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A bstract

Both gravitational and m ass induced neutrino oscillation m ech-
anism s provide possbl resolutions to the Solar Neutrino P roblem .
T he distinguishing feature between the two m echanism s is their de-
pendence on the neutrino energy. W e Investigate the in plications of
this by com puting the 8 neutrino spectrum as detemm ined from each
m echanisn using a realistic three{ avorevolution m odel. W e nd that
In the Im it of an all 13 m xing angle, the di erences are signi cant
enough to observe in future solar neutrino experim ents.
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The Solar Neutrino Problem (SNP) has perplexed both astrophysicists
and particle physicists for upwards of thirty years now . The measured ux
of s Incident on the Earth{bound detectors [I, B, 3, B] rem ains in con it
w ith the standard solar m odel prediction (see [{] or a review). A plusble
expanation ofthis discrepancy isthat oscillations take place betw een electron
neutrinos and neutrinos of di ering species, thereby reducing the expected

e UX to an em pircally acosptable value.

At present there are two qualitatively distinct m echanisn s which could
give rise to such oscillations. One is the weltknown M ikayev{Sm imov{
W olfenstein M SW ) m echanisn [§,[],[§]which postulates that neutrinos pos-
sess a non {trivialm ass eigenbasis, In contrast to the assum ptions oftheM in-—
In al Standard M odel. In thism echanisn electron neutrinos produced at the
core of the sun w ill, under certain conditions dependent upon the solar elec—
tron density, undergo a resonance w ith other species of neutrinos whose ux
then has no e ect on earth-based detectors. A nother m echanism propossd
m ore recently [4] hypothesizes that neutrinos posessa avor{dependent cou—
pling to the extemal gravitational eld. Thismechanian (recently dubbed
the VEP m echanisn {LQ]) violates the E insteln Equivalence P rinciple EEP),
sihce it requiresG; = (1+ f;)G,where G isNewton’s constant, ia avor In—
dex, and f; din ensionless param eters which characterize the degree ofEEP
violation, with each £f; 1. To ensure the fiill e ect of three avors, we
must have f; 6 f5;16 Jj. For rst generation neutrinos, we de ne £f; = 0,
ie. G; = G. The VEP mechanisn does not require neutrinos to have a
non-degenerate m assm atrix.

B oth oscillation m echanian s rest on the assum ption that the tw o neutrino
elgenstates, avor (j iy ) and m ass/gravitational (j iy ¢ ), are related by an
SU N 4) transform ation,

J = V3 g s 1)
whereN = 3 forthree avors. T hese states evolve according to the equation
&)
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F lavor oscillations and resonances arise due to theo {diago a_]ity ofthem od-
ied Ham iltonian VyHy Vs + A (r), where A (r) = diag( 2GyNg (r);0;0)



is the tetm in the H am iltonian corresponding to e (ie. charged{current)
electrow eak Interactions. If we assum e no CP {violation in the neutrino sec—
tor, then the four{param eterm atrix V; reduces to a real, orthogonal rotation
w ith three vacuum m ixing angles 1,; 13, and 3.

Themaln di erence between the M SW and VEP m echanisn s m anifests
itself in the energy dependence of the evolution equations n {f]). which
resoectively are
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where a factor of unity has been subtracted out in each of @) and {@) as it
contrbutes only an overall uncbservable phase. W e have taken this factor
to be Ci]] # )11, lraving the dynam ics of the m echanisn dependent of the
eigenvaliedi erences m 3, m{ mf; fiy £ £.

In this paperwe consider the e ect of these di ering energy dependences
on the suppression of the 88 neutrino ux in the three{generation scheme.
W e show that ora small . ! m ixing anglke 3, there is a noticeable
energy dependence In the shape and size of the suppression curves forM SW
and VEP. This could be easily detected in present{day and future water
detectors. For large 13, the suppression is energy{independent, and hence
there is little variation in the spectrum . W e shall take ) in @,
where  (r) is the solar gravitational potential .

In order to study the suppression of s, we must detemm ine the m odel{
dependent survival probability for these neutrinos as they travel from the
solar center to the E arth {based detectors. A veraged over 1 AU, the solution
to @) can be written [[7]

X3
P (! )i = V3T 3Py )ijﬁpf o [\A% )1j:?f

i3=1

W edo not considerthe e ectsof e {regeneration in the Earth (the \day{nighte ect"),
nor do we consider the m Inin al contrbution of the local supercluster. For discussions as
to why these can be exclided, see @], or E].
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refer to the vacuum m ixing angles, while s, 157G, ;5 are the analogousm atter{
enhanced trigonom etric finctions [[4]. The referenced work expresses the

functions In term s ofM SW param eters; Oor VEP, we m ake the global substi-
tution

dm i
21 2EJFfy 7)
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The functions P; are the Landau{Zener jump probabilities [[4] for non{
adiabatic state transitions, and are Inherently energy {dependent.

