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O U T LO O K O N N EU T R IN O P H Y SIC S

John Ellis

TH Division,CERN,CH-1211 G eneva 23,Switzerland

A bstract

Som e ofthe hot topics in neutrino physics are discussed,with par-

ticular em phasis on neutrino oscillations. After proposing credibility

criteria for assessing various claim ed e�ects,particular stress is laid on

thesolarneutrino de�cit,which seem sunlikely to havean astrophysical

explanation.Com m entsare also m adeon thepossibility ofatm ospheric

neutrino oscillations and the LSND experim ent,aswellascosm ological

aspectsofneutrinosand neutralinos.severalofthecentralissuesin neu-

trino physicsm ay beresolved by thenew generation ofexperim entsnow

underway,such as CHO RUS,NO M AD and Superkam iokande,and in

preparation,such asSNO and a new round ofaccelerator-and reactor-

based neutrino-oscillation experim ents. At the end,there is a briefre-

view ofwaysin which presentand futureCERN experim entsm ay beable

to contribute to answering outstanding questionsin neutrino physics.

1 P ream ble

The story so far is thatwe know there are three (and only three)light

neutrino species 1: apart from that, all we have are upper lim its on

neutrino properties
2
. According to the Standard M odel,each neutrino


avourcarries itsown lepton num ber,and these are allseparately con-

served:�L e = �L � = �L � = 0,and allthe lightneutrinosare in fact

m assless: m �e = m �� = m �� = 0. O ne m ay eitheracceptthe Standard

M odel’sopinion,and use neutrinosastoolsforprobing nuclear/particle

physics,astrophysicsand cosm ology,orone m ay question the Standard

M odel’swisdom ,and study neutrinosin theirown rightsaspossibleare-

nasfor new physicsbeyond the Standard M odel. M ost ofthis m eeting

hasbeen,and m ostofthistalk is,concerned with searchesforsuch new

physics,which is also the likely focus ofm ost future neutrino experi-

m ents,butletus�rstreview brie
y som e Standard M odelphysicswith

neutrinos.
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2 Testing the Standard M odel

Neutrinos m ay be used in nuclear physics to m easure interesting m a-

trix elem ents,which m ay cast light on nuclear wave functions. In this

connection,itwasreported here3 thattheLSND experim ent�ndsa dis-

crepancy with calculationsof�(�+
12
C � > �+ N

�
).Also,itshould not

be forgotten that neutrino-proton elastic scattering m ay also cast light

on thepresenceofhidden strangenessin theproton4.Itwould bea pity

ifthese m undane issues got forgotten com pletely in the enthusiasm for

possible new physicswith LSND .

Neutrinos can also be used to m ake m easurem ents offundam ental

Standard M odelparam eters,such as sin
2
�W and �s. W e heard here

5

thatthepresenterroron thedeep-inelastic�-N scattering m easurem ent

ofsin2�W is� 0:0048,to becom pared with theLEP/SLC errorofabout

� 0:0003.However,thiscom parison isnotreally fair,since di�erentdef-

initionsofsin
2
�W areused.The�-N m easurem entcan beconsidered as

e�ectively a determ ination ofM W =M Z .Theprom ised
5 errorof� 0:0025

isequivalentto �M W = � 130 G eV,com parable to the presenterroron

the direct m easurem ents ofM W
6;7
,and should be com pared with the

errors of� 50 M eV or so expected in the future from LEP 2 and the

Tevatron collider.Thesem easurem entsarein turn im portantforthein-

directdeterm ination ofthe Higgsm ass. A global�tto allthe available

electroweak m easurem ents,includingpresent�-N scattering data,gives8

log
10
(M H =G eV) = 2:16� 0:33 (1)

corresponding to a factor of2 error in M H ,which we m ay hope future

�-N scattering experim entscould help reduce.

D eep-inelastic�-N scattering also providesan interesting determ ina-

tion of�s,in particularfrom the G ross-Llewellyn-Sm ith sum rule
9
:

�s(M Z ) = 0:111� 0:003� 0:004 (2)

wherethedom inantexperim entalsystem aticerrorcom esfrom thebeam

energy calibration
5
. Taking this into account,the m easurem ent (2) is

notincom patible with the world average of�s(M Z )’ 0:118� 0:003 10.

There are otherlow-energy determ inationsof�s(M Z )which yield rela-

tively high values,e.g.,from � decay
11
and theBjorken sum rule

12
,and

the available m easurem entsseem to m e to scatternorm ally around this

centralvalue,with no signi�canttrend forlower-energy determ inations

toyield lowervalues,ashassom etim esbeen suggested.Tom akeagrace-

fultransition tophysicsbeyond theStandard M odel,itisworth recalling

thatm easurem entsof�s and sin
2
�W testtheoriesofG rand Uni�cation,

so these neutrino experim entsbearon fundam entaltheoreticalissues.
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3 M assive N eutrinos?

Asalready m entioned,the Standard M odelabhors m asses for the neu-

trinos,and allwe have so farfrom experim entsare upperlim its
2
:

m �e < 4:5eV ?;m �� < 160K eV ;m �� < 23M eV (3)

Theoretically,thereisno good reason fortheneutrino m assesto vanish,

and non-zero m asses are expected in generic grand uni�cation theories.

Thereareprobably m orem odelsfortheneutrino m assm atrix thatthere

aretheoristswho haveworked on theproblem :hereIshallbeguided by

the sim plestsee-saw form
13
:

(�L ;��R )

�
� 0 � m q

� m q � M G U T

� �
�L

��R

�

(4)

whose diagonalization leadsnaturally to lightneutrinos

m �i �
m

2

qi

m G U T

< < m q;‘ (5)

Thesenon-zero m asseswould beaccom panied by m ixing via angles�ij :

i;j = e;�;� analogous (and in som e m odels related) to the Cabibbo-

K obayashi-M askawa anglesin the quark sector.

