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M odelsofdark energy in which neutrinosinteractwith thescalar�eld supposed to beresponsible
fortheacceleration oftheuniverseusually im ply a variation oftheneutrino m asseson cosm ological
tim escales.In thiswork weproposeaparam eterization fortheneutrinom assvariation thatcaptures
the essentialsofthose scenariosand allowsto constrain them in a m odelindependentway,thatis,
withoutresorting to any particular scalar �eld m odel. Using W M AP 5yrdata com bined with the
m atterpowerspectrum ofSD SS and 2dFG RS,the lim iton the presentvalue ofthe neutrino m ass
ism 0 � m �(z = 0)< 0:43 (0:28)eV at95% C.L.forthecasein which theneutrino m asswaslighter
(heavier)in the past,a resultcom petitive with the onesim posed forstandard (i.e.,constantm ass)
neutrinos.M oreover,fortheratio ofthem assvariation oftheneutrino m ass�m � overthecurrent
m assm 0 wefound thatlog[j�m �j=m 0]< � 1:3 (� 2:7)at95% C.L.for�m � < 0 (�m � > 0),totally
consistentwith no m assvariation.These stringentboundson the m assvariation are notrelated to
the neutrino free-stream ing history which m ay a�ect the m atter power spectrum on sm allscales.
O n the contrary,they are im posed by the fact that any signi�cant transfer ofenergy between the
neutrino and dark energy com ponents would lead to an instability contradicting CM B and large
scale structure data on the largestobservable scales.

PACS num bers:14.60.St,98.80.-k,98.80.Cq,98.80.Es

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Since the accelerated expansion of the universe was

�rst observed with Type Ia supernovae (SN) [1,2],the

caseforacosm ologicalconstant-like
uid thatdom inates

the energy density ofthe universe has becom e stronger

and is wellestablished by now with the new pieces of

data gathered [3].

Severalcandidates for the accelerating com ponent of

theuniverse,generically dubbed dark energy (DE),have

been proposed [3,4,5,6],butunderstanding them the-

oretically and observationally hasproven to bechalleng-

ing.O n thetheoreticalside,explainingthesm allvalueof

theobserved darkenergydensity com ponent,�� � (10� 3

eV)4,aswellasthefactthatboth dark energy and m at-

ter densities contribute signi�cantly to the energy bud-

get ofthe present universe requires in generala strong

�ne tuning on the overallscale ofthe dark energy m od-

els. In the case in which the dark energy is assum ed

to be a scalar �eld � slowly rolling down its 
at po-

tentialV (�),the so-called quintessence m odels [7],the

e�ective m ass ofthe �eld has to be taken ofthe order

m � = jd2V (�)=d�2j1=2 � 10� 33 eV for �elds with vac-

uum expectation valuesoftheorderofthePlanck m ass.

O n the observationalside,choosing am ong the dark

energy m odels is a com plicated task [8]. M ost ofthem

can m im ica cosm ologicalconstantatlatetim es(thatis,

an equation ofstatew� � p�=�� = � 1)[9],and alldata

untilnow areperfectly consistentwith thislim it.In this

sense,looking fordi�erentim printsthatcould favorthe

existence ofa particularm odelofdark energy isa path

worth taking.

O ur goal in this paper consists in understanding

whethertheso-called M ass-VaryingNeutrinos(M aVaNs)

scenario[10,11,12,13,14]could beconstrained notonly

via the dark energy e�ects,butalso by indirectsignsof

the neutrino m ass variation during cosm ologicalevolu-

tion, since neutrinos play a key role in severalepochs

[15,16]. An indication ofthe variation ofthe neutrino

m asswould certainly tend to favorthism odels(atleast

on a theoreticalbasis) with respect to m ost DE m od-

els. O ne should keep in m ind that M aVaNs scenarios

can su�erfrom stability issuesfortheneutrino perturba-

tions [17],although there is a wide class ofm odels and

couplingsthatavoid thisproblem [18,19,20,21,22].

Sim ilaranalyseshavebeen m adein thepast,butthey

have either assum ed particular m odels for the interac-

tion between theneutrinosand theDE �eld [23,24,25],

or chosen a param eterization that does not re
ect the

richness of the possible behavior ofthe neutrino m ass

variations[26].

In order to be able to dealwith a large num ber of

m odels,instead offocusing on a particularm odelforthe

coupling between the DE �eld and the neutrino sector,

we choose to param eterize the neutrino m ass variation

to place generaland robustconstraintson the M aVaNs

scenario. In this sense,ourwork com plem entsprevious

analysesby assum ing a realisticand genericparam eteri-

zation forthe neutrino m ass,designed in such a way to

probealm ostallthedi�erentregim esand m odelswithin

thesam efram ework.In particular,ourparam eterization

allows for fast and slow m ass transitions between two

http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.0534v2
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values ofthe neutrino m ass,and it takes into account

that the neutrino m ass variation should startwhen the

coupled neutrinos change their behavior from relativis-

tic to nonrelativistic species. W e can m im ic di�erent

neutrino-dark energy couplingsand allow foralm ostany

m onotonicbehaviorin theneutrinom ass,placingreliable

constraintson thisscenario in a m odelindependentway.

O urworkisorganizedasfollows:in Section IIwegivea

briefreview ofthe M aVaNsscenario and itsm ain equa-

tions. In Section III we present our param eterization

with theresultsforthebackground and theperturbation

equations obtained within this context. The results of

our com parison ofthe num ericalresults with the data

and the discussion ofitsm ain im plicationsareshown in

section IV. Finally,in section V the m ain conclusions

and possible future directionsarediscussed.

