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A bstract

W e consider the in plications of solarm atter density random noise
upon resonant neutrino conversion. T he evolution equation descrbing
M SW -like conversion is derived in the fram ework of the Schrodinger
approach. W e study quantitatively their e ect upon both large and
an allm xing anglkeM SW solutionsto the solarneutrino problem . This
is carried out both for the activeactive . ! ; aswell as active-
sterile o ! s conversion channels. W e nd that the an allm ixing
M SW solution ismuch m ore stabk (especially in m ?) than the large
m ixing solution. T he possble existence of solar m atter density noise
at the few percent level could be tested at fiture solar neutrino ex—
perim ents, especially B orexino.
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1. Introduction

The long-standing de cit of solar neutrinos (the Solar Neutrino P roblem
(SNP)) hasnow been cbserved by all four operating experin ents [12,34,5].
Them ain essence ofthe SNP is the strong de cit of the beryllium neutrinos

6]1. On the other hand, the high energy boron neutrinos are m oderately
suppressed, whik the low energy ones are alm ost undepleted. T his strongly
suggests that any astrophysical solution fails [§,/7] in reconciling the experi-
m ental data w ith the Standard SolarM odel (SSM ) predictions §&,9101.

Tt is possible to ascribbe the solar neutrino de cit to the existence of two
types ofneutrino conversion m echanism s, both ofwhich can deplete neutrinos
of di erent energies di erently, as required by the experin ental data. The
long wavelength vacuum oscillations provide a good t to the m ost recent
resutsor m 2’ 10 °ev? and largeneutrinom ixingsin®2 1 [01,12,13].
T he other scenario is the resonant neutrino conversion due to Interactions
w ith constituents of the solar m aterial (the M kheyev-Sm imov-W olfenstein
M SW ) e ect) [14]. This provides an extrem ely good data t in the snall
m ixing region with m 2/ 10 ev? and sm*2 ’ 10° 10 2 {i5,16,13].
Both of these solutions have been studied against possible changes of the
SSM input param eters [[6,2]. For exam pk, the study of the M SW e ect
has revealed its stability, especially in the m 2 param eter.

In thispaperw e investigate the stability oftheM SW solution w ith respect
to the possbl presence of random perturbations in the solarm atter density,
so far not ncluded in the standard M SW picture.

In Ref. [[7] the e ect of periodic m atter density perturbations added to
an average density o, ie.

)= o+ hsin( r)] @.d)

upon resonant neutrino conversion was investigated. Them apre ects show
up when the xed frequency ( ) ofthe perturbation is close to the neutrino
oscillation eigen-frequency, and for rather lJarge am plitude values v 0:1
02), giving rise to the param etrice ects [17]. Such e ectscan eitherenhance
or suppress neutrino conversion In the Sun. T here are also a num ber ofpapers
which address sin flar e ects by di erent approaches [L8,19].

D irect observations of solar surface m otions, resulting from the superpo-
sition of several m odes, m ay indicate a rich spectrum of frequencies. This
would suggest the need to consider the e ect of random or "white" noisem at-
ter density perturbations (r), characterised by an arbitrary wave num ber
k, z

r)= dk ()sinkr; 12)

rather than a periodic or regular perturbation. In such a case the spatial
ocorrelation function for a uniform m edium

h () (@)i= h?i, ; 13)

dbeysh k) ®i= h?i k+ K) asthe averaging rule for the Fourier com —
ponents, where the wave number k isnot xed. The e ect of solar density
aswell as solar m agnetic eld uctuations upon neutrino soin— avour con-—
versions has also been considered in Ref. [19], ushg som ewhat di erent
m ethods.



In this paper, after som e discussion (Sec. 2) about the nature of the
m atter density uctuations, we derive the m ost general neutrino evolition
equation in random m atter, starting from the standard Schrodinger equation
(Sec. 3). This discussion is closer to the partick physics intuition than that
of Ref. [19]. M oreover, we consider both the activeactive . ! , as
well as the activesterdle . ! ¢ neutrino conversion channels (here ¢ isa
neutrino state w ith no standard m odel interaction). T he latter is m otivated
by the fact that the existence of a sterike neutrino seem s to be the only way
to sim ultaneously acoount for the solar and atm ospheric neutrino de cits in
the presence of neutrino dark m atter R0].

A fter an analytical study of the neutrino conversion equations we have
Investigated the in pact of m atter density noise upon the M SW scenario in
the context ofthe SNP (Sec. 4). Typically, we nd that the presence ofm at—
ter uctuations weakens the M SW m echanian , thus reducing the resonant
conversion probabilities {19]. W e have carrded out a t of the latest solar
neutrino data for di erent values of the noise Jevel, m inin ising the 2 in the
(m ?;sh?2 ) plane. A s in the noiselessM SW cass, we nd that the anall
m xing M SW solution provides a better t to the data than the hrgem ixing
one, both for the case of actire, as well as sterile neutrino conversions. W e
present severalplotsw ith the resultsofour tsin which thee ect ofthe noise
is studied In the idealised approxin ation where all neutrinos are produced
at the solar centre. W e conclude that the m ost relevant param eter region
corresponding to adiabatic conversion of 'Be neutrinos is relatively stable
w ith respect to such density uctuations, whereas there is a larger e ect of
the noise for the large m ixing M SW solution. W e show how the possble
existence of solarm atter density noise could be tested in the next generation
of solar neutrino experin ents, especially B orexino. F inally, we com m ent on
how possible solar m odel uncertainties could a ect our resuls.

