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C an a \natural" three-generation neutrino m ixing schem e satisfy everything?

Christian Y.Cardalland G eorgeM .Fuller
Departm entofPhysics,University ofCalifornia,San Diego,La Jolla,California 92093-0319

(April14,2024)

W eexam inethepotentialfora \natural" three-neutrino m ixing schem eto satisfy availabledata and

astrophysicalargum ents.By \natural" wem ean no sterileneutrinos,and a neutrino m asshierarchy

sim ilarto thatofthecharged leptons.W eseek to satisfy (orsolve):1.Acceleratorand reactorneu-

trino oscillation constraints,including LSND ;2.Theatm osphericm uon neutrino de�citproblem ;3.

The solar neutrino problem ;4. Supernova r-process nucleosynthesis in neutrino-heated supernova

ejecta;5. Cold+ hot dark m atter m odels. W e argue that putative supernova r-process nucleosyn-

thesisboundson two-neutrino avorm ixing can beapplied directly to three-neutrino m ixing in the

case where one vacuum neutrino m asseigenvalue di�erence dom inatestheothers.W e show thatin

this\one m assscale dom inance" lim it,a naturalthree-neutrino oscillation solution m eeting allthe

aboveconstraintsexistsonly iftheatm osphericneutrino data and theLSND data can beexplained

with one neutrino m ass di�erence. In this m odel,an explanation for the solar neutrino data can

be e�ected by em ploying the other independent neutrino m ass di�erence. Such a solution is only

m arginally allowed by thecurrentdata,and proposed long-baselineneutrino oscillation experim ents

can de�nitively rule itout. Ifitwere ruled out,the sim ultaneoussolution ofthe above constraints

by neutrino oscillations would then require sterile neutrinosand/ora neutrino m asshierarchy ofa

di�erentnature than thatofthe charged leptons.

PACS num ber(s):14.60.Pq,96.40.Tv,97.60.Bw

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

Neutrinoswith m assesand m ixingsareoneofthesim -
plestextensionsofthestandard m odelofelem entarypar-
ticles. Alldirect searches for neutrino oscillations us-
ing neutrino beam sfrom acceleratorsand reactorshave
produced only upperlim its,with the possible exception
ofthe Liquid ScintillatorNeutrino Detector experim ent
(LSND)atLosAlam os[1].The claim ed LSND signalis
stillsom ewhatcontroversial;in Ref.[2]the LSND data
areinterpreted asyielding only an upperlim it.However,
forthepurposesofthispaperwewillaccepttheinterpre-
tation ofthe LSND data asa neutrino oscillation signal,
exceptwhereexplicitly stated otherwise.
In spite ofa dearth ofdirect evidence,neutrino m ix-

ing is a popular explanation for a num ber ofm easured
neutrino phenom ena thatappearto be atvariance with
predictions based on m assless, non-m ixing neutrinos.
These phenom ena include the so-called solarand atm o-
spheric neutrino \de� cits" ( [3] and [4], respectively).
M assive neutrinos can a� ect cosm ologicalevolution [5]
and large-scale structure form ation [6,7]. Neutrino  a-
vor m ixing could a� ect supernova dynam ics [8,9] and
nucleosynthesis [10{12], and big bang nucleosynthesis
[13,14].These cosm ological/astrophysicalsettingssom e-
tim essuggeststricterlim itson neutrinom assesand m ix-
ingsthan thoseobtainablewith earth-based experim ents.
Forsim plicity,neutrino oscillationsareoften analyzed

in a two- avorfram ework,with oneneutrino m asseigen-
valuedi� erenceand onem ixing angle.In thewakeofthe
LSND result,interesthasgrown in constructing m odels
ofneutrino m ixing that accom m odate \everything." In

severalofthese m odels,resultsfrom two- avorinterpre-
tationsofvariousphysicale� ectsare com bined to m ake
a consistentcom posite m odel[15{17].In addition,som e
ofthese m odels use three independentm assdi� erences:
oneeach forsolarneutrinos,atm osphericneutrinos,and
LSND.
Two aspectsofthesem odelsm ightbeconsidered \un-

natural." First,the use ofthree independent neutrino
m asseigenvaluedi� erencesrequirestheintroduction ofa
fourth neutrino.In lightofm easurem entsofthewidth of
the Z0 atLEP [18],this fourth neutrino m ustbe taken
to be \sterile" (an SU (2)singlet).Second,thesem odels
som etim esem ployan\inverted"neutrinom asshierarchy.
In these inverted schem es,the neutrino m asseigenvalue
m ostcloselyassociatedwith �e isheavierthan thoseasso-
ciated with �� or��,orthem asseigenvaluem ostclosely
associated with �� is heavier than that associated with
��.
O nem ighthopethattheseunnaturalfeaturescould be

rem oved by em ploying a genuine three-neutrino m ixing
schem e. It is apparent that non-trivialm ixing am ong
three or m ore generations of neutrinos has the possi-
bility ofa richer phenom enology than m odels in which
two-generation m ixingsare \stitched together." In par-
ticular,theexcessofelectron-overm uon-induced events
observed in atm osphericneutrinoscould beduetothe��
oscillating into both �e and ��,notjustoneortheother.
As noted earlier, severalprevious m odels have used

three independent neutrino m ass eigenvalue di� erences.
However,a three generation schem e has only two inde-
pendentm assdi� erences,which we label�m2

1
and �m 2

2
.

