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Abstract

In this paper, we present the physics performance of the ESSnuSB experiment in the standard
three flavor scenario using the updated neutrino flux calculated specifically for the ESSnuSB
configuration and updated migration matrices for the far detector. Taking conservative sys-
tematic uncertainties corresponding to a normalization error of 5% for signal and 10% for
background, we find that there is 10σ (13σ) CP violation discovery sensitivity for the baseline
option of 540 km (360 km) at δCP = ±90◦. The corresponding fraction of δCP for which CP
violation can be discovered at more than 5σ is 70%. Regarding CP precision measurements,
the 1σ error associated with δCP = 0◦ is around 5◦ and with δCP = −90◦ is around 14◦ (7◦) for
the baseline option of 540 km (360 km). For hierarchy sensitivity, one can have 3σ sensitivity
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for 540 km baseline except δCP = ±90◦ and 5σ sensitivity for 360 km baseline for all values
of δCP. The octant of θ23 can be determined at 3σ for the values of: θ23 > 51◦ (θ23 < 42◦ and
θ23 > 49◦) for baseline of 540 km (360 km). Regarding measurement precision of the atmo-
spheric mixing parameters, the allowed values at 3σ are: 40◦ < θ23 < 52◦ (42◦ < θ23 < 51.5◦)
and 2.485 × 10−3 eV2 < ∆m2

31 < 2.545 × 10−3 eV2 (2.49 × 10−3 eV2 < ∆m2
31 < 2.54 × 10−3

eV2) for the baseline of 540 km (360 km).

1. Introduction

The European Spallation Source neutrino Super-Beam (ESSnuSB) is a proposed accelerator-
based long-baseline neutrino experiment in Sweden [1, 2]. In this project, high intensity neu-
trino beam will be produced at the upgraded ESS facility for the ESSnuSB in Lund and these
neutrinos will be detected either at the distance of 540 km at Garpenberg mine or at the dis-
tance of 360 km at Zinkgruvan mine, both of which are located in Sweden. The primary goal
of this experiment is to measure the leptonic CP phase δCP by probing the second oscillation
maximum. As the variation of neutrino oscillation probability with respect to δCP is much
higher in the second oscillation maximum as compared to the first oscillation maximum [3–5],
ESSnuSB as a second generation super-beam experiment has the potential of measuring δCP

with unprecedented precision compared to the first generation long-baseline experiments. In
the standard three flavor scenario, the phenomenon of neutrino oscillation can be described by
three mixing angles: θ12, θ13, and θ23, two mass squared differences ∆m2

21 (= m2
2 −m2

1), and
∆m2

31 (= m2
3−m2

1) and one Dirac type phase δCP. During the past few decades, some of these
parameters are measured with good precision. At the moment, the unknown parameters are:
(i) the mass hierarchy of the neutrinos, which can be either normal i.e., ∆m2

31 > 0 or inverted
∆m2

31 < 0, (ii) the octant of the mixing angle θ23, which can be either the lower i.e. θ23 < 45◦

or the higher i.e., θ23 > 45◦ and (iii) δCP. The long-baseline experiments which are currently
running to measure these unknowns are T2K [6] in Japan and NOνA [7] in USA. It is believed
that these two experiments will give a hint towards the true nature of the unknown oscilla-
tion parameters and the future generation of long-baseline experiments for example ESSnuSB,
T2HK [8] and DUNE [9] will establish these facts with significant confidence level. Regarding
the true hierarchy of the neutrino mass, the results of both T2K and NOνA favour normal
hierarchy over inverted hierarchy. Regarding the true nature of the octant of θ23 both these
experiments support a higher octant, however the maximal value i.e., θ23 = 45◦ is also allowed
within 1σ. Regarding the value of δCP, there is a mismatch between T2K and NOνA. Con-
sidering the branch for δCP as −180◦ ≤ δCP ≤ 180◦, T2K supports the best-fit value of δCP

around −90◦ i.e., the maximal CP violating value and the best-fit value measured by NOνA
is around 0◦ i.e., the CP conserving value. Because of this the best-fit value of δCP coming
from the global analysis of the world neutrino data is −163◦ [10]. However it is important to
note that both the values of δCP = 0◦ and −90◦ are allowed at 3σ and it requires more data
to establish the true value of δCP.

