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A bstract

Som e of the hot topics In neutrino physics are discussed, w ith par-
ticular em phasis on neutrino oscillations. A fter proposing credibility
criteria for assessing various clain ed e ects, particular stress is laid on
the solar neutrino de cit, which seem s unlikely to have an astrophysical
explanation. C om m ents are also m ade on the possibility of atm ospheric
neutrino oscillations and the LSND experim ent, as well as cosm ological
aspects of neutrinos and neutralinos. severalofthe central issues in neu—
trino physicsm ay be resolved by the new generation of experin ents now
underway, such as CHORUS, NOM AD and Superkam iokande, and in
preparation, such as SNO and a new round of accelerator- and reactor—
based neutrino-oscillation experim ents. At the end, there is a brief re—
view ofwaysin which present and fiture CERN experim entsm ay be able
to contribute to answering outstanding questions in neutrino physics.

1 Preamble

The story so far 4s that we know there are three (and only three) light
neutrino specjesﬂs: part from that, all we have are upper lin is on
neutrino propertiestl. A ccording to the Standard M odel, each neutrino

avour carries its own lepton number, and these are all separately con—
served: L= L = L = 0,and allthe light neutrinos are In fact
massless:m _ = m =m = 0. Onem ay either acoept the Standard
M odel’s opinion, and use neutrinos as tools for probing nuclkar/particle
physics, astrophysics and cosm ology, or one m ay question the Standard
M odels w isdom , and study neutrinos in their own rights as possble are—
nas for new physics beyond the Standard M odel. M ost of this m eeting
hasbeen, and m ost of this talk is, concemed w ith searches for such new
physics, which is also the lkely focus of m ost fuiture neutrino experi-
m ents, but let us rst review brie y som e Standard M odel physics w ith
neutrinos.



2 Testing the Standard M odel

N eutrinos m ay be used in nuclear physics to m easure interesting m a—
trix elem ents, which m ay cast Hght on nuclear wave functions. In this
connection, it was reported herell that the LSND experin ent ndsa dis-
crepancy w ith calculationsof ( + 2c > +N ). A lso, it should not
be forgotten that neutrinoproton elastic scatteringgm ay also cast light
on the presence ofhidden strangeness in the protont. It would be a piy
if these m undane issues got forgotten com pletely In the enthusiasn for
possible new physicsw ith LSND .

N eutrinos can also be used to m ake m easurem ents of fundam ent‘El
Standard M odel param eters, such as sin? y and 5. W e heard here
that the present error on the deep-inelastic N scattering m easurem ent
ofsin? y is 0:0048, to be com pared w ith the LEP /SLC error of about

0:0003. H ow ever, this com parison is not really fair, since di erent def-
initions of sin® w areused. The N m easurem ent carEbe considered as
e ectively a detem ination ofM y =M z . The prom isedH error of 0:0025
isequivalentto My = 130G ?/ com parable to the present error on
the direct m easurem ents of M y "H, and should be com pared w ith the
errors of 50 M &V or so expected In the future from LEP 2 and the
Tevatron collider. T hese m easurem ents are In tum im portant for the n—
direct detem ination of the H iggsm ass. A global t to all the availab
electrow eak m easurem ents, incliding present N scattering data, give:

Iog;, Mg =Ge&V) = 2:16 033 )

corresponding to a factor of 2 error in M g , which we m ay hope future
N scattering experin ents could help reduce.
D eegp—inelastic N scattering also provides an interesting detemg ina—
tion of s, In particular from the G rossL lewellyn-Sm ith sum ruled:

sMz)= 0111 0:003 0:004 (2)

w here the dom Jna.r\E experin ental system atic error com es from the beam
energy calbration . Taking this into account, the m easurem ent @ i
not incom patible with the world average of s M )’ 0:118 0:003H.
T here are other low -energy detem Instions of ¢ M z ) which yi rela—
tively high values, eg., from  decayH and the B prken sum ra , and
the available m easurem ents seem to m e to scatter nom ally around this
central value, w ith no signi cant trend for lowerenergy detem inations
to yield lowervalues, ashas som etin esbeen suggested. Tom ake a grace—
fultransition to physicsbeyond the Standard M odel, it isworth recalling
that m easurem ents of s and sin® w test theories of G rand Uni cation,
so these neutrino experin ents bear on fiindam ental theoretical issues.
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3 M assive N eutrinos?

