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A bstract

Both gravitational and m ass induced neutrino oscillation m ech-

anism s provide possible resolutions to the Solar Neutrino Problem .

The distinguishing feature between the two m echanism s is their de-

pendence on the neutrino energy. W e investigate the im plications of

thisby com puting the 8
B neutrino spectrum asdeterm ined from each

m echanism usingarealisticthree{
avorevolution m odel.W e�nd that

in the lim it ofsm all�13 m ixing angle,the di�erences are signi�cant

enough to observe in futuresolarneutrino experim ents.
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The Solar Neutrino Problem (SNP) has perplexed both astrophysicists

and particle physicists forupwardsofthirty yearsnow. The m easured 
ux

of�esincidenton the Earth{bound detectors[1,2,3,4]rem ainsin con
ict

with the standard solarm odelprediction (see [5]fora review). A plausible

expanation ofthisdiscrepancy isthatoscillationstakeplacebetween electron

neutrinos and neutrinos ofdi�ering species,thereby reducing the expected

�e 
ux to an em pirically acceptablevalue.

Atpresent there are two qualitatively distinctm echanism s which could

give rise to such oscillations. One is the well-known M ikayev{Sm irnov{

W olfenstein (M SW )m echanism [6,7,8]which postulatesthatneutrinospos-

sessanon{trivialm asseigenbasis,in contrasttotheassum ptionsoftheM in-

im alStandard M odel.In thism echanism electron neutrinosproduced atthe

coreofthesun will,undercertain conditionsdependentupon thesolarelec-

tron density,undergo a resonancewith otherspeciesofneutrinoswhose
ux

then hasno e�ect on earth-based detectors. Anotherm echanism proposed

m orerecently [9]hypothesizesthatneutrinosposessa 
avor{dependentcou-

pling to the externalgravitational�eld. Thism echanism (recently dubbed

theVEP m echanism [10])violatestheEinstein EquivalencePrinciple(EEP),

sinceitrequiresG i= (1+ fi)G,whereG isNewton’sconstant,ia 
avorin-

dex,and fi dim ensionlessparam eterswhich characterize the degree ofEEP

violation,with each fi � 1. To ensure the fulle�ect ofthree 
avors,we

m ust have fi 6= fj;i6= j. For�rstgeneration neutrinos,we de�ne f1 = 0,

i.e. G 1 = G. The VEP m echanism does not require neutrinos to have a

non-degeneratem ass-m atrix.

Both oscillation m echanism sreston theassum ption thatthetwoneutrino

eigenstates,
avor(j�iW )and m ass/gravitational(j�iM ;G ),arerelated by an

SU(N g)transform ation,

j�iW = V3j�iM ;G ; (1)

whereN g = 3forthree
avors.Thesestatesevolveaccordingtotheequation

[9]

id
dr
j�iM ;G = H M ;G j�iM ;G

=) id
dr
j�iW =

n

V
y

3
H M ;G V3 + A(r)

o

j�iW : (2)

Flavoroscillationsand resonancesariseduetotheo�{diagonalityofthem od-

i�ed Ham iltonian V
y

3
H M ;G V3 + A(r),where A(r) = diag(

p
2G F N E (r);0;0)
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istheterm in the Ham iltonian corresponding to �e-e (i.e.charged{current)

electroweak interactions.Ifwe assum e no CP{violation in the neutrino sec-

tor,then thefour{param eterm atrix V3 reducestoareal,orthogonalrotation

with threevacuum m ixing angles�12;�13,and �23.

The m ain di�erence between the M SW and VEP m echanism sm anifests

itself in the energy dependence ofthe evolution equations in (2). which

respectively are

H M =
1

2E

0

B
@

m 2

1
0 0

0 m 2

2
0

0 0 m 2

3

1

C
A ; (3)

H G = 2E j�j

0

B
@

f1 0 0

0 f2 0

0 0 f3

1

C
A ; (4)

where a factorofunity hasbeen subtracted outin each of(4)and (4)asit

contributes only an overallunobservable phase. W e have taken this factor

to be 0jj� (HM ;G )11,leaving thedynam icsofthem echanism dependentofthe

eigenvaluedi�erences�m 2

ij � m2i � m2j ;�f ij � fi� fj.

