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In dense neutrino system s, such as found In the early Universe, or near a supemova core, neutrino
avor evolution is a ected by coherent neutrino-neutrino scattering. It has been recently suggested
that m any-particle quantum entanglem ent e ectsm ay play an essential role in these system s, poten—
tially ilnvalidating the traditional description in tem s of a set of shgleparticlke evolution equations.
W e m odel the neutrino system by a system of interacting spins, follow Ing an earlier work which
showed that such a spin system can in som e cases be solved exactly [l]. W e extend this work by
constructing an exact analytical solution to a m ore general spin system , including initial states w ith
asym m etric spin distribution and, m oreover, not necessarily aligned along the sam e axis. O ur soli—
tion exhibits a rich set of behaviors, ncluding coherent oscillations and dephasing and a transition
from the classical to quantum regin es. W e argue that the classical evolution of the spin system
captures the entire coherent behavior of the neutrino system , while the quantum e ects in the spin
system capture som e, but not all, of the neutrino incoherent evolution. By com paring the spin and
neutrino system s, we nd no evidence for the violation ofthe accepted onebody description, though
the argum ent involves som e subtleties not appreciated before. T he analysis in thispaperm ay apply

to other two-state system s beyond the neutrino eld.

PACS num bers:

I. NTRODUCTION

In m any neutrino system s that are currently studied
the rate of Incoherent interactions is low enough to be
com pltely negligble, yet coherent interactions (refrac-
tion) play an in portant, even crucial role. A classical
exam ple is provided by the case of solar neutrinos: these
neutrinos hardly scatter inside the Sun; nevertheless,
their coherent interactionsw ith the solarm atterplaysan
essential role In their avor evolution. This is of course
the celebrated M SW theory of neutrino oscillations in
m atter Z,13].

T he classicalM SW theory describes neutrino propaga—
tion in a background of nom alm atter (electrons, neu—
trons, protons). T here are systam s, how ever, where the
num ber densiy of neutrinos them selves exceeds those of
electrons and baryons, such as the early universe, or the
so—called hot bubbl region In an exploding supemova.
Such system s additionally require a theory descrbing
neutrino selfrefraction.

Early Investigations treated the neutrino background
analogously to theM SW theory [4,15]. Pantaleone [J,18],
M Kellar and Thom son [@], and Sigl and Ra el [9]
showed, however, that the neutrino background is dis-
tinguished by an im portant subtlety: the induced m ass
term s in general have nonzero o -diagonal com ponents
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In the avorbasis. Physically, thism eansthat avor can
be aoherently exchanged between the neutrinos.

T he authors of [4, [, 18, 19] constructed the equation
of m otion of the neutrino system by using a onebody
description for each neutrino. This treatm ent crucially
depends on the assum ption that the state of the system
can be factorized into a product of oneparticle states.
If this is not the case and the wavefunctions of individ—
ual neutrinos are entangled, a very di erent treatm ent
may be required. A priori, i is not obvious that neu-—
trinos would not develop such entanglem ent, due to the
o -diagonal nduced m ass tem s. So the question arises
w hether this entanglem ent exists and has a substantial
In pact on the coherent avor evolution of the neutrino
ensam ble. The answer could have a signi cant in pact
on the predictions for the supemova neutrino signal, the
synthesis of heavy elem ents In the supemova, and possi-
bly B ig Bang N uclkosynthesis and coan ology.

T he question was recently exam ined by Friedland &
Lunardini @& L I [10], F&L IT [I]) and by Bell, Raw -
Inson and Sawyer BRS [11]). A1l three papers used a
sin ilar setup, w ith a Ham ittonian that was restricted to
\forw ard scattering" only F]. W hile F& L I argued that
the aoherent part ofthe neutrino evolution should be de-
scribed by the oneparticke form alisn, the BRS paper
reached an opposite conclusion.

To m ake their argum ent, BRS considered the evolu—
tion of a system initially in the avor elgenstates. W ith
this choice, the oneparticle form alisn predicts no coher—
ent avor conversion and thus conversion on the coher—
ent tin e scale in this system would be an indication of
the breakdown of the oneparticle description (presum —
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ably through the form ation of m any-neutrino entangled
states). The num erical calculation performed by BRS
seem ed to suggest the presence of such \fast" conversions,
although the calculations involred a relatively sm allnum —
bers of neutrinos.

F& L IT [I] subsequently solved the neutrino m odel in—
troduced by BR S analytically forthe specialcase ofequal
num bers of each neutrino species and equal strength in—
teractions by m apping neutrino-neutrino interactions to
soin-spin interactions. T he solution in the lim it ofm any
particlesexhibited the equilbration tin e that isprecisely
w hat would be expected from inocoherent scattering. T he
analytical solution thus supported the oneparticle de-
scription of the system .

O ne m ay wonder, however, if the initial state consid—
ered in F& L II, nam ely, equal numbers of spins \up"
and \down" was som ehow gpecial. Could entanglem ent
appears w th a m ore general setup?

In this paper we w ill present a generalization of the
m any-body neutrino m odel introduced In F& L II, in the
hope of understanding the quantum system better. W e
again considera system ofm any neutrinos in which there
are two avor species, so that i m aps to a system of
Interacting spins (thanks to the SU (2) symm etry of the
problem ). W e generalize the m odel to initial states in
which the species are not equally populated and where
the initial states are not necessarily In  avor eigenstates.
W e show that the corresponding soin problem can still
be solved exactly. T he resulting solution exhibits a rich
set of behaviors, as w illbe discussed In the ©llow ing.

Even generalized in this way, the m odel still nvolves
several sin pli cations and it is in portant to spell these
out.

