the decision point for the experin ental
program (rather than the Ferm ilab P roton D river), ie., betw een an upgraded beam and/or detector
and a neutrino factory program . T he upgrade 2ndG enPD Exp (Second G eneration Proton D river
E xperin ent) is assum ed to start ten years after T 2K starts and the curve uses num bers from the
T 2HK proposal. T he neutrino factory is assum ed to start about ten years after the branching point
and to sw itch polarity after 2.5 years.

20



24 Femm ilab Proton D river O scillation P hysics P rogram

Tndependent of the value of 3 the Initial Fermnm ilab Proton D river long-baseline neu—
trino experiment (NO A+ FPD ) is expected to m ake an Im portant contribution to
the globaloscillation program . If 13 isvery anallNO A+ FPD would be expected to
provide the m ost stringent lin it on this In portant param eter, and prepare the way
for a neutrino factory. If 13 issu clently large, NO A+ FPD would be expected to
m easure its value, perhaps determ ine the m ass hierarchy, and prepare the way for a
sensitive search for CP violation. T he evolution of the Ferm ilab P roton D river physics
program beyond the initial experin ents w illdepend not only on 45,butalso on what
other neutrino experin ents w ill be built elsswhere in the world. In considering the
Jong-term evolution of the Ferm ilab P roton D river program wem ust take into account
the uncertainty on the m agnitude of ;3 and consider how the globalprogram m ight
evolve.

W e begih by considering the evolution of the program if sin®2 15 < 0:01. In this
casewew illknow thatultim ately we w illneed a neutrino factory to com plete allofthe
In portant oscillation m easuram ents. T he initial Ferm ilab Proton D river experin ent
would be a search experim ent that would im prove the lim it on, or establish the value
of, 13.Fiy.[d showsa Iongertem version of the sin’ 2 ;5 discovery reach versus tim e
plots shown In Fig.[4. The mitial Ferm flab P roton D river experin ent would begin to
explore the region below sh®2 ;5 0:01 and could be upgraded to further in prove
the sensitivity by a factor of a few . T he neutrino factory would ultim ately provide a
two orders of m agnitude im provem ent in sensitivity.

W e have no reason to expect a very an all value for ;3. Hence, as the global
program achieves Increasing sensitivity to 3, at any tine a nite value m ight be
established, and the focus of the program w ill change from searching for evidence for

S . transitions to m easuring 13, determ Ining the m ass hierarchy, and searching
for CP vioktion. To explore how in this case the Fermm ilab Proton D river would
contribute to the global program we consider four cases:

Case 1: No Fem ilab Proton D river and no upgrade to the T 2K beam .
Case 2: An upgrade to the T 2K beam , but no Fermm ilab Proton D river.
Case 3: A Fem ikb Proton D river, but no upgrade to the T 2K beam .
C ase 4: Both a Ferm ilab Proton D river and an upgraded T 2K beam .

T he progpects for determ ining the neutrino m ass hierarchy and discovering CP
violation depend upon the valuesof 13 and . Figures[d[,[ and[@ show asa function
of sin? 2 13, for various com binations of experim ents, the fraction ofall possible values
of forwhich the m ass hierarchy can be determ ined (left panels) and CP violation
can be discovered (right panels).

The rst case, where there is no Ferm ilab Proton D river and no upgrade to the
T 2K beam ,isshown In Fig.[d. Note thateven by combining T2K and NO A data,one
cannot arrive at a 3 determ nation for CP violation. If, in addition to no Fermm ikb
Proton D river, there isno NO A then T 2K alone will not be able to detemm ine the
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Figure6: Case 1: N o Ferm ilab Proton D river and no upgrade to the T 2K beam . Reglons
of param eter space w here them ass hierarchy (left) and CP violation (right) can be observed at 95%

CL and at 3 , respectively. N ote that CP violation would not be visble at alland T 2K alone is not
sensitive to the hierarchy. NO A, T 2K , etc are de ned in Tablk[d.
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Figure 8: Case 3: A Ferm ilab Proton D river, but no upgrade to the T 2K beam . Regions
of param eter space w here them ass hierarchy (left) and CP violation (right) can be observed at 95%
CL and at 3 , respectively. NO A, T2K , etc are de ned in Tablk[d. The addition of T2K data
would not signi cantly change the position of these curves.
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Figure 9: Case 4: Both a Ferm ilab Proton D river and an upgraded T 2K beam . Regions
of param eter gpace w here them ass hierarchy (left) and CP violation (right) can be observed at 95%
CL and at 3 , respectively. NO A, T 2K , etc are de ned in Table[.
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D etector M ass | Proton Power | Running Tine
Nam e (kton) ™MW ) (years)
NO A 30 065 3 + 3
FPD+NO A 30 2.0 3 +3
FPD+NO A+2"NO A 30(+ 30) 2 6 (3) + 6 (3)
FPD+ New Long Baseline 125 or 500 2+ 2 5 +5
T 2K 50 0.77 3 + 3
T 2K 50 4 3 + 3
T2HK 500 4 3 + 3
3000km  Factory 50 4 3 + 3

Table 3: Summ ary of the various experin ents w hich are discussed in the text and Figs.[d and 3.

m ass hierarchy. NO A would provide som e sensitivity to the m ass hierarchy, which
would be som ewhat in proved by combining NO A and T 2K results.

The second case, where there is no Fem ilab Proton D river but the T 2K beam
is upgraded, is shown in Fig.[A. W e assum e that NO A is built, which will provide
som e sensitivity to the m ass hierarchy. In this case, there is som e param eter space
where CP violation can be seen at 3 , which expands dram atically if there isa 20-od
Increase in detectorm asswhich would happen ifH yperK am iokande were to be built.
However, there would always be a signi cant fraction of for which there would be
an am biguity due to the uncertain m ass hierarchy, which m eans that a degenerate
CP conserving solution m ay overlap the CP violating solution and destroy the CP
violation sensitivity. Since the baseline is 295 km , substantial beam and detector
upgrades to T 2K m ake only a m odest In pact on the m ass hierarchy sensitivity for a
Iim ited fraction of the param eter space.

The thid case, shown in Fig.[d, is where there is a Ferm ilab Proton D river, but
no T 2K upgrade T he curves show various options: either running w ith one or m ore
detectors located at di erent o axis angles from the NuM Ibeam line, or w ith a new
Jong baseline experim ent w ith a new beam line. N ote that the Ferm ilab P roton D river
yieldsa dram atic im provem ent in the potential to determ ine them asshierarchy, which
com pares favorably w ith Case 2. T he Initial Ferm ilab P roton D river experim ent would
have Iim ited sensitivity to CP violation, but further upgrades to the beam line and
detector would provide a signi cantly in proved sensitivity which is again favorable
when com pared to Case 2.

T he fourth case, shown in F ig.[d, isw here there isa both a Ferm ilab P roton D river
and an upgraded T 2K program . If in the nitial program the uxesare ncreased, but
detectors are not upgraded, then there is som e In provem ent in sensitivity over Case
3, particularly for the m ass hierarchy at large sin® 2 ;5.

In presenting the iIn pact of a Fem ilab Proton D river on the globalneutrino pro—
gram we have featured an o -axis narrow band beam experin ent, NO A .Recently
a group from Brookhaven has proposed an altemative approach which exploits an
on-axis broad band beam with a long baseline (L = 2540 km corresponding to BN L
to the Hom estake m ine) [7/1]. To understand whether this approach could also be
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In plem ented at Fem ikbb calculations have been m ade [72] for a baseline of 1290
km , corresponding to FNA L to the Hom estake m ine. T he resulting precision in the
(sin® 2 13; ) plane is found to be com parable to or better than the L = 2540 km case.
W hether the broadband beam concept is better or worse than the o -axis concept
depends critically on the assum ed background levels for the broadband experin ent.
A thid altemative has been proposed in which a broad energy range is covered by
a set of narrow band beam s going to the sam e detector, the tighter energy spread
signi cantly reducing backgrounds. O ne of these neutrino beam s would be produced
using the 8 G &V linac beam , and would require the highest practical prin ary beam
power (2 megawatts). W hichever is ultin ately preferred, the Fermm ilab Proton
D river would be able to accom m odate any of these altematives.

