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Abstract

Neutrinos lose coherence as they propagate, which leads to the fading away of os-
cillations. In this work, we model neutrino decoherence induced in open quantum
systems from their interaction with the environment. We first present two differ-
ent models in the quantum mechanical framework, in which the environment is
modeled as forced harmonic oscillators with white noise interactions, or two-level
systems with stochastic phase kicks. We then look at the decoherence process in
the quantum field theoretic framework induced by elastic scatterings with envi-
ronmental particles. The exponential decay is obtained as a common feature for
all models, which shows the universality of the decoherence processes. We dis-
cuss connections to the GKSL master equation approach and give a clear physical
meaning of the Lindblad operators. We demonstrate that the universality of ex-
ponential decay of coherence is based on the Born-Markov approximation. The
models in this work are suitable to be extended to describe real physical processes
that could be non-Markovian.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Neutrino oscillations are a phenomenon well established theoretically as
well as experimentally [IH3], caused by the mixing between the neutrino
mass and flavor eigenstates:

Vo) = Ugilvi),

where o = e, i, 7, t = 1,2,3 and U,; are the elements of the lepton-mixing
Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix [4, 15].

A neutrino created as one flavor state may be detected sometime later as
another with probability

Pasg = |walva(O) = | D Uz thsie™
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The dynamics of the neutrinos is governed by the Schrodinger equation

0
i) = H ), 1)
where H, = diag{E1, E2, F3} is the Hamiltonian of neutrinos in the mass
eigenstates basis with E; representing the energy of |v;). It could also be de-

scribed by the Liouville-von Neumann equation using the density operator

pu(t) = 3245 pis (D)) (v;l:
pu(t) = 7i[HV7pV(t)]' (2)

Thus the evolution is unitary, and coherence (represented by the off-
diagonal terms of the density matrix) is maintained during the propagation.

However, in general, we do see the loss of coherence. For example, solar
neutrinos [6] are described as a mixture of incoherent mass eigenstates.
There are several processes that may lead to the decoherence phenomenon
(vanishing of the off-diagonal terms).

Wave packet dissipation [7-13] is one possible origin of decoherence, which
is produced via the separation of neutrino mass states over long distances
due to their different group velocities; this is still a unitary evolution and
can be described as usual quantum mechanical framework described by Egs.
(@m2).

The other is environment-induced decoherence [14], which happens when
the neutrinos are (weakly) coupled to the environment, becoming entangled
with the environment as they propagate. The evolution is again unitary if
we enlarge our Hilbert space to include the environment. However, due
to the huge size of the environment and our ignorance, we have to trace
out the environment’s degrees of freedom, which leads to the emergence of

non-unitarity.



Without knowing much of the details of the environment, master equa-
tions are useful tools to describe the time evolution of the neutrino density
matrix p,. For Markovian environments, which do not have a memory of
their previous states, the most general type of master equation that is trace-
preserving and completely positive is the Gorini—-Kossakowski—-Sudarshan—-Lindblad
(GKSL) equation |15, [16]:

pv(t) = 7i[HVa Pu] + ‘CD[pV]v (3)

where the first term is the same as the Liouville-von Neumann equation
@) representing the unitary dynamics, and Lp is the Lindblad decohering
term, which characterizes the non-unitary decohering processes,

Ll Lipy + py L}, L
‘CD[pu] = Z(meuLjn - B )s (4)

m

where the L,, are the so-called Lindblad operators describing the influence
of the environment on the system implicitly. There have been detailed
studies on neutrino decoherence using the GKSL master equation formalism
[17-31], and constraints on parameters in the decohering term £p have been
analyzed using experimental data in [32437]. However, there is a lack of a
general theoretical approach to deriving the Lindblad operators in terms of
the neutrino interaction with the environment.