Them atter{enhanced m ixing angles T [L4] are dependent upon the point
of production of the solar .. If this is above the resonance density N .)i5°
for the speci ¢ 12{ or 13{ avor transition (ie. . ! or ! ), then

T, ! 5.Hence, the probability in {§) reduces to

WP (! o)i=PP,d,cC,+ P (1 PSS+ (1 RS, ; ®)

For arge 13, the Jum p probabilities P, vanish (ie. adiabatic approxin ation
for 13{transitions), and we are kft with

P (! oi=sly; )

which is energy{Independent (and, interestingly enough, independent of the
12{transitions) . C onversely, the snall 15 lin it of {§) is

P (! oi= &,PP, (10)

which show s distinct energy dependence on both 12{ and 13{ avor transi-
tions. By studying the two lim its In question, it is possible to see exactly
how the third avor a ects the dynam ics of the oscillation m echanisn . The
an all ;3 solutions w ill In som e respects approxin ate the two{ avor m echa—
nism (Which is fully recovered In the lim it 13 ! 0). At the other extram e,
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it ispossbl that the large 13 solutions can yield spectral distortions which
m atch observed B uxes, but cannot be obtained via the two{ avorm odel.

Sihce it was stated that them ain di erence between the VEP and M SW
oscillation m echanisn s should be visble in a study of the energy {dependent
suppression of the neutrino ux, we show that strikking di erences can be
observed for certain input param eters of the two m odels.

A though the ®8 decay is one of the rarest nuclear reactions in the Sun,
the resulting B neutrinos are the easiest to study, sihce they have the w idest
soectrum ofE 2 [0;15M €V, and are ofsu ciently high energy to be cbsaerved
by the (e scattering detectors (e.g. K am iokande II, Superkam iokande,
SN O ).H ereafter, we provide a com parison ofthe 8  ux curves as reduced by
VEP and M SW , orboth natural ( £3;, > £; m 5, > m 3;) and broken
eigenvaliethierarchies ( £3, < f,;, m 3, < m 3)).

W hile chem ical detectors can ascertain the rate of solar neutrinos which
reach the E arth, the water{based detectors provide extra pieces of infom a—
tion which can help pin down param eters. An accurate m easuram ent of the
incident 8  ux can tellus such things aswhich direction the neutrinos cam e
from , exact arrival tin es (assum ing they origihate from the Sun) and, m ost
In portantly, show the energy{dependence of the suppression m echanisn at
work. D ue to the fact that the Cerenkov detectors have relatively high en-
ergy thresholds, neutrinos w hose energies are below these thresholdsw illnot
be visbl. For exam ple, K IT has a threshold energy of By, = 9M eV [[§],
while SNO will have a lower one ofE y, 5M &V . Thus, these experin ents
w il be particularly usefiil if the param eter sets are such that suppression is
visble in the high energy portion of the 8 spectrum .

The (chem icaldetector) counting rateR  for solarneutrinos from reaction {
type (9. ®B, Be decays, or the pp chai, hereafter B8 ; B e; and pp
neutrinos) is calculated via

Z & Zg. ..
R = . drr? (r)E dE E) )P (! ilGE); 11)
where (&) is the detector{m aterial absorption cross{section for neutrinos,

E ) the unreduced neutrino ux @], and (r) the fractional neutrino
production rate at radius r E]. N ote that the size ofthe ux curve does not
re ect the resulting counting rate, so much as does its shape. T he counting



rate In eq.{l]) is essentially caloulated as

R = L id 12)

and so the sam e R can be obtained for am all uxes aswell as for lJarge ones,
since the cross{section ; (E ) Increases w th Increasing energy. It is the
Jocation ofthe unsuppressed curve on the energy {axis which determm nes this.
W e have perform ed a num erical integration of Eq. {[J]) using the SSM data
m entioned in the previous paragraph. Figures [I{§ show both M SW { and
VEP {reduced 88 uxes for various allowed counting rates, as com pared w ith
theSSM (unreduced) uxof &, = 58 10an ?s '.AIlm ass{di erences
m § are expressed in units of eVZ.

