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A bstract

W e discussthe physicsofthe m irror(shadow)world which iscom pletely

analogoustothevisibleoneexceptthatits‘weak’scaleislargerby oneortwo

ordersofm agnitude than the weak scale in the standard m odel. The m irror

neutrinoscan m ix theordinary onesthrough thePlanck scaleinduced higher

orderoperators,which can help to reconcilethepresentneutrino puzzlesthat

arethesolarand atm osphericneutrinode�cits,therecentLSND anom aly and

theneed in the� eV m assneutrino asthehotdark m atter.In particular,the

oscillation of�e into itsm irrorpartner�
0
e em ergeswith param etersnaturally

in theM SW range.Thenucleosynthesisconstrainton theextra lightparticle

speciescan beful�lled by assum ingtheasym m etricpostin
ationary reheating

between the usualand m irror worlds. O ne im plication of our proposalis

that bulk ofthe dark m atter in the universe m ay be a warm dark m atter

consisting ofthe keV range m irror neutrinos rather than the conventional

cold dark m atter,whilethe m irrorbaryonscan also contribute asdissipative

dark m atter.Im plicationsofthem irrorM achosform icrolensing experim ents

are also discussed.

1. N eutrino Puzzles

Directm easurem entsshow no evidence forany ofthe neutrinosto be m assive.

However,therehavebeen indirect\positive"signalsforneutrinom assesand m ixing

accum ulated during thepastyears.Theseare:

A.Solar neutrino problem (SNP).The solar �e de�cit indicated by the solar

neutrino experim ents [3]cannot be explained by nuclear or astrophysicalreasons

1 Talk given atthe XIX int. conference on Particle Physics and Astrophysics in the Standard

M odeland Beyond,Bystra,Poland,19-26 Septem ber1995 (to appearon Proceedings).Based on

refs.[1,2]done in collaboration with A.D.Dolgov and R.N.M ohapatra.
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(see[4]and referencestherein).Them ostpopularand naturalsolution isprovided

bytheM SW oscillation of�e intoanotherneutrino�x in solarm edium [5].Itrequires

theoscillation param etersin therange�m2

ex � 10� 5 eV 2 and sin22�ex � 10� 3� 10� 2.

Another possible solution is related to the long wavelength \just-so" oscillation

from Sun to Earth [6],which requires a param eter range �m2

ex � 10� 10 eV 2 and

sin22�ex � 1.

B.Atm ospheric neutrino problem (ANP).There isan evidence fora signi�cant

depletion oftheatm ospheric�� 
uxbyalm ostafactorof2[7].Thispointsto��� �x

oscillation,with �m2

�x � 10� 2 eV 2 and sin22��x � 1.

C.Dark m atter problem (DM P).The COBE m easurem ents ofthe cosm ic m i-

crowave background anisotropy suggeststhatcosm ologicaldark m atterconsistsof

two com ponents,cold dark m atter (CDM ) being a dom inant com ponent and hot

dark m atter(HDM )being a sm alleradm ixture [8,9].The latterrolecan be natu-

rally played by neutrinoswith m assoffew eV’s.AsfortheCDM ,thereareseveral

candidates,e.g. the lightest supersym m etric particle (LSP) or the axion conden-

sate. However, it is ofcertain interest to think ofit as also consisting ofsom e

heavier (keV range)neutrinos with correspondingly sm allconcentration,so called

warm dark m atter(W DM )[10].

D.LSND result:Directevidenceof���� ��e oscillation from therecentLosAlam os

experim ent[11],with �m2

e� � 0:3 eV2 and sin22�e� = 10� 3 � 10� 2.

Ifallthese hints (or at least �rst three ofthem ) willindeed be con�rm ed in

futureexperim ents,then threestandard neutrinos�e;�� and �� would notsu�cefor

theirexplanation. Since existence ofthe fourth active neutrino isexcluded by the

LEP m easurem entsoftheinvisibledecay width ofZ-boson,onehastointroducean

extra lightsterile neutrino �s. Itwasshown [12]thatonly one possible texture is

com patible with allthe above m entioned data,which requiresthatm �e;s � m ��;� .

