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Secret interactions among sterile neutrinos have been recently proposed as an escape-route to
reconcile eV sterile neutrino hints from short-baseline anomalies with cosmological observations. In
particular models with coupling gX >

∼
10−2 and gauge boson mediators X with MX

<
∼

10 MeV lead
to large matter potential suppressing the sterile neutrino production before the neutrino decoupling.
With this choice of parameter ranges, big bang nucleosynthesis is left unchanged and gives no bound
on the model. However, we show that at lower temperatures when active-sterile oscillations are no
longer matter suppressed, sterile neutrinos are still in a collisional regime, due to their secret self-
interactions. The interplay between vacuum oscillations and collisions leads to a scattering-induced
decoherent production of sterile neutrinos with a fast rate. This process is responsible for a flavor
equilibration among the different neutrino species. The huge abundance of sterile neutrinos would
affect the large-scale structure power spectrum. As a consequence, we find a strong tension between
secret interaction scenario and the cosmological neutrino mass bounds.

PACS numbers: 14.60.St, 14.60.Pq, 98.80.-k

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last recent years there has been a renewed at-
tention on eV sterile neutrinos, suggested by anomalies
found in the short-baseline neutrino experiments (see [1]
for a recent review). In this context it has been real-
ized that these light sterile neutrinos would be efficiently
produced in the early universe by oscillations with active
neutrinos, leading to a conflict with different cosmological
observations [2, 3]. This problem motivated the investi-
gation of different mechanisms to suppress the sterile neu-
trino thermalization (see, e.g., [2, 4, 5]). In [6, 7] it has
been recently proposed a novel suppression mechanism
based on the introduction of secret interactions among
sterile neutrinos, mediated by a massive gauge boson X ,
with MX ≪ MW (see [8] for the case of sterile neutri-
nos interacting with a ligh pseudoscalar). Indeed, these
secret interactions would generate a large matter term
in the sterile neutrino sector, which lowers the effective
neutrino in-medium mixing angle.

However, as the matter potential declines, a resonance
is eventually encountered. Then, sterile neutrinos would
be produced by a combination of (damped) Mikheyeev-
Smirnov-Wolfenstein (MSW)-like resonant flavor conver-
sions among active and sterile neutrinos [9], and the non-
resonant processes associated with the secret collisional
effects [10]. It particular, assuming for secret interactions
a coupling costant gX >∼ 10−2 and masses of the medi-
ator MX

>∼ O(10) MeV, the sterile neutrino production
would occur at T >∼ 0.1 MeV, with non trivial conse-

quences on big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) [6]. In this
context, in [11] it has been shown that BBN observations
would lead to severe constraints on the parameter space
of the model, reducing the range which satisfies cosmo-
logical bounds.

In [7] much lighter bosons were considered. The ad-
vantage of this choice seems twofold. On one hand the
matter potential would be so strong to inhibit any ster-
ile neutrino production in epochs relevant for BBN, thus
evading the corresponding constraints. Moreover, if the
new interaction mediator X couples not only to sterile
neutrinos but also to dark matter particles, for such small
masses it might also possibly relieve some of the small-
scale structure [7, 12] (nonstandard interactions were also
introduced to alleviate problems related to cold dark
matter in [13–18] and in the references therein). Further-
more, secret interactions among sterile neutrinos, medi-
ated by very light (or even massless) pseudoscalars, and
their connection with dark matter was explored in [8].

The aim of this paper is to show that also for these
small masses a large sterile neutrino production is un-
avoidable at T ≪ 0.1 MeV, when the matter potential
becomes smaller than the vacuum oscillation term. In-
deed, the small vacuum oscillations act as seed for a
scattering-induced decoherent production of sterile neu-
trinos, associated with the secret self-interactions in the
sterile sector. This process is very rapid and leads to a
quick flavor equilibration among the active and the ster-
ile neutrino species after the active neutrino decoupling.
We will show that in this situation the sterile neutrino
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abundance would be in tension with cosmological neu-
trino mass bounds.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we
present an overview of the flavor evolution for the active-
sterile neutrino system in the presence of secret interac-
tions. In Section III we discuss the scattering-induced de-
coherent production of sterile neutrinos, associated with
the secret interactions in the post-decoupling epoch. In
Section IV we compare this sterile neutrino abundance
with the most recent cosmological mass bounds finding
a tension for the eV mass range of sterile neutrinos. Fi-
nally, in Section V we summarize our results and con-
clude.

