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Abstract

W einvestigate a new hybrid-m odeluniversecontaining two typesofdark

m atter,one \warm " and the other \hot". The hot com ponent is an ordi-

nary light neutrino with m ass � 25h2 eV while the warm com ponent is a

sterile neutrino with m ass � 700h2 eV.The two types ofdark m atter arise

entirely within the neutrino sector and do notrequire separate physicalori-

gins. W e calculate the linear transfer functions for a representative sam ple

ofwarm -plus-hot m odels. The transfer functions,and results from several

observationaltests ofstructure form ation,are com pared with those for the

cold-plus-hotm odelsthathavebeen studied extensively in theliterature.O n
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thebasisofthesetests,weconcludethatwarm -plus-hotdark m atterisessen-

tially indistinguishablefrom cold-plus-hotdarkm atter,and thereforeprovides

a viable scenario for large scale structure. W e dem onstrate that a neutrino

m ass m atrix can be constructed which provides the requisite dark m atter

constituents,whilerem aining consistentwith allcosm ologicalbounds.

PACS num ber(s): 12.60-i,13.15.+ g,14.60.Lm ,.Pq,.St,14.80.M z,98.90.-k,

.Cq,95.35.+ d

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

Growingevidenceagainstboth thecold darkm atter(CDM )and hotdarkm atter(HDM )

cosm ologicalm odelshasprom pted researchersto turn to alternativescenarios.M ixed dark

m atter (M DM ) cosm ologies [1,2],in which the universe contains an adm ixture ofHDM ,

CDM ,and ordinary m atter,have captured m ostofthe attention. By properly tuning the

am ount ofHDM in the m ix (20% � 30% in m ost scenarios) one can �nd m odels with a

balanceofsm all(5h�1 M pc)and large(25� 50h�1 M pc)scalepowerconsistentwith current

observations [2](h isthe Hubble constant today in units of100 km sec�1 M pc�1 ). Recent

reports [3]from the Los Alam os NationalLaboratory suggesting that �e and/or �� have

m assin thefew eV range(justwhattheM DM m odelsdem and)haveheightened interestin

thesem odels.

Theessentialproperty ofHDM isthatrelativisticdark m atterparticlesfree-stream out

ofhigh-density regions,and therefore uctuations are dam ped on scales sm aller than the

horizon size attheepoch when theHDM becom esnon-relativistic.Forordinary neutrinos,

thecanonicalHDM candidate,thesizeofthe�rstobjectstoform is�FS = 13M pc(
�h2)
�1 ,

where
�h
2 = m �=93eV istheenergy density in dark m atterdivided by thecriticaldensity,

and m � isthe neutrino m ass. In M DM m odels,the cold com ponentclum ps on allscales.

By shifting som eofthem assdensity from hotto cold m atter,oneboostssm all-scalepower

relativeto large-scalepower.Thisistheessence oftheM DM m odels.

The greatest weakness ofM DM m odels is that they require two types ofdark m atter

with com parable m ass densities. The hot com ponent is usually taken to be an ordinary

neutrino while the cold com ponentisthoughtto be one ofthe standard CDM candidates

(e.g.,thelightestSUSY particleortheaxion).A singledark m attercandidaterequires\new

physics" beyond theStandard M odelofstrongand electroweak interactions.At�rstglance,

asecond typeofdarkm atterwould requireaddinganothernew sectortotheparticlephysics

theory,with theunexplained coincidencethatthetwo typesofdark m attergivecom parable

contributionsto thetotalm assdensity oftheuniverse.(See,however,ref[1]foran attem pt
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to providea particlephysicsconnection between hotneutrinosand cold axions.)

In thispaper,weexplorethepossibility thatboth thehotand cold dark m attercom po-

nentsofaM DM universeareneutrinos.W eproposethatoneoftheactive(weakinteractions

with m atter)neutrinosisthehotcom ponentofthedark m atterwhileoneofthesterileneu-

trinos(no weak interactions)isa warm com ponent.Forthesterileneutrinosnotto behot,

theirm assto tem perature ratio,m s=Ts,m ustbe greaterthan thatofordinary HDM .W e

thereforerequirethatthesterileneutrinosdecouplefrom therestoftheplasm a priorto the

electroweak (EW )phasetransition.DuringthesubsequentEW and QCD phasetransitions,

thesterileneutrinoscoolrelativeto thecoupled plasm a (including theactiveneutrinos).Ts

islowered and,assum inga�xed energydensity,m s ishigher.m s=Ts willberoughly15tim es

higherthan thatofa standard (� 25h2 eV)HDM neutrino.Thistypeofparticleisusually

referred to aswarm dark m atter (W DM )and was �rst considered in the early 1980’s[4].

