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Virtual neutrino propagation at short baselines
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Abstract

Within a covariant perturbative field-theoretical approach, the wave-packet modified neutrino propagator
is expressed as an asymptotic expansion in powers of dimensionless Lorentz- and rotation-invariant vari-
ables. The expansion is valid at high energies and short but macroscopic space-time distances between
the vertices of the proper Feynman macrodiagram. In terms of duality between the propagator and the
effective neutrino wave packet, at short times and distances, neutrinos are deeply virtual and move quasi-
classically. In the lowest-order approximation, this leads to the classical inverse-square dependence of the
modulus squared flavor transition amplitude and related neutrino-induced event rate from distance L be-
tween the source and detector, and the above-mentioned asymptotics results in the corrections to the clas-
sical behavior represented by powers of LZ. This is very different from the long-baseline regime, where
similar corrections are given by an asymptotic expansion in inverse powers of LZ. However, in both
short- and long-baseline regimes, the main corrections lead to a decrease in number of neutrino events.

1 Introduction

A considerable amount of work has been devoted
to the quantum-field theoretical (QFT) analysis of
spatial evolution of mixed massive neutrinos [1-40].
These studies were, in large part, initiated by a harsh
critique of the quantum-mechanical (QM) theory of
plane-wave neutrino oscillations, burdened with nu-
merous inconsistencies and paradoxes. A comprehen-
sive discussion of this and related issues, as well as
further references, can be found in books [41, 42].
The QFT-based computations consistently reproduce,
as an approximation, the standard QM formula for
the neutrino flavor transition probability, and usually
predict deviations from it (often different for differ-
ent authors and nonequivalent approaches), thereby

providing proper interpretation of the QM result, de-
termining the scope of its applicability, and indicating
possible directions of the experimental search for new
related phenomena, such as decoherence and disper-
sion effects [43—49] and inverse-square law viola-
tion [50-53].

The above-cited works are mainly concerned with
studying the neutrino oscillations at long baselines,
where the transition probability is large enough to be
detected experimentally. The short baseline oscillation
regime was discussed in Ref. [9] within a solvable
QFT model, and later in Ref. [19] in a more general
approach. Here, there is an immediate need for clari-
fication: By short and long baselines (SBL and LBL)
we will mean the distances L between the neutrino
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production and detection points that satisfy the condi-
tions L < E, /L2 and L > E, /52, respectively,
where F, is the mean neutrino energy, and Zgg; and
X gL are the representative scales of the neutrino en-
ergy uncertainty related to the SBL and LBL regions.
Later in the paper we explain where these conditions
come from and what might be interesting about the
SBL region, (depending on the values of L, E,, and
Y sgL) which may or may not be related to SBL exper-
iments with accelerator or reactor (anti)neutrinos, or
neutrinos from artificial radioactive sources.

Throughout the paper, we use the natural units
(h = ¢ = 1) and the Feynman metric. The Greek
letters u, v, . .. are used for Lorentzian indices, while
the Latin indices k, [, n, . . . enumerate the spatial com-
ponents of vectors and tensors. The letters « and 3
are reserved for lepton flavors. The formalism under
consideration does not depend on the number of fla-
vors or number of the neutrino mass eigenfields, but,
unless otherwise noted, one may have in mind three
generations of the Standard Model.

2 Essentials of formalism

The subsequent discussion is based on the covari-
ant (“diagrammatic” ) QFT formalism developed in
Refs. [27, 28]. In this section, we shortly discuss the
features of the formalism most essential for the aims of
the present study, for more details, see Ref. [37]. The
basic idea of the diagrammatic approach is that the
flavor transition of neutrinos is the result of interfer-
ence of “macroscopic” Feynman diagrams, such as the
one shown in Fig. 1, perturbatively describing a lepton
number violating process in which the massive neutri-
nos are internal lines connecting the vertices of their
production and absorption. In other words, the neu-
trino mass eigenfields, v; (1 = 1,2, 3,...), are treated
as virtual intermediate states. The neutrinos with defi-
nite flavors, v, (o = e, u, 7), do not participate in the
formalism at all, although can be used to compare the
predictions with those from other approaches, in par-
ticular, with the standard QM approach based on the
concept of flavor mixing.

The external lines of the macrodiagrams corre-
spond to asymptotically free incoming (“in”) and out-
going (“out”) wave packets |p,, Sq, Z4) (€I 4) and
[Py, Sb, o) (BEF g) of the following generic form:

dk e'(F=p)e
|p, s, x) Z/m¢(k,P)\k78> ()

Figure 1 A generic macrodiagram with virtual neutrino exchange.
I and I; denote the sets of initial wave-packet states in the source
and detector vertices X and X4, respectively, F's and Fjy denote
the sets of the final states. The vertices X and X4, which may
include arbitrary inner lines and loops, are assumed to be macro-
scopically separated in space and time. The inner line connecting
X and X4 denotes the causal Green’s function for the neutrino v;
with definite mass m,;.

representing the superposition of the one-particle
Fock’s states |k, s) = \/2EkaLS|O> with 3-momenta k

and energy Ej, = \/k? + m2, which may also depend
on discrete variables s, such as the spin projection;
here a,Tcs is the creation operator, m is the mass of the
particle, dk = d>k. Wave-packet state (1) is charac-
terized by the most probable 3-momentum p and the
space-time coordinate x = (g, x) of its barycenter or,
simply, center of symmetry, which is always implicitly
assumed. The function ¢(k, p) is a model-dependent
Lorentz scalar (“form factor”), which determines the
shape of the packet and generally depends on a set of
parameters o that characterize the uncertainty of the
momentum p; k = (ko, k) and p = (po, p) are the
on-shell 4-momenta, i.e., k? = p?> = m?. In the plane-
wave limit (PWL) equivalent to the definite momenta
approxiamtion, the form factor becomes proportional
to the 3d delta function,

PWL

¢ (k,p) — (2m)*2Epd (k — p).

and, as a result, the coordinate dependence in Eq. (1)
disappears and the wave packet turns into the state
with definite momentum:

PWL
|p7 S,J)> — |pa S>'

From this point we will consider only very narrow in
the momentum space external wave packets, for which
the form-factor function ¢(k, p) is strongly peaked at
the point k = p. Such packets are very close to their
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plane-wave limit and in the configuration space are
described by simple scalar function

dketk®
vipa) = [ GrgEokr). @

The blocks (vertices) X, and X (hereinafter re-
ferred to as “source” and ‘“detector”) symbolically
depict the microscopic regions of the in and out parti-
cle interactions. The spatial interval between X and
X, can be arbitrarily large. Without risk of confu-
sion, we will denote by the same symbols X and X
the 4-vectors that determine the effective space-time
coordinates of the interaction regions; the precise def-
inition of these coordinates (called “impact points”)
depends on the form factor model and will be done
later. Macroscopic separation between the source and
detector vertices means that the values of | X$ — X7
and | X g — X ;| are large compared to the microscopic
space-time scales of the interaction regions (deter-
mined by the dynamics) and to the micro- or even
mesoscopic effective dimensions of the in and out
wave packets; this clarifies the meaning of the term
“macroscopic diagram”.

It is further assumed that the particle interac-
tions are described by the Standard Model (SM) La-
grangian, phenomenologically augmented by a Dirac
or Majorana mass term with the number of the neu-
trino mass eigenfields N > 3 and by corresponding
kinetic terms. So the set of initial or final states (or
both sets) at each vertex must contain a charged lepton
or (anti)neutrino. To avoid Irrelevant complications,
we rule out the possibility that the external states
include gauge or Higgs bosons.

Wave packets as external lines of macrodiagrams
lead to a modification of Feynman’s rules. For the
narrow in and out packets, they are modified in a
rather simple way [27, 28]: for each external line, the
standard (plain-wave) factor must be multiplied by

efipa(wa*r)% (pg,xq —x) for a € I, B4, (3a)

and

et mys (py ay, — x) for b€ Fy®Fy, (3b)
where each function v,, (p,,, z) defined by Eq. (2) is
generally specified by its own form factor ¢,.(k, p,,),

most probable 3-momentum p,,, space-time coordi-
nate x,,, and mass m,, (s = a,b). The internal

lines (including loops) and vertex factors remain un-
changed. The additional factors (3) provide the fol-
lowing two common multipliers in the integrand of the
scattering amplitude [27, 28]:

Vaala) = [ daetior T] e ey (pz, - 2)

a€ls q

< [T er™=vp (v —2). @

bEF, q

These functions are called overlap integrals, because
they characterize the space-time integrated degree of
overlap between the in and out wave-packet states
in the source and detector vertices. Obviously, in the
plane-wave limit ¢(p, ) — exp(ipx) and integrals
(4) turn into the ordinary 4d delta-functions to within
a multiplier:

V() 5 (21)%6 (¢ F gs.a)

where

Gs= Pa— poand gu=Y pa—Y_

a€ly bEF, a€ly beFy

are the 4-momentum transfers in the source and detec-
tor vertices, respectively.

Our main interest in this paper is to study the
space-time dependence of the count rate of neutrino-
induced events. The expression for the count rate or
number of events is obtained after various averages of
the modulus squared amplitude of the process under
study and is primarily determined by behavior of the
causal neutrino propagator

/ d*q 05(q — 4s)0a(q + a) (G +m)e X s
( (5)

2m)* q? —m? +ie

“dressed” (through the overlap integrals) by the exter-
nal wave packets. Here m; is the neutrino mass,

X =(X0,X)=Xq— Xs,
gs,d (¢ F ¢s,4) are the “smeared” d-functions which
provide approximate energy-momentum conservation
at the vertices of the macrodiagram, and which in the
plane-wave limit become the delta-functions,

050 (4 F doa) 5 §(qF gs.a); ©6)
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in this case, the energy and momentum are exactly
conserved at the microscopic level, while the uncer-
tainty of coordinates of in and out particles tends
to infinity and the space-time description of the pro-
cess shown in Fig. 1 loses its physical meaning. The
smeared J-functions are defined by the external wave
packets and therefore their explicit form depends on
the form factors ¢(k,p), but the limit (6) is model
independent.

2.1 Relativistic Gaussian packets

Below we will use the so-called relativistic Gaussian
packets (RGP) proposed in Ref. [27]. The RGP model
corresponds to a very simple form factor ¢(k,p)
exp [—(kp)/20?] and the function (2) describing
RGP in the coordinate representation is

_ K1(¢m?/20?)

N T

Here p and m are the most probable 3-momentum and
mass, respectively, x = (zo, x) is the space-time co-
ordinate of the packet’s center,! ¢ is the momentum
spread (just a constant assumed small compared to m),
K (z) is the modified Bessel function of the third kind
(or Macdonald function) of order 1, and

402 .
(=1/1- s [0222 + i(px)].

For our aims, it will suffice to restrict ourselves to the
simplest approximate form of Eq. (7)

0.2
¢W@AW&M7MWWMﬂ}@)

(called contracted RGP, or CRGP), which de-
scribes a non-difluent mode characterized by the
condition that in the intrinsic frame the function
[Y(p,x)| = |¥(0,z,)| is independent of time z¢,
namely, [¢(0,z,)| = exp (—o?x?) . An analysis of
the asymptotic expansion of In [0 (0, )] in powers
of the small parameter o2 /(m?(), taking into account
the inequalities || > 1 and |arg(| < m/2, pro-
vides the necessary and sufficient conditions of the

'RGP is spherically symmetric in its own frame of reference (denoted by
*), which is defined by the condition p, = 0.

non-difluent behavior:

m? m?
o?(29)? <« pog o?lx, | < pog 9)

As is seen, the area of applicability of the CRGP
approximation expands with decreasing o.

2.2 Process under study

Many physical assumptions, limitations, and simplifi-
cations are the same for the SBL and LBL cases; these
will be mentioned here only briefly. As in the LBL
case [27,28, 37], we will limit ourselves with studying
the following process:

Ioly — F.+ 05 ® Fj + (3, (10)

where @ sign indicates the macroscopic remoteness
of the corresponding subsets of particles. This process
is interesting because it includes virtually all terrestial
experiments with short baselines. The macroscopic

== x, =
aNq F,

W +

Vo fe

Y

Vo~ -

- |
AN F,

L{F== x, = |F;

Figure 2 A diagram of process (10), see text for details.

Feynman diagram corresponding to process (10) is
shown in Fig. 2; it is a particular case of diagram 1.
Initial and final states I, 4 and st’d in Fig. 2 con-

sist of hadronic states, while E;’ and élg represent the
final-state leptons with the 4-momenta p, = (p2, p,,)

and ps = (p%,pﬁ), respectively (o, 8 = e, i, 7).
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Recall: it is assumed for definiteness that the sub-
graphs of the diagram containing lepton and quark
lines, W -propagators, the elementary vertices propor-
tional to the elements V,;; and Vj; of the neutrino
mixing matrix, as well as of the quark mixing matrix
(not indicated in Fig. 1), are described by the Stan-
dard Model, but this assumption is not at all a critical
part of the formalism under consideration. As above,
X, and X, symbolically denote the neutrino source
and detector blocks and, at the same time, the impact
points macroscopically separated in space and time.