2. M atter D ensity N oise in the Sun

Let usbrie y discuss the expected size of uctuations in the Sun and their
correlation lengths. For the sake of discussion, we can approxin ate (except
In the very inner core) the average solar m atter density, as given by the
Standard SolarM odel (SSM ) [8,910], by:

o
Ry

® " oexp( ) J)

whereR, 0dR, R, isthe solarradius), i, ’ 0,and , 250g/an’. The
SSM iIn itself cannot account for the existence of density perturoations, sihoe
it is based on hydrostatic evolution equations.

O nem ay however speculate upon possible m echanisn s that could induce
such density inhom ogeneities In the Sun. Unfrtunately it is quite di cult
to give reliable estin ates of the density perturbations in desp layers of the
Sun, since thiswould require the detection of g-m odes, not yet possble P1].
Indeed, these m odes can exist only in deep layers beneath the convective
zone and thus they can reach the surface only after an exponential dam ping
through the convective zone [8]. Note also that it is extrem ely di cul to
dentify the g-m odes in helioseian ology cbservations, due to their tendency



to be accum ulated in the lower frequency part of the Fourer spectrum . W e
m ay, however, give a sin pl estin ate of the level of density perturbations

In the solar interior by com bining the continuity equation up to the st
order in and the velocity perturoation v

@

ac +r v = 0; 22)
w ith the p-m ode observations of the IR IS network at Tenerife [_9]. These
show that In the lower frequency part of the Fourer soectrum , the p-m ode
goectrum resem bles that of noise, nam ely 1=f. For instance, using the
measured power P = 10m?s ! corresponding to the frequency £ = 10 ¢
s ! (seeFig. 26 ofRef. [¥]) wem ay estin ate from Eq. @) the perturbation

Jevel de ned as q

h 21
= — : 23)

W e obtain

) \a P (f) 10°’m?s * .
r = 10 24)
2 2 4o 1 6 2
£2L3  fLZ 10 ‘s (10°m )

where we have taken as typical size of the spatial Inhom ogeneity the value
Lo 10° km, the socalled "granulk"-size. Thus we see that values 03%
in the solar surface can not be excluded. In contrast, inside the solar core
the estin ate of the param eter L, becom es very rough. In fact one expects
that, due to buoyancy, the g-m ode am plitudes beneath the convective zone
can be larger than at the surface and, correspondingly, the inhom ogeneity
size Ly an aller than at the edge of the Sun (seeFig. 13 (@) ofRef. [9]) .As
a resul, ora xed perturbation am plitude ¥ = constwe can extrapolate
the continuous power spectrum to low frequencies leading to a lJarge density
inhom ogeneities since fin,t.

T here is another way to estin ate the level of density uctuations using
the density pro X of Eq. @.01). Indeed, In the hydro-dynam ical approxin a—
tion, density perturbations can be induced by corresponding tem perature T

uctuations due to convection ofm atter between layers w ith di erent local
tam peratures. Forexam ple, ifwe express them acroscopicm atterdensity  (r)
through the Boltzm ann distribution w ih the gravitational potential energy
U=m_ g 1n) whereg()=GM x)=r?, G being N ew ton’s constant, m
the nuclkon massand M (r) them ass contained In a sohere of radiis r. The
changeT ! T+ T kadsto

h i
mygr o)
T+ T)= ,exp pT+7TO = T)L+ J;
w here (r;T; T).From thiswe have
m r I T r I T
_ o megl n) T & n) T 2 5)
T T R, T

where we have com pared the relevant exponent w ith that in eq. £1). One
can argue that h T?i=T < 0:05 is not in con ict neither with the SSM
nor w ith present helioseisn ology cbservations [922]. Thus from Eq. £3),




taking (r 1)=Rg 1, we ocbtain a correspondingly com parable level of
density uctuations. Thus In what follow s we assum e the existence of such
fow percent levelm atter density uctuations, up to 8% .
N ow we generalise the above discussion to the case in which the perturba-
tion  isofrandom nature. Follow ing ref. '[L9] we assum e that the random
eld isa -correlated G aussian distrloution. For am all Inhom ogeneities,
the autocorrelation fiinction h 2i can be taken as

h @) @)i=27°h%iL, @ ) 2.6)
whose correlation length L, obeys the follow ing relation:

kree Lo m @)

where Ioee = ( ng) ! isthemean free path of the electrons In the Sun. This
Jlower bound is dictated by the hydro-dynam ical approxin ation used later.
For Coulom b Interactions, the crosssection is detem Ined by the classical
radius ofelectron rye = €=m & 2 10 Pan, resulting in lgee 10am T
a solarmean density n,  10**an ® and 10 »®®an ?. O n the other hand,
the upper bound expresses the fact that the scale of uctuations should be
much an aller than the characteristic neutrino m atter oscillation length, .,
as indeed the -correlation distroution in Eq. £.6) requires.

