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A bstract

W e present a generalization ofthe resonant neutrino conversion in m atter,including a

random com ponentin the m atterdensity pro�le. The study isfocused on the e�ectofsuch

m atter perturbations upon both large and sm allm ixing angle M SW solutions to the solar

neutrino problem . Thisiscarried outboth forthe active-active �e ! ��;� aswellasactive-

sterile�e ! �s conversion channels.W e�nd thatthesm allm ixingM SW solution ism uch m ore

stable(especially in �m 2)than thelargem ixing solution.Futuresolarneutrino experim ents,

such asBorexino,could probesolarm atterdensity noiseatthefew percentlevel.
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1. The com parison am ong the present experim ental results on the observation of the solar

neutrinosstrongly pointsto a de�citofneutrino 
ux (dubbed the SolarNeutrino Problem (SNP)).

Them ostrecentaveraged data [1]ofthe chlorine,gallium 1 and K am iokande experim entsare:

R
exp

C l
= (2:55� 0:25)SNU; R

exp

G a
= (74� 8)SNU; R

exp

K a
= (0:44� 0:06)RB P 95K a (1)

whereR B P 95
K a istheprediction according to them ostrecentStandard SolarM odel(SSM )by Bahcall-

Pinsonneault(BP95)[2].

Itisnow understood thatthe SNP cannotbeexplained through astrophysical/nuclearsolutions

[3,4]. From the particle physics point of view, however, the resonant neutrino conversion (the

M ikheyev-Sm irnov-W olfenstein (M SW ) e�ect) [5]seem s to explain successfully the present experi-

m entalsituation [6,7,8,1].

Thistalk deals with the stability ofthe M SW solution with respectto the possible presence of

random perturbationsin thesolarm atterdensity [9].

W e rem ind thatin Ref.[10]the e�ectofperiodic m atterdensity perturbationsadded to a m ean

m atter density � upon resonant neutrino conversion was investigated. There are also a num berof

paperswhich addresssim ilare�ectsby di�erentapproaches[11,12].

Here we consider the e�ect ofrandom m atter density perturbations ��(r),characterised by an

arbitrary wave num berk,

��(r)=

Z

dk��(k)sinkr; (2)

M oreover,asin Ref.[12],weassum ethattheperturbation �� hasG aussian distribution with the

spatialcorrelation function h�2ide�ned as

h��(r1)��(r2)i= 2�2h�2iL0�(r1 � r2); h�
2
i�

h��2i

�2
: (3)

Thecorrelation length L0 obeysthe following relation:

lfree � L0 � �m (4)

wherelfree � 10 cm isthem ean freepath oftheelectronsin thesolarm edium and �m istheneutrino

m atterwave length.Forthesake ofdiscussion,in the following wechoose to adjustL0 asfollows:

L0 = 0:1� �m : (5)

The SSM in itselfcannot account for the existence ofdensity perturbations,since it is based on

hydrostaticevolution equations.O n theotherhand,thepresenthelioseism ology observationscannot

exclude the existence offew percentlevelofm atter density 
uctuations. Therefore,in whatfollow

we assum e,on phenom enologicalgrounds,such levelsfor�,up to 8% .

Before generalizing the M SW scenario,accounting forthe presence in the interior ofthe sun of

such m atter density 
uctuations,�rst we give a quick rem inder to the m ain features ofthe M SW

e�ect.

2.Theresonantconversion ofneutrinosin a m atterbackground isdueto thecoherentneutrino

scattering o� m atterconstituents[5].Thisdeterm inesan e�ective m atterpotentialV forneutrinos.

In therestfram eoftheunpolarized m atter,thepotentialisgiven,in thefram ework oftheStandard

M odel,by

V =

p
2G F

m p

�Y (6)

whereG F istheFerm iconstantand Y isa num berwhich dependson theneutrino type and on the

chem icalcontent ofthe m edium . M ore precisely,Y = Ye �
1

2
Yn for the �e state,Y = � 1

2
Yn for

1Forthegallium resultwehavetaken theweighted averageofG ALLEX R
exp

G a
= (77�

8� 5)SNU and SAG E R
exp

G a
= (69� 11� 6)SNU data.
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�� and �� and Y = 0 for the sterile �s state,where Ye;n denotes the electron and neutron num ber

pernucleon.Forthem atterdensity �,oneusually considerthesm ooth distribution,asgiven by the

SSM [2,13,14].

