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W ehaveperform ed athorough analysisoftheconstraintswhich can beputon neutrinoparam eters

from cosm ologicalobservations,m ostnotably those from the W M AP satellite and the 2dF galaxy

survey. For this data we � nd an upper lim it on the sum ofactive neutrino m ass eigenstates of
P

m � � 1:0 eV (95% conf.),butthis lim it is dependenton priors. W e � nd that the W M AP and

2dF data alone cannotrule outthe evidence from neutrinoless double beta decay reported by the

Heidelberg-M oscow experim ent. In term s ofthe relativistic energy density in neutrinos or other

weakly interacting species we � nd,in unitsofthe equivalentnum berofneutrino species,N�,that

N � = 4:0
+ 3:0

�2:1 (95 % conf.). W hen BBN constraints are added,the bound on N � is 2:6
+ 0:4

�0:3 (95 %

conf.),suggesting that N � could possibly be lower than the standard m odelvalue of3. This can

for instance be the case in m odels with very low reheating tem perature and incom plete neutrino

therm alization.Conversely,ifN � is� xed to 3then thedatafrom W M AP and 2dFG RS predictsthat

0:2458 � YP � 0:2471 (95% conf.),which issigni� cantly higherthan the observationally m easured

value.Thelim iton relativisticenergy density changeswhen a sm all�e chem icalpotentialispresent

during BBN.In this case the upper bound on N � from W M AP,2dFG RS and BBN is N � � 6:5.

Finally,we� nd thata non-zero
P

m � can becom pensated by an increasein N �.O neresultofthis

isthatthe LSND resultisnotyetruled outby cosm ologicalobservations.

PACS num bers:14.60.Pq,95.35.+ d,98.80.-k

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

Neutrinos exist in equilibrium with the electrom ag-

netic plasm a in the early universe,untila tem perature

ofa few M eV.Atthispointtheweak interactionsfreeze

outand neutrinosdecouplefrom theplasm a.Shortly af-

terthisevent,thetem peratureoftheplasm a fallsbelow

the electron m ass,and electrons and positrons annihi-

late,dum ping their entropy into the photon gas. This

heats the photon gas while having no e� ect on neutri-

nos,and the end resultis that the photon tem perature

is larger than the neutrino tem perature by the factor

(11=4)1=3 ’ 1:40. Since the present day photon tem -

perature has been m easured with great accuracy to be

2.728 K ,the neutrino tem perature is known to be 1.95

K ,orabout2� 10�4 eV.Sincetheheaviestneutrino has

a m ass ofat least about 0.04 eV it m ust at present be

extrem elynon-relativisticand thereforeactsasdarkm at-

ter.Thecontribution ofa singleneutrino speciesofm ass

m � to the presentday m atterdensity can be written as

[25,26,27]


�h
2 =

m �

92:5eV
; (1)

so that for a neutrino m ass ofabout 30 eV,neutrinos

will m ake up all of the dark m atter. However, this

would have disastrous consequences for structure for-
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m ation in the universe, because neutrinos of eV m ass

have very large free stream ing lengths and would erase

structure in the neutrino density on scalessm allerthan

lfs ’ 1 m �1

�;eV
G pc com pletely. This leads to an over-

allsuppression ofm atter
 uctuationsatsm allscales,an

e� ectwhich ispotentially observable.

A . A bsolute value ofneutrino m asses

The absolute value of neutrino m asses are very dif-

� cult to m easure experim entally. O n the other hand,

m ass di� erences between neutrino m ass eigenstates,

(m 1;m 2;m 3),can bem easured in neutrinooscillation ex-

perim ents. O bservations ofatm ospheric neutrinos sug-

gest a squared m ass di� erence of�m2 ’ 3 � 10�3 eV 2

[1,2,3].W hile there are stillseveralviable solutionsto

the solarneutrino problem from solarneutrino observa-

tionsalone,thelargem ixing angle(LM A)solution gives

by farthe best� twith �m2 ’ 5� 10�5 eV 2 [4,5]. Re-

cently the K am LAND reactor neutrino experim ent has

announced a positive detection ofneutrino oscillations

indicating thatthe LM A solution isindeed correct[24].

In the sim plest case where neutrino m asses are hi-

erarchical these results suggest that m 1 � 0, m2 �

�msolar, and m 3 � �matm ospheric. If the hierarchy is

inverted [6,7,8,9,10,11]one instead � nds m3 � 0,

m 2 � �matm ospheric, and m 1 � �matm ospheric. How-

ever, it is also possible that neutrino m asses are de-

generate [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22],

m 1 � m2 � m3 � �matm ospheric,in which caseoscillation
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experim entsare notusefulfordeterm ining the absolute

m assscale.

