arXiv:hep-ph/9610507v2 11 Apr 1997

FTUV /9657
IF IC /9665
TAC/96-022

P rim ordial N ucleosynthesis, M a prons and H eavy Tau

N eutrinos

A D.Dolov' i}, S.Pastor’, J.C.Rameao® y and J.W .F.Valk’ i
! Theoretical A strophysics C enter; Juliane M ardes Vej 30
DK 2100 K benhavn, D enm ark
2Instituto de F sica C orpuscular —C S.IC .
D epartam ent de F' sica Teorica, Universitat de Valencia
46100 Burpssot, Valencia, Spann

3 Ist. Superior T ecnico, D ept. de F sica
Av.Roviso Pais, 1 —1096 Lisboa, C odex, Portugal

A bstract

W e determ ine the restrictions in posed by prin ordialnuclosynthesis upon a heavy
tau neutrino, In the presence of annihilations into M a prons, as expected In a w ide
class of partick physics m odels of neutrino m ass. W e determm ine the equivalent num ber
of light neutrino species Ny as a function ofm  and the - M apron coupling
g. W e show that or theoretically plausbl g values > 10 ¢ present nuckosynthesis
Observationscan not ruleout massesin theM €V range. M oreover, thesem odels give
Neg 3 inthe massregion 1-10M eV, for very reasonable valuesofg 3 10 4,
T he evasion of the coan ological lim its brings new interest to the im provem ent of the
present laboratory Iim it on the m asswhich can be achieved at a tau-cham factory.

Also: ITEP, 113259, M oscow , Russia.
YE -m ail from ao@ alfa istutlpt

“E-mail: vallk@ amencod cuves


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9610507v2
http://neutrinos.uv.es

1 Introduction

D espite great experin entale orts, the tau-neutrino still ram ains as the only one which can

have m ass .n the M &V range. T he present experin ental lin it on itsm ass is fL]:
m < 23Me&v @)

Further progress w ill have to wait for the in provem ents expected at future tau-cham orB
factories B]. On the other hand, m any particke physics m odels of m assive neutrinos lad
to a tau neutrino with mass in the M &V range 3]. M oreover such a neutrino may have
interesting cosm ological in plications g]. Tt is therefore interesting to exam ine critically the

coan ological constraints.

The rst comes from the critical density argum ent §]. However, as has been w idely
llustrated with m any particlke physics m odels where neutrinos acquire their m ass by the
spontaneous violation of a global kpton number symm etry [], this lin it can be avoided
due to the existence of fast  decays [I, §, 9] and/or annihilations {10, §] into M aprons.
A ltthough the M ajpron was rst introduced in the context of the seesaw model fl1}] the
goontaneous breaking of kpton num ber can be realized in m any di erent m odels. There is
only one in portant constraint on its properties follow Ing from the precision m easuram ents
of the invisbl Z width at LEP, nam ely the M ajpron must be m ostly singlet under the
SU (2) U (1) symmetry. It has been noted that, In m any m odels of this type the relic

num ber density can be depleted wellbelow the required value for allm asses obeying eq.

@)

In order to dem onstrate the coan ological viability of the M €V tau neutrino we must
also consider the restrictions that ©llow from prin ordial nuckosynthesis considerations [[4].
In the standard m odel, these rule out  m asses in the range [13,14]:

05M&V <m < 35Mev )

Thiswould mply thatm < 05M €V isthe nuckosynthesis lim it forthe case ofa M aprana
tau neutrino. Herewew illonly assum ethat  isaM aprana particle, which isthem ost lkely
possibility. Thisassum es forthem axinum allowed e ective num ber ofextra neutrino soecies

N 4 during nuclosynthesis either 0.4 or 0.6. Recent contradictory data on the prin ordial
deuteriim abundance [[§, 16]m ay cast som e doubts on the validity of this assum ption (for
recent analysis see refs. I}, 18]). In particular, if N o4 = 1 isallowed [[§], there m ay be
an open window for neutrino m ass som ew here near 20 M €V . However it hasbeen shown in
ref. {19] that this window actually does not exist, when one carefully takes into account
the in uence of non-equilbriuim electronic neutrinos on the neutron-to-proton ratio. These

neutrinos would com e from massive  annihilations Vg e

H owever one know s that new interactions capabl of depleting M €V density in the
coan ic plagn a are needed, at some lvel, In order to com ply wih the lim it on the relic
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Figure 1: Feynm an diagram s for annihilations of tau neutrinos into M a prons.

neutrino density. It is therefore reasonabl to analyse their possbl e ect in relation w ith
the prin ordial nuckosynthesis constraints Q1.

In this paper we analyse the e ect of neutrinos w ith large annihilation cross sections
Into M ajprons. In order to com pute the relevant annihilation rates we must param etrize
the m apron interactions. These arise from the diagram s shown in Fig. (@). The t-channel
diagram ispresent n allM a-pron m odels, w hile the strength ofthe schannel scalar exchange

diagram is som ew hat m odeldependent.