3. N eutrino C onversion in N oisy M atter

Let us consider a system of two neutrinos . and . In the case of active—
active neutrino conversion x = or , whilk for the case of active-sterike
neutrino conversions , = 4, wih ¢ beihg the sterile state.

N eutrino propagation In the solar medium is a ected by the ocoherent
neutrino scattering o m atter constituents which can be describbed in temm s
of the m atter potential V . In the rest fram e of the unpolarised m atter, the
potential is given, In the Standard M odel, by

p_
2G§

vV = Y 3.1)
mp

where Gy is the Fem i constant, is the matter density and Y is a num —
ber which depends on the neutrino type and on the cham ical content of the
medim . M oreprecisely, Y = Y, Y, forthe . state,Y = 1Y, or and

and Y = 0 forthe ; state, where Y., denotes the electron and neutron
num ber per nuckon. The m atter potential m odi es the energy dispersion
relations for neutrino states, leading to the phenom enon of resonant conver—
sion (theM SW e ect [14]). Let usnote that in this respect the potentialV,
ie. the function , previously described, represents an average m acroscopic
quantity.

IN ote that foran dealplasm a, lke that in the Sun, the equilbrium plasna uctuations
are negligble t_ZZ_’;], =< rE>'% =, or ) * 1, where n. is the electron densiy,

ne the corresponding uctuation and r, = (T=4 e’n.)'~? the D ebye radius. Sice the

num ber of particks inside the D ebye radius isvery large, Np = n.r 1,wih ny 107
an lree these uctuations are irrelevant for our present discussion.




Now we rederive the evolution equation for the neutrino in the presence
of m atter density random perturbations, which we regard as superin posed
over them ain average m atter density pro k. It is clear from Eq. ®.6) that
the random ocom ponent of the potential can be w ritten asV (t) .'_21 .

T he evolution for the . y Y= xory= s) system isgovemed by

d
= e _ He Hey e ; 32)
dat vy Hey Hy Y

where the entries of the H am iltonian m atrix are given by &

He= 2RO+ Ky O] Hy= 0;
2

1 1
Aey © = 5 |.Vey () cos2 J; Key( ) = Evey () 33)

m
2E
Here isthe neutrinom ixing angle in vacuum , m ? is the neutrino squared
m assdi erence, and them atter potential forthe active-active neutrino conversion

(y = x) reads

2Gy
Vex (©) = ©ad Y 34)
Mp
or alematively In case of o
P_
2Gy 3
Ves (0) = (1 EYn) 385)

(the neutralm atter relation Y. = 1 Y, hasbeen usd).
T he above system can be rew ritten in tem s of the follow Ing equations:

B() = 2H,I()
R() = HOIQO
I = H.ORWM HeyC@P O 1) 3.6)

where P = j.¥ is the . survival probability, R Re(, o) and T
Im ( v ¢). The corresponding initial conditions are:

Pt)=1 I®)=0; R({)=0: 3.7)
De ning
R
R@) i@ = 1, Het)d, ©
2 £ g e
Z ) = i He@P () le = dg; (3.8)
to
we can express the auxiliary functionsR (t) and I () as:
Z t z t
R@® = Hey @P () 1)sin( He(zp)db)dh 3.9
tOZ t tlZ t
I = Hey @P () 1)cos( He(p)d)dg: (3.10)
t t

2T he radialdependence of the solarm atter density is understood as a tin e dependence
since neutrinos are relativistic.
3In the Ham iltonian m atrix, a term proportional to the identity has been rem oved.



A fter substituting the Egs. (3.9) and @10) i the rhs of 8.6), we can
average over the random density distribution, taking into account that for
the random com ponent we have:

2= 0, M, OFy ()i=2 & &) (311)
where the quantity isde ned as
_ 2 . _ 1, 211 .

