arXiv:hep-ph/0112310 v3 7 May 2003

hep-ph/0112310 IFIC/01-71

Status of a hybrid three-neutrino interpretation of neutrino data

M. M. Guzzo^a, P. C. de Holanda^b, M. Maltoni^c, H. Nunokawa^{a,d}, M. A. Tórtola^c and J. W. F. Valle^c

aInstituto de Física Gleb Wataghin, Universidade Estadual de Campinas - UNICAMP P.O. Box 6165, 13083-970 Campinas SP Brazil bICTP, Strada Costiera 11, Miramare - Grignano, I-34014 Trieste, Italy cInstituto de Física Corpuscular – C.S.I.C., Universitat de València Edificio Institutos de Paterna, Apt. 22085, E–46071 València, Spain dInstituto de Física Teórica, Universidade Estadual Paulista, Rua Pamplona 145 01405-900 São Paulo, SP Brazil

Abstract

We re-analyse the non-standard interaction (NSI) solutions to the solar neutrino problem in the light of the latest solar as well as atmospheric neutrino data. The latter require oscillations (OSC), while the former do not. Within such a threeneutrino framework the solar and atmospheric neutrino sectors are connected not only by the neutrino mixing angle ϑ_{13} constrained by reactor and atmospheric data, but also by the flavour-changing (FC) and non-universal (NU) parameters accounting for the solar data. Since the NSI solution is energy-independent the spectrum is undistorted, so that the global analysis observables are the solar neutrino rates in all experiments as well as the Super-Kamiokande day-night measurements. We find that the NSI description of solar data is slightly better than that of the OSC solution and that the allowed NSI regions are determined mainly by the rate analysis. By using a few simplified ansätze for the NSI interactions we explicitly demonstrate that the NSI values indicated by the solar data analysis are fully acceptable also for the atmospheric data.

In the appendix we present an updated analysis combining the latest data from all solar neutrino experiments with the first results from KamLAND. We show that, although NSI still gives an excellent description of the solar data, the inclusion of KamLAND excludes at more than 3σ the NSI hypothesis as a solution to the solar neutrino problem.

Preprint submitted to Elsevier Science 7th May 2003

Key words: neutrino oscillations, solar and atmospheric neutrinos, neutrino mass and mixing, non-standard neutrino interactions

PACS: 14.60.Pq, 14.60.Lm, 26.65.+t, 13.15.+g

1 Introduction

The wealth of data from solar [1,2] and atmospheric neutrinos [3,4,5,6] has put neutrino physics in the spotlight and physicists are asking what is it that makes solar and atmospheric neutrinos convert. The most popular possibility is that of neutrino oscillations, expected in most theories of neutrino mass [7]. Indeed an excellent joint description of solar and atmospheric data is obtained in this case [8,9]. However, more often than not, models of neutrino masses are accompanied by non-standard interactions (NSI) of neutrinos [10]. These can have non-universal (NU) or flavour-changing (FC) components, which typically co-exist. The simplest NSI does not involve additional interactions beyond those mediated by the Standard Model electroweak gauge bosons: it is simply the nature of the leptonic charged and neutral current interactions which is non-standard because of the complexity of neutrino mixing [7]. On the other hand NSI can also be mediated by the exchange of new particles with mass at the weak scale such as in some supersymmetric models with R-parity-violating [11,12] interactions. Such non-standard flavour-violating physics can arise even in the absence of neutrino mass [13,14].

Such varieties of non-standard interactions of neutrinos affect their propagation in matter [15]. The magnitude of the effect depends on the interplay between conventional mass-induced neutrino oscillation features in matter and those genuinely engendered by the NSI, which do not require neutrino mass [16,17]. These may have a variety of phenomenological implications [17,18] and have been considered in the context of atmospheric [19,20], as well as astrophysical neutrino sources [21]. The impact of non-standard

Email addresses: guzzo@ifi.unicamp.br (M. M. Guzzo),

holanda@ictp.trieste.it (P. C. de Holanda), maltoni@ific.uv.es (M.

Maltoni), nunokawa@ift.unesp.br (H. Nunokawa), mariam@ific.uv.es (M. A. Tórtola), valle@ific.uv.es (J. W. F. Valle).

interactions of neutrinos has also been considered from the point of view of future experiments involving solar neutrinos [22] as well as the upcoming neutrino factories [23,24].

