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In the search for neutrinoless double beta decay (0νββ) experiments, common methods for sensitivity calcu-
lations include the counting method and the spectrum fitting method. This research compares their difference in
sensitivity under various energy resolutions. Additionally, the performance of high and low Q-value 0νββ iso-
topes is compared. The results of this research could provide guidance on the choice of methods for sensitivity
calculations, energy resolution and 0νββ isotopes for future 0νββ experiments.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Neutrinoless double beta decay (0νββ), (A,Z) → (A,Z+
2)+2e−, is an extremely rare decay process that occurs in cer-
tain nuclides [1]. The investigation of 0νββ plays a signifi-
cant role in exploring physics beyond the standard model [2].
The half-life of 0νββ could also provide crucial information
for determining the neutrino mass hierarchy, since the effec-
tive mass of Majorana neutrinos ⟨mββ⟩ is highly related to
the half-life. The existence of 0νββ decay would demon-
strate that neutrinos are Majorana fermions.

Currently, there is no confirmed experimental evidence for
neutrinoless double beta decay. Extensive experimental ef-
forts are being dedicated to the search for 0νββ [3–13].
These experimental studies typically employ two methods
to estimate the sensitivity to the half-life of 0νββ. One is
the counting method, which involves statistical analysis of
events within a selected region of interest (ROI). The counting
method relies on the number of events in the ROI. The other is
the fitting method, which utilizes spectrum fitting to calculate
the sensitivity. Despite the fact that the fitting method requires
a detailed study of the background, it is capable of utilizing
information from events outside the ROI. This research exam-
ined the differences in sensitivity between the two methods.

Currently, the best results in 0νββ experiments have come
from the KamLAND-Zen experiment using a liquid scintilla-
tor detector [12], which has the advantage of high exposure
to 0νββ nuclei. In this study, we chose to simulate a liquid
scintillator detector as an example for our study. The detector
simulations were performed with an energy resolution δ (de-
fined by the standard deviation σE at 1MeV as δ = σE

1MeV )
ranging from 1% to 7%. This made the conclusion of this re-
search applicable to other detector types in this energy resolu-
tion range, such as time projection chamber (TPC) detectors.

Furthermore, the studied isotopes in this research were
selected as 150Nd and 130Te. These isotopes represent the
high Q-value (approximately 3.37MeV) and low Q-value
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(approximately 2.53MeV) isotopes. The purpose of this re-
search is to provide guidance for future experiments using
various isotopes in the selection of appropriate methods for
sensitivity calculations.

Section II describes the simulation setup. Section III
presents the background of this research. Section IV provides
a detailed description of the counting and fitting methods, to-
gether with a comparison of their results. Section V presents
a discussion, and Section VI concludes.

II. DETECTOR SETUP AND SIMULATION

A. Detector setup

The geometry of the liquid scintillator detector used in this
research is similar to JUNO [14]. The general structure of the
multi-hundred-ton detector is shown in Fig. 1. The main body
of the detector is a 500-ton liquid scintillator enclosed in a 5-
meter-radius acrylic sphere. The acrylic sphere is wrapped
around by the mineral oil. There is a stainless steel support
frame for the photomultiplier tubes (PMT) at a radius of 6
meters. Thousands of 8-inch PMTs are placed on the support
frame. The outer layer is a cubic water tank with a side length
of 12 meters.

Water Tank：
L = 12 m
Thickness = 2 cm

PMT Support：
R = 5.99 m

Acrylic vessel：
Thickness = 6 cm

PMTs：
6400 8-inch PMTs

Photocathode coverage 
50%SlowLS：

R = 5 m

Fig. 1. A simple concept graphic of the detector geometry used in
simulations.

In this research, the liquid scintillator is loaded with 0νββ
isotopes by a specific mass fraction. This fraction is set to be
1% for natural Nd and Te [15–17], which corresponds to a
mass of 0.285 ton for 150Nd and 1.71 ton for 130Te.
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B. Simulation

The detector simulations used a simulation package named
Jinping Simulation and Analysis Package (JSAP). The JSAP
is based on GEANT4 and has some features, which include
the generator, detector simulation, dark noise and pre-trigger,
waveform generation, and trigger. The details of JSAP were
described in [18].