In thiscase the SNP can be explained by the �e � �s oscillation and the ANP by

the �� � �� oscillation.In addition,the �� and �� with m ass’ 2:4 eV provide the

cosm ologicalHDM and can also explain theLSND result.

One can question,from where the sterile neutrino com es from and how itcan

be so lightwhen itisallowed to have a large m assby the gauge sym m etry ofthe

standard m odel. W e suggest[1]thatthe sterile neutrino isin facta neutrino ofa

shadow world which isthem irrorduplicateofourvisibleworld,butits‘electroweak’

scalev0isby a factorof� � 30 largerthan thestandard electroweak scalev.Thus,

them irrorneutrinos�0e;�;� should belightbythesam ereason astheusualones�e;�;�:

theirm assterm saresuppressed by theaccidentalB-L sym m etry resulting from the

gaugesym m etry and �eld contentofthetheory.2

Thisfram ework can providea plausiblesolution to allpresentneutrino puzzles.

2 Forsom eotherproposalsforlight�s invoking extra globalsym m etries,see[13,14].
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W esupposethatthedom inantentries(� eV)intheneutrinom assm atrixhaveorigin

in som einterm ediatescalephysicswhich respectsan approxim ateglobalZKM -type

lepton num ber�L = Le+ L�� L� conservation in both sectors.This�xestheneutrino

m asstextureneeded forreconciling theHDM requirem ent,theANP and theLSND

oscillation,while the �e and �0e statesare leftm assless. The m assesand m ixing of

thelatterand thereby theoscillation �e� �0e then can beinduced by thePlanck scale

e�ects[15,16],which for� � 30properly reproducetheparam eterrangeneeded for

the M SW solution to the SNP.The question arises,whatisa possible role played

by two other m irror neutrinos �0�;�. In the fram ework presented below they have

m assesin thekeV rangeand constitutetheW DM oftheuniverse.

The concept ofthe hidden m irrorworld has been considered in severalearlier

papers [17]. A key di�erence ofour approach [1,2]from the earlier ones is that

we considera case ofthe spontaneously broken m irrorparity between two worlds,

so that the weak scales v and v0 are di�erent. This can allow also to reconcile

the Big Bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) constraints on the e�ective num ber ofthe

light neutrinos [18]. The m irror photons and neutrinos could apriorigive a large

contribution considerably exceeding N � = 3. Therefore,their abundances at the

BBN epoch m ust be appropriately reduced. To achieve this goal,we assum e an

asym m etric in
ationary reheating between the two universes,which can naturally

occuronce the m irrorparity isspontaneously broken. In particular,ifthe m irror

universereheatstoalowertem peraturethan ouruniverse,then BBN constraintcan

besatis�ed.W ealso addresssom ecosm ologicalim plicationsofthem irrorparticles.

2. W ithin the V isible W orld

Apparently,three known neutrinos are not enough to explain allthe present

neutrino puzzles [12]. The key di�culty is related to the SNP,while the other

puzzles can be easily reconciled. One can assum e that the neutrino m ass m atrix

in 
avour basis �e;�;� has a texture obeying the approxim ate �L = Le + L� � L�

conservation:

m̂ � =

0

B
@

0 0 m sin�e�
0 0 m cos�e�

m sin�e� m cos�e� "m

1

C
A (1)

with say m ’ 2:4eV and "’ 10� 3.Then ithasonem asslesseigenstate�1 ’ �e and

two alm ostdegenerateeigenstates�2;3 ’
1p
2
(�� � ��),with m assesm 2;3 � m (1� "

2
).

Thelatterwillplay a roleoftheHDM [9],whiletheANP can beexplained by the

oscillation��� �� withsin2��� � 1and�m2�� � 2"m2 ’ 10� 2 eV 2,andtheoscillation

��� � ��e with �m2

e� = m 2 ’ 6eV 2 can explain the LSND result,ifsin�e� ’ 0:02.

Thus,only theSNP rem ainsunresolved.