In thispaperweconsiderthee�ectofthesedi�ering energy dependences

on the suppression ofthe 8B neutrino 
ux in the three{generation schem e.

W e show that for a sm all�e ! �� m ixing angle �13,there is a noticeable

energy dependencein theshapeand sizeofthesuppression curvesforM SW

and VEP.This could be easily detected in present{day and future water

detectors. Forlarge �13,the suppression isenergy{independent,and hence

there is little variation in the spectrum . W e shalltake � � �� (r) in (4),

where�� (r)isthesolargravitationalpotential
1.

In orderto study the suppression of�es,we m ustdeterm ine the m odel{

dependent survivalprobability for these neutrinos as they travelfrom the

solarcenterto theEarth{based detectors.Averaged over1 AU,thesolution

to (2)can bewritten [12]

hP(�e ! �e)i =

3X

i;j= 1

j(V3)1ij
2
j(PLZ)ijj

2
j(V m

3
)1jj

2

1W edonotconsiderthee�ectsof�e{regenerationin theEarth (the\day{nighte�ect"),

nordo we considerthe m inim alcontribution ofthe localsupercluster.Fordiscussionsas

to why thesecan be excluded,see[10],or[13].
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= c
2

m 12
c
2

m 13

n

(1� P1)c
2

12
c
2

13
+ P1s

2

12
c
2

13

o

+s2m 12
c
2

m 13

n

P1(1� P2)c
2

12
c
2

13
+ (1� P1)(1� P2)s

2

12
c
2

13
+ P2s

2

13

o

+s2m 13

n

P1P2c
2

12
c
2

13
+ P2(1� P1)s

2

12
s
2

13
+ (1� P2)s

2

13

o

:

(5)

Theterm s

sij � sin�ij ;cij � cos�ij (6)

refertothevacuum m ixingangles,whilesm ij;cm ij aretheanalogousm atter{

enhanced trigonom etric functions [14]. The referenced work expresses the

functionsin term sofM SW param eters;forVEP,wem aketheglobalsubsti-

tution
dm ij

2E
! 2E j�j�f ij : (7)

The functions Pi are the Landau{Zener jum p probabilities [12]for non{

adiabaticstatetransitions,and areinherently energy{dependent.

Them atter{enhanced m ixingangles�m
1j [14]aredependentuponthepoint

ofproduction ofthe solar�e. Ifthisisabove the resonance density (N e)
res
1i

forthe speci�c 12{ or13{
avortransition (i.e. �e ! �� or�e ! ��),then

�m
1i !

�

2
.Hence,theprobability in (5)reducesto

hP(�e ! �e)i= P1P2c
2

12
c
2

13
+ P2(1� P1)s

2

12
s
2

13
+ (1� P2)s

2

13
; (8)

Forlarge�13,thejum p probabilitiesP2 vanish (i.e.adiabaticapproxim ation

for13{transitions),and weareleftwith

hP(�e ! �e)i= s
2

13
; (9)

which isenergy{independent(and,interestingly enough,independentofthe

12{transitions).Conversely,thesm all�13 lim itof(8)is

hP(�e ! �e)i= c
2

12
P1P2 (10)

which shows distinct energy dependence on both 12{ and 13{
avortransi-

tions. By studying the two lim its in question,it is possible to see exactly

how thethird 
avora�ectsthedynam icsoftheoscillation m echanism .The

sm all�13 solutionswillin som erespectsapproxim atethetwo{
avorm echa-

nism (which isfully recovered in the lim it�13 ! 0). Atthe otherextrem e,
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itispossiblethatthelarge�13 solutionscan yield spectraldistortionswhich

m atch observed 8B 
uxes,butcannotbeobtained via thetwo{
avorm odel.

Sinceitwasstated thatthem ain di�erencebetween theVEP and M SW

oscillation m echanism sshould bevisiblein a study oftheenergy{dependent

suppression ofthe neutrino 
ux,we show that striking di�erences can be

observed forcertain inputparam etersofthetwo m odels.