In this paper we present the physics performance of the ESSnuSB experiment within the
standard three flavor scenario for both baseline options of 540 km and 360 km. In particular
we will present the capability of the ESSnuSB experiment to measure the current unknowns
which were discussed in the previous section. In addition we will present its capability to
precisely measure ∆m2

31 and θ23. Note that the physics performance of ESSnuSB within the
three flavor scenario has been studied in the past [11–15]. However, in all these studies the
configuration of ESSnuSB used was taken from an earlier project. For example, the fluxes
and event selection in the form of migration matrices were taken from the MEMPHYS project
[16] and the systematics were taken from Ref. [17]. In this paper we will present the updated
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physics performance of ESSnuSB by considering the new neutrino flux calculated specifically
for the ESSnuSB configuration and updated migration matrices for the far detector. The
neutrino fluxes used in this work have been calculated by considering a new target and horn
focusing, which design has been optimized by using genetic algorithm calculations [18]. The
new design results in an improved statistics compared with the layout of the target station
derived from the EUROnu project [1, 19, 20]. The event selection algorithm used in this work
has been optimized for the relatively low neutrino energies of the ESSnuSB beam, increasing
the signal selection efficiency from 50% [16] to more than 90%. This resulted in a significant
decrease of the statistical error of the experiment. The event selection and efficiencies [21] are
encoded in the newly produced migration matrices used in this paper.

The paper is organized in the following way. In the next section we will discuss the
configuration of the ESSnuSB experiment for which the sensitivities are calculated. In the
following section we will present our updated results both in terms of number of events and
χ2. Finally we will summarize our results and then conclude.

2. Experimental and Simulation Details

For the simulation of the ESSnuSB experiment we consider a water Cherenkov detector
of fiducial volume 538 kt located either at a distance of 540 km or 360 km from the neutrino
source. Neutrino beam production is driven by a powerful linac capable of delivering 2.7×1023

protons on target per year having a beam power of 5 MW with proton kinetic energy of 2.5
GeV. The fluxes [18] and the event selection [21] for the Far Detectors are calculated using
full Monte Carlo simulations specific to the ESSnuSB conditions. Neutrino interactions are
modelled using GENIE 3.0.6 neutrino interaction generator [22–24]. The detector response
and efficiencies are calculated using the same detector parameters as for the Hyper-K detector
[8] with 40% photomultiplier (PMT) coverage, while the expected event rate is scaled to 538
kt fiducial mass foreseen by the ESSnuSB project. Particle propagation and detector response
is simulated using GEANT4 [25–27] using WCSim application [28]. The event selection and
charged particle momentum reconstruction is based on the fiTQun reconstruction software
[29, 30]. Since the dimensions and PMT coverage of Hyper-K detector are very similar to
ESSnuSB design, we do not expect a significant difference in detector response. Full simulation
of the ESSnuSB specific detector is currently under production. These fluxes and detector
response with efficiencies encoded by migration matrices are then incorporated in GLoBES
[31, 32] to calculate event rates and χ2. We have checked that the event rates obtained
by Monte Carlo and the event rates generated by GLoBES match. We have considered a
conservative estimate of the systematic errors on the overall normalization of the expected
number of detected events at the Far Detectors: 5% for signal and 10% for background, unless
otherwise specified. No systematic effects on the shape of the detected energy spectrum
have been implemented. The systematic errors are set to be the same for appearance and
disappearance channels and also for neutrinos and antineutrinos. We have considered a total
run-time of 10 years divided into 5 years in neutrino mode and 5 years in antineutrino mode,
unless otherwise specified. The configurations mentioned above are the same for both baseline
options of ESSnuSB.