The m odel keeps only forward scattering tem s.
T hus, w hile the m odel should correctly capture co—
herent e ects in a realneutrino system , conclisions
about incoherent scattering e ects in our m odel
m ust be interpreted w ith care.

The momentum degrees of freedom are ignored.
Thee ectsofFem istatisticsarenot included, that
is the physical neutrino system is assum ed to have
a phase—space density much lss than one. This
is indeed satis ed everywhere outside the neutri-
nosphere in a supemova. T he case of the neutrinos
in the early universe m ay be m ore subtle .

T he interaction strength between any two neutri-
nos is taken to be the sam e, ignoring the angular

1 Fora them alneutrino distribution w ith zero chem icalpotential,
the phase space density is given by (exp E =kT) + 1) 1. This
m eans that while the neutrinos on the tail E kT ) are non—
degenerate, those with E . kT are m ildly degenerate. In the
Jater regim e, the present approxim ation m ay be inadequate. O £
course, if the chem ical potential is signi cant, the phase space
density w illbe of order one in som e regions.

distribution of the neutrino m om enta (see later).
The m odel thus ain s to describe the physical sit—
uation In an isotropic neutrino gas and hence m ay
orm ay not capture alle ects that could arise as a
result of very anisotropicm om entum distributions,
such as those suggested in [14,113].

These lin itations and assum ptions should be kept In
m ind when relating the results obtained for the spin sys—
tem to the behavior of a realneutrino gas.

The problem of the avor evolution in dense neu-—
trino system s continues to receive a signi cant am ount

of attention. In addition to the above m entioned pa-—
pers [, 114, 11, 12, 13], the reader is referred to
[14,18,16,17,/14,/19] for recent progress.

II. SETUP AND GOALS
A . The H am iltonian and E igenvalues

W e ollow [L1] and [I] by considering a system con-—
sisting of Interacting m assless neutrinos represented by
plane waves in a box of volume V . Since our prin ary
m otivation is to investigate coherent e ects in the neu-
trino system , in particular, the possbl breakdown of
the one-body approxin ation due to avor exchange, and
not due to spatially dependent m any-body correlations,
we focus on the \forward" neutral current interactions
betw een the neutrinos. In other words, we drop the m o—
m entum degrees of freedom and include only scattering
events that preserve neutrino m om enta and those that
exchange them om enta [d,[10],

Ix®) y@E)i !
Ix®) y @)1 !

Jx ®) y )17 @)
Jx @) y ®)i: @)

In the \usual' case of electrons, protons and neutrons
In the background, the waves scattered forw ard interfere
coherently. For the neutrino background, how ever, this is
not necessarily so and ourm odel, In addition to coherent
e ects, captures som e of the incoherent e ects as well
1, 1d]. The identi cation of coherent and incoherent
e ects willbe discussed at length In what follow s.

ForE m ;o the neutral current interaction Ham il
tonian is
1 0 1
Gr X X
Hine= P= e A Q)

Here the sum is over allk avors. The Ham iltonian
is Invariant undera avor SU (k) symm etry. Let us con—
sider only tw o neutrino species, in which case the symm e-
try becom es SU (2) and the avor space structure ofthe

Interaction becom es equivalent to the interaction
between pairs of spins. A s explicitly shown In F& L TII,



the Interaction energy of two neutrinos, 1 and 2, is pro—
portional to the square of the total angular m om entum
of the corresponding spin system ,

L/\Z
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The coe cient of proportionality dependents on the
Jéejati/e anglke between the neutrino momenta , g =
% 1 cos ) [[]. I a realistic neutrino system , the
couplings are distrbuted according to the distrbution of
the relative angles between neutrino m om enta. In order
tom akeoursystem solvable, wew ill sin plify the problem
and take all the couplings to be the sam e
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Tt ishoped that this sin pli cation preserves the essential

which is related to the square of the total angular m o—
mentum ofthe system [1],
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By com paring Egs. [@) and [@) we nd
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w ith eigenvalues
h i
E ;N ;M )= gJ(J+1)+w ;(9)
w here
Jrnin J Jax; (10)
Jnin = Max(@y my FN=2 M=2j; 11)
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B. Goals

W e are interested In nding the probability, as a func-
tion of tine, P (t), of one of the particles rem aining in
the \spin up" state if it was nitially in the \spin up"
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features of the evolution [1,|11] (see, however, [14,113]).
Henceforth we study this system of Interacting spins to
obtain nform ation about the neutrino system .

W e will consider a system ofN + M spins, such that
hitially N spins allhave a certain ordentation (for de -
niteness, w ithout a loss of generality, \up") and the re—
mainingM soins allhave a certain di erent ordentation.
Att= 0,thus, theN spinscombine in a state ofangular
momentum Jy = N=2 and profction my = N=2, and
the M spins in a state ofangularmomenta Jy = M =2
and progction my . In tem s of the original neutrino
system , we have a system ofN electron neutrinos, ji,
and M neutrinos In som e other state j xi. W e give the
answer or a general j i and then explicitly study two
cases: Jjx1is avor elgenstate j_iand jxiisa avor
superposition state (jeit+ j 1i)= 2.

The Ham iltonian for this system is

1

3
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k= i+ 1

state. A s discussed In [1], the tim e scale w ith which this
probability evolves, toq, tellsusw hether the evolution has
coherent or inooherent nature. In particular, orM = N,
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for coherent and incoherent evolution correspondingly.
In a large soin system the coherent tin e scale is much
shorter then the incoherent one. O ne ofour goalsw illbe
to see which tim escales are present in our solution under
di erent initial conditions.

