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W e perform a new study of fiture sensitivities of galaxy redshift surveys to the free-stream ing
e ect caused by neutrino m asses, adding the inform ation on coan ological param eters from m easure—
m ents of prin ary anisotropies of the coam ic m icrow ave background (CM B). O ur reference cosm o—
logical scenario has nine param eters and three di erent neutrino m asses, w ith a hierarchy im posed
by oscillation experim ents. W ithin the present decade, the com bination of the Sloan D igital Sky
Survey (SD SS) and CM B data from the PLANCK experin ent willhave a 2 detection threshold on
the totalneutrinom ass close to 02 €V . T his estim ate is robust against the inclusion of extra free pa—
ram eters in the reference cgsm ologicalm odel. O n a longer tem , the next generation of experin ents
may reach valuesoforder m = 0:1 &V at 2 , or better if a galaxy redshift survey signi cantly
larger than SD SS is com pleted. W e also discuss how the am all changes on the free-stream ing scales
iIn the nom al and inverted hierarchy schem es are translated into the expected errors from future
coam ological data.

PACS numbers: 14.60Pq, 9535+ d, 9880 Es

I. NTRODUCTION

N eutrino physics has provided the rst clear indication of particle physics beyond the Standard M odel, since we
have experin ental evidences for non-zero neutrino m asses. Analyses of data from atm ospheric and solar neutrino
experin ents have shown the allowed regions for the squared m ass di erences (m ?) at two di erent scales. Such
values w illbe known w ith better precision in the next years, in particular ©r the larger atm ospheric m 2 usig the
resuls of fiture long-baseline oscillation experim ents.

However, from oscillation experin ents no inform ation can be obtained on the absolute values of neutrino m asses,
since the lightest neutrino m ass rem ains unconstrained. Tritium decay experin ents tell us that each neutrino m ass
cannot be largerthan 22 &V (95% CL) at present l], tobemprovedto 035V with KATRIN l]. M ore stringent
bounds exist from experin ents searching for neutrinoless double beta decay, that w illbe In proved in the near future
l], but unfortunately they depend on the details of the neutrino m ixing m atrix.

Coan ology o ers several advantages: the cosn ic neutrino background provides an abundant density of relic neu—
trinos w ith an equalm om entum distrbution for all avors (up to 1% corrections), which In plies that m ixing angles
have no e ect. A lthough neutrinos cannot be the dom inant dark m atter com ponent, they can still constitute a sn all,
hot part of the m atter densiy producing an erasure of perturbations at an all scales through their free-stream ing
e ect (bra review, seeeg. l]) A com parison w ith data from the large scale structure (LSS) of the Universe is thus
sens:d:ve to neutrino m asses, as em phasized in l].

resent, cogm ological data allow us to bound the total neutrino m ass to values of m < 06 10 ev

E I,., ., . 1, depending on the data and priors used. These ranges already com prom ise the 4 neutrino

scenarios that could explain the additional large neutrino m ass di erence required by the LSND results (that also

In ply a fourth, sterile neutrino), but is not yet capable of reaching the necessary 0:1 €V range In order to test the

hierarchical 3 neutrino schem es. But such an all m asses could be detected In the next fiiture when m ore precise
coam ologicaldata are available, in a parallele ort to those ofbeta and doubl beta decay experim ents on Earth.

In this paper we analyze the future sensitivities of cosm ological data to neutrino m asses, extending the pioneering
work BM1and in particularthe detailed analysisin B (see also M), that wasm ore recently updated in 1. In contrast
to this last work we consider, in addition to ideal C oan ic M icrow ave Background (CM B) observations lim ited only
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FIG .1l: The two neutrino schem es allowed if m f,tm m iun : nom alhierarchy (NH) and inverted hierarchy (IH).

by cosm ic variance, the experin ental speci cations of satellite m issions such as PLANCK and the m ission concept
CM Bpol (In ation P robe), aswellas ground-based detectors such asACT or SP T pol, that w illextend the PLANCK
data to am allerangular scales. W e also increase the num ber of coam ologicalparam eters of previous analyses, ncluding
also the heliim fraction, extra relativistic degrees of freedom , spatial curvature, dark energy w ith constant equation
of state, or a prim ordial spectrum w ith running tilt. Finally, our work is the rst one in which it is assum ed that
neutrinos have three di erent m asses, in order to com pute accurately the free-stream ing e ect associated to the m ass
schem es allow ed by oscillation experin ents.

N ote that throughout this work, we will assum e that the LSS power soectrum is m easured sokly with galaxy
redshift surveys. For com plem entary constraints based on gravitational lensing, we refer the reader to Refs. ,.].

T his paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. ITwe review the expected valies of neutrino m asses and their in pact on
Coan ology. W e describe future CM B experim ents and galaxy surveys in Sec. ITT and them ethod to forecast the errors
on coamn ologicalparam eters In Sec. IV . F inally, we present our results in Sec.V, wih a summ ary and conclisions in
Sec.VI.

II. NEUTRINO M ASSES

N ow adays w e have experin ental evidences for neutrino oscillations from solar and atm ospheric neutrino detectors,
recently also supported from data on neutrinos from arti cial sources K am land and K 2K ). D etailed analyses of the
experim ental data lead to the ©llow ng values of the m ass squared di erences pest tvalles 3 ranges)

mi,= mj3= (@673 10 °ev?

mi,= mZ%=(69"%%) 10 °ev?

1)

taken from .]. These ranges are only slightly di erent in other recent analyses, see eg. ., .], whilk a lower
m gtm seam s required by new SuperK am iokande data and 3-din ensional atm ospheric uxes. The errors in the
above equation willbe signi cantly reduced w ith new data from K am land in the case of m %, and w ith data from
fiture Jong-baseline oscillation experin ents such asM INO S, ICTARUS and OPERA , which w ill give the atm ospheric
m 2 wih 10% accuracy (reduced to 5% with the superbeam proposal JPARC-SK ) .]. Current data also provide
the allowed ranges of the neutrino m ixing angles ;, and 53, and an upper bound on ;3.