III. NEUTRINOLESS DOUBLE BETA DECAY
EXPERIMENT BACKGROUNDS

The 0νββ experiment backgrounds have various sources,
including two-neutrino double beta decay (2νββ), solar neu-
trinos, radioactive and cosmogenic backgrounds. These back-
grounds will mask the 0νββ signals. The simulations in this
research are based on the China Jinping Underground Lab-
oratory (CJPL). At the CJPL, the cosmic ray flux and the
cosmogenic background are one-thousandth of those in the
KamLAND-Zen experiment [19, 20], causing them to be neg-
ligible. In this research, only the 2νββ, solar neutrino, and
radioactive backgrounds are considered.

A. Two-neutrino double beta decay background

The 2νββ is an intrinsic background in 0νββ experiments.
Similar to the 0νββ reaction, the 2νββ reaction, (A,Z) →
(A,Z + 2) + 2e− + 2ν̄e, generates a background through
the energy deposition of the two electrons in the final state.
Since the anti-electron neutrinos in the final state can take
away energy, the total kinetic energy of two electrons forms
a continuous spectrum, with its endpoint being the reaction’s
Q-value. This energy spectrum can be approximately given
by [21]

dN

dK
≈ (K −Q)5

(
1 + 2K +

4

3
K2 +

1

3
K3 +

1

30
K4

)
,

(1)
where K is the total kinetic energy of the two final state elec-
trons and Q is the reaction’s Q-value. This equation neglects
the effect of double Fermi transitions and uses the Interac-
tion Boson Model with the closed approximation, while the
Fermi factor is computed using the Primakoff-Rosen approx-
imation [22].

Fig. 2 shows the 2νββ and 0νββ two-electron total kinetic
energy spectra with an energy resolution of 3%/

√
E(MeV)

for 150Nd. The ratio of the half-life of 2νββ to the half-life of
0νββ is set to be 1:106, since the ratio of the half-life of 2νββ
to the lower limit of the half-life of 0νββ in the KamLAND-
Zen experiment is approximately 1:105 [11].
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Fig. 2. The full view (a) and the enlarged view (b) of two-electron
total kinetic energy spectra of 2νββ and 0νββ, obtained with an
energy resolution of 3%/

√
E(MeV). The ratio of the half-life of

2νββ to the half-life of 0νββ is set to be 1:106.

B. Solar neutrino background

Solar neutrinos are produced through nuclear fusion pro-
cesses occurring in the core of the Sun. For most nuclides
of interest in the 0νββ experiments, the Q-value falls within
the region of >2.4MeV [2]. Within this energy range, only
the 8B and the hep neutrinos exhibit significant contribu-
tions [23]. Since the 8B component is approximately hun-
dreds of times higher than the hep component, the contribu-
tion of the hep component of solar neutrinos is ignored in this
research.

1. Neutrino-electron elastic scattering

The primary mechanism by which solar neutrinos con-
tribute to the background in the 0νββ experiments is through
elastic scattering (ES). Theoretical studies can provide the
survival probabilities of solar neutrinos reaching Earth [24].
The flux of solar neutrinos dϕi(Eν)

dEν
, where i = e, µ, τ , can be

calculated using these survival probabilities. By combining
this flux with the neutrino-electron elastic scattering cross-
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sections dσi(Ee,Eν)
dEe

[25], the recoil electron spectrum can be
derived as

dNe (Ee)

dEe
= N0 × t×

flavours∑
i

∫
dEν

dϕi (Eν)

dEν

dσi (Ee, Eν)

dEe
,

(2)
where N0 is the number of electrons in the target and t is the
measuring time.

As a result, the 8B recoil electron spectrum with
3%/

√
E(MeV) energy resolution is shown in Fig. 3.
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Fig. 3. The neutrino-electron elastic scattering electron recoil
spectrum of 8B neutrinos, obtained with an energy resolution of
3%/

√
E(MeV).