Although the 8B decay isone ofthe rarestnuclearreactionsin the Sun,

theresulting 8B neutrinosaretheeasiesttostudy,sincethey havethewidest

spectrum ofE 2 [0;15]M eV,andareofsu�cientlyhighenergytobeobserved

by the �e-e scattering detectors (e.g. Kam iokande II, Superkam iokande,

SNO).Hereafter,weprovideacom parison ofthe8B 
uxcurvesasreduced by

VEP and M SW ,forboth natural(�f 31 > �f 21;�m
2

31
> �m 2

21
)and broken

eigenvalue{hierarchies(�f 31 < �f 21;�m
2

31
< �m 2

21
).

W hile chem icaldetectorscan ascertain therateofsolarneutrinoswhich

reach theEarth,the water{based detectorsprovide extra piecesofinform a-

tion which can help pin down param eters.An accuratem easurem entofthe

incident8B 
ux can tellussuch thingsaswhich direction theneutrinoscam e

from ,exactarrivaltim es(assum ing they originatefrom theSun)and,m ost

im portantly,show the energy{dependence ofthe suppression m echanism at

work. Due to the factthatthe �Cerenkov detectorshave relatively high en-

ergy thresholds,neutrinoswhoseenergiesarebelow thesethresholdswillnot

be visible. For exam ple,KIIhas a threshold energy ofE th = 9M eV [15],

while SNO willhave a lowerone ofE th � 5M eV.Thus,these experim ents

willbeparticularly usefuliftheparam etersetsaresuch thatsuppression is

visiblein thehigh energy portion ofthe 8B spectrum .

The(chem icaldetector)countingrateR � forsolarneutrinosfrom reaction{

type � (e.g. 8B , 7B e decays, or the pp chain,hereafter 8B ; 7B e;and pp

neutrinos)iscalculated via

R
� =

Z R �

0

drr
2
�
�(r)

Z E m ax

E m in

dE �
�(E )�(E )hP(�e ! �e)i(r;E ); (11)

where �(E )isthe detector{m aterialabsorption cross{section forneutrinos,

��(E ) the unreduced neutrino 
ux [15],and ��(r) the fractionalneutrino

production rateatradiusr [5].Notethatthesizeofthe
ux curvedoesnot

re
ectthe resulting counting rate,so m uch asdoesitsshape.The counting
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ratein eq.(11)isessentially calculated as

R
� =

X

i

�
�
i�i ; (12)

and so thesam eR can beobtained forsm all
uxesaswellasforlargeones,

since the cross{section �i � �(E )increaseswith increasing energy.Itisthe

location oftheunsuppressed curveon theenergy{axiswhich determ inesthis.

W ehave perform ed a num ericalintegration ofEq.(11)using theSSM data

m entioned in the previous paragraph. Figures 1{5 show both M SW { and

VEP{reduced 8B 
uxesforvariousallowed counting rates,ascom pared with

theSSM (unreduced)
uxof�
8B
SSM = 5:8� 106cm � 2 s� 1.Allm ass{di�erences

�m 2

i1 areexpressed in unitsof eV 2.

The e�ects ofthe M SW /VEP m echanism s on solar neutrino depletion

hinge on the existence ofa m atter{induced 
avor{conversion resonance be-

tween di�erentneutrinos(e.g.�e ! ��).Therearethreepossibleresonances

for three 
avors: �e ! ��; �e ! ��; �� ! �� (and vice versa). For solar

neutrinos,weareonly concerned with 
avorconversion from �e ! �x,where

�x is either ofthe other two 
avors.2 Resonances can occur ifthe �es are

created atan electron density (N e)
cr > (N e)

res
1i ,with i= 2;3 forthe other

two 
avors,where

(N e)
res
1i =

1

G F

p
2j�(r)j�fE cos2� 1i (13)

ForM SW ,sim ply m akethesubstition in eq.(7),and replacem ass{eigenstate

vacuum m ixing angleswith gravitationalones.

Conversely,if(N e)
cr < (N e)

res
1i ,the�e willneverundergo resonance,and

willpropagate as ifin vacuum . W e consider here only the case (N e)
res
1i >

(N e)m ax ,i.e. the �e resonance density exceeds the m axim alsolar electron

density.W erefertothisbehavioraccordingtothefollowing:singleresonance

((N e)
cr > (N e)

res
1i fori= 2or3only),and doubleresonance((N e)

cr > (N e)
res
1i

forboth i= 2;3).

W e note a m arked di�erence between sm alland large angle solutions.

Essentially,thelarge{anglesolutionsshow very littlevariation in the
uxes.

