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1. Introduction.

Therecentobservation ofthecosm icm icrowave background tem peratureanisotropy

on large scales by the COBE satellite has hinted towards the existence ofa hot

com ponent in the dark m atter (HDM ) ofthe universe [1]. A light neutrino is an

obviouscandidateforhotdark m atter.Asiswellknown,thereareanum berofunre-

lated astrophysicaland cosm ologicalconstraintson lightneutrinos,which haveto do

with solarneutrinosand the de�cit ofm uon neutrinosin the atm ospheric neutrino

uxes[2]. Reconciling allthese issues in the context ofa three generation m ixing

m odelonly isquite di�cult,and aswas �rst pointed outin [3],ifneutrinos are to

solve the dark m atter,solarand atm ospheric problem ssim ultaneously,one actually

hasto introducea fourth neutrino,which could wellbea sterileneutrino.M oreover,

ithasbeen suggested [4]thattherecently observed signalsin theKARM EN detector

could be explained by the the decay pattern �+ ! �+ �s,where �s is light sterile

neutrino.Sim pleextensionsofthestandard electroweak m odelwhich can accom m o-

date allknown hintsforneutrino m asses,including solarand atm ospheric neutrino

observationsalsopostulatetheexistenceofalightneutrino�s [5,6].In som eofthese

m odels such sterile neutrino is the HDM candidate[6]. (Sterile neutrino as warm

dark m atterhas recently been discussed in [7].)

Very tightconstraintson theneutrino m assm atrix thatincludesa singlet�s can

be deduced from the prim ordialnucleosynthesis bound on the excess relic energy

density at the proton-neutron freeze-out,which takes place at T � 0:7 M eV.The

bound derivesfrom the evaluationsofthe abundancesofprim ordial4He and D and

isusually quanti�ed in unitsofrelativistic neutrino species. Fora recentdiscussion

on the neutrino bound,see[8](see also [9]).

Because ofthe m ixing,sterile neutrinos can be produced in weak collisions and

thus be broughtinto equilibrium ,whence they would count asan extra relativistic
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neutrino degree offreedom ,in clearcontradiction with the observations [10].Equi-

libration can be avoided fora certain range ofthe m ixing param eters,though. The

regionoftheactive-sterileneutrinooscillationparam eters�m 2 = m 2
2� m21 andsin

22�0

excluded by theBig Bang Nucleosynthesis(BBN)hasbeen estim ated to be[11]

j�m 2 jsin42�0 >� 5� 10� 6 eV 2
; �a = �e;

j�m 2 jsin42�0 >� 3� 10� 6 eV 2
; �a = ��;�:

(1.1)

Folding in an actualnucleosynthesiscodeinto neutrino evolution equationshasver-

i�ed this result[12].

Strong random m agnetic �eldschange neutrino oscillationsdrastically. Thisisa

pertinentissue because ofthe possibility thatthe observed galactic m agnetic �elds,

which are ofthe order ofm icrogauss,m ight have a prim ordialorigin [13]. Ifthis

is true,then the plasm a ofthe early universe sustained enorm ous m agnetic �elds

which m ay have a�ected also particle interactions. Itisnaturalto assum e thatthe

prim ordial�eld is random . This is because any m agnetic �eld is im printed on the

alm ostchaotically com oving plasm a,which entanglesand m ixesthe �eld lines. Re-

cently it was pointed out[14]that in presence ofsuch random m agnetic �elds the

BBN constraintson sterileneutrino becom em orestringentthan in isotropicplasm a.

In thepresentpaperweinvestigatethekineticsoftheactive-sterileneutrino con-

versionsin hotplasm a oftheearly universeusing a setofquantum kineticequations.

(Forearlierapplications,see[10,11,15].) Ourform alism isgeneraland takesalso into

account quantum dam ping as wellas the e�ects ofrandom ly m agnetized plasm a.

Apartfrom reproducing theearlierresultsobtained in particleapproach,thekinetic

approach reveals new e�ects,which give rise to a novelconstraint on the neutrino

m ixing param eters.Itturnsoutto bem ore stringentthan thepreviousones,which

have been obtain ed from one-particle Schr�odingerequation.