2. Decay nuclide capture background

Neutrinos can be captured by nuclides in the detector
through a charged current (CC) process. Ref. [26, 27] indi-
cates that the 0νββ nuclide would capture neutrinos and then
undergo the single β decay (SB) to release an electron (and
possibly photons):

CC : (A,Z − 1) + ν → (A,Z) + e− + γ(s) +Qν ,

SB : (A,Z) → (A,Z + 1) + e− + γ(s) +Qβ .
(3)

This research follows the calculations from [26, 27] to ob-
tain the energy spectrum of β or β + γ. For example, 150Nd
undergoes the CC process to become 150Pm. Subsequently,
150Pm undergoes the SB process to the ground state or ex-
cited states of 150Sm. This process would emit an electron
and probably de-excitation photons. The calculation consid-
ers all decay paths of 150Pm with a branching ratio greater
than 1% and sets the lower limit of the branching ratio for
the ground state at 10%. This calculation results in a total
branching ratio of 99.7%. The energy spectrum of β decay
used here is approximately given by [28]

dN

dE
≈ (E0 − Ee)

2
EepeF (Z,Ee) , (4)

where E0 is the energy of the β decay endpoint, Ee and pe
are the energy and momentum of the final state electron, and
F (Z,Ee) is the Fermi function.

130Te follows a similar process, undergoing the CC process
to transform into 130I, which subsequently undergoes the SB
process to convert into 130Xe. Fig. 4 provides the total energy
spectra of the capture of neutrinos by 150Nd and 130Te, with
an energy resolution of 3%/

√
E(MeV).

0 1 2 3 4 5
Energy [MeV]

0

0.5

1

A
.U

. Pm SB Spectrum150

(a)

0 1 2 3 4 5
Energy [MeV]

0

0.5

1

A
.U

. I SB Spectrum130

(b)

Fig. 4. The single beta (SB) energy spectra of (a) 150Pm and (b)
130I process, which come from the charged current process of 150Nd
and 130Te. The spectra are drawn with an energy resolution of
3%/

√
E(MeV).

C. Radioactive background

Radioactive isotopes in materials emit α, β and γ particles.
These particles can deposit energy in the detector, contribut-
ing to the radioactive background. The primary isotopes that
contribute to this background are those of the decay chains
from 238U and 232Th, along with the 40K isotopes. The high
energy γ from these sources, such as the 2.61MeV γ of 208Tl,
are capable of penetrating the detector materials and entering
the detector center, depositing the energy to form background
events. Table 1 shows the radioactive purity for various ma-
terials in the simulation.
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Table 1. The radioactive purity of different detector materials used in the simulation.

Materials 238U [g/g] 232Th [g/g] 40K [g/g]
Liquid scintillator[29] 1× 10−16 1× 10−16 1× 10−18

Acrylic[30] 6× 10−13 1.6× 10−12 null
Stainless steel [31] 3.7× 10−10 2.8× 10−9 4.5× 10−7

Water [29] 1× 10−13 2× 10−13 2× 10−14

PMT glass [29] 3× 10−8 1× 10−8 2× 10−9

D. Simulation for backgrounds

This research used the Monte Carlo (MC) method to simu-
late the 0νββ signals and 2νββ, solar neutrino, and radioac-
tive backgrounds. This method involves random sampling
from the energy spectrum of each background to generate
background events. The effect of energy resolution δ (ranging
from 1%/

√
E(MeV) to 7%/

√
E(MeV)) on the shape of the

energy spectra is incorporated by convolving with a Gaussian

function N

(
µ = 0, σ = δ√

E(MeV)

)
.

For radioactive backgrounds, it is necessary to first ob-
tain their visible energy (electron equivalent energy, unit is
MeVee) spectra. To obtain these visible energy spectra, a de-
tector simulation was conducted. In this detector simulation,
for the isotope decay that occurs in the liquid scintillator, the
238U decay chain, the 232Th decay chain and 40K were con-
sidered. For isotope decay that occurs outside the liquid scin-
tillator, only specific nuclei were considered. These nuclei in-
cluded 210Tl, 214Bi and 234Pa in the 238U decay chain, 208Tl,
212Bi and 228Ac in the 232Th decay chain and 40K. The nuclei
that would undergo α decay were not considered since the α
particles would quench in the liquid scintillator and have low
visible energy (<1.5MeVee). Furthermore, nuclei with vis-
ible energies lower than 1.5MeVee were not considered ei-
ther, since they fall outside the fitting range (1.5∼4.8MeV).
With the spectra of radioactive backgrounds, it is capable
of performing MC simulations. As a sample, Fig. 5 shows
the radioactive background energy spectra in the liquid scin-
tillator (5-meter-radius sphere) with an energy resolution of
3%/

√
E(MeV).