3. Results

In this section we present the physics sensitivities of the ESSnuSB experiment. First we will
present a discussion on the appearance probability level to understand the energy spectrum to
which ESSnuSB is sensitive to. Then we will study the total number of expected events and
event spectrum of ESSnuSB. Finally, we will discuss the physics sensitivity of this experiment
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with respect to the current unknowns in the standard three flavor neutrino oscillation scenario.
For the estimation of the sensitivity we calculate the statistical χ2 using the following formula:

χ2
stat = 2

n∑

i=1

[
N test
i −N true

i −N true
i log

(
N test
i

N true
i

)]
, (3.1)

where N test is the number of events in the test spectrum, N true is the number of events in
the true spectrum and i is the number of energy bins. The systematics is incorporated by
the method of pull [33, 34]. Unless otherwise specified, the best-fit values of the oscillation
parameters are adopted from NuFIT [10] and we list them in Table 1. We present all our
results for normal hierarchy of the neutrino masses.

Parameter Best-fit value
θ12 33.44◦

θ13 8.57◦

θ23 49.2◦

δCP −163◦

∆m2
21 7.42× 10−5 eV2

∆m2
31 2.517× 10−3 eV2

Table 1: The best-fit value of the oscillation parameters used in our calculation as given in
Ref. [10].

3.1. Discussion at the probability level
As the sensitivity to δCP mainly comes from the appearance channel (νµ → νe), we plotted

only the appearance probability and flux × cross-section vs energy in Fig. 1. The left panel
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Figure 1: Appearance channel probability and flux × cross-section vs energy. The left panel
is for neutrinos and the right panel is for antineutrinos.

is for neutrinos and the right panel is for antineutrinos. In each panel the purple curve
corresponds to the ESSnuSB baseline option of 540 km and the red curve corresponds to the
ESSnuSB baseline option of 360 km. The black dotted curve corresponds to the muon neutrino
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flux × cross-section. The energy region covered by the black dotted curve shows the energy
spectrum to which ESSnuSB is sensitive. For purple and red curves, the solid line corresponds
to the value of δCP = −90◦ and the dashed line corresponds to the value of δCP = 0◦. Values
used for oscillation parameters other than δCP are given in Table 1. We note that ESSnuSB
is sensitive to the second oscillation maximum for the baseline option of 540 km, while it is
sensitive to some part of the first oscillation maximum and some part of the second oscillation
maximum for the baseline option of 360 km. However, for the negative polarity, the ESSnuSB
baseline option of 540 km is also sensitive to the third oscillation maximum. We also note that
for a given color, the separation in height between the solid curve and dashed curve are more
pronounced in the second oscillation maximum as compared to the first oscillation maximum.
This shows the fact that the variation of oscillation probability with respect to δCP is much
more around the second oscillation maximum as compared to the first oscillation maximum.
Therefore we expect an unprecedented CP sensitivity of ESSnuSB.

3.2. Discussion at the event level
In this section we present the total event rates and event spectrum of ESSnuSB for both

appearance and disappearance channels (νµ → νµ), for both positive and negative polarities
and for both baseline options of ESSnuSB. The oscillation parameters which are used in these
calculations are as given in Table 1, except the value of δCP. For δCP, we have taken the value
as 0◦. All the numbers are generated for one year running of ESSnuSB.

