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1 Introduction

W e can start w ith the question: why are neutrino properties especially inter—
esting? Recallthat in the m Inin al standard m odel there are no right handed
neutrinos and furthemm ore lepton num ber is conserved so neutrinos can have
neither D irac norM a prana m asses. Furthem ore, w th zero m asses, the m ix—
ing angles in the charged weak current are all zero. A ny evidence for non-zero
m asses or m ixing angles is evidence for physics beyond the standard m odel
and hence potentially a powerfiill tool. Besides, the m asses and m ixing angles
are fundam ental param eters which w ill have to be explained by the eventual
theory of ferm ion m asses. M asslkess neutrino can be guaranteed by in posing
chiral symm etry. Since chiral symm etry and just m asslessess are di cult to
distinguish at present, one can ask if there are any other fiindam ental reasons
form tobe zero, such asgauge invariance for the photon and graviton m asses.
T he only otherm assless particleswe know are N am bu-G oldstone particles due
to spontaneousbreaking ofglobalsymm etries. If  was such a particle it would
obey soft— theorem s analogues of soft  theorem & . Hence any am plitude A
wih asan extemalparticle ofm om entum g should satisfy

lim A ()= 0
a! o0

ie. A shoul vanish linearly as g. This additional dependence of am plitudes
on the neutrino m om entum , for exam ple, would distort K urie plots for beta
decay grossly from linearity. Since no such deviations are observed we can rest
assured that neutrino is not a N am bu-G oldstone particle. H ence the neutrino

2Based on lectures delivered at the ICTP Summ er School on High Energy Physics and
C osm ology, T rieste, June 1620, 1997.
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is neither a gauge particle nor a N am bu—-G oldstone particle and is not required
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 xings. Hence we
would expect o; and (or the corresponding m ass eigenstates ;; , and

3) to have di erent m asses in general.

Letm e review brie y the kinds of neutrino m asses that can arise. Let 1,
and yr betwo-com ponent chiral W eyl) elds;with g ¢ and g z the
charge conjugates. T hen there are two kinds 0ofM a prana m ass tem spossible:

m; 1 r t hx: @) 1)

mg r 1+ hwc: ®)

T hese violate Jepton num berby 2 units and the tem (2a) violatesweak SU (2)
and has I= 1whereas 2b) has I= 0:TheD iracm asstem transfom ing
1

as I= 3 isgivenby

mp . r *hx: )

and conserves lepton num ber.
In the standard m odel, or exam ple, w ith particle assignm ents:

N 3

e er 3)
the electron getsaD iracm assm ¢ (e eg + hc:). Ifthereisa g and . alsogets
aDiracmassm _ (¢ o, + hx) then £isdi culttounderstandwhym _=m
issuch a smallnumber (< 10 5):At least so runsan oft-quoted sentin ent © ne
should bear in m ind that m ¢=m < 10 ° and is equally hard to understand!)
In any case, m ; for all neutrinos are very am all com pared to other ferm ion
m asses. How is it possble to get very sm allm asses for neutrinos? Som e ofthe
possbilities that have been discussed in the literature are:

i) A rrange the theory so that at tree level and at one loop kevelm = 0.
The st non—zero contribution arises at two—-Joop level and hence one expects
m e °m . which gives . mass n &V range! Sin ilarly m and m would
bein 100 &V and few K€V range. W hether the neutrinosareD irac orM a prana
particles depends on the de‘cajledI Jnodel.

il) The SeeSaw M echanism ?: In the general case when both D irac and
M aprana m ass tem s are present, there is a 2x2 m assm atrix for every avor.

mjp; mMp R
L L 4)
Mmp Mg R



This haseigenvaluesm ; and m , and the elgenstates ;; , areM aprana.
Thecasewhenm; = m;, isthe soecialone which allow s for a conserved lpton
num ber to be de ned and gives a 4 com ponent D irac particlke. In the case
where m g ismuch larger than the others, eg. mg >> mp >> m thee.
values sin plify to

m; = mp=mg ®)

msop, = mpg

andmi << mp .Som canbemuch anallerthan a typicalmp sayme.
In thiscase, i) s areM ajprana particles and ii) them asshierarchy n %
is expected to be

m _=m =m mi=m =m (6)

ormZ=m2=m? etc.
Let m e ram Ind you of som e speci ¢ scenarios for neutrino m asses: (i) No
12 s exist. Lepton number is a global symm etry and spontaneously Ibroken
via the vacuum expectation value (vev) ofan =1 com plx scalar eld®?. The
coupling of the neutral ed so s give the left-handed % a M aprana m ass
m 1 ). The massless Nambu-G oldstone eld is the M apron. The m assesm
rem ain arbirary. One can also consider the =1 complex eld as a way of
Iexpress:ing aproduct oftwo I = % \standard" H iggsm uliplets. ) gz 'sexist
2. This isthe case n som euni cation groups, (SO (10),E ¢ etc). In one classof
modelsm; = Oandmy & 0 and corresponds to the usual see-saw m echanisn .
In amore generalcase one can envisagem € O;myr 6 0 and the possibility
that m; and m,; may be close and the m ixing angle may be large! Then
for three avors there is a 6x6 m ixing m atrix and m ixing w ith 3 sterile (&= 0)
neutrinos. y
T he current experin ental lin its on neutrino m asses are® :
m < 4ev (1)

e

m < 170K eV
< 182M &V

A 1l of these are direct, kinem atic 1lim its from Laboratory experin ents.
W ith non-zerom asses, In generalthere ism ixing ie. m ass eigenstatesm ay
notbe identicalto weak eigenstates. In them ost generalcase them ixing can be