As a result, Fig. 6 shows a sample of simulated background
spectra of 1% natural Nd-loaded with an energy resolution of
3%/

√
E(MeV).

IV. COUNTING AND FITTING METHODS

The mathematical principles of the counting and fitting
methods are described here, together with the fiducial vol-
umes defined for both methods and the ROI selection of the
counting method.

A. Counting method

The mathematical principles of the counting method are
described in Section IV A 1. The fiducial volume and ROI
selection for the counting method are described in Sec-
tion IV A 2.

1. Mathematical principles of counting method

Based on the total number of events NROI observed in the
ROI, the upper limit Slimit for the signal count at a given con-
fidence level (C.L.) can be defined as

P (Slimit > S) ≥ 1− α, (5)

where the 1− α is the value of the confidence level.
For experiments with a large number of background events

in the ROI, the Poisson distribution of NROI (i.e., π(λ =
B+S)) can be approximated as a normal distribution: N(µ =
B+S, σ2 = B+S), where B and S are the expected numbers
of background and signal in the ROI, respectively. Assuming
the value of B is known in the experiment, the one-sided con-
fidence interval for the estimate of the signal number Ŝ can
be obtained as [32]:

Slimit = NROI −B + nσ

√
NROI, (6)

where nσ is corresponding to the confidence level. For ex-
ample, a 90% confidence level (α = 0.1) corresponds to a
nσ = 1.28.

With the number of signals much lower than the back-
grounds, the equation (6) can be further approximated as:

Slimit = nσ

√
NROI. (7)

For a specific 0νββ isotope, the upper limit Slimit can be con-
verted into the lower limit of the 0νββ half-life as following:

T limit
1/2 =

NA × ln2

nσ

√
NROI

Miso × 106

Aiso
× t× ϵ, (8)

where NA is Avogadro’s number, Miso is the total mass of
the 0νββ reaction isotope in the detector (in ton) and times
the 106 to transfer into gram, Aiso is the atomic number of
the isotope, t is the detector run time and ϵ is the detection
efficiency.

By substituting ∆E × b for NROI in (8), we have

T limit
1/2 =

NA × ln2

nσ

√
∆E × b

Miso × 106

Aiso
× t× ϵ, (9)
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Fig. 5. Visible energy spectra of the radioactive backgrounds in liquid scintillator (5-meter-radius sphere) under a 3%/
√

E(MeV) energy
resolution. For radioactive backgrounds in the liquid scintillator, the 238U decay chain, the 232Th decay chain and 40K are considered. When
outside the liquid scintillator, only a subset of nuclei are simulated, including 228Ac, 212Bi, 214Bi, 234Pa, 208Tl, 210Tl and 40K.
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Fig. 6. A sample of simulated background spectra of 1% natural Nd-loaded within the (a) 5-meters-radius sphere and the (b) 4-meters-radius
sphere. The energy resolution is set to 3%/

√
E(MeV).

where ∆E is the width of ROI and b is background count
per energy unit. This equation can be used to estimate the
sensitivity for an experiment [32].

2. Fiducial volume and ROI searching

Selecting the appropriate fiducial volume and the ROI
range can enhance the sensitivity of the counting method. To
determine the suitable fiducial volume and ROI, different val-
ues of them were tested, as described in detail below.

The radius was varied to optimize the fiducial volume with
forty values ranging from 1.1 to 5.0 meters, with a step size of
0.1 meters. Additionally, as the fiducial volume reduced, an
exponential decrease in the radioactive background originat-
ing from outside the liquid scintillator was observed. This re-
duction arises because the liquid scintillator outside the fidu-
cial volume acts as a buffer layer. This reduction also leads
to changes in the shape of the spectrum for different fiducial
volumes, as shown in Fig. 6. Therefore, the spectral shape

for each fiducial volume condition was individually studied
by simulating the radioactive backgrounds.

