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The Double Chooz Experiment

Reactor power fit

Energy spectrum fit

FAR DETECTOR

Operating since April 2011
... Baseline: ~1050 m Overburden: 300 mwe

» Compares rate and prompt spectrum shape of data and prediction. » Compares observed and predicted rate at different reactor powers.
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» Yields most precise measurement of 0,; from Double Chooz. » Provides a background-model-independent measurement of ;.
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» Normalization

» P, extracted from reactor data
from Bugey4 data

» 650 days of data, roughly 2x previous analysis
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