In this paper we re-consider the case of NSI solutions to the solar neutrino problem [25] taking into account the recent charged current measurement at the Sudbury Neutrino Observatory (SNO) [2], the 1258–day Super-Kamiokande (SK) data and the previous solar neutrino data [1]. In contrast to previous work we consider a three-neutrino NSI analysis and study also the dependence of the solar neutrino NSI solution on the neutrino mixing angle ϑ_{13} whose value is presently constrained mainly by the reactor neutrino data [26]. Due to its energy-independent nature, the NSI solution is in excellent agreement with the flat spectral energy distribution observed in the Super-Kamiokande experiment. Thus we focus first on the determination of the allowed solutions by considering only the total rates of the solar neutrino experiments. We find that these solutions provide excellent descriptions of the solar rates, including the recent SNO charged current (CC) result. Then we study the impact of the day-night data from Super-Kamiokande measurements and show that the NSI solutions are consistent with the non-observation of day-night variations. Finally, and more important, using simplified ansätze for the NSI interactions we analyse the impact of the NSI description of solar data on the atmospheric data, showing how they are fully acceptable also for the latter.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we discuss the neutrino evolution and conversion probabilities in the presence of NSI, in section 3 we summarize the calculational and fit procedures we adopt. In section 4 we discuss the impact of the NSI solar solution on the atmospheric data analysis, and in section 5 we summarize our results.

2 Neutrino Evolution in the presence of NSI

The most general form of three-neutrino evolution Hamiltonian in the flavor base (ν_e, ν_μ, ν_τ ), in the presence of NSI can be given as

H = 1 2E R 0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 Δm^2_{32}

R^†+ √ 2G_F N_e(⃗r) 1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0 + √ 2G_F N_f (⃗r)

0 ε_{12} ε_{13}

ε_{12} ε_{22} ε_{23}

ε_{13} ε_{23} ε_{33} ;

(1) where E is the energy, G_F Fermi’s constant, Δm^2_{32} ≡ m^2_3 − m^2 ≡ Δm^2_{atm} and N_e(⃗r) is the number density of electrons along the neutrino trajectory. In our calculations of the ν_e survival probability we use the electron and neutron number densities in the Sun from the SSM [27], while for the Earth matter effects we use the density profile given in the Preliminary Reference Earth Model (PREM) [28].

In Eq. (1) ε_{ij} parametrize the deviation from standard neutrino interactions. For example √ 2 G_F N_f (⃗r)ε_{1ℓ} is the forward scattering amplitude of the FC process ν_e +f → ν_ℓ +f, while √ 2 G_F N_f (⃗r)ε_{ℓℓ} represents the difference between the non-standard component of the ν_e + f and the ν_ℓ + f elastic forward scattering amplitudes. The quantity N_f (⃗r) is the number density of the fermion f along the path ⃗r of the neutrinos propagating in the Sun or the Earth. We consider two cases, depending on the NSI model, in which the neutrino interaction occurs with down–type or up–type quarks. For the case of nonstandard interactions on electrons [22] one would have also to take into account the effect of the NSI also in the neutrino detection cross section.

Note that for simplicity we have set the mass splitting Δm^2_1 of the first two neutrinos to zero, so that the corresponding mixing angle ϑ_{12} can be eliminated. This is justified as we are mainly interested in isolating the effect of the NSI in the description of solar neutrino data. In contrast we assume the most general NSI flavour structure, consistent with CP conservation. Under these assumptions, we have [29]:

R = c_{13} 0 s_{13}

−s_{23}s_{13} c_{23} s_{23}c_{13}

−s_{13}c_{23} −s_{23} c_{23}c_{13}

, (2)

where we used the notation c_{ij} ≡ cos ϑ_{ij} and s_{ij} ≡ sin ϑ_{ij} . Similarly to the usual oscillation case [30] the ν_e survival probability P_{ee} can be written as

P_{ee} = c^4_{13}P^{eff}_{ee} + s^4_{13}, (3)

where P^{eff}_{ee} is the electron survival probability in an effective 2 × 2 model described by the Hamiltonian

H^{eff} ≡ [ R^†VR ] 2×2 = √ 2G_F N_e(⃗r) c^2_{13} 0 0 0 + √ 2G_F N_f (⃗r)

0 ε_{eff}

ε_{eff} ε^′_{eff} (4)

with the effective ε_{eff} and ε^′_{eff} given in terms of the original ε_{ij} parameters as

ε_{eff} = c_{13}(ε_{12}c_{23} − ε_{13}s_{23}) − s_{13}[ε_{23}(c^2_3 − s^2_3) + (ε_{22} − ε_{33})c_{23}s_{23}] , (5) ε^′_{eff} = ε_{22}c^2_3 − 2ε_{23}c_{23}s_{23} + ε_{33}s^2_3 + 2s_{13}c_{13}(ε_{13}c_{23} + ε_{12}s_{23}) − s^2_{13}(ε_{33}c^2_3 + ε_{22}s^2_3 + 2ε_{23}s_{23}c_{23}) . (6)

Note that even though we have assumed the most general NSI flavour structure, the final propagation of solar neutrinos can be described effectively as a two-dimensional evolution Hamiltonian depending only on the mixing angle ϑ_{13} and on two effective NSI parameters (ε_{eff} , ε^′_{eff} ).