In Table 2, we present the total number of the appearance channel events for signal and
background which were considered in our analysis. The sensitivity to mass hierarchy, octant

Channel L = 540 km L = 360 km
Signal νµ → νe (ν̄µ → ν̄e) 292.77 (70.04) 557.52 (118.80)

νµ → νµ (ν̄µ → ν̄µ) 20.41 (4.41) 68.12 (13.81)
νe → νe (ν̄e → ν̄e) 133.06 (25.13) 298.28 (57.13)
ν̄e → ν̄e (νe → νe) 0.08 (0.92) 0.20 (2.10)
νµ NC (ν̄µ NC) 14.14 (2.27) 31.82 (5.11)

Background ν̄µ → ν̄e (νµ → νe) 2.31 (5.63) 3.99 (11.69)
νe → νµ (ν̄e → ν̄µ) 0.04 (-) 0.08 (-)
ν̄µ → ν̄µ (νµ → νµ) 0.14 (0.49) 0.45 (1.26)
ν̄µ NC (νµ NC) 0.24 (0.43) 0.54 (0.96)
νe NC (ν̄e NC) 0.57 (-) 1.27 (-)

Table 2: Signal and background events for the appearance channel corresponding to positive
(negative) polarity per year.

of θ23 and δCP comes from the appearance channel. From this table we notice that for both
baseline options of ESSnuSB, the number of events for the positive polarity is higher as
compared to the number of events in the negative polarity. The reason is that for a given
run-time, both neutrino fluxes and neutrino cross-sections are higher than the antineutrino
fluxes and antineutrino cross-sections. Further we notice that the number of events for the
ESSnuSB baseline option of 360 km is much higher as compared to the ESSnuSB baseline
option of 540 km for both polarities. The reason is that as the baseline L increases, the flux
falls as 1/L2. Therefore we expect that the physics performance of the 360 km baseline option
of ESSnuSB will be better than the physics performance of the 540 km baseline option because
of higher statistics. The major backgrounds in the appearance channel for positive polarity
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Figure 2: The bi-event distribution for both baselines in the νe events vs ν̄e events plane.
Different values of δCP are shown by black markers.

are: the intrinsic νe beam component, the misidentified νµ → νµ events, neutral current, and
wrong sign backgrounds i.e., ν̄µ → ν̄e. Similarly, for negative polarity these are: ν̄e beam,
ν̄µ → ν̄µ, neutral current and νµ → νe. In Fig. 2, we present the bi-event plot i.e., total νe
events in the x-axis and ν̄e events in the y-axis. It is well known that in the νe - ν̄e plane,
different values of δCP form an ellipse [35]. In this panel, the purple ellipse corresponds to the
ESSnuSB baseline option of 540 km and the red ellipse corresponds to the baseline option of
360 km. The number of events corresponding to different values of δCP are shown by black
markers. This figure shows the variation of events in the appearance channel as δCP varies
between different values. As this variation is quite large, we expect good CP sensitivity of
ESSnuSB. We also notice that the red ellipse is stretched more in both x-axis and y-axis, as
compared to the purple ellipse. Therefore the CP sensitivity of ESSnuSB will be higher for
the baseline option of 360 km as compared to the baseline option of 540 km. In Fig. 3 we
plot the event spectrum corresponding to signal and major backgrounds for the appearance
channel as a function of reconstructed energy. The top row is for the baseline option of 540
km and the bottom row is for the baseline option of 360 km. In each row, the left panel is for
positive polarity and the right panel is for negative polarity. In all panels we notice that in
the energy region, where the signal peaks, the major contribution for the backgrounds come
from the νe/ν̄e beam for positive/negative polarity.

In Table 3, we present the total number of the disappearance channel events for signal and
background which were considered in our analysis. The disappearance channel contributes
mainly in the precision measurement of θ23 and ∆m2

31. For the disappearance channel too,
more events are expected for the baseline option of 360 km and for the positive polarity. The
major background contributing to the disappearance channel are νe → νe, neutral current,
νµ → νe and ν̄µ → ν̄µ for the positive polarity and ν̄e → ν̄e, neutral current, ν̄µ → ν̄e and
νµ → νµ for the negative polarity. We plot the event spectrum corresponding to the signal
and major backgrounds for the disappearance channel as function of energy in Fig. 4. The
top row is for the baseline option of 540 km and the bottom row is for the baseline option of
360 km. In each row, the left panel is for positive polarity and the right panel is for negative
polarity. From the plots we can see that the contribution of the backgrounds is very small for
the disappearance channel.
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Figure 3: Appearance channel event spectrum vs reconstructed energy. The upper panels
are for the baseline option of 540 km and the lower panels are for the baseline option of 360
km. Note the difference in scales between upper and lower panels.

