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A bstract

W e present a generalization of the resonant neutrino conversion in m atter, mcliding a
random com ponent In the m atter density pro k. The study is focused on the e ect of such
m atter perturbations upon both large and an allm ixing anglke M SW solutions to the solar
neutrino problam . This is carried out both for the activeactive . ! , aswell as active-
sterile . !  conversion channels. W e nd thatthe an allm ixingM SW solution ism uch m ore
stable (especially in m?) than the lJarge m ixing solution. Future solar neutrino experin ents,
such as Borexino, could probe solar m atter density noise at the few percent evel.
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1. The comparison among the present experin ental results on the cbservation of the solar
neutrinos strongly points to a de cit of neutrino ux (dubbed the Solar Neutrino Problem (SNP)).
T he m ost recent averaged data E}'] of the chlorine, gallium .'f: and K am iokande experin ents are:

RoFP= (255 025)SNU; RSP = (74 8)SNU; R;C= (044 006)RzE” @)

a K a

where RE® % is the prediction according to the m ost recent Standard SolarM odel (SSM )by Bahcall-
P nsonneaul BP 95) [_2] .

Tt is now understood that the SNP cannot be explained through astrophysical/nuclear solutions
E;%, :fl]. From the particle physics point of view , however, the resonant neutrino conversion (the
M kheyev-Sm imov-W olfenstein M SW ) e ect) [E] Seam s to explain successfiilly the present experi-
m ental situation Eg:,-’j,'g,-’;:].

This tak deals w ith the stability ofthe M SW solution w ith respect to the possbl presence of
random perturbations in the solar m atter density f_ﬂ].

W e rem ind that in Ref.g?g] the e ect of periodic m atter density perturbations added to a m ean
m atter density  upon resonant neutrino conversion was investigated. T here are also a num ber of
papers which address sin ilar e ects by di erent approaches [:l_.-l_:, l-2_:]

Here we consider the e ect of random m atter density perturbations (r), characterised by an
arbirary wave numberk, 7

)= dk (k)sinkr; @)

M oreover, as in Ref.[[4], we assum e that the perturbation has G aussian distrdbution w ith the
spatial correlation fiinction h ?i de ned as

. 2 2. 2. h 2i
h () @)HAi=2"h"iLy & 1B); h-i 3 3)
T he correlation length L obeys the ollow Ing relation:
Jfree L0 m 4)

where lg 10 an isthem ean free path ofthe electrons In the solarm edium and , isthe neutrino
m atter wave length. For the sake of discussion, In the follow ing we choose to adjist Ly as follow s:

Lo= 01 o : 5)

The SSM in iself cannot acocount for the existence of density perturbations, since it is based on
hydrostatic evolution equations. O n the other hand, the present helioseism ology ocbservations cannot
exclide the existence of few percent level of m atter density uctuations. T herefore, in what follow
we assum e, on phenom enological grounds, such levels for , up to 8% .

Before generalizing the M SW scenario, accounting for the presence in the Interior of the sun of
such m atter density uctuations, rst we give a quick rem inder to the m ain features of the M SW
e ect.

2. The resonant conversion of neutrinos in a m atter background is due to the coherent neutrino
scattering o m atter constituents [5]. T his determ Ines an e ective m atter potentialV for neutrinos.
In the rest fram e of the unpolarized m atter, the potential is given, in the fram ew ork of the Standard
M odel], by p_

2Gg
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©)

where Gy isthe Fem iconstant and Y is a num ber which depends on the neutrino type and on the
chem ical content of the medium . M ore precisely, ¥ = Yo %Yn for the . state, Y = %Yn for

'For the gallum resul we have taken the weighted average of GALLEX RS = (77
8 5)SNU and SAGE RgY = (69 11 6)SNU data.



and and Y = 0 for the sterile ¢ state, where Y., denotes the electron and neutron number
per nuckon. For them atter density , one usually consider the sn coth distribution, as given by the
ssM @, 13, 14).
For given m ass di erence m? and neutrino m ixing  in vacuum , the neutrinos o’s, created in
the Inner region of the sun, where the distrbution ism axin al, can be com pltely converted into
y = , ors),whike travelling to the solar surface.
T his requires two conditions §1:
1) —the resonance condition. N eutrinos of given energy E experience the resonance if the energy
splitting I the vacuum m?cos2 =2E is com pensated by the e ective m atter potential di erence
Vey=Ve V. Itishelpflto de ne the ollow ing dynam ical factor A

Aey (r) =

w hich vanishes at the resonance, Aoy = 0. T his condition determ ines the value
res = Mpcos2 =2 EGF )¥e %) m?=E which, n tum, in plies a resonance layer r.