(6) = HEZ, (0ilo = VS (Oh *iLo: (312)

At thispoint allwe need are the follow Ing averaged products
., OR (Di= ht )i, K, ®IOi= ©OMR @©i: (313)
These are derived from Egs. @.9) and .10) taking into account also B.4),
and are ocorrect up to O ( ). In tem s of the averaged quantities de ned

ashP ©)i= P k), R@®i= R ), hI®)i= I k), we can wrte the noise—
averaged variant of the set (3.6) as:

P(t) = 2HqI(t)
R = 2A,0IC) 2 IR (k)
I = 2A,®R &) 2 €)IGt) Heg@PE) 1):  (314)

This system of equations explicitly exhibits the noise param eter . Elin —
hating T and R from Eq. {3.14) we can obtain the Hllow ing third order
di erential equation for the averaged conversion probabiliy P :

&P ) b i h
Ay (t)? 4 ORy 0 Ay 5 OF fOR,OF 284 0_0O
2 OBy © o 4H SP ) Agyt) 2 (A k) =

2HZ, Aey® 2 A, ® ;
where the frequency ! 2 fam iliar from theM SW e ect is given as
b =4@ZL 0+ H); (3.16)
and the initial conditions becom e:
Pity=1; Eity)= G P (to=2HZ: 317)

Let us notice that in the absence ofnoise ( = 0) the Eq. (3.15) reduces to
the wellknown M SW equation (cfr. with Eg. 223) ofthe rst paper in
Ref. [l4]) with the changeH = 2H.,,H = 2A,,).

In order to gain som em ore insight on the present picture let usnote that
the M SW resonance condition, ie. Ag (©) = Ve ) m ?cos2 =2E = 0,
rem ains unchanged, due to the random nature of the m atter perturbations.
In otherwords, the fact that the noise isa second ordere ect (seeegq. B11))
m eans that i can only be seen In the conversion probabiliy. In order to
ensure that the correlation length L, is am allerthan the neutrino wave length

4T hese equations are equivalent to those cbtained in Ref. f_l-gi] In term s ofthe variables
x=2R,y= 2I andr= 2P 1.

(315)



in the Sun, as required by the condition 2.1), we choose to adjist Lo as
follow s:
2 .
o
In orderto get a feeling orthe in portance ofthe noise term In the system
@3.14), note that the noise parameter i Eq. (3.12) is always sn aller than
A, (O, for < fow %, exceptatthe resonance region. A sa result, the density
perturbation can have itsm axin ale ect just at the resonance. H owever, this
is not enough for the noise to give rise to sizeable e ects. Since the noise
term gives rise to a dam ping term in the system (3.14), it ©llow s that the
corresponding noise length scale 1= bemudch an aller than the thickness of
the resonance Jayer r. In otherwords, it is also necessary that the follow Ing

adialbaticity condition

Lo=01 (n,)=01 (318)

~r = L opes > 15 319)

is satis ed. This condition is analogous to the standard M SW adialaticity
condition > lwhere = 1r=( p, )rs iSthe standard adiabaticity param —
eter at resonance [14]. One can show that the two adiabaticity param eters
are related as

2 m 2 Sjrl2 2 Ro .

r r 2 7 r— . (3.20)
tan® 2 4 E cos2

For the range of param eters we are considering, 10 2 and tan®2
10 3 10 2, and due to the restriction in the rh.sof €.7) one can estin ate
that ~, r+ M oreover, the relation ~, r Can be rew ritten as ;s < Hy,
where H, is the lvel splitting between the energies of the neutrino m ass
eigenstates at resonance. This show s that the energy perturbation induced
by them atter uctuations is not enough to cause the level crossing (even at
the resonance) {17]. In other words, it never violates the M SW adiabaticity
condition .
From Eq. @20) i follows that, n the adigbatic regine , > 1, the

e ect ofthe noise is Jarger the an aller the m ixIng anglk valuie. Furthem ore,
as already noted above, Eq. B20) in plies that the M SW non-adiabaticity

r < 1 isalways tranan itted to ~. < 1. As a resul, under our assum ptions
the uctuations are expected to be ine ective In the non-adiabatic M SW

regin e.

4, M SW E ectin Noisy Solar M atter

In this section we study the in pact that random perturbations In the so—
lar m atter density can have upon the M SW solution to the solar neutrino
problam . W e w ill consider both the active to active and active to sterile neu-
trino conversion. Forde nienesswe w ill take as our reference SSM them ost
recent BahcallP insonneault BP 95) m odel w ith heliuim and heavy elem ent
di usion, as given in the last paper in Ref. B]. From there we w ill take both
the electron (eutron) density as well as the neutrino energy soectra and

5This is opposite to the case of a local density Jmp as discussed by K rastev and
Sm imov In the second paper in Ref. {_17_:], where larger values of could break M SW
adiabaticity.



detection cross sections. U sing these as Input, we have solved num erically
the coupled di erential equations n (3.14) orthe . survival probability f.

In order to get som e prelim nary insight on the e ect ofthe density noise,
in Figl wepltP asa function of E=m ? for di erent values of the noise
param eter . For com parison, the standard M SW case = 0 isalso shown
(lower s0lid curve). W e take this case as the reference situation w ith which
all others w ith non-vanishing are com pared.

