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A bstract

W e suggest that a singkt farm ion S exists beyond the standard see-saw struc—
ture. T m xesw ith light neutrinos via interactions w ith the right-handed neutrino
com ponents, so that . ! S conversion solves the solar neutrino problem . Su-—
persym m etry endowed w ith R -sym m etry is shown to give a natural fram ew ork for
existence, m ass scale and m ixing (SN? 2 o 01 1:5) 10%) ofsuch a form ion.
M odels w ith an approxin ate horizontal sym m etry are constructed, which enbed
the ferm ion S and explain sinulaneously solar, atm ospheric, hot dark m atter
problem s aswellasm ay predict the oscillation ! ¢ in the region of sensitivity
of KARM EN and LSND experin ents.
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1 Introduction

The solar neutrino problm [ii], the de cit of muon neutrinos in atm ospheric neutrino ux
R, the large scale structure of the Universe [3] and possbl candidate events in a search for

! . oscillations {4] (see however B]) give indications on non—zero neutrino m asses and
Jepton m xing. Sinultaneous explanation of all (or som e) of these problem sm ay call for the
existence of m ore than three light neutrinos which m ix am ong them selves []. Strong bounds
on the number of neutrino species both from the mvisble Z°{width and from prim ordial
nuclkosynthesis (N S) {]] require the additionalneutrino to be sterile (sngktsofSU 2) U (1)).
T he right-handed ®RH ) com ponents ofknow n neutrinos are naturalcandidates for such sterile
states. However, In such a case one has to depart from the conventional see-saw m echanian
which In plies Jarge m asses to the RH com ponents.

A number of schem es with light sterile neutrinos has been suggested BI{ [12]. M ost of
them are based on radiative m echanism ofm ass generation or on som e hybrid schem es which
nclide both the elem ents of the seesaw and radiative m echanian s. In these schem es sterile
neutrino is considered on the sam e footing as the usual neutrinos. The lpton number is
broken typically at the electroweak scale.

W e w ill consider another possbility. W e suggest that usual see-saw m echanian worksw ith
all three right-handed neutrinos having largeM apranamasses: M 10'° 102 GevV .At the
sam e tim e the theory contains an additional singlet ferm ion S which has its origin beyond the
standard Jpton structure. The singlet S is very light and m ixes w ith neutrinos.

Supersymm etry (SUSY ) can provide a natural jisti cation for the existence of S. M any
extensions of the standard m odel contain singlet scalar elds: singkt majpron [3], mvisbl
axion {14], or scalars for spontaneous generation ofthe {tem [15], etc.. T he supersym m etric
partners of such scalars could be denti ed with S . M oreover, SUSY can play a crucial role In
the determ nation ofm ass scales in the singlet sector.

In this paper we consider possibl origin of light form ion S, itsm ass and m ixing w ith light
neutrinos. The models wih S are constructed so that they can sinulaneously explain the
above m entioned neutrino anom alies.



2 Light singlet ferm ion and the solar neutrino problem

P rim ordialnuclkosynthesis (@swellasthe data from SN 87A ) gives strong bound on the oscilla—
tion of active neutrinos into sterile neutrino {14]. Thispractically excludes ! S oscillations
as a solution of the atm ospheric neutrino problem . The singlet ferm ion with mass in the
eV {range could be considered as a candidate for hot dark m atter HDM ) EG]. H owever, if its
density satis es the NS bound on the num ber of additional neutrino species: N 04, i
can not reproduce the optin al param eters 3] for the large scale structure fom ation in the
Universe: m g 2 5)eVvand ' 02,where , isthe energy density of S in the Universe
in the unit of the critical density. T herefore it m ay happen that the only place where singlet
ferm ion plays a role is the solar neutrino problem .

2 and sin?2 ., where . is the m ixing anglke of

Let us nd the region of param eters m

e with S forwhich the resonance conversion . ! S Inside the Sun can explain the existing
data. It is lnstructive to com pare the sterile (. ! S) and theactive neutrino (. ! ¢) cases.
The . ! S solution of the solar neutrino problem di ers from the . ! ( ) solution In

two ways.