O urbestdirectinform ation aboutm �e com esfrom m easurem entsof

the end point ofthe
3
He �-decay spectrum . The latest results oftwo

currentexperim entswerepresented here.Asseen in Fig.1,neitherdata

setis�twellby thestandard theory.Relativetothestandard K urieplot,

theM ainzspectrum
14
shown in Fig.1(a)hasa banana shapethatraises

question aboutthe presence of�nal-state ionic and/orm oleculare�ects

that are not wellunderstood. In the case ofthe Troitsk experim ent
15

(seeFig.1(b)),thereisa m ysteriousbum p neartheend ofthespectrum

thatappearsatdi�erentenergiesin thedata from di�erentyears.Both

experim ents report
14;15

a feature around 250 to 300 eV from the end

point, with an apparent branching probability of 1 or 2% . However,

beforeaccepting a very stringentupperlim iton m �e from theend-point

m easurem ents,orcrying �h on thebasisofthislower-energy feature,the

com m unitywillrequirem oreevidencethatthetheoreticalunderstanding

ofthe spectrum isadequate.

The M ainz group doesplan
14

to m easure �nal-state e�ectsby m on-

itoring additional
s and m olecular break up in a m ore calrim etric ap-

proach. There is also an interesting suggestion 16 to use 187Re (which

hasQ = 2 K eV)in a calorim etric experim entbased on superconducting

bolom etry to rem ove �nal-state e�ects.

A powerfulindirectway to search form �e isto look for0� �� decay.

However,theinterpretation oftheseexperim entsissubjectto uncertain-

ties: a positive e�ectcould be due to som e otherm echanism such asR
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violation in supersym m etric m odels,and,even ifthe resultscontinueto

be negative,there could be a D irac m ass or som e other m echanism for

a cancellation in < m �e > .Nevertheless,the upperlim it
17

< m �e >
<
� 0:5eV (6)

is very im pressive. As we heard here18,there are prospects for incre-

m entalim provem ents,leading perhapsto m �e
<
� 0:2(0:1)eV by theyear

2000 (2005),and m any otherhorseswillbe com peting in thisrace.

Figure 1: Features at the ends of the tritium �-decay spectra seen (a) in the M ainz ex-

perim ent14, and (b) in the Troitsk experim ent15, which are not �tted wellby standard

m odels.
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4 N eutrino O scillations?

Thisisa very di�cultexperim ental�eld,and the stakesare very high.

Therefore,we m ustask fora very high standard ofproof: m y personal

credibility criteria are that any claim ed e�ect should be con�rm ed by

m ore than one experim ent using m ore than one technique. From this

standpoint,the possibility ofSolar N eutrino O scillations holds up

very well: the solar neutrino de�cit has now been seen by 5 experi-

m ents (Hom estake 19,K am iokande 20,SAG E 21,G ALLEX 22 and now

Superkam iokande
20
) using 3 1=2 techniques (Cl,H 2O and two som e-

what di�erent G e techniques). The claim ofA tm ospheric N eutrino

O scillations,on theotherhand,issupported by just2 1=2 experim ents

(K am iokande
20

and IM B
23
,with Soudan

24
asyetinconclusive),using

just1 1=2 techniques(waterCerenkov and 1=2 forcalorim etry/tracking,

since other tracking detectors (NUSEX,Fr�ejus) do not see the e�ect).

Finally,the claim ofpossible A ccelerator N eutrino O scillations is

m ade by only one experim ent(LSND
26
)using a scintillatortechnique.

In m y view,the factofa solarneutrino de�citiswellestablished
27
,

and the essentialquestion now is whether it is due to astrophysics or

neutrino properties.O n theotherhand,theexistenceofan atm ospheric

neutrino de�citcannotberegarded aswellestablished,butrequiresfur-

ther checks. There are stillconsiderable uncertainties in the absolute

cosm ic-ray neutrino 
uxes28 which cloud the interpretation (too few ��

ortoo m any �e?),and con�rm ation by di�erenttechniquesis essential.

The LSND
26

claim ofan accelerator neutrino e�ect is in even greater

need ofcon�rm ation,and itisencouraging thattheLSND Collaboration

itself,as wellas an upgrade ofthe K ARM EN experim ent
30
,should be

able to addressthisissue.

W esaw atthism eetingnew,and in som ecasesde�nitive,resultsfrom

the four experim ents that see a solar neutrino de�cit. Hom estake now

reports
19

a 
ux of2:54� 0:16� 0:14 SNU,and the previoussuggestion

of som e tim e dependence (an anti-correlation with the sunspot num -

ber)hasdeclined substantially in statisticalsigni�cance. The de�nitive

K am iokande result of0:424 � 0:029 � 0:05 ofthe Bahcall-Pinsonneault

1995 
ux also exhibitsno signi�canttim e dependence
20
:

D ata

Standard Solar M odel
= 0:398

+ 0:088

� 0:078 + (9:4
+ 7:2

� 7:0)10
� 4

� N S S (7)

SAG E 21 reported here a new result:72
+ 15+ 5

� 10� 7
SNU and the prelim inary

resultsofa calibration test: � = 0:54� 0:11. W e also heard aboutnew

data from G ALLEX
22
,which are som ewhat below their previous av-

erage,though consistentwithin the errors. Theirlatest resultis70� 8

SNU,which includesstatisticaland system aticerrors,thelatterincorpo-

rating the results from their two calibration runs,which together yield
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� = 0:92 � 0:07
22
. These two new results tend even to sharpen the

dilem m a ofthe solarneutrino de�cit.

