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Abstract

Ordinary-sterileneutrino oscillationscan generatea signi�cantlepton num berasym m etry in

the early Universe. W e study this phenom enon in detail. W e show that the dynam ics of

ordinary-sterileneutrino oscillationsin theearly Universecan beapproxim ately described by

asingleintegro-di�erentialequation which wederivefrom both thedensity m atrixand Ham il-

tonian form alism s.Thisequation reducestoarelatively sim pleordinary�rstorderdi�erential

equation ifthesystem issu�ciently sm ooth (staticlim it).W estudy theconditionsforwhich

the static lim itisan acceptable approxim ation.W ealso study thee�ectofthetherm aldis-

tribution ofneutrino m om enta on thegeneration oflepton num ber.W eapply theseresultsto

show thatitispossibletoevade(by m any ordersofm agnitude)theBigBangNucleosynthesis

(BBN)boundson the m ixing param eters,�m2 and sin22�0,describing ordinary-sterile neu-

trinooscillations.W eshow thatthelargeangleorm axim alvacuum oscillation solution tothe

solarneutrino problem doesnotsigni�cantly m odify BBN form ostoftheparam eterspaceof

interest,provided thatthetau and/orm u neutrinoshavem assesgreaterthan about1eV.W e

also show thatthelargeangleorm axim alordinary-sterileneutrino oscillation solution to the

atm osphericneutrino anom aly doesnotsigni�cantly m odify BBN fora rangeofparam eters.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9610229v2


I.Introduction

There arethreem ain experim entalindicationsthatneutrinoshavem assand oscillate.They

are the solarneutrino problem [1],the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly[2]and the LosAlam os

LSND experim ent[3]. It is also possible that dark m atter m ay be connected to neutrino

m asses[4]. The three experim entalanom aliescannotallbe explained with the three known

neutrinosso itispossiblethatsterileneutrinosexist.

A potentialproblem with any m odelwhich containssterile neutrinosisthatthese extra

states can contribute to the energy density ofthe early Universe and spoilthe reasonably

successfulBig Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) predictions. For m axim ally m ixed �e and �0e
neutrinosand �� and �0� (or�� and �0�)neutrinos(where the prim esdenote sterile species),

the following ratherstringentBBN boundshave been obtained[5,6,7,8]assum ing thatthe

lepton num berasym m etry ofthe early Universe could be neglected:

j�m
2

ee0j
<
� 10� 8 eV 2

;j�m
2

�� 0j;j�m
2

��0j
<
� 10� 6 eV 2

: (1)

Observethatifvalid theseboundswould ruleoutthelargeangle�� � �0� oscillation solution

to theatm osphericneutrino anom aly and would restrictm uch oftheparam eterspaceforthe

m axim aloscillation solution ofthe solarneutrino problem [9,10].However,these boundsdo

nothold ifthere isan appreciable lepton asym m etry in the early Universe fortem peratures

between 1� 30 M eV[11].Rem arkably,itturnsoutthatordinary-sterileneutrino oscillations

can by them selvescreatean appreciablelepton num berasym m etry[12].

The bound on the e�ective num ber ofneutrinos N eff
� present during nucleosynthesis is

thesubjectofsom ediscussion recently.In Ref.[13],itisargued thatthecurrentinform ation

suggests N eff
� ’ 2:1 � 0:3,while other authors dispute this conclusion. For exam ple,in

Ref.[14],Ref.[15]and Ref.[16],theupperlim itsN eff
� < 3:9;4:5;4:0 arerespectively derived.

Thus,itm ay be possible thatN eff
� = 4 isallowed. In thiscase note thatm any ofthe BBN

boundsderived in Refs.[5,6,7,8],quoted in Eq.(1),need notapply.However,forthepresent

paper we willassum e that the bound on the e�ective num ber ofneutrinos is less than 4.

Thisisusefuleven ifitturnsoutthatN eff
� > 4 isallowed.Forexam ple,the largeangle(or

m axim al)ordinary sterileneutrino solutionsto theatm osphericand solarneutrino problem s

m ayrequireN eff
� � 5iftheyaretobesolved sim ultaneously.Alsonotethatin thespecialcase

ofm irrorneutrinos[17],them irrorinteractionscan potentiallybringallthreem irrorneutrinos

(aswellasthem irrorphoton and electron positron pair)intoequilibrium (equivalenttoabout

6 additionalneutrino species)ifany one ofthe m irrorneutrinosisbroughtinto equilibrium

abovetheneutrino kineticdecoupling tem perature.

Thepurposeofthispaperistwo-fold.First,wewillstudy thephenom enon oflepton num -

bercreation due to ordinary-sterile neutrino oscillationsin m ore detailthan in the previous

studies[12,18].Forexam ple,we willstudy thee�ectofthe therm aldistribution ofneutrino

m om enta. Using these resultswe willthen study the issue ofwhetherornotthe generation

oflepton num ber due to ordinary-sterile neutrino oscillations can reconcile the large angle

ordinary-sterile neutrino oscillation solutionsto the solarneutrino problem and atm ospheric

neutrino anom aly with BBN.
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Theoutlineofthispaperisasfollows.In section II,wediscusslepton num bergeneration

in the early Universe by ordinary-sterile neutrino oscillations and derive a sim ple equation

describing theevolution oflepton num ber.W eexpand theanalysisofRef.[12]and discussin

detailtheapproxim ationsbehind thisanalysis.In section III,wewillusethedensity m atrix

form alism to derive a m ore exact equation describing the rate ofchange oflepton num ber

which isapplicable even when thesystem ischanging rapidly (e.g.attheresonance).In the

appendix,we show how the sam e equation can be derived from the Ham iltonian form alism .

Using thisequation wederivetheregion ofparam eterspacewherethem uch sim plerequation

derived in section IIis approxim ately valid. In section IV the therm aldistribution ofthe

neutrino m om enta is considered. In section V we study the e�ect ofnon-negligible sterile

neutrinonum berdensities.W ethenapplytheseresultstoobtaintheregionofparam eterspace

where largeneutrino asym m etriesaregenerated.W ealso determ ine theregion ofparam eter

spaceforwhich ordinary-sterileneutrinooscillations(with �m2 < 0and forj�m2j
>
� 10� 4 eV 2)

are consistent with BBN.Our work im proves on previous studies[5,6,7,8],because these

studieswereobtained withouttakingintoaccounteithertheneutrinom om entum distribution

orthe resultthatordinary-sterile neutrino oscillationscreate lepton num ber. In section VI

we�rstbrie
y review thelargeangleordinary-sterileneutrino oscillation solution tothesolar

neutrinoproblem .W ethen show thatthegeneration oflepton num berduetoordinary-sterile

neutrino oscillations can signi�cantly relax the BBN bounds for this solution to the solar

neutrino problem .W ealso show thatthelargeangleorm axim al�� � �s oscillation solution

to the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly isconsistentwith BBN fora range ofparam eters. In

section VIIweconclude.

II.Lepton num ber creation from neutrino oscillations -static approxim ation

Togetherwith M .Thom son,we showed in Ref.[12]thatordinary-sterile neutrino oscillations

can createa largelepton asym m etry in theearly Universe[19].A sim pledi�erentialequation

describing the evolution oflepton num berwasderived which seem ed to work very well. W e

alsochecked ourresultswith them oreexactdensity m atrix form alism [21].Furthernum erical

work,and analyticalwork based on thedensity m atrix form alism ,hassubsequently been done

in Ref.[18]which con�rm sourresults.

Forordinary-sterileneutrino two statem ixing,theweak-eigenstates(��;�s)willbelinear

com binationsoftwo m asseigenstates(�a;�b):

�� = cos�0�a + sin�0�b;�s = � sin�0�a + cos�0�b: (2)

Notewewillalwaysde�ne�0 in such a way so thatcos2�0 � 0 (thiscan alwaysbedone).W e

also taketheconvention that�m2
�s � m2b � m2a.Hence with thisconvention �m2

�s ispositive

(negative)provided thatm b > m a (m b < m a).

In this section we willfor sim plicity neglect the e�ects ofthe therm aldistribution of

m om entum ,and assum e that allofthe neutrino m om enta are the sam e and equalto the

average m om entum (i.e. p = hpi’ 3:15T). In section IV we willconsiderthe realistic case

where the neutrino spread is given by the Ferm i-Dirac distribution. Following Ref.[12],we
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can derive a sim ple equation forthe rate ofchange oflepton num ber due to collisions and

oscillations.Notethatitispossibletoidentify twodistinctcontributionstotherateofchange

oflepton num ber. First,there are the oscillationsbetween collisionswhich a�ectthe lepton

num berofthe Universe because neutrinosand anti-neutrinososcillate with di�erentm atter

oscillation lengths and m atter m ixing angles in the CP asym m etric background. Second,

therearethecollisionsthem selveswhich deplete�e and ��e atdi�erentrates.Thisisbecause

theratesdepend on theoscillation probability.Theoscillation probability forordinary-sterile

neutrinooscillationsisdi�erenttotheoscillation probability forordinary-sterileanti-neutrino

oscillations (which is again due to the CP asym m etric background). Generally,the rate of

change oflepton num berisdom inated by collisionsin the region where the collision rate is

largerthan the expansion rate[12]. [A possible exception to this isin the resonance region

where the m atterm ixing angle changesrapidly]. Forthe case of�� � �s oscillations(where

� = e;�;�),therateofchangeofL�� dueto collisionsisgoverned by therateequation,

dL��

dt
=

� n��
n


�(�� ! �s)+
n���
n

�(��� ! ��s)

+
n�s
n

�(�s ! ��)+

� n��s
n


�(��s ! ���); (3)

wherethen’sarenum berdensitiesand L�� � (n�� � n��� )=n
.Using�(�� ! �s)= �(�s ! ��)

and �(��� ! ��s)= �(��s ! ���)(willjustify thisin a m om ent),Eq.(3)sim pli�esto

dL��

dt
= �

"
n�� � n�s

n


#

�(�� ! �s)+

"
n��� � n��s

n


#

�(��� ! ��s): (4)

Thisequation can bere-written in theform

dL��

dt
’

�

N
+

��
� N

+

�s

�

[� �(�� ! �s)+ �(��� ! ��s)]�
�

N
�
��
� N

�
�s

�

[�(�� ! �s)+ �(��� ! ��s)];

(5)

where

N
�
��
�
n�� � n���

2n

;N

�
�s
�
n�s � n��s

2n

: (6)

Observe thatordinary-sterile neutrino oscillationsdo notchange the totalparticle num ber,

from which itfollowsthat

N
�
��
+ N

�
�s
= 0: (7)

Using Eqs.(5-7),therateofchangeofL�� dueto collisionsisgiven by

dL��

dt
’

�
3

8
� N +

�s

�

[� �(�� ! �s)+ �(��� ! ��s)]

� L�� [�(�� ! �s)+ �(��� ! ��s)]+ O (L2
��
); (8)

wherewehaveused n�� + n��� ’ 3n
=4+ O (L
2
��
).W ewillassum eforthepresentthatnegligible

sterileneutrinosareproduced,i.e.n�s;n��s � n�� ;n��� ,and henceN
+
�s
� 1.

In orderto work outthe reaction rates,we can invoke a sim ple physicalpicture[22,23,

24]. The oscillations ofthe neutrino between collisions produce a superposition ofstates.
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The collisions are assum ed to collapse the wavefunction into either a pure weak eigenstate

neutrino ora pure sterile eigenstate neutrino. In otherwords,we assum e thatthe collisions

arem easurem ents(in thequantum m echanicalsense)ofwhetherthestateisa sterileorweak

eigenstate.Therateofthem easurem entsisexpected to bethecollision frequency ��� .

Actually ithappens thatthe above picture isnotcom pletely correct. Itturns outthat

itdoeslead to an accuratedescription only iftherateofm easurem entistaken to behalfof

thecollision frequency thata pure�� statewould experience[24].Thisappliesto both sterile

neutrinosand ordinary neutrinos.Thususing thisresultthereaction rate�(�� ! �s)isgiven

by halfthe interaction rate ofthe neutrino due to collisions with the background particles

m ultiplied by theprobability thattheneutrino collapsesto thesterileeigenstate[5],thatis

�(�� ! �s)=
���

2
hP�� ! �si: (9)

Thetherm ally averaged collision frequencies��� are

��� ’ y�G
2

F T
5
; (10)

where ye � 4:0;y�;� ’ 2:9[6],G F isthe Ferm iconstant(G F ’ 1:17� 10� 11 M eV � 2)and T

isthetem peratureoftheUniverse[equationsanalogousto Eqs.(9,10)hold forantineutrinos].

The quantity P�� ! �s isthe probability thatthe neutrino �� collapsesto the sterile state �s
after a m easurem ent is m ade. The brackets h:::i denote the average over allm easurem ent

tim es. Note thatP�� ! �s = P�s! �� ,so itfollowsthat�(�� ! �s)= �(�s ! ��)(given that

the rateofm easurem entisthe sam e forordinary and sterile neutrinos[24])and sim ilarly for

theanti-neutrino rates.In theadiabaticlim it,

hP�� ! �si’ sin22�m hsin
2

�

2Lm

i; (11)

where� isthedistance(ortim e)between collisions.Thequantities�m and Lm arethem atter

m ixing angle and m atter oscillation length respectively. They are related to the vacuum

param eters�0 and L0 by [25,26]

sin22�m =
sin22�0

1� 2zcos2�0 + z2
; (12)

and

Lm =
L0

p
1� 2zcos2�0 + z2

; (13)

where 1=L0 � �
p

0 � �m2=2p. In this equation,z = 2pV�=�m
2 where V� is the e�ective

potentialduetotheinteractionsoftheneutrinoswithm atterandpistheneutrinom om entum .

Thee�ectivepotentialisgiven by

V� = (� a
p + b

p)�
p

0; (14)

4



wherethedim ensionlessvariablesap and bp aregiven by

a
p
�
�
p
2G F n
L

(�)

�
p

0

;b
p
�
�
p
2G F n
A �T

2

�
p

0M
2
W

p

hpi
; (15)

where M W isthe W -boson m assand A e ’ 55:0; A �;� ’ 15:3 (note thatthe \p" superscript

servesasa rem inderthatthesequantitiesareneutrino m om entum dependent).Thefunction

L(�) isgiven by

L
(�) = L�� + L�e + L�� + L�� + �; (16)

where� isasm allasym m etryterm which arisesfrom theasym m etriesofbaryonsandelectrons.

Itisgiven by[25]

� = (
1

2
+ 2sin2�w)Le + (

1

2
� 2sin2�w)LP �

1

2
LN ’

1

2
LN ; (17)

where sin2�w is the weak m ixing angle and we have used Le = LP ’ LN . Thus � is ex-

pected to beoforder10� 10.Notethatthem atterm ixing angle�m and oscillation length Lm

forantineutrino oscillationsareobtained from Eqs.(12-15)by perform ing thetransform ation

L(�) ! � L(�)[27].

W edenotethetherm alaverageofthevariablesap;bp by a � hapi,b� hbpi.From Eq.(15),

they aregiven approxim ately by

a ’
� 6:3

p
2TG F n
L

(�)

�m 2 ’ � 25L(�)
�
eV 2

�m 2

��
T

M eV

�4
;

b’
� 6:3

p
2TG F n
A eT

2

�m 2M 2

W

’ �
�

T

13 M eV

�6 �
eV 2

�m 2

�

;for�e � �s oscillations;

b’
� 6:3

p
2TG F n
A �;� T

2

�m 2M 2

W

’ �
�

T

16 M eV

�6 �
eV 2

�m 2

�

;for��;� � �s oscillations; (18)

wherewehaveused n
 = 2�(3)T3=�2 ’ T3=4:1 [�(3)’ 1:202 istheRiem ann zeta function of

3].Them atterm ixing angles�m ,��m expressed in term softheparam etersa;baregiven by

sin22�m =
s2

[s2 + (b� a� c)2]
;sin22��m =

s2

[s2 + (b+ a� c)2]
; (19)

where s � sin2�0, c � cos2�0. A resonance occurs for neutrinos when �m = �=4 and

for antineutrinos when �m = �=4,which from Eq.(19) im plies that b� a = cos2�0 and

b+ a = cos2�0 respectively. In ouranalysiswe willoften need to considerthe two distinct

cases ofvery sm allm ixing and very large m ixing. For sm allm ixing,cos2�0 ’ 1 and the

resonance conditionsbecom e b� a ’ 1 and b+ a ’ 1.Forlargem ixing,cos2�0 ’ 0 and the

resonanceconditionsbecom ea ’ band � a ’ b.

Using theaboveanalysis,wecan derive a sim pleequation fortherateofchangeofL�� ,

dL��

dt
= 3

16
���

h

� sin22�m hsin
2
�

�

2Lm

�

i+ sin22�m hsin
2
�

�

2Lm

�

i
i

�
L�� ���

2

h

sin22�m hsin
2
�

�

2Lm

�

i+ sin22�m hsin
2
�

�

2Lm

�

i
i

: (20)
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Thefunction,hsin2
�

�

2Lm

�

iisgiven by

hsin2
�

�

2Lm

�

i=
1

!0

Z t

0

e
� �=!0 sin2

�
�

2Lm

�

d�; (21)

where!0 � 2�0 = 2=��� istwicethem ean tim ebetween collisions(ofa pureweak eigenstate)

and tistheageofthe Universe (notethatt’ 1 isa good approxim ation because !0 � t).

Evaluating Eq.(21)we�nd

hsin2
�

�

2Lm

�

i=
1

2

 
!2
0=L

2
m

1+ !2
0=L

2
m

!

; (22)

where we have assum ed that!0 and Lm areapproxim ately independentoft(staticapproxi-

m ation).Thus,using Eqs.(22,13,19),wecan rewriteEq.(20)in theform

dL��

dt
=
3

8

s2��� a(c� b)

[x + (c� b+ a)2][x + (c� b� a)2]
+ �; (23)

where� isa sm allcorrection term

�= �
1

2

L�� s
2��� [x + (c� b)2 + a2]

[x + (c� b+ a)2][x+ (c� b� a)2]
; (24)

and x isgiven by

x = s
2 +

1

4
�2��

�
2p

�m2

�2

’ s
2 + 2� 10� 19

�
T

M eV

�12
 
eV 2

�m2

! 2

; (25)

where we have assum ed p = hpi ’ 3:15T in deriving the last part ofthe above equation.