2) —T he adizbatic condition. At the resonance layer, the neutrino conversion !  ise cint
if the propagation is adiabatic. This can be nicely expressed requiring the neutrino wavelenght
to be snaller than r B,

m? sin?2 R

= = ————>1; Ry O0dR ; 8
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m = € ; r=2 yrstan2 =drjl:
AZ + (m?)?sin®2 =(16E?)

3. Now we re—form ulate the neutrino evolution equation accounting for a uctuation temm
superin posed to them ain pro ke . The perturbation level = — induces a corresponding random
com ponent Vo, for the m atter potential. T he evolution for the o y System is govemed by

dt % Hey Hy %

w here the entries of the H am iltonian m atrix are given by

2

m 1
He= 2Rey (© + Key © 1 Hy= 0; Hey = Esmz 7 Key () = 5 Vey © (10)
Here the m atter potentials read as:
- P—
Ve, = L % Vel = L -Yn) 1)
myp mp 2
for the ! ; and o ! s conversions, respectively. (The neutralm atter relation Yo = 1 Y,

hasbeen used.)
T he system @) has to be rew ritten averaging over the random density distrbution, taking into
account that for the random ocom ponent we have:

2n+1l:_ A. L . _ 2 : _} 2 2. .
e, 71= 07 ey OF ey (0)i= t D; ()= Iy, (t)JLo—2 Vg ©h “iLo: 12)

W e have obtained (see E_E}] form ore details) the follow Ing system :

P(t) = 2HeI)
R-(t) = 2Ahey ©)I () 2 (IR ()
L) = 2A,®OR () 2 (€)ICt) HCPE) 1); 13)



where P (t) = hjefi, R () = Re(y e)i and I () = him ( e)i. Now the \ dynam ics " is
govemed by one m ore quantity ie. the noise param eter , besides the factor Ao, . The quantity

can be given the m eaning of energy quantum associated w ih the m atter density perturbation.
However, ket us note that the M SW resonance condition, ie. Ay () = 0 rem ains unchanged, due to
the random nature of the m atter perturbations. T he com parison between the noise param eter in
Eqg. C_l-g) and Agy (0) showsthat () < Agy (b)), fOr < few % , except at the resonance region. Asa
resul, the density perturbation can have itsm axin ale ect just at the resonance. Furthem ore, one
can nd the analogous of condition 2) (see Eq. @:) for the noise to give rise to sizeable e ects. Since
the noise tem gives rise to a damping tem in the system {13), i ©low s that the corresponding
noise length scale 1= bemucdch an aller than the thickness of the resonance layer r. In other words,
the ollow ing adiabaticity condition

2

(14)

~r= T res> 1; ~r rm-
isalso necessary. For the range of param eters w e are considering, 102 and tan? 2 10° 102,
and due to the rh s of 6'_4), there results ~, r. This relation can be rew ritten as yes < Hyess
where H,os isthe level splitting between the energies of the neutrino m ass eigenstates at resonance.
T his show s that the noise energy quantum isunable to \excite" the system , causing the level crossing
(even at the resonance) [}-g]. In otherwords, it never violates theM SW adiabaticity condition. From
Eqg. (_l-fl) i follow s also that, in the adiabatic regine , > 1, the an aller the m ixing angl value the
larger the e ect of the noise. Finally, as already noted above, the M SW non-adigbaticty ,< 1 is
always tranam itted to ~, < 1. A s a result, under our assum ptions the uctuations are expected to
be ine ective in the non-adizbatic M SW regin e.