According to Ref. [27], the amplitude of the pro-
cess (10) can be written in the following form:

Apa = GWJ;”J“ZVBJ
xmpB)O"’GWu,x{p%,x%})m u(p,). (1)

This result is based on a theorem on factorization
of hadronic blocks of the macrodiagram 2 proved
in Ref. [37]. Let us concisely describe the ingredi-
ent of Eq. (11), necessary for a further presentation
of the formalism. Here g is the SU(2) electroweak
gauge coupling, N\ is the normalization factor, J
and J} are the standard QFT (c-number) hadronic
currents (see Ref. [37] for more details), u(ps) and
v(p,) are the usual Dirac bispinors, describing the
final-state charged leptons ¢g and /,,, respectively, and
O¥ = (1 — ~5); p,, and z,, are, respectively, the
most probable 3-momentum of the packet »€S®D
and space-time position of the packet’s center.

The tensor function G;,,,,,, accumulating the ef-
fects of all external wave packets has the form

Gy = €00 [ gigeminXgg)
P 164/ |Rs Rl
(G +my)

v (q —pB)Auu’ (@ +pa). (12)

q* —m3 +ie
The so-called overlap tensors 5 and #; are given by

R =T and R =T, (13)

»€eS »€eD

respectively, where S = [, F,, D = [, Fy,

T = o2 (ubu, — g,

Use = Do/ = T, (1, 0,,) is the 4-velocity and o,,
is the momentum spread of the packet sc. The tensors
R, and R, are inverse to the overlap tensors, i.e.
RN (Ry),, = 0 and R (Ry),, = 0%
It is important that both R, 4 and f&sjd are symmet-
ric and positive definite. Therefore, the determinants
|Rs.q| and R, 4| = 1/|R 4 are positive and the same
is also true for the principal minors of R 4 and %s,d-
The functions A,/ (¢ —pg) and A, (¢ + pe) are
the WW-boson propagators, whose explicit form we will
not need. The functions ¢(q), &, and © are defined as

P(q) = exp [—iF (q)} ; (14)

G=6,+ Gd, O = qud + q‘eX:ﬂ

where
F(Q) = ﬁgy (q - QS)# (q - QS)V
+REY (g + qa),, (q+ qa), »
65,d - Z Tﬁy (‘T;{ - Xs,d)u (x;t - Xs,d)l, )

15)

»€S,D
and
XHd = 9? Z T;},/xz,\ (16a)
J{ES D
=R N 02 (s Uy — Ts)] . (16b)
»€S,D

From Eqgs. (13) and (16a) follow the identities

> T (2 — Xaa), =0,

»€S,D

from which we see that the impact points represent
the weighted-mean space-time coordinates of the ex-
ternal wave packets. Considering that &5 4 > 0, the
functions exp(—&;) and exp(—&,) are the geomet-
ric suppression factors conditioned by the overlapping
degree of the in and out wave packets in space and
time: they suppress the amplitude when the packets do
not intersect or intersect only partially near the points
Xs and Xy in the source and detector, respectively.
At the impact points &, = &, = 0; the closer are
the world lines of the packets’ centers to the impact
points, the more probable is the interaction between
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the packets. The condition that the interaction regions
in the source and detector vertices are macroscopically
separated from each other is therefore equivalent to
the macroscopic separation of the points X and X§.
The world line configurations have no concern with
the specific dynamics governed by the interaction La-
grangian, being uniquely defined by the initial (final)
coordinates, group velocities and effective dimensions
of the asymptotically free in (out) wave packets.

3 Long baselines in short

An important tool for studying LBL asymptotics is
the Grimus-Stokinger theorem [4] used in most above-
cited analyses of neutrino oscillations based on QFT
approaches with wave packets. The theorem predicts
that the spatial part of the “dressed” neutrino propa-
gator (5) behaves as 1/L at L = |X| — oo, which
leads to the classical inverse-square law (ISL) for the
detected number of neutrino events. In Refs. [50, 54]
it was shown that the classical ISL is violated at fi-
nite L. This is a consequence of an extension of
the Grimus-Stockinger theorem, which allows one to
compute corrections to the long-distance asymptotics
of the propagator (5). The theorem as formulated in
Ref. [50] states that for any Schwartz function ®(q)>
the integral

- dg__P(q)eX
IX,K) = / (2m)3 g2 — k2 — i€

may be represented by the asymptotic series

N 1)) Kl —ikL
a(X,K):(i La ] (17)
a>1
where

a b

a 2
Da aoc ‘ b)
(k) = Z() (@) _,

c=

b 0
Dabc = Cabe (l qu)Q(b+c) (lV )LL b— 2(/7

Il = X/|X|, and cgp are recursively defined positive
numbers (given in Ref. [50] for a < 6). Equivalent
but recursive-free formulation of the theorem is given

“That is, the function #(g) € C°°(R®) which goes to zero faster than
any inverse power of |g|, as do all its derivatives. The (positive) function in the
; . ; ; . isclass: K2 — g2 2
integrand of the neutrino propagator (5) belongs to this class; kK = g5 —m;.

in Ref. [54]. The applicability of the leading (Grimus-
Stokinger) approximation is defined by explicit form
of &(q), but in general case it can be written as

L Ll/qo > 1,

where X g is an effective parameter dependent on the
momenta, masses, and momentum spreads (o, in the
CRGP model) of the external (in and out) wave pack-
ets. It is also shown in Ref. [50] that |J(X, k)|* is
given by a series in powers of 1/L? and the lowest
(x 1/L*) ISL violating (ISLV) correction is negative
in the physical region x? > 0. The explicit formula
for X g obtained within the CRGP model in the third
order saddle-point asymptotic expansion is given in
Ref. [53]. It is far beyond the scope of this article to
analyze the contribution of the non-physical domain.

Another important consequence of the theorem is
that the virtual neutrinos are on-mass-shell, and both
energies and momenta of different eigenfields v; do
not coincide. This strongly contradicts the standard
assumption of the plane-wave QM theory about the
equality of the momenta of the neutrino states with dif-
ferent masses, but, surprisingly, in the ultrarelativistic
limit leads to the same oscillation phases.

Omitting the rather lengthy calculations, let us
write down the final expression for the number of
events in a detector located at a large distance from
the source, obtained within the framework of the
formalism described above:

d
Ngo = dx [ dy [ d3.
B VDVSV/:BV/y/S
S D

X/dawpaﬁ (BEu,ly —=[). (18)

The detais of the calculations, conditions of appli-
cability, and interpretation of this somewhat abstract
approximate formula can be found in Refs. [28, 37].
Here we will only briefly explain its constituents.

The indices « and 3 indicate that the final states
must necessarily include the leptons ¢, and /g. Pa-
rameter 74 represents the detector exposure time, Vs
and Vp are the fiducial volumes of, respectively,
the source (S) and detector (D) “devices”; the spa-
cial integrations are performed over these volumes.
The differential form do,p is defined such that the
expression

1

dy do,
VD Y ao,p
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represents the differential cross section of neutrino
scattering at the detector D as a whole. In the prac-
tically important case of neutrino scattering on single
particles and under the usual assumption that the mo-
mentum distributions of scatterers are very narrow
(such as the Maxwellian distribution), the differen-
tial form do,p becomes the elementary differential
cross section for the given reaction multiplied by the
number of scatterers in the volume Vp. The function
Pos(Ey, L) in Eq. (18) is the QFT analogue of the
quantum-mechanical (QM) flavor transition probabil-
ity; it is a function of neutrino energy F, and distance
L = |y — x| between the points € S and y € D; for
any pair (2, y), L is assumed to be large compared to
the dimensions of S and D. In the conventional ultra-
relativistic approximation, the “probability” includes
the standard QM oscillation phase factor and correc-
tions for decoherence effects of different kinds. These
corrections will be discussed in Sect. 6, when com-
paring the expressions for the number of events in the
LBL and SBL modes.

Finally, the differential form dg, is the differential
neutrino flux in D defined such that the quantity

dx [ d3,
Vs J dE,

is the number of neutrinos appearing per unit time
and unit neutrino energy in the elementary 3d vol-
ume dxr = d3z around the point z, moving within
a unit solid angle in the direction from point x to
point y, and crossing the unit area placed around y
and perpendicular to y — x. According to the extended
Grimus-Stockinger theorem (17),

1 <,
A, o ——— 1+ —= |, (19
ly— P l 2 5e sc|]

As a consequence, ISL is broken. The coefficients of
the series (19) are discussed in Ref. [50]. Recall that
¢, < 0, so the lowest-order ISLV correction reduces
the number of neutrino events:

1 £2
Nﬁagp< _Lg) (20)

Here L is the distance between the source and detector
(assumed large compared to their sizes) and £ is an

energy-dependent parameter of dimension of length:

E, E, T\
0 (1 MeV> (1eV cm
Recent analysis [53] shows that current reactor an-
tineutrino data timidly hints that the ISLV effect is
already manifesting itself, although the accuracy of
the data is still too low and the uncertainty of the cal-

culated reactor antineutrino energy spectra is too large
to draw confident conclusions.

4 Short baseline asymptotics

We are now ready to study the short-baseline (SBL)
behavior of the amplitude (11). It will be shown that
the SBL formula for the number of neutrino events
leads, like Eq. (18), to an ISL behavior, which is also
violated by higher-order corrections.

To simplify things a bit, we restrict ourselves to
the conditions

| (a5 —pa) | ~ | (aa — ps)* | < my-

Then the W propagator A,, can be approximated
by —ig,,/m%,. Next, in a good approximation, we
can replace ¢ with P, where the 4-vector P is the
stationary point of @(q). From Egs. (14) and (15) it
immediately follows that

Pu=RuY", YH=%q, — R, (1)

where R is the tensor inverse of R:3

RaRY =67, R=R,+ Ry (22)

w
In the exact energy-momentum conservation limit
P = gs = —qq and, due to the suppresion factor
(14) in the amplitude, P ~ ¢s ~ —qq even oth-
erwise. So, within the saddle-point approximation, it
is natural to interpret P as the 4-momentum of the
virtual neutrinos. It should be remarked that P is in-
dependent of the neutrino masses and is determined
only by the momenta, masses and momentum spreads
of the external wave packets (from both vertices of
the macrodiagram), but it will be shown later that al-
2

though neutrino virtuality, P? — mj, can be rather

e may be expedient to recall that the tensors fﬁs,d are inverse of R 4;
their explicit form can be found in Ref. [50]. Since these tensors are symmetric
and positive definite, the same is true for the tensor R.
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large compared to m?, zero virtuality is the most prob-
able for each (j-th) contribution to the full amplitude
(11), which, of course, is a trivial consequence of the
pole ¢> = m3 in the neutrino propagator (5). Another
simple but nonetheless important observation: At no
configuration of external momenta can all the neutri-
nos v; (j = 1,2, 3, ...) together be on their mass shell.
Thus, at a substantial neutrino mass hierarchy (which,
as the experiments suggest, is the case in the real
world), neutrinos at short baselines are deeply virtual.
This is basically different from the propagation regime
occurring at long baselines, when all the neutrinos end
up on their own mass shell and have different energies,
3-momenta, and velocities.

Since the Grimus-Stokinger theorem and its exten-
sion (17) are inapplicable at short distances, further
analysis is based on another method, based on an
asymptotic expansion of the full 4d neutrino propaga-
tor (A1l). The expansion is derived in Appendix A in
terms of the dimensionless variables ¢;, n;, and A;
defined by*

My v 2
Puvly X 21X
;=22 5] 7'3 |, (23a)
PuvP;D; |P|
y2 y2
s L= 23b
77] E]2 |,P‘27 ( )
ij —m? 2y
Aj=——=L A S ————=, 23¢)
T PP 2 N4

which are all assumed to be small (see Appendix A.3),
and under the important additional constraint

X > 1. (24)

Here we defined

pi =(E;,P), E;=+\/P*+m2

The 4-vector p; is a convenient intermediate notation
for now, but, as will soon become clear, it can be given
the meaning of the most probable 4-momentum of v;
in the sense that the j-th contribution to the amplitude
(11) is maximal at Py = E;. The Lorentz invariant

“In the Appendix, the index j is omitted to shorten the formulas. Notice
that §; and n; weakly depend on m if, as will be eventually assumed,
P2~ Pg > m?; in this approximation, the index j can be ignored, and
the approximations for |85, 7;, and |A ;| in Egs. (23) refer just to this case.

positive-definite function
Y=Y = [R|VE (25)

(where |R| = det(R) = |§:‘:\_1), characterizes the
scale of the neutrino energy-momentum uncertainty
and generally depends on the momenta, masses, and
momentum dispersions (spreads) of the external (in
and out) wave packets. The dimensionless tensor p is
defined by

P = [R|THARMY. (26)

It integrally describe the shapes and asymmetries of
the space-time regions of overlap of the external wave
packets in the vertices of the macrodiagram 2. The
conditions of smallness of Lorentz scalars (23a) and
(23c) are briefly summarized in Appendix A.3, and re-
striction (24) is discussed in Appendix A.6. All this
will be covered in more detail below.