3.3. Sensitivity to the unknown parameters
Now we will discuss the capability of the ESSnuSB experiment to measure the current

unknowns in the standard three flavor scenario. In Fig. 5, we present the CP violation dis-
covery potential of ESSnuSB for both baseline options. The CP violation discovery potential
of an experiment is defined by its capability to distinguish a value of δCP other than 0◦ and
180◦. In these panels we use the true values of the parameters as defined in Table 1 and in
the test spectrum we have minimized over the neutrino mass hierarchy and θ23 in the range
between 40◦ and 52◦. In all the panels, the purple curve corresponds to the baseline option
of 540 km and the red curve corresponds to the baseline option of 360 km. In the top left
panel we present the CP violation discovery sensitivity as a function of δCP (true). From this
panel we note that for maximal values of δCP around ±90◦, the sensitivity is ca 10σ for the
baseline option of 540 km and ca 13σ for the baseline option of 360 km. In the top right
panel we have plotted the fraction of δCP values for which CP violation can be discovered at
more than 5σ as function of run-time. A run-time of t implies, running t/2 years in neutrino
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Channel L = 540 km L = 360 km
Signal νµ → νµ (ν̄µ → ν̄µ) 3077.56 (603.68) 7118.58 (1481.54)

νe → νe (ν̄e → ν̄e) 13.42 (0.07) 29.45 (0.16)
νµ NC (ν̄µ NC) 38.41 (5.92) 86.43 (13.32)
νµ → νe (ν̄µ → ν̄e) 11.67 (0.031) 35.71 (0.07)
νe → νµ (ν̄e → ν̄µ) 2.86 (0.63) 7.47 (1.17)

Background ν̄µ → ν̄µ (νµ → νµ) 25.44 (67.83) 52.22 (131.05)
νe NC (ν̄e NC) 0.57 (0.10) 1.27 (0.23)
ν̄µ NC (νµ NC) 0.50 (1.06) 1.12 (2.37)
ν̄µ → ν̄e (νµ → νe) - (0.30) - (1.07)
ν̄e → ν̄e (νe → νe) - (0.12) - (0.28)

Table 3: Events for signal and background for disappearance channel corresponding to posi-
tive (negative) polarity for 1 year.

mode and running t/2 years in antineutrino mode. The black horizontal lines correspond to
the benchmark of 50% and 70% CP coverage for which CP violation can be discovered at
more than 5σ respectively. From this panel we note that for a nominal running of two years,
we can have 5σ coverage for 50% values of δCP and 70% values of δCP for a running of 10
years for both baseline options. If we continue to run the experiments for 20 years, then we
can have a coverage of around 80%. In the bottom left panel we present the CP violation
discovery sensitivity for δCP = −90◦ which is the current best-fit value as obtained from the
T2K experiment as a function of run-time. From this panel we can see that for a nominal
running of two years, the sensitivity is always higher than 5σ and for a 20 years of running
it goes up to 13σ for the baseline option of 540 km and 16σ for the baseline option of 360
km. Finally in the right panel we plot the CP violation discovery sensitivity for δCP = −90◦

as a function of systematic errors assuming the event statistics to be that of 10 years data
collection. A value of x in the x-axis implies a systematic error of x% in the signal and an
error of 2x% in the background. From this panel we can see that for a most optimistic value
of systematic error, i.e., 1% error in signal and 2% error in background, we can have around
17σ sensitivity for the baseline option of 540 km and 20σ sensitivity for the baseline option
of 360 km. However, when we increase the systematics to the most conservative one, i.e.,
an error of 10% in signal and 20% in background, the sensitivity reaches 8σ for the baseline
option of 540 km and 9.5σ for the baseline option of 360 km. In both bottom panels, the black
horizontal lines correspond to the benchmark of 5σ and 10σ sensitivity, respectively. From all
these four panels we note that the sensitivity for the baseline option of 360 km is superior as
compared to the sensitivity of the 540 km baseline.