One way of w rting the couplings of M aprons to neutrinos is using the fact that the
M aprons are N am bu-G oldstone bosons and hence have derivative couplings. T his is the so
called polar coordinatem ethod. T he otherm ethod is to use a pssudoscalar iInteraction, som e-
tin es refered to as the cartesian m ethod. The two m ethods are equivalent, even for second
order processes asw e are considering here, ifwe include allthe Feynm an diagram s contribut—
ing at that order to the process of interest ! JJ%. T our caloulations throughout this
paper we w ill use the cartesian m ethod of param etrizing the m a pron interactions. T hough
we must In principle include also the schannel diagram in Fig. (1), we will neglkct this
contrbution. W e explicitly show In the Appendix, that it is justi ed In our case to use only
the t-channel contribution In order to derive a conservative lim it on neutrnomassm and

m apron coupling g.

W e have determm ined the restrictions in posed by prin ordial nuckosynthesis upon such

¥ A lthough equivalent, for m odels w ith a large number of scalars and where the M apron is a linear
com bination of the in aginary parts of several elds, lke the model of Ref. R3], the cartesian m ethod is

m ore convenient.



a heavy tau neutrino in the presence of anniilations into M a prons. W e show that ifthe

M apron coupling constant exceeds g > 10 * orso, a large mass in theM &V range
is allow ed by the present upper bounds on the extra num ber of neutrino species. Asa result
one cannot rule out any values ofthe  m ass up the present laboratory lim it ofeq. (0). f.

W e also show how such g values are theoretically plausble In the context of the m ost
attractive elem entary particke physicsm odelswhere M €V tau neutrinos arise, and which are
based upon the spontaneous violation of Jepton num ber.

2 Evolution of numberdensity in the presence of
annihilations
M assive tau neutrinos certainly interact with lptons via the standard weak interactions,

$ o o sr€ e ,asassumed in refs. [[3,14]. M oreover, in m any particke physics whhere

neutrinos acquire m ass from the spontaneous violation of a global lepton num ber sym m etry

EG] heavy neutrinos, such as the , annihilate to M a prons ! J J via the diagonal
coupling
1
L=i§gJT2 + H x: 3)

where  represents a two-com ponent M aprana spinor, in the notation of ref. [, 23, 22].

T his corresponds, in the usual four<com ponent notation to

1
L =97 s @)

T he corresponding elastic processes do not change particle densities, but as long as they are
e ective they m aintain all species w ith the sam e tem perature.

W enow comm ent on the coan ologicalbound provided by the critical density argum ent
B]. In order to be consistent with cosn ological lim its, the relic abundance of the heavy
M aprana tau neutrinosm ust be suppressed over and above w hat isprovided by the standard
m odel charged and neutral current weak interactions, aswell as those derived from F ig. @,‘) .
T his happens autom atically in m any M a pron m odels, w here neutrinos decay w ith lifetim es
shorter than required by the critical density constraint {§,77, 8, 9]. For exam ple, in M ajpron
m odels of the seesaw -type a m assive will typically decay with lifetin es shorter than
the one required In order to obey the critical density bound, but longer than the relevant
nucleosynthesis tin e, as illustrated in  gure 18 of ref. [6]. Another exam pk is provided by
themodelofref. 23]. A  lifetin e estin ate was given forthism odel in Fig. 1 of ref. {24].
Tt is seen explicitly that a  ofmass in the M €V range of interest to us is expected to be

M fact, wih a larger coupling constant g> 10 3 it m ay be possbl for a stable M eV to cbey the
critical density 1im it, suggesting a possble role of asdark m atter.



stable on the nuclkosynthesis tin e scale, but decays w ith lifetin es shorter than required by
the critical density bound. This corresponds to a range of o -diagonal neutrino-m a pron

couplings 10 '° > gorr giagonar > 10 P, which naturally occurs in m any m odels.

For sin plicity, we w illassum e from now in this paper that them assive ’sdecay w ith
lifetin es shorter than required by the critical density bound, but are stable on the time
scale relevant for nuckosynthesis considerations. The m ore general case where both decays
and annihilations are sim ulaneously active on the nuckosynthesis tin e scale w illbe treated
elsewhere PYI.

2.1 Before W eak D ecoupling

Let usassum e rst that all species are interacting so that they have the sam e tem perature.
The evolution ofthe  density can be found from the corresponding B oltzm ann equation,

X 2 2 n?
n +3Hn = hi;vi n ) e; > )
i=Jse; e; (ni )

In this expression h ;vi is the them al average of the annihilation cross section tin es the
relative velocity v. U sing the convention for them omenta asin  gure i}, its value for the
process °$ xx{ isH
z

1
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Herewehave assum ed kinetic equilbbrium am ongst the di erent species, aswellasB oltzm ann
statistics. By jM ¥ we denote the invariant am plitude obtained w ith the usual Feynm an
rules or M ajprana neutrinos [, 21, 22], summ ed over all spins (and averaged over nnitial
pins). M oreoverwehave sstd ,  dpa=@ )?2E,, .