Aswasdiscussed here by Sm irnov
32
,and seen in Fig.2,the indica-

tionsare thatthe de�citisnot m onotonic with neutrino energy,in the

way thatwould be expected,for instance,ifit was due sim ply to a re-

duction in thecentraltem peratureoftheSun.Nordoesthede�citlook

energy-independent33,aswassuggested here by Conforto34.The latest

Standard Solar M odelcalculations do include di�usion e�ects and the

latestavailableopacities
27
.Personally,Iam atleastreassured aboutthe

accuracy ofthe assum ed values ofthe nuclear interaction rates,but it

stillseem s very di�cultto accom m odate the apparent(near?) absence

ofinterm ediate-energy solarneutrinoscom ing m ainly from
7
Be.

Since there was no talk here on helioseism ology,Iwould like to un-

derline that thisdoes not help solve the solar neutrino problem
35
,but

rather the reverse36. Q uoting from 37: \substantialm ixing... solution

of... de�citof
37
C1... seem s unlikely",\inclusion ofsettling... tendsto

increaseneutrino 
uxes",\helioseism ologicalresultsaccentuatetheneu-

trino problem ",\m odelsthat...reducetheneutrino 
ux...aregenerally

inconsistent with the observed frequencies", and \it appears unlikely

thatthe solarneutrino problem will�nd an astrophysicalsolution".

Figure2:A planarpresentation33 ofthesolarneutrino de�citsseen in di�erentexperim ents,

com pared with a selection ofdi�erent m odels. The data do not support a suppression that

isindependent ofenergy 34.
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As is wellknown,and was em phasized here by Sm irnov
32

and by

Petcov 38, m atter-enhanced M ikheyev-Sm irnov-W olfenstein (M SW ) 39

oscillations �t the data very well: a �t
40

including the latest data is

shown in Fig.3(a).An issue raised herewasthepossibility ofa dim inu-

tion ofthe M SW e�ectby 
uctuationsin the solar density 41;42: itwill

be im portant to take helioseism ological constraints into account when

evaluating this possibility. W e should also not forget the possibility of

vacuum oscillations: the results ofa �t40 including allthe latest data

areshown in Fig.3(b).Perhapsourbiggestperilistheoreticalseduction

by the M SW
39

idea:caveatem ptor,and do notforgetthat\the Sun is

nota piece ofcake"43!

(a) (b)

Figure3:Fits40 to thesolarneutrino data availablebeforeand afterthism eeting:(a)within

an M SW interpretation,and (b)using vacuum oscillations.

Theoutlook forprogresson thesolarneutrino problem isgood.The

�rstexperim entin thenextgeneration,Superkam iokande,isalready op-

erating,and itsprelim inary data con�rm the previousm easurem entsof

the K am iokande experim ent
20
. It should soon supplem ent this with

additionalinform ation on the
8
B neutrino spectrum ,and possible sea-

sonaland day/nighte�ects,thereby providing uswith m any testsofthe

M SW interpretation ofthesolarneutrino de�cit.TheHom estakeIodine

experim entis about to start taking data
19
. D uring 1997,SNO should

enterinto operation 44,and provide uswith the �rstinform ation on the

neutral/charged current ratio,as wellas m ore detailed inform ation on

the possible spectrum distortion and the possible seasonale�ect,pro-

viding m any tests ofthe M SW and vacuum oscillation interpretations.

Also approved is the BO REXINO experim ent
45
,which should provide

uswith de�nitive inform ation on the interm ediate-energy (
7
Be)neutri-
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nos, and hence on the M SW interpretation, starting in 1999. O ther

projectsfortheG ran Sasso laboratory are underactive discussion.O ne

is the G allium Neutrino O bservatory (G NO )
22
,which would continue

thework ofG ALLEX,eventually increasing the detectorm assto 100 t.

The ICARUS experim ent46 hasalready been approved for a prototype

m odule,and should eventually be able to contribute a m easurem ent of

the
8
B � spectrum .TheHELLAZ project

47
would beableto contribute

a m easurem ent ofthe pp � spectrum and test the vacuum oscillation

interpretation. It m ay take a few years,but we are on the way to an

experim entalresolution ofthe solarneutrino problem .

As already m entioned,a de�cit in the atm ospheric ��=�e ratio has

been reported by the H 2O Cerenkov detectorK am iokande:

(�=e)data

(�=e)M onte C arlo

= 0:60
+ 0:06

� 0:05 (8)

in their sub-G eV data,and an angle-dependente�ect has been seen in

their m ulti-G eV data
20
. A de�cit in this ratio has also been seen by

the other H 2O detector IM B
23
,but is not con�rm ed by the electronic

detectorsNUSEX and Fr�ejus25,whilstthe Soudan result24

(�=e)data

(�=e)M onte C arlo

= 0:72� 0:19
+ 0:05

� 0:07 (9)

isam biguous.Becauseofuncertaintiesofasm uch as30% in theabsolute

neutrino 
ux norm alizations
28
,as seen in Fig.4,the correct interpre-

tation of the ratios (8, 9) is not im m ediately obvious: are there too

few ��,or too m any �e,or both? The am biguity could be rem oved by

m oreaccuratedata on �
�
production in laboratory p-Nucleuscollisions,

which should soon be available from the SPY experim ent at CERN
48
,

and on the cosm ic-ray m uon 
ux,which could be obtained with the L3

experim entatCERN
49
.

There are severalprospects for experim entalprogress on the atm o-

spheric neutrino problem . Superkam iokande20 willsoon have an order

ofm agnitude m ore data than K am iokande,with a correspondingly bet-

ter control of system atics, less leakage from the side, m ore stopping

m uons,and better m ulti-G eV inform ation. However,it does not use a

new technique. There are also severalprospects ofchecks using accel-

erator neutrino beam s over long base lines. First am ong these willbe

theLBLE experim ent20 in which a neutrino beam issentfrom K EK to

Superkam iokande,a distance of250km ,produced initially by a 12 G eV

p beam in 1999,which can look directly for �� ! �e oscillations,and

subsequently with a 50 G eV p beam in 2003,which willperm itthe ob-

servation of��.In theUnited States,theM INO S experim ent
50
involves

sending the � beam produced by a 120 G eV p beam over 730 km to

8



Soudan,which iscurrently scheduled to startin 2002. Thisexperim ent

should be sensitive to �m 2 = 0:001 eV 2 and sin22� = 0:02. Also under

discussion is a possible CERN-G ran Sasso experim ent
51
,which I will

discusslater.