In Fig. 6, we present the CP precision capability of ESSnuSB. The CP precision capability
of an experiment is defined by its potential to distinguish a true value of δCP from any other
value of δCP. In these panels we also use the true values of the parameters as defined in Table
1. In the test spectrum we have minimized over the neutrino mass hierarchy and θ23 in the
range between 40◦ and 52◦. In the left panel we have plotted the 1σ error in the measurement
of δCP as a function of δCP (true). The purple curve is for the baseline option of 540 km and
the red curve is for the baseline option of 360 km. From this panel we note that the error
associated with δCP is around 5◦ if the true values of δCP are around 0◦ or 180◦ for both
baseline options. However, for δCP = −90◦, the error is around 14◦ for the baseline option
of 540 km and only 7◦ for the baseline option of 360 km. In the middle and right panels
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Figure 4: Disappearance channel event spectrum vs reconstructed energy. The upper panels
are for the baseline option of 540 km and the lower panels are for the baseline option of 360
km. Note the difference in scales between upper and lower panels.

we present the CP precision in the true δCP vs test δCP plane. The middle panel is for the
baseline option of 540 km and the right panel is for the baseline option of 360 km. In each
panel, the purple/red/blue curve corresponds to the 1σ/2σ/3σ contours, respectively. In an
ideal situation, we expect a straight line corresponding to δCP (true) = δCP (test). Therefore
the width of the contours represents the error associated at that given C.L. From these panels
we note that the precision at δCP = ±90◦ is worse than the precision at δCP = 0◦ and 180◦

[36]. In the middle panel we notice an extended region around δCP = 90◦ for the 3σ contour.
This occurs due to the hierarchy - δCP degeneracy [36–38]. From these panels we see again
that for δCP = ±90◦, the CP precision is better for the baseline option of 360 km, while for
δCP = 0◦ and 180◦ CP precision is very similar in the two cases.

In Fig. 7, we present the hierarchy and octant sensitivity of ESSnuSB. In the left panel
we present the hierarchy sensitivity as a function of δCP (true). The hierarchy sensitivity of
an experiment is defined as its capability to exclude the wrong neutrino mass hierarchy. In
this panel we use true values of the parameters as defined in Table 1. In the test spectrum
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Figure 5: CP violation discovery sensitivity of ESSnuSB. The top left panel shows the sen-
sitivity as a function of true δCP. The top right panel shows the fraction of true values of δCP

for which CP violation can be discovered at 5σ as a function of run-time. The left bottom
panel shows the sensitivity corresponding to δCP = −90◦ as a function of run-time and the
right panel shows the dependence of the sensitivity on the systematics uncertainties assuming
10 years of data collection.

we have minimized over θ23 in the range between 40◦ and 52◦. The purple curve corresponds
to the baseline option of 540 km and the red curve corresponds to the baseline option of
360 km. The black horizontal lines correspond to the benchmark of 3σ and 5σ sensitivity,
respectively. From this panel we understand that for the baseline option of 540 km, one can
have a 3σ hierarchy sensitivity except for δCP = ±90◦, and for the baseline option of 360 km
one can have a hierarchy sensitivity of 5σ for all the values of δCP. In the middle and left
panels we present the octant sensitivity in the θ23 (true) vs δCP (true) plane. The octant
sensitivity of an experiment is defined by its capability to exclude the wrong octant of θ23. In
these panels, we use true values of the parameters as defined in Table 1. In the test spectrum
we have minimized over the neutrino mass hierarchy. The middle panel is for the baseline
option of 540 km and the right panel is for the baseline option of 360 km. In each panel the
purple/red/blue curve corresponds to the 1σ/2σ/3σ contours, respectively. The values of θ23
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Figure 6: CP precision sensitivity of ESSnuSB. Left panel shows the 1σ error associated with
a value of δCP as a function of δCP (true). The middle and right panels depict the CP precision
in the δCP (true) vs δCP (test) plane.
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Figure 7: Hierarchy and octant sensitivity of ESSnuSB. The left panel corresponds to the
hierarchy sensitivity as a function of δCP (true). The middle and right panels correspond to
the octant sensitivity in the θ23 (true) - δCP (true) plane.