In sum m ary, although we do not know the value of 13 oratwhat point in tin e its
value willbe known, we do know that the Fem ilab Proton D river will o er choices
that will enable it to provide a critical contribution to the global program . In all the
cases considered, w ithout a Ferm ilab Proton D river the sensitivity to the neutrino
m ass hierarchy w ill be very lin ited.
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3 N eutrino Scattering

W hile neutrino oscillation experim ents probe the physics of neutrino m asses and m ix—
ng, neutrino scattering experin ents probe the interactions of neutrinos w ith ordinary
m atter, and enable a search for exotic neutrino properties. A com plete know ledge of
the role of neutrinos in the Universe in which we live requires a detailed know ledge
of neutrino m asses, m ixing, and Interactions.

O ur present know ledge of the neutrino and anti-neutrino scattering cross sections
In matter is lim ited. T he next generation of approved neutrino scattering experi-
ments, ncluding M WER A [/3]in the NuM I beam line and M niBooNE [21] using
neutrinos from the Fem ilab Booster, are expected to greatly in prove our know ledge.
In particular, w ithin the next few years we anticipate that precise m easurem ents w ill
bem ade of neutrino scattering on nuclear targets. H owever, we w ill still lack precise
m easuram ents of:

A ntiN eutrino scattering on nuclear targets.

Neutrino and antineutrino scattering on nucleon (hydrogen and deuterium )
targets.

N eutrino-electron scattering.

T he antimeutrino rates per prim ary proton on target are, depending on energy, a
factor of 3-5 less than the neutrino rates. The Interaction rates on nuclon targets
are an order of m agnitude less than the corresponding rates on nuclear targets, and
the cross—section for neutrino-electron scattering is considerably sn aller than that on
nucleons. Hence, beyond the presently approved program ,a factor of 10-100 increase
in data rates w ill be required to com plete the neutrino and antimneutrino scattering
m easuram ents.

Com pleting the program of neutrino and antineutrino scattering m easurem ents
is In portant for two reasons that w ill be expanded upon In the follow Ing sections.

1. N eutrino scattering experin ents can im prove our know ledge of the fiindam ental
properties of neutrinos.

2. N eutrino and antineutrino scattering provide a unigue tool for probing the struc—
ture of m atter and obtaining a m ore com plete understanding of the nucleon in
general, and its avor and spin content in particular.

T he neutrino scattering program is of Interest to a broad com m unity of particle
physicists, nuclear physicists, and nuclearastrophysicists.

3.1 Fundam entalN eutrino P roperties

N eutrino scattering experin ents serve to further our understanding of fundam ental
neutrino properties. M easuram ents of neutrinonucleus cross—sections are needed to
constrain the system atic uncertainties of neutrino oscillation experin ents. M easure-
m ents of neutrino-electron scattering, a processw ith a robust theoretical cross-section,
can probe non-standard neutrino properties and couplings.
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3.1.1 CrossSection M easurem ents for O scillation Experim ents

To m easure neutrino oscillation probabilities it is necessary to know the com position,
Intensity, divergence, and energy spectrum of the nitialbeam , and also know all the
relevant neutrino and antineutrino cross-sections. A well designed \near detector"
setup enables the initial beam to be well characterized, and provides cross-section
m easuram ents w ith adequate precision for the oscillation program . In practice it has
proved necessary to have m ore than one type of near detector. The K 2K E xperin ent
used both a near detector that replicated the far detector, and additional near detec-
tors optim ized to leam m ore about the underlying cross—sections. T he Ferm ilab long
baseline neutrino program is follow Ing a sin ilar strategy. The M INO S near detector
replicates the far detector, and the M INER A detector [7/3] has been designed to
leam m ore about the underlying cross-sections and nuclear e ects.

N eutrino scattering experim ents w ill play a key role in allow ing future precision
oscillation experin ents to reach their ultin ate sensitivity. To obtain them ost precise
value of m §2 (which is eventually required to extract m ixing angles and the CP—
violating phase) we m ust better understand and quantify the nuclear processes inter-
posad between the Interaction of an incom ing neutrino and m easurem ent of outgoing
particles in the detector. Extracting m ixing param eters such as i3, and ultin ately
the neutrino m ass hierarchy and CP phase, also requires m uch better understand-
ing of the neutral current resonant and coherent cross-sections that contribute to
the background. T he precision m easurem ent of nuclear e ects and excliusive cross-
sections w ill provide the necessary foundation for the study of neutrino oscillation
w ith high—um inosity beam s at the Ferm ilab Proton D river. T he unprecedented sta-—
tistical pow er w ill otherw ise be com prom ised by system atic uncertainties from poorly
known cross-sections.

The sam e careful study of cross—sections and nuclear e ects m ust be perform ed
w ith antimeutrinos to understand m atter e ects and CP violation. To approach the
sam e statistical accuracy w ith antimeutrinos as w ith neutrinos, and thus have the
sam e In pact on oscillation m easurem ent system atics m any m ore protons on target
are nesded. This isdue to a factorof 1.5 -2.0 in the number of © to produced
and an additional factor of 2.0 to 3.0 In the crosssection ratio. The M INER A
proposalassum es about 9 102° POT ina 3 ton ducialvolm e for neutrino studies.
T his in plies that for those m easurem ents that are statistics 1im ited, one would need
(30 50) 10*° POT foran antineutrino scattering experin ent to approach sin ilar
statistical accuracy. The com bination of a Ferm ilab Proton D river and som ew hat
larger ducialvolum e would m ake this a feasible experim ent.

3.1.2 N eutrino-E lectron Scattering

The SM predictions for neutrino-electron elastic scattering have little theoretical un-
certainty, and a measurement of e ! e scattering can therefore be usad to search
for physics beyond the SM . Since it isnow known that neutrinos have non-zero m ass,
a neutrino m agnetic m om ent becom es a possibility. W ithin the SM , m odi ed to in-
cluide nite neutrino m asses, neutrinosm ay acquire a m agnetic m om ent via radiative

28



|
10 20 30 4C 50 60 70 80 90 100

electron recoil energy (MeV)

Figure 10: D i erential cross section versus electron recoilkinetic energy, T ,for e! e events. T he
electrow eak contribution is linear in T (bottom m ost line), w hile contributions from nonzero neutrino
m agnetic m om ents yield sharp risesat low T .Them agneticm om ent isgiven in units of the Bohr
magneton g .

corrections. W ithm = 1&V ,theresultingm agneticm om entwouldbe 3 10 %°
where 5 = e=2m. is the Bohr m agneton. This value is too an all to be detected.
Hence, a search for a neutrino m agnetic m om ent is a search for physics beyond the
SM .

T he current best Iim it on the m uon neutrino m agnetic m om ent is 6:8
10 1% 5 from LSND e elastic scattering [74]. T his sensitivity m ay be substantially
In proved by precisely m easuring the elastic scattering rate as a fiilnction of electron
recoilenergy. A n electrom agnetic contribution to the cross section from them agnetic
mom ent will show up as an Increase In event rate at low electron recoil energies
(see Fig.[[d). A high statistics m easurem ent, m ade possible by the Ferm ilab P roton
D river, would enable a gain in precision of 1030 over the LSND m easurem ent. This
sensitivity is su cient to begin to test som e beyond-the- Standard-M odel predictions
(which can beas largeas 10 1! ; ). The lower neutrino energy m eans that a beam
created by 8 G €V protons (rather than 120 G €V ) would be preferred.

