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W ehaveperform ed a thorough analysis ofthe constraintsw hich can be put on neutrino param eters
from cosm ological ocbservations, m ost notably those from the W M AP satellite and the 2dF galaxy
purvey. For this data we nd an upper lim it on the sum of active neutrino m ass eigenstates of

m 10 &V (95% conf.), but this lim it is dependent on priors. W e nd that the W M AP and
2dF data alone cannot rule out the evidence from neutrinoless double beta decay reported by the
HeldebergM oscow experin ent. In tem s of the relativistic energy density in neutrinos or other
weakly interacting species we nd, in units of the equivalent num ber of neutrino species, N , that
N = 40" (95% conf). W hen BBN constraints are added, the bound on N is 26" 5 (95 %
conf.), suggesting that N could possbly be lower than the standard m odel value of 3. This can
for instance be the case in m odels w ith very low reheating tem perature and incom plete neutrino
them alization. C onversely, ifN is xed to 3 then thedata from W M AP and 2dFGR S predicts that
02458 Yp 02471 (95% confl), which is signi cantly higher than the observationally m easured
value. The lin it on relativistic energy density changeswhen a am all . chem icalpotential is present

during BBN . In this case the upper bound on N from W MAP, 2dFGRS and BBN is N 6:5.
Fially, we ndthatanon—zero m can be com pensated by an increase n N . One resul ofthis
is that the LSND resul is not yet ruled out by cosm ological ocbservations.

PACS numbers: 14.60 P q,95.35+ d,98.80 %«

I. NTRODUCTION

Neutrinos exist n equilbrium wih the electrom ag-
netic plasn a in the early universe, until a tem perature
ofa faw M &V . At this point the weak interactions freeze
out and neutrinos decouple from the plagn a. Shortly af-
ter this event, the tem perature of the plagn a falls below
the electron m ass, and electrons and positrons annihi-
late, dum ping their entropy into the photon gas. This
heats the photon gas whil having no e ect on neutri-
nos, and the end result is that the photon tem perature
is Jarger than the neutrino tem perature by the factor
(11=4)1=3 r 1:40. Since the present day photon tem —
perature has been m easured wih great accuracy to be
2.728 K, the neutrino tem perature is known to be 1.95
K,orabout?2 10% &V .Since the heaviest neutrino has
a mass of at least about 0.04 €V it must at present be
extram ely non-relativistic and therefore actsasdark m at—
ter. T he contrbution ofa single neutrino species ofm ass
m to the present day m atter density can be w ritten as
25, 124,1271
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so that for a neutrino m ass of about 30 &€V, neutrinos
will make up all of the dark matter. However, this
would have disastrous consequences for structure for-
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m ation in the universe, because neutrinos of €V m ass
have very large free stream ing lengths and would erase
structure in the neutrino density on scales sm aller than
k' 1m ;1ev Gpc com plktely. This leads to an over—
all suppression ofm atter uctuations at am all scales, an
e ect which is potentially cbservable.

A . Absolute value of neutrino m asses

The absolute value of neutrino m asses are very dif-
cult to measure experin entally. On the other hand,
mass di erences between neutrino mass eigenstates,
(m ;;m ,;m 3), can bem easured in neutrino oscillation ex—
perin ents. O bservations of atm ospheric neutrinos sug—
gest a squared mass di erence of n? ¥ 3 103 &v?
,14,3]. W hile there are still several viable solutions to
the solar neutrino problem from solar neutrino observa—
tions alone, the large m ixing angle (LM A ) solution gives
by farthebest twih nf’ 5 10° ev? [4,l3]. Re-
cently the Kam LAND reactor neutrino experin ent has
announced a positive detection of neutrino oscillations
Indicating that the LM A solution is indeed correct 24].
In the sinplest case where neutrino m asses are hi-
erarchical these results suggest that m 0, my
Msolars and m 3 Matm ospheric - If the hjeraldly is
nverted [4, 17, 18,19, 110, [11] one instead nds m3 0,
m Matm osphericr and m 1 Matm ospheric - How—
ever, it is also possbl that neutrino m asses are de—
generate [14, 113, 114, 1148, 16, 117, 14, [19, 2d, 121, 24],
mq m, ms Matn ospherics N W hich case oscillation
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experim ents are not useful for detem ining the absolute
m ass scale.