Experim ents which rely on kinem aticale� ects ofthe

neutrino m ass o� er the strongest probe ofthis overall

m assscale.Tritium decay m easurem entshavebeen able

to put an upper lim it on the electron neutrino m ass

of 2.2 eV (95% conf.) [23]. However, cosm ology at

presentyieldsan even strongerlim itwhich isalso based

on the kinem atics ofneutrino m ass. As discussed be-

foreany structurein theneutrino density below thefree-

stream ing scale is erased and therefore the presence of

a non-zero neutrino m ass suppresses the m atter power

spectrum atsm allscalesrelative to large scale,roughly

by � P=P � � 8
�=
m [75].

Thispowerspectrum suppression allowsfora determ i-

nation ofthe neutrino m ass from m easurem ents ofthe

m atter power spectrum on large scales,as wellas the

spectrum ofCM B 
 uctuations.Thism atterspectrum is

related to the galaxy correlation spectrum m easured in

largescale structure (LSS)surveysvia the biasparam e-

ter,b2(k)� Pg(k)=Pm (k).Such analyseshavebeen per-

form ed severaltim esbefore [78,79],m ostrecently using

data from the2dFG RS galaxy survey [48,80,81].These

investigationsfound m ass lim its of1.5-3 eV,depending

on assum ptionsaboutthecosm ologicalparam eterspace.

In a sem inal paper it was calculated by Eisenstein,

Hu and Tegm ark thatfutureCM B and LSS experim ents

could push the bound on the sum of neutrino m asses

down to about 0.3 eV [75]. The prospects for an abso-

lute neutrino m ass determ ination was discussed in fur-

ther detailin Ref.[29]where it was found that in fact

theupperbound could bepushed to 0.12 eV (95% conf.)

using data from the Sloan DigitalSky Survey and the

upcom ing Planck satellite.

M ore recently the new W M AP data,in conjunction

with large scale structure data from 2dFG RS has been

used to putan upperbound on the sum ofallneutrino

speciesof
P

m � � 0:7 eV (95% conf.) [28].

However, the exact value of this upper bound de-

pends strongly on priors on other cosm ologicalparam -

eters,m ainly H 0. In the presentpaperwe calculate the

upper bound on
P

m � from present cosm ologicaldata,

with an em phasis on studying how the bound depends

on the data setchosen.

In addition to their contribution to the cosm ological

m assdensity neutrinosalso contribute to the cosm olog-

icalenergy density around the epoch ofrecom bination.

Neutrinos which have m ass sm aller than roughly 3Trec,

where Trec ’ 0:3 eV is the tem perature ofrecom bina-

tion,willactasfully relativisticparticleswhen itcom es

to CM B and largescalestructure.

In the standard m odelthere are three light neutrino

specieswith this property. However,these particlesare

not necessarily in an equilibrium Ferm i-Dirac distribu-

tion with zero chem icalpotential. Itiswellknown that

the universe contains a non-zero baryon asym m etry of

theorder� =
nB �n �B

n

� 10�10 .A neutrino asym m etry of

sim ilar m agnitude would have no im pact on cosm ology

during CM B and LSS form ation,butsince the neutrino

asym m etry is not directly observable it could in princi-

ple be m uch largerthan the baryon asym m etry. Such a

neutrino asym m etry would e� ectively show up as extra

relativistic energy density in the CM B and LSS power

spectra.

Anotherpossibility forextra relativisticenergy isthat

there are additionallight species beyond the standard

m odelwhich have decoupled early (such asthe graviton

orthe gravitino).

From the perspective oflate tim e evolution atT <
� 1

M eV itiscustom ary to param etrizeany such additional

energy density in term sofN � [30],the equivalentnum -

berofneutrino species.In Section IIIwediscussbounds

on N � from thepresentW M AP and 2dFG RS data,com -

bined with additionalinform ation on othercosm ological

param eters from the Hubble HST key project and the

Supernova Cosm ology Project.

However,as willbe discussed later,a non-zero neu-

trino chem icalpotentialcan have an e� ect on big bang

nucleosynthesiswhich isprofoundly di� erentfrom sim ple

relativistic energy density ifitislocated in the electron

neutrinosector.Thispossibility willbefurtherdiscussed

in Section III.

Anotherim portantpointisthatany entropy produc-

tion which takesplaceafterBBN,butpriorto CM B for-

m ation willonly be detectable via CM B and LSS ob-

servations. O ne such exam ple is the decay ofa hypo-

theticallong-lived m assive particle at tem peratures be-

low roughly 0.01 M eV.

The generaloutline ofthe paperisasfollows:In Sec-

tion IIwe discuss the likelihood analysis as wellas the

data setsused in the analysis.In Section IIIwe present

the num ericalresults ofthe analysisin term s ofan up-

per bound on
P

m �,a con� dence intervalon N�,and

a bound on the neutrino chem icalpotentials. Finally,

section IV containsa discussion and conclusion.