Indications for a third, heavier m ? exist from the LSND experin ent .], Inplying a fourth (sterik) neutrino.
Such a m ass is already being tested by present cosm ologicaldata, although not ruled out yet I,I,.,.], and the
LSND resultsw illbe checked by the ongoing experin ent M iniB oone. H ere we choose not to nclide such a large m ?
and consider only the values .n Eq.H.

T he three neutrino m asses that lead to the valies in E q.ll can be accom m odated in two di erent neutrino schem es,
named nomal mz > m, > m;) and nverted Mm, > m; > m3) hierarchy, as shown in Fig.l, that we w ill denote
NH and TH.At present we have no indication of which schem e is the correct one. However, it has been suggested
that som e Inform ation could be extracted from fiiture data from Supemova neutrinos, very large baseline oscillation
experin ents, or neutrinoless doubl beta decay searches ifthe e ectivem isbelow som e threshold (for review s, see
eg. .,.]) . In general, detem ining the type ofm ass spectrum depends on the precision w ith which the otherm ixing
param eters would be m easured.

R elic neutrinos w ere created in the E arly Universe and decoupled from the rest ofthe plasn a when the tem perature
dropped below 1M eV, when they were ultra-relativistic. A fter decoupling allneutrino avors kept a Ferm iD irac
spectrum , only distorted at percent level during the process of electron-positron annihilations into photons .,.].
Tt is wellkknown that m assive neutrinos could acocount for a signi cant fraction of the total energy density of the
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FIG.2: Neutrino masses as a functionpof the totalm ass In the two schem es for the best- t values of m 2 Eq.l. The
vertical line m arks the am allest valie of m in the inverted scenario.

U niverse today, being their contribution directly proportionalto the num ber density. For vanishing neutrino chem ical
potentials, the total neutrino contrbution to the critical density is given by

P

-2 n 2 @)

932 &V
where h is the Hubble constant n units of100 km s ' M pc ! and F m runs over allneutrino m ass states. For xed
neutrino m asses, would be enhanced if neutrinos decoupled w ith a signi cant chem icalpotential (or equivalently,
for large relic neutrino asym m etries), but this possibility is now ruled out []. p

T herefore cosn ology is at st order sensitive to the total neutrmomass m = m; + m, + m3 (for the 3
neutrino schem es that we consider), but blind to the neutrino m ixing angles or possible CP violating phases. This
fact di erentiates oosrrt,o]ogy from terre%_t:ial experin ents such as beta decay and neutrinoless double beta decay,
which are sensitive to ; Je;¥m? and § | UZm ;j respectively, where U isthe 3 3 m ixing m atrix that relates the
weak and m ass bases.

Tt is interesting to see how the totalm ass is distributed am ong the neutrino states for the two di erent schem es
described above. They are plotted in Fig.M. Fora totaém assabove 02 03 €&V the two schem es are sin ilar and
correspond to a degenerate scenario whereeachmassis m =3. However, Or an allerm asses the num ber of neutrino
states w ith relevant m asses is 2 (1) in the inverted (nom al) hierarchy. p

The e ect of neutrino m asses on coan ological observables has been usually considered equivalent for xed m
(or h?).However, m any papers noted in the past that this is not the case and could potentially lead to di erences,
ie. the neutrino m ass spectrum should be incorporated if the sensitivity to neutrino m asses is good enough (see, for
instance the com m ents In .,.,.]) . Asan exam pl, we note that In the m id-1990s it was shown that orCHDM
m odels w ith the sam e total neutrino m ass (of order som e €V s), those w ith two degenerate m assive neutrinos tted
better the data than those w ith only one (see eg. .]) .

F ixed the totalneutrino m ass, a di erent distribution am ong the 3 states (m 1;m ;;m 3) causes a slight m odi cation
of the transit from a relativistic to a non-relativistic behavior. This can be seen in Fig.ll, where the evolution of
the neutrino energy density is plotted for several cases w ith the sam e total neutrino m ass, equally shared by 1,2 or
3 neutrino states, as well as the realistic NH and TH schemes (taking the best- t valies of m 2). Therefore, the
evolution ofbackground quantities is not com pletely independent of the m ass splitting. H owever, them ain di erence
appears at the level of perturbations. Indeed, in the case of non-degenerate m assive neutrinos, various free-stream ing
scales are in printed in the m atter power spectrum P (k). T his is illustrated in Fig.l, where we compare P (k) in the
sam e cases as in F ig.ll. T hese results were obtained w ith ourm odi ed version of the public code CM BFA ST .] (see
section [l oor details).

W e have recently sum m arized the e ects ofm assive neutrinos on cosm ological cbservables in .]. Herewe sin ply
rem ind that only neutrinos w ith m asses close to the recom bination tem perature (Tgee 0:3 €V) leave an in print on
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sam e m (0:12 ev) is distrbuted di erently. Each line corresponds to the energy density of 4 di erent casgs (only 1 or 2
m =3.
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FIG .4: Com parison ofthem atter power spectrum obtained for variousm odelswhere thesame m (0:12 V) is distrdbuted

di erently. T he four lines correspond to the cases w igh 1 or 2 m assive states, N om aland Inverted H ierarchy, divided each tin e
=3. D i erences In the various individualm asses and free-stream ing

by that wih 3 m assive states ofequalmassm o = m
scales a ect the position and am plitude of the break in the power spectrum .

the CM B angular spectra, while neutrinos w ith sm allerm asses have alm ost the sam e e ect asm assless neutrinos. O n
the other hand, the dom inant e ect is the one induced by free-stream ing on the m atter power spectrum . T herefore,
the usual strategy isto combine CM B and LSS m easurem ents, w here the form er roughly x m ost ofthe cosn ological

param eters, while the lJatter ism ore sensitive to neutrino m asses.