between the three avors ¢; :For sim plicity, let us st considertwo avor
m xingbetween . and :wih themasseigenstates ;1 and ,fm, > m). For
two avorm xing (say . and ). The standard fom s for survivalprobability
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and conversion probability are given by

m?L
4E
m?L

P. @) = sh®2 sif e @®)

Pee @) = 1 sin®2 sif

for a neutrino starting out as .. Here isthemixing angle m* = m3
m#; L = ctand the ukmeltivistic In£ B = p+ % has been taken.
A Ythough these omulae? are usually derived in plane wave approxin ation
wih p; = p2, i hasbeen shown that a carefiil wave packet treatm ent yields
the sam e results. W hen the argum ent of the oscillating tem ¢ “;EZL ) is too
an all, no oscillations can be ocbserved. W hen i ismuch larger than one then
due to the spread ofE at the source or nite energy resolution ofthe detector
the oscillating tem e ectively averages out to 1/2.

T here are som e obvious conditions to be m et for oscillations to take place
. As the beam travels, the wave packet soreads and the m ass eigenstates
separate. Ifthew idth x rem ainsgreaterthan the separation then oscillations
w illoccur; but ifthe separation is greater, then two separate pulsesof ; (m ass
m1)and , (nassm ) register in the detector w ith intensities co and sirf
separated by t= 2‘;—2 (L=c). In principle, the ntensities aswellas oscillation
expressions should re ect the slightly di erent decay w idths for di erent m ass
eigenstatesbut this isofno practicalin portance. T he sam e expressions rem ain
valid if the m ixing is w ith a sterile neutrino w ith no weak Interactions. Since
the sterile neutrino has no weak interactions, not even neutral current, there
is an apparent non-conservation of probability. In general, to descrbbe avor
m ixing am ong three avors, a 3x3 analog of K obayashiM askawa m atrix is
necessary. To descrbe the generalm ixing of3 avorsand 3 sterile statesa 6x6
unitary m atrix is called for. In this case, the 3x3 avor m ixing m atrix is, of
course, not uniary due to leakage to the sterile sector.
. In general, there willbe CP violation due to phases In the m ixing m atrix
€. Thedeviation ofP ( ! ;t) P ( !  ;t) from O isameasure ofCP
violation. P ( ! ;) and P ( ! ;) are equalby CPT .Another way
to check CP is ollow a single probability over a long tin e (distance) and do
a Fourder analysis. If i containsA+B coswt + C sihwt.. then C € 0 inplies
CP violation. If P ( ! t) %then either CP is violated or there are
m ore than three statesm ixing. A nother interesting test can be done using ;
beam sfrom bean dump orK 1 decay. If ( ¢  &)=( et &) Or ( =( + )
are non-zero, CP is violated. There are also T ~violating corrections In  avor
changing decays such as ! eee; ! ee etc,, ofthe kind :® P3). An
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1
old observation® which has becom e relevant recently is the fllow ng: it is
possble or neutrinos to be m assless and not orthogonal. For exam ple, w ith
three neutrino m ixing we have

e = Uer 1 tUe 2 +Ue3 3 9)
= U1 +U0U2 2 +03 3

Supposem i =m,; = 0butms isnon=zero andm 3 > Q where Q is the energy
released In decay or decay producing . and beam s. Then . and
w ill have zero m asses but w ill not be orthogonal:

< o >= ULU360 10)

(Scenarios sim ilar to this are realized In combined ts to solar and LSND
neutrino anom alies). Incidentally, the \ " and ©® " produced in Z decay w ill
not be m assless and w ill be nearly orthogonal! This exam ple illustrates the
fact that neutrino avor is not a precise concept and is process dependent.

If a heavier neutrino y ismixed with . and w ith m ass In the range
KeV to M eV it can show up in the abrupt changes of phase space as the
Q valie n a decay prpoess passesm y . This sinple and obvious idea was

rst exploited In 1963 L, T ypically one expects kinks In energy spectrum in

decay, K e35; o3 K 3 etc. So far such searches have yielded null results.
Sin ilar searches can also be m ade iIn 2-body decays such as ! or s
of anom alousm om enta.

O scillations of m assless neutrinos arise under two circum stances. O ne is
w hen gravitationalcouplings ofneutrinosare avornon-diagonal. Forexam ple,

1 and , may coupl to gravity w ith di erent strengths:

ng= f1GE; + £, GE, 11)

where is the gravitational potential. Then if . and are m ixtures of 1

and , wih a mixjng angle , oscillations will occur wih a avor survival
1

probability given byth

. 2 2 1
P=1 sin2 si EfEL 12)
for a constant potential . If Lorentz invariance is violated with neutrinos
being velocity elgenstates corresponding tp.di erent m axin um velocities; then

also there are oscillations w ith P given byt

1
P=1 sn?2 si? 5vEL 13)



In both these cases, the dependence of oscillations ison (EL) to be contrasted
to L/E dependence of conventional oscillations.

M atterE ects: In traversing thru m atter, the coherent forward scatter—
Ing of neutrinos w ith m atter gives rise to e ective Interaction energy which
distinguishes . from other avors. The resul is

P_
2Gr
H = (Ye 1=2Yn )
2m N
for .’sand (14)
jo
2Gr
H = ( 1=2Y,)
2m N

for ’'sand 's. The + sign for ’‘sand sign for 's, is the density of
m atter and Y. and Y, are the num ber of electron and,neutrons respectively
per nuckon. T here isno such tem for sterile neutrinosti.