II. M A SS-VA R Y IN G N EU T R IN O S

In what follows, we consider a hom ogeneous and

isotropic universe with a Robertson-W alker 
at m etric,

ds2 = a2
�
d�2 + dr2 + r2d
2

�
, where � is the confor-

m altim e, that can be written in term s of the cosm ic

tim e tand scale factora asd� = dt=a,in naturalunits

(~ = c= kB = 1).In thiscase,theFriedm ann equations

read

H 2 =

�
_a

a

� 2

=
a2

3m 2
p

�; (1)

_H = �
a2

6m 2
p

(� + 3p); (2)

where the dotdenotesa derivative with respectto con-

form al tim e, and the reduced Planck m ass is m p =

1=
p
8�G = 2:436 � 1018 G eV.As usual,� and p cor-

respond to the totalenergy density and pressure ofthe

cosm ic
uid,respectively.Theneutrinom assin them od-

elsweareinterested in isa function ofthe scalar�eld �

thatplaystheroleofthedark energy,and can bewritten

as

m �(�)= M �f(�); (3)

where M � is a constantand di�erent m odels are repre-

sented by distinctf(�).

The 
uid equation ofthe neutrino species can be di-

rectly obtained from the Boltzm ann equation foritsdis-

tribution function [24],

_�� + 3H �� (1+ w�)= �(�)_� (�� � 3p�) ; (4)

where�(�)= dln[m �(�)]=d� takesintoaccountthevari-

ation ofthe neutrino m ass,and wx = px=�x isthe equa-

tion ofstateofthespeciesx.Forcom pletenessand later

use,we willde�ne 
 x0 = �x=�c0,the standard density

param eter,wherethe currentcriticaldensity isgiven by

�c0 = 3H 2
0m

2
p = 8:099 h2 � 10� 11 eV 4 and H 0 = 100 h

km s� 1 M pc� 1 isthe Hubble constant.

Sincethetotalenergy m om entum tensorisconserved,

the dark energy 
uid equation also presents an extra

right-hand sideterm proportionalto theneutrino energy

m om entum tensortrace,T �
(�)�

= (�� � 3p�),and can be

written as

_�� + 3H �� (1+ w�)= � �(�)_� (�� � 3p�) : (5)

Fora hom ogeneousand isotropicscalar�eld,theenergy

density and pressurearegiven by

�� =
_�2

2a2
+ V (�); p� =

_�2

2a2
� V (�); (6)

and both equations lead to the standard cosm ological

K lein-G ordon equation for an interacting scalar �eld,

nam ely,

�� + 2H _� + a
2dV (�)

d�
= � a

2
�(�)(�� � 3p�) : (7)

From theaboveequationsoneseesthat,given apotential

V (�)forthescalar�eld and a �eld-dependentm assterm

m �(�) for the neutrino m ass,the coupled system given

by equations (1),(4),and (7),together with the 
uid

equationsforthe baryonicm atter,cold dark m atterand

radiation (photons and other m assless species) can be

num erically solved [24]. Notice thata sim ilar approach

hasbeen used fora possiblevariation ofthedark m atter

m ass[27]and its possible interaction with the dark en-

ergy [28,29],with severalinteresting phenom enological

ram i�cations[30,31,32,33,34,35].

Following[31,33],equations(4)and (5)can berewrit-

ten in the standard form ,

_�� + 3H ��

�

1+ w
(e�)
�

�

= 0 ;
(8)

_�� + 3H ��

�

1+ w
(e�)

�

�

= 0 ;

ifone de�nesthe e�ective equation ofstate ofneutrinos

and DE as

w
(e�)
� =

p�

��
�
�(�)_� (�� � 3p�)

3H ��
;

(9)

w
(e�)

�
=

p�

��
+
�(�)_� (�� � 3p�)

3H ��
:

The e�ective equation of state can be understood in

term softhedilution oftheenergy density ofthespecies.

In thestandard noncoupled case,theenergy density ofa


uid with a given constantequation ofstate w scalesas

� / a� 3(1+ w ).However,in the caseofinteracting 
uids,

oneshould also takeinto accounttheenergy transferbe-

tween them ,and the energy density in this case willbe

given by

�(z)= �0 exp

�

3

Z z

0

�

1+ w
(e�)(z0)

�

dln(1+ z
0)

�

; (10)

wheretheindex 0 denotesthecurrentvalueofa param e-

ter,and theredshiftz isde�ned by theexpansion ofthe
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scalefactor,a = a0(1+ z)� 1 (in the restofthiswork we

willassum ea0 = 1).Fora constante�ectiveequation of

state one obtains the standard result,� / a� 3(1+ w
(eff)

),

asexpected.

Notice that this m ism atch between the e�ective and

standard DE equationsofstate could be responsible for

the \phantom behavior" suggested by supernovae data

when �tting it using a cosm ologicalm odelwith nonin-

teracting com ponents [33]. This e�ect could be observ-

able ifdark energy was coupled to the dom inant dark

m attercom ponent.Forthe m odelsdiscussed here,how-

ever,itcannotbesigni�cant:theneutrinofraction today

(
�0=
�0 � 10� 2) is too sm allto induce an \e�ective

phantom -like" behavior.

Aswecom m ented before,theanalysisuntilnow dealt

m ainly with particular m odels,that is,with particular

functionalform s ofthe dark energy potentialV (�) and

�eld dependence ofthe neutrino m ass �(�). A notice-

able exception is the analysis ofRef.[26],in which the

authorsuse a param eterization for the neutrino m ass a

l�a Chevallier-Polarski-Linder(CPL)[9,36,37]:m �(a)=

m �0+ m �1(1� a).However,although theCPL param eter-

ization workswellforthe dark energy equation ofstate,

itcannotreproducethem ain featuresofthem assvaria-

tion in the case ofvariable m assparticle m odels.In the

caseofthem odelsdiscussed here,forinstance,them ass

variation isrelated to the relativistic/nonrelativisticna-

ture ofthe coupled neutrino species. W ith a CPL m ass

param eterization,the transition from m 1 to m 0 always

takesplace around z � 1,which isin factonly com pat-

ible with m asses as sm allas 10� 3 eV.Hence,the CPL

m assparam eterization isnotsuited fora self-consistent

exploration ofallinteresting possibilites.

