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Abstract. Argum entscontinueto appearin the literature concerning the validity ofthe

standard oscillation form ula.W e point out som e m isunderstandings and try to explain

in sim ple term sourviewpoint.

PACS. 12.15.F { 14.60.Pq

Two ofthe present authors (S.D.L and P.R.) together with G .C.Ducaticriticized a few years

ago[1]thederivationsoftheso-calledstandard oscillation form ula(SO F)which wasthen,and rem ains

to thisdate,thebasisform ostofthephenom enology ofneutrino m asses[2].Theobjectionsthen were

thatthe derivationsofthe SO F in the literature were based upon invalid approxim ations[3].To be

m orespeci�ctheplane-wavederivations(which arecertainly thesim plest)in generalignored thedif-

ferentvelocitiesofthe neutrino m asseigenstates.Itisexactly these di�erentvelocitiesthatproduce

slippage am ongstthem ass-eigenstatewave-packetsand eventually lead to decoherence(when oscilla-

tion ceases).An exam ple ofsuch a calculation ofthe phase di�erence which m akesthe assum ptions

t� L and �p� �E is

�(E t� pL ) = t�E � L �p � t(�E � �p)� t
�m 2

2 �E
: (1)

However,ifoneallowsforthedi�erentvelocitiesin thespaceinterval(tconstanthereand t�v =

�L 6= 0)an extra factoroftwo appearsin theneutrino oscillation phase[1,3]

�(E t� pL) = t�E � �L �p� �p�L = t(�E � �v�p� �p�v) � t
�m 2

�E
: (2)

In ref.[1],weshowed thatto obtain rigorously theSO F oneneeded theassum ption ofequalvelocities.

Atthispointwe com m itted perhapsan ingenuity by praising the aesthetic value ofequalvelocities

and this has labelled us in the eyes ofsom e as the proponents ofthis hypothesis.Som e have even

claim ed thatwe believe both in an extra factoroftwo and in equalvelocities,notwithstanding the

factthatthey arein clearcontradiction.

Independently and laterthe equalvelocity scenario wassuggested in Ref.2(ref.[1]in thispaper).

The authorsofRef.2 considerthisscenario as\aesthetically the m ostpleasing".They proclaim ed

itastheir\preferred choice" in particularbecauseitleadsto thefrequency ofneutrino oscillations

twiceaslargeasthe standard one-ref.[4],
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seealso

...the scenario ofequalvelocities oftwo m ass eigenstates is preferred in ref.[1](ref.[5]in this

paper)to thatofequalenergies...-ref.[6].

In a recent work on wave packets [5],we identi�ed the source ofthe extra factor oftwo in the

plane-wave form alism .Itisa consequence ofthe im plicitassum ption thatthe avoureigenstate ��
isidentical,including henceitsphase,atallpointsin the creation process,

�� = cos��1 + sin��2 :

This m ay seem very reasonable,but it is not naturalin the wave-packetform alism .In fact,within

the wave-packetform alism ,the avoreigenstate is notunique at allpoints ofcreation.Each point

is associated with an appropriate x-dependent phase.For exam ple,for gaussian wave packets with

spread an,in the �a = �p = 0 scenario (with instantaneouscreation)

 (x;0)�� =

�
2

�a2

� 1

4

exp

�

�
x2

a2

�

exp[ip0 x] [cos��1 + sin��2 ] :

Thus,the avourstate atdi�erentpointsarecharacterized by an x-dependentphase,speci�cally by

the plane-wavefactor:

exp[ip0 x] :

In the case ofdi�erent velocities ofthe m ass-eigenstates,interference occurs between wave packet

com ponents corresponding to di�erentinitialwave packetpoints.Thus,the �naloverlapping inter-

ference pointscarry with them whatwe callan initialphase di�erence.Thisinitialphase di�erence

com pensates for the term �p�L in Eq.(2),and hence elim inates the extra factor oftwo,giving the

standard oscillation phase(see Section IIIofref.[5]fora detailed discussion).

In ref.[5],weconcluded thatwithin thewavepacketform alism thestandard oscillation form ula is

notonly exactin thecaseofequalvelocities(no slippage)butalso a good approxim ation in allcases

in which m inim alslippageoccursbetween them asswavepackets.Also in ref.[5],weconfronted a long

standing diatribein theliteraturebetween equalm om entum advocatesand equalenergy advocatesof

which O kun isthem ostferventproponent.The�p = 0hypothesishasam athem atical"advantage",it

allowsone(in thewavepacketform alism )to createata given instanta avoureigenstatewavepacket

overan extended region.Flavoureigenstate creation is the starting point in oscillation phenom ena

(for kaonsstrong hypercharge playsthe role thatlepton avourplays forneutrinos).Unfortunately

there isno physicalfram e in which �p = 0,ascan easily beshown [5].In thephysicalcasesin which

�p 6= 0 itisby no m eanstrivialto create a pure avoureigenstate wave function.In fact,one m ust

allow for creation tim es which depend upon the creation point,so that at no �xed instant willwe

havea avoureigenstateatallpoints(the "other" partofthe wavepackethaving evolved).