3 Analysis Method

In our description of the solar neutrino data [1] we adopt the same analysis techniques already described in Refs. [8,31,32] using the latest theoretical standard solar model (SSM) best–fit fluxes and estimated uncertainties [27]. For the neutrino conversion probabilities we use the results calculated numerically as indicated above.

Since the parameter space is three-dimensional, the allowed regions for a given C.L. are defined as the set of points satisfying the condition

χ^2_{sol}(ε_{eff} , ε^′_{eff}, ϑ_{13}) − χ^2_{sol,min} ≤ Δχ^2(C.L., 3 d.o.f.), (7)

In our numerical calculations we use the survival/conversion probabilities of solar electron neutrinos valid over a generous range of NSI parameters (ε_{eff} , ε^′_{eff}). On the other hand, we use the relevant reaction cross sections and efficiencies for the all experiments employed in Ref. [8,31,32]. For the SNO case the CC cross section for deuterium was taken from [33].

For what concerns the fit of the total rates, we take into account the results of the Homestake, GALLEX/GNO, SAGE and Super-Kamiokande experiments, together with the latest SNO CC result. Thus we have 5 experimental data, which we fit in terms of the 3 parameters ε_{eff} , ε^′_{eff} and ϑ_{13}; therefore, the total number of degrees of freedom is 2.

In addition to total rates, we also take into account the Super-Kamiokande “zenith angle spectrum” [1], which includes both the spectral information on the final lepton energy (8 bins) and the information on the zenith angle distribution which results from neutrino interactions inside the Earth (1-day and 6-night bins). This data sample contains a total of 44 = 6 × 7 + 2 bins. Thus the number of degrees of freedom is 5 (rates) + 44 (zenith-spectrum) - 1 (free normalization) - 3 (fit parameters) = 45.

In Figs. 1 and 2 we present the allowed regions in the (ε_{eff}, ε^′_{eff} ) parameter space for different values of sin^2 ϑ_{13}, assuming non-standard interactions of neutrinos with d-type (Fig. 1) and u-type (Fig. 2) quarks. The shaded areas refer to the 90%, 95%, 99% and 99.7% C.L. with 3 degrees of freedom, and the best fit point is indicated by a star. Let us now comment some of their features. The first thing to notice from Figs. 1 and 2 is that the amount of NU is large. Nevertheless this is allowed by experiment and therefore consistent. We note also that the NSI strength required in the case of interaction with u-type quarks is smaller than for the case of d-type quarks.

Notice also that ε_{eff} can only be large over a very narrow ε^′_{eff} region close to 0.57, a fact which will be used shortly. More importantly, we note that the quality of the solar fit becomes progressively worse as ϑ_{13} increases, in a way similar to what happens in a three-neutrino OSC scenario [8,34]. This indicates

Figure 1. Allowed NSI regions indicated by the fit of the solar rates (upper panels) and global solar data (lower panels) for different values of ϑ_{13}, assuming non-standard interactions of neutrinos with d-type quarks. The shaded areas refer to the 90%, 95%, 99% and 99.7% C.L. with 3 degrees of freedom. The best fit point is indicated by a star.

Figure 2. Same as Fig. 1 but for the case of non-standard interactions of neutrinos with u-type quarks.

that, although with less sensistivity, ϑ_{13} can be constrained solely by solar data, irrespective of reactor data, also in the context of the NSI mechanism. In Fig. 3 we present the dependence of Δχ^2 as a function of sin^2 ϑ_{13}. The solid line refers to non-standard interactions of neutrinos with d-type quarks, and only the information from total rates is used, while for the dashed line also the spectrum-zenith distribution of Super-Kamiokande is included in the fit. The

Figure 3. Dependence of Δχ^2 as a function of sin^2 ϑ_{13}, for different NSI solutions.

two dotted-dashed lines refer to non-standard interactions of neutrinos with u-type quarks, both with and without the spectrum-zenith information.

Finally in Table 1 we present the best-fit points and goodness-of-fit of oscillation and NSI solutions to the solar neutrino problem. Since the neutrino mixing angle ϑ_{13} is strongly constrained by reactor neutrino data [26] we set, for definiteness, ϑ_{13} = 0 in what follows. This way we have only two degrees of freedom. The numbers in the table refer to a restricted analysis using only Δm^2_1 and the neutrino mixing angle ϑ_{12} for the pure OSC case and only ε_{eff} and ε^′_{eff} for the pure NSI case. We see that the pure two-parameter NSI solution is somewhat better than the corresponding pure OSC solution.

Solution Δm^2_1 tan^2(ϑ_{12}) ε_{eff} ε^′_{eff} χ^2_{min} G.O.F.