O ne ofthe goalsin this paper is to propose and test

a param eterization thatallowsfora realistic sim ulation

ofm ass-varying scenarios in a m odelindependent way,

with them inim um possiblenum berofparam eters,asex-

plained in the nextsection.

III. M O D EL IN D EP EN D EN T A P P R O A C H

A . B ackground equations

Asusual,theneutrino energy density and pressureare

given in term softhezero orderFerm i-Diracdistribution

function by

f
0(q)=

g�

eq=T� 0 + 1
; (11)

where q = ap denotesthe m odulusofthe com oving m o-

m entum qi = qni (�
ijninj = 1),g� corresponds to the

num ber ofneutrino degrees offreedom ,and T�0 is the

present neutrino background tem perature. Notice that

in the neutrino distribution function we have used the

factthattheneutrinosdecouplevery early in thehistory

ofthe universe while they are relativistic,and therefore

their equilibrium distribution depends on the com oving

m om entum ,but not on the m ass [16]. In what follows

we have neglected the sm allspectraldistortions arising

from non-instantaneousneutrino decoupling [38]. Thus,

the neutrino energy density and pressurearegiven by

�� =
1

a4

Z
dq

(2�)3
d
q2

�f
0(q); (12)

p� =
1

3a4

Z
dq

(2�)3
d
q2

f
0(q)

q2

�
; (13)

where �2 = q2 + m 2
�(a)a

2 (assum ing that m � depends

only on the scale factor). Taking the tim e-derivative of

theenergydensity,onecan then obtain the
uid equation

forthe neutrinos,

_�� + 3H (�� + p�)=
dlnm �(u)

du
H (�� � 3p�) ; (14)

where u � lna = � ln(1 + z) is the num ber ofe-folds

counted back from today. Due to the conservation of

thetotalenergy m om entum tensor,thedark energy 
uid

equation isthen given by

_�� + 3H �� (1+ w�)= �
dlnm �(u)

du
H (�� � 3p�) : (15)

W e can write the e�ective equationsofstate,de�ned in

eqs.(8),as

w
e�
� =

p�

��
�
dlnm �(u)

du

�
1

3
�
p�

��

�

;

(16)

w
e�
� =

p�

��
+

�

�


�

�
dlnm �(u)

du

�
1

3
�
p�

��

�

:

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-

cerning the particle physics m odels,it is im portant to

notice that starting from a value ofw� and a function

m �(a) one could,at least in principle,reconstruct the

scalarpotentialand thescalarinteraction with neutrinos

following an approach sim ilarto the onein Ref.[39].

B . M ass variation param eters

Som eofthem ain featuresoftheM aVaNsscenarioare:

(i)thatthedark energy �eld getskicked and m ovesaway

from itsm inim um (ifm � > H )orfrom itspreviousslow-

rolling trajectory (ifm � < H ) when the neutrinos be-

com e non-relativistic,very m uch like the casewhen itis

coupled to the fullm attercontentofthe universein the

so-called cham eleon scenarios[40];and (ii)thatasa con-

sequence,the coupling with the scalar �eld generates a

neutrino m assvariation atthattim e.Any param eteriza-

tion thatintendsto m im icscalar�eld m odelsinteracting

with a m ass-varying particle (neutrinos,in ourcase)for
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the large redshift range to which the data is sensitive

should at least take into account those characteristics.

M oreover,the variation ofthe m assin m ostm odels(see

[24],for instance) can be wellapproxim ated by a tran-

sition between two periods:an earlierone,in which the

m assisgiven by m 1,and thepresentepoch,in which the

m assisgiven by m 0 (wewillnotconsiderherem odelsin

which theneutrinom assbehaviorisnonm onotonic).The

transition forthisparam eterization,asm entioned before,

startswhen neutrinosbecom enonrelativistic,which cor-

respondsapproxim ately to

zN R � 1:40

�
1 eV

3 T
0

� �
m 1

1 eV

�

� 2� 103
�
m 1

1 eV

�

(17)

where m 1 correspondsto the m assofthe neutrino dur-

ing theperiod in which itisa relativisticspecies.Before

zN R we can treat the neutrino m ass as essentially con-

stant,since the right-hand side (RHS)ofthe 
uid equa-

tion isnegligible com pared to the left-hand side (LHS),

and thereforethereisno observablesignatureofa possi-

ble m assvariation.

W hen the neutrinos becom e nonrelativistic,the RHS

ofthe DE and neutrino 
uid equationsbecom esim por-

tant,and the neutrino m assstartsvarying. In orderto

m odelthisvariation,weusetwo param eters,nam ely the

currentneutrino m ass,m 0,and �,a quantity related to

the am ount oftim e that it takes to com plete the tran-

sition from m 1 to m 0. That behavior resem bles very

m uch the param eterization ofthe dark energy equation

ofstate discussed in [41],exceptforthe factthatin our

case the transition for the m ass can be very slow,tak-

ing severale-foldsto com plete,and m ustbetriggered by

the tim e ofthe nonrelativistictransition,given by equa-

tion (17). De�ning f = [1 + e� [u (1+ �)� u N R ]=� ]� 1 and

f� = [1+ euN R =� ]� 1 wecan usethe form

m � = m 0 + (m 1 � m0)� �(u;uN R ;�); (18)

where

�(u;uN R ;�) = 1�
f

f�
(19)

=

�

1�
1+ euN R =�

1+ e� [u (1+ �)� u N R ]=�

�

:

Starting at uN R = � ln(1 + zN R ), the function

�(u;uN R ;�)decreasesfrom 1 to 0,with a velocity that

depends on �. The top panelin Figure 1 givesthe be-

haviorofeq.(18)with di�erentparam eters;the bottom

panelsshowsthatin thisparam etrization,thederivative

ofthe m ass with respect to e-fold num ber resem bles a

G aussian function.The peak ofthe quantity dm =du oc-

curs at the value �u = uN R =(1+ �);hence,for � � 1,

them assvariation takesplaceim m ediately afterthenon-

relativistic transition (�u ’ uN R ) and lasts a fraction of

e-folds (roughly, 3� e-folds); for 1 � � � ju N R jthe

variation is sm ooth and centered on som e interm ediate

redshift between zN R and 0;while for � � ju N R j,the

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0
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1

m
 
[
e
V
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(
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/
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/
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l
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(
a
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ν

FIG .1: (Coloronline)Neutrinom assbehaviorfortheparam -
eterization given by equation (18).Top panel:Neutrino m ass
asa function oflog(a)= u=ln(10)form odelswith m 0 = 0:5
eV and di�erentvaluesofm 1 and �.Bottom panel:Neutrino
m assvariation forthe sam e param etersasin the top panel.

transition isstillon-going today,and the presentepoch

roughly coincideswith the m axim um variation.

