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Radiative decay of keV-mass sterile neutrinos in a strongly magnetized plasma
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The radiative decay of sterile neutrinos with typical masses of 10 keV is investigated in the presence
of a strong magnetic field and degenerate plasma. Full account is taken of the strongly modified
photon dispersion relation relative to vacuum. The limiting cases of relativistic and non-relativistic
plasma are analyzed. The decay rate in a strongly magnetized plasma as a function of the electron
number density is compared with the un-magnetized case. We find that a strong magnetic field
suppresses the catalyzing influence of the plasma on the decay rate.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The weak interaction strength of neutrinos as well as
their small masses single them out among all elemen-
tary particles. While neutrinos play almost no role on
Earth, their role in astrophysics and cosmology is impor-
tant and sometimes dominant. In particular, this per-
tains to astrophysical cataclysms like core-collapse su-
pernova explosions or coalescence of neutron stars. In
these phenomena, a dense and hot plasma interacting
with a strong neutrino flux arises. It has become clear
that strong magnetic fields of up to 1016 Gauss can
be generated, exceeding the electron-mass critical field
Be = m2

e/e ≃ 4.41 × 1013 Gauss. Neutrino processes
are also important for the cooling of supernova cores and
neutron stars where neutrinos are emitted from the dense
central region. Observations of neutron stars lead to a
wide spread of magnetic-field values, and very large mag-
netic fields B & 1015 Gauss have been identified in some
objects called magnetars [1, 2]. So, studying proper-
ties and dynamics of astrophysical phenomena requires
detailed understanding of the underlying quantum pro-
cesses involving neutrinos under the influence of a strong
magnetic field and relativistic plasma.

The plasma and magnetic field are optically active me-
dia and therefore can significantly influence the photon-
neutrino interaction which in vacuum arises at loop level
and turns out to be extremely weak. On the other hand,
the photon-neutrino interaction within a medium can
lead to actually observed effects, notably the neutrino
luminosity of a plasma by the γ → νν̄ decay [3]. In this
process, the plasma has two effects: It provides photons
with an effective mass, enabling the decay kinematics,
and it provides an effective interaction between neutri-
nos and photons. On the other hand, the radiative decay
of a massive neutrino is kinematically allowed in vac-
uum (see, for example, Ref. [4] and references therein).
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However, an active medium can influence both the decay
amplitude and particle kinematics, and hence, the decay
rate changes significantly [5, 6].

Early studies of the radiative decay of a massless neu-
trino in a magnetic field1 were presented in Refs. [7–9].
The radiative decay of a massive neutrino νi → νj + γ
with i 6= j in the framework of the Standard Model with
lepton mixing was considered in Ref. [10] for electromag-
netic fields of different configurations. In all of these pa-
pers, the decay probability was calculated for low-energy
neutrinos (Eν < 2me) and under the assumption that
the modification of the photon dispersion law can be ne-
glected. In addition, it was shown that the field-induced
amplitude of the ultra-relativistic neutrino decay in mag-
netic field is not suppressed by the smallness of the neu-
trino mass, in contrast to the vacuum case [10].

It should be noted that with increasing photon energy,
its dispersion in a strong magnetic field differs from vac-
uum and each photon polarization has its own dispersion
law [11–13]. In particular, the photon four-momentum qµ

can be space-like and its square can be sufficiently large,
|q2| ≫ m2

ν , to allow the transition νi → νj + γ of a
lighter neutrino to a heavier one (mi < mj). In other
words, the strongly modified photon dispersion law im-
plies that in practice the radiative decay probability of
ultra-relativistic neutrinos in strong magnetic fields does
not depend on the neutrino mass spectrum.

For high-energy neutrinos (Eν ≫ me) in a strong con-
stant magnetic field, the process ν → ν + γ was studied
in Ref. [14], taking account of the appropriate photon
dispersion. The same process in a homogeneous mag-
netic field was considered in detail in Ref. [9] for low-
energy neutrinos (Eν < 2me) and in the kinematical re-
gion where the photon dispersion is similar to vacuum.
The neutrino radiative decay was also investigated in
plasma [15–21]. In particular, the decay probability of
a heavier neutrino to a lighter one and a photon in a

1 The process νi → νjγ in the presence of external fields or me-

dia has been called “radiative decay,” “Cherenkov effect,” or

“bremsstrahlung” in the literature.
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thermal medium was calculated in Refs. [17, 18] under
the assumption that the particle dispersion relations were
not affected by the plasma.
Later, the study of the neutrino-photon interaction

was extended to high energies under the influence of a
strongly magnetized electron-positron plasma [22]. It is
worth noting that in this case, apart from the modified
photon dispersion, large radiative corrections exist near
the electron-positron resonance — otherwise the result is
overestimated.
Most recently, the decay of a massive neutrino in a

magnetized electron gas was analyzed [23]. The cal-
culations were carried out within the Standard Model
with lepton mixing under the assumption of a degen-
erate and strongly magnetized electron gas. The latter
means that the majority of electrons are located in the
lowest Landau level. Let us note that from the theo-
retical side, there are no restrictions on the existence of
astrophysical objects where both a strong magnetic field
and degenerate plasma can exist. Several objects called
magnetars [1, 2] have been observed which probably con-
tain such a medium, i.e., 14 Soft Gamma-Ray Repeaters
(SGRs) of which 10 are confirmed and 4 are candidates
as well as 14 Anomalous X-Ray Pulsars (AXPs) with 12
being confirmed and 2 candidates [24]. Such objects can
be considered as perfect laboratories for the study of el-
ementary processes under extreme conditions.
However, in Ref. [23] the modified photon dispersion

law was ignored which is important when the plasma
frequency is close to the decaying neutrino mass or even
exceeding it. Our paper aims at correcting this point,
i. e., to include the modified photon disperion relation
consistently in this process.
Let us provide simple arguments why this is necessary.

