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A bstract

W e discuss the physics of the m irror (shadow ) world which is com pltely
analogous to the visble one exospt that its Weak’ scale is Jarger by one ortwo
orders of m agniude than the weak scale in the standard m odel. T he m irror
neutrinos can m ix the ordinary ones through the P lJanck scale induced higher
order operators, which can help to reconcik the present neutrino puzzles that
are the solar and atm ospheric neutrino de cits, the recent LSND anom aly and
theneed In the €V m assneutrino asthe hot dark m atter. In particular, the
oscillation of . into itsm irror partner g em erges w ith param eters naturally
In theM SW range. T he nuckosynthesis constraint on the extra light particle
species can be ful lled by assum ing the asym m etric postin ationary reheating
between the usual and m irror worlds. One im plication of our proposal is
that buk of the dark m atter In the universe m ay be a wam dark m atter
consisting of the k€V range m irror neutrinos rather than the conventional
cold dark m atter, whilke the m irror baryons can also contribute as dissipative
dark m atter. Im plications ofthe m irrorM achos form icrolensing experin ents
are also discussed.

1. N eutrino Puzzles

D irect m easurem ents show no evidence for any of the neutrinos to be m assive.
H ow ever, there have been hdirect \positive" signals for neutrino m asses and m ixing
accum ulated during the past years. These are:

A . Solr neutrino problkm (SNP). The solar . de cit Indicated by the solar
neutrino experin ents 3] cannot be explained by nuclkar or astrophysical reasons
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(s=e E!] and references therein). The m ost popular and natural solution is provided

by theM SW oscillation of . into anotherneutrino , in solarm edium []. F requires
the oscillation param eters in therange m?,  10°ev®and sn®2 ., 10° 10°2.
Another possbl solution is related to the long wavelength \jist-so" oscillation
from Sun to Earth [], which requires a param eter range m?2, 10 ¥ ev? and
sin?2 o, 1.

B . Atm ospheric neutrino probkem ANP). There is an evidence for a signi cant
depletion ofthe atm ospheric ux by aln ost a factor of2 []. Thispointsto %
oscillation, with m?, 102 ev? and sin®2 , 1.

C.Dark matter problem OMP). The COBE m easurem ents of the coan ic m i~
crow ave badckground anisotropy suggests that cosn ological dark m atter consists of
two com ponents, cold dark m atter (CDM ) being a dom inant com ponent and hot
dark m atter DM ) being a sn aller adm ixture [, '9]. The htter role can be natu-
rally played by neutrinos wih massof few €V'’s. As forthe CDM , there are several
candidates, eg. the lightest supersym m etric particle (LSP) or the axion conden-
sate. However, it is of certain interest to think of it as also consisting of som e
heavier (keV range) neutrinos w ith correspondingly sm all concentration, so called
wam dark matter W DM ) fL0].

D .LSND resul: D irect evidence of - oscillation from the recent LosA lam os
experment 11}, with m?  03eV andsin®2 . =10 ° 10°.

If all these hints (or at least rst three of them ) will lndeed be con mMmed In
fiture experin ents, then three standard neutrinos o; and wouldnotsu ce for
their explanation. Sihce existence of the fourth active neutrino is excluded by the
LEP m easurem ents ofthe invisble decay w idth ofZ boson, one has to Introduce an
extra light sterile neutrino . It was shown [12] that only one possbl texture is
com patible w ith all the above m entioned data, which requires thatm _ m
In this case the SNP can be explained by the . s oscillation and the ANP b
the oscillation. In addition, the and wihmass’ 24 &V provide the
cogn ologicalHDM and can also explain the LSND resul.

O ne can question, from where the sterile neutrino com es from and how it can
be so light when i is allowed to have a Jarge m ass by the gauge symm etry of the
standard m odel. W e suggest [l] that the sterile neutrino is .n fact a neutrino of a
shadow world which isthem irror duplicate of our visble world, but its ¥lectroweak’
scale v isby a factor of 30 Jarger than the standard electroweak scale v. T hus,
them frornneutrinos 2,_ , should be Iight by the sam e reason astheusualones o, ; :
theirm ass tem s are suppressed by the accidental B-1, symm etry resulting from the
gauge symm etry and eld content of the theory A

T his fram ew ork can provide a plausble solution to all present neutrino puzzls.