3.2 Fundam ental P roperties ofM atter

N eutrinos and antimneutrinos have only weak interactionsm aking them unigue probes
of the properties of m atter at both the nucleon and nuclear level. W ith the high
statistics available from the Fem ilab Proton D river a variety of high precision m ea—
surem ents becom e possible.
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Parton D istribution Functions

T he study of the partonic structure of the nucleon, using the neutrino’s weak probe,
w il com plem ent the on-going study of this sub ct w ith electrom agnetic probes at
Jlab. The unique ability of the neutrino to \taste" only particular avors of quarks
enhances any study of parton distribution functions. W ith the high statistics and
carefully controlled beam system atics from the Femn ilab Proton D river, it should
be possible to isolate the contrlbution of ndividual quark avors to the scattering
process.
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Figure 11: The d=u ratio show Ing the uncertainty due to nuclear e ects in the deuteron. Figure
taken from Ref. [75].

O ur know ledge of the parton distributions is still very incom plete. Even the va-
lence PDFs are not wellknown at large x. The ratio of d=u is nomm ally determ ined
by com paring scattering from the proton and neutron. Since no free neutron target
exists, the deuteron is used as a neutron target. T hism akes little di erence at sm all
X, but uncertainties in the nuclear corrections becom e substantial for x larger than
about 0.6, and m ake detem ination of the ratio essentially in possible for x larger
than about 0.8, as shown in Fig.[[l. The ratio of d=u can be determm ined w ithout
any nuclear structure e ect corrections by using neutrino and antineutrino scatter—
Ing on hydrogen. Only a MW -scale Proton D river can produce antimeutrino uxes
su ciently intense for thism easuram ent to be m ade.

G eneralized Parton D istribution Functions

O ne of the m ost exciting developm ents In the theory of the structure of the nucleon
has been the introduction of generalized parton distributions (GPD s) [76{80]. The
usualPD Fsare sensitive only to the longitudinalm om entum distributions of the par-
ton. The GPD s give a m ore com plete picture of the nucleon in which the spatial
distrbution can be detem ined as a function of the longitudinalm om entum distri-
bution. However, the GPD s are di cult to access experin entally as they require
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m easuram ent of exclusive nal states. T hem ost prom ising reaction to date is desply
virtual C om pton scattering (DVCS), ie. p(e;eO p). These m easuram ents are either
underway or planned at JLab. However, a com plete determm ination of the GPD s
requires avor sgparation which can only be accom plished using neutrinos and anti-
neutrinos. A lthough M INER A willm easure GPD s on carbon, nuclear e ects will
ensure that thisw illbe considerably inferior to a m easurem ent on the proton. A true
GPD measuram ent would require p( ; n) and n( ; p) reactions using hydrogen
and deuteron targets. Estin ates for this \weak DV C S" process are currently being
made by A .Psaker [81]. The CC cross section at 2 G &V is of order 10 ** an ? and the
NC about 10 tin es an aller. T hese an all cross sections w ill clearly require the higher
Intensity neutrino beam s that the Ferm ilab Proton D river could deliver.

Strange Q uarks and the Spin Structure of the N ucleon

The NC elastic scattering of neutrinos and antimeutrinos on nuclkeons ( N ! N,
N ! N ) provides Inform ation about the spin structure of the nucleon. In par-
ticular, these scattering processes are sensitive to the isoscalar spin structure that
results from strange quark contributions. D eterm ination of the strange quark con-
tribution to the nucleon s hasbeen a m apr com ponent of the JLab program [82],
but such m easurem ents are strongly iIn uenced by theoretical assum ptions. A precise
m easuram ent of NC elastic scattering would provide a direct m easurem ent of s that
is insensitive to theoretical assum ptions [83]. The ideal m easurem ent would be of
the ( p ! p)/(n ! p) crosssection ratio on a deuterium target. The ultin ate
goal In this program requires m easuring NC elastic scattering w ith both neutrinos
and antimeutrinos, w ith a large event sam ple, on nuckon targets, which w ill require
a m egaw att—scale proton source to produce a narrow band neutrino beam of su -
ciently high intensity. Note also that this m easuram ent should be done using the
Jow er energy neutrino beam from 8 G eV protons (rather than 120 G &V ). These lower
energiesm inin ize the background of neutrino induced neutrons from the surrounding
environm ent as well as feed dow n backgrounds from other neutrino interactions.

E lastic Form Factors

T he distrbutions of charge and m agnetism w ithin the nucleus can be param eterized
using two elastic form factors: the electric form factor Gz and the m agnetic form
factor Gy . For many years it was assum ed that both the charge and m agnetic
distributions fall exponentially. H owever, precision m easurem ents at JLab [84,85]
have shown that this is not the case, w ith the charge appearing to have a broader
goatial distrbbution than that of m agnetiam . A lthough the reason for this is not
understood, it does appear to be an indication of angular m om entum between the
quarks. To understand thism ore deeply it is desirable to precissly m easure the weak
form factor. T his can be done through parity violation in electron-nucleon scattering,
w ith 1im ited precision. In neutrinonucleon elastic (or quasielastic) scattering nearly
half the cross section is due to the weak form factor, m aking it a m uch better probe.
Proposaed m easurem ents of the weak form factor (eg. the M INER A experin ent)
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use scattering from nuclkons in nuclei. A fthough the statistical precision will be
reasonably good, there is an uncertainty In both extracting the form factor from

scattering from a bound nucleon due to nalstate interactions and other conventional
e ects, as well as the possibility of m odi cation of the form factor by the nuclear
m edim . T hus,m easuram ent of the form factor using neutrino scattering on hydrogen
and deuterium is essential. This w ill require the intensity availble at a m egawatt—
scale Proton D river.

D uality and R esonance P roduction

A Tthough QCD appears to provide a good description of the strong interaction, we
have a very poor understanding of the transition from the dom ain where quarks
and gluons are the appropriate degrees of freedom to the dom ain best described
using baryons and m esons. In the region ofm odest Q2 (1-10 G eV ?) the scattering of
electrons on nucleons isdom inated by resonance production, and can also be described
using the sam e form alisn asD IS.Experin ents at JLab [86 ]have, quite unexpectedly,
found that the F, structure function m easured in the resonance region closely follow s
thatm easured in the D IS region. T he phenom enon, called quark-hadron duality, has
also been obsarved in other processes, such as €' e  anniilation into hadrons. The
origins of duality are not well understood [87{94]. Tt is expected to exist for neutrino
scattering, though itm ay m anifest itself quite di erently. O fparticular interest would
be a m easuram ent of the ratio of neutron to proton neutrino structure finctions at
large x. T he next decade of experin ents should provide som e inform ation on the
valdity of duality using neutrinos. H ow ever, high precision m easurem ents using anti-
neutrinos and nucleon (hydrogen and deuterium ) targets w ill be required in order to
fully explore the origins of duality and hence the high uxes of the Fem ilab P roton
D river w ill be needed.

