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The sound speeds of solar m odels that include elem ent di�usion agree with helioseism ological

m easurem entsto a rm sdiscrepancy ofbetterthan 0:2% throughoutalm ostthe entire sun.M odels

thatdo notincludedi�usion,orin which theinteriorofthesun isassum ed to besigni�cantly m ixed,

are e�ectively ruled outby helioseism ology.Standard solarm odelspredictthem easured properties

ofthe sun m ore accurately than isrequired forapplicationsinvolving solarneutrinos.

For alm ost three decades,a discrepancy has existed

between solar m odelpredictions ofneutrino uxes and

the rates observed in terrestrialexperim ents. In recent

years,the com bined resultsfrom foursolarneutrino ex-

perim ents have sharpened the discrepancy in waysthat

are independent ofdetails ofthe solarm odels [1]. This

developm entisofbroad interestsinceam odestextension

ofstandard electroweak theory,in which neutrinoshave

sm allm assesand lepton avorisnotconserved,leadsto

resultsin excellentagreem entwith experim ents[2].

Since the im plicationsofa discrepancy with the stan-

dard electroweak m odel are of great im portance, the

question persists: Can the solar neutrino problem s be

\solved" (or at least alleviated) by changing the solar

m odel? This question has led to a series of generally

unsuccessfulad hoc \Non-Standard" solarm odels [3]in

which large changes in the physics of the sun are hy-

pothesized in order to lower the calculated rate ofthe
8B neutrino ux. O verthe pasttwo decades,the m ost

often hypothesized changeissom eform ofm ixing ofthe

solarm aterialthatreducesthe centraltem perature and

thereforetheim portant8B neutrino ux [4{9].Previous

argum entsthatextensivem ixingdoesnotoccuraretheo-

retical,including thefactthattherequired energy is�ve

orders ofm agnitude larger than the totalpresent rota-

tionalenergy [3,9,10].M ostrecently,Cum m ingand Hax-

ton [11]proposed a ow of 3He,characterized by three

freeparam eters,designed tom ix thesun in such awayas

to m inim ize the discrepancy between solarneutrino ob-

servationsand predictions.By adjusting theparam eters,

these authorsare able to reduce the calculated 7Be ux

m orethan the 8B ux,a resultnotachieved in previous

Non-Standard solarm odels.

The diagnosticpowerofhelioseism ology [12]hasbeen

im proved recently through thedevelopm entby Tom czyk

etal.[13]ofan instrum entthatm easureswith thesam e

equipm ent the low- and interm ediate-degree m ode fre-

quencies.By providing a consistentsetoffrequenciesfor

thelowest-degreem odes,which penetrateto thegreatest

depth in the sun,these data constrain the propertiesof

the solarcorem oretightly than earlierm easurem ents.

In thisletter,we com pare the solarsound speed c in-

ferred from the �rstyearofdata [14]with sound speeds

com puted from standard solarm odelsused to predictso-

larneutrino uxesand �nd a rm sagreem entbetterthan

0:2% overessentially the entiresun,with no adjustm ent

ofparam eters. Since the deep solarinteriorbehaveses-

sentially asa fully ionized perfectgas,c2 / T=� where

T istem perature and � ism ean m olecularweight;thus

even tiny fractionalerrorsin the m odelvaluesofT or�

would producem easurablediscrepanciesin the precisely

determ ined helioseism ologicalsound speed
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Thisrem arkableagreem entbetween standard predictions

and helioseism ologicalobservationsrulesoutsolarm od-

els with tem perature or m ean m olecular weightpro�les

thatdi�er signi�cantly from standard pro�les. The he-

lioseism ological data essentially rule out solar m odels

in which deep m ixing has occured (cf.[15]) and argue

againstunm ixed m odelsin which thesubtlee�ectofpar-

ticle di�usion{selective sinking ofheavierspecies in the

sun’sgravitational�eld{isnotincluded.