Figure4:Com parison29 oftheatm ospheric�� and �e 
uxesobserved in di�erentexperim ents

with theoreticalcalculations28.

Som e aspects ofthe atm ospheric neutrino problem can be checked

with reactor experim ents that are sensitive to �e disappearance. The

Choozexperim ent52 with a baselineof1 km startstaking data in 1996,

and the Palo Verde experim ent
53

with a 750-m base line in 1997: they

should each reach �m
2
= 0:001 and sin

2
2�= 0:05.

O ne ofthe m ostdram atic recentclaim sin neutrino physishasbeen

thatby the LSND collaboration
26

to have observed an excessof��ep !
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e
+
n events (tagged by a second signature from np ! d
) which they

interpret as evidence for ��� ! ��e oscillations. The largest irreducible

background isthatdue to a contam ination of8� 10
� 4

��e in the beam .

Thereisin addition a reduciblebackground dueto cosm icrays,which is

foughtby shielding,veto counters,etc.TheLSND collaboration reports

a raw e
+
excessfor36 M eV < E < 60 M eV (recallthatthe ��� end point

isat53 M eV)of300� 160:5� 76:2 = 63:3� 20 events(where the �rst

subtraction isforthe beam -o� background,the second forthe beam -on

background),a 3� � e�ect. W hen they further select events with a 


coincidence,as determ ined by a cuton a function R (�t;N P M T ;�r)>

30,asseen in Fig.5,they are leftwith 22� (2:5� 0:4)� (2:1� 0:4)=

17:6� 4:7 events,som ewhatm ore than 3�.

1

10

10 2

10 3

10
-1

1 10 R

be
am

 e
xc

es
s 

ev
en

ts

Figure5:Thetailofthe R distribution foreventswith 20M eV < E e < 60 M eV in theLSN D

experim ent hasan apparent excess26.

There were initially som e worries about the possibility ofneutrons

leaking into the outer regions of the detector
54
. If one restricts the

�ducialvolum e to the \safest" 45 % ,the signalis reduced to 6 events

with a background of1:7 � 0:3 26. It should also be noted 26 that the

excessin R showsup only in the lasttwo binsshown in Fig.5.Finally,

theLSND resultisonly m arginally consistentwith previousexperim ents,

m ostim portantly E 776,K ARM EN 30 and theBugey reactorexperim ent,

and the m ostrecentCCFR lim it
31
,asseen in Fig.6.

The LSND speakerhere
26
talked ofa "signi�cantoscillation-like ex-

cess that needs con�rm ation". M any people here would echo heartily

the latter phrase. Fortunately,e�orts to con�rm the claim ed e�ect are

underway by LSND itself
26
,which issearchingin itsdatafor�� ! �e os-

cillations,and should haveresultsby 1997,and by theK ARM EN collab-

10



oration
30
,which isim provingitsn detection e�ciency and installingveto

counters in its surrounding steelblockhouse to veto cosm ic-ray m uons

thatm ightproduce neutrons,and should have resultsby 1998
a
.

Figure 6: Com parison ofthe LSN D result26 with those ofE 776,K A R M EN 30,Bugey and

CCFR 31.

Finally,let us recallthe m otivation for a new round ofaccelerator

neutrino-oscillation experim ents.Theoristsofcosm ologicalstructurefor-

m ation would likesom eHotD ark M atter
56
,which ism ostplausibly one

or m ore m assive neutrinos with m � � 1 to 10 eV,which is com patible

with the sim plestpossible seesaw m odel:

m �� � (
m t

m c

)
2
� m �� (10)

It is,furtherm ore,plausible that the �� m ight have observable m ixing

with the ��. These considerationshave m otivated the CHO RUS
57

and

NO M AD
58

experim ents,which willbe running atCERN untilthe end

of1997,and should attain sensitivities� 0:0003 to sin
2
��� for�m

2
� 50

eV 2. In m y view, there is certainly interest in extending this search

down to lower�m
2
,aswellasto sm allerm ixing angles,by using either

aThe K A R M EN collaboration presented 30 their own \anom aly", nam ely an apparent

excess of112� 32 
 events occurring after3:6� 0:25 �s,that m ightbe due to the radiative

decay ofsom estate X with a m assof33:9 M eV .H owever,thise�ecthasnotbeen con�rm ed

by an experim ent atPSI55.
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a longer baseline or a lower-energy beam . Indeed,in the longer term ,

the CO SM O S experim ent59 plans to take data for 4 years starting in

2001,and expectsto reach a sensitivity to sin
2
��� � 1:4� 10

� 5
,and get

down to �m
2
� 0:08 eV

2
.

5 C osm ologicalC onstraints on N eutrinos

W eheard here60 thatthesuccessofBig-Bang Nucleosynthesisconstrains

the num berofneutrino species:

N � = 3:0� 0:23� 0:38
+ 0:11

� 0:57 (11)

where the lastuncertainty isthatdue to the baryon-to-entropy ratio �.

W e also heard 60 that there is no crisis for Big-Bang Nucleosynthesis,

butpossibly forover-sim pli�ed theoriesofthe chem icalevolution ofthe

G alaxy
61
.The range (11)correspondsto an upperbound

N � < 3:9(90% c.l.) (12)

to be com pared with the LEP determ ination N � = 2:989� 0:012
1
.