(1) The e ective density, o, or o ! S oconversion is an aller than that, ¢, Pr !
conversion :

£ Ye :
Here Y. and Y, are the num ber densities of the electron and the neutron per nuckon, respec—
tively. In the center of the Sun one gets $= ¢/ 0:76 [17]. The centraldensity © detem ines
position of the adiabatic edge of the suppression pit: E=m 2)a / 1= €. Consequently, in the
o ! S case the adiabatic edge is shifted to Jarger E= m 2 in com parison with the avour

case: E=m *) = €=m *), ¢=,.The position of the nonadiabatic edge dependson =
and the di erence between the avour and sterile cases is practically negligble.

In the region of an allm ixing solutionsi, the allowed values of m ? are determ ined essen—
tially by €= m ), and by G allum experin ent data {L§]. T herefore the shift of the adiabatic
edge or . ! S tolamgerE=m ? resuls in corresponding shift of m 2 to am aller values:

2.y

m %7 m?F 076 m %% : @)

"h0|(/)(}

(2) The farm ion S has no weak interactions, and therefore S ux from . ! S conversion
does not contrlbute to the K am iokande signal ( e ! e scattering) In contrast with avour

Large m ixing dom ain is excluded by prin ordial nucleosynthesis data



case, where Interacts via neutral currents. This in uences the allowed region of m xing
angls. Indeed, for un xed orignal Boron neutrino ux Which has the largest, 50% ,
theoretical uncertainties) the bound on sin® 2 ; is determ ined by the \doublk ratio" {1§1:

Ra
Ry« R : ’
where R, Q=055 and R _ ges— SSM are the suppressions of signals in C {Ar

and K am iokande experim ents, respectively. Here Q35™ , 55" are the predictions in the
referencem odel eg. 1)) and 09F, 9™ are the observabk signals. Duetothe  ( ){e ect,
Rse In the sterile case is an aller than Rfe In the avour case, and since R, is the same In
both cases one gets R > Rg W ith din inishing of ., the suppression of 5 due to

=K =K °

conversion weakens and the e ect of () decreases, therefore R approaches R ; x -As

=K
a consequence, the Iower bound on ¢ coincides practically w ith that for avour conversion:
sn®2 s~ (08 1:0) 10° [I§]. On the contrary, w ith increase of . the suppression of  due
to the conversion becom es stronger, so that R, ! 0 and RSe ! 0; at the sam e tin e due to
the neutralcurrent e ectof  ( ),R* ! 0:6. Thereﬁ)reRgzK
change strongly. W ehave ound R; . * 0.77,0.74,0.72, 0.69 for sh?2 o' 2 10%,5 10°,

10 2,2 10?, respectively. T he experin ental value of the double ratio isRy x = 067 0:1.

0,whereasRj _;, doesnot

=K

However for large sin® 2 s the orighal ux ofBoron neutrinos should be large (to com pensate
for strong suppression e ect). If we restrict g 15 35", then the bound on the m xing
angle becomes: sin®2 o, < 155 10%. This alo satis esthe NS bound {1§].

Resonance conversion Implies that ms > m _ and if there is no netunning of m asses,

P .
mg ' m 2. Thususing () and known results for avour conversion as well as bounds on

sin® 2 s discussed above we get the Dllow ng range of the param eters:

ms / @ 3) 10°ev

SN o !/ tan ' @ 6) 10%: @)

3 M ass and m ixing of singlet ferm ion via right-handed neutrino

Let us consider the follow ing Lagrangian,
m M
where L. is the Jepton doublket, H , is the Higgs doubkt and ¢ is the right-handed neutrino

com ponent. W e suggest that there isno direct coupling ofS w ith L. due to a certain sym m etry,



and themasstem SS is absent ornegligbly snall. The D iracm assm . and them xing m ass
m . aremuch an allerthan theM apranam assM ¢: M ¢;M o5 << M .. The Lagrangian @) leads

to them assm atrix in the basis (S; «; ¢):
B
M =1§ 0 0 mex : @)

T he diagonalization of (4) is straightforward: one com bination ofthe . and S,
0= 0S8 g5 et SN &S

ism asskess, and the orthogonal com bination,
1= C0S 5SS o5 e

acquires a m ass via the seesaw m echanian :

Them ass of the heavy neutrino is’ M .. The {S m xing angl is determ ned by

me
tan o = ’ (6)

es

and correspondingly sin®2 o = 4 em =m 2 + m2F.Taking form . the typicalD iracm ass of

the st generation: m . (1 5)M eV, and suggesting that . ! S conversion explains the
solar neutrino probkm wihm; = mg asin @), we nd

me

Mg = " 002 03)Gev : (7)
es
A ccording to @) the RH m ass scake is
r 2 _ mi 12 8
Me m,,~m;= m (10 3 lEP)GeV : (8)