The �E = 0 fram esdo existand so are a legitim ate choice offram e,even ifthey don’thappen

to coincide with the laboratory fram e in any ofthe experim ents,asshown by sim ple kinem atics.As

an aside,without im plying any preference,we note that only the equalvelocities case �v = 0 is

fram e independent.This is a consequence ofthe fact that the Lorentz transform ation ofvelocities

is m ass independent.Ifdecoherence neveroccurs forone observerit neveroccurs for any observer.

The�E = 0 caseisa choiceoffram e,and sinceoscillation m easurem entm ustbefram eindependent,

we see no reason why calculationsare notm ade in a m anifestly Lorentz invariantm anneri.e.in an

arbitrary fram e.

Contrary to another ofthe criticism s ofO kun et.al.[6],we have never assum ed interference

between wave packets at di�erent space-tim e points.W e have always assum ed and stated that the

m easurem entprocessism adeata singlespace-tim epoint(an idealization).Atm ost,thetheoretician

willhaveto averageoverthem asseigenstatewave-functions.However,thesam ecannotbesaid about

the creation process.The wavefunction isextended in space.Indeed the use ofa plane-wave(which

isa fourm om entum eigenstate)im plicitly assum esa su�cientspatialextension ofthewavefunction

to perm itoneto ignoretheHeisenberg m om entum uncertainties(�p = 0).Asforthetim eneeded for

thecreation ofa wavepacket,thisalso existsin general.In facteven ifthereexisted a fram ein which

creation whereinstantaneous,anotherobserverwould "see" a �nitetim eforcreation.Thisisa direct

consequenceofLorentztransform ationsfornon-point-likeentities.Hencetheorigin oftheappearance
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ofm ultiple tim esand distancesin ourpapers.O bviously,with di�erentvelocitiesitisim possible to

use a single distance-intervaland tim e-interval.Furtherm ore,to create a pure avoureigenstate we

areobliged,in general,to useboth m ultiple distancesand tim es.Thereisin thisno contradiction to

quantum m echanics.

In the �gure,we illustrate thisin pictorialform .The two setsoflinesrepresentpartsofa wave

function for di�erent m ass eigenstates.The vertically separation is only for design purposes.They

m ust be im agined initially overlapping.The cross on the axis represents the m easuring instrum ent

in the laboratory.The slippage ofwave packetsleads,atthe tim e ofm easurem ent,to the situation

shown on theRHS wherehorizontalslippagehasoccurred.Even assum ing a com m on tim eofcreation

t= 0 and ofm easurem entt= T,itisobviousthattherearetwo di�erentspatialintervalsL 1 and L2

asdisplayed in the �gure.There isno sense in a com m on "spatialvelocity" vs in contradiction with

di�erentparticlevelocitiesv1 and v2,asconsidered by O kun etal.[6]in theirappendix (item 2).
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W e have also em phasised in our preprint [5]that the oscillation phase,and hence oscillation

form ula,should depend upon the details ofthe wave-packet shape and dim ensions,things about

which we have little inform ation.Again only the equalvelocity case stands out as an exception to

this.This m eans thata single oscillation form ula willnotbe valid forallexperim ents.This should

berem em bered ifinconsistencieswith theSO F areencountered beforeinvoking m oreexoticsolutions

(such assterileneutrinos).W ebelievetheSO F isagood approxim ation in thecaseofm inim alslippage

between the wave-functionsi.e.when

t�v(� L �v)� a [wherea isthe wavespread]:

O therwiseoneusesthe SO F only on faith.

Finally,with respecttothecriticism thatin adiscussion aboutpion decay intom uon and neutrino

wehaveadopted a m ixed avourneutrino,

Anothererroneous statem entof[1](ref.[5]in this paper) is thatin the decay � ! ��,the �

denotesa m ixture of�� and �e -ref.[6],

thisissim ply nottrue.Itisan incrediblecriticism sincethem ajorpartofourarticle[5]isdevoted to

the question ofguaranteeing pure avourcreation.
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