E xperim ents which rely on kinem atical e ects of the
neutrino mass o er the strongest probe of this overall
m ass scale. Trtium decay m easurem ents have been able
to put an upper lin it on the electron neutrino m ass
of 22 &V (95% conf) R3]. However, cosmology at
present yields an even stronger lim it which is also based
on the kinem atics of neutrino m ass. A s discussed be-
fore any structure in the neutrino density below the free—
stream Ing scale is erased and therefore the presence of
a non-zero neutrino m ass suppresses the m atter power
spectrum  at sn all scales relative to large scale, roughly
by P=P 8 = n [Z4].

Thispower spectrum suppression allow s for a detem i-
nation of the neutrino m ass from m easurem ents of the
m atter power spectrum on large scaks, as well as the
soectrum of CM B uctuations. T hism atter spectrum is
related to the galaxy correlation spectrum m easured in
large scale structure (LSS) surveys via the bias param e-
ter, ¥ k) Py k)=P, (). Such analyseshave been per-
form ed several tin es before [76,179], m ost recently using
data from the 2dFGR S galaxy survey [44,180,I181]. T hese
nvestigations found m ass Ilim its of 1.53 &V, degpending
on assum ptions about the coam ologicalparam eter space.

In a sam inal paper i was calculated by E isenstein,
Hu and Tegm ark that fuiture CM B and LSS experin ents
could push the bound on the sum of neutrino m asses
down to about 03 &V [I8]. The prospects for an abso—
lute neutrino m ass determm nation was discussed In fur-
ther detail in Ref. 29] where it was found that In fact
the upperbound could be pushed to 0.12 &V (95% conf.)
using data from the Sloan D igital Sky Survey and the
upcom Ing P lanck satellite.

M ore recently the new W M AP data, in conjunction
w ith large scale structure data from 2dFGR S has been
used to Py an upper bound on the sum of all neutrino
soeciesof m 0:7 eV (95% confl) [24].

However, the exact value of this upper bound de-
pends strongly on priors on other cosn ological param —
eters, mainly H, pIn the present paper we calculate the
upper bound on m from present cosn ological data,
with an em phasis on studying how the bound depends
on the data set chosen.

In addition to their contribution to the cosm ological
m ass densiy neutrinos also contribute to the cosm olog—
ical energy density around the epoch of recom bination.
N eutrinos which have m ass an aller than roughly 3T .,
where Tyee /' 03 &V is the tem perature of recom bina-
tion, w ill act as fully relativistic particles when it com es
to CM B and large scale structure.

In the standard m odel there are three light neutrino
species w ith this property. H owever, these particles are
not necessarily in an equilbrium Fem iD irac distrdbu-—
tion w ith zero chem ical potential. Tt is well known that
the universe contains a non-zero baryon asymm etry of
theorder =222t 10'" . A neutrino asymm etry of
sin ilar m agnitude would have no in pact on cosn ology

during CM B and LSS formm ation, but since the neutrino
asymm etry is not directly cbservable i could in princi-
pl be much larger than the baryon asymm etry. Such a
neutrino asymm etry would e ectively show up as extra
relativistic energy density In the CM B and LSS power
Spectra.

A notherpossbility for extra relativistic energy is that
there are additional light species beyond the standard
m odelwhich have decoupled early (such as the graviton
or the graviino).

From the perspective of late tin e evolution at T < 1
M &V it is custom ary to param etrize any such additional
energy density in tetm s of N [3(], the equivalent num —
ber of neutrino species. In Section ITT we discuss bounds
onN from thepresentW M AP and 2dFGR S data, com —
bined w ith additional inform ation on other cosn ological
param eters from the Hubbl HST key pro®ct and the
Supemova C osn ology P rofct.

However, as will be discussed later, a non—zero neu—
trino chem ical potential can have an e ect on big bang
nuclkosynthesiswhich isprofoundly di erent from sim ple
relativistic energy density if it is located In the electron
neutrino sector. T hispossibility w illbe fiirther discussed
in Section ITI.

A nother I portant point is that any entropy produc—
tion which takesplace after BBN , but priorto CM B for-
m ation will only be detectable via CM B and LSS ob-
servations. One such exam pl is the decay of a hypo—
thetical long-lived m assive particle at tem peratures be-
low roughly 001 M e&V.