For given m ass di�erence �m 2 and neutrino m ixing � in vacuum ,the neutrinos�e’s,created in

the innerregion ofthe sun,where the � distribution ism axim al,can be com pletely converted into

�y (y = �,� ors),while travelling to thesolarsurface.

Thisrequirestwo conditions[5]:

1)-theresonancecondition.Neutrinosofgiven energy E experiencetheresonanceiftheenergy

splitting in the vacuum �m2cos2�=2E is com pensated by the e�ective m atter potentialdi�erence

�V ey = Ve � Vy.Itishelpfulto de�nethe following dynam icalfactorA ey

A ey(r)=
1

2
[�V ey(r)�

�m2

2E
cos2�] (7)

which vanishesatthe resonance,A ey = 0.Thiscondition determ inesthe value

�res = (m pcos2�=2
p
2G F )(Ye � Yy)�m

2=E which,in turn,im pliesa resonance layer�r.

2)-Theadiabatic condition.Attheresonancelayer,theneutrino conversion �e ! �y ise�cient

ifthe propagation isadiabatic. Thiscan be nicely expressed requiring the neutrino wavelenght �m

to besm allerthan �r [5],

�r = �r=(� m )res �
�m2sin22�R0

4�E cos2�
> 1; R 0 � 0:1R� ; (8)

�m =
�

q

A 2
ey + (�m2)2sin22�=(16E2)

; �r= 2� restan2�jd�=drj
� 1
:

3. Now we re-form ulate the neutrino evolution equation accounting for a 
uctuation term ��

superim posed to the m ain pro�le �.The perturbation level� =
��

�
inducesa corresponding random

com ponent�V ey� forthem atterpotential.Theevolution forthe�e � �y system isgoverned by

i
d

dt

 

�e

�y

!

=

 

H e H ey

H ey H y

!  

�e

�y

!

; (9)

wheretheentriesofthe Ham iltonian m atrix are given by

H e = 2[A ey(t)+ ~A ey(t)]; H y = 0; H ey =
�m2

4E
sin2�; ~A ey(t)=

1

2
�V ey(t)� : (10)

Here them atterpotentialsread as:

�V e�(�)(t)=

p
2G F

m p

�(t)(1� Yn); �V es(t)=

p
2G F

m p

�(t)(1�
3

2
Yn) (11)

forthe �e ! ��;� and �e ! �s conversions,respectively. (The neutralm atter relation Ye = 1� Yn

hasbeen used.)

The system (9)hasto be rewritten averaging overthe random density distribution,taking into

accountthatfortherandom com ponentwehave:

h~A 2n+ 1
ey i= 0; h~A ey(t)~A ey(t1)i= ��(t� t1); �(t)= h~A 2

ey(t)iL0=
1

2
�V 2

ey(t)h�
2
iL0: (12)

W e have obtained (see [9]form ore details)thefollowing system :

_P (t) = 2H eyI(t)

_R (t) = � 2Aey(t)I(t)� 2�(t)R (t)

_I(t) = 2A ey(t)R (t)� 2�(t)I(t)� Hey(2P(t)� 1 ); (13)
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where P(t) = hj�ej
2i, R (t) = hRe(�y�

�
e
)i and I(t) = hIm (�y�

�
e
)i. Now the \ dynam ics " is

governed by one m ore quantity i.e. the noise param eter �,besides the factor Aey. The quantity

� can be given the m eaning ofenergy quantum associated with the m atter density perturbation.