W ede� ne�m2 to bedi� erenceofthesquaresoftwo vac-
uum neutrino m ass eigenvalues,and take �m 2 > 0. In
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the M ikheyev-Sm irnov-W olfenstein (M SW ) m echanism
[19,20],m attere� ectscan enhance orsuppressneutrino
m ixing and m ay lead to  avorconversion. Thism echa-
nism isa popularexplanation ofthesolarneutrino prob-
lem .Sincea m ass-levelcrossing isthebasisoftheM SW
e� ect,weareforced to takeoneofthe independentneu-
trino m ass di� erences from a relatively narrow range
determ ined by solar param eters. An M SW solution to
thesolarneutrino problem thusdeterm ines,forexam ple,
�m 2

1
.

Note,however,thata fairrangeofneutrino m assdif-
ferencescan beem ployed in vacuum oscillation explana-
tions ofthe LSND and atm ospheric neutrino data. In
a \last resort" e� ort to � nd a natural three-neutrino
m ixing schem e,we here consider the possibility ofex-
plaining both the atm ospheric neutrino data and the
LSND data with the other independent neutrino m ass
di� erence, �m2

2
. Unfortunately, this com m on neutrino

m asseigenvaluedi� erencewould haveto liein therange
�m 2

2
� 0:2 � 0:4 eV2. This particular range ofvalues

for�m 2

2
would be an orderofm agnitude lower than the

neutrino m assdi� erencem ostcom m only associated with
LSND,while it would be an order ofm agnitude larger
than them ostpopularvalueassociated with atm ospheric
neutrinos. Further,this single com m on neutrino m ass
eigenvalue di� erence turnsoutto be narrowly speci� ed:
as we shallsee,it is bounded from above by supernova
r-processconsiderations(fornon-inverted neutrino m ass
hierarchies),and m ore strictly by the com patibility of
atm ospheric neutrinos with laboratory lim its;and from
below by the com patibility ofLSND with otherlabora-
tory lim its.
Isthe use ofthe sam e neutrino m assdi� erence (�m2

2
)

to give a vacuum neutrino oscillation solution to both

the LSND data and the published atm ospheric neutrino
results warranted? A wide range ofneutrino m ass dif-
ferences appears to be capable ofproviding a neutrino
oscillation explanation of the LSND data (see Fig. 3
of Ref.[1]). W ith one of the neutrino m ass eigenval-
ues set to zero,the \favored" LSND value of�m 2 � 6
eV 2 [7]yieldsneutrino m assesthatare convenientfrom
the perspective ofcold+ hotdark m atter m odels. Note,
however,thatneutrino oscillation interpretationsofthe
LSND data only probe m ass di�erences. W e can com -
pensate for a sm aller m ass di� erence,�m2

2
� 0:2 � 0:4

eV 2,by o� setting allofthe neutrino m ass eigenvalues
from zero [15,16]. Such an o� set would allow the sum
oftheneutrino m asseigenvaluesto providetherequisite
contribution ofhotdark m atterin them odelsofRef.[7].
Furtherm ore,the(sin2 2�,�m 2)plotoftheallowedLSND
oscillation param eters[1]showsthatcom patibility with
K ARM EN [21],BNL E776[22],and CCFR [23]isreadily
achieved for�m 2

2
� 0:2� 0:4 eV2 [1].

Therangeof�m 2

2
allowed by a neutrino oscillation so-

lution to the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly is a m ore
subtle issue. The isotropy ofthe sub-G eV data m akes
them am enable to an oscillation solution forany �m 2

2
>
�

10� 3 eV 2 (see e.g.[24]and references therein). At one

pointitwasargued thatdata from upward-going m uons
restricted �m 2

2
to valuesaround 10� 2 eV 2 [25].However,

thisconclusion relied on calculationsofabsoluteneutrino
 uxesand cross-sections| notjustratiosofthesequanti-
ties,ascan beused in analyzing contained events.Ithas
now been pointed outthatcalculationsofabsolute neu-
trino  uxesand cross-sectionsdi� erentfrom those used
in Ref.[25]perm it allof the param eter space allowed
by the sub-G eV contained events,in particular \high"
(� 10� 1eV 2)valuesof�m 2

2
[26,4].

Potentially m ore dam aging to \high" �m 2

2
values in

thiscontextare the K am iokande m ulti-G eV data,espe-
cially the claim thatthe data show zenith angle depen-
dance[27].TheK am iokandegroup’sbest� tto thisdata
would im ply �m 2

2
� 10� 2 eV 2,with 90% C.L.upperlim -

itsat�m 2

2
� 0:1 eV2. W e note that95% C.L.contours

could extend the allowed range of m ass di� erences to
�m 2

2
� 0:3 eV2. In addition,the statisticalsigni� cance

ofthe K am iokande group’sbest� thasbeen questioned
[28,29].
W e willnow explore what would be possible if new

analysesoftheatm osphericneutrinodata,orfuturedata
with better statistics, were to allow �m 2

2
� 0:3 eV2.

