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M odels of dark energy in which neutrinos interact w ith the scalar eld supposed to be responsible
for the acceleration of the universe usually in ply a variation ofthe neutrino m asses on coam ological
tin e scales. In thiswork we propose a param eterization forthe neutrinom assvariation that captures
the essentials of those scenarios and allow s to constrain them in a m odel independent way, that is,
w ithout resorting to any particular scalar eld model. Using W M AP 5yr data com bined with the
m atter power spectrum of SD SS and 2dFGR S, the lin it on the present value of the neutrino m ass
ism ¢ m (z= 0)< 043 (028) eV at 95% C L. for the case In which the neutrino m ass was lighter
(heavier) In the past, a result com petitive w ith the ones in posed for standard (i.e., constant m ass)
neutrinos. M oreover, for the ratio of the m ass variation of the neutrinom ass m over the current
massm o we ound that log[jm Fmol< 13 ( 27)at9%% CL.or m < 0 (m > 0),totally
consistent w ith no m ass variation. T hese stringent bounds on the m ass variation are not related to
the neutrino free-stream ing history which m ay a ect the m atter power spectrum on sm all scales.
On the contrary, they are in posed by the fact that any signi cant transfer of energy between the
neutrino and dark energy com ponents would lead to an instability contradicting CM B and large
scale structure data on the largest ocbservable scales.

PACS numbers: 14.60.5t, 98.80.%, 98.80Cq, 98.80Es

I. NTRODUCTION

Since the accelerated expansion of the universe was
rst observed w ith Type Ia supemovae (SN ) , E], the
case fora cosn ologicalconstant-like uid that dom inates
the energy density of the universe has becom e stronger
and is well established by now with the new pieces of
data gathered ].

Several candidates for the accelerating com ponent of
the universe, generically dubbed dark energy O E), have
been proposed ,@,B,BJ, but understanding them the-
oretically and observationally has proven to be challeng—
ng. O n the theoreticalside, explaining the sm allvalue of
the observed dark energy density com ponent, o3
eV )4, aswellas the fact that both dark energy and m at—
ter densities contribute signi cantly to the energy bud-
get of the present universe requires in general a strong

ne tuning on the overall scale of the dark energy m od—
els. In the case in which the dark energy is assum ed
to be a scalar eld slow Iy rolling down is at po-
tential V ( ), the so—called quintessence m odels ], the
e ective m ass of the eld has to be taken of the order
m = Vv ()=d 2§72 10 ** &v Pr elds with vac
uum expectation values of the order of the P lanck m ass.

On the observational side, choosing am ong the dark
energy m odels is a com plicated task ]. M ost of them
can m in ic a coan ological constant at late tim es (that is,
an equation of state w p= = 1) E], and alldata
untilnow are perfectly consistent w ith this lim it. In this
sense, looking for di erent Im prints that could favor the
existence of a particular m odel of dark energy is a path

worth taking.

Our goal in this paper consists in understanding
w hetherthe socalled M assVarying N eutrinos (M avaN s)
scenario [1d,[11,[12,013,[14] could be constrained not only
via the dark energy e ects, but also by indirect signs of
the neutrino m ass variation during cosm ological evoli—
tion, sihce neutrinos play a key role in several epochs
[5,[16]. An indication of the variation of the neutrino
mass would certainly tend to favor thism odels (at least
on a theoretical basis) wih regoect to most DE m od-
els. One should keep In m ind that M aVaN s scenarios
can su er from stability issues for the neutrino perturoa—
tions E], although there is a wide class of m odels and
couplings that avoid this problem E,,,,].

Sin ilar analyses have been m ade in the past, but they
have either assum ed particular m odels for the interac—
tion between the neutrinosand theDE eld E,,],
or chosen a param eterization that does not re ect the
richness of the possibl behavior of the neutrino m ass
variations @].

In order to be able to deal with a large number of
m odels, Instead of focusing on a particularm odel for the
coupling between the DE eld and the neutrino sector,
we choose to param eterize the neutrino m ass variation
to place general and robust constraints on the M avaN s
scenario. In this sense, our work com plem ents previous
analyses by assum Ing a realistic and generic param eteri-
zation for the neutrino m ass, designed In such a way to
probe alm ost all the di erent regin es and m odels w ithin
the sam e fram ew ork . In particular, our param eterization
allow s for fast and slow m ass transitions between two
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values of the neutrino m ass, and it takes Into account
that the neutrino m ass variation should start when the
coupled neutrinos change their behavior from relativis-
tic to nonrelativistic species. W e can m in ic di erent
neutrino-dark energy couplings and allow for alm ost any
m onotonicbehavior in the neutrinom ass, placing reliable
constraints on this scenario in a m odel independent w ay.

O urwork isorganized as Hllow s: 1n Section[Iwe giea
brief review ofthe M aVaN s scenario and itsm ain equa—
tions. In Section we present our param eterization
w ith the resuls for the background and the perturbation
equations obtained within this context. The results of
our com parison of the num erical results w ith the data
and the discussion of tsm ain in plications are shown In
section [[V]. Fially, in section [V] the m ain conclusions
and possible future directions are discussed.