Consider now the m odels which lad to the Lagrangian @) with param eters {]) and @).
The sinplest possbility is to use the U (1) symm etry of Jepton number and to generate
themasses n (§) by VEV h i of the scalar singlet, . Prescription of the kpton charges
1; 1; 3;2) for (<; ¢7S; ) adm its the follow Ing interactions in the singlet sector:

2 3

L:h§g+hOgSM—l+thSM—2; (9)
P Pl



where M p; is the P lanck m ass. The Lagrangian (9) reproduces the m ass tem s of @) with
M.=hhiandm o’ h%h i?sM ;. The desired values ofM . and m s {1) 8) can be achieved
witheg,hi’ 10 Gev,h’ landh’’ 10 ?. The astterm in (@) generates the M ajprana
mass of S, mgss = h®h i*aM ; ,, so that all the neutrinos are m assive. For h® © 10 * one gets

m;’ m2=M. asbefre, whereasthe snallestmassis’ m2mgs=mZ < m;.

Let us consider the possible role of supersym m etry In the appearance of the singlet ferm ion
and in the detem ination of its properties. In principle, S can be a superpartner of the gold-
stone boson which appears as a result of spontaneous violation of a certain global sym m etry
like Jepton number or Peccei uinn symm etry. In this connection, ket us consider a SU SY
m odel w ith spoontaneous violation of lepton number. The superpotential of the singlet m a—

“pron m odel is

me

W = Lo SHo+ £ 8¢ ( ° M?y; 10)

HH,i
where Jepton numbers of the super elds (Le; i 5 %H 23y) are (1; 1;2; 2;0;0). Lepton
num ber is spontaneously broken by non—zero VEV’s of and °. A s the resul, the m ajpron
and its ferm ionic partner, the m a prino, are m asskess In the supersym m etric lin it.

The identi cation of them aprino with S requires, however, the follow Ing com plication of
the m odel.

(1) Supersymm etry breaking results in appearance of non-zero VEV ofy which generates
themassofthemaprino S:mgss = hyi. The softbreaking tetms @ 0 B /M 2)yy+ he.,
where A ;B, ' O (m;-;) are soft-breaking param eters give R(Q]

1

and consequently too big valuie ofmgs /' @A, By)=2 O (ns,), whereasA, B, 10 °
eV isneeded. Onecan getA, B, = 0 at tree level In no-scale supergravity or in the case
of the non-m Inim alkinetic term discussed below . H owever, non—zero value of A, B, willbe
generated due to renom alization group evolution of soft-term s. In order to suppress them ass
below the solar neutrino m ass scale ), tuning of param eters isneeded: £ © 10 °, ifallthree
generation of kptons are taken Into acocount.

2) M ixing of neutrinos w ith them a prino in plies violation ofR parity. In () them ixing
can be Induced by the second tem if sneutrino ~° gets non—zero VEV h~Ji. T he Jatter requires
the ntroduction ofterm s ke SF (K ;) + W °®K;), where F (X ;) and W °(X ;) are the functions
ofnew super elds X ;. They should be arranged In such a way that in the global SUSY I it



F doesnotget a VEV :HF X ;)i= 0, and after lepton number breaking linear tem MZ ¢
appears In the superpotential. Then the corresponding soft-term w ill give the m ixing m ass.
Onecan nd that the additional sector requires at least severalnew eldsw ith non-zero Jepton
num bers w hich leads to further com plication. R -parity violation is a general feature ofm odels
In which S is identi ed with ferm ionic superpartner of scalars acquiring non-zero VEV as in
m odels form a pron, axion and {tem .

