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1 Introduction

W e can startwith the question:why are neutrino propertiesespecially inter-

esting? Recallthatin the m inim alstandard m odelthere are no righthanded

neutrinosand furtherm ore lepton num berisconserved so neutrinoscan have

neitherDirac norM ajorana m asses.Furtherm ore,with zero m asses,the m ix-

ing anglesin thecharged weak currentareallzero.Any evidencefornon-zero

m asses or m ixing angles is evidence for physics beyond the standard m odel

and hence potentially a powerfultool.Besides,the m assesand m ixing angles

are fundam entalparam eterswhich willhave to be explained by the eventual

theory offerm ion m asses. M asslessneutrino can be guaranteed by im posing

chiralsym m etry. Since chiralsym m etry and justm asslessnessare di�cultto

distinguish atpresent,onecan ask ifthereareany otherfundam entalreasons

form � tobezero,such asgaugeinvarianceforthephoton and graviton m asses.

Theonly otherm asslessparticlesweknow areNam bu-G oldstoneparticlesdue

tospontaneousbreakingofglobalsym m etries.If� wassuch aparticleitwould

obey soft-� theorem sanaloguesofsoft� theorem s1. Hence any am plitude A

with � asan externalparticleofm om entum q should satisfy

1im A(�)= 0

q� ! 0

i.e. A should vanish linearly asq. Thisadditionaldependence ofam plitudes

on the neutrino m om entum ,for exam ple,would distort K urie plots for beta

decay grossly from linearity.Sinceno such deviationsareobserved wecan rest

assured thatneutrino isnota Nam bu-G oldstoneparticle.Hence the neutrino

aBased on lectures delivered at the ICTP Sum m er School on H igh Energy Physics and

Cosm ology,Trieste,June 16-20,1997.
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isneithera gaugeparticlenora Nam bu-G oldstoneparticleand isnotrequired

to be m assless.

O nce neutrinos have m asses,by analogy we expect that the only distin-

guishing feature between 
avors is di�erent m asses and m ixings. Hence we

would expect�e;�� and �� (orthe corresponding m asseigenstates�1;�2 and

�3)to havedi�erentm assesin general.

Letm e review brie
y the kindsofneutrino m assesthatcan arise.Let L

and �R betwo-com ponentchiral(W eyl)�elds;with �R �  c
L and �L � �cR the

chargeconjugates.Then therearetwo kindsofM ajoranam assterm spossible:

m L
� L �R + h:c: (a) (1)

m R
��R �L + h:c: (b)

Theseviolatelepton num berby 2unitsand theterm (2a)violatesweak SU (2)

and has�I = 1 whereas(2b)has�I = 0:TheDiracm assterm transform ing

as�I = 1

2
isgiven by

m D

�
� L �R + h:c:

�
(2)

and conserveslepton num ber.

In the standard m odel,forexam ple,with particleassignm ents:

�
�e

e

�

L

eR (3)

theelectron getsaDiracm assm e(�eL eR + h:c:).Ifthereisa�eR and �e alsogets

aDiracm assm �e (��eL �eR + h:c:)then itisdi�culttounderstand why m �e=m e

issuch asm allnum ber(< 10� 5):Atleastsorunsan oft-quoted sentim ent(O ne

should bearin m ind thatm e=m t < 10� 5 and isequally hard to understand!)

In any case,m i for allneutrinos are very sm allcom pared to other ferm ion

m asses.How isitpossibleto getvery sm allm assesforneutrinos? Som eofthe

possibilitiesthathavebeen discussed in the literatureare:

i)Arrange the theory so thatattree leveland atone loop levelm � = 0.

The �rstnon-zero contribution arisesattwo-loop leveland hence oneexpects

m �e � �2m e which gives�e m assin eV range!Sim ilarly m �� and m �� would

bein 100eV and few K eV range.W hethertheneutrinosareDiracorM ajorana

particlesdependson the detailed m odel.

ii) The See-Saw M echanism 2: In the generalcase when both Dirac and

M ajorana m assterm sarepresent,thereisa 2x2 m assm atrix forevery 
avor.

�
� L ��L

�
�
m L m D

m D m R

��
�R

�R

�

(4)
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Thishaseigenvaluesm 1 and m 2 and theeigenstates�1;�2 areM ajorana.

Thecasewhen m 1 = m 2 isthespecialonewhich allowsfora conserved lepton

num ber to be de�ned and gives a 4 com ponent Dirac particle. In the case

where m R is m uch larger than the others,e.g. m R > > m D > > m L the e.

valuessim plify to

m 1
�= m

2

D =m R (5)

m 2
�= m R

and m 1 < < m D .So m � can be m uch sm allerthan a typicalm D say m e.

In thiscase,i)�0sareM ajoranaparticlesand ii)them asshierarchy in �0s

isexpected to be

m �e=m �� =m �� � m
2

e=m
2

�=m
2

� (6)

orm 2

u=m
2

c=m
2

t etc.

Letm e rem ind you ofsom e speci�c scenariosforneutrino m asses:(i)No

�0R s exist. Lepton num ber is a globalsym m etry and spontaneously broken

via the vacuum expectation value (vev)ofan I= 1 com plex scalar�eld 3.The

coupling ofthe neutral�eld so �0s give the left-handed �0s a M ajorana m ass

(m L ). The m asslessNam bu-G oldstone �eld is the M ajoron. The m assesm �

rem ain arbitrary. O ne can also consider the I= 1 com plex �eld as a way of

expressing a productoftwo I = 1

2
\standard" Higgsm ultiplets.(b)�R ’sexist

4.Thisisthecasein som euni�cation groups,(SO (10),E 6 etc).In oneclassof

m odelsm L
�= 0 and m R 6= 0 and correspondsto theusualsee-saw m echanism .

In a m ore generalcase one can envisage m L 6= 0;m R 6= 0 and the possibility

that m 1 and m 2 m ay be close and the m ixing angle � m ay be large! Then

forthree 
avorsthere isa 6x6 m ixing m atrix and m ixing with 3 sterile (I= 0)

neutrinos.

The currentexperim entallim itson neutrino m assesare5:

m �e < 4 eV (7)

m �� < 170 K eV

m �� < 18:2 M eV

Allofthesearedirect,kinem atic lim itsfrom Laboratory experim ents.