A s already m entioned, the Standard M odel abhors m asses for ‘cﬁxe neu-—
trinos, and allwe have so far from experin ents are upper lim itsi :

m . < 4:5eV ?;m < 160K €&V ;m < 23M eV 3)

T heoretically, there is no good reason for the neutrino m asses to vanish,
and non-zero m asses are expected In generic grand uni cation theories.
T here are probably m ore m odels for the neutrino m assm atrix that there
are theorists who have woﬁed on the problem : here I shallbe guided by
the sim plest seesaw formm d:

0 m g L
; 4
(i r) m Moy . 4)
w hose diagonalization leads naturally to light neutrinos
2
i
m, ——<<mgy )

MgurT

T hese non—zero m asses would be accom panied by m ixing via angles ij :
i;J = e; ; analbgous (and in som e m odels related) to the Cabibbo—
K obayashiM askawa angles in the quark sector.

O urbest direct inform ation aboutm _ com es from m easurem ents of
the end point of the ‘He -decay spectrum . The latest results of two
current experin ents were presented here. A s seen in Fig. 1, neitherdata
st is twellby the dard theory. R elative to the standard K urie plot,
the M ainz spectrum shown iIn Fig.1 (a) has a banana shape that raises
question about the presence of nalstate ionic and/orm olecular e ecﬁ
that are not well understood. In the case of the Troitsk experin ent
(see Fig.1 (b)), there is a m ysterious bum p near the end of the spectrum
that appears at di energies in the data from di erent years. Both
experdn ents reportb¥td a feature around 250 to 300 €V from the end
point, with an apparent branching probability of 1 or 2% . However,
before accepting a very stringent upper lim it onm _ from the end-point
m easurem ents, or crying p on the basis ofthis low erenergy feature, the
com m uniy w ill require m ore evidence that the theoreticalunderstanding
of the spectrum is adequate.

The M ainz group does p]a.ng to m easure nalstate e ectsby m on—
iroring additional s and m olecular break up inpgm ore calrin etric ap—
proach. There is also an interesting suggestion to use *®*’Re which
hasQ = 2Ké&V) In a calorim etric experin ent based on superconducting
bolom etry to rem ove nalstate e ects.

A powerfulindirect way to search form _ isto look for 0 decay.
H ow ever, the interpretation ofthese experin ents is sub gct to uncertain—
ties: a positive e ect could be due to som e other m echanisn such asR
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violation In supersym m etric m odels, and, even if the resuls continue to
be negative, there could be a D irac m ass or som e other Eecham’sn for
a cancellation In < m _ > . N evertheless, the upper Iim it

<m . ><05ev (6)

is very Im pressive. A s we heard here@, there are prospects for ncre—
m ental in provem ents, kading perhapstom _ < 02(0:1) eV by the year
2000 (2005), and m any other horses w illbe com peting in this race.
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Figure 1:¥eatures at the ends of the tritium ecay spectra seen (a) in the M ainz ex—
perim entkd, and () in the Troitsk experim ent L1, which are not tted well by standard
m odels.



4 N eutrino O scillations?

This is a very di cul experim ental eld, and the stakes are very high.
T herefore, we m ust ask for a very high standard of proof: m y personal
credibility criteria are that any claim ed e ect should be con m ed by
m ore than one experin ent using m ore than one technique. From this
standpoint, the possibility of Solar N eutrino O scillations holds up
very well: the so neutrino de cit has now—peen seen 5 experi-
m ents (Homestak%,Kamjokande , SAGE &4, GALLEX and now
Superkam iokandeH) using 3 1=2 technigques (C1, H,O and two som e—
what di erent G e technigues). The clain of A tm ospheric N eutrino
O scillation sgn the oth and, is suppo by just 2 1=2 experin ents
(K am iokandeHH and M B &4, w ith Soudan as yet inconclusive), using
just 1 1=2 techniques (water C erenkov and 1=2 for calorim etry/tracking,
since other tracking detectors (NU SEX , Fredus) do not see the e ect).
Finally, the clain of possible A cce tor N eutrino O scillations is
m ade by only one experim ent (LSND H) using a scintillator techm'qlﬁ

In my view, the fact of a solar neutrino de cit is well establish '
and the essential question now is whether it is due to astrophysics or
neutrino properties. O n the other hand, the existence of an atm ospheric
neutrino de cit cannot be regarded as wellestablished, but requires fiir-
ther checks. There are stil] considerable uncertainties in the absolute
coam icray neutrino uxestd which cloud the interpretation (too few
or too m anE ?), and con m ation by di erent techniques is essential.
The LSND clain of an accelerator neutrino e ect is In even greater
need of con m ation, and it is encouraging that the LSND llaboration
itself, as well as an upgrade of the KARM EN experim enttd, should be
able to address this issue.