By assigning the other independent m ass di� erence to
be �m 2

1
� 10� 5 eV 2 to use for solar neutrinos, our

schem e falls into the category that the authors ofRef.
[30]call\one m assscale dom inance" (O M SD),in which
� 32;� 31 � � 21 (where � ij � jm2i � m2jj,and m i and
m j are neutrino m asseigenvalues). G reatsim pli� cation
occursin thislim it[31].Here we take the vacuum m ass
eigenstates 1,2,and 3 to be those m ost closely corre-
sponding to the electron,m uon,and tau neutrino  avor
eigenstates,respectively.
In Ref. [30] the O M SD lim it is used for neutrinos

propagating in vacuum ,and it is shown that interpre-
tations ofexperim ents based on this schem e can easily
be related to two- avor interpretations. Additionally,
Ref.[30]o� ers new interpretations ofthe available ac-
celeratorand reactordata in term softhissim ple three-
generation fram ework. In this O M SD schem e,the CP-
violating phase, which is inherent in a three-neutrino
m ixing fram ework,and the m ixing angle �12 drop out
ofthe problem . W ith thissim pli� cation,neutrino oscil-
lation e� ectsin vacuum can bedescribed in term softhe
two m ixing angles�13;�23 and one m ass-squared di� er-
ence,� � �32 � �31.
Previous authors have studied the three- avor M SW

e� ectin the lim itofwell-separated m assscales[32].For
the m atter density scales relevantto the solarneutrino
problem ,a decoupling to an e� ective two- avorm ixing
problem occurs, allowing an M SW solution em ploying
only �12 and � 12. For density scalesrelevantto super-
novae,a sim ilar decoupling occurs,leading to an e� ec-
tive two- avorm ixing described in term sof�13 and � .
In both ofthese cases,the CP-violating phase doesnot
appearin the � nalresults.
In Sec. II we argue that, for the supernova hot-

bubble/r-process environm ent,the survivalprobability
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P (�e ! �e) is roughly the sam e in the O M SD three-
neutrino m ixing caseasin thetwo-neutrino m ixing case.
This allowsthe generalresultsofcalculationsofthe ef-
fectsoftwo-neutrino m ixing on the supernova r-process
to be directly applied to O M SD three-neutrino m ixing.
In Sec.IIIwe discussthe chancesforobtaining a natu-
ralsolution to \everything." Concluding rem arks,along
with a discussion ofthe prospectsoffuture experim ents
toclarify theissuesdiscussed in thispaper,arecontained
in Sec.IV.

II.M A T T ER -EN H A N C ED T H R EE-N EU T R IN O

M IX IN G IN T H E O M SD LIM IT IN

SU P ER N O VA E

W e now exam ine m attere� ectson the propagation of
neutrinosin theO M SD three-neutrinom ixingcasein the
postcore-bounce supernova environm ent. First,we will
consideronly adiabaticresonantconversion.In thisanal-
ysis,we willignoreneutrino-neutrino forward scattering
e� ects as well. W e willcom m ent on nonadiabatic neu-
trino stateevolution and thee� ectsofneutrino-neutrino
forward scattering atthe end ofthissection.
An im portant quantity for the r-process in neutrino-

heated supernova ejecta is P (�e ! �e),the probability
thata�e em itted from theneutrinospherewillstillbea�e
atthe\weak freeze-outradius." Theweak freeze-outra-
diusisthedistancefrom thecenterofthenascentneutron
staratwhich theweakreactionsfreezeoutofequilibrium .
Above the weak freeze-outradiusthe neutron-to-proton
ratio,n=p,can be taken asessentially � xed.
The�e survivalprobability iscrucial,sincetheaverage

energy ofthe�e population can bealtered by a resonant
 avor conversion involving either the �� or �� popula-
tions. This follows on noting that the average energies
ofthe �� and ��,hE �� ;�� i,are always larger than the
averageenergy ofthe �e,hE �ei,in the absence of avor
conversion.Following Refs.[10]and [33],wecan approx-
im ate the e� ects ofneutrino  avor conversion on hE�ei

as,

hE �eiW FO
= P (�e ! �e)hE �eiN S

+ [1� P (�e ! �e)]hE �� ;�� iN S: (1)

Here \W FO " standsforthe weak freeze-outradius,and
\NS" stands for the radius ofthe \neutrinosphere." A
m orecom pletediscussion oftheseissuescan befound in
Refs.[10]and [33].
As long as P (�e ! �e)is the sam e for both the two-

and three-neutrino m ixing cases,the im pact ofsigni� -
cantresonant avorconversion on the averageenergy of
the electron neutrino population (and hence the n=p ra-
tio) willbe the sam e,since the � and � neutrinos have
a com m on energy. To be able to apply the results of
calculationsofthe e� ectsoftwo-neutrino m ixing to the
O M SD three-neutrino case,we need to show that,

P (�e ! �e)3� avor;O M SD � P (�e ! �e)2� avor: (2)

The neutrino am plitude propagation equation in the
m assbasisis,

i
d

dx

 
�1
�2

�3

!

