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STAT U S O F SO LA R M O D ELS a

JO HN BAHCALL

Institute for Advanced Study,Princeton,NJ 08540

M .H.PINSO NNEAULT

Departm entofAstronom y,O hio State University,Colum bus,O H 43210

Theneutrino uxescalculated from 14 standard solarm odelspublished recently in

refereed journalsareinconsistentwith theresultsofthe4 pioneering solarneutrino

experim entsifnothing happensto the neutrinosafterthey are created in the solar

interior.The sound speeds calculated from standard solar m odels are in excellent

agreem entwith helioseism ologicalm easurem entsofsound speeds.Som estatem ents

m ade by D arat N eutrino 96 are answered here.

1 Introduction

Iwas asked by M atts Roos to review in this talk the status ofsolar m odels
asthey relate to the solarneutrino problem s.Iwilltherefore notdiscussany
ofthe solutionsthatsuggestnew physics;thatsubjecthasjustbeen covered
beautifully by AlexeiSm irnov and there willbe a further carefuldiscussion
by S.Petcov thisafternoon. Ido,however,wantto m ake a few introductory
rem arksin orderto putm y talk in the appropriatecontext.

Solarneutrinoresearch hasachieved itsprim arygoal,thedetection ofsolar
neutrinos,and isnow entering a new phasein which largeelectronicdetectors
willyield vastam ountsofdiagnostic data. The new experim ents,1;2;3 which
willbe described after lunch today in talks by Suzuki,M cDonald,Bellotti,
Vogelaar,and Bowles,willtest the prediction ofstandard electroweak the-
ory4;5;6 thatessentially nothing happensto electron typeneutrinosafterthey
arecreated by nuclearfusion reactionsin the interiorofthe sun.

The four pioneering experim ents| chlorine 7;8 (reviewed by K en Lande
atthis conference),K am iokande9 (reviewed by Y.Suzuki),G ALLEX 10 (re-
viewed by T.K irsten),and SAG E 11 (reviewed by V.G avrin)| have allob-
served neutrino uxes with intensities that are within a factors ofa few of

aThis talk is based upon continuing collaborative research ofJohn Bahcalland M .H .Pin-

sonneault. The �rststagesofthiswork were described atthe sym posium on The Inconstant

Sun, N aples, Italy, M arch 18, 1996, to be published in M em orie della Societa, eds. G .

Cauzziand C.M arm olino.Thistalk willappearin N eutrino 96,Proceedingsofthe 17 Inter-

nationalConference on N eutrino Physicsand A strophysics,H elsinki,Finland,ed.K .H uitu,

K .Enqvist, and J.M aalam pi(W orld Scienti�c, Singapore, 1996). For both conferences,

the talks were given by Bahcall. Further inform ation about solar neutrinos is available at

http://www.sns.ias.edu/� jnb .
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thosepredicted by standard solarm odels.Threeoftheexperim ents(chlorine,
G ALLEX,and SAG E)are radiochem icaland each radiochem icalexperim ent
m easuresone num ber,the totalrate atwhich neutrinosabove a �xed energy
threshold (which dependsupon thedetector)arecaptured.Thesoleelectronic
(non-radiochem ical)detectoram ong theinitialexperim ents,K am iokande,has
shown thattheneutrinoscom efrom thesun,by m easuringtherecoildirections
ofthe electrons scattered by solar neutrinos. K am iokande has also dem on-
strated that the observed neutrino energies are consistent with the range of
energiesexpected on the basisofthe standard solarm odel.

Despitecontinualre�nem entofsolarm odelcalculationsofneutrino uxes
overthepast35 years(see,e.g.,thecollection ofarticlesreprinted in thebook
edited by Bahcall,Davis,Parker,Sm irnov,and Ulrich 12),the discrepancies
between observationsand calculationshave gotten worse with tim e. Allfour
ofthe pioneering solarneutrino experim entsyield eventratesthataresigni�-
cantly lessthan predicted by standard solarm odels.M oreover,there arewell
known inconsistencies between the di�erent experim ents ifthe observations
areinterpreted assum ing thatnothing happensto theneutrinosafterthey are
created.