Follow ing reference RG] we express h ;vi as a single Integral using the din ension-less
varabkex m =T,
z
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h iVi=

whereK ; (x) arethem odi ed Bessel fiinctions oforderi (see orinstance P7]) and s = o+ pY)?
is the mvariant ofthe process % $ x;x). U sing the new variablk 1 4 =s instead

ofs, 7
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T he cross—sections of the di erent annihilation processes are listed below . For annihilations

toM ajpronswe have!

4 h - i
g 1 1+ _
0= g mz T P A ©)

where we have divided by 2! in order to acoount for identical M a prons in the nal state
and divided by 4 In order to account the  soin factors. For the standard weak interaction—
induced annihilations $ fif;, in the lin it of m assless products we take

2GZm? P-
3 1

i) = O+ ) 10)

whereld + i = 1=2 ori= , and + K = 2(( 1=2+ sif 4 )+ (sn® y )?) ' 025 or

i= e.

Onem ay w rite evolution equations analogous to eq. @) for the other species present
In theplana, namely ., and e .However we assum e that the weak and electrom agnetic
Interactions are e ective enough to keep ; 's and e’s densities In their equilbrium values,
ng = n,. ork = ., j;e. Thuswe are kft with a system of just two coupled Bolzm ann

equations:
!
X n2
n +3Hn = h ;vi @ 9)?) hyvi n? f7)? eg)z S 11)
i=ej e; J
rl2
n; + 3Hn; = h yvi @ meqf(an)Z) S (12)
J

Now Xkt usbre y descrbe our calculations. F irst we nom alized the num ber densities
to the num ber density of a m assless neutrino species, n, / 0:181T *, introducihg the quanti-
tiesr n =ngy,where = ;J, and the corresponding equilbrium fiinctions r*d. W e then
have for the tin e derivative ofn

dn
n =T——=38 3H n
dT
dn dr 3
— = No——— + r —Ny
dr dT T
or, equivalently,
dr S 1 3
— = — 3Hr — —r @3)
dT No . T

O n the other hand, the tin e derivative of the tam perature is cbtained from covariant energy

conservation law

= 14)

= 3H ( + P) ! = 3H(+P)d

T he general form ula is given In the Appendix, eg. {_2-9') .



where is the total energy density and P is the pressure. Finally, as = (T;rg;r ) we

can rew rite
4 ¢ , @, @ &
dT @T Qr; dT @Qr dT
and for the nom alized particlke densities one has

’

dr @ @ dr; @ dr 3
— = _—t ——  — —r @5)
dT QT Qry; AT @Qr dT T
dr, @ @ dr @ dr 3
— = g — + - s = = — I 16)
dT QT Qry dT @Qr dT T
where, or = ;J, we have Introduced
1 S
a7)
+ P 3H Nop

The nalBolzm ann system for the nom alized particle densities is cbtained from eg. (15)
and eg. ((6) introducing the din ension-less variable x previously de ned. D enoting r°
dr=dx, we have

T 3

P o1e r e . I L3 (18)
Qr Qr; X QT x
@ @ T @ 3

014 ,— +1¢° = ;-—+ = 19

s J@rJ r J@r JX@T XrJ 19)

This system is valid as long as the tau neutrinos are coupled to the weak interactions.
The follow ing is the com plete set of entries In equations (1§) and {19) for the equilbrim
quantities, total energy density and pressure, respectively:

1 2
= —— —x’I ; = =
oaer z- &P 3
372 1 T
= ,t et + st =T 14+ Sy + 0:06x2(X)r
10 6 I, )
Z 1 I x)
P=P +P.+P +P;+P = —T% 1+ “r;+ 006x r 20)

10 6 I x)

In these expressions we have introduced the integral functions I, where j= 1;2;3, de ned

as
zZ p
I ®) = duuv’exp( x 1+ u?)
0
24 i P
L x) = duu® 1+ uv?exp( x 1+ u?)
0
21 u? p
I; x) = du p——exp( x 1+ u?) (1)
0 1+ u?