W ith non-zerom asses,in generalthereism ixingi.e.m asseigenstatesm ay

notbeidenticaltoweakeigenstates.In them ostgeneralcasethem ixingcan be

between thethree
avors�e;����:Forsim plicity,letus�rstconsidertwo
avor

m ixingbetween �e and ��:with them asseigenstates�1 and �2(m 2 > m 1).For

two 
avorm ixing (say �e and ��).Thestandard form sforsurvivalprobability

3



and conversion probability aregiven by

Pee(L) = 1� sin2 2� sin2
�
�m2L

4E

�

Pe�(L) = sin2 2� sin2
�
�m2L

4E

�

(8)

for a neutrino starting out as �e. Here � is the m ixing angle �m2 = m 2

2
�

m 2

1
; L = ct and the ultra-relativistic lim it E = p + m

2

2p
has been taken.

Although these form ulae6 are usually derived in plane wave approxim ation

with p1 = p2,ithasbeen shown thata carefulwave packettreatm entyields

the sam e results. W hen the argum ent ofthe oscillating term (�m
2
L

4E
) is too

sm all,no oscillationscan be observed.W hen itism uch largerthan one then

dueto thespread ofE atthesourceor�niteenergy resolution ofthedetector

the oscillating term e�ectively averagesoutto 1/2.

Therearesom eobviousconditionsto bem etforoscillationsto takeplace
7. As the beam travels,the wave packet spreads and the m ass eigenstates

separate.Ifthewidth �x rem ainsgreaterthan theseparation then oscillations

willoccur;butiftheseparation isgreater,then twoseparatepulsesof�1 (m ass

m 1)and �2 (m assm 2)registerin thedetectorwith intensitiescos
2 � and sin2 �

separated by �t= �m
2

2E 2 (L=c).In principle,theintensitiesaswellasoscillation

expressionsshould re
ecttheslightly di�erentdecay widthsfordi�erentm ass

eigenstatesbutthisisofnopracticalim portance.Thesam eexpressionsrem ain

valid ifthe m ixing iswith a sterile neutrino with no weak interactions.Since

the sterile neutrino hasno weak interactions,noteven neutralcurrent,there

is an apparentnon-conservation ofprobability. In general,to describe 
avor

m ixing am ong three 
avors,a 3x3 analog ofK obayashi-M askawa m atrix is

necessary.To describethegeneralm ixing of3 
avorsand 3 sterilestatesa 6x6

unitary m atrix iscalled for. In this case,the 3x3 
avorm ixing m atrix is,of

course,notunitary due to leakageto the sterilesector.

In general,there willbe CP violation due to phasesin the m ixing m atrix
8.The deviation ofP (�� ! ��;t)� P (��� ! ���;t)from 0 isa m easureofCP

violation. P (�� ! ��;t)and P (��� ! ���;t)are equalby CPT.Anotherway

to check CP isfollow a single probability overa long tim e (distance)and do

a Fourieranalysis.IfitcontainsA+ B coswt+ C sinwt.. then C 6= 0 im plies

CP violation.If��P (�� ! ��t)�
4

3
then eitherCP isviolated orthere are

m orethan threestatesm ixing.Anotherinteresting testcan bedoneusing �;��

beam sfrom bean dum p orK L decay.If(�e� ��e)=(�e+ ��e)or(��� ���)=(��+ ���)

are non-zero,CP isviolated. There are also T-violating correctionsin 
avor

changing decayssuch as� ! �eee;� ! �e�e etc.,ofthe kind �:(P1 � P2). An

4



old observation 9 which has becom e relevant recently is the following: it is

possible forneutrinosto be m asslessand notorthogonal. Forexam ple,with

threeneutrino m ixing wehave

�e = Ue1�1 + Ue2�2 + Ue3�3 (9)

�� = U�1�1 + U�2�2 + U�3�3

Suppose m 1 = m 2 = 0 butm 3 isnon-zero and m 3 > Q whereQ isthe energy

released in �� decay or�� decay producing �e and �� beam s.Then �e and ��
willhavezero m assesbutwillnotbe orthogonal:

< �e j�� > = � U
�

e3U�3 6= 0 (10)

(Scenarios sim ilar to this are realized in com bined �ts to solar and LSND

neutrino anom alies).Incidentally,the\�e" and
00��" produced in Z decay will

not be m assless and willbe nearly orthogonal! This exam ple illustrates the

factthatneutrino 
avorisnota preciseconceptand isprocessdependent.

Ifa heavierneutrino �H ism ixed with �e and �� with m assin the range

K eV to M eV it can show up in the abrupt changes of phase space as the

Q -value in a decay process passes m �H . This sim ple and obvious idea was

�rstexploited in 1963 10. Typically one expects kinksin energy spectrum in

�-decay,K e3;�e3 K �3 etc. So far such searches have yielded nullresults.

Sim ilarsearchescan also be m ade in 2-body decayssuch as� ! ��� for�0s

ofanom alousm om enta.

O scillationsofm asslessneutrinos arise under two circum stances. O ne is

when gravitationalcouplingsofneutrinosare
avornon-diagonal.Forexam ple,

�1 and �2 m ay coupleto gravity with di�erentstrengths:

H gr = f1G E ;� + f2 G E 2� (11)

where � is the gravitationalpotential. Then if�e and �� are m ixtures of�1
and �2 with a m ixing angle �,oscillations willoccur with a 
avor survival

probability given by11

P = 1� sin2 2� sin2
�
1

2
�f�E L

�

(12)

for a constant potential�. IfLorentz invariance is violated with neutrinos

being velocity eigenstatescorrespondingto di�erentm axim um velocities;then

also thereareoscillationswith P given by12

P = 1� sin2 2� sin2
�
1

2
vE L

�

(13)
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In both thesecases,thedependenceofoscillationsison (EL)to becontrasted

to L/E dependence ofconventionaloscillations.

M atterE�ects:In traversing thru m atter,the coherent forward scatter-

ing ofneutrinos with m atter gives rise to e�ective interaction energy which

distinguishes�e from other
avors.The resultis

�H = �

p
2G F

2m N

�(Ye � 1=2Yn)

for�e’sand (14)

�H = �

p
2G F

2m N

�(� 1=2Yn)

for ��’s and ��’s. The + sign for �’s and -sign for ��’s,� is the density of

m atter and Ye and Yn are the num ber ofelectron and neutrons respectively

pernucleon.Thereisno such term forsterileneutrinos13.

