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INTRODUCING THE NSI DAYA BAY REACTOR NEUTRINO EXPERIMENT
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Motivation NSI at reactor experiments EH2

The minimization of the chi square function
over all the systematical errors:
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Summary
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As a consequence, the constraints we have found for each case are
relaxed until on order of magnitude. See the right panel and compare it sin2 613

with the case studied before. The constraints we found depend on

the uncertainty in the absolute
normalization in the event calculation.




