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Abstract

Cosm ologicalim plications ofneutrinos are reviewed. The subjects consid-

ered involve: (a)boundson neutrino m assfrom the observationallim itson the

universe ageand the Hubble constantboth in cosm ology with and withoutcos-

m ologicalconstant;(b)distortion ofspectrum ofcosm ic neutrinos;(c)bounds

on neutrino m assfrom prim ordialnucleosynthesis;(d)lepton asym m etry ofthe

universe;(e)neutrinooscillationsand possiblenew sterileneutrinos;(f)neutrino

rolein largescalestructureform ation.
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1 Introduction.

There are severalim portant subjects in cosm ology where neutrinos play (or m ay play) a

signi�cant role. Am ong them are prim ordialnucleosynthesis,dark m atter,and the large

scale structure form ation. In the last two cases neutrinos are im portant only ifthey are

m assive.Unfortunately thereisno directexperim entalevidencefornonzero m �,though the

accuracy ofexperim entsisratherlooseespecially for�� and ��:

m �e < 5eV [1] (1)

m �� < 160keV[2] (2)

m �� < 24M eV [3] (3)

Though directm easurem entgive only upperboundsform � there areaccum ulated indirect

dataonanom alousneutrinobehaviourwhich canbenicelyexplained byneutrinooscillations.

Ifthisisthecase,then neutrino m assshould benonvanishing.(Inverse isnottrue,nonzero

m assesofdi�erentneutrino avorsdo notnecessarily im ply oscillationsthough theabsence

ofoscillationsin thiscasewould bevery unnatural.)

Theory neither dem ands norforbidsnonzero neutrino m ass. In allthe known cases of

m asslessparticlesthereisatheoreticalprinciplewhich notonly explainsthevanishingofthe

m assand also protectsitszero value againstradiative corrections. Forexam ple vanishing

m asses ofphoton and graviton are ensured respectively by gauge invariance in QCD or

by coordinate covariance in generalrelativity. No sim ilarprinciple isknown forneutrinos.

So if"anything which is not forbidden is perm itted",neutrinos should be m assive. One

m ay hopethatm assspectrum ofneutrinosisrelated to a new physicsathigh energy scale

beyond thatofelectroweak interactions. Since thisscale isunknown,theory doesnotsay

anything aboutpossiblevaluesofneutrino m assesand oneisfreetospeculateaboutthem in

thelim itsperm itted by experim ent,cosm ology,and astrophysics.Exceptforrestrictionson
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neutrinom asscosm ologyperm itstoputboundson neutrinooscillation param eters,m agnetic

m om ents,and decay properties.

2 R elic N eutrinos and C osm ologicalB ounds on T heir

M ass.

Neutrinosarethem ostabundantparticlesin theUniverseafterphotonsofcosm icm icrowave

background radiation. Their num ber density is determ ined by therm alequilibrium which

existed in theearly universe and isgiven by

n�j = n��j = (3=22)n (4)

wherej= e;�;� and n  = 400(T=2:7K )3cm � 3.

Thisresultisvalid ifthefollowing conditionsareful�lled:

1.Therm alequilibrium ofneutrinos with the prim evalelectrom agnetic plasm a attem -

peraturesabove3 M eV.Thisisknown to betrueand givesn�=n = 3=8.

2.Adiabaticheatingofphotonsby e+ e� -annihilation which increasesthephoton num ber

density so thattheaboveratio goesdown to n�=n = 3=22.

3.No othersourcesproducing additionalphotonsbelow neutrino decoupling (atT = 3

M eV).At su�ciently sm alltem peratures, T < 10 keV,possible existence ofsuch

sourcesisstrongly constrained by theaccurate Planck spectrum ofcosm ic m icrowave

radiation.