In a strongly magnetized plasma, the neutrino-photon
interaction is mainly determined by electrons occupying
the lowest Landau level, so the chemical potential µe of
the electron gas should satisfy the inequality

µ2
e −m2

e < 2eB , (1)

where me is the electron mass, e = 0.303 is the elemen-
tary charge, and B is the value of the magnetic-field
strength. Under these conditions and in a degenerate
plasma (µe−me ≫ T ), the photon gets an effective mass
(the plasma frequency) of [23, 25, 26]

ω2
0 =

2α

π
eB

pF
√

p2F +m2
e

, (2)

where α is the fine structure constant and pF is the elec-
tron Fermi momentum. The electron number density in
a strongly magnetized electron gas is [27]

ne =
eB pF
2π2

. (3)

This relation allows us to express the plasma frequency
Eq. (2) in the form

ω0 ≃ 37.1 keV

(

n2
30b

2

b2 + 1.3n2
30

)1/4

(4)

in terms of the reduced magnetic-field strength b = B/Be

and reduced number density n30 = ne/(10
30 cm−3). Our

benchmark number density (1030 cm−3), interpreted here
as a baryon density, corresponds approximately to a mass
density of 106 g cm−3, where degenerate electrons would
still be nonrelativistic.

In astrophysical objects like neutron stars one can find
domains where the plasma frequency depends either on
ne or on B alone. For example, in the external part of
the outer crust, where n30 ≪ b, the plasma frequency is
proportional to

√
ne

ω0 ≃ 37.1 keV
√
n30 . (5)

In deep layers of the outer crust, where n30 ≫ b, the
plasma frequency is

ω0 ≃ 34.7 keV
√
b , (6)

increasing with the square root of B.

For the conditions of interest, a typical scale of ω0

is therefore 10 keV or larger. Ordinary neutrinos have
sub-eV masses so that radiative decays would not be
kinematically possible. Of course, the presence of elec-
trons implies a weak potential for electron neutrinos of√
2GFne ≃ 1.27 × 10−7 eV n30, causing a significant

modification of the neutrino dispersion relation compared
with m2/2E. For the radiative decays of ordinary neu-
trinos in media, this modification would have to be in-
cluded, although it appears to have been neglected in all
previous studies.

However, it is the modification of the photon dispersion
relation that tends to be the dominant effect and so it
is clear that radiative decays would be of interest only
for sterile neutrinos νs with masses in the keV range and
above. There has been renewed interest in such particles
recently as a possible warm or cold dark matter candidate
[28–32]. Moreover, the observation of an unexplained
3.5 keV x-ray line, possibly caused by the νs → νaγ decay
of dark-matter sterile neutrinos, has recently electrified
the community [33–37].

Whatever the final verdict on such speculations, we
here go through the exercise of calculating the radiative
decay of nonrelativistic sterile neutrinos in an optically
active medium which can be identified with both an un-
magnetized or strongly magnetized plasma. Our main
new point beyond the previous literature is to include the
photon dispersion relation consistently. We limit our dis-
cussion to Dirac neutrinos — the Majorana case should
only differ by numerical factors. We neglect the modified
active neutrino dispersion relation in the final state.

We first re-calculate, in Sec. II, the usual radiative de-
cay rate in vacuum caused by active-sterile flavor mixing
with a mixing angle θs. In Sec. III we turn to an un-
magnetized plasma of degenerate electrons, whereas in
Sec. IV we include the impact of a large magnetic field.
In Sec. V we summarize our findings.
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II. VACUUM

A sterile neutrino νs can mix with an active species
and in this way interact with matter where θs is the usual
mixing angle in a two-flavor scheme. θs is assumed to be
very small so that νs essentially coincides with a propa-
gation eigenstate of mass ms. The νs → νaγ amplitude
in vacuum is [4]

Mvac =
3eGFms sin(2θs)

64
√
2π2

ν̄a (q̂ε̂− ε̂q̂) (1 + γ5) νs , (7)

where qα = (ω,k) and εα are the photon four-momentum
and polarization vector, and qα = pαs −pαa with pαs and pαa
being the initial and final neutrino four-momenta, respec-
tively. We use the notation q̂ = qαγα.
The probability (or rather the rate) of the sterile neu-

trino radiative decay in vacuum is

Wvac =
1

32π2ms

∫

|Mvac|2 δ (ms − 2ω)
d3k

ω2
. (8)

The squared amplitude, summed over photon polariza-
tions, is

|Mvac|2 =
9αG2

F

128 π3
m6

s sin
2(2θs) . (9)

After performing the integration in Eq. (8), we find

Wvac =
9αG2

F

2048 π4
m5

s sin
2(2θs) . (10)

This result agrees with the classic result of Ref. [4] for
the Dirac case, whereas for Majorana neutrinos the rate
is a factor of 2 larger [4] and then agrees with what is
usually stated in the sterile-neutrino literature [23, 28].