The organization ofthe paper is as follows. To describe neutrino propagation

in hot plasm a we derive,in Section 2,neutrino dispersion relations in m agnetized
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plasm a.W ealso discussbriey thebehaviourofrandom m agnetic�elds.In Section

3,starting from thequantum kineticequations(QKE)�rstderived in [16],weobtain

a generalanalytic solution for the neutrino conversion probability in equilibrium

plasm a at tem peratures T � m e. Specialcare is taken to include correctly the

e�ects ofa possible random backround m agnetic �eld. In Section 4 we apply our

generalform alism to the specialcase ofisotropic plasm a. W e �nd a new shrinking,

aperiodicanalyticsolution for�e ! �s neutrinoconversions,which givesrisetoanew,

stringentconstrainton them ixing param eters.In Section 5 weinclude a prim ordial

m agnetic�eld and �nd forlarge�eldsa sim pleanalyticexpression fortheconversion

probability.The solution isa generalization ofthe one-particleresultof[14].

In Section 6 wediscusstheresultsand theirapplicationsboth toneutrino physics

and to the astrophysics ofgalactic m agnetic �elds.

2. N eutrino propagation in hot plasm a

2.1. R andom m agnetic �elds

In order to describe active-sterile neutrino oscillations in a generalm edium ,which

m ay also contain a random m agnetic�eld,weneed neutrino dispersion relations.W e

also need a m odelfortheprim ordialm agnetic�eld.Although therearea num berof

suggestionsasto how a largem agnetic�eld could arisein theearly universe [17,18],

we prefer a m ore phenom enologicalapproach.

A prim ordialm agnetic�eld,nom atterwhatitsorigin,isim printed on thecom ov-

ingplasm a,which in theearlyuniversehasaverylargeconductivity.W eshallassum e

thattheprim ordialplasm aconsistofelem entarym agneticdom ainsofsizeL0.W ithin

each such dom ain the m agnetic �eld is taken to be uniform and constant,and the

�eld in di�erentdom ainsisrandom ly aligned. Forthe rootm ean squared m agnetic
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�eld B rm s =
q

hB 2i,averaged overa volum eL3 � L3
0,we assum ethescaling law

B rm s = B 0

� T

T0

�2�L0

L

�p
: (2.1)

The tem perature dependence ofB rm s reectssim ply m agnetic ux conservation.

How does B rm s scale with distance is an unsolved issue and reects our ignorance

e.g.on the question asto how uncorrelated theuxesin theneighbouring m agnetic

dom ainsactually are.In thecaseofno correlation statisticalaveraging givesforthe

param eterp the value p = 1=2,whereasa random -walk argum entyieldsthe scaling

p = 3=2 [19].

Dissipation ofB was investigated in [19,20]. There it was found that the dis-

sipation length at the recom bination tim e is about 1010 cm ,which corresponds to

1010 cm � (Trec=TB B N ) ’ 2 � 104 cm at nucleosynthesis. Ifprim ordialm agnetic

�eldsareto betheseed �eld forthegalacticdynam o [13],theprim ordial�eld should

survive untilrecom bination. This sets a lim it forthe size ofthe random m agnetic

�eld dom ain L0:

L0 � L
m in
0 = 103 cm �

�M eV

T

�

: (2.2)

Prim ordialnucleosynthesism ay beused to setlim itson thesize ofB [20,21].

Foran uncorrelated random m agnetic�eld them ean �eld hB ji= 0,whereas

hB i(x)B j(x
0)i=

1

2�
�ij�

(3)(x � x
0): (2.3)

Here the correlation length � isdeterm ined by the dom ain size L0 and the value of

rootm ean squared �eld B rm s atthe horizon scale L = lH (T) [19]:

1

�
=

3

�(3� 2p)
B
2
rm s(lH )L

3
0 ; p6= 3=2 ;

1

�
=
3

�

�

ln
lH

L0

�

B
2
rm s(lH )L

3
0 ; p= 3=2 :

(2.4)
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Thehorizonscalede�nesacut-o�km ax forthewavenum ber.Physicallyitcorresponds

to the scale ofthe inhom ogeneity,km ax = 2�=L0 [19]. This is the reason for the

appearance ofthe horizon size in the above form ulas.

2.2. N eutrino dispersion relations

The ultrarelativistic dispersion ofa standard electroweak neutrino in hot plasm a

dependson the neutrino interaction potential,which consistsoftwo parts:

V = V
(vec)+ V

(axial)
: (2.5)

The potentialis determ ined by the neutrino forward scattering am plitude o� all

particlespeciesin theplasm a,including m agnetized charged leptonsand antileptons.

