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 Antineutrinos are mainly produced by the beta
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High-energy reactor antineutrino study :
* In all previous papers, we limited the energy range to lower than 8 MeV.  HERA is background for DSNB (Diffuse supernova neutrino background) study.
 High energy reactor antineutrino (HERA) are predicted by some theoretical model. e How many candidates from HERA at Daya Bay?
« HERA may help the nuclear physics in reactors.
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