22 PastW eak D ecoupling

Once the ’'sdecouplk from the standard weak interactions, they rem ain In contact only

with M ajprons. Then one has two di erent plasn as, one formed by ’s and J’s and the



other by the rest of particles, each one w ith its own tem perature™ (denoted as T and T ).
Let usde ne now the varables

W e assum e that the photon tam perature evolves In the usualway, y = H y. The evolution

equation of the  and J number densities are now sinpli ed versions of @1) and @2),

because S S,
n +3Hn = S
or, In tem sofr ’s,
0 SJ dy
r = —
noH ydx
n= ¢ @3)

D ue to the second equation, the Boltzm ann system reduces to a singke evolution equation say,
forr . However, one must still determm ine dy=dx which di ers from unity because T & T
An equation relating y and x is obtained using the energy balance condition forthe + J
plhama. If + syandP P + Ps;,wecan write

8 wt
M 2

[giet=ty

= 3H(+P); where H = (24)

The expressions for r*}, and P given in equations eq. 20) need to be m odi ed in order
to take Into account the fact that there are two distinct tem peratures T and T . This leads

to the follow Ing equation
b r; 1 () L 2
dy Yot 1w L )
e r0 2

dx 3 0062%y 4+ 1z I 0182

I x) 60 x H  20x T1 (x)

@25)

Here we de ned I; x) dI(x)=dx.

In order to detem Ine the nalfrozen density of which w illbe relevant during nuclkeo—
synthesis we have to solve num erically the corresponding set of di erential equations. B efore
weak decoupling these are (18) and {19), whike after decoupling one should combine eq. £3)
and eq. £25), with the nitial conditionsr = r*, = J; vald at high tem peratures.

In Fig. ) we show the results of our calculations of the asym ptotic (frozen) valies of
r m asa function ofm forthe standard m odel (g= 0) and fortheM apron m odelw ith
di erent g values. Note that in the standard g = 0 case we agree w ith the previous resuls
of ref. [l4]but get som ew hat Jarger values than those obtained in ref. 13]. W e ascribe this
am all discrepancy to the use, in ref.fl3] of an approxin ate expression for the  energies,

rather than the exact ones.

YYEventually the m assless neutrinos w ill also decouple from the second plasn a, whilke the e e pairswill
annihilate to photons, thus generating the wellknown T ;, T di erence.
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Figure 2: Frozen valuesofr m asa function ofm  for the standard m odel (g = 0) and
or theM apron m odelw ith di erent g values in units of 10 °.
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Figure 3: E ective number of m assless neutrinos equivalent to the contribution of heavy
'sw ith di erent values of g in units of 10 °. For com parison, the dashed line corresponds

to the standard m odel case when g= 0.

3 N ucleosynthesis constraintson m ;9)

In this section we use the resuls cbtained forthe  number density In order to constrain
ism ass from nuckosynthesis argum ents. The value of r asa function of (m ;g) isused
In order to estin ate the variation of the total energy density w: = r + . Ih g all
relativistic species are taken Into acoount, Including M a prons and two m asslkess neutrinos,

w hereas is the energy density ofthe m assive ’s.

In order to com pare w ith the standard m odel situation it is convenient forus to express
the e ect of the m ass and that of the presence of the M apron in termm s of an e ective
num ber ofm assless neutrino species N o4) which we calculate foreach frozen valueofr m ).
In reality, thetruevalue ofr (m ) isalways larger than is frozen value, and we have taken
this Into account In order to obtain reliable 1im its In the low m ass region.

In orxder to derive the nuclkosynthesis lin its, st we developed a sin pl code for the
num erical caloulation of the neutron fraction n,, as presented eg. I ref. P§], varying
the value of Noq. Then we ncorporated i to this num erical code and perform ed the



Integration of the neutron-proton kinetic equations for each pairof tm ;g) values, where g
is the coupling constant which detem Ines the strength ofthe  annihilation cross section.
Comparing r, m ;9) with , Neg) at T 7 0075 M eV (the m oment when practically all
neutrons are wound up in ‘He), we can relate m 79) to N og.

W e repeated this calculation adapting K aw ano’s nuckosynthesis code 9] to the case
ofa m assive tau neutrino, both in the standard m odel and the M a pron extension. W e have
found thatboth m ethods are in good agreem ent. T he results forthe num erical calculations of
the equivalent num ber ofm assless neutrinos during nuclkosynthesis w ith the use ofK awano’s
num ericalcode are shown in  gure 3. For com parison the case ofg= 0 isshown (dashed lne).
From gure d one can see that, in the asym ptotic lin it of very lJargem  the annihilation
into M ajprons isvery ine cient (seeeq. (9)), so that thee ective N oq Value is larger than in
the standard g = 0 case precisely by a factor 4=7, which corresponds to the extra M apron
degree of freedom . Thus, ifwe take also g very largewe get ust Ng= 2+ 4=7" 257.0f
course this asym ptotic lin it is already experim entally ruled out by the Aleph  mass lim it
fl] and thus isnot displayed. Form  values in the range from 10 to 23 M &V or so, N oq Can
be m ade acosptable, provided g is raised su ciently. For the Interm ediate m ass region,
1-10Me&V,and g> 3 10 * them odelm ay even give N eq 3,which ispossbly supported
by som e of the cbservationaldata.