Figure 1 com pares the sound speeds com puted from

three di�erent solar m odels with the values inferred

[12,14]from the helioseism ologicalm easurem ents. The

1995 standard m odelofBahcalland Pinsonneault(BP)

[16],which includeshelium and heavy elem entdi�usion,

isrepresented by the dotted line;the corresponding BP

m odelwithoutdi�usion isrepresented bythedashed line.

The dark line representsthe bestsolarm odelwhich in-
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FIG .1. Com parison ofsound speedspredicted by di�erent

standard solar m odels with the sound speeds m easured by

helioseism ology.There are no free param etersin the m odels;

the m icrophysics is successively im proved by �rst including

di�usion and then by using a m ore com prehensive equation

ofstate. The �gure showsthe fractionaldi�erence,�c=c,be-

tween the predicted m odel sound speed and the m easured

[12,14]solarvaluesasa function ofradialposition in the sun

(R � is the solar radius). The dashed line refers to a m odel

[16]in which di�usion is neglected and the dotted line was

com puted from a m odel[16]in which helium and heavy ele-

m entdi�usion areincluded.Thedark linerepresentsa m odel

which includesrecentim provem entsin theO PAL equation of

state and opacities[17,18].

cludesrecentim provem ents[17,18]in theO PAL equation

ofstate and opacities,as wellas helium and heavy ele-

m entdi�usion. Forthe O PAL EO S m odel,the rm sdis-

crepancy between predicted and m easured sound speeds

is 0:1% (which m ay be due partly to system atic uncer-

tainiesin the data analysis).

In the outer parts of the sun, in the convective re-

gion between 0:7R � to 0:95R � (wherethem easurem ents

end),theNoDi�usion and the1995Di�usion m odelhave

discrepanciesaslargeas0:5% (seeFigure1).Them odel

with the Liverm ore equation ofstate [18],O PAL EO S,

�tsthe observationsrem arkably wellin thisregion. W e

conclude,in agreem ent with the work ofother authors

[19], that the O PAL (Liverm ore NationalLaboratory)

equation ofstate provides a signi�cant im provem ent in

the description ofthe outerregionsofthe sun.

Theagreem entbetween standard m odelsand solarob-

servationsisindependentofthe �nerdetailsofthe solar

m odel.Thestandard m odelofChristensen-Dalsgaard et

al.[20],which isderived from an independentcom puter

codewith di�erentdescriptionsofthem icrophysics,pre-

dictssolarsound speedsthatagreeeverywherewith the

m easured speedsto betterthan 0:2% .

Figure1 showsthatthediscrepancieswith theNo Dif-

fusion m odelareaslargeas1% .The m ean squared dis-

crepancy for the No Di�usion m odelis 22 tim es larger

than for the best m odelwith di�usion,O PAL EO S.If

onesupposed optim istically thattheNo Di�usion m odel

were correct,one would have to explain why the di�u-

sion m odel�ts the data so m uch better. O n the basis

ofFigure 1,we conclude that otherwise standard solar

m odelsthatdo notinclude di�usion,such asthe m odel

ofTurck-Chi�ezeand Lopez[21],areinconsistentwith he-

lioseism ologicalobservations. This conclusion is consis-

tentwith earlierinferencesbased upon com parisonswith

lesscom pletehelioseism ologicaldata[12,22,15],including

the factthatthe present-day surface helium abundance

in a standard solarm odelagreeswith observationsonly

ifdi�usion isincluded [16].

Equation 1 and Figure1 im ply thatany changes�T=T

from the standard m odelvaluesoftem perature m ustbe

alm ostexactly canceled by changes��=� in m ean m olec-

ularweight.In thestandard m odel,T and � vary,respec-

tively,by a factorof53and 43% overtheentirerangefor

which chasbeen m easured and by 1:9 and 39% overthe

energy producing region.Itwould bea rem arkablecoin-

cidenceifnaturechoseT and � pro�lesthatindividually

di�er m arkedly from the standard m odelbut have the

sam e ratio T=�.Thuswe expectthatthe fractionaldif-

ferences between the solar and the m odeltem perature,

�T=T,or m ean m olecular weights,��=�,are ofsim ilar

m agnitude to �c2=c2, i.e. (using the larger rm s error,

0:002,forthe solarinterior),

j�T=Tj;j��=�j<� 0:004: (2)