Onecan builta sim ple seesaw m odelthatcould naturally im plem enttheabove

structure. Let us introduce beyond the left-handed lepton doublets le;�;� and the
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right-handed charged leptons e;�;� ofthe standard m odel,also two right-handed

neutrinosN and S (subscriptsL and R areom itted).W eprescribethegloballepton

num ber �L = 1 to statesle;�,e;� and N ,and �L = � 1 to statesl�,� and S.Letus

also introducea gaugesingletscalar� with �L = � 2.Then therelevantLagrangian

hasa form

(gele�e+ g�l��� + g�l���)+ (g1le~�N + g2l�
~�N + g3l�

~�S)

+ M N CS + gN �N CN + gS�
�
SCS + h:c: (2)

where � is a standard Higgs doublet with a VEV v = 174 GeV (~� = i�2�
�),and

C is the charge conjugation m atrix. W e assum e that the scalar � developes a

nonzero VEV h�i = V � M ,which spontaneously breaks the �L-invariance and

gives rise to m ajoron in the particle spectrum . W e also assum e that the Yukawa

constants gN ;S � 1 while g1;2;3 have the sam e pattern as ge;�;�,so that the Dirac

m assterm sofneutrinosem ergewith approxim ately thesam em agnitudesasm asses

ofthe charged leptons: m D
1;2;3 � me;�;�. Clearly, this m odelprovides a texture

resem bling (1). One neutrino eigenstate �1 (an adm ixture of�e and �� with angle

�e� = m D
1
=m D

2
� 10� 2)isleftm assless while two othereigenstates�2;3 getm asses

m ’ m D
2
m D

3
=M through the seesaw m ixing to the heavy states N ;S,with sm all

splitting "� (mD
3
=m D

2
)(V=M ).

Then m in theeV rangecorrespondsto M � 108 GeV,while"� 10� 3 dem ands

thatV � 104 GeV.Interestingly,the lattervalue satis�esthe bound on the spon-

taneouslepton num berbreaking scalewhich arisesifthethePlanck scalee�ectson

the m ajoron are taken into account[19]. Thisisim portant,since the Planck scale

e�ectswillplay a crucialrolein ourfurtherconsiderations.

3. Introducing the M irror W orld

Having in m ind the E 8 � E0
8
string theory,one can im agine that in the �eld-

theoreticallim ititreducesto a gaugetheory given by the productoftwo identical

groupsG � G0,where G = SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)standsforthe standard m odel

describing particlesofthe visible world: quarks and leptonsqi; u
c
i; d

c
i; li; e

c
i and

the Higgsdoublet�,and G 0 = [SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)]0 isitsm irrorcounterpart

with analogous particle content: q0i; u
0c
i; d

0c
i; l

0
i; e

0c
i and �0 (i= 1;2;3 is a fam ily

index). Letussuppose also thatthere exists a discrete m irrorparity P(G $ G 0)

interchanging allparticlesin corresponding representationsofG and G 0.Itim plies

thatallcoupling constants(gauge,Yukawa,Higgs)have the sam e pattern in both

sectors.Letusalsoassum ethatthereissom em echanism thatspontaneously breaks

P parity atlowerenergiesand thusallowsthe weak interaction scalesh�i= v and

h�0i= v0 to be di�erent;below we assum e thatv0=v � 30. Thusthe ferm ion m ass

and m ixingpattern in them irrorworld iscom pletely analogoustothatofthevisible
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world,butallferm ion m assesarescaled up bythefactor� = v0=v.TheW 0;Z 0boson

and m irrorHiggsm assesare also scaled up by factor�,while photonsand gluons

rem ain m asslessin both system s.

W esupposethattwoworldscom m unicateonly through gravity and possibly also

viasom esuperheavy gaugesingletm atter.Itisalsoessentialthatathigherenergies

the SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)factorsin both sectorsshould be em bedded into som e

sim plegaugegroups:otherwise,kineticterm softhetwo U(1)gauge�eldscan m ix

which would induce arbitrary electric charges to the particles [17]. E.g. one can

consider (SUSY)GUT like SU(5)� SU(5)0 withoutm ixed representations,which

then breaks down to G � G0 at higher energies. W e also assum e that the m irror

parity P isnotbroken atthe GUT scalesand itsbreaking isessentially related to

theelectroweak sym m etry breaking scalesv and v0.

