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A bstract

W e present a sim ple but generaltreatm ent ofneutrino oscillations in the fram ework of

quantum m echanicsusing plane waves and intuitive wave packetprincipleswhen necessary.

W eattem pttoclarifysom econfusingstatem entsthathaverecentlyappeared in theliterature.

The quantum m echanics ofneutrino oscillations have been studied in severalpapers

[1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11]and reviewed in [12,13].Alternative derivationsofneutrino

oscillations in the fram ework ofquantum �eld theory have also been presented in [14,15,

16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23].In spite ofallthese studies,theunderstanding ofthe theory

ofneutrino oscillationsseem sstillunsettled,asonecan seefrom controversialclaim sin the

recentliterature[24,25,26,27,28,29,30].

In thisarticlewewish to clarify som eoftheseissuesusing a sim plequantum m echanical

treatm entofneutrinosasplane waves. A rigoroustreatm entofneutrino oscillationsin the

fram ework ofquantum m echanics requires a wave packet form alism [2]. Here we em ploy

som eofitsprinciplesonly when necessary,withouttechnicaldetails(see[3,9,12,13]).

Neutrino oscillations are a consequence ofneutrino m ixing and the fact that neutrino

m assesarevery sm all.Neutrino m ixing im pliesthattheleft-handed com ponents��L ofthe

avorneutrino �elds(� = e;�;�)1 aresuperpositionsofthe left-handed com ponents�kL of

neutrino �eldswith de�nitem assm k (k = 1;2;3):

��L =

3X

k= 1

U�k �kL (� = e;�;�); (1)

1 W econsiderforsim plicityonlythethreeactiveneutrinoavorswhoseexistenceis�rm lyestablished (see,

forexam ple,Ref.[31]). However,the form alism is valid forany num berofneutrinos,including additional

sterileneutrinoswhoseexistenceisunderinvestigation (see,forexam ple,Refs.[32,33]).

The avorofan active neutrino (�e,��,��)isdeterm ined by the associated lepton (e,�,�)in charged-

current weak interactions. Sterile neutrinos do not feelweak interactions,as wellas electrom agnetic and

strong interactions(asactiveneutrinos);they aresensitiveonly to gravitationalinteractions.
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whereU isa unitary m atrix (UU y = U yU = 11),i.e.such that

X

k

U�kU
�
�k = ��� ; (2)

X

�

U
�
�kU�j = �kj: (3)

A neutrino with de�niteavorisdescribed by thestate

j��i=
X

k

U
�
�k j�ki; (4)

such that

h0j�� j��i=
X

k;j

U�kU
�
�jh0j�k j�ji/

X

k

U�kU
�
�k = ��� ; (5)

where we used h0j�k j�ji / �kj. The state describing a avor antineutrino has com plex-

conjugated elem entsofthem ixingm atrix with respecttotheavorneutrinostatein Eq.(4):

j���i=
X

k

U�k j��ki: (6)

This im plies that the oscillations ofneutrinos and antineutrinos are di�erent only ifthe

m ixing m atrix iscom plex (i.e.only ifthereisCP violation).

Letusconsider�� produced attim e tP and space coordinate2 xP by a weak interaction

processwith a speci�cavor� (� = e;�;�).Thisneutrino isdescribed by a statej P
�ithat

isa superposition ofneutrino stateswith de�nitekinem aticalproperties:

j P

�i=
X

k

U
�
�k j�k;pki: (7)

Thestatej�k;pkidescribesaneutrinowith m assm k and m om entum pk.Itisaproductofthe

statesj�kiand jpkibelongingtotheavor-m assand m om entum Hilbertspaces,respectively:

j�k;pki= j�kijpki: (8)