One concludes that in both cases of small and large m xing Fig. la
and F ig. 1b, regpectively), the e ect ofthem atter density noise is to weaken
theM SW suppression In the adiabatic regin e (see dotted and dashed curves)
w ith negliglble e ect in the non-adiabatic region, in com plete agreem ent w ith
the results of Ref. [I9]. The relative increase of the survival probability P is
larger for the case of an allm ixing Fig. 1la) as already guessed on the basis
ofEq. 820). O ne sees that the enhancem ent of the survival probability can
easily reach 20% for values as anall as 4% . From thess gures one can
already infer that orthe relevant m 2 10 ° eV? the interm ediate energy
neutrinos (ke 'Be neutrinos) are the onesm ost likely to be a ected by the
m atter noise.

N ote that the "white noise"type density uctuations we consider here
cannot kad to any param etric enhancam ent 4] of the survival probability
of the type discussed in Ref. 1] with a sihusoidal density perturbation.
In contrast to that case, the e ect of random perturbations is an ooth, as
suggested by the fact that the noise param eter plays the rok of a friction
tem n Eq. 8.14).

M oreover, one can see from the gures that for the value E=m
67 10° eV 'cos2 , required in order for the neutrinos to undergo resonant
conversion just at the solar centre r = 0, the survival probability rem ains
equalto 05 irregpective of the values. The presence of this " xed point"
is easily understood: for such E=m ? value !, the neutrino state j. >=

2 G > +Jon >)=2 is produced at its resonance point and 1, $  on
transitions between m atter eigenstates occur at the sam e rate. This case of
coincidence of neutrino production point w ith its resonance point is the only
one for which the e ect of the m atter noise is strictly absent, even if the
adiabaticity condition holds.

2

5. Com parison w ith Solar N eutrino E xperi-
m ents

A s seen above, there can be a substantial e ect ofm atter noise uctuations
on the neutrino conversion probabilities. Tt is therefore in portant to analyse
the possble in pact of this scenario in the detem nation of solar neutrino
param eters from the experin ental data. The m ost recent averaged data of

6For sin plicity and CPU econom y we have not lncluded throughout our analysis the
neutrino production distributions in the Sun.

"N ote that them atterm ixing angle isunderstood as the m ixing angle that diagonalises
the Ham iltonian Eq. (BJ) at each tine t. It is written as sh®2 , = 4HZ2=!2. At
resonance ! 2 = 4H 2 , so that sn?2 , = 1.

ex /!



the chlorine (L], gallim g,3] and K am iokande [4] experim ents are:

RSP = @255 025)SNU; RgP= (74 8)SNU; RyT= (044 O006)REE
cd)

where REZ % is the BP 95 SSM prediction. For the gallum result we have

taken theof GALLEX Rga = (77 8 5)SNU RJandSAGE RgT = (69 11

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

experin ents are given as

X

Rciga= dE E)P E) i E€); 62)

i

where the sum is understood over the source contrbutions 1="Be, ®B ...)
and () are the corresponding neutrino cross sections. Forthe K am iokande
experin ent, the detection rate is
Z h i

Ry = Tth LEP E)+  E)A PE)) =€) 63)
where _E)and ,E) k= ; )arrthe . eand e elastic scat—
tering cross sections, respectively, and 'Th’ stands for the detection energy
threshold. In the case of sterdile conversion | = 0.

In Fig. 2 we show the iso-signalcontours wihin 2 standard deviations)
for each experiment and for di erent  values. These plots dem onstrate
that the horizontal adiabatic lines are the onesm ostly a ected by the noise

uctuations. Indeed, the larger the value, the greater the suppression of
the neutrino conversion and, as a resul, the larger the shift ofthishorizontal
branch towards am aller m 2 values. These ower m 2 values allow neutrinos
of Iow er energy to be involved In the adiabatic conversion (since the resonance
m atter density is proportionalto m ?=E ) so asto com pensate orthe e ect
of the m atter noise. Notice also that, because of this downward shift in

m ?, them ninum allbbwed values of sin®2 for each experin ent becom es
larger in order to preserve adiabaticity (see Eq. (3.20)). Also the diagonal
(so—called "non-adiabatic") and the upper portion of the vertical (socalled
large m ixing) branches ofthe M SW plt arem odi ed by the e ect of noise.
T he diagonal lines are deform ed m ostly In the upperZeft part, due to a shift
of the kink towards larger values of the m ixing angle. In contrast, they are
kssa ected orsn?2 > 10 ?. This Pllows from the fact that for larger
m ixing the noise adiabaticity is Jost (see EqQ.320)). Thus we nd that the
expectations derived on the basis of our discussion In the previous section
are con m ed.

Com paring the allowed regions of all experin ents shown In Fig. 2a, 2b
and 2c for the . ! or neutrino conversion cass, one conclides that
the overlapping area isnot substantially changed in the an allm ixing branch,
whereas it increases in the adiabatic one, oor large m ixing sin®*2 > 0:3 and
10 Sev?< m %< 10 ‘ev?i.