Although thefunctionalform of�,eq.(19),seem scom -

plicated,one should note that it is one ofthe sim plest

form s satisfying our requirem entswith a m inim alnum -

berofparam eters.An exam ple thatcould look sim pler,

butthatforpracticalpurposesisnot,would betoassum e

that the two plateaus are linked together by a straight

line. In this case,we would need a param eterization of

the form

m � =

8
>><

>>:

m 1 ; u < uN R ;

m 0 + (m 1 � m0)

h
u� uend

uN R � uend

i

;uN R � u � uend ;

m 0 ; u > uend

where uend corresponds to the chosen redshift in which

the transition stops. Notice that in this case not only

westillhavethreeparam etersto describethem assvari-

ation,but also the function is not sm oooth. M oreover,

the derivative ofthe m asswith respectto u givesa top-

hat-likefunction which isdiscontinuousatboth uN R and
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uend. In this sense,it seem ed to us that equation (18)

would give us the best \price-to-earnings ratio" am ong

thepossibilitiestousephenom enologicallym otivated pa-

ram eterizationsforthem ass-varyingneutrinos,although

certainly therecould besim ilarproposalsequally viable,

such as for instance the possibility ofadapting for the

m ass variation the param eterization used for the dark

energy equation ofstate in [42, 43]. There, the tran-

sition between two constant values of the equation of

state exhibits a tanh[�t(u � ut)]dependence,where �t
isresponsiblefortheduration ofthetransition and ut is

related to itshalf-way point.

In therestofouranalysis,wewilluseacoupleofextra

assum ptionsthatneed tobetaken intoaccountwhen go-

ing through ourresults.First,wewillconsiderthatonly

one ofthe three neutrino speciesisinteracting with the

darkenergy�eld,thatis,onlyoneofthem asseigenstates

hasa variable m ass. The reason forthisapproxim ation

is twofold: it is a sim pler case (com pared to the case

with 3 varying-m assneutrinos),since instead of6 extra

param eterswith respectto thecaseofconstantm ass,we

haveonly 2,nam ely theearly m assoftheneutrinowhose

m ass is varying,m 1,and the velocity ofthe transition,

related to �.

Besides sim 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 tim e of radiation-m atter equality, given

by 1 + zeq � 4:05� 104(
c0h
2 + 
b0h

2)=(1+ 0:23N e�)

(here the indexes c and b stand for cold dark m atter

and baryons,respectively,and N e� isthe e�ective num -

berofrelativistic neutrinos). Taking the three neutrino

species to be nonrelativistic at equality would change

signi�cantly the value ofzeq, contradicting CM B data

(according to W M AP5,1+ zeq = 3141
+ 154
� 157 (68% C.L.)

[44]).Instead,a singleneutrino speciesisstillm arginally

allowed to be non-relativisticatthattim e.

Tosim plify theanalysis,wealsoassum ed thatthedark

energy �eld, when not interacting with the neutrinos,

reached already the so-called scaling solution (see,e.g.,

[4]and referencestherein),i.e.,thedark energy equation

ofstatew� in eq.(15)isconstantin theabsenceofinter-

action.Notice howeverthatwhen the neutrinosbecom e

non-relativistic the dark energy 
uid receives the anal-

ogousofthe cham eleon kickswe m entioned before,and

thedark energy e�ectiveequation ofstate,eq.(16),does

vary forthisperiod in a consistentway.

The upper panelofFigure 2 shows how the density

param eters ofthe di�erent com ponents ofthe universe

evolve in tim e,in a typicalM aVaNs m odel. The lower

paneldisplays a com parison between m ass-varying and

constantm assm odels,in particularduringthetransition

from m 1 to m 0.Asone would expect,farfrom the tim e

ofthe transition,the densities evolve as they would do

in the constantm asscase.
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ν

FIG .2: (Coloronline)Top panel:D ensity param etersforthe
di�erentcom ponentsoftheuniverseversuslog(a)= u=ln(10)
in a m odelwith m 1 = 0:05 eV,m 0 = 0:2 eV,� = 10,and
allthe other param eters consistent with present data. The
radiation curve include photons and two m assless neutrino
species,and m atterstandsforcold dark m atterand baryons.
The bum p in the neutrino density close to log(a)= � 0:5 is
due to the increasing neutrino m ass. Bottom panel: D ensity
param eters for two di�erent m ass-varying neutrino m odels.
The solid black curvesshow the density param etervariation
fortwodistinctconstantm assm odels,with m assesm � = 0:05
eV and m � = 0:2 eV.The dashed (red)curve showsa m odel
in which the m assvariesfrom m 1 = 0:2 eV to m 0 = 0:05 eV,
with �= 0:1,and thedotted (blue)linecorrespondsa m odel
with m 1 = 0:05 eV to m 0 = 0:2 eV,with �= 10.