II. LIK ELIH O O D A N A LY SIS

The extraction ofcosm ologicalparam eters from cos-

m ologicaldata isa di� cultprocesssince forboth CM B

and LSS thepowerspectradepend on aplethoraofdi� er-

entparam eters.Furtherm ore,sincetheCM B and m atter

powerspectra depend on m any di� erentparam etersone

m ight worry that an analysis which is too restricted in

param eterspacecould givespuriously strong lim itson a

given param eter.W e discussthispointin furtherdetail

below.

ForcalculatingthetheoreticalCM B and m atterpower

spectraweusethepublicly availableCM BFAST package

[31]. As the set ofcosm ologicalparam eters we choose


m ,them atterdensity,thecurvatureparam eter,
b,the

baryon density,H 0,theHubbleparam eter,ns,thescalar

spectralindex oftheprim ordial
 uctuation spectrum ,�,

the opticaldepth to reionization,Q ,the norm alization

ofthe CM B powerspectrum ,b,the biasparam eter,and
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� nally the two param eters related to neutrino physics,


�h
2 and N �. W e restrictthe analysisto geom etrically


 atm odels,i.e.
 = 
m + 
� = 1.

In principle one m ight include even m ore param eters

in the analysis, such as r, the tensor to scalar ratio

of prim ordial 
 uctuations. However, r is m ost likely

so close to zero that only future high precision exper-

im ents m ay be able to m easure it. The sam e is true

for other additionalparam eters. Sm alldeviations from

slow-rollduring in
 ation can show up as a logarithm ic

correction to the sim ple power-law spectrum predicted

by slow-roll.[32,33,34]oradditionalrelativisticenergy

density [35,36,37,38,39,40,41,42,43,44]could be

present.However,thereisno evidenceofany such e� ect

in the presentdata and therefore we restrictthe analy-

sis to the \m inim al" standard cosm ologicalm odelplus

neutrino physics.

In this fullnum ericallikelihood analysis we use the

freeparam etersdiscussed abovewith certain priorsdeter-

m ined from cosm ologicalobservations other than CM B

and LSS.In 
 atm odelsthe m atterdensity isrestricted

by observations of Type Ia supernovae to be 
m =

0:28 � 0:14 [45],and the HST Hubble key project has

obtained a lim iton H 0 of72� 8 km s�1 M pc
�1

[46].

W e calculate bounds on neutrino physics,both with

and without,theconstraintson 
m and H 0.In thecases

where we do not use the SNI-a and HST priors we use

sim ple top-hatpriorsinstead,0:1� 
m � 0:5 and 0:5 �

h � 0:85.

Particularly the prioron H 0 isofgreatim portance in

constraining neutrino param eterspace.

The num ericalm arginalization overparam etersother

than 
�h
2 was perform ed using a sim ulated annealing

procedure[47].A fulldescription ofhow �2 iscalculated

can forinstance be found in [48].

A . LSS data

At present,by far the largest survey available is the

2dFG RS [49]of which about 147,000 galaxies have so

farbeen analyzed.Tegm ark,Ham ilton and Xu [50]have

calculated apowerspectrum ,P (k),from thisdata,which

we use in the presentwork. The 2dFG RS data extends

to very sm allscaleswhere there arelargee� ectsofnon-

linearity.Sinceweonlycalculatelinearpowerspectra,we

use (in accordance with standard procedure) only data

on scales larger than k = 0:2h M pc
�1
,where e� ects of

non-linearity should be m inim al[29]. M aking this cut

reduces the num ber ofpower spectrum data points to

18.

B . k-dependent bias

In allpresent param eter estim ation analyses it is as-

sum ed thatthe biasparam eter,b2(k)� Pg(k)=Pm (k),is

independentofthe scale,k.

However,m any independentsim ulations� nd thatbias

is in fact quite strongly scale dependent [51,52]in the

non-linearregim e.In thelinearregim ebiasisexpected to

beconstant,and theasym ptoticvalueb1 = lim k! 0b(k)

is reached as a scale ofroughly k ’ 0:1� 0:2h M pc
�1
.

Thism eansthatatscaleslargerthan kcut biasshould be

veryclosetoscale-independent,andthatwecantherefore

usea singleparam eter,b,to describeit.

C . C M B data

The CM B tem perature 
 uctuations are conveniently

described in term softhesphericalharm onicspowerspec-

trum

Cl� hjalm j
2
i; (2)

where

� T

T
(�;�)=

X

lm

alm Ylm (�;�): (3)

Since Thom son scattering polarizes light there are ad-

ditional powerspectra com ing from the polarization

anisotropies.Thepolarization can bedivided intoacurl-

free(E )and acurl(B )com ponent,yieldingfourindepen-

dentpowerspectra:CT;l;CE ;l;CB ;land thetem perature

E -polarization cross-correlation CT E ;l.