Largescalestructurein a pureW DM universe with m =T thislargeism uch likelargescale

structurein a CDM -dom inated universe.Even ifthesterileneutrinosdecouplebetween the

QCD and EW phase transitions(m s=Ts roughly 8 tim esthatofstandard HDM neutrinos)

they stillbehavem uch likecold dark m atter[5].

Ourm ain m otivation isto show thattwo typesofdark m attercan arisesim ultaneously

from theneutrino sectorand providea viablescenario forstructureform ation.W econsider

itapositivefeatureofthescenariothatthetwotypesofdarkm atterhavem asseswhich di�er

by only an orderofm agnitude ortwo.However,readersfam iliarwith the standard loreof

neutrino m assgeneration,willrecognizeourneutrino m assspectrum asunconventional.In

theusualsee-saw m echanism forgenerating sm allm assesforactiveneutrinos,right-handed

�elds are typically very heavy due to the presence oflarge M ajorana m ass term s M R (�

103�19 GeV).TheDiracm assterm s,which coupleleftand right-handed �elds,areassum ed

to be com parable to the m asses ofthe associated charged leptons or up-type quarks,i.e.

m D � M eV-GeV.Assum ing no left-handed M ajorana m assterm s,the physicaleigenstates

correspondingtotheactiveneutrinoshavem asses� (m2D =M R ),provided m D � M R .W hile

the see-saw m echanism m ay bethe m ostattractive scenario forexplaining sm all(butnon-
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zero)m assesforthe active neutrinos,there isno a priorireason forallthree right-handed

�eldsto beso heavy.Them odelsconstructed laterarecounterexam pleswherethephysical

statecorresponding to oneofthesterileneutrino types(i.e.m ostly right-handed �elds)has

m assm s � 700h2eV.

II.LA R G E SC A LE ST R U C T U R E W IT H T W O T Y P ES O F N EU T R IN O

Our m odeluniverse consists offour com ponents: two types ofm assive neutrinos,two

m asslessneutrino speciesthataretreated asa singlecom ponent,and a m ixtureofphotons,

baryons,and electronsthatistreated asa singlecom ponentidealuid.W eassum eprim or-

dialperturbationsthatareadiabatic,Gaussian and scale-freewith aspectrum Pp(k)= B kn,

where k isthe wavenum berofthe perturbationsm easured in unitsofM pc�1 . The COBE

DM R experim ent probes energy density perturbations on very large scales where there is

littlem odi�cation oftheprim ordialspectrum .It�ndsB = 8:2� 105h�4 M pc4 and estim ates

ofn thatareconsistentwith n = 1 [6,7].W eusethisvalueofB wherenorm alization ofthe

powerspectrum isrequired and setn = 1.W ealso seth = 0:5 and ignorebaryons.h = 0:5

isthevalueused in m oststudiesofCDM and M DM [2,8]though itm ay bein conictwith

m easurem entsofthe Hubble constant[9]. W e em phasize thatourm ain purpose here isto

com pare warm -plus-hot m odels with currently popular m odels such as M DM and not to

carry outa detailed com parison with theobservations.

Sincetheperturbationsatearly tim esaresm all,onecan follow theinitialstagesoftheir

evolution using lineartheory. In fact,lineartheory isadequate forstudying structureson

allscales signi�cantly larger than 8h�1 M pc. Quantitative tests on sm aller scales probe

non-linearstructures,and thereforerequireN-body sim ulations.