Strange P article P roduction

M easurem ents of the production of strange m esons and hyperons in neutrino NC and
CC processes (eg. n ! K* and p! K* 9) provide input to test the
theoreticalm odels of neutral current neutrino induced strangeness production [95,96 1.
In addition, such strangeness production is a signi cant background in searches for
proton decay based on the SU SY -inspired proton decaymodep ! K . The existing
experin entaldata on these channels consists of only a handfuil of events from bubble
cham ber experin ents. T here are plans to m easure these reactions using the existing
K 2K data and the future M INER A data. M INER A will collect a large sam ple
( 10;000) of fully constrained n ! K * 9 events. However, the antineutrino
m easuram ents w ill require a m ore intense (m egaw attscale) proton source.
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4 The Broader Proton D river P hysics P rogram

In the past, high precision m easuram ents at low energies have com plam ented the ex-—
perim ental program at the energy frontier. These low energy experin ents not only

probe m ass scales that are often beyond the reach of colliders, but also provide com —
plem entary inform ation atm ass scalesw ithin reach of the energy frontier experim ents.
Exam ples of low energy experin ents that have played an in portant role in this way

aremuon (g 2) measuram ents, searches for muon and kaon decays beyond those
predicted by the SM , and m easuraem ents of rare kaon processes. A summ ary of the
sensitivity achieved by a selection of these experim ents is given in Fig.[[d. It seem s
likely that these types of experin ent w i1l continue to have a critical role as the energy
frontier m oves into the LHC era. In particular, if the LHC discovers new physics
beyond the SM , the m easurem ent of quantum corrections that m anifest them selves
n Jow energy experim ents would be expected to helo elucidate the nature of the new

physics. Tfno new physics is discoverad at the LHC then precision low energy exper—
Im ents m ay provide the only practical way of advancing the energy frontier beyond
the LHC in the foreseeable future.
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Figure 12: Current lim its on Lepton F lavor V iolating processes and the m ass scales probed by each
process. T he upper box is for kaon decays, which involve a change of both quark avor and lepton

avor. T he bottom box is form uon decays, w hich involve only lepton avor change. T he lower lin it
on them ass scale is calculated assum ing the electrow eak coupling strength.
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Sensitivity
M easurem ent | Present or Near Future | Fem ikhb Proton D river
EDM d <37 10Y ean <10% 10? eam
g 2) (@) 02 05 ppm 0.02 ppm
BR( ! e) 10 10 ¢
A ! eA Ratib 10 Y7 10 2

Table 4: A com parison of the present or near fiiture sensitivities of the m uon experin ents considered
in the text to those attainable w ith a Ferm ilab P roton D river.

4.1 M uon Physics

Solar—, atm ospheric—, and reactorneutrino experin ents have established Lepton F la—
vor Violation (LFV ) in the neutrino sector, which suggests the existence of LEV
processes at high m ass scales. D gpending on its nature, this new physics m ight also
produce observable e ects in rare muon processes. Furthem ore, CP viclation in
the charged lepton sector, revealed for exam ple by the observation of a nite muon
Electric D Ipole M om ent (EDM ), m ight be part of a broader baryogenesis via lepto-
genesis picture. H ence, the neutrino oscillation discovery enhances the m otivation for
a continuing program of precision m uon experim ents. In addition, the expectation
that there is new physics at the TeV scale also m otivates a new round of precision
muon experim ents. LFV muon decays and the muon anom alous m agnetic m om ent
a = (g 2)=2and EDM are sensitive probes of new dynam ics at the TeV scale. In
general, w ith su clent sensitivity, these experim ents would help elucidate the nature
of new physics observed at the LHC . As an exam ple, In SUSY m odels the muon
(g 2)and EDM are sensitive to the diagonalelem ents of the slepton m ixing m atrix,
while LEV decays are sensitive to the o diagonal elem ents. If SUSY is observed at
the LHC we w ill probably have som e know ledge of the slepton m ass scale. P recision
muon experim ents would provide one of the cleanest m easurem ents of tan and of
the new CP violating phases. It is possible that no new physics w ill be obsarved at
the LHC . In this case precision m uon experin ents m ight provide, for the foreseeable
future, one of the few practical ways to probe physics at higher m ass scales. Note
that the Brookhaven (g 2) Collaboration have reported a value for (g 2) that is
2.] standard deviations away from the SM prediction. Noting that themuon (g 2)
is sensitive to any new heavy particles that couple to the muon, it is possible that
the current m easurem ents are providing an early indication of the existence of new
TeV —scale particles. H igher precision m easurem ents are wellm otivated.

In the follow ing, after descrbbing the m uon source at the Femm ilab Proton D river,
the expected sensitivity of muon EDM , (g 2),and LFV decay experim ents is dis-
cussed. Tableld sum m arizes the expected in provem ents in sensitivity.

411 TheM uon Source

Low energy high precision m uon experin ents require high intensity beam s. Sincem ost
ofthe 8 G €V Femm ilab Proton D river beam from the SC lihacwould notbeused to 11
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Figure 13: Schem atic of the solenoid-based m uon source discussed in the text. T he perform ance of
this channel has been sin ulated using the M AR S code.

theM I, twould be available to drive a high intensity m uon source. Tn addition to high
Intensity, precision m uon experin ents also require an appropriate bunch structure,
which varies with experin ent. In the postcollider period it m ight be possible to
utilize the Recycler R ing to repackage the 8 G &V proton beam , yielding a bunch
structure optin ized for each experim ent. The com bination of Proton D river plus
R ecycler R ing would provide the frontend for a unigue m uon source w ith intensity
and exiility that exceed any existing facility.

TheRecycler isan 8 G €V storage ring in the M I tunnel that can run at the sam e
tin eastheM I.Thebeam from theFerm ilbb Proton D river SC linac that isnotused to
IltheM Tcould beused to 1ltheR ecyclerR ing approxin ately ten tin es per second.
T he ring would then be em ptied gradually in the 100 m s intervalsbetween linacpulses.
Extraction could be continuous or In bursts. For exam ple, the R ecycler R Ing could
be Ioaded w ith one linac pulse of 1:5 10** protons every 100 m s, w ith one m issing
pulse every 1.5 seconds oor the 120 GeV M I program . This provides 14 107
protons at 8 G eV per operational year (10’ seconds). In the Recycler each pulse of
1:5 10 protons can be chopped into 588 bunchesof 025 10*? protons/bunch w ith
a pulse width of 3 ns. A fast kicker allow s for the extraction of one bunch at a tin e.
The beam structure m ade possible by the Proton D river linac and the R ecycler R ing
is perfect for ! e conversion experin ents, muon EDM searches and other m uon
experim entswhere a pulsed beam isrequired. Slow extraction from theR ecyclerR ing
for ! e and ! 3e searches isalso possible.

T he perform ance of the strawm an muon source shown in Fig.[[3 has been sin —
ulated using the M AR S code. The evolution of the pion and muon uxes down the
decay channel is shown In Tabk[d. The schane willyield 02 muons of each sign
per incident 8 G &V proton. W ith 1:4 10? protons at 8 G €V per operational year
(corresponding to 2 m egawatts) thiswould yied 3 10?! muons per year. This
muon ux greatly exceeds the ux required tom ake progress in a broad range of m uon
experim ents (see Fig.[I4). H owever, the m uons at the end of the decay channel have
low energy, a Jarge m om entum spread, and occupy a large transverse phase space.
W ithout further m anipulation their utilization w ill be very ine cient. T he interface
between the decay channel and each candidate experin ent has yet to be designed.
In Japan a Phase Rotated Intense Slow M uon Source (PRISM ) based on an FFAG
ring that reduces the muon energy spread (phase rotates) is being designed. This
phase rotation ring has a very large transverse acoeptance (800 mm -mrad) and a
mom entum acceptance of 30% centered at 500 M &V /c. PRISM reduces the m o—
mentum and momentum Spread to 68 M &V /cand 1 2% regpectively. Hence, a
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Experin ent | Sensitivity Idt| Ip=I, T T P P =P
G oal ns] [ s] M eV ] % ]
Al eA 10 %° 108 | <10 | <100]| > 1 < 80 <5
I e 10 1© 10Y7 n/a n/a n/a < 30 < 10
| eee 10 1° 10Y n/a n/a n/a < 30 < 10
0.5 ppm 10 | <10° 100 | > 20 30 < 10
g 2) 0.02 ppm 10 | <107 | <50 | > 10°| 3100 <2
EDM 10%* e an 1% | <10° < 50 | > 10° | < 1000 <2
& - |- - |
— AT b
= B > I
0 — ~
' Time

Figure 14: Beam requirem ents for new m uon experin ents. Shown are the expected sensitivity goals
at the tin e of the Ferm ilab P roton D river, the num ber of m uons neaded to achieve that sensitivity,
them uon suppression betw een pulses, the length and separation ofpulses and them om entum spread
of the m uon beam .