W ealso heard 62 thatBig-Bang Nucleosynthesisconstrainsthem ass

ofany m etastable neutrino,assum ed to be the � neutrino:

m �� > 32M eV or< 0:95M eV (13)

ifithasa D irac m ass,and

m � � > 25M eV or< 0:37M eV (14)

ifithasaM ajoranam ass.Both ofthelowerlim itsin (13,14)con
ictwith

the upperbound m �� < 23 M eV from ALEPH
63
,indicating thatm ��

m ustactually lie below 1 M eV.W e also know thatany stable neutrino

m ustweigh lessthan

m �� = 92h
2
eV (15)

where h is the present expansion rate ofthe Universe in units of100

km /s/M pc,and itisassum ed thatthe presentm assdensity ofthe Uni-

verse isno largerthan the criticaldensity,
 = 1,assuggested by theo-

riesofcosm ologicalin
ation.Therearealso cosm ologicalconstraintson

unstable neutrinos
62
,which Iwillnotgo into here.

There has recently been discussion
56

about the observationalvalue

ofh and itscom patibility with theageoftheUniverseasdeterm ined by

astrophysicists. W e see from Fig.7 thatthere isno signi�cant discrep-

ancy
56
,provided h is not m uch larger than about 0:5

b
,corresponding

bThisisnotincom patiblewith recentastrophysicaldeterm inationsofh,forexam plefrom

tim e delays in quasar lensing64.
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to m ��
<
� 23 eV.O n the other hand,it m ay wellbe that m ost ofthe

criticaldensity isnotin the form ofm assive neutrinos.
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Figure 7: The (
;H 0) plane exhibits no serious discrepancy between the average m easured

value ofH 0 (indicated by the verticalerrorbar),
 = 1 and an age forthe U niverse of10 10

years.Thisplotalso showsthe estim atesofthe presentbaryon density obtained from visible

features in the U niverse,from Big Bang N ucleosynthesis and from rich clusters.

The favoured theory ofthe form ation ofstructuresin the early Uni-

verse is that they are due to the gravitationalunstability ofoverdense

regionsasthey com ewithin thehorizon.Theseoverdenseregionswould

have originated from density perturbationscreated by quantum 
uctu-

ations during the in
ation. However,it is generally thought that the

growth of such in
ationary perturbations needs to be accelerated by

m atter thatis non-relativistic (cold) during the epoch ofstructure for-

m ation 56,asillustrated in Fig.8.

It is generally thought that m ost ofthe present m ass density m ust

bein theform ofcold dark m atter.However,thedetailed com parison of

data on m icrowave background 
uctuations as �rst observed using the

CO BE satellite
65
,otherobservationaldata on large-scale astrophysical

structures,and data on sm allerscales,indicate thatthe pure cold dark

m atter m odelrequires m odi�cation. O ne possibility is that there m ay

be energy density in the vacuum (a cosm ologicalconstant),another is

thatthespectrum ofin
ationary perturbationsm ay bescale-dependent
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(tilted),and a third isthatthere isan adm ixture ofhotdark m atter
66
,

i.e.,m atterthatwasrelativisticduring theepoch ofstructureform ation:


 C old � 0:7; 
 H ot � 0:2 (16)

The only plausible candidate forthe hotcom ponentofthe dark m atter

isone orm ore speciesofm assive neutrino.

Cold Dark
   Matter

Baryons
pulled by

Cold Dark Matter

Baryons
if no

Cold Dark Matter

Baryons released
Baryons coupled

to radiation

thorizon trec time

δρ

ρ

Figure8:A sketch indicating the r̂oleofCold D ark M atterin m agnifying prim ordialdensity

perturbations via gravitationalinstability,while the baryons are stillcoupled to radiation.

Sim ulations of structure form ation indicate that any cosm ological

constantisunlikely tobelargeenough to alleviatesigni�cantly the(non-

existent)ageproblem .M oreover,peculiarm otionson thescaleofgalac-

tic clustersseem to be largerthan expected in cold dark m atterm odels

with tilt.Assum m arized in Fig.9,m ixed dark m atterm odels(16)seem s

to�ttheobservationaldata best
56
.Although ithasbeen suggested that

there m ay be m ore than one species ofneutrino with sim ilar m asses67,

the sim plest hypothesis,which is consistent with the seesaw m ass m a-

trix (4),isthatoneneutrino,m ostlikely the��,dom inatesthehotdark
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m atterdensity.In such a m ixed dark m atterm odel,one would have

m �� � 5eV (17)

M oreover,such a m ass(17)isquite consistentwith the value ofm �� �

2� 10
� 3

eV expected in the M SW interpretation ofthe solar neutrino

de�cit,and the ratio � (m t=m c)
2 expected in the sim ple seesaw m odel

(4). Iftrue,the estim ate (17) suggests an optim ization ofaccelerator

searchesforneutrino oscillationsdown to �m
2
� 10 eV

2
.

CDM

CDM

MDM : mν = 5 eV

Biased CDM

Λ+

CDM

COBE

50 h-1 Mpc

(Bulk velocities)

(Gas in 

protogalaxies)

30 h-1 Mpc

(Cluster correlations)

~10 h-1 Mpc

(Cluster density)

~1 h-1 Mpc

(Galaxy velocities)

-4 -2 0 +2 +4 +6    

"Standard deviations"

Figure9:A sketch indicating therelativesuccessesofdi�erentm odelsofstructureform ation,

as com pared with di�erent types ofastrophysicaland cosm ologicaldata 56.

6 N eutralinos

W ehavealready addressed thepossibility thata m assiveneutrino m ight

constitutehotdark m atterin theUniverse.W hetherthisisnecessary is

stillan open question: what seem sm uch betterestablished isthe need

fora large am ountofcold dark m atter,atleaston a cosm ologicalscale

ifin
ation is to be accepted,and also on a galactic scale ifm odels of

structureform ation aretobebelieved.Thequestion ofim m ediateexper-

im entalinterestishow m uch dark m atterofwhattypem ay bepresentin

the galactic halo thatsurroundsus.Thisispresum ably notconstituted

ofneutrinos,because they would not cluster on such a sm allscale
68
.
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Recently a couple ofobservationalprogram m es have seen m icrolensing

eventsinterpreted asduetosub-solar-m assobjectsin thegalactichalo69.