II. MASS-VARYING NEUTRINOS

In what follows, we consider a hom ogeneous and
isotropic universe w ith a RobertsonW alker at m etric,
ds? = a? d?+ drf+ r*d 2 , where is the confor
mal tin e, that can be written In tem s of the coam ic
tim e t and scale factora asd = dt=a, n naturalunits
(~= c= kg = 1). In this case, the Friedm ann equations
read

2 2

2 _ a _ & .
BE = D T ©
P
2
H- = (+ 3p); @)

2
om 5

w here the dot denotes a derivative w ith regpect to con—
f)%naltjme, and the reduced Planck mass is m, =
1= 8 G = 2436 10° Gev.Asusual, and p cor
respond to the total energy density and pressure of the
cogn ic uid, respectively. T he neutrinom ass in them od—
els we are Interested in is a function ofthe scalar eld
that playsthe role ofthe dark energy, and can be w ritten
as

m ()=M £(); @)

where M is a constant and di erent m odels are repre—
sented by distinct £ ( ).

The uid equation of the neutrino species can be di-
rectly obtained from the Boltzm ann equation for its dis-
tribution function 4],

_+3H (@+w )= () 3p) ; 4)

where ()= dhimn ( )Ed takesintoaccount the vari-
ation of the neutrino m ass, and wy = px= x is the equa-—
tion of state of the species x. For com pleteness and later
use, we willde ne 4o = x= o, the standard density
param eter, w here the current critical density is given by

co=3H{imZ=28099h* 10" ev? and Ho = 100 h
km s ' Mpc ! isthe Hubbl constant.

Since the totalenergy m om entum tensor is conserved,
the dark energy uid equation also presents an extra
right-hand side term proportionalto the neutrino energy
momentum tensor trace, T | = ( 3p ), and can be
w ritten as

+ 3H

QI+w )= ()—( 3p) O

For a hom ogeneous and isotropic scalar eld, the energy
density and pressure are given by

2

2a2

2
—+V ; = \Y ; 6
o () P () (6)
and both equations lead to the standard cosm ological
K len-G ordon equation for an interacting scalar eld,

nam ely,

av
+ 2H —+ a? d()= £

()« p) ()
From the above equationsone seesthat, given a potential
V () forthe scalar eld and a eld-dependentm ass tem
m () Por the neutrino m ass, the coupled system given
by equations [), @), and [@), together with the uid
equations for the baryonicm atter, cold dark m atter and
radiation (ohotons and other m assless species) can be
num erically solved ]. Notice that a sim ilar approach
hasbeen used for a possible variation ofthe dark m atter
m ass E] and its possible interaction w ith the dark en-
ergy , @], w ith several interesting phenom enological
ram i cations [30,[31,[32,[33,[34, [34).

Follow ing 31,033, equations [4) and [@) can be rew rit—
ten In the standard fomm ,

+ 3H 1+w®) =0;

(e ) ®)

+ 3H 1+ w =0;

if one de nes the e ective equation of state of neutrinos
andDE as
we) = B () —( 3p);
3H
e ) _ P_+ () —(
3H

3p) .

The e ective equation of state can be understood in
tem s of the dilution ofthe energy density ofthe species.
In the standard noncoupled case, the energy density ofa
uild with a given constant equation of state w scales as
/ a 3" However, n the case of nteracting uids,
one should also take into account the energy transfer be—
tween them , and the energy density in this case will be
given by
Z z
vexp 3 1+ w® @) dma+ 29

z) = ; (10)

0

w here the index 0 denotes the current value ofa param e-
ter, and the redshift z is de ned by the expansion of the



scalke factor,a= ap 1+ z) ' (in the rest of thiswork we
willassume ap = 1). Fora constant e ective equation of

state one obtains the standard result, / a 3@&+% ™),
as expected.

N otice that this m ign atch between the e ective and
standard DE equations of state could be responsble for
the \phantom behavior" suggested by supemovae data
when tting i usihg a cosmn ologicalm odel w ith nonin—
teracting com ponents @]. This e ect could be observ—
ablk if dark energy was coupled to the dom inant dark
m atter com ponent. For the m odels discussed here, how —
ever, it cannot be signi cant: the neutrino fraction today
( o= o 107?) istoo small to induce an \e ective
phantom -like" behavior.

A swe comm ented before, the analysis untilnow deal
mainly with particular m odels, that is, w ith particular
functional form s of the dark energy potentialV ( ) and

eld dependence of the neutrino mass ( ). A notice—
able exogption is the analysis of Ref. @], in which the
authors use a param eterization for the neutrino m ass a
Ia ChevallierP olarskiLinder CPL) [3,36,37:m () =
m otm 31(1 a).However,although theCP L param eter—
ization works well for the dark energy equation of state,
it cannot reproduce the m ain features of the m ass varia-—
tion In the case of variable m ass particle m odels. In the
case of the m odels discussed here, for instance, the m ass
vardation is related to the relativistic/nonrelativistic na—
ture of the coupled neutrino species. W ith a CPL m ass
param eterization, the transition from m; tom( always
takes place around z 1, which is In fact only com pat-
ble wih masses as snallas 10 3 eV . Hence, the CPL
m ass param eterization is not suited for a selfconsistent
exploration of all interesting possibilites.