As a resuk of this, the m ixing angles and m?’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 m?, m ixing angle and neutrino energy, there is always som e
value of density where them atter angk becom es 4% ie. ism axin al'4. This
is true no m atter how am all the vacuum m ixing angl is. Furthem ore, this
enhancem ent can only occur for either ’sorfor ’sbutnot forboth. Another
related result is that (@s long as Ye %Yn > 0) ¢ In m atter has higher energy
than . and has higher energy than . Hence if there are Jeptannumber
violating couplings to say, a m asslkess M a pron, then decays such add

e! et M (15)

can occur in m atter but not In vacuum . M atter e ects are In portant for solar
neutrinos (if m? 10 ? to 10 "ev?); or upcom ing atm ospheric neutrinos
and can be for supemova neutrinos.

D ecays: For neutrinos below 1 M €V, the only decay m odes possible

are
) ! +
@) ! + i (16)
3) ! + M :

T he decay rate for the radiativem ode, at one loop level, in the standard m odel
is given by
GZm> 9 X m ;

=_£F - _ U; U,
U128 ¢ 16 . mw Ui
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assum lngm >> m . Coganologicaland SN 1987A Iim its on thism ode are of
order =BR 1(‘s. The rate Hrthe 3 m ode depends on whether it is one loop
Induced or whether there isGIM violation at tree level

G2 o 2 m 2
20 lop) = —E— — U3 U
1282 82 m2 )
2GF2 s
2 (tree) = Wm 18)

Tt isnot easy to arrange Porthis decay rate to be signi cant. T he decay rate for
M apron or fam ilon decay m ode depends on the unknown Yukawa coupling, g,
M agnetic D jpole M om ent: A M aprana particle cannot have a non-zero
m agnetic dipole m om ent. Hence for a non-zero m agnetic dipole m om ent ei-
ther neutrino is a D irac particle or the dipole m om ent is a transition m om ent
between two di erent M a prana states €g. o and CR )i-
In the standard m odel, the one Joop calculation yield&4
3m Gy
= P=—m _ B 19)
4 2 2
which is3:10 Y’ m =eV) p :W ith m &xing to a heavy Jepton ofm; 100 G &V
andm &xing . 1 of0.l,thiscan beenhanced to 10 '* g :The sin plestm od-
i cations of standard ofm odelw hich can yield large m agnetic djpole m om ent
for . are onesw ith extra scalar elds.
Doubl Beta Decay: O fparticular interest for neutrino properties is the
neutrino-less variety :

e

@A;z)! @;Z2+2)+e +e : (20)

This can only happen if © andm 6 0(or . mixeswih a massive

M aprana partick). T he decay rate dependson them and the nuclkarm atrix

elem ent?.
= i
= WMGT F G¢ (21)

where G is the Coulimb correction factor, F = m?=m2 f(.=m.) andM g1
is the nuclear m atrix elem ent.

Mgy < fm nmnm:nlﬁnii> (22)

This isin the lim it of smnallm . The strongest lin its on are for Ge of alm ost
10 2% yr. . Ushg calculated nuclear m atrix elem ents this places a lin it on
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aMapranamass for o ofm Me<“leV . Eventually the m atrix elem ent can be
extracted from 2 double -decay.W ih the next generation tm ay bepossble
to owerthebound to 02 -03 &V .

2 Atm ospheric N eutrinos

The cosn ic ray prin aries produce pions which on decays produce °s and

Js by the chain ! , ! e. :Hencoe, one expectsa = . ratio
of 2:1. As energies ncrease the % do not have enocugh tine (decay length
becom es greater than 1520 km ) and the = . ratio Increases. A lso at low
energies the ux is aln ost Independent of zenih angle; at high energies due
to com petition between -decay and -interaction the fam ous \sec ( )" e ect
takes over. Since the absolute ux predictions are beset w ith uncertainties of
about 20% , it is better to com pare predictions of the ratio which m ay have
only a 5% uncertainty) = . to data in the form of the fam ous double ratio
R=( =¢)adata=( = ehnec-

For the socalled \contained" events which for K am iokande and M B cor-
respond to visble energies below about 1.5 G €\, the weighted world average
before SuperK am ickande) isR = 064 0:06 L. This includes all the data
from IM B, K am iokande, Frejis, Nulsex and Soudan. The new SuperK results
are com pletely consistent w ith thjsil-é . It may be worthwhile to recall all the
doubts and concemsw hich have been raised about thisanom aly (ie. deviation
of R from 1) In the past and their resolution. (i) Since initially the anom aly
was only seen In W ater C erenkov detectors, the question was raised whether
the anom aly was speci ¢ to water C erenkov detectors. Since then, it hasbeen
seen In a tracking detector ie. SOUDAN II. (ii) Related to the above was
the concem whether e= identi cation and separation was really as good as
clain ed by K am iokandg .and IMM B . The beam tests at KEK established that
this was not a problem eq., ({il) The . and cross—sections at low energies
are not wellknown; however e universality should hold apart from known
kinem atice ects. () fmore * 0s than 0s are produced, then even though
the ratio of2/1 ispreserved there isan asymm etry in .= o versus = . Sihce

cross—sections are Jarger than  cross-sections, the double ratio R would be—
com e am aller than 123, H ow ever, to explain the observed R, * 0s would have
to dom fnate over s by 10 to 1, which is extrem ely unlkely and there is
no evidence for such an e ect. (v) Coam ic ray m uons passing thru near (put
outside) the detector could create neutrals (especially neutrong). which enter
the tank unobserved and then create *'s faking \e" lke events®3. A gai 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
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23 i) Finally, the m easurem ent of  ux at heights of 10-15 km to tag the
parent particles as suggested by P erkins was perform ed by the M A SS collab—
oration%4. This should help decrease the uncertainty in the expected ( = o)

ux ratio even further. Tt seam s that the anom aly is real and does not have
any m undane explanation. .-

W e now tum to an explanation in tem s of neutrino oscillations?3. De-
viation of R jps=Ry ¢ from 1 is fairly uniform over zenith angle and is m ost
pronounced in the charged lepton energy range 200-700 M €V which corre—
sponds to neutrino energies from 300 M &V t0 12 G&V . Ifwe are to interpret
thisde cit of .’s (@and/orexcess of .’s) asbeing due to neutrino oscillations,
the relevant param eters are determ ined rather easily. The typical height of
production, h, is about 1520 km above ground and for a zenith anglke the
distance traveled by the neutrino before reaching the detector is

q
L()=R (1+h=R)2 s’ cos @3)

where R is the radius of the earth. A llow Ing for angular sn 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 &V
and 20,000 km /G eV . Since the data (preSuperK ) did not show any L (ie.