III. UN-MAGNETIZED PLASMA

The plasma contribution to the amplitude of the Dirac-
type sterile neutrino radiative decay is defined by the
neutrino-photon interaction via real electrons in plasma.
The neutrino-electron interaction can be described by the
effective local Lagrangian [9]

Leff = −GF√
2

[

Ψ̄eγ
α (CV − CAγ5)Ψe

]

jα , (11)

where Ψe is the electron field. CV = ±1/2 + 2 sin2 θW
and CA = ±1/2 with the Weinberg angle θW are the
vector and axial-vector coefficients, respectively, which
take into account the Z- and W -boson exchange. The
plus sign pertains to νe, the minus sign to νµ and ντ .
The neutrino current jα in Eq. (11) describes the tran-

sition of a heavy neutrino ν2 with a mass of several keV
to a light neutrino ν1 with a sub-eV mass

jα = cos θs sin θs [ν̄aγα (1− γ5) νs] . (12)

+

νs

νs

νa

νa

γ

γ

e− e−

e− e−

p p

p + q

q

p p

p− q

q

FIG. 1: Feynman graphs for the νs → νa+γ decay in plasma.
The crosses attached at the ends of the electron lines signify
that these particles pertain to the plasma.

+

γ

γ

e− e−

e− e−

p p

p + q

q

p p

p− q

q

qγ

q
γ

FIG. 2: Diagrams for photon forward scattering on plasma
electrons in analogy to Fig. 1.

The vector current in the Lagrangian (11) has the same
structure as the standard electron interaction with a
photon, LQED = e

(

Ψ̄eγαΨe

)

Aα. Therefore, the decay
νs → νa+γ in plasma corresponds to the Feynman graph
shown in Fig. 1 which is identical to the one shown in
Fig. 2 after one of the photon lines has been replaced by
the neutrino current.
It is well known that the amplitude of the γ → γ tran-

sition shown in Fig. 2 determines the polarization oper-
ator Παβ of the photon [38, 39]

Mγ→γ = −ε∗αΠ
αβεβ . (13)

Therefore, the vector part of the νs → νa + γ amplitude
can be expressed in terms of the photon polarization op-
erator Παβ in plasma,

M
(V )
pl =

CV GF

e
√
2

(

jαΠ
αβε∗β

)

, (14)

where εβ is the photon polarization vector.
To go further, we estimate the axial-vector contribu-

tion to the amplitude of the neutrino radiative decay in
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plasma. In a non-relativistic plasma one finds explicitly

M
(A)
pl

M
(V )
pl

∼ CA

CV

ms

me
≪ 1 , (15)

where me is the electron mass. In a relativistic plasma
one finds

M
(A)
pl

M
(V )
pl

∼ CA

CV

ms

µe
≪ 1 , (16)

where µe is the chemical potential. The suppression of
the axial part relative to the vector part is parametrically
the same in both cases, so one expects a similar behavior
between these limits. We conclude that the axial coupling
contributes very little to the neutrino radiative decay in
plasma. The same suppression was found for photon ab-
sorption by neutrinos [15] and for plasmon decay into
neutrino pairs in a relativistic plasma [40, 41].
As mentioned earlier, photons in plasma acquire an

effective mass in the form of the plasma frequency ω0.
Under a wide range of conditions, ω0 is small enough to
fulfill the kinematical conditions for νs → νaγ with ms

of several tens of keV,

ω0 < ms ≪ me. (17)

In a dense relativistic electron plasma, the decay is for-
bidden because the plasma frequency starts to exceed
typical ms values.
We concentrate on a non-relativistic plasma where ω0

is not too large and the condition (17) is valid. In this
case the plasma frequency is [5]

ω2
0 =

4παne

me
. (18)

If the electrons are degenerate, the number density is

ne =
p3F
3π2

, (19)

where pF is the Fermi momentum [27]. After combining
Eqs. (18) and (19), the kinematical condition (17) implies
a restriction on the Fermi velocity of

V 2
F < 0.25

( ms

10 keV

)4/3

. (20)

This condition provides the upper bound ms ≪ 30 keV
for which the non-relativistic approximation for the
plasma is appropriate. This coincides roughly with the
mass range of cosmological interest.
Photons in plasma have three polarization modes of

which one is longitudinal (with polarization vector εℓ)
and the other two are transverse (εt). They are the eigen-
vectors of the polarization operator Παβ and determine
the corresponding set of eigenvalues Πλ (λ = ℓ, t),

Παβ ε
λ
β = Πλ ε

λ
α . (21)