The e ects of the M SW /VEP mechanian s on solar neutrino depletion

hinge on the existence of a m atter{induced avor{oonversion resonance be-

tween di erent neutrinos 9. o ! ). There are three possible resonances
for three avors: . ! ;e ! ; ! (and vice versa). For solar
neutrinos, we are only concemed w ith avor conversion from . ! 4, where

« is efther of the other two avorsf] Resonances can occur if the .s are
created at an electron density o) > N .)$°, with 1= 2;3 for the other
two avors, where

1 P-—
N5 = oo 2] ()] fE cos2 13 3)
F

ForM SW , sin ply m ake the substition in eq. {]), and replace m ass{eigenstate
vacuum m ixing angles w ith gravitational ones.

Conversely, if N.)¥ < N.)i$° , the . willnever undergo resonance, and
w ill propagate as if In vacuum . W e consider here only the case N)i5° >
N o) ax s 1e. the . resonance density exceeds the m axin al solar electron
density. W e referto thisbehavior according to the follow ing: single resonance
(N> N.)5° Pri= 2or3only), and double resonance (N )™ > No)i5°
forboth i= 2;3).

W e note a m arked di erence between amn all and large angle solutions.
E ssentially, the lJarge{angle solutions show very little variation in the uxes.
T his is consistent w ith the orm of {3), which show the .{attenuation to be
energy independent. The last varation is visble in the double{resonance

2W e do not consider arbitrary sterile neutrinos in this analysis.



case ( g.[l), while we see m ore of a discrepancy In the m odels for a single{
resonance (for both natural{ and broken{hierarchies, gsf[, ). This di er-
ence ism ostly In the low {energy neutrinos, though, and so would be di cult
to detect. The curves for large 15, anall (3 show sin ilar energy indepen-—
dence, and thus are not presented here.

In contrast, the an all{angle solution show s very di erent behaviour. F ig—
ure E depicts the double{resonance reduced 8 neutrino ux for the two
m odels, w ith quite surprising dissim ilarities. T he two m odels show opposite
energy {dependent reduction: M SW suppresses low energy neutrinos, whilke
VEP suppresses high energy onesﬂ . Furthem ore, the broken hierarchy case
for the am all angle region ( g.[f) show s other intriguing behavior. A smen—
tioned earlier, the counting rate is detemm ined by the product of the cross{
sction (E)andthe ux E).Herwe see an exam pl ofwhere both large
and an all uxes can represent the sam e counting rate. W hereas the natural
hierarchy attenuated low energy neutrinos, here we see that the situation is
reversed: the lJarge curve show s the low {energy neutrinos largely une ected
by the M SW m echanisn, while VEP Jeaves high {energy neutrinos alone.

T his radically di erent spectral distortion between the twom odels can in
part be explained by the fact that (especially for an allm ixing angles) the
adiabatic and non{adiabatic transitions are reversed. Tt isnoted in [L(] that
the adiabaticity condition is violated for low energy neutrinos In VEP, whilke
it is violated for high energy neutrinos in M SW . This is clearly re ected In
the am all ;5 solutions of gs.[, H.

In summ ary, the lnclusion of a third avor in each m echanisn yields a
w idely varying range of possble ux curves depending upon the values of
the m ixing anglk param eters. The an all angle solution o ers variations in
the structure of P (o ! )i, whilke still approxim ating the two{ avor lim it
(13 ! 0). In the case of the amall 13{m xIng region for doublk avor{
resonances, the ux suppression is opposite for the two m echanisn s. For
an unbroken hierarchy, the VEP m echanian attenuates low energy neutrinos
whereas M SW attenuates the higher energy range; in the case of a broken
hierarchy the roles played by each m echanisn are interchanged. The large

13 solutions are energy independent, thusm aking it di cul to distinguish
between M SW and VEP in the high{energy portion ofthe spectrum , asm ost

3T he rough nature ofthe curves is attributed to num erical variations, and m ost likely
not a physicalbehavior.



goectral distortions occur here tow ard the lower end. A dditional nform ation
from atm ospheric observations [[§] and laboratory experin ents f[]]w illthen
be essential In determm ining the underlying oscillation m echanian .
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F igure C aptions A Il captions list param eters used to obtain the re—
duced counting rate R . N eutrino m asses are expressed in units ofev?.

Fig.1l: £, =10"; f£53=4 10"; m 5 =615 10°; m 3 =
5 10° ;

Fig.2: £3,=10%; f£3=4 10";m % =645 10°; m 3 =
5 10°;

Fig. 3: £, =10°%; £3 =3 10" ;m3 =10"';m3% =
6 10°;

Fig. 4: £, =27 107 ; f£3=10";m3 =10°;m 3 =
16 10%;

Fig. 5: £, =10°%; £33 =131 10 ;m3 =10"%";m 3 =
131 10%;
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