Thistalk isorganized asfollows.Iwill�rstsum m arizetheresultsofallthe
recently published standard solarm odelcalculationsand com pare them with
theresultsofthefoursolarneutrinoexperim ents.Thissurvey oftheliterature
is,to the bestofm y knowledge,com pleteuntilJune1,1996,justpriorto the
beginning ofthe Neutrino 96 conference. Next I shalldiscuss the excellent
agreem entbetween the sound speedspredicted by standard solarm odelsand
the sound speeds m easured by helioseism ologicaltechniques. Finally,Ishall
discussbriey som eofthe rem arksaboutsolarm odelsthatwerem adeatthe
conferenceby A.Dar.

2 O bservation versus C alculation: N eutrino Fluxes

Figure 1 displaysthe calculated 7Be and 8B solarneutrino uxesforall14 of
the standard solarm odelswith which Iam fam iliarthathavebeen published
in refereed sciencejournalssince1988and untilJune1,1996.Ichooseto start
in 1988 since,asweshallseebelow,helioseism ology playsan im portantrolein
validating and constraining solarm odelsand the�rstsystem aticdiscussion of
therelation between helioseism ologyand solarneutrinoresearch waspublished
in 1988.13 I norm alize the uxes by dividing each published value by the
ux from the m ostrecent Bahcalland Pinsonneault14 standard solarm odel
which m akesuseofim proved inputparam etersand includesheavyelem entand
helium di�usion.Theabscissa isthe norm alized 8B ux and thenum eratoris
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Figure 1: The calculated 7Be and 8B solar neutrino uxes for all14 ofthe standard solar

m odels. The sides ofthe rectangular box represent the estim ated 3� uncertainties in the

predicted 7Be and 8B neutrino uxes ofthe standard solar m odel.14 A llofthe uxes have

been norm alized by dividing by theBahcalland Pinsonneault14 standard solarm odel(SSM )

values. The abbreviations ofthe various solar m odels are G O N G (Christensen-D alsgaard

et al.15), BP 95 (Bahcalland Pinsonneault14), K S 94 (K ovetz and Shaviv 16), CD F 94

(Castellanietal.17),JCD 94 (Christensen-D alsgaard18),SSD 94 (Shi,Schram m ,and D ear-

born19),CD F 93 (Castellani,D egl’Innocenti,and Fiorentini20),TCL 93 (Turck-Chi�eze and

Lopes21),BPM L 93 (Berthom ieu,Provost,M orel,and Lebreton 22),BP 92 (Bahcalland

Pinsonneault23),SBF 90 (Sackm an,Boothroyd,and Fowler24),and BU 88 (Bahcalland

U lrich 13).

the norm alized 7Be neutrino ux. The sidesofthe rectangularbox represent
the separate 3� uncertainties in the predicted 7Be and 8B neutrino uxes
ofthe standard solarm odel.14 The abbreviationsthatindicate referencesto
individualm odelsareidenti�ed in the caption ofFigure1.

Allofthesolarm odelresultsfrom di�erentgroupsfallwithin therectangu-
larerrorbox,i.e.,within theestim ated 3� uncertaintiesin thestandard m odel
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predictions. This agreem ent between the results of14 groups dem onstrates
the robustnessofthepredictionssincethecalculationsusedi�erentcom puter
codesand involvea variety ofchoicesforthenuclearparam eters,theequation
ofstate,the stellar radiative opacity,the initialheavy elem ent abundances,
and the physicalprocessesthatare included. In fact,allpublished standard
solar m odels give the sam e results for solar neutrino uxes to an accuracy
ofbetter than 10% ifthe sam e input param eters and physicalprocesses are
included.23;14

The largestcontribution to the dispersion in valuesin Figure 1 iscaused
by the inclusion,ornon-inclusion,ofelem entdi�usion in the stellarevolution
codes. The Pro�tt, 25 the Bahcalland Pinsonneault,14 and the Christensen-
Dalsgaard etal.15 m odelsallincludehelium and heavy elem entdi�usion.The
predicted uxesin thesethreem odelsagreetowithin � 10% ,although them od-
els are calculated using di�erent m athem aticaldescriptions ofdi�usion (and
som ewhatdi�erentinputparam eters),The calculated value thatisfurtherest
from the center ofthe box is by Turck-Chi�eze and Lopes,21 which does not
include eitherhelium orheavy elem entdi�usion. However,the Turck-Chi�eze
and Lopesbestestim ateisstillwellwithin the 3� box.