As a result ofthis,the m ixing angles and �m2’s in m atter are di�erent

from their vacuum value. The m ost interesting result is the fact that for a

given value of�m2,m ixing angle and neutrino energy,there is always som e

valueofdensity � wherethem atteranglebecom es450 i.e.ism axim al14.This

is true no m atter how sm allthe vacuum m ixing angle is. Furtherm ore,this

enhancem entcan only occurforeither�’sorfor��’sbutnotforboth.Another

related resultisthat(aslong asYe �
1

2
Yn > 0)�e in m atterhashigherenergy

than ��e and ��� hashigherenergy than ��. Hence ifthere are lepton-num ber

violating couplingsto say,a m asslessM ajoron,then decayssuch as15

�e ! ��e + M (15)

can occurin m atterbutnotin vacuum .M attere�ectsareim portantforsolar

neutrinos (if�m2 � 10� 4 to 10� 7ev2);for upcom ing atm ospheric neutrinos

and can be forsupernova neutrinos.

�� Decays: For neutrinos below 1 M eV,the only decay m odes possible

are

(1)�� ! �� + 


(2)�� ! �� + �i��i
(3)�� ! ��� + M :

(16)

Thedecay ratefortheradiativem ode,atoneloop level,in thestandard m odel

isgiven by

�1 =
G 2

F m 5

�

128�4

�
9

16

�
�

�

�
�
�
�
�

X

i

�
m i

m W

� 2

Ui� U
�

i�

�
�
�
�
�

2

(17)
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assum ing m � > > m �.Cosm ologicaland SN1987A lim itson thism ode are of

order�=B R 1024s.Therateforthe3� m odedependson whetheritisoneloop

induced orwhetherthere isG IM violation attreelevel

�2(1� loop) =
G 2

F m 5

�

128�3

�
�2

8�2

� �
�
�
�
�

�m 2

j

m 2

W

Uj� U
�

�j

�
�
�
�
�

2

�2(tree) =
�2G F 2

192�3
m

5

� (18)

Itisnoteasytoarrangeforthisdecay ratetobesigni�cant.Thedecay ratefor

M ajoron orfam ilon decay m odedependson theunknown Yukawa coupling,g,

M agnetic Dipole M om ent: A M ajorana particle cannot have a non-zero

m agnetic dipole m om ent. Hence for a non-zero m agnetic dipole m om ent ei-

therneutrino isa Diracparticleorthe dipole m om entisa transition m om ent

between two di�erentM ajorana states(e.g.�eL and �c�R
):

In the standard m odel,the oneloop calculation yields16

��e =
3m eG F

4
p
2 �2

m �e�B (19)

which is3:10� 19(m �=eV )�B :W ith m ixing to aheavy lepton ofm L � 100G eV

and m ixing�e� �L of0.1,thiscan beenhanced to10� 14�B :Thesim plestm od-

i�cationsofstandard ofm odelwhich can yield largem agneticdipolem om ent

for�e areoneswith extra scalar�elds.

Double Beta Decay: O fparticular interestfor neutrino properties is the

neutrino-lessvariety:

(A;Z)! (A;Z + 2)+ e
� + e

�
: (20)

This can only happen if�c � � and m � 6= 0( or �e m ixes with a m assive

M ajoranaparticle).Thedecay ratedependson them � and thenuclearm atrix

elem ent17.

� �=
1

2:1015yr
[M G T ]

2
F�G c (21)

where G c isthe Coulum b correction factor,F� = m 2

�=m
2

e f(�e=m e)and M G T

isthe nuclearm atrix elem ent.

M G T � < f

�
�
�
�
�
m
X

1

n �
+

m �
+

n �m :�nr
� 1

m n

�
�
�
�
�
i> (22)

Thisisin the lim itofsm allm �.The strongestlim itson are forG e ofalm ost

10� 24 yr.� 1. Using calculated nuclearm atrix elem ents this placesa lim iton

7



a M ajorana m assfor�e ofm
M
�e
~<1eV . Eventually the m atrix elem entcan be

extracted from 2� double�-decay.W ith thenextgeneration itm ay bepossible

to lowerthe bound to 0.2 -0.3 eV.

2 A tm ospheric N eutrinos

The cosm ic ray prim aries produce pions which on decays produce �0�s and

�0es by the chain � ! ���, � ! e�e��:Hence, one expects a ��=�e ratio

of2:1. As energies increase the �0s do not have enough tim e (decay length

becom es greater than 15-20 km ) and the ��=�e ratio increases. Also at low

energiesthe� 
ux isalm ostindependentofzenith angle;athigh energiesdue

to com petition between �-decay and �-interaction the fam ous\sec(�)" e�ect

takesover.Since the absolute 
ux predictionsare besetwith uncertaintiesof

about20% ,it isbetter to com pare predictions ofthe ratio (which m ay have

only a 5% uncertainty)��=�e to data in the form ofthe fam ousdouble ratio

R = (��=�e)data=(��=�e)m c.

Fortheso-called \contained" eventswhich forK am iokandeand IM B cor-

respond to visible energiesbelow about1.5 G eV,the weighted world average

(before SuperK am iokande) is R = 0:64� 0:06 18. This includes allthe data

from IM B,K am iokande,Frejus,Nusex and Soudan.The new SuperK results

are com pletely consistentwith this19. Itm ay be worthwhile to recallallthe

doubtsand concernswhich havebeen raised aboutthisanom aly(i.e.deviation

ofR from 1)in the pastand theirresolution. (i)Since initially the anom aly

wasonly seen in W aterCerenkov detectors,the question wasraised whether

theanom aly wasspeci�cto waterCerenkov detectors.Sincethen,ithasbeen

seen in a tracking detector i.e. SO UDAN II.(ii) Related to the above was

the concern whether e=� identi�cation and separation was really as good as

claim ed by K am iokande and IM B.The beam tests at K EK established that

this wasnot a problem 20. (iii) The �e and �� cross-sectionsat low energies

arenotwellknown;howevere� � universality should hold apartfrom known

kinem atice�ects.(iv)Ifm ore�+
0

sthan ��
0

sareproduced,then even though

theratioof2/1ispreserved thereisan asym m etryin ��e=�e versus���=��.Since

� cross-sectionsarelargerthan �� cross-sections,the double ratio R would be-

com esm allerthan 121.However,to explain the observed R,�+
0

s would have

to dom inate over ��
0

s by 10 to 1,which is extrem ely unlikely and there is

no evidence forsuch an e�ect. (v)Cosm ic ray m uonspassing thru near(but

outside) the detector could create neutrals (especially neutrons) which enter

thetank unobserved and then create�0
0

s faking \e" likeevents22.Again this

e�ect reduces R.However,K am iokande plotted their events versus distance

from walland did not �nd any evidence for m ore \e" events near the walls

8



23. (vi)Finally,the m easurem entof� 
ux atheightsof10-15 km to tag the

parentparticlesassuggested by Perkinswasperform ed by the M ASS collab-

oration24.Thisshould help decrease the uncertainty in the expected (��=�e)


ux ratio even further. Itseem sthat the anom aly is realand doesnothave

any m undaneexplanation.