The active neutrinos decouple from the photon-baryon plasm a when they are stillrel-

ativistic and when the photon tem perature T ’ 1 M eV. Their background distribution

function isthereforef0(p)=
�

ep=T� + 1
�
�1

whereT� = (4=11)1=3T, p= (E 2
� � m2�)

1=2, and

E � is the neutrino energy. W e assum e that the background distribution function for the
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sterileneutrino speciesalso hasa Ferm i-Diracshape;f0(p) = �
�

ep=Ts + 1
�
�1

.Thisdistri-

bution function isappropriatefora neutrino thatdecoupleswhen itisrelativisticprovided

�= 1and Ts = (10:75=g�)
1=3(4=11)1=3T,whereg� isthee�ectivenum berofrelativisticde-

greesoffreedom in theuniverseatthetim eofdecoupling.Them assesforthetwo neutrinos

satisfy therelation

m � + m s

�
Ts

T�

�3

= 93
�h
2 eV : (1)

Foraparticlethatdecouplesbetween theEW and QCD phasetransitions,g� ’ 61,whereas

aparticlethatdecouplespriortotheEW phasetransition hasg� ’ 107.W ereferto m odels

ofthesetypesasW PH1 and W PH2,respectively.

The above discussion assum es that the sterile neutrinos were coupled to the baryon-

photon plasm a atsom e early epoch. One possibility is thatcoupling occurs atvery high

energieswhereunknown physics(e.g.from Grand Uni�ed Theories)operates.Alternatively,

oscillationsbetween active and sterile neutrinosm ay beresponsible forbringing thesterile

neutrinosinto equilibrium [10,11].In addition,Dodelson and W idrow [12]haveshown that

undercertain assum ptions,them om entum space distribution function forsterile neutrinos

produced through oscillationshasa Ferm i-Dirac shape with Ts = (4=11)1=3T,but� < 1.

These m odels lead to exactly the sam e large scale structure phenom enology as the early-

decoupled particlem odels[5]and so ourdiscussion ofstructureform ation appliesto both.

Itisconvenientto de�nethelineartransferfunction T(k)� (��(k)=�)=(��(k ! 1 )=�)

which describestheevolution ofthepowerspectrum through thelinearregim e.Theevolved

linearpowerspectrum isthen P(k)= B knT(k)2.Thelineartransferfunctionsfora variety

ofm odelsare shown in Figure 1. Aswe can see,the W PH2 m odelsare very close to the

M DM m odels;the W PH1 m odelshave a m ore distinctshape,though even in thiscase the

di�erencesarelikelytobeobservationallyindistinguishable.A m orequantitativecom parison

ofthem odelsism adeby calculating variousintegrals(with appropriatewindow functions)

ofthepowerspectrum .In particular,wecalculate�8,EP (theexcesspoweron 25h�1 M pc),
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and �0:5.Here,�L isthem assexcesson Lh�1 M pcde�ned by theintegral

�L =

 Z
k2dk

2�2
P(k)W 2(kL)

! 1=2

(2)

where W (x) = 3(sinx � xcosx)=x3 is the top hat window function. Fluctuations in the

m assdensity arerelated touctuationsin optically-selected galaxiesthrough biasing,where

bo�L givesthe uctuation in these galaxieson the scale L h�1 M pc. bo,the opticalbiasing

param eter,can depend on scale,though in thesim plestm odelsitisassum ed tobeconstant.

Davisand Peebles[13]�nd thatbo�8 ’ 1and therefore1=�8 isam easureoftheopticalbias.

As m entioned above,CDM falls short because it has too little power on large scales

relative to sm allscales. W right et al. [6]introduce the quantity E P � 3:4�25=�8. This

de�nition is such that E P = 1 for standard CDM ,whereas consistency with the APM

angular correlation function requires E P = 1:30� 0:15. Finally,�0:5 gives a rough (and

probably overly pessim istic)approxim ation for1+ zgf,where zgf isthe redshiftforgalaxy

form ation.(Alternative m ethodsforestim ating zgf can be found in ref.[14]and references

therein.)

Theresultsfor�8,EP,and �0:5 fora variety ofm odelsaregiven in Table1.ForM DM ,

CDM ,and HDM ,we use analytic �tting functionsforT(k)taken from Holtzm an [15].W e

see that the W PH1,W PH2,and M DM m odels with a 30% hot com ponent give sim ilar

resultsforEP and �8.Ithasbeen argued [2]thatM DM 30% satis�eslargescalestructure

testson 8� 25h�1 M pc scales,and therefore these conclusions should hold forourm odels

as well. W e do note,however,the results for �0:5 in Table 1,and also discussion in the

literature(e.g.ref[2]),suggestthatany m odelwith a signi�canthotcom ponentm ay have

troubleifobservationspush theredshiftofgalaxy form ation zgf > 5.Thissituation can be

im proved by decreasing the am ountofhotm atterin the m ix,though thisalso leads to a

decreasein poweron large(25h�1 M pc)scales.Sincegalaxyform ation dependson nonlinear

and nongravitationalphysics (e.g.,hydrodynam ics) the above conclusions should be used

with caution.
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M odel m � m s �8 EP �0:5