Concerning the strong interactions,itisclearthata big di�erence between the

weakscalesv0and vwillnotcauseasbigdi�erencebetween thecon�nem entscalesin

two worlds.AsfarasP parity isvalid athigherscales,thestrongcoupling constant

willevolvedown in energieswith sam evaluein both sectorsuntilitreachesthreshold

ofthe m irror-top (t0)m ass. Below it�0s willhave a di�erent slope than �s. Itis

then very easy to calculate the value ofthe scale �0 at which �0s becom es large.

This value willofcourse depend on �. By taking � = 200 M eV forthe ordinary

QCD,then for� � 30 we �nd �0 ’ 280 M eV.On the otherhand,for� � 30 the

m assesof‘light’m irrorquarksm 0
u;d = �mu;d do notexceed thevalueof�

0and thus

they should develope condensatesh�q0q0iastheirvisible partnersdo.So,them irror

�-m esonsshould havem assesrathercloseto thatofourK -m esons.Also them irror

nucleonsarenotm uch heavierthan theusualproton and neutron,m 0
p;n � 1:5mp;n.

However,the m irrorlightquarkshave � 200 M eV m assesand thuswe expectthe

m ass di�erence between the m irror neutron and proton of100 M eV or so,while

the m irrorelectron m assism 0
e = �me � 15 M eV.Then unlike in ourworld,in the

m irror world allbound neutrons willbe unstable against � decay and the m irror

hydrogen willbetheonly stablenucleus.

Asforneutrinos,they can acquirenonzero m assesonly via operatorsbilinearin

theHiggs�eldsand cuto�by som elargescaleM .AsfarastheP parity breaking is

alowerenergy phenom enon,itshould berespected bytheseoperators.Forexam ple,

one can directly extend the m odelofprevious section,by introducing along with

theheavy neutralstatesN ;S also theirm irrorpartnersN 0;S0,with thesam em ass

M � 108 GeV.Then theneutrino m assoperatorsin two sectorsare:

hij

M
(li�)C(lj�)+

hij

M
(l0i�

0)C(l0j�
0)+ h:c: (3)

with constantshij obeying the approxim ate Le + L� � L� sym m etry. In doing so,

the �2;3 statesgetalm ostdegenerate m asses m � few eV and thuscan constitute

5



HDM ,and theANP and LSND problem sarealso solved.Then for� � 30,m assof

theirm irrorpartners�0
2;3,m

0= �2m ,isin the keV range and thusthe lattercould

consitutetheW DM oftheuniverse.

The �e and �0e statesare leftm assless. However,they can getm assesfrom the

Planck scalee�ectswhich explicitly violatethegloballepton num ber,and can also

inducetheneutrino m ixing between two sectors[16].Therelevantoperatorsare:

�ij

M P l

(li�)C(lj�)+
�ij

M P l

(l0i�
0)C(l0j�

0)+
�ij

M P l

(li�)C(l
0
j�

0)+ h:c: (4)

with constants �;� � 1. Then �e and �0e acquire m asses respectively �
o
m and

� �2
o
m ,and theirm ixing term is� �

o
m ,where

o
m = v2=M P l= 3� 10� 6 eV.Hence,

param etersoftheoscillation �e � �0e arein therange:

�m
2 �

 

�

30

!
4

� 8� 10� 6eV 2
; sin22� �

 

30

�

!
2

� 5� 10� 3 (5)

which for� � 30perfectly �tsthesm allm ixing angleM SW solution totheSNP [5].

M ore generally,by taking into accountthe solarm odeluncertainties[4,5],aswell

asthepossibleorderofm agnitudespread in constants�;�,therelevantrangefor�

can beextended to� � 10� 100[1].Alternatively,for� � 1weget�m2 � 10� 10eV 2

and sin22� � 1,which correspondsto the‘just-so’solution [6].