T he general outline of the paper is as ollow s: In Sec—
tion IT we discuss the lkelhood analysis as well as the
data sets used in the analysis. In Section IIT we present
the num erical gsu]rs of the analysis in term s of an up-—
per bound on m , acon dence intervalon N , and
a bound on the neutrino chem ical potentials. Finally,
section IV contains a discussion and conclusion.

II. LIKELIHOOD ANALY SIS

T he extraction of coan ological param eters from cos—
m ologicaldata isa di cult process since for both CM B
and LSS the pow er spectra depend on a plthora ofdi er-
ent param eters. Furthem ore, since the CM B and m atter
pow er spectra depend on m any di erent param eters one
m ight worry that an analysis which is too restricted in
param eter space could give spuriously strong lin s on a
given param eter. W e discuss this point In fiirther detail
below .

For calculating the theoreticalCM B and m atter pow er
spectra we use the publicly available CM BFA ST package
31]. As the set of coan ological param eters we choose

n + them atter density, the curvature param eter, , the
baryon density, H ¢, the Hubble param eter, ng, the scalar
spectral index of the prim ordial uctuation spectrum , ,
the optical depth to reionization, Q , the nom alization
ofthe CM B power spectrum , b, the bias param eter, and



nally the two param eters related to neutrino physics,

h? and N . W e restrict the analysis to geom etrically

atmodels, ie. = , + = 1.

In principle one m ight include even m ore param eters
In the analysis, such as r, the tensor to scalar ratio
of primordial wuctuations. However, r is most lkely
so close to zero that only fiture high precision exper—
Inents may be abl to measure it. The same is true
for other additional param eters. Sm all deviations from
slow voll during In ation can show up as a logarithm ic
correction to the sin ple power-daw spectrum predicted
by slow —roll. [32,133,134] or additional relativistic energy
density 34,134, 137, 134, 139, 144, 141, 142, 143, 144] could be
present. H ow ever, there isno evidence of any such e ect
In the present data and therefore we restrict the analy—
sis to the \m Inin al" standard cosm ologicalm odel plus
neutrino physics.

In this full num erical likellhhood analysis we use the
free param etersdiscussed above w ith certain priorsdeter—
m Ined from coan ological observations other than CM B
and LSS.In at m odels the m atter density is restricted
by observations of Type Ia supemovae to be [, =
028 0:14 143], and the HST Hubbl key progct has
obtained a imiton Hy of72 8 km s' Mpc ' [4d].

W e calculate bounds on neutrino physics, both w ith
and w ithout, the constraintson , and H (. In the cases
where we do not use the SNIa and HST priors we use
sim ple top-hat priors nstead, 0:1 n 05 and 05
h 0:85.

P articularly the prior on H is of great in portance in
constraining neutrino param eter space.

T he num erical m arginalization over param eters other
than h? was perfom ed using a simulated annealing
procedure [47]. A fiulldescription ofhow 2 is calculated
can for instance be found in 48].

A . LSS data

At present, by far the largest survey available is the
2dFGRS [49] of which about 147,000 galaxies have so
farbeen analyzed. Tegm ark, H am ilton and Xu [B(d] have
calculated a power spectrum , P (k), from thisdata, which
we use In the present work. The 2dFGR S data extends
to very am all scales where there are large e ects of non-
linearity. Slhce we only calculate linearpow er spectra, we
use (In accordance w ith standard procedure) only data
on scales larger than k = 02h M pc ! where e ects of
non-linearity should be m nim al R9]. M aking this cut
reduces the number of power spectrum data points to
18.

B . k-dependent bias

In all present param eter estin ation analyses it is as—
sum ed that the bias param eter, ¥ k) By k)=P, k), is
Independent of the scale, k.

However, m any independent sin ulations nd thatbias
is n fact quite strongly scale dependent [B1,152] in the
non-lnearregin e. In the linear regin ebias isexpected to
be constant, and the asym ptotic valuel, = lim x, obk)
is reached as a scalke of roughly k 7 0:1 O:2hMpcl.
T hism eansthat at scales larger than k., bias should be
very close to scale-independent, and that w e can therefore
use a single param eter, b, to describe it.

C. CM B data

The CM B temperature uctuations are conveniently
described in termm softhe sophericalham onicspow er soec—
trum

Ci1 hpm Fi; @)
w here
X
—(; )= am Ym (7 ): (3)
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Since Thom son scattering polarizes light there are ad—
ditional powerspectra com ing from the polarization
anisotropies. T he polarization can be divided into a curk-
free E ) and a curl B ) com ponent, yielding four indepen—
dent power spectra: Cr;1;Cg ;1;Cp ;1 and the tem perature
E “polarization crosscorrelation Crg ;1.