T he above problem s can be avoided in m odels w ith R -parity conservation. In this cass,
the lightest supersym m etric particle can be served as cold dark m atter of the Universe. To
preserve R-parity one should place the singlkt S In the super eld with zero VEV . Consider
the superpotential:

m
W = eiLegH2+fgg+f°gSy 5(2 M %)y : 12)
2

Tts structure is detem Ined by the R {symm etry under which the elds carry the R {charges:
1;1; 1;2;0;0) Pr (@Lei ¢iSiys iH2) ¢

N ote that theR {symm etry forbidsthebarem asstem sSS aswellasthe coupling SS . Since

Jepton symm etry is explicitly broken no m a pron appears. In the global SUSY lim i, gets

nonzero VEV hi’ M 10' GeV which generates theM apranamassof $:M .= fh i.
SU SY breaking induces the follow ing soft-breaking tem s in the scalar potential:

e c

m X
Vst = fALhH L. SHo+fA S S +£f%Ag SSy E(Ay > B,M“)y+theg+t mimf; @3

e e
21 i

where z; denotes the elds appearing in the superpotential @12) and A, etc., are the soft—
breaking param eters. M Inim ization of the potential show s the follow ing:
(1) The eldsL.; S;S donotdevelop VEV and therefore R -parity is unbroken.

2) The eldy acquiresnon—zero VEV due to the soft-breaking tem sasin (@1) . C onsequently,

them ixingm ass for S and  appears:

fO
Mes = 2_(Ay By) (14)
Sihhce mes >> m, no strong tunning of A, B, is needed as In the previous case (L0).
AtA, By O m 3-,), the desired value of m @) can be ocbtained by choosing f&

10 * 10 %. However, m ore ekgant possbility is that A, = B, at the Planck scake but a



non—zero value orA, B, is generated due to renom alization group evolution through the
di erences in interactions of and y. In this case one expects

2

M es 2m 3=2 7 (15)
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where represents a combination of the constants ;f and f °. As a consequence, the value
m. 0:1 GeV doesnot require an allness of or £°.

The equality A, = B, at the Planck scale can be achieved by the introduction of non-—
m Inin alkinetictemm w ith m ixingsbetween the cbservable and hidden sectors. Let us introduce
the follow ng K ahler potential:

_ _ 7 7 _
K =CC+CC (@ + a )+ 227 ; 16)
Mp, Mp,

where C and Z represent an observable and hidden sector eld, respectively. Then usual
assum ption that the cbservable sector has no direct coupling to the hidden sector in superpo-—
tential, W =W C)+ W (Z), leads to the universal soft-tem s:

Veose  M3oW C)+ he.j a7

provided @ = W (Z)i=M p .@W =QZ + W (Z)Z2=M p,i. Note alo that the eld C does not
acquire a soft-breaking m ass. This mechanisn can be generalized to arbitrary number of
observable sector Ileds. For ourpurmpose C 7y, ie, wecoupke and y to the hidden sector
eld Z wih the above-m entioned choice fora.
Notethat eld plystwo-fold role in them odel: it givesM apranamassof € and it also
generatesm ixing of “with S by inducinga VEV fory after the SUSY breakdown. M oreover,
can be used to generate the {tem via the non-renom alizable nteraction:

2

Hle H (18)
P1l

The {tem can also be generated through the renom alizable interaction: yH {H , In the case
oftyi’” O m3).
Tt is easy to ncorporate the gpontaneous violation of lkpton num ber or/and P ecceiQ uinn
symm etry into them odel. Asin (1) one should introduce the super eld °w ith ¥pton num ber
2 and zero R charge and replace the 2 tem of ((2) by % In thisway the {tem (i8) can
be naturally related to the solution of the strong-CP problm via Peccei uinn m echanian
1], and the m a’jpron w ill coincide w ith the nvisble axion R2Z].



4 M odels w ith light singlet ferm ion

Two other neutrinos, and , can be included in the schem e by adding to ) analogous
temswih L and © (= ; ). Thenasin (6_'_l,mjxjng of these neutrinos w ith singlet S is
detem ned by tan ¢ = m g=m ,wherem g andm arethe corresponding m ixing and D irac
m asses.