HDM 23 | 0.87 1.46 1.0

W PH1 20% 4.6 100 1.00 1.18 2.1

W PH1 30% 7.0 90 0.93 1.27 1.6

W PH2 20% 4.6 190 1.02 1.17 2.6

W PH2 30% 7.0 160 0.94 1.26 2.0

M DM 30% 7.0 � 103 0.96 1.30 2.6

CDM | � 103 1.48 0.94 9.6

Table 1 Resultsfor�8,EP,and �0:5 fora variety ofm odels.Theresultsarebased on linear

theory calculations.Percentagesin colum n 1forthehybrid m odelsindicatefraction ofdark

m atterin them ix.

III.N EU T R IN O M A SSES { M O D ELS A N D C O N ST R A IN T S

At tem peratures com parable to TQ CD ,sterile neutrinos interact with ordinary m atter

by m ixing with active neutrinos.From detailed studiesofneutrino oscillationsin theearly

universe [10,11]theconditionsthatthesterileneutrinosareoutofequilibrium below TQ CD

(and thereforedo notspoilthepredictionsofStandard Big Bang Nucleosynthesis[16])is

�m
2
< 3:6� 10�4 (sin22�o)

�2 eV 2 ; for sin�o >� 10�3 ; (3)

where�m 2 = m 2
s� m2a isthem asssquared di�erencebetween thestates,and �o isthevacuum

m ixing anglebetween them .Thisisprovided thatthe energy ofthe statesE �
p
�m 2,so

that they do not decohere. However,for W PH1 it does not m atter ifoscillations bring

thesterileneutrinosinto equilibrium aboveTQ CD .Aslong asthesterileneutrinosdecouple

priortotheQCD phasetransition,entropy transferred from thequark-gluon plasm aintothe

interacting gaswilldilutethesterileneutrino num berdensity relativeto theactiveneutrino

num ber density. Forthis reason there is no constraint forsin�o <� 10�3 (The exact lim it
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dependson theadopted valueforTQ CD ).ForW PH2,thedem and thatthesterileneutrinos

areoutofequilibrium below theEW phasetransitionatTEW � 300GeV,isessentiallythatof

Eq.(3)exceptthattheregion wherenoconstraintappliesbecom essin�o <� 10�8 .(However,

theseboundsarem odeldependent.In thesingletm ajoron m odel[17],forexam ple,they are

greatly weakened dueto thecontribution ofthem ajoron background to theactive-neutrino

self-energy [18].)

A speci�cm assm atrix which isusefulforfurtherdiscussion is

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 0 0 0 m e� m e

0 0 0 0 m �� m �

0 0 0 0 m �� m �

0 0 0 M 0 0 0

m e� m �� m �� 0 M �� M �

m e m � m � 0 M � M 

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (4)

wherewelabelourweak eigenstatesas

�w =
�

�e(L) ��(L) ��(L) ��(R ) ��(R ) �(R )

�

: (5)

There isno reason to identify �,� and ,with e,� and �. M � iskeptnon-zero only to

sim plify latercalculations.In (4)them atrix elem entsm ij and M ij correspond to Diracand

M ajoranam assterm s,respectively.Asin m ostm odels,theupperleft3� 3subm atrix of(4)

istaken to bezero to beconsistentwith m easurem entsofthewidth oftheZ0 (seehowever

[19]).The othervanishing term sof(4)aresetto zero forclarity,and in generalthey need

notbeidentically zero forourscenario to rem ain viable(seelaterdiscussion).

Diagonalization of(4)leadstosix m asseigenstates,which in thelim itm ij � m � Mij �

M havem asseigenvalues

m 1 = 0;m 2;m 3 = O

 
m 2

M

!