PR ISM -like ring dow nstream of the decay channelm ight accept a signi cant fraction
of them uon spectrum and provide a relatively e cient way to use the available m uon

ux. Explicit design work m ust be done to verify this, but it should be noted that a
muon selection system that utilizes only 1% of the m uons available at the end of the
decay channel w ill still produce an adequate muon ux for m ost of the cutting-edge
experin ents described in the follow ing sections.

Finally, a new 8 G&V multiM W Proton D river at Fermm ilab, together w ith an
appropriate target, pion capture systam , decay channel, and phase rotation system
could provide the rst step toward a Neutrino Factory based on a muon storage
ring. T he additional system s needed for a neutrino factory are a cooling channel (to
produce a cold m uon beam occupying a phase space that tsw ithin the acoeptance of
an accelrator) an acceleration system (which perhaps would use the Proton D river
SC Iinac), and a storage ring w ith long straight sections.

4.1.2 ElectricD ipole M om ent

E lectric D pole M om ents violate both parity (P) and tim e reversal (T ) invariance.
If CPT consarvation is assumed, a nite EDM provides unam biguous evidence for
CP violation. In the SM EDM s are generated only at the multi-loop level, and
are predicted to be m any orders of m agnitude below the sensitivity of foreseeable
experin ents. O bservation ofa nitemuon EDM (d )would therefore provide evidence
for new CP violating physics beyond the SM .CP violation is an essential ingredient
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s=25m | s=50m | s=75m | s=100m | s= 125m
*=p 0.16 020 021 021 022
=P 0.16 020 021 0.21 021
f=p 0.095 0.051 0.030 0.020 0.014
=P 0.087 0.044 0.025 0.016 0.011

Table 5: The number of charged particles in the beam per incident 8 G&V prim ary proton as
a function of the distance downstream from the target. These num bers are com puted using the
M ARS code. T he nom alization corresponds to a 2 m egaw att P roton D river.

of alm ost all attem pts to explain the m atterantin atter asym m etry of the Universe.
However, the m easured CP violation in the quark sector is known to be insu cient
to explain the obsarved m atterantim atter asym m etry. Searches for new sources of
CP violation are therefore well m otivated.

A num ber of extensions to the SM predict new sources of CP violation. Super—
symm etric m odels iIn which nite neutrino m asses and large neutrino m ixing arise
from the seesaw m echanism provide one exam ple. In these models d can be sig-
ni cant. There are exam ples In which the Interactions responsible for the m asses of
right-handed M ajrana neutrinos produce values of d as largeas 5 102 eam.
This is well below the present limnitd < 377 10 e<amn, but would be within
reach of a new dedicated experim ent at a high intensity muon source. The muon
EDM group has proposed an experin ent and a new beam line at JPARC to obtain a
sensitirity of 10 ¢ e-am . This sensitivity would stillbe lin ited by statistics. H igher
muon intensities would help, although the m easurem ent would also be rate lin ited.
To obtain a sensitivity of O (10 ?° ) exm would require an in proved beam structure
w ith m any short pulses, each separated by at least 500 s. Hence, depending on the
fate of the JPARC proposal,a muon EDM experim ent at a Ferm ilab Proton D river
would be designed to obtain a sensitivity som ew here in the 10 2 -10 % e-an range.

413 Muon (g 2)

The Brookhaven (g 2) Collaboration has reported a value that is 2.7 standard
deviations from the SM prediction. T his could be an early indication of new physics
at the electroweak symm etry breaking scale. Physics that would a ect the value
of (g 2) include muon substructure, anom alous gauge couplings, leptoquarks, and
SUSY . For exam ple, In a m Inin al supersym m etric m odel w ith degenerate gparticle
m asses the contrbution toa = (g 2)/2 could be substantial, particularly for large
tan .W ith degenerate SUSY m asses, the estin ated range of m asses that correspond
to the observed a2 are 100 =450 G &V fortan = 4 40. Hence the present (g  2)
experin ent is probing the m ass range of interest for electrow eak sym m etry breaking.
W ith further data taking the BN L experin ent m ight be able to In prove sensitivity
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by a factor of a faw . To m ake progress beyond this w ill require either an upgraded
storage ring or a new ring, and a higher intensity m uon source at, for exam ple, the
Ferm ilab Proton D river.

The current m easurem ent of a is accurate to 046 (stat) 027 (sys) ppm . A
proposad upgrade to the current program could increase the overall precision from 0.5
ppem to 0.2 ppm . A new experin ent at the Ferm ilab P roton D river m ight in prove this
precision by an order of m agnitude, which would be accom plished by reducing the
system atic error by a factor of seven and increasing the statistical sam ple by a factor
of 200. To fully exploit this im provem ent In experin ental precision a corresponding
In provem ent in the precision of the theoretical prediction w ill be required, which w ill
need a very high precision m easuram ent of hadronic production in €' e collisions
from threshold to 25Gé&V.

414 RareM uon Decays

If a negative muon is stopped in a target it will be captured by an atom and then
cascade down to the 1s atom ic level. Tn the SM the m uon w ill either decay in orbit
or w ill be captured by the nucleus w ith the em ission of a neutrino. In LFV m odels
beyond the SM the muon can also be converted into an electron In the eld of the
nucleus ( ! e conversion) or can undergo non-SM decays ( ! e, ! eee, ...).
If the SM is extended to include the seesaw m echanian with righthanded neutri-
nos in the m ass range 10*? to 10*® G eV, the predicted LFV decay branching ratios
are unobsarvably snall. However in SUSY seesaw m odels, the resulting LEV decay
branching ratios can be signi cant. T he predicted branching ratios depend upon the
origin of SUSY breaking. M uon LFV decay searches therefore place constraints on
SUSY breaking schem es.
Consider rst ! e . The present Iim it on the decay branching ratio is 12

10 ' . W ithin the context of SUSY m odels, this lin it already constrains the vi-
able region of param eter space. The M EG experin ent at P ST is expected to reach a
branching ratio sensitivity of 10 ** by the end of the decade. TheM EG m easurem ent
w ill provide constraints on SUSY param eter space com plem entary to those obtained
by the LHC experments. IfM EG obsarves | e then both a higher statistics
experinm ent and new searches for other non-SM decay m odes w ill be well m otivated.
IfM EG only obtains a I it, further progress w ill also require a m ore sensitive ex—
perinent. In either case, a ! e experiment at a new Fermm ilab Proton D river
would provide a way forward provided a high sensitivity experim ent can be designed
to exploit higher stopped m uon rates. Progress w ill depend upon in provem ents in
technology to yield im proved background refgction and higher rate capability. To
illustrate the possible gains In the ! e sensitivity consider an experin ent that
uses pixel detectors to track both the decay positron and the electron-positron pair
from the converted photon. Tt has been shown that if BTeV pixel technology is used
in an idealized geom etry with 10% of the coverage of the old M EGA experim ent,
then a sensitivity com parable to the expected M EG sensitivity m ight be obtained at
a beam line of the sort proposed by the BNL M ECO experim ent. Them ain lin itation
In using BTeV pixel technology would com e from scattering in the fairly thick detec—
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tors. W e can anticipate the developm ent of m uch thinner pixel detectors. If the pixel
thickness can be reduced by a factor of 10, coverage increased to 50% ofthe M EG A
coverage, and the readout rate in proved by a factor of 20, then the resulting single
event sensitivity would be im proved by about two orders of m agnitude.

