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Abstract. We present a semi-analytical derivation of the survivabgiality of solar neutrinos in
the three generation scheme, based on the Magnus apprminoétthe evolution operator of a
three level system, and assuming a mass hierarchy amongnoauiss eigenstates. We have used
an exponential profile for the solar electron density in qapraximation. The different interesting
density regions that appear throughout the propagatioarat/zed. Finally, some comments on

the allowed regions in the solar neutrino parameter spacaditresset.

INTRODUCTION

The need to introduce the three generations of neutrin@s antomputation of the
transition probabilities of these particles while travegsa medium has been recognised
long ago [1] to try to accomodate the observations of difieexperiments studying
neutrino oscillations. Analytical treatments of three tneo oscillations in matter with
varying density in the three generation scheme have bedredtin the past 2] aiming to
deduce expressions for the oscillation probabilities @& type of neutrino into another.
It has been shown, first in the case of two generatians [3ndl)/ater in the case of three
generations.[5] that the differential equation descrikbiing evolution of the neutrino
state in an exponentialy varying density profile could beatlanalytically in terms
of confluent hypergeometric functions. Corrections to theimg parameters in matter
calculated as series expansions have been performed byd-[&l) and a different
perturbative analysis has been done by Narayan!in [7]. Glahalyses of the recent
experimental dathave been extensively studied both, irtvtibeand three generations
cases![8]. In a previous paper by D’Olivo and Oteo [9] an apipnate expression to the
evolution operator using the Magnus expansion was founlg, fon the non-adiabatic
regime in the exponentially varying density profile. In thegpper we present a complete
semi-analytical computation of the evolution operatorrfeutrinos in the same density
profile, using the Magnus expansion approximation which wdrk propperly in the
case of adiabatic and non-adiabatic evolution of the nemustate. This paper describes

1 Contribution to the Proceeedings of thtexican School of Astrophysi¢EMA), Guanajuato, México,
July 31 - August 7, 2002 and also poster contribution toXhdexican School of Particles and Fields
Playa del Carmen, Quintana Roo, México, October 30 - Nove® 2602
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some important results of the M. C. Thesis work presentediy G. Cabral-Rosetti
in [10]. Let H denote the Hamiltonian of a quantum systen Bind U ¢;tp) the time
evolution operator satisfying the Schrodinger equation

[ i |
m
01

T
2

|
|
|
|
|
|/
I
i
/1
m /|
N
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

_7 : : - - -
10 10°  10° 10" 100 10 10" 10 10
V(t) (eV2/MeV)

1

FIGURE 1. Behaviour of the matter mixing angles as functions of theative potentiaV ¢).

iﬁ%U =HU; U@to)=1: (1)

R
WhenH is independent of time, or more generally whefﬁodt(H t9;H ¢)1= 0, the

solution of Eqlll) is formallyJ = Exp[ i= tE)dt(H t91 Then itis natural to ask wether
a solution of the fornd = ExpQ would always be possible. A method for finding such a
true exponential solution (without time ordering) is suppligdthe Magnus Expansion
(ME) [11]. The magnus operat6? = InU satisfies a differential equation which in turn
is solved through a series expansi@n= S, Qn, where each terrf2,, is of orderh™ ".
The first two contributions are explicitly given by

. Z

i 2t
Q= = dyH@);
1 . 1H €1)
Q= — t t ;H : 2
2 R 1 1 . >H t1);H (2)] (2)

Recursive methods to obtain the succesive terms have besrsesely worked out in the
literature [12]. Because of the anti-Hermitian characfeevery Q,, each approximate
time-evolution operator obtained Bs U = Exp(FK_, Qn) will be unitary. Here we
use the first Magnus approximant to obtain (approximate)yinal solutions to the
problem of 3 neutrinos oscillations in a medium with varydensity as the Sun.

