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neutrinos are extraordinary light
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‣Neutrinos

1

elementary particles

Neutrino is an elusive particle.
Typical properties

- extraordinary light particle

- electrically neutral
- most abundant matter-
particle in the universe

 other particles:10-8/cm3 

 ν : 300/cm3

- easily penetrate even 
astronomical objects



ニュートリノはどこから来るか？
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300 ν/cm3

宇宙全体平均でνは光に次いで多い。
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‣Neutrinos Sources & Fluxes
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KamLAND
Kamioka Liquid Scintillator 

Anti-Neutrino Detector

‣KamLAND Site & Detector

Kamioka Mine
neutrino

1000m 
depth

φ13m balloon

φ18m stainless tank

1,325 17inch + 554 20inch PMTs
* Photo coverage 34%

Water Cherenkov Outer Detector
* Muon veto

* Dodecane (80%) Pseudocumene (20%) PPO (1.36 g/l)
* extremely low impurily (238U:3.5×10-18g/g, 232Th:5.2×10-17g/g)

1,000t Liquid Scintillator

(operated since 2002)

cosmic ray

3

(125µ thickness)
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‣Physics Target in KamLAND

supernova neutrino, etc.reactor neutrinogeo neutrinosolar neutrino

electron scattering inverse beta-decayν + e− → ν + e− ν̄e + p → e+ + n

0.4 1.0 2.6 8.5 observed energy [MeV]

νx
e-

e-

νx

neutrino detection by electron scattering

* solar neutrino

anti-neutrino detection by inverse beta-decay

n
νe P

e+ prompt
γ(0.511MeV)

e-
γ(0.511MeV)

d
n
Pdelayed

thermal diffusion

ΔT=200µsec

γ(2.2MeV)

* geo neutrino
* reactor neutrino
* supernova neutrino

* solar neutrino
      Phys. Rev. C 84, 035804 (2011)
* geo neutrino
      Nature Geoscience 4, 647-651 (2011)
      arXiv:1303.4667 (2013)
* reactor neutrino
     arXiv:1303.4667 (2013)
* extraterrestrial neutrino
     Astrophys. J. 745, 193 (2011)

recent results

single event

two-fold delayed 
coincidence signal

today’s topics
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‣Physics Target in KamLAND

supernova neutrino, etc.reactor neutrinogeo neutrinosolar neutrino

electron scattering inverse beta-decayν + e− → ν + e− ν̄e + p → e+ + n

0.4 1.0 2.6 8.5 observed energy [MeV]

RENO (GdLS)

Double Chooz (GdLS)
Daya Bay (GdLS)

Borexino (300t, LS)
SK (Water)

specialize in reactor �̄e

large size,     experiment�

Other Experiments

�
�̄e

small size, specialize in low energy solar
geo     can be measured

KamLAND Physics Target

We study neutrino physics in the wide 
range of energy comprehensively.



History of KamLAND

Construction

Disappearance Spectral Distortion Precise Measurement

Geo-Neutrino Distillation

PRL90 021802 PRL94 081801 PRL100 221803

Nature 03980
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‣History of KamLAND and Neutrino Physics

construction
2000 2002 2005 20112008

first measurement of geo-neutrino
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FIG. 2: Allowed region for neutrino oscillation parameters from
KamLAND and solar neutrino experiments. The side-panels show
the ∆χ2-profiles for KamLAND (dashed) and solar experiments
(dotted) individually, as well as the combination of the two (solid).

rameters using the KamLAND and solar data. There is a
strong anti-correlation between the U and Th-decay chain
geo-neutrinos and an unconstrained fit of the individual con-
tributions does not give meaningful results. Fixing the Th/U
mass ratio to 3.9 from planetary data [18], we obtain a
combined U+Th best-fit value of (4.4± 1.6)×106 cm−2s−1

(73± 27 events), in agreement with the reference model.
The KamLAND data, together with the solar ν data, set an

upper limit of 6.2 TW (90% C.L.) for a νe reactor source at
the Earth’s center [19], assuming that the reactor produces a
spectrum identical to that of a slow neutron artificial reactor.

The ratio of the background-subtractedνe candidate events,
including the subtraction of geo-neutrinos, to no-oscillation
expectation is plotted in Fig. 3 as a function of L0/E. The
spectrum indicates almost two cycles of the periodic feature
expected from neutrino oscillation.

