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R ecent developm ents in solar, reactor, and accelerator neutrino physics are re-

viewed.Im plicationsforneutrino physics,solarphysics,nucleartwo-body physics,

and r-processnucleosynthesis are brie
y discussed.

1. Introduction

Solarneutrino experim ents,especially with theannouncem entofrecentre-

sults from the Sudbury Neutrino O bservatory (SNO ) 1,have reached the

precision stage. An analysis ofthe data from SNO as wellas data from

other solar neutrino experim ents (Super-K am iokande [SK ]3,Chlorine 4,

and G allium 5;6;7),com bined with the data from the reactor experim ent

K AM LAND 2, place severe constraints on the neutrino param eters, es-

pecially m ixing between �rstand second generations 8;9;10. The neutrino

param eterspaceobtained from such aglobalanalysis,includingtheneutral-

currentresultsfrom the SNO saltphase,isshown in Fig.1 10.

Them ixing anglebetween �rstand second generationsoftheneutrinos

dom inatesthesolarneutrino oscillationswhereasthem ixing anglebetween

second and third generationsdom inatestheoscillationsofatm osphericneu-

trinos.There are severalpuzzlesin the data.Both m ixing anglesseem to

be close to m axim um ,very unlike the m ixing between quarks. Also the

third m ixing angle,between �rstand third generations,seem sto be very

sm all,even possiblyzero.Itisespeciallyim portantto�nd outifthism ixing

angle isindeed di�erentfrom zero since in the m ixing m atrix itm ultiplies

a CP-violating phase. Such a CP-violation m ay have far reaching conse-

quences.To explain the baryon excess(overantibaryons)in the Universe,

Sakharov pointed outthatitm ay be su�cientto satisfy three conditions:

i)Baryon num bernon-conservation (which isreadily satis�ed by thegrand

uni�ed theories),ii)CP-violation,and iii) Non-equilibrium conditions. It

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403286v1
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Figure 1. A llowed con�dence levels from the joint analysis ofallavailable solar neu-

trino data (chlorine, average gallium ,SN O and SK spectra and SN O salt phase) and

K am LA N D reactor data The isolines are the ratio of the shifted 8B 
ux to the SSM

value. At best �t (m arked by a cross) the value ofthis ratio is determ ined to be 1:02

(from R eference 10).

isentirely possible thatthe CP-violation necessary forthe baryogenesisis

hidden in the neutrino sector.

It is worth pointing out that high-precision solar-neutrino data have

potentialbeyond exploring neutrino param eterspace.Herewediscusstwo

such applicationsto solarphysicsand to nuclearphysics.

2. Lim its on Solar D ensity Fluctuations

Itwassuggested thatsolarneutrino data can be inverted to extractinfor-

m ation aboutthe density scale height 11 in a sim ilarway the helioseism o-

logicalinform ation isinverted to obtain thespeed ofthesound throughout

the Sun. Even though the precision ofthe data hasnot yetreached to a

pointwheresuch an inversion ispossible,onecan obtain ratherstrong lim -

itson 
uctuationsofthesolardensity usingthecurrentsolarneutrinodata.
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Figure 2. A llowed regions ofthe neutrino param eter space with solar-density 
uctua-

tionswhen the data from the solarneutrino and K am LA N D experim entsare used.The

SSM density pro�le ofR eference 14 and the correlation length of10 km are used. The

case with no 
uctuations(� = 0)are com pared with resultsobtained with the indicated

fractional
uctuation. The shaded area isthe 70 % con�dence levelregion. 90 % (solid

line),95 % (dashed line),and 99 % (dotted line)con�dence levelsare also shown (From

R eference 15).

To do so oneassum es12 thattheelectron density N e 
uctuatesaround the

value,hN ei,predicted by the Standard SolarM odel(SSM ) 14

N e(r)= (1+ �F (r))hN e(r)i; (1)

and thatthe 
uctuation F (r) takesthe form ofwhite-noise. Itturns out

that the e�ect of the 
uctuations is m ore dom inant when the neutrino

param etersand theaveragedensity aresuch thatneutrino evolution in the

absenceof
uctuationsisadiabatic.Therearetwo constraintson thevalue

ofthe correlation length. O ne is a restriction in the applicability ofour

analysis.In averagingoverthe
uctuationsweassum ed thatthecorrelation

function isa delta function.In theSun itism orephysicalto im aginethat

the correlation function is like a step function ofsize �. Assum ing that

the logarithm ic derivative is sm all,which is accurate for the Sun,delta-

correlationsareapproxim ately thesam easstep-function correlationsifthe

condition

� �

�

sin2�
�m 2

2E

� � 1

(2)

issatis�ed 13.A second constrainton thecorrelation length isprovided by

the helioseism ology. Density 
uctuations over scales of� 1000 km seem
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to be ruled out. O n the otherhand currenthelioseism ic observationsare

ratherinsensitiveto density variationson scalescloseto � 100 km 16.

Theneutrinoparam eterspaceforvariousvaluesoftheparam eter�was

calculated in Reference15and isshown in Figure2.Theseresults,in agree-

m ent with the calculationsofotherauthors 17;18,show that the neutrino

data constrainssolardensity 
uctuations to be less than � = 0:05 atthe

70 % con�dencelevelwhen � isabout10 km .Itisim portantto em phasize

that the best �t to the com bined solar neutrino and K am LAND data is

given by �= 0 (exactSSM ).Neutrinosinteractwith densem atternotonly

in theSun (and otherstars)butalso in severalothersitessuch astheearly

universe,supernovae,and newly-born neutron starsand neutrino interac-

tionswith a stochasticbackground m ay play an even m oreinteresting role

in thosesites.