Notethatthecorrection term Eq.(24)issm allerthan them ain term [Eq.(23)]provided that

jL�� j� jaj. In the region where the correction term islargerthan the m ain term ,itse�ect

isto reducejL�� jsuch thatL�� ! 0.From Eq.(18),thecondition jL�� j> jajonly occursfor

quitelow tem peratures,

T

M eV

<
�
1

3

 
j�m2j

eV 2

! 1

4

: (26)

From the above equation, we see that in the m ain region ofinterest (T
>
� 3 M eV),the

correction term ism uch sm aller than the m ain term provided thatj�m2j
<
� 104 eV 2. Note

thatforvery largej�m2j
>
� 104 eV 2,thecorrection term m ay beim portant.

ObservethatEq.(23)di�ersslightly from theequation derived in Ref.[12].Thedi�erence

isthatin Ref.[12],weassum ed that!2
0=L

2
m � 1 (so thathsin2�=2Lm i’ 1=2)which isalways

true except possibly at the very center ofthe resonance [12]. Also note that in Ref.[12]

we neglected a factor of 2 which arises because we negligently assum ed that the rate of

m easurem entwasequalto therateofcollision.

W e now pause to review and com m ent on the assum ptions m ade in deriving Eq.(23).

Thereare�vem ain sim plifying assum ptions:
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(1) W e have neglected the therm alspread ofthe neutrino m om enta,and have replaced all

m om enta by theirtherm alaveragehpi’ 3:15T.

(2) W e have assum ed that n�s;n��s � n�� ;n��� . Ifthe num ber densities n�s;n��s are non-

negligible,then we m ust m ultiply the �rst term on the right-hand side ofEq.(23) by the

factor[n�� � n�s]=n�� .

(3)W ehaveassum ed thatthetransform ation from thevacuum param etersto m atterparam -

etersi.e.,sin�0 ! sin�m and L0 ! Lm diagonalizesthe Ham iltonian. Thisisonly strictly

truein theadiabaticlim it(jd�m =dtj� j� m j).In thegeneralcase[26],

i
d

dt

 
�1m
�2m

!

=

 
� � m

2
� id�m

dt

id�m
dt

� m

2

!  
�1m
�2m

!

; (27)

with
d�m

dt
=
1

2

sin2�0

(b� a� cos2�0)
2 + sin22�0

d(b� a)

dt
; (28)

where �1;2m are the instantaneous m atter eigenstates and � m � 1=Lm . Expanding out 
 �

j(d�m =dt)=� m jwe�nd (neglecting da=dt),


 � 2(4)� 10� 8
�
sin2 2�0
10� 6

�1=2 �
eV 2

j�m 2j

�1=2
;away from resonance;


 ’ 2(4)
�

10� 5

sin2 2�0

��
eV 2

j�m 2j

�1=2
;attheinitialresonancewhereb= cos2�0;a ’ 0;


 ’ 6(9)� 10� 4T3
�

10� 5

sin2 2�0

��
eV 2

j�m 2j

�

attheresonancewherejb� aj= cos2�0; (29)

for�e � �s (��;� � �s)oscillations.Howeverattheinitialresonance where b= cos2�0;a ’ 0,

L�� iscreated rapidly.Thecontribution to
 from a rapidly changing L�� atthisresonanceis


 ’
(0:5)(3)� 102

sin22�0

 
eV 2

j�m2j

! 2

3 dL��

d(T=M eV)
; (30)

for�e � �s (��;� � �s)oscillations(and we have assum ed thatcos2�0 � 1). Thusaway from

the resonance the adiabatic approxim ation isvalid forthe param eterspace ofinterest. (i.e.

forj�m2j
>
� 10� 4 eV 2). However atthe resonance the adiabatic approxim ation m ay notbe

valid.

(4)Equation (23)neglects
avourconversion ofneutrinospassing through theresonance(the

M SW e�ect). Observe thatthere isnotexpected to be signi�cant
avourconversion atthe

initialresonance (where b’ cos2�0)due to the M SW e�ect(even ifthe system isadiabatic

atthisresonance) because the frequency ofthe collisions issuch thathsin2�=2Lm i� 1 at

thecenteroftheinitialresonance,form ostoftheparam eterspaceofinterest.Indeed,atthe

centeroftheresonance,

!0
2Lm

= sin2�0
y� G

2

F
T 5

�m 2

2p
’ 4� 108sin2�0

�
M eV

T

�6
�m 2

eV 2 ;

’ 90tan2�0; ifb= cos2�0: (31)
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Thus,forsin22�0
<
� 10� 4,hsin2�=2Lm i� 1.Note howeverthatfortem peraturesbelow the

initialresonance,the M SW e�ect m ay be im portantifthere are neutrinos passing through

theresonance.

(5)W e have assum ed that the rate ofchange oflepton num ber is dom inated by collisions.

Thereisalsoacontributionfrom oscillationsbetween collisions.Oscillationsbetween collisions

a�ect lepton num ber because the oscillations produce a superposition ofstates,where the

averaged expectation valueofthestatebeing a weak-eigenstateis1� sin22�m forneutrinos.

This probability isgenerally unequalto the analogousquantity foranti-neutrinos,which is

1� sin22��m . It is possible to show[12]thatfortem peratures greater than a few M eV,the

changein lepton num berduetotheoscillationsbetween collisionsisgenerallysm allerthan the

changedueto collisionsexceptpossibly attheresonancewheresin22�m ischanging rapidly.

Thee�ectofthetherm alspread oftheneutrino m om enta should beto m akethecreation

and destruction oflepton num berm uch sm oother.Atany given tim e,only a sm allfraction of

theneutrinoswillbeatresonance(becausetheresonancewidth ism uch lessthan thespread

ofneutrino m om enta). Thus,the regionsaway from resonance m ay also be im portant. W e

willstudy thee�ectofthetherm aldistribution ofm om enta in section IV.

Thesecond assum ption [(2)above]willbeapproxim ately valid form uch oftheparam eter

space ofinterest. This is because we are essentially interested in the region ofparam eter

space where the sterile neutrinosdo notcom e into equilibrium with the ordinary neutrinos.

W e willstudy the e�ectofthe sterile neutrino num berdensity being non-zero in section V.

The assum ptions (3)and (5),m ay notbe valid in the resonance region. Note thatwe will

denote the assum ptions(3)and (5)collectively asthe static approxim ation because in lim it

wherethesystem issu�ciently sm ooth they willbevalid.

Clearly a m ore exacttreatm entofthe resonance isdesirable,since assum ptions(3)and

(5) m ay not be valid there. In section III we willdevelop a m ore exact treatm ent ofthe

resonanceregion by exam ining theappropriateequationsfrom thedensity m atrix.Aswewill

show in section III,thistreatm entleadsto the following equation forthe rate ofchange of

lepton num ber

dL��

dt
’
3�2

8

Z
t

0

e
� �=!0 sin

�Z
t

t� �

�
+
dt

0

�

sin

�Z
t

t� �

�
�
dt

00

�

d�; (32)

where

� =
�m2

2p
sin2�0;�

+ =
�m2

2p
(cos2�0 � b);�� =

�m2

2p
a: (33)

Thisequation isvalid given theassum ptions(1),(2)and (4)butdoesnotrequireassum ptions

(3)and (5)[above]. Thisequation isan integro-di�erentialequation and although com pact

cannotbesolved analytically exceptin variouslim its.Notethatthestaticlim itcorresponds

to taking �� asconstant(i.e.independentoft0).In thislim itEq.(32)reducesapproxim ately

to Eq.(23)asexpected.In theappendix weshow thatEq.(32)can also beobtained using the

Ham iltonian form alism provided thattherateofm easurem entistaken tobehalfthecollision

frequency.
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Qualitatively,it turns out that the sim pli�ed equation,Eq.(23),gives a reasonable de-

scription ofthe creation oflepton num ber as the Universe evolves. Assum ing thatEq.(23)

isvalid,we now analyse the behaviourofL�� asdriven by �� � �s oscillationsin isolation.

Suppose thatallinitialasym m etries otherthan L�� can be neglected so that L(�) ’ 2L�� .

Notice �rstofallthatfor�m 2 > 0 iffollowsfrom Eq.(18)thatb isnegative and a hasthe

opposite sign to L�� .Thusfrom Eq.(23)itiseasy to see thatthe pointL�� = 0 isalwaysa

stable�xed point.Thatis,when L�� > 0 therateofchangedL�� =dtisnegative,whilewhen

L�� < 0 the rateofchange dL�� =dtispositive,so L�� alwaystendsto zero.[In the realistic

case,wherethebaryon and electron asym m etriesarenotneglected,L(�) isgiven by Eq.(16).

In thiscaseL(�) � 0isan approxim ate�xed point.Notethateven ifallofthelepton num bers

where initially zero,lepton num berwould be generated such thatL(�) ’ 0,i.e. 2L�� ’ � �

[see Eq.(16)]. Note that2L�� isonly approxim ately � � because ofthe � term proportional

to L�� in Eq.(23)].

Now consider neutrino oscillations with �m2 < 0. In this case b is positive and a has

the sam e sign asL�� . From Eq.(23),L�� ’ 0 isa stable �xed pointonly when b> cos2�0.

W hen b < cos2�0,the point L�� ’ 0 is unstable. [That is,ifL�� > 0,then dL�� =dt> 0,

while ifL�� < 0 then dL�� =dt< 0].Since b� T6,atsom e pointduring the evolution ofthe

Universe b becom es less than cos2�0 and L�� = 0 becom es unstable. Ifj�m2j
>
� 10� 4 eV 2,

then this point(where b = cos2�0)occurs fortem peratures greaterthan aboutthree M eV

(assum ing cos2�0 ’ 1). In this region the rate ofchange oflepton num ber is dom inated

by collisionsand Eq.(23)isapproxim ately valid. W hen the criticalpointwhere b= cos2�0
is reached,the lepton asym m etries are sm alland hence jaj� cos2�0 ’ 1. Equation (23)

then im plies thatdL�� =dtis approxim ately proportionalto L�� ,which leadsto a briefbut

extrem ely rapid period ofexponentialgrowth ofL�� [12].Furtherm orenotethattheconstant

ofproportionality is enhanced by resonances for both neutrinos and antineutrinos at this

criticalpoint(a ’ 0,b= cos2�0). The exponentgoverning the exponentialincrease in L��

isthusa largenum ber(unlesssin22�0 isvery sm all).Notethatthecriticalpointb= cos2�0
occurswhen

Tc ’ 13(16)

 
j�m2jcos2�0

eV 2

! 1=6

M eV; (34)

forthe�e � �s (��;� � �s)oscillationswehavebeen focusing on.

Asthesystem passesthrough thiscriticaltem perature,lepton num berisrapidly created

untila
>
� cos2�0 � b. The resonance at a = cos2�0 � b acts like a barrier which keeps

a > cos2�0 � b asthe tem perature fallsbelow Tc. Since the param etera isproportionalto

L�� T
4,itfollowsthatthelepton num bercontinuesto grow approxim ately like T� 4 afterthe

resonanceasthetem peraturefalls.

Asthetem peraturedrops,eventually theoscillationscannotkeep up with theexpansion of

theUniverse.Fortem peratureswellbelow theresonance,a ’ cos2�0 (assum ing thatL�� > 0

forde�niteness).In thisregion,therateofchangeofa dueto theoscillationsisbalanced by

therateofchangeofa dueto theexpansion oftheUniverse.Thatis,

da

dt
=

@a

@L��

@L��

@t
+
@a

@t
’ 0: (35)
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Eventually,the rate ofchange ofa due to the expansion ofthe Universe becom es largerin

m agnitude than the m axim um rate ofchange ofa due to oscillations. Atthispoint,a falls

below the resonance point(i.e. a < cos2�0 � b)and the value ofL�� willbe approxim ately

frozen.Thepointin tim ewhen thisoccursisthusgoverned by theequation

@a

@L��

@L��

@t
jm ax = �

@a

@t
: (36)

The m axim um rate ofchange ofL�� occursatthe resonance where a = cos2�0 � b. Using

Eq.(23),we can easily evaluatedL�� =dtatthispoint.Assum ing thatcos2�0 ’ 1,we �nd at

theresonance,
dL��

dt
=

3

32
��� a; (37)

wherewehaveassum ed thatx ’ sin22�0,which should bevalid sincewearein theregion of

low tem peraturesT � 3 M eV [recallthatx isde�ned in Eq.(25)].Also notethat

@a

@t
=

@a

@T

dT

dt
’ �

4a

T

5:5T3

M P

; (38)

where we have used the result that the param eter a is proportionalto T4,and dT=dt ’

� 5:5T3=M P (which is approxim ately valid for 1 M eV
<
� T

<
� 100 M eV,and MP ’ 1:2�

1022 M eV isthePlanck m ass).Thus,using Eqs.(37,38),thecondition Eq.(36)can besolved

forT.Doing thisexercise,and denoting thisvalueofT by Tf,we�nd

Tf ’

"
50�m2

M P y�G
3
F

# 1

7

’

"
�m2

eV 2

#1

7

M eV; (39)

wherewehaveused Eq.(10),Eq.(18).Thus,weexpectL�� to evolvelikeT
� 4 untilquitelow

tem peraturesoforder1 M eV.Note howeverthatwhen the m om entum distribution istaken

into account,the situation is som ewhat di�erent. This is because only a sm allfraction of

neutrinos(typically oforder1percentorless)willbeattheresonance,so thatthem agnitude

ofthem axim um value of@L�� =@twillbereduced by a few ordersofm agnitude.Because of

the 1=7 powerin Eq.(39),the tem perature where L�� isapproxim ately frozen,Tf,increases

by only a relatively sm allfactor of2 or 3. Finally recallthat for tem peratures below the

initialresonance,the M SW e�ect can also contribute signi�cantly. This is because forlow

tem peraturesnearTf,there willbe a signi�cantnum berofneutrinoswhich willbe passing

through theresonance.Forlow tem peratures,theadiabaticcondition isexpected to hold [for

m ostoftheparam eterspaceofinterest,seeEq.(29)].Also,recallthattheoscillationswillnot

be dam ped by collisionsforlow tem peratures[see Eq.(31)]and thusordinary neutrinoscan

be converted into sterile neutrino statessim ply by passing through the resonance[26]. This

e�ectwillhelp keep a ’ 1 foreven lowertem peratures.

Clearly thesefactors(them om entum distribution and theM SW 
avourconversion ofthe

neutrinos passing through the resonance) willbe im portant ifone wants to know the �nal

m agnitude ofL�� . Forexam ple,the �nalm agnitude ofL�e is very im portantifone wants

10



to calculate the region ofparam eterspace where the L�e islarge enough to a�ectbig bang

nucleosynthesis through nuclear reaction rates. However,forthe application in this paper,

the precise value ofL�� atlow tem peraturesisnotrequired,so we willleave a study ofthis

issueto thefuture.

In order to illustrate the evolution ofL�� we take som e exam ples. It is illum inating

to com pare the evolution expected from the sim ple Eq.(23)[based on the assum ptions (1)-

(5) discussed above],with the evolution governed by the m ore com plicated density m atrix

equations.[Eqns.(46),seenextsection forsom e discussion ofthedensity m atrix form alism ].

The evolution ofL�� asgoverned by the density m atrix equationshold m ore generally than

Eq.(23). This is because they do not require the assum ptions (2),(3),(4) or (5) [discussed

above]to hold.They do stillincorporateassum ption (1),thatisthetherm aldistribution of

theneutrino m om entum isneglected.

In Figure 1,2 we plotthe evolution ofL�� forsom e typicalparam eters. W e considerfor

exam ple��;� � �s oscillations.In Figure1 wetake�m
2 = � 1 eV2,and sin22�0 = 10� 4;10� 8.

Figure2 isthesam eas�gure1 exceptthat�m 2 = � 1000 eV2 and sin22�0 = 10� 6;10� 9.The

solid lines are the result ofnum erically integrating the density m atrix equations,while the

dashed lines are the results ofnum erically integrating Eq.(23). W e stress thatin both the

density m atrix equationsand in Eq.(23),them om entum distribution oftheneutrinohasbeen

neglected. The e�ectofthe m om entum distribution willbe considered in detailin sections

IV,V.

In the exam plesin Figure 1,2 the initiallepton asym m etry wastaken aszero. The gen-

eration oflepton num berisessentially independentofthe initiallepton num berasym m etry

provided thatitislessthan about10� 5[20,11].Thisisbecausefortem peraturesgreaterthan

the resonance tem perature,the oscillations destroy orcreate lepton num ber untilL(�) � 0

independently ofthe initialvalue ofL�� [which we denote asLinit],provided thatjLinitjis

lessthan about10� 5.ForjLinitj
>
� 10� 5,theoscillationsattem peraturesabovetheresonance

tem perature are notstrong enough to destroy the initialasym m etry. Consequently,L�� re-

m ainslarge,and itwillbecom e largerdue to the oscillationswhich create lepton num berat

tem peraturesbelow theresonancetem perature.

Asthe Figuresshow,the behaviourexpected from Eq.(23)occurs. The m ain di�erence

arisesatthe resonance where the m agnitude ofthe lepton num berissom ewhatlargerthan

expected from Eq.(23). Thisoccursbecause the assum ptions(3)and (5)[discussed above],

which lead to Eq.(23)arenotvalid atthisresonance.Actually,in Figure1,2 wehaveplotted

jL��j.Integration ofthedensitym atrixequation revealsthatin exam ple1(butnotin exam ple

2,although L�� doeschange sign),the generated lepton num beroscillatesatthe resonance

and changessign a few tim es(seeRef.[18],fora �gureillustrating this).Notethatthise�ect

can be understood from Eq.(32). To see this,observe thatwhen L�� is initially created at

the resonance,the param eter�� growsvery rapidly because itisproportionalto L�� . The

creation ofL�� m ay be so rapid that
Rt
t� � �

� dt0 isapproxim ately independentof� when the

initialrapidgrowth ofL�� occurs.Ifthishappensthen atthisinstantEq.(32)can besim pli�ed
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to theapproxim ateform

dL��

dt
�
3�2

8
sin

�Z t

t� !0

�
�
dt

0

�Z t

0

e
� �=!0 sin

�Z t

t� �

�
+
dt

00

�

d�: (40)

Theoscillationsoccurbecauseofthefactorsin
R
t

t� !0
�� dt0which oscillatesbetween � 1.Note

however,thatthisoscillation oflepton num berwould notbeexpected tooccurin therealistic

casewherethetherm alspread ofneutrino m om enta isconsidered.