O ne of the goals in this paper is to propose and test
a param eterization that allow s for a realistic sin ulation
of m assvarying scenarios in a m odel independent way,
w ith them Inim um possible num ber of param eters, as ex—
plained in the next section.

IIT. MODEL INDEPENDENT APPROACH
A . Background equations

A susual, the neutrino energy density and pressure are
given in tem s of the zero order Fermm 1D irac distrdbution
function by

g9

T oy 1’ b

@ =
where g= ap denotes the m odulus of the com oving m o—
mentum g = qn; ( Yniny = 1), g corresponds to the
num ber of neutrino degrees of freedom , and T  is the
present neutrino background tem perature. Notice that
In the neutrino distrdbution function we have used the
fact that the neutrinos decouple very early in the history
of the universe while they are relativistic, and therefore
their equilbrium distrbbution depends on the com oving

m om entum , but not on the m ass @]. In what ollow s
we have neglected the sm all spectral distortions arising
from non-instantaneous neutrino decoupling ]. T hus,
the neutrino energy density and pressure are given by

Z
1 dg
=7 o gl @ (12)
Z
1 dq g
P=sg gpddfe@; a3)
where 2 = 2 + m? (a)a® (assum ing that m  depends

only on the scale factor). Taking the tim ederivative of
the energy density, one can then obtain the uid equation
for the neutrinos,

dhm @)
_+3H( +p)=——-"H ( 3p) ;i (14
du
where u na = In@+ z) is the number of e-olds

counted back from today. Due to the conservation of
the totalenergy m om entum tensor, the dark energy uid
equation is then given by

dhm ()

+ 3H l+w )= —H (

HEN
_ au 3p) : (15)

W e can write the e ective equations of state, de ned in
eas. [B), as

ge _ P dhm @ 1 p
du 3 !
16)
e P, dbhm @ 1 p
du 3

The above results only assum e that the neutrino m ass
depends on the scale factor a, and up to this point, we
have not chosen any particular param eterization. Con-—
ceming the particle physics m odels, it is im portant to
notice that starting from a value of w and a function
m (@) one could, at last In principle, reconstruct the
scalar potentialand the scalar nteraction w ith neutrinos
follow ing an approach sin ilar to the one in Ref. @].

B . M ass variation param eters

Som e ofthem ain featuresoftheM avaN s scenario are:
(1) that the dark energy eld getskicked and m oves aw ay
from sm inimum @Fm > H ) or from itsprevious slow —
rolling traectory (ifm < H ) when the neutrinos be-
com e non-relativistic, very m uch like the case when it is
coupled to the fullm atter content of the universe in the
so—called cham eleon scenarios @]; and (ii) that asa con—
sequence, the coupling w ith the scalar eld generates a
neutrino m ass variation at that tin e. Any param eteriza—
tion that intendstom i ic scalar eld m odels Interacting
w ith a m assvarying particle (nheutrinos, in our case) for



the large redshift range to which the data is sensitive
should at least take into account those characteristics.
M oreover, the variation of the m ass In m ost m odels (see
@], for instance) can be well approxin ated by a tran—
sition between two periods: an earlier one, iIn which the
m ass isgiven by m 1, and the present epoch, n which the
mass isgiven by m ¢ (we willnot consider here m odels in
w hich the neutrinom assbehavior isnonm onotonic). T he
transition forthisparam eterization, asm entioned before,
starts w hen neutrinos becom e nonrelativistic, which cor-
responds approxin ately to

1lev m m
1 16 1

2
3T o

AR 140 1lev 1ev

a7

where m ; corresponds to the m ass of the neutrino dur-
Ing the period in which i is a relativistic species. B efore
zyr We can treat the neutrino m ass as essentially con—
stant, since the right-hand side RHS) ofthe uid equa—
tion is negliglble com pared to the left-hand side LHS),
and therefore there is no observable signature of a possi-
ble m ass variation.

W hen the neutrinos becom e nonrelativistic, the RH S
ofthe DE and neutrino uid equations becom es In por—
tant, and the neutrino m ass starts varying. In order to
m odel this variation, we use tw 0 param eters, nam ely the
current neutrinom ass, m o, and , a quantity related to
the am ount of tin e that it takes to com plete the tran—
sition from m; to mo. That behavior resem bles very
much the param eterization of the dark energy equation
of state discussed in [41], except Br the fact that in our
case the transition for the m ass can be very slow , tak—
ng severale-folds to com plete, and m ust be triggered by
the tin e of the nonrelativistic transition, given by equa—

tion ). Dening f = I+ e & @ ) wuxl 71 gng
f =+ ewr= ]! wecan usethe om
m =mo+ (mi mp) Wiuwri )i (18)
w here
£
@;uyrs; ) = 1 ra
19)
B 1+ evr=
B 1+e b @+ ) unek
Starting at uyr = nh@d + %r), the function

(U;uyr; ) decreases from 1 to 0, with a velocity that
depends on . The top panel in Figure [I gives the be—
havior of eq. [18) w ith di erent param eters; the bottom
panels show s that in this param etrization, the derivative
of the m ass w ith respect to e-fold num ber resembles a
G aussian function. T he peak of the quantity dm =du oc—
curs at the valueu = uyr=@0+ ); hence, for 1,
them assvariation takesplace In m ediately after the non—
relativistic transition (u ’ uygr ) and lasts a fraction of
efolds (wughly, 3 efolds); for 1 Jiyr Jthe
variation is sm ooth and centered on som e interm ediate
redshift between zyz and 0; whilke for 1y r J the
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FIG .1: (Coloronline) Neutrinom assbehavior forthe param -
eterization given by equation [I8). Top panel: N eutrino m ass
as a function of log@) = u=In (10) ormodelswith m o = 0:5
eV and di erent valuesofm ; and . Bottom panel: N eutrino
m ass variation for the sam e param eters as in the top panel.

transition is still on-going today, and the present epoch
roughly coincides w ith the m axin um variation.