In generalthe m om enta ofdi�erentm asseigenstates can be di�erent,and they are deter-

m ined by energy-m om entum conservation in the production process [34]. Forexam ple,in

thecaseofa m uon neutrino produced by a pion decay atrest,

�
+ ! �

+ + �� ; (9)

them om entum ofthekth m asseigenstateis

p
2

k =
m 2

�

4

�

1�
m 2

�

m 2
�

� 2

�
m 2

k

2

�

1+
m 2

�

m 2
�

�

+
m 4

k

4m 2
�

; (10)

2 Sincedetected neutrinospropagatealongam acroscopicdistance,weconsideronly onespatialdim ension

along the neutrino path.
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with thecorresponding energy given by

E
2

k =
m 2

�

4

�

1�
m 2

�

m 2
�

� 2

+
m 2

k

2

�

1�
m 2

�

m 2
�

�

+
m 4

k

4m 2
�

; (11)

where m � and m � are the m assesofthe pion and m uon,respectively. The m asseigenstate

j�k;pkisatis�estheenergy eigenvalueequation

H j�k;pki= E k j�k;pki; (12)

whereH isthefreeneutrino Ham iltonian.

In practiceneutrinoswith energy sm allerthan som efraction ofM eV arenotdetectable,

eitherbecause theirenergy isbelow threshold in charged-currentprocesses,orbecause the

cross section in elastic scattering processes,which increases with neutrino energy,is too

sm all. Hence,ifallthe neutrino m asses3 are m uch sm allerthan 1 M eV,allthe detectable

neutrinosare extrem ely relativistic and itisconvenientto use a relativistic approxim ation

forthem om entum and energy ofthem asseigenstates.

Atzeroth orderin therelativisticapproxim ation allneutrino m assesareconsidered neg-

ligible and allthe m asseigenstateshave the sam e energy E ,equalto the m odulusoftheir

m om entum : pk = E k = E . The value ofE isdeterm ined by energy-m om entum conserva-

tion in the production process. For exam ple,from Eq.(10) one can see that in the pion

decay process in Eq.(9)we have E = m �

2

�

1�
m 2

�

m 2
�

�

’ 30M eV. Since the energy E k and

m om entum pk ofthek
th m asseigenstatearerelated by therelativisticdispersion relation

E
2

k = p
2

k + m
2

k ; (13)

the�rstordercorrectionstotheequalitiespk = E k = E depend on thesquareoftheneutrino

m assand in generalwecan write

pk ’ E � �
m 2

k

2E
; (14)

where� isa quantity determ ined by energy-m om entum conservation in theproduction pro-

cess.Forexam ple,from Eq.(10)onecan seethatin pion decay � = 1

2

�

1+
m 2

�

m 2
�

�

’ 0:8.Using

therelativisticapproxim ation oftheenergy-m om entum dispersion relation in Eq.(13),

E k ’ pk +
m 2

k

2E
; (15)

from Eq.(14)weobtain thattheenergy E k ofthem asseigenstateneutrino �k at�rstorder

in therelativisticapproxim ation isgiven by

E k ’ E + (1� �)
m 2

k

2E
: (16)

3 Directsearchesofe�ective neutrino m assesin lepton decaysgavethe upperlim itsm �e
. 3eV,m ��

.

190keV,m ��
. 18:2M eV (seeRef.[31]).However,thesum ofthem assesoflightneutrinosisconstrained to

besm allerthan about24eV by theircontribution to thetotalenergy density oftheUniverse(seeRef.[31]).
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Thewavefunction corresponding to theinitialavorstatej P
�iin Eq.(7)is

j P

�(x)i= hxj P

�i=
X

k

U
�
�k hxjpkij�ki=

X

k

U
�
�k e

ipk(x�x P )j�ki; (17)

where we have taken into accountthe initialcoordinate xP ofthe production process. The

tim eevolution ofthewavefunction j P
�(x)iisgiven by theSchr�odingerequation

i
d

dt
j P

�(x;t)i= H j P

�(x;t)i=
X

k

U
�
�k e

ipk(x�x P )E k j�ki; (18)

where we have used the energy eigenvalue equation (12). The solution ofthe evolution

equation is

j P

�(x;t)i=
X

k

U
�
�k e

ipk(x�x P )�iE k(t�tP )j�ki; (19)

where tP is the production tim e. At a tim e di�erent from the production tim e tP and a

coordinatedi�erentfrom theproduction coordinatexP,thestatej 
P
�(x;t)iisasuperposition

ofavor states. Indeed,expressing the m ass eigenstate j�ki in Eq.(19)in term s ofavor

eigenstates,

j�ki=
X

k

U�k j��i (20)