W e saw atthism eeting new , and in som e casesde nitive, resuls from
the fou perin ents that see a solar neutrino de cit. H om estake now
reportstd a ux of2:54 0:16 0:14 SNU, and the previous suggestion
of som e tim e dependence (an anticorrelation with the sunspot num —
ber) has declined substantially in statistical signi cance. The de niive
K am lokande result of 0:424 0:029 0:05 of the BaheallkP insonneaul
1995 ux also exhibits no signi cant tin e dependenced :

D ata +0:088 +7:2 4
= 0398 jig7g + (94 55)10
Standard Solar M odel 0:078 ( 70)

Nss (7)
SAGE H reported here a new result: 72° ﬁ* 3 SNU and the prelim inary
resuls of a calbratiopytest: = 054 0:d1l. W e also heard about new
data from GALLEX H4, which are som ewhat below their previous av-
erage, though consistent w ithin the errors. T heir Jatest resul is 70 8
SN U ,which includes statisticaland system atic errors, the latter incorpo—
rating the results from their two calbration runs, which together yield
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= 0:92 O.{)7E. These two new results tend even to sharpen the
dilem m a of the solar neutrino de cit.

A swas discussed here by Sm j:mova, and seen in Fig. 2, the indica—
tions are that the de cit is not m onotonic w ith neutrino energy, in the
way that would be expected, for instance, if it was due sinply to a re—
duction In the cen tem perature of the Sun. N or does de cit ook
energy-independenttd, as was suggested here by Confortotd. T he latest
Standard Solar M odel lations do include di usion e ects and the
Jatest available opacitiestd. Personally, Tam at least reassured about the
accuracy of the assum ed values of the nuclar interaction rates, but it
still seem s very di cult to accom m odate the apparent (near?) absence
of Intem ediate-energy solar neutrinos com ing m ainly from "Be.

Since there was no tak here on helioseism ology, I would lk un-—
derline that this s not help solverthe solar neutrino problem M, but
rather the reversebd. Quoting from B : \substantialm ixing... solution
of... de cit of ¥’C1... seem s unlkely", \Inclusion of settling... tends to
Increase neutrino uxes", \helioseism ological results accentuate the neu—
trino problem ", \m odels that... reduce the neutrino ux... are generally
nconsistent with the observed frequencies", and \it appears unlikely
that the solar neutrino problem will nd an astrophysical solution".

1.0 T T T T T T
Monte Carlo SSMs

r ® TL SSM

O LowZ

- O Low opacity

= WIMP

L A Large Sy,

0 Small S5,

Vv Large Sy, * :
4 Mixing models u
A Dar-Shavivmodel o 3

0(®8)/ *(®B)ssm
o
w
I

A A
v Smaller S,;|—
o
* . —
All data including * ‘,.-"‘\ ]
["GALLEX source exp. A T power law 4
90,95,99% C.L. QA
- i i
) r” 1 I | ! 1 ! !
0 0.5 1.0

o("Be) / @(759)5554

Figure2: A planarpresentatjona ofthe solarneutrino de cits seen in di erent experim ents,
com pared w ith a selection of di erent m odels. T he data not support a suppression that
is independent of energy 4.
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A s jsywell known, and was em phasized here by Sm j:movB and
Petcov 4, m atterenhanced M ikheyev-Sm imov-W olfenstein M SW )
oscillations t the data very well: a t including the latest data is
shown in Fig. 3 (@). An issue raised here was the possibility Bf din inu—
tion oftheM SW e ect by uctuations in the solar density ;E: i will
be in portant to take helioseism ological constraints into account when
evaluating this possibility. W e should aﬁ: not forget the possibility of
vacuum oscillations: the results ofa tH including all the latest data
are shown in f4g. 3 (o) . Perhaps our biggest peril is theoretical seduction
by the M SW ideag-caveat em ptor, and do not forget that \the Sun is
not a piece of cake"Hd'!
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Figure3: F JJ::J@ to the solarneutrino data available before and after thism eeting: (@) w ithin
an M SW interpretation, and (o) using vacuum oscillations.

T he outlook for progress on the solar neutrino problem is good. The

rst experin ent In the next generation, Superkam iokande, is already op—
erating, and its prelin inary con m the previousm easurem ents of
the K am iokande experin entEd. Tt should soon supplem ent this with
additional inform ation on the °B neutrino spectrum , and possble sea-
sonaland day/night e ects, thereby providing us w ith m any tests of the
M SW interpretation ofthe solar neutrino ﬁ cit. The H om estake Iodine
experin ent is abou start taking data®. D uring 1997, SNO should
enter into operationt, and provide usw ith the rst infom ation on the
neutral/charged current ratio, as well as m ore detailed inform ation on
the possible spectrum distortion and the possible seasonal e ect, pro—
viding m any tests of the M SW and vacuum ogsgillation interpretations.
A 1s0 approved is the BOREX INO experim entkd, which should provide
us w ith de nitive nform ation on the interm ediate-energy (Be) neutri-
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nos, and hence on the M SW interpretation, starting in 1999. O ther
profcts for the G ran Sasso laboratory are um@r active discussion. O ne
is the G allim N eutrino O bservatory (GNO ) K, which would continue
thework of GALLEX, ev ally increasing the detectorm ass to 100 t.
The ICTARU S experin entld has already been approved for a prototype
m odule, and should eventually be able ntribute a m easurem ent of
the ®°B soectrum . The HELLA Z progctH would be able to contribute
a measurem ent of the pp  spectrum and test the vacuum oscillation
interpretation. It m ay take a few years, but we are on the way to an
experin ental resolution of the solar neutrino problem .

