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A bstract

W econsidertheim plicationsofsolarm atterdensity random noise

upon resonantneutrinoconversion.Theevolution equation describing

M SW -like conversion isderived in the fram ework ofthe Schr�odinger

approach. W e study quantitatively their e�ect upon both large and

sm allm ixingangleM SW solutionstothesolarneutrinoproblem .This

is carried out both for the active-active �e ! ��;� as wellas active-

sterile �e ! �s conversion channels. W e �nd that the sm allm ixing

M SW solution ism uch m orestable(especially in �m 2)than thelarge

m ixing solution. The possible existence ofsolarm atterdensity noise

at the few percent levelcould be tested at future solar neutrino ex-

perim ents,especially Borexino.
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1. Introduction

The long-standing de�cit of solar neutrinos (the Solar Neutrino Problem

(SNP))hasnow been observed by allfouroperating experim ents [1,2,3,4,5].

Them ain essenceoftheSNP isthestrong de�citoftheberyllium neutrinos

[6]. On the other hand,the high energy boron neutrinos are m oderately

suppressed,whilethelow energy onesarealm ostundepleted.Thisstrongly

suggeststhatany astrophysicalsolution fails [6,7]in reconciling theexperi-

m entaldata with theStandard SolarM odel(SSM )predictions [8,9,10].

Itispossible to ascribe thesolarneutrino de�citto the existence oftwo

typesofneutrinoconversion m echanism s,bothofwhich candepleteneutrinos

ofdi�erent energies di�erently,asrequired by the experim entaldata. The

long wavelength vacuum oscillations provide a good �t to the m ost recent

resultsfor�m 2 ’ 10� 10eV 2 and largeneutrinom ixingsin22� ’ 1 [11,12,13].

The other scenario is the resonant neutrino conversion due to interactions

with constituents ofthe solarm aterial(the M ikheyev-Sm irnov-W olfenstein

(M SW )e�ect) [14]. Thisprovidesan extrem ely good data �tin the sm all

m ixing region with �m 2 ’ 10� 5eV 2 and sin22� ’ 10� 3 � 10� 2 [15,16,13].

Both ofthese solutions have been studied against possible changes ofthe

SSM inputparam eters [16,12]. Forexam ple,the study ofthe M SW e�ect

hasrevealed itsstability,especially in the�m 2 param eter.

InthispaperweinvestigatethestabilityoftheM SW solutionwithrespect

tothepossiblepresenceofrandom perturbationsin thesolarm atterdensity,

so farnotincluded in thestandard M SW picture.

In Ref.[17]the e�ectofperiodic m atterdensity perturbationsadded to

an averagedensity �0,i.e.

�(r)= �0[1+ hsin(
r)] (1.1)

upon resonantneutrino conversion wasinvestigated.Them ajore�ectsshow

up when the�xed frequency (
)oftheperturbation iscloseto theneutrino

oscillation eigen-frequency,and forratherlargeam plitudevalues(h � 0:1�

0:2),givingrisetotheparam etrice�ects [17].Such e�ectscaneitherenhance

orsuppressneutrinoconversion intheSun.Therearealsoanum berofpapers

which addresssim ilare�ectsby di�erentapproaches [18,19].

Directobservationsofsolarsurfacem otions,resulting from thesuperpo-

sition ofseveralm odes,m ay indicate a rich spectrum offrequencies. This

would suggesttheneed toconsiderthee�ectofrandom or"white"noisem at-

ter density perturbations �(r),characterised by an arbitrary wave num ber

k,

�(r)=

Z

dk�(k)sinkr; (1.2)

rather than a periodic or regular perturbation. In such a case the spatial

correlation function fora uniform m edium

h�(r1)�(r2)i= h�2ir1� r2; (1.3)

obeysh�(k)�(k0)i= h�2ik�(k+ k0)astheaveraging rulefortheFouriercom -

ponents,where the wave num berk isnot�xed. The e�ectofsolardensity

aswellassolarm agnetic �eld 
uctuations upon neutrino spin-
avour con-

versions has also been considered in Ref. [19],using som ewhat di�erent

m ethods.



In this paper,after som e discussion (Sec. 2) about the nature ofthe

m atter density 
uctuations,we derive the m ost generalneutrino evolution

equation in random m atter,startingfrom thestandard Schr�odingerequation

(Sec.3).Thisdiscussion iscloserto theparticlephysicsintuition than that

ofRef. [19]. M oreover,we consider both the active-active �e ! ��;� as

wellasthe active-sterile �e ! �s neutrino conversion channels(here �s isa

neutrino statewith no standard m odelinteraction).Thelatterism otivated

by thefactthattheexistence ofa sterileneutrino seem sto betheonly way

to sim ultaneously accountforthesolarand atm osphericneutrino de�citsin

thepresence ofneutrino dark m atter [20].

After an analyticalstudy ofthe neutrino conversion equations we have

investigated the im pactofm atterdensity noise upon the M SW scenario in

thecontextoftheSNP (Sec.4).Typically,we�nd thatthepresenceofm at-

ter 
uctuations weakens the M SW m echanism ,thus reducing the resonant

conversion probabilities [19]. W e have carried out a �t ofthe latest solar

neutrino data fordi�erentvaluesofthenoiselevel,m inim ising the�2 in the

(�m 2;sin22�)plane. Asin the noiselessM SW case,we �nd thatthe sm all

m ixing M SW solution providesa better�tto thedata than thelargem ixing

one,both forthe case ofactive,aswellassterile neutrino conversions. W e

presentseveralplotswith theresultsofour�tsin which thee�ectofthenoise

is studied in the idealised approxim ation where allneutrinos are produced

at the solar centre. W e conclude that the m ost relevant param eter region

corresponding to adiabatic conversion of 7Be neutrinos is relatively stable

with respectto such density 
uctuations,whereasthere isa largere�ectof

the noise for the large m ixing M SW solution. W e show how the possible

existenceofsolarm atterdensity noisecould betested in thenextgeneration

ofsolarneutrino experim ents,especially Borexino.Finally,we com m enton

how possiblesolarm odeluncertaintiescould a�ectourresults.