In conclusion, KamLAND confirms neutrino oscillation,
providing the most precise value of ∆m2

21 to date and im-
proving the precision of tan2 θ12 in combination with solar ν
data. The indication of an excess of low-energy anti-neutrinos
consistent with an interpretation as geo-neutrinos persists.

The KamLAND experiment is supported by the Japanese
Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technol-
ogy, and under the United States Department of Energy Office
grant DEFG03-00ER41138 and other DOE grants to individ-
ual institutions. The reactor data are provided by courtesy of
the following electric associations in Japan: Hokkaido, To-
hoku, Tokyo, Hokuriku, Chubu, Kansai, Chugoku, Shikoku
and Kyushu Electric Power Companies, Japan Atomic Power
Co. and Japan Nuclear Cycle Development Institute. The
Kamioka Mining and Smelting Company has provided ser-
vice for activities in the mine.
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FIG. 3: Ratio of the background and geo-neutrino-subtracted νe

spectrum to the expectation for no-oscillation as a function of
L0/E. L0 is the effective baseline taken as a flux-weighted aver-
age (L0 = 180 km). The energy bins are equal probability bins of the
best-fit including all backgrounds (see Fig. 1). The histogram and
curve show the expectation accounting for the distances to the indi-
vidual reactors, time-dependent flux variations and efficiencies. The
error bars are statistical only and do not include, for example, corre-
lated systematic uncertainties in the energy scale.
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the expected no-oscillation !e flux by more than a factor of
2. In Fig. 1(b) the signal counts are plotted in bins of
approximately equal !e flux corresponding to total reactor
power. For !m2 and tan2" determined below and the
known distributions of reactor power level and distance,
the expected oscillated !e rate is well approximated by a
straight line. The slope can be interpreted as the !e rate
suppression factor and the intercept as the reactor-
independent constant background rate. Figure 1(b) shows
the linear fit and its 90% C.L. region. The intercept is
consistent with known backgrounds, but substantially
larger backgrounds cannot be excluded; hence this fit
does not usefully constrain speculative sources of antineu-
trinos such as a nuclear reactor at the Earth’s core [6]. The
predicted KamLAND rate for typical 3 TW geo-reactor
scenarios is comparable to the expected 17:8! 7:3 event
background and would have minimal impact on the analy-
sis of the reactor power dependence signal. In the follow-
ing we consider contributions only from known
antineutrino sources.

Figure 2(a) shows the correlation of the prompt and
delayed event energy after all selection cuts except for
the Edelayed cut. The prompt energy spectrum above
2.6 MeV is shown in Fig. 2(b). The data evaluation method
with an unbinned maximum likelihood fit to two-flavor
neutrino oscillation is similar to the method used previ-
ously [1]. In the present analysis, we account for the 9Li,
accidental, and the 13C"#; n#16O, background, rates. For
the (#,n) background, the contribution around 6 MeV is
allowed to float because of uncertainty in the cross section,

while the contributions around 2.6 and 4.4 MeV are con-
strained to within 32% of the estimated rate. We allow for a
10% energy scale uncertainty for the 2.6 MeV contribution
due to neutron quenching uncertainty. The best-fit spec-
trum together with the backgrounds is shown in Fig. 2(b);
the best fit for the rate-and-shape analysis is !m2 $
7:9%0:6

&0:5 ' 10&5 eV2 and tan2" $ 0:46, with a large uncer-
tainty on tan2". A shape-only analysis gives!m2 $ "8:0!
0:5# ' 10&5 eV2 and tan2" $ 0:76.

Taking account of the backgrounds, the Baker-Cousins
$2 for the best fit is 13.1 (11 d.o.f.). To test the goodness of
fit we follow the statistical techniques in Ref. [7]. First, the
data are fit to a hypothesis to find the best-fit parameters.
Next, we bin the energy spectrum of the data into 20 equal-
probability bins and calculate the Pearson $2 statistic ($2

p)
for the data. Based on the particular hypothesis 10 000
spectra were generated using the parameters obtained
from the data and $2

p was determined for each spectrum.
The confidence level of the data is the fraction of simulated
spectra with a higher $2

p. For the best-fit oscillation pa-
rameters and the a priori choice of 20 bins, the goodness of
fit is 11.1% with $2

p=d:o:f: $ 24:2=17. The goodness of fit
of the scaled no-oscillation spectrum where the normaliza-
tion was fit to the data is 0.4% ($2

p=d:o:f: $ 37:3=18). We
note that the $2

p and goodness-of-fit results are sensitive to
the choice of binning.