The vectorinteraction potentialV (vec) fora neutrino with a m om entum p = hpi=

3:15 T is given by [22]

V
vec = G F

p
2n[nasym � A

T2

M 2
W

];

wherenasym dependson theparticle-antiparticleasym m etriesin theplasm a,norm al-

ized to thephoton density n = 0:244T3,and A ’ 55.In thehotprim ordialplasm a

with T � m e,whereparticleasym m etriesaresm all,thevectorinteraction potential

Vvec isdom inated by the second,non-localterm ,which reads

jV
(vec)

j’ 3:4� 10� 20
� T

M eV

�5
M eV : (2.6)

The axialpotentialVaxial ispresentonly ifthe plasm a supportsa m agnetic �eld. It

is given by [14]

V
(axial) = �eff

k � B

k
+
�2eff

2k

�

B
2 �

(k � B )2

k2

�

: (2.7)
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Here the quantity �eff is de�ned by

�eff =
eG F (� 2cA)T ln2

p
2�2

’ � 12 cA � 10� 13�B

� T

M eV

�

;

where cA = � 0:5 isthe axialcoupling in the weak lepton current(the uppersign is

for�e,the lowerone for��;�),and �B = e=2m e isthe Bohrm agneton. In ourcase

itissu�cientto consideronly the �rstterm ofV (axial) since according to eq. (2.1)

�effB � k � 3T.

3. N eutrino conversions in hot plasm a

3.1. A veraging over random m agnetic �elds

Quantum kinetic equations take into account the inherent quantum nature ofneu-

trino oscillations([16]and referencestherein,seealso [23]).Adopting thisapproach

we now derive a generalexpression fortheprobability ofactive-sterile neutrino con-

versions in the early universe.

Thetim eevolution ofthesystem oftheactiveneutrino�e and asterileneutrino�s

can bedescribed in term sofa polarization vector(P0(t);P(t)),whosez-com ponent

gives the the excess of�s over �e in the neutrino ensem ble at a given m om ent of

tim e. In Ref.[16]the generaltim e evolution equations ofthe polarization vector

were derived (eqs. (28)to (31)of [16]),and these are applicable forany neutrino

transitions.In ourcase,whereoneoftheneutrinosissterilewith no interaction with

the background m atter,these equationsare considerably sim pli�ed.

W e shallassum e a hierarchy between the relaxation tim es ofthe spatialdistri-

bution along the neutrino trajectory, and the m om entum distributions. This as-

sum ption allowsusto factorizeoutthe equilibrium m om entum distribution f�(k)=

[exp(k=T)+ 1]� 1,so thatthe density m atrix can be written as(̂k isthe unitvector
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in the direction ofk)

��(t;k)=
1

2
[P0(t)+ Pi(t;̂k)�i]f�(k): (3.1)

Thedistributionsoftheactiveneutrino�e and thesterileneutrino�s can bewritten as

f�e(t;k)=
1

2
[P0(t)+ Pz(t;̂k)]f�(k);

f�s(t;k)=
1

2
[P0(t)� Pz(t;̂k)]f�(k):

(3.2)

Let us note that our de�nitions (3.1) and (3.2) are m ore generalthan those given

in [16].

There isa hierarchy ofscalesin ourproblem : L0 � LW � lH ,where L0 isthe

previously de�ned scaleofelem entary dom ainsin therandom ly distributed m agnetic

�eld,LW isthelength scaleofweak interactionsand lH isthehorizon scale.There-

fore we should average ourQKE overthe random m agnetic �eld distribution before

integration overthe m om enta. M oreover,we are interested in the neutrino conver-

sion probability at physicaldistance m uch larger than L0. It is described by the

m ean value ofthe avour space polarization vector
D

Pz(t;̂k)
E

= Pz(t),which does

not depend on the neutrino m om entum .

Asthetem peraturechangesslowly ascom pared with theneutrino oscillation rate

one can write,using factorization (3.2),the active-sterile evolution equationsin the

form [16]

dP0(t)

dt
= R(t;k)=f�(k); (3.3)

dPx(t;̂k)

dt
= � Vz(t;̂k)Py(t;̂k)� D (t;k)Px(t;̂k); (3.4)

dPy(t;̂k)

dt
= Vz(t;̂k)Px(t;̂k)� Pz(t;̂k)Vx � D (t;k)Py(t;̂k); (3.5)

dPz(t;̂k)

dt
= VxPy(t;̂k)+ R(k;t)=f�(k): (3.6)

Here R(k;t) is the rate ofthe annihilation processes (�e�e $ e+ e� ),the general

form ofwhich isgiven in [16].The dam ping param eterD (k;t)isdeterm ined by the

inelastic-and elastic neutrino collisions.
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The neutrino interaction potentialVz isgiven by

Vz(t;̂k)= V
(vec)� �cos2�0 + �effB k(t) (3.7)

where V vec is given by the eq. (2.6),the m agnetic term is approxim ated from eq.