4. Spontaneous Parity B reaking and A sym m etric In
ation

Thesim plestpossibility to spontaneously break them irrorparity P(G $ G 0)is

to introduce a P-odd realscalar� with VEV h�i= � atsom e interm ediate scale

[20].Then theHiggspotentialhasa form :

V(�)+ m
2(j�j2 + j�0j2)+ �(j�j4 + j�0j4)

+ g��(j�j2 � j�0j2)+ h�
2(j�j2 + j�0j2) (6)

so thatafterthe non-zero VEV of� em erges,the e�ective m assterm sof� and �0

becom edi�erentand theirVEVsv and v0willbedi�erentaswell.Asforthegauge

and Yukawa coupling constants,they willnotbea�ected and thuswillm aintain the

sam epattern in both worlds.Hence,theparticlespectrum in them irrorworld will

havethesam eshapeasthatofthevisibleonebutscaled up by thefactor� = v0=v.

On the other hand,the P-parity breaking can be related to the possibility of

asym m etric postin
ationary \reheating" between two worlds.3 In fact,itisnatural

to assum e that the �eld � itselfplays a role ofthe in
aton [1,2],provided that

3The idea ofusing in
ation to provide a tem perature di�erence between ordinary m atterand

m irrororotherform sofhidden m atterwas�rstdiscussed in ref.[21].
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potentialV(�)issu�ciently 
atand satis�esallnecessary ‘in
ationary’conditions

[22]. As far as P-parity is broken,then it should be violated also in the in
aton

couplingsto visible and m irrorHiggses:e.g.constantsoftrilinearcouplingsofthe

in
aton to � and �0 becom e respectively (h � g)�. Then the in
aton willdecay

into the visible and m irror particles with di�erent rates,so that the two therm al

bathescan be established having di�erenttem peraturesTR and T0
R . One hasalso

to assum e thatalready atthe reheating stage two worldsare decoupled from each

other. In particular,thism eansthatcouplingslike aj�j2j�0j2,in principle allowed

by sym m etry,should be strongly suppressed: a < 10� 7. In this way,the initial

cosm ologicalabundance ofthe m irror particles can be sm aller than that oftheir

visiblepartners.Form oredetailed discussion ofasym m etricreheating and possible

realisticsupersym m etric m odelsseeref.[2].

Letusdiscuss now constraintson the di�erence ofthe reheating tem peratures

TR and T0
R. The m ost serious bound em erges from the BBN constraint on the

e�ective num ber ofthe light particle species [18]. As far as the two worlds are

decoupled alreadyatthein
ationaryreheatingepoch,duringtheuniverseexpansion

they evolve with separately conserved entropy4.Then theTR ;T
0
R arerelated to the

tem peraturesT;T0respectively oftheusualand m irrorphotonsattheBBN era as

T0
R

TR
=

 

2+ 5:25x3

10:75

! 1

3 T0

T
; x =

T0
�

T0
(7)

whereT0
� isa tem peratureofthem irrorneutrinos.

In standard cosm ology e�ective num ber ofthe lightdegrees offreedom atthe

BBN era isg� = 10:75 asitiscontributed by photons,electronsand threeneutrino

species �e;�;�, in a rem arkable agreem ent with the observed abundances oflight

elem ents [18]. In our case,the m irror photons 
0 and neutrinos �0e;�;� would also

contributethee�ective num berofthelightparticles,as

�g � = 1:75�N � = (2+ 5:25x4)

 

T0

T

!
4

(8)

Thevalueofx isdeterm ined by thetem peratureT0
D atwhich �0decouplefrom the

m irrorplasm a. Itapproxim ately scalesasT0
D � �4=3TD ,where TD = 2� 3 M eV is

the decoupling tem perature ofthe usualneutrinos. Forsm allervalues of�,when

T0
D < �0,�0 decouple after the m irror QCD phase transition,so that the m irror

electrons e0 contribute the heating of
0 afterthe �0 freezing outand we arrive to

the standard resultx = (4=11)1=3 = 0:71.Forsu�ciently large�,T 0
D can be larger

4In fact,this applies ifthe expansion goes adiabatically in both sectors and only the second

orderphase transitionsoccur.Atthe presence ofthe �rstorderphase transitionsin both sectors

thisrelation would changedue to additionalentropy production [2].
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than both theQCD scale�0and thelightm irrorquark m assesm 0
u;d = �mu;d.Then

u0;d0and them irrorgluonswillalso contributeand weobtain x = (4=53)1=3 = 0:36.

