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Abstract

Besides the opportunity for discovering new neutrino physics, solar neu—
trino m easurem ents provide a sensitive probe of the solar interjor, and thus
a rigorous test of solar m odel predictions. W e present m odel independent
determm inations of the neutrino spectrum by using relevant ux com ponents
as free param eters sub gct only to the lum inosity constraint. (1) W ithout the
M kheyev-Sm imov-W olfenstein M SW ) e ect, the best t for the combined
data is poor. Furthem ore, the data indicate a severe suppression of the 'Be

ux relative to the 8B , contradicting both standard and nonstandard solar
m odels In general; the pp ux takes its m aximnum value allowed by the u-
m inosity constraint. This pathology consistently appears even if we ignore
any one of the three data. (2) In the presence of the two— avor M SW e ect,
the current constraint on the niial®B ux is weak, but consistent w ith the
SSM and su cient to exclude nonstandard m odels with small ®8 uxes. No
m eaningfiil constraint is ocbtained for the other uxes. In the future, even
allow ing M SW , the 8B and 'Be uxes can be determ ined at the (15 { 20)%
Jevel, m aking com peting solarm odels distinguishable. W e em phasize that the
neutral current sensitivity for "Be neutrinos in BOREX INO ,HELLAZ, and
HERON isessential for determ Ining the initial uxes. T he constraints on the

M SW param eters in the m odel independent analysis are also discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

T he solar neutrino de cit, con m ed by all existing experin ents, challenges our under—
standing of the Sun as well as of neutrinos. T he purpose of this paper is to consider the
possbility of m odel Independent determ inations of the principle neutrino ux com ponents
from the solar neutrino data, both at present and in the future and w ith and w ithout new
neutrino properties. These uxes can then be com pared with the prediction of any solar
m odel, standard or nonstandard. In fact, if the present experin ents [I,{7] are correct, purely

astrophysical explanations for the ux de cit are highly unlkely:

The standard solar m odels (SSM s) [B,9] are excluded by the data as summ arized n
Table . The discrepancy cannot be reconciled by sinply changing input param eters

in the SSM calculations [01.

The Iower observed rate of H om estake relative to K am iokande is Incom patble with
astrophysical solutions i in general. This is a much m ore serious di culy than the
sinple de cit of observed neutrinos relative to the SSM expectations. 4 A model
independent analysis {11] suggests a com plete elin ination ofthe ‘Be ux and, n addi-
tion, a Jarger depletion ofthe ®B spectrum at lower energies and/or additional neutral
current events from or in Kam iokande. The larger suppression of the 'Be than
the ®B  ux contradicts nonstandard solarm odels in general, including ad hoc ones. A
distortion of the ®B energy spectrum cannot be caused by astrophysicale ects at the
cbservable level [12]. and  can interact through the neutral currents in electron
scattering in K am iokande, and their existence In the solar ux signi esneutrino avor

! By astrophysical solutions, we nclude those involing nuclear reaction cross sections in the Sun,

but not the chlorine and galliim detector cross sections.

2In fact, the discrepancy in the relative rate is aggravated in m odels in which the 8B ux is reduced
eg. by owerihg the core tem perature or reducing the 'Be; B cross section) to explain the
K am iokande data.



oscillations.

The problem of the larger suppression of the’Be ux relative to ®B rem ains even if
we ignore any one of the three data. In this sense, the data are consistent w ith each
other. In particular, if we consider the K am iokande and the gallum resuls only, the
nonstandard solar m odels consistent w ith the K am iokande result generally predict a
galliim rate larger than 100 SNU, & inconsistent w ith the combined result of SAGE

and GALLEX (77 9SNU).

W ih standard neutrino physics, the current situation forces us to consider a serious
problem wih two or m ore of the experin ents and a drastic revision of the SSM calcula—
tion unless all of the experim ents are wrong. The M kheyev-Sm imov-W olfenstein M SW )
m echanism [[3], on the other hand, provides a com plete description of the data and is also
consistent w ith the SSM  (see {14] and references therein) . Because of the consistency w ith
the experin ents and the sin plicity of the theory, we consider the two— avorM SW solutions
as the m ost attractive scenario am ong m any proposed particle physics solutions.

For solar astronom y, whether new neutrino physics is present or not, the central issue is
the determ nation of the solar neutrino soectrum . T he theory of the Sun, which is the best
m easured m ain sequence star, is the keystone of our understanding of stellar structure and
evolution. Solar neutrinos are a direct, sensitive probe of the solar core, and the neutrino

ux m easurem ents provide an opportuniy for rigorous tests of solar m odels, standard or
nonstandard.

Forthe SSM , the neutrino spectrum is a diagnostic of the underlying assum ptions in the
theory. The ux prediction depends on the nput physics, such as the opaciy calculation
and the nuclear cross sections, whose uncertainties m ight be underestim ated. In particular,
the p(Be;®B) cross section, which is directly proportional to the 8B ux, was recently
m easured using the C oulom b dissociation m ethod in the RIKEN experin ent [13]. A Ithough

3SNU (solar neutrino uni) = 1/ 10%° atom s /sec.



the m easurem ent uncertainty is still large, the prelim inary result suggests the cross section
can be 25% lower than the current standard valuie fl§]. The SSM also includes sinpli —
cations such as the om ission of rotations, m agnetic elds, and the gravitational ssttling of
various elam ents. Those e ects on the neutrino ux have never been quanti ed in the SSM
uncertainties.

T he nonstandard solar m odels, m ost of which are constructed to explain the solar neu-—
trino de cit, assum e nonstandard input param eters or nonstandard m echanisn s. E xam ples
are the low central tem perature (T ), low opaciy, low Z, large Sll,ﬁ large S33, anall Sy,
an all S17, m ixing, and weakly Interacting m assive particle W IM P) m odels. The neutrino
data should test the validity of such (often ad hoc) assum ptions.

To determm ine the solar neutrino spectrum from the experim ents, one needs to extract
from the data the m agniude of the ux, component by com ponent. The K am iokande
experin ent m easures the ® B ux exclusively. T he radio-chem ical detectors m easure the ux
com ponents only as a weighted sum according to the energy dependence of the detector
cross sections: the Hom estake chlorine experin ent is sensitive m ainly to the 8B ux, but
also to the 'Be, CNO, and pep uxes; the galllim experin ents m easure all com ponents,
Including the dom inant pp ux. In the future, the Sudbury Neutrino O bservatory (SNO )
171, SuperK am iokande {[8]and TTARU S [19]w illm easurethe®B ux w ith a high precision.
BOREXINO P0]willbe capable of m easuring the 'Be line spectrum . HELLAZ 1], and
HERON PR2]will observe the 'Be ux and themai pp ux individually.

T his solar neutrino spectroscopy can be com plicated if new particke physics e ects are
present, since those e ects are often energy dependent and therefore distort the energy spec—
trum . Uncertainties in the neutrino param eters contribute to uncertainties in the neutrino

ux, and vice versa. In the presence of the M SW e ect, Por exam ple, the determm nation
of the nitial (undistorted) ux com ponents requires a know ledge of the neutrino param e~

4 511,533,534, and S17 are the S factors proportionalto the cross sections forp+ p ! ?H+ e + o,

SHe+ °He! “He+ 2p,°He+ ‘He! 'Be+ ,andp+ 'Be! ®B+ , respectively.



ters and, In tum, the determ ination of the neutrino param eters depends on the niial ux
m agnitudes.

T o extricate the neutrino ux com ponents from the data and distinguish various com pet—
Ing solarm odels, it is best to consider a sim ple and general theoretical fram ew ork Including
all standard and nonstandard solarm odels. Such an analysis schem e should be viable w ith
and w ithout particle physics e ects.

Variations of solarm odels have usually been considered in m odeldependent fram ew orks.
M onte Carlo SSM s R324,10] were cbtained from various input param eters nom ally dis-
trbuted about their m ost probabl values. Those solar m odels are, however, calculated
w ithin the SSM and do not address the possibility of nonstandard processes om itted in the
m odeling or the possibility of Input param eters grossly di erent from the standard values.
The Iow Tc model PH{Z1] param eterizes the neutrino uxes by nonstandard core tem per-
atures as power laws P3,24]. T he description is m ore general than the M onte Carlo SSM s
since i ncludes a Jarge class of nonstandard solarm odels. A gain, however, the T, descrip—
tion ism odel dependent: there are nonstandard solar m odels that cannot be param etrized
sin ply by nonstandard T. , such as those w ith nonstandard S;; or Ss4 values.