W e shallnow see that helioseism ology shows that di�usion m ust be in-
cluded in the solarm odelin orderto obtain agreem entwith observations.

3 C om parison w ith H elioseism ologicalM easurem ents

Helioseism ologyhasrecentlysharpened thedisagreem entbetween observations
and the predictionsofsolarm odelswith standard (non-oscillating)neutrinos.
Thesolarm odelsthatincludedi�usion predict14 som ewhathighereventrates
in the chlorine and K am iokande solar neutrino experim ents and thereby ex-
acerbate the wellknown solar neutrino problem s that arise when standard
neutrino physics(no neutrino oscillations)isassum ed.

By including elem ent di�usion,the four solar m odels near the center of
thebox in Figure1 (m odelsofBahcalland Pinsonneault,23 Pro�tt,25 Bahcall
and Pinsonneault,14 and Christensen-Dalsgaard etal.15)yield valuesforthe
depth ofthe convective zone and the prim ordialhelium abundance that are
in agreem entwith helioseism ologicalm easurem ents.(Them odelofRichard et
al.26 yieldsresultsin good agreem entwith thefoursolarm odelsjustm entioned
that include elem ent di�usion, but was not yet published in Astron. and
Astrophys.by the cuto� date,June1,1996.)

Figure 2 com pares the values ofP=� (pressure divided by density) ob-
tained from helioseism ology and the valuescalculated forthree di�erentsolar
m odels. The helioseism ologicalvalues were kindly supplied to us by W .A.
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Figure 2: Com parison of the pro�le of (pressure/density) predicted by di�erent standard

solarm odelswith the values inferred from helioseism ology. There are no free param eters in

the m odels;the m icrophysicsissuccessively im proved by �rstincluding helium di�usion and

then by using helium and heavy elem entdi�usion.The�gureshowsthefractionaldi�erence,

[x � x� ]=x� ,between thepredicted M odelvaluesofx = P=� and them easured Solarvalues

ofP=�,as a function ofradialposition in the sun (R � isthe solarradius). The dotted line

refers to a m odel14 in which di�usion is not included and the dashed line was com puted

from a m odel14 in which helium di�usion was included. The dark line represents our best

1995 solarm odelwhich includes both helium and heavy elem ent di�usion.

Dziem bowski;they are based upon the Dziem bowskietal. (1994)m ethod.27

Thespeci�ccalculationsleading to theseim proved valuesofP=� aredescribed
in Richard etal.(1996).26 Thecalculationsm akeuseofnew data forthe low
degreem odes,l� 3,from the BISO N network.28

Forthem odelsthatincludehelium di�usion orhelium plusheavy elem ent
di�usion,the agreem entisexcellentbetween m odelpredictionsand the solar
valuesofP=�.O vertheentireregion ofthesun forwhich thehelioseism ological
valuesarewelldeterm ined,from 0:3� (r=R � )� 0:95,them odelvaluesofP=�
agree with the helioseism ologicalvaluesto m uch better than 1% . To a good
approxim ation,P=� / T=�,whereT isthelocalvalueofthetem peratureand
� isthe localm ean m olecularweight.The tem perature in the standard solar
m odelchangesby a factor of24 from R = 0:3R � to R = 0:95R � ,while the
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m olecularweightonly changesby a few percent.
The excellent agreem ent shown in Figure 2 between solar m odels that

include di�usion and the helioseism ologicalobservations dem onstrates that
solar m odels correctly predict the tem perature pro�le of the sun to a few
tenthsofa percentoverm ostofthe sun.Theagreem entislessprecise,ofthe
orderof1% ,in the deep interior,butin this region the observationsare not
yetvery reliable.

Helioseism ology,as sum m arized in Figure 2,has e�ectively shown that
the solarneutrino problem s cannot be ascribed to errorsin the tem perature
pro�le ofthe sun.Itiswellknown 29;30 thatin orderto change the predicted
neutrino uxes by am ounts su�cient to a�ect signi�cantly the discrepancies
with neutrino observations the tem peratures m ust di�er from the values in
the standard solarm odelby atleast5% .Figure2 showsthathelioseism ology
constrainsthedi�erencesfrom standard m odelsto beeverywherelessthan or
oforder1% ,and m uch lessthan 1% overm ostofthe sun.