In this article, we will mainly study the leading-
order approximation by putting 6; = 7; = A; = 0in
Eq. (A22), which gives

d*q®(q)e 11X 5 [7R]
| - = Q). 2
2/ q2*m§+ie s g; exp (). 27)

The following notations are used here:

1 . Ly ) 2
Qj =0, — 74gj (ij - m? - QZR;U/Z?; X ) )
. (1 1

Qc: —ZPX+R ZYP’YV_X;U'XV —ZFO,

Iy = %,I;WQSMQSD + §}:Efjwqd/Ade gj = R/wp?p;/v

The tensor function (12) now takes the form

; 1 [7R|
Gl (P z}) = =] —— |[Va(P)V,(P
o D =53 7 [Va(P)Vs(P)
x Ay (P — pg)(ﬁ +m;) A (P + pa)
x exp (—2; —i©), (28)

where V4 are the overlap integrals defined by Eq. (4),
which, in the framework of the CRGP model, have
exactly the same form as in the LBL case:

Vs,d(q) = (271—)45:5@ (q:Fqs,d)
X exp [_Gs,d +i (q + QS,d) Xs,d] )
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~ d*z .
0s.a(K) = /Wexp (sz %”da:#a:l,)
exp <—111§)7€§71;KMK1,)
(47)2 /R,

The function £2; (not to be confused with the function
; used above) is given by

2
m7) — z‘RWX#p;]

+ R XIXY. (29)

=iPX + a2 { (Pp; —

It is convenient to enter the intermediate notation

4
= £194" Buui(py) 0" PO v(py) Ay T

with which and considering that O*O” = 0 the
amplitude (11) can be rewritten as

e MYTRIIV.(P)Va(P)
po = 2m3/2 N

Z Vo Ve aj exp (—2; —10).

Let us now investigate the real part of the function (2;
in more detail. As is seen from Eq. (29), it splits into
two parts with very different physical content:

RGQ' = le + RQ]', 30)

Ry = (pp] 2)2 )

4Q
174 1 1% 4 l/l
Ry =Ry (XHX - @Ru’u’Xuiju p; > .

4.1 Off-shell control

To clarify the physical meaning of R ;, we rewrite this
function as follows:

1

Ry = 1g;

E (E; 770)

where
Pj = Poo — 2p0mvjm + PmnVimUjn > 0,
v; = P/E; is the most probable velocity of the

j-th neutrino (see below), of course different from
the “virtual velocity” v = P/Py; the Lorentz scalar
Y and tensor p are defined by Egs. (25) and (26),
respectively.

Let us digress for a while to clarify the meaning
of the function X by considering a toy model (here-
inafter referred to as -y model) in which neutrinos
are produced in two-particle decays (7, for certainty)
and, for one reason or another, contribution to the ten-
sor R from the detector vertex can be ignored, so
that R = R, = T + T},. Then, neglecting for fur-
ther simplification the neutrino mass and assuming
energy-momentum conservation, we find:

1 2 2\ [ Mx My e
g (ot +of) (22— ) |

my, Mg

5 () —

where my, (or,) are the masses (momentum
spreads) of the pion and muon wave packets, respec-
tively. If, e.g., 0, = o, then Z(™*) ~ 0.870,. The
extreme simplicity of this example should not, how-
ever, be misleading, because for a process involving
three packets already, X (as well as G;, see below) is an
invariant function of external momenta, not a constant.
Now, returning to the general case, we will restrict
ourselves to the ultra-relativistic approximation:

Pi ~ P> mi.

In fact, this condition is not quite trivial for deeply vir-
tual neutrinos, since the components of the 4-vector P
are formally mutually independent. However, it is a di-
rect consequence, provided by the natural conditions
for the energy and momentum transfers in the vertices
of the macrodiagram 2,

2 2 )
(62)" ~qZ>m7 and (q5)" ~qi>m] (V)),
and by the presence of the multipliers gs(q —¢s) and

d4(q + qq) (smeared §-functions) in the amplitude.’
It is in this sense that we will call virtual neutrinos
ultrarelativistic. In this approximation Eq. (31) can be

3They also ensure that |q, | ~ |q4| and ¢ ~ —q3.
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rewritten as

R 1 PQ—m? ?
Y\ Azl )

From this relationship follows that 0 < R;; < 1 when
0<[P? —m?| S4PIZVp; = 4G, (32

Thus, the factor exp (—R;;) controls the magnitude
of the neutrino virtuality: it allows a significant es-
cape of the virtual neutrinos from theis mass shell,
but suppresses the contributions to the amplitude from
external 4-momentum conﬁgurations that give foo
much virtuality |P? — mj 2|. For a numerical illus-
tration, consider again the m-p model. In the exact
energy-momentum conservation limit, we find:

(rpy L[ 1 2
gj - S{mi [mﬂ -

X [mfr —(my, — mj)2] o

(my, "‘mj)Q]

2
m

+2(mZ—m —i—m)aQ}

m2_m2 2
:WPJ —i—(—l) }
8 mu

It is apparent that the neutrino mass is completely
negligible here and QJ(»W'“ S m?. The dependence
of the maximum virtuality on o, and o, is shown
in Fig. 3. It can be seen that although the on-shell
neutrinos make the maximum contribution to the am-
plitude, the neutrino virtuality can be potentially very
large if the dispersions of the momenta of the exter-
nal wave packets (o and o, in this example) are large
enough. It is noteworthy that constraints (32) (as well
as (33) below) are actually independent of neutrino
mass, provided that P2~ 773 > m?

Although the virtual neutrinos can behave as a
bradyonic, luxonic, or tachyonic particle, the virtual
velocity value |v| = |P/Py| always remains close to
the speed of light,

- ol < VP 20
Po P2

! « 1, (33)

=

(eV?)
°Im

',\-

H
Oﬁ
|

1

._
om
|

Maximum virtuality
5»3
[

1
BRI
5 102 10
4107

guev) 1 T g0t g (ev)

Figure 3 Maximum permissible neutrino virtuality vs. o and oy,
estimated in the 7-p model. Calculation is made assuming energy-
momentum conservation and neglecting the neutrino mass.

and the most probable velocity of v; (determined by
the condition R;; = 0) is, as expected,

—1/2 2

Pl _ m; m;
| =1 ~1— 34
|U]| Ej |’P‘2 2|,P|2 ( )

Figure 4 shows the maximum value of |1 — |v|| calcu-
lated in the 7-p model. For comparison: the velocity
of the real v; from 7, decay at rest is equal to

2

2m2m? M \2
1—#z1—5.6x10_18(7]) :
(m2 —m2)? 0.1eV

4.2 Quasiclassical motion

Consider now the second term in Eq. (30). The factor
exp (—Ra;) suppresses the corresponding (j-th) term
in the amplitude when neutrino deviates from its clas-
sical world line. To prove this, let us rewrite Ry; as
follows:

Roj = (RWRA,, RyaRup) pypf XH XY (35a)

g]

Ry Rap X4 (XVpy — X pY) . (35b)

:97
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—
S,
&

1

=
%

)

T R S |

|

Maximum |1-|v]|
5 5 5 &
PR I =

o, ev) Y 16 7 10° w0’ 1 o, (eV)
Figure 4 Maximum permissible deviation of the virtual neutrino
velocity from the speed of light vs. o and o, estimated in the 7-p
model. Calculation is made assuming energy-momentum conserva-
tion and neglecting the neutrino mass. The virtual neutrino energy
in Egs. (33) is taken equal to the real neutrino energy in the pion rest
frame, that is, Py = (m2 — mi)/(2m,r) ~ 29.8 MeV.

It is easy to prove that Ry; > 0. In the neutrino rest
frame (checkmarked) Eq. (35a) converts to

1 . . . L.
sz = = ('RooRHV - RO#ROV) XrXY
Roo
1 . . ..
= — (RooRin — RoxRon) X Xn.
Roo

By rotating the coordinate system to align the z-axis
along X, we find

o 1XP
v 7V200

(7%007?,33 — 7?,(2)3) .

This fuction is positive because the expression in
parentheses and the denominator are the principal mi-
nors of the symmetric positive-definite matrix ||R . ||.
From Eq. (35b) follows that Ro; vanishes along
the classical trajectory X* = u*7, where 7 is the
proper time, u; = p;/m; = (E;/m;, P/m;) is the
neutrino 4-velocity, and it is assumed that m; > 0.
Below we will need another useful representation of
the function Ry;, which also allows us to extend the
above conclusion to massless neutrinos. After some
manipulations, expression (35b) can be rewritten as

Djin (Xt —vjuXo) (X5, — vjnXo)

R . =
2 Roo — 2RonVjn + RknVjkVjn

, (36)

where

Djrn = RooRin — RokRon
+ (Rokan — 2RomRin + ROanm) Vim
+ (leRkn - Rlanm) VjmUj1. (37)

Although the relativistic invariance and positivity of
expression (36) are not seen explicitly, they certainly
take place, since it is an identical rewrite of Eq. (35b).
Evidently Ry; = 0 on the classical trajectory X =
v; X, where v; = P/E;. It is easy to verify that the
function Ry; is invariant under the group of uniform
rectilinear motions (displacements along the classical
word lines)

gj ={Xo—= Xo+0,X = X +v;6; |0] <oo}.

This means that the virtual neutrino behaves like a
quasi-classical on-shell particle or, more precisely,
like the asymmetric (“true Gaussian) wave packet
studied in Ref. [55]. In other words, there is a duality
between the description of the virtual neutrino mo-
tion by the causal propagator and by an effective wave
packet (see also Ref. [50] and Sect. 5.4 below). One
more important fact should be pointed out: as proved
in Ref. [55], the true Gaussian wave packet does not
coincide in any approximation with CRGP, which de-
scribes the neutrino state in the LBL regime [28, 37].
Thus, the neutrino propagation at short distances is
profoundly different from that at long distances.

5 Microscopic probability
The following important identity
Vea(@)® = (2m)*00.a(4F¢s.a) Ve, (38)
valid for any 4-vector g, was proved in Ref. [37]. Here
1~
exp (—2 M,fiKqu)

bs,a(K) = ;o (39

(2m)% /| Rs,al

Vea= [d'a T] [ (P =) 40)

»€S,D

and 1, (p,,, x,.) is the coordinate-dependent part of
the wave function of the packet s¢ in the coordinate
representation (8) withp = p,,, x = x,, and m = m,,.
The functions d, 4(K), of course, do not coincide with
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the functions 587(1([( ) used so far, but have the same
plane-wave limit (6) as gs’d(K ) and similar proper-
ties. The physical meaning of the functions Vg and
Vg is obvious from the integral representation (40);
it implies that they should be treated as 4d (space-
time) overlap volumes of incoming and outgoing wave
packets in the source and detector, respectively. It can
be proved that they take maximum values when the
classical world lines of the packets intersect at the
impact points.