P rim ordial nuckosynthesis gives strong bounds on the angles ¢ and/oron m asses of light
neutrino components: m2=M . Suppose that S is fam ily blind, and its couplings w ith all
neutrnos areuniversal: mes " m o ' m o’ (002 03) GeV. Note that thism ass scale
fm otivated by solar neutrinos) is ofthe order ofD iracm asses In the second generation. T hen
wihm g m 03GeV,onegetstan 5’ l,and ifm,’ m?=M ’ 0: &V, the oscillation

! S ocould explain thede cit ofatm ospheric neutrinos. H owever, thispossibility is strongly
disfavoured by NS data. Form ' 1 G&€V one has sn®2 5’ (02 4) 10% and theNS
bound flf]lissatis ed if m 2 @0 * 10 3)ev?,orm, < 3 10% &V .Forthe third generation
m 100 GeV), analogous gures are: sin?2 s’ 02 5) 10° and m 3 < 3 &V.Therefore,
the coan ologically Interesting m assesof  are adm itted. N ote that thebound onm , form NS
and values ofm ; and m 3 desired by solarand HDM problam s can be reproduces by m oderate
m ass hierarchy ofthe RH neutrinos: M’ 10'° 102 Gev.

To have sin ultaneously neutrinos as HDM and the solution of the atm ospheric neutrino
problem via ! oscillations oneneedsm, ’ m5’ 2eV.In thiscase (m 27 4ev?) the
NS bound: sn?2 ¢ < 10 ® mpliesm ¢=m < 5 10%orm , “ 055MeV atm 1Gev, ie.
the coupling of S with . should domhate:me >> m .

Both the dom inance of S {  coupling and the near degeneracy of neutrinos corresponding
to the second and the third generations m, ’ m 3) can arise as consequences of som e fam ily
(horizontal) symm etry.

Let us consider U (1)" {sym m etry w ith charge prescription (0;1; 1) Prthe rst, the sec
ond and third generations of lptons, respectively. Each generation inclides the left-handed
doublt L. and the right-handed x jer . Higgs doublkts aswell as new particles S; ; %y
have zero charges. In the lin it of exact sym m etry, the H iggs doublt and the singlet ferm ion
S can couple only with the electron neutrino, reproducing the m atrix ). The couplings for
the second and third generations allowed by U (1)":

m M
W = 'L CH2+ .L CH2+ I ¢ (19)
hH ,i HH,i hi




ladtoamassmatrixin ( ; ; ¢; ) basis

0 1
m 0
B
m
B % 20)
g m M X
0 m M 0

The m assm atrix of charged kptons is diagonal. T he diagonalization of £0) results in ZKM -
type (Zeldovich-M ahm oud-K onopinsky) light neutrino form ed by ’ and ' com ponents

w ith m ass

@1)

Form 1GeV, m 100 GeV and M 3 1¥ GeV onegetsm, ’ 3 &V which is
required orthe HDM com ponents. In the lim it ofexact horizontalsymm etry {S and {
form two unm ixed blocks and in particular,m ¢ = m = 0.

Fam ily sym m etry can be conserved at high scalebut can be explicitly broken by interactions
w ith H iggs doublts. Such breaking could be nduced spontaneously also by Introducing new
H iggs doublets w ith non—zero U 0k charges ( 1 or 2) or by non-renom alizabl Interactions
ofthe type: L, “‘H, =M , where has the charge + 1 and acquire the VEV at large scale,
h i 10 *M .

Violation of U (1)® leads to m ass splitting in  { system as well as to m ixing between

{S and { ©blocks. Consider the phenom enological consequences of ntroducihg U (1)"
violation separately n di erent sectors of the m odel.
(1) The non-diagonalD iracm ass term sm 4+ m ¢+ hc. result n m ass-squared
di erence
m 5,7 m_mg : (22)
m

For the atm ospheric neutrnos oneneeds m 2, / 10 2eV?, then orm, 2eV andm ' 1
GeV, it ollows from (2) thatm should bevery snall: © (05 1)MeV .M ixingof and
is practically m axin al.
(2) The introduction of a diagonalelem ent in the M a prana sector; eg.,M € €, gives

2, S M 2
m23 2m— ]_V_[— m2; (23)

andtohave m 2, 10 ?eV®withm =m 2 10%, onenesdsM =M 0.



(3) Toget { mixingonecan introducetheD racmasstemsm,. . “+m . S+ hec.
P resent sensitivity region of KARM EN and LSND :sin®2 . @ 5) 10° corresponds to
m.=m '’ 3 10%, and consequently tom,. ’ 30M eV .In thiscase {S m ixing willalso be
generated with tan s (e o)=Mm m ) 3 10° which is farbelow the NS bound.