2. M atter D ensity N oise in the Sun

Letusbrie
y discussthe expected size of
uctuationsin the Sun and their

correlation lengths. Forthe sake ofdiscussion,we can approxim ate (except

in the very inner core) the average solar m atter density, as given by the

Standard SolarM odel(SSM ) [8,9,10],by:

�(r)’ �0exp(�
r� r0

R 0

) (2.1)

where R 0 � 0:1R s (R s isthesolarradius),r0 ’ 0,and �0 � 250g/cm 3.The

SSM in itselfcannotaccountfortheexistenceofdensity perturbations,since

itisbased on hydrostaticevolution equations.

Onem ay howeverspeculateupon possiblem echanism sthatcould induce

such density inhom ogeneitiesin the Sun. Unfortunately itisquite di�cult

to give reliable estim atesofthe density perturbationsin deep layersofthe

Sun,sincethiswould requirethedetection ofg-m odes,notyetpossible [21].

Indeed,these m odes can exist only in deep layers beneath the convective

zoneand thusthey can reach thesurfaceonly afteran exponentialdam ping

through the convective zone [9]. Note also thatitisextrem ely di�cultto

identify the g-m odesin helioseism ology observations,due to theirtendency



to beaccum ulated in thelowerfrequency partoftheFourierspectrum .W e

m ay,however,give a sim ple estim ate ofthe levelofdensity perturbations

�� in thesolarinteriorby com bining thecontinuity equation up to the�rst

orderin �� and thevelocity perturbation �v

@��

@t
+ r � �v� = 0; (2.2)

with the p-m ode observations ofthe IRIS network at Tenerife [9]. These

show thatin the lowerfrequency partofthe Fourierspectrum ,the p-m ode

spectrum resem bles that ofnoise,nam ely � 1=f. For instance,using the

m easured power �P = 103m 2s� 1 corresponding to the frequency f = 10� 4

s� 1 (seeFig.26ofRef.[9])wem ay estim atefrom Eq.(2.2)theperturbation

level� de�ned as

� =
��

�
�

q

h��2i

�
: (2.3)

W eobtain

�
2 ’

�v2

f2L2
0

=
�P(f)

fL2
0

�
103m 2s� 1

10� 4s� 1 � (106m )2
� 10� 5 (2.4)

where we have taken astypicalsize ofthe spatialinhom ogeneity the value

L0 � 103 km ,theso-called "granule"-size.Thusweseethatvalues� � 0:3%

in the solarsurface can notbe excluded. In contrast,inside the solarcore

the estim ate ofthe param eterL0 becom esvery rough. In factone expects

that,due to buoyancy,the g-m odeam plitudesbeneath the convective zone

can be larger than at the surface and,correspondingly,the inhom ogeneity

sizeL0 sm allerthan attheedgeoftheSun (seeFig.13 (a)ofRef. [9]).As

a result,fora �xed perturbation am plitude �v2 = constwe can extrapolate

thecontinuouspowerspectrum to low frequenciesleading to a largedensity

inhom ogeneitiessince� � f� 1L
� 1
0 .

There isanotherway to estim ate the levelofdensity 
uctuationsusing

thedensity pro�leofEq.(2.1).Indeed,in thehydro-dynam icalapproxim a-

tion,density perturbationscan beinduced by corresponding tem peratureT


uctuationsdue to convection ofm atterbetween layerswith di�erentlocal

tem peratures.Forexam ple,ifweexpressthem acroscopicm atterdensity�(r)

through the Boltzm ann distribution with the gravitationalpotentialenergy

U = m pg(r)(r� r0),whereg(r)= GM (r)=r2,G beingNewton’sconstant,m p

thenucleon m assand M (r)them asscontained in a sphereofradiusr.The

changeT ! T + �T leadsto

�(r;T + �T)= �0exp
h

�
m pg(r� r0)

T + �T

i

= �(r;T)[1+ �];

where� � �(r;T;�T).From thiswehave

� =
��

�
=
m pg(r� r0)

T

�T

T
=
(r� r0)

R 0

�T

T
; (2.5)

where we have com pared the relevantexponentwith thatin eq.(2.1).One

can argue that
q

h�T2i=T <
� 0:05 is not in con
ict neither with the SSM

norwith presenthelioseism ology observations [9,22]. Thusfrom Eq. (2.5),



taking (r� r0)=R 0 � 1,we obtain a correspondingly com parable levelof

density 
uctuations. Thusin whatfollowswe assum e the existence ofsuch

few percentlevelm atterdensity 
uctuations,up to 8% 1.

Now wegeneralisetheabovediscussion tothecasein which theperturba-

tion �� isofrandom nature.Following ref. [19]weassum ethattherandom

�eld �� isa �-correlated Gaussian distribution. Forsm allinhom ogeneities,

theautocorrelation function h�2ican betaken as

h��(r1)��(r2)i= 2�2h�2iL0�(r1 � r2) (2.6)

whosecorrelation length L0 obeysthefollowing relation:

lfree � L 0 � � m (2.7)

wherelfree = (�n0)
� 1 isthem ean freepath oftheelectronsin theSun.This

lower bound is dictated by the hydro-dynam icalapproxim ation used later.