A though the functionalform of ,eq. (19), seem scom —
plicated, one should note that it is one of the simplest
form s satisfying our requirem ents with a m Inim al num —
ber of param eters. An exam ple that could look sin pler,
but that forpracticalpurposes isnot, would be to assum e
that the two plateaus are linked together by a straight
line. In this case, we would need a param eterization of
the fom

8
3 M ; u< Unr 7
< h i
— u u . .
m 3 mo+ fm; mp) ;o= jUvr U Una;
mo 7 U > Ueng

where ug g corresoonds to the chosen redshift in which
the transition stops. Notice that in this case not only
w e still have three param eters to describe the m ass vari-
ation, but also the finction is not sm oooth. M oreover,
the derivative of the m ass w ith respect to u gives a top—
hat-like function which is discontinuous at both uyr and



Ueng - In this sense, it seem ed to us that equation [I8)
would give us the best \price-to-eamings ratio" am ong
the possibilities to use phenom enologically m otivated pa—
ram eterizations for the m assvarying neutrinos, although
certainly there could be sim ilar proposals equally viable,
such as for instance the possbility of adapting for the
m ass variation the param eterization used for the dark
energy equation of state in @, @]. T here, the tran—
sition between two constant values of the equation of
state exhdbits a tanh [ t @ 1)] dependence, where
is responsible for the duration of the transition and u is
related to its halfway point.

In the rest of ouranalysis, we w illuse a coupl ofextra
assum ptions that need to be taken into account when go—
Ing through our resuls. F irst, we w ill consider that only
one of the three neutrino species is nteracting w ith the
dark energy eld, that is, only one ofthem asseigenstates
has a variable m ass. T he reason for this approxin ation
is twofold: it is a sinpler case (com pared to the case
w ith 3 varying-m ass neutrinos), since instead of 6 extra
param etersw ith respect to the case of constantm ass, we
have only 2, nam ely the early m ass ofthe neutrino whose
m ass is varying, m 1, and the velocity of the transition,
related to

Besides sin plicity, the current choice is the only one
allowed presently In the case in which neutrinos were
heavier In the past. Indeed, we expect our stronger
constraints to com e from those scenarios, especially if
the neutrino species behaves as a nonrelativistic com —
ponent at the tin e of radiation-m atter equality, given
by 1+ zZeg 4:05 10( ooh%?+ oh?)=1+ 023N, )
(here the indexes c and b stand for cold dark m atter
and baryons, respectively, and N, is the e ective num —
ber of relativistic neutrinos). Taking the three neutrino
species to be nonrelativistic at equality would change
signi cantly the value of z.q, contradicting CM B data
(according to W MAPS5, 1+ z, = 31417127 (68% C L.
@]) . Instead, a single neutrino species is stillm arginally
allow ed to be non—relativistic at that tin e.

To sin plify the analysis, we also assum ed that the dark
energy eld, when not interacting with the neutrinos,
reached already the so—called scaling solution (see, eg.,
ﬂ] and references therein), ie., the dark energy equation
ofstatew in eq. [I9) is constant in the absence of inter—
action. N otice however that when the neutrinos becom e
non-relativistic the dark energy uid receives the anal-
ogous of the cham eleon kicks we m entioned before, and
the dark energy e ective equation of state, eg. (I9), does
vary for this period in a consistent way.

T he upper panel of Figure [2 show s how the density
param eters of the di erent com ponents of the universe
evolve In tine, In a typicalM aVaN sm odel. The lower
panel displays a com parison between m assvarying and
constantm assm odels, in particular during the transition
from m; tom . Asonewould expect, far from the tine
of the transition, the densities evolve as they would do
n the constant m ass case.
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FIG .2: (Coloronline) Top panel: D ensity param eters for the
di erent com ponents of the universe versus log (@) = u= (10)
inamodelwithm; = 005V, my = 02 &v, = 10, and
all the other param eters consistent w ith present data. The
radiation curve include photons and two m assless neutrino
species, and m atter stands for cold dark m atter and baryons.
The bum p in the neutrino density close to log@) = 05 is
due to the increasing neutrino m ass. Bottom panel: D ensity
param eters for two di erent m assvarying neutrino m odels.
The solid black curves show the density param eter variation
for tw o distinct constant m assm odels, w th m assesm = 0:05
eV andm = 02 &V .The dashed (red) curve show s a m odel
in which them assvaries from m; = 02 &V tomo = 0:05 €&V,
wih = 0:, and the dotted (plue) line corresponds a m odel
withm; = 005V tomog= 02eV,wih = 10.