To illustrate oscillatory behavior of the data, we plot in
Fig. 3 the L0=E distribution, where the data and the best-fit
spectra are divided by the expected no-oscillation spec-
trum. Two alternative hypotheses for neutrino disappear-
ance, neutrino decay [8] and decoherence [9], give
different L0=E dependences. As in the oscillation analysis,
we survey the parameter spaces and find the best-fit points
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delayed event energies after cuts. The three events with
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FIG. 3 (color). Ratio of the observed !e spectrum to the
expectation for no-oscillation versus L0=E. The curves show
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best-fit decoherence models taking into account the individual
time-dependent flux variations of all reactors and detector ef-
fects. The data points and models are plotted with L0 $ 180 km,
as if all antineutrinos detected in KamLAND were due to a
single reactor at this distance.
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are taken from [11]. This neutrino spectrum has been
tested to a few percent with short-baseline reactor !!!e
experiments [5,12]. The finite lifetimes of fission prod-
ucts introduce a 0.28% uncertainty to the !!!e flux. The
contribution from Korean reactors is estimated to be
!2:46" 0:25#% based on reported electric power gen-
eration. The rest of the World’s reactors contribute
!0:70" 0:35#% from an estimate using reactor specifica-
tions from the International Nuclear Safety Center [13].
In the absence of !!!e disappearance the expected number
of !!!e events is 86:8" 5:6; the systematic error contribu-
tions are listed in Table II.

The antineutrinos at KamLAND are provided by many
nuclear reactors but the flux is actually dominated by a
few powerful reactors at an average distance of $180 km.
More than 79% of the flux is from 26 reactors between
138–214 km away. One close reactor at 88 km contributes
6.7%; other reactors are more than 295 km away. The
relatively narrow band of distances allows KamLAND to
be sensitive to spectral distortions for certain oscillation
parameters.

Figure 3 shows the energy distribution of delayed co-
incidence events with no energy cuts. A well-separated
cluster of 2.2 MeV capture "’s is evident. One observed
event with delayed energy around 5 MeV and prompt
energy of about 3.1 MeV (not shown in Fig. 3) is consistent
with the expected neutron radiative capture rate on 12C.

The observed space-time correlation of the prompt and
delayed events agrees with expectations, and the mea-
sured capture time of 188" 23 #sec is consistent with
predictions for LS. After applying all the prompt and
delayed energy cuts, 54 events remain. Accounting for
$1 background event the probability of a fluctuation from
86.8 expected is <0:05% by Poisson statistics. The ratio
of observed reactor !!!e events to expected in the absence
of neutrino disappearance is

Nobs % NBG

Nexpected
& 0:611" 0:085!stat# " 0:041!syst#:

Figure 4 shows the ratio of measured to expected flux for
KamLAND as well as previous reactor experiments as a
function of the average distance from the source.

The expected prompt positron spectrum with no oscil-
lations and the best fit with reduced $2 & 0:31 for 8
degrees of freedom for two-flavor neutrino oscilla-
tions above the 2.6 MeV threshold are shown in Fig. 5.
A clear deficit of events is evident. At the 93% C.L.
the data are consistent with a distorted spectrum shape
expected from neutrino oscillations, but a scaled no-
oscillation shape is also consistent at 53% C.L. as deter-
mined by Monte Carlo.

The neutrino oscillation parameter region for two-
neutrino mixing is shown in Fig. 6. The dark shaded
area is the MSW-LMA [19] region at 95% C.L. derived
from [16]. The shaded region outside the solid line is
excluded at 95% C.L. from the rate analysis with
$2 ' 3:84 and

TABLE II. Estimated systematic uncertainties (%).