II. FLAVOR EVOLUTION

We consider a 3+1 neutrino mixing scenario, involving
the three active families and a sterile species. As usual,
we describe the neutrino (antineutrino) system in terms
of 4 × 4 density matrices ρ = ρ(p), for the different neu-
trino momenta p. The evolution equation of the density
matrix ρ is ruled by the kinetic equations [4, 19, 20]

i
dρ

dt
= [Ω, ρ] + C[ρ] . (1)

Assuming no neutrino asymmetry, the evolution for an-
tineutrinos is identical to the one of neutrinos. The evo-
lution in terms of the comoving observer proper time t
can be easily recast in function of the temperature T
(see [4] for a detailed treatment). The first term on the
right-hand side of Eq. (1) describes the flavor oscillations
Hamiltonian, given by

Ω =
M2

2p
+
√
2GF

[

−8p

3

(

Eℓ

M2
W

+
Eν

M2
Z

)]

+
√
2GX

[

− 8pEs

3M2
X

]

, (2)

whereM2 = U†M2U is the neutrino mass matrix, written
in terms of the solar ∆m2

sol, the atmospheric ∆m2
atm [21]

and sterile ∆m2
st [22, 23] mass-squared differences. We

have ∆m2
sol ≪ ∆m2

atm ≪ ∆m2
st ∼ O(1) eV2. Here U

is the 4 × 4 active-sterile mixing matrix, parametrized
as in [4], where the values of the different mixing angles
are given by the global fits of the active [21] and of the
sterile neutrino mixings [22, 23], respectively. The terms
proportional to the Fermi constant GF in Eq. (2) are the
standard matter effects in active neutrino oscillations. In
particular, the two contributions Eℓ and Eν are the energy
density of e± pairs, and ν and ν̄, respectively. The term
proportional to GX in Eq. (2) represents the new matter
secret potential where Es is the energy density of νs and
ν̄s.

Flavor evolution generally occurs at T ≪ MX (we com-
ment below for the case T > MX), so that one can reduce

it to a contact interaction, with an effective strength 1

GX =

√
2

8

g2X
M2

X

. (3)

The numerical factor
√
2/8 has been included in order

to have in the X sector the same relation which holds
among the Fermi constant GF , the SU(2)L coupling con-
stant g and the W -mass in the Standard Model. When
this matter term is of the order of the vacuum oscilla-
tion frequency, associated with ∆m2

st, a MSW resonance
among active and sterile neutrinos would occur [9]. In
the following we will neglect the standard matter effects
in neutrino oscillations, proportional to GF , since we are
in the limit GF ≪ GX .
Finally, the last term in the right-hand side of Eq. (1)

represents the collisional term. Since we will work at
T ≪ 1 MeV, the standard collisional term ∝ G2

F in the
active sector [24] can be neglected and we only consider
the collisional effect in the sterile sector, associated with
the secret self-interactions νsνs → νsνs, which reads [25]

C[ρ] = −i
ΓX

2
[SX , [ρ, SX ]] , (4)

where

ΓX ≃ G2
XT 5

ν

p

〈p〉
ns

na

, (5)

is the scattering rate [24], 2 with 〈p〉 = 3.15T the average-
momentum for a thermal Fermi-Dirac distribution, and
ns and na the sterile and the active neutrino abundance,
respectively. In flavor basis, SX = diag(0, 0, 0, 1) is the
matrix with the numerical coefficients for the scattering
process. Notice that, in the range we consider for GX

the elastic scattering terms which redistribute momenta
are much larger than Hubble parameter, so we expect
any initial sterile distribution will rapidly approach the
standard Fermi-Dirac shape.
The interplay between flavor oscillations and collisions

becomes more transparent considering the equations of
motion [Eq. (1)–(2)] in the case of mixing of only one
active flavor with the sterile neutrinos. In this case one
may write ρ = 1