In general, they are expressed in terms of complicated
integrals [5]. However, in the non-relativistic plasma the
integration can be performed analytically with the results

Πt ≈ ω2
0 and Πℓ ≈ ω2

0

(

1− k2

ω2

)

, (22)

where k = |k| is the photon momentum.
The probability for νs → νaγ can be written in the

form

Wλ
pl =

1

32π2ms

∫

ZAλ

∣

∣Mλ
pl

∣

∣

2
[1 + fγ(ω)]

× δ(ms − k − ω)
d3k

kω
, (23)

where fγ(ω) is the photon distribution function. In a cold
plasma (T ≪ ω0), the deviation of the photon stimula-
tion factor [1 + fγ(ω)] from unity can be neglected. The
factor ZAλ accounts for the renormalized wave-function
of the photon,

Z−1
Aλ = 1− ∂Πλ

∂ω2
. (24)

As discussed above, the matrix element is largely deter-
mined by its vector part given in Eq. (14). In terms of
the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the photon polariza-
tion operator (21) the amplitudes simplify significantly
and we find

∣

∣Mλ
pl

∣

∣

2
=

G2
F C2

V

16πα
sin2(2θs)

[

m2
s − q2 + 4(pελ)2

]

Π2
λ.

(25)
The νs decay probability with the production of a trans-
verse photon is then found to be

W t
pl =

(GF ω2
0)

2 C2
V

128π2α
sin2(2θs)ms

[

1− ω2
0

m2
s

]2

. (26)

This rate coincides with a well-known result in the limit
of small plasma frequency ω0 ≪ ms [18].
The case of longitudinal plasmon production is more

involved as one must include the non-trivial renormaliza-
tion factor Zℓ. For the non-relativistic plasma, explicit
integration in Eq. (23) yields

W ℓ
pl =

(GF m2
s)

2 C2
V

64π2α
sin2(2θs)ω0

(

1− ω0

ms

)2

. (27)

We further express Eqs. (26) and (27) in terms of the
vacuum rate of Eq. (10) and find

W t
pl = Wvac

32π2

18α2
x4
0

(

1− x2
0

)2
, (28)

W ℓ
pl = Wvac

32π2

9α2
x0 (1− x0)

2 , (29)

where we have introduced, using ω0 of Eq. (18),

x0 =
ω0

ms
=

√

4παne

m2
sme

. (30)
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FIG. 3: Total probability Wpl (in units of 105 Wvac) of the
sterile-neutrino radiative decay as a function of the normal-
ized electron number density n30 = ne/(10

30 cm−3) of the
non-relativistic plasma. The lines correspond to the indicated
values of the sterile-neutrino mass.

The kinematical constraint x0 < 1 implies that typically
the decay rate into longitudinal plasmons is much larger
than the one involving transverse plasmons.
We next study how these probabilities depend on ne.

The total probability Wpl = W ℓ
pl +W t

pl as a function of

n30 = ne/(10
30 cm−3) is shown in Fig. 3. The strong

catalyzing effect of the plasma is clearly seen with an en-
hancement of up to five orders of magnitude in compari-
son with the vacuum result. There is also a maximum of
these functions for an electron density ne which moves to
larger number densities with increasing neutrino mass.

IV. STRONGLY MAGNETIZED PLASMA

A. Analytic calculation

The influence of a strongly magnetized electron gas
on the massive-neutrino radiative decay was previously
studied [23], but the authors did not take into account
that the decay amplitude in the plasma has contributions
from both the W - and Z-boson. Moreover, the photon
vacuum dispersion relation was used. Therefore, it is in-
teresting to investigate the modifications brought about
by the correct photon dispersion law and to compare the
result with the un-magnetized case.
The neutrino-photon interaction is defined by the same

effective Lagrangian Eq. (11) as before. The only differ-
ence is that the electron field Ψe is a superposition of so-
lutions of the Dirac equation in a strong magnetic field.
We take the magnetic field to be oriented along the third
axis, B = (0, 0, B), and we assume that the hierarchy of
plasma parameters is

2eB > µ2
e −m2

e ≫ T 2 . (31)

In a strong magnetic field, the neutrino-photon interac-
tion is mainly determined by electrons occupying the low-
est Landau level [42]. So, the electron quantum field Ψe

is an eigenfunction of the projection operator [6, 43]

Π− =
1 + i(γϕγ)

2
=

1− iγ1γ2
2

, (32)

where ϕαβ = Fαβ/B is the dimensionless tensor of the
external magnetic field. We use the short-hand notation
(γϕγ) = γαϕαβγ

β for the contraction of Lorentz indices.
The properties of this projection operator reveal an

effective equality [6, 43]

Π−γαγ5Π− = (ϕ̃γ)αΠ−, (33)

where ϕ̃αβ = F̃αβ/B is the dual dimensionless tensor
of the external magnetic field and (ϕ̃γ)α = ϕ̃αβγ

β . This
equality differs from zero only at α = 0 and 3. Therefore,
we may transform the axial-vector electron current in the
Lagrangian (11) to a vector current of the form