Using identity (38) and taking into account the
explicit form of the normalization factor A/ [28, 37],

N? = (infin)(out|out) =

II 2E.V.(p.),

»eS+D

where

V. (p,) = / B |p(pr )|

is the effective spatial volume of the wave packet s
one can derive the following formula for the mod-
ulus squared transition amplitude (neutrino detection
probability):

647T5‘,R’|5s (P QS)(Sd(P + Qd)vsvd
I1 2E.V.. (p,) 11 2E.V.. (p..)
»eS »x€eD

MV, V.
1705 exp (—12;)| . (A1)

|Agal® =

At first glance, this expression does not show the ISL-
like behavior (that is [Ags|? o 1/]X|?). However,
since the exponential factor in the right-hand side of
Eq. (41) suppresses the configurations of the impact
points X, 4 that deviate significantly from the classical
trajectories X4 — X = v;(X) — XU), we can ex-
pect ISL to hold at least approximately. In order to see
this explicitly, let us first recast Eq. (41) to a form that
is the Lorentz-invariant 4d analogue of the 1d inte-
gral representation proposed by Cardall [14]. For this
purpose, consider the identity

1

VIR |[Ral

1 .
X exp [—2 (FO —2Y"q, + %unQuﬂ f(a),

(2m)*0s (¢ — ¢5) 6a (¢ + qa) f (@) =

in which f(q) is an arbitrary smooth function of ¢. By
integrating this identity with respect to q and using the
saddle-point approximation, we obtain

(2m)? /d4q5s (¢ —as)6a (q+ q4) f(q)
f(P)

V1Rl Ral IR

Then, substituting

exp {1(F0 - R*MY,Y,)

Fo — RMY,Y, = R (P — q4) (P — qs),
+ gﬁgv(,]) + Qd)u(P + qd)l/

and using definition (39) we arrive at the approximate
relation

(2m)2V/|R| 65 (P — q5) 8a (P + q4) f(P)
=/d4q53 (¢ —4as) 04 (q+qa) f(q), (42)

valid with the same accuracy with which the ampli-
tude itself was derived (that is, with the accuracy of
the saddle point approximation). Using this result, we
can rewrite Eq. (41) in the desired form:

gl = [ atq 28 VIRID (g ~ 4:)0ula + a0
° HszE%v% (p..) HD2E%V%< p..)
»E A4S

AN VaiVpiM (ViVajM)
- NT7
xexpli(gi —q;) X +i(wi — wj)]
x exp [~ (R1; + R1j + Rai + Rej)], (43)

(Ej — q0) (Rok + Rinv}) (X* — vk X)

wW; =
J Iz
’RWUJ V¥

J

and v; = (1,q/E;). Of course, it is implicitly as-
sumed that we replaced Py — ¢qo and P — q in
the functions Ry;, Rij, R, Roj, w;, and w;. Repre-
sentation (43) provides the basis for further study. Its
main difference from the corresponding LBL asymp-
totics is in the last exponential multiplier, which takes
into account the non-zero virtuality and deviation from
the classical trajectories. Below we will convert it
to a 1d integral in order to obtain an expression for
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the event count rate as close as possible to the cor-
responding LBL result obtained in Ref. [28] for the
on-shell regime and, in particular, to reproduce the
inverse-square law.

5.1 Account for virtuality

To simplify expression (43), we take advantage of the
fact that the function exp (—Ri; — Ry;) has a sharp
peak at its saddle point. In the ultrarelativistic limit
it it has the obvious meaning of the half-sum of the
energies of v; and v; and in general case it is equal to

0 E3G; —|—Efgl
q., =
Y E}Gi+ E3G;

_Ei+Ej
2

(44)

(Ei — Ej) (E?G; — E3G:)
(Ei + Ej) (B?G; + E2G:)

mf + m? m?m? (mf - m§)2
4lq|? 8lq|* 16[q|*
Roo — Rinnlmln
R ]

~|q| [1 +

Quite apparently, the latter approximation (not used
further) is valid only in the region |q|?> ~ |q/|*> ~
lg,? > m%j, which, however, gives the main con-
tribution to the integral (43). It is notable that the
difference with the usual on-shell neutrino energy ap-
pears here only in the fourth order with respect to
m;,;/|q|. Given Eq. (44), we can replace o — ¢}
everywhere except the exponent of — (Ry; + Ry;).
Integrating the latter in gy, we obtain

o0

Iy = /dqoexp [~ (R1i + Ruj)]

—0o0
GG,
=9, =T
E2G; + E?gi P

This is the exact formula. Formal expansion of the
right-hand side of Eq. (45) in powers of m?’ ; yields:

E}E} (E; - Ei)*
- 4(B%G; + E2G))
(45)

Rowle — Rinliln
Iy = \/2rRAVI T, | 1 4 =
ply
wdmd (k= md)’

+ . (46)
4|q|? 32RM1,1,|q|?

Of course, this expansion is also valid only in the re-
gion |q|* ~ |g,|* ~ |gu[* > mZ ;. The last term in
square brackets can compete with the second one if

2 2)2

l(mi - mj) <104 eV?,

8 mf + m? ~

but both these terms are negligible under experimen-
tally interesting conditions. The common multiplier
x L in Eq. (46) is however crucial: it shows that the
non-zero neutrino virtuality, along with other factors
to be discussed below, is responsible for the flavor
transition and survival probabilities. This is an impor-
tant distinguishing feature of the neutrino propagation
at short distances between a source and a detector.

5.2 Account for quasi-classical motion

Next, we can integrate over the variables ¢; and g2,
given that the virtual neutrinos move almost quasi-
classicaly and so the main contribution to the integral
comes from the region where |¢1| < |¢3| and |¢g2| <
|g3| in the coordinate frame where X; = X = 0 (and
hence I = (0,0, 1)). Since all the factors in the inte-
grand, except the exponent exp (—Ra; — Ra;), slowly
evolve in the region |g; 2| < |g3|, we can safely put
q1 = g2 = 0 in these factors. The remaining inte-
gral can be evaluated by the formal expansion of Ra;
and Ry;, represented according to Eq. (36), in powers
of ¢1/gs and g2 /q3 to the second order. As a result of
simple but time-consuming calculations, we obtain:®

Iip = /dQ1 /dQ2eXP(*RQi*R2j)

2 o
_ 71'(132 R~ Luly Z(X)
2Xg | IRIR#¥ 1,1, 47)

Q! (vis —vj3)” s
X exp{ - —273’“’1“1,, Xq

2
)
Rl 1, 2
Q4 _ (ROORW/ _ ROMROU) Z,ulu
= (ROORkn - ROkROn) lklna

(48)

SRecall that all ingredients in Eq. (47) are written in the coordinate system,
where I = (0, 0, 1). For the convenience of further calculations, all tensor
convolutions, except those contained in the coefficients T,,, are written in a
form invariant to rotations of the coordinate axes.
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Z(X)=1+> %, (X?’);XO> . (49)
0

n>1

In this calculation, we neglected the neutrino masses
in the pre-exponential multiplier (49), because taking
them into account would exceed the accuracy.” The
same is obviously true for the term proportional to
(vig — vj3)2 in the exponent; it could be significant
only at very large times satisfying the condition

>1

~ )

X, (m? - mf) 2
[ 243 ]

which, as will soon be shown, strongly contradicts the
restrictions determining the applicability of the for-
malism under discussion. Therefore, this term should
certainly be neglected in further calculations. The
leading term in the exponent expectedly shows that
the main contributions to the modulus squared ampli-
tude (41) give the classical trajectories X3 = v;3X(
of the effective wave packets of virtual neutrinos v;.
The deviations from the classical trajectories is sup-
pressed by the universal Lorentz-invariant multiplier
l/ﬁl‘l’luly =0 (22) — perfectly the same as in the
LBL mode [28].

5.3 ISL violation at supershort baselines

The main result of this exercise is, of course, a mere
reproduction in QFT of the classical ISL at short
times, 1/Zsp1. < Ty < |q|/Z25;, which is the SBL
analogue to the Grimus-Stokinger theorem, applica-
ble to asymptotically long distances, L > |q|/L25,,
and also deviations from ISL at Tp ~ L < 1/Xgp1,
defined by the series (49). The dimensionless coeffi-
cients ‘T, of this series can, in principle, be calculated
for any finite n, but they are too cumbersome to repro-
duce here, and, furthermore, they do not seem to be
of practical interest since measurements at the super-
short distances L < 1/X = 0.2 um (1eV/X) are not
feasible.

"It is, however, of interest that series (49) contains all degrees of the skew
symmetric corrections (X3 — X¢)/Xo, since they are invariant with respect
to the PT" transformation.

As a propaedeutic example, we write out only the
coefficient for the leading correction:®

1 1
T = [ -z (11 + Qo2
Q110029 — 04%2 2 ( )

+ a11822 + a22811 — a2 (Biz + Ba1)

- 04330455) (Rog - R3§)

(06350455
2
" 5;2 Roo — 2Ro3 + Ras

were

agn = (Roo — 2Ro3 + R33) Rin
— (Ror — R3k) (Ron — Ran)

Brn = (Rok — Rar) Ran + (Roz — Ra3) Rn
—2(Ron — Ran) Rak,

and 5 = 3 — s. It follows from dimensional consid-
erations that all the functions ¥,, do not contain large
or small dimensional parameters, and the smallness of
the ISLV corrections at supershort baselines is deter-
mined by the common exponential factor in Eq. (47).
Thus, the corrections

" 1
(ZXo)"

X3 — Xo
Xo

are small under condition (24). As explained in
Appendix A.6, under this condition we must all the
more neglect the exponentially small contribution .J,,
defined by Eq. (A26) in Appendix A.S.

5.4 Evolution of neutrino wave packet

Let us summarize at a qualitative level the behavior
of the effective neutrino wave packet (ENWP) over
a wide range of distances between the source and
the detector. In the vicinity of the impact point X,
up to the “mesoscopic” distances L ~ 1/Z there is
still no the duality “propagator <— wave packet” and
the neutrino propagator has the form Jg(X) + J,(X)
(see Appendix A). At short but macroscopic distances,
1/Esp < L < Ly = |q|/Z3,. the contribu-
tion J,(X) disappears and a “virtual” packet with
off-mass-shell 4-momentum is formed, which moves

8 Recall that the function € is not an explicit rotation invariant. Here and
in similar cases below, it is implicitly assumed that the tensors are properly
transformed at the transition to the rotated coordinate system, but we do not
rename or label them so as not to complicate already cumbersome formulas.
We hope that this will not lead to misunderstandings, because it is always
clear from the context which coordinate system we are talking about.
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almost along the classical world line with a veloc-
ity satisfying the condition (33); the most probable
4-momentum at this stage is however on shell and
the most probable velocity is given by Eq. (34). The
packet evolves with time and distance and at long dis-
tances, L > L!. = |q|/Z3y, , turns into the on-shell
ENWP. The “transition lengths” L, and Lj, have the
same order of magnitude, but may considerably differ
from each other. In any case, there is a certain tran-
sition region where the virtual ENWP converts into
the real (on-shell) one. Needless to say this region is
described by neither SBL nor LBL asymptotics.

5.5 Modulus squared amplitude

Combining Egs. (45) and (47) together, we obtain the
explicitly rotation invariant expression:

diqllq]® | R 1L,

2 M

ol = — V.,V
Msel ;/1673)(02 TR ‘

(2m)*65 (qi5 — q4s) (2m)*64 (¢i5 + qa)

[1 2E.V..(p,) [] 2E.V..(p,) 0
x€S »eD

" |M|2VﬁjVaiV§4V;j

K3

,/E?gj + Efgz

exp (_EU) s

2
2 i+,
Eij = = x Yty
Rl 1, 2
+i(E; — E;) Xo + _< (v; —v:)* X2
! 2RM 1,1, 0

EIE: (Ej — E;) {1
4

- (E;, — F;

576, + 17g, \1 P
+ iRy [V (X" — 0" Xo) + ol (X" — v;’Xo)] } ,
I = (L,1),1 = X/IX], i = (¢)),]q|l), where
q?j is defined by Eq. (44). The integration limits in
the integral over |g| are not specified, since the main

contribution is determined by a narrow region where
lg| ~ |a,| ~ |q,| allowed by the factor

05 (¢ij — 4s) 0a (¢ij + qa) -
It is useful to identically rewrite this factor in the form

s (¢ — qs) 0a (¢ + qa) exp(—Byj), (51)

where ¢ = (|q|,q9) (g = |q|l) represents the 4-
momentum of the (fictitious) massless neutrino. This

expedient allows us to factor the functions d5 4 out
from the sums in ¢ and 5. Using definition (39) we find

05 = (¢35 — lal) [ﬁg“ (q—qs), + RS (q+Qd)#}
1 2 [~ ~
+5 () —lal)* (R + 7). 52

In the ultrarelativistic approximation, we arrive at the
following result:

Oij =~ ‘%' [5‘}2“ (0 - 4), + R (g + Qd),i}

[m% +md (mim?)® (mf—m2)’
lq|? 8lql* 8|ql*
« ’Roltlu +3 (Ronln — Rknlkln):|
RAVLL,
(mf = m?)z F300 | 300
L (R +30). 53)

Although the expression in the first square brackets in
Eq. (53) can formally be of arbitrary value, the factor
d5(q — qs)04(q + qq) in Eq. (51) guarantees that in the
main approximation,

m?—i—mz

. J R0k (g —
@Z]— 4|q| |:§Rs‘ (q qé)u,

+ R (g +qa), [, 59

|©i;] = O (mf)j/}:|q|) inside the integral over |q]|.
The function ©;; does not have a constant sign and
does not disappear in the diagonal terms (with ¢ = j)
of the modulus squared amplitude, i.e., the factors
exp (—O;;) could potentially play a role in both tran-
sition and survival probabilities, but only for heavy
(beyond SM) neutrinos and extremely small X. Other-
wise, they can be ignored. It should be recorded that
the corresponding function in the LBL mode has (in
the same approximation) a very different form:

2 2
(LBL) _ My +my o Lo,
05" = = R (¢~ a),

+ R (¢ )] 1,69

where ¢' = (qo, qol) = qol. But of course, the func-
tions (54) and (55) are of the same order of magnitude.
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It is easy to show [28] that |[M| = |MM,|, where

2

M, = %U—(Q)JsHAw/Ou u(Pa),
Gp _

~ T

V2
92 4 *
M = Lo(ps)0" By T3 u-(9):

(q)JSMOMv(pa)v

Gr _ *p
~ —27; 11(17,(.])‘7d'1 O;J,'U/—(q)a

G is the Fermi coupling constant), and u_(q) is the
Dirac bispinor for the left-handed massless neutrino;
no need to justify the reasons for this trick. It should be
readily apparent that M, and M represent the matrix
elements for the neutrino production and absorption in
the reactions I, — Fi¢fv and vlg — Fjl5, respec-
tively. As a consequence, we can rewrite Eq. (50) in
the form

dlqllgl? | RM1,1,
Agal? =/ . VA
[Asal 673X\ a1,

(27)865(q — qs)| Mss|?6a(q + qa)| Mal?