(thisrelation isobtained by inverting Eq.(4)using the unitarity relation in Eq.(3)),one

obtains

j P

�(x;t)i=
X

�

 
X

k

U
�
�k e

ipk(x�x P )�iE k(t�tP )U�k

!

j��i: (21)

This is a superposition ofdi�erent avor states,which reduces to one avor only at the

production point x = xP,t= tP,where the unitarity relation in Eq.(2) guarantees that

j P
�(x = xP;t= tP)i= j��i.

The term in parenthesis in Eq.(21)is the am plitude of�� ! �� transitions,which is

obtained by projecting j P
�(x = xD ;t= tD )iatthe detection pointspace and tim e,xD and

tD ,on theavorstatej��i:

A �� ! ��
(L;T)= h��j 

P

�(x = xD ;t= tD )i=
X

k

U
�
�k e

ipkL�iE kT U�k; (22)

whereL � xD � xP isthesource-detectordistanceandT � tD � tP istheneutrinopropagation

tim e.

Here it is to be em phasized that the detection process is described only by the avor

state j��i,with no need to express the detected neutrino state asa superposition ofm ass

eigenstateswith di�erentm om enta.Thisisdue to the principle ofcausality,which im plies

that di�erent m ass eigenstates with di�erent m om enta created in the production process
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determ ine their own kinem atics in the detection process where they are detected. The

corresponding di�erentm om enta ofthe particles participating to the detection processdo

notspoilthecoherence oftheprocessifthey arewithin them om entum uncertainty dueto

thelocalization ofthedetection process(through theuncertainty principle).

Theprobability of�� ! �� transitionsis

P�� ! ��
(L;T)= jA �� ! ��

(L;T)j2; (23)

leading to

P�� ! ��
(L;T)=

X

k

jU�kj
2jU�kj

2 + 2Re
X

k> j

U
�
�kU�kU�jU

�
�je

i(pk�p j)L�i(E k�E j)T : (24)

Itisclearthatthetransition probabilityatthedetectordependsonly on theneutrinom ixing

m atrix and on them om entum and energy di�erencesofthem asseigenstates,which aredue

totheirm assdi�erences.Invoking now therelativisticapproxim ationsin Eqs.(14)and (16),

weobtain

P�� ! ��
(L;T)=

X

k

jU�kj
2jU�kj

2

+ 2Re
X

k> j

U
�
�kU�kU�jU

�
�j exp

�

� i�
�m 2

kj

2E
L � i(1� �)

�m 2

kj

2E
T

�

; (25)

with them ass-squared di�erences�m 2

kj � m2k � m2j.

Equation (25)gives the oscillation probability asa function ofthe distance L between

a source and a detectorand the neutrino traveltim e T. However,in realexperim ents,the

neutrino traveltim eisnotm easured,butthesource-detectordistanceisknown.Therefore,

theneutrino traveltim eT m ustbeexpressed in term softhedistanceL.To accom plish this

task itisnecessary to go beyond theplanewaveapproxim ation em ployed so farand rem ind

thatthepropagating m asseigenstateneutrinosm ustbedescribed by wavepackets.Indeed,

a plane wave hasan in�nite space-tim e extent,whereasneutrino production and detection

arelocalized processes,thatareappropriately described by thewave packetform alism .W e

associate each m asseigenstate,which haswellde�ned kinem aticalproperties,with a wave