In thispaper, we consider a m odel independent description of solarm odels, characterized
by them agnitude ofeach ofthe neutrino ux com ponents. By setting up an analysis schem e
as general as possible, we depart from particular theoretical constraints. W e hope that the
experin ents w ill distinguish standard and nonstandard m odels and eventually identify the
correct solarm odel. T he purpose of this paper is to dem onstrate that such a description is
feasble and is a powerfiill tool in analyzing the solar neutrino data, especially once the high
precision data from the next generation experim ents are available.

O urm odel independent analysis originates n Ref. [11]] (see also Ref. P§27]). Here we
elhborate the analysis and extend it to the case In which the two— avor M SW e ect is
present. (O f ocourse, the analysis can be generalized In the presence of any particle physics
e ect.) W e consider m agnitudes of the ur prom nent ux com ponents, pp, 'Be, °B, and

CNO (the sum of **N and !°0), as free param eters .n  tting data. In doing so, we m ake



m Inin al assum ptions:

T he Sun is In a quasistatic state, and the solar lum nosity is generated by the ordinary

nuclear reactions ofthe pp and CNO chains. This in poses a relation am ong the uxes:

(op) + (oep) + 0958 (Be)+ 0:955 (CNO)= 657 10°am *s?t; @)

where (CNO) isthe sum ofthe ®N and '°0 uxes, which are varied w ith the sam e

scale factor.

A strophysicalm echanian s do not distort the shape of the energy spectrum ofthe ndi-
vidual ux com ponent at the cbservabl kevel. Tt was show n that possible distortions of
the soectrum due to such astrophysical e ects as gravitational red-shifts and them al

uctuations are com pletely negligble [12]. O n the other hand, particle physics e ects
such astheM SW mechanian are In general energy dependent and lead to signi cant

Soectral distortions.
T he detector cross section calculations i[23,24,29] are correct.

Them inor uxes (epl, 'F, and hep? ) are set to the SSM values.

The simultaneous (global) analysis of all data is essential in cbtaining constraints on
uxes. No one experin ent provides enough informm ation to detem ine the entire neutrino
goectrum ; only by combining various experin ents with di erent energy threshods is it
possible to determm ine each ux com ponent and test solar m odel predictions. For exam ple,
if there are no new particle physics e ects, then by combining the ®B  ux measured in

5 The pep neutrinos are from the reaction p+ e +p! “H+ o.Thepep ux isthe lJargest am ong
the three m nor uxes. It is strongly correlated w ith the pp ux In m any of the nonstandard solar
m odels _B-g] and does not vary signi cantly from m odelto m odel. O f course, one can also use the

pep ux as a free param eter.

®T he hep neutrinos are from the reaction *He+ p ! “He+ e + ..



K am iokande w ith the Hom estake and galliim experin ents, one can deduce an absence of
the 'Be ux and a detection of the pp ux. Allowing for M SW or other particle physics
e ects, a global analysis is even m ore essential because one m ust sim ultaneously determm ine
the Initial uxes and theM SW -induced ux reduction and spectral distortions.

In constraining the uxes and testing solarm odels, a consistent pint analysis is in por—
tant. Taking overlaps of param eter space allowed by di erent experin ents does not yield
a correct estin ation of uncertainties [I4]; one needs to carry out proper pint ? analyses,
which are essentially ddentical to the m axinum likelihood m ethod in gaussian cases. Since
we are testing theoreticalm odels statistically, the experin ental and theoretical uncertainties
have to be incorporated; a proper treatm ent of the correlations am ong uncertainties is also
in portant {{4].

W hen the M SW e ect is present, it is best to noorporate available energy spectrum
and day-night asym m etry data to obtain additional constraints on the neutrino param eters
and therefore on the uxes. Those constraints from future high-counting experim ents would
be egpecially ussful. In this paper, however, we do not incorporate the existing energy
spectrum  and day-night data from K am iokande [3]; their uncertainties are large and do not
signi cantly change the results obtained from the averaged data. /A

The rest of the paper is organized as the ©llow ing. In Section iJ, the constraints on
the uxes without ntroducing particlke physics e ects are obtained. The pint t of the
com bined the H om estake, K am iokande, SAGE, and GALLEX data yields a poor ? value.
Thebest tis, n fact, cbtained for a negative 'Be ux, suggesting a serious problem w ith
the experin ents or the existence of new particle physics e ects: a distortion of the ®B
goectrum and/or neutral current contributions from or In K am iokande. Even ifwe

7 A lso, K am iokande has only presented the spectrum and angular (direction of the Sun w ith
respect to the nadir) distrbbutions separately. Since they are based on the sam e data, the two
distribbutions are correlated and cannot be used sim ultaneously. It is recom m ended that in the

future the data be presented In bins of de nite energy and angle.



acoept this poor t assum ing standard neutrinos, the constraint on the uxes contradicts
nonstandard solarm odels in general. T he constraints on the uxesw illbe displayed in the
"Be{®B, pp{'Be, and pp{®B planes. (For sinplicity, we refer to neutrino uxes in units of
the reference uxes listed In Table (I unless otherw ise m entioned. Those uxes correspond
to the BahcallP lnsonneaul uxes with the helum di usion e ect B]). The resuls when

one of the three experin ents are om itted w ill be also given. By ignoring one experin ent,
the uncertainties In the ux constraints becom e larger, but the constraints are consistent
w ith those obtained from alldata, and again contradict astrophysical/nuclear solutions.

In Section \IT, we also discuss possible constraints on the uxes from the next generation
experin ents. In fact, ifno new particle e ects are present, SNO and SuperK am iokande w i1l
determ ine the nitial®B ux with a high precision, and BOREX INO ,HELLA Z,and HERON
willm easure the initial 'Be ux exclusively. The ux constraints from hypothetical results
from these experim ents w ith various central values and various m easurem ent uncertainties
w il be exam ined.

In Section ’,__Tfl, we consider the constraints on the uxes when the two— avor M SW ef-
fect for transitions . ! or . ! is present. O ur analysis schem e can In principle
be applied to other particle physics scenarios, such as three— avor M SW , transitions into
sterile neutrinos, vacuum oscillations, a Jarge neutrino m agnetic m om ent, neutrino decays,

avor changing neutral currents, violation ofthe equivalence principk, etc. W e consider the
two— avorM SW solution because of its sin plicity and viability. Tt is Ikely that iftwo— avor
M SW is Indeed occurring, there w illbe enough com plem entary inform ation eg., from spec—
tral distortions, day-night asym m etries, and SNO neutral current (NC) m easurem ents] to
establish it as the most lkely candidate even allow ing nonstandard solar m odels [14]. O £
course one could never rigorously exclude the possibility ofm ore com plicated scenarios, such
as the sim ulaneous in portance of transitions into (or ) and sterilke neutrinos, which
would interfere w ith the m odel ndependent ux determ inations. For this, one m ust invoke

O ccam s razor.



Once theM SW param eters are ntroduced as additional free param eters in the pint t,
constraining the uxes from the data isnot trivial. The M SW e ect can distort the energy
goectrum depending on the param eters, and can change the contribution from di erent ux
com ponents. W ith the existing data, we can constrain the ®B  ux only roughly. Even
though the chlorine and gallium experin ents have a sensitivity to the 'Be ux, the survival
probability of the ux can be zero for the M SW an allanglk (nonadiabatic) solution, and
no m eaningfiil constraint is cbtained for the 'Be ux. To constrain the uxes and the
M SW param eters sin ultaneously, we need results from the future experin ents, especially
the neutralcurrent m easurem ent in SNO and the 'Beneutrnom easuram ent n BOREX INO,
HELLAZ,orHERON .The neutrino-electron scatteringm ode in these 'Bem easurem entshas
a sensitivity to the neutral current interactionswih  and , whose cross sections are 21%
of .’s at this energy. W e w ill present the possble constraints assum ing various outcom es
from those experim ents, and show that such am odel independent analysis can detem ine the
solar neutrino spectrum w ith an accuracy su cient to test solarm odelpredictions. W e note
that our choice of the hypothetical results from the SNO NC and BOREX INO experin ents
are m inin al; additional inform ation from the SNO charged current (CC) rate, the Super-
K am iokande rate, and the spectral and day-night asymm etry m easurem ents In SNO and

SuperK am iokande should m ake the constraints even better.