2
(1 + P · σ), Ω = 1

2
(ω0 + Ω · σ) and

SX = 1
2
(s0+SX ·σ), where σ are the Pauli matrices. One

recovers the known evolution of the polarization vector
P, expressed by the Stodolsky’s formula [2, 26]

dP

dt
= Ω×P−DPT . (6)

The first term at the right-hand-side represents the pre-
cession of the polarization vector P around Ω. The effect

1 See [7] for an explicit calculation of the neutrino potential asso-
ciated with the secret interactions.

2 Note a typo in the scattering rate associated with secret interac-
tions in [7], where it was written as ∝ G2

F
instead of G2

X
.
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of the collisions is to destroy the coherence of the flavor
evolution, leading to a shrinking of the length of P. More
precisely, only the component of the polarization vector
“transverse” to the flavor basis PT is damped with a
rate D = (1/2)ΓX |SX |2.(We remind the reader that PT

represents the off-diagonal elements of ρ). This damping
effect is written in the second term at the right-hand-
side of Eq. (6). As shown in [26, 27], the combination of
precession and damping can lead to different behaviors
depending on the relative strength of the two effects.
In particular, when the typical oscillation rate (t−1

osc),
collision rate (t−1

coll) and the expansion rate of the uni-

verse (H), obey the hierarchy t−1
osc ≫ t−1

coll ≫ H the flavor
dynamics can be described as follows. Active neutrinos
να start to oscillate into sterile states νs. The average
probability to find a sterile neutrinos in a scattering time
scale (Γ−1

X ) is given by 〈P (να → νs)〉coll. In each col-
lision, the momentum of the νs component is changed,
while the να component remains unaffected. Therefore,
after a collision the two flavors are no longer in the same
momentum state, and then they can no longer oscillate.
Conversely, they start to evolve independently. However,
the remaining active neutrinos can develop a new co-
herent νs component which is made incoherent in the
next collision, and so on. The process continues till one
reaches a flavor equilibrium with equal number of να and
νs (corresponding to |P| = 0, i.e. a completely mixed en-
semble). Namely, starting with a pure active flavor state,
corresponding to ρ = diag(1, 0), the final density matrix
would be ρ = diag(1/2, 1/2). The averaged relaxation
rate to reach this chemical equilibrium is [10, 26]

Γt ≃ 〈P (να → νs)〉collΓX . (7)

Notice that this rate is non zero as soon as an initial
sterile neutrino density is produced when the matter term
becomes of the order of the vacuum oscillation frequency.
This initial sterile abundance is again proportional to the
conversion probability. Thus Γt is, at first, proportional
to the square of 〈P (να → νs)〉coll.
In the following we will show that the conditions to

trigger this dynamics are always fulfilled at T ≪ 1 MeV,
leading to a copious sterile neutrino production. The key
observation is that, although the refractive potential is
smaller than the oscillation rate and the collisional cross
sections are even smaller, yet they exceed the Hubble
rate and lead to remarkable flavor evolution through a
scattering-induced decoherent production of sterile neu-
trinos.

III. STERILE NEUTRINO PRODUCTION BY

SCATTERING-INDUCED DECOHERENCE

In Fig. 1 we show the behavior of the different neutrino
refractive and collisional rates normalized to the Hubble
rate H(T ), versus photon temperature T (see [4] for de-
tails). For the sake of illustration, we show the quantity

of Eq. (2)-(5) averaged over thermal Fermi-Dirac distri-
butions. Results are shown for gX = 10−1. Left panel is
for GX = 108 GF and MX = 1.2 MeV, while right panel
corresponds to GX = 1010 GF and MX = 0.12 MeV.
We show the active-sterile vacuum term (solid curve)
and the secret matter potential (dotted curve) assuming
ρss = ns/na = 10−1 , an indicative value when ster-
ile neutrinos are about to be excited. We note that for
T > MX the real form of the matter potential would de-
viate from the contact structure of Eq. (3) used in the
Figure (see [7]). In particular, for T ≃ MX the potential
would vanish, leading to a possible production of νs when
this condition is fulfilled. However, since the duration
of this phase is expected to be shorter than the inverse
of the sterile neutrino production rate Γ−1