) or E dependence one was led to Infer that the oscillations had already set
n atE 1GeV and L 30km and hence m? could not be much sm aller
than 10 2ev?.As orthem ixing angle , ifP denotes the average oscillation
probability ie. P = sin?2 < sif m?L=4E > 1sh®2 ;thenR=1 P h

case of oscillations and for « oscillations
1 @ 1P
R —MM— (24)
1+ (I=r 1)P
wherer= N (¢)=N ( ) in absence of oscillations and m ost ux calculations
vied r 045. Since R is nearly 0.6, large m ixing angles of order 30° to 45°
are called for, « M ixing needing som ew hat an aller one. D etailed tsby

K am iokande and IM B, bear these expectations out although som ew hat bigger
range of param eters m? up to 4:10 3eV? and m xig angles up to 20°) are
allowed.

If the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly is indeed due to neutrino oscillations
as seem sm ore and m ore likely; one would like to establish jist what the nature
of oscillations is. T here have been several proposals regently. O ne is to de ne
an up-down asymm etry or ‘s aswellas &’ as Hllow 24 :

A = @Y NH=ET+NY) (25)
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where = eor ,dandu stand fordowncom ing ( ; = 0to =2)and upcom ing
= =2 to ) respectively. A is a function of E . The com parison of
E ) to data can distinguish various scenarios for -oscillations rather easily
. This asym m etry has the advantage that absolute ux cancels out and that
statistics can be large. It can be calculated num erically or analytically w ith
som e sin ple assum ptions. O ne can plot A, versusA fora variety of scenarios:
) (or sterile) m ixing, (i) e M ixing, (iii) three neutrino
m ixing (Iv) massless m ixing etc.

Z

_R" -~

T he general features of the asym m etry plot are easy to understand. For

(or st) case, A Increasesw ith energy,and A, rem ains0; for e

m ixing, A, and A have opposite signs; the three neutrino cases Interpolate
betw een the above tw 0; for the m assless case the energy dependence is opposite
and the asymm etries decrease as E  is increased; when both and ¢ mix
with sterile s, both A and A. are positive etc. W ith enough statistics,
it should be relatively straightforward to determ ine which is the correct one.
P relim nayy indications point to as the culprit. T here is also another
suggestion?? which can in principle distinguish from ot M ixing. If
one considers the totalneutral current event rate divided by the total charged
current event rate; the ratio is essentially the n . cross section divided by the
c.C. cross section. W ih st oscillations the ratio rem ains unchanged since
st has neither n c. nor cc. Interactions and the num erator and denom inator
change equally ( o Case is even sin pler: nothing changes); however, in
case the denom nator decreases and the ratio is expected to increase

by =& 15, herer = N°=N° 1=2 and P = 1=2 = survival

P+r
probability) . O foourse, it isdi cul to isolate neutral current events; but it is
proposed to select N ! °%N and N ! ' N eyentsand the K am iokande
data seem to favor over st OF .27,

Thenew data from SuperK am iokande seern:lg% to rule out allnon-oscillation
explanations, prefer a valuie ©r m? near 5:10 3 ev? wih large m ixing and
also prefer over c- e M IxIng is also excluded as a result of
the new CHOO Z dat8.

Ifwe scalke L and E each by the sam e am ount, say 100, we should again
see large e ects. Hence, upcom ing thrugoing % which correspond to E 100
G eV on the average, w ith path lengths of L> 2000 km should be depleted.
T here are data from K olar G old F ields, Baksan, K am iokande, M B,M ACRO,
SOUDAN and now SuperK . It isdi cul to test the event rate for depletion
since there areno s to take ux ratios and the absolute ux predictions have
30% uncertainties. However, there should be distortions of the zenith angle
distrdbution and there seem s to be som e evidence for this.
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3 Solar N eutrinos

Since the work of von W eizsacker?d, Bethe®! and C ritch eld in the 30’s and
40’s, we believe that the energy of the sun is generated by conversion of hy—
drogen to heluim . T he basic reaction is

4p! He+ 28" + 2, ©26)

wih a release of 25 M €V . M ost of the energy goes into producing photons
which eventually em erge as sunlight and the two neutrinos share about 2
M &V . From the fact that the energy densiy In sunlightt at earth’s surface
is 1400Jm “sec !, it is easy to estin ate that the neutrino ux at the earth is
about 10'*an ?sec !. These neutrinos, unlke the light, com e directly from

the center of the sun, and probe the interior in a unigque way. The actual
energy spectrum and ux of the neutrinos depend on the interm ediate_steps
in the reaction above as show in the Tab]e:_]: from the bock by Bahcall®s.

The rst and pioneering solar neutrino detector is the one build by D avis
and his colbborators. It is a tank containing 100 000 cubic feet 0fCC L In
Hom estate gold m ine in South D akota. The ain is to look for the reaction

<+3cl! e +3 Ar. TheArgon-37 decays w ith a halflife of 37 days.