SURVIVAL PROBABILITY FOR ELECTRON NEUTRINOS

From the dependency of sif®2 ¢), and sin BT} ¢) onV () (see Ref.|[10] and_[13] for
all details), we can distinguish five interesting regionsewhthe oscillations behave



differently.
(1) Region of Extreemely Low Density

IfO V¢ B, both mixing anglesf, ¢), and 67, ¢), are close to their
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FIGURE 2. The survival probability for an electron neutrino commimgrh the Sun vsémg,=2E,
with the parameters (a) $i20,, = 04, sirf 20,3 = 001 yR= 103; (b) sirf 28,, = 03, sirf 28,3= 0y
R=10°.

values in vacuum (see Figl(1)), thisd ¢) ! 0,,; 07 ¢) ! B4, giving
Py t)! C,Ch;and B )! s;; 3)
leading us to the well known result of vacuum oscillationshwée neutrinos
PWe! Ve) =Cj,Ciat SI,Ciat Sty ; (4)
(2) Low Density Resonance Region

For V t) by, 075 ¢) is still close to its vacuum valued], ¢) 8s), while
o7, ¢) is at thelow density resonancée. 87, ¢) 7, making

Py t) ! coS T ) cos 8, ) cos 07, to)

+sin? M ¢) sir? 87, ¢,) cos’ 07, (o) ; (5)
and
Rt)! SN ) ; (6)

which leads to the expression

1 1
Pyt v = 5% 5 1 22 cos B t,) cos By, ; (7)

where
Vi V)

; (8)
VoV )2+ B

cos B t) = p




and h i
P =sit 60¢) @) Exp( K) : (9)

The quantitnyC' represents the tramsition probability between the staigsy
Vi, and has been derived by D’Olivo_[14] in the case of oscolasi between
two neutrino species. The adiabatic result can be recoveyeseting?. = 0.
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FIGURE 3. The survival probability for an electron neutrino commingrh the Sun vsdm2,=2E, with

the p%rgameters (a) $128,, = 04, sirf 26,3= 0001 andR= 100. (b) sirf 26,, = 04, sirf 26,3 = 03 and

R= 10°
Fork, 1, %/ is exponentially supressed as expected in the asimptajimee
On the other hand, fok, < 1 there are significant corrections to the adiabatic
approximation which reduce the effect of the resonant itians Eq.[1) was first
obtained by Parke [15] for two species using the Landau-Zapgroximation for
the crossing probability?! = Exp 5K . In the extreeme non adiabatic case,
Ay ! 0, makingk, ! 0, and from Eq.[(8) it follows tha®7, ¢,) ! 3, making

P) = cog 8,,. Introducing this value of}) in Eq.[T) we recover the vacuum result
for two neutrinos:

1 .
?(Ve! Ve) = 1 é S|n2 2912 H (10)
This should be contrasted with the result
PWe! Ve) = cog 01, ; (11)

predicted by the Landau-Zener formula (and, in generallyyr@sult derived from
the Dykhne’s formula), which deviates from the correct tigiven by EqlID),
when@,, is large. The correct value for the extreeme nonadiabatie bas been
derived before, under the assumption that the transitidwedsn the adiabatic
eigenstates occurs instantaneously at the timeg, [16] However, in this case

the corresponding result fcﬁ’ approaches cé9,, as ( )2 instead of linearly,
as in Eq.[(®). Non adlabatlc effects start to become |mpbrtath|s region when
K, is comparable to 1, whenever the neutrinos crossaWvedensity resonancéf

E< vafl) cos By, P = 0, and the propagation of neutrinos will be adiabatic for

K, < 1. For this reason, the asimptotic exponential express§ion Q) for 2., must



be modified by hand to consider this situation. éffectiveway of implementing
such modification is to multipIyPC' by a step functiom®@ V ¢,) £A.€0520,,),

in such a way that the transition probability vanishes if atriro is produced
after the resonance. It is worthnoting that such modificai® not necessary
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FIGURE 4. The Io allowed region in thé\,;vs sir? 281, plane corresponding to the rang@8< Pe <

043 predicted by the combined results of SNO and Super KamibdkaNotice the double MSW triangle
structure.

with the Magnus result EqLJ(9) given that, as a functionégg'z}l, the difference
67, &) &, (T)behaves as a continuous step.