ForCoulom b interactions,thecross-section � isdeterm ined by theclassical

radiusofelectron r0e = e2=m ec
2 � 2� 10� 13cm ,resulting in lfree � 10cm for

a solarm ean density n0 � 1024cm � 3 and � � 10� 25cm 2.On theotherhand,

the upperbound expresses the factthatthe scale of
uctuationsshould be

m uch sm allerthan thecharacteristicneutrino m atteroscillation length,�m ,

asindeed the�-correlation distribution in Eq.(2.6)requires.

3. N eutrino C onversion in N oisy M atter

Letusconsidera system oftwo neutrinos�e and �x. In the case ofactive-

active neutrino conversion x = � or �,while for the case ofactive-sterile

neutrino conversions�x = �s,with �s being thesterilestate.

Neutrino propagation in the solar m edium is a�ected by the coherent

neutrino scattering o� m atterconstituentswhich can be described in term s

ofthe m atterpotentialV . In the restfram e ofthe unpolarised m atter,the

potentialisgiven,in theStandard M odel,by

V =

p
2G F

m p

�Y (3.1)

where G F is the Ferm iconstant,� is the m atter density and Y is a num -

berwhich dependson theneutrino typeand on thechem icalcontentofthe

m edium .M oreprecisely,Y = Ye�
1

2
Yn forthe�e state,Y = � 1

2
Yn for�� and

�� and Y = 0 forthe �s state,where Ye;n denotesthe electron and neutron

num ber per nucleon. The m atter potentialm odi�es the energy dispersion

relationsforneutrino states,leading to thephenom enon ofresonantconver-

sion (theM SW e�ect [14]).Letusnotethatin thisrespectthepotentialV ,

i.e. the function �,previously described,representsan average m acroscopic

quantity.

1Notethatforan idealplasm a,likethatin theSun,theequilibrium plasm a
uctuations

are negligible [23],� = < �n2
e
> 1=2 =ne � (ner

3

D
)�1 � 1,where ne isthe electron density,

�ne the corresponding 
uctuation and rD = (T=4�e2ne)
1=2 the Debye radius. Since the

num berofparticlesinsidetheDebyeradiusisverylarge,N D = ner
3

D
� 1,with rD � 10�7

cm � lfree these 
uctuationsareirrelevantforourpresentdiscussion.



Now were-derivetheevolution equation fortheneutrino in thepresence

ofm atterdensity random perturbations,which we regard assuperim posed

overthem ain averagem atterdensity pro�le.Itisclearfrom Eq.(2.6 )that

therandom com ponentofthepotentialcan bewritten asV (t)�2.

Theevolution forthe�e � �y (y = x ory = s)system isgoverned by

i
d

dt

�
�e

�y

�

=

�
H e H ey

H ey H y

� �
�e

�y

�

; (3.2)

wheretheentriesoftheHam iltonian m atrix aregiven by 3

H e = 2[A ey(t)+ ~A ey(t)]; H y = 0;

A ey(t)=
1

2
[Vey(t)�

�m 2

2E
cos2�]; ~A ey(t)=

1

2
Vey(t)� (3.3)

Here� istheneutrino m ixing anglein vacuum ,�m 2 istheneutrino squared

m assdi�erence,andthem atterpotentialfortheactive-activeneutrino conversion

(y = x)reads

Vex(t)=

p
2G F

m p

�(t)(1� Yn) (3.4)

oralternatively in caseof�s

Ves(t)=

p
2G F

m p

�(t)(1�
3

2
Yn) (3.5)

(theneutralm atterrelation Ye = 1� Yn hasbeen used).

Theabovesystem can berewritten in term softhefollowing equations:

_P(t) = 2H eyI(t)

_R(t) = �H e(t)I(t)

_I(t) = H e(t)R(t)� H ey(2P(t)� 1) (3.6)

where P = j�ej
2 is the �e survival probability, R � Re(��y�e) and I �

Im (��y�e).Thecorresponding initialconditionsare:

P(t0)= 1; I(t0)= 0; R(t0)= 0: (3.7)

De�ning

R(t)� iI(t) = e
�i
R
t

t0

H e(t1)dt1
Z� (t)

Z� (t) = �i

Z
t

t0

H ey(2P(t1)� 1)e
�i
R
t1

t0

H e(t2)dt2
dt1; (3.8)

wecan expresstheauxiliary functionsR(t)and I(t)as:

R(t) =

Z
t

t0

H ey(2P(t1)� 1)sin(

Z
t

t1

H e(t2)dt2)dt1 (3.9)

I(t) = �

Z t

t0

H ey(2P(t1)� 1)cos(

Z t

t1

H e(t2)dt2)dt1: (3.10)

2Theradialdependenceofthesolarm atterdensity isunderstood asa tim edependence

sinceneutrinosarerelativistic.
3In the Ham iltonian m atrix,a term proportionalto the identity hasbeen rem oved.



After substituting the Eqs. (3.9) and (3.10) in the r.h.s of(3.6),we can

average over the random density distribution,taking into account thatfor

therandom com ponentwehave:

h~A 2n+ 1
ey i= 0; h~A ey(t)~A ey(t1)i= 2��(t� t1); (3.11)

wherethequantity � isde�ned as

�(t)= h~A 2

ey(t)iL0 =
1

4
V
2

ey(t)h�
2iL0: (3.12)

Atthispointallweneed arethefollowing averaged products

h~A ey(t)R(t)i= ��(t)hI(t)i; h~A ey(t)I(t)i= �(t)hR(t)i: (3.13)

These arederived from Eqs.(3.9)and (3.10)taking into accountalso (3.4),

and are correct up to O (�). In term s ofthe averaged quantities de�ned

as hP(t)i = P(t),hR(t)i = R (t),hI(t)i = I(t),we can write the noise-

averaged variantoftheset(3.6)as:

_P (t) = 2H eyI(t)