Wenow tum tothecassof . ! ¢ sterile resonant transitions. H ere the

e Survivalprobability is not substantially changed w ith respect to the active
neutrino conversion case, since the solar neutron contrlbution in the m atter
potential is rather an all, com pared to that of the electrons. A s a resul the
signalexpected In radiocheam ical experin ents is rather insensitive to w hether
the converted neutrino is active or sterile. Thuswe focus on the K am iokande



experin ent. In Fig. 2d we show the iso-signal contours for the case of sterile
neutrino conversion. One can see from the gure that in the sterile case,
Irrespective of the assum ed Jevel of noise, the vertical large m ixing branch
gets thinner and clser to the m axin alm xig region sin*2 = 1. This is
required, of course, In order to increase the contrbution to the signalwhich
isnow lost when compared to the active ,; case. One can also see that the
noise has the sam e qualitative features as in the case of active conversions,
m ostly a ecting the horizontal adiabatic region of lJarger m 2.

In order to detemm e the solar neutrino param eters m 2 and sh?2 we
now proceed to perform a 2 analysis for the present experin entaldata. For
sin plicity we neglect for the m om ent the theoretical uncertainties.

The results of our t are shown In Fig. 3, where the 90% oon dence
Jevel C L) areas are drawn for di erent values (see also Tablk 1). From
Fig. 3a one can observe the m odi cations in the am allm xing region caused
by the noise in the case of active neutrino conversion. O ne sees that there
is a slight shift of m ? towards Iower values and a larger shift of sin®2
tow ards larger values. For exam plk the allowed region for the m ixing angle

covers the range 4 10 ° < sih?2 < 8 10 ° cbtained or = 0 becom es
8 10 3 < sh?2 < 2 102 or = 8%. The corresponding allowed

m? mngeis25 10 ° < m?< 9 10 ° ev? to be compared wih

5 10 °< m?< 12 10 ° eV? in the noiseless case. The large m ixing
area is less stable, exhibiting a tendency to shift towards smaller m 2 and
sn2 . For exam pl, if we take = 8% , or the sake of argum ent, we nd
that the am allm ixing region ismuch m ore stabl than the large m ixing one,
even for such a rlhatively large value of the noise.

As for the value of the m ininal 2, the presence of the m atter density

noise m akes the data ta little poorer: 2, = 0l or =0, 2, = 08
or = 4% and 2, = 21 or = 8% . Al the best t points where

the 2. isachieved change slightly: the valieof m 2 6 7 10 °ev?
is aln ost unchanged, whik the value of the m ixing angle gets larger w ih
respect to the noiseless case. Forexam pl, sh?2 = 6 10 ° or = Owhik
sh®2 =8 10°fr = 4% andsif2 = 102 or = 8% . The strong
"Be neutrino suppression, characteristic of the M SW e ect, is reduced by
the presence of m atter noise (see Fig. 1). As a result, the con ict between
chlorine and K am iokande data is exacerbated and the data tgetsworse. In
any case our results or 2. (see Tabl 1) indicate that the M SW scenario
still provides a good t of the totality of solar neutrino data, even in the
presence ofm atter uctuations, as long as % or so.

A s for the large m ixing solution, although the 2. value isnot substan—
tially changed w ith respect to the noissless case (see Tablk 1A ), we nd that
it acquires an Increased statisticalsigni cance w ith respect to the corresoond-
Ing region ofthe noiseless case. O ur results show that the largem xing solu—
tion gets w ider than In the noiseless case. For exam ple the an allest allowed
sin®2 value shifts from sif2 04 for = 4% downtosri2 7 1072
for = 8%.

As for the best t pointswe nd that m 2 10 °eV? is aln ost un—
changed, w hereas the best value of the m g anglk decreases from sn®2 =
0:67 for the noissless case down to sh?2 = 027 or = 8% . Note that
the possbility of lowering the m ixing angle value sh?2 characterisihg the
largem ixingM SW solution in the presence ofnoisem ay elim nate the super—



nova argum ent given in Ref. RH] against such solution. Th agreem ent w ith
Ref. 13], we nd that in our t this region appears already at the 80% C L.
inthe = 0 casel.

W e now tum to the case of sterile solar neutrino conversions. W e nd
that the data tisworse ( 2, = 1) than for the active case (see Fig. 3b
and Tabl 1B ) and it excludes, even at 95% C L., the Jarge m ixing region
(in the noiseless case) . This is in agreem ent w ith previous analyses [15,13].
H owever, the presence of m atter density noise m ay restore this region. For
exam ple for = 8%, although the data t ismuch worse than inthe = 0
case, the Jarge m ixing region appears at the 90% C L.W em ay note in this
context that the indicated range for the m ixing angl is not In con ict with
the prin ordial heliim abundance constraints R§].