The W M AP experin ent have reported data only on
Cr;1 and Crg ;1, asdescrbed in Ref. 26,153,154, 158, 156]

W e have perform ed the lkelhood analysis using the
prescription given by the W M AP collaboration which in—
cludes the correlation between di erent C’s 28,153,154,
55,156]. Foreground contam ination has already been sub—
tracted from their published data.

In parts of the data analysis we also add other CM B
data from the com pilation by W ang et al. [74] which
Inclides data at high 1. A ltogether this data set has 28
data points.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS
A . N eutrino m asses

W e have calculated 2 as a finction of neutrino m ass
w hile m arginalizing over all other coam ological param e—
ters. This has been done using the data sets described
above. In the 1rst case we have calculated the constraint
using theW M AP Cr;; combined with the 2dFGR S data,
and In the second case we have added the polarization
measuram ent from W M AP. Finally we have added the
additional constraint from the HST key progct and the
Supemova Cogan ology Progct. Tt should also be noted
that when constraining the neutrino m ass i has in all
cases been assumed that N is equal to the standard
m odelvalie 0£3.04. In section ITID we relax this condi-
tion in order to study the LSND bound.



The result is shown In Fig. 1. A s can be seen from

the gurethe 95%P con dence upper lin i on the sum of 10F ™
neutrinom assesis m 101eV (95% confl) usingthe 8 _ I
case w ith priors. T hisvalue is com pletely consistent w ith 6 F / E
what is ound in Ref. [84] where sin ple G aussian priors e F / E
from W M AP were added to the 2dFGR S data analysis. < 4; - .
For the three cases studied we nd the fllow ing lin its: 2F o - = E
0—=—"" E

i m < 101ev forw MAP+W ang+ 2dFGR S+ HST + SN -Ia 100 E 2
p < 120ev forw MAP+W ang+ 2dEFGR S 902 E
m < 212eV forw MAP+ 2dFGRS E E

o 80F

How ever, it is som ew hat higher than the upper lim it T 70 ; é
of m 0:{7 &V found in the W M AP analysis 128]. E — 3
T here are several reasons for this: First, we do not use 60 3 [ ——
Ly—- frest data in our analysis. W hile adding them to SOE .
the analysis clearly would in prove the lin it the Interpre— 0.50E ‘ ‘ E
tation of Ly— data is still som ew hat controversial [84]. 0.45¢ ,_J‘/%
T herefore the lin it derived here can be viewed asm ore 0.40 & - E
robust, abeit also m ore conservative. The second rea- o~ 0.35F 5
son is that we use a com pltely free bias param eter. It 030 - — =
well known that a detem ination of the neutrino m ass 0258 3
is to som e extent degenerate w ith the bias param eter b 0.20E 3

so that a precise detemm nation ofb would shrink the al-
low ed range even further. H ow ever, the biasparam eter is
probably the m ost poorly understood param eter in the
analysis of large scale structure [74] and therefore in -
posing a particular prior on b could yield too restrictive
results. T his is the reason why we do not show any result
or 2 with a bprior.

A lso, for accurate CM B and LSS data sets, the m ain
degeneracy is not with the bias param eter, but rather
w ih the Hubbl parameter. This was also noted in
Ref. 29].

In them iddle panelofF ig.1l we show thebest tvalue
of Pragiven h®. Itisclearthatan increasing value
of m can be compensated by a decrease in H (. Even
though the data yields a strong constraint on  h? there
is no independent constraint on  in iself. T herefore,
an decreasing H ¢ leadsto an Increasing , . Thiscan be
seen In the bottom panelofFig. 1.

S hen the HST prior on H( is relaxed a higher value
of m isallowed, in the case with only W M AP and
2dFGRS data the upper bound is  h? 0:023 (95%
conf.), corresponding to a neutrino m ass of 0.71 eV for
each of the three neutrinos.

Thise ectwasalso oundbyE lgar yand Lahav8Z]in
th%;ir analysisofthee ectsofpriorson the determ ination
of m

However, as can also be seen from the gure, the addi-
tion ofhigh-1CM B data from the W gnt et al. com pila—
tion also shrinksthe allowed rangeof m signi cantly.
The reason is that there is a signi cant overlap of the
scales probed by high-1CM B experim ents and the 2dF -
GRS survey. T herefore, even though we usebiasasa free

tting param eter, it is strongly constrained by the fact
that the CM B and 2dFGR S data essentially coverm uch
of the sam e range in k-space.