packet. The spatialwidth ofthe neutrino wave-packets is determ ined by the m axim um

between the quantum uncertaintiesofthe position and tim e ofthe m icroscopic production

process(seeRef.[9]).Thewavepacketspropagatewith thegroup velocity

vk =
pk

E k

’ 1�
m 2

k

2E 2
; (26)

wherewehaveused therelativisticapproxim ations(14)and (16).Thedi�erentm asseigen-

statescan interfereifthey overlap upon theirarrivalatthedetectororifthecoherencetim e

ofthe detection process is larger than the tim e separation between the m ass eigenstates

[5,8,9]. In any case,from Eq.(26) one can see that the arrivaltim e at the detector of

them asseigenstatewave packetsisequalto thesource-detectordistance4 plusa correction

4 W e use naturalunitsin which c= ~ = 1.
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proportionalto m 2

k=E
2.Sincethephasein theneutrino oscillation probability in Eq.(25)is

already proportionalto �m 2

kj=E ,the correction to the relation T = L givesa contribution

ofhigherorder,which can be neglected. One m ay objectthatsince thiscorrection isalso

proportionalto the distance L,itisnotnegligible when (�m 2

kjL=E )(m
2

k=E
2)& 1. Thisis

true. However,one m ustobserve thatin practice neutrino oscillationsare observable only

when thephase(�m 2

kjL=E )isoforderone.Thisisdueto thefactthatallneutrino beam s

havea spread in energy,alldetectorshavea �niteenergy resolution and thesource-detector

distance hasa m acroscopic uncertainty due to the sizesofthe source and detector. W hen

theoscillation phaseism uch largerthan one,theaveragesovertheneutrino energy and the

source-detectordistancewash outtheoscillating term .Ifallthephasesarelargeand allthe

oscillating term sarewashed out,thererem ainsonly a constanttransition probability given

by the�rstterm in Eq.(25):

hP�� ! ��
i=

X

k

jU�kj
2jU�kj

2
: (27)

Therefore,theobservability ofneutrino oscillationsguaranteesthat(�m 2

kjL=E )(m
2

k=E
2)�

1 and thecorrection to therelation T = L isnegligible.

Another correction to the relation T = L is due to the �nite tim e intervalin which

the wave packets overlap with the detection process and to the �nite coherence tim e of

the detection process. One should average the oscillation probability in Eq.(25)over the

resulting totaltim e interval�tD . However,since the tim e interval�tD ischaracteristic of

a m icroscopic process,it is always m uch sm aller than the m acroscopic propagation tim e

T ’ L. If this property were not satis�ed, oscillations could not be observed because

they would be washed outby the average over tim e. As m entioned above,since neutrino

oscillationsare observable only when the phase (�m 2

kjT=E )isoforderone,the correction

(�m 2

kj�tD =E ) � 1 is always negligible. In other words,the phase ofthe oscillations is

practically constant in the tim e interval�tD and the average over such a tim e intervalis

equivalentto theapproxim ation T = L.

From Eq.(25),theappropriateapproxim ation T = L leadsto thetransition probability

P�� ! ��
(L)=

X

k

jU�kj
2jU�kj

2 + 2Re
X

k> j

U
�
�kU�kU�jU

�
�j exp

�

� i
�m 2

kj

2E
L

�

; (28)

asa function ofthe source-detector distance L m easured in realexperim ents. This is the

standard oscillation form ula derived m ore than 20 yearsago [35,36,37,1]. Notice thatas

a result ofthe T = L relation,� has m agically disappeared,leading to the independence

ofthe neutrino oscillation probability from the speci�c details ofthe production process.