A s already m entioned, a de cit In the atm ospheric = . ratio has
been reported by the H,0 Cerenkov detector K am iokande:

(=€) dqata - 060" gigg @)

(=e)M onte carlo

in their sub-G eV da d an angle-dependent e ect has been seen in
their muliG eV datatd. A cit in this ratio has also been seen by
the other H,0O detector M BE, but is not con m ed by fhe electronic
detectors NU SEX and FredjusbEl, whilst the Soudan result

(Zaae  _gg2 029" 998 ©)

(=€)m onte carlo

is am biguous. B ecause ofun intiesofasmuch as30% In the absolute
neutrino ux nom alizationskd, as seen in Fig. 4, the correct interpre-
tation of the ratios @, E) is not inm ediately obvious: are there too
few , ortoomany ., orboth? The ambiguity could be rem oved by
m ore accurate data on production in laboratory p-N ucleus collisiops,
which should soon be available from the SPY experim ent at CERN 4,
and on the coam icra uon ux, which could be obtained w ith the L3
experin ent at CERN M|

T here are several prospects for experin 1progress on the atm o—
spheric neutrino problem . Superkam iokandebEd w ill soon have an order
ofm agnitude m ore data than K am iokande, w ith a correspondingly bet-
ter control of system atics, less leakage from the side, m ore stopping
muons, and better m ultiG eV infomm ation. H owever, it does not use a
new technigque. There are also several prospects of checks using accel-
erator neutrino beam g-over long base lines. First am ong these w ill be
the LBLE experin entEHd in which a neutrino beam is sent from KEK to
Superkam iokande, a distance of 250km , produced initially by a 12 G eV
p beam in 1999, which can look directly for ! - oscillations, and
subsequently with a 50 GeV p beam in 2003, which w ill pemt the ob—
servation of . In the United States, theM INO S experin enttd involves
sending the beam produced by a 120 G&V p beam over 730 km to
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Soudan, which is currently scheduled to start in 2002. T his experim ent
should be sensitive to m ? = 0:001 V? and sin?2 = (2. A Iso under
discussion is a possibble CERN -G ran Sasso experin entbd, which T will
discuss later.
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Figure4: Com par:isona ofthe atm ospheric  and ¢ uxesppserved in di erent experim ents
w ith theoretical calculationskd.

Som e aspects of the atm ospheric neutrino problem can be checked
w ith reactor experm ents that are sensitive to . disappearance. The
Chooz experim en with a basﬁjne of1l km starts taking data in 1996,
and the Palo Verde experin enttd with a 750-m base line in 1997: they
should each reach m 2 = 0:001 and sin’2 = 0:05.

O ne of the m ost dram atic reEnt clainm s in neutrino physis has been
that by the LSND collaboration B9 to have observed an excess of <p !
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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 irreducble
background is that due to a contam ination of8 10 ¢ . in thebeam .
T here is In addition a reducible background due to coan ic rays, which is
fought by shielding, veto counters, etc. The LSND collaboration reports
araw e excessr36MeV < E < 60M eV (recallthatthe end point
isat 53 M eV ) of 300 16055 762 = 633 20 events where the rst
subtraction is for the beam -0 background, the second for the beam -on
background), a 3 e ect. W hen they further select events w ith a
coincidence, as determ ined by a cut on a function R ( ;N py 1 ) >
30, asseen In Fig. 5, they are eft with 22 25 04) 21 04)=
176 4:] events, som ewhat m ore than 3 .

108

beam excess events

=
o
T
—
-
Ll

1 Ll Ll | L

1
10 1 10 R

Figure 5: The tailofthe R distrbution for eventsw ith 20M eV Ee < 60M eV in the LSND
experin ent has an apparent excesskd .

There were initially som e worries about thEJOSSJbJ'thy of neutrons
leaking Into the outer regions of the detector If one restricts the

ducial volum e to the \safest" ﬁ % , the signal is reduced 6 events
with a background of 17 03K, Tt should also be noted H that the
excess In R show s up only in the last two bins shown in Fig. 5. Finally,
the LSND resul isonly m arginally eqnsistent w ith previous experin ents,
m ost In portantly E 776, KARM E and the Bugey reactor experim ent,
and them ost recent CCFR dim itHd, as seen In Fig. 6.

