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ABSTRACT

There are indications that the neutrino oscillation datanfreactor experiments and the LSND and MiniBooNE expertsishow

a preference for two sterile neutrino species, both withsessn the eV region. We show that this result has a significapact

on some important cosmological parameters. Specificabyuse a combination of CMB, LSS and SN1A data and show that the
existence of two light, sterile neutrinos would rule out tosmological constant as dark energy at 95% confidence kvellower

the expansion age of the universe to5B+ 0.26 Gyr.
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1. Introduction mological data, we would argue, like we have done in the past
) . ) ) . (Kristiansen & Elgargy 2008; Kristiansen etlal. 2010), theu-
Itis no news that the properties of neutrinos impact theolyst ting experiments have greater authority than cosmoldgel
of the universe. For example, the first limits on the number fyer find that light, sterile neutrinos are required, cokm
neutrino flavours came from Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBNyist have to find room for them in their models. Knowing full
(Steigman et al. 1977). And as measurements of the statistige|| that the question is far from settled, we neverthelegsifi
distribution of matter in the universe and the anisotropiethe \yqrthwhile to consider what changes in the cosmologicat con
cosmic microwave background (CMB) have improved, it has bgargance model a scenario with 3 active and 2 light, stegle n
come possible to put increasingly stringent upper bounde®n {rjnos lead to. We will therefore investigate the scenarieere
sum of the neutrino masses (Komatsu et al. 2011; Thomas etgh proposal in[(Kopp et &l. 2011) is assumed to be correct and
2010). The strongest bounds result, of course, when ones st@fctor their result into an analysis of current cosmololicda.
from the simplest cos_molog|cal modgl with a handful of param o, paper is organized as follows. In section Il and Ill we
eters fitted to a selection of the most important data set®@md s, mmarize the theoretical background and describe ouradeth
includes the sum of the neutrino masses as an additiona@egyy; priefly since it follows procedures that are standarchin t
of freedom. literature. Section 1V is the most important section whee w
However, there are good reasons to take the cosmologigaésent our results and the inferences we draw from them. We
mass limits with a grain of salt. For one thing, the cause @fjmmarize and conclude in section V.
the apparent accelerated expansion of the universe is uwmkno
Although the cosmological constant is consistent with aH e Steril i d |
isting data |[(Komatsu et al. 2011), we cannot exclude alternza eriie neutrinos and cosmology
tive explanations like scalar fields (Mota & Shaw 2007) , modThe number of neutrino species with masses below the
fied gravity (Tsujikawa 2010) or void models (Mattsson 20105eV scale and that couple to the® Doson, i.e., interact
Furthermore, neutrino experiments suggest that the mewtec- weakly, was determined to be 984 + 008 from LEP data
tor of the Standard Model of particle physics may be more cofNakamura & Particle Data Grolip 2010). If there are more neu-
plicated and interesting than the simplest picture witeéimas-  trino types than the three we already know about, they must be
sive flavour states consisting of a superposition of threesmaery heavy, or couple to gravity only, or both. Neutrinost it
eigenstates| (Aguilar etal. 2001; Aguilar-Arevalo €tial.1@0 not participate in the weak interaction are known as steFey
Mueller etal.l 2011) . In this paper our point of departure igppear in the so-called seesaw mecharlism (Zubel 2004)der ge
the fact that the simplest realizations of massive neusrth® erating small neutrino masses, and are there typicallyiveayy,
not seem to explain the results of experiments with newrineuch heavier than the electroweak scale, in order to exfiain
from nuclear reactors and the LSND and MiniBooNE expegmallness of the masses of the ordinary, active neutrinos.
iments. Recently it was suggested that two sterile newtrino  However, as long as it only interacts gravitationally there