The tank is ushed every m onth w ith helium which ushes out the A rgon
and then one looks for the radicactivity of 3’A r: T he num ber of A rgon atom s
is extrem ely am all, the total num ber detected in over twenty years of running
(1970-1997) is of the order of a few hundred. The average counting rate is
alm ost 1/4th of the expected rate In the standard solarm odel (SSM ).

A nother detector is the K am iokande In a zinc m iIne in K am ioka, Japan.
Tt consists of about 1000 tons of water surrounded by phototubes to detect
Cerenkov light em itted by charged particles. The reaction being studied is

et e! <+ ewhere the nalelectron em its Cerenkov light and should be
In the sam e direction as the initial . and hence point away from there sun.
D ue to high background at low energies, only electrons above 7.5 M eV can
be detected. In data collected over 9 years (1987-1996), the observed rate is
about 40% of the rate expected In SSM . Since 1990, two G allium detectors
G allex at G ran-Sasso and SAGE in Russia), have been taking data as well
They are sensitive to low energy p p neutrinos via the low threshold reaction
e+ Ga! e +’'Ge. Themethod is chem ical and sin ilar to the D avis
experin ent. The "*G e decays back to 7'G a by ecapture w ith a halflife of 11
days and the "'G a is extracted chem ically. G allex em ploys 30 tons of GaC L
solution whereas SAGE uses 60 tons ofm etallic G allum . T he current observed
rate is about 50% ofthe SSM expectation.

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

SAGE and G allex) have been discussed extensjyely'fza . The SuperX data are
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Table 1: The pp chain in the Sun. The average num ber of pp neutrinos produced per
termm ination in the Sun is1.85. Forallother neutrino sources, the average num ber ofneutrinos
produced per tem ination is equalto (the tem ination percentage/100).

R eaction N um ber Term nation e energy
&) Mev)

ptp! ?H +e + la 100 0.420

or

pte +p!2H+ . 1b (ep) 04 1.442

H+e !3He+ 2 100

SHe+’He! + 2p 3 85

or

‘SHe+*He! "Be+ 4 15

"Bet+e ! TLit+ 5 15 (90% ) 0.861

(10% ) 0.383

"Li+t p! 2 6 15

or

"Be+p! 8B+ 7 0.02

B 1 8Be +e&" + . 8 0.02 < 15

Be ! 2 9 0.02

or

SHe+p! ‘He+ e + o 10 (ep) 0.00002 18.77
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consistent w ith those from _K.am iokande but increase the statistics by an order
ofm agnitude in one year®824. To analyze these data one m akes the Hllow ing
assum ptions: (i) the sun ispowered m ainly by the pp cycl, (i) the sun isin a
steady state, (iil) neutrino m asses are zero and () the decay spectra have
the standard Fem ishapes. Then i is relatively straightforward to show using
these data w ith the solar lim inosity that the neutrinos from ’B e are absent
or at least tw o experin ents are w rong®3. 7B e is necessary to produce 8B and
the decay of 8B has been observed; and the rate or 'Be+ e ! + Liis
orders of m agnitude greater than "B e + ! 8 B + p and hence i is aln ost
in possibble to nd a \conventional" explanation fr this lJack of ’B e neutrnos.
T he sin plest explanation is neutrino oscillations.

A ssum Ing that neutrino oscillations are responsible for the solar neutrino
anom aly; there are severaldistinct possibilities. T here are severaldi erent re—
gionsin m? sjn?2 planethatareviable: () \Just-so"wih m? 10 %ev?
and sin? 2 124, () MSW smallangkewith m2 10 5ev? and sin®2
10 ? and (i) M SW kmge angke with m? 10 ’ev? (or m? 10 Sev?)
and sin® 2 1. The \Jast—so" is characterized by strong distortion of®B spec-
trum and Jarge reaktinm e variation of ux, especially ©r the "B e line; M SW
sm allangle also predicts distortion ofthe ® B spectrum and a very snall’Be

ux and M SW large angl predicts day-night variations. These predictions
(especially spectrum distortion) w illbe tested in the SuperK as well as SNO
detectors. In particular SNO , in addition to the spectrum , w illbe able tom ea—
sureN C=C C ratio thusacting asa ux m onior and reducing the dependence
on solarm odels.

The only way to directly con m the absence of 'B e neutrinos is by trying
to detect them wih a detector wih a threshold low enough in energy. One
such detector under construction is B orexino, which I describe below e,

Borexino is a liquid scintilator detector wih a ducial volum e of 300T ;
w ith energy threshold for 0 25M &V, energy resolution of 45 K&V and spatial
resolution of 20an at 05M &V .The PM T pulse shape can distinguish be-
tween %sand Y. T ine correlation between ad-cent events of upto 0.3 nsec
ispossble. W ih these features, it is possible to reduce backgrounds to a low
enough level to be able to extract a signal from 'Be Js via e scatter—
ing. Radioactive inpurities such as 23U, ?°2Th and '*C have to be lower
than 10 '%;10 '®g=g and 10 '® #*C='%C) respectively. In the test tank CTF
(Counting Test Facility) containing 6T ofLS, data were taken In 1995-96 and
these reductions ofbackground w ere achieved. A s of last sum m er, funds for the
construction of full Borexino have been approved In taly (INFN), G em any
DFG) and theU S. (NSF); and construction should begin soon. T he B orexino
collaboration inclides institutions from Ttaly, G em any, H ungary, Russia and
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Table 2: Summ ary of current data on solar neutrinos
E xpt. Ewm Rate/SSM
H om estake 08Mev 028 003
Kam iokande 75Me&v 042 006

G allex 02Mev 052 0:12
SAGE 02Mev 053 047
theU S..
W ith a FV of300T, the events rate from 'Be s isabout 50 perday w ith
SSM , and if gs convert com pltely to ( = =) then the rate is reduced

by a factor e= ee 02 to about 10 per day, which is still detectable.
Since the events In a liquid scintilator have no directionality, one has to rely
on the tin e variation due to the 1=r? e ect to verify the solar origin of the
events. Ifthe solution ofthe solar neutrinos isdue to \ just so" oscillationsw ith

m? 10 '%v?, then the event rate from 'Be s show s dram atic variations
w ith periods ofm onths.