The LSND sgpeaker hereHd talked ofa "signi cant oscillation-lke ex—
cess that needs con m ation". M any people here would echo heartily
the latter phrase. Fortupately, e orts to con m the clain ed e ect are
underway by LSND ise ,which is searching in itsdata for ! o os
cillations, and should have resultsby 1997, and by the KARM EN collab—
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orationE ,which is in proving itsn detection e ciency and installing veto
counters In its surrounding steel blockhouse to veto cosm icray muons
that m ight produce neutrons, and should have resuls by 19981].

103L Band is LSND a
[ CCFR7 Allowed Region E
) 90% Conf.
997% Conf.
102
>
L
NE 10 |
<
.
I V, <V,
10 ' 90% Conf. Limits
E | |
107 1072 107! 1

sin’2a

Figure 6: C om parison of the LSND resu]t@ w*ﬁ those of E 776, KARM EN B,Bugey and
CCFR .

Finally, Jet us recall the m otivation for a new round of accelerator
neutrino-oscillation experim ents. T heoriskgof cosn ological structure for-
m ation would like som e Hot D ark M attertd, which ism ost plausbly one
or m ore m assive neutrinos w ith m 1 to 10 eV, which is com patible
w ith the sin plest possble seesaw m odel:

m Eey2og (10)

m (o]
It is, furthem ore, plausible that the m ight have cbservable p-ixing
w ith the — . These considerations have m otivated the CHORU SE and
NOMAD B experim ents, which willbe running at CERN until the end
0f1997, and should attain sensitivities 0:0003 to sin®  for m? 50
ev?. In my view, there is certainly interest in extending this search
down to lower m 2, aswellas to snallerm ixing angles, by using either

2The KARM EN collaboration presented B their own \anom aly", nam ely an apparent
excess 0f 112 32 events occurring after 3:6  0:225 s, that m ight be due to the radiative
decay of som e state X wj@ amassof33:9M eV .However, thise ect hasnot been con m ed
by an experin ent at P STEd.
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a longer baseline or a lower-energy beam . Indeed, in the longer tem ,
the COSM O S experim entbEd plans to take data for 4 years starting in
2001, and expects to reach a sensitivity to sin? 14 10 °,and get
downto m ? 0:08ev?.

5 Cosm ological C onstraints on N eutrinos

W eheard hereB that the success 0fB ig-B ang N uclkosynthesis constrains
the num ber of neutrino species:

N =30 023 03801 1)
where the last E’lcertajnty is that due to the baryon-to-entropy ratio
W e also heard M that there is no crisis for B ig-B ang N uclkosynthesis,
but posgb]y for oversin pli ed theories of the chem ical evolution of the
G alaxyH . The range ) corresponds to an upper bound

N < 3:9(90% c.l) 12)

to be com pared wdth the LEP determ ination N = 2:989 O:OlZH.
W e also heardEd that B ig-B ang N uclkosynthesis constrains the m ass
of any m etastable neutrino, assum ed to be the neutrino:

m > 32M eV or< 0:95M &V (13)
if it has a D irac m ass, and
m > 25M eV or< 0:37M eV (14)

ifthasaM ajpranam ass. Both ofthe lower 1im thn @) con ictwith
the upper bound m < 23MeV from ALEPH E, Indicating that m
must actually lie below 1 M €V .W e also know that any stable neutrino
must weigh less than

m = 92h’ev s)

where h is the present expansion rate of the Universe in units of 100
km /s/M pc, and it is assum ed that the present m ass density of the Uni-
verse is no larger than the criticaldensity, = 1, as suggested by theo—
ries of coan ologicaldn ation. T here are also cosm ological constraints on
unstable neutrinostd, which I will not into here.

T here has recently been discussion B4 about the observational valuie
ofh and its com patbility w ith the age of the U niverse as determ ined by
astrophysicists. W e see from F ig. 7 that there is no signi cant discrep—
ancy 14, provided h is not much larger than about 0:51, corresponding

PT his isnot incom patible w=h recent astrophysicaldetem inations ofh, for exam ple from
tim e delays in quasar lensingkd.
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tom < 23 &V.O0n the other hand, it m ay well be that m ost of the
critical density is not in the form ofm assive neutrinos.

Rich Clusters
if DM

100 cold only

Lower linjit on age of

Universe: globular =
80 WA & dustrser._ Ho=%0_ |

60

Ho (kms'1 Mpc1)

40 3
Hg <40 .
o Big -
L Visible Bang
baryons nucleosynthesis >>>>>>>>>>7>\
20 1 1 11111 1 1 11111l 1 1 INA
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[ERN i

Q (density/critical)

Figure 7: The ( ;H o) plane exhibits no serious discrepancy between the average m easured

value of H ¢ (indicated by the vertical errorbar), = 1 and an age for the Universe of 10 10

years. T hisplot also show s the estin ates of the present baryon density obtained from visible
features in the Universe, from B ig B ang N ucleosynthesis and from rich clusters.