(2.7),� = (m 2
1 � m22)=2k,and Vx = �sin2� 0.

Thesystem ofeqs.(3.3)yieldsthefollowingquitecom plicated integro-di�erential

equation for Pz:

[�Pz(t)+ V
2
x Pz(t)+ (_Pz(t)�

R(t)

f�
)D (t)]F(t)

+(V (vec)� �cos2�0)
2

Z t

0

dt1

hdPz(t1)

dt1
�
R(t1)

f�

i

F(t1)

+�2eff

Z t

0

dt1B k(t)B k(t1)
hdPz(t1)

dt1
�
R(t1)

f�

i

F(t1)

+(V (vec)� �cos2�0)�eff

n

B k(t)

Z t

0

dt1

�dPz(t1)

dt1
�
R(t1)

f�

�

F(t1)

+

Z t

0

dt1B k(t1)
�dPz(t1)

dt1
� R(t1)=f�

�

F(t1)
o

= 0 ; (3.8)

where F(t) = exp(
Rt
0 D (t

0)dt0) (here we om it in allthe argum ents the m om entum

variable k.) In the case of a random m agnetic �eld integration over the dim en-

sions transversalto the neutrino pragation direction allows us to om it the term s

linear in B k. For the product B k(t)B k(t1) we m ay use the approxim ate result[14]
D

B k(t)B k(t1)
E

=
D

B 2
k

E

� L0�(t� t1),so thatthisterm reducesto

2�
hdPz(t)

dt
� R(t)=f�

i

exp(

Z t

0

D (t2)dt2):

Here � isthe dam ping induced by the presence ofa m agnetic �eld. Using eq. (2.4)

for p 6= 3=2 yields the following expression:

�= �
2
eff

D

B
2
k

E

L0 =
3

4�(3� 2p)
�
2
effB

2
rm s(L = lH )L0 : (3.9)

Di�erentiating eq.(3.8)with respecttotim e,and om ittingthecom m on exponen-

tialfactor,we �nally obtain thefollowing third orderdi�erentialequation:
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f(k)
hd3Pz

dt3
+ 2(�+ D (t;k))

d2Pz

dt2

+

 

� 2
m + 2�D (t;k)+ D

2(t;k)+
dD (t;k)

dt

!
dPz

dt
+ D (t;k)V 2

x Pz

i

= R(t;k)
h

2�D (t;k)+ D
2(t;k)+

dD (t;k)

dt
+ (V (vec)

� �cos2�0)
2
i

+2�
dR(t;k)

dt
; (3.10)

where � m isthe usualneutrino oscillation frequency in isotropic m edium :

� m = [(V (vec)� �cos2�0)
2 + V

2
x ]

1=2
: (3.11)

3.2. M aster equation for active-sterile conversion

Before neutrino decoupling,pair annihilation does not contribute to the factor R,

butitcontributes,likeelasticneutrino collisions,to thecollision dam ping coe�cient

D (t;k).At�xed tem peratureD doesnotdepend on tim e.Thisallowsusto rewrite

the evolution equation ofthe active-sterile neutrino conversion probability

P = P�e! �s =
1

2

"

1�
Pz(t)

P0(0)

#

(3.12)

in the following sim pli�ed form :

d3P

dt3
+ 2(�+ � W )

d2P

dt2
+ (� 2

m + 2�� W + �2W 1)
dP

dt
+ �W V

2
x P =

�W V
2
x

2
: (3.13)

Here we have averaged eq. (3.10)overthe norm alized m om entum distribution,and

used the notations

�W =

Z

dkf(k)D (k)= hD i;

�2W 1 =

Z

dkf(k)D 2(k)= hD 2i; (3.14)

where dk = 
d 3k=(2�)3.
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Eq. (3.13)isourm asterequation forthe active-sterile neutrino conversion. The

initialconditionsareeasilydeterm ined from theequations(3.3){(3.4)andaregiven by

P(0)= 0 ; _P(0)= 0 ; �P(0)=
V 2
x

2
: (3.15)

