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The NOvA experiment is a long-baseline, off-axis neutrino experiment that aims to study the
mixing behavior of neutrinos and antineutrinos using the Fermilab NuMI neutrino beam near
Chicago, IL. The experiment collects data at two functionally identical detectors, the Near Detector
is near the neutrino production target at Fermilab; the 14 kt Far Detector is 810 km away in Ash
River, MN. Both detectors are tracking calorimeters filled with liquid scintillator which can
detect and identify muon and electron neutrino interactions with high efficiency. The physics
goals of NOvA are to observe the oscillation of muon (anti)neutrinos to electron (anti)neutrinos,
understand why matter dominates over antimatter in the universe, and to resolve the ordering of
neutrino masses. To that end, NOvA measures the electron neutrino and antineutrino appearance
rates, as well as the muon neutrino and antineutrino disappearance rates. In this talk I will give an
overview of NOvA and present the latest results combining both neutrino and antineutrino data.
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1. Introduction

This analysis is based on the same data that was previously presented [1], but uses an alternate
statistical approach. The original results were determined using a frequentist approach while the
analysis presented here uses a Bayesian Markov Chain technique. Both analyses are based on a total
exposure of 13.6 × 1020 POT in neutrino mode and 12.5 × 1020 POT in antineutrino mode [2]. We
found the results consistent between the two statistical treatments, and they are given as follows:

∆m2
32 = 2.41 ± 0.07 × 10−3 eV2

sin2 θ23 = 0.57+0.03
−0.04

δCP = 0.82π+0.27π
−0.87π

(1)

The Bayesian treatment allows NOvA to measure θ13 directly without the usual external reactor
constraints:

sin2 (2θ13) = 0.085+0.020
−0.016 (2)

1.1 NOvA

The acronym NOvA stands for NuMI Off-Axis νe-Appearance, which summarizes our experi-
ment. The NuMI (Neutrinos at the Main Injector) facility provides the muon neutrino (νµ) source.
These neutrinos travel north through the earth to the Far Detector (FD) which is located 14 mrad
off the beam axis where we expect an almost monoenergetic beam of 2 GeV neutrinos. During
their 810 km journey to the FD, the neutrinos (antineutrinos) oscillate in their flavor states and we
measure the disappearance rate of muon neutrinos (antineutrinos) and appearance rate of electron
neutrinos (antineutrinos). From this we can measure the transition probabilities P(νµ → νµ) and
P(νµ → νe) in the neutrino mode, and P(ν̄µ → ν̄µ) and P(ν̄µ → ν̄e) in the antineutrino mode.
These transition probabilities are functions of the neutrino oscillation parameters, which we can
then extract to yield our results (see Eq. 1).

1.2 Detector Design

The neutrino interaction cross section is very low, so we require a large detector mass. When
an electron neutrino interacts with the detector, an electron is produced that will in turn produce
an electromagnetic (EM) shower. We therefore designed a “fully active” detector using low Z
materials. We use PVC extrusions filled with liquid scintillator, which provides a radiation length
of approximately 40 cm and a Molière radius of 11 cm. Each of the extrusions contains one
wavelength-shifting fiber that is read out by an avalanche photo-diode (APD). This detection
technique is optimized to differentiate EM showers from hadronic showers.

1.3 Neutrino Beam and Detectors

The neutrinos are created in the NuMI facility by colliding 120 GeV protons on a graphite
target, which results in π+ particles that are allowed to decay into µ+ and νµ. The µ+ particles are
stopped by muon absorbers and the muon neutrinos travel onward to the Near Detector (ND). The
average NuMI beam power for this data period was 650 kW with a peak hourly-average of 756 kW.
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Figure 1: Simulated ND event with a visible energy of 2 GeV. The top event shows a νµ charged-current
interaction with the characteristically long muon track and short proton track with large energy deposition.
The middle event shows a νe charged-current interaction that demonstrates the long EM shower in our “fully
active” detector. The bottom event shows a hadronic interaction where the majority of the π0 momentum is
carried by one of the two decay photons, which in turn produces a displaced EM shower.