IT. FLUX CONSTRAINTSASSUM ING STANDARD NEUTRINOS

A . Present

W e consider the constraints on the neutrino uxes from the updated solar neutrino data
listed in Tabk . Them ain resuls are displayed in the 'Be{®B plane (although som e of the
results are also shown in the pp{’Be and pp{®B planes). W hen the data are t, the the pp
and CNO uxes are varied freely oreach Be) and @), subct only to the lum inosity
constraint. This representation in the 'Be{®B plane is e ective sihce it can display every

possible solarm odel, standard ornonstandard, that satis esourm inin alassum ptions. Since



predictions for those uxes vary substantially from m odelto m odel, the 'Be{®B plane also
provides a usefiil diagnostic for experin entally distinguishing com peting solarm odels.

W hen the K am iokande, H om estake, and the combined galliim experin ents of SAGE
and GALLEX are t separately, the constraints on the 'Be and ®B uxes are shown in
Fig.7. The ts include the uncertainties in the radio-chem ical detector cross sections and
in them lnor uxes, which are set to the SSM values. The K am iokande result constrains the
® B ux; the H om estake result constrains the 'Be, ®B, and CNO uxes; the gallum resuls
constrain all uxes including the pp.

W hen all data are t sinultaneously, the allowed uxes are ssverely constrained, as
shown in Fig.2. The best t for physical (ie., non-negative) uxes are cbtained for zero
"Be and CNO uxes, and the ®B  ux is about 40% of the SSM prediction; the absence of
the 'Beand CNO uxes Proesthepp ux to be them axinum value (1.095 SSM ) allowed by
the um fnosity constraint Eq.ud). These constraints at 1  uncertainties are summ arized in
Tabl II}; they are also listed as absolute uxes in Tabk IV!. Thism odel independent result
displays serious problem s for any purely astrophysical explanation for the solar neutrino

de cit A1]:

The best t is poor; the 2 mininum is in fact obtained for the unphysical valie

Be)= Be)ssy = 05. Inposing posttivity ofthe ux, = 33=1d:f; 8 which is

2
m in

excluded at 93% ocon dence kevel (C L.) That is, any possible solarm odel explanation

consistent w ith ourm inin al assum ptions is exclided at least at the 93% C L.

Even if one acoepts this poor t, the allowed uxes are di cul to explain. Since ®B
is produced through the reaction p+ 'Be ! 8B + , any reduction in '‘Be causes at
Jeast an equalreduction in ®B . T herefore, unless there is som e lndependent m echanisn

8The tisih fact or 0 df. B data — (4 param eters — 1 constraint)]. For 2 values other than
zero, there is no standard statistical interpretation exists other than to conclide that thism odel is
excluded. To quantify the con dence kvel, we allow 1 d.f.by considering that the 'Be ux is xed

to zero.

10



to suppress only the 'Be ux i or the uncertainty in the 'Be electron capture rate is
grossly underestin ated, the ® B ux is expected to be reduced m ore than the 'Be ux,

contrary to the data.

F inally, various standard and nonstandard m odels are also displayed in Fig.a2: the
BahcallP nsonneaul SSM hcliding the helum di usion e ect B], the Bahcalty Irich

1000 M onte Carl SSM s R3], Turck-Chieze{Lopes SSM [{], the Iow Z m odel R324],
the low opacity m odels with the opacity reduced by 10 and 20% [RB1], the W M P

m odel B-_Z], the large S;; m odels [3:3], the an all S3; m odel f9], the large S33 model
[3], the m ixing m odels 4], the D arShaviv SSM B3], and the high Y model R324].
A Iso shown arem odels param etrized by a ower T (which approxin ately lncorporates
m any of the explicit m odels) and a lower S17. As seen In Fig. %2, none of those solar

m odel predictions are even close to the observations.

W e also note that a Iower S;;7 value, suggested by theRIKEN experin ent {1§], aggravates
the problem w ith astrophysical/nuclear solutions, contrary to the generalnotion. A IowerS;;
value can m ake the theory prediction rthe ®B  ux an aller and closer to the K am ickande
result, which Jeaves little room to introduce other astrophysical/nuckar e ects (9., a ower
Tc ) to reduce the 'Be ux, failing to explain either the H om estake or the gallium resuls.

T his com plete phenom enological failire of astrophysical solutions suggests nonstandard
particle physics e ect such as the M SW e ect, or serious problm s w ith the experin ents
4R

Even ifonly the K am iokande and galliim results are considered, there is still essentially
no viable theoretical explanation. A lthough the best t som ewhat inproves ( 2=0 d:f: =
12), the obtained uxesdisplayed In F ig.3 are consistent w ith a com plete deplktion of the
'Be ux, whilk the ®B  ux is about half of the SSM prediction (Table T and VY. This is

° For exam plk, both @Be) and @) could be suppressed by a Iow Tc , and @B) could then be
enhanced by a larger S17. However, for any realistic S17, this enhancem ent would be negligble.

11



again In severe contradiction w ith nonstandard solar m odels In general. T he nonstandard
solar m odels that are signi cantly inside the 99% C L. contour in Fig. d (@) are the snall
S34 model, the lJarge S33 model, and ad hoc m ixing m odels that involve a core with 04
and 0.8 solar m asses that ism ixed continuously. These m odels also predict non-zero CNO
uxes, while the C L. contours in F i. 8 corresponds to zero CNO  ux. The non—zero CNO
contrbution fiirther aggravates the disagreem ent. W hen the CNO ux is xed to the SSM
value, the constraint forthe com bined K am iokande and gallium results isdisplayed in Fig.4.
T he discrepancy between solarm odel solutions and the com bined K am iokande and gal-
Ium resul can be descrbed In another way. Nonstandard m odels yield a w ide variety of
uxes, and therefore a lJarge range for their galliim predictions: from the 78 SNU of the
lum nosity lim £7% to 303 SNU ofthem axinum ratem odel 1. However, the ®B  ux, which
has the largest uncertainty am ong the m ajpr uxes, hasbeen constrained by K am iokande,
and this In tum oconstrains the gallim predictions ofnonstandard m odels. Such a constraint
was considered in the SSM fram ework w ith the M onte C arlo m ethod [10], but here we allow
nonstandard m odels as well. D isplayed In Fig. § along w ith the gallum data are the gal
Iium predictions of various SSM s and also of nonstandard solar m odels that are consistent
w ith or close to the ® B ux observed 1 K am iokande: the m odelw ith S;; nom alized to the
K am iokande result, the low T modelw ith a reduction of 4% , the m odelw ith a Jarger S
(30% ) and a Iower Tc (5% ), the Iow S3; (50% ) model, the D arShaviv SSM 5], the low
opacity m odel B1], the large S;; m odelsthat predict B)= ®B)ssw = 039 fBland 0:57 331,
and m xing m odels 34]. The uncertainties include the ®B uncertainty due to the K am io—
kande uncertainty (14% ), but the dom inant contribution is from the galliim cross section

uncertainty. From this list, we obtain

G allim rate consistent w ith K am iokande > 100 SNU ; )

10 This corresponds to zero 'Be, CNO, pep, and ®B  uxes and the pp ux with the m axin um

value allowed by the um nosity constraint €q.d).

12



while the combined galliim rate of SAGE and GALLEX is77 9SNU.