In this paper, we focus on the environment-induced decoherence and
study neutrinos in an open quantum system. We first work out the evolution
of neutrinos using the density matrix formalism. Then we look at two sim-
ple solvable models where the environment is described by forced harmonic
oscillators [38] or two-level systems [39]. Next, we switch to the quantum
field theory framework and calculate the decoherence rate due to scatter-
ings with environmental particles. We show the universal exponential decay
of coherence for weak couplings and Markovian processes, consistent with
the GKSL master equation solutions. We then discuss the close connection
between the Lindblad operators and the interaction Hamiltonians, in a way
that gives a clear physical meaning of the Lindblad operators. Finally, we
discuss extensions of the models to describe real physical processes with a

more involved neutrino-environment interaction.

II. DENSITY MATRIX FORMALISM

Consider neutrinos in interaction with the environment; the most general
Hamiltonian reads

H=H,®I¢+ 1,8 He + H,¢,



where H, = )", E;|v;)(v;| describes the neutrino energy, He describes the
environment &£, and H,¢ is the Hamiltonian for the neutrino-environment
interaction.

We focus on the case that [H,, H,g] = 0, which implies energy conserva-
tion for the neutrino subsystem. The interaction term is then block diagonal
and can be expressed by

Hye = Z |vi)(vi| ® Heg;. (5)

Assuming the neutrino is not entangled with the environment when cre-
ated at ¢t = 0, the initial density matrix describing the neutrino plus envi-

ronment can be written as

Po = pv ® pe.

The time development of this density matrix can be described by the

evolution operator U (t) = et

p(t) = U(t)poU' (1)

— e—i(Hu+H5+Hu5)t i(Hy+He+Hyg)t

Pv &® pee
= pije” Fl ) (vt @ e Hitpget it (6)
ij

where H; = Hg + Hgi, pij = (Vilpv|vy), with ¢ and j labeling neutrino mass
eigenstates.

For simplicity, we first look at two flavors of neutrinos, later generalizing
the result for the case of three neutrinos. If an electron neutrino |v.) =
cos B|v1) + sin O|a) is created at t = 0, we have

cos?f cosfsiné
Pv = Pe = |Ve><Ve| = .

cosfsinf  sin’6

Taking the partial trace of Eq. (@) by summing over the environmental
degrees of freedom, we get

pu(t) = Trelp(t)] = Y Tr(e™ e pe) pyje™ 5t i) (v,
ij

sm2.
where 0E;; = E; — Ej =~ —5*.

Define the decoherence form factor

F(t) = Tr(e e pe) = (1)), (7)

where «(t) and () are real functions of time. We then have

5m$
cos? 0 F(t) cos fsin fe' 25t
pv(t) = sm,
F*(t)cosfsinfe " 2"t sin? 0



The survival probability of the electron neutrino is [40]

Sm2,
Poc(t) = Trlpepo(t)] = 1 %sinQ 2[1 — B(t)cos( Lt +al®)].  (8)

Let us look at some limiting cases of the form factor F(t):

e When the environment is decoupled, we simply have F(t) = 1. In
this case, neutrinos evolve unitarily and can be described by a phase
rotation:

p(t) = R.(6)p(0)RL(¢),

dm?2; . .
it and R.(¢) is the rotational operator around the

2F
z-axis of the Bloch sphere

where ¢ =

The survival probability of electron neutrino takes the standard form

.2 .92 5m$]
P..(t) =1 — sin® 20 sin 1B t. (9)

o If |F(t)] = 1 with a(t) # 0, the evolution of neutrinos is still unitary
and can be described by the same rotational operator as the previous
case. However, the rotational angle is altered to be

t om, t+a(t
Blt) = St + (),
through the influence of the environment. The survival probability
then becomes
dm2. t

Pu.(t) = 1 — sin® 20 sin® (4—E”t + %) : (10)
Coherence stays as long as there exists a definite phase relation be-
tween |v1) and |v). However, decoherence occurs when the inserted
phase «(t) acts as random noise. If « is drawn from a Gaussian dis-

tribution with zero mean and variance :
1 a?

pla) = \/?—7 exp[*%]v

the form factor after taking the ensemble average is given by

+o0 +oo 1 a2 .