III. FUTURE CM B AND LSS DATA

In this section we brie y describe the experim ental pro cts, planned or in developm ent, that w ill provide data on
the CM B anisotropy spectrum or on the distribution of LSS.



A . CM B experim ents

The quality ofthe rst-yeardata from theW ikinson M icrow ave A nisotropy Probe W M AP) l], com plem ented by
the results of other experim ents at sm aller angular scales such asACBAR,CBIorVSA .,.,.], has shown the
In portance of CM B data as a probe of cosn ological param eters. The CM B experin ents m easure the tem perature

uctuations In the sky that can be expanded in spherical ham onics,

T X
— ()= am Ym (7 ): 3)
T -

Ifthe underlying perturbations are G aussian, all inform ation is encoded i the angularpower spectrum C;  hijy, Fi.
In addition the CM B experin ents can be sensitive to polarization anisotropies, that are expressed in tem s of the
angular spectra ofthe E and B m odes of polarization, as well as the tem perature polarization cross-correlation (TE)
soectrum .

AfterW M AP, the next satellite m ission w illbe PLANCK !, to be launched in 2007, whose experin ental param eters
are listed in Tablklk. A fter a couple of years, it w illprovide CM B data m ore precise than that of W M AP, in particular
conceming polarization. W e also considerthe CM Bpolor In ation P robem ission concept, presented in the fram ew ork
ofNA SA ’sBeyond E insten P rogram 2. T his experin ent w ould have better sensitivity than the lim it in posed by coam ic
variance (Up to 1 2300 for E -polarization, even beyond for tem perature).

In parallel to the satellite m issions, there w ill be ground-based experin ents that w illm easure the CM B at an aller
angular scales w ith signi cantly sm aller sky coverage but good sensitivities, such as SP Tpol’ (in construction), ACT*
(funded in January 2004),o0rQ U aD .] (iIn construction). A san exam ple, we consider SP T polw ith the characteristics
listed in Tabkll.

T he observed pow er spectrum can be decom posed into prin ary anisotropies, gravitational lensing distortions, and
foreground contam nation. The central frequencies of CM B detectors are usually chosen in order to m Inin ize the
foreground contribution. In addition, by com bining various frequencies, future experim ents w ill have the power to
separatee ciently the CM B blackbody from the various foregrounds contrbutions, even on sn allangular scalesw here
the latter start to be signi cant. It is possble to build m odels for the foregrounds and to predict their m pact on
param eter extraction %,n.,.]; this approach is ratherm odeldependent, since the levelofm any foreground signals
hasnot yet been m easured experin entally. H ere, we w illnot enter into such details. W hen dealingwith PLANCK ,we
willem ploy only three frequency channels from the high frequency instrum ent HF I), m aking the (usual) sin plifying
assum ption that other channels w ill be used for m easuring the various foregrounds, and for claning accurately the
prin ary signal. W e will do sin ilar assum ptions for SPTpoland CM Bpol. W e will also speculate on the resuls of
an \ideal CM B experin ent" lim ited only by coan ic variance. Then, we will Iim it ourselves to L, ax = 2500 both
for tem perature and polarization, which assum es an e cient m ethod for foreground subtraction { in particular of
point-like sources and dust { but rem ains realistic (as indicated by Fig. 7 in ]) . For the two satellite experin ents,
we assum e a sky coverage of fg, = 0:65, which represents a conservative estim ate of the data fraction that willbe
included iIn the analysis in order to avoid galactic foregrounds. For the \idealCM B experim ent", we adopt the m ore
optim istic value f4, = 1, assum ing that allgalactic foregrounds can be subtracted (see eg.the com ponent separation
m ethod described in 1))

T he issue of gravitational lensing distortion is subtle and potentially very interesting. Since lensing is induced
by large scale structure, m ainly on linear scales, this e ect can be accurately predicted for a given m atter power
spectrum . T herefore, if the gravitationaldistortion ofthe CM B m aps could be m easured directly, there would be an
opportunity to extract the m atter pow er spectrum (and the underlying cosn ologicalparam eters) independently from
redshift surveys. A way of doing this is described in I, B, 1, and has been already applied to firtture neutrino
m ass extraction by .]. Here, we do not ncorporate this m ethod, and assum e that the m atter power spectrum is
m easured only with redshift surveys, leaving a com bined analysis for the future. T herefore, throughout the analysis,
we w illem ploy the unlensed CM B power spectra®. Forthe T, E and TE m odes, lensing distortions are subdom inant.
In contrast, for the B m ode, lensing is expected to dom inate over the prin ary anisotropies at least on an all angular
scales. T he anglk above which lensing is subdom inant crucially depends on the tensorto-scalar ratio, an In ationary

N N

5 Note that including lensing corrections is technically easy with CM BFA ST . H owever, this would introduce som e correlations am ong
di erent m odes and scales that would arti cially lower the predicted errors on each coam ological param eters .,.].
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Experm ent fsky b T P
PLANCK 0.65 100 95" 6.8 10.9
143 741’ 6.0 114
217 5.0’ 131 26.7

SPTpol 01 217 0.9" 12 17
CM Bpol 0.65 217 3.0 1 14

TABLE I: Experin entalparam eters of CM B profcts: here , m easures the width ofthebeam, 1, are the sensitivities per
pixelin K, isthe center frequency of the channels in GH z and f o, the observed fraction of the sky. For the PLANCK 100
G H z channel, the value of » takes into account the recent design w ith eight polarized bolom eters.

param eter w hich order ofm agnitude is stillunknown. So, we ollow a conservative approach and not take the B m ode
Into account. This am ounts In assum ing that the gravitationalwave background generated by in ation is sm all, so
that the B m ode gives no Inform ation on prin ary anisotropies.