T he second goal is to com pare the coherent evolution
we nd to the predictions of the oneparticle form alian .
A ccording to this form alian , the coherent evolution ofa
given neutrino is determm ined by the follow ing one-particle
Ham iltonian [1,18]:

j o=
2Gp X
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Here, ; isthe avor state ofthe ith \background" neu-

trino ie. the background is all the neutrinos except for

the one for which the equation is w ritten. E xplicitly, for
i

e

two neutrino species (o and ) j ;i= ¢ . The sum

runs over all \background" neutrinos.



ITII. THE PROBABILITY OF SPIN
PRESERVATION

A . Result

A swe show in this Section, the evolution of our system
can be solved exactly. In the interests of clarity, we begin
by displaying the answer for P (t):

1 e
P1® = > + C )
J=Jn in
Tugx 1
+ (J) coslgt2d + 2)1: 1e)
J=Jn in

The rst two terms in Eq. {[8) give the m ean value
of the probability: P; = 1=2 m eans com plete depolar-
ization, or In the language of the neutrino system , an
equal inocoherent m ixture of the two avors; the second
term thus given the degree of polarization of the m ean
(\equilbrated") state. The last term contains the time
evolution of the system .

The Iim its of the summ ation Jy i, and J, ax are given
in Eq. [ and [J). The coe cients C (J) and )
given by
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The inner products In the last two equations are
C Ebsch-G ordan coe cients, the ob fcts In the parenthe—
ses are 3j-coe cients and those in curly brackets are 67—
coe cients. For de nitions, see, eg., [120].

T he rest of this Section presents two com plem entary
derivations of these results. The derivations are som e~
w hat technicaland the reader prin arily interested in the
analysis of the rich physical properties of the solution
may wish to skip to Sect.[[V] and retum to this Section
later, as needed.

B . Construction of the probability: overview

T his solution can be found in either oftwo ways, both
of which provide im portant, com plem entary physical in—
sights into the spin system . These Insights will prove
very useful later, as we discuss the physical properties of
the solution. A dditionally, one or the otherm ethod m ay
be usefiil for addressing still m ore general spin con gu-—
rations. C orrespondingly, we show both m ethods.

The rst approach is to \split o " the st spin
from the system , so that the rem ainingN + M 1
soins om s \a background" i interacts with. The
solution is constructed by rst coupling the angular

J N=2 1

m om enta of the rem aining spins and then coupling
the rst spin to the resul. Thism ethod generalizes
the idea em ployed in [I], but w ithout relying on the
symm etries speci cto theN = M case.

The second approach is to treat the st spin as
a part of the system . W e solve for the evolution
of all spins that start out in the \up" state. The
solution can be found by observing that even w ith
N & M the system possesses a very high degree
of symm etry: all soins that start out In the same
state evolve in the sam e way. This means, aswe
w ill show , that the problem can be reduced to that
of Just two coupled angularm om enta.

C. M ethod I:splitting o the rst spin

T he outline of this approach is as follows. The tine
evolution ofthe system is easily w ritten down in the ba—
sis of total angular m om entum , since, as explained In
Sect.[d, this is the H am iltonian eigenbasis. C orrespond-
ingly, webegin in Sect [IIIC 1lby constructing the density
m atrix ©r the system in this basis. In Sect.[IIIC 7, this
density m atrix is rotated to a basis in which the st
spin has a welkde ned value. F inally, in Sect.[[IIC 3 the



probability P; () is und.

1. Constructing the m any-ody density m atrix in the total
angular m om entum kasis

Our systam begins (@t tine t= 0) in the state

SO)= Jkimy 1 Ji imwm i: 19)

Recalljy = N =2 isthetotalangularm om entum ofallthe

sodn up particles, each w ith angular m om entum %, and

progction along the 2 direction, my .Also, jy = M =2 is

the angular m om entum of all the background particles,
1

each with angular momentum 35 and profction, my .

Rotating the initial state, Eq.[[3), to the total angular

mom entum (J) basis and evolring it to tin e t, we have,
3 ax
S () = hi ;i ;Jm Jhv il jmyjmy 1
J=Jn in

e F UMM 35 ;4 ;3m i (20)
Hereh ;3 ;Im Ji,; smy;my 1isthe Clkosch-
G ordan coe clent where jy and jy are coupled to the
totalangularm om entum ofthe system J w ith profction
in the 2 direction ofm = my + my .

T he density m atrix isde ned as

©=3s®ihs© & @1)

Hence we have,
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FIG .1: G raphical representation of recoupling. T he diagram
on the left represents the original coupling: the net angular
mom entum (3;) oftheN spoinspointing up and the net angu—
larmom entum (%) ofthe remaining M spins are coupled to
the totalangularm om entum ofthe system (J). T he diagram
on the right represents the new coupling (see m ain text for
description) . k is the m om entum ofN 1 \up" spins.

Here E (J;J O = g @+ 1) JI@% 1)]isthedi erence
between the elgenvaluesE (J;N ;M ) and E (%N ;M ).

2. Construction of the density m atrix in the kasis
;i ogid

To nd the probability of spin preservation it is conve—
nient to again change the basis, thistim e to j%; i g i
% 1 is the state of one of the spin-1/2 particlkes w ith
progction and 7Jj; iisthe stateofM + N 1 rem ain—

Ing particles w ith angular m om enta jand pro fction
The density m atrix in the new basis is constructed in
this subsection and then the probability is found in the
next subsection. W e start w ith the state of Eq. [20), and
transform it to the new basis. W e w illom it the lin itson
the sum m ation signs for the next few equationsbut will
comm ent on these later.

To change to the preferred basis (%; 1 i 1) we
m odify how the angularm om enta couple to the totalan-—
gularm om entum , J . This can be done in any way that is
convenient. W e for the m om ent \rem ove" the st soin
up and combine the N 1 spins up W ith net angular
momentum k = Jy 1=2) and the rem aining M soins
(W ih net angularmom entum Jjy ) Into an obEct wih
angularm om entum j. W e then couple the rem oved spin
and Jj to the totalJ . T herefore j is the result of coupling
i and k. See F ig.[0l or a pictorial interpretation.