The Iower 1im it 0of 100 SNU can be roughly understood as follow Ings. T he nonstandard
solar m odels considered here all predict an aller reductions of the 'Be than the ®B  ux, and
this, combined w ith the K am ickande result, gives the Iower lin it on the 'Be ux to be about
half of the SSM value, contributing at least 183 SNU to the gallum rate. The pp and pep

uxes do not depend signi cantly on solarm odels; the lum inosity constraint and a decrease
in the 'Be ux result in an increase in thepp ux by 5% (3.7 SNU).Adding these (©p, pep,
"Be, and °B) gives a total of 102.9 SNU, w ith uncertainties in the treatm ent of the CNO
uxes, the gallium detector cross section, and the ®B m easurem ent in K am iokande.

This discrepancy is extrem ely in portant because it is independent of the H om estake
resul, but displays exactly the sam e sym ptom as In the K am iockande-H om estake com pari-
son : the absence ofthe 'Be  ux, ©rwhich astrophysics o ers no explanation. Furthem ore,
experin ental developm ents In the near future w ill signi cantly In uence the situation. The
calibbration ofthe galliim detectorsw ith chrom um sourcesw illhelp understand the system —
atic uncertainty and the detector cross section, reducing the uncertainty. It isalso in portant
to continue the galliim experin ents to the statistics 1im it to establish consistency or incon—
sistency w ith the 100 SNU bendchm ark. T heoretically, those m odels which predict 100 SNU
can be com pared w ith heliossian ology data. In fact, som e of the nonstandard m odels (the
low T model B7], the large S1; model ], the m ixing m odel 3§], and the Iow Y m odel
B7)) are .n con ict w ith the sound speed pro ke inferred from helioseism ology observations
and therefore excluded. Further detailed testing of those nonstandard solar m odels w ith
helioseisn ology data would be welcom e.

The ux constraintswhen the galliim and K am iokande results are ssparately ignored are
shown in Figs.'§ and ;. The ux constraints from various combinations of the existing data
are summ arized in Tabk IIT and [ IV'. W e note that any combination of two experin ents are
consistent w ith the com plete absence ofthe 'Beand CNO  uxes, the ®B  ux ofabout 40% of
the SSM , and them axinum pp ux, contradicting astrophysical solutions in general. That

is, we have to ignore two ofthe three data to nd a reasonable astrophysical explanation of

13



the solar neutrino problem .

B . Future

Since the current resuls are aln ost lin ited by system atic uncertainties, the present sta—
tus described In the previous section is unlkely to change with the existing experin ents
unless there is a drastic revision in the data analyses. W e expect, on the other hand, that
our understanding of solar neutrinos w ill greatly in prove once the resuls from the new gen-
eration ofhigh-statistic experin ents are available. SNO [17]and SuperK am ickande [1§]w ill
start in 1996, m easuring the ®B  ux w ith high precision. T he neutral current (NC ) m easure—
ment in SNO and them easuram ents of the energy spectrum and tin e dependence In thetwo
experin ents w ill either con m or rule out the neutrino oscillation hypothesis. BOREX INO
201w il operate Jater in the decade and m easure the 'Be line spectrum separately. HELLA Z
P1land HERON 2] can m easure the pp and 'Be neutrinos sparately.

A ssum Ing that neutrino physics e ects are absent, we should be abl to calbrate solar
m odels w ith precision m easurem ents of the 'Be and B uxes, lndependent of the existing
experin ents. The wrlkvant ux param eter space w ith various standard and nonstandard
solarm odels is digplayed in Fig.'§ (@) . T he determ ination ofthe "Be and ®°B  uxes at better
than the 20% Jevel should distinguish between com peting solarm odels. It is also in portant
to com pare the future resuls to the present constraints for a consistency check am ong the
data.

For experin ents sensitive to the pp ux, such as the gallim experiments, HELLAZ,
and HERON, the relevant ux param eter space willbe n Fig.§ @) and (€). The pp ux
is, however, strongly constrained by the solar lum inosity, and, to further distinguish the
com peting solar m odels, m easurem ent uncertainties as snallasa few $ willbe required.

To study the sensitivity for detem ining the uxes and distinguishing solar m odels, we
have carried out a pint analysis assum ing various possible outcom es from the new gen-—

eration experim ents. The constraint on the uxes is shown in Fig. 9@) when SNO or

14



SuperK am iockande data are assumed tobe 050 0:05 SSM . T he allowed param eter soace
isor 90% C L.The constraint on the 'Be ux from BOREXINO *fidata 10 0: SSM) is
displayed In Fig. .9 (). D isplayed In F ig.1{ (@) are the constraints on both uxes when the
"Be ux ismeasured in BOREXINO at the SSM value w ith an experin ental uncertainty of
10% ; various values (03, 05, 0.7, and 1.0 SSM ) Prthe ® B ux m easurem ent are assum ed
wih a 10% experin ental uncertainty. Fig.7( (o) is the sam e except that various 'Be valies
are assumed fora xed centralvalie ofthe °B ux (0550 005 SSM ).

The constraints are shown in Fig.11 when di erent experin ental uncertainties are used
for the ®B  ux measuram ents and for BOREXINO . W ith m easurem ent uncertainties at
the 10% level in SNO, SuperK am iokande, and BOREX INO, the 'Be and ®B uxes are
determ ined accurately enough that the observations can distinguish between standard and
nonstandard solarm odels and perhaps even constrain the SSM param eters. T he constraints
from the future data should be com pared w ith the current constraint Fiy.2) for a consis-

tency check.

ITT. FLUX CONSTRAINTSASSUM ING M SW

A . P resent

OncetheM SW e ect is Introduced in the analysis, the calbration ofthe neutrino uxes
becom es m ore com plicated. O ne must constrain the initial uxes and the M SW param e-
ters sim ultaneously, whilke the neutrino spectrum can be distorted depending on the M SW
param eters. W e consider the sim plest scenario, the two— avorM SW e ect. W ith the three
existing data points and using m 2, sh®2 ,and @) as compltely free param eters, one

obtains

B)= Blssu = 115 033 1 ); 3)

1T he sam e analysis applies orthe HELLAZ and HERON experin ents.
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while the other uxes are xed to the SSM wvalues. A though the constraint is weak, it
is consistent w ith the SSM predictions and already excludes (in the M SW context) som e
of the nonstandard m odels with a snaller ®8  ux. Since half of the SSM °B ux is seen
in K am iokande and since the M SW e ect only reduces cbserved rates, the ®B  ux cannot
be too an all. Taking Into account the H om estake and galliim data and also the neutral
current contribbution in K am iockande, the 90% lower and upper 1im it is047 and 2.07 ofSSM ,
respectively. The constraint at 90% C L. is displayed in Fig.12. The 2 distrbution and
the corresponding constraints on the M SW param eters are shown in Fig.d3.

If the 'Be ux is introduced as an additional free param eter, no realistic constraint is

cbtained, even though the chlorine and gallum experin entshave sensitivity to the ux. This
is because the M SW survival probability for the 'Be ux can be zero, allow ing essentially
any am plitude for the initial ux. I principle, the 'Be ux has an upper lin it due to the
Jum inosity constraint, but the constraint is weak and irrelevant. W e have repeated the t
by assum ing sn aller uncertainties for all experim ents and by incorporating the K am iokande
spectral and day-night data 3], but no constraint was obtained for the 'Be ux.IfM SW is
operative, one needs a neutral current sensitivity forthe ux @sin BOREXINO,HELLAZ,
and HERON) to extract the 'Be am plitude, which we will discuss In the next section.

T he core tem perature, although m odel dependent, can be determ ined from the existing
data using the power law forthe 'Be and ®B  uxes. The power law obtained from a M onte

C arlo estin ation is
Be) TS and @) T%; @)

and the T dependence ofthepp ux isobtained from the above relation and the lum inosity
constraint Eqg.1), assum ing the exponents ofthe pep and CNO  uxesas 2.8 and 22, respec—
tively fl4]. The ux uncertainties from the nuclear reaction cross sections are included for
S17 and S34 as described In {[4]. T he detector cross section uncertainties for chlorine and
gallim are also ncluded. As a result of a three parameter t (wo M SW param eters and

Tc) 6,141, we obtain
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Tc = 100 003 1 ) ©)

in units of the SSM prediction (Ic = 1= 1557 10°K). The resuk is consistent w ith the
SSM (T = 1 0:2006). That is, allowing the M SW e ect, the present data detem ine T
to wihin 3% and are consistent w ith the SSM predictions. W e note that w ithout the M SW

e ect no tem perature could describe the data sin ulraneously 5,26,38]. The ? distribution

and the constraints on the M SW param eters are shown in Fig.14.