Ψ̄eγαγ5Ψe = Ψ̄eΠ−γαγ5Π−Ψe = Ψ̄e(ϕ̃γ)αΨe , (34)

where the equation Π−Ψe = Ψe was utilized. Therefore,
Eq. (11) becomes

Leff = e
(

Ψ̄e γ
αΨe

)

Vα , (35)

where the local vector operator

Vα = − GF

e
√
2

[

CV (Λ̃j)α + CA (ϕ̃j)α

]

(36)

has appeared and the Lorentz tensor Λ̃µν = (ϕ̃ϕ̃)µν
was introduced. It determines the metric of the two-
dimensional Minkowski subspace of the four-dimensional
space-time [6, 43]. The direct analogy of the Lagrangian
Eq. (35) with the usual electromagnetic case LQED =
e
(

Ψ̄eγαΨe

)

Aα again allows us to use results from elec-
trodynamics and apply them to neutrino processes after
appropriate changes.
The diagrams for νs → νa + γ decay and photon for-

ward scattering on electrons in a strongly magnetized
plasma are shown in Figs. 4 and 5, respectively. They dif-

fer in that the incoming-photon polarization vector E(λ)
α

(λ = 1, 2, 3) in Fig. 5 is replaced with the effective neu-
trino current Vα of Eq. (36) in Fig. 4. We implicitly
assume forward scattering of a photon of definite polar-
ization λ as well as the production of a photon with po-
larization λ in the sterile-neutrino decay. Note that the

basis of photon polarization vectors E(λ)
α now consists of

the eigenvectors of the photon polarization operator in
the magnetized electron gas

ΠαβE(λ)β = ΠλE(λ)
α . (37)

This basis generally differs from the basis ε
(λ)
α (21) rele-

vant for the un-magnetized case. The operator Παβ re-
ceives contributions from both the plasma and the ex-
ternal magnetic field. The solution of the self-consistent
eigenvalue problem in this case is rather complicated and
has not yet been achieved in the general case [44].
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+

νs

νs

νa

νa

γ

γ

e− e−

e− e−

p p

p+ q

q

p p

p− q

q

FIG. 4: Feynman graph for νs → νa + γ decay in a strongly
magnetized plasma. The crosses at the ends of the electron
lines specify that electrons pertain to the plasma. Double
lines indicate that the effect of an external magnetic field is
taken into account.

+

γ

γ

e− e−

e− e−

p p

p+ q

p p

p− q

γ

γ

q q

q q

FIG. 5: Diagram for photon forward scattering in analogy
to Fig. 4.

However, as usual, limiting cases bring simplifications
and allow us to find analytic solutions. The limit of a
strongly magnetized electron plasma is a beautiful case
in point. In particular, the eigenvalues and eigenvectors
of the corresponding photon polarization operator was
found as a power expansion in the inverse magnetic field
strength [45]. In this plasma there are only two physi-
cal states of the photon [44] which largely coincide with
the photon polarization vectors in the constant uniform
magnetic field [6, 43]

E(1)
α ≈ (qϕ)α

√

q2⊥
and E(2)

α ≈ (qϕ̃)α
√

q2‖

. (38)

The short-hand notations q2⊥ = qµϕ
µνϕνρq

ρ and q2‖ =

qµϕ̃
µν ϕ̃νρq

ρ for the Lorentz contractions were used. The

third polarization vector E(3)
α is reduced to the photon

four-momentum qµ and can be eliminated by a gauge
transformation [44, 46].
Therefore, to write the sterile-neutrino decay ampli-

tude one needs to know also the corresponding eigenval-

ues Πλ of the polarization operator with λ = 1, 2 [44, 47]:

Π1 ≈ −2α

π
ωµe VF

√

q2

q2‖
, (39)

Π2 ≈ 2α

π
eB VF

q2‖

ω2 − V 2
F k

2
3

. (40)

Here, ω is the photon energy, k3 is the projection of
the photon momentum on the magnetic-field direction,
and VF = pF/µe is the Fermi velocity with µe the elec-
tron chemical potential. Equations (39) and (40) apply
when the kinematical condition on the photon energy
ω . ms ≪ me is satisfied.
To go further, it is instructive to compare the above

eigenvalues under the plasma conditions of Eq. (31).
With the values of the parameters entering Eqs. (39)
and (40) close to what is maximally allowed, i. e., ω ∼ ms,
k3 ≪ ms, and q2, q2‖ ∼ m2

s, one easily obtains

∣

∣

∣

∣

Π1

Π2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≃ µems

eB
.

ms

µe
≪ 1 . (41)

This means that if both eigenvalues contribute to the
decay amplitude with weights of the same order in ms,
terms with Π1 can be neglected in the amplitude.
Let us apply the procedure explained above which

was successfully worked out in the case of pure plasma.
More precisely, after the replacement of the photon po-

larization vector E(λ)
β → Vβ by the neutrino current in

Eq. (13), one can express the sterile-neutrino decay am-
plitude through the photon polarization operator Παβ as

Mpl+f =
GF

e
√
2
E(λ)∗
α Παβ

[

CV (Λ̃j)β + CA (ϕ̃j)β

]

. (42)