_R (t) = �2A ey(t)I(t)� 2�(t)R (t)

_I(t) = 2A ey(t)R (t)� 2�(t)I(t)� H ey(2P(t)� 1 ): (3.14)

Thissystem ofequationsexplicitly exhibitsthe noise param eter� 4. Elim -

inating I and R from Eq. (3.14) we can obtain the following third order

di�erentialequation fortheaveraged conversion probability P:

A ey(t)
d3P(t)

dt3
+
h

4�(t)Aey(t)� _A ey(t)
id2P

dt2
(t)+

h

!
2

0(t)A ey(t)+ 2A ey(t)_�(t)

�2�(t)_A ey(t)
idP

dt
� 4H 2

eyP(t)
�
_A ey(t)� 2�(t)A ey(t)

�

=

�2H 2

ey

�
_A ey(t)� 2�(t)Aey(t)

�

; (3.15)

wherethefrequency !2
0
fam iliarfrom theM SW e�ectisgiven as

!
2

0
(t)= 4(A 2

ey(t)+ H
2

ey); (3.16)

and theinitialconditionsbecom e:

P(t0)= 1 ; _P(t0)= 0; �P (t0)= 2H 2

ey: (3.17)

Letusnoticethatin the absence ofnoise (� = 0)the Eq.(3.15)reducesto

the wellknown M SW equation (cfr. with (Eq. (2.23)ofthe �rstpaperin

Ref. [14])with thechange �H = 2H ey,H = 2A ey).

In ordertogain som em oreinsighton thepresentpictureletusnotethat

the M SW resonance condition,i.e. A ey(t) = Vey(t)� �m 2cos2�=2E = 0,

rem ainsunchanged,due to the random nature ofthe m atterperturbations.

In otherwords,thefactthatthenoiseisasecond ordere�ect(seeeq.(3.11))

m eans that it can only be seen in the conversion probability. In order to

ensurethatthecorrelation length L0 issm allerthan theneutrinowavelength

4Theseequationsareequivalentto thoseobtained in Ref. [19]in term softhevariables

x = 2R ,y = � 2I and r= 2P � 1 .



in the Sun,as required by the condition (2.7),we choose to adjust L0 as

follows:

L0 = 0:1� (�m )= 0:1�
2�

!0
: (3.18)

In ordertogetafeelingfortheim portanceofthenoiseterm in thesystem

(3.14),notethatthenoiseparam eter� in Eq.(3.12)isalwayssm allerthan

A ey(t),for�<� few % ,exceptattheresonanceregion.Asaresult,thedensity

perturbation can haveitsm axim ale�ectjustattheresonance.However,this

is not enough forthe noise to give rise to sizeable e�ects. Since the noise

term givesrise to a dam ping term in the system (3.14),itfollowsthatthe

corresponding noise length scale 1=� be m uch sm allerthan the thicknessof

theresonancelayer�r.In otherwords,itisalsonecessary thatthefollowing

adiabaticity condition

~�r = �r� res > 1; (3.19)

issatis�ed. Thiscondition is analogousto the standard M SW adiabaticity

condition �r > 1where�r = �r=(� m )res isthestandard adiabaticity param -

eteratresonance [14].Onecan show thatthe two adiabaticity param eters

arerelated as

~�r � �r
�2

tan22�
; �r =

�m 2sin22�R0

4�E cos2�
: (3.20)

For the range ofparam eters we are considering,� � 10� 2 and tan22� �

10� 3 � 10� 2,and dueto therestriction in ther.h.sof(2.7)onecan estim ate

that~�r � �r.M oreover,therelation ~�r � �r can berewritten as�res < �Hr,

where �Hr is the levelsplitting between the energies ofthe neutrino m ass

eigenstatesatresonance. Thisshowsthatthe energy perturbation induced

by them atter
uctuationsisnotenough to causethelevelcrossing (even at

theresonance) [17].In otherwords,itneverviolatestheM SW adiabaticity

condition 5.

From Eq. (3.20) it follows that,in the adiabatic regim e �r > 1,the

e�ectofthenoiseislargerthesm allerthem ixing anglevalue.Furtherm ore,

asalready noted above,Eq. (3.20)im pliesthatthe M SW non-adiabaticity

�r < 1 isalwaystransm itted to ~�r < 1.Asa result,underourassum ptions

the 
uctuations are expected to be ine�ective in the non-adiabatic M SW

regim e.

4. M SW E�ect in N oisy Solar M atter

In this section we study the im pact that random perturbations in the so-

lar m atter density can have upon the M SW solution to the solar neutrino

problem .W ewillconsiderboth theactivetoactiveand activetosterileneu-

trinoconversion.Forde�nitenesswewilltakeasourreferenceSSM them ost

recentBahcall-Pinsonneault(BP95)m odelwith helium and heavy elem ent

di�usion,asgiven in thelastpaperin Ref.[8].From therewewilltakeboth

the electron (neutron) density as wellas the neutrino energy spectra and

5This is opposite to the case ofa localdensity jum p as discussed by K rastev and

Sm irnov in the second paper in Ref.[17],where larger values of�� could break M SW

adiabaticity.



detection cross sections. Using these as input,we have solved num erically

thecoupled di�erentialequationsin (3.14)forthe�e survivalprobability
6.

In ordertogetsom eprelim inary insighton thee�ectofthedensity noise,

in Fig.1 we plotP asa function ofE =�m 2 fordi�erentvaluesofthe noise

param eter�. Forcom parison,the standard M SW case � = 0 isalso shown

(lowersolid curve). W e take thiscase asthe reference situation with which

allotherswith non-vanishing � arecom pared.