LMA 2.4 × 10^{−5} 0.31 0 0 2.2 53%

SMA 7.8 × 10^{−6} 1.6 × 10^{−3} 0 0 4.0 26%

NSI (d) 0 0 3.2 × 10^{−3} 0.61 0.60 90%

NSI (u) 0 0 1.3 × 10^{−3} 0.43 0.62 89% Table 1 Best-fit points and goodness-of-fit of oscillation and NSI solutions to the solar neutrino problem, including only rates.

4 How about atmospheric neutrinos?

So far we have given a description of solar neutrino data in terms of NSI interactions. We now turn to the issue of atmospheric neutrinos. In principle one could imagine a pure NSI description of the atmospheric data itself [19]. However, it has recently been shown that, while it may fit the contained atmospheric data, such a description can not reconcile them with the up-going muon data. The sensitivity of the atmospheric data to the NSI follows mainly from the fact that the wide energy range of the atmospheric neutrino data sample, from the sub-GeV events up to the up-going samples of MACRO and Super-Kamiokande [4,3,5,6] is enough to manifest the energy-dependence characteristic of the atmospheric neutrino conversion mechanism. On this basis it has been shown how, taken altogether, the atmospheric data leave very little room for NSI and can tolerate the existence of NSI only at a sub-leading level [20].

The main question for us then is to evaluate whether the NSI description of solar neutrino data is in conflict with the atmospheric data sample. The danger lies in the fact that, in contrast to a pure oscillation description of the neutrino data [8], even when the value of the third neutrino mixing angle ϑ_{13} (presently constrained mainly by the reactor neutrino data) is taken to zero, the solar and atmospheric sectors are still coupled with each other through the postulated NSI interactions whose strength is fixed, as described above, in order to account for the solar data.

A full description of the atmospheric and solar neutrino data in terms of a hybrid OSC+NSI description is, at the moment, prohibitive in view of the complexity of the problem. It suffices to remind the reader that we expect ten relevant independent parameters in this case: in addition to the five relevant CP conserving oscillation parameters of Ref. [8] (two mass splittings and three angles) there are five new NSI parameters characterizing the magnitude of FC and NU CP conserving non-standard interactions.

Thus we are forced to make a simplifying ansatz. For definiteness we consider the two following choices of the NSI matrix:

(a) :

0 ε_{12} ε_{13}

ε_{12} ε_{22} ε_{23}

ε_{13} ε_{23} ε_{33} = 0 ε/ √ 2 −ε/ √ 2 ε/ √ 2 ε^′ 0 −ε/ √ 2 0 ε^′ (8)

and

(b) :

0 ε_{12} ε_{13}

ε_{12} ε_{22} ε_{23}

ε_{13} ε_{23} ε_{33} = 0 0 − √ 2 ε 0 ε^′ 0 − √ 2 ε 0 ε^′

. (9)

With each of these choices the five new NSI parameters are reduced to the two parameters involved in the description of the solar data, as explained previously in sections 2 and 3. In fact for both of these choices, once we set ϑ_{13} = 0 and ϑ_{23} = 45^∘ (see below), we have simply ε_{eff} = ε and ε^′_{eff} = ε^′. For definiteness we focus here on the case of neutrino non-standard interactions with down-type quarks in Eq. (1).

As for the data here we use the totality of sub- and multi-GeV (e, μ) atmospheric neutrino data [3,4] as well as Super-Kamiokande stop and throughgoing muon data, and MACRO through-going muons [5,6].

In the lower panels of Fig. 4 we show the allowed region in the plane (ε, Δm^2_{32}) from the analysis of atmospheric neutrino data. The remaining undisplayed parameters are set to ϑ_{13} = 0 (indicated by a combination of reactor and atmospheric data [26]), ϑ_{23} = 45^∘ (indicated by the standard atmospheric data analysis) and ε^′ = 0.57 (indicated by the solar data analysis presented in sections 2 and 3). In the upper panels we show the dependence of Δχ^2_{atm} as a function of ε when Δm^2_{32} is “integrated out”.

From Fig. 4 we see that in both cases the value of Δm^2_{32} is essentially unaffected by the inclusion of non-standard interaction in the ν_μ → ν_e and ν_τ → ν_e channels, up to values of 10 % or so. This is analogous to what was already found in Ref. [20] for the ν_μ → ν_τ channel. We also note that in model (a) values of ε ≈ 0.07 are preferred, since in this case a small contribution of FC actually helps in improving the SK contained ν_e data. This phenomenon is analogous to having a small but finite solar mass splitting Δm^2_1, see Ref. [35]. However, a value of ε = 0 is clearly in agreement with the data, as expected

Figure 4. Allowed region (90%, 95%, 99%, 99.73% C.L. with 2 d.o.f.) in the plane (ε, Δm^2_{32}) from the analysis of atmospheric neutrino data, for each of the two ansätze given in Eqs. (8) (left panels) and (9) (right panels). The best fit point is denoted as a star. We fix the undisplayed parameters to ϑ_{13} = 0, ϑ_{23} = 45^∘ and ε^′ = 0.57. The top panels show the behavior of Δχ^2_{atm} as a function of ε when Δm^2_{32} is integrated out.