Notethatitm ay bepossibleto predictthesign oftheasym m etry in principle.Assum ing

that the resonance is sm ooth enough so that Eq.(23) is valid,the equation governing the

evolution ofL�� hastheapproxim ateform

dL��

dt
= A(2L�� +

�
�)� B L�� = (2A � B )L�� + A

�
�; (41)

where
�
�� � + L�e + L�� + L�� � L�� (we have de�ned

�
� such thatitisindependentofL�� ).

NotethatA and B [which can beobtained from Eq.(23)]arecom plicated functionsoftim e.

ObservehoweverthatB > 0 and A isinitially lessthan zero,and attheresonanceA changes

sign and becom espositiveafterthat.In theregion where2A < B ,thelepton num berevolves

such that

(2A � B )L�� + A
�
�! 0: (42)

ThusL�� willevolve such thatithasa sign opposite to
�
� justbefore the resonance. W hen

2A > B ,L�� willbecom eunstableand grow rapidly.NotethatatthepointA = B =2,

dL��

dt
= A

�
� : (43)

Hence,atthe pointwhere the initialrapid creation ofL�� occurs,the rate ofchange ofL��

willbe proportionalto
�
�. Thus,we m ight expect thatthe sign ofL�� willbe the sam e as

the sign ofthe asym m etry
�
� afterthe resonance. This m eans thatL�� should change sign

atthe resonance. Note however thatbecause
�
� depends on the initialvalues ofthe lepton

asym m etrieswhich areunknown atthem om ent,itseem sthatthesign ofL�� cannotyetbe

predicted. However the above calculation showsthatthe sign ofL�� should notdepend on

statistical
uctuations,asweinitially thoughtlikely[12].

Finally we would like to com m ent on the region ofparam eter space where signi�cant

generation oflepton num ber occurs. Firstly,we require that �m2 < 0 and that j�m2j
>
�

10� 4 eV 2,so thatT�s
c

>
� 3 M eV.Forj�m2j

<
� 10� 4 eV 2,lepton num bercan stillbegenerated

butitisdom inated by theoscillationsbetween collisionsand isoscillatory[18,28].Notethat

in therealisticcasewherethespread ofm om enta istaken into account,oscillationsoflepton

num ber would be sm oothed out and m ay not occur. A num ericalstudy in Ref.[18]shows

that sin22�0
>
� 10� 11(eV 2=j�m2j)1=6 is also necessary (see also Ref.[12]for an approxim ate

analyticalderivation). Finally,we m ust require that sin22�0 be sm allenough so that the

sterileneutrinosdo notcom einto equilibrium .[Forexam ple,ifthereareequalnum bersof��
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and �0e then the rate n���(�� ! �0e)= n�0e�(�
0
e ! ��)and L� cannotbe generated]. W e will

re-exam inetheregion ofparam eterspacewheresigni�cantgeneration oflepton num beroccurs

in section V (wherethee�ectsoftheFerm i-Diracm om entum distribution oftheneutrino will

betaken into account).

Note that in Ref.[18],it is argued that lepton num ber generation only occurs provided

that j�m2j
<
� 100 eV2. W e have not been able to verify this result,either analytically or

num erically.In fact,wehavebeen ableto obtain any signi�cantupperbound on j�m 2j.

III.Lepton num ber generation due to neutrino oscillations -A m ore exact treat-

m ent

In this section we derive a m ore generalequation describing lepton num ber generation in

the early Universe which can be applied when the system ischanging rapidly,asoccurs,for

instance,attheresonance.Theonly assum ptionsthatwewillm akearetheassum ptions(1),

(2)and (4)(discussed in theprevioussection).Thatiswewillneglectthespread ofneutrino

m om enta and set hpi ’ 3:15T,and we willalso assum e that there are negligible num bers

ofsterile neutrinosgenerated.In theappendix an alternative derivation (with thesam e end

result)based on theHam iltonian form alism ispresented.Although notyetrealistic because

ofassum ptions(1)and (2),thisderivation turnsouttobeparticularly usefulbecauseitallows

ustowork outtheregion ofparam eterspacewherethesim pleEq.(23)isapproxim ately valid.

Aswe willshow,itturnsoutthatEq.(23)hasa widerapplicability than m ightbe expected

from theadiabaticcondition Eqs.(30).

The system ofan active neutrino oscillating with a sterile neutrino can be described by

a density m atrix. See,for exam ple,Ref.[21]fordetails. Below we very brie
y outline this

form alism and show how itleadsto an integro-di�erentialequation which reducesto Eq.(23)

in thestaticlim it.

Thedensity m atricesfortheneutrino system aregiven by

�� =
P0 + P:�

2
;��� =

�P0 + �P:�

2
; (44)

where P0 and �P0 are the relative num berdensities ofthe m ixed neutrino and anti-neutrino

species,and P and �P arethepolarization vectorsthatdescribetheinternalquantum stateof

them ixed neutrinosin term sofan expansion in thePaulim atrices�.Thenum berdensities

of�� and �s aregiven by
n��

P0
=
1+ PZ

2
;
n�s

P0
=
1� PZ

2
; (45)

with analogousequationsfortheanti-neutrinos.The evolution ofP0;P aregoverned by the

equations[21]:

d

dt
P = V � P + (1� PZ)(

d

dt
lnP0)̂z� (DE + D I + d

dt
lnP0)(Pxx̂ + Pyŷ)

d

dt
P0 =

P

i= e;��;�6= �
h�(����� ! i�i)i(��n�n�� � n�en��e); (46)
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where�� = 1 and �e = 1=4,and h:::iindicatestheaverageoverthem om entum distributions.

Thequantity V isgiven by

V = �x̂ + �ẑ; (47)

where�;� arede�ned by

� =
�m2

2p
sin2�0;� =

�m2

2p
(cos2�0 � b� a); (48)

where the +(� ) sign corresponds to neutrino (anti-neutrino) oscillations. The quantities

D E and D I are quantum dam ping param etersresulting from elastic and inelastic processes

respectively. According to ref.[21],D E + D I = ��� =2. The function h�(� ! �0 0)iisthe

collision ratefortheprocess� ! �0 0averaged overthedistribution ofcollision param eters

atthetem peratureT assum ing thatallspeciesarein equilibrium .

Expanding outEq.(46),wehave:

dPz
dt

= �Py + (1� Pz)(
d

dt
logP0);

dPy

dt
= �Px � �Pz � Py=!0;

dPx
dt

= � �Py � Px=!0; (49)

where !0 � 1=(DE + D I + d

dt
logP0)’ 1=D (where D � DE + D I).Ifwe m ake theapproxi-

m ation ofsettingallofthenum berdensitiestotheirequilibrium values,and alsoassum ethat

thenum berofsterilespeciesissm all,then Pz ’ 1 and Eq.(49)sim pli�esto

dPz
dt

’ �Py;

dPy

dt
’ �Px � � � Py=!0;

dPx
dt

’ � �Py � Px=!0: (50)

Strictly speaking,the approxim ation ofsetting Pz = 1 = constantcan only be valid when

�Pz issm allenough,so thatM SW 
avourconversion cannotoccur,i.e.when

j�j
<
� j�jor

1

!0
: (51)

Itisusefulto introducethecom plex variable
�

P (t)de�ned by
�

P� Px + iPy.Itiseasy to see

thattheresulting equation describing theevolution of
�

P (t)isgiven by

i
d

�

P

dt
= � �

�

P � i

�

P

!0
+ �: (52)

Thesolution to thisequation with initialcondition
�

P (0)= 0 is:

�

P (t)= � i

Z t

0

�(t0)e(t
0� t)=!0e

i
R
t

t0
�dt00

dt
0
; (53)
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where!0 hasbeen assum ed to beindependentoftim ewhich isapproxim ately valid fortem -

peraturesabovea few M eV wheretheexpansion rateislessthan thecollision rate.Onecan

easily verify thatEq.(53)isindeed thesolution ofEq.(52)bydirectsubstitution.Thus,taking

theim aginary partofboth sidesofEq.(53),we�nd that

Py = �

Z t

0

�e
(t0� t)=!0 cos

"Z t0

t

�dt
00

#

dt
0
: (54)

From Eq.(45),itfollowsthat:
dL��

dt
=

3

16

d

dt
(Pz � �Pz); (55)

where �Pz denotesthe z-com ponentofthe polarization vectorforanti-neutrinos. Thususing

Eq.(50)theaboveequation becom es

dL��

dt
=
3�

16
(Py � �Py): (56)

NotethatPy isgiven by Eq.(54)and �Py isde�ned sim ilarly toPy exceptthatwem ustreplace

a ! � a.Thus,weobtain

dL��

dt
’
� 3�2

16

Z t

0

e
(t0� t)=!0

 

cos

"Z t0

t

�dt
00

#

� cos

"Z t0

t

��dt00
#!

dt
0
; (57)

where � = �m2(c� b+ a)=2p;�� = �m2(c� b� a)=2p. Note thatwe have taken � outside

the integral,which is valid for T
>
� 2 M eV,because � is approxim ately constant over the

interaction tim escalet� t0[29].Changing variablesfrom t0to thevariable� where� � t� t0,

thisequation reducesto

dL��

dt
=
� 3�2

16

Z t

0

e
� �=!0

�

cos

�Z t

t� �

�dt
0

�

� cos

�Z t

t� �

��dt0
��

d�; (58)

orequivalently,
dL��

dt
=
� 3�2!0

16

�

hcos

Z
t

t� �

�dt
0
i� hcos

Z
t

t� �

��dt0i

�

: (59)

Notethattheaboveequation can bere-written using a trigonom etricidentity,so that

dL��

dt
=
3�2

8

Z
t

0

e
� �=!0 sin

�Z
t

t� �

�
+
dt

0

�

sin

�Z
t

t� �

�
�
dt

00

�

d�; (60)

where�� = (� � ��)=2.

The phenom enon ofneutrino oscillations can also be described by the Ham iltonian for-

m alism . W e show in the appendix thatthisform alism also leadsto Eq.(60)underthe sam e

assum ptions.Thedensity m atrix form alism isparticularly usefulifonewantstokeep track of

thevariousnum berdensities.In thism oregeneralcase,itisvery di�cultto solvethesystem

analytically and so farthism oregeneralcasehasonly been studied num erically.
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In the static lim it where �;�� are approxim ately constant,it is straightforward to show

thatEq.(58)reducesto Eq.(23)with x given by

x =
1

4
�2��

�
2p

�m2

�2

; (61)

ratherthan by Eq.(25)[notethatEq.(61)reducesto Eq.(25)form ostoftheparam eterspace

ofinterest except for quite low tem peratures]. This di�erence is due to the fact that in

deriving Eq.(58) we have m ade the assum ption Eq.(51). Because Eq.(23) is m uch sim pler

than Eq.(60),itisparticularly usefulto determ ine the region ofparam eterspace where the

staticlim it[Eq.(23)]isan acceptableapproxim ation.W enow study thisissue.

Expand �t0 (notethatweareusing thenotation that�x denotes� evaluated atthepoint

x)in a Taylorseriesaround thepointt0= t,thatis

�t0 = �t+ [t0� t]

 
d

dt0
�

!

t

+ ::: (62)

Using this Taylor series,the integrals
Rt
t� � �dt

0 can be expanded as follows (with a sim ilar

expansion for
R
t

t� �
��dt0),

Z
t

t� �

�dt
0= �t� �

�2

2

 
d

dt0
�

!

t

+ :::: (63)

Thestaticapproxim ation willbevalid provided that

hcos

Z t

t� �

�dt
0
i� hcos

Z t

t� �

��dt0i’ hcos��ti� hcos���ti: (64)

Using theexpansion Eq.(63),observe that

hcos

Z t

t� �

�dt
0
i= hcos�

"

�t�
�

2

 
d�

dt0

!

t

+ :::

#

i: (65)

Theaboveequation can beused todeterm inetheregion ofvalidityofthestaticapproxim ation

Eq.(64).Theregion ofvalidity ofEq.(64)dependson thevaluesoftheparam eters�;��.There

areessentially fourregionsto consider.

(a)!0j�tj;!0j��tj
>
� 1.In thisregion,Eq.(64)isapproxim ately valid provided that

j
!0

2

 
d�

dt

!

t

j
<
� j�tj;j

!0

2

 
d��

dt

!

t

j
<
� j��tj: (66)

(b) !0j�tj’ 0; !0j��tj
>
� 1. In this region,Eq.(64) is approxim ately valid provided that

Eq.(66)holdsand

hcos

Z
t

t� �

�dt
0
i’ 0: (67)
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From Eq.(65)thisequation im pliesthat

j
!2
0

2

 
d�

dt

!

t

j
<
� 1: (68)

(c)!0j��tj’ 0;!0j�tj
>
� 1.In thisregion,Eq.(64)isapproxim atelyvalid provided thatEq.(66)

holdsand

j
!2
0

2

 
d��

dt

!

t

j
<
� 1: (69)

(d)!0j�tj’ 0;!0j��tj’ 0.In thisregion,Eq.(64)can neverbea strictly valid approxim ation

because the right-hand side ofEq.(64) is zero at this point. Note however that the static

approxim ation willbeacceptable provided thatthe left-hand side ofEq.(64)issm allatthis

point,which istrueifEq.(68)and Eq.(69)arevalid.

Observe that Eqs.(68,69) are m ore stringent than Eq.(66). Evaluating Eq.(68) at the

resonance,we�nd

j
!2
0

2

d

dt0

"
�m2

2p
(cos2�0 � b+ a)

#

j
<
� 1: (70)

ForEq.(69)we only need to replace a ! � a in the above equation. Assum ing thatthere is

no accidentalcancellation between thevariousindependentterm s,Eq.(70)im plies,

j
�m2

2p

6b

T

dT

dt
j
<
�
�2��
2
;j

da

dT
j
<
� j

�2��
2

2p

�m2

dt

dT
j; (71)

where we have used @b=@T = 6b=T and recallthat!0 = 2=��� .In deriving Eq.(71)we have

also neglected a term proportionalto (cos2�0 � b+ a)which is less stringent than Eq.(71)

because (cos2�0 � b+ a)� 0 isjustthe resonance condition. The �rstcondition in Eq.(71)

issatis�ed provided that

T
>
�

 
11�m2cos2�0

M P y
2
�G

4
F

! 1

9

’ 11

 
�m2

eV 2

! 1

9

M eV; (72)

wherewehavesetb= cos2�0 (which leadsto them oststringentcondition)and wehaveused

dT=dt’ � 5:5T3=M P .In orderto evaluatethesecond condition in Eq.(71),observe that

da

dT
=

@a

@L��

@L��

@T
+
@a

@T
: (73)

Assum ing thatthere isno accidentalcancellation between the two term son the right-hand-

sideoftheaboveequation,thesecond term in Eq.(71)im pliesthefollowing conditionsatthe

resonance,

j
@a

@T
j
<
� j

�2��
2

2p

�m2

dt

dT
j;j

@a

@L��

@L��

@T
j
<
� j

�2��
2

2p

�m2

dt

dT
j: (74)
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Using @a=@T ’ 4a=T,and a ’ 1,then the�rstequation abovegivesapproxim ately thesam e

condition asthe�rstequation in Eq.(71).Thesecond condition in Eq.(74)givesa condition

on the rate ofchange oflepton num ber atthe resonance. Expanding this equation outwe

�nd that

j
@L��

@T
j
<
� j

�2��
2

dt

dT

1

2
p
2G F n


j’
y2�M P G

3
F 4:1T

4

22
p
2

’ 4� 10� 11
�

T

M eV

� 4 1

M eV;
(75)

wherewehaveused n
 = 2�(3)T3=�2 ’ T3=4:1.Notethatwehavealso used Eq.(10)forthe

collision frequency. Thus,forexam ple,ifwe are interested in studying the region where the

lepton num berisinitially created,then anecessary condition forEq.(23)tobeapproxim ately

valid is that the resonance m ust occur for tem peratures satisfying Eq.(72). From Eq.(34)

(with cos2�0 ’ 1),thisim pliesthat

�m
2 >
� 9� 10� 2 (5� 10� 3)eV 2

; (76)

for �e � �s (��;� � �s) oscillations. The creation ofL�� m ust also satisfy Eq.(75) at the

resonance.Thiscondition should bechecked when using Eq.(23)forselfconsistency.

Perhapssurprisingly,thereisasigni�cantregion ofparam eterspacewheretheoscillations

are notadiabatic atthe resonance [i.e. 

>
� 1 in Eqs.(29,30)]butEqs.(71)are nevertheless

satis�ed. This is possible because Eqs.(71) are not equivalent to the adiabatic conditions

Eqs.(29,30). This is because Eqs.(71) arise from dem anding that the totalcontribution to

dL�� =dtreduce approxim ately to the sim ple Eq.(23). Recallthat the totalcontribution to

dL�� =dtcan be separated into two distinctcontributions: from oscillationsdue to collisions

and from oscillations between collisions. The adiabatic condition, on the other hand, is

a necessary condition for the contribution ofdL�� =dtfrom collisions to reduce to Eq.(23).

Thus it turns out that in the region when the system is both non-adiabatic and Eqs.(71)

are satis�ed,the m odi�cation to the equation fordL �� =dtfrom collisionswhich arisesfrom

thenon-adiabaticity cancelswith theextra contribution to dL�� =dtfrom oscillationsbetween

collisions. This type ofcancellation ism ore transparent in the Ham iltonian form alism (see

theappendix).

Finally,to illustratetheanalysisofthissection,considertheexam plesgiven in Figures1

and 2.Recallthatthe solid and dashed linescorrespond to thedensity m atrix Eqs.(46)and

Eq.(23)respectively. Observe thatforthe exam ple in Figure 1 (which has�m2 = � 1 eV2),

Eq.(23)isnotavery goodapproxim ation attheresonancewherethelepton num berisinitially

created (although it is a reasonable approxim ation for sm allsin22�0). This is because the

lepton num beriscreated sorapidly thatEq.(75)isnotvalid.However,fortheexam pleshown

in Figure 2,where �m2 = � 1000 eV2,the tem perature where the lepton num beriscreated

is m uch higher. Observe that Eq.(75) is not as stringent for high tem peratures and it is

therefore not surprising that the static approxim ation is approxim ately valid for this case.