neutrinos that only interact gravitationally with mattgive a are no a priori constraints on the mass of a putative steeile n
good description of the data if their masses are in the egeanrino. Sterile neutrinos with keV masses have been of great i
(Kopp et all 2011). terest as dark matter candidates in cosmology (Kusenka)2009
The ability of present and future cosmological dataAnd recently it has been suggested that one or two sterilie
sets to constrain light sterile neutrinos was investigategutrinos with masses of a few eV lie behind some puzzling
in (Gonzalez-Garcia et al. 2010), Calabrese et al. (2011d, afeatures in neutrino oscillation experiments (Kopp et al.P).
Giusarma et all (2011). We choose to approach the problem fr&ver since the LSND experiment found indicationsfve
the opposite direction: given the uncertain nature of thk da- transitions|(Athanassopoulos etlal. 1998), there have Spec:
ergy, and the somewhat model-dependent interpretationf culations about the existence of a light, sterile neutrinbe T
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MiniBooNE experiment (Aguilar-Arevalo et 4l. 2010) proeid and m{) = 0.68eV andm? = 0.94eV in the 2vs scenario.
support for the LSND result, but found no evidence for oaeill We assume the three species of flavour neutrinos to be msissles
tions in thev,-ve channel. A recent re-evaluation(Mueller et alwhich should be a good approximation when the sterile neaitri
2011) of the expected antineutrino flux from nuclear reactomasses are in the high end of their cosmologically alloweslsma
hint at neutrino oscillations over length scales of tensun-h range (see e.g. Giusarma et al. (2011)).
dreds of meters. All of these results have been shown to be ac-We use a modified version of the publicly available cos-
commodated within a model with two eV-mass sterile neutrinological Markov chain Monte Carlo sampler CosmoMC
nos that are quite strongly mixed with electron-type neosi (Lewis & Bridle |2002) to compute the parameter limits. For
A single sterile species is compatible with all the resukisept the ACDM model we vary the parameter del,, we, 6, T, Ns,
the negative MiniBooNE result for the,-ve channel. We will In 109Ag}, and for thewCDM+k model we also includes and
take the best-fit models of (Kopp etlal. 2011) as our point ef d@, as free parametersy, andw, are the physical baryon and
parture, investigating both the models with one and twaletercold dark matter densities, respectivélis the ratio of the sound
neutrino species. horizon to the angular diameter distaneés the optical depth,
An important question when we turn to the cosmological inng andAs are the primordial scalar spectral index and amplitude
plications of these two scenarios is whether these lightjlst (atk = 0.05Mpct). w denotes the dark energy equation of state
neutrinos were thermalized in the early universe. We will agassumed to be constant), afg is the curvature density. For
sume that they were, since several studies (Hamanni et d; 2G8xact parameter definitions we refer to the CosmoMC code. We
Melchiorri et al. 2009; Kainulainen 1990) suggest that thiss marginalize over the SZ amplitude. All the listed paranetee
the case for the masses and mixing parameters we consider. Biven flat priors.
means that standard relation between the sum of the neutrinowe also use two dierent combinations of data sets. First,
masses and their contribution to the cosmic mass densigpar we only use CMB data from the WMAP 7 year data release
eter applies. (Komatsu et al. 201 1; Larson etal. 2011), which we will reséer
Adding two light sterile neutrinos may cause some prols WMAP7. Then we also include data on large scale structures
lems with BBN since the increased relativistic energy dgnsifrom the Sloan Digital Sky Survey DR7 luminous red galaxy
results in a larger neutron-to-proton ratio, and leads tonan sample [(Reid et al. 2010), Supernova 1A data from SDSS-II
creased HEH mass fraction. For example, a recent analys{Kessler et dll 2009) and a prior on the Hubble parameter of
(Mangano & Serpico 2011) found that BBN constrains the nurpt = 73.8+2.4km s*Mpc? (Riess et al. 2011). We will refer to