The W M AP experim ent have reported data only on

CT;l and CT E ;l,asdescribed in Ref.[28,53,54,55,56]

W e have perform ed the likelihood analysis using the

prescription given by theW M AP collaboration which in-

cludesthe correlation between di� erentCl’s[28,53,54,

55,56].Foreground contam ination hasalready been sub-

tracted from theirpublished data.

In partsofthe data analysiswe also add otherCM B

data from the com pilation by W ang et al. [74]which

includesdata athigh l. Altogetherthisdata sethas28

data points.

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

A . N eutrino m asses

W e have calculated �2 asa function ofneutrino m ass

while m arginalizing overallothercosm ologicalparam e-

ters. This has been done using the data sets described

above.In the� rstcasewehavecalculated theconstraint

using theW M AP CT;l com bined with the2dFG RS data,

and in the second case we have added the polarization

m easurem ent from W M AP.Finally we have added the

additionalconstraintfrom the HST key projectand the

Supernova Cosm ology Project. It should also be noted

that when constraining the neutrino m ass it has in all

cases been assum ed that N � is equalto the standard

m odelvalueof3.04.In section III.D werelax thiscondi-

tion in orderto study the LSND bound.
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The result is shown in Fig.1. As can be seen from

the � gurethe 95% con� dence upperlim iton the sum of

neutrinom assesis
P

m � � 1:01eV (95% conf.) usingthe

casewith priors.Thisvalueiscom pletely consistentwith

whatisfound in Ref.[82]where sim ple G aussian priors

from W M AP were added to the 2dFG RS data analysis.

Forthe threecasesstudied we� nd the following lim its:

P

m � < 1:01 eV forW M AP+ W ang+ 2dFG RS+ HST+ SN-Ia
P

m � < 1:20 eV forW M AP+ W ang+ 2dFG RS
P

m � < 2:12 eV forW M AP+ 2dFG RS

However,it is som ewhat higher than the upper lim it

of
P

m � � 0:7 eV found in the W M AP analysis [28].

There are severalreasonsforthis: First,we do not use

Ly-� forestdata in ouranalysis. W hile adding them to

theanalysisclearly would im provethelim ittheinterpre-

tation ofLy-� data is stillsom ewhatcontroversial[84].

Therefore the lim itderived here can be viewed asm ore

robust,albeit also m ore conservative. The second rea-

son is that we use a com pletely free bias param eter. It

wellknown that a determ ination ofthe neutrino m ass

is to som e extentdegenerate with the bias param eterb

so thata precisedeterm ination ofbwould shrink theal-

lowed rangeeven further.However,thebiasparam eteris

probably the m ost poorly understood param eter in the

analysis oflarge scale structure [74]and therefore im -

posing a particularprioron b could yield too restrictive

results.Thisisthereason why wedonotshow any result

for�2 with a b-prior.

Also,foraccurate CM B and LSS data sets,the m ain

degeneracy is not with the bias param eter,but rather

with the Hubble param eter. This was also noted in

Ref.[29].

In them iddlepanelofFig.1 weshow thebest� tvalue

ofH 0 foragiven 
�h
2.Itisclearthatan increasingvalue

of
P

m � can becom pensated by a decreasein H 0.Even

though thedatayieldsastrongconstrainton 
m h
2 there

isno independentconstrainton 
m in itself. Therefore,

an decreasingH 0 leadsto an increasing
m .Thiscan be

seen in the bottom panelofFig.1.

W hen the HST prioron H 0 is relaxed a higher value

of
P

m � is allowed,in the case with only W M AP and

2dFG RS data the upper bound is 
�h
2 � 0:023 (95%

conf.),corresponding to a neutrino m ass of0.71 eV for

each ofthe three neutrinos.

Thise� ectwasalsofound byElgar� yand Lahav[82]in

theiranalysisofthee� ectsofpriorson thedeterm ination

of
P

m �.

However,ascan also beseen from the� gure,theaddi-

tion ofhigh-lCM B data from the W antetal. com pila-

tion alsoshrinkstheallowed rangeof
P

m � signi� cantly.

The reason is that there is a signi� cant overlap ofthe

scalesprobed by high-lCM B experim entsand the 2dF-

G RS survey.Therefore,even though weusebiasasafree

� tting param eter,it is strongly constrained by the fact

thatthe CM B and 2dFG RS data essentially coverm uch

ofthe sam erangein k-space.