Comparison of the amplitude Mpl+f obtained with the
similar one of Eq. (14) calculated in the pure plasma
shows that CA appears and can no longer be neglected
as will be demonstrated later. Taking into account the hi-
erarchy of the polarization operator eigenvalues Eq. (41),
mainly photons with the polarization λ = 2 are produced
in this decay. So, the photon polarization vector should

be identified with E(2)
α . As a result, the decay amplitude

can be rewritten in the form

Mpl+f =
GF

e
√
2
Π2

[

CV (E(2)∗Λ̃j) + CA (E(2)∗ϕ̃j)
]

, (43)

where the neutrino current jα is given in Eq. (12). The
effective neutrino current Vα in the strongly magnetized
plasma, where all electrons are in the lowest Landau level,
is the projection of jα on the two-dimensional Minkowski
subspace and thus is orthogonal to the other polarization
vector with λ = 1, i.e., (E(1)V ) = 0.

After substituting the polarization vector E(2)
α (38) and

corresponding eigenvalue Π2 (40) in Eq. (43), we arrive
at the final form of the decay amplitude

Mpl+f =
GF Ω2

0

e
√
2

√

q2‖
CV (qϕ̃j) + CA (qΛ̃j)

ω2 − V 2
F k

2
3

. (44)
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We have introduced the plasma frequency

Ω2
0 =

2αeB

π
VF (45)

relevant in the magnetized electron plasma.
The probability of the νs → νa + γ decay requires a

phase-space integration of the amplitude squared (44),
including the appropriate dispersion relations. The mag-
netized plasma does not strongly modify the active-
neutrino dispersion properties. To get the modified dis-
persion relation for a photon with polarization λ one
needs to solve

q2 = Πλ . (46)

For a photon with λ = 2 it can be written as

ω2 = k23 + k2⊥ +Ω2
0

ω2 − k23
ω2 − V 2

F k
2
3

. (47)

When the photon momentum vanishes, k23 = k2⊥ = 0,
the photon energy is ω = Ω0 and means the effective
photon mass in the magnetized plasma. Note that the
plasma frequency squared (45) differs from the similar
quantity (18) defined in the un-magnetized plasma.
The νs → νa + γ decay can only occur if Ω0 < ms.

This requirement restricts the Fermi velocity to

V 2
F < 0.01

(

Be

B

)2
( ms

10 keV

)4

. (48)

This expression shows that the radiative decay of a ster-
ile neutrino with mass 2–20 keV in a highly magnetized
plasma requires the latter to be nonrelativistic.

The decay probability has the standard form of an in-
tegral over phase space of the final-state particles

Wpl+f =
1

32π2ms

∫

d3pa

Ea

d3k

ω
(49)

× δ(4)(ps − pa − q) [1 + fγ(ω)]ZA2 |Mpl+f |2 ,

where pµs = (ms,0) is the sterile-neutrino four-
momentum in its rest frame, pµa = (Ea,pa) is the four-
momentum of the active neutrino, and the factor ZA2 de-
fined in Eq. (24) accounts for the photon wave-function
renormalization.

After performing the integration over the active neu-
trino momentum pa and the azimuth angle in the cylin-
drical momentum frame of the photon, Eq. (49) becomes

Wpl+f =
1

32πms

+∞
∫

−∞

dk3

∞
∫

0

dk2⊥
Eaω

(50)

× δ (ms − Ea − ω) [1 + fγ(ω)]ZA2 |Mpl+f |2 .

The remaining integrations are not simple as one should
include the non-trivial photon dispersion relation of
Eq. (47) and consequently the active-neutrino energy in
the form Ea = ms − ω. It is convenient to remove the
variable k2⊥ in favor of ω by

dk2⊥ = 2ω

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂k2⊥
∂ω2

∣

∣

∣

∣

dω . (51)

In the new variables k3 and ω, the integration area is
divided into two parts, leading to

Wpl+f =
1

16πms

[

∫ ΩF

Ω0

dω

∫ k3F

0

dk3 F (ω, k3) +

∫ ∞

ΩF

dω

∫ ω

0

dk3 F (ω, k3)

]

, (52)

where ΩF = Ω0/
√

1− V 2
F and k3F =

√

ω2 − Ω2
0/VF. The integrand F (ω, k3) in Eq. (52) can be represented as

F (ω, k3) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂k2⊥
∂ω2

∣

∣

∣

∣

δ (ms − Ea − ω)

Ea
[1 + fγ(ω)]

(

|Mpl+f |2 + |Mpl+f |2k3→−k3

)

. (53)

The calculation of the squared matrix element is not complicated and one finds

|Mpl+f |2 + |Mpl+f |2k3→−k3
=

(GF Ω2
0)

2

8απ
sin2(2θs)

×
q2‖

(ω2 − V 2
F k

2
3)

2

{

4m2
s

[

C2
A ω2 + C2

V k23
]

+ q2‖
[(

C2
V − C2

A

) (

m2
s − q2

)

− 4C2
Amsω

]

}

. (54)

This is our final analytical result for the probability of the sterile-neutrino radiative decay.

