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T2K is a long baseline neutrino experiment which exploits a neutrino and antineutrino beam at
JPARC to perform precision measurements of neutrino oscillation parameters Am3,, sin? f23 (besides
the CP-violating phase dcp). The latest results for the measurement of PMNS parameters in the
disappearance mode are presented here, highlighting the main systematic uncertainties limiting the
precision. The future strategy to improve the precision on the measurement of PMNS parameters

are also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The T2K (Tokai to Kamioka) [I] is a long baseline
neutrino experiment, located in Japan, sending muon-
(anti)neutrino beam, produced from 30 GeV protons
at the Japan Proton Accelerator Research Complex
(JPARC) at Tokai to Kamioka, along the 295 km base-
line. The 2.5°0ff-axis beam peaks around 0.6 GeV.
The near detectors for this experiment are located
280m downstream from the source at JPARC in Tokai,
and the water-cherenkov detector, Super-Kamikande
at Kamioka plays the role of the far detector for study-
ing neutrino oscillations.

The basics of neutrino oscillations, the T2K exper-
iment and the results from the appearance mode at
T2K are described in [2]. The latest results [3, [4]
from the disappearance mode are discussed here. The
aim is to measure the value of the parameters AmZ,
and the fs3 with maximum possible precision. This
requires one to ensure minimum systematic uncertain-
ties in the experiment, which is addressed through a
number of contributing factors, like the flux, the neu-
trino interaction models, and the constraints from the
near detectors, to name a few.

These factors are discussed in the following sections,
along with the new improvements being worked upon
at T2K for more precise oscillation analyses in the
near future.

II. DATA FOR THE PRESENTED RESULTS

The T2K experiment has been taking data since
2010 and has accumulated a total of 1.99x10%!
protons-on-target (POT) in v, mode and 1.65x102!
POT in v, mode until 2020. The near detector used
1.15x10%! POT in neutrino mode and 0.83x10%! POT
in antineutrino mode for the presented analysis re-
sults. The details of data used at the far detector are
mentioned in [2]. The oscillation analysis procedure
followed at T2K is explained in [2] [4].
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III. FLUX-PREDICTION UNCERTAINTIES

The neutrino flux for the T2K is simulated with
the FLUKA simulation package [5], and then tuned
with external data constraints from the NA61/SHINE
hadron production experiment at CERN. Earlier, a
thin graphite target was used for this purspose, but
changing it to the target configuration replica of that
of T2K [6], the systematic uncertainties on the flux
reduced from 8% to 5%, as shown in Fig. The
current analysis uses this uncertainty.

Further improvements can be achieved by using the
NAG61/SHINE 2010 data [7], which adds kaons and
protons yields along with increased statistics, reducing
the uncertainties further to ~4%. Results with this
will be presented soon.

SK.: Neutrino Mode, '\"p T2K Preliminary
B T T T LI T T T T T

g 18 J
&3] 03 I Hadron Interactions Material Modeling ]
E L Proton Beam Prafile & Off-axis Angle Number of Protons i
2 r Horn Current & Field -1
= L — 2020 flux (replica target) i
Eﬁ Horn & Target Alignment
[ia [ [ ®xE., Arb. Norm. - == - 2018 flux (thin target) 1

02 '

0.1

L R |

FIG. 1: Flux prediction uncertainties vs neutrino energy
in the neutrino mode for T2K, at the far detector site.
The arrows highlight the reduction in the uncertainties
from the earlier thin target case (dotted line) to the replica
target case (bold line).

IV. THE NEAR DETECTOR (ND)
CONSTRAINTS

The detector along the axis of the beam, built out
of scintillator-iron layers (INGRID) monitors the inci-
dent neutrino beam and its stability. The off-axis near
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detector suite (ND280) comprises of a magnet, two
fine-grained detectors (FGDI1: scintillators, FGD2:
scintillator-water layers) in between three time projec-
tion chambers (TPCs) to act as the tracker, the Elec-
tromagnetic Calorimeter (scintillator-lead), the Pi-
Zero detector (scintillator-water bags) and the Side-
Muon Range Detector (scintillator plates). The mag-
netic field of 0.2 T helps in charge identification of the
particles.

The dominant interaction type at the energy range
for T2K, is the charged-current quasi-elastic reac-
tion (CCQE). Other charged-current interactions are
also present, like mainly the resonant pion production
(CCRES), and the deep inelastic scattering (CCDIS)
channels.

The events in the near detector are classified ac-
cording to the topology based on the reconstructed
pion multiplicity.

A. Neutrino Interaction Models:

One of the largest and most complex systematic un-
certainty in the interpretation of the data for the neu-
trino oscillation measurement is due to the modelling
of neutrino-nucleus interactions. The T2K collabora-
tion developed a new version of the model of neutrino-
nucleus interactions based on the Spectral Function
approach and with refined tuning of the nucleons re-
moval energy.

The T2K Collaboration has been improving the
NEUT neutrino event generator iteratively with every
analysis. Significant updates have been applied on the
recent NEUT 5.4.0 model [§]. A tuned Benhar Spec-
tral Functiforon [9] to describe CCQE interactions is
being used now instead of the earlier used Relativis-
tic Fermi Gas Model with Random Phase Approxi-
mations. The Shell model is built largely from the
electron-scattering data [10], with the nuclear ground
states better defined and the outgoing nucleon kine-
matics better predicted. This model is being used for
the current results.

Further modifications are underway, one of which
is the |g3|-dependent removal energy treatment from
comparing NEUT to electron scattering data (where,
q3 is the three-momentum transfer in nuclear mod-
els). All these modifications will make NEUT a more
robust neutrino interaction model and amount to re-
duced uncertainties from the interaction modelling.