FIG .1: The top panelshows �2 as a function of
P

m � for

di� erent choices ofpriors. The dotted line is for W M AP +

2dFG RS data alone,the dashed line is with the additional

W angetal.data.ThefulllineisforadditionalHST and SNI-

a priors as discussed in the text. The horizontallines show

� �2 = 1 and 4 respectively.Them iddlepanelshowsthebest

� tvaluesofH0 fora given
P

m �.The horizontallinesshow

the HST key project 1� lim it ofH 0 = 72 � 8 km sM pc
�1
.

Finally,the lower panelshows best � tvaluesof
m . In this

case the horizontalline corresponds to the SNI-a 1� upper

lim itof
 m < 0:42.

It should be noted that Elgar� y and Lahav [82]� nd

thatbiasdoesnotplayanyrolein determ iningthebound

on
P

m �.At� rstthisseem sto contradictthediscussion

here,and alsowhatwasfound from aFisherm atrix anal-

ysisin Ref.[48].The reason isthatin Ref.[82],redshift

distortions are included in the 2dFG RS data analysis.

G iven a constrainton theam plitudeof
 uctuationsfrom

CM B data,and a constraint on 
m h
2 ,this e� ectively

constrains the bias param eter. Therefore adding a fur-

therconstrainton biasin theiranalysisdoesnotchange

the results.

Neutrinolessdouble beta decay

Recently it was claim ed that the Heidelberg-M oscow

experim entyieldspositiveevidenceforneutrinolessdou-

ble beta decay. Such experim ents probe the ‘e� ective

electron neutrino m ass m ee = j
P

j
U 2
ejm �jj. G iven the
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uncertainties in the involved nuclear m atrix elem ents

the Heidelberg-M oscow resultleadsto a m assofm ee =

0:3� 1:4 eV.Ifthisistruethen them asseigenstatesare

necessarily degenerate,and
P

m � ’ 3m ee. Taking the

W M AP resultof
P

m � � 0:70 eV atfacevalueseem sto

be inconsistentwith the Heidelberg-M oscow result[85].

However,already ifLy-� forestdata and a constrainton

the biasparam eterisnotused in the analysisthe upper

bound of
P

m � � 1:01 eV is stillconsistent. For this

reason itisprobably prem ature to rule outthe claim ed

evidenceforneutrinolessdouble beta decay.

B . N eutrino relativistic energy density

For the case of the e� ective num ber of neutrino

specieswe havein allcasescalculated constraintsin the

(
bh
2;N �)plane,while m arginalizing overallotherpa-

ram eters. The reason forthis is that forBig Bang Nu-

cleosynthesis purposes these are exactly the im portant

param eters.Therefore,to com bineCM B,LSS,and BBN

constraintsthe m arginalization over
bh
2 should notbe

perform ed.Furtherm ore,when constraining N � wehave

alwaysassum edthat
P

m � ’ 0sothattheneutrinom ass

hasno in
 uence on cosm ology.

W e startoutby investigating constraintson N � from

CM B and LSS data alone. In Fig. 2 we show � �2

for a global� t to N� which m arginalizes over allother

cosm ologicalparam eters. The overallbest � t for the

W M AP T and TE data, com bined with the W ang et

al.com pilation,the 2dFG RS data,the HST key project

data on H 0, as well as the SNI-a data on 
m , has

�2 = 1467:6 fora totalof1395 degreesoffreedom .This

gives�2=d:o:f:= 1:05 which isentirely com patible with

thebest� tW M AP valueforthestandard � CDM m odel

of�2=d:o:f:= 1:066. W e also show constraints for two

otheranalyses.The� rstisforW M AP and 2dFG RS data

aloneand thesecond forW M AP dataalone.Thebounds

forthe threecasesare

N � = 4:0+ 3:0
�2:1 forW M AP+ W ang+ 2dFG RS+ HST+ SN-Ia

N � = 3:1+ 3:9
�2:8 forW M AP+ 2dFG RS

N � = 2:1+ 6:7
�2:2 forW M AP only

Thesebound areentirely com patiblewith thosefound by

Crotty,Lesgourgues and Pastor [73],and m uch tighter

than the pre-W M AP constraints.

The constraintsderived here arealso com patible with

whatisfound by Pierpaoli[72],whereareassum ption of

spatial
 atnesswasrelaxed.

In thelowerpanelsofFig.2weshow thebest� tvalues

ofH 0 and 
m foragiven valueofN �.Them ain pointto

note isthatthe constrainton N � isstrongly dependent

on H 0.Thiswasalso found in Ref.[40].W ith only CM B

data and theweak top-hatprioron H 0 thebound on N �

isvery weak.Adding the HST K ey Projectprioron H 0

cut away a signi� cantam ount ofparam eter space both

atlow and high N �. Adding the 2dFG RS and W ang et

al.datam ainly hasthee� ectofshiftingthebest� tvalue

FIG .2:�
2
asafunction of

P

N � fordi� erentchoicesofpriors.