How signi�cantforsolarneutrino studiesistheagree-

m entbetween observation and prediction thatis shown

in Figure1? Thecalculated neutrino uxesdepend upon

thecentraltem peratureofthesolarm odelapproxim ately

as a power ofthe tem perature,Flux / T n,where for

standard m odelstheexponentn variesfrom n � � 1:1for

thep� p neutrinosto n � + 24 forthe 8B neutrinos[23].

Sim ilartem peraturescalingsarefound fornon-standard

solar m odels [24]. Thus,m axim um tem perature di�er-

encesof� 0:2% would produce changesin the di�erent

neutrino uxesofseveralpercentorless,m uch lessthan

required [1]to am elioratethe solarneutrino problem s.

Figure 2 showsthatthe \m ixed" m odelofCum m ings

and Haxton (CH) [11](illustrated in their Figure 1) is

grossly inconsistentwith the observed helioseism ological

m easurem ents. The verticalscale ofFigure 2 had to be

expanded by a factorof2:5 relativeto Figure1 in order

to display the large discrepancies with observations for

the m ixed m odel. The discrepancies for the CH m ixed

m odel(dashed linein Figure2)rangefrom + 8% to� 5% .

Since � in a standard solar m odeldecreases m onotoni-

cally outward from the solarinterior,the m ixed m odel{

with a constantvalue of�{ predictstoo largevaluesfor

thesound speed in theinnerm ixed region and too sm all

valuesin the outerm ixed region. The asym m etric form
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ofthediscrepanciesfortheCH m odelisdueto thecom -

petition between the assum ed constant rescaling ofthe

tem perature in the BP No Di�usion m odeland the as-

sum ed m ixing ofthesolarcore(constantvalueof�).W e

also show in Figure 2 the relatively tiny discrepancies

found forthe new standard m odel,O PAL EO S.

FIG .2. Non-standard solar m odels com pared with helio-

seism ology.This�gure issim ilarto Figure 1 exceptthatthe

verticalscale is expanded. The dashed curve represents the

sound speeds com puted for the m ixed solar m odelofCum -

m ing and Haxton [11] with
3
He m ixing. The dotted line

representsthe sound speed fora solar m odelcom puted with

the rate ofthe
3
He(�;)

7
Be reaction set equalto zero. For

com parison,we also include the resultsforthe new standard

m odellabeled O PAL EO S in Figure 1.

M oregenerally,helioseism ologyrulesoutallsolarm od-

els with large am ounts ofinteriorm ixing,unless �nely-

tuned com pensating changes in the tem perature are

m ade. The m ean m olecular weight in the standard so-

larm odelwith di�usion variesm onotonically from 0:86

in the deep interior to 0:62 at the outer region ofnu-

clear fusion (R = 0:25R� ) to 0:60 near the solar sur-

face.Any m ixing m odelwillcause� to be constantand

equalto the average value in the m ixed region. At the

very least,theregion in which nuclearfusion occursm ust

be m ixed in order to a�ect signi�cantly the calculated

neutrino uxes [3{7]. Unless alm ost precisely canceling

tem peraturechangesareassum ed,solarm odelsin which

the nuclear burning region is m ixed (R <
� 0:25R � ) will

give m axim um di�erences, �c, between the m ixed and

the standard m odelpredictions,and hence between the

m ixed m odelpredictionsand the observations,oforder

�c

c
=

1

2

�
�� < � >

�

�

� 7% to 10% ; (3)

which isinconsistentwith Figure1.