Total LS mass 2.1 Reactor power 2.0
Fiducial mass ratio 4.1 Fuel composition 1.0
Energy threshold 2.1 Time lag 0.28
Efficiency of cuts 2.1 !!! spectra [11] 2.5
Live time 0.07 Cross section [14] 0.2

Total systematic error 6.4%

FIG. 3 (color). Distribution of !!!e candidates after fiducial
volume, time, vertex correlation, and spallation cuts are ap-
plied. For !!!e events the prompt energy is attributed to positrons
and the delayed energy to neutron capture. Events within the
horizontal lines bracketing the delayed energy of 2.2 MeV are
consistent with thermal neutron capture on protons.
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solve “solar neutrino problem” precise measurement of neutrino oscillation

and the number of 210Po decays, respectively. The neutron energy
distribution is calculated using the measured neutron angular
distributions in the centre of mass frame25,26. Including the efficiency
for passing the ne candidate cuts, the number of (a,n) background
events is estimated to be 42 ^ 11.
There is a small contribution to the background from random

coincidences, nes from the b2 decay of long lived nuclear reactor
fission products, and radioactive isotopes produced by cosmic rays.
Using an out-of-time coincidence cut from 10ms to 20 s, the random
coincidence background is estimated to be 2.38 ^ 0.01 events. Using
the expected ne energy spectrum27 for long lived nuclear reactor
fission products, the corresponding background is estimated to be
1.9 ^ 0.2 events. Themost significant background due to radioactive
isotopes produced by cosmic rays is from the b2 decay
9Li! 2aþ nþ e2 þ ne, which has a neutron in the final state. On
the basis of events correlated with cosmic rays, the estimated number
of background events caused by radioactive 9Li is 0.30 ^ 0.05. Other
backgrounds considered and found to be negligible include spon-
taneous fission, neutron emitters and correlated decays in the
radioactive background decay chains, fast neutrons from cosmic
ray interactions, (g,n) reactions and solar ne induced break-up of
2H. The total background is estimated to be 127 ^ 13 events (1j
error).
The total number of observed ne candidates is 152, with their

energy distribution shown in Fig. 3. Including the geoneutrino
detection systematic errors, parts of which are correlated with
the background estimation errors, a ‘rate only’ analysis gives 25þ19

218
geoneutrino candidates from the 238U and 232Th decay chains.
Dividing by the detection efficiency, live-time, and number of
target protons, the total geoneutrino detected rate obtained is
5:1þ3:9

23:6 £ 10231 ne per target proton per year.
We also perform an un-binned maximum likelihood analysis of

the ne energy spectrum between 1.7 and 3.4MeV, using the known
shape of the signal and background spectra. As the neutrino oscil-
lation parameters do not significantly affect the expected shape of the
geoneutrino signal, the un-oscillated shape is assumed. However, the

oscillation parameters are included in the reactor background shape.
Figure 4a shows the confidence intervals for the number of observed
238U and 232Th geoneutrinos. Based on a study of chondritic
meteorites28, the Th/U mass ratio in the Earth is believed to be
between 3.7 and 4.1, and is known better than either absolute
concentration. Assuming a Th/U mass ratio of 3.9, we estimate the
90% confidence interval for the total number of 238U and 232Th
geoneutrino candidates to be 4.5 to 54.2, as shown in Fig. 4b. The
central value of 28.0 is consistent with the ‘rate only’ analysis. At this
point, the value of the fit parameters are Dm2

12 ¼ 7:8£ 1025 eV2;
sin22v12 ¼ 0:82, pa ¼ 1:0, and qa ¼ 1:0, where these last two param-
eters are defined in the Methods section. The 99% confidence upper
limit obtained on the total detected 238U and 232Th geoneutrino rate
is 1.45 £ 10230 ne per target proton per year, corresponding to a flux
at KamLAND of 1.62 £ 107 cm22 s21. On the basis of our reference
model, this corresponds to an upper limit on the radiogenic power
from 238U and 232Th decay of 60 TW.
As a cross-check, an independent analysis29 has been performed

using a partial data set, including detection efficiency, of 2.6 £ 1031

target proton years. In this analysis, the 13C(a,n)16O background was

Figure 3 | ne energy spectra in KamLAND. Main panel, experimental points
together with the total expectation (thin dotted black line). Also shown are
the total expected spectrum excluding the geoneutrino signal (thick solid
black line), the expected signals from 238U (dot-dashed red line) and 232Th
(dotted green line) geoneutrinos, and the backgrounds due to reactor ne
(dashed light blue line), 13C(a,n)16O reactions (dotted brown line), and
random coincidences (dashed purple line). Inset, expected spectra extended
to higher energy. The geoneutrino spectra are calculated from our reference
model, which assumes 16TW radiogenic power from 238U and 232Th. The
error bars represent ^ 1 standard deviation intervals.