[Notethattheresultthatthestaticapproxim ation tendsto bea good approxim ation athigh

tem peraturescan also be seen by observing thatforhigh tem peratures,!0 ! 0,and in this

lim it,Eq.(64)willbesatis�ed].
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IV T he T herm alM om entum distribution ofthe neutrino

Hitherto we have m ade the assum ption that the neutrinos are m onochrom atic. This as-

sum ption is not expected to hold for the neutrinos in the early Universe. The m om entum

distribution oftheseneutrinoswillbetheusualFerm i-Diracdistribution.Notethatthewidth

oftheinitialresonancein m om entum spaceism uch sm allerthan thespread ofneutrino m o-

m enta. This m eans that only a few ofthe neutrinos willbe at resonance at a given tim e.

Also,notalloftheneutrinoswillbecreating lepton num ber.Neutrinosin theregion de�ned

by bp > cos2�0 (which includespartofthe resonance)destroy lepton num ber,and those in

theregion bp < cos2�0 create lepton num ber.The pointwhere netlepton num beriscreated

only occurswhen the lepton num bercreating neutrino oscillationsdom inate overthe lepton

num berdestroying oscillations.Recallthatin theunphysicalcase where alloftheneutrinos

areassum ed to bem onochrom atic,alloftheneutrinosentertheresonanceatthesam etim e,

wherethey alldestroy lepton num berifb> cos2�0,orallcreatelepton num berifb< cos2�0.

Clearly,thee�ectofthetherm alspread ofm om entum willm akethecreation oflepton num ber

m uch sm oother.An im portantconsequenceofthisisthattherewillbeeven largerregionsof

param eterspacewherethesystem issm ooth enough so thatthestaticapproxim ation isvalid

and hence Eq.(23) willbe a good approxim ation (m odi�ed to incorporate the m om entum

dependence).

In thestaticlim it,wecan sim ply re-deriveEq.(23),assum ing thattheneutrino m om enta

form theusualFerm i-Diracdistribution.In thiscase,Eq.(5)becom es

n

dL��

dt
’ 1

2

R
[� �(�� ! �s)+ �(��� ! ��s)](dn�� � dn�s + dn��� � dn��s)

� 1

2

R
[�(�� ! �s)+ �(��� ! ��s)](dn�� � dn�s � dn��� + dn��s); (77)

where

dn�� =
1

2�2

p2dp

1+ e(p� �)=T
;dn��� =

1

2�2

p2dp

1+ e(p+ �)=T
; (78)

and dn�s;dn��s are the di�erentialnum ber densities forthe sterile and anti-sterile neutrinos

respectively.In Eq.(78)� isthechem icalpotential.

Thereaction ratescan easily beobtained following asim ilarderivation asbefore[Eqns.(9-

15)],butthistim ewe keep them om entum dependence (ratherthan setting p = hpi).Doing

this,we�nd thefollowingequation fortherateofchangeoflepton num berin thestaticlim it:

:
dL��

dt
=

�2

4�(3)T3

Z
s2�p�� a

p(c� bp)(dn+�� � dn+�s)

[xp + (c� bp + ap)2][xp + (c� bp � ap)2]
+ �; (79)

where� isa sm allcorrection term

�’
� �2

8�(3)T3

Z
s2�p�� [x

p + (ap)2 + (bp � c)2](dn��� � dn��s)

[xp + (c� bp + ap)2][xp + (c� bp � ap)2]
; (80)

and dn��� � dn�� � dn��� . Recallthatc� cos2�0; s � sin2�0. In these equationsnote that

thequantities,bp;ap;xp;�p�� areallfunctionsofm om entum oftheform :

b
p = b

p2

hpi2
;a

p = a
p

hpi
;x

p = s
2 +

�2��
4

 
p

hpi

! 2 �
2p

�m2

�2

;�p�� = ���
p

hpi
; (81)
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where a;b;��� arede�ned in Eqs.(18,10).Eq.(79)reducesto Eq.(23),in thelim itwhere all

ofthe neutrino m om enta are �xed to p = hpi.[Note thatap = a when p = hpi’ 3:15T and

sim ilarly forbp;xp and �p�� ].

Notethatthechem icalpotentialisrelated to thelepton num berby theequation

n
L�� � n�� � n��� =
T3

6

�
�

T

�

+ O (�3): (82)

Using Eqs.(78,82)we�nd

dn+�� =
1

�2
p2dp

1+ ep=T
+ O (L2

��
);

dn��� = n
L��
6

�2T 3

p2ep=T dp

(1+ ep=T )2
+ O (L3

��
): (83)

Thussubstituting theaboverelationsinto Eq.(79),we�nd that

dL��

dt
=

�2

4�(3)T3

Z
1

0

s2�p�� a
p(c� bp)

[xp + (c� bp + ap)2][xp + (c� bp � ap)2]

"
p2

�2(1+ ep=T)
�
dn+�s

dp

#

dp+ �;

(84)

where� isa sm allcorrection term

�’
� �2

8�(3)T3

Z
1

0

s2�p�� [x
p + (ap)2 + (bp � c)2]

[xp + (c� bp + ap)2][xp + (c� bp � ap)2]

"
12�(3)L��p

2ep=T

�4(1+ ep=T)2
�
dn��s

dp

#

dp:

(85)

Eq.(84)can be integrated num erically to obtain L�� asa function oftim e (ortem perature).

W e willgive som e exam plesin the nextsection afterwe discusshow to calculate the sterile

neutrino num berdistributions.

The m ain e�ectofthe therm alspread ofneutrino m om enta isto m ake thegeneration of

lepton num berm uch sm oother. From a com putationalpointofview,thisisvery fortunate.

This is because Eq.(84),like Eq.(23),is only valid provided the lepton num ber generation

is su�ciently sm ooth (see the previous section for a detailed discussion ofthis point). In

particular,Eq.(84)should bea m uch betterapproxim ation to reality attheresonancewhere

signi�cantlepton num berisinitially generated.

To com plete this section,we com m ent on the rate ofchange oflepton num ber due to

ordinary-ordinary neutrino oscillations. For de�niteness consider �e � �� oscillations. The

rateofchangeofL�� � L�e isgiven by

n


2

d(L�� � L�e)

dt
= �

R
�(�� ! �e)dn�� +

R
�(��� ! ��e)dn���

+
R
�(�e ! ��)dn�e �

R
�(��e ! ���)dn��e: (86)

Using �(�� ! �e)= �(�e ! ��)(and sim ilarly fortheanti-neutrino rates),Eq.(86)becom es

n


2

d(L�� � L�e)

dt
= �

R1
0 �(�� ! �e)

�
dn��

dp
�

dn�e
dp

�

dp

+
R1
0 �(��� ! ��e)

�
dn���

dp
�

dn��e
dp

�

dp; (87)
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where

dn�e
dp

= 1

2�2
p2

1+ e(p� �1)=T
;

dn��e
dp

= 1

2�2
p2

1+ e(p+ �1)=T
;

dn��

dp
= 1

2�2
p2

1+ e(p� �2)=T
;

dn���

dp
= 1

2�2
p2

1+ e(p+ �2)=T
: (88)

Thechem icalpotentials�1;2 arerelated to thelepton num bersL�e;� by theequations

�1

T
=
6n


T3
L�e;

�2

T
=
6n


T3
L��; (89)

where we have assum ed that �i=T � 1. Using these relations and expanding out Eq.(87)

(again assum ing that�i=T � 1)we�nd to leading orderthat

d(L�� � L�e)

dt
’ �

6(L�� � L�e)

�2T3

Z 1

0

p2ep=T

(1+ ep=T)2
[�(�� ! �e)+ �(��� ! ��e)]dp: (90)

From the above equation we see thatL�� � L�e always evolves such that(L�� � L�e)! 0.

Also note that Eq.(90) shows that the rate ofchange oflepton num ber due to ordinary-

ordinary neutrino oscillationsisgenerally sm allerthan the rate ofchange oflepton num ber

due to ordinary -sterile neutrino oscillations(assum ing L�� � 1). [Actually Eq.(90)hasa

strengthcom parabletothecorrectionterm �forordinary-sterileneutrinooscillationsEq.(24),

although note thatthe m ixing angle between ordinary neutrinoscan be signi�cantly larger

than them ixing anglebetween ordinary and sterileneutrinos].

Forordinary-ordinaryneutrinooscillations,neutralcurrentinteractionsdonotcollapsethe

wavefunction because they cannot distinguish di�erent neutrino species. Only the charged

current interactions can distinguish the neutrino species. For exam ple, for tem peratures

1M eV
<
� T

<
� 30M eV,therearenearequilibrium num berdensitiesofelectronsand positrons.

The num ber ofm uons and anti-m uons willbe m uch less than the num ber ofelectrons and

positrons,and wewillneglectthem (actuallytheseareim portantfor��� �� oscillations).The

rateatwhich charged currentinteractionsoccurisgiven approxim ately by �� � j��e � ���j’

y0eG
2
F T

5,where y0e � ye � y� [’ 1:1 see Eq.(10)]. Also note thatanti-neutrino -neutrino[30]

and neutrino-neutrino[31]forward scatteringam plitudesinduceo�diagonalcontributionsto

thee�ectivepotential.[Notethatthesecontributionsdo notoccurforthee�ectivepotential

governing ordinary - sterile neutrino oscillations]. It would be necessary to include these

e�ectsin-orderto evaluate the reaction rates. W e leave thisasa take hom e exercise forthe

reader.

V .T he e�ects ofnon-negligible sterile neutrino num ber densities and the param -

eter space for large lepton num ber asym m etry generation

In this section we willdo three things. W e willstudy the e�ects ofnon-negligible sterile

neutrino num berdensities,which can arise forthe case ofrelatively large,oreven m oderate

valuesofsin22�0.W ewillexam inetheparam eterspacewheresigni�cantgeneration oflepton
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num beroccurs. Finally,we willobtain the BBN bound on the param eterspace for�� � �s

oscillationswith �m2 < 0;and with j�m2j
>
� 10� 4 eV 2;sin22�0

<
� 10� 2.

There are severalwaysin which the creation oflepton num ber(s)can preventthe sterile

neutrinosfrom com ing intoequilibrium .Oneway isthatonesetofoscillations�� � �s creates

L�� .Thelepton num berL�� can then suppressother,independentoscillationssuch as�� � �s

oscillations (with � 6= �)for exam ple. A m ore direct,but less dram atic way in which the

creation oflepton num bercan help preventthesterileneutrinosfrom com ingintoequilibrium ,

isthatthelepton num bergenerated from say �� � �s oscillationsitselfsuppressesthe�� � �s

oscillations[32]. W e willexam ine the lattere�ect here (som e exam ples ofthe form er e�ect

willbe studied in the nextsection). Previous work[5,6,7,8]obtained the BBN bound for

largej�m2j
>
� 10� 4 eV 2 (with �m2 < 0)and sm allsin22�0

<
� 10� 2 which can beapproxim ately

param etrized asfollows[8]

j�m
2
jsin42�0

<
� 10� 9 eV 2

: (91)

Thisbound arisesby assum ing thatthe �� � �s oscillationsdo notbring the sterile �s state

intoequilibrium .Notethatthisbound neglected thecreation oflepton num berand italsodid

notinclude the e�ectsofthe distribution ofneutrino m om entum . However,in the realistic

case,thecreation ofL�� (afteritoccurs)willsuppressthe�� � �s oscillationsand theactual

bound would beexpected to besom ewhatlessstringentthan Eq.(91).

To proceed we willneed to exam ine the e�ectsofnon-negligible sterile neutrino num ber

densities. The evolution ofthe num ber distribution ofsterile neutrinos is governed by the

rateequation

d

dt

"
dn�s=dp

dn�� =dp

#

=

"
dn�� =dp� dn�s=dp

dn�� =dp

#

�(�� ! �s): (92)

A sim ilar equation holds for the num ber distribution ofsterile anti-neutrinos. Introducing

thenotation,z�
dn�s=dp

dn�� =dp
(foranti-neutrinosweusethecorresponding notation,�z�

dn��s=dp

dn��� =dp
),

Eq.(92)becom es

dz

dt
= (1� z)�(�� ! �s)=

(1� z)

4

�p�� s
2

xp + (c� bp + ap)2
: (93)

Thecorresponding equation foranti-neutrinoscan beobtained by replacing z! �z and ap !

� ap in theaboveequation.Insolvingtheabovedi�erentialequation,wewillassum etheinitial

condition z = 0. W e willalso assum e that the num ber densities ofthe ordinary neutrinos

aregiven by theirequilibrium values.Notethatthequantity z dependsonly on thereaction

ratesand isotherwiseindependentoftheexpansion.

From thede�nition ofz,itfollowsthatdns = zdn�� ;d�ns = �zdn��� .Thus,from Eq.(84),

dL��

dt
’

1

4�(3)T3

Z 1

0

s2�p�� a
p(c� bp)

[xp + (c� bp + ap)2][xp + (c� bp � ap)2]

(1� z+ )p2dp

1+ ep=T
+ �; (94)

where� isa sm allcorrection term

�’
1

8�(3)T3

Z
1

0

s2�p�� [x
p + (ap)2 + (bp � c)2]

[xp + (c� bp + ap)2][xp + (c� bp � ap)2]

z� p2dp

1+ ep=T
; (95)
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with z� � (z� �z)=2 and we have neglected a sm allcorrection term which isproportionalto

L�� .NotethatEq.(93)and Eq.(94)m ustbesolved sim ultaneously.

Forthenum ericalwork,thecontinuousvariablep=T isreplaced by a�nitesetofm om enta

pn=T (with n = 0;1;:::;N ) and the integralover m om entum in Eq.(94) is replaced by the

sum ofa�nitenum berofterm s.Correspondingly,thevariablez(t;p=T)isreplaced by theset

ofvariables,zn(t),where the evolution ofeach variable zn(t)isgoverned by the di�erential

equation,Eq.(93)[with p=T = pn=T forz = zn(t),n = 0;1;:::;N ].Thus,thesingledi�erential

equation,Eq.(93) is replaced by a set ofN di�erentialequations,one for each m om entum

step. These di�erentialequations,togetherwith Eq.(94),are coupled di�erentialequations

which m ustbeintegrated sim ultaneously.

W e now illustrate the creation oflepton num ber as governed by Eqs.(94,93) with som e

exam ples.W ehavenum erically integrated Eqs.(94,93)forthefollowingparam eterchoices.In

Figure3 we have considered ��;� � �s oscillationswith theparam eterchoice �m
2 = � 1 eV2,

sin22�0 = 10� 4 (dashed line),sin22�0 = 10� 6 (dashed-dotted line)and sin22�0 = 10� 8 (solid

line).Figure4isthesam easFigure3,exceptthat�m2 = � 1000eV2,sin22�0 = 10� 6 (dashed

line),sin22�0 = 10� 7 (dashed-dotted line)and sin22�0 = 10� 9 (solid line).In both exam ples

we have assum ed that the initiallepton asym m etry is zero. Recallthat the generation of

lepton num ber is essentially independent ofthe initiallepton num ber asym m etry provided

thatitislessthan about10� 5 (form orediscussion aboutthispointseesection 2).Notethat

forconvenience we have plotted jL�� j.The lepton asym m etry L�� changessign atthe point

whereitiscreated.BeforethispointL�� evolvessuch thatithastheoppositesign to � while

forevolution subsequentto thepointwhereL�� isinitially created,L�� hasthesam esign as

�.Recallthatthisbehaviourisexpected (seetheearlierdiscussion in section II).

In these exam ples,thegeneration oflepton num berisconsiderably sm ootherthan in the

earliercasewherethem om entum distribution wasneglected (seeFigures1,2).Forthisreason,

itturnsoutthatthroughoutm ostoftheevolution ofL�� ,therateofchange ofL�� satis�es

the condition Eq.(75)and thus Eq.(84)should be approxim ately valid (except atquite low

tem peratureswheretheM SW e�ectwillbeim portant).

In ordertogain insightintothee�ectsoftheneutrino m om entum distribution,itisuseful

to com pare Figures 3,4 (which incorporate the neutrino m om entum distribution) with the

Figures1,2 (where allofthe m om entum ofallofthe neutrinoswere setequalto the m ean

m om entum ).Qualitatively,thereisnota greatdealofdi�erence.Howeverthereareseveral

very im portante�ects,which wesum m arizebelow.

(1)Forthe exam pleswith relatively sm allsin22�0,lepton num bercreation generally begins

som ewhatearlier(i.e.atahighertem perature)thanin thecasewherem om entum distribution

is neglected. Forthe exam ples shown in Figures 3,4 with �m2 = � 1 eV2; sin22�0 = 10� 8

(� 1000 eV2; sin22�0 = 10� 9),lepton num beriscreated when T ’ 20 M eV (T ’ 65 M eV).

This can be com pared with the sim plistic case where the neutrino m om entum distribution

wasneglected. In thiscase,we see from Figures1,2 thatlepton num bercreation beginsat

T ’ 16:0 M eV (T ’ 50 M eV) for�m2 = � 1 eV2 (� 1000 eV2). The factthatthe critical

tem peratureincreasescan beexplained rathersim ply.Notethattheneutrinonum berdensity

distribution peaksataboutp’ 2:2T,which should becom pared with theaveragem om entum
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ofabout3:15T used in Figures1 and 2.Using theform erapproxim ation instead ofthelatter

leads the criticaltem perature to increase by about 12% . This explains qualitatively why

the criticaltem perature increases. Note,however,thatthe accurate num ericalcalculations

displayed in Figures3 and 4 actually show thatthetem peratureincreasesby m orethan this,

and also thatthetem peratureincreasedependson them ixing angle.

(2) For the exam ples with large sin22�0,the point where signi�cant generation oflepton

num beriscreated occursm uch laterthan in theexam pleswith sm allsin22�0.Thereason for

thisisthatforlarge sin22�0,the num berdensity ofsterile neutrinosislarger. In the region

beforesigni�cantlepton num berisgenerated,a ’ 0 and allofthe neutrino oscillationswith

bp < cos2�0 have already passed through the resonance while the neutrino oscillationswith

bp > cos2�0 have yetto passthrough the resonance. Since the creation ofsterile neutrinos

isdom inated by theoscillationsattheresonance,itfollowsthatthesterileneutrino num ber

distribution with m om enta in the region where bp < cos2�0 willbe m uch greater than for

sterile neutrinos with m om enta in the region where bp > cos2�0. Thus,from Eq.(94),the

lepton num bercreating oscillations(with bp < cos2�0)aresuppressed ifthe num berdensity

ofsterileneutrnosisnon-negligible,asoccursforlargesin22�0.Thelepton num berdestroying

oscillations(with bp > cos2�0),on theotherhand,arenotsuppressed becausethenum berof

sterileneutrinoswith bp > cos2�0 arenegligible.