W e now turn to an explanation in term s ofneutrino oscillations25. De-

viation ofR obs=R M C from 1 is fairly uniform over zenith angle and is m ost

pronounced in the charged lepton energy range 200-700 M eV which corre-

spondsto neutrino energiesfrom 300 M eV t0 1.2 G eV.Ifwe are to interpret

thisde�citof�e’s(and/orexcessof�e’s)asbeing dueto neutrino oscillations,

the relevant param eters are determ ined rather easily. The typicalheight of

production,h,is about15-20 km above ground and for a zenith angle � the

distancetraveled by the neutrino beforereaching the detectoris

L(�)= R

�q

(1+ h=R)2 � sin2 � � cos�

�

(23)

where R isthe radiusofthe earth. Allowing forangularsm earing due to the

scattering and �nite angular resolution one �nds that neutrino path lengths

vary between 30 and 6500 km ,and hence L=E can vary between 25 km /G eV

and 20,000 km /G eV.Since the data (pre-SuperK ) did not show any L (i.e.

�)orE dependence one wasled to inferthatthe oscillationshad already set

in atE � � 1 G eV and L � 30km and hence �m2 could notbe m uch sm aller

than 10� 2eV 2.Asforthe m ixing angle�,ifP denotesthe averageoscillation

probability i.e.P = sin22� < sin2 �m2L=4E > � 1

2
sin2 2�;then R = 1� P in

caseof�� � �� oscillationsand for�� � �e oscillations

R =
1� (1� r)P

1+ (1=r� 1)P
(24)

where r = N (�e)=N (��)in absence ofoscillationsand m ost
ux calculations

yield r � 0.45. Since R isnearly 0.6,large m ixing anglesoforder300 to 450

arecalled for,�� � �e m ixing needing som ewhatsm allerone.Detailed �tsby

K am iokandeand IM B,beartheseexpectationsoutalthough som ewhatbigger

range ofparam eters�m2 up to 4:10� 3eV 2 and m ixing anglesup to 200) are

allowed.

Iftheatm osphericneutrino anom aly isindeed dueto neutrino oscillations

asseem sm oreand m orelikely;onewould liketoestablish justwhatthenature

ofoscillationsis.Therehavebeen severalproposalsrecently.O neisto de�ne

an up-down asym m etry for�0s aswellase0s asfollows26:

A � = (N d
� � N

u
� )=(N

d
� + N

u
� ) (25)

9



where� = eor�,dand u stand fordowncom ing(�Z = 0to�=2)and upcom ing

(�Z = �=2 to �) respectively. A� is a function ofE �. The com parison of

A �(E �)todatacan distinguish variousscenariosfor�-oscillationsrathereasily
26.Thisasym m etry hastheadvantagethatabsolute
ux cancelsoutand that

statistics can be large. It can be calculated num erically or analytically with

som esim pleassum ptions.O necan plotA e versusA � foravariety ofscenarios:

(i)�� � �� (or�� � � sterile)m ixing,(ii)�� � �e m ixing,(iii)three neutrino

m ixing (iv)m assless� m ixing etc.

The generalfeaturesofthe asym m etry plotare easy to understand. For

��� ��(or��� �st)case,A � increaseswith energy,and A e rem ains0;for��� �e
m ixing,A e and A � have opposite signs;the three neutrino cases interpolate

between theabovetwo;forthem asslesscasetheenergydependenceisopposite

and the asym m etries decrease as E � is increased;when both �� and �e m ix

with sterile �0s, both A � and A e are positive etc. W ith enough statistics,

itshould be relatively straightforward to determ ine which isthe correctone.

Prelim inary indicationspointto �� � �� asthe culprit.There isalso another

suggestion27 which can in principledistinguish �� � �� from �� � �st m ixing.If

oneconsidersthetotalneutralcurrenteventratedivided by thetotalcharged

currenteventrate;theratio isessentially then.c.crosssection divided by the

c.c.crosssection.W ith �� � �st oscillationstheratio rem ainsunchanged since

�st hasneithern.c.norc.c.interactionsand the num eratorand denom inator

change equally (�� � �e case is even sim pler: nothing changes);however,in

�� � �� case the denom inatordecreasesand the ratio isexpected to increase

by

�
1+ r

P + r

�

� 1:5,(here r = N 0

�e=N
0

�� � 1=2 and P = 1=2 = �� survival

probability).O fcourse,itisdi�cultto isolateneutralcurrentevents;butitis

proposed to select�N ! ��0N and �N ! ‘�� N eventsand theK am iokande

data seem to favor�� � �� over�� � �st or�� � �e
27.

Thenew datafrom SuperK am iokandeseem19 toruleoutallnon-oscillation

explanations,prefer a value for �m2 near 5:10� 3 eV 2 with large m ixing and

also prefer�� � �� over�� � �e.�� � �e m ixing isalso excluded asa resultof

the new CHO O Z data28.

IfwescaleL and E each by thesam eam ount,say � 100,weshould again

seelargee�ects.Hence,upcom ing thrugoing�0swhich correspond to E � 100

G eV on the average,with path lengths ofL ~> 2000 km should be depleted.

Therearedata from K olarG old Fields,Baksan,K am iokande,IM B,M ACRO ,

SO UDAN and now SuperK .Itisdi�culttotesttheeventratefor� � depletion

sincethereareno �0esto take
ux ratiosand theabsolute
ux predictionshave

30% uncertainties. However,there should be distortions ofthe zenith angle

distribution and there seem sto be som eevidence forthis.
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3 Solar N eutrinos

Since the work ofvon W eizsacker29,Bethe30 and Critch�eld in the 30’sand

40’s,we believe thatthe energy ofthe sun is generated by conversion ofhy-

drogen to helium .The basicreaction is

4p! 4
H e2 + 2e+ + 2�e (26)

with a release of25 M eV.M ost ofthe energy goes into producing photons

which eventually em erge as sunlight and the two neutrinos share about 2

M eV.From the fact that the energy density in sunlightt at earth’s surface

is1400Jm � 2sec� 1,itiseasy to estim atethattheneutrino 
ux attheearth is

about1011cm � 2sec� 1. These neutrinos,unlike the light,com e directly from

the center ofthe sun,and probe the interior in a unique way. The actual

energy spectrum and 
ux ofthe neutrinos depend on the interm ediate steps

in the reaction aboveasshow in the Table1 from the book by Bahcall31.