4.No new interactionsofneutrinos.Theirfrozen abundance isdeterm ined by theusual

weak interaction cross-section. Iffor exam ple neutrinos possess Yukawa interaction

with m asslessGoldstone boson (M ajoron)with su�ciently large coupling constantg,

theirrelative num ber density could be assm allasr� � n�=n � m�=(g
4m P l)where
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m P l= 1:221� 1019 GeV isthePlanck m ass.Correspondingly thelim itobtained below

form � would beweaker.

5.Relicneutrinosare100% left-handed.IftheyhaveDiracm assandparticipateinnorm al

weak interactions only,this assum ption is true roughly speaking with the accuracy

(m �=M eV )2.ForM ajorana m assno additionalstatesappearforany m assvalue.

6.Neutrinostability.Neutrinolife-tim eshould bebiggerthan theuniverseage,tU � 1010

years. Otherwise their num ber density at the present day would be sm aller oreven

negligible. Stillthe inuence ofthe decay products on the universe expansion rate

perm itsto putsom eboundson them ass/life-tim eeven ifthedecay goesinto invisible

particles.

7.Vanishing chem icalpotentialofneutrinos. Thisensuresequality n� = n��. Norm ally

leptonic chem icalpotentialsare ofthe sam e orderofm agnitude asthe baryonic one,

which is known to be very sm allfrom the baryon asym m etry ofthe universe. Still

strictly speaking a largelepton asym m etry isnotforbidden and in thiscase thelim it

on the m ass would be stronger. W e return to the case oflarge neutrino chem ical

potentialsin connection with prim ordialnucleosynthesis.

Energy density in theuniverse ischaracterized by thecosm ologicalparam eter
 = �=� c

where �c = 3H 2m 2

P l=8� and H is the Hubble constant which is param etrized as H =

100h100km =sec=m pc. Since the energy density ofneutrinos (and antineutrinos) is sm aller

thanthetotalenergydensityofm atterwecanwritetheupperboundontheirm ass(Gerstein-

Zeldovich lim it)[4]as:

X

j

m �j < 
m �c=(n� + n��)= 94h2
100

m eV (5)

Here 
m correspondsto energy density ofm atterin contrastto vacuum energy density (or

cosm ologicalconstant). Since 
 is nota wellknown quantity itcould be m ore restrictive
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to express the bound on m � through the lower lim it on the universe age and the Hubble

param eter.Theuniverseageisgiven by

tU =
1

H

Z
1

0

dx

(1� 
tot+ 
m =x+ 
r=x
2 + 
vx

2)1=2
(6)

where
m ,
r,and 
v arethepresent-dayfractionsofcosm ologicalenergydensityofnonrela-

tivisticm atter,relativisticm atter,and vacuum (cosm ologicalconstant);
tot = 
m + 
r+ 
v.

In spatially atuniverse,asadvocated by inationary scenario,
 tot = 1. Itisusually as-

sum ed that 
r � 
m because relativistic energy density decreases faster in the course of

expansion than the nonrelativistic one. Itm ay be notso ifthere are late-decaying particle

producingrelativisticdecay productsatcontem porary epoch.Itisalsoassum ed that
v = 0

(vanishing cosm ologicalconstant). Thisassum ption hasno theoreticaljusti�cation,m ore-

over any reasonable theoreticalestim ate gives the value ofvacuum energy density 50-100

ordersofm agnitude biggerthan the observationallim it[5]. So having som ething so sm all,

because ofunknown m echanism ,one assum es that this quantity is exactly zero. The re-

centconictbetween a largeuniverseageand a high valueoftheHubbleconstantindicates

thatcosm ologicalconstantand correspondingly 
v m ightbe nonzero. The universe age is

determ ined from theagesofold globularclustersand therelative abundancesoflong-lived

radionucleides and is found to be in the range tU = 12� 15 Gyr. Recently even a larger

value,tU = 17 Gyr,wasadvocated (forthereview see [6]).The Hubble param eterisprob-

ably som ewhere between 0:5 < h100 < 1. The new data has tendency to higher values,

h100 = 0:7� 0:8[7]butisstillhard to estim atesystem aticerrors.