which are plotted in the x-axis, correspond to the current allowed 3σ values of θ23. In these
panels, the region around θ23 = 45◦ shows the values of θ23 for which the octant cannot be
determined at that given C.L. From these panels we see that the octant sensitivity of ESSnuSB
is limited. For the baseline option of 540 km, the octant can be determined at 3σ only if θ23
is greater than 51◦. For the baseline option of 360 km, the octant can be determined at 3σ
except for the θ23 values of 42◦ < θ23 < 49◦. Clearly, the octant sensitivity for the baseline
option of 360 km is slightly better as compared to the octant sensitivity for the baseline option
of 540 km.

Finally, in Fig. 8, we plot the precision measurement of the atmospheric mixing parameters
of ESSnuSB in the θ23 (test) - ∆m2

31 (test) plane. In these panels, we use the true values of
the parameters as defined it Table 1, except for δCP. For δCP, we have taken the value as −90◦

which is the current best-fit value from T2K. The left panel is for the baseline option of 540
km and the right panel is for the baseline option of 360 km. In each panel, the purple/red/blue
curve corresponds to the 1σ/2σ/3σ C.L contours, respectively. Ranges of θ23 and ∆m2

31 axes
are the current allowed 3σ values of these parameters according to the experimental data
stored in NuFIT [10]. The measured central value of θ23 and ∆m2

31 are indicated by a star.
From these panels we understand that the capability of ESSnuSB to constrain ∆m2

31 is quite
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Figure 8: Sensitivity to the precision measurement of the atmospheric mixing parameters
θ23 - ∆m2

31. The left and right panels are for the baseline option of 540 km and 360 km
respectively.

good, while its capability to constrain θ23 is limited. This is partially because of the limited
octant capability of this experiment. The present best-fit value of θ23 is in the higher octant,
and due to the limited octant sensitivity, the region in the lower octant is allowed. For the
baseline option of 540 km, all the values of θ23 are allowed at 3σ and the allowed values of
∆m2

31 are 2.485 × 10−3 eV2 to 2.545 × 10−3 eV2 at 3σ. For the baseline option of 360 km,
the allowed values are 42◦ < θ23 < 51.5◦ and 2.49× 10−3 eV2 < ∆m2

31 < 2.54× 10−3 eV2. In
terms of precision of the atmospheric mixing parameters, the capability of the 360 km baseline
is better than the 540 km baseline.

4. Summary and Conclusion

ESSnuSB is a forthcoming accelerator based long-baseline neutrino oscillation experiment
to be located in Sweden. The primary goal of this experiment is to measure the leptonic CP
phase δCP at high precision by probing the phenomenon of neutrino oscillations at the second
oscillation maximum. In this paper we have studied the physics performance of this experiment
in the standard three flavor framework. In particular, we have studied the capability of this
experiment to measure the current unknowns in the oscillation parameters which are: neutrino
mass hierarchy, octant of atmospheric mixing angle θ23, the leptonic phase δCP, and the
precision of the atmospheric mixing parameters θ23 and ∆m2