So far in our analysis we have neglected SSM theoretical uncertainties,
and worked entirely within the BP95 model []. One way to acoount for
these uncertainties would be to allow the solar neutrino uxes to vary as
suggested In Ref. [14/12]. However one can get an idea (even if partial)
of these uncertainties by sim ply repeating the data t assum ing the SSM
of TurckChieze et al. (TCL) [9]. For our purmposes the m ain di erence
between thism odel and the BP 95 m odel is that it predicts a ower °B  ux.
T he com parison of the allow ed param eter regions obtained in the fram ew ork
ofthe TCL mode], Fig. 3 (c,d), w ith those cbtained using the BP 95 m odel,
Fig. 3 @/b), shows that the general features of the e ect of the noise are
m aintained. In particular, our results once again establish the fact that the
indicated m ? range orthe snallm ixing M SW solution is fairly stable, as
long as the assum ed noise level is not too Jarge. Note also from the gures
that, even though the e ect of the noise is to Iower the m ? range for the
large m ixing solution, the region cbtained (eg. for = 8% ) lies higher than
the corresponding range for the BP 95 m odel.

6. Im plications for Future E xperim ents

Up to now we have discussed the possibl consequences of the presence of
m atter uctuations forthe ongoing solar neutrino experim ents. W e now tum
our attention to the possbility ofprobing the level ofm atter noise In the Sun
in the next generation of solar neutrino experin ents.

A swe have seen the 'B e neutrinos are the com ponent ofthe solar neutrino
soectrum which ismost a ected by the presence of m atter noise. T herefore
the fiture B orexino experin ent, ain ed to detect the '‘Be neutrino ux R7]
through the elastic e scattering should be an ideal tool for studying the
solarm atter uctuations.

InRef. [15]iwasshown that in the relevant (noiseless) M SW param eter
region the Borexino signal cannot be sharply predicted. This is illustrated
in Fi. 4a, where we display the Borexino signali the m ? —-sin?2 plane,
expressed in units ofthe expected SSM rate, ie. Zz. = RET'=RESM | Asone
can see, the allowed range for the signal in this case lies anyw here between
02 to 0.7 of the SSM prediction. In Fig. 4b, we show the corresponding
berylliim line predictions for the case of noisy M SW , assum ing = 4% .

8T his result m ay be underestin ated since the earth regeneration e ect has not been
nclided.



W e see that the presence of m atter noise strongly m odi es the picture: the
m Inin al allowed value or Zg . now beocom es higher, Zy . 037. Therefore
if the B orexino experin ent detects a am all signal, Zg. < 0:3 Wih su cient
accuracy) thisw illin ply that a 4% levelofm atter uctuations in the central
region of the Sun is rather unlkely to be present ifthe M SW m echanisn is
responsble or the explanation of the solar neutrino de cit .

N ote, on the other hand, that ifa highervalue Zz . > 0:5 would be found
experin entally, this would be incom patible w ith the snallm ixing M SW so—
ution with noise at the = 4% lvel. However, this higher signal could
be consistent w ith the both the Jarge m ixing M SW solution as well as the
noiseless an allangke M SW solution. O n the other hand, if the noise level is
higher, = 8%, the albwed Zz . range narrow s down to values between 05
to 0.65.

Let us tum to the case sterike resonant conversion In the noisy M SW
e ect. Let us In agine that future Jarge detectors such as SuperK am iokande
and/or the Sudbury Neutrino Observatory (SNO) establish through, eg.
the m easurem ent of the charged to neutral current ratio, that the de cit of

solar neutrinos isdue to the . ! ¢ resonant conversion. In this case, the
m Inmum signalexpected in Borexino isvery snallZg, 002 for = 0 (see
Fig. 4c). On the other hand In the noisy case wih = 4%, them nimum

expected B orexino signalis 10 tin eshigher than in the noiseless case, so that
if Borexno detects a rate Zg < 01 (see Fig. 4d) this would again exclude
noise levels above 4% .

7. D iscussion and C onclusions

W e have presented a com prehensive study of the e ects of the m atter den-
sity noise upon the M SW solution to the solar neutrino problm . W e have
adopted the wave fuinction Schrodinger form alian to re-w rite the correspond—
ing M SW evolution equations for the neutrino survival probabilities. The
uctuations weaken the e ciency ofthe M SW suppression In the adiabatic

regin e, whereas they are much less e ective In the non-adiabatic regin e. Tn
our data t we have shown that the M SW solution still exists for realistic
levels of m atter density noise < 8% . However, our 2 analysis has shown
that the quality of the t gets a little worse if these noisy m atter pertur-
bations are present. In any case the m ass range detem ined from our t
forthe snallm ixing M SW solution 4 10 °ev? < m 2 < 10 °eV? is rela—
tively stable at 90% C L. whereas the m ixing angle determm ination appears
m ore sensitive to the assum ed kevelof uctuations, and shiftssin?2 towards
larger values up to 10 2. These trends also hold for the case of sterile solar
neutrino conversion. In the latter case we have found that In the presence
of solar density noise the large m ixing region gets som ewhat im proved sta-—
tistical signi cance when com pared w ith the noissless case. However, it is
rem ains highly disfavoured w ith respect to the an allm ixing M SW solution.