The solution ofeq. (3.13)is ofthe generalform

P(t)=
1

2
+ C1e

k1t+ C2e
k2t+ C3e

k3t : (3.16)

Here k1;2;3 are the rootsofthe Cartan equation

k
3 + a2k

2 + a1k+ a0 = 0 ;

where the constant coe�cients read

a2 = 2(�+ � W );

a1 = � 2
m + 2�� W + �2W 1 ;

a0 = �W V
2
x :

(3.17)

The roots

k1 = �
2(�+ � W )

3
+ (s1 + s2);

k2 = �
2(�+ � W )

3
�
1

2
(s1 + s2)+

i
p
3

2
(s1 � s2);

k3 = �
2(�+ � W )

3
�
1

2
(s1 + s2)�

i
p
3

2
(s1 � s2);

(3.18)

can be found by solving the Cartan equation in the standard way so that s1 =

(r+
p
r2 + q3)1=3; s2 = (r�

p
r2 + q3)1=3 with r = (a1a2 � 3a0)=6 � a32=27; q =

a1=3� a22=9.TheconstantsCi= Ci(k1;k2;k3)in eq.(3.16)aredeterm ined from the

initialconditions (3.15).

In the generalcase the rootski are quite com plicated,butin som e specialcases

they reduce to a rathersim ple expression. Forinstance,in the absence ofcollisions

onehas�W = �2W 1 = 0,so thateq.(3.13)can easily beintegrated.The probability
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eq. (3.12) takes in this case the form :

P(t)=
V 2
x

2� 2
m

n

1� exp(� �t)
h

cosh(
q

�2 � �2m t)+
�

q

�2 � �2m

sinh(
q

�2 � �2m )
io

:

(3.19)

This result,which here followed from the generalkinetic approach,was previously

derived in [14]by using a di�erentm ethod.Onecan also readily seefrom eq.(3.19)

thatin theabsenceofa m agnetic�eld ourapproach givesriseto thestandard M SW

result forthe neutrino conversion probability [24]:

P(t)=
V 2
x

� 2
m

sin2
� m t

2
: (3.20)

4. Shrinkage of the avour spin

4.1. Solution for B = 0

Let us �rst apply our generalform alism to the sim ple case ofvanishing m agnetic

�eld by setting � = 0. This hasbeen previously studied in the literature by using

theone-particleapproach.Thenew e�ectrevealed by thequantum kineticapproach

isthe shrinkage ofthe avourpolarization vector,which resultsin a m ore stringent

bound on thevacuum oscillation param etersthan thepreviousones.Thee�ectwas

�rst discussed qualitatively by Stodolsky in [25].

W e take � m ’ V (vec) � �W ,i.e. we assum e that the system is far from the

M SW resonance. W e then �nd

s1 =
� m
p
3

�

1+
�W

p
3

3� m

+
�2W 1 � �2W

2� 2
m

�
�W V

2
x

p
27

6� 3
m

+ O
�

(�W =� m )
4
�

;

s2 = �
� m
p
3

�

1�
�W

p
3

3� m

+
�2W 1 � �2W

2� 2
m

+
�W V

2
x

p
27

6� 3
m

+ O
�

(�W =� m )
4
��

:

W ethushaves1 + s2 = 2�W =3� �W (V
2
x =�

2
m )and s1 � s2 = (2=

p
3)� m (1+ (�2W 1 �

�2W )=2�
2
m ),wherein thedi�erencewecan neglectthedispersion term hD 2i� hD i

2
=

11



�2W 1 � �2W . Substituting s1 and s2 into the rootski given by eq. (3.18),we obtain

k1 = � �W (Vx=� m )
2, k2 = � �W + i� m and k3 = � �W � i�m . The transition

probability (3.16) is then given by

P�e! �s =
1

2

n

1� exp
�

� (Vx=� m )
2�W t

�

+
V 2
x

� 2
m

h

exp
�

� (Vx=� m )
2�W t

�

� e
� �W tcos� m t

io

:

(4.1)

Fortim esm uch largerthan the collision tim e �� 1W ,butm uch lessthan the depolar-

ization tim e

td =
� 2

m

V 2
x

�� 1W ; (4.2)

neutrino harm onic oscillationsdie away and the probability for�e ! �s conversion

is aperiodic:

P =
1

2

h

1� exp
�

�
t

td

�i

’
t

2td
: (4.3)

This probability is sm all,

P ’
V 2
x

2� 2
m

�W t� 1 ; (4.4)

butnevertheless the aperiodic term dom inates overthe contributions from the last

two term s in the brackets in eq. (4.1).