;m 4 = M
0;m 5;m 6 ’ M : (6)

Forjudiciouschoicesofthe entriesin (4),the physicalstate corresponding to eitherm 2 or

m 3 willcorrespond to the (active)HDM com ponentand thatcorresponding to m 4 willbe
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the(sterile)W DM com ponent.Thosecorresponding tom 5 and m 6 can bem adesu�ciently

heavy with decay rates(into som ecom bination oflightneutrinosand possibly lightscalars)

shortcom pared to the ageoftheUniverse.The m asseigenstatescorresponding to m 2 and

m 3 willbeam ixtureofthe�e(L),��(L) and ��(L) statesbutwith asm alladm ixtureO (m =M )

ofthesterile��(R ) and �(R ).Ifm =M werelargeenough,weseefrom (4)thattheconstraint

m 2=M < 5� 10�3 eV would beim posed.Sincem 2=M isthem assofourlightactivestate,

this would im ply that our HDM candidate could not possess a cosm ologically interesting

m ass. However,ifwe take M � 1 TeV,then E <

q

(�m 2). As such,no oscillations will

occurand wearerelieved ofthism asslim it.Them ixing anglewith thelightersterilestate

�4 iszero so there isno oscillations into thisstate. From this we see thata m ass m atrix

with m � 3 M eV,M 0 � 200eV and M � 1 TeV,would satisfy the oscillation constraints

and yield thedesired neutrino m assspectrum .

The m assm atrix (4)hasbeen chosen to elucidate ourdiscussion. The �rstkey feature

ofourscenario isthe introduction ofa new m assscale M 0 � M . M m ay be the vacuum

expectation value ofone Higgs�eld and M 0 thatofanother. Alternatively,there m ay be

only one new Higgs with di�erent Yukawa couplings to the right-handed neutrino states.

Thesm allnessofM 0=M isthem ain \unnatural" aspectofourscenario.However,to putit

into perspective,the above-quoted value forM 0=M ’ 10�9 isnotenorm ously sm allerthan

som eofYukawa couplingsin theStandard M odel,such asgY (e)= m e=M w eak ’ 10�6 ,and is

m uch largerthan theratio ofHiggsvacuum expectation valuespostulated in Grand Uni�ed

Theories,M W =M G U T ’ 10�14 .

A second feature ofourscenario isthenon-participation (oratleastreduced participa-

tion)ofthe light sterile state in the usualm ixings ofthe leftand right-handed neutrinos

and in the consequentsee-saw m echanism . In (4)thisisaccom plished by the introduction

ofm atrix term sidentically equalto zero. These zerosm ay be enforced by the im position

ofglobalU(1)sym m etries. Forexam ple,in the singletm ajoron m odel[17]theDiracm ass

term sarisefrom thecoupling oftheneutrinosto thetheusualStandard M odelHiggsdou-

blet,H .In addition,oneintroducesacom plex scalar(Higgs)�eld �which isasingletunder
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SU(2)xU(1)gaugetransform ations,butcarriesnon-zero Lepton-num ber. � getsa vacuum

expectation value generally taken to beh�i� GeV � 10TeV.The right-handed M ajorana

m assescom efrom theircouplingtoh�i.Ifoneextendsthism odelbyaddingtwonew scalars

�1 and �2 (orby adding anothersterile neutrino),onecan easily enforce theexplicitzeros

of(4)withoutgenerating any others{ forexam pleusing theLepton num berassignm ent:

�e(L) ��(L) ��(L) ��(R ) ��(R ) �(R ) �1 �2 H

L 1 1 1 2 1 1 � 2 � 4 0

In generalthezerosof(4)need notbeidentically zero.Thatthey besm allrelativetothe

otherscalesin them atrix would,in m ostcases,su�ce.(Theexactvaluerequired depends

on the detailsofthe m odel.) Ifindeed they are non-zero,then neutrino oscillationscould

be the m echanism thatbringsthe sterile neutrinosinto equilibrium atearly tim es. There

are two constraints we m ust im pose on the non-zero m ass term s. First,the adm ixture of

active states in the heavier sterile m ass eigenstate m ust be sm allenough thatoscillations

willnot keep the sterile state in equilibrium below either TEW (for W PH2) or TQ CD (for

W PH1).(An explicitcalculation in thecontextofthesingletm ajoron m odelshowsthat�4

isdecoupled priorto TEW .) Second,experim entallim itson neutrino-less��-decay require

that[20]

hm �ei = j�iU
2
eim �ij

2
< 1:1 eV;

whereUij istheunitary m atrix diagonalizing (4).Thisim poseslim itson thevaluesofm ij.