0 0.0050.010.0150.020.0250.03
Q,h

FIG.1l: The top panel shows 2 as a function ofP m for
di erent choices of priors. The dotted line is for W M AP +
2dFGR S data alone, the dashed line is with the additional
W angetal. data. The full line is foraddiionalH ST and SN I~
a priors as discussed In the text. The horizontal lines show
2= 1and4 respectively pT hem iddle panel show s the best
t values of Hy for a given m . The horizontal lines show
the HST key profct 1 lmit of Hp = 72 8 km sMpcl .
Finally, the Iower panel shows best tvaliesof , . In this
case the horizontal line corresponds to the SNIa 1 upper
Iim it of , < 0:#42.

Tt should be noted that Elgar y and LahavI82] nd
thag biasdoesnot play any rok in determ ining the bound
on m .At rstthisseem sto contradict the discussion
here, and also what was found from a F isherm atrix anal-
ysis in Ref. [4€]. The reason is that in Ref. B4], redshift
distortions are included in the 2dFGRS data analysis.
G en a constraint on the am plitude of uctuations from
CM B data, and a constraint on , h? , thise ectively
constrains the bias param eter. Therefore adding a fur-
ther constraint on bias in their analysis does not change
the resuls.

N eutrinoless doubk beta decay
Recently it was clain ed that the HeidebergM oscow
experim ent yields positive evidence for neutrinoless dou—

ble beta decay. Such experin epts probe the ¥ ective
electron neutrinomassmee = j ;UZm |3 Given the



uncertainties in the nvolved nuclear m atrix elem ents
the HeidebergM oscow result leadsto amass ofm ¢ =
03 14 eV.Ifthis jstruetpen the m ass elgenstates are
necessarily degengrate, and m " 3me. Taking the
WMAP resultof m 0:70 eV at face value seam s to
be noonsistent w ith the Heideberg-M oscow result [B3].
However, already ifLy- forest data and a constraint on
the biasp eter is not used in the analysis the upper
bound ocf m 101 &V is still consistent. For this
reason it is probably prem ature to rule out the clain ed
evidence for neutrinoless double beta decay.

B . N eutrino relativistic energy density

For the case of the e ective number of neutrino
species we have in all cases calculated constraints in the
( ph%;N ) plane, whik m arghalizing over all cther pa—
ram eters. The reason for this is that for Big Bang Nu-
cleosynthesis purposes these are exactly the im portant
param eters. T herefore, to combineCM B, LSS, and BBN
constraints the m argihalization over ,h? should not be
perform ed. Furthemlpre, when constraining N we have
alwaysassumedthat m ' 0 sothattheneutrinom ass
hasno In uence on cosm ology.

W e start out by investigating constraintson N  from
CMB and LSS data albne. In Fig. 2 we show 2
for a global t to N which m arginalizes over all other
coam ological param eters. The overall best t for the
WMAP T and TE data, combined with the W ang et
al. com pilation, the 2dFGR S data, the HST key profct
data on Hgy, as well as the SNTa data on [, has

2 = 14676 for a total of 1395 degrees of freedom . This
gives ?=dpoif:= 105 which is entirely com patible w ith
thebest tW M AP value forthe standard CDM m odel
of ?=do:f:= 1:066. W e also show constraints or two
otheranalyses. The rstisforW M AP and 2dFGRS data
alone and the second forW M AP data alone. Thebounds
for the three cases are

N =490’ forW M AP+ W ang+ 2dFGRS+HST + SN
N =317 orW M AP+ 2dFGRS
N =217 orW M AP only

T hese bound are entirely com patible w ith those found by
C rotty, Lesgourgues and Pastor [13], and much tighter
than the preW M AP constraints.

T he constraints derived here are also com patible w ith
w hat is found by P jerpaoli [714], w here are assum ption of
spatial atnesswas relaxed.