The state j v ;v ;J;m 1 is represented In the new
basis as

R N SV
I ide 7Iim i = ha;(k]‘/l )];J](E KikiMidid
3
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The notation @ b)c indicates that a and b
couple to c. Here the recoupling ooe cient

h2;k )33 3 G k)& il ;J i is proportional to
the 6—jcoe cient,



1 1
ha;(kja )3;J j(g K i iJ 1

For a de nition and explanation of 6—j coe cients see
R1]or RA4], Eqg. (108.6). T he right side ofthis coe cient
represents the ordiginal coupling (the left side of Fig.[l).
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changing the coupling.

Rotating from the basis j%;(k M )J3;J;m i to the

T he kft side represents the changed coupling (the right basjsj%; i J3; 1iand substituting k= jy 1=2,we
side of Fig.[ll). The 6—j coe cient is a consequence of have,
|
. R s , , 11 L1 _
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Ji i ) ) ©5)
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j4 J j 32, jjl
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F inally, substituting Eq. B3) into Eq. 20) yields
X ) ) 1.
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Jidi i
-
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Recallthatthe rstN spinsare initially in a statew ith
totalangularm om entum jy = N=2. The iniial state of
the test spin is consequently the sam e as that ofthe other
N 1 particles, \up" ( = +1=2).

. .t 0
o o) = e it BT 0

1 1 ,
h=;9% % °92:9%3%m 1

2 2

Tt isnow sin ple to construct the density m atrix in this
new basis using Eq. 28) and = jS &) ihS k) 3. We
present the density m atrix In com ponent om ,

0
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3. P robability of Spin P reservation

T he probability that the st soin ram ains in the up
state can be found from the density m atrix. In general
the probability ofan eigenvalue a; represented by the op—

eratorA isTr@ ). In this case the operator is diagonal
and hence probabilities are jist the diagonalcom ponents
of the density m atrix. T hese com ponents of the density
m atrix which give probabilities are those where § = 5°,

= Y%and = 9 ie., 1 . Furthem orewe

N

id iz i3



are looking for the probability ofthe st soin rem aining

In the spin up state so that = +%. U sing this infor-
|
X X ) o
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2 27 r2 27
Ji J;39%35;
. 0 ca L1 1
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The third Ckbsch-Gordan coe cient n Eq. (E3),

h %;j;%; J %;j;J;m i, represents the coupling of%
and jto J. ThisgivesJ £ 6 3 6 J+ 2. T
this sam e C kbsch-G ordan notice that we must have
% + = m, so that the summ ation over is unneces—
sary. Analyzing the fourth C lbsch-G ordan coe cient,
h1;9%; °32;39%m i, farther sinpli es the equa-
tion. Thiscoe cient show sthat we coupk 3 and jto J°.

Hencewehave, Jj %jG J%6 j+%.Now i = J+%ther1

J6J° J+ 1,and ifj=J then ¥ 146 &6 J.
Therefre J°= 7 15J7;7+ 1.
Summ ing over J°we nd
3 ax
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J=Jn in 29)
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m ation togetherw ith Eq. [22) we nd the probability to
be
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A Yhough it is not Inm ediately obvious, the answer just
obtained coincidesw ith Egs. [[8), [[@), and [J). Notice
that C' (J) is not the same as C (J) in Eq. [[A) sihce,
unlke Eq. [[d), Eq. B9) does not contain the 1/2 tem .

D . M ethod II:symm etry of the entire system

The second m ethod is based on an observation that
since the coupling strength is the sam e for all spins the
system possessesa very high degree of sym m etry. In par-
ticular, all sopins that start out In the sam e state evolve
In the sasme way (uUp to relabeling). This sin ple ocbser-
vation proves to be very powerful for our analysis: it
m eans that all spins that start out in the \up" state com —
bine in a singke com posite obgct with the angular m o—
mentum L; = N=2 at any moment in time, not just at
t= 0. The same can be said about the rem aining M
soins (L, = M =2). Thus the problem reduces to a text-
book case of just two interacting angularm om enta.

M ore precisely, at any mom ent in tin e, the system
is described as a superposition of states i wih de nie
values of total angular m om entum , J;. Each such state
is obtained as a result of symm etrizations and antisym —
m etrizations of ndividual spin wavefunctions. T he high—
est J state is a com pletely symm etrical com bination,
the next one is cbtained by perform ing one antisym —
m etrization, etc (the general rules are given by Young’s
tableaux). The inportant point is that by symm etry



all soins that started out in the sam e state can only be
symm etrized. That m eans that all spins that started
out In the sam e state can be assembled in a single ob Ect
w ith the total (unchanging in tim e!) angularm om entum .
T his argum ent holds for any t.

Tt is conosptually straightforward to com pute the ex—

pectation value of the operator jz(l) (the z com ponent of

the angularm om entum ofthe st com posite ob fct) at
any m om ent in tin e. T he expectation value of the corre—
soonding operator for each spin, szm , can then be found
by sin ply dividing by N , by sym m etry.

Let us denote the state of the whole system by B (t)i.
A s before, the system evolves according to

3¢ ax .
PIT$ O)ie ** 7

J=Jn in

B Oi= 32)

] %
N

where J, in and Jy ax are given in Egs. [[) and ),
Eg E (J;N ;M )) given in Eq. [@) (the irrelevant con—
stant piece can be dropped).