Assum ing thatgood old cosm ology with zero cosm ologicalterm isvalid and approxim at-

ing theintegral(6)by theexpression tU � [H (1+
p

=2)]� 1 weget

X

j

m �j < 390eV

�
9:8Gyr

tU
� h100

�2

(7)

W ith h100 = 0:65 and tU > 12 Gyronegetsm � < 10 eV.W ith largerH and tU thebound is

even strongerbutatsom estagetheassum ption ofvanishing 
v becom esincom patiblewith
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theirhigh valuesand onehasto invokenonzero cosm ologicalconstant.Thebound becom es

weakerbutstillm eaningful. Forexam ple with 
tot = 1,tU > 14 Gyr,and h100 > 0:75 we

getm � < 20 eV.

There isalso the wellknown bound on the m assofa very heavy neutrino (ifitexists)

from below[8]:m � > 3GeV.Itwasobtained with 
v = 0.Relaxingthisassum ption onegets

the lim it2-3 tim esweaker. These lim itsare notvery interesting afterdirectm easurem ent

ofthe decay width ofZ 0 m ade atLEP which showed that there is no space foran extra

neutrino with m assbelow m Z=2.M oreoveritisdi�cultto believe thatso heavy neutrinos

could bestableon cosm ologicaltim escale,though form ally itisnotexcluded.

3 Spectrum ofC osm ic N eutrinos

Itisassum ed usually thatcosm ic neutrinos(ifthey are m assless)have equilibrium Ferm i-

Diracspectrum with vanishing chem icalpotentials:

f� = 1=[exp(E =T�)+ 1] (8)

with the tem perature T� = (4=11)1=3T = 1:93(T=2:7). However in contrast to electro-

m agnetic background radiation where spectraldistortion isextrem ely sm all,below 10� 4[9],

neutrino spectrum ism uch m oredistorted.Itisbecauseelectronsand neutrinoshavedi�er-

enttem peraturesatT < m e so thattheannihilation e
+ e� ! ��� producesnonequilibrium �

and �� which cannottherm alize atthese low tem peratures. Calculationsofref.[10]give the

result:

�f�e=f�e � 5� 10� 4(E =T)(11E =4T � 3) (9)

Num ericalcalculations[11]givesim ilarresults.Thedistortion for�� and �� isapproxim ately

twicesm allerbecauseatthattem peraturesthey haveonly neutralcurrentinteractions.

Thise�ectresultsin an increaseofneutrinonum berdensity atthepresentday by alm ost

1% . It is not im portant from the point ofview ofthe bound on their m ass. It could be
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potentially essentialfortheprim ordialnucleosynthesis.Distortion oftheelectronicneutrino

spectrum would changetheneutron-to-proton ratiobecauseelectronicneutrinos(in contrast

to�� and ��)participatein thereactionsn+ �$ p+ e� and p+ ��$ n+ e+ and directly shift

itsvalue(notonly through theinuenceon thecooling rate).Ifthereisan excessof�e and

equallyof��e athigherenergies(withrespecttotheequilibrium values)then=p-ratiowould be

biggerbecausethenum berdensity ofprotonsislargerthan thenum berdensity ofneutrons

by factor exp(�m =T) and correspondingly destruction ofneutrons in the �rst reaction is

lesse�cientthan theproduction ofthem in the second reaction.An excessofneutrinosat

low energy producestheoppositee�ectbecauseofthreshold 1.8M eV in thesecond reaction

which inhibitsneutron production.The correction (9)could shiftthe n=p-ratio atpercent

levelbutforthisparticularcaseitsinuenceon nucleosynthesisispractically negligible.As

we have m entioned above the dependence ofn=p-ratio on the spectrum corrections is not

sign-de�niteand ithappened thatthespectrum wasdistorted in such a way thatn=p-ratio

doesnotchange.The e�ectwould be m uch biggerifnonequilibrium �e (��e)com e from the

annihilation ofheavy tau-neutrinoswith them assaround 10 M eV,����� ! �e��e[12].