C . Perturbation equations

Thenextstep istocalculatethecosm ologicalperturba-

tion equationsand theirevolution using thisparam eteri-

zation.W echoseto work in thesynchronousgauge,and

ourconventionsfollow the onesby M a and Bertschinger

[45].In thiscase,the perturbed m etric isgiven by

ds
2 = � a

2
d�

2 + a
2 (�ij + hij)dx

i
dx

j
: (20)
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In this gauge,the equation for the three-m om entum of

the neutrinosreads[25]

dq

d�
= �

1

2
q_hijninj � a

2m
2
�

q
�
@��

@xi

@xi

d�
; (21)

where,asin equation (4),wede�ne

�(a)�
dlnm �

d��
=
dlnm �

dlna

�
d��

dlna

� � 1

: (22)

Since the neutrino phase space distribution [45]can be

written as f
�
xi;q;nj;�

�
= f0(q)

�
1+ 	

�
xi;q;nj;�

��
,

onecan show thatthe�rstorderBoltzm ann equation for

a m assiveneutrino species,afterFouriertransform ation,

isgiven by [24,25]

@	

@�
+ i

q

�
(̂n � k)	+

 

_� � (̂k � n̂)2
_h + 6_�

2

!

dlnf0

dlnq

(23)

= � i�
qk

�
(̂n � k)

a2m 2
�

q2

dlnf0

dlnq
��� ;

where � and h are the synchronous potentials in the

Fourier space. Notice that the perturbed neutrino en-

ergy density and pressure are also going to be m odi�ed

due to the interaction,and arewritten as

��� =
1

a4

Z
d3q

(2�)3
f
0

�

�	+ �
m 2

�a
2

�
���

�

; (24)

3�p� =
1

a4

Z
d3q

(2�)3
f
0

�
q2

�
	� �

q2m 2
�a

2

�3
���

�

:(25)

Thisextra term com esfrom the factthatthe com oving

energy � dependson the dark energy density,leading to

an extra-term which isproportionalto �.

M oreover,ifwe expand the perturbation 	(k;q;n;�)

in aLegendreseries[45],theneutrinohierarchyequations

willread,

_	 0 = �
qk

�
	 1 +

_h

6

dlnf0

dlnq
;

_	 1 =
qk

3�
(	 0 � 2	2)+ � ; (26)

_	 2 =
qk

5�
(2	 1 � 3	3)�

�
1

15
_h +

2

5
_�

�
dlnf0

dlnq
;

_	 ‘ =
qk

(2‘+ 1)�
[‘	 ‘� 1 � (‘+ 1)	‘+ 1]:

where

� = �
1

3
�
qk

�

a2m 2
�

q2

dlnf0

dlnq
��� : (27)

Forthe dark energy,we use the \
uid approach" [46]

(see also [47,48,49]),so that the density and velocity

perturbationsaregiven by,

_�� =
3H (w� � ĉ2

�
)

�

�� +
3H (1+ w � )

1+ ��� (1� 3w � )

��

k2

�

� (1+ w�)

�

�� +
_h

2

�

�

�
��
��

�h

� _��(1� 3c2�)�� +
_���(1� 3w�)��

i

1+ ���(1� 3w�)
; (28)

_�� = �

"
H (1� 3ĉ2

�
)+ ���(1� 3w�)H (1� 3w�)

1+ ���(1� 3w�)

#

�� +
k2

1+ w�

ĉ
2
���� �(1� 3w�)

�
��

��

��
k2

1+ w�

���� � _����

�

; (29)

where the dark energy anisotropic stress is assum ed to

be zero [50],and the sound speed ĉ2� is de�ned in the

fram e com oving with the dark energy 
uid [51]. So,in

the synchronous gauge, the quantity c2
�
� �p�=��� is

related to ĉ2
�
through

c
2
��� = ĉ

2
�

�

�� �
_��

��

��

k2

�

+ w�

_��

��

��

k2
: (30)

In addition,from eqs.(15)and (22),wehavethat

_��

��
=

� 3H (1+ w�)

1+ ���(1� 3w�)
: (31)

IV . R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

A . N um ericalapproach

Equipped with thebackground and perturbation equa-

tions,wecan studythisscenariobym odifyingthenum er-

icalpackagesthatevaluatetheCM B anisotropiesand the

m atter powerspectrum . In particular,we m odi�ed the
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TABLE I:Assum ed rangesforthe M aVaNsparam eters

Param eter Range

w � � 1 < w � < � 0:5

m 0 0 < m 0=eV < 5

� � 4 < log�< 2

� � 6 < log(�+ )< 0

� 6 < log(�� )< 0

CAM B code1 [52],based on CM BFast2 [53]routines.W e

use Cosm oM C3 [54]in order to sam ple the param eter

space ofour m odelwith a M arkov Chain M onte Carlo

(M CM C)technique.

W e assum e a 
at universe,with a constant equation

ofstate dark energy 
uid,cold dark m atter,2 species

ofm assless neutrinos plus a m assive one,and ten free

param eters. Six ofthem are the standard �CDM pa-

ram eters,nam ely,thephysicalbaryon density 
b0h
2,the

physicalcold dark m atterdensity 
c0h
2,the dim ension-

lessHubbleconstanth,theopticaldepth to reionization

�reion,theam plitude(A s)and spectralindex (ns)ofpri-

m ordialdensity 
uctuations. In addition,we vary the

constantdarkenergy equation ofstateparam eterw� and

the three param eters accounting for the neutrino m ass:

the presentm assm 0,the logarithm ofthe param eter�

related to the duration ofthe transition,and the loga-

rithm ofthe ratio ofthe m odulusofthe m assdi�erence

overthe currentm ass,log�,wherewe de�ne

� �
jm 1 � m0j

m 0

(
�+ � m 1

m 0
� 1 ;m1 > m 0 ;

�� � 1� m 1

m 0
;m 1 < m 0 :

Allthese param eters take im plicit 
at priors in the re-

gionsin which they areallowed to vary (seeTable I).

Concerning the lastparam eter,notice thatwe choose

to divide the param eterspace between two regions:one

in which the m assisdecreasing overtim e (�+ )and one

in which it is increasing (�� ). W e chose to m ake this

separation because the im pact on cosm ologicalobserv-

ablesisdi�erentin each regim e,aswewilldiscusslater,

and by analyzing this regions separately we can gain a

better insight ofthe physics driving the constraints in

each oneofthem .M oreover,wedo notallow form odels

with w� < � 1,since we areonly considering scalar�eld

m odelswith standard kinetic term s.