Solar m odels that do not include di�usion are not consistent with the
helioseism ologicalevidence (for previous evidence supporting this conclusion
seethediscussionsin Christensen-Dalsgaard,Pro�tt,and Thom pson,31 G uzik
and Cox,32 Bahcalland Pinsonneault,14 and Christensen-Dalsgaard etal.15).
Figure2 showsthatsolarm odelsin which di�usion isnotincluded aregrossly
inconsistentwith thehelioseism ologicalobservationsin theregion in which the
observationsarem ostreliableand precise.

In m y view,only solarm odelsthatincludeelem entdi�usion should,in the
future,becalled \standardsolarm odels".These\standardm odels"alllieclose
to thecenteroftherectangularerrorbox in Figure1.Thephysicsofdi�usion
is sim ple and there is an exportable subroutine available for calculating dif-
fusion in stars(see http://www.sns.ias.edu/� jnb). O bservation requires,and
com putingtechnology easily perm its,theinclusion ofdi�usion in any standard
stellarevolution code.

4 R ecent Im provem ents in the Equation ofState and O pacity

In preparation for this m eeting, we have calculated new solar m odels that
include recentim provem entsin opacity33 and equation ofstate34 on the pre-
dicted solar neutrino uxes. Table 1 gives the neutrino uxes com puted for
threedi�erentstandard solarm odels,allofwhich includehelium and heavy el-
em entdi�usion.Them odellabeled BP95isfrom Bahcalland Pinsonneault;14

the m odels labeled New O pac and O PAL EO S include,respectively,the im -
proved opacitiesdiscussed in Iglesiasand Rogers33 and theim proved opacities
plusthe new O PAL equation ofstate discussed in Rogers,Swenson,and Igle-
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sias.34

Table 1:N eutrino FluxesforSolarM odelswith D i�usion.A lluxes,exceptfor 8B and 17F,

are given in unitsof1010 percm � 2s� 1 atthe earth’ssurface.The 8B and 17F uxesare in

units of106 percm � 2s� 1.

M odel pp pep 7Be 8B 13N 15O 17F

BP95 5.91 0.014 0.515 0.662 0.062 0.055 0.065
New O pac 5.91 0.014 0.516 0.662 0.062 0.055 0.065
O PAL EO S 5.91 0.014 0.513 0.660 0.062 0.054 0.065

The neutrino uxes com puted with the im proved opacity and equation
ofstate di�er from the previously published values 14 by am ounts that are
negligiblein solarneutrino calculations.Thepredicted eventrate,forallthree
m odels,is

ClRate = 9:5+ 1:2� 1:4 SNU (1)

forthe chlorineexperim entand

G a Rate = 137+ 8� 7 SNU (2)

forthegallium experim ents.Theonly noticeablechangein thepredicted event
rates for the chlorine and the gallium experim ent is a slightly increased (by
2% ) event rate for chlorine,which is due to a sm allim provem ent35 in the
calculation ofthe neutrino absorption crosssectionsfor8B.

Itisobviously im portantto com pare the im proved solarm odelswith he-
lioseism ologicalm easurem entstoseeifthebetterequation ofstateand opacity
used in these m ostrecentm odelsa�ectsigni�cantly the calculated sound ve-
locities.Unfortunately,wewerenotabletocom pletethosecalculationsin tim e
forthe m eeting.

5 Q uantitative C om parison w ith N eutrino Experim ents

How do the observationsfrom the fourpioneering solarneutrino experim ents
agree with the solar m odelcalculation? Plam en K rastev and I (see Bahcall
and K rastev36 fora description ofthetechniques)haverecently com pared the
predicted standard m odeluxes,with their estim ated uncertainties,and the
observedratesinthechlorine,K am iokande,G ALLEX,andSAG E experim ents.
The theoreticalsolar m odeland experim entaluncertainties, as wellas the
uncertaintiesin theneutrino crosssections,havebeen com bined quadratically.
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Using thepredicted uxesfrom theBahcalland Pinsonneault14 m odel,the�2

forthe �tto the fourexperim entsis

�
2

SSM
(all4 experim ents)= 56 : (3)

The theoreticaluncertainties (from the solar m odeland the neutrino cross
section calculations)and the experim entalerrors(statisticaland system atic,
com bined quadratically)havebeen taken into accountin obtaining Eq.3.