=
1

2E
M̂

2

 
�1
�2

�3

!

; (3)

where E is the energy ofthe neutrino,and x is a tim e
developm entparam eter(e.g.,radius).Theevolution m a-
trix is M̂ 2=2E ,wherewe take,

M̂
2 =

 
m 2

1
0 0

0 m 2

2
0

0 0 m 2

3

!

; (4)

with m 1,m 2,and m 3 the neutrino m asseigenvalues.In
Eq.(3),�i istheam plitudefortheneutrino to befound
in m asseigenstatei,with i= 1,2,or3.Sincethepartof
M̂ 2 proportionalto the identity m atrix contributesonly
a universalphase,wem ay rem oveitand rewriteEq.(3)
as,

i
d

dx

 
�1
�2

�3

!

=
1

6E

 
� �21� �31 0 0

0 � 21� �32 0
0 0 � 32+� 31

!  
�1
�2

�3

!

:

(5)

W enow takethe onem assscaledom inancelim it,and
for convenience add the term � =6E � (identitym atrix)
to the evolution m atrix.ThiswillconvertEq.(5)to,

i
d

dx

 
�1
�2

�3

!

=
1

2E

 
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 �

!  
�1
�2

�3

!

: (6)

Next,weswitch tothe avorbasisand add thee� ective
m assterm from e� �e forward exchangescattering.The
propagation equation now becom es,

i
d

dx

 
�e

��
��

!

=
1

2E
M̂

2

 
�e

��
��

!

: (7)

Here M̂ 2 isthe avor-basise� ectivem assm atrix in m at-
ter,in which the extra contribution to the electron neu-
trino m assdueto interactionswith thebackground m at-
terisdenoted by A:

M̂
2 = U

 
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 �

!

U
y+

 
A 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

!

: (8)

HerewetakeA = 2
p
2G F N eE ,whereN e isthenetnum -

ber density ofelectrons. Note that in M̂ 2 we have not
included either the diagonal(in the  avorbasis)or o� -
diagonalcontributionstotheneutrinoe� ectivem assm a-
trix from neutrino-neutrino neutralcurrentforward ex-
changescattering (cf.[8]and [11]).W ewillreturn to the
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possiblee� ectsoftheseneglected term sattheend ofthis
section.
In Eq. (8),we take U to be the Cabbibo-K obayashi-

M askawa (CK M )m atrix in theReview ofParticleProp-
erties[34]:

U=

 
c12c13 s12c13 s13e

� i�13

�s12c23� c12s23s13e
i�13 c12c23� s12s23s13e

i�13 s23c13
s12s23� c12c23s13e

i�13 �c12s23� s12c23s13e
i�13 c23c13

!

;

(9)

where c12 � cos�12,s12 � sin�12,and so on;and �13 is
theCP-violatingphase.W eindicatetheelem entsofU by
U�i,where�isa  avorindex and iisa m asseigenvalue
index. In this notation, the am plitude for a neutrino
to be found in  avor eigenstate � is, in term s of the
am plitudesfortheneutrino to bein them asseigenstates
i,

�� =
X

i

U�i�i: (10)

The m atrix U isa productofthreeunitary m atrices,

U = U�23 U�13 U�12; (11a)

U�23 =

 
1 0 0
0 c23 s23

0 � s23 c23

!

; (11b)

U�13 =

 
c13 0 s13e

� i�13

0 1 0
� s13e

i�13 0 c13

!

; (11c)

U�12 =

 
c12 s12 0
� s12 c12 0
0 0 1

!

: (11d)

W e now proceed to sim plify M̂ 2. First,note that�12
dropsout:

U�12

 
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 �

!

U
y

�12
=

 
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 �

!

: (12)

Further,wecan rotateaway theangle�23 by m eansofa
unitary transform ation:

M̂
2

rot
= U

y

�23
M̂

2
U�23: (13)

Thisrotatesthe avorbasis,butonly the�� and �� am -
plitudesarem ixed.The�e am plitude,which wearem ost
interested in,rem ainsunchanged.The background m at-
tercontribution to thee� ectivem assm atrix (them atrix
containing A) is seen from Eq. (8) to be unchanged as
well.
After subtracting � =2� (identity m atrix) from M̂ 2

rot
,

weareleftwith our� nalm assm atrix in m atter,M̂ 2

�n
:

M̂
2

�n
=
1

2

 
2A � � cos2�13 0 � sin2�13 e� i�13

0 � � 0
� sin2�13 ei�13 0 � cos2�13

!