The ND is located 105 m underground and 14 mrad off the beam axis. It has a mass of
approximately 300 tons and a size of 4 m by 4 m by 15 m. The FD is located on the surface a
distance of 810 km away and also 14 mrad off the beam axis. Its construction was completed in
2014 and it has a mass of over 14,000 tons and a size of 15 m by 15 m by 60 m.

Figure 1 shows the simulated signatures of different particle interactions in the ND. It shows
that we are able to differentiate EM showers (center) from hadronic showers (bottom). With this
particle identification we can measure P(νµ → νµ) (P(ν̄µ → ν̄µ)) and P(νµ → νe) (P(ν̄µ → ν̄e))
by looking for a deficit of νµ (ν̄µ) events and an excess of νe (ν̄e) events, respectively. We can then
extract nature’s parameters based on the standard oscillation equations using a baseline of 810 km
and a neutrino energy of 2 GeV.

2. Neutrino Results

Figure 2 shows the neutrino event counts in the FD for neutrino running on the left and for
antineutrino running on the right. The top row gives the electron neutrino event counts as a function
of reconstructed neutrino energy and the bottom gives the same for muon neutrinos. The electron
neutrino events were separated into three groups of particle identification (PID) quality: high, low,
and peripheral. Figure 3 shows the corresponding transition probabilities divided into two energy
bins. The nearby ellipses show the theoretical values of the transition probabilities for all values
of δCP for both the normal (blue) and inverted (yellow) neutrino mass ordering. As can be seen,
NOvA’s data falls near the center between the two ellipses, which makes resolving the oscillation
parameters difficult. Another way to look at this is by plotting the neutrino-antineutrino event
asymmetry as a function of reconstructed energy, which is shown in Figure 4. The data shows that
NOvA measures an event asymmetry close to zero, so we see as many neutrino as antineutrino
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FIG. 1: Reconstructed neutrino energy distribution of selected data events (black crosses) in FD ⌫e CC
samples (top) and FD ⌫µ CC samples (bottom) in neutrino enriched beam-mode (left) and antineutrino enriched
beam mode (right). The colored bands correspond to the extrapolated posterior predictive FD spectra produced

using the combinations of the oscillation and systematics parameters sampled by our MCMC algorithms. The FD ⌫e

sample is divided into bins of low and high particle ID as well as the peripheral sample discussed in Sec. II B. The
four Efrac ⌫µ subsamples have been combined together in this plot.