2 For som e other proposals for light ¢ ivoking extra global sym m etries, see I_I;%, :_iii]



W e supposethatthedom nantentries ( €V ) in the neutrinom assm atrix have origin
In som e Interm ediate scale physics which respects an approxin ate globalZK M -type
Ipton numberL = L.+ L L oonservation in both sectors. This xesthe neutrino
m ass texture needed for reconciling the HDM requirem ent, the ANP and the LSND
oscillation, while the . and  states are left m assless. The m asses and m ixing of
the latter and thereby the oscillation . 2 then can be induced by the P lJanck scale
e ects L5, 16], which for 30 properly reproduce the param eter range needed for
the M SW solution to the SNP. T he question arises, what is a possible rok played
by two other m irror neutrinos 0,. . In the fram ework presented below they have
m asses in the keV range and constitute the W DM of the universe.

T he concept of the hidden m irror world has been considered in several earlier
papers [17]. A key di erence of our approach [I, 2] from the earlier ones is that
we consider a case of the spontaneously broken m irror parity between two worlds,
so that the weak scales v and v° are di erent. This can allow also to reconcile
the Big Bang nuckosynthesis BBN) constraints on the e ective number of the
light neutrinos {1§]. The m irror photons and neutrinos could apriori give a large
contribution considerably exceeding N = 3. Therefore, their abundances at the
BBN epoch must be appropriately reduced. To achieve this goal, we assum e an
asymm etric In ationary reheating between the two universes, which can naturally
occur once the m irror parity is soontaneously broken. In particular, if the m irror
universe reheats to a lower tem perature than our universe, then BBN constraint can
be satis ed. W e also address som e coan ological in plications of the m irror particles.

2. W ithin the V isible W orld

Apparently, three known neutrinos are not enough to explain all the present
neutrino puzzles [I2]. The key di culty is related to the SNP, while the other
puzzles can be easily reconcilked. One can assum e that the neutrino m ass m atrix

In avour basis .;; has a texture cbeying the approxinate L = L. + L L
conservation : 0 1
0 0 m sih .
C
=8 0 0 mos. & 1)
msin . m oS . "m

wihsaym / 24e&V and "’ 10 °. Then i hasonem asskss eigenstate ; / . and

two aln ost degenerate eigenstates ;3 ’ pl—z( ),withmassesm,; m (1 5)
The btterwillplay a rok ofthe HDM [4], whilke the ANP can be explained by the
oscillation w ith sin 2 land nf 2™m? 7 10 2 &V?, and the oscillation

cwith m?2 = m?’ 6evV’® can explain the LSND resul, ifsin . * 002.
Thus, only the SNP ram ains unresolved.

One can buil a sin ple seesaw m odel that could naturally in plem ent the above

structure. Let us ntroduce beyond the lkeft-handed Jpton doublkts L, and the
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right-handed charged kptonse; ; of the standard m odel, also two right-handed
neutrinosN and S (subscriptsL and R are om itted) . W e prescribe the global lepton

numberL = 1tostates ], ,e; andN,and L = ltostatesl, and S. Letus
also Introduce a gauge singkt scalar with L = 2. Then the relevant Lagrangian
has a fom

@l etgl +gl )+ @LN+gl™N+gl"s)
+MNCS+gy NCN +gs SCS + ho @)

where isa standard Higgs doubkt with a VEV v= 174 Ge&V ("= i, ), and
C is the charge conjugation m atrix. W e assum e that the scalar developes a
nonzero VEV hi= V M , which spontaneously breaks the L-invariance and
gives rise to m apron in the particle spectrum . W e also assum e that the Yukawa
constants gy ;s 1 whilke g,;;3 have the sam e pattem as q; ; , so that the D irac
m ass term s of neutrinos em erge w ith approxin ately the sam em agnitudes asm asses
of the charged leptons: m?7,, me; ; . Clearly, this m odel provides a texture
ressmbling (). O ne neutrino eigenstate ; (an adm ixture of . and w ith angle

e = mY=m} 10 %) is left m asskess while two other eigenstates ,; get m asses
m ’ mjhm3=M through the seesaw m iing to the heavy states N ;S, wih snall
spltting " m3=m3) VM ).