Finally, in the anall mass lim it the energy density of  is roughly the sam e as that
ofthemasslkess . or ,sothatallgvaliesshown in the gure lead to the sam e asym ptotic
valuie N = 3+ 4=7 '’ 3357, corresgponding to the three m assless neutrinos plus M a pron
(instead 0of 2 + 4=7 for a very heavy ). However, it m ight be that observations eventually
ocould lead to a tighter lim i N 2,** 357. In such event a sinplk way out is to have the
M apron out-ofequilbrium , which would require a very smallg value, g< 2 3) 10°,
so that the production of M aprons through annihilations of ‘s would be negligble #4.
Should the observations eventually lead to an even tighter lim it N 2,** 3 the situation is
qualitatively di erent, as i would raise a con ict w ith the standard m odel. A possbl way
to Iower N o4 below three provided by ourmodel is to have a massive  In theM eV range
and w ith a relatively strong coupling w ith M a prons. Indeed, one can see from Figure 3 that,
while it is not possbl i the standard m odel to account for N Z,** 3, it is quite natural
in ourmodel to have N 2 ** 3 for a w ide range of interm ediate tau neutrino m asses and

reasonabl large values of the coupling constants g.

In summ ary, one seesthat all massesbelow 23 M &V are allowed by the nuclkosyn-—
thesis condition N 4 Ng,™ IEN 2> 357, provided that the coupling between ’s and
J’s exceeds a value of a f&w times 10 *. This situation seem s at the m om ent com patible
w ith the experin ental data, at least the “He and "Lidetemm inations {18].

??0 foourse such m  values are allowed by nuclkosynthesis in the absence of  annihilations.
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Figure 4: The valuesofgm ) above each line would be allowed by nuckosynthesis if one
adopts theN;“an = 3;34;38;42 (from top to bottom ).

Tt is nstructive to express the above resuls in them gplne, asshown in gure'4.
The region above each curve is allowed for the corresponding N 2,** .

4 Signi cance of the N ucleosynthesis L in its

T here has been a variety ofM apron m odels proposed in the literature [§]. They are attrac-
tive extensions of the standard electrow eak m odelw here neutrinos acquire m ass by virtue of
the soontaneous violation ofa global lepton num ber sym m etry. A part from theirphenom eno—
logical interest as extensions of the Jepton and/or H iggs sectors of the standard m odel 3],
M apron m odels o erthe possbility of loosening the coan ological lim its on neutrino m asses,
either because neutrinos decay or because they annihilate to M ajprons. The rst and most
obvious of these is the Iin it that follow s from the cosn ological density argum ent [7,8]. A's
we saw in the previous section one can also place lin its on a heavy tau neutrino w ith m ass
In theM &V range by using prim ordial elem ent abundances. W e have determm ined the restric-
tions im posed by prim ordial nuckosynthesis upon a heavy tau neutrino, In the presence of

annihilations Into M a prons. O ur resuls are com pletely generaland m ay be com pared
to any bound characterized by an allowed value of N I °*. G iven any N 5,** value one can
readily cbtain the allowed regions ofm  and the M apron ocoupling constant g as shown
in Fig. @). As an examplk, a recent m odelindependent lkelhood analysis of big bang
nuckosynthesis based on “He and "Lideterm ations has clain ed an upper lin £ N, < 40
@t 95% C L. [8]. From Fig. §) thiswould inply that allm masses are albwed, as



long as g exceeds 10 * or so. However we believe that, in the present state of a airs, one
should probably not assign a statistical con dence to nuckosynthesis results, to the extent
that these are stilldom inated by system atic, rather than statistical errors. Strictly speaking,
what Fig. {4) really displays is the equivalent neutrino num ber N oq or various com binations
of m ,g) param eters that give the sam e helium abundance, rather than real lin its. O £
course, from these contourswhich contain the raw Inform ation an educated reader can judge

which heliim abundance should be considered plausible or not.

W e now illustrate in concrete m odels the fact that such values of the M apron
coupling > 10 * are theoretically plausble. D i erent m odels in ply di erent expectations
for the M apron coupling constants g and the relation they bearw ith the massm .Our
discussion so far is applicablke to the sin plest seesaw M apron m odelofref. [11]. In this case

one expects that {] !
Mmp

— 26
M 2 26)

g=0

where m, is a typical D irac neutrino mass and Mz / h i is the M aprana m ass of the
right-handed SU 2) U (1) singkt neutrino. Clarly g values In the range required by
nuclkosynthesis are quite reasonable say, orm p 1 100GevV andM 10 16 Gev.
M oreover, it is a good approxin ation in thism odel to neglect the schannel scalar exchange
diagram ofFig. ().