(F) = / F(a)p(a)da = e vda =e7 2.
—o0 —oco V 2777

The off-diagonal elements of the density matrix exponentially decay

for increasing v, which corresponds to the phase damping channel of

decoherence for which we will look at an example in section [Vl



e When |F(t)| — 0 decoherence occurs due to the decay of the ampli-
tude S(t). We will look at an example of this case in the next section.

IIT. ENVIRONMENT AS FORCED HARMONIC OSCILLATORS

In this section, we study a specific model which gives an explicit form of
F(t) and illustrate the decoherence process.

We model the environment by N identical harmonic oscillators with
Hamiltonian Hg = Ziv:l walas, where af and as denote the creation and
annihilation operators of the s’th harmonic oscillator correspondingly. The
interaction with neutrinos is modeled as a linear coupling

N
Hye = (M|m)(vi] + dalwa) (12]) @ D fo(t)(al + as), (11)

s=1

which acts as random driving forces on those harmonic oscillators. This
model has an exact analytic solution, which helps provide an aid in con-
structing approximations for more complicated systems.

For simplicity, assume that the environment is initially at the ground
state (zero temperature):

pe = [0g)(0g| = [01)(01| ® [02)(02| ® - - - @ |On){On].

Then the Hamiltonian H;s = wala, + \ifs(t)(al + as) evolves the s’th
harmonic oscillator from its ground state to a coherent state

67iHi5t|0>s — ei/\fns(t)l)\ics(t)efiwt% (12)
where
t
: _ i / iwt’d/’ 13
G0 =i [ fe)erar (13)
and
t t’
s — d/ dl/ § ! § " . I_ 1 . 14
nl) = [ [t ) 1 sinfett — 1) (14)

Coherent states |z) are defined by

|z) = gzai=="as 0) = efﬁemz 0) = 67‘22‘2 Z &

with

_1 2 2_o %
(z1]z2) = e s(lzl 27 =220 22)



and with z replaced by \;(s(t)e~** in Eq. (I2).
Now we calculate the form factor

F(t) = Tr(etf2te= i)
— H<Os|eiH23te—iH13t|OS>
= [T Dm0 0 e MG (e ™)

= [ e 0t -2 OF HOT-2m. 1) = g(p)eio®,

S
Define the autocorrelation function of the random variable f;(¢):

Cr(r) = (FOFE+7)) = 5 3 FulO)fult +7),

where we assumed that the random process f(t) is stationary and ergodic,
in which case time averages are equal to ensemble averages.
Further calculation gives

B(t) = expl—5 (% + X% — 22xa) 3 I (1))

A —_— A 2 t t . ’ "
_ exp[f( 1 5 2) / dt// dt”NCf (t// _ t/)ezw(t —t )]7
0 0

at) = (A = A3) Y ns(t)

t t
=\ - A%)/O dt’/o dt"NCy(t" —t')sin(w(t’ —t")).

Without knowing explicit details of f(t), we look at a “white noise” power
spectrum with the correlation function given by Cy(7) = gd(7), which may
correspond to the effects of vacuum fluctuations of the background field. In
this case, the result simplifies to

(1) = exp{—5 0 — %) Ngt).

In the van Hove weak coupling limit, N — oo, g — 0, but gN — G fixed,
we obtain a simple exponential decay of the form factor

1
F(t) = exp{—5(\ — X)*Gtl, (15)
with the decoherence rate given by

1
I'= 2 - %),



Note that if Ay = A9 = A, there is no decoherence effect and we simply
have the decoherence rate I' = 0. In this case the neutrino part of the
interaction Hy,g = M ® Zivz1 fs(t)(al + as) is proportional to the identity
operator, which can not distinguish different species of neutrinos.