H 2E%V% (p%) H 2E%V% (p;«r)
»€S »€D
ViiVaiVii Vi _
> _PIAUBUST oxp (—By — Oy) . (56)
7 \/EiGi + E3G;
Here and in what follows, ¢ = (|q|,q) is the 4-

momentum of the massless neutrino.

6 Count rate

In order to obtain observable quantities, the generic
result (56) must be averaged over the unmeasurable
and/or unused variables on which the in and out wave-
packet states depend. The averaging procedure can be
implemented only by taking into account the physical
conditions of a real experimental environment. This
makes further analysis model-dependent.

Here we will use the same model as in Refs. [28,
37]. The model supposes that the statistical distri-
butions of the incoming wave packets a€l, 4 on
the mean momenta, spin projections and space-time
coordinates in the source and detector devices can
be described by single-particle distribution functions
fa(PusSa,Ta)s v = (22, 2,). Bach function f, is
normalized to the total number, N, (22), of the packets

a at time z9:

dz.dp,
Z/ ZW)I; fa(Pq: SasTa)

= N,(22), a€l,q.

To proceed further, we redefine the terms “source” and
“detector”, which so far have been used to refer to
the vertices of the macrodiagram shown in Fig. 2. We
will use these terms and notations S and D both for
the corresponding devices and for the supports of the
product of the distribution functions f, in space and
time, namely,

§ =supp H Ja and D =supp H Jas  (57)

{za} geT, {za} gery,

which are assumed finite and mutually non-
intersecting in space. We also assume that the spatial
dimensions of S and D are very large compared with
the effective dimensions (~ o;1) of the wave packets
2 moving inside S and D. But we will not use the
generally accepted assumption that the dimensions S
and D are small compared to the effective distance
between them, because this assumption is not suit-
able for such experiments as GALLEX [56], SAGE
[57, 58], and BEST [59, 60], where the source is
surrounded by a detector environment. We neglect
the background events caused by outgoing particles
produced in S and falling in D; this issue would not
deserve special mention in the case of long baseline
experiments. For certainty, we consider only such
experiments in which the momenta of all or some
types of particles arising in D are measured. To avoid
non-principal complications we suppose a detection
efficiency of 100%. Under all these assumptions, the
macroscopically averaged probability (56) (represent-
ing in this instance the number of events registered in
D) reads

dwadpafa pa>sa>xa)
(150 l") Z/ 11 (27)32E,V,

spins a€ls

dxydp
< (11 et )

beF;

/ H dwadpafa pa,sa,xa)
271' 32E,V,

acly
H dzy[dp,] \V
(2m)32E,V, | ¢

S
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" / diqllql> | R#v1,l,
1673 X2 TR,
x (2m)*6(q — q5)| M [*(2m)*4(q + qa)| Mal?

Vi Vai ViV
A A J exp (751] — @”) . (58)

Dy
7 \/EiG + E3G

The symbol 3 .« denotes the averaging over the spin
projections s, of the packets a€ls 4 and summation
over the spin projections s; of the packets bely 4,
supposing that the projections s; are not measured.
The symbol [dp,] indicates no integration in p, (i.e.
[ldpy]=dp,), and hence that these momenta are mea-
sured. If, however, the momenta of particles of certain
types b'€F,; are not measured, the brackets must be
removed for b = b’. Therefore, it should be clearly
apparent that the expression (58) means the number
(INgq) of detected particles b with 3-momenta between
p, and p, + dp, (or any momenta) in D. As in the
LBL case, the indices « and 3 indicate that neutrino
exchange generally leads to the lepton number viola-
tion (when @ # f3). The final state leptons ¢, and {3
provide the experimental signature of such a violation.

6.1 Averaging over spatial variables

An approximate multidimensional integration over the
spatial variables x,, in Eq. (58) can be performed ex-
plicitly using the integral representation (40) for the
4d overlap volumes

Vs =Vs({p...zx}) and Va=Va({p,.,2.})

and naturally assuming that the distribution functions
fa and the factor exp (—=;;) change significantly only
on macroscopic scales (comparable with the dimen-
sions of S and D); most often, in real experiments,
spatial variations of the distribution functions can be
neglected altogether. On the other hand, the integrand

Psd = H [V (D Toe — x)|2

»€S,D

in Eq. (40) varies on a very short scale; in fact it dif-
fers from zero only when the classical world lines
of all wave packets s pass through a narrow (micro-
scopic or at least mesoscopic) neighborhood of the
integration variable (let the latter be « for V¢ and y
for V). Hence, neglecting the possible (microscopic)
edge effects in S and D, it is safe to substitute x,,

by = (y) for »€S (»x€D) in the mentioned slowly-
varying factors. Then, as is seen from Eq. (16) defining
the impact points, X, = x and X; = y. The
remaining integrals over the variables x,, yield the
factor HKe SeD V., which cancels the product of the
corresponding (inverse) factor in the integrand.

To formalize the procedure described above, let us
prove that for an arbitrary 4-vector z there is always
a configuration of spatially separated points {x,.} for
which &7, 4 = 1. Let, for certainty, »€S. Because
of the invariance of |¢,.(p,,, x,. — x)| with respect to
shifts along the world lines of the centers of the wave
packet s¢, we can replace the space-time coordinates
Z,. by Z,,, where

= XS and T, = x,. + (XS — xi) Ve

It is apparent that &, = 1 as Z,, = «, i.e., at the
same moment in time, but at non-matching spatial co-
ordinates @, = x + (2% — 2°) v, which are (by
construction) remote from each other. Of course, xr =
X5 at Z,, = x (recall that X does not change when
x,, is substituted by Z,,). It is implicitly assumed here
that no more than one packet is at rest, but it is clear
that the contribution to the integral from the configu-
rations in which two or more wave packets have zero
velocities is insignificant — such configurations form a
set of measures zero.

In consequence of this we can rewrite Eq. (58) as
follows:

0= [da [ay [ap. [ap,

spins

y / dallaP’ [ R™d,
1673 ly — 2> \| aRev1,1,

Vi Vaa VIV,
P e pi ey —6,). (59)

X exXp (—EZ]
Z \ E2G; + E3G;

Here we made the substitution

7= mmar |+ (gyw)
X2 ly—=f Tly—=|)]’
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allowed by condition (24), and introduced the differ-
ential forms

_ dpafa(paasaax) dpb
s = H (27)32E, H (27)32E,

a€l, el

X (271—)455 (q - QS)‘MS|27

_ dpofa(Pas Sayy) [dp,]
o= |1 (27)32E, 11 (27)32E,
a€ly beFy

x (2m)*84(q + qa)|Mal?.

(60)

6.2 Averaging over time intervals

The next step is to average the number of events (59)
over the S and D running time intervals. This is not
the most general setting of the problem and, moreover,
it very much depends on the specific conditions of an
experiment. But it typical for the current SBL experi-
ments and is useful to clarify the physical meaning of
the obtained results and compare them with the results
derived for on-shell regime (long baselines, or LBL)
in the same terms. For these aims, we will use the sim-
ple model for the particle distribution functions (59)
proposed in Refs. [27, 28], in which they do not de-
pend on time (or very slowly evolve with time) during
the source operating period 7, = 29 — 2 and detector
exposure period 74 = y9 — ¥, that is

fa(pa,sa; .’K) =0 (CL’O — l(l)) 0 (lg — .’EO)
X fo(Dy,5a; ) for acly,
fa(Parsa5 y) =0 (v° —17) 0 (y3 —1°)
X?a(pawsa; y) fOI' ae-[d~

(61)

In the case of a detector, the step functions in Eq. (61)
can be considered as “hardware” or “software” trigger
conditions. In the context of present study (short dis-
tances between S and D), the steady-state operation
periods for S and D can be long, as in the SBL reactor
antineutrino experiments and experiments with artifi-
cial radioactive neutrino sources, or very short, as in
accelerator-based SBL neutrino-tagging experiments
(which, however, requires more specific analysis). In
either case it is assumed that the time intervals re-
quired to turn the devices S and D on and off are
negligible compared to 75 and 74, respectively. In the
general case, we do not impose any synchronization
conditions on the operation periods of S and D.

As a result of this simplification, the integration
over the source and detector operation times reduces

to calculation of the following integral:

5 Y3
/dlCO / dyo exp (_E’ij) .
=9 Y9

Using the general formula for the double Gaussian
integral

© o ub
/da:o / dyo exp {—aZ (yo — x0)* — b (yo — xo)}
2t i

2

VT b? 4141
= e (43) X
2a 4a .

J=1
0 0 b
x lerf |a (xl fyl/) 5|
a
where
Z 2

1
Terf(z) = /dz'erf(z’) + 7= zerf(z) + %,
0
the massless neutrino approximation in the pre-
exponential factors, and leading order on Amfj =
m? — m? in the exponent, we can rewrite Eq. (59)
in the following relatively compact form (see

Appendix B for a more precise formula):

NT—i":Z/dm/dy/d‘Bs/d‘Bd

spins ( 62)

Paﬂ (|q|,|y—$\)
« [ da 1)y — o

Pos (lal ly — z|) = > Vi, Vai Vi Vi
ij (63)
©ij) Sijs

x exp (ipi; — Afj - ij -

2
o exp(—ij) Z (_1)l+l’+1
ij 497y = (64)

x Terf [20 (2 — 2 + |y — @) +iBi;] ,

and® =1/ 2RHv] uly. The unit vector 1 is directed
along the vector y — . But, given that all structures
(tensor convolutions) in the above formula are rotation
invariants, one can orient [ in any fixed direction, say,
along the geometric centers of S and D, provided they
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have appropriate symmetries. The differential forms
Bs,q in Eq. (62) are defined by Egs. (60), in which
the distribution functions f, should be substituted by
fa» see Egs. (61). Therefore, according to Egs. (57),
integration in « and vy is carried out over the volumes
of S and D.

With the same arguments as in the LBL regime
[28], the function (63) can be treated as a QFT gener-
alization of the QM neutrino flavor transition probabil-
ity. The ingredients involved in Eq. (63) are gathered
in Table 1, which also contains the corresponding
structures arising in the LBL asymptotics. As is seen,
the functions A;; and B;;, as well as the function ©;;
we discussed above (cf. Egs. (54) and (55)) relating to
the SBL and LBL modes have a certain similarities,
but not identical, and do not coincide with each other
in any approximation. The positivity of A?j in the SBL
mode is obvious, given that O* = RooRss — (Ros)>
in the coordinate system, where I = (0,0, 1), and this
expression is a principal minor of the positive-definite
matrix || R, || (see footnote 8). The suppression factor
exp (—.A?;) is potentially important for very long L,
but this does not apply to the SBL mode. The function
ij is absent in the LBL mode, but has the same order
of magnitude as ij and is also negligibly small for
the SM neutrinos. Although the suppression factors in
Eq. (63) are probably not important from the experi-
mental viewpoint, they are of interest as a reflection
of the process (obscured by the averaging of various
kinds) responsible for the creation and evolution of
ENWP, and shortly discussed in Sect. 5.4.

Remarkably the oscillation phase ;; is the same
in both modes and, moreover, the same as in the QM
approach, although it is clear that at short distances
this phase is also small for the standard 3v oscillations.
The higher-order corrections to ;; are presented in
Appendix B, but they are of potential interest only if
there is mixing of standard neutrinos with hypothetical
heavy sterile neutrinos.