Supposewenow ignorewhatwehavelearned from solarm odelsand allow
the im portant 7Be and 8B uxes to take on any non-negative values. W hat
is the m inim um value of�2 for the 4 experim ents,when the only constraint
on theuxesistherequirem entthatthelum inosity ofthesun besupplied by
nuclearfusion reactionsam ong lightelem ents? W eincludethenuclearphysics
inequalitiesbetween neutrino uxes(see section 4 ofBahcalland K rastev 36)
thatare associated with the lum inosity constraintand m aintain the standard
valueforthe alm ostm odel-independentratio ofpep to pp neutrinos.

The best �t for arbitrary 7Be and 8B neutrino uxes is obtained for
7Be=(7Be)

SSM
= 0 and 8B=(8B)

SSM
= 0:40,where

�
2

m inim um
(all4 experim ents; arbitrary 7Be,8B)= 14:4 : (4)

TheCNO neutrinoswereassum ed equalto theirstandard m odelvaluesin the
calculationsthatled to Eq.4. The �t can be furtherim proved ifwe setthe
CNO neutrino uxesequalto zero. Then,the sam e search forarbitrary 7Be
and 8B neutrino uxesleadsto

�
2

m inim um
(all4 experim ents; arbitrary 7Be,8B;CNO = 0)= 5:9 : (5)

Ifwedrop thephysicalrequirem entthatthe 7Beux bepositivede�nite,
the m inim um �2 occurs (cf. Figure 1) for a negative value ofthe 7Be ux;
thisunphysicalresultisa reection ofwhathasbecom eknown in the physics
literature as \ the m issing 7Be solar neutrinos.". The reason that the 7Be
neutrinosappeartobem issing(orhaveanegativeux)isthatthetwogallium
experim ents,G ALLEX and SAG E,havean averageeventrateof74� 8 SNU,
which isfully accounted forin the standard m odelby the fundam entalp� p

and pep neutrinos(bestestim ate 73� 1 SNU).In addition,the 8B neutrinos
thatareobserved in theK am iokandeexperim entwillproduceabout7 SNU in
the gallium experim ents,unlessnew particle physicsa�ectsthe neutrinos.

To m e,these resultssuggeststrongly thatthe assum ption on which they
are based| nothing happens to the neutrinos after they are created in the
interior ofthe sun| is incorrect. A less plausible alternative (in m y view)
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is that som e ofthe experim ents are wrong;this m ust be checked by further
experim ents.

6 C om m ents on Som e R em arks by D ar

In the closing session on solar neutrinos at Neutrino 96,Arnon Dar m ade a
num berofsurprising statem entsaboutsolarm odelsand the inputdata used
in theirconstruction.37 Istatebelow in italicssom eofDar’sm ostrem arkable
claim s. The resolution ofeach ofthe issueshe raised isgiven in a paragraph
following the relevantitalicized statem ent.

� Finalstate interactions in37Cland 71Ga m ay invalidate the neutrino

crosssectionsofBahcallfor low energy pp and 7Be neutrinos.

Darciteselectron screening,overlap and exchange e�ects,nuclearrecoil,
and radiativecorrectionsas�nalstateinteractionsthatm ightbe im portant.

Electron screening isincluded explicitly in Bahcall’scalculationswith the
aid ofHartree-Fock wave functions and am ountsto an e�ectoforder1% for
37Cland 4% for 71G a. O verlap and exchange e�ects,as wellasbound-state
beta-decay,wereevaluated in Section IIIofBahcall(1978)and found tobeless
than 1% .These resultsaresum m arized in Section 8.1A ofthe book Neutrino
Astrophysics.38 Radiativecorrectionshavebeen calculated explicitly forsom e
casesand are about1% (i.e,oforderthe �ne structure constant,�). Nuclear
recoile�ectsare� [nuclearrecoilenergy/(electron kineticenergy)]and areless
than 0:1% for37Cland 71G a.

� A strong m agnetic �eld m ay polarize the electrons in the solar interior

and a�ectthe branching ratiosofelectron capture by 7Be.

In orderto polarizeelectronsin thesolarinteriorwith typicalkineticener-
giesoforderakeV,am agnetic�eld oforder1012G isrequired.A �eld of1012G
would produce a totalpressure in the solarinterior105 tim eslargerthan the
pressure in standard solarm odelsand istherefore ruled outby the excellent
agreem ent(to within 1% )between the standard m odelsand the helioseism o-
logicalm easurem ents(seeFigure2 and Section 5.6 ofNeutrino Astrophysics).