The selection of the ROI requires the determination of
an appropriate ROI width and the center position of the
ROI. To select a suitable ROI width, the ROI width ∆ER,
ranging from 0.02 to 1MeV, was divided into fifty val-
ues with a step size of 0.02MeV. Regarding the center
position, the ROI was set as [Q− 0.5∆ER, Q+ 0.5∆ER],
[Q− 0.25∆ER, Q+ 0.75∆ER] and [Q,Q+∆ER], since
the 2νββ backgrounds are not symmetric near the Q-value.

The most suitable condition for the counting method was
searched with an MC data set, and Fig. 7 shows the samples
of the searching process. Then, for specific energy resolu-
tions and isotopes, the fiducial volume radius and ROI cor-
responding to the highest 90% C.L. sensitivity were chosen.
The fiducial volume and ROI selection results for the count-
ing method are shown in Table 2.

As a result, the fiducial volume of 130Te is smaller than that
of 150Nd because the radioactive backgrounds near the Q-
value of 130Te are much higher, so a smaller fiducial volume
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Fig. 7. The 90% C.L. sensitivities of 0νββ half-life vs. ROI width ∆ER and fiducial volume radius, derived with 1% natural Nd-
loaded (a,b,c) and 1% natural Te-loaded (d,e,f) under an energy resolution of 3%/

√
E(MeV) and a run time of 10 years (corresponding

to the total exposure 2.85 ton-year for 150Nd and 17.10 ton-year for 130Te). The ROIs are set as [Q− 0.5∆ER, Q+ 0.5∆ER] for (a,d),
[Q− 0.25∆ER, Q+ 0.75∆ER] for (b,e) and [Q,Q+∆ER] for (c,f).

Table 2. The fiducial volume and ROI selection for counting method with 150Nd and 130Te. The second column is the energy resolution δ,
the third column is the radius of the fiducial volume, the fourth column is the ROI range and the fifth column is the exposure of the isotopes
with the 1% natural Nd-loaded and 1% natural Te-loaded. The fiducial volume of 130Te is smaller than that of 150Nd because the radioactive
backgrounds near the Q-value of 130Te are much higher, so a smaller fiducial volume is needed to exclude these backgrounds.

Isotope Energy resolution δ Fiducial volume radius [m] ROI range [MeV] Exposure [ton-year]
150Nd 0.01 4.6 [3.35, 3.43]2 2.22
150Nd 0.02 4.2 [3.28, 3.45]1 1.69
150Nd 0.03 4.3 [3.25, 3.49]1 1.81
150Nd 0.04 4.3 [3.30, 3.59]2 1.81
150Nd 0.05 4.6 [3.27, 3.65]2 2.22
150Nd 0.06 4.6 [3.25, 3.72]2 2.22
150Nd 0.07 4.6 [3.37, 3.82]3 2.22
130Te 0.01 2.3 [2.50, 2.56]1 1.66
130Te 0.02 2.2 [2.46, 2.60]1 1.46
130Te 0.03 2.1 [2.42, 2.64]1 1.27
130Te 0.04 2.0 [2.37, 2.69]1 1.09
130Te 0.05 2.0 [2.31, 2.75]1 1.09
130Te 0.06 2.1 [2.26, 2.80]1 1.27
130Te 0.07 2.1 [2.24, 2.82]1 1.27

1 ROI set as [Q− 0.5∆ER, Q+ 0.5∆ER].
2 ROI set as [Q− 0.25∆ER, Q+ 0.75∆ER].
3 ROI set as [Q,Q+∆ER].
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is needed to exclude these backgrounds.

B. Fitting method

The fitting method requires a detailed study of the back-
ground, and it is able to use events outside of the ROI. This
research uses the Chi-squared (χ2) fitting method. The form
of the χ2 function is described in Section IV B 1. The math-
ematical principle of the fitting method is described in Sec-
tion IV B 2.