From Eq.(28)onecan seethatthereisan oscillating term associated with each pairofm ass

eigenstatesk > j and thecorresponding oscillation length is

Lkj =
4�E

�m 2

kj

: (29)

Since the state in Eq.(6) describing a avor antineutrino has com plex-conjugated el-

em ents ofthe m ixing m atrix with respect to the avor neutrino state,the probability of
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��� ! ��� oscillationsisgiven by Eq.(28)with com plex-conjugated elem ents ofthe m ixing

m atrix.Theoscillation lengthsofneutrinosand antineutrinosareequal.

Som e com m entsarein orderforthe clari�cation ofthe derivation ofthe neutrino oscil-

lation probability in Eq.(28):

1) Theinitialneutrino statein Eq.(7)isa coherentsuperposition ofm asseigenstates.This

ispossible because neutrino m assesare sm alland the di�erencesbetween the m om enta

ofdi�erentm asseigenstatesissm allerthan them om entum uncertainty oftheproduction

process due to its localization in space. Denoting the spatialintervalofthe source by

�x P,we have the m om entum uncertainty �p P � 1=�xP and the two m asseigenstates

�k,�j are em itted coherently ifjpk � pjj. �p P. Using Eq.(14)one getsthe condition

j�m 2

kjj. 2E �p P=�.Forexam ple,assum ing �x P . 1cm in theprocessin Eq.(9)ofpion

decay atrest,weobtain thecoherencecondition j�m 2

kjj. 102eV 2,which iswellsatis�ed

by neutrino m assesbelow eV ranges.

Ifthem om entum uncertainty in theproduction processistoosm all,di�erentm asseigen-

statesareem itted incoherently bythesourceand neutrinosdonotoscillate.Thishappens

ifthem om enta oftheparticlesin theproduction processarem easured with such a high

accuracy to the extent that one can determ ine which neutrino m ass eigenstate is pro-

duced. In thiscase �x P & 2E =�j�m 2

kjj� Losckj ,i.e. the uncertainty in the localization

ofthe source is larger than the oscillation length [2]. It is obvious that in this case it

is notpossible to m easure neutrino oscillations. Analogous considerations apply to the

detection process.

2) W ehaveassum ed thatallthem asseigenstatesareproduced atthesam espace-tim epoint

(xP;tP)and detected atthe sam e space-tim e point(xD ;tD ). Since both the production

and detection processeshave uncertaintiesin space and tim e,di�erentm asseigenstates

can beproduced and detected coherently atdi�erentlocationsin space and tim e within

theuncertainties,generating interferencesresponsibleforneutrino oscillations.However,

onem ustpay specialattention to thecoherentcharacteroftheproduction and detection

processes.Inotherwords,thereisawell-de�ned phaserelationbetween thewavefunctions

ofneutrinosproduced (detected)within the spatialand tem poralcoherence intervalsof

theproduction (detection)process.

Letus�rstconsidereach m asseigenstate neutrino �k produced ata di�erentspace-tim e

point(xk
P
;tk
P
),with jxk

P
� xPj. �x P and jtk

P
� tPj. �tP. Since the com ponentofthe

neutrino �eld thatcreates the corresponding m asseigenstate in the production process

oscillates in space-tim e with a phase determ ined by the energy E k and m om entum pk,

theinitialphasedi�erencebetween thewavefunction ofthekth m asseigenstateneutrino

produced at(xk
P
;tk
P
)and thatproduced at(xP;tP)is

�� k
P
= pk

�

x
k
P
� xP

�

� Ek
�

t
k
P
� tP

�

: (30)

Then,thephaseat(x;t)ofthewavefunction ofthekth m asseigenstateneutrinoproduced

atxk
P
and tim etk

P
is

�k(x;t)= �� k
P
+ pk(x � x

k
P
)� Ek(t� t

k
P
)= pk(x� xP)� Ek(t� tP); (31)
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i.e. the sam e asthatofthe wave function ofthe kth m asseigenstate neutrino produced

atxP and tim etP,used in Eq.(19).