B . G alaxy surveys

T he existing data on the distrlbbution of galaxies at large scales com e from several galaxy surveys, of which the
com pleted 2dF survey® and the ongoing Sloan D igital Sky Survey’ (SDSS) are the largest. SDSS will com plete
its m easurem ents In 2005. The m atter power spectrum P (k) can be reconstructed from the data, which gives an
opportunity to test the freestream ing e ect of m assive neutrinos. However, the linear power spectrum is found
m odulo a biasing factor ¥, which re ects the discrepancy between the totalm atter uctuations in the Universe, and
those actually seen by the instrum ents. Here we assum e that the bias param eter b is independent of the scake k.

An Inportant point conceming LSS data is the non-linear clustering of the an allest scales. T he usual approach
is to discard any inform ation above an e ective cut-o wavenum ber k,, 5», while considering results at lower k’s as a
direct estin ate of the linear power spectrum . The cut-o valie must be chosen w ith care: ifky 4x is too an all, we
can lose a lot of nform ation, especially conceming the neutrino freestream ing scale. If k, ¢ is too large, we can
underestin ate the error on coan ologicalparam eters, rst by neglecting any theoreticaluncertainty in the quasi-linear
corrections that could be applied to the spectrum , and second by ignoring the non-gaussianiy induced by non-linear
evolution .].

Apart from Xy ax, the Inportant param eter characterizing the galaxy survey is is e ective volum e in k space,
de ned in .]. If the num ber density of ob fcts In the survey n (r) is roughly constant over the survey volum e, and
if the observed power soectrum P (k) is bigger than 1=n over the scales of Interest (ie., from the tum-over scale in
P (k) up to ky ax), the e ective volum e is equalto the actualvolum e of the survey. T his is a reasonable approxin ation
for all the exam ples that we w ill consider here. For instance, the SD SS the Bright Red G alaxy BRG ) survey has an
e ective volum e of roughly V. ’ 1 Gpc=h)> .] (which com es from a sky coverage fg, = 025 and a radial length
ofl1 Gpch 1).

Beyond SD SS, plans for larger surveys are under discussion . For lnstance, we can m ention the Large Synoptic Survey
Telescope® (LSST ), which in the firture could coverthe entire sky and at the sam e tin e be capable ofm easuring fainter
ob fcts .]. LSST isdesigned m ainly for weak lensing observations. In order to m ap the totalm atter distribution up
to half the age ofthe Universe (ie., up to a redshift z 08 ora radiallength 1 2:3 Gpc=h) in a solid angle 30,000
deg® (fsy 0775), i could measure 2 10° redshiftsup to z = 1:5. Ingpired roughly by these num bers, at the end
of this analysis, we w ill goeculate on the possibility to m easure the power spectrum in a e ective volum e as large as
Ve = @4 =3)fgyr 40 Gpc=h)’.

Them echanisn of structure form ation a ects larger wavelengths at later tin es. So, in order to m easure the linear
power spectrum on am all scales, it would be very usefiil to build high redshift galaxy surveys. T his is one ofthem ain
goals of the K ilo-A perture O ptical Spectrograph KA O S) proposal’. KAO S could build two catalogs centered around
redshifts z = 1 and z = 3, corresponding roughly to kpax 02 h Mpc ! and kpax 048 h Mpc ! respectively,
Instead ofkyax 01l h Mpc 1 today (conservative values). In both catalogs, the num ber density would be such that

0 ©® 4J o
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1=n P (kpax), and the e ective volum e of the two sam ples close to Ve 0:55 Gpc=h)® and V. 0:6 Gpc=h)>
respectively . This experin ent is designed m ainly r m easuring the scale of baryonic oscillations, in order to
constrain dark energy. However, we will see that i would be also appropriate for I proving constraints on the
neutrino m asses.

IVv. FORECAST OF FUTURE BOUNDS:FISHER MATRIX ANALY SIS

Since the characteristics of fiture CM B experin ents and galaxy surveys are already known w ith som e precision, it
is possible to assum e a \ ducial" m odel, ie., a cosm ologicalm odel that would yield the best t to the future data,
and em ploy the F isherm atrix m ethod to forecast the errorw ith which each param eterw illbe extracted. T hism ethod
has been widely used for m any cosn ological param eters, som e of them related to neutrinos. For instance, we can
m ention that forecast analyses based on the F isherm atrix have shown that w ith fiture data there w illbe a potential
sensitivity to an e ective num ber of neutrinos ofthe order N 02 .,.,.], a value that is com plem entary to
and w ill eventually In prove the accuracy of prim ordial nuclkosynthesis results (see eg. .,.]) .