B. Approximations and limiting cases

In applications it may be more useful to have a simple approximate formula valid in certain parameter ranges. We
adopt ms = 2–20 keV as before and B = 1–10Be to guarantee strong magnetization. In particular, for ms = 10 keV
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and B = 10Be we find

Wpl+f

Wvac
≈ π2

α2

[

15.93
(1 − x0)

0.65

x18.09
0

exp

(

−11.79
(1− x0)

x0

)

+ 1168.96 (1− x0)
1.46x3.88

0 exp

(

−0.089
x0

1− x0

)]

, (55)

where x0 = Ω0/ms. The first function within the square brackets mainly determines the behavior at large x0 values,
while the second one is for small x0. The variation of ms and B in our chosen parameter range causes only very small
changes in the approximation formula. Also, the impact of the stimulating statistical factor [1 + fγ(ω)] is numerically
small as in the un-magnetized plasma.
In the same parameter range we can get another approximate representation for the decay probability. Equation (48)

reveals that the Fermi velocity is always small. In the VF ≪ 1 limit the integrand in Eq. (53) becomes a relatively
simple function and can be integrated analytically,

W n−rel
pl+f = Wvac

256 π2

25515α2

(

C2
V + C2

A

) [

θ(2x0 − 1)F n−rel
1 (x0) + θ(1 − 2x0)F

n−rel
2 (x0)

]

, (56)

where the functions F n−rel
1,2 (x0) are

F n−rel
1 (x0) =

2835x4
0

32

1/x0−1
∫

0

(

1− x2
) [

1 + x2
0

(

1− x2
)]

[

1 + 3x2 − x2
0

(

1− x2
)2
]

dx

= −11

x0
+ 129x0 − 210x2

0 + 168x3
0 − 84x4

0 − 24x6
0 + 32x8

0 , (57)

F n−rel
2 (x0) =

2835x4
0

32

1
∫

0

(

1− x2
) [

1 + x2
0

(

1− x2
)]

[

1 + 3x2 − x2
0

(

1− x2
)2
]

dx = 4x4
0

(

21 + 6x2
0 − 8x4

0

)

. (58)

Here, the integration variable x = ω/ms is the re-
duced photon energy. The reduced plasma frequency
x0 = Ω0/ms is restricted to the interval 0 < x0 < 1 be-

cause of the decay kinematics. The variation of W n−rel
pl+f

with x0 is shown in Fig. 6 where both Eqs. (55) and (56)
coincide numerically.
At CV = CA = 1 and Ω0 ≪ ms (x0 ≪ 1) we reproduce

the known result [23]

W n−rel
pl+f =

256 π2

135α2
x4
0 Wvac . (59)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0x0

W n−rel
pl+f /Wvac (10

4)

W
n
−
re
l

p
l+

f
/W

v
a
c
(1
04
)

FIG. 6: Radiative decay probability of sterile neutrinos in a
non-relativistic strongly magnetized plasma as a function of
the reduced plasma frequency x0 = Ω0/ms.

In Fig. 7 we compare the radiative decay rate for the
un-magnetized (dashed lines) and strongly magnetized
(solid lines) plasma as a function of the electron den-
sity. For the chosen field strength B = Be we clearly
see that the decay rate is suppressed by a large factor,
but of course it is still much faster than in vacuum. The
maximum decay rate is shifted to somewhat larger elec-
tron densities, reflecting the different dependence of the
plasma frequency on ne.

0.0

0.3

0.6

0.9

1.2

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3n30

W n−rel/Wvac (10
5)

W
n
−
re
l /
W

v
a
c
(1
05
)

5 keV
10 keV

20 keV

FIG. 7: Sterile-neutrino radiative decay probability for the
indicated mass values as a function of the electron density
n30 = ne/(10

30 cm−3). Dashed lines: un-magnetized plasma.
Solid lines: strongly magnetized plasma with B = Be =
4.41× 1013 Gauss.



9

As discussed in the introduction, there exist regions
in astrophysical objects where the plasma is relativistic
and strongly magnetized and the photon obtains a rela-
tively large effective mass which increases with magnetic
field as Ω0 ≃ 34.7 keV

√

B/Be. To allow sterile neutri-
nos with ms < 20 keV to decay, the magnetic field must
satisfy B < Be/3. At larger B values the plasmon starts
to decay into neutrino pairs and, in particular, the decay
mode γ → νa + νs begins to open. Nevertheless, even
larger masses of up to ms = 100 keV have been consid-
ered and in such cases the production of photons with
Ω0 ∼ 40 keV is kinematically possible.
If the strongly magnetized plasma satisfies these con-

ditions, it begins to be relativistic, i.e.,

VF ≃
√

1− m2
e

µ2
e

→ 1 . (60)

The decay probability (52) simplifies in this limiting case
and can be written as

W rel
pl+f =

(GFm
2
s)

2

64π2α
ms sin2(2θs)

(

C2
V + C2

A

)

(61)

×
[

1− e−ms(1+x2

0)/(2T )
]−1

x4
0

(

1 + x2
0

)

×
[

F (x0, VF) + θ

(

1− x0

√

1 + VF

1− VF

)

F̃ (x0, VF)

]

.