(3)Thecreation oflepton num berisconsiderably sm ootherin therealisticcase.Forinstance,

in the exam ple where �m2 = � 1 eV2,sin22�0 = 10� 8,in the realistic case (shown in Figure

3),L�� goesfrom 10� 10 to 10� 6 in about�T � 1 M eV,whereasin theunrealisticcasewhere

theneutrinom om entum distribution wasneglected (shown in Figure1),jL��jgoesfrom 10� 10

to 10� 6 in about�T � 0:005 M eV.

(4)Atlow tem peratures,thelepton num bergets\frozen" atan earliertim e.Forexam ple,in

the case where �m2 = � 1 eV2 and sin22�0 = 10� 8,with m om entum dependence (Figure 3),

the �nalvalue forthe lepton num beris� 4� 10� 4,whereasin the unrealistic case without

the neutrino m om entum distribution,the �nalvalue forthe lepton num berforthisexam ple

(Figure 1)is � 10� 1. As discussed brie
y in section II,this e�ect is expected because the

tem perature where the lepton num ber gets frozen occurs when the rate ofchange ofthe

variable a due to the expansion ofthe Universe dom inatesoverthe rate ofchange ofa due

to neutrino oscillations. In the realistic case where the m om entum distribution is taken

into account,the m axim um value ofthe rate ofchange ofa due to neutrino oscillations is

suppressed becauseonly a sm allfraction oftheneutrinoswillbeattheresonance.

This last point suggests that the m om entum distribution cannot be ignored if one is

interested in �ndingouttheprecise�nalvalueofthelepton num bergenerated.However,note

thatEq.(84)doesnotincorporate
avourconversion duetotheM SW e�ect[seeassum ption(4)

in section IIforsom ediscussion aboutthispoint].Thee�ectoftheM SW 
avourconversion

should be to be to keep a ’ 1 for lower tem peratures. This m eans that the �nalvalue of

L�� should be signi�cantly largerthan suggested by Figures3,4. Thise�ectwillneed to be

incorporated ifonewantsto calculatetheprecisevalueofthe�nallepton num bergenerated.

24



[Theprecisevalueofthe�nallepton num bercan beobtained by num erically integrating the

density m atrix equationsEqs.(46)suitably m odi�ed to incorporate the neutrino m om entum

distribution].In particular,ifoneisinterested in working outtheregion ofparam eterspace

where the electron lepton num ber is large enough to a�ect BBN through nuclear reaction

rates,then the�nalvalueoftheelectron lepton num berisvery im portant[33,34].

Notethatwecan check Eq.(91)by num erically integrating Eq.(93)and Eq.(84)assum ing

forde�nitenessthat��s=���
<
� 0:6 (wherethe�’saretheenergy densities).Thisleadsto the

following constrainton �m2;sin22�0;

sin22�0
<
� 2(4)� 10� 5

"
eV 2

j�m2j

# 1

2

; (96)

for�e� �s (��;� � �s)oscillations.Thus,weseethatEq.(91)turnsouttobeagood approxim a-

tion afterall.Thisisbasically dueto theresultthatthecreation ofa non-negligiblenum ber

ofsterile neutrinos has the e�ect ofdelaying the point where signi�cant lepton num ber is

created [seepoint(2)above].

Finally,the region ofparam eter space where signi�cant neutrino asym m etries are gen-

erated by ordinary sterile neutrino oscillations can be obtained by integrating Eq.(94) and

Eq.(93). The resultofthisnum ericalwork isthatsigni�cant neutrino asym m etry (jL�� j
>
�

10� 5)isgenerated by ordinary -sterileneutrino oscillationsforthefollowingregion ofparam -

eterspace

6(5)� 10� 10
"
eV 2

j�m2j

#1

6
<
� sin22�0

<
� 2(4)� 10� 5

"
eV 2

j�m2j

#1

2

; and j�m2
j
>
� 10� 4 eV 2

; (97)

for�e � �s (��;� � �s)oscillations. Note thatwe have assum ed that��s=���
<
� 0:6 [Eq.(96)].

In the generalcase where no bound on ��s=��� is assum ed,the upper bound on sin22�0 is

considerably weaker.Forexam ple,��;� � �s oscillationswith �m
2 = � 1 eV2;sin22�0 = 10� 4

violatethebound,Eq.(96)butstillgeneratesigni�cantneutrino asym m etry,asillustrated in

Figure3.[Forthisparticularexam ple,wefound that��s=��� ’ 0:86].

Theparam eterspacein Eq.(97)can becom pared with previousworkwherethem om entum

dependencewasneglected[18,12].Aswehavem entioned above,theupperbound on sin22�0

which assum es a BBN bound of��s=���
<
� 0:6,isnotm odi�ed m uch when the m om entum

distribution ofthe neutrino isincorporated. Forthe lowerlim itofsin22�0,the e�ectofthe

m om entum dependence is to reduce the region ofparam eter space by nearly two orders of

m agnitude.

Finally,itm aybepossibleforsigni�cantneutrinoasym m etriestobegenerated forj�m 2j
<
�

10� 4 eV 2, however the m echanism of production of these asym m etries is dom inated by

oscillations between collisions (rather than the m echanism of collisions) and tend to be

oscillatory[18,28,32].

V I. C onsistency of the m axim al vacuum oscillation solutions of the solar and

atm ospheric neutrino problem s w ith B B N
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W e now turn to another application ofthe phenom enon oflepton num ber creation due to

ordinary-sterile neutrino oscillations. First,in the context ofa sim ple explanation ofthe

solarneutrino problem which involveslarge angle �e � �s oscillations,we willdeterm ine the

conditionsunderwhich thelepton num berproduced from �� � �s oscillationscan suppressthe

oscillations�� � �s (where� 6= �).ThisallowstheBBN boundson ordinary-sterileneutrino

oscillationsto beevaded by m any ordersofm agnitude,aswewillshow.W ebegin by brie
y

reviewing them axim alvacuum oscillation solution to thesolarneutrino problem [9].

One possible explanation ofthe solarneutrino problem isthatthe electron neutrino os-

cillates m axim ally (ornearm axim ally) with a sterile neutrino (which we here denote as�0e
rather than as �s in order to rem ind the reader that this sterile neutrino is approxim ately

m axim ally m ixed with �e)[9,35].W ewilldenotethe�m2 for�e� �0e oscillationsby �m
2
ee0.As

iswellknown,fora largerangeofparam eters[36]

3� 10� 10 eV 2 <
� j�m

2

ee0j
<
� 10� 3 eV 2

; (98)

m axim alvacuum oscillationsim ply thatthe 
ux ofelectron neutrinosfrom the sun willbe

reduced by afactoroftwoforallneutrinoenergiesrelevanttothesolarneutrino experim ents.

W e willcallthis scenario the \m axim alvacuum oscillation solution" to the solar neutrino

problem . Itisa very sim ple and predictive schem e which can eitherbe ruled outortested

m orestringently with theexistingexperim ents.Im portantly,italsom akesde�nitepredictions

forthenew experim ents,SNO,Superkam iokandeand Borexino.Ourinterestin thisschem eis

also m otivated by theexactparity sym m etricm odel(seeRef.[17]fora review ofthism odel).

Thism odelpredictsthatordinary neutrinoswillbe m axim ally m ixed with m irrorneutrinos

(which are approxim ately sterile as far as ordinary m atter is concerned) ifneutrinos have

m ass[17]. Ifwe m ake the assum ption thatthe m ixing between the generations issm all(as

it is in the quark sector) then the exact parity sym m etric m odelpredicts that the three

known neutrinos willeach be (to a good approxim ation) m axim alm ixtures of two m ass

eigenstates.Therearealso otherinteresting m odelswhich predictthattheelectron neutrino

is approxim ately m axim ally m ixed with a sterile neutrino[37]. The m axim alm ixing ofthe

electron neutrino (�e)and thesterileneutrinowillreducethesolarneutrino
ux by an energy

independentfactoroftwo forthe large range ofparam etersgiven in Eq.(98). Thisleadsto

de�nite predictions for the expected solar neutrino 
uxes for the existing experim ents. In

Ref.[9],we com pared these predictions with the existing experim ents. W e sum m arize the

resultsofthatexercisein Table1 which wehaveupdated to includethem ostrecentdata[38].

Notethatin Table1,theKam iokandeexperim enthasbeen used asa m easurem entofthe

Boron 
ux[39,40,41]. Thisisa sensible way to analyse the data (butnotthe only way of

course)because the 
ux ofneutrinoscom ing from thisreaction chain isdi�cultto reliably

calculate[42].Clearly,the sim ple energy independent
ux reduction by a factoroftwo leads

topredictionswhich arein quitereasonableagreem entwith thedata.Ifthem inim alstandard

m odelhad given such good predictions,few would haveclaim ed thatthereisa solarneutrino

problem .

Notethatthem axim alvacuum oscillation solution isdistinctfrom the\justso"largeangle

vacuum oscillation solution[45]. In the \just so" solution,the electron neutrino oscillation
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length isassum ed to be aboutequalto the distance between the earth and the sun (which

correspondsto j�m2j’ 10� 10 eV 2).In thiscase the 
ux ofneutrinosdependssensitively on

�m2 and itispossibleto�tthedatatothefreeparam eters�m 2;sin22�0[45].Theadvantageof

doingthisisthatagood �ttothedatacan beobtained (howeverthisisnotsosurprisingsince

therearetwo freeparam etersto adjust).Thedisadvantageisthat�netuning isrequired and

predictivity islostbecause ofthe two free param eters.The m axim alm ixing solution on the

otherhand assum esm axim alm ixingand that�m2 isin therangeEq.(98).Forthisparam eter

rangethereisan energy independent
ux reduction by a factoroftwo.Theadvantageofthis

possibility isthatitdoesnotrequire �ne tuning and itispredictive. A consequence ofthis

isthatitistestable with theexisting experim ents.The disadvantageofthisscenario isthat

it does not give a perfect �t to the data. However,in our opinion the predictions are in

rem arkably good agreem entwith thedata given thesim plicity and predictivity ofthem odel.

W ith the range ofparam etersin Eq.(98)there isa potentialcon
ict with BBN[43,44].

Form axim ally m ixed �e and �
0
e neutrinos,thefollowingratherstringentBBN bound hasbeen

obtained assum ing thatthe lepton num berasym m etry could be neglected[5,6,7,8]:

j�m
2

ee0j
<
� 10� 8 eV 2

: (99)

This bound arises by requiring that the sterile neutrinos do not signi�cantly m odify the

successfulBBN calculations. For tem peratures above the kinetic decoupling tem perature

the requirem ent that the sterile neutrinos do not com e into equilibrium im plies the bound

j�m2
ee0j

<
� 10� 6 eV 2. Sm allervaluesof�m2

ee0 in the range 10� 8
<
� j�m2ee0j=eV

2 <
� 10� 6 can be

excluded becausetheoscillationsdepletethenum berofelectronneutrinos(andanti-neutrinos)

after kinetic decoupling (so that they cannot be replenished). The depletion of electron

neutrinosincreases the He/H prim ordialabundance ratio. Thisisbecause the tem perature

wheretheratioofneutronstoprotonsfreezesoutisincreasediftherearelesselectronneutrinos

around. Forj�m2
ee0j

<
� 10� 8 eV 2,the oscillation lengthsare too long to have any signi�cant

e�ect on the num ber densities ofelectron neutrinos during the nucleosynthesis era. Ifthe

boundinEq.(99)werevalidthenitwouldrestrictm uchoftheparam eterspaceforthem axim al

vacuum oscillation solution ofthesolarneutrino problem .However,thisbound doesnothold

ifthere isan appreciable lepton num berasym m etry in the early Universe fortem peratures

between 1� 100 M eV[11]. This isbecause the generation ofsigni�cantlepton num ber L(e)

im pliesthatthequantity aee0 [which isthea param eterde�ned in Eq.(18)with �m
2 = �m2

ee0]

isvery largethereby suppressing theoscillations[notethatforaee0 � 1,sin22�m � sin22�0,

see Eq.(19)]. W e willnow show in detailhow the creation oflepton num ber can relax the

BBN bound Eq.(99)by m any ordersofm agnitude.

W e willassum e that the various oscillations can be approxim ately broken up into the

pairwise oscillations �e � �0e,�� � �0e and �� � �0e. W e willdenote the various oscillation

param etersin a self-evidentnotation,

b�e0;a�e0 for�� � �
0
e oscillations; (100)

where � = e;�;�. W e willdenote the m ixing param eters, �m2; sin22�0 appropriate for

�� � �0e oscillations by �m2
�e0; sin22��e

0

0 . Note that lepton num ber cannot be created by
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�� � �0e oscillationsuntilb�e0 < cos2��e
0

0 .Recallthatthebparam eterisinversely proportional

to�m2 [seeEq.(18)].Thus,theearliestpointduringtheevolution oftheUniversewherelepton

num ber can be created due to ordinary -sterile neutrino oscillations occurs foroscillations

which have thelargestj�m2j.Notethatthese oscillationsm ustsatisfy thebound in Eq.(97)

ifthey are to produce lepton num ber,and they should also satisfy the BBN bound Eq.(96)

ifwe dem and thatthe sterile neutrino energy density be sm allenough so thatBBN is not

signi�cantlym odi�ed.Notethatthe�e� �0e oscillationshaveverysm allj�m
2
ee0j

<
� 10� 3 eV 2[36],

and cos2�ee
0

0 � 0 (assum ing m axim alornear m axim alm ixing),and thus these oscillations

them selvescannotproducesigni�cantlepton num ber.However,the�m 2 for��� �0e or�� � �0e
oscillations can have m uch larger �m2 (and they should also have �m2 < 0 ifm ��;m �� >

m �0e
)[46]. W e willassum e forde�niteness thatm �� > m �� > m �0e

so thatj�m2
�e0j> j�m2

�e0j

and the�� � �0e oscillationscreateL�� �rst(with L��;L�e assum ed to beinitially negligible).

Ifm �� > m �� then weonly need to replace�� by �� in thefollowing analysis.

Thus, we willconsider the system com prising ��;�e and �0e (and their anti-particles).

Ouranalysis willbe divided into two parts. First,we willcalculate the condition thatthe

L(e) created by �� � �0e oscillationssurviveswithoutbeing subsequently destroyed by �e � �0e
oscillations. W e willthen establish the conditionsunderwhich L(e) iscreated early enough

and islargeenough to suppressthe�e� �0e oscillationsso thatonly a negligiblenum berof�
0
e

isproduced.

Forsim plicity we will�rstanalyse the system neglecting the m om entum distribution of

theneutrino.Thisisusefulbecauseunderthisassum ption itturnsoutthatthissystem can

beapproxim ately solved analytically aswewillshow.W ewillthen considertherealisticcase

wherethespread ofm om enta istaken into consideration.

It is im portant to observe that the generation of L�� also leads to the generation of

L(e)[through Eq.(16)]. Ifwe assum e that negligible L�e is generated,then L(e) ’ L(�)=2.

However �e � �0e oscillations can potentially generate L�e such that L(e) ! 0. (Recallthat

L(e) ’ 0 is an approxim ately stable �xed point for the �e � �0e system for tem peratures

greater than a few M eV).The e�ect ofthe �e � �0e oscillations willbe greatest when the

�e � �0e oscillations are at resonance. Ifnegligible L�e is generated,then jaee0j’ Rja�e0j=2

and jbee0j’ R(A e=A �)jb�e0j(whereR � j�m2�e0=�m
2
ee0j).Hencethe�e� �0e resonancecondition

(aee0 = bee0),willbesatis�ed when

ja�e0j= 2(A e=A �)jb�e0j: (101)

Recallthatthe�� � �0e oscillationsgenerateL�� such that

a�e0 ’ 1� b�e0; (102)

where we have assum ed thatcos2��e
0

0 � 1 and thatL�� > 0 forde�niteness. Observe that

Eqs.(101,102)im ply thatthe system inevitably passes through the �e � �0e resonance. This

eventwilloccurwhen

jb�e0j’
A �

A � + 2A e

: (103)
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Using the de�nition ofb�e0 which can be obtained from Eq.(18),the above equation can be

solved forthe�e � �0e resonancetem perature

T
ee0

res ’

"
�m2M 2

W 4:1

6:3
p
2G F A �

A �

A � + 2A e

#1

6

’ 11

 
�m2

�e0

eV 2

! 1

6

M eV: (104)

Thus,when T = Tee0

res,the �� � �0e oscillationshave created enough L(e) so thatthe �e � �0e
oscillations willbe at the resonance,assum ing that negligible L�e has been generated. In

generalthe�e� �0e resonancetem peraturedependson both L�e and L��.The�e� �0e resonance

condition aee0 = bee0 im pliesthattheresonance tem peraturefor�e � �0e oscillationsisrelated

to L�e and L�� by theequation

T
ee0

res =

s

M 2
W

A e

L(e) ’

s

M 2
W

A e

(2L�e + L�); (105)

where we have neglected thesm allbaryon and electron asym m etriesand a possible m u neu-

trino asym m etry (we willdiscuss the e�ects ofthe m u neutrino later). Thusthe resonance

tem peraturewillchangewhen L�e and L�� changedueto oscillations.

Letusconsidertherateofchangeofthequantity (Tee0

res � T),

d(Tee0

res � T)

dt
=
@Tee0

res

@L�e

@L�e

@t
+
@Tee0

res

@L��

@L��

@t
�
dT

dt
; (106)

evaluated at the tem perature T = Tee0

res. Note that the �rst term on the right-hand side

ofEq.(106)represents the rate ofchange ofTee0

res due to �e � �0e oscillations (and its sign is

negative),whilethesecond term istherateofchangeofTee0

res dueto �� � �0e oscillations(and

thesign ofthisterm ispositive).Thethird term in Eq.(106)istherateofchangeof(Tee0

res� T)

due to the expansion ofthe Universe (� dT
dt

’ 5:5T3=M P )(thisterm isalso positive in sign).