Figure 4 | Confidence intervals for the number of geoneutrinos
detected. Panel a shows the 68.3% confidence level (CL; red), 95.4% CL
(green) and 99.7% CL (blue) contours for detected 238U and 232Th
geoneutrinos. The small shaded area represents the prediction from the
geophysical model. The vertical dashed line represents the value of
(NU 2 NTh)/(NU þ NTh) assuming the mass ratio, Th/U ¼ 3.9, derived
from chondritic meteorites, and accounting for the 238U and 232Th decay
rates and the ne detection efficiencies in KamLAND. The dot represents our
best fit point, favouring 3 238U geoneutrinos and 18 232Th geoneutrinos.
Panel b shows Dx2 as a function of the total number of 238U and 232Th
geoneutrino candidates, fixing the normalized difference to the chondritic
meteorites constraint. The grey band gives the value ofNU þ NTh predicted
by the geophysical model.
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LS distillation

Xe loaded LS in 
a mini-balloon

KamLAND-Zen

Neutrino measurement evolved from understanding of neutrino properties 
to utilization of neutrino as a “probe".

* geo neutrino
* reactor neutrino

* solar neutrino
* geo neutrino
* reactor neutrino
* extraterrestrial 
neutrino
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‣Geo Neutrino at KamLAND

地球内部に含まれる放射性物質も、ベータ崩壊を
して反電子ニュートリノを放出する。

ウラン、トリウム、カリウムなどは崩壊によってエネルギーを生成し、反電子
ニュートリノも放出するので、反ニュートリノ流量から熱生成量がわかる。

カムランドは、ウラン、トリウムからの反電子ニュートリノに感度がある。

238U!206 Pb + 8� + 6e� + 6⇥̄e + 51.7 MeV
232Th!208 Pb + 6� + 4e� + 4⇥̄e + 42.7 MeV
40K!40 Ca + e� + �̄e + 1.311 MeV(89.28%)

2005年には、地球反ニュートリノを観測できることを実証
KamLAND collaboration, “Experimental investigation of geologically produced antineutrinos with KamLAND”
Nature  436, 03980 (2005)
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beta-decay
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can detect !

Nature 436, 28 July 2005

Geo neutrinos are a unique, direct window into the interior of the Earth !
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‣Backgrounds for Geo-neutrino
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in-situ calibration with 210Po13C source

Background
In our past publications, major backgrounds were
    Non-ν: 13C (210Po α, n)16O , accidental
    Reactor-ν.

KamLAND has performed intensive purification of 
the liquid scintillator, and the dominant background 
at lower energy, 13C (210Po α, n)16O, has been 
reduced. The uncertainty of the cross section was 
improved by the in-situ calibration. ���!��(�
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uncertainty of the cross section 
to the ground state is 11%.
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In our past publications, major backgrounds were
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(3) Operational issues at the power reactor and serious 
earthquakes reduced the reactor neutrino flux.

 Reactor-ν

① July 2007~, extended shutdown of Kashiwazaki-Kariwa 
nuclear power station
② March 2011~, shutdown of entire Japanese nuclear reactor industry
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‣Recent Condition : reactor operation in Japan

March ‘11 earthquake

- Reactor neutrino flux, which is outside the control of 
the experiment, was significantly reduced.

- Following the Fukushima nuclear accident in March 
2011, the entire Japanese nuclear reactor industry has 
been subjected to protected shutdown.

- This situation allows for a “reactor on-off” study of 
backgrounds for KamLAND neutrino oscillation and 
geoneutrino analysis.
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TABLE I: Estimated backgrounds for νe in the energy range between 0.9MeV and 8.5MeV after event selection cuts.

