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PAUL LANGACKER
U niversity of Pennsylvania
Philadelphia, Pennsylania, USA 19104-6396

ABSTRACT

T he in plications of the de cit of solar neutrinos are discussed. If all of the experi-
m ents are taken literally the relative suppressions render an astrophysicalexplana—
tion unlkely. A llowing M SW conversions, the data sim ultaneously detem ine the
tem perature of the core of the sun to wihin ve percent. The in plications of the
atm ogpheric = . ratio are brie y discussed.

1. Solar N eutrinos and CoolSun M odels

T he predictions of two recent theoretical studies are shown in Tabl . T here
is reasonable agreem ent betw een them , especially forthe gallium experin ents. H ow —
ever, the Bahcall-P insonneault PB) ﬂj] calculation predicts a som ew hat higher B

ux than that of Turck-Chieze (TC) Q]. T hese are com pared w ith the experim ental
results B1-] in Table 2. The standard solar m odel is not in agreem ent w ith the
data for any reasonable range of the uncertainties [1], and is therefore excluded.

Still possble is som e nonstandard solar m odel W SSM ), which may di er
from the SSM by new physics inputs such as weakly interacting m assive particles
W IM P s), a large corem agnetic eld, core rotation, etc. M ost ofthesem odelsa ect
the solar neutrinos by lading to a lower core tem perature, ie., T. < 1, where T, =
1 0006 corregoonds to the SSM . A Il reasonable m odels lead to a Jarger suppression
ofthe K am iokande rate (which isessentially all ®B ) than that ofH om estake which
has In addition a nontrivial com ponent of "B e neutrinos), in contrast to the data.

Follow ing Bahcalland U Irich [§] the tem perature dependence is’ (°B)  T:¢,
" ('Be) T.W eassum e that thepp ux is reduced by a factor f p) chosen so that
the total solar Jum inosity rem ains constant. T he expected counting ratesr foreach
experin ent relative to the expectations of the standard solarm odelare then []

Reo= 026 004= (1 0:033)P775@ 010)F + 04501 0:036)T° + small]
Rgam = 050 007= @ 010)F°
054 0d1= (1 004)D:538@1  0:0022)f (Ep)
+0271 Q1 0:036)T°+ 0105@Q 040)T:°+ smalll: @)

RGa

T he overall uncertainties are from the nuclear detection cross-sections, and those
which multiply the lndividual ux com ponents are from the relevant reactions in
the sun, correlated from experin ent to experim ent.

Thebest tisforT.= 092 0201, an enom ous deviation from the SSM .Even
worse, it isa terrble t: 2 = 206 for 2 d:f: which is statistically excluded at the
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T heory SSM (BP) SSM (TC)
Hom estake (C1J) 8 1SNU 64 13 SNU
K am iokande 1 014 (arb units) 077 020

gaJJjum 132 7 SNU 125 5 SNU

Tabk 1: P redictions of BahcaltP insonneault BP) fi] and Turck-Chieze (TC) H] for the solar
neutrino uxes. A lluncertainties are at one standard deviation.

R ate Rate/SSM @BP) | Rate/SSM (T C)
H om estake 21 03 SNU 026 004 033 005
K am -IT (1040 days) 047 005 006
K am —IIT (395 days) 056 007 006
Kam -IT + IIT 050 0207 065 0:09
(orelin syst.)
GALLEX 83 19 8SNU 063 014 067 0415
SAGE (90 + 91) | s8";, 14 SNU 044 0:19 047 020
GALLEX + SAGE 71 15 SNU 054 0:11 057 012

Tabl 2: T he observed rates, and the rates relative to the calculations ofBP and TC .

99:9% cl. If we accept the experim ental values, a cool sun m odel cannot acoount for
the data f]. T his conclusion ism ore general than the speci ¢ exponents assum ed.