(4) Violation of U (1)? {symm etry inplies n general a non-diagonalm ass m atrix for the
charged kptons. In this case the Jpton m xing m atrix is the product, V. = V YV, where V
and V; diagonalize the m ass m atrices of neutrinos and charged Jptons, respectively. Let us
suppose or sin plicity that the e ects of U (1)® violation com e from V; only (V. hastwo-block
structure as before), and m oreover V; m ixes essentially the rst and the ssocond generation
wih the angle ;. Then the oscillations . $ are expected with m  / m3 and the
depth sin?2 ;. Al m ixing between S and appears, so that the ! S oscillations w ith

m %’ m% willhave the depth

sn?2 o 7 sn?2 .. sh g

For s and ; xed by solar neutrino data and the LSND /KARM EN sensitivity, one nds
sin® 2 < " @ 5) 10° which can satisfy the NS bound. This m odel realizes the scenario
described in [B].

The { masssplittihg can be generated w tthout explicit U (1)® violation. Them odi ed
U (1)" charge prescription in themodel (2) with % ( 1,2,0, 2,2,1,0) or (S, ©, ¢, %Sy)
allow s for the superpotential,

me

W = — . SH,+ °H, + °H
H,1i°° % M,i 27 M ,i 2
M M M m
s taT Ct g Tt sy 4)
1 1 1

For {S i reproducesthem atrix {4), whereasfor { system onegetsthematrix @0) wih
nonzero M © © tem , thus generating m ass plitting @3). However, the blocks .{S and
{ rem ain decoupled, and thus no observable e ect n KARM EN /LSND is expected.

5 Conclusion

W e suggest that a light singlet form ion S whose existence ishinted by som e neutrino observa—

tionsm ay have is origin beyond neutrino physics. Such a ferm ion can how everbe incorporated

10



Into the standard seesaw picture, where Interactions of S w ith the heavy right-handed neutri-
nos can generate itsm ixing w ith the light neutrinos. Such am ixing allow s an understanding of
the lightness of S w ithout ad hoc Introduction ofvery light scale. Them ixing m ass param eter
mes ” (002 03) GeV kadsto them ass of the singlet and itsm ixing w ith electron neutrino
htheregionm;’ @ 3) 10°eV andsih®2 oo’ (@ 15) 103, wherethe . ! S resonance

conversion gives a good t of all solar neutrino data.

Supersym m etry can provide a fram ew ork w ithin which the existence and the desired prop—
erties of such a light farm jon follow naturally. There is a number of m odels w ith singlet
scalars which acquire VEV and are introduced to break symm etries such as lepton num ber
and Peccei uinn symm etry, or to generate {tem , etc.. However, identifying S with the
ferm ionic superpartner of such scalars in plies violation of R -parity, and further com plica—
tion ofm odel. W e have considered a speci ¢ exampl with S identi ed as the majprino. It
m ay be possibl to suppress the m ass of S generated after SUSY breakdown by introducing
non-m inim alK ahler potentials.

T he conservation of R -parity requires for the form ion S to be a com ponent of singlet su-—
per eld which hasno VEV . This allow s to construct sin plem odel (1Z) in which the properties
fm assand m ixing) ofS follow from the conservation ofR-symm etry. The sihglkt eld ism ixed
w ith RH neutrinos by the interaction w ith the eld y which can acquire VEV radiatively after
soft SU SY breaking. Them odelcan naturally incorporate the spontaneous violation ofP ecoei-
Quinn symm etry or/and lepton number. The elds involved can spontaneously generate the

{tem .

Approxin ate horizontal (Bm ily) U (1)" symmetry as in (1Y) provides simultanecus ex-
planations for the predom nant coupling of S to the st generation (thus satisfying the NS
bound) and for the pseudoD irac structure of { needed In solving the atm ospheric neu—
trino and hot dark m atter problem . Breaking of U (1)® can be arranged in such a way that
the param etersof ! . oscillations are in the region of sensitivity of LSND and KARM EN
experin ents.

Future solar neutrino experin entsw illallow to prove or refect the hypothesisofthe ! S
conversion in the Sun R3] and thus to test the m odels elaborated in this paper.

Note added: W hen our work was practically accom plished we encountered the paper R4]
discussing non-supersym m etric m odel based on discrete symm etry In which sterile neutrino

11



m ixesw ith usual light neutrinos via RH com ponents. O ur resuls have been reported at X X X
Rencontres de M oriond, M arch 11-18 (1995), LesA rcs Savoi, France (to be published).
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