The dotted line is for W M AP data alone,the dashed line is

with the additionalW ang etal. and 2dFG RS data. The full

lineisforadditionalHST and SNI-apriorsasdiscussed in the

text.The horizontallines show � �2 = 1 and 4 respectively.

The m iddle panelshowsthe best� tvaluesofH0 fora given

N �.Thehorizontallinesshow theHST key project1� lim itof

H 0 = 72� 8 km sM pc
�1
.Finally,thelowerpanelshowsbest

� tvaluesof
m . In thiscase the horizontalline corresponds

to the SNI-a 1� upperlim itof
m < 0:42.

to higherN �,butalso cutsaway the low N � values,an

e� ectalso seen in Ref.[73].

In Fig.3 we show constraints on (
bh
2;N �) for the

fulldata setdescribed above.Thebest� tvaluefor
bh
2

is 0.0233,which is equivalent to the value found in the

W M AP data analysis. In the 2-dim ensionalplots the

68% and 95% regionsareform ally de� ned by � �2 = 2:30

and 6.17respectively.Notethatthism eansthatthe68%

and 95% contours are not necessarily equivalent to the

sam econ� dencelevelforsingleparam eterestim ates.

It should be noted here that in addition to an upper

bound on N � there is also a 3.0� con� dence detection

ofN � > 0. Thisisin concordance with the pre-W M AP

data from which a non-triviallowerbound on N � could

also be derived.

Adding BBN inform ation { In the case where allthe

relativistic energy density contained in N � is produced

prior to BBN,a BBN constraint can be added to the
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FIG .3: 68% and 95% con� dence contoursin the (
bh
2
;N �)

plane for the W M AP TT and TE data,com bined with the

2dFG RS data,the HST data on H 0 and the SNI-a data on


 m .

CM B and LSS constraintwithoutanyproblem s.In prac-

tice we have used abundances ofHe-4 and D to m ake

constraintsin the (
bh
2;N �)plane. W e use the follow-

ing valuesforthe prim ordialabundances[63,64]

D=H = 2:78
+ 0:44
�0:38 � 10�5 (4)

Y P = 0:238� 0:005 (5)

Thiscalculation isshown in Fig.4.In term sofa sin-

gle param eter constraint on N � it is N � = 2:6+ 0:4
�0:3 (95

% conf.).Com pared to the recentcalculation by Abaza-

jian [62]ofa BBN-only constraint of1:7 � N� � 3:5

(95 % conf.) this is a signi� cant im provem ent. Very

interestingly the new lim it suggeststhe possibility that

N � is actually lessthan 3. This is forinstance possible

in scenarios with extrem ely low reheating tem perature

[65,66,67].

O fcourse this conclusion is m ainly based on the fact

that CM B and LSS data prefers a slightly higher value

of
bh
2 than BBN.It should also be stressed that the

estim atesofthe prim ordialabundancescould be biased

by system atic e� ectsso thatthe quoted statisticalerror

bar is not really m eaningful. Therefore it is probably

prem aturetotalk ofany inconsistency between theN � =

3 prediction ofthe standard m odeland observations.

In facttheargum entcan alsobereversed.IfN � is� xed

tothestandard m odelvalueof3then then CM B and LSS

constrainton 
bh
2 providesan accuratem easurem entof

prim ordialHe-4. Using the derived constrainton 
bh
2

the 95% con� dencerangeforYP is

0:2458� YP � 0:2471: (6)

Thiscould pointtoaseriousunderlyingsystem atice� ect

FIG .4: 68% and 95% con� dence contoursin the (
bh
2
;N �)

planeforthesam edata setsasin � g.3,butwith theaddition

ofBBN data.Thelined contoursarethe68% and 95% regions

forBBN data alone.

in observationaldeterm inations of YP , as discussed in

Ref.[92].

Late entropy production { However,ifentropy ispro-

duced subsequentto BBN and priorto CM B form ation

itstillbehaveslike an additionalN � forCM B and LSS

data,while having no e� ecton BBN.In the case where

thedecay ofa m assiveparticleproducestheentropy the

bound on N � can betranslated into abound on them ass

and lifetim e ofthe m assive particle. The e� ective N�

produced by com plete decay ofa non-relativisticspecies

at10keV >
� T >

� 1 eV is

N �;e� ’ 3+ 1:2�

�

n

n�;0

�

m
4=3

keV
�
2=3
y ; (7)

where n�;0 is the num ber density ofa standard m odel

neutrino.

Thebound on N � thereforetranslatesinto a bound of

�

n

n�;0

�

m
4=3

keV
�
2=3
y � 3:3 (8)

forany hypotheticalm assiveparticle.

