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Abstract

In most of the proposals for new physics beyond the standard model, neutrinos have new in-

teractions and some of them have phenomenological consequences that, although at present they

may seem purely academic, probably will have to be taken into account in the future neutrino

experiments. Here we show that new interactions may imply the misidentification of the flavour of

the neutrinos, and the experimental ability to distinguish neutrinos from antineutrinos.

I. INTRODUCTION

Neutrino physics has entered a precision era, and thus, it arises the possibility to explore

new physics beyond the standard model (BSM), not only through out the neutrino oscilla-

tions but also with their interactions with hadrons and leptons. For instance, DUNE will

be sensitive to electron neutrinos originated in the next supernova explosion [1] through the

study charged-current (CC) interactions with neutrino energies ranging from few MeVs to

higher energies.

Nutrinos with energies of some GeVs or higher can be used for studies of neutrino oscilla-

tion parameters and, mainly for searching new physics i.e., interactions beyond those in the

standard model (SM) usually called non-standard interactions (NSI). Among other things,

the discover of new particles, new interactions and symmetries beyond those predicted in

the context of the SM is an objective for several neutrino experiments, say DUNE [2] and

others. NSI implies also implies new matter effects [3, 4]. For a review see Ref. [5, 6].

Experiments with neutrinos use, in order to analyze their data, the three-flavor scheme

in the context of SM. It is assumed that we in fact know what is the flavor of a neutrino

i.e., what is the linear combination of the neutrinos which are symmetry eigenstates, in

terms of their mass eigenstates and also the unambiguous identification of neutrinos and

antineutrinos. These assumptions are decisive for observing the effects of the new physics,

if it really exists.

However, things may be not easy. It happens that, precisely the new physics may con-

fuse the interpretation of the observations, if they are interpreted in the aforementioned

paradigm. If we define the neutrino of the flavor l the particle which accompany the an-
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tilepton l+ and, as being a linear combination of the mass eigenstates determined by the

PMNS matrix, we show that there are different linear combinations that can also be defined

as ”neutrino of flavor l”. Moreover, in some models, neutrinos accompany leptons and not

anti lepton, hence implying a confusion between neutrino and antineutrino in experimental

data.

In fact, in Ref. [7] it was noted that new charged current interactions imply that there are

different bases for neutrinos and not only the usual symmetry and mass eigenstates and that

the identification of the neutrinos cannot be done in a model independent way. Moreover,

new interactions may affect also the production and detection of neutrinos modifying the

observed event rate and the flavor composition, compared to the SM [8].

Some possibilities for new physics at the TeV scale are the following: i) Multi-Higgs

extension of the SM [9, 10], ii) Left-right (symmetric or not) models [13, 14], iii) 3-3-1

models [15–18], iv) A combination of the previous ones, v) Grand unification [19], vi) Su-

persymmetric version of one of the previous ones [20–22], vii) None of the previous ones. All

these possiblities, including the last one, imply the existence of new neutrino interactions.

Here we will show that in fact, in most of the SM extensions it is not possible to define

uniquely the flavor of a neutrino and, sometimes we do not distinguish if it is a neutrino

or an anti-neutrino. We give some examples of new charged currents in which the above

situation happens.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In the next section we consider the multi-Higgs

extension of the SM; in Sec. III we consider interaction of neutrinos with new vector bosons.

Examples of effective interactions are given in Sec. IV. Some consquences of the new inter-

actions are considered in Sec. V. Our conclusions are given in Sec. VI.

II. MULTI-HIGGS DOUBLET MODELS

Let us consider the SM with several scalar doublets. However, our arguments are in-

dependent of the type of representation of the scalars. The representation content is

as follows: left-handed leptons in doublets of the SM gauge symmetry SU(2)L ⊗ U(1)Y ,

ψL = (ν ′lL l
′
L)

T ∼ (2,−1), and singlets l′R ∼ (1,−2), with l′ = e′, µ′, τ ′; and also right-handed

neutrinos ν ′lR ∼ (1, 0) and, similarly for quarks. Finally, scalar doublets Hn = (φ+
n φ

0
n)

T ∼
(2,+1), n = 1, 2, · · · . At this point all states are in the symmetry bases (we omit flavor
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indices). Teh Yukawa interactions are given by