3. T w o-B ody A xialC urrent

In the e�ective �eld theory approach to nuclearinteractions,nonlocalin-

teractionsatshortdistancesare represented by e�ective localinteractions

in aderivativeexpansion.Sincethee�ectofagiven operatoron low-energy

physicsisinversely proportionalto itsdim ension,an e�ective theory valid

atlow energiescan be written down by retaining operatorsup to a given

dim ension.Itturnsoutthatthe deuteron break-up reactions

�e + d ! e
� + p+ p (3)

and

�x + d ! �x + p+ n; (4)

observed atSNO ,aredom inated by a 3S1 !
3 S0 transition,henceoneonly

needsthe coe�cientofthe two-body counterterm ,com m only called L 1A ,

to param eterize the unknown isovectoraxialtwo-body current 19. Chen,

Heeger,and Robertson,using the SNO and SK charged-current,neutral

current,and elastic scattering rate data,found 20 L1A = 4:0 � 6:3 fm
3
.

In orderto obtain thisresultthey wrote the observed rate in term sofan

averaged e�ective cross section and a suitably de�ned response function.

O ne can explore the phenom enology associated with the variation ofL1A .

Forexam ple the variation ofthe neutrino param eterspace,which �tsthe

SNO data,asL1A changeswascalculated in 21 and isshown in Figure 3.

In Reference 21 the m ostconservative�tvalue with fewestassum ptionsis

found to be L1A = 4:5
+ 18

� 12 fm
3
.(O ne should pointoutthatifthe neutrino

param eterswerebetterknown onecan getam uch tighterlim it).Itwasalso
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Figure 3. The change in the allowed region ofthe neutrino param eterspace using solar

neutrino data m easured atSN O asthe value ofL1A changes. The shaded areasare the

90 % con�dence levelregion. 95 % (solid line), 99 % (log-dashed line), and 99.73 %

(dotted-line) con�dence levelsare also shown (From R eference 21).

shown thatthe contribution ofthe uncertainty ofL1A to the analysisand

interpretation ofthesolarneutrinodatam easured attheSudbury Neutrino

O bservatory issigni�cantly lessthan theuncertainty com ing from thelack

ofhaving a better knowledge of�13,the m ixing angle between �rst and

third generations.

4. Im plications for r-process N ucleosynthesis

There is another puzzling experim entalresult. The Los Alam os Liquid

ScintillatorNeutrino Detection (LSND)experim enthasreported an excess

of��e-induced eventsaboveknown backgroundsin a ��� beam with a statis-

ticalsigni�cance of3 to 4 � 22;23. The m assscale indicated by the LSND

experim entisdrastically di�erentthan them assscalesim plied by thesolar

and atm ospheric neutrino experim ents. Since to getthree di�erentdi�er-

ences one needs four num bers,a con�rm ation ofthe LSND result by the

m ini-BooNE experim ent represents evidence for vacuum neutrino oscilla-

tion at a new �m 2 scale. Discovery ofsuch a m ixing would im ply either

CPT-violation in the neutrino sector,or the existence ofa light singlet

sterile neutrino which m ixes with active species. The latter explanation

m ay signalthe presence ofa large and unexpected net lepton num ber in

the universe.The existence ofa lightsingletcom plicatesthe extraction of

a neutrino m asslim it from Large Scale Structure data. It m ay also have

im plicationsforcore-collapsesupernovae,which isone ofthe leading can-

didatesforthe siteofr-processnucleosynthesis24.A sterileneutrino scale

im plied by the LSND experim entm ay resolve som e outstanding problem s

preventing a successfulnucleosynthesis.Form ation oftoo m any alpha par-
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ticles in the presence ofa strong electron neutrino 
ux com ing from the

cooling ofthe proto-neutron star,known asthe alpha e�ect 25;26,m ay be

prevented by transform ing active electron neutrinos into sterile neutrinos
27;28;29;30.O necan �nd theappropriatem assscaleto achievethisgoal27;30

which seem sto overlap with the LSND m assscale.

R-processnucleosynthesisrequiresa neutron-rich environm ent,i.e.,the

ratio ofelectronsto baryons,Ye,should be lessthan one half. Tim e-scale

argum ents based on m eteoritic data suggests that one possible site for r-

process nucleosynthesisis the neutron-rich m aterialassociated with core-

collapse supernovae 31;32. In one m odelforneutron-rich m aterialejection

following the core-collapse,the m aterialis heated with neutrinos to form

a \neutrino-driven wind" 33;34. In out
ow m odelsfreeze-outfrom nuclear

statisticalequilibrium leadsto ther-processnucleosynthesis.Theoutcom e

ofthefreeze-outprocessin turn isdeterm ined by theneutron-to-seed ratio.

Theneutron to seed ratio iscontrolled by theexpansion rate,theneutron-

to-protonratio,and theentropyperbaryon.O fthesetheneutron-to-proton

ratio is controlled by the 
avor com position ofthe neutrino 
ux com ing

from the cooling ofthe proto-neutron star.Hence understanding neutrino

properties(includingtheim pactofneutrino-neutrinoscatteringin neutrino

propagation 35)could signi�cantly e�ectourunderstandingofther-process

nucleosynthesis.
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