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Figure 1.35: NEXT-100 lead castle and platform at the LSC
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f. The xenon expansion tank also described in chapter 8.782

g. Power and DAQ racks.783

h. Other devices (e.g, slow controls).784

i. Gas and cable pipes (not show in the figure).785

In this chapter we present an integrated design of the working platform (WP), the786

seismic structure to hold the detector (a.k.a. detector pedestal, DP) and the lead castle787

(LC) itself.788

Figure 1.36: Top view of the layout

Figure 9.2 shows a top view of the layout, with dimensions. The platform has a789

squared shape, with dimensions of 11 � 11 m2 meters and useful surface of 112 m2. It790

includes a safety area with a length of about 2 meters to provide clear access in case of791

an emergency.792

The DP, WP and LC are composed of modular and standard elements which will793

be manufactured by a supplier. All beam welding and most of the bolting will be done794
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ponents are 2νββ (grey region), 40K (dotted orange), 60Co
(dotted dark blue), 222Rn in the cryostat-lead air-gap (long-
dashed green), 238U in the TPC vessel (dotted black), 232Th
in the TPC vessel (dotted magenta), 214Bi on the cathode
(long-dashed cyan), 222Rn outside of the field cage (dotted
dark cyan), 222Rn in active xenon (long-dashed brown), 135Xe
(long-dashed blue) and 54Mn (dotted brown). The last bin on
the right includes overflows (none in the SS spectrum).
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as in Figure 4.

loss of efficiency for γ- and β-like events. Cosmic-ray in-
duced backgrounds are removed using three time-based
cuts. Events preceded by a veto hit within 25ms are re-
moved (0.58% dead time). Events occurring within 60 s
after a muon track in the TPC are also eliminated (5.0%
dead time). Finally, any two events that occur within 1 s
of each other are removed (3.3% dead time). The combi-
nation of all three cuts incurs a total dead time of 8.6%.
The last cut, combined with the requirement that only
one scintillation event per frame is observed, removes β-
α decay coincidences due to the time correlated decay
of the 222Rn daughters 214Bi and 214Po. Alpha spectro-
scopic analysis finds 360±65 µBq of 222Rn in the enrLXe,
that is constant in time.
The SS and MS low background spectra are shown in

Figure 4. Primarily due to bremsstrahlung, a fraction
of ββ events are MS. The MC simulation predicts that
82.5% of 0νββ events are SS. Using a maximum like-
lihood estimator, the SS and MS spectra are simultane-
ously fit with PDFs of the 2νββ and 0νββ of 136Xe along
with PDFs of various backgrounds. Background models
were developed for various components of the detector.
Results of the material screen campaign, conducted dur-
ing construction, provide the normalization for the mod-
els. The contributions of the various background com-
ponents to the 0νββ and 2νββ signal regions were esti-
mated using a previous generation of the detector simula-
tion [8]. For the reported exposure, components found to
contribute < 0.2 counts (0νββ) and < 50 counts (2νββ),
respectively, were not included in the fit. For the current
exposure, the background model treats the activity of the
222Rn in the air-gap between the cryostat and the lead
shielding as a surrogate for all 238U-like activities exter-
nal to the cryostat, because of their degenerate spectral
shapes and/or small contributions. A possible energy off-
set and the resolution of the γ-like spectra are parameters
in the fit and are constrained by the results of the source
calibrations. The fraction of events that are classified
as SS for each of the γ-like PDFs is constrained within
±8.5% of the value predicted by MC. This uncertainty
is set by the largest such deviation measured with the
source calibration spectra. The SS fractions for β- and
ββ-like events are also constrained in the fit to within
±8.5% of the MC predicted value. As a cross-check, the
constraint on the 2νββ SS fraction is released in a sep-
arate fit of the low background data. The SS fraction is
found to agree within 5.8% of the value predicted by the
MC simulation.
The ββ energy scale is a free parameter in the fit, so

that it is constrained by the 2νββ spectrum. The fit re-
ports a scale factor of 0.995 ± 0.004. The uncertainty is
inflated to ± 0.006 as a result of an independent study of
the possible energy scale differences between γ- and ββ-
like energy deposits. The 2νββ PDF is produced using
the Fermi function calculation given in [16]. Tests using
a slightly different spectral form [17] were performed and
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FIG. 1: (a) Energy spectrum of selected candidate events together
with the best-fit backgrounds and 2νββ decays, and the 90% C.L.
upper limit for 0νββ decays, for the combined data from DS-1 and
DS-2; the fit range is 0.5 < E < 4.8MeV. (b) Closeup of (a) for
2.2 < E < 3.0MeV after subtracting known background contribu-
tions.

their activity appears to increase proportionally with the area
of the film welding lines. This indicates that the dominant IB
backgrounds may have been introduced during the welding
process from dust containing both natural U and Fukushima
fallout contaminants. The activity of the 214Bi on the IB drives
the spherical fiducial radius in the analysis.