−LY l =
∑

n

ψlL[G
n
l l

′
RHn +Gn

νν
′
lRH̃n] +H.c., (1)

where H̃n = iτ2H
n∗, being τ2 the usual Pauli matrix. Just for the sake of simplicity, we

assume Dirac neutrinos. Mass eigenstates (umprimed fields) are related to the symmetry

eigenstates through unitary transformations l′L = U l
LlL, l

′
R = U l

RlR, ν
′
L = Uν

LνL, ν
′
R = Uν

RνR

and

V l†
L M

lV l
R = M̂ l, V ν†

L MνV ν
R = M̂ν , (2)

where M̂ l,ν are the diagonal mass matrices. Our arguments are valid independently of the

neutrino nature (Majorana or Dirac).

In this model, the lepton-neutral scalar interactions are given by (leptons are in the mass

eigenstates basis)

−Lnc
Y l =

∑

n

[lL(A
n
l )lRφ

0
n + νL(A

n
ν )νRφ

∗0
n +H.c.] (3)

where we have omitted generation indices and defined

An
l = V l†

L G
n
l V

l
R, An

ν = V ν†
L Gn

νV
ν
R , (4)

and the neutral scalar fields, φ±
n , φ

0
n, are still in the symmetry bases. The diagonal mass

matrices are

M̂ l = V l†
L

(

∑

n

Gn vn√
2

)

V l
R, M̂ν = V ν†

L

(

∑

n

Kn vn√
2

)

V ν
R . (5)

In the mass bases, the charged Yukawa interactions in Eq. (1) are written as

−Lcc
Y l =

∑

n

[ν̄lL(B
n
l )

†lRφ
+
n − l̄L(B

n
ν )νRφ

−
n +H.c.] (6)

where

Bn
l = V ν†

L Gn
l V

l
R, Bn

ν = V l†
L G

n
νV

ν
R . (7)

Notice that both

νlL =
∑

i

(Bn
l )liνiL, νlR =

∑

i

(Bn
ν )liνiR (8)

can be defined as a “neutrino of flavor l”, but with different chirality.

The interactions in Eq. (6) produce transitions as

e−R → νeL + φ−
n , (9)
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instead of the decay in the SM:

e−L → νeL +W−, (10)

and in both cases we can say that it is an “electron neutrino”. However, in Eq. (9) we have

νeL =
∑

i

(Bn
l )eiνiL (11)

while in (10) we have, as usual

νeL =
∑

i

(VPMNS)eiνiL, VPMNS = V
l†
LV

ν
L (12)

where VPMNS is the PMNS matrix.

Notice that in general, the PMNS mixing matrix does not appear in the charged inter-

actions with the scalar φ±
n if n > 1 and no extra symmetries are added to avoid flavour

changing neutral currents. However, even if n > 1 but if only one doublet generates the

lepton masses, the matrices in Eq. (6) become

Bn
l →

√
2

v
V

†
lM̂

l, Bn
ν →

√
2

v
VlM̂

ν . (13)

In this case there are not NSI, the neutral currents with the scalar φ0 conserve flavour and

are proportional to the lepton masses, M̂ l and M̂ν . However, as can be seen from Eqs. (6)

and (7), this is not true in the general case, when two or more Higgs doublets contribute

to the lepton masses [23]. Thus, in the latter case only the matrices Bn
l and Bn

ν in Eq. (6)

appears in the charged interactions and there are FCNC in the neutral sector with matrices

An
l and An

ν in Eq. (3).

In the quark sector the neutral interactions are (also omitting generation indices)

−LY q = QL[G
n
qU

′
RHn +Kn

dD
′
RH̃n] +H.c., (14)

The neutral interactions are (in the mass basis)

−Lnc
Y q =

∑

n

[ŪLA
n
uURφ

0∗
n + D̄LA

n
dDRφ

0
n +H.c.], (15)

where

An
u = V u†

L Gn
uV

u
R , An

d = V d†
L Gn

dV
d
R , (16)

and we have used U ′
L = V u

LUL, U
′
R = V u

RUR, and similarly in the d-quark sector. The

diagonal mass matrices are:

M̂u = V u†
L

(

∑

n

Gn
u

vn√
2

)

V u
R , M̂d = V d†

L

(

∑

n

Gn
d

vn√
2

)

V d
R , (17)
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and as in the lepton sector, there are FCNCs in the quarks sector if n > 1 and no ex-

tra symmetries are introduced. It is possible to use the definition of the CKM matrix

VCKM = V
d†
L Vu

L to eliminate one of the matrix V U,D
L , for instance V u

L = V d
LVCKM [24].