The earlierresultforthe transition probability [11]reads,

P = V
2
x =2�

2
m =

sin22�0

2(1� 2xcos2�0 + x2)
; (4.5)

where x is de�ned through

T

M eV
=

�107 � x�m 2

2 eV 2

�1=6
: (4.6)

As can be seen,our result eq. (4.3) di�ers from eq. (4.5) by an additionallarge

factor�W t� �W =H � (T=M eV)3. Thisisdue to spin shrinkage which ism anifest

in the kinetic approach.
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4.2. H euristic derivation ofspin shrinkage

The resulteq. (4.3)hasbeen discussed earlierby Stodolsky [25],who also pointed

outthata large conversion probability P = 1=2 m ay never be reached because de-

polarization tim e td could be very large,in ourcase largerthan the ageofuniverse.

Depolarization tim ecan beestim ated in a sim plem annerby noting thatavourspin

rotation turnsthelongitudinalpartofthespin into transversal,and ateach collision

the transversalpartis,in e�ect,wiped out. Thisresultsin a shrinkage ofthe spin

vector,and ast! 1 ,P�e! �s(t)approaches the value 1/2. The length ofthe spin

vectorP givesthedegreeofcoherence,and ast! 1 ,P vanishes,which corresponds

to a com pletely m ixed incoherent state.

Qualitatively one can see this by writing the QKE (3.3){(3.6) in the fam iliar

form [25]

dP

dt
= V � P � D P? ;

where now V = V (vec)n̂z + Vxn̂x, D � �W and the transversalspin is given by

P? � P(Vx=Vz)with Vx = �sin2� 0. Itthen followsthat

dP 2

dt
= � 2�W P

2
?
;

yielding a shrinkage rate P � 2dP 2=dt= � �W � V2x =(V
(vec))2,in agreem ent with eq.

(4.3).Thus,in the presence ofcollisionsthe one-particle m atrix density

��(t;k)=
1

2
[P0(t)+ Pi(t)�i]f�(k)

tendsin theform allim itt! 1 to theunpolarized onebecauseoftheslow spiralling

ofthe spin vector into the origin:

��(t;k)!
1

2
P0(1 )f�(k):

Theoutcom eisauniqueequilibrium pointforthesystem ,given byPx = Py = Pz = 0,

where the num berofactive neutrinosequalsthe num berofsterile neutrinos.
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4.3. B ig bang nucleosynthesis constraint

The aperiodicterm m odi�esconsiderably the constrainton the neutrino m ixing pa-

ram eters.Letuslookatthism atterm oreclosely by�rstrecapitulatingthederivation

oftheearlierresult[11],and then presenting a sim ilarderiva tion within ourpresent

approach.

The condition fornon-equilibration ofsterile neutrinosis�s = P�W <
� H ,which

im plies the constraint

��s

H

�

m ax
= 0:6sin22�0 �

q

107 j�m 2 j=(2 eV 2)fm ax
1 (y)<� 1 ; (4.7)

where y = � x depending on the sign ofthe m assdi�erence �m 2 = m 2
1 � m22. The

function f1(y),de�ned as

f1(y)=

p
y

1+ 2ycos2�0 + y2
; (4.8)

istheproductoftheprobability (4.5)and theratio �W =H .Fora sm allm ixing angle

it reaches the m axim um value fm ax
1 ’ 3

p
3=16 at y = (

p
3+ cos22�0 � cos2�0)=3.

Substituting these valuesinto eq. (4.7)one obtainsthe following allowed region for

the m ixing param eters[11]:

j�m 2 jsin42�0 <� 5� 10� 6 eV 2
: (4.9)

Fora typicalm ixing angle sin2� ’ 0:1 thisyieldsj�m 2 j <� 5� 10� 2 eV 2 :

In ourcase,where the conversion probability is given by eq. (4.4),one obtains

the constraint

��s

H

�

m ax
= 2:5� 106sin22�0 �

j�m 2 j

eV 2
f
m ax
2 (y)<� 1 ; (4.10)

where the function

f2(y)=
y

1+ 2ycos2�0 + y2
(4.11)
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hasthe m axim um value fm ax
2 = 1=4cos2�0 aty = 1. Thus,in ourcase the allowed

region is

j�m 2
jsin22�0 <� 1:6� 10� 6 eV 2

: (4.12)

Oneshould noticethedi�erentsin2�0 dependencecom pared with theearlierresult

(4.9). Thisdi�erence givesrise to a m ore stringentconstrainton the neutrino m ass

in ourcase. Forexam ple,forsin2�0 � 0:1 we �nd j�m 2 j <
� 1:6� 10� 4 eV 2

:The

old and thenew constraintsin the(�m 2 ; sin2�0)-planearedepicted in theFigure.