Observe thatifd(Tee0

res � T)=dt> 0,then the system passes through the resonance without

signi�cant destruction ofL(e). Ifon the otherhand,d(Tee0

res � T)=dt
<
� 0,then the position

ofthe resonance m oves to lower and lower tem peratures and L(e) ! 0. Thus,a su�cient

condition thatL(e) surviveswithoutbeing destroyed by �e � �0e oscillationsisthat

@Tee0

res

@L�e

@L�e

@t
+
@Tee0

res

@L��

@L��

@t
>
dT

dt
: (107)

To evaluate@L��=@t,observe that

@L(�)

@t
= 2

@L��

@t
+
@L�e

@t
’
� 4L(�)

T

dT

dt
(108)

where we have assum ed thatL(�) � T� 4 forT = Tee0

res.Ofcourse thislatterassum ption only

holdsprovided thatthe�e� �0e resonancedoesnotoccurwhileL�� isstillgrowingexponentially.

However,for sin22��e
0

0 su�ciently large,the � e � �0e resonance can occur during the rapid
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exponentialgrowth phaseofL��.Ifthishappensthen therateatwhich the��� �0e oscillations

m ove the system away from the �e � �0e resonance is m uch m ore rapid. Consequently,the

region ofparam eterspacewhereL(e) surviveswithoutbeing destroyed by �e� �0e oscillations

issigni�cantly largerin thiscase (thise�ectwillbe illustrated lateron when we study the

system num erically).

Thususing Eq.(108),Eq.(107)can bewritten in theform

3

4

@L�e

@t

@Tee0

res

@L�e

>
�

"

1+
L(�)

T

@Tee0

res

@L�e

#
dT

dt
; (109)

where we have used the relation @Tee0

res=@L�e = 2@Tee0

res=@L�� which iseasily obtainable from

Eq.(105).

Note that the m ost stringent condition occurs at the �e � �0e resonance tem perature,

Eq.(104).W eareprim arily interested in relatively largevaluesofj�m2
�e0j

>
� 10� 1 eV 2,which

m eans that Tee0

res

>
� 8 M eV . Thus,from section III,we are in a region ofparam eter space

where we expectEq.(23)to be valid. [In particular,note thatsince Tee0

res isnotatthe point

wherethelepton num berisinitiallycreated,Eq.(75)should alsobevalid].Thus,from Eq.(23)

we can obtain the rate ofchange ofL�e due to �e � �0e oscillations,atthe �e � �0e resonance

(whereb� a� c= 0).W e�nd

@L�e

@t
’ �

3

8

sin2�ee
0

0

��eT
2

"
�m2

ee0

6:3

#2

: (110)

Notethatfrom Eq.(105),wehave:

@Tee0

res

@L�e

=
M 2

W

A eT
ee0

res

=
Tee0

res

L(e)
: (111)

Thus,

L(�)

Tee0

res

@Tee0

res

@L�e

=
L(�)

L(e)
’ 2: (112)

Hencethesu�cientcondition thatL (e) surviveswithoutbeingdestroyed by �e� �0e oscillations

can beobtained by substituting Eqs.(110,111,112)into Eq.(109).Doing thisexercisewe�nd

j�m
2

ee0j
<
� �j�m

2

�e0j
11

12; (113)

where� isgiven by

� ’
12:6G Fp

sin2 2�ee
0

0
M W

�
8yeA e5:5

3M P

� 1

2

�
T ee

0

res

(j�m 2j)1=6

� 11

2

’
12:6G Fp

sin2 2�ee
0

0
M W

�
8yeA e5:5

3M P

� 1

2

�
4:1M 2

W

6:3
p
2G F A �

A �

A �+ 2A e

� 11

12

; (114)
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and wehaveused Eq.(104).Thus,putting thenum bersin,we�nd

j�m2
ee0j

eV 2

<
� 6� 10� 7

 
j�m2

�e0j

eV 2

! 11

12

; (115)

where we have assum ed m axim alm ixing (i.e. sin22�ee
0

0 ’ 1). Thusprovided thiscondition

holds,L(e) willnotbe destroyed signi�cantly by �e � �0e oscillations (underthe assum ption

thattheneutrino therm alm om entum distribution can beneglected;wewillstudy thee�ects

ofthe m om entum distribution in a m om ent) and the system m oves quickly away from the

�e� �0e resonance.W hilethiscondition wasderived asasu�cientcondition,itturnsouttobe

a necessary oneaswell.ThisisbecauseifEq.(107)wherenotvalid,then �e � �0e oscillations

would create L�e rapidly enough such that@(Tee0

res � T)=@t< 0. Thiswould m ean thatthe

�e � �0e resonance tem perature would m ove to lowerand lowertem peratureswhere the rate

ofchangeofL�e [from Eq.(110)]would beeven larger(asitisproportionalto 1=T7)and the

expansion rate slower. Thus ifthe condition Eq.(107) were not satis�ed initially,it could

certainly notbesatis�ed forlowertem peratures.

In theabovesystem consisting of��;�e and �
0
e (and theiranti-particles)discussed above,

observethatwehaveneglected thee�ectsof�� � �e oscillations.Asdiscussed in theprevious

section, the e�ect ofthese oscillations is to m ake (L �� � L�e) tend to zero. Since these

oscillationscannotpreventL�� from being generated thee�ectofincorporating them should

only increasetheallowed region ofparam eterspace[47].

The e�ect ofthe m uon neutrino can also only increase the allowed region ofparam eter

space. The e�ectof�� � �0e oscillationswillbe to create L�� provided that�m2
�e0 < 0. The

e�ectsof�� arecom pletely analogousto thee�ectsofthe�� neutrino,and wecan replace��
with �� in theaboveanalysis.Thism eansthatitisonly necessary thateither�m

2
�e0 or�m

2
�e0

(orboth)satisfy Eq.(115).

Hitherto we have exam ined the system neglecting the therm aldistribution ofneutrino

m om enta.W enow studytherealisticcasewherethetherm aldistributionofneutrinom om enta

is taken into consideration. W e �rst estim ate approxim ately the e�ects ofthe m om entum

distribution analytically and then wewillpreform a m oreaccuratenum ericalstudy.

Thepreviouscalculation assum esthatalloftheneutrinoshaveacom m on m om entum and

thusthey allentertheresonanceatthesam etim e.In therealisticcase,only a sm allfraction

(less than about1 percent aswe willshow) ofthe neutrinos are atresonance atany given

tim e.Notethatthe�� � �0e oscillationsarenota�ected greatly by thisconsideration,sinceas

weshowed in section V,them om entum spread doesnotpreventL�� from being created (and

itstillsatis�esapproxim ately L(�) � T4 afteritisinitially created). On the otherhand the

e�ect ofthe neutrino m om entum distribution on the �e � �0e oscillations isvery im portant.

This is because the �e � �0e oscillations cannot destroy L(e) as e�ciently as before. In fact

Eq.(110) willbe reduced by a factor which is about equalto the fraction ofneutrinos at

the resonance. In principle,one should solve Eq.(109)atthe pointwhere electron neutrinos

ofm om entum p = 
T are at resonance and then calculate the m inim um ofthe value of�

[see Eqs.(113,114)]overthe range ofallpossible valuesof
. Forsim plicity we willm ake a

rough approxim ation and assum e thatthe m inim um of� occcurswhen neutrinosofaverage
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m om entum are atresonance (i.e. assum e 
 ’ 3:15). [Note thatlater-on we willdo a m ore

accuratenum ericalcalculation].

To calculatethefraction of�e neutrinosatthe�e� �0e resonanceweneed to calculatethe

width oftheresonancein m om entum space.W ewilldenotethiswidth by �p.From Eq.(23)

itiseasy to seethatthewidth oftheresonanceisgoverned approxim ately by theequation

�pj
@(b

p

ee0 � a
p

ee0)

@p
j’ 2

p
xee0; (116)

where we have assum ed m axim alm ixing (i.e.cos2�ee
0

0 ’ 0).Notethatfrom them om entum

dependence ofbp;ap [seeEq.(81)],itfollowsthat

@b
p

ee0

@p
=
2b

p

ee0

p
;
@a

p

ee0

@p
=
a
p

ee0

p
; (117)

and hence
@(b

p

ee0 � a
p

ee0)

@p
=
2b

p

ee0

p
�
a
p

ee0

p
’
a
p

ee0

p
; (118)

wherewehaveused theresultthatb
p

ee0 ’ a
p

ee0 attheresonance(notethatwehaveassum ed that

L(e) > 0 forde�niteness).Notethatweareessentially interested in evaluating them axim um

value ofthe fraction ofneutrinos at the resonance. This m axim um fraction should occur

approxim ately when p � hpi. Thus,from the previousanalysis,the resonance forneutrinos

ofaveragem om entum occurswhen

aee0 ’
a�e0

2

�m2
�e0

�m2
ee0

’
1

2

�m2
�e0

�m2
ee0

: (119)

Thus, from Eqs.(118, 119) and Eq.(116) the width ofthe resonance in m om entum space

becom es

�p� 4p
q

hxee0i

"
j�m2

ee0j

j�m2
�e0j

#

: (120)

Recallthathxee0iisde�ned in Eq.(25),and isgiven by

hxee0i= sin22�ee
0

0 + �2�e
hpi2

(�m2
ee0)

2
’ sin22�ee

0

0 +
y2eG

4
F (3:15)

2T12

(�m2
ee0)

2
: (121)

Expanding outhxee0iatthetem peratureT � Tee
0

res [de�ned in Eq.(104)],we�nd

hxee0i= sin22�ee
0

0 +

"
yeG F M

2
W 4:1

2
p
2A �

A �

A � + 2A e

#2 "
�m2

�e0

�m2
ee0

#2

’ 1:2� 10� 5
"
�m2

�e0

�m2
ee0

#2

; (122)

where the last part follows provided that j�m2
ee0j

<
� 10� 3j�m2

�e0j. Thus, using the above

equation,Eq.(120)sim pli�esto

�p

p
’
2yeG F M

2
W 4:1p

2A �

A �

A � + A e

’ 1:4� 10� 2: (123)
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Thusitisclearthatonly a sm allfraction ofneutrinoswillbe atthe resonance. W e denote

the fraction ofelectron neutrinosatthe �e � �0e resonance by �n �=n�.Note that�n �=n� is

given approxim ately by theequation

�n �

n�
’
�p

n�

dn�

dp
: (124)

Using n� =
3

4
�(3)T3=�2,and

dn�

dp
=

1

2�2

p2

1+ ep=T
; (125)

we�nd

�n �

n�
jm ax �

2yeG F M
2
W 4:1p

2A �

A �

A � + 2A e

hp=Ti3

1:5�(3)(1+ ehpi=T)
’
1:4� 10� 2

1:5�(3)

hp=Ti3

1+ ehpi=T
’ 1:0� 10� 2:

(126)

Thee�ectofthem om entum spread isthustoreducethenum berofneutrinosattheresonance

by theabovefactor.M ultiplyingEq.(110)by thisfraction and repeatingthesam estepswhich

lead to Eq.(115)we�nd thatEq.(115)isweakened by thefactor
q

�n �=n� ’ 10� 1.In other

wordsthe e�ectofthe neutrino m om entum distribution isto increase the allowed region of

param eterspace forwhich �e � �0e oscillationsdo notdestroy theL
(e) asym m etry created by

�� � �0e oscillations.Thisregion ofparam eterspaceisgiven approxim ately by

j�m
2

ee0j
<
�

�
q

�n �=n�

j�m
2

�e0j
11

12; (127)

where � isgiven in Eq.(114)and
q

� �=n� isgiven in Eq.(126).Putting the num bersin,the

abovecondition can bewritten in theform

j�m2
ee0j

eV 2

<
� 6� 10� 6

 
j�m2

�e0j

eV 2

! 11

12

: (128)

W enow check thisresultby doing a m oreaccuratenum ericalstudy ofthisproblem .

TherateofchangeofL�e and L�� dueto the�� � �0e,�e � �0e oscillationscan beobtained

from Eq.(94).Thisleadsto thefollowing coupled di�erentialequations

dL�e

dt
’ 1

4�(3)T 3

R1
0

sin2 2�ee
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p
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These equationsare coupled di�erentialequationsbecause a
p

ee0 and a
p

�e0 depend on both L�e

and L��.Recallthatz
� = (z� �z)=2.From Eq.(93)thez param eter,which isrelated to the

num berofsterileneutrinosproduced,isgoverned by:

dz

dt
=
1

4
(1� z)

"
�p�e sin

22�ee
0

0

[x
p

ee0 + (cos2�ee
0

0 � b
p

ee0 + a
p

ee0)
2]
+

�p�� sin
22��e

0

0

[x
p

�e0 + (cos2��e
0

0 � b
p

�e0 + a
p

�e0)
2]

#

; (130)

and theevolution of�z isgoverned by an equation sim ilarto theabove(butwith ap ! � ap).

Theaboveequationscan beintegrated num erically (followingtheproceedurem entioned in

section V).Doing this,we can �nd the region ofparam eterspace where the L(e) asym m etry

created by the �� � �0e oscillations does not get destroyed by the �e � �0e oscillations. W e

willsolve Eq.(129)and Eq.(130) underthe assum ption thatsin22�ee
0

0 ’ 1 (i.e. the �e � �0e
oscillationsare approxim ately m axim al). Perform ing the necessary num ericalwork,we �nd

thatL(e)iscreated by��� �0e oscillationsand notsubsequently destroyed by�e� �0e oscillations

for the region ofparam eter space shown in Figure 5. For de�niteness we have taken two

illustrativechoicesforsin22��e
0

0 ,sin22��e
0

0 = 10� 8;10� 6.Notethatin ournum ericalwork,we

have studied the region 10� 1
<
� j�m2�e0j=eV

2 <
� 102.Ofcourse,there willbe param eterspace

outside thisregion where the L(e) created by �� � �0e oscillationsisnotdestroyed by �e � �0e
oscillations. However,one should keep in m ind that there is a rather stringent cosm ology

bound,m ��

<
� 40 eV [48](which im pliesthatj�m2�e0j

<
� 1600 eV2).Thisbound assum esthat

theneutrinoisapproxim ately stable,which isexpected given thestandard m odelinteractions.

Ofcourse,iftherearenew interactionsbeyond thestandard m odel,then itispossibletoevade

thiscosm ology bound[49].

Observe thatthe region ofparam eterspace where L(e) survivesissom ewhatlargerthan

ouranalyticalestim ateEq.(128).Thisispartly becausethepointwhereL�� iscreated occurs

at a signi�cantly higher tem perature than the analyticalestim ate (see section V for som e

discussion aboutthispoint).Notethatthequantity �=
q

�n �=n� � T 11=2
res =T3

res � T5=2res.Thus,

theresultthattheleptonnum beriscreatedatahighertem peraturethanouranalyticestim ate

can easily lead to a signi�cantincrease in theparam eterspace.Also,forlargesin22��e
0

0 ,the

m agnitudeofL�� created by ��� �0e oscillationsisconsiderably largerbeforethegrowth ofL��

iscuto�by thenon-linearity ofthedi�erentialequation governing itsevolution (com parethe

solid line with the dashed ordashed-dotted linesin Figures3 orFigure 4). Recallthatour

analyticalestim ate assum ed thatthe creation ofL(e) due to �� � �0e oscillationshad already

passed the rapid exponentialgrowth phase atthepointwhere the destruction ofL(e) due to

�e � �0e oscillations reached a m axim um . W hile this latterassum ption is generally true for

sm allvaluesofsin22��e
0

0 ,itisnottrueforlargervalues.In thiscase,therateofchangeofTee0

res

due to �� � �0e oscillations willbe m uch largerthan ouranalyticalestim ate. Consequently,

the allowed region ofparam eterspace isincreased. Thusthe resultthatthe allowed region

ofparam eter space for sin22��e
0

0 = 10� 6 is signi�cantly larger than the allowed region for

sin22��e
0

0 = 10� 8 isnotunexpected.

Having established thecondition thatthe�e� �0e oscillationsdonotdestroy theL
(e) which

is created by the �� � �0e oscillations (or�� � �0e oscillations),we m ust also check that the

m agnitudeofL(e) islargeenough to invalidatethebound in Eq.(99).
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For�m2
ee0 in therangej�m

2
ee0j

>
� 10� 6 eV 2,thebound Eq.(99)arisesby requiring thatthe

�e � �0e oscillationsdo notbring the�
0
e sterileneutrino into equilibrium abovethekineticde-

coupling tem perature(� 3M eV).Thesterileneutrino�0e willnotbebroughtinto equilibrium

provided thattherateof�0e production isapproxim ately lessthan theexpansion rateH ,i.e.

�(�e ! �
0
e)=H ’

1

4
��e sin

22�ee
0

m =H
<
� 1; (131)

where we have used Eq.(9)with hsin2�=2Lm i’ 1=2[50]. Recallthatwe are prim arily inter-

ested in theregion 1M eV
<
� T

<
� 100M eV,whereH ’ 5:5T2=M P .UsingEq.(19)with a ’ 0,

theaboveequation can bere-written in theform

yeG
2
F M P sin

22�ee
0

0 T3

22[b2ee0 + 1]

<
� 1; (132)

wherewehaveassum ed largem ixing i.e.cos2�ee
0

0 � 1.Recallthatbee0 can beobtained from

Eq.(18). Obtaining the m axim um ofthe left-hand side ofEq.(132) leads approxim ately to

thebound j�m2j
<
� 10� 6 eV 2.

In thecasewhereL�� iscreated by �� � �0e oscillations,thesituation isvery di�erent.The

lepton num berL�� iscreated atthetem peraturewhen b�e0 � 1 (assum ing thatcos2��e
0

0 � 1).

Denoting thistem peratureby T�e0

c ,then asperEq.(34)

T
�e0

c � 16

 
j�m2

�e0j

eV 2

! 1

6

M eV: (133)

Theevolution ofthissystem can bedivided intotwo regions,theregion beforelepton num ber

creation (i.e. T > T�e0

c ),and the region after the lepton num ber creation (i.e. T < T�e0

c ).

In the region before the lepton num ber is created,a�e0 ’ 0 and Eq.(132) holds. W e will

obviously be interested in the param eterspace where �m2
�e0 issu�ciently large (recallthat

�m2
�e0 is related to T�e0

c by Eq.(133) above) so thatL�� is created atsom e pointabove the

kinetic decoupling tem perature Tdec ’ 3 M eV,of�e. Let us assum e that j�m2
�e0jis large

enough so that b2ee0 � 1 for tem peratures T > T�e0

c (which corresponds approxim ately to,

j�m2
�e0j> j�m2

ee0j).In thiscase,b
2
ee0 + 1’ b2ee0 and Eq.(132)can bere-written in theform

T
9 >
�
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ee0M
2
W

6:3
p
2G F A e

! 2
sin22�ee

0

0 yeG
2
F M P

22
: (134)

where we have used Eq.(18)with n
 ’ T3=4:1. Observe thatthe m ost stringent condition

occursforT = T�e0

c .Thustaking T = T�e0

c ,using Eq.(133),we�nd that

j�m2
�e0j

eV 2

>
� 15

"
j�m2

ee0j

eV 2

#4

3 h

sin22�ee
0

0

i2

3

: (135)

Assum ingm axim al�e� �0e oscillations(i.e.sin2�
ee0

0 ’ 1)and assum ingj�m2
ee0j

<
� 10� 3 eV 2[36],

Eq.(135)im pliesthat

j�m
2

�e0j
>
� 10� 3 eV 2

: (136)
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Thus provided that this constraint is satis�ed,the sterile neutrino,�0e willnot com e into

equilibrium fortem peraturesgreaterthan thetem peraturewhereL�� iscreated,T
�e0

c .