Now consider ! e conversion. W ithin the context of som e SUSY extensions to
the SM ,the ! e conversion rate is related to the ! e branching ratio:

(! e 16 "2..2F )FBR( ! e) (5)

where Z is the proton num ber for the target nucleus, Z .s¢ is the e ective charge, and
F (@¢) is the nuclear orm factor. The ! e conversion rate nom alized to the m uon
capture rate in T 1 is then given by:

R( ! e Ti) 6 10°BR( ! e) (6)
T he prediction ism odel dependent, and hence searches forboth ! e and ! e
conversion are well m otivated. The apparent suppression of the ! e conversion

rate w ith respect to the ! e decay rate is In practice com pensated by the higher
sensitivity achievable for the conversion experin ents. The PRIM E experin ent has
been proposed at JPARC to in prove the sensitivity to O (10 *° ). Proton econom ics
m ay well determm ne the ate of PRIM E . IEPRIM E is not able to proceed at JPARC
it m ight be accom m odated at the Fem ilab Proton D river.

4.2 O ther Potential O pportunities

A Ferm ilab P roton D river thatwould provide high intensity beam satboth M Ienergies
and at 8 G&V would o er trem endous exibility for the future physics program , and
would enable a vigorous experin ental endeavor that extends into and beyond the
next two decades. In addition to supporting experim ents that exploit lepton beam s
(neutrinos, antineutrinos, and muons), a Fem ikab Proton D river could support a
variety of experin ents using secondary hadron beam s. A Ithough the possibilities have
not all been explored, som e speci ¢ illustrative exam ples using kaon, pion, neutron,
and antiproton beam s have been considered.

421 Kaon Experim ents using the M I Beam

M any crucial features of the quark— avor sector, such as the nature of the couplings,
can only be probed indirectly using rare decays. Exam ples from the past include the
avor changing neutral current (FCNC ) suppression via the G M m echanism and CP
violation, both discovered w ith K -decays. O fparticular in portance are the ultra—rare

FCNC modesK* ! * andK.; ! ¢ .TheSM predictions for these branching
ratios are extraordiarily precise, Br&* ! * )= (80 1d1) 10 [97,98]
and Br(K, ! % )= (30 0%) 10 [99,100]. These decays probe quark

avor physics n s ! d transitions. The K ! m odes are deally suited for
this purpose since they are predicted in the SM w ith high theoretical accuracy. T he
intrinsic theoretical uncertainty on BR(K;, ! ¢ ) is<1% and it is expected to
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reach 6% forBR(EK * ! © ), where the charm quark m ass uncertainty dom inates.
T he variety of conceivable new physics scenarios involving K ! is very large.
W ithin m any supersym m etricm odels, enhancem ents of between 3 and 10 tin es larger
than SM expectation are possible [101{103]. In generic m odels of new physics a 10%

measuran ent of Br(K ! ° ) constrains the new physics scale to exceed 1280
Tev [104].
Theword samplk ofK ©* ! % consists of 3 candidate events observed by the

com bined BN L-E 787 and BN L-E 949 experin ents. T he experin ental centralvalue for
the branching ratio is 1577 10 *°, consistent w ith the SM expectation. T here are
currently no observed candidates orK; ! ° . A new generation of experin ents
has been proposad to obsarve 50-100 of each of these decay m odes w ithin the next 10
years. In the K; sector, the initiatives are KEK 391a and the follow up experin ent
at JPARC (LO I05). In the K * sector, the nitiatives are JPARC-L0O I-04, NA 48/3
at CERN , and P940 at Fem ilab. In the Proton D river era, assum ing the presently
proposad experin ents m est their 50-100 event goal, a reasonable next goal would
be to carry out m easurem ents at the 1000 event level. The near term experin ents
are already pushing the lim it of detector technology and so progress w ill require
In provem ents in detection technique. A ssum ing this is the case the required num ber
of protonson target can be estin ated by assum inga K AM I-ikebeam line and detector
ortheK; ! ° case,and using e ciency num bers from the KAM I proposal. For
theK* ! * case, sin ilar quantities can be extrapolated from the P 940 proposal.
T he required num bers of protons on target are given in Tablk[.

M ode Sam ple Size PhysicsM easurement POT

K* 1 1000 3% of ¥V Vi 15 1%
Ky ! ° 1000 15% of Im (V Vi) 16 1#
K, ! Y%'e 2 18 10% of Im (V. Vy) 25 1%

Table 6: D esired data sam ple sizes for various kaon physicsm easurem ents in the P roton D river era,
and the associated num ber of protons on target (PO T ) needed.

R ecently two additional decay m odes have received attention: K ! Yee [105]
and K ! O . These decay modes are fully reconstructible, and therefore are
signi cantly easier to dentify than K ! . There are no large backgrounds that
could \feed-down" and fake the signal. The only serious backgroundsareK ; ! ee
and which occur with a branching ratio of about 10 ' and can be reduced by
kinem atic cuts to cbtain an e ective residualbackground levelof 10 !° . A lthough
this exceads the expected signalby an order of m agnitude, the background is at over
the signalregion and w ith su cient statistics the signalpeakswould enable extraction
of the branching ratios.

4.2.2 Pion Experin ents using the 8 G eV B eam

Pion experim ents can provide precision tests of the SM , and help provide a better
understanding of the theory of strong Interactions. P ion experin ents at the Fem ilab
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Proton D river would use the 8 G &V beam and only need a power of 0.5 m egaw atts.

P ions are the lightest hadrons. T heir decay m odes are few and sim ple, and they
therefore provide an exquisite laboratory for testing fundam ental symm etries. Tt
is generally agreed that the next im portant step in pion decay physics is to accu—
rately m easure the branching ratio of thedecay * ! € () ( <) and nom alize
itto ! " () ( ,). Thedoubl ratio BR( -,)/BR( ) is theoretically clean,
probes e- universality in weak charged decays, and is predicted [106] in the Stan—
dard M odel to have a value of (122356 0:0001) 10 *. Beyond-theSM scenarios
typically preserve lepton universality in weak charged decays, and so it is believed to
be a desply fundam ental symm etry. T he current world average of the double ratio
is (1230 0:004) 10*. In comparison with lepton universality tests in -decays
or W -decays, the pion systam ’s experim ental precision is 3-10 tin es better and is
unlikely to be surpassed.

In addition, the <, measurem ent provides the nom alization for m easurem ents
ofthedecay * ! e . % decays ( ). The uncertainty on the ., measurem ents
dom nate the extemal system atic uncertainties on the m easurem ent. This is of
Interest because the CKM m atrix elam ent V4 can be extracted cleanly from mea—
surem ents. T he current best m easuram ent [107] yieds Vg = 0:9728(30). The
world average is Vg = 0:9738(5), which is dom inated by m easurem ents from super-
allowed nuclar decays. However, In the future, in proved m easurem ents would
allow a theoretically cleaner extraction of V4, and im proved precision provided the
statistical and system atic uncertainties can be decreased. Finally, other rare pion
decay m odes that provide opportunities for searches for new physics are ° ! 3,

1 4 ,and °!

ThePIBETA experin ent at P ST is the current state-ofthe-art charged pion decay
experim ent. PIBETA uses stopped pions. Neutral pion decays are studied using the
charge-exchange reaction p ! ‘n. It is believed that the decay-atrest technique
isnow at its system atic 1im it. At a Proton D river, progress could be m ade by using
decay-in— ight techniques.