empirically in order to optimize sampling e�ciency (see325

App. A). We also “thin” the resulting chains to reduce326

autocorrelations among the samples (see App. B). Our327

results below have 5 ⇥ 105 e↵ective samples for ARIA.328

2. Stan - Hamiltonian MCMC329

Though the MR2T2 method proposes samples quickly,330

they are typically highly autocorrelated. Its sampling331

proposals can also be ine�cient if the posterior is sharply332

concentrated. Other MCMC methods have been devel-333

oped to address these shortcomings, including one called334

“Hamiltonian” MCMC inference (HMCMC). We im-335

plemented a C++ interface to the Stan modeling plat-336

form [52] to obtain HMCMC samples.337

The main di↵erence between HMCMC and MR2T2 is338

how proposals are generated. Rather than proposing ran-339

domly, HMCMC views the posterior surface as a topo-340

graphical one that can be explored by a fictitious particle.341

Samples correspond to trajectories under the influence of342

a gravitational potential whose gradient corresponds to343

that of higher posterior density. Endowing the parti-344

cle with an initial momentum that counterbalances the345

centripetal force from gravitation results in stable trajec-346

tories traversing the highest density region of posterior347

space [53]. HMCMC does this by numerically integrat-348

ing Hamilton’s equations for the fictitious particle system349

with its position ~q (which correspond to the parameters350

of interest) and momentum ~p coordinates, and a Hamilto-351

nian H = � log(posterior). This approach produces sam-352

ples that are nearly uncorrelated without thinning at the353

expense of additional computing cycles to compute the354

gradient of the posterior. We find Stan’s default choices355

of the sampling distribution for the pseudoparticle ki-356

netic energies and the integration stopping condition to357

be su�cient for our needs (see App. C).358

Its topographical nature means HMCMC is ill-suited359

to parameters that assume only one of a discrete set of360

values, which would manifest as discontinuities in the361

trajectories considered. This presents a di�culty in neu-362

trino oscillation parameter inference, where the absolute363

value of �m2
32 is known with relatively good precision,364

but its sign remains an important unknown. While it is365

Figure 2: Neutrino event counts as a function of reconstructed neutrino energy for electron neutrinos (top)
and muon neutrinos (bottom) in neutrino mode (left) and antineutrino mode (right). The electron neutrino
events were separated into three groups of particle identification (PID) quality: high, low, and peripheral.

events. The dashed black line in Figure 4 shows the neutrino event asymmetry measured by T2K,
which is larger.

The event counts from Figure 2 are re-analyzed using a Bayesian technique implementing a
Markov Chain integrator. The advantage of this framework is that parameters and their confidence
intervals can be directly inferred by integrating the posterior distributions. This expands the neutrino
oscillation parameters that NOvA can comment on, as for example a direct measurement of θ13,
which is usually constrained externally. Another example is the determination of the Jarlskog
invariant, which is a measure of the amount of CP-violation; a value of zero corresponds to no
CP violation. Figure 5 (right) shows the posterior probability density of the Jarlskog invariant
together with the Bayesian confidence intervals for the normal mass hierarchy (top) and inverted
mass hierarchy (bottom). The zero point is excluded at the 1-2σ-level for the normal ordering and at
around the 3σ-level for the inverted hierarchy. The left plot in Figure 5 shows the Bayesian results
for the sin2(θ23)-δCP allowed phase space for the normal mass hierarchy (top) and the inverted mass
hierarchy (bottom). These results are consistent with the frequentist interpretation of the data.

3. Conclusion

Figure 6 shows NOvA’s projected significance of discovering CP violation (left) and signifi-
cance of resolving the mass ordering (right) as a function of POT. While crossing the 3-σ threshold
is difficult with the data that we have and that we plan to take, we hope to significantly narrow the
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Figure 3: This plot shows the transition probabilities P(νµ → νe) and P(ν̄µ → ν̄e) for different values of
δCP for the normal (blue ellipse) and inverted (yellow ellipse) mass hierarchies. The NOvA measurements
are divided into two energy bins (1.5 GeV and 2.5 GeV) and superimposed.
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Figure 4: Neutrino-antineutrino event asymmetry as a function of reconstructed neutrino energy with the
NOvA best fit shown in purple. The theoretical asymmetries are included for the normal mass hierarchy
(blue) and the inverted mass hierarchy (yellow) for δCP =

π
2 . The T2K best fit results (black dashed) are

included for comparison.

allowed phase space bands from Figure 5. As of now, NOvA is scheduled to run at least through
2026, which is already six years beyond the original design plans.
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✴ Jarlskog-Invariant is a measure of 
CP-violation independent of 
parametrization. 

✴ J=0: CP-Conservation.  
J 0: CP-Violation 

✴ CP-Conservation (J=0) within 1σ 
interval in NO, within 3σ in IO 

✴ Slight, but not significant preference 
for CP-violation. 

≠

12 / 1519 July 2023L. Kolupaeva NOvAFigure 5: Bayesian results for the oscillation parameters (left) and the Jarlskog invariant (right) for the
normal mass ordering (top/blue) and the inverted mass ordering (bottom/red). The Jarlskog invariant is
shown for two separate prior assumptions as indicated on the plots. A Jarlskog invariant of zero corresponds
to no CP violation.
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Figure 6: NOvA projections of discovering CP violation (left) and resolving the mass ordering (right) as
functions of POT and year.
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