t , for simplic-
ity we neglect this possible (small) extra-contribution of
sterile neutrinos. In the left panel a resonance would take
place at T ≃ 3 × 10−2 MeV, while in the right panel at
T ≃ 7× 10−3 MeV. This resonance excites sterile states.
In principle one should perform numerical simulations

in a (3+1) scheme in order to calculate the resonant ster-
ile neutrino abundance and the further flavor evolution.
However, in the presence of the very large matter poten-
tial and collisional term, induced by the secret interac-
tions, these would be computationally demanding. More-
over, our main argument is not related to the details of
the corresponding dynamics. Therefore, for simplicity we
assume that the resonance is completely non-adiabatic,
so we have to take into account only the vacuum produc-
tion of sterile neutrinos at lower temperatures when the
matter term becomes smaller than the vacuum oscillation
term, associated with ∆m2

st. This is a very conservative
assumption. However, it allows us to easily compute the
flavor evolution and is enough to show the role of the
damping term.
The active-sterile vacuum oscillation probability, aver-

aged over a collision time scale, is given by [28]

〈P (να → νs)〉coll ≃
1

2
sin2 2θαs . (8)

Taking as representative mixing angle sin2 2θes ≃
0.12 [22], one would expect a sterile neutrino abundance,
ns ≃ 0.06na. This seems a negligible contribution, but
is enough to generate a large scattering rate proportional
to G2

X , see Eq. (7). This is shown in Figure 1 as dashed
curves. As one can see, at T <∼ 10−2 MeV, Γt ≫ H(T ).
Therefore, the scattering-induced decoherent production
will lead to a quick flavor equilibrium. Starting with a
density matrix having

(ρee, ρµµ, ρττ , ρss)initial = (1, 1, 1, 0) (9)

one thus, quickly reaches

(ρee, ρµµ, ρττ , ρss)final = (3/4, 3/4, 3/4, 3/4) (10)

for all the parameter space associated with eV sterile
neutrino anomalies. Notice that this result does not de-
pend on the particular value of GX , but only on the fact
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FIG. 1: Neutrino refractive and collisional rates (normalized in terms of the Hubble rate) versus temperature T for gX = 0.1.
Left panel corresponds to GX = 108 GF and MX = 1.2 MeV, while right panel to GX = 1010 GF and MX = 0.12 MeV. The
curves correspond to the active-sterile vacuum term (solid curve), the secret matter potential for ρss = 10−1 (dotted curve),
and the scattering-induced decoherent production rate Γt associated with G2

X , assuming a sterile neutrino abundance from
vacuum oscillations (dashed curve).

that the condition of strong damping is realized. The
same equilibrium value would remain valid for example,
for smaller masses MX by different order of magnitudes,
at least until we can treat the collisional term as a four–
point effective interactions, i.e. for T > MX .
Secret interactions mediated by a light (or even mass-

less) pseudo-scalar (MX ≪ T ), with a Lagrangian L ∼
gsXν̄γ5ν, were considered in [8]. In this case, it was
found that couplings gs ∼ 10−5 were sufficient to block
thermalization prior to neutrino decoupling (and make
dark matter sufficiently self-interacting). However, as
long as gs >∼ 10−6 the νs −X plasma would be strongly
interacting till sterile neutrinos become non-relativistic.
Therefore, the mechanism of νs production and flavor
equilibration would apply also to this case. However,
in the massless case, there would be also the produc-
tion of a bath of X via the ν̄sνs → XX process (with a
rate ΓX ∼ g4sT ). Therefore one would expect a chemi-
cal equilibrium over the five species, with an abundance
ρ = 3/5 for each of them. As mentioned in [8], a plasma
of strongly-interacting νs and X can have interesting cos-
mological signatures, since the νs−X bath would behave
as a single massless component with no anisotropic stress.