In the lowerpanels ofF ig.2 we show thebest tvalues
ofHy, and , foragiven valuie ofN .Them ain point to
note is that the constraint on N is strongly dependent
on Hy.Thiswasalso found in Ref. [40]. W ih only CM B
data and the weak top-hat prior on H ( the bound on N
is very weak. Adding the HST Key Profct prioron H g
cut away a signi cant am ount of param eter space both
at low and high N . Adding the 2dFGRS and W ang et
al. datam aink hasthee ectofshiftingthebest tvalue
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FIG .2: ?asafunction ofP N fordi erentchoicesofpriors.
The dotted line is for W M AP data alone, the dashed line is
w ith the additionalW ang et al. and 2dFGR S data. The full
line is for additionalH ST and SN I-a priors as discussed in the
text.T he horizontal lines show 2= 1and 4 respectively.
Them iddle panel show s the best t values of Hy for a given
N . Thehorzontallines show theH ST key progct 1l lim it of
Ho= 72 8km sM pc t, F inally, the lower panel show s best

t values of , . In this case the horizontal line corresponds
tothe SNTal upperlimitof , < 0#42.

tIg higher N , but also cuts away the low N values, an
e ect also seen In Refl T3],

In Fig. 3 we show constraints on ( ph?;N ) for the
fulldata set describbed above. Thebest tvalue or ph?
is 0.0233, which is equivalent to the value found in the
W M AP data analysis. In the 2-dim ensional plots the
68% and 95% regionsare om allyde nedby 2= 2:30
and 6.17 respectively. N ote that thism eans that the 68%
and 95% oontours are not necessarily equivalent to the
sam e con  dence kvel for single param eter estin ates.

Tt should be noted here that in addition to an upper
bound on N there is also a 3.0 ocon dence detection
of N > 0. This is In concordance w ith the preW M AP
data from which a non-trivial lower bound on N could
also be derived.

Adding BBN inform ation { In the case where all the
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 contours in the (bhz;N )
plne orthe W MAP TT and TE data, combined with the
2dF GRS data, the HST data on H( and the SN I-a data on

m e

CM B and LSS constraint w ithout any problem s. In prac—
tice we have used abundances of He4 and D to m ake
constraints .n the ( xh?;N ) plane. W e use the ollow—
Ing values for the prim ordial abundances [63,164]

10° @)
0005 ®)

D=H =
Tp

+0:44
21187 38

0238

This calculation is shown In Fig. 4. In temm s of a sin—
gk param eter constraint on N i isN = 265 (95
% conf.). Com pared to the recent calculation by Abaza—
Jan [624] of a BBN-only constraint of 1:7 N 35
(95 % oonf) this is a signi cant in provem ent. Very
Interestingly the new lin i suggests the possbility that
N is actually less than 3. This is for instance possble
In scenarios with extrem ely low reheating tem perature
64,l64d,167].

O f course this conclusion ism ainly based on the fact
that CM B and LSS data prefers a slightly higher value
of ph? than BBN. It should also be stressed that the
estin ates of the prin ordial abundances could be biased
by system atic e ects so that the quoted statistical error
bar is not really m eaningfil. Therefore it is probably
prem ature to tak ofany inconsistency between theN =
3 prediction of the standard m odel and cbservations.

In factthe argum ent can alsobe reversed. IfN is xed
to the standard m odelvalue of 3 then then CM B and LSS
constraint on  ph? provides an accurate m easurem ent of
prim ordial He-4. U sing the derived constraint on  ph?

the 95% con dence range or% is
02458 % 02471: 6)

T his could point to a seriousunderlying system atice ect
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FIG.4: 68% and 95% con dence contours in the ( th;N )
plane for the sam edata setsasin g. 3, butw ith the addiion
ofBBN data. T he lined contours are the 68% and 95% regions
for BBN data alone.

in observational determm inations of Yp , as discussed in
Ref. [92].

Late entropy production { However, if entropy is pro—
duced subsequent to BBN and prior to CM B form ation
it still behaves lke an additionalN forCM B and LSS
data, while having no e ect on BBN . In the case where
the decay of a m assive particle produces the entropy the
bound on N can be translated into a bound on them ass
and lifetin e of the m assive particke. The e ective N
produced by com plete decay of a non-relativistic species
at 10keV > T > 1eV is

N . " 3+ 12

where n ;p is the number density of a standard m odel
neutrino.
The bound on N therefore translates into a bound of

n 4=3 2=3
m kev vy
n ;o

;

33 ®)

for any hypotheticalm assive particle.