Borexino has excellent capability to detect low energy gs by the Renes-
Cowan technique: +p! e +n;n+p! d+ with 02m secseparatingthee
and . Thisleadstopossible detection ofterrestialand solar Js. T he terrestial

9s can com e from nearby reactorsand from 2*®U and ?*2T h underground. T he

G eo-them al gs havea di erent spectrum and are relatively easy to distinguish

above reactorbackgrounds. T hus one can begin to distinguish am ongst various

geophysicalm odels for the U=T h distrbution in the crust and m antle. Solar

gs can arise via conversion of . to Inside the sun when . passesthru a

m agnetic eld region In the sun (for a M a prana pagnetic m om ent) and then
! . by the Jarge m ixing enroute to the earth24. , _

Am ong the detectors under construction is SNO g7 (Solar N eutrino O b—
servatory) at Sudbury, Canada. This is a Kiloton D ;0 Cerenkov detector
sensitive to the reactions.

efD ! e pp; fD !' pnand e! e 27)

ie. CC (charmged current), NC (neutral current) and e scattering, re—
spectively w ith energy threshold for electron energies about 5M €V . SNO can
detect spectrum distortion quite clearly and can alo con m depletion of gs
by com paring NC to CC rates. SNO is expected to begin taking data w ithin
a year.

LSND and 3 Neutrino M ixing: W e have not discussed the LSND exper-
Inent In detail. The LSND detector at Los A Jam os used the neutrinos from
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! ;! ee tolook Por ! ¢ (@nd I ) conversion. They re—
ported a positive result®8 with m? (05 to 2)eV 2 and sin® 2 @ 2)10 3.
The KARMEN detector®? will be able to con m this result within a few
m onths. Ifthese results hold up, one needs four neutrino states to account for
all the neutrino anom alies and hence at least one light sterile state.

4 Supernova N eutrinos

In February 23, 1987, a supemova explosion was seen in the Large M agellanic
C loud. Neutrino signals were observed in the K am iokande and the IM B de-
tectors. B efore discussing the observed signal, ket m e brie y recapitulate what
would be expected on general grounds. .

T he generalpicture ofa type-IT supemova goes like this®d. A red giant star
ofm assgreaterthan 10 solarm asses reachesa stagew hen the core in plodesand
neutronization occurs ie., €% and p’s combine to form n’sand o’s:e + p !
n+ ..Density can increase from 10! to 10'*g=am ®. T he energy released is
about 1% ofthe rest energy released and the process takesplace n about 10 3
sec. Subsequently the them al neutrinos and antineutrinos (of all kinds) are
em itted via et e ! i i. These have Fem iD irac energy distrbution w ith
tem peratures of about 5M &V for o; c and 1I0M eV or ; . The number
of and are about equal, but the number of and are about 1/2 of
the num ber of .. The tim e interval over which the neutrino em ission lasts is
expected to be about 10 seconds or so. T he totalenergy em itted in neutrinos
is about 10% of rest energy which correspondsto (2 to 4) 10°3 ergs.

In water C erenkov detectors such as IM B and K am Iokande, the reactions
possble are (i) .p ! ne' and () . ! < and m ost events would be from

<P reaction since in H ,0 , the event rate ratio or ( cp)=( ) goesasE =M &V
and at 10 M &V which isthe expected m ean energy of the neutrinos) is just 10.
The .p events should show no directional preference since the cross—section is
nearly isotropic whereas the . events should be forward peaked.

T he neutrino events seen by K am jokandeand IM B are in rem arkable agree—
m ent w ith these generalexpectations®y. T he totalnum ber of events seen over
about 10 second Intervalwas 19, the energies ranged between 7 and 30 M &V
with amean ofabout 15M &V . The totalenergy In  ‘swasabout 3 10°? ergs
which translates into 3 10°3 ergs :n totalem itted energy in neutrinos. T he
angular distrdbbution isnearly at asexpected w ith a slight forw ard preference
and one event is perhaps better nterpreted asa . event. A tto Fem i (or
M axw ell) distrbution suggests a tem perpture for o in therange35to 5M &V.
T here was also detection ofa fw events?a by the LSD detector In M ont B ianc
and by a sin ilar detector In Baksan, but there are questions about how to
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Interpret these events and we shall ignore them . I will now list the neutrino
properties that can be constrained tightly and unigquely by these few events.

(1) o lifetin e: Since the expected number of .’s arrived form LM C, they
lived at least as long asthe ighttime. The ight path is about 52 kiloparsec
which corresponds to a ight-tine (at speed of Iight) of 5 10'? sec. Hence
the laboratory lifetine or 10 M eV . ’sisgreaterthan 5 10'? sec. The Iim it
in the rest-frame is m =10M &V )5 10'2 sec. If . isnot a m ass eigenstate
but there is a m ixing, then at least one (the lowest) eigenstate should have (@)
large com ponent of . and (o) live ongerthan 5 10'? sec.