Thus,forx in theinterval0:71� 0:36 from eqs.(8)and (7)weobtain:

T0

T
< (0:85� 0:96)(�N �)

1=4 =)
T0
R

TR
< (0:60� 0:57)(�N �)

1=4 (9)

Therefore,by taking the conservative bound �N � < 1 orvery strong lim it�N � <

0:1,weobtain thatreheating tem peraturein them irrorsectorhasto beabout2 or

3 tim essm allerthan thatofthevisibleworld.

A som ewhat strongerbound can be derived from the overclosure constraintof

the universe. Since in our m odelalm ost degenerate �� and �� have m asses m �

few eV,they form the HDM ofthe universe with 
� = 2m =(94h2 eV). Then their

m irrorpartners�0�;� being�
2 tim esheavierwould contributethecosm ologicalenergy

density as
0
� = r�2
�,wherer= n0�=n� standsforthepresentabundanceofm irror

neutrinosrelative to ordinary ones:r= (xT0=T)3,and h isthe Hubble constantin

units100 Km s� 1 M pc� 1. Then by taking ratherconservatively that
� + 
0
� < 1

(bearinginm indthatotherparticleslikeLSP orm irrorbaryonscouldalsocontribute

thepresentenergy density),weobtain

T0

T
<

1

x�2=3
(
� 1

� � 1)1=3 = 0:29

�
0:36

x

�  

30

�

!
2=3

(
� 1
� � 1)1=3 (10)

Therefore,if
� ’ 0:2 [8],then for� � 30 we getthatT0=T < 0:46 and T0
R =TR <

0:27,which lim itsarecom parableto thatofeqs.(9)for�N � = 0:05!

5. C osm ologicalIm plications ofthe M irror Particles

Thus,theconceptofthem irroruniversesuggestsanaturalpossibility forsolving

theDM P with dark m attercom ponentsentirely consisting ofneutrinos.Indeed,in

them ostinteresting casetheelectroweak scalev0in them irrorsectorshould beby

factor� � 30 largerthan the standard electroweak scale v = 174 GeV,while the

reheating tem peratureofthem irroruniverseshould be3-4 tim essm allerthan that

ofthe visible one. Hence,ifthe usualneutrinoswith m � few eV form the HDM

com ponent,then bulk ofthedark m attercan betheW DM com ponentconsisting of

theirm irrorpartnerswith m 0= �2m � few keV.Clearly,the lattercould form the

halo dark m attereven in dwarfspheroidalgalaxieswheretheTrem aine-Gunn lim it

ism oststringent(m 0
� > 0:3� 0:5 keV).

Im plications ofthe W DM forthe shape ofthe large scale structure are rather

sim ilar[10]to thatofthe currently popularCDM m adeupon theheavy (m � 100

GeV) particles or axion condensate. However, m ore detailed observationaldata

on the distribution ofm atterin the universe m ay m ake itpossible to discrim inate
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between warm and cold dark m atter. M oreover,dark m atter consisting ofsterile

neutrinos invalidates direct searches ofthe CDM candidates via superconducting

detectorsoraxion haloscopes. High energy neutrino 
uxesfrom the Sun and from

theGalacticcenterwhich areexpected from theannihilation ofLSP’sifthey dom i-

natein theuniverse,willalso beabsent.In supersym m etricversionsofourschem e,

however,CDM aswellcould existin theform oftheLSP.

An interesting question iswhatisthe am ountand form ofthe m irrorbaryonic

dark m atterin the universe. M ostlikely,baryogenesis in the m irroruniverse pro-

ceeds through the sam e m echanism asin the visible one and we m ay expect that

the baryon asym m etries in both worlds should be nearly the sam e. Since m irror

nucleons are not m uch heavier than the usualones,their fraction in the present

energy density,
B 0,would beaboutthesam eas
B ,thatisaround a few percent.