31. The physics performance of the
ESSnuSB experiment has been studied in the past using the configuration of the MEMPHYS
project. In this paper, we have considered the new neutrino flux calculated specifically for the
ESSnuSB configuration and updated migration matrices for the far detector. The neutrino
fluxes used in this work have been calculated by considering a new target and horn focusing,
which design has been optimized by using genetic algorithm calculations [18]. The new design
results in an improved statistics compared with the layout of the target station derived from the
EUROnu project [1, 19, 20]. The event selection algorithm has been optimized for the relatively
low neutrino energies of the ESSnuSB beam, increasing the signal selection efficiency from
50% [16] to more than 90%, which was encoded in the new set of migration matrices. At the
probability level, we have shown that the variation of the appearance channel probability with
respect to δCP is large at the second oscillation maximum as compared to the first oscillation
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maximum. ESSnuSB can therefore have an unprecedented precision of δCP measurement.
We also have shown that the baseline option of 540 km mainly covers the second oscillation
maximum, whereas the baseline option of 360 km covers both the first and second oscillation
maxima. At the event level, we have shown that the number of events at the 360 km baseline is
larger than the 540 km one because of the shorter baseline. Therefore we expect the sensitivity
for the 360 km baseline will be better than that for the 540 km baseline. In this context we also
discussed the major background which can affect the sensitivity. Taking an overall conservative
systematic normalization error of 5% for signal and 10% for background we have shown that
the CP violation discovery sensitivity is 10σ (13σ) for the baseline option of 540 km (360
km) at δCP = ±90◦. The corresponding fraction of δCP for which CP can be discovered at
more than 5σ is 70%. We have further shown that the CP violation discovery sensitivity is
always larger than 5σ for δCP = −90◦ and the CP coverage at 5σ is around 44% (50%) even
for a nominal run of 2 years for the 540 km (360 km) baseline. This increases to around 13σ
(15σ) and 76% (80%) respectively when the run-time is increased to 20 years for the baseline
option of 540 km (360 km). Then we have also checked how the sensitivity varies when the
systematic uncertainty is varied. We have found that even for large systematic errors of 10%
signal and 20% background, the CP violation discovery sensitivity is always greater than 5σ
for δCP = −90◦ in 10 years. Regarding CP precision, the 1σ error associated with δCP = 0◦

is around 5◦ for both of the baseline options and the error associated with δCP = −90◦ is
around 14◦ (7◦) for the baseline option of 540 km (360 km). For hierarchy, one can have 3σ
sensitivity for the 540 km baseline except for the true values of δCP = ±90◦ and one can have
5σ sensitivity for the 360 km baseline for all values of δCP. The values of θ23 for which the
octant can be determined at 3σ is θ23 > 51◦ (θ23 < 42◦ and θ23 > 49◦) for the baseline of 540
km (360 km). Regarding precision of the atmospheric mixing parameters, the allowed values
at 3σ are: 40◦ < θ23 < 52◦ (42◦ < θ23 < 51.5◦) and 2.485× 10−3 eV2 < ∆m2

31 < 2.545× 10−3

eV2 (2.49 × 10−3 eV2 < ∆m2
31 < 2.54 × 10−3 eV2) for the baseline of 540 km (360 km). In

summary, ESSnuSB is a powerful experiment to measure δCP with an unprecedented precision
compared with all the future long-baseline experiments. This experiment also provides the
possibility to measure hierarchy and ∆m2

31 with good precision. Among the two baseline
options, 360 km provides the better sensitivity.

Note that the results presented in this work are provisional, as the implementation of the
systematics is simplistic and the detector response has been determined using the Hyper-K
geometry. In the final analysis we will incorporate the near detector which will enable us to
implement a more realistic treatment of systematics. This will include correlated systematics
between the far and the near detectors, bin to bin correlations and shape uncertainties among
the other improvements. The full simulation of the ESSnuSB Far Detectors reponse using
native geometry is currently underway, which will result in an updated migration matrices. We
do not expect them to differ much since the foreseen geometry of the ESSnuSB far detector tank
does not differ much w.r.t. the Hyper-K one. Further, as the far detector of this experiment
will be underground, there is also the possibility of including the atmospheric data sample
in the analysis. This will further improve the hierarchy sensitivity, octant sensitivity and
precision sensitivity of the atmospheric parameters.
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