Generalizing to the case of three neutrinos, the Hamiltonian describing

the neutrino-environment interaction reads
3 N
Hye =S Mlvdvil @ 3 fu(t)(al + a,).
i=1 s=1

Following the same procedure of this section, we get three decoherence
factors

Fy(t) = exp{—%()\i _ PGt} = e T, (16)

Again there is no decoherence effect when A\; = Ay = A\3. When two of the
coupling strengths are the same but the third one is different \; = A\g # A3,
coherence is maintained between |v1) and |v1), but |v3) decoheres with
them at the rate I'y3 = I'93. For three different coupling constants, we only
need two independent parameters to describe the decoherence among three
flavors of neutrinos. E.g. when \; < Ay < A3, we have the relation

VI =+vIi2+ y/Tas.

Now we look at a different limiting case for time independent driving
forces fs(t) = f. Plugging into Eqgs. (I3HI4) we get

ns(t) = i—z(wt — sinwt).

In the van Hove limit N2 — G, we obtain

at) = (A — )\g)%(u)t — sinwt), (17)
B(t) = exp|—(\ — Ag)Qi—f sin’ %t]. (18)

We observe that the form factor |F(t)| is periodic with recurrence time
w™1, which means the loss of coherence is recoverable in this case. For times
that are short compared to the environmental dynamics ¢ < w™?!, the decay
of coherence becomes Gaussian:

IF(t)] = exp[f%()\l —X2)2GH. (19)



IV. ENVIRONMENT AS TWO-LEVEL SYSTEMS

By the principle of universality, we do not expect our conclusions will
be altered if we change our model of the environment. In this section we
study a different model where the environment is described by a collection
of N two-level systems represented by {| 1s),| 4s)}, s = 1---N. The free
Hamiltonian of the environment is given by

N
He = Z woy,
s=1

where oF = [ 15)(Ts | = [ Ls)(ds |-
We consider a bilinear neutrino-environment coupling that induces phase
damping

Hye = (Mlva) (| + Aelva) (va]) @ Y fu(t)os.

s=1
For simplicity, we assume that the neutrino-environment system is ini-

tially factorizable:

N
|®ue(0)) = [1(0) @ [E(0)) = (cosOln) + sinOlva)) @ [ [ (as 1) + bs| L)),

s=1

where as and by are random numbers satisfying |as|? + |bs|? = 1.
Since the interaction H,¢ commutes with both H, and Hg, the evolution
of the whole system can be directly written down as

|Pue(t)) = e et (7 v (0)) @ e 1E(0)))
= e Frlcoslvy) @ |E1(1)) + e 1t sinOln) @ |Ea(2)),

where



with the time-dependent phase £,(t) defined by

&.(t) = / fo(t)dt. (20)

We see that neutrinos are now entangled with the environment. The form
factor is given by

N
F(t) = (E20)|&(t) = [ [ (e M D% W a2 4 CrmAeWp %) (21)

s=1

We model the neutrino-environment interaction as instantaneous kicks at

discrete random times:
fs(t) = ng,r(s(t - tr)v
T

where g, is the kicking strength at time ¢ = ¢,, which is randomly drawn
from a probability distribution p(gs).
The contribution to the form factor from one kicking event is

Fy(1) = e 22)gei|q |2 4 i m2e)gep |2,
For n successively applied kicks, we have
Fs(n) _ ef’b‘(Al*AZ) Sy gs,r|as|2 + ei()\1*)\2) Sy gs,r|bs|2

_ e—i(kl—kg)ngs |as|2 + ei()q—)\z)ngs |bs|2.