T he favoured theory of the form ation of structures in the early Uni-
verse is that they are due to the gravitational unstability of overdense
regions as they com e w ithin the horizon. T hese overdense regions would
have originated from density perturbations created by quantum uctu-
ations during the in ation. However, it is generally thought that the
growth of such iIn ationary perturbations needs to be accelerated by
m atter gxat is non—relativistic (cold) during the epoch of structure for-
m ation 4, as illustrated In Fig. 8.

It is generally thought that m ost of the present m ass density m ust
be in the form of cold dark m atter. H ow ever, the detailed com parison of
data on m icrowgye background uctuations as st observed using the
COBE satelliteld, other observational data on large-scale astrophysical
structures, and data on amn aller scales, indicate that the pure cold dark
m atter m odel requires m odi cation. O ne possbility is that there m ay
be energy density in the vacuum (a cosm ological constant), another is
that the spectrum of in ationary perturbationsm ay be scale-dependent
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(tilted), and a third is that there is an adm ixture of hot dark m attera,
ie., m atter that w as relativistic during the epoch of structure form ation:

C old 017; H ot 02 (16)

The only plausible candidate for the hot com ponent of the dark m atter
is one orm ore species of m assive neutrino.

A
7
5{) //
p ~— Baryons
pulled by
Cold Dark Cold Dark Matter
Matter ,”
7
7/
7
7
7 7
7/ /7
7 7
/7 /
7/ 7
7/ /7
Va 7
// /
/ /7 \
e ,/ Baryons
, e Ve if no
e Cold Dark Matter
//
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7
7/
/
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to radiation
| 1 >
thari t .
horizon rec time

Figure 8: A sketch indicating the rdle ofC 0old D ark M atter in m agnifying prin ordialdensity
perturbations via gravitational instability, while the baryons are still coupled to radiation.

Simulations of structure f©m ation indicate that any coam ological
constant isunlikely to be lJarge enough to alleviate signi cantly the (non-
existent) age problem . M oreover, peculiar m otions on the scale of galac—
tic clusters seem to be larger than expected in cold dark m atter m odels
w ith tilt. Assummar:izedjnFjg.@m ixed dark m atterm odels ) Seem s
to ttheobservationaldata bestBd. A though it hasbeen suggested t
there m ay be m ore than one species of neutrino w ith sin ilar m assestd,
the sin plest hypothesis, which is consistent w ith the seesaw m ass m a—
trix @) , iIs that one neutrino, m ost lkely the , dom inatesthe hot dark
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m atter density. In such a m ixed dark m atter m odel, one would have
m 5eV a7)

M oreover, such a m ass E) is quite consistent w ith the valie ofm

2 10 ? eV expected in the M SW interpretation of the solar neutrino
de cit, and the ratio m =m ¢)? expected in the sin ple seesaw m odel
(ﬁ) . If true, the estin ate @) suggests an optim ization of accelerator
searches for neutrino oscillations down to m 2 10 ev?.

COBE —>»

50hIMpc — 5
(Bulk velocities)

30h™1 Mpc
(Cluster correlations)

~10h"1 Mpc > |

- MDM :m,, =5eV
(Cluster density)

. aced CcDM
~1h'1 Mpc > Biased CDM
(Galaxy velocities) <

(Gasin
protogalaxies)

"Standard deviations"

Figure 9: A sketch indicating the relative successes ofdi erent m odels of structurefpm ation,
as com pared w ith di erent types of astrophysical and cosm ological dataBd.

6 N eutralinos

W e have already addressed the possibility that a m assive neutrino m ight
constitute hot dark m atter in the Universe. W hether this is necessary is
still an open question: what seem s m uch better established is the need
for a Jarge am ount of cold dark m atter, at least on a cosm ological scale
if in ation is to be accepted, and also on a galactic scale if m odels of
structure form ation are to bebelieved. T he question of In m ediate exper—
in ental interest ishow m uch dark m atter ofwhat typem ay be present in
the galactic halo that surrounds us. T his is presum ably not constitu

of neutrinos, because they would not cluster on such a small scaled.
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Recently a couple of observational program m es have seen m icrolensj
events interpreted as due to sub-solarm ass ob j in the galactic halofd.
Thebest estim ate ofthe M ACHO collaborationd is that about halfour
halo could be in this barggnic form , and perhaps even all of it, w hereas
the ERO S coﬂabomtjonrﬁ seam s to rule out this probability. Even if
60% orm ore of our galactic halo is In the form ofm icrolensing ob Ects,
onem ay anticigate a localdensity of cold dark m atter particles of 10 25
gan > orm orjexﬁ .