2.M SW Conversions

T here have been a number of recent studies of the M SW solution QGH13].
T here are two solutions for oscillations Into active neutrinos ( or ), the non-—
adiabatic (sn allm ixing angle) and the large-angle. T he non-adiabatic solution gives
amuch better t [F]. In this region there is m ore suppression of the interm ediate
energy ’'Be neutrinos, accounting for the larger suppression seen by H om estake.
The largeangle t ismuch poorer, corregoonding to 2 = 38 for 1 o, because there
the survival probability varies slow Iy w ith neutrino energy. O ne can also consider
the possbility that the . is oscillating into a sterilke neutrino. There is no large—
angle solution!; at 90% C L. T here is a non-adiabatic solution but even that yields
a relatively poor t 2= 36 forl df.

Tt is also interesting to considerM SW oscillations for an arbitrary core tem —
perature T., that is ©or NSSM .0 ne now has three param eters, T., sin®2 ,and m 2.
There are su cient constraintsto determ ine allthree [9]. T here is an expanded non—
adiabatic solution with T. = 102" 59 at 90% C L. Sin ilarly, there is a large-angle
solution with T, = 104" 337, Thus the core tem perature is m easured by the solar
neutrino experin entsf even allow ing for the com plication of M SW oscillations. Tt

1 The large angle solution for sterile neutrinos is also m ost likely exclided by nucleosynthesis argum ents, w hile
non-adiabatic param eters are allowed.
20 f course, one of the originalm otivations for the solar neutrino experim ents was to probe the core of the sun.



Figurel: A llowed regions forM SW conversionsof . ! or ,from E_Sfl]. The90% cl ( 2= 4:%)
regions allow ed by the H om estake, K am iokande, and gallim experin ents and by the combined t
are shown. T he astrophysical and nuclear uncertainties are included.

is consistent w ith the standard solarm odelprediction T.= 1  0:0057.

3. Atm ospheric N eutrinos

Thepredicted uxes and . produced by the interactions of coam ic rays in
the atm osphere are uncertain by around 20% . However, the ratio = . is believed
to be accurate to 5% :Il:4]. T here are additional uncertainties associated w ith
Interaction cross-sections, particle identi cation, etc. The K am iokande and IM B
groups have observed a de cit In the ratio of contained m uon and electron events

( =€) Hata _ 065 008 006 ; Kamickande [15] 2)
( =€)ineory 054 005 012 : M B, [L6]
Thise ect, ifreal, suggests the possbility of ! orpossbly ! .. Iprobably
is not com patdble w ith sterile neutrino oscillations ! ¢, because for the relevant

param eter range the extra sterike neutrino would violate the nuclosynthesis bound.
T he oscillation hypothesis requires a m ass range m 2 @o 3 1) ev*, larger than
that relevant to the solar neutrinos, and large m ixing angles such as sin® 2 0s5.
4. Im plications

The m ? range suggested by the solar neutrinos is com patible w ith the gen-



eral range expected in quadratic up-type seesaw m odels, such as in grand uni ed
theories 9], orwhichm | m2 <My, where u; = u;c;t and My is the heavy neutrino
mass. ForMy 10! 10° GeV one obtains the appropriate m ass range, for os—
cillations into forMy 10° GeV, and into forMy 10! G eV . However, the
sin plest m odels predict equal Jlepton and quark m ixing angles, Vipton = Vexu , Which
isnot satis ed by the data unless . is far from the SSM [4].

T he various hints suggest two general scenarios. One could have . !
In the sun form | m 3 103 eV, wih a com ponent of the dark m atter
m few €V ).Thispattem is com patible w ith the m ass predictions of GU T -type
seesaw s. H owever, In this scenario there is no room for oscillations to account for
the atm ospheric neutrinos. A separate possbility is that again . ! in the sun,
wih ! oscillations w ith m 01 0:) eV for the atm ospheric neutrinos. In
this case there would be no room forhot dark m atter. T his second solution requires
large Jeptonic m ixings, sin? 2 05.
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