Anotherpossiblesourceofnonequilibrium electronicneutrinoscould bedecaysofm assive

particles[13,14]afterneutrinodecouplingfrom thecosm icplasm a,thattakesplacearound 2

M eV.A possiblecandidatefortheroleofthem other-particleism assive��.Aswem entioned

above the e�ectofnonequilibrium �e could shiftn=p-ratio eitherway. In particularifn=p

goesdown,thiswould relax theSchwartsm an bound[15]on thenum berofm assiveneutrino

species[14]orrelax thebound on thebaryon-to-photon ratio during nucleosynthesis[16].

4 B ounds on N eutrino M ass from N ucleosynthesis

In the case thatneutrinoslive longerthan nucleosynthesistim e,tN S � 100 sec butshorter

than the universe age,tU � 1010 years,consideration ofprim ordialnucleosynthesisperm its

to exclude an interesting intervalof�� m ass[18,19],while for �e and �� the bounds are
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weakerthan the experim entalones(1,2). The argum entsare essentially the sam e asthose

leading to the nucleosynthesis bound on the num berofm asslessneutrino avors[15]. New

particlespeciesin theprim evalplasm a during nucleosynthesisepoch would changetheuni-

verse cooling rate and correspondingly the frozen value ofneutron-to-proton ratio which

predom inantly determ ines abundances ofthe produced light elem ents. Concordance with

observationsleadsto the bound on the extra neutrino species,k� < 1. Quite recently the

bound wasm ore restrictive,k� < 0:3 oreven k� < 0:1 butrecentdata on prim ordial4H e

and deuterium created som econfusion and therelaxation ofthebound.Forthedetailsand

referencesseethetalk by G.Steigm an atthisconference[17].

Ifneutrinos are heavy their inuence on the cooling rate would be sim ilar to addition

ofextra m assless neutrino avors. Though in equilibrium the energy density ofm assive

particlesissm allerthan thatofm asslessones,tau-neutrinoswith m assin M eV-rangewent

out ofequilibrium when their num ber density is stillnonnegligible and since the energy

density ofnonrelativistic particles in the course ofexpansion decreases m ore slowly,they

gradually begin to dom inate. For exam ple 10 M eV tau neutrino which is stable on the

nucleosynthesistim escaleisequivalentto alm ost7 m asslessneutrino speciesifitisa Dirac

particlesand to 4 speciesifitisa M ajorana one[19].Thisargum entperm itsto exclude ��

in the m assinterval0:5 < m �� < 35 M eV[18,19]ifthe perm itted bound on extra neutrino

speciesis�N � < 0:6. In the case ofa weakerbound,�N � < 1,the excluded m assinterval

shrinksto 1 < m �� < 30 M eV.These resultsarevalid forthe M ajorana type neutrinos. In

the Dirac case the lowerlim itsare approxim ately twice better. Itisconnected with twice

largernum ber ofpossible states forthe Dirac particles. The occupation num ber ofright-

handed neutrinosin theprim evalplasm awascalculated in ref.[20](forearlierpaperssee[21])

whereitwasshown thatin thecaseofa very strong bound �N � < 0:1 thelowerend ofthe

excluded intervalfortheDiractau neutrino goesdown to approxim ately 10 KeV.

Theseresultswereobtained underassum ptionsofkineticequilibrium ofneutrinosin the

prim evalplasm a. Asism entioned in the previous section thisassum ption isviolated and
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nonequilibrium electronic neutrinos m ay considerably strengthen the lim its. For exam ple

nonequilibrium �e(��e)com ing from theannihilation of20 M eV tau neutrinosareequivalent

to alm ostoneextra neutrino speciesif�� hastheDiracm assand to 0.15 extra nusifithas

theM ajorana m ass[12].