Thebestestim ateoftheM ACHO collaboration
70

isthatabouthalfour

halo could be in thisbaryonic form ,and perhapseven allofit,whereas

the ERO S collaboration 71 seem s to rule out this probability. Even if

60% orm ore ofourgalactic halo isin the form ofm icrolensing objects,

onem ay anticipatea localdensity ofcold dark m atterparticlesof10
� 25

gcm � 3 orm ore72.

M y favouritecandidateforthiscold dark m atteristhelightestsuper-

sym m etric particle,usually thought to be a neutralino,i.e.,som e m ix-

ture ofthe spin-1=2 supersym m etric partnersofthe Z 0,
 and Higgs73.

Fig.10 showsthelowerlim iton theneutralino m assestablished (m odulo

certain loopholes)by theALEPH collaboration
74

on thebasisofunsuc-

cessfulsparticlesearchesatLEP 1 and 1.5.Thereisa good likelihood
76

thatthecosm ologicalrelic density ofneutralinosm ay lie in therange of

interest to in
ationary cosm ologists: 0:1 < 
h
2
< 0:3

77
. As also seen

in Fig.10,the ALEPH lim it
74

m ay be strengthened (and itsloopholes

rem oved) ifone postulates that the neutralino density falls within this

range
75 c

.

Both oftheseanalyses
74;75

arebased on theassum ption thatsparticle

m asses have certain universality properties which m ay not be valid. If

theseasum ptionsarerelaxed,thelowerbound on them assofthelightest

neutralino m ay notbealtered qualitatively,butitsphenom enology m ay

be signi�cantly m odi�ed 77, perhaps changing from a m ainly gaugino

com position to a m ainly higgsino com position asseen in Fig.11.Such a

changecan also altertheprospectsforneutralino searches,aswediscuss

next.

Three strategiesforsuch searchesare favoured:neutralino annihila-

tion in the galactic halo which yieldsstable particles(�p;e
+
;
;�)in the

cosm ic rays79,which willbe explored by the AM S satellite,annihila-

tion aftercapturewithin theSun orEarth,which m ay yield high-energy

neutrinosdetectablein underground detectors(eitherdirectly orvia the

�s generated by � interactions in rock) 80,and elastic scattering on a

nucleartargetin the laboratory
81
.

cFor updates ofthis analysis to include the prelim inary results ofhigher-energy LEP 2

data,see78.
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In the second case,which isofparticularinterestto neutrino physi-

cists,annihilation followsthepassageofrelicneutralinosthrough theSun

orEarth accom panied by scattering and the lossofrecoilenergy,which

is what causes the the neutralinos to becom e trapped
80
. Am ong the

neutralino annihilation products willbe som e energetic neutrinos from

� orheavy-quark decays,which can escape from the core ofthe Sun or

Earth and be detected in underground experim ents,either directly or

indirectly asm entioned above.Underground � search experim entssuch

as Baksan are now im posing signi�cant constraints on m odels
77;82

,as

seen in Fig.12.Thistypeofsearch isprom ising forthefuturegeneration

ofexperim entsthatincludesBaikal,Nestorand Am anda83. O ne point

that needs to be watched is the possibility that also these high-energy

neutrinososcillate
84
.In particular,therecould bea signi�cantsuppres-

sion ofthesolar�� 
ux and a corresponding enhancem entofthe�e 
ux

ifthe large-angle M SW solution to the low-energy solar-neutrino de�cit

iscorrect.Thisim pliesthe need forsom e caution in interpreting upper

lim itson the
ux ofm uonsgenerated by high-energy neutrinosfrom the

Sun.
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Figure 12: U pper lim its on energetic neutrino em ission from the Sun due to neutralino

annihilationsare already beginning to exclude certain m odels82.
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Thedirectdetection oftheelastic scattering ofneutralinoson nuclei

in the laboratory 81 is also a prom ising technique. There are im por-

tant contributions to the scattering m atrix elem ents from both spin-

dependentand spin-independentforces. The form er are determ ined by

axial-currentm atrix elem entsrelated 85 to thatappearing in neutron �

decay
d
,whereas the latter are related to the di�erent quark contribu-

tions to the nucleon m ass. These spin-independentforces are coherent

for heavy nuclei, and likely to dom inate for favoured detector m ate-

rials such as G e
76
. Recent upper lim its on the spin-dependent and

spin-independentelasticdark-m atterscattering rateswereshown atthis

m eeting87.Eventually,such experim entsshould im provesigni�cantly in

sensitivity,and m ay be able to com pete with,and com plem ent,acceler-

atorsearchesforsupersym m etric particles
85
.

7 T he C ER N Experim entalP rogram m e

Thelarge acceleratorlaboratoriessuch asFerm ilab and CERN havenot

been very m uch in evidence at this m eeting, re
ecting the long-term

trend ofneutrino physics towards non-accelerator experim ents. Never-

theless,accelerator laboratories do have im portant roles to play,and I

would like to m ention brie
y som e ofthe neutrino and neutrino-related

activitiesatm y hom e laboratory,CERN.

As you know,the present CERN short-baseline neutrino oscillation

experim ents,CHO RUS
57
and NO M AD

58
,willcontinuetakingdatauntil

theend of1997.Two otherneutrino-related experim entshavealso been

taking data during 1996. O ne is SPY 48,which has m easured charged-

particle yields in p-Be collisions,with a view to the better calibration

ofaccelerator � beam s and perhaps better predictions for atm ospheric

� 
uxes.The otherisNA55 88,which hasbeen m easuring neutron pro-

duction in �collisions,with a view to understanding betterthispossible

background foratm ospheric � experim ents
89
.