Letusconsidernow each m asseigenstateneutrino �k detected ata corresponding space-

tim e point(xk
D
;tk
D
),with jxk

D
� xD j. �x D and jtk

D
� tD j. �tD .The incom ing neutrino

wavefunction is

j P

�(x
k
D
;t
k
D
)i=

X

k

U
�
�k e

ipk(x
k
D
�x P )�iE k(t

k
D
�tP )j�ki: (32)

Sincethecom ponentoftheneutrino �eld �k thatdestroysthecorresponding m asseigen-

state in the detection process oscillates in space-tim e with a phase determ ined by the

energy E k and m om entum pk,itsphasedi�erencebetween thepoints(x
k
D
;tk
D
)and (xD ;tD )

is

�� k
D
= pk

�

x
k
D
� xD

�

� Ek
�

t
k
D
� tD

�

: (33)

Thisim pliesthatthe detected neutrino in a �� ! �� oscillation experim entisno longer

described by a sim pleavorstatej��iasin Eq.(22),butby thestate

j D

� (x
k
D
;t
k
D
)i=

X

k

U
�
�k e

i� �k
D j�ki; (34)

which takesinto accountthecoherenceoftheprocess.Theam plitudeof�� ! �� transi-

tionsturnsoutto be

A �� ! ��
= h D

� (x
k
D ;t

k
D)j 

P

�(x
k
D ;t

k
D )i=

X

k

U
�
�k e

ipkL�iE kT U�k ; (35)

which is equalto the standard am plitude in Eq.(22). This m echanism allows the in-

terference ofdi�erentm asseigenstateseven when thecorresponding wave packetsdo no

overlap,butarriveatthedetectorwithin thecoherencetim eintervalofthedetection pro-

cess[5,8,9].Clearly,in thiscasethedi�erentm asseigenstatesaredetected atdi�erent

tim es,butthecoherenceofthedetection processallowsthem to interfere.

3) In the sim ple plane wave approach that we have adopted above,there is no indication

ofa coherence length for neutrino oscillations [38]. The reason for the existence ofa

coherencelength isthateach m assiveneutrino propagatesasa wavepacketwith itsown

group velocity. The overlap ofdi�erentwave packetsdecreaseswith increasing distance

from the source,untileventually they separate. Fordistanceslargerthan the coherence

length,twowavepacketsarriveatthedetectorseparated byatim eintervallargerthan the

coherence tim e ofthe detection process.In thiscase thecorresponding m asseigenstates

cannotinterfereand theoscillationsaresuppressed.Hence,in generalthereisacoherence

length associated with each pairofm asseigenstates.Atdistanceslargerthan thelargest

coherencelength onecan onlym easuretheaveraged constantprobabilityin Eq.(27).This

canbecalculated usingthewavepacketform alism inthefram eworkofquantum m echanics

[3,9]orquantum �eld theory [15,18]. However,one can estim ate the coherence length

in the following sim ple way,as done in Ref.[38]. Using the group velocity form ula in
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Eq.(26),theseparation ofthekth and jth m asseigenstatewave packetsaftertraveling a

tim eT corresponding to a distanceL is

j�x kjj= jvk � vjjT ’
j�m 2

kjj

2E
L : (36)

The size of the m ass eigenstate wave packets is given by the m axim um between the

spatialand tem poralcoherence widths ofthe production process. Denoting by �x the

m axim um between the size of the m ass eigenstate wave packets and the spatialand

tem poralcoherence widths ofthe detection process,the interference is suppressed for

j�x kjj& �x,leading to thecoherence length

L
coh

kj �
2E �x

j�m 2

kj
j
: (37)

Forn m assiveneutrinostherearen(n� 1)=2oscillatingterm sintheprobabilityinEq.(28),

each onewith itsoscillation length in Eq.(29)and coherencelength in Eq.(37).