C . N eutrino lepton asym m etry and N �

W hetherthe extra relativisticenergy density isin the

form ofa non-zerochem icalpotentialhasno in
 uenceon

CM B orLSS calculationssince they arenotsensitive to

the
 avourcontentoftheadditionalenergydensity.How-

ever,from a BBN perspective neutrinos in the electron


 avourare very di� erentfrom m uon and tau neutrinos.

The reason is thatelectron neutrinosand antineutrinos
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enterdirectly into the weak interactionswhich m aintain

neutron-proton equilibrium . Adding electron neutrinos

shifts the balance in the direction ofa lower n=p ratio,

i.e.theoppositee� ectofincreasingN�.Thereforealarge

chem icalpotentialin the m uon ortau neutrino 
 avours

can be hidden by com pensating its e� ect on BBN with

a sm allelectron neutrino chem icalpotential.In fact,the

additionalN � would not necessarily have to be in the

form ofa non-zero �� or�� chem icalpotential. A large

N � from additionalweakly interacting speciescould also

be com pensated by a sm allelectron neutrino chem ical

potential.

However,since CM B and LSS observationsare insen-

sitive to 
 avourthis degeneracy can be broken by com -

bining BBN,CM B and SNI-a data [41]. The e� ect of

doing thiscan beseen in Fig.5.From thepresentdata a

bound on the chem icalpotentialin non-electron 
 avour

neutrinos is j�j� 2:3 at (95% conf.),where � = �=T.

In term s ofN � the bound isN � � 6:5. As can be seen

from the � gure this bound com es alm ost entirely from

the CM B+ LSS data alone.

Itshould benoted thatany degreeofneutrino m ixing

willactto equilibratethe
 avoursand possibly elim inate

thism asking e� ect. Forsm allm assdi� erencesneutrino

oscillationsoccurafterweak freeze-outand consequently

there isno e� ecton BBN.However,given the m assdif-

ferences and close to m axim alm ixing angles suggested

by the solar and atm ospheric neutrino data, allthree


 avours willbe alm ost equilibrated before weak freeze-

out.Thism eansthatthe bound on the lepton asym m e-

try in all
 avours willbe close to the BBN bound for

the electron sector,i.e.j�ej<� 0:15 [44,68,69,70,71].

Thereforethebound derived hereisnotcom petitive,but

isofcoursevery robustbecauseitdoesnotdepend on a

knowledgeofm assdi� erencesorm ixing angles.Itisalso

m orerobustin thesensethata largeN � in hypothetical

new particlescan stillbeinvisibleto BBN ifallneutrino

species have a sm allchem icalpotential. Therefore the

N � bound derived in thissection doesnothave to be in

the form ofa ��;� chem icalpotential.

D . C om bining
P

m � w ith N � - constraining LSN D

From the analyses in the above two sections it was

found that:(a)An increasing
P

m � can becom pensated

by a decreasing H 0 and (b) An increasing N � can be

com pensated by an increasing H 0. O ne m ighttherefore

wonderwhethera m odelwith non-zero
P

m �,com bined

with N � > 3 can providea good � tto the data.

In order to test this we have perform ed a likelihood

analysis for
P

m � for di� erent values ofN�. W e show

thisin Fig.6.Thisanalysiswasperform ed with allavail-

abledata and priors.

Ascan be seen from the � gure,the best� tactually is

actually shifted to higher
P

m � when N � increases,and

the conclusion isthata m odelwith high neutrino m ass

and additionalrelativisticenergy density can provideac-

FIG .5: The fulllinesshow 68% and 95% con� dence regions

in the (
 bh
2
;N �)plane forthe case where the additionalN �

iscom pensated during BBN by a sm all�e chem icalpotential.

ThefullcontoursareforBBN data alone,whereasthedashed

linesare forCM B and LSS data.

FIG .6:� �2 asafunction of
P

m � forvariousdi� erentvalues

ofN �.ThefulllineisforN � = 3,thedotted forN � = 4,and

thedashed forN � = 5.� �
2
iscalculated relative to thebest

� tN� = 3 m odel.

ceptable � tsto the data.Asa function ofN� the upper

bound on
P

m � is(at95% con� dence)

P

m � � 1:01 eV forN� = 3
P

m � � 1:38 eV forN� = 4
P

m � � 2:12 eV forN� = 5

Thishas signi� cantim plicationsforattem pts to con-

strain the LSND experim ent using the present cosm o-

logicaldata. Pierce and M urayam a conclude from the
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presentM AP lim itthattheLSND resultisexcluded [85]

(see also Ref.[86]).