Anotheractivity atCERN isCO SM O LEP,which seeksto use the�

detectors ofLEP experim ents to look at extended air showers
90
. The

use of L3 to m easure the atm ospheric � 
ux has also been approved

recently 49. This could reduce signi�cantly the currentuncertainties in

the
ux,enabling one to determ inewhetherK am iokandeand IM B have

been seeing too few �� and/ortoo m any �e
28
.

There are also extensive discussions taking place at CERN about

the possibility ofone orm ore future � experim entsfollowing CHO RUS

and NO M AD .O ne ofthese possibilities is an idea to use a � beam at

dIt should be em phasized that the naive quark m odelis not a good guide to the m agni-

tudes ofthese m atrix elem ents,in particular since there is a signi�cant contribution from

the �s
� 
5s current
86
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thePS acceleratorto probe the LSND claim
91
.Anotherpossibility isa

short-baselineexperim entattheCERN SPS,asa follow-up to CHO RUS

and NO M AD
92
.Talk ofa m edium -baselineexperim entusing a detector

in the Jura m ountains,about 20km away from CERN,has also been

revived recently 93. Anotherattractive option would be a long-baseline

experim ent
51

sending a beam to the G ran Sasso laboratory, 730 km

away,which m ightbe accom panied by a nearby detectornearorunder

the G eneva airport.

In m y view,one ofthe m ost interesting options on this list is the

short-baseline follow-up to CHO RUS and NO M AD .The CO SM O S ex-

perim ent59 planned forFerm ilab isvery prom ising,butitisa long tim e

in thefuture,and,asIem phasized earlier,oneshould alwaysrequirecon-

�rm ation in theneutrino business.O n theotherhand,therearealready

two entries in the long-baseline race,LBLE
20

and M INO S
50
. M ore-

over,the m otivations for neutrino oscillations detectable in a suitable

short-baseline experim ent,nam ely hot dark m atter,the seesaw m echa-

nism and the solar neutrino de�cit,rem ain justas strong as ever. The

only change,perhaps,isa trend towardsa slightly lowerneutrino m ass

forthe cosm ologicalhotdark m atter.Asalready m entioned,thism ight

suggestasom ewhatlowerneutrinoenergy and/orlongerbaselineforany

follow-up experim ent,which ism otivated whetherornotCHO RUS and

NO M AD �nd anything in theirpresentdata sets.

8 C onclusion

To conclude this talk, I present a possible chronology of future neu-

trino experim ents and others of potentialinterest to this com m unity.

An exciting era isopening up,with m ajornew experim entssuch asSu-

perkam iokande and LEP 2 starting to take data. Som e ofthe m ajor

issuesin particle physicshave a chance ofbeing resolved by the tim e of

Neutrino 98,with theopening up ofnew dom ainsofexploration forthe

Higgs boson,supersym m etric particles and neutrino m asses. Letusall

crossallam enablebody parts,and hopeforprogressby thenextm eeting

in thisseries!
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Possible Chronology ofFuture Neutrino and Related Experim ents

Year Accelerator O ther Non-accelerator

Neutrino Accelerator Experim ents

Experim ents Experim ents

1996 CHO RUS, LEP 2,SPY, AM ANDA,Baikal,

NO M AD CO SM O LEP, SK K ,Chooz,

NA55 Hom estake Iodine

1997 LSND � Cosm oL3 SNO ,

Palo Verde

1998 K ARM EN upgrade AM S,

G NO ?

1999 LBLE(12 G eV) B factories, BO REXINO ,

HERA-B ICARUS 600t

2000 ALAD INO /NO E/ 0�2� ! 0:2 eV?

TENO R/HELLAZ/

fullICARUS?

2001 CO SM O S, M AP?

M INO S

2002

2003 LBLE(50 G eV) CO BRAS/SAM BA?

2004 BAND ?

2005 LHC 0�2� ! 0:1 eV?

1. A.Blondel,Plenary talk at the InternationalConference on High

Energy Physics,W arsaw,1996,reporting the analysis ofthe LEP

Electroweak W orking G roup and the SLD Heavy Flavor G roup,

CERN Report No. LEPEW W G /96-02, available at the URL:

http://www.cern.ch/LEPEW W G .

2. Particle D ata G roup,R.M .Barnettetal.,Phys.Rev. D 54 (1996)

1.

3. P.Vogel,V.Sandberg,talksatthism eeting.

4. J.Ellisand M .K arliner,Phys.Lett. B 213 (1988)73;

D .B.K aplan and A.M anohar,Nucl.Phys.B 310 (1988)527.

5. R.Bernstein,talk atthism eeting;

A.L. K ataev, A.V. K otikov, G . Parente and A.V. Sidorov,

Phys.Lett. B 388 (1996)179.

6. M .D em arteau, Ferm ilab preprint Conf-96/354, hep-ex/9611019,
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and referencestherein.

7. ALEPH,D ELPHI,L3 and O PAL collaborations,presentationsat

open session oftheCERN LEP Experim entsCom m ittee,O ct.8th,

1996;

See,forexam ple,O PAL collaboration,K .Ackersta� etal.,CERN

PreprintPPE/96-141.

8. J.Ellis,G .L.Fogliand E.Lisi,CERN preprintTH/96-216 (1996),

hep-ph/9608329;

see also W .de Boer,A.D abelstein,W .Hollik,W .M �osle and U.

Schwickerath,hep-ph/9607286;

S.D ittm aierand D .Schildknecht,hep-ph/9609488.

9. A.L.K ataev and A.V.Sidorov,Phys.Lett. B 331 (1994)179;

CCFR-NUTEV collaboration,D .Harrisetal.,hep-ex/9506010;

see also L.S.Barabash etal.,hep-ex/9611012.

10. M . Schm elling, rapporteur talk at International Conference on

High-Energy Physics,W arsaw 1996.

11. M .G irone and M .Neubert,Phys.Rev.Lett. 76 (1996) 3061,and

referencestherein.