One concludes that in both cases ofsm alland large m ixing (Fig. 1a

and Fig.1b,respectively),thee�ectofthem atterdensity noiseistoweaken

theM SW suppression in theadiabaticregim e(seedotted and dashed curves)

with negligiblee�ectin thenon-adiabaticregion,in com pleteagreem entwith

theresultsofRef.[19].Therelativeincreaseofthesurvivalprobability P is

largerforthecaseofsm allm ixing (Fig.1a)asalready guessed on thebasis

ofEq.(3.20).Oneseesthattheenhancem entofthesurvivalprobability can

easily reach 20% for � values as sm allas 4% . From these �gures one can

already inferthatfortherelevant�m 2 � 10� 5 eV 2 theinterm ediate energy

neutrinos(like 7Beneutrinos)aretheonesm ostlikely to bea�ected by the

m atternoise.

Note that the "white noise"-type density 
uctuations we consider here

cannotlead to any param etricenhancem ent [24]ofthesurvivalprobability

of the type discussed in Ref.[17]with a sinusoidaldensity perturbation.

In contrast to that case,the e�ect ofrandom perturbations is sm ooth,as

suggested by thefactthatthe noiseparam eter� playstheroleofa friction

term in Eq.(3.14).

M oreover, one can see from the �gures that for the value E =�m 2 �

6:7� 104 eV � 1cos2�,required in orderfortheneutrinostoundergo resonant

conversion just at the solar centre r = 0,the survivalprobability rem ains

equalto 0.5 irrespective ofthe � values. The presence ofthis"�xed point"

is easily understood: for such E =�m 2 value 7 the neutrino state j�e >=p
2(j�1m > +j�2m >)=2 is produced atitsresonance pointand �1m $ �2m

transitionsbetween m attereigenstatesoccuratthesam e rate.Thiscase of

coincidenceofneutrino production pointwith itsresonancepointistheonly

one for which the e�ect ofthe m atter noise is strictly absent,even ifthe

adiabaticity condition holds.

5. C om parison w ith Solar N eutrino Experi-

m ents

Asseen above,therecan bea substantiale�ectofm atternoise
uctuations

on theneutrino conversion probabilities.Itisthereforeim portantto analyse

the possible im pact ofthis scenario in the determ ination ofsolar neutrino

param etersfrom the experim entaldata. The m ostrecentaveraged data of

6Forsim plicity and CPU econom y we have notincluded throughoutouranalysisthe

neutrino production distributionsin the Sun.
7Notethatthem atterm ixing angleisunderstood asthem ixing anglethatdiagonalises

the Ham iltonian Eq. (3.2) at each tim e t. It is written as sin2 2�m = 4H 2

ex
=!2

0
. At

resonance!2
0
= 4H 2

ex
,so thatsin2 2�m = 1.



thechlorine [1],gallium [2,3]and Kam iokande [4]experim entsare:

R
exp

C l = (2:55� 0:25)SNU; R
exp

G a = (74� 8)SNU; R
exp

K a = (0:44� 0:06)R B P 95
K a

(5.1)

where R B P 95
K a is the BP95 SSM prediction. Forthe gallium result we have

takentheofGALLEX R
exp

G a = (77� 8� 5)SNU [2]andSAGE R
exp

G a = (69� 11�

6)SNU [3]m easurem ents. The detection ratesin the chlorine and gallium

experim entsaregiven as

R C l;G a =

Z

dE �(E )P(E)
X

i

�i(E); (5.2)

wherethesum isunderstood overthe� sourcecontributions(i=7Be,8B...)

and �(E )arethecorrespondingneutrinocrosssections.FortheKam iokande

experim ent,thedetection rateis

R k =

Z

Th

dE
h

��e(E )P(E)+ ��
x

(E)(1 � P(E))
i

�B(E); (5.3)

where ��e(E ) and ��x(E ) (x = �;�) are the �e� e and �x� e elastic scat-

tering crosssections,respectively,and ’Th’standsforthe detection energy

threshold.In thecaseofsterileconversion ��x = 0.

In Fig.2weshow theiso-signalcontours(within 2� standard deviations)

for each experim ent and for di�erent � values. These plots dem onstrate

thatthe horizontaladiabaticlinesaretheonesm ostly a�ected by thenoise


uctuations. Indeed,the largerthe � value,the greaterthe suppression of

theneutrinoconversion and,asaresult,thelargertheshiftofthishorizontal

branch towardssm aller�m 2 values.Theselower�m 2 valuesallow neutrinos

oflowerenergytobeinvolved in theadiabaticconversion (sincetheresonance

m atterdensity isproportionalto �m 2=E )so asto com pensateforthee�ect

ofthe m atter noise. Notice also that,because ofthis downward shift in

�m 2,the m inim um allowed values ofsin22� for each experim ent becom es

largerin orderto preserve adiabaticity (see Eq. (3.20)). Also the diagonal

(so-called "non-adiabatic")and the upperportion ofthe vertical(so-called

largem ixing)branchesoftheM SW plotarem odi�ed by thee�ectofnoise.

Thediagonallinesaredeform ed m ostly in theupper-leftpart,dueto a shift

ofthe kink towardslargervaluesofthe m ixing angle. In contrast,they are

less a�ected for sin22� >
� 10� 2. This follows from the fact that for larger

m ixing the noise adiabaticity islost(see Eq.(3.20)). Thuswe �nd thatthe

expectations derived on the basis ofour discussion in the previous section

arecon�rm ed.

Com paring the allowed regionsofallexperim ents shown in Fig. 2a,2b

and 2c for the �e ! �� or �� neutrino conversion case,one concludes that

theoverlappingareaisnotsubstantially changed in thesm allm ixingbranch,

whereasitincreasesin theadiabatic one,forlargem ixing sin22� > 0:3 and

10� 5eV 2 < �m 2 < 10� 4eV 2.