1. Chi-squared function

The fitting method used in this research utilizes a binned
χ2 fitting. The test statistic χ2 consists of two components as

χ2 = χ2
energy + χ2

penalty, (10)

where

χ2
energy = 2

Nbin∑
i=1

(
ni log

ni

vi
+ vi − ni

)
, (11)

is a Poisson format χ2 [33] and

χ2
penalty =

Nbkg∑
k=1

(
vbkgk − nbkg

k

σbkg
k

)2

, (12)

where, Nbin denotes the number of bins in the fitting range,
ni is the observed number of events in the i-th bin, and
vi = vsignali +

∑
k v

bkg
ki is the expected number of events in

the i-th bin, k represents for the k-th background. Nbkg de-
notes the number of background types, vbkgk =

∑Nbin

i vbkgki
represents the expected number of events of the k-th back-
ground, nbkg

k represents its measured value and σbkg
k is the

standard deviation of the measured value.
This research utilizes the TMINUIT class from the CERN

ROOT [34] software package and employs its default opti-
mization algorithm MIGRAD to minimize the χ2 function.
Fig. 8 shows a sample of χ2 fitting with an energy resolution
of 3%/

√
E(MeV) and a detector run time of 10 years (corre-

sponding to the exposure of 1.35 ton-year for 150Nd and 1.46
ton-year for 130Te).

2. Mathematical principles of fitting method

The fitting method in this research used a binned χ2 fit-
ting method, and the Feldman-Cousins method [35] (FC
method) is used to calculate confidence intervals. For a multi-
dimensional sample, constructing a confidence band requires
computationally intensive calculations and is difficult to vi-
sualize. Therefore, a toy MC method named profiled FC

method [36] was performed to solve this problem, which will
be briefly introduced in the following.

For a specific value of the parameter µ = µs, multiple toy
MC samples xi will be generated, each corresponding to a
∆χ2

j (xi;µs) = χ2(xi;µs) − χ2(xi;µbest), where µbest is
the best fitting result of the parameter µ. Then, a certain value
of ∆χ2

c(µs) should be derived by making 1 − α of toy MC
samples satisfy ∆χ2

j (xi;µs) < ∆χ2
c(µs). After repeating

this process for enough points of µs, one can get a curve of
∆χ2

c(µs), then the confidence interval of µ for a specific sam-
ple x can be derived as:

Iµ = {µ|∆χ2(x;µ) < ∆χ2
c(µ)}. (13)

By performing the profiled FC method, one can avoid the
construction of confidence bands in a multidimensional x−µ
space. However, the profiled FC method still has the problem
of choosing the values of the nuisance parameters during the
toy MC generation process. One of the solutions is to pre-
assign the values of the nuisance parameters to generate toy
MC samples using a predetermined nuisance function [37].

In this research, the total count of each background {Nk}
and the 0νββ signal Ns were set as the fitting parameters,
while the samples are the events in each bin {ni}. The pro-
filed FC method can be used to determine the confidence in-
terval for the signal count Ns using the equation (13). In
most situations, this confidence interval would encompass 0
and become an upper limit Ns|upper. This would allow for
a straightforward conversion from an upper limit on the sig-
nal count Ns|upper into a lower limit on the 0νββ half-life as
T 0ν
lower = NA×ln2

Ns|upper

Miso×106

Aiso
× t × ϵ, where the definitions of

constants are the same as in equation (8).

Furthermore, in this research, this method is used to obtain
the half-life sensitivity of 0νββ. Sensitivity is obtained by
generating toy MC samples with zero signal, calculating the
0νββ half-life lower limit for each MC sample, and choosing
the median of the results.

3. Fiducial volume cut for fitting method

The fiducial volume cut searching for fitting method is
same as the counting method described in Section IV A 2.
Fig. 9 shows a sample of fiducial volume searching for the
fitting method derived with 150Nd and 130Te, under an en-
ergy resolution of 3%/

√
E(MeV) and detector run time of

10 years, while the exposures of 150Nd and 130Te are change
with the fiducial volume radius. Subsequently, for specific
resolutions and isotopes, the fiducial volume radius corre-
sponding to the highest 90% C.L. sensitivity of the 0νββ
half-life was chosen. As a result, Table 3 gives the fiducial
volume cuts.
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Fig. 8. Energy spectra of simulated events within the fiducial volume drawn together with best-fit backgrounds and the 90% C.L. upper limit
for 0νββ of (a) 1% natural Nd-loaded in a 3.9-meter-radius sphere and (b) 1% natural Te-loaded in a 2.2-meter-radius sphere. The energy
resolution is set to 3%/