(2) & photonic decay: In observations by a satellite during the 10 sec
period ofthe SN 1987A ngutrino burst, no gam m a rays ofenergies in the range
(1tol0MeV) were seenﬁjn . Since the num ber density of ’s due to SN 1987a
was about 10'° per am ?, one can plate a lin it 0f10°?2 secon =B R, where
B R is the branching ratio of . to decay into photons. This 1im it is valid for
m < 200eV even or and

(B) ¢ mass: From the data we know that largest spread in arrival tin es is

t 10 sec and the largest energy spread isbetween 10 and 30 M &V . Iftwo
neutrino arrival tin e di erence is t ;7, this can com e from two sources: for
a non zerom ass of o, the energy di erence gives velocity di erence giving an
arrivaltin e di erence and there m ay be a departure tin e di erence ty1; ie.:

RLMC}
c 2

tor = m )P E,” E,; )+ ©8)

Ifwe assum e that t,; >> %71, then

2c ty; EZE?
Rimc Ef E7

m &

29)

which orE;E, 10; 30 M &V and t,; 10 sec, gives a lin it of about 20
eV .M ore sophisticated analysis can not do m uch better.

(4) M ass of and  If and have D irac m asses, then the neutral
current scattering on nucli changes chirality and can create non-interacting
sterile right handed 's at a rate proportional to m?. Ifm? is too large,
this happens in a short tin e scale and y ’s would escape carrying away too
much energy. From such considerations, one can put an upperbound on  ;

m asses of order 100 K&V or 0%4. This is much better than the laboratory
bounds m entioned earlier.

() E lectric charge of : If gs had an electric charge ofQ , they would be
de ected in the galactic m agnetic elds according to their energies leading to
dispersion in arrivaltim es. The fractionaldeviation from a straight line path
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=s, can be shown to be 1/24 (s °=R?) where R is the radius of the path and
isgiven by E/c QB where E is the neutrino energy, and B is the m agnetic
eld. The dispersion In arrivaltimnes isthen t t ( s=s), where t is the
ight tin e of 5:10'2 sec. For an dbserved dispersion tin e of 10 sec, one can
nd a lim it on Q , the neutrino charge given byff}

0 (=o' 24Ei=03sBT fE=2 Eg (30)

where HEi ;n GeV isabout 15 10 3;sis15 10 m,B is10 ' i tesh,
E=2 E is about 1 and the bound on Q is about 10 '* je 3. The labora—
tory bounds on Q are stronger but depend on charge conservation and charge
addiivity, whereas this m easures charge dynam ically.

(6) N eutrino speed: A coording to the earliest optical observation, the tim e
di erence between the arrival of neutrino and photons from SN 1987A is less
than a fow hoursor2 10* sec. Hence

t=t t «2 10%'sec (31)
So ifneutrino speed isv , then
31 =¥ tt=5 10 ° 32)

and hence = ctowihin a £w parts in a billion44.

(7) Neutrino F lavor: If the number of Iight ( 1 M €V ) neutrino avors
were N , then the Jum inosity in ~'s would be reduced by 3/N from expected.
But the observed lum nosity was jist what was expected, hence ifwe allow for
a factor of 2 uncertainty, then N should be less than 6. This lim it has been
superseded by the LEP resultson z° which put N = 3 very accurately.

(8) Equivalence Principle for : If . feels the gravitational interaction
due to our galaxy, then their tin e delay should be.

t =M 1+ )In @QR=b) (33)

whereM isthemassofM iky W ay and b is the distance of solar system from
the center; should be one In general relativiy. The tin e delay for photon

is given by a sim ilar form ula w ith Instead of : isknown that
t= t t <2 10%sec (34)
and M (in appropriate unis!) 3 10%°sec;R=b 4; t 3 m onths, and
hence 1
> )= (t =t ) 2 10'sec/5months 10 3 35)
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Hence = towihin 1 partin 100047,

(8) Equivalence P rinciple for . and .: In addition, if one Interprets the
one events asbeing due to . e scattering, then since the tim e Interval jsabout
1 sec, one can test particleantiparticle equivalence between . and ~ 4

1 6
5 <10 (36)

(9) New Forceson Us: The above result can also be used to place bounds
on new forces (long range) coupling to neutrinos a4 . The potential energy
betw een neutrino and the galactic m atter is given by

2GE m, qlq2+m 515,

E @) = @37

r r r
where m, is galactic m ass, m, the neutrino m ass; g; are the neutrino and
galactic charges for a vector force- eld, S; are for a scalar orce—- eld and the
upper (lower) sign refers to neutrinos (@ntineutrinos). Then a bound on the
vector force can be obtained from

t ot - @ E)EaoE R RZ+ p?)]
InfR+ R2+ P)=bg] 1sec (38)

For exam ple, if vector eld couples to a combiation of B and L ie. G =
g(L+ B) Cs,thenone ndsthatg? ( + 12 )< 2 10 3 Gev? for
m 15 eV . If coupling to neutrino and to otherm atter is di erent, then

d ( + )<2 10°Gev? (39)

and for the din ensionless coupling £ de ned by

g=£7G;f2 ( + )<2 103 (40)

For the scalar force, which contrbutes only to the tim e delay between ’sand

's,one ndsfZ; ( + )< 10°?. Ifneutrinos from the dark m atter in the
galaxy, the bounds are stronger: 2 2< 3 10 *3 and £2 2 < 10 32.

(10) Secret Interactions of gs: Any new interactionsof .’swih m aprons
or self interactions cannot be too strong, otherw ise the num ber arriving would
have been a ected. This isbecause ’s can scatter o ’s in the 3 K neutrino
background radiation. T he lip_its on coupling constants obtained thisway are
typically of the order of10 3%9.