:

(14)

Note that the � rst and third rows ofthis m atrix e� ec-
tively are decoupled into a 2� 2 m atrix,which can be
recognized asthatwhich arisesin the two-neutrino m ix-
ingcase(apartfrom thephasefactorse� i�13).Theeigen-
valuesofthisdecoupled partofM̂ 2

�n
areidenticalto the

eigenvaluesin the two-neutrino m ixing case.
At the neutrinosphere, the j�ei eigenstate coincides

with the heaviest m ass eigenstate in m atter,j�m
3
i,due

to the high m atter density. The �e survivalprobability
isthusgiven in the adiabaticlim itby,

P (�e ! �e)= jh�ej�
m
3
iW FO j

2
: (15)

A sim ilarexpression obtainsin thetwo-m ixingcase,with
j�m
2
ibeing theheavierm asseigenstatein m atter.Direct

com parison oftheeigenvectorsobtained from thedecou-
pled 2� 2 partofM̂ 2

�n
with theeigenvectorsobtained in

the two-neutrino m ixing caserevealsthat,

h�ej�
m
3
i3� avor;O M SD = e

� i�13h�ej�
m
2
i2� avor: (16)

O fcourse,thefactore� i�13 willdisappearin thesurvival
probability.Thus,with ourassum ptionsand approxim a-
tionswehave,

P (�e ! �e)3� avor;O M SD = P (�e ! �e)2� avor: (17)

W e now com m ent on nonadiabaticity. The assum p-
tion of an \adiabatic" resonant transform ation m eans
that a neutrino in a given m ass eigenstate rem ains in
that m ass eigenstate throughout its propagation. Near
a resonance,though,thereisa probability thattheneu-
trino willcrossonto another m ass eigenstate track (see
Fig.1ofRef.[20]).Sincein theO M SD lim itofthethree-
neutrinom ixingcasethereisonly oneresonancebetween
two m asseigenstates,the e� ects ofnonadiabaticity will
be the sam easin the two-neutrino m ixing case.
Next we consider the e� ects of term s in the neu-

trino propagation m atrix due to neutrino-neutrino for-
ward scattering.Theexplicitcalculationsin Refs.[11,12]
ofthe two-neutrino m ixing case showed thatone ofthe
e� ects ofthese term s is to slightly extend the excluded
region from �m 2 � 4 eV2 down to �m 2 � 1:5 eV2 (see
Fig. 9 ofRef.[11]). This is due to the nonlinear na-
tureoftheproblem :as avorconversion takesplace,the
neutrino background is altered. Speci� cally, for sm all
�m 2,the neutrino background evolvesin such a way as
to pullthe resonancepositionsofneutrinoscloserto the
neutrinosphere. This behavior can bring the resonance
positions associated with sm aller �m 2 inside the weak
freeze-out radius. In turn,resonances inside the weak
freeze-outradiuscan lead to a decreasein then=p ratio.
The netresultin Refs.[11,12]isthatthe lowerlim iton
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�m 2 in theparam eterspaceregion excluded by r-process
considerationsisdecreased.
W hilewehavenotdoneexplicitcalculations,weargue

thatthee� ectoftheneutrino background willbesim ilar
in thepresentcase.In theO M SD lim itweconsiderhere,
the �e can m ix with two other  avorsofneutrinos,but
only one ofthem assdi� erencesislargeenough to cause
resonant avorconversion inside the weak freeze-outra-
diusofthesupernova.Therefore,in thenaturalneutrino
m asshierarchy considered here,we expectthatallowing
a third neutrino willnotcause signi� cantfurtherevolu-
tion ofthe background. This is because the additional
neutrino m asseigenvaluedi� erence istoo sm allto bring
aboutextra  avorconversion ofthe �e [35].
In the naturalschem e considered here,we can apply

lim itsobtained in thetwo-neutrinom ixingcase,and con-
cludethatthenecessity ofa neutron-rich hotbubbleen-
vironm entforr-processnucleosynthesisplaceslim itson
sin2 2�13 for � >

� 1:5eV 2. O fcourse,this conclusion is
valid only ifthepostcore-bouncesupernovaenvironm ent
isin factthe site oforigin ofthe r-processelem ents.

III.A N A T T EM P T A T A T H R EE-N EU T R IN O

M IX IN G SO LU T IO N

W e seek a set ofneutrino m asses and m ixing angles
consistent with the following: 1. Accelerator and reac-
tor data, including LSND; 2. Atm ospheric neutrinos;
3. Solar neutrinos;4. Supernova r-process nucleosyn-
thesis;5. Cold+ hot dark m atter m odels. W e attem pt
to do thisby invoking a vacuum neutrino oscillation in-
terpretation for both LSND and atm ospheric neutrinos
with � � �13 � �23 � 0:3 eV2,while we solve the so-
larneutrino problem by em ploying theM SW e� ectwith
� 12 � 10� 5 eV 2.
Firstweconsidertheacceleratorand reactordata.The

authorsofRef.[30]have m ade a thorough reanalysisof
the exisiting acceleratorand reactordata,the resultsof
which we em ploy here. Fortwo- avorvacuum neutrino
oscillations,the survivalprobability P isgiven by,