Starting w ith a set of param eters x; describing the ducialm odel, one can com pute the angular pow er spectra of
CM B tem perature and polarization anisotropies Cf ,whereX = T;E;TE . Sin ultaneously, one can derive the linear
power spectrum ofm atter uctuations P (k), expanded In Fourier space. The error x; on each param eter can be
calculated from the reduced (din ensionless) F isher m atrix Fi5, which hastwo term s. The rst one accounts for the
CM B experin ent and is com puted according to ref. ]

X=X ek

Qcy
Cov 'C¥;cf)—2

Fij (CM B) =
@]l’lXj_ @]IlXj

; @)

=2 X ;Y

where Cov (Cf ;Cf ) is the covariance m atrix of the estim ators of the corresponding CM B gpectrum . For instance,
the TT elem ent is given by
A\l #
2
2 X 2, 1

Cov(Ci{;C{)= ————— Ci + 1B 5
C1iCq1) el DEwy 1 (ChZ rBY) ©)
Here, the rsttemm arises from cosm ic variance, while the second is a finction ofthe experim entalparam eters sum m ed
over the channels: BY = exp( 1(1+ 1) ?=8:n2) is the beam window finction (assumed to be G aussian), 1, is the
FW HM ofthebeam and 't = (p 1) ° isthe verse square of the detector noise level ( r is the sensitivity per
pixel, and the solid angle per pixel can be approxin ated by ﬁ) . For the experin ents that we consider here, all these
num bers can be und i Tablkl. T he other tem s of the covariance m atrix can be found, for instance, in .].
The second temm of the reduced Fisher m atrix accounts for the galaxy survey data and is calculated follow ing

Tegm ark W],
Z
Knax @ P ops k) @ MPgps k)

Fis LSS) = 2 dhnk: 6
5 LSS) O ehx enx " ®)

Herew () = Vo =2 =k)? isthe weight finction ofthe galaxy survey and w e have approxin ated the lower lin it of the
integralky sy © 0. Wede ned Pops k) PP (k), and Ky ax is the m axin al wave number on which linear predictions
are reliable. T his expression is only an approxin ation, since in addition to non-linear clistering it ignores edge e ects
and redshift space distortions.

Inverting the total F isher m atrix, one obtains an estim ate of the 1- error on each param eter, assum ing that all
other param eters are unknow n

= P 7
Xi E )y (1)
Tt is also usefiil to com pute the eigenvectors of the reduced F isher m atrix (ie., the axes of the lkelihood ellipsoid in
the space of relative errors). T he error on each eigenvector is given by the Inverse square root of the corresponding
eigenvalue. T he eigenvectors w ith large errors Indicate directions of param eter degeneracy; those w ith the an allest
errors are the best constrained com binations of param eters.

10 The characteristics of KAO S are taken from the \Purple Book" available on-line at
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FIG .5: Predicted 2 error on the totalneutrino m ass M m asa function of M in the ducialm odel, using PLANCK

and SD SS (lin ited to kpax = 0:15 h M pc ). The left plot was obtained w ith the preferred experin entalvalie of m f,tm , and
the right plot w ith the current 3 upperbound. In each case, we show the results assum ing either NH or IH .

V. RESULTS

W ehave com puted the totalF isherm atrix from E gs.ll andll, using various experin ental speci cations. T hroughout
the analysis, our ducialm odel is the concordance \ at CDM " scenario, w ith param eters close to the current best-
t values and with additional neutrino m asses. The nine free param eters w ith respect to which derivatives are
computed are: , h? (@ atter density, Including baryons, cold dark m atter and neutrinos), ph? (aryon density),
(cosm ological constant), CJ,, (am plitude of tem perature spectrum at m u]tjpoJePZOO), ng (scalar tilt), (optical
depth to reionization), vy . (fraction ofbaryonicm ass in the form ofHeluim ), M m (totalneutrino m ass) and
b (nknown bias ofthe LSS data). The ducialvalue ofb is irrelevant by construction, and we w ill try various values
ofM , distribbuted follow ing the NH or IH schem e. O ther ducialvalues read:

( rnhz; bhz; ;CZTOO;ns; iVie) = (0:143;0:023;0:70;0:85;0:96;0:11;024):

A 11 derivatives are com puted at zero spatial curvature (by varying h appropriately). Note that we use double-sided
derivatives w ith step 10% forM , 50 $ foryy o, 5% for all other param eters. W e checked carefully that these steps
are su clent in order to avoid possible num erical errors caused by the lin ited precision of the Boltzm ann code { In

our case, version 4.5.1 ofCM BFA ST .], w ith option \high precision". W e also checked that w ith tw ice larger steps,
the resuls change only by a negligble am ount. T hese conditions were not a priori cbvious for the sm allest neutrino
m asses studied here, but we Increased the precision ofthe neutrino sector in CM BFA ST accordingly. A ctually, In order
to study three neutrino species w ith di erent m asses, we perform ed signi cant m odi cations throughout CM BFA ST .
For each m ass eigenstate, we Integrate som e Independent background and perturbation equations, decom posed in
15 mom entum values, up to multipole 1= 7. Finally, we include the an all distortions in the neutrino phase-space
distrbbutions caused by non-instantaneous decoupling from the electrom agnetic plasma Wwith QED corrections at

nite tem perature) .i]/, but these last e ects are aln ost negligble in practice.

A. PLANCK+ SD SS

W e rst derive the precision w ith which the combined PLANCK and SD SS data w ill constrain the totalneutrino
mass In a near future. Experin ental speci cations for these experim ents are given in the previous section, and we
choose to lin it SD SS data to the scale kpax = 0:5 h M pc ' where non-linear e ects are still sn all. Fig. [l shows
the predicted 2 erroron M forvarious ducialm odels, assum ing di erent values ofM , the two possible schem es for
the m ass splitting (either NH or ), and two di erent valuesof m 2 . The solarmassscale m 2, isessentially

sun

irrelevant 1 this analysis, and is kept xed to the current preferred valie 0of6:9 10 ° eV?. The possble values of



In C 340 ne n h? ph? M (V) Yse IIP ko)l X
9 param eters 0.005 0.007 0.005 0.01 0.001 0.0002 0.11 0.01 0.007 {
+ X =NT 0.005 0.008 0.005 0.01 0.003 0.0002 0.12 0.01 0.007 0.14
+ X = 0.005 0.008 0.005 0.01 0.002 0.0002 0.13 0.01 0.007 0.003
+ X =w 0.005 0.008 0.005 0.01 0.002 0.0002 0.14 0.01 0.007 0.05
+ X = 0.005 0.010 0.005 0.01 0.001 0.0002 0.11 0.02 0.007 0.008