The quark charged interactions are (in the mass basis)

−Lcc
Y q =

∑

n

[D̄LB
n
uURφ

−
n + ŪLB

n
dDRφ

+
n +H.c.] (18)

where

Bn
u = V D†

L Gn
uV

U
R , Bn

d = V U†
L Gn

dV
D
R , (19)

where UL,R = (u c t)TL,R are mass eigenstates, similarly for DL,R.

In the general case no CKM matrix appears in the charged interactions with the Higgs,

ony Bn
u,d. Again only when n = 1 (or n > 1 but only one Higgs doublet contributes to the

quark masses) the CKM and the quark masses appear in Eq. (18). In this case

Bn
u →

√
2

v
VCKMM̂u, Bn

d →
√
2

v
V

†
CKMM̂

d, (20)

and M̂u,d are the diagonalized mass matrices. In the case in Eq. (20), there are not NSI in

the quark sector.

Below, we will consider the more general case when n > 1 and at least two scalar doublets

contribute for the quark and lepton masses.

III. INTERACTONS WITH VECTOR BOSONS

Here we use as an example of NSI the interactions with charged vector bosons, in the

minimal 3-3-1 model [16–18], or in SU(15) GUT [25]. The interactions with W±
µ in the

lepton sector are as usual involving the PMNS matrix defined as VPMNS = V
l†
LV

ν
L since in

the m331 model, we cannot to begin with the charge lepton mass matrix in a diagonal form

[26]. Hence, in the vector charged currents involving neutrinos, there are two matrizes to

be determined: besides the VPMNS (appearing in the charged current coupled to W ), we

have the VLR matrices defined below. Moreover, there are charged currents with νL− lcL and

lR − (νc)R:

Lν̄l = i
g

2
√
2

[

(lc)L (V
∗
LR)γ

µνL − (νc)R (VLR)abγ
µlR

]

V −
µ +H.c. (21)
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where we have defined

VLR = V
ν†
L Vl∗

R. (22)

Or, we can use in Eq. (22) Vν
L = V l

LVPMNS and determine the matrices V l
L and V l

R.

We can define

νeL =
∑

i

(V∗
LR)eiνiL. (23)

From Eq. (21), we see that transitions as

νlL → l+L + V −, νclR → l−R + V +, (24)

are possible.

Compare the charged interactions in Eq. (21) with that of the SM:

LWl = l̄iLγ
µ(VPMNS)ijνjLW

− +H.c., (25)

in which the only transitions are

νlL → l−L +W+, (νc)R → l+R +W−. (26)

It is the interactions with the W± which allow us to define unambiguosly the flavor of

the neutrinos: a left-handed (active) electron neutrino is

νlL =
∑

i

(VPMNS)liνiL, l = e, µ, τ, (27)

where νiL are mass eigenstates.

The lagrangian terms for interactions among charged gauge bosons and quarks may be

written as follows:

LWq =
g√
2
D̄Liγ

µ (VCKM)ij ULjW
−
µ , LUj =

g√
2
j̄Lkγ

µ(VU
L )kjULjU

−−
µ ,

LV J =
g√
2
J̄Lγ

µ(VU
L )3jULjV

+
µ , LV j = − g√

2
j̄Lkγ

µ(VD
L )kjDLjV

−
µ ,

LUJ =
g√
2
J̄Lγ

µ(VD
L )3jDLjU

++
µ . (28)

Notice that besides the VCKM matrix, which appears in the interactions with W±
µ , the

matrices V U
L and V D

L appear in the interactions with the vector (bilepton) bosons V ± and

U±±. VD,U
L are unitary matrizes used for diagonalizing the respective mass matrizes, M̂u =

V U†
L MuV U

R , etc. The matrizes V U,D
R survive, separately, in the interactions with the Z ′ [27].
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IV. EFFECTIVE INTERACTIONS

Example of effective interactions via charged scalars from (6) and (18) are

LH =
∑

n

[

1

m2
φ+
n

(ŪRB
n
uDL)(ν̄LB

n
l lR) +H.c.