by the excellent quality of the oscillation fit for the pure ν_μ → ν_τ vacuum oscillations. We see that in both schemes the values of ε allowed by the solar data analysis are fully acceptable also for the atmospheric data. However in model (a) there is a small tension between the solar best fit point (ε = 0.003) and the atmospheric data (which prefer, with Δχ^2 = 1.6, a value ε = 0.07), so that some slight change in the shape of the solar allowed region might be expected when atmospheric data are also included. This effect does not appear in ansatz (b), for which any value of ε below 0.03 is practically equivalent.

5 Conclusions

In this paper we have re-analysed the non-standard interaction solutions to the solar neutrino problem in the light of the recent SNO measurement as well as the 1258–day Super-Kamiokande data. In contrast to previous work we have used a three-neutrino interpretation of the solar data analysis, displaying how results depend on the neutrino mixing angle ϑ_{13} which is constrained mainly by the reactor neutrino data. More importantly, we have checked consistency of the NSI interpretation of solar data with the good agreement that the atmospheric data sample shows with the OSC interpretation. We have found that the status of such energy-independent solution to the solar neutrino problem is slightly better than that of the OSC solution. While these NSI solutions exist for reasonable values of the flavour-changing interaction strength ε_{eff} they require a somewhat large value of the non-universal parameters, suggesting that the solar conversion channel must involve ν_τ . We have also analysed the implications of the solar NSI solution for atmospheric neutrinos, generalizing the study in Ref. [20] so as to analyse the sensitivity of atmospheric data also to the NSI parameters involved in the solar neutrino channel. By using two simplified ansätze for the NSI interactions we have explicitly demonstrated that the values of ε allowed by the solar data analysis are fully acceptable also for the atmospheric data. This establishes that the NSI description of the solar neutrino data is not in conflict with the atmospheric data sample. For one of these models we noted the existence of a slight conflict between the solar best fit point (ε = 0.003) and the atmospheric data (which prefer, with Δχ^2 = 1.6, a value ε = 0.07), which suggests that some slight change in the shape of the solar allowed region might be expected within a fully global description of both solar the atmospheric data. Our simplified ansätze are justified to the extent that the complexity of the analysis makes a full description close to impossible, and possibly un-illuminating. We find it significant, however, that the present understanding of solar and atmospheric neutrino data does not, as yet, require solar neutrino oscillations or solar neutrino mixing. This may have profound implications for model-building, especially in view of the difficulties in accomodating bi-large mixing-type solutions within the framework of unified theories. From an experimental point of view we find it worth pointing that the energy dependence characteristic of the oscillation mechanism has only been demonstrated for the case atmospheric, not solar neutrino conversions, as yet. One may argue that our NSI hypothesis is somewhat artificial. However one should bear in mind the fact that most models neutrino masses are accompanied by non-standard interactions of neutrinos and there are, in fact, some in which NSI are unacompanied by neutrino mass effects. The soundness of hybrid schemes such as the ones indicated here may indicate more subtle new ways for accounting for the presently observed neutrino anomalies from first principles. We look forward to new solar neutrino experiments to probe neutrino NSI with improved sensitivities, such as suggested in Ref. [22], as well as to the prospects of future neutrino factories performing correlated OSC-NSI studies, as suggested in [23,24].

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by Spanish DGICYT under grant PB98-0693 (Spain), FAPESP and CNPq (Brazil), by the European Commission RTN network HPRN-CT-2000-00148 and by the European Science Foundation network grant N. 86. M.M. was supported by the Marie Curie contract HPMF-CT-2000- 01008. M.A.T. was supported by the M.E.C.D. fellowship AP2000-1953. We thank O. Peres, for useful discussions.

Appendix: Implications of the KamLAND result.

The original version of the present paper showed that a pure NSI description of solar data with massless and unmixed neutrinos is slightly better than the favoured LMA-MSW solution. Moreover, the NSI values indicated by the solar data analysis do not spoil the succesful oscillation description of the atmospheric data, establishing the overall consistency of a hybrid scheme in which only atmospheric data are explained in terms of neutrino oscillations. However, the recent results of the KamLAND collaboration [36] reject non-oscillation solutions in the solar sector under the assumption of CPT invariance, in such a way that solutions based on NSI should be strongly disfavoured by Kam- LAND results. In this appendix, we re-evaluate the status of NSI solutions of the solar neutrino problem, in the light of the first KamLAND data.