W e need to nd the probability ofthe st spin being
n the \up" state, P; (t) = 1S )+ 1=241ht+ 1=23 § (©i. &
Hllow s from the de nition of s = 1=2 (3+ 1=2ih+ 1=2
3 1=2ih 1=29 and the complteness relation (j+
1=2iht+ 1=29+ j 1=2ih 1=2j= 1) that this probability
is related to the expectation value of the angular m o—
mentum ofthat spin,

Pi (=0 ©F" P i+ 1=2: (33)
Let usnow com pute hS (t)jsz(l) B ©)i:
3 ax ‘
1S (0)7%hT%9 " TihT $ (0)ie™Er B o0 (34)

J=Jn in J°%=Jn in

T he products hT § (0)i, hS )P are jist the C kbsch—
Gordan coe cientsIN=2;m y ;M =2;my ;T;my + my i,
WN=2;my ;M =2;my ;P%my + my 1 @ ritten so because
they are real). The problem of nding the expecta-—
tion value h1%3" 71 is solved, eg., n R20]. Using Egs.
(1092), (1093), (29.13) there, and the fact that the op—

erator jz(l) isa g= 0 component ofa k = 1 spherical

tensor (see (107.1) of R(] for the exact de nition), we
get

0
W P - (IHNJ+mm) émN me
P A+ 20)a+ 209 N2 3% M =2
J N=2 1
P N=2)N=2+ 1) + 1)
( 19; (35)
where

q max[J;JO] my +my )+ N=2+ M =2
+ min[J; 3%+ 1: 36)
The rst line in Eq. [39) expresses the dependence of

the m atrix elem ent on the z-com ponent of the angular

mom entum of the whole system Eg. (1092) of R2d]).

T he second line contains the dependence of the reduced

m atrix elem ent on the total angularm om enta J and J°

Eqg. (1093) of 24]) . T he third line isthe reduced m atrix

elem ent of the angularmom entum ofthe rst com posite

obpct, P Y PP i=" L, @1+ 1) @+ 2L1). Finall,
the last line contains the sign factor collected from allthe

Ingredients.

T he 6jsymbolenforces the follow ing selection rule:

J°= J3;3  1: (37)

The double sum in Eq. [34) then reduces to

s OF B Oi=
l %ax
- IN=2;my ;M =2;my ;Tmy + my if
J=Jn in
J 1 J
my +my ) O my +my
N=2 J M=2
J N=2 1

p
N=2)N=2+1)N + 1)

( 1§J Mm y+my )+ N=2+M =2+1

@+ 2J)

lJm}éX 1
+ — WN=2;my;M=2;my ;Pmy +my i
J=Jn in
WN=2;my ;M =2;my ;J+ Limy + my 1
J+ 1 1 J

(l'nN +mM) OmN + my

N=2 J+1M=2
J N=2 1

p
1+ 2J)@+ 23J)

p
N=2)N=2+ )N + 1)

( ﬁJ M y +my )+ N=2+M =2

2cosRgt(@ + 1)]; (38)

which is the answer given earlier in Egs. [[8), [[@), and
3.



IV. ANALYSIS:A FLAVOR SUPERPOSITION
BACKGROUND

A s already m entioned, the solution in Egs. [@), [,
and [[8) contains very rich physics found in the actual
neutrino system . First, let us show that i contains
both ooherent oscillations and incoherent equilibration
(decay) . For that, et us consider the case

N
my = 3; my = O: 39)

In the neutrino system , this corresponds to the rst
N neutrinos initially being in the j.i avor eigenstate,
whilethe rem ainingM neutrinos starting out in them ax—
In ally m ixed state. In this setup, the oneparticle form al-
ism predicts coherent evolution.

P -‘}L |
0.5 |

FIG.2: Tine evolution of P; (t) In the case N = 100, M =
120, my = N=2,my = 0. The tine variable is de ned as
gt™M + N ).

Indeed, our solution con m sthis. T he explicit form of

the coe cients C (J) and (J) isgiven in Egs. (B and
A 2). Using these values, we plot the behavior of the

expectation value P; (t) orN = 100,M = 120 ;n Fi.[.
W e see that the evolution exhibits both oscillations and
decay. The oscillations re ect coherent behavior, while
the decay occurs on a longer tine scale, as would be
expected for ncoherent evolution.

T his assertion can be m ade quantitative. T he key test
of coherence/nooherence of the evolution is the scaling
of the evolution tim es w ith the num ber of particles. In
the lim it of hrge N and M , it is possble to show that
a single \wavetrain" in Fig.[d (oscillations plus decay) is
described analytically by the follow ing form ula:

Pt = } 1+ N2
2 N2+ M2 " s
+} N exp g
2 N2+ M2 Z 4 20
P
cosg N2+ M2t : (40)

A detailed derdvation of Eq. [0) is given in A ppendix
El. Here, we notice that the oscillation period scales as
/ N2+ M?) 2, as expected for coherent evolution,
while the decay tine goes ke N =2 (2 + 2N 2aM 2)=2,
indicating its incoherent nature (cfEqgs. [3), @34)).

W e further observe that the frequency of the coherent
oscillations agreesw ith the predictions ofthe oneparticle
form alisn for a neutrino in the background of M m axi-
m ally neutrinos (jeit+ j 1i)= 2 and N 1’ N neutri-
nos in the j.1i state. Indeed, the oneparticle oscillation
Ham iltonian [[3) in this case is
P36 s X N + M
Jiih 3= g M 2

2

Hi1 part = ; (41)

NISNIIS
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so that the oscillation ftequen% given by the di erence
ofthe elgenvalues, isprecisely g N2+ M 2.