TABLE II: Absolute errors at the 1- Jevel for various cosn ological m odels, using PLANCK + SD SS (kpax = 0:15h M pc hy.
The rst line showsour sinplest at CDM m odel, described by 9 free param eters w ith ducialvaliesC 4, = 085, ns = 0:96,
= 011, = 070, o h?® = 0:143, h® = 0023, M = 03 eV (nom alhierarchy), Ys e = 024. The value chosen for
I’P (ko = 0:lh Mpc ') is irrelevant. The next lines have one additional param eter X : an e ective num ber of neutrinos N *
param etrizing the abundance of extra relativistic relics, with ducialvalue 0; a free spatial curvature param etrized by  with
ducial value 0; a free tin e-independent equation of state for dark energy param etrized by w with ducialvalie 1; a free
scalar tilt munning param etrized by = dns=dInk wih ducialvalie 0.

M are of course bounded from below : them inin alvalue corresponds to the lim it in which the lightest neutrino m ass
goes to zero, In one ofthe two NH or IH schem es.

Letus rst concentrateon the case n which m 2, has its current preferred value of 2:6 10 3eV* (leftplot). The
minimalvalie ofM In the NH (rego.IH) case is approxin ately 006 eV (resp. 0.10 €V).However, the 2 detection
threshold,de nedbyM = 2 M ),isaround 021 &V .W e concludethat PLANCK + SD SS w illprobem ainly the region
were the three neutrinos are quasidegenerate In m ass, w ith no possibility to distinguish between the two cases. In
absence of clear detection, the 2 upper bound w illbe of order 0 2 €V, corresponding to individualm asses (0.08, 0.06,
0.06) €V assum ngNH, or (0.073,0.073,0.053) eV assum ing T .A sexpected, we nd thatthe2 detection threshold
is still 021 eV when the calculations are perform ed w ith a Jargervalue m 2, = 37 10 ®ev? (the3 upperbound
in Eq.M), as shown in the right plot of Fig. .

Tt is Interesting to study w hether this precision is lin ited m ainly by a degeneracy between M and som e com bination
of other coan ological param eters, or sin ply by the experim ental sensitiviy to the individuale ect ofM . In the st
case, the results could be In proved by Including priors from othertypes ofexperin entson the cosn ologicalparam eters;
n the second case, one would have to wait for a new generation ofCM B and/or LSS experin ents. In order to address
this point, we com puted the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the reduced F isher m atrix. It tums out that for all
our ducialm odels, one of the unit eigenvectors points precisely in the direction ofM , w ith coe cient very close to
one in this direction (and, of course, the corresponding eigenvalue m atches the error previously obtained forM ). W e
conclude that M isnot a ected by a param eter degeneracy, and that independent m easurem ents of other cosm ological
param eters would not help very m uch in constraining neutrino m asses. N ote that this is not yet the case or current
coam ologicalbounds on neutrino m asses, w here the addition of priors on param eters such as the Hubble constant or

Jeads to m ore stringent bounds (seec eg. .]) .

T he absence of large param eter degeneracies applies to our reference m odelw ith nine free param eters. Tt m ay not
necessarily be true in the presence of extra param eters describing deviations from the concordance CDM m odel
In order to illustrate this point and to test the robustness of our conclusions, we have calculated the error on each
param eter for several extended cosm ological scenarios, w ith extra relativistic degrees of freedom , spatial curvature,
dark energy w ith varying density but constant equation of state, or a prim ordial spectrum w ith running tilt (see Table
) . T he neutrino m ass bound is ound to be quite robust in allthese cases, which proves that in none ofthese m odels
the e ect ofM can bem in icked by som e other param eter com bination.

Tt is also interesting to study the relative in pact ofCM B tem perature, CM B polarization and LSS data on the
measurement of M . W e show in table [l the error on each param eter for SD SS alone, PLANCK alone wih or
w ithout polarization), and various com binations of CM B and LSS data, w ith an explicit dependence on the value of
kn ax - The com plem entarity of PLANCK and SD SS clearly appears. W hie PLANCK alone would achieve only a 1
detection ofM = 0:3 &V and SD SS alone would not detect it at all, the com bined data would probe this value at the
3 level. One can check from Tablk[lll that PLANCK data on polarization lowers the erroron M by approxin ately
30% . By diagonalizing the \PLANCK @no pol)+ SD SS" Fisher m atrix, we checked that w ithout polarization there
would be a signi cant degeneracy betw een neutrino m ass and opticaldepth to reionization. Indeed, w hile reionization
lowers the CM B tem perature spectrum keeping the m atter power spectrum unchanged, the e ect of neutrino free—
Stream Ing is opposite n  rst approxin ation (at least on an all scales). So, polarization m easurem ents are Indirectly
a key ingredient for neutrino m ass determ ination.
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knax =M pc) InCly ns n h? ph® M (@V) Yse hPP ko)l
SD SS alone 0.10 { 0.6 { 0.8 05 0.1 7.0 { 03
015 { 05 { 0.09 04 0.08 1.5 { 0.06
020 { 01 { 0.05 0.09 0.02 0.5 { 001
PLANCK (nopol) { 0.005 002 010 0.05 0.006 0.0006 0.42 0.03 {
PLANCK (nopol) + SDSS 0.10 0.005 002 008 0.02 0.002 0.0004 0.24 0.02 0.015
0.15 0.005 002 008 0.01 0001 0.0003 0.15 0.02 0.008
020 0.005 001 0.07 0.006 00009 0.0003 0.13 0.02 0.005
PLANCK (@) { 0.005 0.008 0.005 0.04 0.004 0.0003 0.30 0.01 {
PLANCK (all) + SDSS 0.10 0.005 0.007 0.005 0.02 0.002 0.0002 0.19 0.01 0.012
0.15 0.005 0.007 0.005 0.01 0.001 0.0002 0.11 001 0.007
020 0.004 0.007 0.005 0.006 0.0008 0.0002 0.08 001 0.005
CM Bpol { 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.006 0.006 0.00008 0.07 0.004 {
CM Bpol+ SDSS 0.10 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.006 0.0006 0.00008 0.07 0.004 0.011
015 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.005 0.006 0.00007 0.06 0.004 0.006
020 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.004 0.005 0.00007 0.05 0.004 0.004

