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NOVA and T2K

* Two current-generation long baseline neutrino oscillation experiments.

« Joint analysis combines 2020 datasets!'l[2l3] jn a unified framework
with detailed likelihoods and consistent statistical treatment.
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Constructing the Fit

Individual results with 2020 datasets show

different best fit points in normal mass A joint result has the potential to lift the
degeneracies and demonstrate compatibility.

Motivation
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Investigating Correlations
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