Forgiven valuesofallthese param eters,ourm odi�ed

version ofCAM B �rst integrates the background equa-

tionsbackward in tim e,in orderto �nd the initialvalue

of�� leading to the correct dark energy density today.

This problem does not always adm it a solution leading

1 http://camb.info/
2 http://cfa-www.harvard.edu/� mzaldarr/CMBFAST/cmbfast.html
3 http://cosmologist.info/cosmomc/

 0  0.1  0.2  0.3  0.4  0.5  0.6

m0 (eV)
-6 -4 -2  0

Log10[µ-]

-1 -0.9 -0.8 -0.7

wφ

-4 -2  0  2  4

Log10[∆]

FIG .3: (Color online:) M arginalised 1D probability distri-
bution in theincreasing m asscase m 1 < m 0,fortheneutrino
/ dark energy param eters: m 0,log10[�� ](top panels),w �,
and log� (bottom panels).

towell-behavedperturbations:thedarkenergyperturba-

tion equations(28),(29)becom e singularwheneverone

ofthetwo quantities,�� or[1+ ���(1� 3w�)],appearing

in the denom inators vanishes. As we shallsee later,in

thecasein which theneutrino m assdecreases,theback-

ground evolution is com patible with cases in which the

dark energy density crosseszero,while the second term

can never vanish. W e exclude singularm odels by stop-

ping the execution ofCAM B whenever�� < 0,and giv-

inganegligibleprobabilitytothesem odelsin Cosm oM C.

Thephysicalinterpretation ofthese pathologicalm odels

willbeexplained in thenextsections.Forotherm odels,

CAM B integrates the fullperturbation equations,and

passestheCM B and m atterpowerspectra to Cosm oM C

forcom parison with the data.

W e constrain this scenario using CM B data (from

W M AP 5yr [44, 55], VSA [56], CBI [57] and

ACBAR [58]);m atter power spectrum from large scale

structure (LSS)data (2dFG RS [59]and SDSS [60]);su-

pernovae Ia (SN) data from [61], and the HST K ey

projectm easurem entsofthe Hubble constant[62]4.

O nce the posterior probability ofallten param eters

has been obtained,we can m arginalize overallbut one

ortwo ofthem ,to obtain one-ortwo-dim ensionalproba-

bility distributions.W e veri�ed thatthe con�dence lim -

itson theusualsix param etersdo notdi�ersigni�cantly

from what is obtained in the \vanilla m odel" [44],and

4 W hilethiswork wasbeing �nished,theSH O ES (Supernova,H O ,

forthe Equation ofState)Team [63]reduced the uncertainty on

the H ubble constantby m ore than a factor2 with respectto the

value obtained by the H ST K ey Project,�nding H 0 = 74:2� 3:6

km s� 1 M pc� 1.H owever,since we aretaking a 
atprioron H 0,

and our best �t value for H 0 is contained in their 1� region,we

do notexpectourresultsto be strongly a�ected by theirresults.

http://camb.info/
http://cfa-www.harvard.edu/~mzaldarr/CMBFAST/cmbfast.html
http://cosmologist.info/cosmomc/
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TABLE II: Resultsforincreasing and decreasing neutrino m ass,using W M AP 5yr+ sm allscale CM B + LSS + SN + HST
data.

(+ )Region 95% (68% )C.L. (� )Region 95% (68% )C.L.

w � < � 0:85 (< � 0:91) < � 0:87 (< � 0:93)

m 0 (eV) < 0:28 (< 0:10) < 0:43 (< 0:21)

log�+ < � 2:7 (< � 4:5) |

log�� | < � 1:3 (< � 3:1)

log� [� 3:84;0:53] ([� 2:20;0:05]) [� 0:13;4] ([0:56;4])

therefore we only provide the results for the extra neu-

trino and dark energy param eters(Figures7,6,4,3,and

TableII).

B . Increasing neutrino m ass

In this m odel,the background evolution ofthe dark

energy com ponent obeys to equation (15),which reads

afterdivision by ��:

_��

��
= � 3H (1+ w�)�

dlnm �

du

��

��
H (1� 3w�)(32)

� � �d � �i

wherethetwo positivequantities�d and �i representre-

spectively the dilution rate and interaction rate ofthe

dark energy density. For any param eter choice,�� can

only decrease with tim e,so that the integration ofthe

dark energy background equation backward in tim e al-

ways�nd well-behaved solutionswith positive valuesof

��. M oreover,the quantity [1+ ���(1� 3w�)]appear-

ing in the denom inatorofthe dark energy perturbation

equationsisequalto thecontribution ofthedilution rate

to thetotalenergy lossrate,�d=(�d+ �i).Thisquantity

isby construction greaterthan zero,and thedark energy

equations cannot becom e singular. However,when the

the interaction rate becom es very large with respect to

thedilution rate,thisdenom inatorcan becom earbitrar-

ily close to zero. Then,the dark energy perturbations

can be enhanced considerably,distorting the observable

spectra and con
icting the data. Actually,this am pli�-

cation m echanism iswell-known and wasstudied by vari-

ousauthors[20,64,65].Itwasfound toa�ectthelargest

wavelengths�rst,and isusually refered asthelargescale

instability ofcoupled dark energy m odels.Thecondition

foravoidingthisinstability can bethoughtto beroughly

ofthe form

�i < A�d ; (33)

where A is som e num ber depending on the cosm ologi-

calparam eters and on the data set (since a given data

settellshow constrained isthelargescaleinstability,i.e.

how sm allcan be the denom inator [1 + ���(1 � 3w�)],

i.e. how sm allshould the interaction rate rem ain with

respectto the dilution rate).The perturbationsaream -

pli�ed when the denom inatorism uch sm allerthan one,

so A should be a num ber m uch greater than one. In-

tuitively,the condition (39)willlead to the rejection of

m odelswith sm allvaluesof(w�,�)and large valuesof

�� . Indeed,the interaction rate is too large when the

m assvariation issigni�cant(large �� )and rapid (sm all

�).Thedilution rateistoosm allwhen w � issm all(close

to the cosm ologicalconstantlim it). Because ofthat,it

seem sthatwhen thedark energy equation ofstateisal-

lowed to vary one can obtain a largernum ber ofviable

m odelsifw� > � 0:8 early on in the cosm ologicalevolu-

tion [66,67].