M y favourite candidate for this cold dark m atter is the lightest super-
sym m etric particle, usually thought to be a neutralino, ie., som e m gx—
ture of the spin-1=2 supersym m etric partners of the 7 °, andH J'ggsE .
Fig.10 show s the lower lim it on the neutralino ss established (m odulo
certain loopholes) by the ALEPH collaborationH on the basis ofun
cessful sparticle searchesat LEP 1 and 1.5. There is a good likelihood
that the coan ological relic density of neutralinosm ay lieqin the range of
interest to In ationary cosm gdegists: 0:1 < h? < 03, Asalso seen
in Fig. 10, the ALEPH lim itld m ay be strengthened (and its loopholes
rem O ) if one postulates that the neutralino density alls w thin this
range .

Both ofthese ana]ysesBE arebased on the assum ption that sparticle
m asses have certain universality properties which m ay not be valid. If
these asum ptions are relaxed, the lowerbound on them ass of the lightest
neutralinom ay not be a qualitatively, but its phenom enology m ay
be signi cantly m odi ed I, perhaps changing from a m ainly gaugino
com position to am ainly higgsino com position as seen n Fig.11. Such a
change can also alter the prospects for neutralino searches, as we discuss

next.
T hree strategies for such searches are favoured: neutralino anniila—
tion in the ctic halo which yields stable particles (p;e+ ; ;) In the

coam ic raysld, which will be explored by the AM S satellite, annihila—
tion after capture w ithin the Sun or E arth, which m ay yield high-energy
neutrinos detectable In underground def rs (either directly or via the

s generated by  interactions E rock) B, and elastic scattering on a
nuclear target in the laboratorytH.

SFor L@dates of this analysis to include the prelin inary results of higherenergy LEP 2
data, see
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Figure10: TheALEPH lower Iim Itﬂ on the lightest neutralinom assm  (short-dashed line)
as a function of the ratio of H iggs vacuum expectation values tan , which has an im portant
Joophole indicated by the double arrow , is com pared w ith the absolute low er lim its obtained
from a com bination with other e' e experim ents (dotted line), w ith that inferred from the
D 0 experim ent (long-dashed line), and those obtained from com bining phenom enological
and cosm ological considerations, both w ith (solid line) and without (dot-dashed liney-the
supplem entary theoretical assum ption of dynam ical electrow eak sym m etry breakingld.
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Figure 11: The preferred com position of the lightest neutralino m ay change from being
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laxed 4.
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In the second case, which is of particular interest to neutrino physi-
cists, annihilation follow s the passage ofrelic neutralinosthrough the Sun
or E arth accom panied by scattering and the loss of recodl energy, w hich
is what causes the the neutralinos to becom e trapped
neutralino anniilation products w ill be som e energetic neutrinos from

or heavy-quark decays, which can escape from the core of the Sun or
Earth and be detected in underground experin ents, either directly or
indirectly asm entioned above. Underground search experin ch
as Baksan are now Im posing signi cant constraints on m odelst=t4, as
seen In Fig.12. Thistype of search isprom ising for the fi1 generation

of experim ents that includes Baikal, N estor and Am anda
that needs to be
neutrinos oscillate
sion ofthe solar

. Among the

. One point
tched is the possbility that also these high-energy
. In particular, there could be a signi cant suppres—
ux and a corresponding enhancem ent of the

e UX

if the largeangle M SW solution to the low -energy solar-neutrino de cit
is correct. This in plies the need for som e caution in interpreting upper
lim its on the ux ofm uonsgenerated by high-energy neutrinos from the

Sun.

Muons with E,>1 GeV from the Sun (km'2 yr‘l)
B B
o o

=
o

=
o

Figure 12: Upper lim its on energetic neutrino em ission from the Sun d
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annihilations are already beginning to exclide certain m odelskd.
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T he direct detﬁ:jon of the elastic scattering of neutralinos on nuclei
in the laboratory is also a prom ising technique. There are in por—
tant contributions to the scattering m atrix elem ents from both spin—
dependent and spin-independent f© . The fom er are detem ned by
axialcurrent m atrix elem ents re]atel’;@ to that appearing in neutron
decay ﬂ, w hereas the latter are related to the di erent quark contribu-
tions to the nucleon m ass. These spin—-independent forces are coherent
for heavy nuclei,gnd lkely to dom inate for favoured detector m ate—
rials such as Geld. Recent upper lin its on the spin-dependent and
soin—-indgpendent elastic dark-m atter scattering rates were shown at this
m eetingtd . Eventually, such experin ents should in prove signi cantly in
sensitivity, and m ay be able to com pete w j#h, and com plem ent, acceler-
ator searches for supersym m etric particlestd.