IV. COSMOLOGICAL MASS BOUNDS

The sterile neutrino production due to the scattering-
induced decoherent effects is expected to affect the Cos-
mic Microwave Background (CMB) and Large Scale
Structures (LSS), which are both sensitive to neutrino
mass scale in the 10−1 eV– 1 eV range. Note that
the mass bounds have been obtained assuming non-
interacting neutrinos. Since for the parameters of the

contact secret interactions we are considering, Γt/H < 1
before νs become not relativistic, the bound is self-
consistent. Assuming that the active neutrinos are much
lighter than the sterile species, one can define an effective
sterile neutrino mass [29]

meff
st = ρss

√

∆m2
st =

3

4

√

∆m2
st . (11)

Latest analysis in [22] of the sterile neutrino anomalies
gives a best-fit ∆m2

st = 1.6 eV2 with a 2σ range

1.08 eV2 < ∆m2
st < 1.99 eV2 . (12)

Using Eq. (11) the lower value in the 2σ range gives
meff

st ≃ 0.78 eV. This value has to be compared with
the cosmological mass bounds. We also comment that
the global analysis of sterile neutrino anomalies pre-
sented in [23] finds a discrepancy between appearance
and disappearance sterile neutrino data. As a conse-
quence only a small region around ∆m2

st ≃ 0.9 eV2 would
be compatible with all data. This would correspond to
meff

st ≃ 0.7 eV.
Cosmological bounds on sterile neutrino mass and

abundance in the early universe are rather sensitive to
the data set used in the analysis, notably CMB data from
Planck [30] and the recent but controversial BICEP2
experiment [31] (see also [32]), LSS, H0 measurements
as well as lensing and cluster data (CFHTLenS+PSZ).
In particular, the Planck Collaboration combines Planck
with WMAP polarization data, Baryon Acoustic Oscil-
lation and high multipole CMB data. In this case the
bound obtained is meff

st < 0.42 eV at 95% C.L. [30],
which is in strong disagreement with the sterile neutrino
abundance produced by the secret interactions. More-
over a possible non-zero sterile neutrino mass has been
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claimed in order to relieve the discrepancy between the
CMB measurements and other observations, like cur-
rent expansion rate H0, the galaxy shear power spec-
trum and counts of galaxy clusters, providing a value
meff

st ≃ 0.65 eV at 2σ [33–35] or an upper bound of
meff

st < 0.6 eV [36]. Stronger bounds have also be quoted
in [35, 36].
In [12] the secret interactions have been proposed

as a possible way to accomodate the non-zero value
of meff

st [33–35] with the ∆m2
st range of the laboratory

anomalies. However, we see that the huge production of
νs due to the scatterings rules out this possibility. In
general, from the results presented here, one would con-
clude that the minimum meff

st ≃ 0.78 eV obtained from
the secret collisional production and compatible with the
2σ ∆m2

st range would be in tension with the bounds on
sterile neutrino mass from cosmology.
We remark that in deriving our constraint we have

been conservative, since we have assumed that sterile
neutrinos are produced only by vacuum oscillations at
T ≪ 1 MeV. However, it has been shown in [7, 12] that
there would be another colder primordial population of
νs generated at T ≫ GeV by the decoupling of the U(1)X
sector from standard particles. This additional contribu-
tion would increase the tension between the sterile neu-
trino abundance and the cosmological mass bound.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Secret interactions among sterile neutrinos mediated
by a light gauge boson X have been recently proposed
as an intriguing possibility to suppress the thermaliza-
tion of eV sterile neutrinos in the early universe. In
particular, interactions mediated by a gauge boson with
MX ≤ 10 MeV would suppress the sterile neutrino pro-

ductions for T >∼ 0.1 eV and seemed therefore safe from
cosmological constraints related to big-bang nucleosyn-
thesis [11].

In the present work we have shown that when the mat-
ter potential produced by the sterile interactions becomes
smaller than the vacuum oscillation frequency, ster-
ile neutrinos are copiously produced by the scattering-
induced decoherent effects in the sterile neutrino sector.
This process would lead to a quick flavor equilibration,
with a sterile neutrino abundance largely independent
on the specific values of GX and MX . The large sterile
neutrino production is in tension with the most recent
cosmological mass bounds on sterile neutrinos. A pos-
sible complete re-thermalization of sterile neutrinos and
its impact on mass bound was already advocated in [12].
Indeed, we have shown that due to the large damping ef-
fects this is always the case in secret interactions among
sterile neutrinos with low MX masses.

In conclusion, it seems unlikely that secret sterile neu-
trino interactions, even mediated by light massive boson,
would be a viable possibility to reconcile eV-sterile neu-
trinos with cosmology.
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