Tau-neutrinoswith M eV m asswould notspoilsuccessfulnucleosynthesisresultsifthey

are unstable on the nucleosynthesis tim e scale. This case was analyzed in ref.[22]. The

boundson the m assdepend upon the life-tim e and decay channels. Fora su�ciently short

life-tim e tau-neutrinosrem ain in equilibrium during nucleosynthesis,theirnum berdensity

isBoltsm ann suppressed and practically any m assisperm itted. Anotherway to avoid the

nucleosynthesisbound on them assistoassum eanew interactionsfor�� which could deplete

theirdensity atnucleosynthesis.SinceM eV tau-neutrinosshould beunstableanyhow a new

interaction which generates the decay, is necessary. This could be avor nonconserving

e�ective four-ferm ion interaction generating the decay �� ! 3� orthe Yukawa coupling to

a light (or m assless) scalar boson (like e.g. M ajoron) producing the decay �� ! J + �l

where lstandsfore or�. The life-tim e with respectto these decaysm ay be very long so

that�� rem ainsstable during nucleosynthesis. Itispossible thatthe nondiagonalcoupling

g0���lJ leading to thedecay ism uch weakerthan thediagonaloneg����J.In thiscasethe

annihilation �� + �� ! 2J m ay be e�cient during nucleosynthesis dim inishing � � num ber

density[23].Thiscould help to avoid them asslim itsm entioned above.Forthedetailsand

referencesseealso thetalk by S.Pastoratthisconference.

5 Lepton A sym m etry

Itisusually assum ed thatthereisnochargeasym m etry in lepton sector,thenum berdensity

ofneutrinosisequalto thatofantineutrinos.Lepton asym m etry isnotdirectly observable

and in principlem ay belarge.Thereason fortheassum ption ofitssm allnessisasm allvalue

ofthe baryon asym m etry,(nB � n�B )=n � 3� 10� 10. Usually theoreticalm odels predict
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lepton and baryon asym m etry ofaboutthesam em agnitudethough therem ay beinteresting

exceptions. The value ofcharge asym m etry in kinetic equilibrium can be characterized by

chem icalpotential�so thattheexpression (8)ischanged to

f� = 1=[exp((E � �)=T�)+ 1] (10)

In chem icalequilibrium ��+ � = 0 where �� is the chem icalpotentialofantiparticles. It

is convenient to introduce the quantity � = �=T which rem ains constant in the course of

expansion ifthecorresponding chargeisconserved.

Thestrongestbound on them agnitudeoflepton asym m etry can bederived from prim or-

dialnucleosynthesis. Nonzero chem icalpotentialresults in an increase ofneutrino energy

density and in thissenseisequivalentto an addition ofextra neutrino species.Ifthenucle-

osynthesis upperbound is�n � < 1 then j�lj< 1:5,and if�n � < 0:3 then j�lj< 0:8. For

electronic type neutrinosthe lim itism uch strongerbecause,aswe have m entioned above,

the n=p-ratio isespecially sensitive to the spectrum ofelectronic neutrinos. Ifthe data on

lightelem entabundancesperm itoneextra neutrino specieselectronic chem icalpotentialis

bounded by �e < 0:07.Form oredetailsand thelistofreferencesseereview paper[24].

Lepton asym m etry should be generated along the sam e linesasthe baryon asym m etry,

nam ely by theout-of-equilibrium processeswith leptonicchargenonconservation and C and

CP breaking[25].Leptogenesisin GUT m odelspredictslepton sym m etry ofthesam eorder

asthebaryoniconeand correspondingly �� 10� 9.Electroweak leptogeneration[26]satis�es

the condition of(B � L)-conservation and also predicts a very low result for the lepton

asym m etry.M oreoverifelectroweak phasetransition issecond orderthen theasym m etry is

notgenerated butwashed outby electroweak processes. In thiscase any preexisting state

with arbitrary B = L acquires B = L = 0 afterelectroweak stage. However ifthere was

a prim ordiallepton asym m etry Li then afterelectroweak epoch asym m etry B = L = Li=2

would begenerated.The initiallepton asym m etry m ightcom e from theout-of-equilibrium

decaysofheavy M ajorana neutrino[27].Oneseesthatin thiscase thelepton asym m etry is

10



very sm alltoo.Stillthereisa hopeto generatea largelepton asym m etry in a version[28]of

them odelofbaryogenesiswith baryonic(and leptonic)chargecondensate[29](seealso[24]).