W e now need to check that the lepton num ber created is su�cient to suppress � e � �0e
oscillationsfortem peratureslessthan T�e0

c .Dem andingthattheinteractionsdonotbringthe

sterileneutrinointoequilibrium with them uon neutrino,thatisagain im posingtheinequality

Eq.(131),butthistim e forT < T�e0

c where there issigni�cantcreation ofL(e) [11],we �nd

that
yeG

2
F M P sin

22�ee
0

0 T3

22[(bee0 � aee0)
2 + 1]

<
� 1; (137)

wherethe� (+)signscorrespond to �e� �0e (��e� ��0e )oscillations.NotethatEq.(137)isonly

required to be satis�ed forT > Tdec ’ 3 M eV (since we only need to require thatthesterile

neutrinos do not com e into equilibrium before kinetic decoupling ofthe electron neutrinos

occurs).OnceL(e) iscreated atT = T�e0

c (whereb�e0 = cos2��e
0

0 ’ 1),itsm agnitudewillrise

according to theconstrainta�e0
>
� 1 (assum ing forde�nitenessthatL(e) > 0).Note thatthe

quantitiesbee0;aee0 arerelated to b�e0;a�e0 asfollows:

bee0

b�e0
=
A e

A �

�m2
�e0

�m2
ee0

;
aee0

a�e0
’
1

2

�m2
�e0

�m2
ee0

: (138)

Aftertheinitialresonancea�e0
>
� 1 whileb�e0 � 1 (and quickly becom esm uch lessthan one).

Thus very soon after the resonance,a�e0 � b�e0 and hence from Eq.(138),aee0 � bee0. As

beforethem oststringentbound occurswhen T ’ T�e0

c ,and Eq.(137)leadsto approxim ately

thesam ebound asbefore[i.e.Eq.(136)],sinceatthepointT = T�e0

c ;a�e0 � b�e0.

Finally,we need to check thatthe oscillationsofthe �e,�
0
e neutrinosdo notsigni�cantly

depletethenum berofelectron neutrinosforthetem peraturerange,

0:7 M eV
<
� T

<
� Tdec ’ 3 M eV: (139)

Neutrino oscillations in this tem perature range can a�ect BBN because they willdeplete

electron neutrinos (and anti-neutrinos) and thus m odify the tem perature when the neu-

tron/proton ratio freezes out. This e�ect is generally sm allunless sin22�m
>
� 10� 2[6,8].

Ifwedem and thatsin22�m
<
� 10� 2 forthistem peraturerange,then from Eq.(19)werequire

jaj
>
� 10 (for the m ost stringent case ofm axim alm ixing) for this tem perature range (or

j�m2j
<
� 10� 8 eV 2).Thus,from Eq.(18),jaj

>
� 10 im plies

jL
(e)
j
>
� 2

 
�m2

ee0

eV 2

!

: (140)

Recallthatfortem peraturesT
>
� Tf (whereTf isthetem peraturewherethechangein a due

to theexpansion islargerin m agnitudeto thechangein a dueto oscillations,see theearlier

com m entsaround Eq.(39)forsom ediscussion aboutthis),L�� iscreated such thata�e0 ’ 1,

from thisitfollowsthat

L
(e)
’ L�� ’ 2� 10� 2

 
j�m2

�e0j

eV 2

!  
M eV

Tf

! 4

: (141)
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Com bining Eq.(140)and Eq.(141),su�cientlepton num berwillbegenerated to suppressthe

oscillationsin thetem peraturerangeEq.(139)provided that

j�m
2

ee0j
<
� 10� 2j�m2

�e0j

 
M eV

Tf

! 4

: (142)

Notethatthetem peratureTf isgenerally lessthan about4M eV [seeEq.(39)foradiscussion

aboutthis].Thus,Eq.(142)willbeeasily satis�ed given thecondition Eq.(128).

In sum m ary,a consequence ofthecreation ofL�� by �� � �0e oscillationsisthatthelarge

angleorm axim al�e� �0e oscillationswillnotsigni�cantly m odify BBN provided thatL(e) does

notgetdestroyed by�e� �0e oscillations(seeFigure5forsom eofthisregionofparam eterspace)

and the condition Eq.(136) holds. Thus,it is clear that the oscillation generated neutrino

asym m etry can weaken the rather stringent BBN bound (j�m2
ee0j

<
� 10� 8 eV 2 for m axim al

m ixing)by m any ordersofm agnitude. A consequence ofthisisthatthe m axim alordinary-

sterileneutrinooscillation solution tothesolarneutrinoproblem doesnotsigni�cantly m odify

BBN fora largerangeofparam eters.

W hile we have focussed on a particular scenario,our analysis willbe relevant to other

m odels with sterile neutrinos. For exam ple,assum e that there is a sterile neutrino which

m ixeswith param eterscorresponding to thelargeangleM SW solution to thesolarneutrino

problem ,thatis�m2 � 10� 5 eV 2 and sin22�0 � 0:7[51].Thisscenario hasbeen \ruled out"

(assum ingnegligiblelepton num berasym m etry)in Refs.[6,8].However,ifthesterileneutrino

also m ixesslightly with the m u and/ortau neutrino (and such m ixing would be expected),

then these BBN boundscan be evaded provided thatj�m2
�e0jand/orj�m

2
�e0j

>
� 0:1� 1 eV2.

Notethattheevidencefor�� � �e oscillationsfound by theLSND collaboration suggeststhat

j�m2
�ej

>
� 0:3 eV2[3,46].Ifthisisthe case then the largeangle M SW solution willnotlead

to a signi�cantm odi�cation to BBN fora largerangeofvaluesforsin22�
�e0

0 .

W e now discuss the possibility that the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly is due to large

angle or m axim alm uon neutrino - sterile neutrino oscillations. Here,we willdenote the

sterile neutrino by �0� (this neutrino is expected to be distinct from �0e). Note that the

possibility thatthe atm ospheric neutrino anom aly isdue to large angle orm axim al�� � �0�
oscillations can be wellm otivated. For exam ple,the exact parity m odel[17]predicts that

allthree ordinary neutrinos m ix m axim ally with m irror neutrinos ifneutrinos have m ass.

[Seealso Ref.[37]forsom eotherinteresting m odelswhich can solvetheatm osphericneutrino

anom aly through m axim alordinary -sterileneutrino oscillations].Thede�citofatm ospheric

m uon neutrinos can be explained ifthere are �� � �0� oscillations with sin22�0
>
� 0:5 and

10� 3
<
� j�m2�� 0j=eV

2 <
� 10� 1[2,52].Thebest�toccursfor�m 2

�� 0 ’ 10� 2 eV 2 and sin22�0 ’ 1

[2].However,thisparam eterrangeisnaively inconsistentwith BBN [seeEq.(1)]ifthelepton

num berasym m etriesareneglected.Can thegeneration oflepton num berby ordinary-sterile

neutrino oscillationsreconcilethissolution to theatm osphericneutrino anom aly with BBN?

To study this issue,consider the system consisting of��;��;�
0
�. This system is sim ilar

to the ��;�e;�
0
e system thatwe have discussed above. Doing a sim ilaranalysisto the above

(i.e. replacing �e and �
0
e by �� and �

0
�),we �nd thatthe L

(�) asym m etry created by �� � �0�

37



oscillationswillnotbedestroyed by �� � �0� oscillationsprovided that

j�m
2

�� 0j
<
�

�
q

�n �=n�

j�m
2

��0j
11

12; (143)

where� and �n �=n� aregiven by equationssim ilarto Eq.(114)and Eq.(126)exceptthatthe

replacem entsye ! y�;A e ! A � haveto bem ade.Thus,evaluating theresulting expressions

for� and �n �=n�,we�nd

j�m2
�� 0j

eV 2

<
� 5� 10� 6

 
j�m2

��0j

eV 2

! 11

12

: (144)

Asbefore,we have m ade a m ore accurate num ericalstudy ofthisproblem . Ifwe solve the

system ofequations Eq.(129)and Eq.(130),with the replacem ents �e;�
0
e ! ��;�

0
�,then we

can obtain theregion ofparam eterspacewhere theL(�) created by �� � �0� oscillationsdoes

notgetdestroyed by �� � �0� oscillations.W eshow som eofthisparam eterspacein Figure6.

Ifwe assum e thebest�toftheatm ospheric neutrino data,then j�m 2
�� 0j’ 10� 2 eV 2 and

sin22�
�� 0

0 ’ 1.Num erically solvingtheEqs.(129)and Eq.(130)(with thereplacem entof�e;�
0
e

with ��;�
0
�) assum ing the best �t param eters,j�m 2

�� 0j’ 10� 2 eV 2 and sin22�
�� 0

0 ’ 1,we

again obtain the region ofparam eterspace where the L(�) asym m etry iscreated by �� � �0�
oscillationsand doesnotgetdestroyed subsequently by �� � �0� oscillations. Ourresultsare

shown in Figure 7. Asthe �gure shows,the asym m etry L(�) created by �� � �0� oscillations

willnotbedestroyed by �� � �0� oscillationsprovided that�m
2
��0 isquitelarge,i.e.,

j�m
2

��0j
>
� 30 eV2: (145)

Recallthatouranalysisneglectsthepossiblee�ectsof��� �� oscillations.Itm ay bepossible

thatsm aller�m2
��0 areallowed ifthe�� � �� m ixing param etersarelargeenough.

The requirem entthat�� � �0� oscillationsdo notproduce too m any sterile statesim plies

an upper lim it on sin22�
��0

0 [see Eq.(96)]. This upper lim it has been shown in the Figure

(dashed-dotted line).Also shown in Figure7 (dashed line)isthecosm ologicalenergy density

bound j�m2
��0j

<
� 1600 eV2[48].

Recallthatthedi�erentialequations,Eq.(129)areonly valid provided thatEq.(75)holds.

[W e also require Eq.(76) to hold for �m2 = �m2
�e0,which is clearly valid for the region of

param eter space studied]. Note that in our num ericalwork we found that the condition

Eq.(75)wasapproxim ately valid forthepointsin theallowed region ofthe�guresexceptfor

the region with relatively large values ofsin22�0
>
� 10� 6. It would be a usefulexercise to

check ouranalysisby preform ing a m ore accurate study using thedensity m atrix equations,

Eq.(46),m odi�ed to incorporatetheneutrino m om entum distribution.

Thesin22�
��0

0 dependenceshown in Figures6,7can beunderstood qualitatively asfollows.

Forsm allsin22�
��0

0 (
<
� 10� 8),thecreation ofL(�) issluggish which hasthee�ectofdelaying

thepointwherethedestruction ofL(�) by �� � �0� oscillationsreachesitsm axim um rate.As
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m entioned earlier,forlowertem peraturesthe rate atwhich �� � �0� oscillationsdestroy L
(�)

increases,which hasthe e�ectofreducing the allowed param eterspace.Forlargervaluesof

sin22�
��0

0 (
>
� 10� 8),the m axim um rate atwhich the �� � �0� oscillationsdestroy L

(�) occurs

duringthetim ewhen L(�) isstillgrowingexponentially.In thiscasethesystem m ovesrapidly

away from the�� � �0� resonanceregion.Consequently,theallowed region ofparam eterspace

issigni�cantly increased.

Observethatfrom Eq.(135),thislepton num berwilleasilybesu�ciently largeand created

early enough to preventthe�0� sterileneutrino from com ing into equilibrium given Eq.(145).

Thus,thelargeangleorm axim alm uon-sterileneutrinooscillationsolutiontotheatm ospheric

neutrino anom aly isin factconsistentwith BBN fora signi�cantrangeofparam eters.Note

thatthecondition Eq.(145)im pliesquitelargetau neutrinom asses,m ��

>
� 6eV .Notethatif

theneutrinosareapproxim atelystable(which would beexpected unlesssom enew interactions

exist[49]) then there is a stringent cosm ology bound ofm ��

<
� 40 eV [48]. Although this

param eterspaceisnotso big,itcan bewellm otivated from thepointofview ofdark m atter

(since stable tau neutrinos with m asses in the range 6 eV
<
� m��

<
� 40 eV could provide a

signi�cantfraction ofthem atterin theUniverse).

Ifweadd the�0� sterileneutrinotothe��;�e;�
0
e system weconsidered earlier(in connection

tothelargeangleordinary-sterileneutrinooscillation solution tothesolarneutrinoproblem ),

then ��� �0� oscillationswillalsogenerateL
(e) in asim ilarm annertotheway in which ��� �0e

oscillationsgenerated L(e). Consequently,the boundson �m2
�e0; sin

22��e
0

0 ,can alternatively

beconsidered asboundson �m2
��0;sin

22�
��0

0 .Ofcourse,we only need to require thateither

�m2
�e0;sin

22��e
0

0 or�m2
��0;sin

22�
��0

0 satisfy theboundsderived.Sim ilarly,wecan add the�0e
sterileneutrino to the��;��;�

0
� system and analogousreasoning leadsto theconclusion that

theboundson �m2
�e0;sin

22��e
0

0 can alternatively beconsidered asboundson �m2
��0;sin

22�
��0

0 .

Observe that with �m2
�e0; sin

22��e
0

0 or �m2
��0; sin

22�
��0

0 in the range identi�ed in Figure 7

(where the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly is explained by large angle �� � �0� oscillations

withoutsigni�cantly m odifying BBN)the solarneutrino problem can also be solved forthe

entireparam eterspace[Eq.(98)],withoutsigni�cantly m odifying BBN.Alternatively onecan

argue that the present data m ay allow the �0� to com e into equilibrium with the ordinary

neutrinos and stillbe consistent with BBN [15]and thuswe only require the less stringent

bounds given in Figure 5. Clearly this is a possibility atthe m om ent. Note however,that

for the case ofthe exact parity sym m etric m odel[17],where the m irror neutrinos interact

with them selves,thisway outisnotpossible. This isbecause ifthe m irrorm uon neutrino

isbroughtinto equilibrium abovethekineticdecoupling tem perature(which isabout5 M eV

form uon neutrinos) then the m irrorweak interactions willbring allthree m irrorneutrinos

togetherwith them irrorphoton and m irrorelectron-positron into equilibrium (which would

lead to about9 e�ective neutrino degrees offreedom during nucleosynthesis). Forthe case

ofm irrorneutrinositseem sto be necessary to ensure thatthe m irrorm uon neutrino isnot

broughtinto equilibrium in the�rstplace.

Note that in our previous analysis,we have assum ed that the sterile neutrino is truly

sterile and does notinteract with the background. In the specialcase ofm irrorneutrinos,
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them irrorneutrinosareexpected to interactwith thebackground becausethey interactwith

them selves[53].In generalthee�ectivepotentialdescribing coherentforward scatteringofthe

neutrino with thebackground hastheform V = V� � V0s.Fortruly sterile neutrinos,V
0
s = 0

(ashas been assum ed hitherto). Form irrorneutrinos V 0
s is non-zero. Denoting the m irror

neutrinosby �0�,then forthecaseof�� � �0� oscillationswewilldenotethee�ectivepotential

by

V = V� � V
0
�; (146)

where V� isgiven by Eq.(14)and V 0
� isthe e�ective potentialdue to the interactionsofthe

m irrorneutrinoswith thebackground.Them irrore�ective potentialV 0
� can beexpressed in

an analogousway to V�,thatisthereisa partwhich isproportionalto m irrorlepton num ber

and a partwhich isindependentofm irrorlepton num ber,

V
0
� = (� a

0p + b
0p)�

p

0: (147)

Ifthe num berofm irrorneutrinosism uch lessthan the num berofordinary neutrinosthen

b0’ 0.[Notethattheb-partofthee�ectivepotentialisproportionalto thenum berdensities

ofthe background particles. Thisdependence isnotgiven in Eq.(15)since forthisequation

the num berdensities were setequalto theirequilibrium values]. The param etera0 hasthe

form

a
0p
�
�
p
2G F n
L

0(�)

�
p

0

; (148)

whereL0(�) isgiven

L
0(�) = L�0

�
+ L�0e

+ L�0�
+ L�0�

+ �
0
; (149)

where L�0
�
are are the m irror lepton num bers,which are de�ned by L�0

�
� (n�0

�
� n��0

�
)=n


(note thatn
 isthe num berdensity ofordinary photons)and �0 isa function ofthe m irror

baryon/electron num berasym m etries[which isde�ned analogoustoEq.(17)].W ewillassum e

that�0issm alland can beapproxim ately neglected.Sinceordinary + m irrorlepton num ber

isconserved (and wewillassum ethatitiszero),itfollowsthat

L�e + L�� + L�� + L�0e
+ L�0�

+ L�0�
= 0: (150)

From theaboveequation,itfollowsthata0isexpected to beofthesam eorderofm agnitude

asa.In thecaseofthe��;��;�
0
� system ,thee�ectofthem irror-neutrino e�ectivepotential

can beaccounted forby sim ply replacing L(�;�) in V� by

L(�) ! L(�) � L0(�) ’ 2L�� + L�� � 2L�0� ’ 4L�� + 3L��;

L(�) ! L(�)� L0(�) ’ 2L�� + L�� � 2L�0� ’ 4L�� + 3L��; (151)

where we have used L�0e
’ L�0�

’ 0 and Eq.(150). Thus,from the above equation,assum ing

thatnegligibleL�� isproduced,weseethatja�� 0j’ 3

4
Rja��0j(whereR � j�m2��0=�m

2
�� 0j).The

factorof3=4 replacesthe factorof1=2 thatwe had earlier(forthecase where �0� or�
0
e were

sterileneutrinos).Thisdi�erencewillincreasetheregion ofallowed param eterspace,because
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itwillm akeT�� 0

res closerto thepointwhereL�� isinitially created.Atthispoint@L��=@tcan

be signi�cantly enhanced because it is very close to the resonance (also note that @L��=@t

willbesuppressed becauseitisproportionalto 1=T7).