The discussion above provides an existence proofofour scenario. The m ass m atrix

introduced and the constraints im posed on it are independent ofthe underlying particle

physicsm odel.However,thereareotherconditionswem ustsatisfy,and toinvestigatethem

in any m eaningfulway requiresthespeci�cation ofa particularparticlephysicsm odel.The

m odel-dependentconstraintsare:

(i)Thedecay ofthelightsterilestate�s m ustbeinhibited.Them ostgeneralneutrinodecay

schem e can be written �s ! �a + X where �a issom e lighterneutrino (in ourscenario one

oftheactivestates),and X issom esetofbosonsand/orpairsoflighterferm ions.

(ii)Any new lightdegreesoffreedom (e.g.,them ajoron)m ustbedecoupled priorto TQ CD ,
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so asnotto contribute signi�cantly to the energy density ofthe universe atthe epoch of

nucleosynthesis. To ensure this,we assum e that our new particle does not couple in any

signi�cantway with theactiveneutrinostatesorwith ordinarym atter.Ifitcouplesstrongly

only with the sterile neutrinos,then itto willbe diluted away by entropy transferatthe

electroweak and QCD phasetransitions.Again,in thecontextofthesingletm ajoron m odel,

thisprovesto bethecaseforthevaluesofm ,M 0and M quoted.

(iii) The heavy degrees offreedom (here �5;6) m ust annihilate or decay away before they

can dom inate theenergy density ofthe universe.Again,in the singletm ajoron m odel,the

heavy statesdecay away on a su�ciently shorttim escale.

(iv) new ��-decay m odes m ust be adequately suppressed. In the singlet m ajoron m odel,

geeJ thee�ectivecoupling oftheM ajoron to �e m ustbe� 7� 10�5 [21].Thisissatis�ed by

them odelpresented here.

Theaboveconstraintsareclearly m odeldependentin thatthey rely on thedetailsofthe

theory which ascribesm asstotheneutrino sector.Any detailed investigation ofthevalidity

ofour scenario therefore requires knowledge ofthe underlying particle physics. W e have

som etim eshighlighted thepossibilitiesforourscenario in thecontextofthesingletm ajoron

m odel. M any other m odels possessing sterile neutrino �elds,including m ore com plicated

m ajoron m odels,can also beconstructed.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N

W ehave investigated thepossibility thattheuniverse possessesa m ixture ofwarm and

hotdark m atter.Thehotcom ponentisidenti�ed with a known lightneutrino with m ass�

25h2 eV;and thewarm com ponentwith asterileneutrinowith m ass� 700h2 eV.Thesem ass

rangessatisfy thenorm alcosm ologicalm asslim itsforstableneutrinos,provided thesterile

neutrinosdecouple atan early epoch.From calculationsofthelineartransferfunctionsfor

such ahybrid m odel,weshow thatm ixed warm -plus-hotdarkm atterisaviablecosm ological

scenario,and in m ost respects provides a better �t to observationaldata than either the
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standard HDM or CDM m odels. It is also interesting to note that the 700h2 eV sterile

neutrino can evadetheusualphasespaceconstraints[22].

Theintroduction ofourwarm dark m atterparticlehascom eata price,nam ely,thene-

glectoftheoreticalprejudicethatallright-handedneutrino�eldsbeverym assive(m >GeV).

W eem phasize,however,thata priorithem assterm sofm atrix (4)areunknown,and there

isnofundam entalreason thatsterileneutrinoscannotpossessm assesin the700h2 eV range.

In addition,we have discussed how such particlessatisfy allstandard cosm ologicalbounds

given certain restrictionson theiroscillation properties. Iftheoreticalprejudice isrelaxed

justa little,weseethata solution to theproblem softheform ation oflargescalestructure

could residepurely in theneutrino sector.

W e�nd itsuggestivethatonecan accom m odatea hybrid dark m atteruniverse entirely

within one sector avoiding the need forseparate physicalorigins ofthe dark m atter con-

stituents.Given these argum ents,and given therecenttentative experim entalevidence for

a hotneutrino com ponent,webelieve thism odeldeservesfurtherconsideration.
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