B. Events Selections

Events at the ND280 are selected with mainly
three types of topologies: the charged current no-
pion (CCOpi) events, the CClpi (events containing
only one pion track besides the lepton) and the CC-
others (events containing multiple tracks), which are
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enriched in the CCQE, CCRES, CCDIS channels re-
spectively. A total of 18 such samples (FGD1, FGD2,
both modes and wrong-sign component for the anti-
neutrino mode) are used for this analysis, with larger
data statistics in comparison to earlier results.
Further improvements in the selection processes are
being made for future analyses, by implementing pro-
ton/gamma tagging methods [II]. The newer crite-
ria are based on the energy and charge depositions,
the likelihood ratios and the electro-magnetic shower
topologies, all resulting to an increase in the purity of
the samples by 5-10%. Newer samples with multi-ring
topologies at SuperK are also being worked upon [12].

C. Near Detector Fits

An extended binned likelihood fit to the ND sample
as a function of muon kinematics is made to constrain
the predicted number of events. The resulting post-
fit ND events distributions match the observed data
well, with a prior model p-value of 74%. The fitting
introduces anti-correlation between the flux and the
cross section model parameters.

The flux prediction of the muon neutrinos at the
Far-Detector (FD) is made thereafter, and the ND-fit
reduces the uncertainty to a great extent. The sys-
tematic uncertainties at SK are hence 3.0 (4.0)% in
v-mode (7-mode), as can be seen in Fig[2] The uncer-
tainties in the different samples are listed in Table [Il
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FIG. 2: Predicted flux at the FD site with the systematic
uncertainties shown before and after the ND fits, for the
Forward Horn Current (FHC) or the neutrino mode.

V. RESULTS PRESENTED

The oscillation analysis was done using five SK sam-
ples for T2K Run 1-10, as elaborated in [2]. The up-
per octant is slightly preferred with a probability of



20th Conference on Flavor Physics and CP Violation, Ozford, MS, 2022

TABLE I: Systematic Uncertainties at the far detector be-
fore and after using flux, cross section model, ND con-
straints. (d.e. stands for ‘decay electron’)

TABLE III: Best fit results from T2K (with and with-
out reactor constraints by the Bayesian method) for the
sin2 923.

SuperK Sample|Pre-ND fit error|Post-ND fit error
v, 1R, 11.1% 3.0%
7y 1R, 11.3% 4.0%
ve 1R, 13.0% 4.7%
e 1R. 12.1% 4.9%
ve 1Re 1 d.e. 18.7% 14.3%

77.1%. Similar results are also noticed by the Frequen-
tist approach, as shown in Fig. [l The ND-fits and
the FD-fits are done consecutively in the Frequentist
approach, while the ND and the FD fits are done si-
multaneously in the Bayesian approach. The normal
ordering of the neutrino mass hierarchy is preferred
at 80.8% probability, and is well in agreement with
the Frequentists confidence intervals. The Bayesian
results are listed in Table [T and [TI
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FIG. 3: Best fit results from T2K (reactor constraints in-
cluded) for the Am?3, and sin? 63.

TABLE II: Best fit results from T2K (with and without
reactor constraints by the Bayesian method) for the Am3,.

Hierarchy | Most Prob- Range
able Value
(in 107% eV?) | (in 1072 eV?)
T2K only Normal |2.487 [2.437, 2.537]
Inverted |2.457 [2.407, 2.507]
T2K + reactor| Normal |2.485 [2.436, 2.536]
Inverted |2.457 [2.406, 2.500]
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Hierarchy [Most Prob-|Range
able Value
T2K only Normal |0.471 [0.452, 0.508] and
[0.530, 0.568]
Inverted |0.469 [0.449, 0.508] and
[0.531, 0.565]
Both 0.471 [0.451, 0.508] and
[0.530, 0.567]
T2K + reactor| Normal [0.559 [0.504, 0.583]
Inverted |0.560 [0.519, 0.585]
Both 0.559 [0.507, 0.584]

VI. T2K UPGRADE

The T2K beam will be upgraded with increased
power of ~750kW in 2022 and an upgraded version
of the ND280 near detector is being assembled to ex-
ploit the increased statistics [13] [14].

Two of the beam’s magnetic focussing horns are be-
ing replaced at JPARC, the horn power supply is being
upgraded to enable faster beam repetition rate, and
efforts are going on to improve the cooling capability
of the beam target.

Moreover in 2020, the Super-Kamiokande detector
was loaded with 0.01% of Gadolinium [I5], enhanc-
ing its neutron tagging capabilities. The T2K Run-11
data was taken with this configuration, the analysis
of which is currently going on.

The near detector is undergoing a major upgrade.
A Super-FGD comprising of ~2 million scintillator
cubes, and High Angle TPCs are being added for more
phase space acceptance, and improved resolution in
the particle kinematics, thus increasing the detection
efficiency of protons, neutrons, lower momentum pi-
ons, and also aid in tagging decay electrons.

VII. SUMMARY

Latest precise measurements of the neutrino oscil-
lation parameters from the T2K experiment, using
3.8x10%! POT data have been presented here for the
disappearance mode. A slight preference for Non-
maximal mixing is observed. The data shows a prefer-
ence for the upper octant for 53 with a 77.1% prob-
ability. The normal ordering of the neutrino mass
hierarchy is also preferred by the observed data with
80.8% probability.

However, several efforts are being made to achieve
improved sample selections, reduced predicted flux
uncertainties, and more robust cross section models.
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These will result into more precise values of the mea-
sured oscillation parameters which will be presented
to the physics community very soon.
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