Finally,observethatanotherim portantfeatureofm irrorneutrinosisthatthem irrorinter-

actionscan potentially bringallthreeofthem irrorneutrinosintoequilibrium with them selves

aswellasthe m irrorphoton and m irrorelectron positron.[Howeverthe tem perature ofthe

m irrorparticleswillgenerally belessthan thetem peratureoftheordinary particlesiftheos-

cillationssatisfy Eq.(96)].Detailed studiesinvolvingm irrorneutrinoswillneed toincorporate

this.W eleavea m oredetailed study ofm irrorneutrinosto thefuture[55].

V II.C onclusion

In sum m ary,we have studied the phenom enon ofneutrino oscillation generated lepton

num berasym m etriesin the early Universe in detail.Thisextended study clari�estheorigin

ofthe approxim ations adopted in the earlier work[12]. W e have also studied the e�ects of

thetherm aldistribution oftheneutrino m om enta and non-negligiblesterileneutrino num ber

densities.

In theunrealisticcasewheretheneutrino m om entum distribution isneglected,theevolu-

tion ofL�� can beapproxim ately described by seven coupled di�erentialequations[Eqs.(46)],

which can beobtained from thedensity m atrix.W eshowed in section IIIthattheseequations

can bereduced toasingleintegro-di�erentialequation (weshow in theappendixthatthesam e

equation can be obtained from the Ham iltonian form alism ). In general,the density m atrix

equations cannot be solved analytically,and m ust be solved num erically. However,ifthe

system issu�ciently sm ooth (thestaticlim it),then theintegro-di�erentialequation reduces

to a relatively sim ple �rstorderordinary di�erentialequation [Eq.(23)].Thisequation gives

quitea reasonabledescription oftheevolution ofL�� ,exceptpossibly attheinitialresonance

where signi�cantgeneration ofL�� occurs. W e show thatwhen the therm aldistribution of

the neutrino m om enta isincorporated severalim portante�ects occur. One ofthese e�ects

isthatthe creation oflepton num berism uch sm oother. Thisallowsa considerable com pu-

tationalsim pli�cation,because itm eansthatthe static approxim ation can be a reasonably

good approxim ation,even attheresonanceforam uch largerrangeofparam eters.Thism eans

thatL�� can beaccurately described by therelatively sim ple�rstorderdi�erentialequation

(m odi�ed to incorporate the neutrino m om entum distribution). This equation is given by

Eq.(84),expressed asa function ofthenum berdistribution ofsterilestates.In section V,we

showed thatthenum berdistribution ofsterileneutrinostatessatis�ed a�rstorderdi�erential

equation [Eq.(93)]which m ustbeintegrated foreach m om entum step.

W e�rstapplied ouranalysistoobtain theregion ofparam eterspacewherelargeneutrino

asym m etriesaregenerated.Thisregion ofparam eterspaceisgiven in Eq.(97).Thisanalysis

included the e�ects ofthe neutrino m om entum distribution which was neglected in earlier

studies[12,18].W ealso exam ined theim plicationsoflepton num bergeneration fortheBBN

bounds for�m2;sin22�0 forordinary-sterile neutrino m ixing. There are two ways in which

the creation oflepton num ber can m odify the BBN bounds. One way is where the �� �

�s oscillations them selves produce L�� thereby suppressing the num ber ofsterile neutrinos
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produced from the sam e oscillations. The otherway iswhere the �� � �s oscillationscreate

L��
which thereby suppresses �s production from �� � �s oscillations. The bound for the

form ercase isgiven in Eq.(96),while the lattercase studied in section VI,in the contextof

them axim alvacuum oscillationsolutionstothesolarandatm osphericneutrinoproblem s.The

m axim alvacuum oscillation solution ofthesolarneutrino problem assum esthattheelectron

neutrino is approxim ately m axim ally m ixed with a sterile neutrino. For a large range of

param eterspace,them axim alm ixing leadsto an energy independentfactoroftwo reduction

in thesolarneutrino 
uxes.Thisleadsto a reasonably sim plepredictivesolution to thesolar

neutrino problem which issupported by the experim ents. However,m ostofthe param eter

space forthis solution is inconsistent with standard big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) ifthe

lepton num bersareassum ed tobenegligible[5,6,7,8].W eshowed thatthereisalargeregion

ofparam eterspacewheretheoscillationsgenerated lepton num berin such awaysoastoallow

the m axim alvacuum oscillation solution to the solarneutrino problem to be solved without

signi�cantly m odifying BBN.The allowed param eter space is given in Figure 5. W e also

showed thatthereisa rangeofparam eterswherethelepton num berisgenerated so thatthe

large angle m uon -sterile neutrino oscillation solution to the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly

doesnotlead to any signi�cantm odi�cation ofBBN.Thisparam eterspace isillustrated in

Figure6 and Figure7.

W e �nish with a speculation. One ofthe m ysteries ofcosm ology is the origin ofthe

observed baryon asym m etry ofthe early Universe. In principle,itm ay be possible thatthe

baryon asym m etry arisesfrom a lepton num berasym m etry. The lepton num berasym m etry

can beconverted into a baryon num berasym m etry through sphaleron transitionsatorabove

the weak phase transition.Itm ay bepossible thata sm alllepton num berasym m etry arises

from the m echanism ofordinary-sterile neutrino oscillations,which is seeded by statistical


uctuationsofthe background.Oneinteresting feature ofthispossibility isthatthe baryon

num berasym m etry would notbe related to the CP asym m etry ofthe Lagrangian. Instead

the origin ofm atteroveranti-m atterwould be due to a statistical
uctuation which isthen

am pli�ed by neutrino oscillations.Howeverbefore thisspeculation can be checked,itwould

be necessary to work out the e�ective potentialat high tem peratures (T � 250 GeV ) and

study thephasetransition region.

A cknow ledgem ents

W e would like to thank A.Ignatiev and M .Thom son for usefuldiscussions,and one ofus

(R.R.V)would liketothank K.Enqvistand K.Kainulainen forausefuldiscussion.Thiswork

wassupported by theAustralian Research Council.

A ppendix

The purpose ofthisappendix isto show thatEq.(60)can be derived from the Ham iltonian

form alism . In applying this form alism , we willassum e that the rate at which collisions

collapse the wavefunction (i.e. the rate ofm easurem ent ofwhether the state is a weak or

sterile eigenstate)isgiven by the dam ping frequency which ishalfofthecollision frequency.
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Forfurtherdiscussion ofthispointseesection IIand Ref.[24].

The expectation value that an initialweak-eigenstate neutrino �� has oscillated into a

sterilestate�s after� secondswillbedenoted byj 0s(t;�)j
2 (wheretistheageoftheUniverse).

The average probability thatan initialweak eigenstate hasoscillated into a sterile statecan

be obtained by averaging the quantity j 0
s(t;�)j

2 overallpossible tim es� (weighted by the

probability that the neutrino has survived � seconds since its last \m easurem ent"). This

averagehastheform

hj 
0
s(t)j

2
i=

1

!0

Z t

0

e
� �=!0j 

0
s(t;�)j

2
d�; (152)

where!0 isthem ean tim ebetween m easurem ents.According to Ref.[24],!0 = 1=D = 2=��� .

Ifwe denote the analogous quantity for anti-neutrinos by hj
�

 
0

s (t;�)j2i,then the rate of

changeoflepton num bercan beexpressed as

dL��

dt
’ �

3

8
h
(t)i

���

2
�
3

8

@h
(t)i

@t
; (153)

where

h
(t)i= hj 
0
s(t)j

2
i� hj

�

 
0

s (t)j
2
i: (154)

Note thatthe �rstterm in Eq.(153)represents the rate ofchange oflepton num ber due to

collisions (which produce sterile neutrino states). The second term represents the rate of

changeoflepton num berdueto theoscillationsbetween collisions.

In theadiabaticlim it,thetransform ation �0 ! �m and L0 ! Lm diagonalizestheHam il-

tonian.In thislim it,them ean probability hj 0
s(t)j

2iisgiven by:

hj 
0
s(t)j

2
i= sin22�m hsin

2
�

2Lm

i: (155)

Note that in the static lim it,@h
(t)i=@t = 0 and hence Eq.(20) results. However,in the

expanding Universe which isnon-static,the above equation isnotgenerally valid (although

itturnsoutthatitisa good approxim ation foroscillationsaway from resonance where the

system changessu�ciently slowly and even atsom e resonance regionswhich are su�ciently

sm ooth).To calculatetheprobability hj 0
s(t)j

2iin thegeneralcase,wego back to thefunda-

m entalHam iltonian equations

i
d

dt

 
 �

 0
s

!

=
1

2p
M

2

 
 �

 0
s

!

; (156)

where

M
2 =

1

2

"

R �

 
� �m2 0

0 �m2

!

R
T
� + 4p

 
hV i 0

0 0

! #

; (157)

and

R � =

 
cos�0 sin�0
� sin�0 cos�0

!

;hH i=
(b� a)�m2

2p
; (158)
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where the � (+) sign corresponds to neutrino (anti-neutrino) oscillations. Expanding out

Eq.(156),we�nd:

i
d �

dt
= � � +

�

2
 
0
s;i

d 0
s

dt
=
�

2
 � + 
 

0
s; (159)

where

� =
�m2

4p
(2b� 2a� cos2�0);� =

�m2

2p
sin2�0;
 =

�m2

4p
cos2�0: (160)

Ifwe divide the equationsEqs.(159)by  � and  0
s respectively,then they can be com bined

into thesingledi�erentialequation:

i
d	

dt
= �	+

�

2
(1� 	2); (161)

where	�  0
s= � and

� = 
 � � =
�m2

2p
(cos2�0 � b� a): (162)

The+(� )sign in theaboveequation correspondsto �� � �s (��� � ��s)oscillations.Notethat

j 0
sj
2 =

j	j2

1+ j	j2
. Ifthe non-linearterm (	 2)can be neglected,then the solution forconstant

�;�;
 is

	(t)=
� �

2�

h

1� e
� i(�)(t� t�)

i

; (163)

with boundary condition 	(t�) = 0. Introducing the variable � � t� t�,and evaluating

j	(t;�)j2 we�nd

j	(t;�)j2 =
�2

�2
sin2

"
��

2

#

; (164)

which isapproxim ately sin22�m sin
2�=2Lm provided thatj	j2 � 1.

In the generalcase where �;� and 
 are notconstant,the generalsolution is(where we

haveagain neglected thenon-linear	 2 term ):

	(t)=
� i

2

Z t

t�
e
i
�

�(t
0)
�(t0)dt0; (165)

where
�

� (t
0)�

Z t0

t

�dt
00
; (166)

and the boundary condition 	(t�) = 0 has again been taken. One m ay easily verify that

Eq.(165)isindeed thesolution by directly substituting itinto Eq.(161).Theprobability that

a weak-eigenstate att= t� hasoscillated into a sterileeigenstateattim etisthus

j	(t)j2 ’
�2

4

Z
t

t�

Z
t

t�
cos

�Z
t1

t2

�dt
0

�

dt1dt2; (167)

wherewehaveassum ed that� isapproxim ately constantovertheinteraction tim escalet� t�,

so that it can be taken outside the integral. This step is a good approxim ation provided
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T
>
� 2 M eV[29]. Again de�ning the quantity � � t� t� (recallthat� is the tim e between

m easurem ents),and averagingj	(t;�)j2 over�,with theappropriateweightingfactor,we�nd

that

hj	(t)j2i’
�2

4!0

Z t

0

e
� �=!0

Z t

t� �

Z t

t� �

cos

�Z t1

t2

�dt
0

�

dt1dt2d�: (168)

Integrating thisequation by parts(with respectto the� integration),we�nd:

hj	(t)j2i’
�2

2

Z
t

0

Z
t

t� �

e
� �=!0 cos

�Z
t1

t� �

�dt
0

�

dt1d�; (169)

where we have used the factthate� t=!0 ’ 0[54]. The analogousquantity foranti-neutrinos,

hj
�

	 (t)j2i,can sim ilarly bede�ned.Recallthatthefunctionshj	(t)j2i,hj
�

	 (t)j2iarerelated

to therateofchangeoflepton num berthrough Eq.(153):

dL��

dt
’ �

3

8

hj	(t)j2i

!0
�
3

8

@hj	(t)j2i

@t
�

�

	!
�

	

�

: (170)

Evaluating @hj	(t)j2i=@twe�nd:

@hj	(t)j2i

@t
= �2

2

R
t

0
e� �=!0

�

cos
hR

t

t� � �dt
0
i

� 1
�

d�

+
�2

2

Rt
0 e

� �=!0�(t� �)
Rt
t� � sin

hRt1
t� � �dt

0
i

dt1d�; (171)

where we use the notation that �(t� �) denotes � evaluated at the point (t� �). Dividing

Eq.(169)by !0 and integrating Eq.(169)by partswe�nd (with respectto the� integration),

we�nd
1

!0
hj	(t)j2i=

�2

2

Z t

0

e
� �=!0

�

1� �(t� �)

Z t

t� �

sin

�Z t1

t� �

�dt
0

�

dt1

�

d�: (172)

Adding the above two equationsand subtracting the analogousterm foranti-neutrinos,we

obtain thefollowing rathercom pactexpression fortherateofchangeoflepton num ber:

dL��

dt
=
� 3�2

16

Z t

0

e
� �=!0

�

cos

�Z t

t� �

�dt
0

�

� cos

�Z t

t� �

��dt0
��

d�; (173)

where �� isde�ned sim ilarly to � exceptthata ! � a.Notethatthetotalcontribution to the

rateofchangeoflepton num berisin factsim plerthan eitherofthetwoseparatecontributions

com ing from collisionsand oscillationsbetween collisions. Equation (173)can be re-written

(using a trigonom etricidentity)

dL��

dt
=
3�2

8

Z t

0

e
� �=!0 sin

�Z t

t� �

�
+
dt

0

�

sin

�Z t

t� �

�
�
dt

00

�

d�; (174)

where�� = (�� ��)=2.Notethatthisisexactly thesam eequation thatwederived in section

III[Eq.(60)]from thedensity m atrix equations.
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Table C aption

Sum m ary ofthe predictionsforthe chlorine and gallium experim entsassum ing 1)standard

electro-weak theory (i.e. no new physics)2)thatthe electron neutrino oscillatesm axim ally

into a sterile state (m axim alm ixing m odel) and 3) the experim entalm easurem ents. All

num bersarein unitsofSNU.

Figure C aptions

Figure 1. The evolution ofthe �� � �s (or �� � �s) oscillation generated lepton num ber

asym m etry,L�� (orL��). W e have taken by way ofexam ple,the param eterchoices�m2 =

� 1 eV2;sin22�0 = 10� 8 (sin22�0 = 10� 4)forthe bottom two curves(top two curves). The

solid linesrepresentthe resultsofthe num ericalintegration ofthe density m atrix equations

[Eq.(46)],whilethedashed linesresultfrom thenum ericalintegration ofEq.(23).

Figure 2. The evolution ofthe �� � �s (or �� � �s) oscillation generated lepton num ber

asym m etry, L�� (or L��). In this exam ple we have taken the param eter choices, �m2 =

� 1000 eV2,sin22�0 = 10� 9 (sin22�0 = 10� 6)forthebottom two curves(top two curves).As

in Figure 1,the solid lines represent the results ofthe num ericalintegration ofthe density

m atrix equations [Eq.(46)],while the dashed lines result from the num ericalintegration of

Eq.(23).

Figure 3. The evolution ofthe �� � �s (or �� � �s) oscillation generated lepton num ber

asym m etry, L�� (or L��). In this exam ple we have taken the param eter choices �m2 =

� 1eV2;sin22�0 = 10� 4 (dashed line),sin22�0 = 10� 6 (dashed-dotted line)andsin22�0 = 10� 8

(solid line). These curves result from integrating the coupled di�erentialequations Eq.(94,

93),which in contrasttoFigures1,2,incorporatethem om entum distribution oftheneutrino.

They also incorporatethee�ectofthenon-zero num berdensity ofthesterileneutrinoswhich

areproduced by theoscillations.

Figure 4. Sam e as Figure 3 except that �m2 = � 1000 eV2;sin22�0 = 10� 6 (dashed line),

sin22�0 = 10� 7 (dashed-dotted line)and sin22�0 = 10� 9 (solid line).

Figure 5. Region ofparam eterspace in the � �m2�e0,j�m
2
ee0j,plane (assum ing sin

22�ee
0

0 ’ 1)

wheretheL(e) created by��� �0e oscillationsdoesnotgetdestroyed by�e� �0e oscillations.The

solid line correspondsto sin22��e
0

0 = 10� 6,while the dashed line correspondsto sin22��e
0

0 =

10� 8.Notethatsim ilarresultshold for�� � �0e oscillationsby replacing �� ! ��.

Figure 6. Region ofparam eter space in the � �m2��0,j�m
2
�� 0jplane where the L(�) created

by �� � �0� oscillationsdoesnotgetdestroyed by �� � �0� oscillations(assum ing sin
22�

�� 0

0 ’

1). The solid line corresponds to sin22��e
0

0 = 10� 6,while the dashed line corresponds to
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sin22��e
0

0 = 10� 8.Notethatsim ilarresultshold for��� �0e oscillationsifboth �
0
� and �

0
e exist.

Figure 7. Region ofparam eterspace (sin22�
��0

0 ,� �m2��0)where the L
(�) created by �� � �0�

oscillationsdoesnotgetdestroyed by �� � �0� oscillations.Thisregion which in the �gureis

denoted by the\Allowed region" isalloftheparam eterspace above thesolid line.W ehave

assum ed thatsin22�
�� 0

0 ’ 1 and j�m2
�� 0j= 10� 2 eV 2 (which isthebest�tto theatm ospheric

neutrino data). Also shown (the dashed line)isthe cosm ology bound m ��

<
� 40 eV (which

im pliesj�m2
��0j

<
� 1600 eV2),which isrequired ifthe neutrino issu�ciently long lived. The

dashed-dotted lineistheBBN bound,Eq.(96).
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Table 1

Prediction/Expt Chlorine Gallium

Standard Electro-weak theory 4:5� 0:5 123+ 8� 6
M axim alm ixing m odel 3:7� 0:4 65+ 7� 4

Experim ent 2:78� 0:35 71� 7
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