4. A1 this prelin nary discussion is illustrated in the Fig. 1. For de niteness we take BP 95
SSM Ea’] as reference model. W e plot P as a function of E = m? for di erent values of the noise
param eter . For com parison, the standard M SW case = 0 isalso shown (lower solid curve). O ne
can see that in both cases of am alland large m xing ¢ ig. la and Fig. 1b, respectively), the e ect of
the m atter density noise is to raise the bottom of the pit (see dotted and dashed curves). In other
words, the noise weakens the M SW suppression in the adiabatictresonant regin e, whereas is e ect
is negligble In the non-adiabatic region. T he relative Increase of the survival probability P is larger
for the case of snallm ixing Fiy. la) as already guessed on the basis of Eq. (I4). W e have also
drawn pictorially (solid vertical line) the position, in the P pro l, where 'B e neutrinos fall n or
the relevant m? 10 % ev? , to visualize that these Interm ediate energy neutrinos are the onesm ost
likely to be a ected by the m atter noise.

5. Let us analyse the possible In pact of this scenario in the determ ination of solar neutrino
param eters from the experin ental data. For that we have perform ed the standard ? t in the
(sin®2 ; m®)param eter space. Theresultsofthe ttingare shown I Fig. 2 wherethe 90$ con dence
evel C L.) areasaredrawn fordi erent valuesof .Fig.2a andFig. 2b referto the casesof . ! ;
and ! ¢ oconversion, regoectively. O ne can observe that the sm allm ixing region is alm ost stable,
w ith a slight shift down of m? values and a slight shift of sih?2 towards larger values. T he large
m xing area is also pretty stable, exhibiting the tendency to shift to smaller m? and sin®2 . The
analler m? valies com pensate for the weakening of the M SW suppression due to the presence

of m atter noise, so that a larger portion of the neutrino energy spectrum can be converted. The
2

presence of the m atter density noise m akes the data t a little poorer: [, = 01 or = 0, &
becomes 2, = 08for = 4% andeven 2, = 2for =8% frthe . ! ; transition.

The sam e holds In the case of transition into a sterile state Fig. 2b): 2, = lfor = 0, &
becomes 2, =36 for = 4% and 2, = 9fr =8%.

In conclusion we have shown that the M SW solution to the SNP exists for any realistic levels of
m atter density noise ( 4% ). M oreovertheM SW solution isessentially stable inm ass 4 10ev? <

m? < 10 %ev? at 90% CL), whereas them ixing appears m ore sensitive to the level of uctuations.



6. W e can reverse our point of view , wondering w hether the solar neutrino experin ents can be a
toolto get Infom ation on the the level ofm atter noise in the sun. In particular, the future B orexino
experin ent E_l-'j], ain ing to detect the 'Be neutrino ux, could be sensitive to the presence of solar
m atter uctuations. In the relevant M SW param eter region for the noiseless case, the B orexino signal
cannot be de nitely predicted (see Fig. 3a). W ithin the present allowed C L. regions (dotted line)
the expected rate, Zp o= Rgr:d=R§£ % (solid lines), is in the range 02  0:7.

On the other hand, when the m atter densiy noise is sw itched on, eg. = 4% (see Fig. 3b),
the m nin al allowed value for Zg becom es higher, Zg ¢ 04. Hence, if the M SW m echanisn is
regponsible for the solar neutrino de cit and B orexino experin ent detects a low signal, say Zge < 03
(w ith good accuracy) this will m ply that a 4% Xvel ofm atter uctuations in the central region of
the sun is unlkely. The sam e argum ent can be applied to o ! ¢ resonant conversion, whenever
future Jarge detectors such as SuperX am iokande and/or the Sudbury N eutrino O bservatory (SNO )
establish through, eg. the m easurem ent of the charged to neutral current ratio, that the de cit
of solar neutrinos is due to this kind of transition. The expected signal in Borexino is very sm all
Zpe 002 or = 0 (s=eeFig. 3c). On theotherhandwih = 4% ,them Ininum expected Borexino
signal is 10 tim es higher than in the noiseless case, so that if Borexino detects a rate Zg < 0 (see
Fig. 3d) this would again exclude noise kevels above 4% .

Let us notice that SuperK am iokande and SNO experin ents, being sensitive only to the higher
energy Boron neutrinos, probably do not o er sin ilar possibility to probe such m atter uctuations
in the sun.

T he previous discussion, which certainly deserves a m ore accurate analysis Involving also the
theoretical uncertainties in the "Be neutrino ux, show s the close link between neutrino physics and
solar physics.

T hiswork has been supported by the grant N.ERBCHBICT-941592 ofthe Hum an C apitaland
M obility P rogram .
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Fig. la

T he averaged solar neutrino survival probability P versus E= m? for sm allm xig angl,
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