5. C onstraints in the presence ofa m agnetic �eld

5.1. C onditions for large m agnetic e�ects

Letusnow considerneutrino propagation in hotm agnetized plasm a asdescribed by

them asterequation (3.13).In thissection wewillassum ea non-vanishing m agnetic

dam ping � in eq. (3.13),togetherwith a non-vanishing quantum dam ping � W . W e

assum e thattheneutrino system hasnotyetreached theM SW resonanceregion,so

thatthe oscillation frequency in m atter � m can be approxim ated by � m ’ V (vec).

Furtherm ore,we take � 2
m � �2W ; �2W 1.W e also assum e thatthe dom inantplasm a

e�ecton neutrino prapagation isduetorandom m agnetic�eldsasgiven by eq.(2.1).

This is the case where the m agnetic dam ping rate is m uch larger than the oscilla-

tion rate ofneutrinos,� � � m ,and sim ultaneously � 2
m =�� W � 1. W ith these

approxim ations,we are able to solve the QKE (3.13)analytically.

Letusstudy m oreclosely theseapproxim ations.W em ay notethatthem agnetic

dam ping rate

�= 3�2
effB rm s(L = lH )L0=4�(3� 2p)
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has a m inim um value

�� �m in =
3:5(2:3)2p

�(3� 2p)
� 10� 12� 16p

B 2
rm s(L = lH )

1024G

� T

M eV

�5+ 2p
 
B 0

T2
0

! 2

M eV (5.1)

which corresponds to the m inim um value ofthe m agnetic dom ain size Lm in
0 ,given

in (2.2).

Let us now m ake a further assum ption. To illustrate the potentialim portance

ofthe m agnetic e�ects,we take B 0 ’ T2
0,which we believe is the largest possible

random �eld that can be supported by the plasm a. An exam ple ofthis kind ofa

situation ispossibly provided by theelectroweak phasetransition,whereithasbeen

argued [17]that uctuating Higgs �eld gradients could generate m agnetic �elds of

the order ofT2
E W .

To seewhen m agnetice�ectsareim portant,wecom parem agneticdam ping with

�W ’ 4:0G 2
F T

5 and the oscillation frequency � m ’ V (vec). Since V (vec) � �W ,a

su�cient condition for the dom ination ofm agnetic dam ping is � m in > V (vec). It

turnsoutthateven m orerestrictivecondition istherequirem ent� 2
m =2�m in�W � 1:

Thiscondition im pliesthefollowingrangeofvalidity oftheapproxim ationsdiscussed

above:

T

M eV
>
(3�(3� 2p))

1

2p

2:3
� 10

8�
7

2p : (5.2)

W e note in passing that ifwe discard the hypothesis ofthe relic origin ofthe

galactic seed �eld,thereby allowing considerably sm allerdom ain sizesthan given in

eq.(2.2),theconditions�� � m � �W ,�
2
m =2�� W � 1can beful�lled onlyforvery

sm allvaluesofthe index p,i.e. when the m agnetic �eld isvery close to a constant.

Our analysis does not cover this case.
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5.2. A pplication to prim ordialnucleosynthesis

Assum ing thevalidity oftheapproxim ationsdiscussed in theprevioussubsection,we

obtain forthe roots(3.18)the following sim ple expressions:

k1 ’ � 2�� �W + � 2
m =2�’ � 2� ;

k2 ’ � �W �
� 2

m

2�
’ � �W ;

k3 = �
V 2
x

2�
+

� 4
m

16�2�W
’ �

V 2
x

2�
:

(5.3)

In k3 wehaveneglected thesecond term � 4
m =16�

2�W asitisresonabletoassum ethat

Vx � �m .From eq.(5.3)onecan then easily seethatfort� �� 1W only thelastterm

in eq. (3.12),the one proportionalto C3e
k3t,survives,so that the active-to-sterile

neutrino conversion probability now takes the form

P ’
1

2
[1� e

� V 2

x t=2�]: (5.4)

