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ABSTRACT

The im plicationsofthe de�citofsolarneutrinosarediscussed.Ifallofthe experi-

m entsaretaken literally therelativesuppressionsrenderan astrophysicalexplana-

tion unlikely. Allowing M SW conversions,the data sim ultaneously determ ine the

tem perature ofthe core ofthe sun to within �ve percent. The im plicationsofthe

atm ospheric��=�e ratio arebriey discussed.

1. Solar N eutrinos and C oolSun M odels

Thepredictionsoftworecenttheoreticalstudiesareshown in Table1.There

isreasonableagreem entbetween them ,especiallyforthegallium experim ents.How-

ever,theBahcall-Pinsonneault(PB)[1]calculation predictsa som ewhathigher 8B

ux than thatofTurck-Chi�eze(TC)[2].Thesearecom pared with theexperim ental

results [3]-[6]in Table 2. The standard solar m odelis not in agreem ent with the

data forany reasonable rangeofthe uncertainties[7],and istherefore excluded.

Stillpossible is som e nonstandard solar m odel(NSSM ),which m ay di�er

from the SSM by new physicsinputs such asweakly interacting m assive particles

(W IM Ps),alargecorem agnetic�eld,corerotation,etc. M ostofthesem odelsa�ect

the solarneutrinosby leading to a lowercore tem perature,i.e.,Tc < 1,where Tc =

1� 0:006 correspondsto theSSM .Allreasonablem odelslead to a largersuppression

oftheKam iokanderate(which isessentially all8B)than thatofHom estake(which

hasin addition a nontrivialcom ponentof 7B e neutrinos),in contrastto thedata.

Following Bahcalland Ulrich [8]thetem peraturedependence is’(8B )� T18
c
,

’(7B e)� T8
c
.W eassum e thatthe pp ux isreduced by a factorf(pp)chosen so that

thetotalsolarlum inosity rem ainsconstant.Theexpected counting ratesR foreach

experim entrelativeto the expectationsofthe standard solarm odelarethen [9]

R c‘ = 0:26� 0:04= (1� 0:033)[0:775(1� 0:10)T18
c
+ 0:150(1� 0:036)T8

c
+ sm all]

R K am = 0:50� 0:07= (1� 0:10)T18
c

R G a = 0:54� 0:11= (1� 0:04)[0:538(1� 0:0022)f(pp)

+ 0:271(1� 0:036)T8
c
+ 0:105(1� 0:10)T18

c
+ sm all]: (1)

The overalluncertainties are from the nuclear detection cross-sections,and those

which m ultiply the individualux com ponents are from the relevant reactions in

the sun,correlated from experim entto experim ent.

Thebest�tisforTc = 0:92� 0:01,an enorm ousdeviation from theSSM .Even

worse,itis a terrible �t: �2 = 20:6 for 2 d:f:,which is statistically excluded at the
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Theory SSM (BP) SSM (TC)

Hom estake(Cl) 8� 1 SNU 6:4� 1:3 SNU
Kam iokande 1� 0:14 (arb units) 0:77� 0:20

gallium 132� 7 SNU 125� 5 SNU

Table 1: Predictions of Bahcall-Pinsonneault (BP) [1]and Turck-Chi�eze (TC) [2]for the solar

neutrino uxes.Alluncertaintiesareatonestandard deviation.

Rate Rate/SSM (BP) Rate/SSM (TC)
Hom estake 2:1� 0:3 SNU 0:26� 0:04 0:33� 0:05

Kam -II(1040 days) 0:47� 0:05� 0:06

Kam -III(395 days) 0:56� 0:07� 0:06

Kam -II+ III 0:50� 0:07 0:65� 0:09

(prelim syst.)

G ALLEX 83� 19� 8 SNU 0:63� 0:14 0:67� 0:15

SAG E (90 + 91) 58
+ 17

� 24 � 14 SNU 0:44� 0:19 0:47� 0:20

G ALLEX + SAG E 71� 15 SNU 0:54� 0:11 0:57� 0:12

Table 2:The observed rates,and the ratesrelativeto the calculationsofBP and TC.

99:9% cl.Ifwe acceptthe experim entalvalues,a coolsun m odelcannotaccountfor

the data [9].Thisconclusion ism ore generalthan thespeci�c exponentsassum ed.

2. M SW C onversions

There have been a num ber ofrecent studies ofthe M SW solution [9]-[13].