The KamLAND experiment is a reactor neutrino experiment whose detector is located at the Kamiokande site. Most of the ν_e flux incident at KamLAND comes from nuclear plants at distances 80-350 km from the detector, making the average baseline of about 180 km, long enough to provide a sensitive probe of the LMA-MSW region. The target for the ν_e flux consists of a spherical transparent balloon filled with 1000 tons of non-doped liquid scintillator, and the antineutrinos are detected via the inverse neutron β-decay process ν_e + p → e^+ + n. The KamLAND collaboration has for the first time measured the disappearance of neutrinos produced in a power reactor. They observe a strong evidence for the disappearance of neutrinos during their flight over such distances, giving the first terrestrial confirmation of the solar neutrino anomaly and also establishing the oscillation hypothesis with man-produced neutrinos.

In this appendix we perform a combined analysis of the solar neutrino data with the first KamLAND results in terms of neutrino non-standard interactions with matter, setting for definiteness ϑ_{13} = 0. The analysis of solar neutrino data includes the most recent results from all experiments [37], as well as the latest measurements from SNO [38] presented in the form of 34 data bins (See Ref. [39] for a detailed explanation of the new solar analysis). The details of the theoretical Monte-Carlo and statistical analysis of the Kam- LAND results are given in Ref. [40]; in particular, the KamLAND χ^2-function is calculated assuming a Poisson distribution of the experimental data, as described in Sec. IV of that paper.

In Table 2 we present the best-fit points for the oscillation and NSI solutions to the solar neutrino problem obtained in our analysis, together with its corresponding value of χ^2. The value of χ^2_{sol} confirms our previous result: NSI picture gives a good description of the solar neutrino data. In fact, for the case of neutrino NSI with up quarks we obtain a slightly better fit than for the LMA-MSW solution.

The inclusion of the latest solar data sample [37,38] does not change the status nor the allowed regions of the NSI solution in any significant way. In contrast, the inclusion of KamLAND data in the analysis changes dramatically the situation. Note that for the KamLAND experiment matter effects are very small, and can therefore safely be neglected. As a result, the NSI solutions predict no reduction in the ν_e flux, in conflict with what is observed at KamLAND. This worsens the status of the NSI hypothesis, (reflected in the corresponding χ^2_{sol+KL} values, in Table 2) with respect to that of the LMA-MSW solution, which predicts the correct suppression factor observed at KamLAND. From our analysis we obtain that the description in terms of neutrino NSI with down quarks is rejected with a Δχ^2 = 14.2, corresponding to 3.8σ, with respect to LMA-MSW, while NSI of neutrinos with quarks of type up are rejected at 3.6σ level (Δχ^2 = 12.8) as the explanation for the solar neutrino anomaly plus the KamLAND disappearance of neutrinos.

Solution Δm^2_1 tan^2(ϑ_{12}) ε_{eff} ε^′_{eff} χ^2_{sol} χ^2_{sol+KL}

LMA-MSW 7.2 × 10^{−5} 0.46 0 0 65.8 71.9

NSI (d) 0 0 3.2 × 10^{−3} 0.62 66.9 86.1

NSI (u) 0 0 1.3 × 10^{−3} 0.44 65.5 84.7 Table 2 Best-fit points of oscillation and NSI solutions to the solar neutrino problem before and after the inclusion of the KamLAND data in the analysis In summary, we have shown that the inclusion of KamLAND data in the analysis of the solar neutrino anomaly excludes the interpretation based on neutrino non-standard interactions with matter at more than 3σ. Therefore, non-standard interactions may at best play a sub-leading role in solar neutrino propagation. In fact, one may use the confirmation of the LMA-MSW oscillation solution together with the experimental data from KamLAND and solar neutrino experiments in order to determine improved restrictions on NSI parameters.

References

[1] B.T. Cleveland et al., Astrophys. J. 496 (1998) 505; K.S. Hirata et al., Kamiokande Coll., Phys. Rev. Lett. 77 (1996) 1683; W. Hampel et al., GALLEX Coll., Phys. Lett. B 447 (1999) 127; D.N. Abdurashitov et al., SAGE Coll., Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999) 4686; Phys. Rev. C 60 (1999) 055801 [astro-ph/9907113]; V. Gavrin (SAGE Collaboration), Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. B 91 (2001) 36; M. Altmann et al. (GNO Collaboration), Phys. Lett. B 490 (2000) 16; E. Bellotti et al. (GNO Collaboration), Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. B 91 (2001) 44; Y. Fukuda et al. (Super-Kamiokande Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 (1998) 1158; Erratum 81 (1998) 4279; Phys. Rev. Lett. 82 (1999) 1810; Y. Suzuki (Super-Kamiokande Collaboration), Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. B 91 (2001) 29; S. Fukuda et al. (Super-Kamiokande Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 86 (2001) 5651 and 86 (2001) 5656.

[2] Q. R. Ahmad et al. [SNO Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 87 (2001) 071301 [nucl-ex/0106015].