B . Future

In the next decade or so, the new generation of solar neutrino experim ents w ill start and
provide high-statistics data. Those experin ents w illm easure the uxes precisely and will
allow a separation of the ®B, 'Be, and pp uxes. Then, to detem ine the initial neutrino
goectrum In the presence ofnonstandard particle physics e ects, what needs to bem easured,
and w ith what accuracy?

W e answer these questions quantitatively in them odel ndependent fram ew ork, assum ing
two— avor M SW oscillations, since it is the sin plest solution of the solar neutrino problem
and m ost successfill in describing the existing data. ™4 W e assum e that the m easurem ent
of the charged to neutral current ratio ln SNO w ill establish neutrino oscillations. W e also
assum e that the m easurem ent ofthe energy spectrum distortions and the day-night e ect In
SNO and SuperK am iokande w ill distinguish the three ssparate M SW param eter branches
from each other {14] and from vacuum oscillations B9]. The adiabatic and nonadiabatic
regions will show ®B spectrum depletion at higher and lower energies, respectively, which
w illbe cbservable in SNO and SuperX am iokande [14]. M ost of the large-anglke region show s
the Earth e ect, which willbe m easurabl as day-night asym m etries or diumal signal vari-
ations in SNO , SuperK am iokande, and BOREX INO [14;40]. Since the spectrum and tin e~

12 sin {lar analyses should be applicable to other particle physics e ects ifthey do not involve too

m any new param eters.
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variation inform ation constrain the M SW param eters independent ofthe ux uncertainties,
it would be best to Incorporate those data directly in the analysis once the actual data are
available. At present, however, we do not attam pt to consider such constraints. W e only
consider the averaged SNO NC and BOREXINO rate (and the averaged SuperK am iokande
rate for som e cases) as the m inin al hypothetical data from the fiture experim ents. Even
0, one should be abl to determ Ine all of the param eters reasonably well.

In the M SW calculations, we em ploy the electron density pro ke function and the neu—
trino production pro ke functions of the BahcallP nsonneault SSM . These functions are
solar m odel dependent and should, in principle, be an additional source of uncertainties in
constraining the uxes and the M SW param eters. W e have previously Investigated those
uncertainties by using three di erent SSM s and also by changing the peak location of the
production pro ks and the electron density scale height by 10% each [L4]. The e ect on the
cbtained M SW param eters was negligble in the combined t.

In Figures 15{lY, we consider the ux constraints for various possible outcom es of the
SNO NC, BOREXINO, and SuperK am iokande experin ents that are consistent w ith the
assum ption that the M SW param eters are in the nonadiabatic (diagonal) branch. W e In—
clude the current resuls ofthe H om estake, (tin e-averaged) K am iokande, and the com bined
gallium experim ents, incorporating the detector cross section uncertainties in the radio-
chem ical experin ents. H owever, om itting either the H om estake or galliuim results does not
change the resul signi cantly, which will allow us to chedk consistency am ong data in the
future. The constraints are obtained by ts to ve fire parameters [ (Ep), Be), @),

m 2, and sh?2 ] inposing the um fosity constraint. The CNO and the m inor uxes are
xed to the SSM values. A sshown Jater, using theCNO ux asan additional free param eter
does not change our resuls signi cantly.

Fig.15(a) displys the constraints on the 'Beand °B  uxesat 90% C L.when the result
ofthe SNO NC m easuram ent isassum ed to be the SSM value. T he current data from Hom e—
stake, K am iokande, SAGE,and GALLEX are also included. T hem easuram ent uncertainties

are taken as 10% of the signal. The SNO NC rate isuna ected by avor oscillations, and
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vields a direct m easurem ent ofthe ®B ux. "3 The 'Be ux is not constrained even though
the chlorine and gallum detectors have sensitivity, because the . survival probability for
this energy range can be zero, and therefore the initial ‘Be ux can take essentially any
value.

W hen the 'Be measurem ent from BOREXINO 4 is assumed to be 024 0024 of the
SSM value, the allowed region is shown in Fig.il5 (o); the existing data are also included,
but not the SNO result. Ihterestingly, both the 'Be and ®B  uxes are constrained in this
case. The crucial factor is that, In electron scattering experin ents, there is a contrioution
of the neutral current events from the or into which . oscillates. For the 'Be lhe
soectrum at 0.862 M €V, the e (or e) cross section is 21% ofthe . e. Thercsre
there should be a signalofat least 21% ofthe initial ux even ifthe . survivalprobabiliy is
zero. The BOREX INO resul, combined w ih the existing data, gives a stringent constraint
on both the original ’Be ux and the M SW param eters, and those, in tum, constrain the
®B  ux when combined w ith the K am ickande result.

The results when both the SNO NC and BOREXINO data are assum ed for various
di erent centralvalues are shown in Fig.16. TheM SW regions for the sam e or sin ilar SNO
NC and BOREXINO results are displayed in Fig..I]. Considering that the constraints are
Independent of solar m odels, the allowed regions are detem ined surprisihgly well. W e also
note that the infom ation of the spectral distortion and of the day-night asym m etry, which
is ignored here, w ill distinguish the adiabatic, nonadiabatic, and large-anglk regions, and

13 The charged current (CC) m easurem ent in SNO , combined w ith the NC resul, w ill determ ine
the survival probability of the 8B ux. Once neutrino oscillations are established, however, this
Inform ation w ill not signi cantly im prove the K am iokande resul included here. The e ect of the
CC m easurem ent uncertainties are sin ilar to the e ect of the SuperK am iokande m easurem ent
uncertainties discussed below .

14 0ur results apply fr other 'Be m easurem ents w ith electron scattering, such as in HELLA Z

and HERON .
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therefore further constrain the M SW param eters.

The e ect on the ux constraints for various m easuram ent uncertainties for SNO NC
and BOREXINO are shown In Fig.18. Shown in Fiy.I9 is the constraint when the result
from SuperK am ickande is lncluded for di erent m easuram ent uncertainties.

The e ect ofusing the CNO ux as an additional free param eter is displayed in F i. 20j
the resul is essentially unchanged.

T he analysishasbeen repeated assum ing m easuram ents consistent w ith the M SW large—
angl branch. The constraints from each SNO NC and BOREX INO m easurem ent and the
combined SNO NC and BOREX INO aredisplayed i Fig.21 and F ig.22. T he other results
are essentially the sam e as for the nonadiabatic brandch.

From the analysis above, we conclude that, ifthe SNO NC and BOREX INO uncertain—
ties are at the 10% level relative to signal, the 'Be and ®B  uxes should be constrained at
the 20% and 15% level, respectively. This will clearly distinguish the standard and
nonstandard solar m odels and perhaps even constrain the SSM param eters. The neutral
current reaction for the 'Be m easurem ent ensures a non—zero signal (@ssum ing avor oscil
lations), which is especially in portant for ocbtaining stringent constraints on the neutrino

uxes and for distinguishing between com peting solar m odels.

A Though m odeldependent, we have also carrded out a sin ultaneous tofT. and S;; w ith
hypothetical outcom e from SNO NC and BOREX INO . T he current data are also included.
The constraint on Tc and S;; is shown - Fig.23. T and S;; will be sinultaneously

detemm ined at the 4% and 20% lvel (90% C L.)