C . Perturbation equations

T he next step isto calculate the coan ologicalperturba—
tion equations and their evolution using this param eteri-
zation. W e chose to work in the synchronous gauge, and
our conventions follow the onesby M a and Bertschinger
]. In this case, the perturbed m etric is given by

ds? =  &d 2+ a® (45+ hyy)dxidxd : @0)



In this gauge, the equation for the threem om entum of
the neutrinos reads E]

dg 1 m? @ @x
— = Zghyniny  &— . ; 21
where, as in equation [4), we de ne
dhm dhm d '
@) = 22)
d dha dha

Since the neutrino phase space distribution @] can be
written as £ x*;qny; = £f@ 1+ qnyg;
one can show that the st orderBoltzm ann equation for
a m assive neutrino species, after Fourder transfom ation,
is given by [4,[23]

@ h+ 6_ dhf°
- 4 ig(ﬁ k) + _ & # =
@ 2 dhg
23)
C gk a’m?dhnf°
= 1—am0 i
¢ dhg

w here and h are the synchronous potentials in the
Fourder space. Notice that the perturbed neutrino en—
ergy density and pressure are also going to be m odi ed
due to the Interaction, and are w ritten as

This extra term com es from the fact that the com oving
energy depends on the dark energy density, leading to
an extra-term which is proportionalto

M oreover, if we expand the perturbation
n a Legendre series

&K;gin; )
], the neutrino hierarchy equations

w ill read,
o hdhnf°
- ' 6 dng
k
a= o 2% ©6)
_ &, 3 ) 1 2 dhf®
o 5 ! 3 15 57 dhgq’
ak
_ = — 1
o+ 1) [ 1 ) w1l
w here
1 cka’m?dhf?
= - = @7)

3 ¢ dhg

1 g m 2a?
= - f + ;o (24) , "
a @ )3 For the dark energy, we use the \ uid approach @]
1 Z Pq ¢ Pm 2a? (see also [41, 48, [49)), so that the density and velocity
3 p = = £ :(25) perturbations are given by,
al (2 )3 3
|
h i
3w &) o+ a+w) 42— _a 3¢) + - @ 3w)
_ = ;i 28)
1+ 3w )
n #
H@ 38)+ @ 3w)H@d 3w) K2 K2
_ = + & @ 3w) — _ i 29)
1+ (08 3w ) 1+ w 1+ w

w here the dark energy anisotropic stress is assum ed to
be zero B0, and the sound speed ¢ is de ned I the
fram e com oving w ith the dark energy uid @]. So, in
the synchronous gauge, the quantity ¢ p= is
related to ¢ through

¢ = :F +w :F : (30)
Tn addition, from egs. [I3) and [22)), we have that
_ 3H 1+ w )
— = : (31)
1+ (48 3w )

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A . Num erical approach

E quipped w ith the background and perturbation equa—
tions, we can study this scenario by m odifying the num er-
icalpackagesthat evaluate the CM B anisotropiesand the
m atter power spectrum . In particular, we m odi ed the



TABLE I:A ssum ed ranges for the M aVaN s param eters

P aram eter Range
w 1<w < 05
m o 0<mg=eV < 5
4< log < 2
6< Iog(+)< 0
6< log( )< O

CAMB code! [52], based on CM BFast? [53] routines. W e
use CosnoM C°? @] In order to sam ple the param eter
space of our m odel with a M arkov Chain M onte Carlo
M CM C) technique.

W e assume a at universe, with a constant equation
of state dark energy uid, cold dark m atter, 2 species
of m assless neutrinos plus a m assive one, and ten free
param eters. Six of them are the standard CDM pa-—
ram eters, nam ely, the physicalbaryon density poh?, the
physical cold dark m atter density  «oh?, the din ension—
less Hubble constant h, the optical depth to reionization

reion » the am plitude A 5) and spectral index (ng) ofpri-
mordial density uctuations. In addition, we vary the
constant dark energy equation of state param eterw and
the three param eters accounting for the neutrino m ass:
the present m assm o, the logarithm of the param eter
related to the duration of the transition, and the loga—
rithm of the ratio of the m odulus of the m ass di erence
over the current m ass, lIog , wherewe de ne

— 1;,m;1>mg;

m
1 =+

mo im1<mg:

A 11 these param eters take mmplicit at priors in the re—
gions in which they are allowed to vary (see Table[D).

Conceming the last param eter, notice that we choose
to divide the param eter space between two regions: one
In which the m ass is decreasing over tine ( 4+ ) and one
In which it is increasing ( ). W e chose to m ake this
separation because the in pact on cosm ological cbserv—
ables is di erent In each regin e, as we w ill discuss later,
and by analyzing this regions separately we can gain a
better insight of the physics driving the constraints in
each one ofthem . M oreover, we do not allow form odels
wihw < 1, sihce we are only considering scalar eld
m odels w ith standard kinetic tem s.