Background Period 1 Period 2 Period 3 All Periods
(1486 days) (1154 days) (351 days) (2991 days)

1 Accidental 76.1 ± 0.1 44.7 ± 0.1 4.7 ± 0.1 125.5 ± 0.1
2 9Li/8He 17.9 ± 1.4 11.2 ± 1.1 2.5 ± 0.5 31.6 ± 1.9

3
 13C(α,n)16Og.s., elastic scattering 160.4 ± 16.4 16.5 ± 3.8 2.3 ± 1.0 179.0 ± 21.1

13C(α,n)16Og.s., 12C(n,n ′)12C∗ (4.4 MeV γ) 6.9 ± 0.7 0.7 ± 0.2 0.10 ± 0.04 7.7 ± 0.9

4
 13C(α,n)16O∗, 1st e.s. (6.05 MeV e+e−) 14.6 ± 2.9 1.7 ± 0.5 0.21 ± 0.09 16.5 ± 3.5

13C(α,n)16O∗, 2nd e.s. (6.13 MeV γ) 3.4 ± 0.7 0.4 ± 0.1 0.05 ± 0.02 3.9 ± 0.8
5 Fast neutron and atmospheric neutrino < 7.7 < 5.9 < 1.7 < 15.3
Total 279.2 ± 22.1 75.2 ± 7.6 9.9 ± 2.1 364.1 ± 30.5
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FIG. 2: Time evolution of expected and observed rates at KamLAND for νe’s with energies between (a) 0.9MeV and 2.6MeV and (b)
2.6MeV and 8.5MeV. The points indicate the measured rates in a coarse time binning, while the curves show the expected rate variation for
reactor νe’s (black line), reactor νe’s + backgrounds (colored line), and reactor νe’s + backgrounds + geo νe’s (gray line). The geo νe rates
are calculated from the reference model [17]. The vertical bands correspond to data periods not used in the analysis. In the right panel of (a),
the data are grouped according to periods of similar expected reactor νe + background rates, as denoted by the colored bands. The observed
event rate for each group is plotted at the exposure-weighted expected event rate within the group. The efficiency-corrected best-fit value of
the geo νe rate from the full spectral analysis (dashed line), its 1σ error (shaded region), and the model expectation (gray line) are drawn for
comparison. The contribution of geo νe’s in (b) is negligible. The oscillation parameters used to calculate the expected reactor νe rate are the
best-fit values from the global oscillation analysis: tan2 θ12 = 0.436+0.029

−0.025, ∆m2
21 = 7.53+0.18

−0.18 × 10−5 eV2, and sin2 θ13 = 0.023+0.002
−0.002.

and reshuffling data for all Japanese commercial reactors. The
thermal power generation used for the normalization of the
fission rates is measured to within 2%. Only four isotopes
contribute significantly to the νe emission spectra; the relative
fission yields, averaged over the entire live-time period for this
result, are (0.567 : 0.078 : 0.298 : 0.057) for (235U : 238U :
239Pu : 241Pu), respectively. A recent recalculation of the νe

spectra per fission of these isotopes introduced a ∼3% upward

shift [19, 20] relative to the previous standard calculation [21,
22], causing past measurements at short-baselines to appear
to have seen fewer ν̄e’s than expected. It has been speculated
that this so-called Reactor Antineutrino Anomaly may be due
to some systematic uncertainty or bias, or could potentially
be due to oscillation into a heavy sterile neutrino state with
∆m2 ∼ 1 eV2 [23]. To make our analysis insensitive to these
effects, the normalization of the cross section per fission for

‣Analysis  - Event rate (0.9-2.6 MeV)

10

observed

reactor (expected) reactor+non-νBG

reactor+non-νBG
+geo-neutrino

constant contribution 
of geo-neutrino

- event rate time variation (0.9-2.6 MeV) construction of 
KamLAND-Zen

all Japanese 
reactors 

shutdown
(~3 months)

March ‘11 
earthquake2011 result

- Backgrounds
* The non-nu background for geo-neutrino was decreased by half from what it was before 2007.
* Reactor neutrino background was significantly decreased by two times earthquakes.