W enow turn to thecaseof�e ! �s sterileresonanttransitions.Herethe

�e survivalprobability isnotsubstantially changed with respecttotheactive

neutrino conversion case,since thesolarneutron contribution in the m atter

potentialisrathersm all,com pared to thatoftheelectrons.Asa resultthe

signalexpected in radiochem icalexperim entsisratherinsensitivetowhether

theconverted neutrinoisactiveorsterile.Thuswefocuson theKam iokande



experim ent.In Fig.2d weshow theiso-signalcontoursforthecaseofsterile

neutrino conversion. One can see from the �gure that in the sterile case,

irrespective ofthe assum ed levelofnoise,the verticallarge m ixing branch

gets thinner and closer to the m axim alm ixing region sin22� = 1. This is

required,ofcourse,in orderto increasethecontribution to thesignalwhich

isnow lostwhen com pared to theactive��;� case.Onecan also seethatthe

noise hasthe sam e qualitative featuresasin the case ofactive conversions,

m ostly a�ecting thehorizontaladiabaticregion oflarger�m 2.

In orderto determ inethesolarneutrino param eters�m 2 and sin22� we

now proceed to perform a �2 analysisforthepresentexperim entaldata.For

sim plicity weneglectforthem om entthetheoreticaluncertainties.

The results ofour �t are shown in Fig. 3,where the 90% con�dence

level(C.L)areasare drawn fordi�erent � values (see also Table 1). From

Fig.3a onecan observethem odi�cationsin thesm allm ixing region caused

by the noise in the case ofactive neutrino conversion. One sees thatthere

is a slight shift of�m 2 towards lower values and a larger shift ofsin22�

towardslargervalues. Forexam ple the allowed region forthe m ixing angle

coversthe range 4� 10� 3 < sin22� < 8� 10� 3 obtained for� = 0 becom es

8 � 10� 3 < sin22� < 2 � 10� 2 for � = 8% . The corresponding allowed

�m 2 range is 2:5 � 10� 6 < �m 2 < 9 � 10� 6 eV 2 to be com pared with

5� 10� 6 < �m 2 < 1:2� 10� 5 eV 2 in the noiseless case. The large m ixing

area islessstable,exhibiting a tendency to shifttowardssm aller�m 2 and

sin22�. Forexam ple,ifwe take � = 8% ,forthe sake ofargum ent,we �nd

thatthesm allm ixing region ism uch m orestablethan thelargem ixing one,

even forsuch a relatively largevalueofthenoise.

As forthe value ofthe m inim al�2,the presence ofthe m atter density

noise m akes the data �t a little poorer: �2
m in = 0:1 for� = 0,�2m in = 0:8

for � = 4% and �2m in = 2:1 for � = 8% . Also the best �t points where

the �2m in isachieved change slightly: the value of�m 2 � 6� 7� 10� 6eV 2

is alm ost unchanged,while the value ofthe m ixing angle gets larger with

respectto thenoiselesscase.Forexam ple,sin22� = 6� 10� 3 for� = 0 while

sin22� = 8� 10� 3 for� = 4% and sin22� = 10� 2 for� = 8% . The strong
7Be neutrino suppression,characteristic ofthe M SW e�ect,is reduced by

the presence ofm atternoise (see Fig. 1). Asa result,the con
ictbetween

chlorineand Kam iokandedataisexacerbated and thedata �tgetsworse.In

any case ourresultsfor�2m in (see Table 1)indicate thatthe M SW scenario

stillprovides a good �t ofthe totality ofsolar neutrino data,even in the

presence ofm atter
uctuations,aslong as� � 8% orso.

Asforthelargem ixing solution,although the�2m in valueisnotsubstan-

tially changed with respectto thenoiselesscase(seeTable1A ),we�nd that

itacquiresanincreased statisticalsigni�cancewithrespecttothecorrespond-

ing region ofthenoiselesscase.Ourresultsshow thatthelargem ixing solu-

tion getswiderthan in thenoiselesscase.Forexam ple thesm allestallowed

sin22� valueshiftsfrom sin22� � 0:4 for� = 4% down to sin22� � 7� 10� 2

for� = 8% .

As for the best �t points we �nd that �m 2 � 10� 5eV 2 is alm ost un-

changed,whereasthebestvalueofthem ixing angledecreasesfrom sin22� =

0:67 for the noiseless case down to sin22� = 0:27 for � = 8% . Note that

the possibility oflowering the m ixing angle value sin22� characterising the

largem ixing M SW solution in thepresenceofnoisem ay elim inatethesuper-



nova argum entgiven in Ref. [25]againstsuch solution.In agreem entwith

Ref.[13],we�nd thatin our�tthisregion appearsalready atthe80% C.L.

in the� = 0 case8.

W e now turn to the case ofsterile solar neutrino conversions. W e �nd

thatthe data �tisworse (�2
m in = 1)than forthe active case (see Fig. 3b

and Table 1B )and itexcludes,even at95% C.L.,the large m ixing region

(in thenoiselesscase).Thisisin agreem entwith previousanalyses [15,13].

However,the presence ofm atterdensity noise m ay restore thisregion. For

exam ple for� = 8% ,although the data �tism uch worse than in the � = 0

case,the large m ixing region appearsatthe 90% C.L.W e m ay note in this

contextthattheindicated rangeforthem ixing angleisnotin con
ictwith

theprim ordialhelium abundanceconstraints [26].

So farin our analysis we have neglected SSM theoreticaluncertainties,

and worked entirely within the BP95 m odel [8]. One way to account for

these uncertainties would be to allow the solar neutrino 
uxes to vary as

suggested in Ref. [16,12]. However one can get an idea (even ifpartial)

ofthese uncertainties by sim ply repeating the data �t assum ing the SSM

ofTurck-Chieze et al. (TCL) [9]. For our purposes the m ain di�erence

between thism odeland the BP95 m odelisthatitpredictsa lower 8B 
ux.