Then m in the &V range corresoonds to M 16 Gev,whike " 10 3 dem ands
that V 10 G eV . Interestingly, the latter value satis es the bound on the spon-—
taneous Jpton num ber breaking scale w hich arises if the the P lanck scale e ects on
the m a®pron are taken into account {[9]. This is in portant, since the P lanck scake
e ectswillplay a crucial role in our further considerations.

3. Introducing the M irror W orld

Having in m Ind the Eg Eg string theory, one can im agine that in the eld-
theoretical Iim it it reduces to a gauge theory given by the product of two identical
groups G G, where G = SU (3) SU (2) U (1) stands for the standard m odel
describing particles of the visble world: quarks and lptons g; u$; d5; L; € and
the Higgs doublkt ,and G°= BU 3) SU ) U (1flis its m irror counterpart
w ith analogous particle content: o; uf; dF; ¥; eFf and ° (= 1;2;3 isa fam ily
index). Let us suppose also that there exists a discrete m imor parity P G $ G 9)
interchanging all particles in corresponding representations of G and G °. It in plies
that all coupling constants (gauge, Yukawa, H iggs) have the sam e pattern in both
sectors. Let usalso assum e that there is som em echanisn that spontaneously breaks
P parity at lower energies and thus allow s the weak interaction scalesh i= v and
h %= v’ to be di erent; below we assum e that v=s  30. Thus the form ion m ass
and m ixing pattem in them irror world is com pltely analogous to that ofthe visble



world, but all ferm jon m asses are scaled up by the factor = v=v. TheW %Z°boson
and m irror H iggs m asses are also scaled up by factor , while photons and gluons
rem ain m assless in both system s.

W e suppose that two worlds com m unicate only through gravity and possbly also
via som e superheavy gauge singlktm atter. It is also essential that at higher energies
the SU (3) SU 2) U (@) factors n both sectors should be enbedded nto som e
sin ple gauge groups: othemw ise, kinetic term s ofthe two U (1) gauge elds can m ix
which would induce arbitrary electric charges to the particles {17]. E g. one can
consider (SUSY) GUT lke SU (5) SU (59 without m ixed representations, which
then breaks down to G G at higher energies. W e also assum e that the m irror
parity P is not broken at the GUT scals and its breaking is essentially related to
the electroweak symm etry breaking scales v and v°.

Conceming the strong Interactions, it is clear that a big di erence between the
weak scales v’ and v w illnot cause asbig di erence between the con nem ent scales in
twoworlds. AsfarasP parity isvalid at higher scales, the strong coupling constant
w illevole down in energiesw ith sam e value in both sectors until  reaches threshold
of the m imortop (°) mass. Below i ¢ willhave a di erent slope than . It is
then very easy to caloulate the value of the scake ° at which 2 becom es large.
This value will of course depend on . By taking = 200 M &V for the ordinary
QCD, then for 30we nd °’ 280 M eV.On the other hand, for 30 the
m asses of Yight’ m irror quarksm 4 = My, do not exceed the value of ° and thus
they should develope condensates haefi as their visble partners do. So, the m irror

-m esons should have m asses rather close to that of ourK -m esons. A Iso them irror
nuclkons are not much heavier than the usual proton and neutron, m Sm 15my;, .
H owever, the m irvor light quarks have 200 M &V m asses and thus we expect the
m ass di erence between the m irrvor neutron and proton of 100 M &V or so, whilke
them imorelectron massism 2= m. 15M &V .Then unlke in our world, in the
m irror world all bound neutrons w ill be unstabl against decay and the m irror
hydrogen w illbe the only stabl nuckus.

A s for neutrinos, they can acquire nonzero m asses only via operators bilinear in
the H iggs eldsand cuto by some large scalkeM . AsfarastheP parity breaking is
a Jow er energy phenom enon, it should be respected by these operators. For exam ple,
one can directly extend the m odel of previous section, by Introducing along w ith
the heavy neutral states N ;S also theirm irror partners N %S°, w ith the sam em ass
M 1¢ G eV . Then the neutrino m ass operators in two sectors are:

%ai )C Q4 )+ %(JS Oc @ 9+ he 3)
w ith constants hi; cbeying the approxin ate Lo + L L symmetry. In doing so,
the ,;; states get alm ost degenerate m asses m few &V and thus can constitute



HDM , and the ANP and LSND problam s are also solved. Then for 30, mass of
their m irror partners 95, m %= “m, is in the keV range and thus the Jatter could
oconsitute the W DM of the universe.