]

, (29)

wehere we omited flavor indices, andBn
l andBn

u are defined in Eqs. (7) and (19), respectively.

An example of effective interactions via a vector boson, using Eqs. (21) and (28), is

LV =
g2

2mVmW

(

ŪRγµVCKMDL

)

(

(lc)L γ
µV∗

LRνL

)

+H.c. (30)

where VLR is defined in Eq. (22).

V. SOME CONSEQUENCES OF NEW INTERACTIONS

It seems clear, for what we have discussed above, that the physics beyond the SM may

induce confusion in the interpretation of the experimental data: Besides the interactions in

Eq. (25), from which the flavor of a neutrino is defined in the context of the SM, there are

other charged interactions in these models. We can define different neutrino flavor states:

νHn

lL =
∑

i

(Bn
l )liνiL, νHn

lR =
∑

i

(Bn
ν )liνiR

νVlL =
∑

i

(V†
LR)liνiL, νWlL =

∑

i

(VPMNS)liνiL, (31)

according neutrinos are produced (detected) by the interactions in Eqs. (6), (21) (25), re-

spectively, Bn
l , B

n
ν and VLR are defined in Eqs. (7) and (22), respectively, and the VPMNS is

defined as in Eq. (12). All the states defined in Eq. (31) are neutrinos that can be considered

“of flavor l”, since they accompany the charged anti-lepton l+ and, in general

νWlL 6= νVlL 6= νHn

lL 6= νHn

lR . (32)

It is clear that it is not possible to define a neutrino of a given flavor in a model indepen-

dent way [7]. Only in models in which the charged leptons are in the mass eigenstates from

the very beginning (Vl
L = Vl

R = 1) we have VLR = V
†
PMNS.

Let us look at some consequences of these new interactions of neutrinos.
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A. Neutrino oscillation experiments

In physics beyond the SM, it is possible that neutrino are produced in the source (S)

through one interaction and detected in the detector (D) with a different interaction. In

this case neutrino oscillations have to be consider as in Ref. [28],

Source : S → Xα + ν,

Detection : ν +D → Yβ

where Xα and Yβ include hadrons and a charge lepton (or antilepton). Similarly if a an-

tineutrinos are produced and deteted.

Let us first consider the multi-Higgs extension of the SM with an arbitrary number of

doublets. In the most general case, the interaction of leptons with singly charged scalars

produces transition as

H− → l−R + (νHn

lL )c, (Bn
l )

† (33)

where νHn

lL is defined in Eq. (31). Notice that, although the particle emitted with the lepton

is an (right-handed) electron antineutrino, its components in the mass eigenstates have

nothing to do wit the PMNS matrix but with the matrix Bn
l defined in Eq. (8).

It is well known that the neutrino mass ordering can be normal (NO) m3 > m1,2, or

inverted (IO) m1,2 > m3. Present data favoured the NO at least to 1.9σ [29]. However, it

was been shown in Ref. [30] that the indication in favor of NO when data are interpreted in

the standard three-flavor scheme, it does not hold anymore if one assumes the existence of

neutral-current nonstandard interactions involving the transitions e ↔ µ. This happens in

all models considered here see, for instance, the interactions in Eq. (3).

B. Glashow-like resonances

The rate of interaction of νl and (νc)R with electrons are rather small when compared to

interactions with nucleons. This would not be the case for the electron anti-neutrino (νce)R

since in this case there is the possibility of the resonant scattering (νce)R + e−R → W− →
(νce)R + e−R or (νcµ)R +µ−

R [31] and also (νce)R + e−L →W− → hadrons, when Eν ≈ 6 PeV [32]

and which are induced by the on-shell production of a W− [33].
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In models with many scalars and new vector interactions there may be more Glashow-like

resonances. For instance, in the models that we are consider here there are the following

possibilities:

(νeL)
c + e−R → H− → νlL + l−R, l = e, µ, τ,

(νeL)
c + e−R → H− → known hadrons,

νeL + e−R → V − → νlL + l−R,

νeL + e−R → V − → exotic hadrons (34)

At least the resonances involving scalar may be comparable with that of the W is mH− =

80, 90 GeV [34]. The measurement of the Glashow resonance could make also possible to

detect exotic resonances as those pointed out in Ref. [35] predicted in the m331 model.