The �rstand pioneering solarneutrino detectoristhe onebuild by Davis

and his collaborators. It is a tank containing 100 000 cubic feet ofC C l4 in

Hom estate gold m ine in South Dakota. The aim is to look for the reaction

�e +
37 C l! e� + 37 Ar.TheArgon-37 decayswith a half-life of37 days.

Thetank is
ushed every m onth with helium which 
ushesouttheArgon

and then onelooksforthe radioactivity of37Ar:The num berofArgon atom s

isextrem ely sm all,the totalnum berdetected in overtwenty yearsofrunning

(1970-1997)is ofthe order ofa few hundred. The average counting rate is

alm ost1/4th ofthe expected ratein the standard solarm odel(SSM ).

Another detector is the K am iokande in a zinc m ine in K am ioka,Japan.

It consists ofabout 1000 tons ofwater surrounded by phototubes to detect

Cerenkov light em itted by charged particles. The reaction being studied is

�e + e ! �e + e where the �nalelectron em its Cerenkov lightand should be

in the sam e direction as the initial�e and hence pointaway from there sun.

Due to high background at low energies,only electrons above 7.5 M eV can

be detected. In data collected over9 years(1987-1996),the observed rate is

about 40% ofthe rate expected in SSM .Since 1990,two G allium detectors

(G allex atG ran-Sasso and SAG E in Russia),have been taking data aswell.

They are sensitive to low energy p p neutrinosvia the low threshold reaction

�e +
71 G a ! e� + 71 G e. The m ethod is chem icaland sim ilar to the Davis

experim ent.The 71G e decaysback to 71G a by e-capturewith a half-life of11

daysand the 71G a isextracted chem ically. G allex em ploys30 tonsofG aC l3
solution whereasSAG E uses60tonsofm etallicG allium .Thecurrentobserved

rateisabout50% ofthe SSM expectation.

The data from four solar neutrino detectors (Hom estake, K am iokande,

SAG E and G allex)have been discussed extensively 32. The SuperK data are
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Table 1: The pp chain in the Sun. The average num ber of pp neutrinos produced per

term ination in theSun is1.85.Forallotherneutrinosources,theaveragenum berofneutrinos

produced perterm ination isequalto (the term ination percentage/100).

Reaction Num ber Term ination �e energy

(% ) (M eV)

p+ p ! 2 H + e+ + �e 1a 100 � 0.420

or

p+ e� + p ! 2 H + �e 1 b (pep) 0.4 1.442
2H + e� ! 3 H e+ 
 2 100
3H e+ 3 H e! � + 2p 3 85

or
3H e+ 4 H e! 7 B e+ 
 4 15
7B e+ e� ! 7 Li+ �e 5 15 (90% )0.861

(10% )0.383
7Li+ p ! 2� 6 15

or
7B e+ p! 8 B + 
 7 0.02
8B ! 8 B e� + e+ + �e 8 0.02 < 15
8B e� ! 2� 9 0.02

or
3H e+ p ! 4 H e+ e+ + �e 10 (hep) 0.00002 � 18.77
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consistentwith thosefrom K am iokandebutincreasethestatisticsby an order

ofm agnitudein oneyear18;19.To analyzethesedata onem akesthefollowing

assum ptions:(i)thesun ispowered m ainly by thepp cycle,(ii)thesun isin a

steady state,(iii)neutrino m assesarezero and (iv)the�� decay spectra have

thestandard Ferm ishapes.Then itisrelatively straightforward to show using

these data with the solarlum inosity that the neutrinos from 7B e are absent

oratleasttwo experim entsarewrong33.7B e isnecessary to produce 8B and

the decay of8B has been observed;and the rate for 7B e+ e� ! � + Liis

orders ofm agnitude greaterthan 7B e+ 
 ! 8 B + p and hence it is alm ost

im possibleto �nd a \conventional" explanation forthislack of7B e neutrinos.

The sim plestexplanation isneutrino oscillations.

Assum ing thatneutrino oscillationsare responsible forthe solarneutrino

anom aly;thereareseveraldistinctpossibilities.Thereareseveraldi�erentre-

gionsin �m2� sin22� planethatareviable:(i)\Just-so"with �m2 � 10� 10eV 2

and sin2 2� � 134,(ii)M SW sm allangle with �m2 � 10� 5eV 2 and sin2 2� �

10� 2 and (iii) M SW large angle with �m2 � 10� 7eV 2 (or �m2 � 10� 5eV 2)

and sin2 2� � 1.The\just-so"ischaracterized by strongdistortion of8B spec-

trum and large real-tim e variation of
ux,especially for the 7B e line;M SW

sm allanglealso predictsdistortion ofthe 8B spectrum and a very sm all7B e�


ux and M SW large angle predicts day-night variations. These predictions

(especially spectrum distortion)willbe tested in the SuperK aswellasSNO

detectors.In particularSNO ,in addition to thespectrum ,willbeableto m ea-

sureN C=C C ratio thusacting asa 
ux m onitorand reducing thedependence

on solarm odels.

Theonly way to directly con�rm theabsenceof7B eneutrinosisby trying

to detect them with a detector with a threshold low enough in energy. O ne

such detectorunderconstruction isBorexino,which Idescribebelow 35.

Borexino is a liquid scintilator detector with a �ducialvolum e of300T;

with energy threshold for 0.25M eV,energy resolution of45 K eV and spatial

resolution of� 20cm at0.5 M eV.The PM T pulse shape can distinguish be-

tween �0s and �0s.Tim ecorrelation between adjacenteventsofupto 0.3 nsec

ispossible.W ith these features,itispossible to reduce backgroundsto a low

enough levelto be able to extract a signalfrom 7B e �0es via � � e scatter-

ing. Radioactive im purities such as 238U , 232Th and 14C have to be lower

than 10� 15;10� 16g=g and 10� 18(14C=12C )respectively.In the testtank CTF

(Counting TestFacility)containing 6T ofLS,data weretaken in 1995-96 and

thesereductionsofbackground wereachieved.Asoflastsum m er,fundsforthe

construction offullBorexino have been approved in Italy (INFN),G erm any

(DFG )and theU.S.(NSF);and construction should begin soon.TheBorexino

collaboration includesinstitutionsfrom Italy,G erm any,Hungary,Russia and

13



Table 2:Sum m ary ofcurrentdata on solarneutrinos

Expt. E th Rate/SSM

Hom estake 0.8 M eV 0:28� 0:03

K am iokande 7.5 M eV 0:42� 0:06

G allex 0.2 M eV 0:52� 0:12

SAG E 0.2 M eV 0:53� 0:17

the U.S..