There is a wide class of altemative M a pron m odels characterized by a low scale of
Jlepton num ber violation §,'30,31]. These m odels are attractive because they lad to a w ide
variety of processes which m ay be experin entally accessble 3]. Tn this case one expects
a simpl direct correlation between the m ass of the neutrinos and the m agnitude of the
diagonal couplings of neutrinos to M aprons. The neutrinom ass is sinply the product
of the Yukawa coupling g and the vacuum expectation valie h 1 which characterizes the
spontaneous violation of the global Jspton number symm etry [§],

m =ghi @7)

From this i follow s that form 10MeV andhi 100GeV onecbtainsg  10%. This
situation is therefore characteristic ofm odels w here Jepton num ber spontaneously breaks at
the weak scale.

T here arem ore com plicated m odelsw here the degree of correlation between the m ass
m and the lpton number violation scale m ay be di erent and m ay Involve m ore free pa—
ram eters. Just to give a concrete exam ple of such m odels, ket us consider the supersym m etric
m odels w ith spontaneous violation ofR parity P3]. These m odels kead to

h i’
m /

28)

Msysy
where h i is identi ed w ith the vacuum expectation value ofthe right-handed SU 2) U (1)

singlkt sneutrino and M sysy denotes a typical neutralino m ass. The expected values of



(m ) aredepicted n Fig. §), obtained when one varies the other relevant free param eters

over a theoretically reasonable range.

For allm odels w ith low -scale Jepton number violation we have shown, by doing the
full calculation, that the overall annihilation cross section for annihilation Into two
M aprons can be enhanced by an order of m agnitude w ith respect to our above sin pli ed
caloulation which neglkcted the s<channel scalar exchange diagram in Fig. {1). A lthough
thiswould allow usto weaken our lim is, the e ect on g would only be a factor 10 < 2, so
that the Iin its derfved in gure 4 coul be relaxed by a factor < 2 in this class ofm odels.

A s a Jast comm ent, we note that the lin its obtained in our paper could also be tight-
ened by including the in uence of non-equillbbriim electronic neutrinos (and antineutrinos)
produced by anniilations on the neutron-to-proton ratio [L9]but, again, the e ect is
quite sm all on the bounds derived on g.

Last but not least, wem ust com pare the lin its obtained by prin ordialbig bang nuclko—
synthesis w ith those derived from astrophysics. A new light particle, like the M apron, m ay
have an in portant e ect on stellar evolution and this allow s one to place stringent lim its
on the strength of the interaction of such particles [B2]. In the case we consider here, the
M aprons interact predom nantly w ith a heavy W ith themassin M €V range), so tsin u-
ence m ay be noticeable In supemova explosions when the tem perature reaches tens ofM €V .
Theboundson M apron properties which can be deduced from supemova physics have been
widely discussed B3] and recently analysed in ref. B2] (see also references therein). For
exam plk a M ajpron w ith Yukawa coupling to electronic neutrinos in the range 10 ¢ 103
could be in portant for supemova physics. However n ourm odel this coupling to . ismuch
an aller. A M a“pron coupling constant to tau-neutrinos around 10 * m ay be potentially in—
teresting for supemova physics and w illbe discussed elsswhere. Here we only m ention that g
values largerthan @ few) 10 5 m =M &V m ay be dangerous because the coupling is strong
enough for abundant production of M aprons in high tem perature regions In the supemova
core and sin ultaneously an allenough so that them ean free path of the produced M a prons
is Jarger than the central stellar core. Still the coupling g > 10 * seem s to be allowed.

5 Conclusions

In thispaper we have Investigated the in plications for prim ordial nuckosynthesis ofa heavy
tau neutrino In the M €&V range, n the presence of su ciently strong annihilations Into
M ajprons. W e have detemm Ined the e ective neutrino number N o4, or equivalently the pri-
m ordialheliim abundance, and studied the levelof sensitivity that it exhibitswhen expressed
In tem softheunderlying massm and coupling param eter g, the relevant coupling con—
stant determm Ining the annihilation cross section. G ven the fact that present nucko—
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Figure 5: Expected valuesofm and g n m odelof ref. R3]

synthesis discussions are still plagued by system atics, it is usefiil to interpret our results this
way, rather than as an actual lim it in the statistical sense. Foreach m  value, one can In
principle dentify the corresponding lower bounds on g for which the annihilations to
M aprons are su ciently e cient in order not to be .n con ict w ith nuckosynthesis. M ore—
over, In contrast to the standard m odel], these m odels can account for a value of N 4 3if
the mass lies n the region 1-10M &V, provided 3 10%.

W e have been conservative in determm ining the nucleosyhthesis lin is, to the extent that
we have neglected m odeldependent contributions from schannel H iggs boson exchange,
given n Fig. (). This seem s reasonable from the point of view of the relevant particle
physics m odels [L1, &, 30, 31, 231.