However,letusnote thatthe M SW resonance condition,i.e.A ey(t)= 0 rem ainsunchanged,due to

the random nature ofthe m atterperturbations. The com parison between the noise param eter� in

Eq.(12)and A ey(t)showsthat�(t)< Aey(t),for� <� few % ,exceptatthe resonance region.Asa

result,thedensity perturbation can have itsm axim ale�ectjustattheresonance.Furtherm ore,one

can �nd theanalogousofcondition 2)(seeEq.(8)forthenoiseto give riseto sizeable e�ects.Since

the noise term gives rise to a dam ping term in the system (13),it follows that the corresponding

noiselength scale1=� bem uch sm allerthan thethicknessoftheresonancelayer�r.In otherwords,

thefollowing adiabaticity condition

~�r = �r� res > 1; ~�r � �r
�2

tan22�
: (14)

isalsonecessary.Fortherangeofparam etersweareconsidering,� � 10� 2 and tan22� � 10� 3� 10� 2,

and due to the r.h.sof(4),there results ~�r � �r. Thisrelation can be rewritten as �res < �Hres,

where�Hres isthelevelsplitting between theenergiesoftheneutrino m asseigenstatesatresonance.

Thisshowsthatthenoiseenergy quantum isunableto\excite" thesystem ,causingthelevelcrossing

(even attheresonance)[10].In otherwords,itneverviolatestheM SW adiabaticity condition.From

Eq.(14)itfollowsalso that,in the adiabatic regim e �r > 1,the sm allerthe m ixing angle value the

largerthe e�ectofthe noise. Finally,asalready noted above,the M SW non-adiabaticity �r < 1 is

always transm itted to ~�r < 1. Asa result,underourassum ptionsthe 
uctuationsare expected to

beine�ective in the non-adiabatic M SW regim e.

4. Allthis prelim inary discussion is illustrated in the Fig. 1. For de�niteness we take BP95

SSM [2]as reference m odel. W e plot P as a function ofE =�m2 for di�erent values ofthe noise

param eter�.Forcom parison,the standard M SW case � = 0 isalso shown (lowersolid curve).O ne

can seethatin both casesofsm alland largem ixing (Fig.1a and Fig.1b,respectively),thee�ectof

the m atterdensity noise isto raise the bottom ofthe pit(see dotted and dashed curves). In other

words,the noise weakensthe M SW suppression in the adiabatic-resonantregim e,whereasitse�ect

isnegligible in thenon-adiabatic region.Therelative increase ofthesurvivalprobability P islarger

for the case ofsm allm ixing (Fig. 1a) as already guessed on the basis ofEq. (14). W e have also

drawn pictorially (solid verticalline)the position,in the P pro�le,where 7B e neutrinosfallin for

therelevant�m2 � 10� 5 eV 2,to visualizethattheseinterm ediateenergy neutrinosaretheonesm ost

likely to bea�ected by them atternoise.

5. Let us analyse the possible im pact ofthis scenario in the determ ination ofsolar neutrino

param eters from the experim entaldata. For that we have perform ed the standard �2 �t in the

(sin22�;�m2)param eterspace.Theresultsofthe�ttingareshown in Fig.2wherethe90% con�dence

level(C.L.)areasaredrawn fordi�erentvaluesof�.Fig.2aand Fig.2b refertothecasesof�e ! ��;�

and �e ! �s conversion,respectively.O necan observethatthesm all-m ixing region isalm oststable,

with a slightshiftdown of�m2 valuesand a slightshiftofsin22� towardslargervalues. The large

m ixing area isalso pretty stable,exhibiting the tendency to shiftto sm aller �m2 and sin22�. The

sm aller �m2 values com pensate for the weakening of the M SW suppression due to the presence

ofm atter noise,so that a larger portion ofthe neutrino energy spectrum can be converted. The

presence ofthe m atter density noise m akes the data �t a little poorer: �2m in = 0:1 for � = 0,it

becom es�2m in = 0:8 for� = 4% and even �2m in = 2 for� = 8% forthe �e ! ��;� transition.