12. J.Ellis,E.G ardi,M .K arliner and M .Sam uel,Phys.Lett. B 366

(1996)268 and Phys.Rev. D 54 (1996)6986.

13. T. Yanagida, Proc. W orkshop on the Uni�ed Theory and the

Baryon Num ber in the Universe (K EK ,Japan,1979);

R.Slansky,Talk at SanibelSym posium ,Caltech Preprint CALT-

68-709 (1979).

14. J.Bonn,talk atthism eeting.Thepossibility ofa crum pled con�g-

uration ofthe (supposedly)m onolayer source,leading to m ultiple

scattering,isa concern in thisexperim ent.

15. V.M . Lobashev, talk at this m eeting. I understand from A.

K usenko thata re-evaluation ofm ultiplescattering in thesourceof

thisexperim entm ay lead to a revised upperlim iton the possible

high-m assbranch ofabout0:5% .

16. A.Swift,talk atthism eeting.

17. H.V.K lapdor-K leingrothaus,talk atthism eeting.

18. F.T.Avignone,A.Barabash, H.Ejiri, J.Farine and E.Fiorini,

talksatthism eeting.

19. K .Lande,talk atthism eeting;

20. Y.Suzuki,talk atthism eeting:

K am iokande collaboration,Y.Fukuda et al.,preprint ICRR-372-

96-23 (1996);

see also J.N.Bahcall,P.I.K rastev and E.Lisi,Princeton preprint

IASSNS-AST 96/43.

21. V.N.G avrin,talk atthism eeting;

SAG E Collaboration,D .N.Abdurashitov et al.,Phys.Lett. B 328

(1994)234.
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22. T.K irsten,talk atthism eeting;

G ALLEX Collaboration, W . Ham pel et al., Saclay preprint

DAPNIA-SPP-96-10 (1996),and referencestherein.

23. IM B Collaboration,R.Becker-Szendyetal.,Phys.Rev.D 46 (1992)

3720.

24. E.A.Peterson,talk atthism eeting;

Soudan ICollaboration,W .W .M .Allison etal.,hep-ex/9611007.

25. NUSEX Collaboration,M .Agliettaetal.,Europhys. Lett.8 (1989)

611;

Fr�ejusCollaboration,C.Bergeretal.,Phys.Lett.B 227 (1989)489

and B 245 (1990)305.

26. D .O .Caldwell,talk atthism eeting;

LSND Collaboration,C.Athanassopoulos et al.,nucl-ex/9605001

and nucl-ex/9605003.

27. J.Bahcall,talk atthism eeting;

J.Bahcalland M .H.Pinsonneault,hep-ph/9610542.

28. T.G aisser,talk atthism eeting,hep-ph/9611301;

T.G aisser, M .Honda, K .K asakara, H.Lee, S.M idorikawa, V.

Naum ov and T.Stanler,hep-ph/9608253.

29. G .L.Fogliand E.Lisi,Phys.Rev. D 52 (1995)2775.

30. J.K leinfeller,talk atthism eeting;

K ARM EN Collaboration, B.Bodm ann et al., Phys.Lett. B 332

(1994)251 and B 348 (1995)19.

31. CCFR Collaboration, A. Rom osan et al., Colum bia preprint

NEVIS-1529,hep-ex/9611013.

32. A.Sm irnov,talk atthism eeting

33. See,e.g.,N.Hata,S.A.Bludm an and P.Langacker,Phys.Rev.D 49

(1994)3622;

V.Castellani, S.D egl’Innocentiand G .Fiorentini, Astron. and

Astrophys. 271 (1993)601.

34. G .Conforto,talk atthism eeting.

35. A.D ar,talk atthism eeting,astro-ph/9611014.

36. J.N. Bahcall, M . Pinsonneault, S. Basu and J. Christensen-

D alsgaard,astro-ph/9610250.

37. J.Christensen-D alsgaard,Nucl.Phys. B (Procl.Suppl.) 48 (1996)

325.

38. S.Petcov,talk atthism eeting.

39. L.W olfenstein,Phys.Rev. D 17 (1978)2369;

S.P.M ikheyev and A.Yu. Sm irnov,Yadernaya Fizika 42 (1985)

1441.

40. P.K rastev,private com m unication.

41. C.Burgess,talk atthism eeting;

C.P. Burgess and D . M ichaud, hep-ph/9606295 and hep-

ph/9611368.
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42. A.Rossi,talk atthism eeting;

H.Nunokawa,A.Rossi,V.Sem ikoz and J.W .F.Valle,Nucl.Phys.

B 472 (1996)495 and hep-ph/9610526.

43. K .Rowley,public com m unication.

44. A.M cD onald,talk atthism eeting;

SNO Collaboration,G .T.Evan etal.,SNO -87-12 (1987);

seealso J.N.Bahcalland E.Lisi,Princeton PreprintIASSNS-AST

96/33 (1996).

45. E.Bellotti,talk atthism eeting;

BO REXINO Collaboration,C.Arpesella et al.,BO REXINO pro-

posal(University ofM ilano,M ilano,1992);

see also J.N.Bahcalland P.I.K rastev,astro-ph/9607013.

46. ICARUS Collaboration, P. Cennini et al., ICARUS proposal

(1993).

47. HELLAZ Coolaboration,G .Laurentietal.,Proc.Fifth Int.W ork-

shop on Neutrino Telescopes, Venice 1993, ed. M .Baldo-Ceolin

(University ofPadova,Padova,1994)161.

48. SPY Collaboration,http://www.cern.ch/NA56/ .

49. P.LeCoultre,on behalfoftheL3 collaboration,privatecom m uni-

cation.

50. S.W ojcicki,talk atthism eeting;

M INO S Collaboration, E.Ables et al., Ferm ilab proposalP-875

(1995).

51. NO E Collaboration,M .Am brosio etal.,Nucl. Inst. M eth. A 363
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