W ehave also concluded that, lndeed, the required choice ofparam eters can be naturally
realized in M apron m odels both with weak and large-scale ¥pton number violation. Asa
result, for su ciently large but plausible values of the M apron coupling > 10 ¢ one
can not rule out any values of the mass up the present laboratory lim it based on the
coan ological argum ent. This highlights the in portance of firther experim ental e orts in
laboratory searthes for the mass. Inprovam ents expected at a tau-cham factory are
Indeed necessary, since the prim ordial nuckosynthesis constraints on the mass can be

easily relaxed in a Jarge class of extensions of the standard electroweak m odel.



A ppendix

Here we show why one can negkct the schannel diagram ofFig. {I}) in the detem ination
of the nuckosynthesis bound onm  and m a pron coupling g.

T he total cross—section for the annihilation to M aprons that corresponds to schannel
and t-<channel diagram s of F ig. (1) is given by

s ()= ——— A 2) n p= F- 29)

w here the param eter isde ned by

|
m X 9 uv,;%,00

ng i mIZ{i

30)

and g y,, Gy,g5 are the couplings relevant for the schannel diagram of F ig. ). m Eq.
@0) the sum is over all the CP-even scalars present in the m odel. From its de nition, one
can see that isproportionalto the couplings H ; and H;JJ.W hen ! 0 the schannel

becom es zero.

The value of depends very much on the m odel. For the pure-singlet m a pron m odels
wih Jow Jepton number violation scale considered in ref. 0] there is a strict correlation
between the neutrino m ass and the Jepton num ber violation scale. In thiscassonehas = 1.
For seesaw m odels, w ith Jepton num ber violated at a Jarge m ass scale, one has 1. For
the supersym m etric m odelw ith spontaneous breaking ofR parity R3] at the weak scale one
can show that typically lies in a range around the value 1/2. In our analysis we wanted to
stay asmuch m odel independent as possible. In order to have an idea of the dependence of

our resultson wede ne

21 2x
; e o (i P 1
Fei) 4 g o (i K Py (31)

which is just the Integrand of eq. @) In section 2.0. I Fig. @) we plbt the function
F&;)for = 0;1=2and 1. W e see that the value = 0 rpresents a lower bound on that
Integral. Form ost m odels we would get a higher value. If we notice that the cross section
is proportional to g*, that diference in F (x; ) would translate into a sm aller value needed
for g to satisfy the nuclkosynthesis bounds. T herefore, one can obtain a m odelindependent
and conservative bound by taking the worst possble case, which correspondsto = 0.Due
to the dependence of F on g* the bounds on g would not be too sensitive to the value of

in the range of interest. This justi es our sin pli ed expression or ; used in eqg. ).
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Figure 6: The function F (x; ) for various values of
A cknow ledgem ents

This work has been supported by DGICY T under G rants PB 95-1077 and SAB 94-0089 @A .
D), by the TMR network grant ERBFM RXCT 960090 of the European Union, and by
an A ccion Integrada H igpano-Portuguesa. SP. was supported by Conselleria d’Educacio
iCiencia of Generalitat Valenciana. A D . also acknow ledges the support of the D anish
N ational Science Ressarch Council through grant 11-9640-1 and in part of the D anm arks
G nundforskningsfond through its support ofthe T heoretical A strophysicalC enter. W e thank
A . Santam aria for fruitfiil discussions.



R eferences

(L]

e]

@]

bl

D .Buskulic et al.,, Phys. Lett. B 349 (1995) 585.

J.Gomez€adenasand M C.Gonzakz6Garc a, Phys.Rev.D 39 (1989) 1370; J.G om ez—
Cadenaset al, Phys.Rev.D 41 (1990) 2179; R .A km any et al.,, in ECFA /9351, ed.

For a recent review see JW F .Valk, n Physics Beyond the Standard M odel, lectures
given at the V ITI Jorge A ndre Sw ieca Summ er School R io de Janeiro, February 1995)
and at V Taller Latinoam ericano de Fenom enolog a de las Interacciones Fundam entales

J.Bardeen, J.Bond and G . E fstathiou, A strophys. J. 321 (1987) 28; J.Bond and G .
E fstathiou, Phys. Lett. B265 (1991) 245; M .Daviset al, Nature 356 (1992) 489; S.
Dodelson, G .Gyuk andM .Tumer, Phys.Rev.Lett. 72 (1994) 3754; H .K kuchiand E.
Ma, Phys.Rev.D 51 (1995) 296; H B.Kin and JE.Kin, Nucl Phys. B 433 (1995)
421; M .W hite, G .Gelm iniand J. Sik, Phys.Rev.D 51 (1995) 2669; A S. Joshipura
and JW F.Valle, Nucl Phys.B 440 (1995) 647.