IV. CONCLUSION

W e have dem onstrated that a m odel independent analysis using the four relevant uxes
oo, 'Be, ®B, and CNO ) as free param eters sub fct to the Iim inosity constraint is a feasble
schem e for neutrino soectroscopy, and therefore for testing solar m odels. The analysis is

viable w ith both standard and nonstandard neutrinos.
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A ssum Ing standard neutrinos, the existing experin ents give a poor t and essentially
exclide any solar m odels. Even allow ng this poor t, there is no reasonabl explanation
or the llow ing constraints from the data: the 'Be and CNO uxes are zero, and the °B

ux is about 40% ofthe SSM prediction; the pp ux isthem axinum value allowed by the

um nosity constraint:

p)= @EP)ssy = 1:089 1095 6)
Be)= Be)ssu 007 (7)
B)= Blssw = 041 004 ®)
CNO)= (CNO)ssu 026; )

where the uncertaintiesare at 1 ;the CNO ux includes the 1*N and '°0 neutrinos, which
are varied w ith the sam e scale factor. W hen the constraints are expressed as absolute uxes,

one obtamns

p)= 653 657) 10° an s’ 10)
Be) 034 10° an %s=ct 11)
B)= (33 023) 10°an %sc!? 12)
N) 128 10°an *sec 13)
©) 141 10°an %sct: (14)

This severe suppression of the 'Be ux relative to the ®B  ux is inconsistent with any of
the explicit nonstandard solarm odels. Thisproblem ism ade even worse if S, is lower than
the values usually assum ed. Even discarding any one of the three data, the constraints are
oconsistent w ith the above.

W hen the two— avorM SW e ect is ntroduced In the analysis, the ux constraint from
the current data is weak, but consistent w ith the SSM , su cient to exclude the nonstandard

m odels w ith too-am all®B uxes:

B)= Blssu = 115 0533 1 ) 13)
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or

B)= 654 302) 10°an ?s=c?! @) (16)

N o m eaningfiil constraint is obtained if the other uxes are ntroduced as fiee param eters.
W ehave also considered the ux constraints In the presence oftwo— avorM SW by assum —
Ing various outcom es from the next generation high-counting experin ents. O £ course, one
can always consider m ore com plicated particle physics e ects, such as three— avor oscilla-
tions nvolring sterile neutrinos. H ere, how ever, we consider the sin plest scenario, expecting
that, should two— avor M SW be the case, it willbe established as the m ost lkely solution
by the NC m easurem ent in SNO , and by spectral distortions and day-night asym m etry m ea—
surem ents .n SNO and SuperK am iokande. A ssum ing hypothetical outcom es from the SNO
NC and BOREXINO measuram ents w ith realistic uncertainties for this sim plest scenario,
we found that the 'Beand °B  uxesw illbe detem ined at the 20% and 15% levels, m ak-
Ing com peting solarm odels distinguishable even ifthe M SW e ect is operative. The M SW
param eters w illalso be determm ined w ith su cient accuracy independent of solarm odels. W e
em phasize that the neutral current sensitivity for 'Be neutrinos in BOREX INO , HELLA Z,
and HERON is essential for cbtaining such constraints. W e did not Incorporate the nfor-
m ation from the SNO CC rate, SuperK am iokande rate, spectral distortions, or day-night
asym m etry; those data should provide m ore stringent constraints on the M SW param eters
aswellason the uxes. Thepp ux can bemeasured by the HELLA Z and HERON exper-
In ents, but a m easurem ent uncertainty at the few % level is required to detem ine the ux

m ore accurately than the lum inosity constraint.
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TABLES

TABLE I. The standard solarm odelpredictionsofBahcalland P insonneaulr BP SSM ) B] and
of Turck-C hieze and Lopes (TL SSM ) i_9], along w ith the resuls of the solar neutrino experin ents.

BP SSM TL SSM E xperim ents

K am iokande 2 (10° am 2sec!) 569 082 44 14 2:89 041 051 0.07BP SSM)
Hom estake P (SNU) 8 1 64 14 255 025 (032 003BP SSM)
SAGE ©®& GALLEX ¢ (SNU) 1315/ 1225 7 77 9 (059 0.07BP SSM)

4T he com bined result of K am iokande IT and IIT (total of 1670 days) is 2.89 + 022/{021 (stat)
035 (sys) 10°am Zsec! HI.

PThe resul through June, 1992 ®Run 18 { 124) is255 017 (stat) 0.8 (sys) SNU Rl.

‘The combined result of SAGE Iand IT (through January, 1993) is 74 + 13/{12 (stat) + 5/{7 (sys)
SNU [6].

dThe combined resul of GALLEX Iand IT 30 runs, through O ctober, 1993) is 79 10 (stat)

6 (sys) SNU f11.

TABLE II. To sinplify the notation, we use the follow ing neutrino uxes as unis. These
reference uxes corresoond to the BahcallP nsonneault standard solar m odel w ith the helium
di usion e ect [Bl.

an 2 sect
©EP)ssu 600 10'°
(eeP)ssm 143 108
hep)ssm 123 10°
B e)ssu 489 10°
B )ssm 569 10°
N )ssm 492 108
© )ssm 426 10°
E )ssm 539 10°
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TABLE III. The constraintson uxes from various com binations of the current data w ith and

w ithout the M SW e ect. The uncertainties are at 1

, and the uxes are In unis of the reference

valuies de ned in Tablk II. T he constraints are converted to absolute uxes in Table IV). The upper

Ilin it on thepp ux (1.095) is due to the um Inosity constraint. W ithout theM SW e ect, we note

that the constraints are consistent w ith each other even if any one of the three data is ignored,

but are nconsistent w ith the SSM and nonstandard solar m odels, w hich generally suppress the B

ux m ore than the 'Be ux.W hen theM SW e ect is present, a reasonable constraint is obtained

only orthe ®8 ux. The cbtamed ux is consistent w ith the SSM prediction, abeit w ith a large

uncertainty.

i) Be B CNO
Constraints w thout the M SW e ect
Kam + Cl+ Ga 1.089 { 1.095 < 0:07 041 0:04 < 026
Kam + C1 1.084 { 1.095 < 013 042 0:04 < 0:38
Kam + Ga 1.085 { 1.095 < 013 050 007 < 056
Cl+ Ga 1.082 { 1.095 < 016 038 005 < 02
Constraints with theM SW e ect
Kam + Cl+ Ga < 1:095 | 145 0353 |

TABLE IV. The same as Tablk :_i_lf[, but in units of absolute uxes. The °N and °0 uxes

are varied w ith the sam e scale factor in the ts.

pp 2 TReb 8p © 13N and 150 ¢
Constraints w thout the M SW e ect

Kam + Cl+ Ga 653 { 657 < 0:34 233 023 < 128,< 111
Kam + C1 650 { 657 < 0:64 239 023 < 187,< 162
Kam + Ga 651 { 657 < 064 285 040 < 2{76,< 239
Cl+ Ga 649 { 657 < 0:78 216 028 < 354,< 307
Constraints wih theM SW e ect

Kam + Cl+ Ga < 657 | 6:54 302 |

A units of 101 an % sec t .
P unitsof 10° an 2 sec b .
°In units of 10° an % sec ! .

9T units of 108 an 2 sec ! .
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. The constraints on the 'Be and ®B  uxes when the K am ickande, H om estake, and
the combined gallim resuls are t separately. For each point in this plane, the data are t to
thepp and CNO uxes sub gct to the um inosity constraint. The uxes allowed by the H om estake
and galliim result are below the dotted and dashed line, respectively. The uxes allowed by
K am iokande is between the dot-dashed lines.

FIG.2. The ux constraints cbtained from the combined K am iokande, H om estake, and gal-
Jum results. The constraints are shown for the @) 7B<9{8B, ©) pp{7Be, and (c) pp{SB planes.
Thebest tparametersare (EpP)= (@EpP)ssy = 1095, Be)= Be)ssy = 0, B)= Blssm = 041,
and (€CNO)= (CNO)ssu = 0 (Tablke @, but this t is poor: Iznjn=l dif:= 33, which is ex—
clided at 93% C L. A Iso digplayed are the BahcallP Insonneaul SSM 90% region BP-SSM ) [g],
the BahcaltU Irich M onte Carlo SSM s P3], the TurckC hieze{Lopes (TL) SSM [], and various
nonstandard solarm odels (see the text). T he cbservations are inconsistent w ith any of those stan—
dard and nonstandard solar m odels. Sm aller S;7 values decrease only the 8B  ux [s indicated
by the downward arrow In (@)], and aggravate the discrepancy between the combined data and

nonstandard solar m odels.