For given values of all these param eters, ourm odi ed
version of CAM B rst integrates the background equa-—
tions backward in tim e, in order to nd the initial value
of leading to the correct dark energy density today.
This problem does not always adm it a solution lading

! nttp://camb.info/
2 Inttp://cfa—www.harvard.edu/ mzaldarr/CMBFAST/cmbfast .html
3 |http://cosmologist.info/cosmomc/
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FIG.3: (Colronline:) M arginalised 1D probability distri-
bution In the increasingm asscasem 1 < m o, for the neutrino
/ dark energy param eters: m o, Iog;, [ 1 (top panels), w ,
and log (pottom panels).

to well-behaved perturbations: the dark energy perturba—
tion equations [28), 29) becom e singular whenever one
ofthe two quantities, or [L+ (1 3w )], appearing
In the denom Inators vanishes. A s we shall see later, in
the case In which the neutrino m ass decreases, the back—
ground evolution is com patible with cases In which the
dark energy density crosses zero, w hile the second term
can never vanish. W e exclide singular m odels by stop—
ping the execution of CAM B whenever < 0, and giv—
ng a negligible probability to thesem odelsin Cosm oM C .
T he physical Interpretation of these pathologicalm odels
w illbe explained in the next sections. For otherm odels,
CAM B integrates the full perturbation equations, and
passes the CM B and m atter pow er spectra to Cosm oM C
for com parison w ith the data.

W e constrain this scenario using CM B data (from
WMAP Syr @4, [53], vsa [Bd, cBI B and
ACBAR ]);matterpowerspect.tum from large scale
structure (LSS) data @dFGRS [B9]and SDSs [6d]); su-
pemovae Ia (SN ) data from ], and the HST Key
pro-Ect m easurem ents of the Hubblk constant 627 .

O nce the posterior probability of all ten param eters
has been obtained, we can m arginalize over all but one
ortwo ofthem , to obtain one-or two-din ensionalproba-
bility distributions. W e veri ed that the con dence lin —
its on the usual six param eters do not di er signi cantly
from what is cbtained in the \vanilla m odel" @], and

4 W hile thiswork wasbeing nished, the SHOES (Supemova, HO,
for the E quation of State) Team @] reduced the uncertainty on
the Hubble constant by m ore than a factor 2 w ith respect to the
value obtained by the HST Key Prokct, ndingH o= 742 3:6
km s ! Mpc !.However, since we are taking a at prioron H g,
and our best t value for H ¢ is contained in their 1 region, we
do not expect our results to be strongly a ected by their resuls.
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TABLE II: Results for increasing and decreasing neutrino m ass, usng W M AP S5yr+ smallscale CMB + LSS + SN + HST
data.
(+)Reglon 95% (68% ) C L. ( )Region 95% (68%)C L.

w < 085 (< 0:291) < 087 (< 0:93)
mo €V) < 028 (< 0:10) < 043 (< 021)

by . < 2i < 4®) |

log | < 13 <  3i1)

Iog [ 384;0:53] ([ 220;0:05]) [ 0:13;4] ([0:56;4))

therefore we only provide the results for the extra neu—
trino and dark energy param eters F igures[7,[8,[4, 3, and
Tablk[D).

B . Increasing neutrino m ass

In this m odel, the background evolution of the dark
energy com ponent obeys to equation [18), which reads
after division by

_ Inm
— = 3H 1+ w )

—H@ 3w) 32)

d i

w here the two positive quantities 4 and ; represent re—
spectively the dilution rate and interaction rate of the
dark energy densiy. For any param eter choice, can
only decrease w ith tim e, so that the integration of the
dark energy background equation backward in tine al-
ways nd well-behaved solutions w ith positive values of
. M oreover, the quantity [l + (U8 3w )] appear—
Ing In the denom nator of the dark energy perturbation
equations is equalto the contribution ofthe dilution rate
to the totalenergy lossrate, 4=( ¢+ i). Thisquantity
isby construction greater than zero, and the dark energy
equations cannot becom e singular. However, when the
the interaction rate becom es very large w ith respect to
the dilution rate, this denom inator can becom e arbitrar-
ily close to zero. Then, the dark energy perturbations
can be enhanced considerably, distorting the cbservable
spectra and con icting the data. A ctually, this am pli —
cation m echanisn iswellknown and was studied by vari-
ous authors ,@,@]. Ttwas found to a ect the largest
wavelengths rst, and isusually refered asthe large scale
Instability of coupled dark energy m odels. T he condition
for avoiding this Instability can be thought to be roughly
of the form
i<A g (33)
where A is som e num ber depending on the coan ologi-
cal param eters and on the data set (since a given data
set tellshow constrained is the large scale instability, ie.
how gm all can be the denom inator [1 + (48 3w )],
ie. how small should the Interaction rate rem ain wih

respect to the dilution rate). T he perturbations are am -
pli ed when the denom inator ismuch am aller than one,
so A should be a number much greater than one. In—
tuitively, the condition [39) will lead to the refection of
modelswih smallvaliesof W , ) and large values of
. Indeed, the interaction rate is too large when the
m ass variation is signi cant (large ) and rapid (amn all
). Thedilution rate istoo anallwhenw isan all (close
to the cosm ological constant 1im it). Because of that, it
seam s that when the dark energy equation of state isal-
lowed to vary one can obtain a larger num ber of viable
models ifw > 08 early on in the cosm ologicalevolu—
tion [6€,[67].