Lightm eson and baryon spectroscopy probes the con nem ent and sym m etry prop—
ertiesof Q CD .Beyond the usualm eson and baryon states,Q CD predicts exotic bound
con gurations of quarks and glions which incluide hybrids (eg. qgg and g°g), pure
gluon states (eg. g% and g°), and m ultiquark states (e, q'q, ...). Only a am all frac—
tion of these exotic states have been obsarved. O bsarvation of these states, together
w ith m easurem ents of their m asses and w dths, and detem ination of their quantum
num bers, is needed to com pare to the predictions of lattice gauge theory, ux tube
m odels, etc. T he spectrum ofggm esons iswellknown below 1.5G &V .Above 1.5G &V
the low angularm om entum states are poorly known. T his is the region where m any
exotic states are expected . For exam ple, lattice gauge theory calculations predict glue
ballswith masses from 2 -5Gé&V.

O ur know Jledge of the baryon spectrum is also incom plete. The only reasonably
wellknow n excited light baryon state is the D (1232), w hose properties are known to

5% . The properties of a few other excited states, the lowest in each partial wave,
are known to 30% . Properties of other known’ states have m uch larger uncertainties.
T herefore higher precision inform ation is needed and m issing states m ust be sought
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N , K, K scattering experin ents.

T he nuclear physics comm unity has nvested heavily in experim ental and the-
oretical program s ain ed at better understanding QCD . The agship DOE nuclear
physics program for spectroscopy currently uses the electrom agnetic beam facilities
at JLab. H owever, since the production m echanian s for the various exotic states are
not well understood, it is In portant to use di erent types of beam . Tndeed, the elec-
trom agnetic probes available at JLab cannot be analyzed w ithout accounting for the
hadronic interm ediate states. H ence, pion beam experin ents at an upgraded P roton
D river would pem it progress in light m eson and hadron spectroscopy that would
com plam ent the JLab program . T hem easurem ents would also provide tests of lattice
QCD ,and are therefore of interest to the particle physics com m unity. T he beam and
detector requirem ents for m eson and baryon spectroscopy studies are quite m odest.
The low energy secondary pion and kaon beam s derived from the 8 G €V prin ary pro—
ton beam would be usaed. A high duty cycle would be desirable, and hence a bunch
stretcher would be required.

4.2.3 Neutron Experim ents using the 8 G eV B eam

H igh power proton beam s of a few G &V can produce copious num bers of goallation
neutrons. A Fem ikb Proton D river operating at 8 G&V and 2 m egawatts could
produce neutron beam s w ith an Intensity that is com parable to those from them ost
Intense neutron sources In the world. The Ferm ilab Proton D river could therefore
support one or m ore goecialized neutron experin ents that, because of their require-
ments (eg. pulse structure needs), are either unlkely to be supported at existing
or planned neutron spallation facilities, or could be perform ed m uch better at the
Ferm ilab Proton D river. Som e exam ples of candidate experin ents that are of partic-
ular Interest to particle physicists are searches for neutron-antineutron oscillations,
searches for a neutron electric dipolem om ent (EDM ), and precision m easurem ents of
the neutron lifetin e.

N eutron-antineutron oscillations require baryon num ber violation, w ith a change
In baryon number of two units. Searches for neutron-antineutron oscillations are
therefore com plam entary to searches for nucleon decay, which requires a change in
baryon num ber of one unit. T hus, neutron-antineutron oscillation searches provide a
unigque test of the fundam ental stability of m atter. The current lin it on a possible
transition tin e between the free neutron and antineutron is 10 years [108]. This
sensitivity is essentially statistics 1im ited. Since there are no suitable neutron sources
available for a new experin ent, at present there are no concrete plans to im prove this
sensitivity. The Ferm ilab Proton D river could provide a cold neutron source w ith an
average ux equivalent to that ofa 20 m egawatt research reactor, and enable an
estin ated 23 orders of m agnitude im provem ent in sensitivity.

Neutron EDM and lifetin e experim ents can be pursued using ultra cold neutrons
(UCN s) which have su ciently low kinetic energy that they can be con ned in m ate-
rial orm agnetic bottles. However a beam of UCN s does not exist, and the proposad
next generation experin ents m ust therefore produce UCN s In situ from an incident
cold neutron beam . R ecently a novel suggestion for the production of UCN s using a

42



gpallation target has been undergoing tests at the Los A Jam os N eutron Science Cen—
ter (LANSCE ) and elsewhere. The new UCN source concept uses a an all target that
is very closely coupled to a solid deuterium UCN converter. T hism akes it possible
to signi cantly increase the density of UCN beyond that obtained using traditional
cryogenic m oderators, and would therefore be of bene t to the neutron EDM and
lifetin e experin ents which are statistically 1im ited. At the Ferm ilab Proton D river
one SC linac pulse every few seconds could be usad to drive a national UCN facility
forneutron EDM and lifetin e experin ents, and a vardety of other scienti ¢ program s.

424 Antiproton Experin ents using the M I Beam

T he antiproton source at Ferm ilab is a unigue facility. A though built and prim arily
used to collect antiprotons for the Tevatron Collider, over the years it has also been
used to support a m ore diverse set of experin ents which include putting the world’s
m ost stringent Iim its on the antiproton lifetim e, studying charmm onium states, and
providing the rst unam biguous observation of atom ic antihydrogen. T hese experi-
m ents were perform ed at the Ferm ilab A ntiproton A ccum ulator, which provides the
world’sm ost intense source of antiprotons. In the Proton D river era, beyond the pe-
riod of Tevatron C ollider operations, there w ill exist only one, or possibly two, other
antiproton sources in the world —one at G SI, and possbly one at CERN . The Fer-
m ilab antiproton source would continue to be them ost Intense In the world. Indeed,
the Fermm ilab Proton D river would be expected to enable an increase in the inten-
sity of the present source by about a factor of two. Hence, the Ferm ilab antiproton
source would continue to be a unigque facility. T he possible antiproton experin ents
that could be pursued in the future have not been exhaustively studied. H owever two
exam ples have been considered: T he continuation of quarkonium form ation studies,
and a search for CP violation in hyperon decays.

T he study of the cham onum and bottom onfum system s has been crucial in un—
raveling the short-distance properties of the strong interaction. A signi cant num ber
of in portant m easurem ents have been m ade in studies of antjproton-proton form a-—
tion of charmm onium . N ote that a gas—gt target experim ent in an antiproton storage
ring can (i) achieve an energy spread of 10-100 keV (com pared w ith a few M €V 1n an
e" e experim ent) allow Ing precise m easuram ents of heavy— quarkonium m asses and
w dths, and (ii) study the form ation of all non-exotic m esons (only 1 states can be
directly form ed by €" e anniilation). K now ledge of the charmm onium and bottom o—
nium spectra is incom plete. T here are states to discover, and theirm asses and w dths
can help us better understand the strong interaction. For exam ple, in charm onium
the h, must be con m ed, the signi cant m ass discrepancy between the BELLE and
BABAR sightingsofthe ?resolved,theh.and ?widthsm easured,and theothernar-
row states denti ed and characterized, namely the »(1'D,), ,(1°D ;)X (3872)?),
1°D 5, 2°P,,and 1'F,.