W ith a FV of300T,theeventsratefrom 7B e�0sisabout50 perday with

SSM ,and if�0es convertcom pletely to ��(� = �=�)then the rate isreduced

by a factor ���e=��ee � 0:2 to about 10 per day,which is stilldetectable.

Since the eventsin a liquid scintilatorhave no directionality,one hasto rely

on the tim e variation due to the 1=r2 e�ect to verify the solar origin ofthe

events.Ifthesolution ofthesolarneutrinosisdueto\justso"oscillationswith

�m2 � 10� 10eV 2,then the eventratefrom 7B e �0s showsdram aticvariations

with periodsofm onths.

Borexino hasexcellentcapability to detectlow energy ��0es by the Reines-

Cowantechnique:��e+ p! e+ + n;n+ p! d+ 
 with 0.2m secseparatingthee+

and 
.Thisleadstopossibledetection ofterrestialand solar��0es.Theterrestial

��0escan com efrom nearbyreactorsand from 238U and 232Th underground.The

G eo-therm al��0eshaveadi�erentspectrum and arerelativelyeasytodistinguish

abovereactorbackgrounds.Thusonecan begin todistinguish am ongstvarious

geophysicalm odelsforthe U=Th distribution in the crustand m antle. Solar

��0es can arise via conversion of�e to ��� inside the sun when �e passesthru a

m agnetic �eld region in the sun (fora M ajorana m agneticm om ent)and then

��� ! ��e by the largem ixing enrouteto the earth
36.

Am ong the detectors under construction is SNO 37 (Solar Neutrino O b-

servatory) at Sudbury,Canada. This is a K iloton D 2O Cerenkov detector

sensitiveto the reactions.

�e
2

1
D ! e

�
pp; ��

2

1
D ! �pn and �e! �e (27)

i.e. CC (charged current), NC (neutralcurrent) and � � e scattering, re-

spectively with energy threshold forelectron energiesabout5 M eV.SNO can

detectspectrum distortion quite clearly and can alo con�rm depletion of�0es

by com paring NC to CC rates. SNO isexpected to begin taking data within

a year.

LSND and 3 Neutrino M ixing: W e have not discussed the LSND exper-

im entin detail. The LSND detector atLosAlam osused the neutrinosfrom

14



� ! ���;� ! e�e�� to look for ��� ! ��e (and �� ! �e)conversion.They re-

ported apositiveresult38 with �m2 � (0:5to 2)eV 2 and sin2 2� � (1� 2)10� 3.

The K ARM EN detector39 willbe able to con�rm this result within a few

m onths.Iftheseresultshold up,oneneedsfourneutrino statesto accountfor

allthe neutrino anom aliesand hence atleastonelightsterilestate.

4 Supernova N eutrinos

In February 23,1987,a supernova explosion wasseen in theLargeM agellanic

Cloud. Neutrino signals were observed in the K am iokande and the IM B de-

tectors.Beforediscussing theobserved signal,letm ebrie
y recapitulatewhat

would be expected on generalgrounds.

Thegeneralpictureofatype-IIsupernovagoeslikethis40.A red giantstar

ofm assgreaterthan 10solarm assesreachesastagewhen thecoreim plodesand

neutronization occursi.e.,e0sand p’scom bineto form n’sand �e’s:e
� + p !

n + �e. Density can increase from 1011 to 1014g=cm 3. The energy released is

about1% oftherestenergy released and theprocesstakesplacein about10� 3

sec. Subsequently the therm alneutrinos and antineutrinos(ofallkinds) are

em itted via e+ e� ! �i ��i. These have Ferm i-Dirac energy distribution with

tem peraturesofabout5 M eV for�e;��e and 10 M eV for��;��. The num ber

of� and �� are about equal,but the num ber of�� and �� are about 1/2 of

the num berof�e.The tim e intervaloverwhich the neutrino em ission lastsis

expected to be about10 secondsorso.The totalenergy em itted in neutrinos

isabout10% ofrestenergy which correspondsto (2 to 4)1053 ergs.

In waterCerenkov detectorssuch asIM B and K am iokande,the reactions

possible are (i) ��ep ! ne+ and (ii) �e ! �e and m osteventswould be from

��ep reaction sincein H 2O ,theeventrateratio for(��ep)=(�e)goesasE �=M eV

and at10M eV (which istheexpected m ean energy oftheneutrinos)isjust10.

The ��ep eventsshould show no directionalpreferencesincethecross-section is

nearly isotropicwhereasthe �e eventsshould be forward peaked.

Theneutrinoeventsseen byK am iokandeand IM B arein rem arkableagree-

m entwith thesegeneralexpectations41.Thetotalnum berofeventsseen over

about10 second intervalwas19,the energiesranged between 7 and 30 M eV

with a m ean ofabout15 M eV.Thetotalenergy in ��’swasabout3� 1052 ergs

which translatesinto 3� 1053 ergsin totalem itted energy in neutrinos. The

angulardistribution isnearly 
atasexpected with a slightforward preference

and one eventisperhapsbetterinterpreted asa �e event. A �tto Ferm i(or

M axwell)distribution suggestsatem peraturefor�e in therange3.5to 5 M eV.

Therewasalso detection ofa few events42 by theLSD detectorin M ontBianc

and by a sim ilar detector in Baksan,but there are questions about how to
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interpretthese eventsand we shallignore them . Iwillnow listthe neutrino

propertiesthatcan be constrained tightly and uniquely by these few events.

(1)�e lifetim e:Sincetheexpected num berof��e’sarrived form LM C,they

lived atleastaslong asthe 
ight-tim e.The
ightpath isabout52 kiloparsec

which correspondsto a 
ight-tim e (atspeed oflight)of5� 1012 sec. Hence

thelaboratory life-tim efor10 M eV �e’sisgreaterthan 5� 1012 sec.Thelim it

in the rest-fram e is(m �=10 M eV )5� 1012 sec. If�e isnota m asseigenstate

butthereisa m ixing,then atleastone(thelowest)eigenstateshould have(a)

largecom ponentof�e and (b)livelongerthan 5� 1012 sec.