TABLE ITII: Absolute errors at the 1- level, for various experin ents and the same CDM modelas in table B wih 9 free
param eters). In particular, the ducialvalue of the totalneutrinom ass isstillM = 0:3 &V .W hen using SD SS, we show the
resuls for three choices of kp ax, the m axin al wavenum ber on which the data are com pared w ith linear theory predictions:
Kmax = 0:10h M pc ! (conservative), 0:15h M pc ! (reasonabk), or 020h M pc ! (optim istic) .

SD SS SDSS+KAOS \hypothetical LSS"
PLANCK 021 0.16 0.11
CM Bpol 0.13 0.10 0.09
\idealCM B" 0.10 0.09 0.08

TABLE IV: 2- detection threshold (in €V) for various com binations of CM B and LSS experim ents (assum ing the nom al
hierarchy scenario). The \idealCM B " experin ent is lin ited only by coan ic variance up to m ultipole 1= 2500 and covers 100%

ofthe sky. T he \hypothetical LSS" survey hasa voumeV, ' 40 G pc=1’1)3 and probes the linear spectrum up to kp ax = 0:15h
Mpc ' (that would be the case of a large galaxy survey covering 75% ofthe sky up to z = 038).

B. PostPLANCK experim ents

Here we consider whether fuiture CM B and LSS experin ents w ill reach a better sensitivity on the neutrino m ass, in
particular at the levelofthe an allvaluesofM expected forthe hierarchicalnom aland inverted schem es. Sensitivities
signi cantly better than 0.1 eV would m ean approaching the absolutem inimum ofM in the NH case or even ruling
out the IH scenario.

In the previous section, we m entioned a few CM B m issions that have been proposed so far in com plem ent to
PLANCK .W e will study the in pact ofa few ofthem , and ofan \idealCM B experim ent" that would be lim ited only
by cosn ic vardiance up to 1= 2500 (both for tem perature and polarization). Them ain di culty for reaching this goal
would be to subtract accurately sm allscale foregrounds, and in particular point-like sources, but even w ith current
technology such an idealexperin ent is conceivable. O n the otherhand, it isdi cult to specify the characteristics ofan
deallSS experim ent, since i w illbe 1im ited by technological im provem ents in instrum entation and data processing.
T herefore, we w illkeep in the analysis a free param eter V., describing the e ective volum e ofan ideal volum e-lim ited
survey.

W e show in Fig.l the predicted 2 error in four cases corresponding to SP Tpol (upper kft), PLANCK (upper
right), CM Bpol (lower lft), and our idealCM B experin ent (lower right). The value of 2 (in €V) is shown wih
grey levels, as a function ofky .x horizontalaxis) and V. (vertical axis) n unisofVe (SDSS)= 1 G pc=h)3 . The
totalm ass hasbeen xed toM = 0:1 &V, distrbuted according to the NH scheme. W e leamed from the previous
subsection that for higher values of M , the error could be an aller (@t m ost by a factor 2). However, we are now
Interested In the range 005 &V < M < 02 &V, since larger values should be detected by PLANCK + SD SS, and
an aller values are excluded by oscillation experim ents. In this range, on can safely interpolate the results obtained at

M = 0:11 &V . In particular, our resuls for a coan icvariance lim ited CM B experin ent are In reasonable agreem ent
w ith those of [l].
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FIG.6: The grey regions are the 2 expected errors on m (V) for a ducial value of 011 €V, as a function of the

param eters of the galaxy survey, where each panel corresponds to a speci ¢ CM B experim ent. T he vertical lines indicate the
cut-o wavenum ber ky ox fOr the linear m atter power spectrum at the conservative (optim istic) valie 0:15(02)h M pc 1. The
th;p contours shown are (from bottom to top) for 0.3 and 02 eV, while the thick contours correspond to them Inim um values
of m in theIH (lower lines) and NH (upper lines) schem es, assum ing the best- t (solid) or the 3 upper bound (dashed)

valie of m §m .

For SDSS (or for any survey wih z < 1) we expect the relevant value of k; ,x to be around 0:15h M pc I,
However, depending on the overall am plitude of the m atter power soectrum (often param etrized by g, and still
poorly constrained) and on future in provem ents in our understanding of non-linear corrections, this value m ight
appear to be either too optin istic or too pessim istic: this is the reason why it is interesting to leave it as a free
param eter.

One can see that replacing PLANCK by CM Bpolwould lead to a better sensitivity to the neutrino m ass, w ith a
2 detection threshold at 0.13 €V instead 0f 021 €V . T he expected errors for CM Bpol, w th and w ithout SD SS data,
can be found in Tablk . A dding to SD SS the two KAO S surveys (centered around z = 1 and z = 3) would also
lead to som e in provem ent. For P lanck+ SD SS+ KAO S we get a 2 detection threshold ofM 016 eV, whik for
CM Bpolt SD SS+ KA O S one could reach M 0:10 eV . T hese results are summ arized in Table M.