Severalcontroversialand often m isleading statem ents and derivations ofthe neutrino

oscillation form ula have recently appeared in the literature. Let us com m ent on som e of

them :

A) The traditionalderivation ofthe neutrino oscillation probability [1]is based on the as-

sum ption thatallthe m ass eigenstates have a com m on m om entum pk = pj = E . This

isoften called \equalm om entum " treatm entofneutrino oscillations.From Eq.(14)one

can see thatthe equalm om entum assum ption isequivalentto assum ing � = 0,i.e. this

caseissim ply a particularcaseofthegeneralkinem aticalrelationsin Eqs.(14)and (16).

Since the derivation ofthe neutrino oscillation form ula in Eq.(28)doesnotdepend on

thevalueof�,itisclearthattheequalm om entum assum ption isan acceptableone.

B) Ithasbeen argued [24]thatneutrinoscreated by ade�niteweak-interaction processm ust

haveade�niteavorattheproduction pointatalltim es.From Eq.(19)onecan seethat

thisispossibleonly ifallthem asseigenstateshavethesam eenergy,E k = E j = E .Based

on thisconsiderations,theauthorsofRef.[24]claim thatthe\equalenergy" assum ption

isthe correctone.However,since the production processhasuncertaintiesboth in tim e

and space,one could claim aswellthatneutrinoscreated by a de�nite weak-interaction

processm usthaveade�niteavoroverallthespatialregion oftheproduction pointatan

initialtim e(orduringthecoherencetim e).From Eq.(19)onecan seethatthisispossible

only ifallthe m ass eigenstates have the sam e m om entum ,pk = pj = E ,justifying the

equalm om entum assum ption.Sinceenergyand m om entum satisfythedispersion relation

E 2

k = p2k+ m
2

k,di�erentm asseigenstatescannothavesim ultaneously thesam eenergy and

m om entum .Hence,itisclearthattheequalenergyassum ption isasarbitraryastheequal

m om entum assum ption,being yetanotherspecialcase,� = 1,ofthegeneralkinem atical

relationsin Eqs.(14)and (16).Obviously,theequalenergy assum ption leadstothesam e

oscillation form ula in Eq.(28)thatwehavederived withoutarbitrary assum ptions.
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C) Ithas been claim ed thatthere is a \factoroftwo am biguity" in the oscillation lengths

[24,30]. This am biguity arises from the observation that the propagation tim e T in

Eq.(24) is not com m on am ong the di�erent m ass eigenstates,but one should take a

di�erent propagation tim e Tk for each m ass eigenstate,given by Tk = L=vk,where vk
isthe group velocity in Eq.(26). In thiscase the phase in the k{j interference term is

�kj = (pk� pj)L� (EkTk� EjTj).In therelativisticapproxim ation E kTk ’ pkL+ m
2

kL=E ,

leadingto�kj = �m 2

kjL=E .Onecan seethatthephasesaretwiceaslargeasthestandard

onesin Eq.(28),givingoscillation lengthsthatareahalfofthestandard onesin Eq.(29).

Thisisthe claim ed factoroftwo am biguity5. The confusion in thisderivation isthatit

does not take into account the fact thatdi�erent m ass eigenstates arriving at di�erent

tim esatthe detectorm ustbe absorbed coherently by the detection process in orderto

interfere. Hence,there is a phase relation ofthe detection process that m ust be taken

into account,asdiscussed in item 2 above.Thisrestoresthem issing factoroftwo in the

oscillation lengths.

D) Asavariantoftheequalm om entum and equalenergy assum ptions,a\equalvelocity"as-

sum ption hasbeen proposed [29,11,30].Sim plekinem aticsdoesnotallow thispossibility

[45].Indeed,vk = vj im pliesthatpk=E k = pj=E j.Taking thesquareofthisrelation and

usingtheenergy-m om entum dispersion relation p2k = E 2

k� m2k,one�ndsm k=m j = E k=E j.

Thisequality cannotbetruein a realexperim ent,sinceE k=E j ’ 1,whereasm k=m j m ay

beextrem ely sm allorlarge.