- Constant contribution of geo-neutrino is seen above the estimated reactor neutrino + non-
neutrino background in the energy range 0.9 - 2.6 MeV.
→ Time information is useful to extract the geo-neutrino signal
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‣Analysis  - Correlation (0.9-2.6 MeV)
- Expected Rate vs Observed Rate (0.9-2.6 MeV)
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TABLE I: Estimated backgrounds for νe in the energy range between 0.9MeV and 8.5MeV after event selection cuts.
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13C(α,n)16O∗, 2nd e.s. (6.13 MeV γ) 3.4 ± 0.7 0.4 ± 0.1 0.05 ± 0.02 3.9 ± 0.8
5 Fast neutron and atmospheric neutrino < 7.7 < 5.9 < 1.7 < 15.3
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FIG. 2: Time evolution of expected and observed rates at KamLAND for νe’s with energies between (a) 0.9MeV and 2.6MeV and (b)
2.6MeV and 8.5 MeV. The points indicate the measured rates in a coarse time binning, while the curves show the expected rate variation for
reactor νe’s (black line), reactor νe’s + backgrounds (colored line), and reactor νe’s + backgrounds + geo νe’s (gray line). The geo νe rates
are calculated from the reference model [17]. The vertical bands correspond to data periods not used in the analysis. In the right panel of (a),
the data are grouped according to periods of similar expected reactor νe + background rates, as denoted by the colored bands. The observed
event rate for each group is plotted at the exposure-weighted expected event rate within the group. The efficiency-corrected best-fit value of
the geo νe rate from the full spectral analysis (dashed line), its 1σ error (shaded region), and the model expectation (gray line) are drawn for
comparison. The contribution of geo νe’s in (b) is negligible. The oscillation parameters used to calculate the expected reactor νe rate are the
best-fit values from the global oscillation analysis: tan2 θ12 = 0.436+0.029

−0.025, ∆m2
21 = 7.53+0.18

−0.18 × 10−5 eV2, and sin2 θ13 = 0.023+0.002
−0.002.

and reshuffling data for all Japanese commercial reactors. The
thermal power generation used for the normalization of the
fission rates is measured to within 2%. Only four isotopes
contribute significantly to the νe emission spectra; the relative
fission yields, averaged over the entire live-time period for this
result, are (0.567 : 0.078 : 0.298 : 0.057) for (235U : 238U :
239Pu : 241Pu), respectively. A recent recalculation of the νe

spectra per fission of these isotopes introduced a ∼3% upward

shift [19, 20] relative to the previous standard calculation [21,
22], causing past measurements at short-baselines to appear
to have seen fewer ν̄e’s than expected. It has been speculated
that this so-called Reactor Antineutrino Anomaly may be due
to some systematic uncertainty or bias, or could potentially
be due to oscillation into a heavy sterile neutrino state with
∆m2 ∼ 1 eV2 [23]. To make our analysis insensitive to these
effects, the normalization of the cross section per fission for
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FIG. 2: Time evolution of expected and observed rates at KamLAND for νe’s with energies between (a) 0.9MeV and 2.6MeV and (b)
2.6MeV and 8.5 MeV. The points indicate the measured rates in a coarse time binning, while the curves show the expected rate variation for
reactor νe’s (black line), reactor νe’s + backgrounds (colored line), and reactor νe’s + backgrounds + geo νe’s (gray line). The geo νe rates
are calculated from the reference model [17]. The vertical bands correspond to data periods not used in the analysis. In the right panel of (a),
the data are grouped according to periods of similar expected reactor νe + background rates, as denoted by the colored bands. The observed
event rate for each group is plotted at the exposure-weighted expected event rate within the group. The efficiency-corrected best-fit value of
the geo νe rate from the full spectral analysis (dashed line), its 1σ error (shaded region), and the model expectation (gray line) are drawn for
comparison. The contribution of geo νe’s in (b) is negligible. The oscillation parameters used to calculate the expected reactor νe rate are the
best-fit values from the global oscillation analysis: tan2 θ12 = 0.436+0.029

−0.025, ∆m2
21 = 7.53+0.18

−0.18 × 10−5 eV2, and sin2 θ13 = 0.023+0.002
−0.002.

and reshuffling data for all Japanese commercial reactors. The
thermal power generation used for the normalization of the
fission rates is measured to within 2%. Only four isotopes
contribute significantly to the νe emission spectra; the relative
fission yields, averaged over the entire live-time period for this
result, are (0.567 : 0.078 : 0.298 : 0.057) for (235U : 238U :
239Pu : 241Pu), respectively. A recent recalculation of the νe