T here is still room for in provem ent beyond this set of experin ents. In order to m ake a precise statem ent on the
conclusions that could be drawn on the Iong temm , we keep the \ideal CM B experin ent" characteristics and x Ve
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FIG.7: Predicted 2 error on m asa function of m in the ducialm odel, using an idealCM B experin ent (lim ited

only by cosm ic variance up to 1= 2500, both for tem perature and polarization) and a redshift survey covering 75% of the
skyuptoz’ 08 (Vo = 40 Gpc=h)®), still lim ited to kyax = 0:15h M pc '. The kft plot was cbtained w ith the preferred
experim entalvalie of m f,tm , and the right plot w ith the current 3 upperbound. In each case, we show the results assum ing
either NH or IH .

to 40 Gpc=h)® (in section M, we argued that this could hopefully represent the volim e of a survey com parable to
the LSST projct), while keeping ky ax = 0:15h M pc '. In Fig.l, we plot the corresponding results in the sam e way
aswedid PrPLANCK + SD SS.A ssum Ing the IH scenari, we see that any value of the m ass could be detected at the
2 level. Assum ng NH, thisisonly trueatthe 1 or1.5 level, depending on the value of m gm . The 2 detection
threshold isat 0.08 eV .

Our resuls show , for the rst tin e, that if the available coan ological data are precise enough, the expected errors
on the neutrino m asses depend not only on the sum of neutrino m asses, but also on what is assum ed for the m ass
splitting between the neutrino states. A s can be seen from Figs.ll and ll, the sensitivity on M w illbe slightly better
In the NH case in the m ass region close to the m inimum value of the IH schem e. These am all di erences arise from
the changes in the free-stream ing e ect that we have described in section ll, and cbviously disappear for a totalm ass
In the quasidegenerate region (above 02 €V or o).

In any case, them ain contribution of coan ology to the possible discrim ination between the neutrino m ass schem es
w ill stillbe the possbility of ruling out the case In which them asses are quasi-degenerate. Even in ourm ost optin istic
orecast € ig.W), if the preferred value of M tums out to be sm aller than 0.1 €V, the error bar w ill stillbe too large
In order to safely rule out the TH case. W e also perform ed an extended analysis in which, instead of assum ing either
nom al or inverted hierarchy, we introduced a tenth free param eter accounting for a continuous interpolation of the
m ass spectrum between the two scenarios, for xed M . By com puting the error on this param eter, we obtained a
con m ation that the NH and TH scenarios cannot be discrin inated directly from the data. H owever, any analysis of
future, very precise cosn ologicaldata m ust take Into acoount the texture of neutrino m asses in order to translte the
corresponding positive signal (orbound) into M .

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In thispaperw e have analyzed the sensitivitiesof fiture CM B and LSS data to the absolute scale ofneutrinom asses,
taking Into account realistic experin ental sensitivities and extending the results of previous w orks I,.,.,.].

W e have considered the values of neutrino m asses distributed according to the presently favored three neutrino
m ass schem es, that ollow either a nom alor an inverted hierarchy. A s discussed in section B, = di erent distribution
of the sam e total neutrino m ass kads to an all changes in the coam ological evolution of neutrinos, and in particular
In the free-stream Ing scales (qualitatively discussed, for instance, in l, 1) . These changes disappear when the total
neutrino m ass enters the quasi-degenerate region.

W e used the Fisher m atrix m ethod to forecast the errors on cosm ological param eters that can be extracted from



13

future CM B experim ent and redshift survey data, assum ing a ducial 9-din ensional cosn ologicalm odel close to the
currently favored CDM m odel. O ur theoretical CM B and m atter pow er spectra were generated w ith the standard
Bolzm ann code CM BFA ST, m odi ed in order to include three neutrino states w ith di erent m asses.

In particular, for the case of PLANCK and SD SS we found good agreem ent w ith the results of .], wih a 2 -error
on the total neutrino m ass of 02 &V that will allow us to probe only the quasidegenerate neutrino m ass region.
Better sensitivity w illbe achieved w ith the com bination CM Bpoland SD SS, for which we found 0:12 €V, close to the
m nimum value of the totalneutrino m ass In the inverted hierarchy case. T hese results correspond to a conservative
valie ofky ax = 0:15h M pc !, them axin alwavenum ber on which the LSS data are com pared w ith the predictions of
linear theory. W e also tested how the errors change when including additional cosn ologicalparam etersto our ducial
m odel. In general, we found that the errors on the neutrino m asses are not m odi ed in a signi cant way.

Our results show that the approach where CM B experin ents are only lim ited by cosm ic variance (as In .]) is
probably too sim plistic. H owever, ifa future CM B experin ent is capable of getting close to such an ideal 1im it, then
the com bination w ith data from galaxy redshift surveys larger than SD SS would lead to errors on the totalneutrino
m ass com parabl to them Inim um valies of the hierarchical scenarios. In such a case, we have shown that there exist
slight di erences in the expected errors between the two hierarchical neutrino schem es for the sam e total neutrino
m ass.

In conclusion, we consider that coamn ologicaldata can provide valuable inform ation on the absolute scale ofneutrino
m asses, that nicely com plem ents the present and future progcts of beta decay and neutrinoless doubl beta decay
experim ents. T his conclusion is reinforced when one takes into account other cosn ologicalprobes of neutrino m asses,
com plem entary to the approach ofthe present paper. W e can cite, for Instance, studies of the distribution ofm atter in
the U niverse through the distortionsofCM B m aps caused by gravitationallensing m easured from non-gaussianities in
the CM B m aps) ]and the weak gravitational lensing ofbackground galaxies by intervening m atter .,.,.].

Tt is nteresting to note that any Inform ation on the absoluite neutrino m asses from cosm ology w illbe interesting not
only for theoretical neutrino m odels, but also for connected baryogenesis scenarios w hich occur through a leptogenesis
process (seeeg. .,.,.])
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