E) Ithasbeen argued thata wave packettreatm entofneutrino oscillationsisunnecessary

when neutrinosareem itted by a source thatisstationary in tim e[25].In thisargum ent

there is confusion between m icroscopic and m acroscopic stationarity. In practice m ost

neutrino sources(asthe sun,ora reactor,ora supernova)can be considered to be sta-

tionary sourcesofneutrinos.However,them icroscopicprocessesthatgenerateneutrinos

in thesesourcescannotbeconsidered stationary,becauseeach m icroscopicprocessisable

to em itneutrino wavesonly fora �niteintervaloftim e,thecoherencetim ethatwehave

denoted aboveby �tP.Hence,to understand thephysicsofneutrino oscillations,a wave

packet treatm ent is necessary. W e have seen above that a wave packet description of

the propagating m asseigenstatesiscrucialforthe determ ination ofthe correctrelation

between theneutrinopropagation tim eand thesource-detectordistance.Thenecessity to

establish such a connection isavoided in Ref.[25]by assum ing thatallm asseigenstates

have the sam e energy. However,we have shown in item 2 above that in generalsuch

assum ption isnotjusti�ed (the stationarity argum ent given in Ref.[25]obviously does

notapply to them icroscopicproduction process).

F) In neutrino oscillation experim ents neutrinos are usually produced through charged-

current weak processes together with a charged lepton (see,for exam ple,Eq.(9)). It

5 A sim ilaram biguity hasbeen claim ed to existin the case ofkaon oscillationsin Refs.[39,40,41,42].

The authorsofRefs.[43,44]tried to solve thisproblem arguing thatthe interference between the K L and

K S com ponentsshould be calculated atthe sam e tim e and the sam e space point. However,thisargum ent

doesnothold because,asdiscussed in Ref.[8],the coherentcharacterofthe detection processfora �nite

space-tim eintervalallowswavefunctionsatdi�erentspace-tim esto interfere(see item 2 above).
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is naturalto ask ifalso the charged lepton has som e kind ofoscillatory behavior. In

principle,avoroscillationsofcharged leptonswould bepossibleiftheirm asseswerevery

close so asto beproduced coherently,and iftherewere som e otherm eans,besidesm ea-

surem entofm ass,todistinguish di�erentcharged lepton avors.However,sincethesetwo

requirem entsarenotsatis�ed in therealworld,thereareno avoroscillationsofcharged

leptons.Notice,in particular,thatcharged leptonsarede�ned by theirm ass,which isthe

only property thatdistinguishesam ong charged lepton avors6.In otherwords,avoris

m easured through m ass.Thatiswhy charged leptonsarede�ned asm asseigenstates.

In Refs.[26,27,28]ithasbeen claim ed thattheprobability to detectthecharged lepton

oscillatesin space-tim e7.Thisclaim hasbeen refuted in Ref.[7].TheauthorsofRef.[26]

presented aproofthattheoscillation in space-tim eoftheprobabilitytodetectthecharged

lepton isa consequence ofthe oscillation in space-tim e ofthe probability to detect the

neutrino.Butitiswellknown thattheprobability to detecttheneutrino,irrespectiveof

itsavor,doesnotoscillate in space-tim e. Thisproperty isusually called \conservation

ofprobability" or\unitarity" and isrepresented m athem atically by the generalrelation
P

�
P�� ! ��

= 1.Hence,theargum entpresented in Ref.[26]actually provesthatcharged

leptonsdo notoscillate!

In conclusion,we havepresented a sim ple butgeneraltreatm entofneutrino oscillations

in aquantum m echanicalfram eworkusingplanewavesand intuitivewavepacketsargum ents

when necessary. W e have shown thatthe standard neutrino oscillation form ula in Eq.(28)

can be derived without arbitrary assum ptions as \equalm om entum " or \equalenergy".

W e also tried to clarify som e confusing statem ents on the quantum m echanics ofneutrino

oscillationsthathaverecently appeared in theliterature.
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