The . and g states are keft m asskess. However, they can get m asses from the
P lanck scale e ects which explicitly violate the global Jepton num ber, and can also
induce the neutrino m ixing between two sectors [14]. T he relevant operators are:

j 10 0 0 O oA 00 .
w, WOCE D+ S I D+ b 4)

P1l

i

Mp,

& )C @)+

wih constants ; 1. Then . and gaoqujremasses respectively m and
2m , and theirm ixing term is m,wherem = v=M,,;=3 1F eV.Hence,

param eters of the oscillation 2 are In the range:

4 "2

m — 8 16ev?;  sin®2 — 5 16 )
30

which for 30 perfectly tsthe snallm ixing angleM SW solution to the SNP I[B].

M ore generally, by taking into account the solar m odel uncertainties @4, 5], as well

as the possbl order of m agniuude spread in constants ; , the relevant range for

can be extended to 10 100.[L]. A lkematively, for lweget m 10 P ev?

and sin? 2 1, which corresponds to the “ast-so’ solution! [6].

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

T he sin plest possibility to spontaneously break them irrorparity P G $ G9 is
to introduce a P -odd real scalar with VEV h i= at som e interm ediate scale
P0]. Then the H iggs potentialhas a form :

V()+m*GF+ 3%+ G35+ 3%
+g (G3 FIH+h*EF+3% 6)

so that after the non—zero VEV of amerges, the e ective mass tetm s of  and  °
becom e di erent and their VEV s v and v®willbe di erent aswell. A s ©or the gauge
and Yukaw a coupling constants, they w illnot be a ected and thusw illm aintain the
sam e pattem in both worlds. Hence, the particle spectrum in the m irror world w ill
have the sam e shape as that of the visble one but scaled up by the factor = =v.

On the other hand, the P party breaking can be related to the possbility of
asymm etric postin ationary \reheating" between two worldss In fact, i isnatural
to assum e that the eld  iself plays a ok of the in aton I, 2], provided that

3The idea of using in ation to provide a tem perature di erence betw een ordinary m atter and
m irror or other form s of hidden m atterwas rst discussed in ref. R1].



potentialV ( ) is su ciently at and satis es allnecessary ‘In ationary’ conditions
P2]. As far as P -parity is broken, then it should be violated also in the in aton
couplings to visble and m irror H iggses: eg. constants of trilinear couplings of the
in aton to and “become respectively v g) . Then the in aton will decay
into the visbl and m irror particles w ith di erent rates, so that the two them al
bathes can be established having di erent tem peratures Tg and TRO . One has also
to assum e that already at the reheating stage two worlds are decoupled from each
other. In particular, this m eans that couplings lke aj ¥ °§, n principle allowed
by symm etry, should be strongly suppressed: a < 10 ’. In this way, the initial
coan ological abundance of the m irror particles can be an aller than that of their
visble partners. Form ore detailed discussion of asym m etric reheating and possible
realistic supersym m etric m odels see ref. R1.

Let us discuss now constraints on the di erence of the reheating tem peratures
Tz and T). The most serious bound em erges from the BBN constraint on the
e ective number of the light partice species [18]. A s far as the two worlds are
decoupled already at the in ationary reheating epoch, during the universe expansion
they evolve w ith separately conserved entropyni. Then the Ty ;T are related to the
tem peratures T ;T ° respectively of the usual and m irror photons at the BBN era as

1
T 2+ 525%x° 3 T T®
S= T x= — 7)
Tr 10:75 T TO
where T? is a tem perature of the m irror neutrinos.

In standard coan ology e ective num ber of the light degrees of freedom at the
BBN era isg = 1075 as it is contrlbuted by photons, electrons and three neutrino
ecies o;; , In a rem arkabl agreem ent w ith the cbserved abundances of Iight
ekments [[§]. In our case, the m irror photons ° and neutrinos (., would also
contrbute the e ective num ber of the light particks, as