C. Neutrino or antineutrino?

Let us consider the neutrino-antineutrino confusion that occurs in some models. As we

said before, usually it is considered that the detector is able to discriminate between νe and

νce . However, in some models it may be difficult to decide if a neutrinos or an antineutrino

has been detected. Let us illustrate this situation considering the m331 in which there is a

second, singly charged, vector boson arises [26] and interactions as those given in Eq. (21).

Hence, transitions like those in Eq. (24), V + → (νcl )R + l+L , are possible and, if interpreted

in the SM context, it will be considered an antineutrino, not a neutrino!

Besides, the vertex has a mixing matrix which is different from the usual PMNS matrix:

VLR 6= UPMNS. The transition

(νc)R → V + + l−R, (35)

also occurs. We see that a complete identification of neutrino or antineutrinos needs a

measurement of the helicities of the charged lepton, or the detection of the vector boson.

The reaction (inverse muon decay) νµL + e−L → µ−
L + νeL, has a cross-section that can be

predicted with very small uncertainties. It has a neutrino energy threshold of ≈ 11GeV and

is used used to constrain the high-energy part of the flux in the NuMI neutrino beam [36].
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It is worth to pointed out that in the m331 model we have the decay

(νcµ)R + e−R → V − → µ−
R + (νce)R, t− channel

(36)

Summaryzing: In the context of the SM we have the processes

νeL → l−L +W+, neutrino, (a)

νceR → l+R +W−, anti-neutrino (b) (37)

and, in the m331 model, besides the transitins in Eq. (37), also occur

νeL → l+L + V −, neutrino! (a)

νceR → l−R + V −, anti-neutrino! (b) (38)

The helicity of the charged lepton allows to distinghis an neutrino with a W+, as in

Eq. (37)(a), or an antineutrino if a V − is emitted as in Eq. (38)(b).

Although the confusion neutrino-anti-neutrino may not have a considerable effect in active

neutrino oscillations, this is not necessarily the case with rare processes as neutrino↔anti-

neutrino oscillations. This sort of oscillations may be viewed as the process W++ l−L → ν →
(νc)R → l+R +W− in which the neutrino, in the intermediate-state, travels a macroscopic

distance [37]. In this case the intermediate states requires a mass insertion ν → ν̄. In the

m331 we have l−L +W+ → νL → l+L + V − (no helicity suppressed). Thus, in principle, both

mechanism are distinguishable since the decays of W ’s are different from those of V − and

in the latter case there is no helicity suppression.

D. Other processes

In the m331 model there are processes induced by exotic quarks, the extra neutral Z ′,

and by the vector bosons, V − and U++. The interactions of the singly charged vector boson

with leptons are those in Eq. (21) while for the interactions of the doubly charged vector

with leptons and quarks see Ref. [38]. For instance, the processes

11



νµL +N → µ+
L +X−

j (jud) (a), ν̄µR +N → µ−
R + Y −

J (Jdd) (b),

(−)
νaL +N → l−1Ll

+
2Ll

−
3R +X− (c), νµL + e−L → l−1Ll

+
2Ll

−
3RνaL (d),

(−)
νa +N →(−)

νℓ l
+l− +X (e), µ−

L +N → µ+
L l

−l− +N (f),

(−)
νa +N →(−)

νℓ +X, (g), ν +N → µ− +X (h), (39)

may be observed in experiments like the PINGU [39] and ORCA [40]. There are also new

contributions to the leptonic decays, for instance µ+
R → (νµL)

c + e−R + νeL, are allowed.