In the combined DS-1 and DS-2 data set, a peak can
also be observed in the IB backgrounds located in the 0νββ
window on top of the 214Bi contribution, similar in en-
ergy to the peak found within the fiducial volume. To ex-
plore this activity we performed two-dimensional fits in R
and energy, assuming that the only contributions on the IB
are from 214Bi and 110mAg. Floating the rates from back-
ground sources uniformly distributed in the Xe-LS, the fit
results for the 214Bi and 110mAg event rates on the IB are
19.0± 1.8 day−1and 3.3± 0.4 day−1, respectively, for DS-1,
and 15.2± 2.3 day−1and 2.2± 0.4 day−1for DS-2. The rejec-
tion efficiencies of the FV cut R < 1.35m against 214Bi and
110mAg on the IB are (96.8 ± 0.3)% and (93.8 ± 0.7)%, re-

spectively, where the uncertainties include the uncertainty in
the IB position.

The energy spectra of selected candidate events for DS-1
and DS-2 are shown in Fig. 1. The ββ decay rates are
estimated from a likelihood fit to the binned energy spec-
trum between 0.5 and 4.8 MeV for each data set. The back-
ground rates described above are floated but constrained by
their estimated values, as are the detector energy response
model parameters. As discussed in Ref. [2], contributions
from 110mAg (β− decay, τ = 360 day, Q = 3.01MeV), 88Y
(EC decay, τ = 154 day, Q = 3.62MeV), 208Bi (EC de-
cay, τ = 5.31× 105 yr, Q = 2.88MeV), and 60Co (β− de-
cay, τ = 7.61 yr, Q = 2.82MeV) are considered as potential
background sources in the 0νββ region of interest. The in-
creased exposure time of this data set allows for improved
constraints on the identity of the background due to the differ-
ent lifetimes of the considered isotopes. Fig. 2 shows the event
rate time variation in the energy range 2.2 < E < 3.0MeV,
which exhibits a strong preference for the lifetime of 110mAg,
if the filtration is assumed to have no effect. Allowing for the
110mAg levels between DS-1 and DS-2 to float, the estimated
removal efficiency of 110mAg is (1±19)%, indicating that the
Xe-LS filtration was not effective in reducing the background.
In the fit to extract the 0νββ limit we include all candidate
sources in the Xe-LS, considering the possibility of composite
contributions and allowing for independent background rates
before and after the filtration.

The best-fit event rate of 136Xe 2νββ decays is 82.9 ±
1.1(stat) ± 3.4(syst) (ton·day)−1for DS-1, and 80.2 ±
1.8(stat) ± 3.3(syst) (ton·day)−1for DS-2. These results are
consistent within the uncertainties, and both data sets indicate
a uniform distribution of the Xe throughout the Xe-LS. They
are also consistent with EXO-200 [3] and that obtained with a
smaller exposure [4], which requires the FV cut R < 1.2m to
avoid the large 134Cs backgrounds on the IB, more appropri-
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FIG. 2: Event rate variation in the energy region 2.2 < E <
3.0MeV (136Xe 0νββ window) after subtracting known back-
ground contributions. The three fitted curves correspond to the
hypotheses that all events in the 0νββ window are from 110mAg
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Xe-LS filtration period; no reduction in the fitted isotope is assumed
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Majorana landscape in 2014

•Claim for ββ0ν strongly disfavored 
by null results in 136Xe and 76Ge 
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•Thus, NEXT has a chance of making a discovery or seeing a hint. 
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Figure 1. 1� allowed regions for two degrees of freedom in the observables space m�� and
P

m⌫ by
neutrino oscillation and cosmological data, assuming normal (green) and inverted (sky blue) mass
hierarchy.

• 28  m��  145 for the inverted hierarchy.

We find that, irrespectively of the (quasi-degenerated) hierarchy, the 1� range of m��

is [26, 145]. Therefore, a confirmation of the results presented in [2] are very important to
validate the 20-meV target sensitivity for neutrinoless double beta decay experiments, needed
to identify the nature of neutrinos irrespectively of the mass hierarchy.

4 The current generation of ��0⌫ experiments

The detectors used to search for ��0⌫ are designed, in general, to measure the energy of the
radiation emitted by a ��0⌫ source. In a neutrinoless double beta decay, the sum of the kinetic
energies of the two released electrons is always the same, and equal to the mass difference
between the parent and the daughter nuclei: Q�� ⌘ M(Z,A)�M(Z + 2, A). However, due
to the finite energy resolution of any detector, ��0⌫ events would be reconstructed within
a given energy range centred around Q�� and typically following a gaussian distribution.
Other processes occurring in the detector can fall in that region of energies, thus becoming a
background and compromising drastically the sensitivity of the experiment [6].

All double beta decay experiments have to deal with an intrinsic background, the standard
two-neutrino double beta decay (��2⌫), that can only be suppressed by means of good energy
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