70
g =1I5N = Q@+ 525x%) T ®)

The value of x is determ ined by the tem perature T at which °decouple from the
m irror plagn a. It approxin ately scales as T =Ty ,where Ty, = 2 3MeV is
the decoupling tem perature of the usual neutrinos. For sn aller values of , when
T < % P9decouplk after the m iror QCD phase transition, so that the m irror
electrons €’ contribute the heating of ° after the ° freezing out and we arrive to
the standard result x = (4=11)"7 = 0:71. For su ciently arge , T can be larger

“In fact, this applies if the expansion goes adiabatically in both sectors and only the second
order phase transitions occur. At the presence ofthe rst order phase transitions In both sectors
this relation would change due to additional entropy production 'Q].



than both the QCD scak °and the light m frror quark massesm )y = Myq. Then
u%d’ and the m irror gluons w ill also contribute and we obtain x = (4=53)= = 0:36.
Thus, orx in the nterval 071 036 from egs. (B8) and (7) we obtain:

T? Ty

— < (085 096)(N )™ =) 2 < (060 057)(N ) )

T Tx
T herefore, by taking the conservative bound N < 1l orvery stronglmit N <
0:, we cbtain that reheating tam perature in the m irror sector has to be about 2 or
3 tin es an aller than that of the visble world.

A som ew hat stronger bound can be derived from the overclosure constraint of

the universe. Since In our m odel alm ost degenerate and have m asses m
fow eV, they form the HDM of the universe w ith = 2m =(94h? &V ). Then their
m irrorpartners % being ? tin esheavier would contribute the cosn ologicalenergy
densityas °=r 2 ,wherer= n’=n stands forthe present abundance ofm irror
neutrinos relative to ordinary ones: r= &T =T )3, and h is the Hubble constant in
unis 100 Km s ! Mpc !. Then by taking rather conservatively that + °< 1
(bearing n m ind that otherparticles ke LSP orm irrorbaryons could also contribute
the present energy density), we obtain

Lo

TO 1 _ 036 30 _
—<——( ' 17P=029 — = ( 17 10)
T x 273 X

Therefore, if ’ 02 R, then for 30 we get that T=T < 046 and T2=Ty <

027, which Iin its are com parable to that ofegs. (@) or N = 005!

5. C oam ological Im plications of the M irror P articles

T hus, the conospt ofthe m irror universe suggests a naturalpossibility or solving
the DM P w ih dark m atter com ponents entirely consisting of neutrinos. Indeed, in
the m ost Interesting case the electroweak scale v° in the m irror sector should be by
factor 30 lamger than the standard electroweak scale v = 174 G&V, whik the
reheating tem perature of the m irror universe should be 34 tin es an aller than that
of the visbl one. Hence, if the usual neutrinos wih m few &V form the HDM
com ponent, then bulk ofthe dark m atter can be the W DM com ponent consisting of
theirm imor partners with m = ?m faw keV . C Jearly, the latter could form the
halo dark m atter even in dwarf soheroidal galaxies where the Tram aine-G unn lim it
ismost stringent Mm% > 03 05 keV).

Im plications of the W DM for the shape of the large scale structure are rather
sin ilar {13] to that of the currently popular CDM m ade upon the heavy @m 100
G &V) particles or axion condensate. However, m ore detailed observational data
on the distribution ofm atter In the universe m ay m ake it possible to discrin nate



between wam and oold dark m atter. M oreover, dark m atter consisting of sterile
neutrinos invalidates direct searches of the CDM candidates via superconducting
detectors or axion halosocopes. H igh energy neutrino uxes from the Sun and from
the G alactic center which are expected from the annihilation of LSP ‘s if they dom i+
nate in the universe, w illalso be absent. In supersym m etric versions of our schem e,
however, CDM aswell could exist in the form ofthe LSP.

An Interesting question is what is the am ount and form of the m irror baryonic
dark m atter In the universe. M ost likely, baryogenesis in the m irror universe pro-
ceads through the sam e m echanisn as in the visbl one and we m ay expect that
the baryon asymm etries In both worlds should be nearly the same. Since m irror
nuclons are not much heavier than the usual ones, their fraction in the present
energy densiy, o, would be about the same as 3, that isaround a few percent.