There are only a few particle-antiparticle system s that are experim entally acces—
sble and are sensitive to new sources of CP violation. The hyperon-antihyperon
systam , which can bem ade In a gas—ft target experin ent at the Fermm ilab antiproton
source, is one exam ple. Seeking a deeper understanding of CP violation is in portant
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ifwe are to understand baryogenesis. T he Standard M odel (SM ) predicts a slight CP
asymm etry in the decays of hyperons [109{115]. Physics beyond the SM can result in
large enhancem ents in this CP asymm etry. For exam ple, the supersym m etric calcu—
lation of He et al. [116]predicts asym m etries that are up to two orders of m agnitude
larger than the SM prediction. A Ithough as yet unpublished, the Ferm ilab H yperC P
data is expected to yieHd m easurem ents of and decays w ith su cient sensitivity
to obsarve CP violation in hyperon decays if it is an order of m agnitude larger than
the SM prediction. Provided system atic uncertainties can be controlled, an exper—
In ent at the Ferm ilab antiproton source could in prove this sensitivity by an order
of m agnitude, and hence be su ciently sensitive to observe CP violation at the level
predicted by the SM , and precisely m easure any enhancem ent that m ight be present
due to new physics.
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5 Com patibilities and P roton Econom ics

T he proton driver design that is currently favored consistsofan 8 GeV H  Linac that
Initially would produce a 0.5 m egawatt beam , and that can eventually be upgraded
to produce a 2 m egawatt beam . A an all fraction of the 8 G &V beam would be used
to 1l theMIwith the maxinum beam that, with som e m odest im provem ents, it
can accelerate. This would yield a 2 megawatt beam at M I energies. Hence the
upgraded proton source would deliver two beam s that can be sin ultaneously used for
experin ents: a 2m egawattbeam atM Ienergies,and eventually an aln ost 2m egawatt
beam at 8 G &V . To illustrate this the cycle structure is shown in Fig.[[4. TheM I
would receive one pulse from the Linac every 1.5 sec. The cycle tin e is dom inated
by the tim e to ram p up and ram p down theM I energy. T he 14 Linac pulses that are
available, while the M I is ram ping and at at top,would provide beam foran 8 G &V

program .

The nitial NO A longdaseline program would be expected to be the prin ary
user of the 2 megawatt M I beam . T he high-energy neutrino scattering program also
needs this beam , and would be expected to coexist with NO A . T he other candidate
uses of the M T beam include supporting experim ents at an antiproton source, and
supporting kaon experim ents. T he antiproton source could operate in parallel w ith
theM Ineutrino program w ith a m odest reduction in the avaibble PO T for theNuM I

Main Injector: 120 GeV, 1.5 sec Cycle, 2.0 MW Beam Power
Linac Protons: 8 GeV, 9.33 Hz average rate, 1.86 MW Beam Power
8 GeV Linac (2MW version) Cycles 1.5E14 per Pulse at 10Hz
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Figure 15: Proton D river bunch structure and the M ain Tn gctor cycle.
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beam . T he kaon program , In contrast to the neutrino program , would require a slow

extracted beam . H owever, w ith an additional storage ring, it is possible that a kaon
program could be run during neutrino running w ith only a m inor in pact on the PO T

available for the neutrino program . T his could be accom plished by fast extraction of
a fraction of the M Ibunches and transfer into a stretcher ring. T he protons stored In
the ring would then be slow Iy extracted for the kaon program . A ring in the Tevatron
tunnel would be deal for this purpose.

T he candidates for using the 8 G&V beam are a low energy neutrino scattering
experin ent, a pion program , a muon program , and a neutron program . The neu-
trino scattering experim ent requires short pulses w ith lJarge gaps between pulses so
that beam unrelated backgrounds can be suppressed. T he pion program requires a
beam stretcher to produce long pulses and hence m Inin ize the instantaneous inten-—
sity. M any experin ents in the m uon program require a CW beam w ith bunches that
are short com pared to them uon lifetin e w ith gaps betw een bunches of severalm uon
lifetim es. Hence all of these program s w ill require an additional storage ring to m a—
nipulate the bunch structure. Tt is possible that, in the post—collider era, this storage
ring could be the Recycler. Noting that each of these 8 G &V sub-program s requires
a di erent bunch structure it is natural to consider a scenario in which they run se-
quentially rather than in parallkel. To illustrate this, we can in agine that initially an
8 G eV neutrino scattering experim ent is the prim ary user of the 8 G €V beam , follow ed
by (or possibly interleaved w ith) one or m ore pion experim ents. In a second phase
the facility is upgraded to include a low energy muon source, and one or m ore low
energy m uon experin ents becom e the prin ary user(s). In a third phase, if required,
the muon source could be developed to becom e the front-end of a neutrino factory.
This could be a very Iong+tem 20 - 30 year plan.
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6 Summ ary

T here is a com pelling physics case for a Proton D river at Ferm ilab. T his upgrade to
the existing accelerator com plex ism otivated by the exciting developm ents in neutrino
physics. Independent of the value of the unknown neutrino m xing param eter 3, a
2megawattM ain Infctor proton beam would facilitate, over the com ing decades, one
orm ore long-baseline neutrino experin ents that would m ake critical contrlbutions to
the globalneutrino oscillation program . The NuM Ibeam isthe only neutrino beam in
the world w ith an appropriate energy and a long enough baseline form attere ects to
signi cantly change the e ective oscillation param eters. W ith a 2 m egawatt P roton
D river this unique feature of the Ferm ilab neutrino program can be exploited to:

Probe an aller values of ;3 than can be probed w ith reactordased experim ents
or w ith any existing or approved acceleratorbased experin ent.

If 15 is not very samall, determ ine the neutrino m ass hierarchy and greatly
enhance the sensitivity of the global neutrino program to CP violation.

If 15 is very am all, establish the m ost stringent lin it on 3 and prepare the
way for a neutrino factory driven by the Proton D river.

The M I neutrino oscillation physics program would be supplem ented w ith a broad
program of neutrino scattering m easurem ents that are of interest to particle physi-
cists, nuclear physicists, and nuclear astrophysicists. T he neutrino scattering program
would utilize both the Proton D river upgraded NuM I beam , and neutrino and anti-
neutrino beam s generated using the protons available at 8 G €V . T he overall neutrino
program m otivates the highest practical prin ary beam intensities atboth M I energies
and at 8 G €&V . In practice thism eans 2m egawattsatM Ienergiesand 052 m egawatts
at8Géev.

A dditionalphysics program s could also be supported by the Proton D river. In par-
ticular, the P roton D river could support (i) a program of low energy experin ents that
probe the TeV m ass scale In a way that is com plem entary to the LHC experin ents,
and (i) a program of low energy experim ents that are of Interest to the nuclear physics
com m unity and that is com plem entary to the JLab program . T he possibilities using
the 8 G &V beam include (i) the developm ent of a very intense m uon source w ith a
bunch structure optim ized for (g=2),muon EDM ,and LFV m uon decay experin ents,
(i) a program of low energy pion experin ents, and (iil) som e gpeci ¢ experin ents
using spallation neutrons. T he possibilities using the M I beam include a program of
kaon experim ents, and som e gpeci ¢ experin ents using the antiproton source.

For decades to com e, a Fermm ilab Proton D river would support an exciting world
class neutrino program that would address som e of the m ost fiindam ental open ques—
tions In physics, and could also support a broader program of low energy experin ents.
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7 A ppendix: Proton D river Scienti cA dvisory G roup

T he physics case presented In this docum ent em erged from the "Fem ilab Proton
D river W orkshop", 6-9 O ctober, 2004, and from subsequent work conducted by the
participants. T his work, together w ith the docum ented physics case, was presented
to and reviewed by the Proton D river Scienti ¢ A dvisory G roup, appointed by the
Fem ilab D irectorate:

Peter M eyers, Princeton (Chair)
Ed B lucher, C hicago

G erhard Buchalla,M unich
John D ainton, L iverpool

Y ves D eclais, Lyon

Lance D ixon, SLAC

Um berto D osselli, INEF'N

Don Geesaman,ANL

Geo Greene,ORNL
Taka K ondo, KEK

M arvin M arshak, M innesota
BillM olzon,UCTI

H itoshiM urayam a, UC Berkley
Jam es Siegrist, LBN L

Anthony Thom as, JLab

Taku Yam anaka, O saka

T he present docum ent bene ted greatly from the com m ents and suggestions aris-
Ing from the review s conducted by this advisory group.
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