W eran Cosm oM C with ourfulldatasetin ordertosee

how m uch thism ass-varying scenario can departfrom a

standard cosm ologicalm odelwith a �xed dark energy

equation ofstate and m assive neutrinos. In ourparam -

eterbasis,thisstandard m odelcorrespondsto the lim it

log�� ! � 1 ,with whatever value oflog�. The ob-

servationalsignatureofa neutrino m assvariation during

dark energy or m atter dom ination is encoded in well-

known e�ects,such as: (i) a m odi�cation ofthe sm all-

scale m atter power spectrum [due to a di�erent free-

stream ing history],or (ii) a change in the tim e ofm at-

ter/radiation equality [due to a di�erentcorrespondence

between the valuesof(!b,!m ,!�)today and theactual

m atterdensity atthe tim e ofequality]. O n top ofthat,

theneutrinoand darkenergyperturbationscan approach

the regim eoflarge-scaleinstability discussed above.

O ur �nalresults - nam ely,the m arginalized 1D and

2D param eterprobabilities-are shown in �gures 3 and

4. The shape ofthe contoursin (log�� ;log�) space is

easilyunderstandablewith analyticapproxim ations.The

necessary condition (33) for avoiding the large-scale in-

stability readsin term sofourm odelparam eters

��

�
1+ �(1+ �)

�

�

< A

�
1

(1� �)(1� f)

�
3
�(1+ w�)


�(1� 3w�)
;

(34)

whereweexpressed the m assvariation as

dlnm �

du
=

�
��

1� �� �

��
1+ �

�

�

(1� �)(1� f) : (35)

Two lim itscan be clearly seen from thisequations. For
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FIG .4: (Coloronline)M arginalised 2D probability distribution in the increasing m asscase m 1 < m 0.

� � 1 (fasttransitions),the upperlim iton � � reads

�� . A�

�
1

(1� �)(1� f)

�
3
�(1+ w�)


�(1� 3w�)
: (36)

Thiscorrespondstothediagonallim itin thelowerhalfof

therightupperpanelof�gure 4.In fact,theappearance

ofthelarge-scaleinstability isseen in m odelslocalized at

the edgeofthe allowed region,asshown in �gure 5.

In the opposite case ofa very slow transition,� � 1,

itisclearfrom eq. (34)thatthe lim iton �� should be

independenton �,

�� . A

�
1

(1� �)(1� f)

�
3
�(1+ w�)


�(1� 3w�)
: (37)

This lim itcorrespondsto the alm ostverticalcutin the

upperpartoftheplane(log�� ;log�)(upperrightpanel,

�g.4).

Theseconditionsareeasierto satisfy when atthetim e

ofthe transition,
�(1 + w�) is large. So,in order to

avoid the instability, large values of w� are preferred.

However,itiswell-known thatcosm ologicalobservables

(lum inosity distancerelation,CM B and LSS powerspec-

tra) better �t the data for w close to � 1 (cosm ological

constant lim it). In the present m odel, the role ofthe

large-scale instability is to push the best-�t value from

-1 to -0.96,butw� = � 1 isstillallowed atthe 68% C.L.

Them ain resultofthissection isthatthe variation of

the neutrino m assisbounded to be sm all,notso m uch

becauseoftheconstrainingpoweroflarge-scalestructure

observationsin theregim ewhereneutrino free-stream ing

is im portant (i.e.,sm allscales),but by CM B and LSS

data on the largest scales,which provide lim its on the

possibleinstability in DE and neutrino perturbations.

Indeed, for the allowed m odels, the m ass variation

could be at m ost oforder 10% for m asses around 0:05

eV,and lessthan 1% form asseslargerthan 0:3 eV:this

isundetectablewith sm allscaleclustering data,showing

thatthe lim itreally com esfrom largescales.

W ith those results,we conclude that there is no ev-

idence for a neutrino m ass variation com ing from the

presentdata.In fact,asform ostcosm ologicaldataanal-

yses,the concordance �CDM m odelrem ainsone ofthe

best�tsto thedata,lying within the68% intervalofthis

analysis.

Nonetheless, better constraints will possibly be ob-

tained with forthcom ing data,especially the ones that

probe patchesofthe cosm ological\desert" between z ’

1100 and z ’ 1, like CM B weak lensing [68], and/or

cross-correlations ofdi�erent pieces ofdata,like CM B

and galaxy-density m aps [69]. 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

m 0 = 0:1 eV and the m ean likelihood values for log�

and log[m 1=m 0],one can see that the bulk ofthe m ass

variation takesplacearound z � 20,a redshiftthatpos-

sibly willbe probed by future tom ographic probes like

weak lensing [70, 71]and especially 21 cm absorption

lines [72,73,74,75]. Those willhelp not only to dis-

entangle som e degeneraciesin the param eterspace,but

willalso allow fordirectprobesofthe neutrino m assin

di�erentredshiftslices.

C . D ecreasing neutrino m ass

In thiscase,theevolution rateofthedark energy den-

sity isstillgiven by equation (32)butwith an opposite

sign forthe interaction rate:in can be sum m arized as

_��

��
= � �d + �i ; (38)

with �d and �i both positive. In principle,the interac-

tion ratecould overcom ethe dilution rate,leading to an

increaseof��.Hence,theintegration ofthedark energy

evolution equation backward in tim e can lead to nega-

tive values of��,and the prior �� > 0 im plem ented in
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FIG .5: (Color on-line) CM B anisotropies and m atter power spectra for som e m ass varying m odels with increasing m ass,
showing the developm entofthe large scale instability. The cosm ologicalparam eters are set to our best �tvalues,exceptfor
the onesshown in the plot.The data pointsin the CM B spectrum correspond to the binned W M AP 5yrdata.

our CAM B version is relevant. Still, the denom inator

[1+ ���(1� 3w�)]can nevervanish since itis equalto

�d=(�d � �i).