(3) Intermediate Densty Region

ForA,y, V&) Az, the mixing angles in matter a6g, ¢) g andol ¢) Qs
making

Pyt) &,Ch,; (12)
and
Pt) Sy (13)
giving the result shown in E@l(4), provided there existsemckeparation between
the resonance regiond;;  Ay.

(4) High Density Resonance Region

WhenV ¢) Ay, the mixing angle6f, ¢) is approximately equal td, while
07, ¢) is at itshigh density resonancelue ofef, ¢) 7. In this case

Py t) ! cOS O} to) COS O, o) ; (14)
and
P, t) ! cos M ¢)sir’ 0] o) ; (15)
leading to
Pyot vy = %+ % 1 22" cos®, () cos B (16)



where Vi Ve
cos D" h ; 17
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FIGURE 5. Overlap of the allowed regions for the experiments SAGALLEX (0 46< P < 066)
and SNG- Super-Kamiokande (85< P < 043).R= S= 250.

and h i
Ph=sit O ¢ @.T) Exp( K) ; (18)

which again implies the two neutrino oscillations resulheTcrossing probabil-
ity between the instantaneous eigenstatgsand v,, given by LPCh is perfectly
analogue to that studied in the low density resonance regjiencan recover the
adiabatic case if we s@t" = 0, and fork, 1, 2 is exponentially supressed. The
extreeme nonadiabatic case requikgs! 0, and from Eq.[(8) we haw} t,) ! 7
leading tozPCh = co% 0,5 All these observations will lead us to an expression
of the form of EqIID) with®,, replaced byb,;. Non adiabatic effects become
important wherk,, 1 provided the neutrino crosses tHegh density resonance
If E < 26\/”%1 cos B;; R 1sirt0,, cosBy,), with R= Ay=A,;, no transitions
between the instantaneous eigenstates can oggus(0), and the propagation is
adiabatic forKh < 1. Again, the differenc@f; t,) &, (T) behaves as a continuous

step glvmngC the appropiate behaviour.
(5) Extreemely High Density Region
For V ¢) As the () oscillations are strongly supressed due to the fact
that8l, ¢) 7, anddl¢) 7, making
Pal)! C,Ch (19)

and
ny(t és ’ (20)
giving the result of Eql{4)

PWVe! Ve) = C‘112 C‘113+ ﬁz (:‘113+ ﬁsf (21)



Plots of theve survival probability Py, ., as a function of% are shown in

Figs.2—3, for different values of $i86,,, sirF26,,, andR. We use the exponential profile
[17] Ne ) = 245Exp( 1054r=R ) Nyocm 3, whereN,, is the Avogadro’s number,

r is the radial distance measured from the center of the SuthRRa is the solar radius
(R =696 10 Km). Except for those regions close to the center or the surface
this is a good approximation of the electron density in the.SWe further assume
that theve are produced at, = 008635R , whereNg is the central electron density
predicted by the Standard Solar Model (SSM). In [Hig.4 we stimvallowed region

in the A1 Vs sirf261» plane obtained by simply plotting the points in the plane wit
survival probabilities lying within the & range of values extracted from recent joint
analyses of the results 8NO andSuper Kamiokande [[L&€]. To produce this region we
used the estimated vallle= 034 005) for the survival probability, and an average
neutrino energy of 5 MeV. We computed similar regions ushegdurvival probabilities
estimated by the experimer88GE, GALEX andHOMESTAKE, taking the average
energies for this experiments aslini[19], and looked for arlap of these regions in the
parameter plane (see Fig. 5). No intention to give stasik8gnificance to this region
exists, but only it is shown that our result it is consisteithwhose achieved by rigurous
analyses.
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