6.3 Instrumental factor

Within the approximations made, the function S;;
(hereinafter referred to as decoherence function or in-
strumental factor) is the same as in the LBL mode,
except for the difference in the explicit form of the
function B;; (see Table 1), on which S;; depends.
The general properties and several examples of the
decoherence function have been studied in detail in
Ref. [37]. Here we briefly discuss an additional simple
example most relevant to SBL-experiments. Namely,

we consider the case when the periods 75 and 7, are
large compared to max |y — «|. Then
TS

0_
T =——

Ts 0 Td 0 Td
27 1 2

0o_7Ts __1d

:L.Q - 2 9 y 2 9 y
and, as shown in Ref. [37], the decoherence func-
tion is expressed through the universal (independent
of indices i, j) real-valued function

exp (—b2)

t.t'b) =
S(t.tb) = =

Re [Terf (¢t + t' + ib)
CTerf (t— ¢ +ib)]  (65)

of three independent dimensionless real variables. In
these terms,

Sij = S(@TS,QTd,Bij). (66)

Here are the simplest properties of function (65):

*0 < § < 1 for all values of the arguments and
decreases with increasing b;

catt > t' > 1 the function S weakly depends
on t and t' and approaches its asymptotic value
exp(—b*) with increasing ¢, so that S;; ~ 1 for
1,7 = 1,2,3 (SM neutrinos) and S;; = 1 for any %
(since B;; = 0);

* S decreases rapidly as the ratio ¢/t increases.

For illustration, Fig. 5 displays three particular cases
of the function S(¢,¢',b) for t' = 0.97¢, ¢ = t, and
t’ = 1.30t. The interval of values of b used in the
figure is, of course, unrealistically wide and is chosen
only for the convenience of visualization. The figure
shows that S depends very weakly on b at |b] < 1
(which is the case in the real experimental circum-
stances), but the dependence on the parameters ¢ and
t’ is very significant and should be taken into account
when processing the data and deriving the count rate
from the measured number of events.

6.4 Flavor transition probability

The function (63) matches the QM flavor transition
probability only if S;; = 1 and A;; = B;; = C;; =
©;; = 0, which is not the case. So it really can be
interpreted as a QFT refinement of the standard QM
result. However, as in the LBL mode, the probabilis-
tic interpretation of the function P,z can be true only
in attenuated form, since the instrumental factor and
the functions A;;, B;;, C;;, and ©;; involve the tensor
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Table 1 Ingredients of Eq. (62) in leading order for off-shell (short distances) and on-shell (long distances) regimes; the latter are taken from

Ref. [28]. Here L = |y — x| and Amfj =m?2

2 _
Evidently, F,, = |q| in the given approximation.

m?. Last column shows the order of magnitude (OoM) of the corresponding quantity.

Quantity Off-shell regime On-shell regime OoM
Amgj L AmZ;L |Amfj |L
Pij — — v 1=
! 2]q| 2E, E,
AmzL\® ot Am2L\” A2\’
A2, i Q Mij 1 Mijsr
* 2|q)? 2RHVL 1, 2E2 2RH L1, E2
5 AmZ; R, RO, Am? R, Vil |Am2|
K 4lq| 2 R, AE, 2 vn, tE,
2\ 2 5\ 2
cz Am, ! 0 Am?;
i 2lql | SRAvILL, TE,

T
s T

-0.0:

ol Igt
. OsTTj\TTT"" j/‘,J/i.s

0.10
0.15

Figure 5 Instrumental factor (65) at t’ = 0.97t,t' = tandt’ =
1.30t vs. 1g ¢t and b shown by the lower, middle and upper surfaces,
respectively. The middle and upper surfaces merge at very large ¢.

componets R and R that depend on the momenta,
masses, and momentum spreads of all external wave
packets and are in general different for the reactions
(10) with different leptonic pairs (¢, ¢g) in the final
states. The distinctions are determined by kinematics
of the subprocesses in S and D (in particular, by the
reaction thresholds) and specific sets of participating
in and out particles. It is also appropriate to recall that
the function ©; is not sign-definite and ©;; # 0. As a

result, the unitarity relations
D Pap =) Pap=1
o B

are generally do not hold, or hold only approximately
even within the kinematic boundaries for the corre-
sponding subprocesses.

By applying the aforementioned asymptotics S =
exp(—b?) (presumably valid for a wide class of possi-
ble SBL experiments), and using the same arguments
as in Refs. [27, 28, 37], we arrive at formally the
same expression as in the LBL case, represented by
Eq. (18), where

Pos (1al: [y — @) = Y Va;VaiVii Ve
j
X exp (’L'(pij — .AZQJ — 5127 — CZQJ — Qij) (67)
with the exponent very close to unit for the SM neutri-
nos. In this extremely simple but quite realistic case,
it follows from Eq. (67) and unitarity of the mixing
matrix that

Paﬂ ~ (Sa[g. (68)

Thus, as was to be expected, the flavor transitions are
strongly forbidden at short distances and/or high en-
ergies. The same conclusion follows from the simple
QM formula for the flavor transition probability. It
would seem that this leaves no room for experimen-
tal verification of the theory presented here. However,
there is a subtle point: the commonplace result (68)
is only valid when £ is large enough, or better to say
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not too small; in fact, we have explicitly used this as-
sumption in deriving the results discussed, as well as
in some approximations and simplifications.

On the other hand, in the plane-wave limit, £ — 0
and thus B}, — +oo and Cf; — oo ati # j,
which (together with the ultrarelativistic approxima-
tion) leads to the following result’

Pag 5 3 [Vail*|Vail . (69)

K2

which is completely different from Eq. (68). As is
well known, the oscillationless flavor transitions are
ruled out by a huge number of (terrestrial) neutrino
experiments, which within our formalism indicates
that £ > 0. At nonzero (and not very small!) £ we
have to take into account the power corrections for the
neutrino propagator, derived in Appendix A.3, which
could lead to a potentially observable consequence
not predicted by the QM formalism and basically dis-
tinguishable from the ISLV effect [50] predicted for
the LBL regime. The absence of additional masking
factors (decoherence, damping, and oscillations them-
selves) would have helped to detect the presumably
small effect.

7 ISL violation at short baselines

The previous discussion was based on using the lead-
ing order of the asymptotic expansion of the neutrino
propagator in small parameters (23). Taking into ac-
count the next-to-leading order terms in the expression
for number of events (18) would require getting rid
of several approximations made in deriving this for-
mula. In particular, the degree of approximation used
in Egs. (42) and (47) should be improved. We will
postpone this issue for the future, and here we will
confine our consideration to the potential effect from
the first sub-leading term o< 62 in series (A23).
Within the approximations made so far, we must
neglect in the series (A23) the terms of order O(n),
O(A) and higher, as well as the neutrino mass. More-
over, we can safely put in Eq. (A23) p ~ ¢ ~ |q|l
and X ~ Xyl ~ | X|l. Then the series (A23) in the

9The derivation of this limit is not entirely trivial because of the factor
exp (—©;;) in Eq. (67), but becomes more transparent if we rewrite Eq. (69)
in the more accurate form

3:(q—0:)8a(q+qa)Pap 5 5(q—q:)8(a+aa) D [Vail*|Vail*.

i

leading order becomes extremely simple:
7~ *9162.

Here

0~ 22@
lq|’

and the functions 65, wy, and wo are defined by
Egs. (A21) in which we must put v = [. As a
result, the inverse-square law for the differential neu-
trino flux d§,, which appears in the SBL version of
Eq. (18), is violated under appropriate conditions (cf.
the corresponding results of Refs. [9] and [19]):

g1 =~ Fagp = 02 — 2wa + w?,

1 y4 —x|?
5% e () oo
1 y4 —x|?
~ oo (1 . eff%2 | >’ (70b)
where

Zgﬁ» = 2F200>:4 = 2F200\/ |R|

—2 {Tr R2 — ATRY + (lTRlﬂ .

In Appendix A.4 it is proved (without neglecting the
neutrino mass) that Foo9 > 0. Therefore Z;lff > 0.
This means that the number of neutrino events should
decrease compared to what would be expected in the
absence of the ISL violation. This effect is ultimately
associated with incomplete overlap in space and time
of the noncollinearly interacting incoming and outgo-
ing wave packets involved in the processes of neu-
trino production and absorption, which must lead to
a decrease of the probability of their interactions.
Therefore, the positivity of £ is natural.

A more intuitive, though more speculative, inter-
pretation of the ISLV effect relates to the aforemen-
tioned duality “propagator <— wave packet”. The ef-
fective neutrino wave packet moves quasi-classically,
i.e., its center only approximately follows a straight
line connecting the neutrino production and absorp-
tion points. According to Eq. (A24)

Lo =2 (R% + 2R3, + R%z)

in the coordinate system, where I = (0,0,1), i..
(within our approximations) X.g is determined only
by the spatial components of the tensor R, transverse
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to the vector . Thus, the motion of the neutrino wave
packet can be roughly thought as classical motion
along I superimposed on the quantum jitter perpendic-
ular to I. The resulting path length, L, is longer than
the length of the classical rectilinear trajectory. There-
fore the number of events (x 1/ L?) must be smaller
than for the classical motion. The formalism automat-
ically accounts for this effect and gives the expected
reduction of the number of events.

The neutrino virtuality also plays some part in the
ISLV effect, and series (A22) accounts for it with the
terms o< A€, But we neglected these terms (as well
as the terms o< 7n’) because taking them into account
would definitely exceed the accuracy of our estimate.

Regardless of the interpretation, the function X
in Egs. (70) depicts a cumulative effect from overlap
of the external wave-packet states s in the source and
detector, depending (throught the tensor R) on their
momenta p,., masses m,, and momentum spreads
0,.. With suitable values of these quantities, the ISLV
correction can be measurable at macroscopic dis-
tances satisfying the conditions of applicability of
the approximations used in the formalism. The basic
constraints can be formulated as the inequalities

levV
2x107° (;) cm < |y — @

2
leV g
2 -
< 0( 5 > <1MeV> cm,

satisfied at sufficiently high neutrino energies and at
short distances, exceeding the “mesoscopic scale” ~
1/Z. They are virtually independent of the neutrino
masses, provided that the latter are negligible com-
pared to the neutrino energy. The constraints (71) are
illustrated in Fig. 6 for representative intervals of neu-
trino energy and values of the scale parameter £. The
energies of the neutrinos from m,, and K, decays
in the meson rest frame are also shown (by vertical
planes) to epitomize acceptable baselines in possible
dedicated experiments.

Last but not least, the QFT approach predicts the
exact opposite dependence of the ISLV effect on the
distance L = |y — x| for the SBL and LBL asymp-
totics: the corresponding corrections are given by the
series in powers of 67 & L? and 1/L?, respec-
tively, and the lowest order corrections are inversely
proportional to each other to within a dimensionless
positive factor. This feature makes it possible, at least
in principle, to distinguish experimentally these two

(71)

Boundaries (m)

Neutrino energy (MeV)

Figure 6 The upper and lower limits of applicability of the for-
malism vs. neutrino energy and scale parameter X (inclined planes).
The vertical planes show the energies of neutrinos originated from
two-particle pion and kaon decay at rest.

asymptotics from each other, as well as from the pre-
dictions of other approaches, in particular from the
result of Ref. [19], which predicts the absence of even
an approximate fulfillment of ISL in the entire region
L < |q|/Z2g,. Eventually, it is hoped that the tran-
sition region, which has not yet been explored within
the formalism under discussion, will also become the
subject of experimental study. A promising source of
(anti)neutrinos could be, e.g., stopped-kaon decays,
which provide a relatively wide range of applicability
of the formalism (see Fig. 6).

8 Summary

In the framework of the covariant perturbative QFT
approach with wave packets as asymptotically free
initial and final states, the wave-packet modified neu-
trino propagator is expressed as an initial segment of
the triple Taylor series in powers of dimensionless
rotation-invariant variables (23). This asymptotic ex-
pansion is applicable at high energies and short but
macroscopic space-time distances between the ver-
tices of the corresponding Feynman macrodiagram of
a fairly general form (see Fig. 2). It is also worth not-
ing that the obtained asymptotic expansion applies not
exclusively to the neutrino propagator.