7 The CERN Experim entalP rogramm e

T he large accelerator laboratories such as Fem ilab and CERN have not
been very much in evidence at this m eeting, re ecting the long-tem
trend of neutrino physics tow ards non-accelerator experin ents. N ever—
theless, accelerator lJaboratories do have in portant roles to play, and I
would lke to m ention brie y som e of the neutrino and neutrino-related
activities at my hom e laboratory, CERN .

A s you know, the sent CERN rt-baseline neutrino oscillation
experin ents, CHORU éﬁandNO M ADH, willcontinue taking data until
the end 0£1997. Two other neutrino-rglated experim ents have also been
taking data during 1996. One is SPY H, which has m easured charged—
particle yields in p-Be collisions, with a view to the better calbbration
of accelerator beam s and perhaps better predictions for atm ospheric

uxes. The other is NA 55 H, which has been m easuring neutron pro-—
duction In collisions, w ith a view to unde: ding better thispossble
background for atm ospheric experin entsHd.

Another activity at CERN isCO SM O LEP, which seeks to the
detectors of LEP experin ents to look at extended air showerstd. The
use of L3, to m easure the atm ospheric ux has also been approved
recently 4. This could reduce signi cantly the current uncertainties in
the ux, enabling one to detemm ine w hetherX am iokande and IM B have
been seeing too few and/or toom any .

There are also extensive discussions taking place at CERN about
the possibility of one orm ore fiture experim ents following CHORU S
and NOM AD . One of these possbilities is an idea to usea beam at

d1t should be em phasized that the naive quark m odel is not a good guide to the m agni-
tudes of these m at@( elem ents, in particular since there is a signi cant contrioution from
the s 5S current
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the P S accelerator to probe the LSND clain H . Another possibility is a
short-baselin perin ent at the CERN SPS,asa Pllow-up toCHORU S
and NOM ADH. Tak ofamedium -baseline experin ent using a detector
in the Jura m oyxtains, about 20km away from CERN, has also been
revived LQ . A nother attractive option would be a long-baseline
experin ent sending a beam to the G ran Sasso laboratory, 730 km
aw ay, which m ight be accom panied by a nearby detector near or under
the G eneva airport.

In my view, one of the m ost interesting options on this list is the
short—baﬁjne followup to CHORUS and NOMAD .TheCOSMOS ex—
perin entHd planned for Femm ilab is very prom ising, but it isa long tim e
in the future, and, as Iem phasized earlier, one should alv ays require con—

m ation in the neutrino business. O n the oﬂ@r hand, there already
two entries In the long-baseline race, LBLE and M INOSEK ., M ore—
over, the m otivations for neutrino oscillations detectable In a suitable
short-baseline experin ent, nam ely hot dark m atter, the seesaw m echa—
nism and the solar neutrino de cit, rem ain just as strong as ever. The
only change, perhaps, is a trend towards a slightly lower neutrino m ass
for the cosm ological hot dark m atter. A s already m entioned, thism ight
suggest a som ew hat low er neutrino energy and/or longer baseline for any
follow -up experin ent, which ism otivated whether ornot CHORU S and
NOMAD nd anything In their present data sets.

8 Conclusion

To conclude this tak, I present a possble chronology of future neu-
trino experin ents and others of potential interest to this comm unity.
An exciting era is opening up, w ith m a pr new experin ents such as Su-
perkam iokande and LEP 2 starting to take data. Some of the majpr
issues In particle physics have a chance of being resolved by the tin e of
N eutrino 98, w ith the opening up of new dom ains of exploration for the
H iggs boson, supersym m etric particles and neutrino m asses. Let us all
cross allam enable body parts, and hope for progress by the next m eeting
in this serdes!
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Possbl Chronology of Future N eutrino and R elated E xperin ents

Year A ccelerator O ther N on-accelerator
N eutrino A ccelerator E xperin ents
E xperin ents E xperin ents
1996 CHORUS, LEP 2,SPY, AMANDA,Baial,
NOMAD COSMOLEP, SK K, Chooz,
NAS55 H om estake Iodine
1997 LSND Cogam oL3 SNO,
Palo Verde
1998 | KARM EN upgrade AM S,
GNO?
1999 LBLE (12 Ge&V) B factordes, BOREXINO,
HERA B ICARUS 600t
2000 ALADINO /NOE/ 02 ! 02ev?
TENOR/HELLAZ/
Ul ICARUS?
2001 COSMOS, MAP?
M INOS
2002
2003 LBLE (50 G&V) COBRAS/SAMBA?
2004 BAND?
2005 LHC 02 ! 0lev?
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