spectra per fission of these isotopes introduced a ∼3% upward

shift [19, 20] relative to the previous standard calculation [21,
22], causing past measurements at short-baselines to appear
to have seen fewer ν̄e’s than expected. It has been speculated
that this so-called Reactor Antineutrino Anomaly may be due
to some systematic uncertainty or bias, or could potentially
be due to oscillation into a heavy sterile neutrino state with
∆m2 ∼ 1 eV2 [23]. To make our analysis insensitive to these
effects, the normalization of the cross section per fission for
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‣Analysis : Energy Spectrum (0.9-2.6 MeV)
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‣Analysis  - Rate+Shape+Time Analysis (1)
NU vs NTh
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FIG. 6: Prompt energy spectrum of the νe events in the low-energy
region. Bottom panel: data together with the fitted background and
geo νe contributions. The fit incorporates all available constraints
on the oscillation parameters. The shaded background and geo νe

histograms are cumulative. Middle panel: observed geo νe spectrum
after subtraction of reactor νe’s and other background sources. The
dashed and dotted lines show the best-fit U and Th spectral contri-
butions, respectively. The blue shaded curve shows the calculation
of a geological reference model. Top panel: the energy-dependent
selection efficiency.

The fit values for the different combinations are summarized
in Table III. Figure 4 shows the extracted confidence intervals
in the (tan2 θ12, ∆m2

21) plane with and without the θ13 con-
straint.

The KamLAND data illustrates the oscillatory shape of re-
actor νe’s arising from the neutrino oscillations. The ratio of
the background- and geo-νe-subtracted reactor νe events to
the no-oscillation expectation is shown in Fig. 5 as a function
of L0/E, where L0 = 180 km is the flux-weighted average
reactor baseline. The improved determination of the geo νe

flux resulting from the addition of the reactor-off data makes
the second peak at L0/E = 70 km/MeV more evident than
in previous analyses.

For the geo νe flux measurement we incorporate all avail-
able constraints on the oscillation parameters. The insets in
Fig. 3 detail the observed spectra in the low-energy region for
each data taking period. Figure 6 shows the measured geo
νe event spectrum after subtracting the best-fit reactor νe and
background spectra. The best-fit to the unbinned data yields
116 and 8 geo νe’s from U and Th decays, respectively. The
joint confidence intervals for the sum NU + NTh and the
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FIG. 7: (a) Confidence level (C.L.) contours for the observed geo νe

event rates. The small shaded region represents the prediction from
the reference model of [18]. The vertical dashed line represents the
value of (NU−NTh)/(NU+NTh) expected from a Th/U mass ratio
of 3.9 derived from chondritic meteorites. (b) ∆χ2-profile from the
fit to the total number of geo νe events, fixing the Th/U mass ratio
at 3.9. The grey band represent the geochemical model prediction,
assuming 20% deviation in abundance estimates.

asymmetry factor (NU − NTh)/(NU + NTh) are shown in
Fig. 7. This result agrees with the expectation from the geo-
logical reference model of [18]. While the contributions from
U and Th are anti-correlated, as shown in Fig. 7(a), we ob-
tained an upper limit of <19 (90% C.L.) in the Th/U mass
ratio, indicating the separation of U and Th νe’s. Assum-
ing a Th/U mass ratio of 3.9, as predicted by the geochemical
model of [11] from the abundances observed in chondritic me-
teorites, the total number of U and Th geo νe events is 116+28

−27,
with a ∆χ2-profile as shown in Fig. 7(b). This result corre-

NU + NTh
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‣Analysis  - Rate+Shape+Time Analysis (2)
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KamLAND 68.3% C.L.

- The measured KamLAND geo-neutrino flux translates to a total 
radiogenic heat production : 11.2 +7.9-5.1 TW
- The geodynamical prediction with the homogeneous hypothesis is 
disfavored at 89% C.L.
- The BSE composition models are still consistent within ~2 σ.
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‣Analysis  - Comparison with Models
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‣Summary

‣Neutrino observation applies to two different interests, studying 
neutrino properties and investigating optically invisible deep interior of 
the astronomical objects utilizing its elusiveness.

‣The KamLAND experiment measures anti-neutrino from various 
sources over a wide energy range.

‣Recent analysis results are presented. (available at arXiv:1303.4667)
• Geo-neutrino
- Observed flux is fully consistent with Earth model.
- We presented the analysis results with very few running reactors. Geo-
neutrino observation is very efficient.
- Now, we enter the era of obtaining geophysical formation from geo-
neutrino measurements.