√
E(MeV), detector run time is 10 years (corresponding to the exposure 1.35 ton-year for 150Nd and 1.46 ton-year

for 130Te). Lines are fitting results and the black points are MC data.
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Fig. 9. A sample of fiducial volume search process for fitting
method. The 90% C.L. sensitivities are derived with an energy res-
olution of 3%/

√
E(MeV) and a detector run time of 10 years. The

red line is the result derived with 1% natural Te-loaded and the blue
line is the result derived with 1% natural Nd-loaded.

C. Comparison of counting and fitting methods

The counting and fitting methods are compared by the ob-
tained 90% C.L. sensitivities of the 0νββ half-life. The com-
parison was performed with different 0νββ isotopes (130Te
and 150Nd) and different energy resolutions, while the other
conditions are shown in Table 2 and Table 3. These half-life
sensitivities were derived with optimal fiducial volume and
ROI, and the results are shown in Fig. 10.
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Fig. 10. The 90% C.L. sensitivity of 0νββ half-life of 130Te and
150Nd vs. energy resolution for fitting and counting methods. The
red dashed lines are derived with 1% natural Te-loaded and the blue
solid lines are derived with 1% natural Nd-loaded. Other conditions
are shown in Table 2 and Table 3.

Under all energy resolution conditions used in this re-
search, the fitting method achieves a higher sensitivity in the
0νββ half-life compared to the counting method.

For the fitting method, the sensitivity of the high Q-value
isotope (150Nd) shows a sharp decline when the energy reso-
lution exceeds 6%/

√
E(MeV), and makes the sensitivity of

the fitting method of 150Nd lower than 130Te at the energy res-
olution of 7%/

√
E(MeV). These phenomena are discussed

in Section V B.
For the counting method, the sensitivity of the high Q-

value isotope (150Nd) decreases faster than that of the low Q-
value isotope (130Te). This is because the main background
for the low Q-value isotope is the radioactivity background,
while for the high Q-value isotope, its main background is
the 2νββ background. The 2νββ background within the
ROI will increase rapidly as the energy resolution deterio-
rates, leading to a faster decrease in sensitivity of the counting
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Table 3. The fiducial volume cuts for fitting method with 150Nd and 130Te. The Second column is the energy resolution δ, the third column is
the radius of the sphere corresponding to the fiducial volume bins and the fourth column is the exposure of the isotopes with the 1% natural
Nd-loaded and 1% natural Te-loaded.

Isotope Energy resolution δ Fiducial volume radius [m] Exposure [ton-year]
150Nd 0.01 4.0 1.46
150Nd 0.02 4.0 1.46
150Nd 0.03 3.9 1.35
150Nd 0.04 3.9 1.35
150Nd 0.05 3.8 1.25
150Nd 0.06 3.9 1.35
150Nd 0.07 3.9 1.35
130Te 0.01 2.1 1.27
130Te 0.02 1.9 0.94
130Te 0.03 2.2 1.46
130Te 0.04 2.1 1.27
130Te 0.05 1.9 0.94
130Te 0.06 2.3 1.66
130Te 0.07 1.8 0.80

method for the high Q-value isotope.

V. DISCUSSION

A. Comparison of effective neutrino mass obtained by
different isotopes

For 0νββ experiments, the effective neutrino mass ⟨mββ⟩
is also of greater interest, which satisfying the following rela-
tionship [38]

T 0v
1/2

−1
= G0vg

4
A |M0v|2

∣∣∣∣ ⟨mββ⟩
me

∣∣∣∣2 , (14)

where gA is the coupling constant, me is the electron mass,
and G0ν and M0ν are the phase space factor and nuclear ma-
trix element related to the isotope, respectively. For the phase
space factor G0ν , 150Nd is around 4 times that of 130Te [39],
while for the nuclear matrix element M0ν , there is a large
theoretical uncertainty [40–46].