ber of relativistic degrees of freedom to bigr < 4.2 at 95 % this combination of data sets as WMAPY. For thewCDM+k
confidence. So the+3l model is just within the bounds, and themodel we only use the WMARZ+ data sets, as WMAP7 data
3+2 model is just outside it. If the neutrino oscillation datele alone have very little constraining power for this extenged
up pointing unequivocally to the existence of two light,réée rameter space.
neutrinos, this would mean that the standard BBN scenaso ha
to be modified. This is beyond the scope of this paper.
In contrast to the relatively tight upper bound bigr from 4 Results
BBN, several recent papers have suggested that additielhal r
ativistic species are allowed, and in fact preferred, by dewiIn Figure[1 we show 1D marginalized probability distribuso
range of cosmological data. Specifical¥es = 5 is within for a few selected parameters for tR€ DM, ACDM+1vs, and
the allowed region (Hamann et al. 2010; Dunkley et al. 2018,CDM+2vs cases, and the corresponding numerical limits are
Giusarma et al. 2011). The allowed mass range of the stexile ngiven in Tablé L.
trinos has also been studied.In Hamann et al. (2010) a doenar Interestingly, we see that including sterile neutrinoshwit
with massless flavour neutrinos and two thermalized staele their masses fitted to reactor experiments will shift the abe
trinos with a common mass was investigated. Using a combinBe universe significantly. WhilaCDM favours an age of the
tion of different cosmological probes, including the CMB andniverse of 1375 + 0.13 Gyr with WMAP7, the inclusion of 2
the galaxy power spectrum, they found a 95 % upper bound%igrile neutrinos leads to a preferred age of only7Z2 0.11
0.45 eV for each sterile neutrino. For a single sterile neatr Gyr. For the WMAP%+ data, the corresponding age estimates
the upper bound was 0.48 eV. There is some tension betwegs 1370+ 0.10Gyr and 155+ 0.09 Gyr. The reason for these
these limits and the best-fit masses of the sterile neuttimats |arge shifts can be found in the corresponding shifts in td d
we adopt from_Kopp et al! (2011). However, we note that thenergy densityQ,. The shiftinQ, can be understood by consid-
limits in [Hamann et &l.. (2010) are derived assuming a flat urdring changes in the time of matter-radiation equatidy, At the
verse with a cosmological constant, while we will allow fath  time of equality the sterile neutrinos were still relattids thus
spatial curvature and a dark energy equation of state,~1 in  they contributed to the relativistic (radiation) energynisty,
our analysis. and keeping all other parameters constant, additionallesteu-
trinos will shift teq to later times. The CMB power spectrum
3. Method is quite sensitive tdeq (see e.g. Lesgourgues & Pastor (2006)),
) and to shifteqback, the matter density must be increased. When
We study two diferent cosmological scenarios, the standard flate require a flat universe, this will lead to a reductioffand
ACDM model, and an extended model where we allow the daltius a younger universe.
energy equation of state and the spatial curvature of thestse In Figure[2 and TablEl2 we show the corresponding results
to vary, which we will refer to asvCDM+k. For both of these for thewCDM+k model, but only for the WMAP¥+ data sets.
models we estimate the model parameters when including zéide basically find the same shifts {8y (corrsponding ta,)
one (1lvs) or two (2vs) sterile neutrino species. We assume thand in the age of the universe, for the same reasons as exglain
sterile neutrinos to be fully thermalized, and adopt thet-fies above. When we apply the tight prior dfy from [Riess et &l.
masses for the sterile neutrinos from reactor experimentsd  (2011), WMAP data will constrain the universe to be close to
in Kopp et al. [(2011), that im,, = 1.33eV in the 1vs scenario, flat for all models, as can be seen in the resulting limit$xn
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Fig. 1. Marginalized parameter distributions f&\lCDM with and without additional sterile neutrinos. Soliédrlines: No sterile
neutrinos. Dashed, blue lines: 1 sterile neutrino. Dothéatk lines: 2 sterile neutrinos. Thin lines show resulbsrfusing WMAP7
data only. Results from WMARi+ are shown with thick lines.