SS.Gershtein and YaB .Zeldovich,Pisma Z .Eksp. Teor.Fiz. 4 (1966) 174; R .Cow sik
and J.M C klland, Phys. Rev. Lett. 29 (1972) 669; E.Kob, M . Tumer, The Early
Universe A ddisonW esky, 1990), and references therein.

Forrecent review s see JW F .Valle, G auge T heories and the P hysics of N eutrino M ass,

Prog.Part. Nucl Phys. 26 (1991) 91-171 (d.A .Faesskr).

JW F.Valle, Phys.Lett. B131 (1983) 87; G .Gelmniand JW F .Vallk, Phys. Lett.
B142 (1984) 181; JW F.Valle, Phys. Lett. B159 (1985) 49; A . Joshjpura and S.
Rindani, Phys.Rev.D 46 (1992) 3000.

BIM C.GonzakzGarc aand JW F.Valle, Phys.Lett.B 216 (1989) 360;M C .Gonzalkz—

Bl

[L0]

1]

12]

Garc a, A .Santam aria and JW F .Valle, Nucl Phys.B 342 (1990) 108.
For an early discussion see J.Schechterand JW F .Valke, Phys.Rev.D 25 (1982) 774.

G .Gemlmnhiand M .Roncadelli, Phys. Lett. B 99 (1981) 411; H .G eorgi, S.G lashow and
S.Nussihov, NuclL Phys.B 193 (1981) 297.

Y .Chikashige, R .M chapatra and R . Peccei, Phys. Rev. Lett. 45 (1980) 1926.

S. Sarkar, Reports on P rogress n Physics 59 (1996) 1493 and references therein.

3] E.Kob,M S.Tumer, A .Chakravorty and D N . Schramm , Phys. Rev. Lett. 67 (1991)

533.


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9307252
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9603307

[14] A D .Dolgov and IZ.Rothstein, Phys. Rev. Lett. 71 (1993) 476.

5] R F.Carswel, M .Rauch, R J.W eynm an et al, MNRAS 268 (1994) L1; A . Songali,
LL.Cowig, C.Hogan and M .Rugers, Nature 368 (1994) 599.

6] D .Tytlerand X M .Fan, Bull. Am . Astr. Soc.26 (1994) 1424.

7] K A.O live and G . Steigm an, A strophys. J. Suppl 97 (1995) 49; K A.Olive and S.T.
Scully, Int.J.M od.Phys.A 11 (1996) 409;C J.Copi, D N.Schramm andM S.Tumer,
Science 267 (1995) 192.

R0] S. Bertolini and G . Steigman, Nucl Phys. B 387 (1990) 193-214; M . Kawasaki et
al, Nucl Phys.B 402 (1993) 323; Nucl Phys.B 419 (1994) 105; S.Dodelson, G .
Gyuk and M S. Tumer, Phys.Rev.D 49 (1994) 5068; for a review see G . Steigm an;
prooceedings of the Intemational Schoolon C oan ologicalD ark M atter, W orld Scienti ¢,
1994),ed.JW F .Valk and A .Perez, p. 55.

1] J.Schechter and JW F .Valle, Phys.Rev.D 22 (1980) 2227.

2] J.Schechter and JW F.Valle, Phys.Rev.D 24 (1981) 1883, Phys.Rev.D 25 (1982)
283.

R3] A .M asiero and JW F.Valk, Phys. Lett. B251 (1990) 273; JC .Rom ao, C A . Santos,
andJW F .Valle, Phys.Lett.B 288 (1992) 311;JC .Rom ao,F .deCampos,and JW F.
Valle, Phys. Lett. B 292 (1992) 329.

R4] J.C.Romao and J.W .F.Valle. Phys. Lett. B272 (1991) 436; Nucl Phys. B 381
(1992) 87.

25] A .D olgov et al., In preparation
R6] P.Gondolo and G .Gelm Ini, Nucl Phys. B 360 (1991) 145.

R7] IS. Gradshteyn and IM . Ryzhik, Tabk of Integrals, Series and P roducts A cadem ic
P ress, O rlando, 1980).

28] D A .Dicuset al, Phys.Rev.D 26 (1982) 2694.

R9] L.Kawano, FERM ILAB-PUB-92/04-A and FERM ILAB-PUB-88/34A .


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9610319
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9606452
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9608215

B0] A . Joshipura and JW F.Valle, Nucl Phys. B 397 (1993) 105; J.T . Peltoniem i, and
JW F.Valle, Phys. Lett. B304 (1993) 147.

Bl] Z.Berezhiani, A Yu.Sm imov and JW F .Vallk, Phys. Lett. B291 (1992) 99.

B2] G .Ra elt, Stars as Laboratories for Fundam ental P hysics (T he University of Chicago
P ress, 1996).

B3] See, forexam ple, K .Choiand A . Santam ardia, Phys.Rev.D 42 (1990) 293-306.