However,for severalreasonsthis conclusion does not

follow trivially from the present data. In generalthe

three m ass di� erences im plied by Solar, atm ospheric

and the LSND neutrino m easurem entscan be arranged

into either 2+ 2 or 3+ 1 schem es. Recent analyses [93]

of experim ental data have shown that the 2+ 2 m od-

els are ruled out. The 3+ 1 schem e with a single m as-

sive state,m 4,which m akesup the LSND m ass gap,is

stillm arginally allowed in a few sm allwindows in the

(� m 2;sin2 2�)plane.Thesegapsareat(� m 2;sin2 2�)’

(0:8eV
2
;2� 10�3 );(1:8eV

2
;8� 10�4 );(6eV

2
;1:5� 10�3 )

and (10eV
2
;1:5� 10�3 ).Thesefourwindowscorresponds

to m asses of0:9;1:4;2:5 and 3.2 eV respectively. From

theSolarand atm osphericneutrinoresultsthethreelight

m asseigenstatescontributeonly about0.1 eV ofm assif

they are hierarchical. This m eans that the sum ofall

m asseigenstateiscloseto m 4.

Thelim itforN � = 4which correspondsroughly to the

LSND scenario is
P

m �
<
� 1:4 eV,which stillleavesthe

lowestoftherem aining windows.Thesecond window at

m � 1:8 eV isdisfavoured by the data,butnotatvery

high signi� cance.

The second reason why the LSND sterile neutrino is

not necessarily ruled out is that it was not necessarily

fully equilibrated in theearly universe.Thecosm ological

m asslim itappliesonly to a specieswith decoupling tem -

perature around 1 M eV.Ifa sterile species is not fully

equilibrated its num ber density is lower than that ofa

standard active neutrino speciesand therefore the m ass

lim itwillbelessrestrictive.In thesim plestpossiblecase

a neutrino in a the lowest ofthe four LSND windows

willhave an abundance ofroughly 0.5 tim es that ofa

standard active neutrino,whereas neutrino m asses and

m ixings corresponding to the other three windows will

lead to alm ost perfect equilibration [87,88]. However,

for instance the presence ofa non-zero lepton num ber

can strongly suppresstheproduction ofsterileneutrinos

[89,90].

IV . D ISC U SSIO N

W e have calculated im proved constraintson neutrino

m asses and the cosm ologicalrelativistic energy density,

using the new W M AP data togetherwith data from the

2dFG RS galaxy survey.

Using CM B and LSS data togetherwith a priorfrom

the HST key project on H 0 yielded an upper bound of
P

m � � 1:01 eV (95% conf.). W hile thisexcludesm ost

oftheparam eterrangesuggested bytheclaim ed evidence

for neutrinoless double beta decay in the Heidelberg-

M oscow experim ent,itseem sprem atureto rule outthis

claim based on cosm ologicalobservations.

Anotherissuewherethecosm ologicalupperbound on

neutrino m assesisvery im portantisfortheprospectsof

directly m easuring neutrino m asses in tritium endpoint

m easurem ents. The successorto the M ainz experim ent,

K ATRIN,is designed to m easure an electron neutrino

m assofroughly 0.25 eV [91],orin term s ofthe sum of

neutrinom asseigenstates,
P

m �
<
� 0:75eV.TheW M AP

resultof
P

m �
<
� 0:7eV (95% conf.) alreadyseem stoex-

cludea positivem easurem entofm assin K ATRIN.How-

ever,this very tight lim it depends on priors,as wellas

Ly-� forestdata,and them oreconservativepresentlim it

of
P

m �
<
� 1:01 eV (95% conf.) does not exclude that

K ATRIN willdetecta neutrino m ass.

From the data we also inferred a lim iton N � ofN � =

4:0
+ 3:0
�2:1 (95% conf.) on theequivalentnum berofneutrino

species.Thisisa m arked im provem entovertheprevious

bestlim itofroughly N � � 13 [40].

W hen lightelem entm easurem entsofHe-4 and D are

included thebound isstrengthened considerablytoN � =

2:6
+ 0:4
�0:3 (95% conf.).Interestinglythissuggestsapossible

value ofN � which islessthan 3.Thiscould be the case

for instance in scenarios with very low reheating tem -

perature where neutrinos were never fully equilibrated

[65, 66, 67]. However, it should be stressed that pri-

m ordialabundancescould bedom inated by system atics.

Thereforeitisprobably prem atureto talk ofa new BBN

\crisis".

The bound on N � also translates into a bound on a

possibleneutrino lepton asym m etry in non-electron neu-

trinos ofj��j� 2:4. Even though this bound is m uch

stronger than the previous bound of2.6 [41]it is weak

com pared to the bound obtainable from BBN consider-

ations alone when 
 avouroscillationsare accounted for

[44,68,69,70,71].

Finally,we also found that the neutrino m ass bound

depends on the totalnum ber oflight neutrino species.

In scenarios with sterile neutrinos this is an im portant

factor. For instance in 3+ 1 m odels the m assbound in-

creasesfrom 1.0 eV to 1.4 eV,m eaning thatthe LSND

resultisnotruled outby cosm ologicalobservationsyet.
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