A very valuable physicalinsight can be gained from the
idea that underliesM ethod IT of solving for the evolution
of the system , nam ely, that all spins In the sam e initial
state always combine to form an ob fct wih a certain
de nite valuie of the angular m om entum . A s explained
in Sect. [IID]), this m eans that the system can be re-
duced to just two coupled angularmomenta, jy = N=2
and 3y = M =2. W hen the numbers of spins N and
M are su ciently large, the two com posie angularm o—
m enta behave as nearly classical ob fcts. They precess
about the direction of the total angular m om entum of
the system . T hese are the fast oscillations seen in Fig.[.

Quantum -m echanically, a system that has a de nite
valie ofthe totalangularm om entum doesnot sin ultane-
ously have de nite progctions of the individual angular
m om entum vectors that com prise it. Correspondingly,
after a while the com ponents of the angular m om enta
that are transverse to the total angular m om entum un-
dergo \quantum wash-out". The system equilibrates to
a state in which only the com ponents of the constituent
angularm om enta along the direction ofthe totalangular
mom entum rem ain.

Let us check this quantitatively. The total angular
m om entum of the system (in the classical lin it) m akes
ananglkecos = N= N2+ M 2 wih thepositive z direc—
tion . H ence, the pro ction ofthe net angularm om entum
ofthe rstN spins on the direction of the totalangular
mom entum of the whole system is N =2 cos . After
a su cient am ount of tim e this is the only com ponent
that rem ains, the transverse com ponents are w ashed-out.

P ro cting it back on the z-axis,weget N=2 08 or,

using Egs. 3), B4),

poty N _NT 1, NP
T2 N 2N2+4M2 2 NZ2+M2 '

precisely in agreem ent w ith Eq. [Z0).

A dditional insight about classical and quantum fea-—
tures of the evolution can be gained by restoring the fac—
tors of the P lank’s constant in Eq. [E0). I is sinpl
to see that the product gt comes wih a one factor of



~. The logic is as Pllows: () from Eq. [@) it is cbvious
that the energy is proportionalto ~* (from the angular
mom entum squared factor); (i) next, n com puting the
evolution phase (exp (iE t=~)), we divide by one power of
~; (i) this leads to one power of ~ In the argum ent of
the cosine n Eq. (14), ie., gt com es w ith one factor of
~.Eq. Q) then reads

Pi ) = L 1+ N
! 2 NZ+ M 2
) n #
1 N M ~
+ = — ~

2 verwz O It Ew

N M
cos g~ N2+ M 2t : 43)
e see that the armgument of the coshe

g~ N2+ M2t = gJit mvolves only the classical
value of the total angular m om entum Jior, whik the
decay exponent Involves two powers of ~, of which
only one is absorbed into the de nition of classical
angular mom enta. The decay exponent is a quantum
e ect, In a sense that its physical origin lies in the
quantum uncertainty principle. This allow s us to m ake
an im portant identi cation: coherent evolution in the
neutrino system maps into the classical behavior of
the angular m om enta, whilke incoherent e ects In the
neutrino system correspond to quantum e ects in the
soin system . This in portant point will be developed
further in Sect.[Z2l.

Finally, we note that the solution is perdjodic and the
wavetrain, having seem ingly com pletely decayed away,
reem erges after som e tin e. T his phenom enon is due to
the fact that the spin system possesses a fundam ental
frequency, of which all other frequencies (the argum ents
of the cosines in Eq. [[A)) are multiples. Thise ect will
be discussed in detail in Sect.[ZCl.

V. ANALYSIS:A FLAVOR EIGENSTATE
BACKGROUND

W e next analyze the probability for the case that the
state jy is made of soin down particles (or neutrinos
In the muon avor eigenstate). Hence we identify the
quantum num bers as

44)

=
| =

O ne reason this case is Interesting for us is that for this
system the oneparticle form alisn predicts no coherent

avor conversion. Indeed, the o -diagonaltem s In the
Ham iltonian [[3) vanish.

The explicit form of the coe cients C (J) and (J) is
given in Appendix Bl, Egs. B3), B3, and B4d). As
explained there, for the case N = M our probability
agrees exactly w ith that found n F& L IT.

W e have plotted the probability according to these
equations forvariousnum bersofspin down ™M ) and spin
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up (N ) particles and a subset ofthese is shown in Fig.[3.
Thetin eon the guresisscaled suchthat = tgWN +M )
so that we m ay com pare our results to those n F& L IT
and BRS.

Them aln features of the solution we nd are the ol
low Ing:

A s seen In the left panel of F g3, orN M (to
be quanti ed later), the system equilbratesto som e
value ofP; and subsequently for a long tin e show s
no evolution. T his behavior is sim ilar to what was
observed in the case of Sect. [[¥]). Just lke that
systam , the wavetrain reem erges after som e tin e.

A s seen in the right panelofF id3, the equilbration
happens on tin e scales characteristic of incoherent
evolution, teg  g' (M + N )=2) "2 . Unlke the
case of Sect. [[¥]) though, in the present case for
N = M we do not see coherent oscillations w ith
the decaying wavetrain. In fact, it was explicitly
shown in F& L IT that or N = M the probability
Bl_depends on tim e only through the com bination

N gt. T hus, the evolution hasm anifestly incoher—
ent nature. (cfEq. [£0)).

AsN M jis Increased, the value ofP in equilb—
rum ,P;, Increasesand forlarge N M Jjthe system
stops evolving, entering a \freezeout" state. This
trend can be clearly seen in F ig.[3. A s further ilis—
trated in Fig.[4, where P, is plotted as a function
of N M for xed M + N, the m nimum valie
ofP; = 1=2 occurswhen N = M . That P; rises
for both signs of N M ) appears counterintuitive
at rst. Indeed, i m eans if we have a single spin
up ocoupled to a very large system of spins down,
the st soin does not equilbrate to a state m ostly
oriented dow n, but rem ains aligned up.