P = 1� sin2 2� sin2
�

1:27
L�

E

�

; (18)

where L (in km ) is the path length for a neutrino ini-
tially in a  avor eigenstate at L = 0,E the neutrino
energy in M eV,and � is in eV 2. The two- avor m ix-
ing angle is�. In the O M SD lim it,a reinterpretation of
vacuum neutrino oscillations in term s ofthree-neutrino
m ixing ispossible.In thislim it,wecan m akethefollow-
ing correspondence between the two- avorm ixing angle
and the three-neutrino m ixing CK M m atrix elem ents:

sin2 2�, 4jU 2

�3jjU
2

�3
j (appearance); (19a)

sin2 2�, 4jU 2

�3j(1� jU2�3j) (disappearance); (19b)

for appearance and disappearance experim ents,respec-
tively.

Eq. (19a)showshow the solarneutrino problem and
the LSND experim entcan be sim ultaneously explained.
To solve the solarneutrino de� cit,our neutrino m ixing
schem e requiresan M SW resonant avorconversion.In
thisconversion,the m asseigenstate corresponding m ost
closely to �e deep in the interiorofthe sun corresponds
m oreclosely to�� upon leavingthesun.However,atwo-
 avorneutrinooscillation interpretation oftheLSND sig-
nalwould require �e-�� oscillation param etersinconsis-
tent with those required for this M SW solution to the
solar neutrino problem . A three-neutrino m ixing inter-
pretation providesthe resolution: Eq. (19a)showsthat
the appearance of�e in a �� beam ,asin the LSND ex-
perim ent,ism ediated by transitionsinvolving the third
m ass eigenstate,which m ost closely corresponds to the
��.Theutility oftheseso-called \indirectneutrino oscil-
lations" forsim ultaneously explaining thesolarneutrino
problem and certain acceleratorexperim entswasrecently
noted in Ref.[36].
From Eq.(9)wehave

jU
2

e3j= sin2 �13; (20a)

jU
2

�3j= cos2 �13 sin
2
�23; (20b)

jU
2

�3j= cos2 �13 cos
2
�23: (20c)

In Ref. [30] the param eter space is displayed in a
(log tan2 �23, log tan2 �13) plane, with a di� erent plot
necessary for each value of � . W e shall em ploy this
m ethod ofdisplaying neutrino m ixing param eter space
aswell.
Foratm ospheric neutrinos,we here use only sub-G ev

data (c.f. ourcom m ents on m ulti-G eV data in Sec. I).
Results of atm ospheric neutrino experim ents are often
reported asthe \ratio ofratios" R ,

R =
(��=�e)data

(��=�e)M onte C arlo

: (21)

In the sub-G eV range, for three-neutrino m ixing R is
given by ([24]and referencestherein),

R =
P�� + rP�e

Pee + r� 1P�e
: (22)

Hererisaparticularratioofelectron-tom uon-typeneu-
trinos,which we taketo be r= 0:49 [4].The m assscale
weareinterested in im pliesan averagingoftheoscillation
factors:

sin2
�

1:27
L�

E

�

�
1

2
; (23)

so thatR becom esindependentof� forlargeenough � .
Partofourputative \solution to everything" appears

in Fig. 1. In this � gure we show constraints on four
(log tan2 �23, log tan2 �13) panels. Each panel corre-
spondsto a di� erentvalue of� (� = 0:2 eV2,0.3 eV 2,
0.4 eV 2,0.5 eV 2). The acceleratorand reactor data in
Fig.1 aregiven at95% C.L.ExceptforLSND,thedata
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FIG .1. Allowed regionsofthem ixing angles�13 and �23,forfourvaluesofthedom inantm assdi�erence.Theregion between

the solid lines isthe 95% C.L.detection ofLSND .The region inside the long dashed linesis excluded by accelerator/reactor

95% C.L.lim its. The region enclosed by the short dashed lines represents a solution to the sub-G eV atm ospheric neutrino

data,with R = 0:7.See textfordiscussion.

are taken from the reanalysisofacceleratorand reactor
experim entsin Ref.[30]. The LSND 95% C.L.data are
taken from an early preprint ofthe Ref.[1]group. To
delineate the band allowed by atm ospheric neutrinosin
Fig.1wehavetaken R = 0:7;theband shrinksifsm aller
values of R are em ployed. Note that R = 0:7 is not
the centralreported value. However,we have em ployed
thishigh R value in the interestofdiscovering whatthe
data m ight accom m odate . This value of R is in the
vicinity ofthe upper lim its on this quantity allowed by
the K am iokande[37]and IM B [38]sub-G eV data.
The� = 0:2eV 2 panelofFig.1showswherethelower

bound on � originates: below � � 0:2 eV2,LSND be-
ginsto becom eincom patiblewith �e disappearancecon-
straints.These �e disappearance lim itscom e from reac-
tor experim ents,particularly the Bugey reactor experi-
m ent[39].The� = 0:5 eV 2 panelofFig.1 showswhere
the upperbound on � com esfrom :above� � 0:4 eV2,
�� disappearance experim ents (in particular CDHSW
[40])ruleoutm ostoftheatm osphericneutrino solution.
ThepanelsofFig.1 with � = 0:3 eV 2 and � = 0:4 eV 2