C . Neutrino lepton asym m etry and N

W hether the extra relativistic energy densiy is in the
form ofa non-zero chem icalpotentialhasno in uence on
CM B or LSS calculations since they are not sensitive to
the avourcontent ofthe additionalenergy density. H ow —
ever, from a BBN perspective neutrinos in the electron

avour are very di erent from muon and tau neutrinos.
T he reason is that electron neutrinos and antineutrinos



enter directly into the weak Interactions which m aintain
neutron-proton equilbrium . A dding electron neutrinos
shifts the balance In the direction of a lower n=p ratio,
ie.theoppositee ectofincreasingN . T hereforea large
chem icalpotential In the muon or tau neutrino avours
can be hidden by com pensating its e ect on BBN wih
a an allelectron neutrino chem icalpotential. In fact, the
addiional N would not necessarily have to be in the
form of a non-zero or chem ical potential. A large
N from additionalweakly interacting species could also
be com pensated by a sn all electron neutrino chem ical
potential.

However, sihce CM B and LSS observations are lnsen—
sitive to avour this degeneracy can be broken by com —
bining BBN, CM B and SN Ia data [41]. The e ect of
doing this can be seen In Fig.5. From the present data a

bound on the chem icalpotential in non-elctron avour
neutrinos is j J 23 at (95% oonf), where = =T.

In term s of N the bound is N 6:5. As can be seen
from the gure this bound com es alm ost entirely from
the CM B+ LSS data alone.

Tt should be noted that any degree of neutrino m ixing
w illact to equilbrate the avoursand possbly elin inate
thism asking e ect. For smallm ass di erences neutrino
oscillations occur after weak freeze-out and consequently
there isno e ect on BBN . However, given the m ass dif-
ferences and close to m axim al m ixing angles suggested
by the solar and atm ospheric neutrino data, all three

avours w ill be aln ost equilbrated before weak freeze—
out. Thism eans that the bound on the Jlpton asymm e~
try In all avours will be close to the BBN bound for
the electron sector, ie. j.3j< 0:15 (44, l6d, 169, [7d, I711.
T herefore the bound derived here is not com petitive, but
is of course very robust because it does not depend on a
know ledge ofm assdi erences orm ixing angles. It is also
m ore robust In the sense that a large N in hypothetical
new particles can stillbe nvisble to BBN ifallneutrino
species have a an all chem ical potential. T herefore the
N bound derived in this section does not have to be in
the form ofa chem ical potential.

P
D . Combining m

w ith N - constraining LSN D

From the analyses in the goove two sections i was
found that: (@) An increasing m can be com pensated
by a decreasing Hy and (o) An increasing N can be
com pensated by an increasing H . Ongm ight therefore
wonder whethera m odelw ith nonzero m , com bined
wih N > 3 can provide a good t to the data.

In oxder tg test this we have perform ed a lkelihhood
analysis for m fordi erent valies of N . W e show
thisn Fig.6. Thisanalysiswasperform ed w ith allavail-
able data and priors.

A s can be seen from ‘ch%> gure, the best t actually is
actually shifted to higher m when N increases, and
the conclusion is that a m odel w ith high neutrino m ass
and additional relativistic energy density can provide ac—

10 L | E
9 B combined fit ]
8 —— BBN only
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FIG .5: The full lines show 68% and 95% con dence regions
in the ( ph%;N ) plane for the case where the addiional N
is com pensated during BBN by a small . chem icalpotential.
The fullcontours are or BBN data alone, w hereas the dashed
lines are or CM B and LSS data.
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FIG.6: 2 asa function ofP m forvariousdi erentvalues

ofN .The fulllineisforN = 3,thedotted forN = 4, and

the dashed forN = 5. 2 is caloulated relative to the best
tN = 3model

ceptable gsto the data. A s a function of N the upper

bound on m is (@t 95% con dence)
P

m 101 ev forN =3
p 138 eV forN = 4

m 212 eV forN =5

This has signi cant im plications for attem pts to con—
strain the LSND experin ent using the present cosn o—
logical data. P ierce and M urayam a conclide from the



present M AP 1im it that the LSND resul isexclided [B3]
(see also Ref. BE]).