Thecom parison oftheallowed param eterregionsobtained in thefram ework

oftheTCL m odel,Fig.3 (c,d),with thoseobtained using theBP95 m odel,

Fig. 3 (a,b),shows that the generalfeatures ofthe e�ect ofthe noise are

m aintained.In particular,ourresultsonce again establish the factthatthe

indicated �m 2 rangeforthe sm allm ixing M SW solution isfairly stable,as

long asthe assum ed noise levelisnottoo large. Note also from the �gures

that,even though the e�ectofthe noise isto lowerthe �m 2 range forthe

largem ixing solution,theregion obtained (e.g.for� = 8% )lieshigherthan

thecorresponding rangefortheBP95 m odel.

6. Im plications for Future Experim ents

Up to now we have discussed the possible consequences ofthe presence of

m atter
uctuationsfortheongoingsolarneutrinoexperim ents.W enow turn

ourattention tothepossibility ofprobingthelevelofm atternoisein theSun

in thenextgeneration ofsolarneutrino experim ents.

Aswehaveseen the7Beneutrinosarethecom ponentofthesolarneutrino

spectrum which ism osta�ected by thepresence ofm atternoise.Therefore

thefutureBorexino experim ent,aim ed to detectthe 7Beneutrino 
ux [27]

through theelastic � � e scattering should bean idealtoolforstudying the

solarm atter
uctuations.

In Ref. [15]itwasshown thatin therelevant(noiseless)M SW param eter

region the Borexino signalcannotbe sharply predicted. This isillustrated

in Fig.4a,wherewedisplay theBorexino signalin the�m 2 -sin22� plane,

expressed in unitsoftheexpected SSM rate,i.e.ZB e = R
pred

B e =R SSM
B e .Asone

can see,the allowed range forthe signalin thiscase liesanywhere between

0.2 to 0.7 ofthe SSM prediction. In Fig. 4b,we show the corresponding

beryllium line predictions for the case ofnoisy M SW ,assum ing � = 4% .

8This result m ay be underestim ated since the earth regeneration e�ect has not been

included.



W e see thatthe presence ofm atternoise strongly m odi�esthe picture:the

m inim alallowed value forZB e now becom eshigher,ZB e � 0:37. Therefore

iftheBorexino experim entdetectsa sm allsignal,ZB e
<
� 0:3 (with su�cient

accuracy)thiswillim ply thata4% levelofm atter
uctuationsin thecentral

region oftheSun isratherunlikely to be presentifthe M SW m echanism is

responsiblefortheexplanation ofthesolarneutrino de�cit 9.

Note,on theotherhand,thatifa highervalueZB e
>
� 0:5would befound

experim entally,thiswould beincom patible with thesm allm ixing M SW so-

lution with noise at the � = 4% level. However,this higher signalcould

be consistent with the both the large m ixing M SW solution aswellasthe

noiselesssm allangleM SW solution.On theotherhand,ifthenoiselevelis

higher,� = 8% ,the allowed ZB e range narrowsdown to valuesbetween 0.5

to 0.65.

Let us turn to the case sterile resonant conversion in the noisy M SW

e�ect.Letusim aginethatfuturelargedetectorssuch asSuper-Kam iokande

and/or the Sudbury Neutrino Observatory (SNO) establish through, e.g.

the m easurem entofthe charged to neutralcurrentratio,thatthe de�citof

solarneutrinosisdue to the �e ! �s resonantconversion. In thiscase,the

m inim um signalexpected in Borexino isvery sm allZB e � 0:02for� = 0(see

Fig. 4c). On the otherhand in the noisy case with � = 4% ,the m inim um

expected Borexinosignalis10tim eshigherthan in thenoiselesscase,sothat

ifBorexino detectsa rate ZB e
<
� 0:1 (see Fig.4d)thiswould again exclude

noiselevelsabove4% .

7. D iscussion and C onclusions

W e have presented a com prehensive study ofthe e�ectsofthe m atterden-

sity noise upon the M SW solution to the solarneutrino problem . W e have

adopted thewavefunction Schr�odingerform alism tore-writethecorrespond-

ing M SW evolution equations for the neutrino survivalprobabilities. The


uctuationsweaken the e�ciency ofthe M SW suppression in the adiabatic

regim e,whereasthey arem uch lesse�ectivein thenon-adiabaticregim e.In

ourdata �t we have shown thatthe M SW solution stillexists forrealistic

levelsofm atterdensity noise � <� 8% . However,our�2 analysishasshown

that the quality ofthe �t gets a little worse ifthese noisy m atter pertur-

bations are present. In any case the m ass range determ ined from our �t

forthe sm allm ixing M SW solution 4� 10� 6eV 2
< �m 2 < 10� 5eV 2 isrela-

tively stable at90% C.L.,whereasthe m ixing angle determ ination appears

m oresensitivetotheassum ed levelof
uctuations,and shiftssin22� towards

largervaluesup to 10� 2.These trendsalso hold forthe case ofsterile solar

neutrino conversion. In the lattercase we have found thatin the presence

ofsolardensity noise the large m ixing region getssom ewhatim proved sta-

tisticalsigni�cance when com pared with the noiseless case. However,it is

rem ainshighly disfavoured with respectto thesm allm ixing M SW solution.

W ehavealso explored thepotentialoftheBorexino experim entto "test"

thelevelofm atterdensity 
uctuationsin thesolarinteriorthrough them ea-

9In principle any value ofZB e isalso com patible with the just-so oscillation scenario

[12,13],buthere the strong seasonal7Be and pep signalvariations,would help to distin-

guish from the M SW case.



surem entofthe 7Beneutrino 
ux,asdepicted in Fig.4.