The central limit theorem of probability states that, when a random
process is driven by a large number of statistically independent, random
influences, its probability becomes Gaussian:

(30) = —m— expl— )

) = exp|— ,

p(3s T Pl 52

where o5, = %, with o4, representing the standard deviation of the prob-

ability distribution p(gs). Therefore, after taking the ensemble average, we
get

o0
(Fs(n)) = /+ Fy(n)p(gs)da = 6_%()\1_/\2)20‘35”;
— 00
where we have used |as|? + |bs|?> = 1. Note that this result does not depend
on the initial state.
For kicking events obeying a Poisson distribution with rate 7, where
vs denotes the average number of events per unit of time, and defining

10



Gs = 7035 and replacing n with +t, we get the form factor as a function of

time
Fy(t) = e ¥t

With all environmental degrees of freedom included, defining G =
Zivzl G, we obtain
N
F(t) = ] Fu(t) = e 3um2c (22)
s=1
As expected, this gives the same exponential decay as Eq. (IH). The
actual details of the environment become unimportant as a consequence of
all our approximations. However, this study gives us a guide on how to go
beyond these types of interactions.
For constant interaction terms f4(t) = f, Eqs. RO0HZI) gives

N

F(t) = [J(em" 722 a7 4 er =220t p 2,
s=1
so that
N
IF@)P = JJ{1 - 4lasl*[bs] sin®[(Ay — Ao) £1]}. (23)
s=1

Again we see the periodic-like behavior of the form factor. Ast — oo, we
can take the time average (sin®[(A\; — A2)ft]) = 4 and obtain

(PP 22 TTH - 2lasbs2} 5= 0. (24)

Decoherence occurs as long as the environment contains a sufficient num-

ber of degrees of freedom.

V. A QUANTUM FIELD THEORETIC APPROACH

In this section, we calculate the decoherence rate of neutrinos due to their
interactions with the environment in the quantum field theory framework.
The interactions between the neutrinos and medium particles are described
by the following effective Lagrangian

E = ()\11/11/1 + )\21/21/2)¢¢, (25)

where \;’s are the coupling constants. For simplicity, we ignore the spin of
neutrinos and the medium particle ¢. The generalization to the case of an
arbitrary spin of ¢ and spin—% neutrinos is straightforward.

11



The initial state of an electron neutrino and a medium particle before
scattering is assumed to be at their momentum eigenstates

i) = Nlve(p)) (@) = N(cos Olvi(p)) + sinb]v2(p)))|é(q))
= N(cos0|i1) + sin 6iz)), (26)

where N is a normalization factor. We adopt the Lorentz invariant normal-

ization condition for the momentum eigenstates

(A(P")|A(p)) = 2Ea(p)(27)%6® (p — '), (27)

where |A(p)) is the one particle momentum eigenstate corresponding to
momentum p and energy Ea(p) = /p? + m?%, ma being the mass of the
particle A.

In order to have (i|i) = 1, we have

N7H=2y/IplmyV, (28)

where V = (27)36(3)(0) is the normalization volume, and we have made
the approximation E,,(p) ~ E,,(p) ~ |p| for relativistic neutrinos and
E4(q) ~ my for the non-relativistic medium particle.

For an elastic scattering, the final state is given by |f) = S|i), with
S =e 1t =1 4 {T. The S-matrix elements are given by

(vi(P)o(d)|T|vi(p) (@) = 2m)*sW(p+q—p — ¢ )Milp.q,p'.¢), (29)

where M; can be calculated with Feynman diagrams and M; ~ \; to the
first order approximation according to Eq. (25).
Inserting the identity operator

1= zX:/dHX|X><X|, (30)

where
dgpj
dllx = —_ 31
=l mmew oy
the final state can be written as
|f) = N(cos | f1) + sin 0] f2)), (32)
where
|f1) =lni(p)o(q)) +i / dllp o (27)* 6D (p+ ¢ — ' — ¢ )Mi(p, ¢, 7', ¢) 1 (P)d(d)),
(33)
|f2) =|v2(P)o(aq)) +i / Al o (27)* 6@ (p+ g — p' — ¢ )Ma(p,q,7'. ¢ )|v2(P)o(d))-
(34)

12



We see that the momentum eigenstates of neutrinos are entangled with
the environment after scattering. The entanglement measures of 1y and v,
with environment are different as long as A\; # As.