As N M jis increased, n addition to decay, the
systam start exhibiting oscillations, the frequency
of which grows with N M J. The amplitude
of these oscillations gets progressively am aller as
M N j Increases, since the system approaches
the freeze-out state. This behavior can be seen in
Fig.[H, which reproduces at higher resolution the
caseM = 1280,N = 2600 ofFig.[3.

In what ollow s, we w ill discuss these features further.
Thiswillallow us to gain a desper understanding of the
soin system and its relationship to the neutrino system .
W ewill rst show how the transition from the regine In
w hich the spins equilbrate to the freeze-out regin e illus—
trates the Interplay of \classical"” and \quantum " e ects.
W e will then discuss the tin e scale of the evolution and
w hether the system follow s the predictions of the one-
particle Ham iltonian in the classical regim e. Finally, in
Sect.[Z.Cl we w ill com m ent on the periodicity of our so—
ution.
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FIG . 3: Plots of N=2560 and various num bers of spin down particles, M . The tin e variable is de ned as the scaled tine

= gtM + N ). Note that orallthe graphsN + M

even. The right gure show s that the equilbration tim e for the bottom

two curves is characteristic of ncoherent evolution, teq / R=M + N )J'™2.
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FIG .4: The average probability P1 = 1=2+ ;C (J)) when
we change the num ber of spin ups and spin dow nsw hile keep—
ingM + N constant.

A . From equilibration to freeze-out: a

quantum -to-classical transition

In the course of the analysis in Sect.[M], we have en—
countered a situation in which fast coherent processes in
the neutrino system corresponded to classicale ects in
the soin system , while slow er nocoherent processes in the
neutrino system corresoonded to quantum e ects in the
soin system . This physical picture is further illustrated
by the system my N=2, my M =2 we are now
considering.

Once again, we recall that this system is reduced to
two angularm om enta as described in Sect.[IIID]. W hen
N and M are large, these two angularm om enta becom e
approxin ately classicalob Ects, %) and %, . T hese ob fcts
are coupled with an interaction const % % . By en—
ergy conservation, this quantity stays xed, and since the
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FIG.5: A close up of the plot for N=2560 and M = 1280.
N ote the vertical scale. T he probability is very close to one
and uctuatesm inin ally about the average value.

lengths of both vectors are xed the angl between the
vectors™; and %, stays xed. Since the two vectors start
out pointing in opposite directions, they rem ain point-
Ing in opposite directions. T he only possbility left is for
the system to tilt asa whole, but that would violate m o—
m entum conservation, unlss the totalm om entum ofthe
system is zero N M ). Thus, the classical system is
frozen, unless j = %, which is a specialpoint.

Our calculation show s that quantum m echanical ef-
fects actually resolve this discontinuiy. The transition
from the freeze-out to equilbration happens in som e
nite range of angularm om enta.

W hat physics sets this range? Let us consider the two
angular m om enta being added as sem iclassical ob Fcts.
Then, In addition to the angularm om enta in the z direc—
tion, they each possess \quantum " angularm om enta in



the x  y plane. These m om enta are of the order

P—— P - P
Ty Jg2 ®= J@+1) ER= J:

That this js§iuantum e ect is seen by restoring the
units: Jxy J~. This \quantum " angular m om entum
iswhat is responsible for the equilbration.

W hen the two angularm om enta are added, theirx vy
quantum m om enta are also combined and the net ob-
¥ct has J; y of the sam e order as the ingredients. If
the net classicalm om entum along the z axis is greater
then J;  , the equilbration w illbe suppressed. In other
words, we arrive at the physical condition that deter—
m ines the boundary between equilbration and \freeze-
out"

o J

M N #2 ™M + N )=2: 45)

For large ber of spins, pe can sin ply replace in this
condition ™M + N)=2"! N .

This boundary between freeze-out and equilbration
can be quanti ed by the analytical expression for the
equilbriim P, that can be derived for M N j
M + N) (see Appendix[C]):

1

P,’1 ——  F p— ; 46

1 Ty = = 46)

Here, (N} M )=2, ™M + N )=2 and
Z

F (@) A L @7

a) = — —:

2 2, Fyvaz

Up to a sm all correction in the prefactor in Eq. [44),
P; dependson and incombination 2= .M oreover,
F (@) quickly drops to zero as a is Increased beyond one.
Hence, the w idth M N jofthe \quaﬁltum equilibration
region” ndeed scaleswith N + M as N + M .

This scaling can be seen in Fig.[. The curves shown
there are obtained by using the exact solution, E gs. [[8),
B3), BE4), B3 . They are welldescrbed by Eq. [d).

B. Equilibration Tim e

W e now discuss the tin e scales that control the evolu-
tion of our system . W e are particularly interested to see
how the evolution scalesw ith the num ber of spins in the
lin it when the spn system is large.

A s already m entioned, the case ofN = M considered
nF&L ITis st:cajghtfbrw%tcﬁ for large N the evolution
isuniguely dependent on N t and the decay curve is

jo .

P— P—
Pi=1 — Ngtexp( N gter ( Ngt); 48)

where er (z) is the In aghary error function
Z

Z

er (z) ierf(iz) =p2: exp ()dt : 49)

0
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0 ur investigations in Sect.EAl, however, showed that
In general the situation is less cbvious. ForN € M
Figs.[d, @ show a m ore com plicated evolution pattem.
Indeed, aswe show next, in this case a new, shortertim e
scale enters the evolution.