FIG .3. The ux constraints from the K am iokande and gallium data, but w thout the Hom e~
stake resul. The combined t again indicates the larger suppression of the 'Be ux relative to
8B, consistent w ith the constraint including the H om estake result F i. :_2) . The C L. contours In
(@) correspond to  (CNO ) = 0, whik the nonstandard m odels w thin the 99% C L. (the m ixing
m odels, the large S33 m odel, and the an all S33 m odel) predict non—zero CNO  uxes, aggravating

the disagreem ent w ith the data.

FIG.4. The ux constraints from the K am lokande and gallum resuls, but w ihout the
H om estake data, when the standard CNO ux isassumed. A non—zero CNO ux aggravates the
disagreem ent between the data and solar m odel predictions.

FIG.5. Thegallum expermm ent results, the SSM gallim rates, and the gallum rates ofnon-—
standard solar m odels which predict the 8B ux consistent w ith or close to the 8B ux dbserved
In K am iokande (see the text for details). T he nonstandard solar m odels consistent w ith K am io—
kande predict the galllim rate Rg, ~ 100 SNU, contradicting the combied cbserved rate, 77 9
SNU.TheM SW solution obtained from the combined K am ickande and H om estake data predicts
Rga < 100 SNU [4], consistent w ith the data.
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FIG.6. The ux constraints from the K am iokande and H om estake resuls, but w ithout the
gallium data. T he constraints are consistent w ith those including the galliim data CFjg.::Z) .

FIG.7. The ux constraints from the Hom estake and galluim resuls, but w ithout the K am —
iokande data. T he constraints are consistent w ith those Including the K am iokande data F ig. ::2) .

FIG . 8. Various standard and nonstandard solarm odelsdisplayed in the @) B e{SB , ) pp{7B e
and () pp{®B ux param eter space. SNO and SuperX am iokande w illm easure the B ux. The
SNO NC m easurem ent w ill constrain the ®B  ux even if neutrino avor oscillations are present.
BOREXINO,HELLAZ, and HERON willm easure the "Be ux.HELLAZ and HERON willalso
be capabk of m easuring the pp ux. The determ nations of the initial 'Be and ®B  uxes at the
< 20% Xevelw illm ake com peting solar m odels distinguishable. For the pp ux, a determm ination at
the ew $ levelwould be useful.

FIG .9. The ux constraintswhen the hypothetical results from (a) the 8B uxm easurem ent in
SNO and SuperK am iokande and () the 'Be uxmeasurement n BOREXINO (@nd n HELLA Z

and HERON ) are considered. T he standard neutrino properties are assum ed.

FIG.10. The ux constraints for the combined SNO /SuperX am iokande and BOREX INO
results. The standard neutrino properties are assum ed. The constraints are for (@) di erent
SN O /SuperX am iokande rates and (0) di erent BOREX INO rates.

FIG. 11. The ux oonstraints fOr various measurament uncertainties In @)
SN O /SuperX am iokande and () BOREXINO . The standard neutrino properties are assum ed.
W ih the m easurem ent uncertainties at the 10% Jlevel, one can distinguish between standard and

nonstandard solar m odels and perhaps even constrain the SSM param eters.

FIG.12. The ux constraint from the existing data when the M SW e ect is assumed. The
current data constrain = B)= ®)ssy = 047 207 (90% C L.) asshown in Fig..l3 @). The solar
m odels w ith too sm all®B  uxes are nconsistent w ith the existing data and the M SW hypothesis.
The corresponding allowed M SW param eter space is displayed In F ig. :_1'3 ). No reasonable

constraint is obtained when the uxes other than ®B are used as free param eters.
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FIG.13. TheM SW - (B) simnulaneous t to the existing data. This is a 3 param eter t for
8 data points, Including 6 K am iockande day-night data bins (6 d.f) (@) The 2 distrbution as a
function of @®B). The current data constrain  B)= B)ggy = 115 053 1 ). ©) TheM SW
allowed regions. The corresponding constraints on the °B  ux are displayed in Fig. d2. There is
a third allowed region around sin? 2 1and m 2 05 107 eVZ,whjch is too an all to be

\

shown in the gure. Also shown is the region exclided by the K am iokande day—night data (95%
C L., dotted lne), which is independent of the ®B  ux uncertainty. For com parison, the allowed
regions ocbtained assum ing the BahcallkP insonneaul SSM and its uncertainties are also shown.

FIG.14. The M SW -Tc sinultaneous t to the existing data. This is a 3 param eter t for
8 data points, incuding 6 K am iokande day-night data bins & d.f) (@) The 2 distrbution
as a function of Tc . The current data constrain Tc = 100 0:03, consistent wih the SSM
(Tc = 1 0:006). (o) TheM SW allowed regions. T here isa third allow ed region around sin® 2 1
and m 2 07 107 eV2, which is too sm all to be shown in the gure. Also shown is the re-
gion exclided by the K am iokande day—night data (95% C L., dotted line), which is independent of
Tc . For com parison, the allow ed regions obtained assum ing the BahcallP nsonneault SSM and its

uncertainties are also shown.

FIG.15. The ux constraints for the M SW nonadiabatic region when the existing data plus
possble results from (@) SNO and (o) BOREXINO are considered. T he pp, 7Be, and 8B uxesare
t as free param eters sub fct to the um inosity constraint. These are 5 parameter ts 2 M SW
param eters and 3 uxes) to 4 data points (3 existing data plus 1 future data) w ith the lum inosity

constraint.

FIG .16. The ux constraintswhen the com bined existing data plispossbl results from both
SNO and BOREXINO are considered. The projcted experin ental results are m otivated by the
M SW an alltangle (honadiabatic) solution. T he constraints are for (@) di erent SNO NC rates and
) di erent BOREX INO rates. Thes are 5 param eter ts 2 M SW param eters and 3 uxes) to
5 data points (3 existing data plus 2 future results) w ith the lum inosity constraint.

FIG.17. TheM SW allowed region when the pp, 'Be, and ®B  uxesare t as free param eters
w ith the lum nosiy constraint. T he existing data plus the results from SNO NC and BOREX INO
areused. Weassume @) dierent SNO NC rateswih a xed BOREXINO rate and (o) di erent
BOREXINO rateswih a xed SNO NC rate. T he constraints for the uxesw ith sin ilar assum p—
tions are shown in FJg:_l-§ and ?-g Usihg the CNO ux as an additional free param eter does not

change the allowed regions signi cantly.
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FIG.18. The ux constraints for the M SW nonadigbatic region for various m easurem ent
uncertainties in (@) SNO and (o) BOREX INO . The existing data are also ncluded in the ts.

FIG.19. The ux constraint when hypothetical SuperK am iokande resuls for various m ea—
surem ent uncertainties are included. The pint t also ncludes the existing data and the hypo-
thetical SNO NC and BOREXINO results. TheM SW param eters are in the nonadiabatic region.

FIG.20. The ux constraints when the CNO ux is used as an additional free param eter.
The pint t inclides the existing data and the hypothetical SNO NC and BOREX INO resuls.

TheM SW param eters are in the nonadiabatic region.

FIG.21. Sameastg.:}-g*, but the M SW param eters are In the lJarge-angle region.

FIG.22. Sameastg.:}-_G, but the M SW param eters are In the lJarge-angle region.