The initial and final density operator of the whole system can be written
as

pug.i = )Gl puo.r =11/ (35)

We can get the reduced density operator of neutrinos by tracing out the

environmental degrees of freedom

(36)

o [V (o(K)|pglo(k))
pp=T ¢>[/)V¢]_/(27r)3 (p(k)|o(k))

The matrix element of p, is given by

309wl ()
0, (7 () 7

If all the outgoing neutrino states are measured, we would simply take

Pu,ij (k) =

an integral over the momentum variable and get a two-by-two matrix
. Vd3k
Puij = / 2y P (k). (38)

The diagonal terms of p, stay unchanged due to unitarity 1 = STS =
(1 —4TT)(1+iT), e.g.

Pufa1 =080 = puit1,  puf22 =sin?0 = py,; 00. (39)

The off-diagonal term becomes
Puvi2 = cosfsind(1 + F), (40)

where the form factor is equal to

F =iN?VTMi(p,q,p,q) — iN*VTM;(p,q,p,q)

+N2VT/dexqf(27T)45(4) (p+q—p —dWWMi(p,a.0' . d)YM3(p,q.0', ).
(41)
where VT = (27)*5)(0) and N is given by Eq. E23).
The decoherence rate is given by the real part of the form factor. Using

the optical theorem, we have

13



where v is the relative speed between the neutrino and environment, o; is the
total cross section of v; and ¢. The third term in (@I]) can be approximated
as %‘/0102. So we have

Re[F]:73—;(01+02)+%\/0102:*§—;(\/0_1*\/0_2)2- (43)

Consider the flux of medium with number density Ny and integrate over
time, we finally get

F(t) _ ethJria(t), (44)
where I' = —X2%(, /57 — \/55)? is the decoherence rate, in agreement with

Eq. (I8) and Eq. (22) in the quantum mechanics formalism, which makes
sense because the interaction Lagrangian (20 resembles the Hamiltonian
@) in the QM formalism.

The imaginary part «(t) of the form factor characterizes the index of re-
fraction of the medium, and can be described by a correction to the Hamil-
tonian in the QM approach. The survival probability of electron neutrinos
is then given by Eqs. (R).

A more consistent description of the decoherence process requires the
wave packet approach in QM or a QFT treatment, where the wave packet
depends on the production and detection process of the neutrinos. These
aspects are out of the scope of this work and will be addressed in the future.

VI. CONNECTIONS WITH THE GKSL MASTER EQUATION

Master equations are useful tools when little is known of the environment.
The most general type of master equation for Markovian environments is
the GKSL equation:

,él,(t) = —i[Hl,, pu] + ‘CD[pV]a (45)

where the first term describes the unitary evolution of the system just as
the Liouville-von Neumann equation does, and the non-unitary decohering
processes are characterized by the Lindblad decohering term Lp:

LY Limpy + puLi, Ly,
2

‘CD[pu] = Z(meuLjn -

m

); (46)

where the influence of the environment on the system is implicitly described
by Lindblad operators L.

Several constraints can be made to reduce the number of parameters in
the master equation. The Lindblad operators should be Hermitian L,, =