However, for several reasons this conclusion does not
follow trivially from the present data. In general the
three mass di erences mmplied by Solar, atm ospheric
and the LSND neutrino m easurem ents can be arranged
Into either 2+ 2 or 3+ 1 schem es. Recent analyses B3]
of experim ental data have shown that the 2+ 2 mod-
els are ruled out. The 3+ 1 scheme wih a single m as—
sive state, m 4, which m akes up the LSND m ass gap, is
still m argihally allowed in a few sn all windows In the
( m?;sin?2 )plne. Thessegapsareat ( m2;sin?2 )’
08ev?;2 10%);18ev?;8 10%); 6ev?;15 10°%)
and (10ev?;15 10°). These ourw indow s corresponds
tomasses 0£0:9;14;2:5 and 32 &V respectively. From
the Solarand atm ospheric neutrino resuls the three light
m ass eigenstates contrbute only about 0.1 €V ofm ass if
they are hierarchical. This m eans that the sum of all
m ass eigenstate isclosetom 4.

The Iim it forN = 4 which corresponds roughly to the
LSND scenariois m < 14 eV, which still leaves the
low est of the ram aining w indow s. T he second w Indow at
m 18 €V is disfavoured by the data, but not at very
high signi cance.

The second reason why the LSND sterile neutrino is
not necessarily ruled out is that it was not necessarily
fully equilbrated in the early universe. T he cosm ological
m ass lim it applies only to a species w ith decoupling tem —
perature around 1 M €V . If a sterile species is not fully
equilbrated its number density is lower than that of a
standard active neutrino species and therefore the m ass
Iim i w illbe Jess restrictive. In the sin plest possble case
a neutrino In a the lowest of the four LSND window s
w ill have an abundance of roughly 0.5 tin es that of a
standard active neutrino, whereas neutrino m asses and
m ixings corresponding to the other three window s w ill
lead to alm ost perfect equilbration 87, 188]. However,
for instance the presence of a non-zero kpton number
can strongly suppress the production of sterile neutrinos
B9, lod1.

IV. DISCUSSION

W e have calculated in proved constraints on neutrino
m asses and the coan ological relativistic energy densiy,
using the new W M AP data together w ith data from the
2dFGR S galaxy survey.

Using CM B and LSS data together w ith a prior from
ghe HST key profct on H( yielded an upper bound of

m 101 eV (95% conf)). W hile this exclides m ost

ofthe param eter range suggested by the clain ed evidence
for neutrinoless double beta decay in the Heideberg—
M oscow experin ent, i seem s prem ature to rule out this
clain based on cosn ological observations.

A nother issue w here the coam ological upper bound on
neutrino m asses is very in portant is for the prospects of
directly m easuring neutrino m asses in tritium endpoint
m easurem ents. T he successor to the M ainz experim ent,
KATRIN, is designed to m easure an electron neutrino
m ass of roughly 025 eV [31], or in temm s of the sum of
neutrinog asseigenstates, m < 075eV.TheW M AP
resultof m < 0:7eV (95% conf) already seem sto ex—
clude a positive m easurem ent ofmassin KATRIN .How —
ever, this very tight lim i depends on priors, as well as
Lyp frestdata,and them ore conservative present Iim it
of m < 101 eV (95% oconf) does not exclude that
KATRIN willdetect a neutrino m ass.

From the datawealso hferreda lmiton N ofN =
4 .O+23zio (95% conf.) on the equivalent num ber ofneutrino
species. T his is a m arked In provem ent over the previous
best lim it of roughly N 131401.

W hen light elem ent m easurem ents of He4 and D are
Included the bound is strengthened considerably toN =
26" 0% (95% conf). Interestingly this suggestsa possble
valie ofN which is kss than 3. This could be the case
for instance in scenarios with very low reheating tem —
perature where neutrinos were never fully equilbrated
63, 166, 167]. However, i should be stressed that pri-
m ordial abundances could be dom inated by system atics.
T herefore it is probably prem ature to tak ofa new BBN
\crisis".

The bound on N also translates into a bound on a
possbl neutrino lepton asymm etry in non-electron neu—
trinos of § J 2#4. Even though this bound is much
stronger than the previous bound of 2.6 [41] it is weak
com pared to the bound obtainable from BBN consider—
ations alone when avour oscillations are accounted for
44,l64,169,17d,1711.

Finally, we also found that the neutrino m ass bound
depends on the total num ber of light neutrino species.
In scenarios w ith sterile neutrinos this is an in portant
factor. For Instance n 3+ 1 m odels the m ass bound in—
creases from 1.0 €V to 14 &V, m eaning that the LSND
resul is not ruled out by cosn ological observations yet.
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