The sam e holds in the case oftransition into a sterile state (Fig. 2b): �2m in = 1 for � = 0,it

becom es�2m in = 3:6 for� = 4% and �2m in = 9 for� = 8% .

In conclusion wehave shown thatthe M SW solution to the SNP existsforany realistic levelsof

m atterdensitynoise(� � 4% ).M oreovertheM SW solution isessentially stablein m ass(4� 10� 6eV 2 <

�m2 < 10� 5eV 2 at90% CL),whereasthe m ixing appearsm ore sensitive to the levelof
uctuations.
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6.W ecan reverseourpointofview,wondering whetherthesolarneutrino experim entscan bea

toolto getinform ation on thethelevelofm atternoisein thesun.In particular,thefutureBorexino

experim ent[15],aim ing to detectthe 7Be neutrino 
ux,could be sensitive to the presence ofsolar

m atter
uctuations.In therelevantM SW param eterregion forthenoiselesscase,theBorexinosignal

cannotbe de�nitely predicted (see Fig. 3a). W ithin the presentallowed C.L.regions(dotted line)

theexpected rate,ZB e= R
pred

B e
=R B P 95

B e (solid lines),isin the range0:2� 0:7.

O n the other hand,when the m atter density noise is switched on,e.g. � = 4% (see Fig. 3b),

the m inim alallowed value for ZB e becom es higher,ZB e � 0:4. Hence,ifthe M SW m echanism is

responsibleforthesolarneutrinode�citand Borexino experim entdetectsalow signal,say Z B e <� 0:3

(with good accuracy)thiswillim ply thata 4% levelofm atter 
uctuationsin the centralregion of

the sun is unlikely. The sam e argum ent can be applied to �e ! �s resonant conversion,whenever

futurelarge detectorssuch asSuper-K am iokandeand/orthe Sudbury Neutrino O bservatory (SNO )

establish through,e.g. the m easurem ent ofthe charged to neutralcurrent ratio,that the de�cit

ofsolar neutrinos is due to this kind oftransition. The expected signalin Borexino is very sm all

ZB e � 0:02 for� = 0 (seeFig.3c).O n theotherhand with � = 4% ,them inim um expected Borexino

signalis10 tim eshigherthan in thenoiselesscase,so thatifBorexino detectsa rate ZB e <� 0:1 (see

Fig.3d)thiswould again exclude noise levelsabove 4% .

Letusnotice thatSuper-K am iokande and SNO experim ents,being sensitive only to the higher

energy Boron neutrinos,probably do noto�ersim ilarpossibility to probe such m atter
uctuations

in thesun.

The previous discussion,which certainly deserves a m ore accurate analysis involving also the

theoreticaluncertaintiesin the 7Beneutrino 
ux,showsthecloselink between neutrino physicsand

solarphysics.

Thiswork hasbeen supported by thegrantN.ERBCHBICT-941592 oftheHum an Capitaland

M obility Program .
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Fig. 1: The averaged solar neutrino survivalprobability P versus E =�m2 for sm allm ixing angle,

sin22� = 0:01,(Fig. 1a) and for large m ixing angle,sin22� = 0:7,(Fig. 1b). The di�erentcurves

referto di�erentvaluesofm atternoise level� asindicated.

Fig. 2: The 90% C.L.allowed regions for the �e ! ��;� (Fig. 2a) and for the �e ! �s (Fig. 2b)

conversion.Thedi�erentcurvesreferto di�erentvaluesofm atternoiselevel� asindicated.
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Fig. 3: The iso ZB e = R
pred

B e
=R B P 95

B e contours (�gures at curve) in the � � e scattering Borexino

detector (solid lines). The threshold energy forthe recoilelectron detection is0.25 M eV.The 90%

C.L.regions(dotted line)and the corresponding best�tpointare also drawn.Fig.3a and Fig.3b

referto thecaseof�e ! ��;� conversion and for� = 0 and � = 4% ,respectively.Fig.3cand Fig.3d

referto the case of�e ! �s conversion and for� = 0 and � = 4% ,respectively.
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