Parameter ACDM ACDM+1vg ACDM+2y¢
WMAP7
Ns 0.970 +0.014 0.958 +0.013 0.962 +0.013
Qn 0.707 +0.030 0.646 =+ 0.035 0.598 +0.039
Age (Gyr) 13.75 +0.13 13.28 +0.12 12.77 +0.11
Ho (km/s/Mpc) 720 25 67.8 +2.2 68.0 +2.2
AY? 0 -3.4 -3.6
WMAP7++
Ns 0.974 +0.012 0.982 +0.012 0.987 +0.012
Qpe 0.699 +0.014 0.668 =+ 0.015 0.640 +0.016
Age (Gyr) 13.70 +0.10 13.04 +0.10 12.55 +0.09
Ho (km/s'Mpc) 715 =+1.1 70.2 £1.1 71.3 £1.1
Ax? 0 -24.7 -22.6

Table 1. One-dimensional marginalized parameter limits A&€DM with and without sterile neutrinos. The errors shown thee
1o~ deviations from the mean value. We also showAfyé values for the dferent models wher&y? .., = XA com — Xoder

When including sterile neutrinos, we notice thais shifted more viable dark energy models that will give dfeetive equa-
into thew < -1 phantom regime. For decreasif@pe, w is tion of statew < —1 at late times and thus be able to accommo-
forced to smaller, i.e., more negative values to obtain #te | date the current cosmological data better thamt@®M model
time acceleration required by the supernova data. in a cosmology with more mass in the neutrino sector (see e.g.

) ) ) La Vacca et al. (2009)). A discussion offgirent dynamical dark

In Figure[3 we show 2 dimensional 68% and 95% confsnergy models are outside the scope of this paper, but our re-
dence contours for a few strongly correlated parametersedfe g jis indicate that sterile neutrinos with the propertiesived
from theQy-w contours, that for no sterile neutrinos, tNEDM Kopp et al. (2011) would call the cosmological constamoin

model € = 0 andw = -1) falls within the 68% contours, 4estion as the explanation for dark energy.
while with sterile neutrinos, thaCDM +vs model falls just out-
side the 95% contours. This indicates that, if further destiin In Tabledl anf]2 we also show thg? between the best-fit

experiments confirm the existence of sterile neutrinos piiip- models in the cases with and without the added massiveesteril
erties close to what was found lin_ Kopp et al. (2011), this willeutrinos. We see the addition of sterile neutrinos deeretie
imply some tension between the cosmological constant d&s déit to the data, especially when using the WMARY data sets
energy and cosmological data. One might argue that modtis wand theACDM model, givingAy? = —22.6 for the % case.

w < —1 are unphysical. However there exist several physicaMhen opening for th€, andw degrees of freedom, the? re-
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Fig. 2. Marginalized parameter distributions for wCDB¥ with and without additional sterile neutrinos. Labels #re same as in
Figurdl. Since these models are very poorly constrained wsiag WMAP7 data only, we only show the results from WMAR7

Parameter ACDM ACDM+1vg ACDM+2y¢
Ns 0.968 +0.014 0.959 +0.013 0.963 +0.013
Qpe 0.700 =+0.014 0.668 =+ 0.015 0.638 +0.018
Age (Gyr) 13.87 +0.31 13.05 +0.25 12.58 +0.26
Ho (km/s/Mpc) 71.7 15 727 1.4 73.6 +1.9
Qy -0.0033 +0.0066 0.0021 =+0.0062 0.0016 +0.0071
w -1.11 +0.10 -1.29 +0.12 -1.33 +0.14
Ax? 0 -12.0 -9.3

Table 2. One-dimensional marginalized parameter distributionstifie wCDM+k model with and without sterile neutrinos.
The errors shown are therldeviations from the mean value. We also show Mé& values for the dferent models where

2 _ .2 2
AXtodel = XAcDM ~ Xmodel

duces to -9.3, underlining the need to look beyond affaDM  nature of the dark energy, are arguably larger than thoseun n
model if the existence of the sterile neutrinoslin_Kopp et akino physics.