Itisessentialthatelectroweak processeswould notspoilthisresult;thiscould happen ifthe

relevantprocessestakeplacebelow theelectroweak scaleorifelectroweak baryo-and lepto-

genesisdonotoperate.Them odel[28]predictsarelatively sm allspatialscaleofthevariation

oflepton asym m etry.Theconcretesizeofthescaleism odeldependentand could quiteeasily

be assm allasO(kpc)oraslarge asO(Gpc). Itisinteresting ifthe recently observed[30]

di�erentabundancesofprim ordialdeuterium atlarge distances,z � 3,could be explained

by variation ofleptonicchem icalpotentials.Ifthisisthecasethen notonly deuterium but

otherlightelem ents(especially 4H e)should havesystem atically varying abundances.

6 N eutrino O scillations and N ew N eutrinos

Neutrinooscillationsisprobably thecentral(hypothetical)phenom enon in neutrinophysics.

There is not yet conclusive laboratory evidence in favor ofoscillations but an im pressive

experim entalactivity in the�eld m akesonehopeforan essentialprogressin thenearfuture.

For the reviews and references see talks by Caldwell[31]and Valle[32]at this conference.

Thereareplenty ofindirectevidencein favorofoscillations.Firstam ong them isthede�cit

ofsolar neutrinos discovered by the group led by Davies whose 80th anniversary we all

celebrate here. This de�cit m ay be explained by the resonance neutrino oscillations (the

M SW e�ect)and there isplenty ofdiscussion ofthe problem atthisconference. There are

som e other observed anom alies in neutrino physics like atm ospheric neutrino problem or

Karm en anom aly. Ifallthe data are correctthe im plicationscould be quite exciting. One

possibility isan existence ofa new sterileneutrino,�s with an e�cientoscillationsbetween

�s and norm alneutrinos(fora recentdiscussion see[33]).

Oscillationsinto new neutrino stateswould distortsuccessfulnucleosynthesispredictions

and hence a bound on oscillationsparam eterscan be derived. Neutrino oscillationsin the
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hotdense cosm ic plasm a athigh tem peratureswhen neutrinosare strongly coupled to the

plasm aisarathercom licated phenom enon.Itcannotbedescribed bytheusualSchroedinger

equation butthe density m atrix form alism should be used instead[34]. Atsm allertem per-

atures (roughly speaking below 2-3 M eV),when neutrino scattering dies down, one can

return to theSchroedingerequation with thepropertiesofthem edium described by refrac-

tion index[35].Theboundson theoscillation param etersderived in refs.[36]arem eaningful

ifprim ordialnucleosynthesis strongly constraintsthe num berofextra neutrino species. In

thecasethat�n � = 1isperm itted norestriction followsfrom nucleosynthesisforoscillations

into one and only one new state. Itwasargued in ref.[37]thatneutrino oscillationscould

giveriseto a largeleptonicchem icalpotentials.Thisisa very interesting resultthough itis

in contradiction with papers[36].Itdeservesfurtherconsideration.

Recently there appeared a renewed interest[38,39,40,41]to the old idea ofthe m irror

world[42]. Itisassum ed thatthere exists anotherworld alm ostorexactly sym m etricalto

ourswhich iscoupled to ourworld only through gravity and possibly through a new very

weak interaction. Such a possibility is inspired by superstrings with the sym m etry group

G tot = G � G0(likee.g.E 8� E0
8
).Anotherworld containsthesam esetofparticlesand sim ilar

interactions.Exactsym m etry between thetwo worldsareforbidden by thenucleosynthesis

because the m irror world contributes e�ectively �n � = 10:75=1:75 = 6:14 to the num ber

ofm assless neutrino species. However ifthe sym m etry is broken so that the (re)heating

tem peratures after ination are di�erent the nucleosynthesis constraints m ay be satis�ed.