Some of the processes above also occur in the standard model. However, even in these

cases there are important differences. For instance, in the SM we have νµL(ν̄µR) + N →
µ−
L(µ

+
R)+hadrons, where “hadrons” means the known hadrons and only left-handed currents

are involved. In Eq. (39a), the elementary process is νµL + dL → µ+
L + jL, and the reaction

proceeds because in the m331 model there are also right-handed currents in the leptonic

sector. Moreover, Xj and YJ denote new hadronic resonances which include exotic quarks,

in the example above, a quark j(J) with electric charge −4/3(5/3) (in units of the positron

electric charge) is being considered. Reactions involving anti-neutrinos, as in Eq. (39b),

occurs via a doubly charged vector boson U++ and the resonance involves the exotic quark

with electric charge +5/3, J . The lightest of these resonance can decay only into the known

leptons, for instance, X−
j → V − + ν → l−L + νlL + ν. Since the reactions in Eqs. (39a)

and (39b) create different hadrons we expect that a charge asymmetry may appear at some

energy. This reminds us the high-y anomaly events (recall y = (Eν − Eµ)/Eν ≡ Eh/Eν

where Eh is the hadron energy) which was an excess in νµ(ν̄µ) + N → µ−(µ+) + X , with

respect to the electroweak standard model, [41–43]. At the time, this was considered as

evidence of violation of the charge symmetry induced by, i) new particles, ii) the existence

of right-handed currents, or iii) even a breaking of scale invariance. Although this anomaly

was not confirmed at neutrinos with energies between 30 and 200 GeV [44, 45], the m331

model predicts that they may exist at some scale of energy.

The reaction in Eq. (39c) again remind us the old effect: the trimuon events νµ +N →
3µ + X [46–48]. If this reaction had been confirmed it would imply i) new heavy neutral

leptons or, ii) new gauge bosons. See Fig. 1 of Ref. [49]. A purely leptonic process is that in

Eq. (39d). The reaction Eq. (39e) is an example of trident neutrino production which in this

model arises as in Refs. [50, 51], and the processes with three leptons in Eq. (39f) occurs
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via a doubly charge boson, say U−−. Of particular interest could be the neutrino-nucleon

scattering via neutral currents in Eq. (39g) and through charged currents in Eq. (39h) at

low Q2 as in [52]. This will provide a measurement of sin θX(Q) at Q ≃ MeV-GeV range,

and it can be verified if at these energies s2X ≈ s2W . The process in Eq. (39h) is well known

but surprises may arise studying it in more details.

Moreover, for processes induced by subprocesses V −V − → l−l′− and U−− → l−l′−, the

extra neutral vector boson Z ′ will also give interesting signature in left-right assymmetry in

lepton-lepton colliders [53].

In the m331 model the interactions of leptons with Z and Z ′ are universal. However, in

the limit in which the couplings of fermions with the Z goes to the SM value, the couplings

with Z ′ are only functions of s2S. As an example, for neutrinos when gνV = gνA = 1/2, the

couplings with the Z ′ are f ν
V = f ν

A = −(
√
3/6)(1 − 4s2W )1/2 [54]. Hence, it is interesting to

search for effects of Z ′ in νN [55] and Z ′ → 4ν [56].

All these processes discussed above have contributions from neutral and charged scalars

that in general are not negligible [57].

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown here, with some concrete examples, that in models beyond the SM, there

are different bases for a neutrino of flavor l, and that in some models, a neutrino can be

confused with an anti-neutrino if an anti-neutrino of flavor l is defined as the one which is

emitted with the lepton l−.

Everything we have discussed above can also occur in others well motivated models,

for example models with the gauge symmetry [11–14]. In the most general case, when

parity is broken explicitly [14], independently if neutrinos are Dirac or Majorna particles

V L
PMNS 6= V R

PMNS.

SU(2)L ⊗ SU(2)R ⊗ U(1)B−L, gR(µ) 6= gL(µ), ∀µ. (40)

Hence, if neutrino are Dirac particles we have two independent linear combinations:

νWL

aL =
∑

i

(V L
PMNS)aiνiL, νWR

aR =
∑

i

(V R
PMNS)aiνiR, i = 1, 2, 3. (41)

Notice that, in this case, νWL

L 6= νWR

R . Moreover, there is a new CP violating phase between

13



the interactions (in quark and lepton sectors) with W±
L and W±

R . The same occurs in 3-3-1

model and the extra singly charged vector boson, V ± [26].

In summary, if neutrinos have new interactions the definition of the flavor of a neutrino

to be model dependent. Even the experimental distinction of what is a neutrino or an

antineutrino can be complicated because in some models neutrinos have interactions that

fake an antineutrino.
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