14



LI to ensure that the von Neumann entropy S = —Tr(p, Inp,) increases
in time [41]. To impose the energy conservation of neutrinos, the Lindblad
operators should commute with the Hamiltonian [H,, L,,] = 0. Consider
the case where there is only one Lindblad operator of the following diagonal

form:
L= diag{ll, 12, l3}

The solution of the master equation (3] is given by

L) .m13

A2t Tyot g t—T1st
P11 p12e' 28 12 p13€'2E 13
p(t) — p2167i%t7F12t P22 ngei%tirﬁt

7’L‘%t7F13t 71‘%t7F23t

p31€ P32P23€ P33

where I';; = 1(I; — ;)% The solution exhibits the same exponential decay
behavior as in Eq. (I8) and Eq. @2) for I; = \;V/G, as expected by the
principle of universality. In the QFT approach we have [; = \/m , which
is again propotional to A\;. The essential features of the decoherence process
are not affected by the particular details of the environment, as long as our
model contains the basic ingredients to provide the effect. In the appendix,
the Lindblad operator emerges naturally in the derivation of the GKSL
master equation as a consequence of the Born-Markov approximation. The
physical meaning of the Lindblad operators {L;} turn out to be the neutrino

part of the interaction H,g, which means

N
Hye x L® Y fu(t)(al + a)

s=1

for the harmonic oscillator model, and

N
HyexL® Z fs(t)az
s=1

for two-level systems.

When multiple types of interaction exist, there would be more than one
Lindblad operator, and we have to do the summation as in Eq. (@), where
each Lindblad operator corresponds to a particular type of interaction with

the environment.

VII. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK
This paper first studied two toy models of neutrinos in interaction with

the environment with exact analytical solutions, which correspondingly il-
lustrated two possible decoherence channels: phase damping and amplitude

15



damping. For weakly-coupled Markovian processes, the two distinct models
give the same exponential decay of coherence

Fij(t) = et

where T';; oc (A; — ;)2 and A; is the coupling strength of the i’th species
of neutrino that couples to the environment. The universality of the de-
coherence process is properly characterized by the Lindblad operator L o
diag{A1, A2, A3} and the result is consistent with the GKSL master equa-
tion.

A more consistent and accurate description of the decoherence effect
requires a quantum field theoretic treatment. We then looked at a sim-
ple example of the QFT approach, which gives the same exponential de-
pendence as the QM approach. The decay rate is expressed by I';; =

Nev( /o7 - V/@;)?, with the Lindblad operators related to the cross sec-

2
tions. A more generalized calculation with neutrinos and environment

treated as wave packets in the QM or QFT framework will be addressed in
the future.

Since the Born-Markov approximation is a fundamental condition for the
emergence of the Lindblad operators, the GKSL master equation (@5 is
insufficient to describe non-Markovian processes such as Eq. ([I8]) and Eq.
@3). In such cases, we need to have a complete description of the en-
vironmental dynamics. This work on explicit models of the environment
serves as a guide on how to alter the equation as a result of a more involved
neutrino-environment interaction. With some modifications, the models we
considered in this paper are suitable to describe real physical processes. For
example, the environment as two-level systems could describe the scatter-
ing events with electrons and muons as neutrinos propagate through mat-
ter, where the decoherence effect will lead to a modification of the MSW
mechanism [42, 43]. Moreover, to effectively model the decoherence from
quantum gravity effects [44], one can extend the harmonic oscillator model
to describe the environment as an ensemble of D-branes |45, |46] in thermo-
dynamic equilibrium at Planck’s temperature. These could be the direction
of future works.
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Appendix A: A derivation of the GKSL master equation

Here we present a derivation of the GKSL master equation for the forced
harmonic oscillator model and show the relationship between the Lindblad
operator and neutrino-environment interaction Hamiltonian.

Firstly, it is convenient to convert to the interaction picture of H, + Hg
with the following transformations:

where Up(t) = e~ (Hv+He)t,

Initially, the neutrinos are not entangled with the environment

p(0) = p(0) = pu(0) ® pe(0),

The Hamiltonian in the interaction picture can be explicitly calculated
as

VS — ZA |Vz Vz| ®Zf5 T wt + as e—zwt)

The equation for p(t) in the interaction picture reads
'Lﬁ(t) = [gl/f)aﬁ(t)]a (Al)
which is equivalent to the integro-differential equation
t ~
) = 5(0) ~ i [ delLe(t),5(E)) (42)
0