Letusdiscussnow cosm ologicalevolution ofm irrorbaryonic m atter.Since the

binding energy ofthe m irrorhydrogen atom isthirty tim eslargerthan thatofthe

ordinary hydrogen,itsrecom bination occursm uch before the usualrecom bination

era.Hence,theevolution ofdensity 
uctuationsin them irrorm atterwould bem ore

e�cientthan in thevisible one.(From theviewpointofthevisible observerm irror

baryonsbehave asa dissipative dark m atter.) Asa result,onecan expectthatthe

distribution ofm irrorbaryonsin galacticdiscsshould bem oreclum ped towardsthe

center. Itisnoteworthy thatm irrordark m atterm ay show antibiasing behaviour

(b< 1)which isconsidered unphysicalfornorm aldark m atter.Recentdata on the

dark m atterdistribution in dwarfspiralgalaxiesobtained atsm allerdistancesfrom

thecenterand with a betterresolution,do notagreewith theassum ption ofpurely

collisionlessdark m atterand m ay indicate the existence ofdissipative dark m atter

[23].

On theotherhand,sincem irrorhydrogen istheonly stablenucleusin them irror

world,nuclearburningcouldnotbeignitedandlum inous(interm sof
0)m irrorstars

cannotbeform ed.Therefore,nothing can preventthesu�ciently big protostarsto

collapse and in dense galactic coresa noticeable fraction ofm irrorbaryonsshould

form theblack holes.Recentobservationaldata indeed suggesta presence ofgiant

blackholeswith m asses� 106� 7M � in galacticcenters.In addition,easierform ation

ofm irrorblack holesm ay explain theearly origin ofquasars.

Therem ainingfraction ofthem irrorbaryonscould fragm entintosm allerobjects

likewhitedwarves(orpossiblyneutronstars)which canm aintain stabilityduetothe

pressureofdegenerateferm ions.Forthem irrorstarsconsistingentirely ofhydrogen,

the Chandrasekhar lim it is M 0
Ch

= 5:75(m p=m
0
p)
2M � ’ 3M � . Forsm aller m irror

objectstheevaporation lim itshould be2� 3 ordersofm agnitudesm allerthan for

thevisibleonesbecausetheBohrradiusofthem irrorhydrogen is30 tim essm aller

than thatoftheusualone.

These m irrorobjects,being dark forthe norm alobserver,could beobserved as

9



M achos in the gravitationalm icrolensing experim ents (for a review,see e.g. ref.

[24]). In principle they can be distinguished from the M achosofthe visible world.

Thelatterpresum ably consistofthedim com pactobjects(brown dwarves)toolight

to burn hydrogen,with m assesranging from the evaporation lim it(� 10� 7M � )to

theignition lim it(� 10� 1M � )[25].Asforthem irrorM achos,theirm assspectrum

can extend from thesm allerevaporation lim it� 10� 9M � up to theChandrasekhar

lim it � 3M� . The present data on the m icrolensing events are too poorto allow

any conclusion on the presence ofsuch heavy (orlight)objects. An unam biguous

determ ination ofthe M acho m assforeach event isim possible,and only the m ost

probable m asscan be obtained,depending ofthe spatialand velocity distribution

ofM achos. The opticaldepth or the fraction ofthe sky covered by the Einstein

disks ofM achos,is nearly independent oftheir m ass: the Einstein disk surface is

proportionaltoM ,whilethenum berofde
ectorsforagiven totalm assdecreasesas

M � 1.However,largereventstatisticswillallow to�nd theM achom assdistribution

with a betterprecision.

Asnoted earlier,the distribution ofm irrorbaryonic m atterin galaxies should

be m ore shifted towards their centers as com pared to the visible m atter. Thus

onecan expectthatm irrorstarsin ourGalaxy would signi�cantly contributeto the

m icrolensingeventstowardsthegalacticbulge,whiletheirweightinthem icrolensing

eventsin halo should besm allerthan thatofusualM achos.Interestingly,theevent

ratesin thegalacticbulgeobserved by OGLE and M ACHO experim entsareabout

twice larger than the expected value deduced from the low m ass star population

in the Galactic disk [26]. Barring accidentalconspiracies like a presence ofbar

(elongated dense stellardistribution along the line ofsight),thiscan be explained

by thecontribution ofm irrorstars,which could naturally increasetheopticaldepth

towardsthegalaxy bulgeby factor2 orso.
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