W eran Cosn oM C w ith our fulldata set in orderto see
how much thism assvarying scenario can depart from a
standard cosm ologicalm odel wih a xed dark energy
equation of state and m assive neutrinos. In our param —
eter basis, this standard m odel corresoonds to the lim it
Iog ! 1 , wih whatever value of Iog . The ob-
servational signature of a neutrino m ass variation during
dark energy or m atter dom ination is encoded in well-
known e ects, such as: (i) a modi cation of the an all-
scale m atter power spectrum [due to a di erent free—
stream Ing history], or (i) a change In the tine ofm at-
ter/radiation equality due to a di erent correspondence
between the valuesof (!, ' , ! ) today and the actual
m atter density at the tin e of equality]. O n top of that,
the neutrino and dark energy perturbations can approach
the regin e of Jarge-scale instability discussed above.

Our nal results —nam ely, the m arginalized 1D and
2D param eter probabilities —are shown in  gures[3 and
[4. The shape of the contours in (og ;log ) space is
easily understandable w ith analytic approxin ations. T he
necessary condition [33) for avoiding the largescale n—
stability reads in termm s of ourm odel param eters

1+ @+ ) 1 3 1+ w )
_—— < A 7
(1 ) @ £f) @ 3w)
(34)
w here we expressed the m ass variation as
dhm__ 0 a6 e
du 1 )

Two lin its can be clearly seen from this equations. For
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1 (fast transitions), the upper lim it on reads
1 3 1+w)
. A : (36)
a )@ f) @ 3w)

T his corresponds to the diagonallin it in the lowerhalfof
the right upper panelof gureld. In fact, the appearance
ofthe large-scale nstability is seen in m odels localized at
the edge of the allowed region, as shown in qure[d.

In the opposite case of a very slow transition, 1,

it is clear from eg. [34)) that the lin it on should be
Independent on ,
1 3 1+ w )
. A : (37)
1 )@ f) @ 3w)

This Iim i corresponds to the alm ost vertical cut in the
upperpart oftheplane (log ;log ) (upper right panel,
g.[@.

T hese conditions are easier to satisfy when at thetim e
of the transition, 1+ w ) is large. So, in order to
avoid the instability, large values of w are preferred.
However, it is weltknown that cosm ological observables
(lum inosity distance relation, CM B and LSS pow er spec—
tra) better t the data forw close to 1 (cosm ological
constant Im it). In the present m odel, the rol of the
largescale instability is to push the best- t value from
-1 to-096,butw = 1lisstillallowed at the 68% C L.

Them ain result of this section is that the variation of
the neutrino m ass is bounded to be am all, not so much
because ofthe constraining pow er of lJarge-scale structure
observations In the regin e w here neutrino free-stream ing
is in portant (ie., snall scalks), but by CM B and LSS
data on the largest scales, which provide lim its on the
possbl instability in DE and neutrino perturbations.

Indeed, for the allowed m odels, the m ass variation
could be at m ost of order 10% for m asses around 005
eV, and lss than 1% form asses larger than 03 &€V : this
isundetectable w ith an all scale clustering data, show Ing
that the lim i really com es from large scales.

-0.95 -0.9

-0.85 -0.8

w
®

-0.75

(Color online) M arginalised 2D probability distrdbution in the increasingmasscasem 1 < my.

W ith those resuls, we conclude that there is no ev—
dence for a neutrino m ass variation com ing from the
present data. In fact, as form ost coan ologicaldata anal-
yses, the concordance CDM m odel rem ains one of the
best tsto thedata, lying w ithin the 68% intervalofthis
analysis.

N onetheless, better constraints w ill possbly be ob-
tained wih forthcom ing data, especially the ones that
probe patches of the coan ological \desert" between z ’
1100 and z ’ 1, ke CM B weak lnsing @], and/or
cross-correlations of di erent pieces of data, like CM B
and galaxy-density m aps @]. W e can estim ate, for In—
stance, what is the favored redshift range for the neu-
trino m ass variation according to our results. Taking
mo = 0:1 &V and the mean lkelhood valies for log
and logn ;=m o], one can see that the bulk of the m ass
variation takes place around z 20, a redshift that pos—
sbly will be probed by fiture tom ographic probes like
weak lensing @, ] and especially 21 an absorption
lines [74, (73, (74, [79]. Those will help not only to dis
entangle som e degeneracies in the param eter space, but
will also allow for direct probes of the neutrino m ass in
di erent redshift slices.

C . D ecreasing neutrino m ass

In this case, the evolution rate ofthe dark energy den—
sity is still given by equation [32) but with an opposite
sign for the Interaction rate: n can be summ arized as

at i (38)
wih 4 and ; both positive. In principle, the interac—
tion rate could overcom e the dilution rate, leading to an
Increase of . Hence, the integration of the dark energy
evolution equation backward in tin e can lad to nega—
tive values of , and the prior > 0 Inplem ented In
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(Color on-line) CM B anisotropies and m atter power spectra for som e m ass varying m odels w ith increasing m ass,

show ing the developm ent of the large scale Instability. T he cosm ological param eters are set to our best t values, except for
the ones shown in the plot. The data points in the CM B gpectrum corresoond to the binned W M AP Syr data.