Inserting Eq. (A2) into the right-hand side of Eq. (A1) we obtain

ﬂﬂ=%Wmﬂw—AdﬂmmHEAﬂﬂﬂH

The evolution for p,(t) is obtained by taking the partial trace of the

environment’s degrees of freedom

5u(t):*iTTs([Husvﬁ(O)])*/O dt'Tre([Hye (t), [Hue (t'), p(t)]))- (A3)

Eq. (A3) is exact without any approximations. The first term on the
right hand side turns out to be zero with pg(0) = |0g)(0¢|:

TTE([ l/Ea [ZA |Vl Vz| Pz/ 1 0€|Zfs a + as |05> =0.
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The GKSL equation appears naturally as a consequence of the Born and
Markov approximations. For the Born approximation, we assume that the
coupling is so weak, and the reservoir is so large that its state is unaffected
by the interaction. Thus we can write

p(t) = pu(t) @ pe,

so that Eq. (A:3)) becomes

pu(t) = /0 dt'Tre([Hye (), [Hye ('), pu (') pe]])-

For the Markov approximation, we replace 5, (t') with p, () and obtain

pult) = —/O dt'Tre([Hye (1), [Hue (1), 5o (t)pel)- (A.4)

Note that this equation is no longer integro-differential but simply differ-
ential, which means the density matrix evolves under a time-local first-order
differential equation.

We now expand H,¢ over the following form

Hye = Z OmBm,

where {0, } is a basis of Hermitian operators acting on the neutrinos, which
could be Pauli matrices or Gell-Mann matrices for two or three flavors of
neutrinos correspondingly, and the operators B; act only on the environ-
ment. Converting to the interaction picture, we have

Hye(t) =Y 6m(t)Bum(t), (A.5)
where 7, (t) = evto,, et and B,,(t) = ¢t B,,e~ et Comparing to
Eq. (A)), for the case of two neutrinos we have

&O(t):I, 5’3(t):O'3,

- A+ A . .
1+ A2 Zfs(t)(al‘?ZWt + ase_Wt),

Bo(t) = 5

- A1 — A
Bs(t) = 12 =

> fa(B)(ale™ + aze™ "),

Plugging Eq. (A5) into Eq. (A4) and expanding the commutators we
obtain

po(t)==> /0 At (66 () Do (£, ) — G oo ()G D (£, 1)

— G pr (V)T Comn (8, 8) + o ()50 L (', 1)), (A.6)
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where

Con(t,t') = Tre (B (t)Bu(t)pe)

are the environment’s correlation functions. For a memoryless white noise
spectrum (f(¢)f(t+ 7)) = gé(7), we simply have

Lot t 4+ 7) = Ymnd (1), (A7)
with Ymn = Ynm and
A+ A2)? A2 — )2 A — \2)?
Yoo = “%Gﬁos =730 = ! 1 2G,733 = (I%G- (A-S)

Replacing Eq. (A7) in Eq. (A6) we obtain

Finally, returning to the Schroédinger picture we get

pV(t) = 77:[Hl/; pu] + Z’Ymn{[o—n; pUm] + [Unp7 Um]}

mn

We can always diagonalize v,,, with a unitary matrix
4 = S~St.

Let {9} denote the eigenvalues of v and define L, = Y v/29mSmn0n;
the GKSL equation becomes

LY Limpy + puLl, Ly,
2

pu(t)

—i[Hy, pu] + Z(mel/Ljn - )-

There turns out to be only one Lindblad operator corresponding to Eq.

(B3

L= \/g(xl + Xo)oo + \/g(xl — X2)os = V2G (A1 |v1) (1] + Ag|va) (1a)).

Comparing to Eq. (), we see that the Lindblad operators {L} is just
the neutrino part of the interaction H,¢:

L
Hye = e ® zsjfs(t)(al + as).
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