A very interesting phenom enologically m odelarises ifthe electroweak sym m etry breaking

scales are di�erent in our and m irror worlds,v0=v � 30. To satisfy the nucleosynthesis

constraintsin thiscase the ratio ofthe tem peraturesofnorm aland m irrorparticlesatthe

nucleosynthesis era should be T0=T < 0:96(�n �)
1=4[41]. Oscillations between m irror and

norm alneutrinos with a reasonable choice ofparam eters m ay explain allknown neutrino

anom alies[38]. The m odelpredicts the existence ofrelatively heavy m irrorneutrinoswith

the m assin keV rangewhich m ay be warm dark m atterwhile lightneutrinoswith m assin
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eV rangearenaturalcandidatesforhotdark m atter.Becauseofdi�erentelectroweak scales

the m asses offundam entalferm ions in the m irror world are about 30 tim es larger. This

resultsin theabsenceofstablem irrornucleiand in turn to quitedi�erentastrophysicsand

in particularto an easierblack holeform ation.

Ifneutrinos have a m agnetic m om ent then theirinteraction with m agnetic �eld would

result in spin-ip and so norm alleft-handed neutrinos would be transform ed into sterile

right-handed ones.Ifthisprocesswase�cientduringnucleosynthesisitdoubled thenum ber

ofneutrino species. Assum ing thatduring nucleosynthesis there existed m agnetic �eldsin

theprim evalplasm awhich seeded thepresent-day m agnetic�eldsin galaxies,onecan putan

upperbound on theneutrino m agneticm om ent,�� < 10� 16�B [43]where�B istheelectron

Bohrm agneton.

7 N eutrinos and the large Scale U niverse Structure

M assive neutrino are naturalcandidates for dark m atter particles. In com parison with

other candidates neutrinos have a de�nite advantage: they are known to exist and it is

naturalto expectthatthey are m assive. Unfortunately the theory oflarge scale structure

form ation with lightneutrinos(m = O (10)eV),so called hotdark m atter,doesnot�tthe

observed picture.Form ation ofgalactic(and sm aller)sizestructuresisstrongly suppressed.

M oreover light neutrinos contradict Trem aine-Gunn lim it[44]. Because ofFerm iexclusion

principleonecannotsqueezearbitrarym anyneutrinosintoagalaxyandtorepresentinvisible

m assin dwarfspheroidsthey should beheavierthan 0.3-0.5 keV.So onehasto invoke new

heavy hypotheticalparticles (cold dark m atter). Cosm ology presents one ofthe strongest

argum entsin favoroftheirexistence and thusofnew physics beyond the standard m odel.

(Forthe recentreview see e.g. ref[45]). Stillneutrinosare probably notabsolutely useless

forstructure form ation. One ofthe popularm odelsrequests70% ofcold dark m atterand

30% ofhotdark m atterand m ightbeespecially good iftherearetwo equalm assneutrinos
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with m = 2:5 eV[31].

A singlecom ponentdark m atterm odellooksofcoursem orenaturaland attractive.Un-

fortunatelywiththesim pleassum ptionofscale-free(at)spectrum ofinitialperturbations[46]

such m odelsdo notagreewith observationaldata.Addition of30% ofhotdark m atterper-

m itstoincreasethepoweratlargescaleswithoutdistortion sm allscales.Thesam egoalcan

beachieved with heavy (M eV)unstablebutlong lived particle[47].A rathernaturalcandi-

date forsuch a particle istau-neutrino.The role ofthe decaying particle isto enhance the

energy density ofrelativisticm attercom ing from theproductofitsdecay.Thiswould result

in a lateronsetofnonrelativistic stage and correspondingly to a sm allerpower ofevolved

structuresatsm allscales.An im provem entofthebound on �� m assisvery interesting from

thepointofview oftesting thesem odels.
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