Using this result, it is shown that in the short-
baseline regime, high-energy neutrinos are deeply vir-
tual and behave like quasi-classical particles, that is,
propagate approximately along classical trajectories



23

Springer Nature 2021 IXTX template

connecting the points of their production and absorp-
tion. In the leading-order approximation, this results
in the classical inverse-square dependence of the mod-
ulus squared amplitude. But there are two kinds of
corrections to the classical behavior: at supershort dis-
tances and times, | X | ~ X, which, however, exceed
the characteristic scale ~ 1/X, relative corrections are
described by a series in powers of (| X| — Xo) /Xo ~
1/(£Xo), while at 1/X < |X| ~ Xy < |q|/Z?
— by an expansion in powers of | X |2, which follows
from the above expansion of the neutrino propagator.
As in the LBL regime, the main ISL violating cor-
rection is negative, i.e., it leads to a decrease in the
neutrino event rate. But the functional dependence of
the ISLV correction is radically different from that in
the LBL mode, where the correction is given by an
expansion in inverse powers of | X |2. This makes it
potentially possible to distinguish between the SBL
and LBL asymptotics and thereby test the theory in
dedicated experiments with variable baseline or with
several identical detectors at different baselines.

An expression for the time-averaged number of
neutrino-induced events is derived and compared with
the corresponding result for the long-baseline mode. It
is, in particular, shown that although the correspond-
ing formulas have the same structure, the decoherence
factors are different and do not reduce to each other
even in the lowest-order approximation. This results
from the fact that the space-time behavior of the neu-
trino propagator and, hence, the effective neutrino
wave packet in the two modes is strongly different, and
there is a transition region, | X | ~ (0.1 — 10)|q|/Z2,
in which the neutrino wave packet transformes from
deeply virtual (with the 4-momentum independent of
the neutrino mass) into the more habitual on-mass-
shell packet. Negligible decoherence and flavor tran-
sition probabilities in the SBL regime should simplify
the experimental study of the ISLV effect, and the
specific dependence of the predicted count rate on dis-
tance and energy could potentially help distinguish its
reduction due to ISLV from that caused by possible
mixing of active and sterile neutrinos.

Appendix A SBL asymptotics of

neutrino propagator

The aim of this Appendix is to represent the integral'°

dlqP(g)e ¥
a0 = [CEEEES

where ®(q) is defined by Eq. (14), through certain
asymptotic expansions over several Lorentz-invariant
and rotation-invariant dimensionless quantities, guar-
anteed to be small in absolute value. As will be shown,
the resulting representation is applicable at relatively
short macroscopic distances | X | and times X, suf-
ficiently high (not necessary ultrarelativistic) neutrino
energies Py, and not too high neutrino virtualities
P2 — m?, where P = (P, P) is the saddle point of
&(q). The exact meaning of these restrictions will be-
come clear from what follows. The results obtained
below are quite general, in the sense that they do not
apply only to neutrinos.

A.1 Transformation of integral J(X)

Performing the 4d Fourier transform
d(q) = / d*z p(z)e'® (A2)
and substituting Eq. (A2) to integral (A1) we get

J(X) = / &z o(2) / g c-iaeX)

dqo et0(zo—Xo)
x/ 202 2 e
9 —q m* + 1€

(A3)

Considering the two possibilities 2o 2 X and using
the residue theorem, we obtain

iqo(zo—Xo ;
/ dago €' ) VT ~iEqlzo—Xol
b

@ —q>—-m2+ie  E,
where E; = +/q? + m?2. By substituting this result

into Eq (A3) and changing the order of integration, we
can rewrite integral (A3) as

J(X) = _iﬁ/dxo/d:gqei(qXEquXoD
Eq

0For simplicity, hereafter we omit the neutrino mass eigenfield index.
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x/d?’xap(x)e_iqw. (A4)

Using Eq. (A2) it can be shown that

. 1 .
/dgx p(x)e 9 = —/dqoé(q)eﬂqﬂm“.
21

Applying this identity and shifting the integration
variable from zg to Xy — xg, we rewrite Eq. (A4) as

J(X) — —i/ d4q e—i(QOXO—qX)é( )
- 2F, 1

oo
X / dxg e'( P70~ Eqlzol),

It is convenient to split this integral into two parts,
J(X) = J(X) + T-(X), (AS)

where

A g xo-
Je(X) = - /%e (0 Xo=aX)p(q) I (g),
q

0

— 00

(oo}

I(q) = /dxo ei(a0—Eq)wo,
0

Now, representing (q) as a 1d Fourier integral

oo

2(q) = / dyo ¢(q, yo)e v, (A6)

— 00
we have

oo

J(X) Z/ 4 iax / dyoe(a, yo)
+ = - ar 0 » Y0
28,

— 00

oo o0

X/dxoe—iquo /dqoeiqo(Io—yo—Xo).

0 —o0

It is readily seen that

o oo
/d{,CO e—iEqw‘o / dqo eiqo(ﬂvo—yo—Xo)
0 —o0

= 2me” FalvotXo)g (yo + X)),

where 6 is the Heaviside step function. Therefore

d3q
J4(X) = —QiW/%eWX
q

oo

x / dyop(q, yo)e FalborXo) (A7)
— X

In exactly the same way, we get

J_(X)=-2 &G igx+ig,x,
_(X) = —2ir o

q

—Xo

X / dyop(q, yo)e Favo.  (A8)

—o0
To move on, we must use the explicit form of &(q)

given by Egs. (14) and (15). Let us rewrite expression
(15) as follows:

F(q) = Fy — 2Y,¢" + Ruq"q".  (A9)

Now, applying Egs. (A6) and (A9), we obtain an
explicit expression for the function ¢(q, yo):

17 -
(g, %) = o / dqo®(q, qo)e"™v°
iy
1 1/~
= — exXp | — Z (éRanan + 2Yka + FO)
\/ 7T§R00
1 ~ 2
o (Yo + Rowar + 2iy0) } . (A10)

Combining Eq. (A10) with Egs. (A7) and (A8) we
arrive at

d3q .
To(X) = —in [ S L XTE (g, )
2F,

X, i ~
1+ erf =T All
x er + 3 +(@)\/Roo | |, (AL

Vi
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where _
Y. .
T (q) = 22 +~§R0ka +E,.
Roo
Given Egs. (14), (AS5), and (A11), we obtain:

JX) = Jy(X) + J(X),  (AL2)

3 .
7qel(qX—JT*?qu)Qj(q7 E,) (A13)

Jy(X) = imexp

1 1 i\
R — (Xo+ iyt
1ro . ( o+ 5 0)
/—ex _ % _ RioTtno 0
4 4Roo "

Y.  iRon(2X, — Y
_<k+2 or(2Xo 0)—iXk>qk]

2 2Ro0
X [w (W) —w (T_)]. (Al4)
Here the following notation is used:
w(x) = e erfe(—ix), (A15)
Uy = z@ - %Ti Roo-

Roo

Although the functions J,(X) and J, (X) individually
are not exact relativistic invariants, the partitioning
(A12) is convenient because, as will be shown in
Sect. A.6, under some simple condition valid in the
given (laboratory) frame of reference, the second term
in Eq. (A12) can be neglected. This is sufficient for
our purposes.

A.2 Fedosov’s lemma

Below we will make extensive use of the important
lemma proved by Fedosov [61, p. 79], which states:

Let p(z) = x Az 4 ax + ag be a quadratic function
on R™, where A is a complex symmetric matrix with
a positive definite real part, a and ag are a complex
vector and a complex constant, respectively. Then for
any (smooth) function f(x) the integral

- /d"a;f(x) exp[—¢(z)]

may be represented in the form

71

I= T exp[—(z0)] eDTTN(TU,T)‘TZO + I,
vl < [ ar|$(r + ) ~ T, )
x exp[—R (T+To)],
_1, RS = 9
D= gora =3 3 5 (47, g

where Ty (79, 7) is the N-th order Taylor polynomial
of f(z)atz = 79 = Re 29, and zg € C" is a stationary
point of p(z).

Note that the stationary point zg (solution of the
linear system d¢/0x, = 0) is given by 2o = —%A‘la
and thus (z0) = —aA~'a + ao. If f(z) is analytic
at zg then f(7+79) — Tn(70,7) — 0as N — oo and

= |A| expl—p(20)] €77 f(r0 +7)|, _, . (A16)
We will also need a corollary of this lemma: Let

o(z; t) = xAz + (a + ibt)x + ag + icot,
f(z; 1) = folx) exp[—ig(2)t],

where A, a, and a( have the same meaning as above,
b € R", and t € R'. It has been proven [55] that

fdt/d"fc fla; t)exp [—p(a; 1)]

/ ,n-n+1 1 _
=2 M“)le exp <4aA la - ao)
_ L (eA Y
pAp\ 2 @

o+ 7
eDTfO(To + 7)exp {g(bfl—lb)

X exp

x [aA™"b — 2¢co — g(70 + 7)) } (A17)

7=0

The extention of Fedosov’s lemma and its corollar-
ies to Minkowski signature is trivial: as long as the
integration variables are independent, it is only neces-
sary to take care of the correct position of the Lorentz
indices in the tensor and vector convolutions.
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A.3 Integral J,(X)

The integral (A13) can be identically represented as

J,(X) = —z’]od /d4qq§( )
g - Yo 2Eq q,q0

x exp [—1gX + iyo (qo — Eq)]

= —i / dyo/QEif(q; Yo) €xp [iF(Q)

2
. qap —m
T x
+Z<yo EP I >:|7

where

)

. _ Ep Z'ZJO(Equ —m? — qp)
f(a; vo) = B, exp [ E,

p:(EP7p): (V P2+m27p)a PuZRHUYU?

The 4-vector P is the stationary point and R is the ten-
sor such that R, AR = 6. Here it is also appropriate
to recall that p° = E,, # P° = RYY),, and ¢° # E,.
The seeming complication (representing .J, as
a bD integral) allows us to straightforwardly apply
Eq. (A17), which, after some transformations, gives

Jy(X) = fSiWQq/MTReQeD*eQT (A18)
7=0
Here
Q=0 - g (Pp—m® — 2iR"p,X,)?,
W v 2
Q= 4g [ RN X py — WT+2(Pp—m )],
W, (E,,+, —Ep)—pr, D;=0,R0,,
= HRkn”» g= Ruupupy7

and other notations are explained in the main text.
Note that the differential operator D.- is a 3 X 3 matrix,
since the function f(g; yo) does not depend on ¢o. A
direct application of the operator P~ = Y~ D7 /n!
in Eq. (A18) shows that the function J4(X) can be
represented by the initial segment of the triple asymp-
totic series

XSS fanelid) A (A19)
a>0b>0 ¢>0

in powers of three dimensionless real variables

Pp —m?

5 — g2 Pud" X" £
P Pupy

=—, and A =
P pupy EZ’

Here X is the energy-dimension scalar defined by
Eq. (25) and assumed small compared to the masses of
in and out wave packets at the source and detector ver-
tices and p is the tensor with dimensionless space-time
components defined by Eq. (26). We emphasize that §
and A are Lorentz scalars, while 7 is a rotation invari-
ant. Therefore, the dimensionless coefficient functions
fabe must also be invariant to rotation. Under the nat-
ural conditions that follow from the formulation of the
problem and from the formalism discussed in the main
text, we see that

6] = 2%|X|/IP|

as | X| ~ X (quasi-classical trajectories + ultrarela-
tivism) and

[P? —m?|

< 23
20 LI PR S il P

as |P| =~ Py (suppression of too high virtualities
+ ultrarelativism + approximate energy-momentum
conservation). From definition (26) and dimensional
considerations, it follows that p,,,, = O(1). Taking all
this into account, we can conclude that

Af =~

0] < 1, n<« 1, and |A| <1
provided that the conditions

IIX| < |P|/Z (A20a)

and
L |P| (A20b)

are both fulfilled. These conditions determine the
range of applicability of expansion (A19) and, con-
sequently, of the entire formalism under discussion.
While condition (A20Db) is trivial and is fulfilled with
a margin in the modern neutrino experiments, the
condition (A20a) means that the formalism is only
applicable at sufficiently short distances and/or high
neutrino energies. The area of applicability increases
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with decreasing X. Several lower-order coefficients
fabe are:

fooo = 1,
1 1
foor = 591 — @
1 1 1 3 1
foo2 = gH% + 192 — W + éwf — 1w1917

1/1 1
foro = 3w — 01 — " (292 —wa + 19%

1 3
—-wib1 + wf) ;

2 4
Jou1 = — 292 + Ywa — 29% + gwlel - %5“%
— é (93 — 3ws + %0102 - Zwlf)z
—291(#2 + gwlw2 + éaf - %wﬂf
+§w%91 - 185W§> )

105 3
f020 = — 30wz + 7&1% + 59% + 3605 — 15w 6,

1 1.
- - (36(4)3 - 39102 - 403 — *9%
0 2
105 9
+9w1 6y + Twi” — 90wy wg + §w19f
45
—?wfel + 186‘1&)2)
1

5, 3 9

-2 (4w1w2 — gwﬁ% — wa@%
15 105 9
9 9 9
—éﬂg — gwfﬁg — 39193 + Zwlﬁlﬁg
9 9 9 9
+§9%02 — @9% + 19%(;}2 — 50)101&)2

1
—70.)292 — 9(}.)10.}3) 5
2
f100 = w1 — b1,

3 1
fro1 = — 02 + 2wy — §wf +wify — 59?