� Som ething m ustbe wrong because itisknown thatthe OPAL equation of

state causessigni�cantchanges in the calculated neutrino uxes.

In histalk,Darcited calculationsin which the useofthe O PAL equation
ofstatesigni�cantly a�ected thecalculated neutrino uxes.Hesuggested that
som ething m ustbe wrong with ourcalculationsbecausewe did not�nd large
changeswhen weused the new equation ofstate.

Thepreviousequation ofstateand opacity valuesthatwehavebeen using
are quite close in the solarinteriorto the newerO PAL equation ofstate and
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opacity tables. Thisexplainswhy we �nd only sm allchangesin the neutrino
uxes(seeTable1).Presum ably,forthecodesDarcited,thenew O PAL data
caused larger changes in the input physics and hence larger changes in the
calculated neutrino uxes.

� The di�erences between the Bahcall-Pinsonneault and the Dar-Shaviv

nuclear reaction crosssectionsrepresentpersonaljudgm ent.

W eusethecrosssection factorspublished by theexperim entalistswho did
them easurem ents.W hen m ultiplem easurem entsarem adeofagiven reaction,
weusetheweighted averageofthem easurem entsthatispublished by nuclear
physicists.

Dar described in his talk his proposed m ethod of extrapolation,which
is apparently di�erent from what nuclear experim entalists have traditionally
used. The analysis by Dar has been criticized by Langanke,39 who argues
thata propertreatm entwith Dar’sm ethod m ustlead to the sam e resultsas
obtained by the m ore traditionalextrapolation.Darand Shaviv use six cross
section factorsthataresigni�cantly di�erentfrom theconventionalvaluesthat
we have taken from the literature.37 Allofthe choicesthat Dar and Shaviv
have m ade are in the direction ofreducing the calculated event rates in the
solarneutrino experim ents.

� The pp reaction crosssection can be calculated accurately from m easured

reactionsinvolving deuterium .

Asjusti�cation forhischoiceofthecrosssection factorforthe 1H (p;e+ +
�)2H reaction,Dar cites37 the experim entalcrosssections foranti-neutrinos
and gam m a-rayson deuterium .He statesthatthese m easurem entswereused
to obtain a cross section for p + p ! 2H + e+ + �. No equations or other
detailsaregiven (see page938 ofref.37).The m ostrelevantm easurem entto
which Darrefersisthereaction ��e+ 2H ! n+ n+ e+ ,forwhich thequoted 1�
experim entaluncertaintyis26% .40 Them atrixelem entforthe-disintegration
reactionhecitesisnotthesam easthem atrixelem entfortheneutrinoreaction.
Darstatesthathisprocedureyieldsa valueconsistentwith theCaughlan and
Fowler(1988)rate,41 which wasbased upon the recalculation ofthe pp cross
section factorby Bahcalland Ulrich (1988).13 Sincethepublication ofthe1988
work,K am ionkowskiand Bahcall(1994)42 included vacuum polarization in the
calculation ofthisreaction and reevaluated the nuclearm atrix elem entsusing
im proveddatafortheppscatteringand forthedeuteron wavefunction.In their
published paper,K am ionkowskiand Bahcalltabulated the num ericalresults
theyobtained bysolvingtheSchroedingerequation with seven di�erentnuclear
potentialsthathavebeen used by di�erentnuclearphysicsgroups.Com bining
thetheoreticaland experim entaluncertainties,K am ionkowskiand Bahcall�nd
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Spp(0) = 3:89(1� 0:011) M eV barns. Dar gives a value of� 4:07,with no
quoted uncertainty,instead of3:89(1 � 0:011). The neutrino cross sections
to which Darrefersashisjusti�cation are uncertain by m uch m ore than the
4% di�erencebetween hisestim ated valueand thedetailed K am ionkowskiand
Bahcallcalculation.From thepublished literature,onecannotdeterm inehow
Darobtained the value he quotes.

� The pep and7Be electron capture ratesofBahcalland his collaborators

are notas accurate asthe 1988 tabulation by Fowler and Caughlan .

This statem ent is based upon a m isunderstanding ofthe purpose ofthe
Fowler-Caughlan tabulations.