(2011) is confirmed. It is interesting to notice, that the seaing We analyzed thACDM model and thevCDM model with

of x2 from introducing s in our analysis, is of the same ordespatial curvature as an added parameter, and for two data set
as the improvement of the fit by introducing the same sterM/MAP7 alone, and WMAP7 plus large-scale structure, super-
neutrinos in_Kopp et al. (20111). As previously stated, ounpo novae type la, and the HST result for the Hubble parameter. Th
of departure in this work is that neutrino oscillation eXpents most interesting changes from the standa@DM model with

are less prone to systematical errors than cosmologicaleds no sterile neutrinos were in the equation of state parameded
tions, justifying the use of the results from Kopp et al. (2pas in the age of the universe.

an input in the cosmological models. In the wCDM+k+2vs model we found a preferred age of

~ 125Gyr. One might question whether such a young uni-
verse would be in conflict with other cosmological obse vagi
Regarding observations of high redshift objects, whictsage

To summarize, we have investigated how the presence of onalerived from their redshifts, this should not be a problera. A
two sterile neutrinos with the properties estimateld in Kepal. an example, the age of the universe at redshift 12 in the mean
(2011) changes the preferred values of cosmological paemme parameter valueCDM+k+2vs model from WMAP7-+ is only
Rather than deriving constraints on neutrino propertiasfcos- 16% lower than for a standardCDM model.

mology, we chose the opposite approach of using neutrino ex- One may also put lower limits on the age of the universe
periments to constrain cosmology. We think our approach chy measuring the age of the oldest objects in a cosmology-
be justified, since the uncertain factors in cosmology, titke independentway. A common way to do this is by main sequence

5. Discussion and conclusions
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fitting in globular clusters. 10 Gratton etlal. (2003) thew tbis

Frebel, A., Christlieb, N., Norris, J. E., et al. 2007, Ap806L117

technique, and estimate the age of the oldest globularerlirst Giusarma, E., Corsi, M., Archidiacono, M., et al. 2011, arX102.4774 [astro-

the galaxy to be 13+0.8+0.6 Gyr (statisticasystemetic errors),

which leaves the2 models within the error bars. In Wang et al.

ph.CO]
onzalez-Garcia, M. C., Maltoni, M., & Salvado, J. 2010, rdad of High
Energy Physics, 8, 117

G

(2010) nine cluster with estimated ages of around 14 Gyr weseatton, R. G., Bragaglia, A., Carretta, E., et al. 2003, AA8, 529
found in M31. In_Frebel et all (2007) they use decay rates-of ridamann, J., Hannestad, S..fRét, G. G., Tamborra, 1., & Wong, Y. Y. Y. 2010,

dioactive isotopes in nearby stars to estimate a stellaobt@ 4
Gyr. However, the uncertainties in these kinds of measunésne
are large, and the authors estimate an uncertainty fGyrs,
which also places the model with 2 massive sterile neutriels
within the allowed range.

We found that the 3 active 2 sterile neutrinos scenario
prefers an equation of state parameter for dark energy-1,
with the cosmological constant being ruled out at Zhe fact

Physical Review Letters, 105, 181301
Kainulainen, K. 1990, Physics Letters B, 244, 191
Kessler, R., Becker, A. C., Cinabro, D., et al. 2009, ApJS, B2
Komatsu, E., Smith, K. M., Dunkley, J., et al. 2011, ApJS, 152
Kopp, J., Maltoni, M., & Schwetz, T. 2011, arXiv:1103.45%Gp-ph]
Kristiansen, J. R. & Elgargy, @. 2008, J. Cosmology Astrogainys., 1, 7
Kristiansen, J. R., La Vacca, G., Colombo, L. P. L., MainRi, & Bonometto,
S. A. 2010, New A, 15, 609
Kusenko, A. 2009, Phys. Rep., 481, 1
La Vacca, G., Kristiansen, J. R., Colombo, L. P. L., MainRi, & Bonometto,

thatw < —1 should not be taken as an indication of phantom S. A. 2009, J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys., 4, 7
energy. It more likely means that the correct dark energyahod-arson, D., Dunkley, J., Hinshaw, G., etal. 2011, ApJS, 1@2,

cannot be described by a constantlf the evidence for sterile
neutrinos from oscillation experiments becomes conciugie
implication could be that the cosmological constant isddat
as dark energy.
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