[3] Super-Kamiokande Coll., Y. Fukuda et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 (1998) 1562; C.

McGrew in Neutrino Telescopes 2001, Venice, Italy, March 2001, to appear; T.

Toshito in Moriond 2001, Les Arcs, France, March 2001, to appear.

[4] Y. Fukuda et al., Kamiokande Coll., Phys. Lett. B 335 (1994) 237; R. Becker- Szendy et al., IMB Coll., Nucl. Phys. B (Proc. Suppl.) 38 (1995) 331; W.W.M. Allison et al., Soudan Coll., Phys. Lett. B 449 (1999) 137.

[5] MACRO Coll., M. Ambrosio et al., Phys. Lett. B 434 (1998) 451; M. Spurio et al., hep-ex/0101019; B. Barish, Talk given at Neutrino 2000, 15–21 June 2000, Sudbury, Canada [http://nu2000.sno.laurentian.ca].

[6] A. Surdo, Talk given at TAUP 2001, 8–12 September 2001, Gran Sasso, Italy [http://www.lngs.infn.it/].

[7] J. Schechter and J. W. Valle, Phys. Rev. D 22 (1980) 2227. Phys. Rev. D 23 (1981) 1666.

[8] See, for example, M. C. Gonzalez-Garcia, M. Maltoni, C. Pena-Garay and J.

W. F. Valle, Phys. Rev. D 63 (2001) 033005 [hep-ph/0009350],

[9] For reviews see S. M. Bilenkii, C. Giunti and W. Grimus, Prog. Part. Nucl.

Phys. 43 (1999) 1 [arXiv:hep-ph/9812360]. G. L. Fogli in Neutrino Telescopes 2001, Venice, Italy, March 2001; V. D. Barger, arXiv:hep-ph/0005011.

[10] For a review see J. W. F. Valle, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 26 (1991) 91.

[11] G. G. Ross and J. W. F. Valle, Phys. Lett. B 151, 375 (1985). J. R. Ellis et al.

Phys. Lett. B 150, 142 (1985).

[12] L. J. Hall and M. Suzuki, Nucl. Phys. B 231, 419 (1984). M. A. Diaz, J. C.

Romao and J. W. F. Valle, Nucl. Phys. B 524, 23 (1998) [hep-ph/9706315]. R. Hempfling, Nucl. Phys. B 478 (1996) 3 [arXiv:hep-ph/9511288]. M. Hirsch et al. Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 113008 [arXiv:hep-ph/0004115]. Phys. Rev. D 61 (2000) 071703 [arXiv:hep-ph/9907499]. O. Haug et al. Nucl. Phys. B 565 (2000) 38 [arXiv:hep-ph/9909318].

[13] R. N. Mohapatra and J. W. F. Valle, Phys. Rev. D 34 (1986) 1642.

[14] L. J. Hall, V. A. Kostelecky and S. Raby, Nucl. Phys. B 267 (1986) 415;

[15] L. Wolfenstein, Phys. Rev. D 17, 2369 (1978); S.P. Mikheev and A.Yu. Smirnov, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 42, 913 (1985).

[16] J.W.F. Valle, Phys. Lett. B 199 (1987) 432.

[17] M. M. Guzzo et al., Phys. Lett. B260, 154 (1991)

[18] E. Roulet, Phys. Rev. D44, 935 (1991); V. Barger, R. J. N. Phillips and K.

Whisnant, Phys. Rev. D44, 1629 (1991); S. Bergmann, Nucl. Phys. B515, 363 (1998); E. Ma and P. Roy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 4637 (1998). J. Bahcall and P. Krastev in hep-ph/9703267.

[19] M.C. Gonzalez-Garcia et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 82 (1999) 3202; N. Fornengo, M.C. Gonzalez-Garcia and J.W.F. Valle, JHEP 0007 (2000) 006; P. Lipari and M. Lusignoli, Phys. Rev. D 60 (1999) 013003; G.L. Fogli, E. Lisi, A. Marrone and G. Scioscia, Phys. Rev. D 60 (1999) 053006 M.M. Guzzo, H. Nunokawa, O.L.G. Peres and R. Zukanovich Funchal, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 87 (2000) 201.

[20] N. Fornengo, M. Maltoni, R. Tomas and J.W.F. Valle, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 013010 [hep-ph/0108043]

[21] H. Nunokawa et al., Phys. Rev. D 54 (1996) 4356 [hep-ph/9605301]; D. Grasso, H. Nunokawa and J.W.F. Valle, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 (1998) 2412

[22] Z. Berezhiani, R. S. Raghavan and A. Rossi, Nucl. Phys. B 638 (2002) 62 [arXiv:hep-ph/0111138]. Z. Berezhiani and A. Rossi, Phys. Lett. B 535 (2002) 207 [arXiv:hep-ph/0111137]. M.M. Guzzo, H. Nunokawa, P.C. de Holanda and O.L.G. Peres, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 097301.