show the allowed regions ofparam eter space. W e note
that� � 0:3eV2 isperhapsthesafestsolution.W ith the
choice � � 0:4 eV2,the centralpartofthe atm ospheric
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neutrino band partially overlapsthe disallowed param e-
terspace region ofCDHSW .Thisissigni� cant,because
thecentralpartoftheatm osphericneutrino band istyp-
ically the part that would rem ain ifa lower value ofR
were to be chosen. For solar neutrinos, we invoke an
M SW solution using theparam eters� 12 and �12.These
quantitiesdropped outin theaboveanalysisofaccelera-
tor/reactorexperim ents,atm osphericneutrinos,and the
supernova r-process,due to ouruse ofthe O M SD lim it.
However,� 12 and �12 areim portantnearthe m asslevel
crossing that occurs in the sun. This is because ofthe
extrae� ectivem assacquired by the�e.Using thedecou-
pled two-neutrinosolution obtained in Ref.[32](valid for
the well-separated m assscaleswhich we have here),the
authorsofRef.[41]obtain solutionsto thesolarneutrino
problem .TheirFigs. 4 and 6 show the allowed areasin
the(� 12,sin

2 2�12=cos2�12)planeforsin
2
�13 = 0:0 and

sin2 �13 = 0:1,respectively.Itisapparentthatthe\sm all
angle" solution isessentially unchanged forthese di� er-
entvaluesofsin2 �13. From ourFig. 1,we see thatour
putative solution hassin2 �13 � 10� 2,so we m ustadopt
the sm allangle solution seen in Figs. 4 and 6 ofRef.
[41]:� 12 � 7� 10� 6 eV 2;sin2 �12 � 2� 10� 3:The CP-
violating phase factoronly appearsin term sthatvanish
in the approxim ationsused in Refs.[32]and [41].
Form assive neutrinos to be ofuse for cold+ hotdark

m atterm odels,itisdesirabletohavetheneutrinom asses
add up to about5 eV [7].G iven ourvalueof� ,thisim -
plies m 1 � m2 � 1:5 eV,and m3 � 2 eV.This m ay
appearto putthe�e M ajorana m assin con ictwith the
lim itm �e

<
� 0:7 eV from neutrinolessdouble beta decay

[42]. However,thisisnotnecessarily a seriousproblem .
As discussed in Ref.[16],a m ore realistic lim it on the
�e M ajorana m assm ay be around 1.4 eV.Also,perhaps
cold+ hotdark m atter m odelscould work with the sum
ofthe neutrino m assesbeing a little lessthan 5 eV.Fi-
nally,ifthe neutrinoshave Dirac m asses,the lim itfrom
neutrinolessdoublebeta decay doesnotapply atall.
W e have found a fairly unique setofneutrino m asses

and m ixing anglessatisfying theconstraintslisted atthe
beginning ofthis section. W e note that the value of�
we have been led to is safe from the perspective ofthe
r-process. Additionally,in the absence ofa signi� cant
netlepton num berin the universe,neutrino oscillations
with these param eters should have essentially no e� ect
on the outcom eofbig bang nucleosynthesis[14].
However, this natural solution does not look very

prom ising. The panelsin Fig. 1 contain 95% C.L.data
(with the exception ofthe atm ospheric neutrino \ratio
ofratios" R, for which con� dence levels are not read-
ily assignable). At90% C.L.,the LSND detection band
shrinks,while the excluded regionsfrom the otherreac-
tor/acceleratorlim itsexpand. Thissolution then exists
essentially as a point in the (log tan2 �23,log tan2 �13)
plane,and thisonly at� � 0:3 eV2.The existence ofa
three-neutrino m ixing solution,in the O M SD lim it and
satisfying the� vepointsatthebeginning ofthissection,
isthereforefragileatbest.

It could also be argued that this \natural" solution
is not so naturalafter all. For exam ple,we have taken
� 13 � �23 � � 12, in analogy with the hierarchy of
m assdi� erencesofthe charged leptons.Forthe charged
leptons,thishierarchyofm assdi�erencesarisesnaturally
from the hierarchy ofthe m asses them selves,i.e. m 2

e �

m 2

� � m 2

�. However,the o� setofneutrino m assesfrom
zerorequiredtom aketheneutrinom assessum toabout5
eV forcold+ hotdark m atterm odelscausestheabsolute
m asses to have roughly sim ilar m agnitudes,in contrast
to the m assesofthe charged leptons.
Another unnaturalfeature ofthis putative \natural"

solution is that severalof the o� -diagonalelem ents of
the m ixing m atrix U have relatively large m agnitudes.
Thisisin contrastto the quark m ixing case [34].Ithas
been recognized previously thata three-neutrino oscilla-
tion explanation ofthe LSND experim ent requires this
unusualfeature [43]. Large o� -diagonalterm s willgen-
erally be present whenever oscillation probabilities are
large,and neutrino oscillation explanationsofthe atm o-
spheric neutrino anom aly and the LSND data both in-
vokerelatively largeoscillation probabilities.
Notefrom Fig.1 thattheLSND oscillation signalsig-