FIG.23. The oconstraints for Tc and Si7 in the presence of M SW oscillations when the
existing data plus both hypothetical SNO NC and BOREX INO results are considered. This is a
4 parameter t (2 M SW param eters plus Tc and Si7) to 5 data points (3 existing data plus 2
hypothetical results) w ith the lum inosity constraint.
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FIG. 1. The constraints on the "Be and ®B fluxes when the Kamiokande, Homestake, and the combined gallium results are fit separately. For each point in this plane, the
data are fit to the pp and CNO fluxes subject to the luminosity constraint. The fluxes allowed by the Homestake and gallium result are below the dotted and dashed line,
respectively. The fluxes allowed by Kamiokande is between the dot-dashed lines.
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FIG. 2. The flux constraints obtained from the combined Kamiokande, Homestake, and gallium results. The constraints are shown for the (a) “Be-*B, (b) pp—"Be, and (c)
pp-°B planes. The best fit parameters are ¢(pp)/¢(pp)ssm = 1.095, $(Be)/d(Be)ssm = 0, $(B)/¢(B)ssm = 0.41, and ¢(CNO)/¢(CNO)ssm = 0 (Table IIT), but this fit is poor:
XZin/1 d.f. = 3.3, which is excluded at 93% C.L. Also displayed are the Bahcall-Pinsonneault SSM 90% region (BP-SSM) [8], the Bahcall-Ulrich Monte Carlo SSMs [23], the
Turck-Chiéze—Lopes (TL) SSM [9], and various nonstandard solar models (see the text). The observations are inconsistent with any of those standard and nonstandard solar
models. Smaller Si7 values decrease only the ®B flux [as indicated by the downward arrow in (a)], and aggravate the discrepancy between the combined data and nonstandard
solar models.
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FIG. 3. The flux constraints from the Kamiokande and gallium data, but without the Homestake result. The combined fit again indicates the larger suppression of the "Be
flux relative to ®B, consistent with the constraint including the Homestake result (Fig. 2). The C.L. contours in (a) correspond to ¢(CNO) = 0, while the nonstandard models
within the 99% C.L. (the mixing models, the large Ss33 model, and the small Sss model) predict non-zero CNO fluxes, aggravating the disagreement with the data.
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FIG. 4. The flux constraints from the Kamiokande and gallium results, but without the Homestake data, when the standard CNO flux is assumed. A non-zero CNO flux
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8B flux observed in Kamiokande (see the text for details). The nonstandard solar models consistent with Kamiokande predict the gallium rate Rga. 2 100 SNU, contradicting
the combined observed rate, 77 &9 SNU. The MSW solution obtained from the combined Kamiokande and Homestake data predicts Raa < 100 SNU [14], consistent with the
data.
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FIG. 6. The flux constraints from the Kamiokande and Homestake results, but without the gallium data. The constraints are consistent with those including the gallium
data (Fig. 2).
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FIG. 8. Various standard and nonstandard solar models displayed in the (a) "Be-®B, (b) pp— Be and (c) pp-°B flux parameter space. SNO and Super-Kamiokande will
measure the ®B flux. The SNO NC measurement will constrain the ®B flux even if neutrino flavor oscillations are present. BOREXINO, HELLAZ, and HERON will measure
the "Be flux. HELLAZ and HERON will also be capable of measuring the pp flux. The determinations of the initial "Be and 8B fluxes at the < 20% level will make competing
solar models distinguishable. For the pp flux, a determination at the few % level would be useful.
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FIG. 9. The flux constraints when the hypothetical results from (a) the 8B flux measurement in SNO and Super-Kamiokande and (b) the "Be flux measurement in BOREXINO
(and in HELLAZ and HERON) are considered. The standard neutrino properties are assumed.
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FIG. 10. The flux constraints for the combined SNO/Super-Kamiokande and BOREXINO results. The standard neutrino properties are assumed. The constraints are for
(a) different SNO/Super-Kamiokande rates and (b) different BOREXINO rates.
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FIG. 11. The flux constraints for various measurement uncertainties in (a) SNO/Super-Kamiokande and (b) BOREXINO. The standard neutrino properties are assumed.
With the measurement uncertainties at the 10% level, one can distinguish between standard and nonstandard solar models and perhaps even constrain the SSM parameters.
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FIG. 12. The flux constraint from the existing data when the MSW effect is assumed. The current data constrain ¢(B)/¢(B)ssm = 0.47 — 2.07 (90% C.L.) as shown in
Fig. 13 (a). The solar models with too small 8B fluxes are inconsistent with the existing data and the MSW hypothesis. The corresponding allowed MSW parameter space is
displayed in Fig. 13 (b). No reasonable constraint is obtained when the fluxes other than ®B are used as free parameters.
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FIG. 13. The MSW-¢(B) simultancous fit to the existing data. This is a 3 parameter fit for 8 data points, including 6 Kamiokande day-night data bins (5 d.f.) (a) The x*
distribution as a function of ¢(B). The current data constrain ¢(B)/¢(B)ssm = 1.15 £ 0.53 (1o). (b) The MSW allowed regions. The corresponding constraints on the ®B flux
are displayed in Fig. 12. There is a third allowed region around sin?26 ~ 1 and Am? ~ 0.5 x 1077 eV?2, which is too small to be shown in the figure. Also shown is the region
excluded by the Kamiokande day-night data (95% C.L., dotted line), which is independent of the 8B flux uncertainty. For comparison, the allowed regions obtained assuming

the Bahcall-Pinsonneault SSM and its uncertainties are also shown.
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FIG. 14. The MSW-T¢ simultaneous fit to the existing data. This is a 3 parameter fit for 8 data points, including 6 Kamiokande day-night data bins (5 d.f.) (a) The X2
distribution as a function of T¢-. The current data constrain T = 1.00£0.03, consistent with the SSM (TC =1 :|:0.006). (b) The MSW allowed regions. There is a third allowed
region around sin?26 ~ 1 and Am? ~ 0.7 x 1077 eV?, which is too small to be shown in the figure. Also shown is the region excluded by the Kamiokande day-night data (95%
C.L., dotted line), which is independent of T¢x. For comparison, the allowed regions obtained assuming the Bahcall-Pinsonneault SSM and its uncertainties are also shown.
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FIG. 15. The flux constraints for the MSW nonadiabatic region when the existing data plus possible results from (a) SNO and (b) BOREXINO are considered. The pp, "Be,
and ®B fluxes are fit as free parameters subject to the luminosity constraint. These are 5 parameter fits (2 MSW parameters and 3 fluxes) to 4 data points (3 existing data plus
1 future data) with the luminosity constraint.
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FIG. 16. The flux constraints when the combined existing data plus possible results from both SNO and BOREXINO are considered. The projected experimental results are
motivated by the MSW small-angle (nonadiabatic) solution. The constraints are for (a) different SNO NC rates and (b) different BOREXINO rates. These are 5 parameter fits
(2 MSW parameters and 3 fluxes) to 5 data points (3 existing data plus 2 future results) with the luminosity constraint.
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FIG. 17. The MSW allowed region when the pp, "Be, and ®B fluxes are fit as free parameters with the luminosity constraint. The existing data plus the results from SNO NC
and BOREXINO are used. We assume (a) different SNO NC rates with a fixed BOREXINO rate and (b) different BOREXINO rates with a fixed SNO NC rate. The constraints

for the fluxes with similar assumptions are shown in Fig. 16 and 22. Using the CNO flux as an additional free parameter does not change the allowed regions significantly.
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FIG. 18. The flux constraints for the MSW nonadiabatic region for various measurement uncertainties in (a) SNO and (b) BOREXINO. The existing data are also included

in the fits.
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FIG. 19. The flux constraint when hypothetical Super-Kamiokande results for various measurement uncertainties are included. The joint fit also includes the existing data

and the hypothetical SNO NC and BOREXINO results. The MSW parameters are in the nonadiabatic region.

57



2.0 |

- MSW small-angle solution ]
- BOREXINO 0.24 + 0.024 SSM LT, power law
SNONC 1.0+ 0.1 SSM * ,
—— Standard CNO ,
R CNO free |
1.5 - .
= |
A
n)
OOm | |
T 10 - 7
~ | . 1
m [ >, il
[ce) L N 4
IS + ,
&
0.5 - : A A -
L v A i
<& g
L ’ ///,’A .
I ¢, = 90%C.L.
OA
O-O ,L»"// L L | L L | L L | L L
0.0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0
7 7
@('Be)/ ¢ Be)g,

FIG. 20. The flux constraints when the CNO flux is used as an additional free parameter. The joint fit includes the existing data and the hypothetical SNO NC and
BOREXINO results. The MSW parameters are in the nonadiabatic region.
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FIG. 21. Same as Fig. 15, but the MSW parameters are in the large-angle region.
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FIG. 22. Same as Fig. 16, but the MSW parameters are in the large-angle region.
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FIG. 23. The constraints for T and S17 in the presence of MSW oscillations when the existing data plus both hypothetical SNO NC and BOREXINO results are considered.
This is a 4 parameter fit (2 MSW parameters plus T and S17) to 5 data points (3 existing data plus 2 hypothetical results) with the luminosity constraint.
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