As shown in Fig. 11, the 90% C.L. sensitivities of ⟨mββ⟩
of 150Nd are better than those of 130Te in the same en-
ergy resolution, the method for sensitivity calculations and
the model for the calculation of the nuclear matrix element
(QRPA model and IBM model) [39]. As a result, for better
⟨mββ⟩ sensitivity, natural Nd is a better choice than natural
Te at the same loading mass fraction.

B. The sharp decline of sensitivity when fitting with Nd-150

The sensitivity of the fitting method with 150Nd shows a
sharp decline at the energy resolution 6%/

√
E(MeV), as

shown in Fig. 10. This feature arises from the 2νββ back-
ground of 150Nd. As energy resolution deteriorates, the 2νββ
background starts to overlap more and more 0νββ signals,
leading to a significant drop in the performance of the fitting
method, as shown in Fig. 12(a).

Fig. 12(b) shows the background events in [Q− σ,Q+ σ],
where Q is the Q-value of 150Nd and σ is the standard varia-
tion of the 150Nd 0νββ signals. The background rate is indi-
cated to increase rapidly with the deterioration of the energy
resolution, providing evidence that 2νββ is an important fac-
tor that affects the sensitivity of 150Nd.

The sharp decline of 150Nd results in its sensitivity be-
ing lower than that of 130Te at an energy resolution of
7%/

√
E(MeV). One of the reasons is that 150Nd has more

2νββ background, and the other reason is that the natu-
ral abundance of 150Nd (5.7%) is lower than that of 130Te
(34.2%).

VI. CONCLUSION

In this research, we focus on the comparison of counting
and fitting method in 0νββ experiments. Based on simula-
tion of a 500m3 spherical liquid scintillator detector at CJPL,
the 0νββ half-life sensitivities obtained from the counting
and fitting methods were compared with an energy resolution
of 1%/

√
E(MeV) to 7%/

√
E(MeV). We also performed

a fiducial volume cut for both methods and checked the ROI
selection for the counting method. Furthermore, 150 Nd and
130 Te were chosen as representations of isotopes of high Q
and low Q values.

The results of this research indicate that the fitting method
obtains a higher sensitivity than the counting method for
the energy resolution of 1%/

√
E(MeV) to 7%/

√
E(MeV).

Furthermore, this research shows that given the equivalent en-
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Fig. 11. The 90% C.L. sensitivities of effective neutrino mass vs. energy resolution. The red dashed lines are results derived with 1% natural
Te-loaded and the blue solid lines are results derived with 1% natural Nd-loaded. The G0ν and M0ν are taken from QRPA model (a) and
IBM model (b) data in Ref [39].
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Fig. 12. (a) The 150Nd 0νββ overlapped ratio drawn with an energy resolution of 7%/
√

E(MeV). The red line is the 2νββ background
and the blue line is 0νββ signal. The dashed area is the overlapped 0νββ signals. The half-life of 0νββ is set at 5 × 1025 years, which
is approximately the average sensitivity obtained in Section IV C. (b) The background events in one year for 1% natural Nd-loaded in the
energy range [Q − σ,Q + σ], where Q is the Q-value of 0νββ and σ is standard variation of 0νββ signals. The solar neutrino background
is neglected, since they are much smaller than the other backgrounds.

ergy resolution, run time, and loading mass fraction, the ef-
fective neutrino mass ⟨mββ⟩ derived from natural Nd is lower
than that derived from natural Te. This research could provide
guidance for future experiments in selecting the appropriate
method for sensitivity calculations and 0νββ isotopes.

We chose the energy resolution of 3%/
√

E(MeV) as a
typical value of the liquid scintillator detector. Under this
energy resolution and an exposure of 1.35 ton-year for 150Nd
and 1.46 ton-year for 130Te, the better sensitivity comes from

the fitting method, as

150Nd : 6.34× 1025 yr (90% C.L.)
130Te : 4.50× 1025 yr (90% C.L.)

These 0νββ half-life correspond to the effective neu-
trino mass ⟨mββ⟩ 43-93meV for 150Nd and 76-150meV for
130Te.
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