Let us discuss now cosn ological evolution ofm irror baryonic m atter. Since the
binding energy of the m irror hydrogen atom is thirty tim es larger than that of the
ordinary hydrogen, its recom bination occurs m uch before the usual recom bination
era. Hence, the evolution ofdensity uctuations in them irrorm atterwould bem ore
e cient than in the visble one. From the viewpoint of the visble cbserver m irror
baryons behave as a dissipative dark m atter.) A s a result, one can expect that the
distrdoution ofm irror baryons in galactic discs should bem ore clum ped tow ards the
center. It is noteworthy that m irror dark m atter m ay show antbiasing behaviour
o< 1) which is considered unphysical for nom aldark m atter. R ecent data on the
dark m atter distribution in dwarf soiral galaxies obtained at an aller distances from
the center and w ith a better resolution, do not agree w ith the assum ption ofpurely
collision less dark m atter and m ay Indicate the existence of dissipative dark m atter
3.

O n the otherhand, sincem irror hydrogen isthe only stabl nuclkus in them irror
world, nuclkarbuming could not be ignied and lum inous (in term sof % m irror stars
cannot be form ed. T herefore, nothing can prevent the su ciently big protostars to
collapse and In dense galactic cores a noticeable fraction of m irror baryons should
form the black holes. Recent observational data indeed suggest a presence of giant
black holeswihmasses 10 'M in galactic centers. In addition, easier form ation
ofm irror black holesm ay explain the early origin of quasars.

T he ram aining fraction ofthem irrorbaryons could fragm ent Into an aller ob fcts
likewhite dwarves (orpossbly neutron stars) which can m aintain stability due to the
pressure ofdegenerate ferm ions. Forthem irror stars consisting entirely ofhydrogen,
the Chandrasekhar lin it sM , = 575@m=m })°M ' 3M . For smaller m irror
ob cts the evaporation lin it should be 2 3 orders of m agnitude an aller than for
the visble ones because the Bohr radiis of the m irror hydrogen is 30 tim es an aller
than that ofthe usualone.

T hese m irror ob Ects, being dark for the nom al cbserver, could be cbserved as



M achos in the gravitational m icrolensing experin ents (for a review, see eg. ref.
£4]) . In principle they can be distinguished from the M achos of the visble work.
T he latter presum ably consist ofthe din com pact ob cts orown dwarves) too light
to bum hydrogen, w ith m asses ranging from the evaporation lmi ( 10 'M ) to
the ignition limit ( 10'M ) RB]. A s for the m iror M achos, theirm ass spectrum

can extend from the sm aller evaporation linit 10 °M  up to the Chandrasekhar
Iim it 3M . The present data on the m icrolensing events are too poor to allow

any conclusion on the presence of such heavy (or light) obcts. An unambiguous
determm ination of the M acho m ass for each event is In possble, and only the m ost
procbable m ass can be ocbtained, depending of the spatial and velocity distrioution
of M achos. The optical depth or the fraction of the sky covered by the E Instein
disks of M achos, is nearly independent of their m ass: the E instein disk surface is
proportionaltoM , while the num ber ofde ectors fora given totalm ass decreases as
M . However, Jarger event statisticswillallow to nd theM acho m ass distribution
w ith a better precision.

A s noted earlier, the distrlbution of m irror baryonic m atter in galaxies should

be m ore shifted towards their centers as com pared to the visble m atter. Thus
one can expect that m irror stars In our G alaxy would signi cantly contribute to the
m icrolensing events tow ards the galacticbulge, while their w eight in them icrolensing
events in halo should be an aller than that ofusualM achos. Interestingly, the event
rates in the galactic bulge cbhserved by OGLE and M ACHO experin ents are about
tw ice larger than the expected value deduced from the low m ass star population
in the Galactic disk R§]. Barring accidental conspiracies lke a presence of bar
(elongated dense stellar distribution along the line of sight), this can be explained
by the contribution ofm irror stars, which could naturally increase the optical depth
tow ards the galaxy bulge by factor 2 or =o.
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