(2) �e photonic decay: In observations by a satellite during the 10 sec

period oftheSN 1987A neutrinoburst,no gam m araysofenergiesin therange

(1 to 10 M eV)wereseen43.Since the num berdensity of�e’sdue to SN1987a

wasabout1010 percm 2,one can plate a lim itof1022 sec on ��e=B :R,where

B.R isthe branching ratio of�e to decay into photons.Thislim itisvalid for

m � < 200 eV even for�� and ��

(3)�e m ass:From thedata weknow thatlargestspread in arrivaltim esis

�t� 10 sec and the largestenergy spread isbetween 10 and 30 M eV.Iftwo

neutrino arrivaltim e di�erence is �t 21,this can com e from two sources: for

a non zero m assof�e,the energy di�erencegivesvelocity di�erencegiving an

arrivaltim e di�erence and there m ay be a departuretim e di�erence �t21;i.e.:

�t21 =
R L M C

c

1

2
(m �c

2)2 (E � 2

2
� E

� 2

1
)+ �t21 (28)

Ifweassum ethat�t21 > > �t21,then

m �c
2
�

�
2c�t21

R L M C

E 2

2
E 2

1

E 2

2
� E 2

1

� 1=2

(29)

which forE 1;E 2 � 10;30 M eV and �t21 � 10 sec,givesa lim itofabout20

eV.M oresophisticated analysiscan notdo m uch better.

(4)M assof�� and ��: If�� and �� have Dirac m asses,then the neutral

current scattering on nucleichanges chirality and can create non-interacting

sterile right handed �’s at a rate proportionalto m 2

�. If m 2

� is too large,

this happens in a short tim e scale and �R ’s would escape carrying away too

m uch energy.From such considerations,onecan putan upperbound on ��;��
m asses oforder 100 K eV or so 44. This is m uch better than the laboratory

boundsm entioned earlier.

(5)Electricchargeof�e:If�
0

eshad an electricchargeofQ ,they would be

de
ected in the galacticm agnetic �eldsaccording to theirenergiesleading to

dispersion in arrivaltim es.The fractionaldeviation from a straightline path
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�s=s,can beshown to be1/24 (s 2=R 2)whereR istheradiusofthepath and

is given by E/c Q B where E is the neutrino energy,and B is the m agnetic

�eld. The dispersion in arrivaltim es is then �t� t�(�s=s),where tis the


ight tim e of5:1012 sec. For an observed dispersion tim e of10 sec,one can

�nd a lim iton Q ,the neutrino chargegiven by 45

Q � (�t=t)
p
24[hE i=0:3sB ]

p
fE =2�E g (30)

where hE iin G eV isabout15� 10� 3;s is1:5� 1021 m ,B is10� 10 in tesla,

E =2�E is about 1 and the bound on Q is about 10 � 14 je j. The labora-

tory boundson Q arestrongerbutdepend on chargeconservation and charge

additivity,whereasthism easureschargedynam ically.

(6)Neutrino speed:Accordingto theearliestopticalobservation,thetim e

di�erence between the arrivalofneutrino and photons from SN1987A is less

than a few hoursor2� 104 sec.Hence

�t= t
 � t� ~< 2� 104sec (31)

So ifneutrino speed isv�,then

j1� ��=cj< �t=t= 5� 10 � 9 (32)

and hence �� = cto within a few partsin a billion46.

(7) Neutrino Flavor: Ifthe num ber oflight (� 1 M eV) neutrino 
avors

were N ,then the lum inosity in ~�e’swould be reduced by 3/N from expected.

Buttheobserved lum inosity wasjustwhatwasexpected,henceifweallow for

a factorof2 uncertainty,then N should be less than 6. This lim ithas been

superseded by the LEP resultson Z 0 which putN = 3 very accurately.

(8) Equivalence Principle for �e: If�e feels the gravitationalinteraction

due to ourgalaxy,then theirtim e delay should be.

�t� = M (1+ ��)1n (2R=b) (33)

whereM isthe m assofM ilky W ay and bisthe distance ofsolarsystem from

the center;�� should be one in generalrelativity. The tim e delay forphoton

isgiven by a sim ilarform ula with �
 instead of��:�
 isknown that

�t= �t � � �t
 ~<2� 104sec (34)

and M (in appropriate units!) � 3� 105sec;R=b � 4;�t� � 3 m onths,and

hence
1

2
(�� � �
)= (�t�=�t
)� 2� 104sec/5 m onths� 10� 3 (35)
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Hence �� = �
 to within 1 partin 100047.

(8)Equivalence Principle for�e and ��e:In addition,ifone interpretsthe

oneeventsasbeing dueto �e escattering,then sincethetim eintervalisabout

1 sec,one can testparticle-antiparticleequivalencebetween �e and ~�e
48

1

2
(�� � �~�)~< 10

� 6 (36)

(9)New Forceson �0es:Theaboveresultcan also beused to placebounds

on new forces (long range) coupling to neutrinos48. The potentialenergy

between neutrino and the galacticm atterisgiven by

E (r)= �

�
2G E �m 2

r
�
q1q2

r
+
m �S1S2

r

�

(37)

where m 2 is galactic m ass,m y the neutrino m ass; qi are the neutrino and

galactic chargesfora vectorforce-�eld,Si are fora scalarforce-�eld and the

upper(lower)sign refersto neutrinos(anti-neutrinos). Then a bound on the

vectorforcecan be obtained from

�t� � �t�� = (m �=E �)
2(2q�Q E �)[� R=

p
(R 2 + p

2)]

� 1nf(R +
p

R 2 + b2)=bg]� 1sec (38)

For exam ple,ifvector �eld couples to a com bination ofB and L i.e. G =

g(�L + �B )
p
C5,then one �nds that g2�(� + 1:2�) < 2 � 10� 3 G eV 2 for

m � � 15 eV.Ifcoupling to neutrino and to otherm atterisdi�erent,then

g
2
�(�� + �)< 2� 10� 3G eV 2 (39)

and forthedim ensionlesscoupling f� de�ned by

g = f�
p
G ;f

2

��(�� + �)< 2� 10� 35 (40)

Forthescalarforce,which contributesonly to thetim edelay between �’sand


’s,one�ndsf2s;�(�� + �)< 10� 34.Ifneutrinosfrom the dark m atterin the

galaxy,the boundsarestronger:f2��
2 < 3� 10� 43 and f2s�

2 < 10� 32.