There are two solutions for oscillations into active neutrinos (�� or ��),the non-

adiabatic(sm allm ixingangle)and thelarge-angle.Thenon-adiabaticsolution gives

a m uch better�t[9]. In thisregion there ism ore suppression ofthe interm ediate

energy 7B e neutrinos,accounting for the larger suppression seen by Hom estake.

The large-angle�tism uch poorer,corresponding to �2 = 3:8 for1 df,because there

the survivalprobability variesslowly with neutrino energy. One can also consider

the possibility that the �e is oscillating into a sterile neutrino. There is no large-

angle solution1 at90% C.L.There isa non-adiabatic solution buteven thatyields

a relatively poor�t�2 = 3:6 for1 df.

Itisalso interesting to considerM SW oscillationsforan arbitrary coretem -

perature Tc,thatisforNSSM .One now hasthree param eters,Tc,sin
2 2�,and �m 2.

Therearesu�cientconstraintstodeterm ineallthree[9].Thereisan expanded non-

adiabatic solution with Tc = 1:02+ 0:03� 0:05 at 90% C.L.Sim ilarly,there is a large-angle

solution with Tc = 1:04
+ 0:03

� 0:04. Thus the core tem perature is m easured by the solar

neutrino experim ents,2 even allowing forthe com plication ofM SW oscillations. It

1 The large angle solution for sterile neutrinos is also m ost likely excluded by nucleosynthesis argum ents,while

non-adiabatic param eters are allowed.
2O fcourse,one ofthe originalm otivations forthe solarneutrino experim ents wasto probe the core ofthe sun.



Figure1:Allowed regionsforM SW conversionsof�e ! �� or��,from [9].The90% c.l.(�� 2 = 4:6)

regionsallowed by the Hom estake,K am iokande,and gallium experim entsand by the com bined �t

areshown.Theastrophysicaland nuclearuncertaintiesareincluded.

isconsistentwith the standard solarm odelprediction Tc = 1� 0:0057.

3. A tm ospheric N eutrinos

Thepredicted uxes�� and �e produced by theinteractionsofcosm icraysin

the atm osphere are uncertain by around 20% . However,the ratio ��=�e isbelieved

to be accurate to � 5% [14]. There are additionaluncertainties associated with

interaction cross-sections,particle identi�cation, etc. The Kam iokande and IM B

groupshave observed a de�citin the ratio ofcontained m uon and electron events

(�=e)jdata

(�=e)jtheory
=

�
0:65� 0:08� 0:06 ; K am iokande[15]

0:54� 0:05� 0:12 : IM B [16]
(2)

Thise�ect,ifreal,suggeststhepossibility of�� ! �� orpossibly �� ! �e.Itprobably

isnotcom patiblewith sterileneutrino oscillations�� ! �s,because forthe relevant

param eterrangetheextra sterileneutrino would violatethenucleosynthesisbound.

The oscillation hypothesis requires a m ass range �m 2 � (10� 3� 1) eV
2,larger than

thatrelevantto the solarneutrinos,and largem ixing anglessuch assin2 2� � 0:5.

4. Im plications

The �m 2 rangesuggested by thesolarneutrinosiscom patiblewith thegen-



eralrange expected in quadratic up-type seesaw m odels,such as in grand uni�ed

theories[9],forwhich m �i
� m2

ui
=M N ,where ui = u;c;tand M N isthe heavy neutrino

m ass. For M N � 1011 � 1016 G eV one obtains the appropriate m ass range,for os-

cillationsinto �� for M N � 1016 G eV,and into �� for M N � 1011 G eV.However,the

sim plestm odelspredictequallepton and quark m ixing angles,Vlepton = VC K M ,which

isnotsatis�ed by thedata unlessTc isfarfrom the SSM [9].

The various hints suggest two generalscenarios. One could have �e ! ��

in the sun for m �e
� m ��

� 3� 10� 3 eV,with �� a com ponent ofthe dark m atter

(m ��
� few eV).Thispattern iscom patiblewith them asspredictionsofG UT-type

seesaws. However,in thisscenario there isno room foroscillationsto accountfor

the atm ospheric neutrinos. A separate possibility isthatagain �e ! �� in the sun,

with �� ! �� oscillationswith m ��
� (0:1� 0:6)eV forthe atm ospheric neutrinos. In

thiscasetherewould beno room forhotdark m atter.Thissecond solution requires

largeleptonicm ixings,sin2 2��� �� � 0:5.
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