[23] P. Huber, T. Schwetz and J. W. F. Valle, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 (2002) 101804 [arXiv:hep-ph/0111224].

[24] A. M. Gago et al., Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 07003; P. Huber and J. W. F. Valle, Phys. Lett. B 523 (2001) 151 [arXiv:hep-ph/0108193].

[25] A. M. Gago et al., Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 073012 [arXiv:hep-ph/0112060]; S.

Bergmann et al., Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 073001 [hep-ph/0004049].

[26] M. Apollonio et al. [CHOOZ Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B 466, 415 (1999) [hep-ex/9907037]. F. Boehm et al., Palo Verde Coll., Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 112001 [hep-ex/0107009].

[27] We adopt SSM data from

http://www.sns.ias.edu/~jnb/SNdata/sndata.html.

[28] A. M. Dziewonski and D. L. Anderson, Phys. Earth Planet. Inter. 25, 297 (1981).

[29] J. Schechter and J. W. F. Valle, Phys. Rev. D 21, 309 (1980).

[30] C-S. Lim, in Proceedings of BNL Neutrino Workshop, p. 249, February 1987, New York, USA, Edited by M. J. Murtagh, BNL-52079, C87/02/05. G. L. Fogli,

E. Lisi, and D. Montanino, Phys. Rev. D 49, 3626 (1994); Astropart. Phys. 4, 177 (1995). T. K. Kuo and J. Pantaleone, Phys. Rev. Lett. 57, 1805 (1986); Phys. Rev. D 35, 3432 (1987); Rev. Mod. Phys. 61, 937 (1989).

[31] M. C. Gonzalez-Garcia, P. C. de Holanda, C. Pena-Garay and J. W. F. Valle, Nucl. Phys. B573 (2000) 3 [hep-ph/9906469] and references therein.

[32] J. N. Bahcall, M. C. Gonzalez-Garcia and C. Pena-Garay, JHEP 0108 (2001) 014 [hep-ph/0106258]. For other recent papers on the oscillation interpretation of the solar neutrino anomaly after the SNO result see V. Barger, D. Marfatia and K. Whisnant, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 (2002) 011302 [hep-ph/0106207]. A. Bandyopadhyay, S. Choubey, S. Goswami and K. Kar, Phys. Lett. B 519 (2001) 83 [hep-ph/0106264]. G. L. Fogli, E. Lisi, D. Montanino and A. Palazzo, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 093007 [hep-ph/0106247]; P. Creminelli, G. Signorelli and A. Strumia, hep-ph/0102234v2; for a discussion on the status of oscillation solutions including also SN1987A data see M. Kachelriess, A. Strumia, R. Tomas and J. W. F. Valle, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 073016 [arXiv:hep-ph/0108100].

[33] J.F. Beacom and S.J. Parke, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 091302 [hep-ph/0106128];

S. Nakamura, T. Sato, V. Gudkov and K. Kubodera, Phys. Rev. C 63 (2001) 034617; M. Butler, J.-W. Chen and X. Kong, Phys. Rev. C 63 (2001) 035501; I.S. Towner, Phys. Rev. C 58 (1998) 1288.

[34] G.L. Fogli, E. Lisi and D. Montanino and A. Palazzo, Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 013002; A.M. Gago, H. Nunokawa and R. Zukanovich Funchal, Phys. Rev. D 63 (2001) 013005 [Erratum ibid. D 64 (2001) 119902]; A. Bandyopadhyay, S. Choubey, S. Goswami and K. Kar, hep-ph/0110307.

[35] O. L. Peres and A. Y. Smirnov, Phys. Lett. B 456 (1999) 204 [arXiv:hep-ph/9902312].

[36] K. Eguchi et al. [KamLAND Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 021802 (2003) [arXiv:hep-ex/0212021].

[37] S. Fukuda et al. [SuperKamiokande Collaboration], Phys. Lett. B 539, 179 (2002) [arXiv:hep-ex/0205075]. J. N. Abdurashitov et al. [SAGE Collaboration], J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 95, 181 (2002) [Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 122, 211 (2002)] [arXiv:astro-ph/0204245]. T. Kirsten, for the GNO collaboration, talk at the Neutrino 2002 conference, Muenchen (Germany) May 2002, to be published on Nucl. Phys. B (Proc. Suppl.)

[38] Q. R. Ahmad et al. [SNO Collaboration], Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 011301 (2002);

Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 011302 (2002).

[39] M. Maltoni, T. Schwetz, M. A. Tortola and J. W. Valle, Phys. Rev. D 67, 013011 (2003) [arXiv:hep-ph/0207227].

[40] M. Maltoni, T. Schwetz and J. W. Valle, arXiv:hep-ph/0212129. Phys. Rev. D, in press.