Are the helioseism ologicalm easurem ents sensitive to

the rates ofthe nuclear fusion reactions? In order to

answerthis question in its m ostextrem e form ,we have

com puted a m odelin which thecrosssection factor,S34,

for the 3He(�;)7Be reaction is arti�cially set equalto

zero.Theneutrino uxescom puted from thisunrealistic

m odelhave been used [3]to seta lowerlim iton the al-

lowed rate ofsolarneutrinosin the gallium experim ents

ifthe solar lum inosity is currently powered by nuclear

fusion reactions.Figure2 showsthatalthough them ax-

im um discrepancies (� 1% ) for the S34 = 0 m odelare

m uch sm allerthan form ixed m odels,they arestilllarge

com pared to thedi�erencesbetween thestandard m odel

and helioseism ologicalm easurem ents.Them ean squared

discrepancy fortheS34 = 0m odelis19tim eslargerthan

for the standard O PAL EO S m odel. W e conclude that

the S34 = 0 m odelis not com patible with helioseism o-

logicalobservations(seealso Ref.[25]).

Som e nuclearparam etersareim portantforsolarneu-

trino experim entsbuthavenegligiblee�ectson thecom -

puted solarm odelvaluesofthe sound speed.Forexam -

ple,we com puted a standard solar m odelin which we

arti�cially decreased by a factoroftwo the crucialcross

section factor,S17,fortherare
7Be(p;)8B reaction.The

sound speedscom puted forthisradically di�erentvalue

ofS17 di�erby lessthan 1 partin 10
4 from thestandard

m odelvalues.

Finally,we com m ent on the e�ects ofthe recent im -

provem entsin opacity [17]and equation ofstate [18]on

thepredicted solarneutrinouxes.TableIgivestheneu-

trino uxescom puted fora seriesofthreedi�erentstan-

dard solarm odels,allofwhich includehelium and heavy

elem entdi�usion.The m odellabeled BP95 isfrom [16];

the m odels labeled New O pac and O PAL EO S include,

respectively,theim proved opacitiesdiscussed in [17]and

the im proved opacities plus the new O PAL equation of

statediscussed in [18].

TABLE I. NeutrinoFluxesforSolarM odelswith D i�usion.

Alluxes,except for
8
B and

17
F,are given in units of10

10

per cm
� 2
s
� 1

at the earth’s surface. The
8
B and

17
F uxes

are in unitsof10
6
percm

� 2
s
� 1
.

M odel pp pep
7
Be

8
B

13
N

15
O

17
F

BP95 5.91 0.014 0.515 6.62 0.062 0.055 6.48

New O pac 5.91 0.014 0.516 6.62 0.062 0.055 6.48

O PAL EO S 5.91 0.014 0.514 6.60 0.062 0.054 6.45

Theneutrinouxescom puted with theim proved opac-

ity and equation ofstate di�erfrom the previously pub-

lished values[16]by am ountsthatarenegligiblein solar

neutrino calculations. The predicted event rate,for all

threem odels,is

ClRate = 9:5+ 1:2� 1:4 SNU (4)

forthe chlorineexperim entand

G a Rate = 137+ 8� 7 SNU (5)
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forthegallium experim ents.Theonly noticeablechange

in the predicted eventratesforthe chlorineand the gal-

lium experim ent is a 2% larger event rate for chlorine,

which isdue to a sm allim provem ent[26]in the calcula-

tion ofthe neutrino absorption crosssectionsfor8B.

W e conclude thatthe recentim provem entsin opacity

and equation ofstate do notsigni�cantly a�ectthe cal-

culated neutrino uxes,although they do resultin sound

speedsnearthe solarsurfacethatarecloserto the m ea-

sured helioseism ologicalvalues(seeFigure1).Thecalcu-

lationsofstandard solarm odelslead to predicted sound

speeds that agree closely with the m easured helioseis-

m ologicalvalues. W e cannot rule out with m athem ati-

calrigorthepossibility [27]ofconstructing nonstandard

m odels, consistent with quantum m echanics and with

other stellar evolution observations, that are tuned to

givethesam esound speedsasthestandard solarm odels.

However,O ckham ’srazorsuggestsastrongpreferencefor

standard solarm odels.
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