(10)SecretInteractionsof�0es:Any new interactionsof�e’swith m ajorons

orselfinteractionscannotbetoo strong,otherwisethenum berarriving would

havebeen a�ected.Thisisbecause�’scan scattero� �’sin the 3 K neutrino

background radiation.Thelim itson coupling constantsobtained thisway are

typically ofthe orderof10� 3 49.

(11)M ixing AnglesofNeutrino:G enerally no inform ation on the m ixing

anglesorm assdi�erenceof�’scan beobtained from thesupernova data.But
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ifone event is assum ed to be �ee scattering,then the m atter e�ects in the

supernova placestrong constraintson �m2;sin2(2�)thatareallowed ,in order

that �e 
ux be not depleted. W hen superim posed on the M SW solution for

the solarneutrinos,itdisfavorsthe largeanglesolution50.

(12)Neutrino M agneticM om ent:Beforethecorecooled to T � 5 M eV,it

had a T � 50-100 M eV.If� had a m agneticm om ent,when e+ e� ! �R ��R by

the m agnetic interaction and the �R would escape (whereas�L ofthisenergy

is trapped by its sm allm ean free path). This would create two problem s:

one thatno neutrinosofthisenergy were observed (�R ! �L in the galactic

m agnetic�elds)and theotheristhatso m uch energy would belostthatthere

would be little leftin the low energy �L ’s.Ifthisargum entwere valid
51,one

would obtain boundson � m agneticdipolem om entof10� 12�Bohr.However,

iftheneutrino isa M ajorana particleorifthe�R ’shavenew interactions,this

argum entbreaksdown since �R would then be trapped.So strictly speaking,

thereisno lim iton the neutrino m agneticm om entfrom SN 1987a.

For a paltry 19 events,this is a trem endous am ount ofinform ation on

neutrinos. W e hope thatthe nextobserved supernova would be inside M ilky

W ay ata distance under10 kiloparsec. Then the neutrino eventsseen would

be in the orderofseveralhundred.Can thishappen in the nexttwenty years

orso? Supernova watch iscontinuing.

5 Early U niverse

The cosm ic m icrowave background radiation should be accom panied by neu-

trinos which decoupled at very early tim es52. The present tem perature of

neutrino T� isrelated to the photon tem peratureT
 by

T� = (4=11)1=3 T
 (41)

which givesT� = 1:9K forT
 of2.7K .Thephysicalreason forthedi�erenceby

thefactor(4=11)1=3 istheraising ofphoton tem peratureafterdecoupling due

toe+ e� annihilation which dum psenergy in photons.Assum ingaFerm i-Dirac

distribution a tem peratureof1.9 K yieldsforthe neutrino density

n� = 115 per cc (42)

foreach 
avor.Hencethe energy density in neutrinosis

�� =
X

i

115(m �ic
2)percc (43)
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Forthis to be lessthan the criticaldensity �c = 104h2 eV=cc,the sum ofall

neutrino m assesm ustsatisfy (forh � 0:4 to 1).

X

i

m �i < 100 eV (44)

Thisisthe well-known result53 due to Cowsik,M cLeland,and Zeldovich.

These resultsraise two questions.O ne isthe factthatifneutrino m asses

add up to 10-30 eV (orifoneneutrino,say �� hassuch a m ass)then neutrinos

can providethebulk oftheenergydensity oftheuniverseand asizablefraction

ofthedark m atter(30 to 100% )in theform ofhotdark m atter.How can this

be tested experim entally? The other is, whether these cosm ic background

neutrinosthem selvesbe detected experim entally?

Forthe detection ofrelic �’s m any suggestionshave been m ade overthe

years.Noneofthem isin thedangerofbeing im plem ented in thenearfuture.

Som eearly proposalwerebased using coherentsurfacee�ectsand detecta net

force,on alargeareadueto theearth’sm otion in space.Thisturned outto be

too sm allfordetection afteritwasshown thatthee�ectisproportionalto G 2

F

ratherthan G F .Anotherelegantidea
54 isto usea possible� � �� asym m etry

to create an e�ective parity violating force on polarised electrons and look

for the spin rotation with propagation. At very low tem peratures with all

externalm agnetic�eldsquenched,thism aybecom efeasiblesom eday.Another

suggestion55 isto usevery distantsourcesofvery high energy �’sand look for

Z-absorptiondipsin theirspectrum duetotheprocess�+ �C B R ! Z 0.Perhaps

them ostprom ising and practicalproposalistheonedueto Zeldovich etal56.

They propose using the volum e e�ectby em ploying a loosely �lled container

(abouthalf-�lled)with spheresofsize� � 0(�)when � isthewavelength ofthe

CBR �’sand keeping the interstitialdistance d lessthan �. The acceleration

experienced by the containeris

a � 10� 22 (K L=A)
2
cm =sec

2 (45)

forneutrino m assin theeV range.HereK L = (A � Z)for�� and (3Z � A)for

�e.Can such objectsbeconstructed and such sm allaccelerationsbem easured?

Ifoneneutrino,say �� hasa m assin therange5to 30eV itcan provide30

to 100% ofenergy density needed to guaranteea 
 of0(1).Ifsuch a �� m ixes

with �� by an am ount> 10� 4 ongoing and future experim entsatCERN and

Ferm ilab such asCHO RUS,NO M AD and CO SM O S should beableto con�rm

that.Theseareappearanceexperim entsin which if�� ! �� ! ��+ N ! � + x

takes place,they can be detected. The sensitivity is to probe �m2 � 1 to

1000 eV 2 and sin2 2� up to 10� 4.
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C onclusion and Sum m ary

W e expect great progressin this �eld in the next 4 or 5 years and hope for

eventualunam biguousevidence for physics beyond the standard m odelfrom

neutrino properties.

Theneutrinolessdoublebeta decay lim itsshould be pushed to atleastas

low as0.1 eV.Thenew solarneutrino experim entswith ratesofseveralthou-

sand eventsperyearshould con�rm (ordeny)the anom aly and m easure�m 2

and m ixing angles. Long baseline experim ents(aswellasSuperkam iokande)

should settle the question of�m2 near 10� 2eV 2 with large m ixing for either

�� � �e or�� � ��.Shortbaselineexperim entsatCERN and Ferm ilab should

check �� � �� oscillationswith large �m2 and sin2 2� upto 10� 3 � 10� 4 and

thusindirectly the identity ofHotDark M atter. Ifwe are fortunate we m ay

have a G alactic Supernova and we m ay be aboutto witnessthe early daysof

an em erging new �eld: high energy neutrino astronom y. These are exciting

tim es.
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