ni� cantly restricts the \natural" solution. Ifthe LSND
data are interpreted as yielding only an upper lim it as
in Ref. [2], the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly can be
solved with any value ofthe m ixing angle �13 such that
tan2 �13 <� 10� 2. The lowerlim itof� � 0:2 eV2 would
also disappearin this case,allowing the experim entally
m ore com fortable value of� � 10� 2 eV 2 to be used to
solve the atm ospheric neutrino problem . Even without
theLSND detection,however,thesim ultaneoussolution
ofallthe rem aining constraints would stillinvolve the
unnaturalfeatures m entioned above: nearly degenerate
neutrino m asses and large o� -diagonalelem ents in the
neutrino m ixing m atrix,in contrastwith the properties
ofthe charged leptons.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N

Som e m odels which have sought to account for cur-
rently availablecluesaboutneutrino propertieshaveem -
ployedneutrinooscillationswith sterileneutrinos,and/or
an inverted m ass hierarchy [15{17]. These devices are
required when two- avorinterpretationsofvariousphys-
icale� ects are \stitched together" to m ake a consistent
com positem odel.Herewehavesoughta\natural"three-
neutrino m ixing schem e| withoutsterileneutrinosoran
inverted m ass hierarchy| that satis� es: 1. Accelerator
and reactordata,including LSND;2.Atm ospheric neu-
trinos;3. Solar neutrinos;4. Supernova r-process nu-
cleosynthesis;5. Cold+ hotdark m atter m odels. Along
theway wehaveargued that,undersom ecircum stances,
putative supernova r-processnucleosynthesisboundson
two-neutrino  avor m ixing can be applied directly to
three-neutrino m ixing in thecaseofonem assscaledom -
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inance.
W e have found a possible \natural" solution,and it

isquite restricted.The m assdi� erencesin thisputative
solution are � 12 � 7� 10� 6 eV 2 (foran M SW solution
to the solar neutrino problem ),and � 13 � �23 � 0:3
eV 2 (forLSND and atm osphericneutrinos).Here� ji �

jm 2

j� m2ij.To beofuseto cold+ hotdark m atterm odels,
we take the m asses them selves to be m 1 � m2 � 1:5
eV,and m 3 � 2 eV.The m ixing angles we require are
sin2 �12 � 2� 10� 3,sin2 �13 � 10� 2,and sin2 �23 � 0:5
(seeFigs.1a-1d for�13 and �23,and Figs.4and 6ofRef.
[41]for �12). W hile this \natural" solution exists,it is
ratherfragileand hassom earguably unnaturalfeatures,
asdiscussed in Sec.III.
Perhapsthem ain di� culty with thisschem eis� nding

acom m on m assdi� erencesuitableforavacuum neutrino
oscillation solution forboth LSND and the zenith-angle
dependance ofthe K am iokande m ulti-G eV atm ospheric
neutrino data. Asthe statisticsforboth ofthese exper-
im ents are not com pelling at this stage,future results
m ay shed light on the m atter. Super-K am iokande [44]
willhavem uch betterstatisticsfortheatm osphericneu-
trino de� cit.Furtherm ore,theLSND experim entcontin-
uesand m ay providebetterstatisticsin the future.The
K ARM EN experim ent[21],which probesregionsofpa-
ram eterspacesim ilartoLSND,hopefully willalsoreport
furtherresults.
Proposed terrestrial experim ents could de� nitively

elim inatethesolution presented in thelastsection.New
reactorexperim entsatSan O nofre and Chooz willhave
increased sensitivity to�m 2,butapparentlywillnothave
increased sensitivity to the oscillation probability atthe
m ass di� erence we are interested in [45]. Conversely,
the CHO RUS and NO M AD experim entshave high sen-
sitivity to the oscillation probability,but willprobably
not reach sm allenough �m 2 to convincingly elim inate
the putative \natural" solution [46].However,proposed
long-baseline acceleratorexperim entswillprobe the en-
tireregion ofparam eterspacefavoredbytheatm ospheric
neutrinosub-G eV data[30,47]and could thusprovidethe
crucialtest.
Assum ing the validity ofthe data and astrophysical

argum entswe have attem pted to satisfy,the convincing
experim entalelim ination ofthelastrem aining \natural"
solution presented here would be an im portantdevelop-
m ent. Itwould be signi� cantevidence forthe existence
ofsterileneutrinosand/ora neutrinom asshierarchy ofa
di� erentnaturethan thatofthecharged leptons(i.e.an
\inverted" hierarchy,in which the m asseigenvalue m ost
closelyassociated with �e isheavierthan thoseassociated
with �� or ��;or a hierarchy in which no one neutrino
m asseigenvalue di� erence dom inatesthe otherneutrino
m asseigenvaluedi� erences).
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