W ellbefore before the transition,the interaction rate

isnegligibleand _�� isalwaysnegative.W econcludethat

� = dlnm �=d�� starts from sm allpositive values and

increases.Ifthe condition

�i < �d (39)

 0  0.1  0.2  0.3  0.4  0.5  0.6

m0 (eV)
-6 -4 -2  0

Log10[µ+]

-1 -0.9 -0.8 -0.7

wφ
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FIG .6: (Coloronline:) M arginalised 1D probability distribu-
tion (red/solid lines)for the decreasing m ass case m 1 > m 0,
forneutrino / dark energy param eters:m 0,log[�+ ](top pan-
els),w �,and log� (bottom panels).

is violated during the transition, _�� willcrosszero and

becom e positive. This corresponds to � growing from

zero to + 1 ,and from � 1 to som e�nitenegativevalue.

After�i=�d hasreached itsm axim um ,� undergoesthe

opposite evolution. Reaching �� = 0 is only possible if

�� hasa non-m onotonicevolution,i.e.if(39)isviolated.

However,theperturbationsdivergeeven beforereaching

this singularpoint: when � tends to in�nity,it is clear

from eq.(26)thatthe neutrino perturbation derivatives

becom earbitrarilylarge.W econcludethatin thism odel,

the condition (39) is a necessary condition for avoiding

instabilities,but not a su�cient condition: the data is

expected to put a lim it on the largestpossible value of

�,which willalwaysbe reached before _�� changessign,

i.e. before the inequality (39) is saturated. Hence,the

condition foravoiding the instability isintuitively ofthe

form of(33),but now with A being a num ber sm aller

than one.

W e then ran Cosm oM C with the fulldata setand ob-

tained the m arginalized 1D and 2D param eterprobabil-

ities shown in �gures 6 and 7. The m ajor di�erences

with respectto the increasing m asscase are:a stronger

bound on m 0,a m uch stronger bound on �� ,and the

factthat large values of� are now excluded. This can

be understood asfollows. In orderto avoid instabilites,

it is necessary to satisfy the inequalities (36),(37),but

with a m uch sm aller value ofA than in the increasing

m asscase;hence,the contoursshould look qualitatively

sim ilar to those obtained previously,but with stronger

bounds. Thisturns outto be the case,although in ad-

dition,large� valuesare now excluded.Looking atthe
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FIG .7: (Coloronline)M arginalised 2D probability distribution fordecreasing m ass,m 1 > m 0.

m ass variation for large � in �gure 1, we see that in

this lim it the energy transfer takes place essentially at

low redhsift.Hence,the interaction rateislargecloseto

z = 0. In m any m odels,this leads to positive valuesof

_�� atthe presenttim e,to a non-m onotonic behaviorof

the dark energy density,and to diverging perturbations.

This can only be avoided when w is large with respect

to -1,i.e. when the dilution rate is enhanced. Hence,

in thism odel,the need to avoid diverging perturbations

im poses a strong param eter correlation between w and

�. However,valuesofw greaterthan -0.8 are notcom -

patiblewith thesupernovae,CM B and LSS dataset;this

slicesoutallm odelswith large�.

The factthatthe bound on m 0 isstrongerin the de-

creasing m asscaseisalso easily understandable:forthe

sam evalueofthem assdi�erence�� = jm 1 � m0j=m 0,a

given m 0 corresponds to a larger m ass m 1 in the de-

creasing m ass case. It is well-known that CM B and

LSS data constrain theneutrinosm assthrough itsback-

ground e�ect,i.e.through itsim pacton thetim eofm at-

ter/radiation equality foragiven dark m atterabundance

today. The im pact isgreaterwhen m 1 is larger,i.e. in

the decreasing m ass case;therefore,the bounds on m 0

arestronger.

V . C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

In thiswork we analysed som e m ass-varying neutrino

scenariosin anearlym odelindependentway,usingagen-

eraland well-behaved param eterization forthe neutrino

m ass,including variationsin the dark energy density in

a self-consistent way,and taking neutrino/dark energy

perturbationsinto account.

O urresultsforthebackground,CM B anisotropies,and

m atter power spectra are in agreem ent with previous

analyses ofparticular scalar �eld m odels,showing that

the results obtained with this param eterization are ro-

bust and encom pass the m ain features ofthe M aVaNs

scenario.

M oreover,a com parison with cosm ologicaldata shows

thatonlysm allm assvariationsareallowed,and thatM a-

VaNsscenario are m ildly disfavored with respectto the

constant m ass case, especially when neutrinos becom e

lighterastheuniverseexpands.In both cases,neutrinos

can changesigni�cantly theevolution ofthedark energy

density,leading toinstabilitiesin thedark energy and/or

neutrino perturbations when the transfer ofenergy be-

tween the two com ponentsperunitoftim e istoo large.

These instabilities can only be avoided when the m ass

variesby a very sm allam ount,especially in the case of

a decreasing neutrino m ass.Even in the case ofincreas-

ingm ass,constrainingbetterthem odelwith forthcom ing

data willbe a di�cult task,since it m im ics a m assless

neutrino scenario form ostofthe cosm ologicaltim e.

O ne should keep in m ind thatouranalysisassum esa

constantequation ofstate fordark energy and a m ono-

tonicbehaviorforthem assvariation.Even though those

featuresarepresentin m ostofthesim plestpossiblem od-

els,m ore com plicated m odelssurely can evade the con-

straintswe obtained in ouranalysis.

Finally,those constraintswillim provewith forthcom -

ingtom ographicdata.Ifanyofthefutureprobesindicate

a m ism atch in the valuesofthe neutrino m assatdi�er-

entredshifts,wecould arguably haveacasem adeforthe

m ass-varying m odels.
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