In ordertoavoid aconictwith theprim ordialnucleosynthesisconstraint,thepro-

duction rate�s = P�W ofthesterileneutrinosshould besm allerthan theexpansion

rate H ’ t� 1 ofthe universe in the tem perature range 1 M eV <
� T <

� TQ CD . W hen

T <
� 1 M eV,leftchiralneutrinosare decoupled,and collisionscan no longerexcite

sterileneutrinos.AbovetheQCD phasetransition tem peratureTQ CD sterileneutrino

production isharm less,because theirnum berdensitiesare subsequently suppressed

by therelativeheating oftheinteracting species.From eq.(5.2)we�nd that,within

ourapproxim ative solution,nucleosynthesisconstraintisrelevantonly ifp <� 0:6.If

thisisso,we obtain from eq. (5.4)the condition jVx j <
� 2H

q

�m in=�W . Thiscan

be translated into a constrainton the neutrino m ixing param eters:

j�m 2 j

eV 2
sin2�0 <� 8� 10� 2� 8p �

(2:3)p
q

(3� 2p)

� T

M eV

�3+ p
(p<� 0:6): (5.5)

Since this lim it is m ore restrictive the lower the tem perature is,we substitute into

eq. (5.5)the lowerbound ofthe validity range de�ned in eq. (5.2). In thisway we
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obtain our �nalresult

j�m 2 j

eV 2
sin2�0 <� 2(3�(3� 2p))

1

2p � 10
33

2
�

21

2p: (5.6)

This result is displayed for p = 0:5;0:4 and 0.3,together with the B = 0 case,in

the Figure.

W e m ay note thatthe presence ofa m agnetic �eld im pliesa lim itwhich ism ore

stringent than ifB = 0. Naturally,the lim it is also m ore m odeldependent. In

particular,itvery m uch dependson ourassum ption thatthe prim ordial�eld isthe

seed �eld forthegalacticdynam o,which reectsitselfin �m in.M oreover,ourresults

are valid only for rather weak scaling behaviour. For larger p,it is likely that the

bound (5.6) would be m uch weaker. On the other hand,weak scaling is needed if

prim ordial�elds are to provide the seed �eld.

6. D iscussion and conclusions

W e have considered active-sterile neutrino conversions in hot plasm a ofthe early

universe. Ourstarting pointisa generalquantum kinetic equation,and in the col-

lisionless lim itwe reproduce the resultsof[14]. The greatadvantage ofthe kinetic

approach isthatoneisableto follow theevolution ofthetransition probability over

any num berofcollisions.In particular,itallowsusfollow thechain ofcollisionsover

tim e scales ofthe orderofthe Hubble scale. Thisfactprovided uswith a new an-

alytic solution which actually dom inatesthe active-sterile conversion probability in

isotropic plasm a. Itisrelated to the shrinkage ofthe avourspin. Such behaviour

isthe com bined e�ectofneutrino oscillations,which convertlongitudinalspin com -

ponentsto transversalones,and sim ultaneousdam ping ofthetransversalcom ponent

by collisions.Qualitatively thise�ect,progressive decoherence,wasdiscussed earlier

in [25]. Here itwasrealized explicitly in the analytic solution (4.1).
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An analogousshrinkageregim e existsforDiracneutrino spin-ip in plasm a with

a largescalerandom m agnetic�eld [26].Thephysicalreason oftheshrinkageofthe

total realspin there is the sam e asin ourcase.

Itisperhapssurprising thatthe inclusion ofa m agnetic �eld,which leadsto an

increaseoftheenergy gap between activeand sterileneutrino spectra (seeeq.(2.5)),

tightens the constraint on the neutrino m ixing param eters. In fact,the transition

probability doesdecrease in the presence ofa m agnetic �eld exactly because ofthe

energy gap increase.However,in therandom �eld casetheaveraged conversion rates

depend also on theneutrino squared m assdi�erence �m 2 in a subtle way.W hile in

the isotropiccase there isa saturation oftheconversion probability asa function of

�m 2 in thepresenceofam agnetic�eld thereisalineardependenceupon �m 2.This

behaviourisreected in the strongerm ixing angle dependence.
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Figure C aption

The nucleosynthesis constraint on the �e � �s m ixing param eters. (a) old result;

(b)new result,which includesthe shrinkage ofthe spin vector. Shown are also the

lim itsobtained in thepresenceofaprim ordialrandom m agnetic�eld with thescaling

param eterp = 0:3;0:4 and 0.5 (solid lines). In allcasesthe allowed region isbelow

the contour.
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