Thisisconsistentwith theform of(9),which show the�e{attenuation to be

energy independent. The least variation is visible in the double{resonance

2W e do notconsiderarbitrary sterile neutrinosin thisanalysis.
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case (�g.1),while we see m ore ofa discrepancy in the m odelsfora single{

resonance (forboth natural{ and broken{hierarchies,�gs2,3). Thisdi�er-

enceism ostly in thelow{energy neutrinos,though,and so would bedi�cult

to detect. The curves forlarge �12,sm all�13 show sim ilarenergy indepen-

dence,and thusarenotpresented here.

In contrast,thesm all{anglesolution showsvery di�erentbehaviour.Fig-

ure 4 depicts the double{resonance reduced 8B neutrino 
ux for the two

m odels,with quitesurprising dissim ilarities.The two m odelsshow opposite

energy{dependent reduction: M SW suppresses low energy neutrinos,while

VEP suppresseshigh energy ones3.Furtherm ore,the broken hierarchy case

forthe sm allangleregion (�g.5)showsotherintriguing behavior.Asm en-

tioned earlier,the counting rate isdeterm ined by the productofthe cross{

section �(E )and the
ux �(E ).Hereweseean exam pleofwhereboth large

and sm all
uxescan representthesam ecounting rate.W hereasthenatural

hierarchy attenuated low energy neutrinos,herewe see thatthesituation is

reversed: the large curve showsthe low{energy neutrinoslargely une�ected

by theM SW m echanism ,whileVEP leaveshigh{energy neutrinosalone.

Thisradically di�erentspectraldistortion between thetwo m odelscan in

partbe explained by the factthat(especially forsm allm ixing angles)the

adiabaticand non{adiabatictransitionsarereversed.Itisnoted in [10]that

theadiabaticity condition isviolated forlow energy neutrinosin VEP,while

itisviolated forhigh energy neutrinosin M SW .Thisisclearly re
ected in

thesm all�13 solutionsof�gs.4,5.

In sum m ary,the inclusion ofa third 
avor in each m echanism yields a

widely varying range ofpossible 
ux curves depending upon the values of

the m ixing angle param eters. The sm allangle solution o�ers variations in

thestructureofhP(�e ! �e)i,whilestillapproxim ating thetwo{
avorlim it

(�13 ! 0). In the case ofthe sm all13{m ixing region for double 
avor{

resonances,the 
ux suppression is opposite for the two m echanism s. For

an unbroken hierarchy,theVEP m echanism attenuateslow energy neutrinos

whereas M SW attenuates the higher energy range;in the case ofa broken

hierarchy the rolesplayed by each m echanism are interchanged. The large

�13 solutionsare energy independent,thusm aking itdi�cultto distinguish

between M SW and VEP in thehigh{energy portion ofthespectrum ,asm ost

3The rough nature ofthe curvesisattributed to num ericalvariations,and m ostlikely

nota physicalbehavior.
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spectraldistortionsoccurheretoward thelowerend.Additionalinform ation

from atm osphericobservations[16]and laboratoryexperim ents[17]willthen

beessentialin determ ining theunderlying oscillation m echanism .
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Figure C aptionsAllcaptionslistparam etersused to obtain there-
duced counting rateR.Neutrino m assesareexpressed in unitsofeV 2.

Fig. 1:�f 21 = 10� 15 ;�f 31 = 4� 10� 14 ;�m 2

21
= 6:15� 10� 6 ;�m 2

31
=

5� 10� 5 ;

Fig. 2:�f 21 = 10� 15 ;�f 31 = 4� 10� 14 ;�m 2

21
= 6:15� 10� 6 ;�m 2

31
=

5� 10� 5 ;

Fig. 3: �f 21 = 10� 8 ; �f 31 = 3 � 10� 14 ;�m 2

21
= 10� 1 ;�m 2

31
=

6� 10� 5 ;

Fig. 4: �f 21 = 2:7� 10� 15 ; �f 31 = 10� 14 ;�m 2

21
= 10� 5 ;�m 2

31
=

1:6� 10� 4 ;

Fig. 5: �f 21 = 10� 8 ; �f 31 = 1:31� 10� 14 ;�m 2

21
= 10� 1 ;�m 2

31
=

1:31� 10� 4 ;
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