3 45
fllO = 302 — 18(.02 —+ 59% — gwlgl + ?wf

1 3 3
+ 5 <293 — bws + 59192 — 1&)19%
3 9 5
—§w192 — 301wy + Ywiwsy + Zw191

1 15
—6ws + ZG% - 4wi’) ,

1 3
f200 = 92 + 50% — 2wo + 5&)% — UJ191.

Here

Qv

1
0= ﬁp PuPv = PWUMUU = lelulu,
p

0, =Tr p°, ws=vlp°v, s=0,1,..., (A2l)
p
= 1 = — = n .
v ( ’v)7 v Ep’ P ||Pk ||

Obviously, the approximate equality o ~ p*”[,[, is
valid only for ultrarelativistic neutrinos.

The presented results were derived using the com-
puter algebra systems Maple® and Maxima for a finite
number of terms of the asymptotic series (A19). More
specifically, the calculations were performed using the
K-th order Taylor polynomial of the operator expo-
nent eP~. Up to the order K = 8 it is proved that
fabe =0athb > K —aandc > K —bfora < K.

Hence
K K—aK-b

DDA IS

a>0b>0 c¢>0 a=0 b=0 c=0
in Egs. (A19). The method for deriving the coefficients
fabe 1s reduced to the transformation of sums of prod-
ucts of tensor and vector components resulting from
differentiation of exp (2,) to the identical combina-
tions of the rotation invariants 6, w,, and ¢. The cal-
culations are simplified by dimensional and symmetry
considerations, but are still intricate. Obviously, the re-
quired computer processing time grows exponentially
as K increases, so that the calculation of high-order
coefficients becomes rather time-consuming. But for
our purposes, it would be enough to make sure that the
structure of series (A19) is correctly “guessed” even
in the lowest (second) subleading order in 9, yielding
the ISL violation.

It is convenient to rewrite Eq. (A19) in the equiva-

lent exponential form

Jy(X) = —8in? ﬂlgR‘ exp ()
X exp Z Z Z Fae(i0)*nPA¢| . (A22)
a>0b>0 ¢>0

This representation is a bit more suitable since it fa-
cilitates calculation of the modulus squared transition
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amplitude. The corresponding coefficients F,;. can be
obtained by re-expanding the power series (A19):

Fooo =0,

1 1
Foor = 591 — 3w

1 1 1
Iy = 192 - 5‘«02 + pr

1/1 1
F010 = 3w1 — 91 — E <292 — wy + 19%

1
——wi b + 300%) )

2 4
3 1 5 39
Foi1 = — 592 + 9wy — 19% + 560191 — wa

1 1 1
— — | 03 — 3ws + =010 — —w102
0 2 2

1 3
—01wa + dwiwy + iwfﬁl — 2w§) ,

Fooo = — 30wy + 48w? + 607 + 36, — 12w 6,

1 5 1
— E (36w3 — 50192 - 493 — Z@i’

+§w102 + %wf — 8Twiws
+§w10% — %w%% + 17010-)2)

- é (221‘”%0& - %w19§ - i‘ﬂ%ef
+gwf91 — 3w] — 4w3 + Ywg — 603

—%w%é’g — 30103 + 2w160164

5 1
+19502 — 19411 + 29%(#2 — 4w 01woa
—9&)1&13) 5
Fioo = w1 — 04,

Fio1 = — 03 + 2wy — w?,

1 39
Fi10 = 3602 — 18wy + 59% — 5wi61 + ?wf

1
+ E (293 — 6wz + 0109 — w16>

—201wa + 8wiwy + w%@l - 30.)?) ,

F200 = 92 — 2LU2 + wf.

It is also instructive to represent the triple power
series in the exponent in Eq. (A22) as

S (1) (ga +igld) 62 = T. (A23)

a>0

The explicit form of the real coefficient functions g,
and g/, trivially follows from the expressions for the
coefficients Fyp.. A simple analysis shows that Im Z
is negligibly small under all experimental circum-
stances, but Re Z provide corrections of the order of
O(n) and O(A) to the decoherence factors and, more
importantly, potentially measurable ISL-violating cor-
rection given by even powers of § (see main text).

A4 Positivity of Fygq

Let us prove that the coefficient function Fygq is pos-
itive (we will need this fact in Sect. 7). The proof can
be fulfilled by an orthogonal diagonalization of the
symmetric positive definite 3 x 3 matrix p:
p=0"r0, r=diag (ri,re,73), v = Ou.

Here u = (uy,us2,u3)T, i are the positive eigenval-
ues of p, O is an orthogonal matrix of rotation, and
v is defined in Eq. (A21). In this representation, using
definitions (A21) we find:

Fy0 = Zﬁi (1- ui)Q +2 angnmrnufui >0,
2 2

where 7l = 1 for a cyclic permutation of (1,2, 3) and
Wi" = 0 otherwise. It is pertinent to note here that the
coefficient function foq9 in Eq. (A19) is also positive,
sinse

1
f200 = Fao0 + 3 (61 —w1)?.

A less formal way to prove the same is to rewrite Foqq
in the coordinate system whose z axis is directed along
the vector v. In this system

Faoo = [pss (1 — Vz)]2 +2 (ng + p§1) (1- V2)
+ P+ 2012 + P30 > 0, (A24)

where v = |v| = |v’|, v < 1. For massless neutrino
Fago = p31 + 2p35 + p3s, i.e. Faq is determined only
by the transverse spatial components of the tensor p.
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A.5 Integral J,(X)
Applying Fedosov’s lemma to Eq. (A14), we obtain:

Ju(X) = 4i7r2\/7r\'R| exp ()

o () ()| A29)

EPJF"' =0 7

X 1

we(r) =w | i—= Roo T (7) |,

\/ Roo

Rok T
Fi (T) = PO + Ep+1— - =, D-,- = 81-R67-.
Roo

We mention in passing that the 3d stationary point P
and operator D are exactly the same as above. From
the known asymptotic expansion of the complemen-
tary error function function of complex variable (see,
e.g., Ref. [62, p. 164]) it follows that

Z 2n — 1)”
(222"
3

larg(2)] < -~

Z — 00,
4

Combining this and Fedosov’s expansions, the expres-
sion (A25) can be represented by the formal series

4
g; VIR exp (2 Z K2
a>0

_ Bk
le 1 <Aab+ s )

b>0

1
+
T 2bt1 (Aab +
Ky

Ju(X) =

(A26)
iBhk
K4 ’
in powers of the real variable
1
kh=—"7=—=2>0
Roo
and inverse powers of two complex variables
Xo
Roo

Eﬁoo (PoiEp) .

R4 =

The specific structure of this series was checked only
to the second order of the Taylor polynomials of

w4 (7) and eP7, which is enough for our purposes
The lowest- order real dimensionless coefficients A
and lS’i are found to be

AL =1,
A10—3w1—91,
1
Agy = *5(1+C0+w1iw?)a
3 1 1,
A11 = 4(4)1 (401 —2— 15&)1) + = (91 - 92) - 101

(91 — 30.)1) C() — 3(0.11) + (JJ8
5w1w1 +w191) ,

+ 6(4)2 + =
+3 (2w2 -
Boio = 0 + - (3(.4.)1 - 91)

3
B =3 (5w1w1 - [35w — 20w,

+61 (3601 — 10w1) + 2 (62 — 9%)] :

209 — WY 01)

3 3

53[1 = 5“? (01 — Co) + 3w8 - §w? — 9w1w?

3

+ 7101 (1+ Go+wi) —wi (3430 +5wn)
+2w( + 2ws — 6(w?)?],

where

0 __ 0 __ 0 _
Wy = PokPok, Wi = PokVk, W3 = PokPknVn,
Co = poo — Poo’s P = R|TH AR,

and the functions w; 5 and 6, o are defined by Egs.
(A21). The coefficients Afb and be were derived by
the same method as described at the end of Sect. A.3.
Obviously, k ~ X/Py < 1, but the series in powers
1/k4 can be considered asymptotic expansions only
at Rex+ > 1, which, under the obvious presump-
tion pgg = O(1), is equivalent to the condition (24).
Let us show that the relative contribution of J,,(X) is
completely negligible under this condition.

A.6 Comparison of J,(X) and J,(X)

The patterns of the asymptotic expansions (A19) and
(A26) allows us to estimate the relative contribution
of Jy(X) and J,(X) to the modulus square of the
amplitude (11), using the leading-order terms of these
expansions (that is the condition XX, > 1) and ne-
glecting the neutrino virtuality.'! Then after simple

llAdmissibilily of the latter simplification is discussed in the main text and,
for this estimate, reduces to the approximate equalities Py ~ E, ~ |P]|.
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calculations we get

2 26_@\/% 2,209
~1_ f 00+f€ 00

1+wXo (1+w)X3’

1
9= g (RM'pX,)? ~ p" 1,0, (£X0)% > 1,

1 R
1 [I”g

L [lplp il
~ — =0(1
2\ mRIEZ — 2 || (1),

and, according to conditions (A20),

X2 X, \?
w=—0_ _ <~ 0 ) < 1.
E%?R(Q)O pOOEp

Given the condition (24), the relative contribution of
J,(X) to the modulus squared amplitude'? is expo-
nentially small, being proportional to

exp [—p" 1,1, (£X0)?] /(£Xo),
that is, to a good approximation,
J(X) = Jg(X) + Ju(X) = Jg(X),

where J,(X) is given by Eq. (A22). In the main
text, we restrict ourselves to this approximation, since
for realistic values of the scale parameter X, the
condition (24) is satisfied in all potentially interest-
ing applications of the formalism. It is, however, a
straightforward though tedious task to get rid of this
approximation in exotic circumstances when XXy 2>
1, provided that a small number of terms in expan-
sion (A26) is sufficient. In the context of the ISLV
effect discussed in Sect. 7, it is interesting to note that
accounting for the contribution of .J,, as a NLO cor-
rection would lead to an additional reduction in the
expected number of neutrino-induced events, i.e., J,
does not compete with the main ISLV correction.

"”Note that the main contribution is made by the interference term
2 [Re(Jg)Im(Jy) + Re(Jy)Im(Jg)] /| Jg 2.

Appendix B Enhanced expression
for N,

Here we give an expression for the number of events
obtained without using the ultrarelativistic approxima-
tion, but still neglecting the (LO) ISLV corrections
o |6; +6;]? o Z*|y — x|?/|q|? and corrections to the
oscillation phase oc [0; —d;| oc [AmZ; |22y —x|/|q|?,
which follow from the expansion (A23) and Eq. (23a).
So, with the reservations made, the number of events
can be written in the form

Nga:Z/dw/dy/des/d&Bd

spins

d|ql|q|®
L L1 TR N VAR VR VAN T
/ 2<2w>3©|y—w|2§ et
2 2
- Bj; = Cj; — O]
X3 RIVI L,
X 2 2 2
(vi+v)* \ 2 (E2G; + E7G:)

2
X Z (=) Terf {2@ (\H—V] (z) —yp)

LI'=1 2Xij

X exp [ip;j — A?j

+ Xisly — -’L'|) - iBz‘j] :
where the following notations are used:

2x3;
= N (F R |y —
Pij Vi+Vj( i) |y —
x 31— R el
Ry (val‘-’ + va]”-)
Vi +Vj
- { oz Wit y) - (“ij+“?Vi)}}’
ij
A?j = 4®2X12jTij‘y - 33|27
(E; — E;)  XijRou (vf' + )

BL - ’
T 2(vi 4+ ) DR (vivy + va;)
c2 — (B: — E;)°
9T ARy, (oo + oY)
7o (YitVi 2 (ROORM — ROURO) 1,1,
T\ Vit 2D*RIVI L, ’
1 1
@2:~77 Vi,j = Vijls 2.:7’
Wl L, sk Xig =13 Ti;
l = (17l)’ Ui7j - (17Vi,jl)7 l y_w

Cly—=|
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All notations not listed here are explained in the main
text. This is a formal generalization of Egs. (62) — (64)
(see also Table 1), which can be of utility, for example,
when analyzing possible experimental implications of
models with “heavy” neutrinos. In practical terms,
this result allows us to quantify the accuracy of the
ultrarelativistic approximation.

We deliberately do not distinguish here the factors
that could be treated as “flavor transition probability”
and “instrumental function”. Recall again that since
all structures in the formula are rotation invariants, the
unit vector I can be oriented in any fixed direction in-
dependent of the vector y —«, for example, along the z
axis of a given coordinate system; then all tensors and
vectors must be written in this very coordinate system.
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