Analytical expressions for the functions F (x0, VF) and

F̃ (x0, VF) are give in Appendix A.
This probability can be further simplified in the limit-

ing case of a very small plasma frequency, x0 ≪ me/µe,
where we find

W rel
pl+f ≃

(GFΩ
2
0)

2

64π2α
ms sin2(2θs)

(

C2
V + C2

A

)

(62)

×
[

1− e−ms/(2T )
]−1

[

ln
2µe

me
− 5

4

]

.

A simplification also obtains in the opposite limit x0 ≫
me/µe, i.e., with the effective photon mass close to the
kinematical limit ms,

W rel
pl+f ≃

(GFm
2
s)

2

64π2α
ms sin2(2θs)

(

C2
V + C2

A

)

(63)

×
[

1− e−ms(1+x2

0)/(2T )
]−1

×x4
0

[

(

1 + x2
0

)

ln
1

x0
− 1

8

(

1− x2
0

) (

3 + x2
0

)

]

.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the radiative neutrino decay νs →
νa + γ of a sterile neutrino with cosmologically interest-
ing masses of some 10 keV in a dense magnetized and
un-magnetized electron plasma. Our work goes beyond
the previous literature in that for the first time we have
consistently included the modified photon dispersion re-
lation. The kinematical requirement that the photon ef-
fective mass must be smaller than ms then implies that
we should typically restrict the plasma parameters to
non-relativistic conditions.
The decay rate in plasma is always much larger than

the vacuum rate because the neutrino-photon interaction
is mediated by electrons of the plasma instead of virtual
states. In the un-magnetized case, the decay rate exceeds
the vacuum rate by some 5 orders of magnitude, in detail
depending on the electron density. In a strongly mag-
netized plasma the enhancement is significantly smaller,
i.e., the decay is slowed down by a strong magnetic field.
The effective number density of contributing electrons
is here restricted to the lowest Landau level. It is also
noteworthy that in this case the electron axial-current
interaction CA with neutrinos contributes on the same
level as the vector-current CV , in contrast to the un-
magnetized case where the vector current dominates by
far. This difference would be especially important if the
final state active flavor is not νe because for νµ and ντ
the vector-coupling constant CV nearly vanishes.
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Appendix A: Probability in the Limit of Relativistic Plasma

The probability of sterile-neutrino radiative decay in a relativistic magnetized electron plasma has the form

W rel
pl+f =

(GF m2
s)

2

64π2α
ms sin2(2θs)

(

C2
V + C2

A

)

[

1− e−ms(1+x2

0)/(2T )
]−1

x4
0

(

1 + x2
0

)

×
[

∫ a

0

dx f(x, x0) + Θ

(

1− x0

√

1 + VF

1− VF

)

∫ 1

a

dx f(x, x0)

]

, (A1)

where x = 2k3/[ms

(

1 + x2
0

)

], x0 = Ω0/ms, a = (1− x2
0)/(1+ x2

0), Θ(x) is the unit-step function, and the integrand is

f(x, x0) =
1− x2

(1− V 2
Fx

2)2
− 3 + x2

0

4

(1− x2)2

(1− V 2
Fx

2)2
. (A2)

So, there are two simple integrals:

F1(y, VF) =

y
∫

0

(1− x2) dx

(1− V 2
Fx

2)2
= − y

2V 2
F

(

1− V 2
F

1− V 2
F y

2
+

1 + V 2
F

2VFy
ln

1− VFy

1 + VFy

)

, (A3)

F2(y, VF) =

y
∫

0

(1− x2)2 dx

(1 − V 2
Fx

2)2
=

y

2V 4
F

(

2 +
(1− V 2

F )
2

1− V 2
F y

2
+

(3 + V 2
F ) (1− V 2

F )

2VFy
ln

1− VFy

1 + VFy

)

. (A4)

The two integrals in Eq. (A1) are

F (x0, VF) ≡
∫ a

0

dx f(x, x0) = F12(a, VF) +
1− x2

0

4
F2(a, VF) , (A5)

F̃ (x0, VF) ≡
∫ 1

a

dx f(x, x0) = F12(1, VF)− F12(a, VF) +
1− x2

0

4
[F2(1, VF)− F2(a, VF)] , (A6)

where it is convenient to use the difference of the integrals (A3) and (A4),

F12(y, VF) ≡ F1(y, VF)− F2(y, VF) = − y

2V 4
F

[

2 +
1− V 2

F

1− V 2
F y

2
+

3− V 2
F

2VFy
ln

1− VFy

1 + VFy

]

. (A7)

We substitute x2
0 = (1− a)/(1 + a) in Eqs. (A5) and (A6) and use the specific values of the functions (A4) and (A7)

F2(1, VF) =
1

2V 4
F

[

3− V 2
F +

(3 + V 2
F ) (1− V 2

F )

2VF
ln

1− VF

1 + VF

]

, (A8)

F12(1, VF) = − 1

2V 4
F

[

3 +
3− V 2

F

2VF
ln

1− VF

1 + VF

]

(A9)

(A10)

in Eq. (A6). We thus arrive at the final analytical result Eq. (61) for the decay probability of the sterile neutrino.
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