W e have also explored the potential of the B orexino experim ent to "test"
the levelofm atterdensity uctuations in the solar interior through them ea—

°In principle any valie of Zy o is also com patible w ith the jist-so oscillation scenario
i_lg:,:_lé], but here the strong seasonal’Be and pep signalvariations, would help to distin—
guish from theM SW case.



surem ent of the 'Be neutrino ux, as depicted in F ig. 4.

Finally, we note that in our analysis we have neglected the details of
the neutrino production distribution as a function of the distance to the
solar centre. It is well known that this a ects mainly the low energy pp
neutrinos [4]. As a resul, the iso-signal curves we have cbtained for the
galliim experim ents are som ew hat less reliable in the position of the kink
corresponding to m 2 < 2 10 °eV? marking the onset of pp neutrino
suppression and lying on the galliim non-adiabatic branch. However, this
does not substantially a ect the determ nation ofthe relevant regions w here
all solar neutrino data are explained through the M SW e ect. This includes
both anallaswellas largem xing M SW solutions.
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A :active =0 = 2% = 4% = 8%
an all
2 010 023 0.80 21
m 210 %ev?) 0.68 071 0.65 0.61
sin’ 2 62 10373 103|75 10 3| 10 %
large
2 33 29 30 32
m 210 %ev?) 2.7 24 2.0 12
sin’2 067 0:69 0:57 027
B :sterike =0 =23 = 4% = 8%
an all
2 10 19 3.6 8.9
m @10 °ev?) 053 050 0.49 0.40
sin? 2 75 10375 10390 10 3|13 10 2
large
2. 10 11 11 11
m 2(10 °ev?) 14 12 1.6 1.0
sin? 2 0:83 0:83 0.69 039

Table 1. The values of r2n inr Or 1 degree of freedom , and the corresponding
best t m 2 and sin?2 parameters in the small and large m xing regions, for
di erent values of . TablsA and B are for the activeactive and active-sterile

conversion regpectively, using the latest 1995 B ahcaltP insonneault BP 95) m odel.



A :active =0 = 2% = 4% = 8%
an all

2 010 0.46 11 30

m 2 (0 %ev?) 0.64 0.66 0.62 0.66
sin’ 2 3% 10336 10 3|43 10 3|52 10 3
large

2 52 52 50 43

m 2(10 °ev?) 17 16 12 38
sin? 2 0:83 0:83 0:83 0:69

B :sterike =0 =23 = 4% = 8%
an all

2 0.69 21 23 5.6

m @10 °ev?) 051 045 048 057
sin? 2 43 103 |42 10°3|52 10 3|63 10 3
large

2. 93 93 92 83

m 2(10 °ev?) 16 15 14 33
sin? 2 0:83 0:83 083 0.69

Table 2. The same as for Tabk 1, but using the Turnk-Chieze et al. (TCL)
SSM .



Figure C aptions

Fig. 1.
Averaged solar neutrino survivalprobability P versusE=m ? for am allm ixing (a:
sin®2 = 10 ?) and largem ixing (o: sin?2 = 0:7). T he solid, dotted, dashed and
dot-dashed curves corresoond to noise kevels = 0;2% ;4% and 8% , respectively.

Fig. 2.

Isorate contours for the chlorine @), gallum (o) and e scattering (C) experi-
m ents for the case of active neutrino conversion, . ! ; . The threshold energy

for the recoil electron detection is 7.5 M €V . For the radiocheam ical experin ents the
results are in SNU , whereas for the e scattering experim ent these are given In
units of the BP 95 SSM prediction. The contours delim it the 2 allowed regions.
T he solid, dashed and dotted curves correspond to = 0;4% and 8% , respectively.
Fig. 2d gives the sam e iso-rate contours for the case of sterie . ! s conversion

for the e scattering experin ent.

Fig. 3.
The 90% C L.allowed regions (given by the condition 2 2.+ 4%6l) orthe
active (@ and c) conversion and for the sterike (o and d) conversion. For Fig.
3a and 3b, the C L. allowed regions are obtained using the m ost recent Bahcall
and P insonneault BP 95) SSM ; or Fig. 3c and 3d we used the Turck-Chieze and
Lopes (TCL) SSM .In Fig. 3a, 3b, 3c and 3d the solid, dot, dash, dot-dash curves
correspond to the cases = 0;2% ;4% and 8% , regpectively. The Iijn and the

corresponding (m 2, sin®2 ) best t points are given In Tablk 1 and Tablk 2.

Fig. 4.
T he iso-signal contours of the ratio Zge = Rgreed=R§SeM ( gures at the curves)
in the e scattering Borexino detector (solid lines). The threshold energy for
the recoil electron detection is 025 M &V . The 90% C L. allowed regions (dotted
Ilines) and the corresponding best t points (diam onds) are also superin posed, as
detem ined by the present experin ental data and using the BP 95 SSM .

T he case of active resonant conversion is presented in Fig. 4a and Fig. 4b
for = 0and = 4%, respectively. Analgously, Fig. 4c ( = 0) and Fig. 4d
( = 4% ) refer to the case of sterile neutrino resonant conversion .
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