Finally,we note that in our analysis we have neglected the details of

the neutrino production distribution as a function ofthe distance to the

solar centre. It is wellknown that this a�ects m ainly the low energy pp

neutrinos [14]. As a result,the iso-signalcurves we have obtained forthe

gallium experim ents are som ewhat less reliable in the position ofthe kink

corresponding to �m 2 <
� 2 � 10� 6eV 2 m arking the onset ofpp neutrino

suppression and lying on the gallium non-adiabatic branch. However,this

doesnotsubstantially a�ectthedeterm ination oftherelevantregionswhere

allsolarneutrino data areexplained through theM SW e�ect.Thisincludes

both sm allaswellaslargem ixing M SW solutions.
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A :active � = 0 � = 2% � = 4% � = 8%

sm all�

�2m in 0.10 0.23 0.80 2.1

�m 2(10� 5eV 2) 0.68 0.71 0.65 0.61

sin22� 6:2� 10� 3 7:3� 10� 3 7:5� 10� 3 10� 2

large�

�2m in 3.3 2.9 3.0 3.2

�m 2(10� 5eV 2) 2.7 2.4 2.0 1.2

sin22� 0:67 0:69 0:57 0:27

B :sterile � = 0 � = 2% � = 4% � = 8%

sm all�

�2m in 1.0 1.9 3.6 8.9

�m 2(10� 5eV 2) 0.53 0.50 0.49 0.40

sin22� 7:5� 10� 3 7:5� 10� 3 9:0� 10� 3 1:3� 10� 2

large�

�2m in 10 11 11 11

�m 2(10� 5eV 2) 1.4 1.2 1.6 1.0

sin22� 0:83 0:83 0.69 0.39

Table 1. The valuesof�2m in,for1 degree offreedom ,and the corresponding

best �t �m 2 and sin22� param eters in the sm alland large m ixing regions,for

di�erentvalues of�. Tables A and B are for the active-active and active-sterile

conversion respectively,using thelatest1995 Bahcall-Pinsonneault(BP95)m odel.



A :active � = 0 � = 2% � = 4% � = 8%

sm all�

�2m in 0.10 0.46 1.1 3.0

�m 2(10� 5eV 2) 0.64 0.66 0.62 0.66

sin22� 3:6� 10� 3 3:6� 10� 3 4:3� 10� 3 5:2� 10� 3

large�

�2m in 5.2 5.2 5.0 4.3

�m 2(10� 5eV 2) 17 16 12 3.8

sin22� 0:83 0:83 0:83 0:69

B :sterile � = 0 � = 2% � = 4% � = 8%

sm all�

�2m in 0.69 2.1 2.3 5.6

�m 2(10� 5eV 2) 0.51 0.45 0.48 0.57

sin22� 4:3� 10� 3 4:2� 10� 3 5:2� 10� 3 6:3� 10� 3

large�

�2m in 9.3 9.3 9.2 8.3

�m 2(10� 5eV 2) 16 15 14 3.3

sin22� 0:83 0:83 0.83 0.69

Table 2. The sam e asforTable 1,butusing the Turck-Chieze etal. (TCL)

SSM .



Figure C aptions

Fig. 1.

Averaged solarneutrinosurvivalprobability P versusE =�m 2 forsm allm ixing (a:

sin22� = 10� 2)and largem ixing (b:sin22� = 0:7).Thesolid,dotted,dashed and

dot-dashed curvescorrespond to noise levels� = 0;2% ;4% and 8% ,respectively.

Fig. 2.

Iso-rate contoursforthe chlorine (a),gallium (b)and � � e scattering (c)experi-

m entsforthecase ofactive neutrino conversion,�e ! ��;�.Thethreshold energy

fortherecoilelectron detection is7.5 M eV.Fortheradiochem icalexperim entsthe

resultsarein SNU,whereasforthe� � e scattering experim entthesearegiven in

unitsofthe BP95 SSM prediction. The contoursdelim itthe 2� allowed regions.

Thesolid,dashed and dotted curvescorrespond to � = 0;4% and 8% ,respectively.

Fig.2d givesthe sam e iso-rate contoursforthe case ofsterile �e ! �s conversion

forthe � � e scattering experim ent.

Fig. 3.

The 90% C.L.allowed regions(given by the condition �2 � �2m in + 4:61) forthe

active (a and c) conversion and for the sterile (b and d) conversion. For Fig.

3a and 3b,the C.L.allowed regions are obtained using the m ost recent Bahcall

and Pinsonneault(BP95)SSM ;forFig.3c and 3d we used the Turck-Chieze and

Lopes(TCL)SSM .In Fig.3a,3b,3cand 3d thesolid,dot,dash,dot-dash curves

correspond to the cases � = 0;2% ;4% and 8% ,respectively. The �2m in and the

corresponding (�m 2,sin22�)best�tpointsare given in Table 1 and Table 2.

Fig. 4.

The iso-signalcontours ofthe ratio ZB e = R
pred

B e
=R SSM

B e (�gures at the curves)

in the � � e scattering Borexino detector (solid lines). The threshold energy for

the recoilelectron detection is 0.25 M eV.The 90% C.L.allowed regions (dotted

lines)and thecorresponding best�tpoints(diam onds)are also superim posed,as

determ ined by the presentexperim entaldata and using the BP95 SSM .

The case ofactive resonant conversion is presented in Fig. 4a and Fig. 4b

for � = 0 and � = 4% ,respectively. Analogously,Fig. 4c (� = 0) and Fig. 4d

(� = 4% )referto thecase ofsterile neutrino resonantconversion.
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