our CAM B version is relevant. Still, the denom inator
o+ (1 3w )] can never vanish sihce i is equalto
a=( a i)
W ell before before the transition, the Interaction rate
isnegligble and _ isalwaysnegative. W e conclude that
= dhm =d starts from small positive values and
ncreases. If the condition

i< 4 (39)
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FIG .6: (Coloronline:) M arginalised 1D probability distribu-—
tion (red/solid lines) for the decreasingmasscasem i > mo,
for neutrino / dark energy param eters: m ¢, log[ + ] (top pan-—
els),w ,and log (oottom panels).

is violated during the transition, _ will cross zero and
becom e positive. This corresponds to  grow ing from
zero to + 1 , and from 1 to some nite negative value.
After ;= 4 hasreached itsmaximum , undergoes the
opposite evolution. Reaching = 0 is only possble if
has a non-m onotonic evolition, ie. if [39) is violated.
H ow ever, the perturbations diverge even before reaching
this sihgular point: when  tends to In nity, it is clear
from eq. [26) that the neutrino perturbation derivatives
becom e arbitrarily large. W e conclude that in thism odel,
the condition [39) is a necessary condition or avoiding
instabilities, but not a su cient condition: the data is
expected to put a lin i on the largest possbl value of

, which will always be reached before _ changes sign,
ie. before the nequality [39) is saturated. Hence, the
condition for avoiding the instability is intuitively of the
om of [33), but now with A being a number am aller
than one.

W e then ran Coan oM C w ith the fulldata set and ob—
tained the m arginalized 1D and 2D param eter probabilk-
ities shown in gures[@d and [I. The ma®pr di erences
w ith respect to the increasing m ass case are: a stronger
bound on m (¢, a much stronger bound on , and the
fact that large values of are now excluded. This can
be understood as follow s. In order to avoid instabilites,
it is necessary to satisfy the inequalities [36), [37), but
wih a much analler value of A than in the Increasing
m ass case; hence, the contours should look qualitatively
sim flar to those obtained previously, but w ith stronger
bounds. This tums out to be the case, although n ad-
dition, Jarge values are now excluded. Looking at the
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m ass variation for large in gure [0, we see that in
this 1im it the energy transfer takes place essentially at
low redhsift. Hence, the Interaction rate is Jarge close to
z = 0. In m any m odels, this leads to posiive valies of
_ at the present tim ¢, to a non-m onotonic behavior of
the dark energy density, and to diverging perturbations.
This can only be avoided when w is lJarge w ith respect
to -1, ie. when the dilution rate is enhanced. Hence,
in thism odel, the need to avoid diverging perturbations
In poses a strong param eter correlation between w and

. However, values of w greater than 0.8 are not com —
patible w ith the supemovae, CM B and LSS data set; this
slices out allm odels w ith large

T he fact that the bound on m ( is stronger in the de—
creasing m ass case is also easily understandable: for the
sam e value of them ass di erence = Jn; mpy¥Fmg,a
given m o corresponds to a larger mass m; in the de-
creasing m ass case. It is welkknown that CM B and
LSS data constrain the neutrinosm ass through itsback—
ground e ect, ie. through its in pact on the tin e ofm at—
ter/radiation equality for a given dark m atter abundance
today. The iInpact is greater when m 1 is larger, ie. in
the decreasing m ass case; therefore, the bounds on m g
are stronger.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this work we analysed som e m assvarying neutrino
scenarios In a nearly m odel independent w ay, using a gen—
eral and wellbehaved param eterization for the neutrino
m ass, ncliding variations in the dark energy density in
a selfconsistent way, and taking neutrino/dark energy
perturbations into account.

O urresuls forthebackground,CM B anisotropies, and
m atter power spectra are In agreem ent w ih previous
analyses of particular scalar eld m odels, show Ing that
the results obtained w ith this param eterization are ro—
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-0.85 -0.8 -0.75 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

w m

® 0

(Color online) M arginalised 2D probability distrdbution for decreasingmass, mi > my.

bust and encom pass the m ain features of the M aVaN s
scenario.

M oreover, a com parison w ith coam ologicaldata show s
that only sm allm assvariationsare allowed, and thatM a—
VaN s scenario are m idly disfavored w ith respect to the
constant m ass case, egoecially when neutrinos becom e
lighter as the universe expands. In both cases, neutrinos
can change signi cantly the evolution of the dark energy
density, leading to instabilities in the dark energy and/or
neutrino perturbations when the transfer of energy be—
tween the two com ponents per unit of tin e is too large.
T hese Instabilities can only be avoided when the m ass
varies by a very sm all am ount, especially in the case of
a decreasing neutrino m ass. Even in the case of increas—
ngm ass, constraining better them odelw ith forthcom ing
data willbe a di culk task, since it m in ics a m assless
neutrino scenario form ost of the coam ologicaltim e.

O ne should kesp In m ind that our analysis assum es a
constant equation of state for dark energy and a m ono—
tonicbehavior for them assvariation. E ven though those
features are present in m ost ofthe sim plest possblem od—
els, m ore com plicated m odels surely can evade the con—
straints we obtained in our analysis.

F inally, those constraints w ill in prove w ith forthcom —
ng tom ographicdata. Ifany ofthe fiiture probes indicate
a m ism atch in the values of the neutrino m ass at di er-
ent redshifts, we could arquably have a casem ade for the
m assvarying m odels.
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