TheFowlerand Caughlan expressionsaresim pleanalyticapproxim ations
to the com plicated expressionsderived by Bahcalland hiscollaborators.The
Fowler and Caughlan expressionsare designed to be approxim ately valid,as
they state,overan enorm ousrangeoftem peratures,106 K to 109 K .They are
notdesigned to reproduceprecisely,forsolartem peratures,the expressionsof
Bahcalletal.from which they arederived.

Forboth the pep and the 7Be electron capture reactions,allofthe refer-
encesby Fowler,Caughlan,and theircollaboratorsin their5 review articles41

areto resultsby Bahcalland hiscollaborators(seeref.[41]).

� The norm alization ofthe heavy elem entabundancesisnothandled prop-

erly by Bahcalland Pinsonneault.

DarstatesthatBahcalland Pinsonneaultassum e thatthe \presentpho-
tosphericabundancesequalthe m eteoriticabundances."

Thisisnotonly an incorrectstatem entofwhatwe do,itisim possible to
im plem ent. M eteorites are rocks;they do not contain hydrogen. Therefore,
one cannot �x the norm alization ofthe heavy elem ents from the m eteoritic
abundances.

Asdescribed atthe bottom ofpage 87 ofNeutrino Astrophysics,we take
the relative abundancesofthe heavy elem ents(exceptforHe,C,N,O ,and Ne)
from the m eteorites. W e assum e thatthis setofrelative abundancesapplies
to theinitialsun.Theconnection between them eteoriticabundancesand the
m easured solarphotosphericabundances,which do includehydrogen,ism ade
by Andersand G revesse43 using a seriesofelem entsforwhich abundancesare
m easured accurately in both the photosphere and the m eteorites. This �xes
Z=X on the surface ofthe sun today,where X and Z are the m assfractions
ofhydrogen and heavy elem ents. O fcourse,X + Y + Z = 1,where Y is
the helium m ass fraction. W e �x the absolute values ofthe abundances by
requiring thatthe currentsolarm odelhave a lum inosity atthe presentsolar
epoch equalto the observed solarlum inosity. W ith the norm alization ofthe
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three fractions,the observed ratio ofZ=X ,and the lum inosity constraint,we
have three equations for three unknowns. In m odels in which di�usion is
included,the current surface abundance ofheavy elem ents is di�erent from
the initialsurfaceabundanceofheavy elem ents.

Itis notclearhow Dar and Shaviv norm alize theirheavy elem entabun-
dances since Dar states that they assum e that the \initialsolar abundance
equals the m eteoritic abundance." As explained above,the m eteorites only
determ ine relativeheavy elem entabundances.

7 D iscussion

The com bined predictionsofthe standard solarm odeland the standard elec-
troweak theory disagree with the resultsofthe fourpioneering solarneutrino
experim ents. The sam e solarm odelcalculationsare in good agreem entwith
the helioseism ologicalm easurem ents.

Com paringthesolarm odelpredictionsto theexisting solarneutrino data,
we obtain values for �2

standard
of� 56. The �ts are m uch im proved ifneu-

trino oscillations,which are described by two free param eters,are included
in the calculations. W ith neutrino oscillations,the characteristic value for
�2
m in; osc:� 1.New experim ents1;2;3 involving largeelectronicdetectorsofin-

dividualneutrinoeventswilldecidein thenextfew yearsifneutrinooscillations
areindeed im portantin interpreting solarneutrino experim ents.

W e m ay ask: W hathave solarneutrino experim entstaughtusaboutas-
tronom y? M ost im portantly,the experim ents have detected solar neutrinos
with approxim ately theuxesand in theenergy rangepredicted by solarm od-
els.Theoperating experim entshaveachieved theinitialgoalofsolarneutrino
astronom y by showing em pirically thatthesun shinesvia nuclearfusion reac-
tions. This achievem entby a large com m unity ofphysicists,chem ists,engi-
neers,and astronom ersputsthetheory ofstellarevolution on a �rm em pirical
basis.

M oreover,the observed and the standard predicted neutrino interaction
ratesagreewithin factorsofa few,providing| even ifweignorethee�ectsof
possible neutrino oscillations| sem i-quantitative con�rm ation ofthe calcula-
tionsoftem perature-sensitivenuclearfusion ratesin the solarinterior.
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