(11) M ixing Angles of N eutrino: G enerally no inform ation on the m xing
anglesorm ass di erence of ’s can be obtained from the supemova data. But
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if one event is assum ed to be e scattering, then the m atter e ects in the
supemova place strong constraints on m? ;s:in2 (2 ) that are allowed , in order
that . ux be not depleted. W hen superim posed on fhe M SW solution for
the solar neutrinos, i disfavors the large angle solition®d.

(12) NeutrinoM agneticM om ent: Beforethe corecookedto T 5M eV, it
hadaT 50-100M eV . If had amagneticmoment,when& e !  r by
the m agnetic Interaction and the r would escape (whereas ;1 ofthis energy
is trapped by its smallm ean free path). This would create two problem s:
one that no neutrinos of this energy were ocbserved (g ! 1 in the galactic
m agnetic elds) and the other is that so m uch energy would be lost that there
would be little left in the low energy 1 's. Ifthis argum ent were valid %, one
would obtain boundson  m agnetic dipolem om ent of 10 ** g .. However,
if the neutrino is a M a prana partick or ifthe g ’shave new iInteractions, this
argum ent breaks down since g would then be trapped. So strictly soeaking,
there is no 1im it on the neutrino m agnetic m om ent from SN 1987a.

For a palry 19 events, this is a trem endous am ount of Infom ation on
neutrinos. W e hope that the next observed supemova would be inside M iky
W ay at a distance under 10 kiloparsec. Then the neutrino events seen would
be In the order of severalhundred. C an this happen in the next twenty years
or s0? Supemova watch is continuing.

5 Early Universe

T he coan ic m icrow ave background radiation, should be accom panied by neu—
trinos which decoupled at very early tim es®. The present tem perature of
neutrino T is related to the photon tem perature T by

T = ¢4=11)'7 T @41)
which givesT = 19K PrT o0f2.7K .Thephysicalreason forthedi erence by
the factor (4=11)'"3 is the raising of photon tem perature after decoupling due
toe' e annihilation which dum psenergy in photons. A ssum ing a Femm iD irac
distrdbbution a tem perature 0o£1.9 K yields for the neutrino densiy

n = 115 per cc 42)
foreach avor. Hence the energy density in neutrinos is

X
= 115@m ,¢) percc 43)
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For this to be less than the criticaldensity . = 10°h? eV=cc, the sum ofall
neutrino m assesm ust satisfy (orh 04 to 1).
X
m , < 100 ev (44)

i

This is the wellknown result®3 due to Cow sk, M cLeland, and Zeldovich.

T hese results raise two questions. O ne is the fact that if neutrino m asses
add up to 1030 €V (or ifone neutrino, say has such am ass) then neutrinos
can provide the bulk ofthe energy densiy ofthe universe and a sizable fraction
ofthe dark m atter (30 to 100% ) in the form ofhot dark m atter. How can this
be tested experim entally? The other is, whether these coan ic background
neutrinos them selves be detected experin entally?

For the detection of relic ’sm any suggestions have been m ade over the
years. None ofthem is In the danger ofbeing in plem ented in the near future.
Som e early proposalw ere based using coherent surface e ects and detect a net
force, on a Jarge area due to the earth’sm otion in space. T his tumed out to be
too am all for detection after it was shown that the e ect is proportionalto G %
rather than G . Another elegant dea® istouse a possible asymm etry
to create an e ective pariy violating force on polarised electrons and look
for the soin rotation wih propagation. At very low tem peratures with all
extermalm agnetic eldsquenched, thism ay becom e feasble som e day. A nother
suggestjonﬁf'ﬂ is to use very distant sources of very high energy ‘s and look for
Z-absorption dips in their spectrum dueto theprocess + cpr ! Z°.Perhaps
the m ost prom ising and practical proposalis the one due to Zeldovich et a1td.
T hey propose using the volum e e ect by em ploying a loosely lled container

(@bout half- lled) w ith spheres ofsize 0( )when isthewavelength ofthe
CBR 's and keeping the interstitial distance d less than . The acceleration
experienced by the container is

a 10 2 ®.=A)? an=sed @5)

forneutrinom assin the eV range. HereK = @ Z) for and 3Z A) for
. Can such ob fctsbe constructed and such an allaccelerationsbem easured?
Ifoneneutrino, say hasamassin the range 5 to 30 €V it can provide 30
to 100% ofenergy density needed to guaranteea o0f0(1). Ifsuch a m ixes
w ih by an am ount > 10 * ongoing and firtture experin ents at CERN and
Fem ilab such asCHORUS,NOMAD and CO SM O S should be able to con m
that. T hese are appearance experin ents in which if ! ! +N ! + x
takes place, they can be detected. The sensitivity is to probe m? 1 to
1000 eV 2 and sin®2 up to 10 *.
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Conclusion and Sum m ary

W e expect great progress In this eld in the next 4 or 5 years and hope for
eventual unam biguous evidence for physics beyond the standard m odel from
neutrino properties.

T he neutrinoless double beta decay lim its should be pushed to at least as
Iow as 0.1 €V .The new solar neutrino experim ents w ith rates of several thou—
sand events per year should con m (or deny) the anom aly and m easure m?
and m xing angles. Long baseline experim ents (as well as Superkam iokande)
should settle the question of m? near 10 2eV? with large m ixing for either

e Or . Short baseline experim ents at CERN and Fem ilab should

check oscillations with large m? and sh? 2 upto 10 * 10 ? and
thus indirectly the identity of Hot D ark M atter. If we are fortunate we m ay
have a G alactic Supemova and we m ay be about to w itness the early days of
an em erging new eld: high energy neutrino astronomy. These are exciting
tin es.
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