F irst, let us consider the sin plest exam ple, an cbvious
lin iting caseN = 1. A scan be easily seen from Eq. [[8),
the evolution contains just a single oscillation frequency,
as Jpyin = M =2 1=2 and Jax = M =2+ 1=2. The
corresponding value of M =2 1=2) is2=M + 1¥.We
thus have

2

=1
P10 T+

T+ )2 cosigt™ + 1)]: (50)
W e see that the oscillation tin escale grow s linearly w ith
the num ber of spins, not as a square root as in Eq. [£8).
W e also notice that the am plitude of the oscillation is
suppressed by the second pow er of the num of spins.
Next, et usconsideram orenontrivialcase N + M <
N M j N + M ). This case is characterized by the
decay ofthe wavetrgin to the value P; given in Eq. [E8).
Ttumsoutthator N + M < N M j N +M ) the
decay behavior is qualitatively di erent from Eq. {8).
T he wavetrain in this case is approxin ately described by

0 1
1 cos 2gt + 2arctan L
T2

24 P 2

P1 ) © 1 @ A 1)

2
For details see A ppendix D], where an asym ptotic series
for P () is derived. Eq. [Bl) contains the leading tem
of this series. For su ciently large M N j (com pared
to N + M ) i gives an excellent approxin ation of the
true resul, as can be seen i Fig.[d.

1.
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FIG.6: Tine evolution of P; (t) In the case N = 2300, M =
2700, my = N=2,my = M =2. The Figure illustrates that
Eq. [El) (curve) provides a very good approxin ation to the
exact solution obtained by summ ing the serdes in Egs. [[4),
E3), BE4) dots). The tin e variabl isde ned as gtM +
N ), the sam e way as in Figs.[3, 3.

By inspecting Eq. [B]l), we clearly see that for nonzero
M N ja new frequency, 2g = gWNN M ) enters
the problem . W e stress that this frequency depends on



N M Iinearly. T he am plitude of the oscillations at the
maxinum is suppresssdby N + M )=N M 3, s0asa
function of M N jthe oscillations increase in frequency
and decrease In am plitude. Finally, the oscillations de—
cay wih tine as only a power law and the decay tin e,
tegq N M FQWN +M )) ncreasesw ith M N j. Com —
pare this w ith the situation for§ = M , in which case
the decay tin e scale is teq 1=(@ N ) and the decay has
exponential dependence.

At last, what conclusions can be drawn about the ap—
plicability of the oneparticle coherent Ham iltonian in
this case? O ur conclusions is that one can de ne in what
sense it is applicable, but the argum ent is a bi subtle.
Unlke in the case N = M considered in F& L IT, in the
m ore general setup considered here we nd a new fre—
quency, linearly dependent on the di erence N M g
Can this be reconciled w ith Eq. [[3), which states that
In the neutrino system which begins as a collection of

avor elgenstates there should not be any avor coherent
conversion? W e recall that while the frequency of our
solution increases wih N M j the am plitude of the
corresponding oscillations becom es sn aller and an aller
(seeEq. [B)). T he oscillationsbecom e high—frequency as
the system enters a state of freeze-out. T he oneparticle
coherent lim i corresponding to neglecting the residual
an all oscillations.

A di erent way to state this is that the oscillation am —
plitude is suppressed by M + N )=@N ¥ and becom es
large only when N M japproaches N + M . In the
latter case, how ever, the oscillation frequency, obviously,
becomes oforder N + M , and hence indistinguishable
from the incoherent tim e scale.

C. The Period of the P robability

In this section we study the perdodicity of the proba—
bility P (t) cbserved in F ig.[d. Recall, the probability is

g2 1
P (t) = const+

J=Jx JuJ

(J)cos gt 2T + 2)]: (52)

T he periodiciy is a consequence of the probability being
a sum of cosines w ith frequencies that are multiples of
the lowest, uindam ental frequency.

1. TheCase orN=1orM=1

W e wst consider the caseswhen N orM is one. Con—

sider N = 1. For this case there is only one cosine tem
with =% 1.TherereEq. [BJ) reducesto,
j'X+ j2 M
P @)= Cc Jd)+ > cosigpt M + 1)]
J=J Ju J
(63)
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Hence,

2

e 54
gM + 1) ©9

In=1=

IfwetakeM = 1 instead, the resul isthe sam e except
N and M are swapped.

2. TheCase orN > 1l andM > 1

Each cosine in Eq.[5J) satis es,

cosfgt @J + 2)]= coslgt+ Ty) (2T + 2)] (55)

Here T; is the period of the cosine corresponding to
angularmomenta J. Now forallJd,

2
Ty = ——
7 gRI+ 2) 6

To nd the period we need the last comm on muli-
pk of the Ty’s. W e nd the period (together w ith the
previous subsection) to be,

8

> 57 ifN + M = even (or J= integer)
T= %; ifN + M = odd (orJ= half integer)

- ﬁ; ifN=1orM=1

67

N ote that the period is the sam e forthe caseofa avor
elgenstate background and a avor superposition badk—
ground because the period only depends on the argum ent
ofthe cosine. T he argum ent ofthe cosine is the sam e for
both cases. T he discontinuity between the period when
N = 1 orM = 1 and the other cases arises because in
the rsttwo casesthere is an interference ofm any cosine
waves (as there the cosines are sum m ed over) and in the
last case there is only one cosine wave. ForM = N , our
results reduce to that found in F& L II.

Notice that, up to the factor of two controlled by
whetherN + M iseven orodd, the period ofthe soin sys—
tem depends only on the value of the spin-spin coupling
g and not on lglle size of the spin system . For a neutrino
system , g = —SE and the period seem s to depend on
the volum e occupied by the neutrino system . In fact, in
a realneutrino gas, non-forward scattering e ects would
destroy any periodicity. W e recall that for su ciently
large num bers of neutrinos the tin e scale of nocoherent
forw ard scattering, Eq. [[4), ism uch sn allerthan the pe-
riod found here and, m oreover, that forward incoherent
scattering is only a sm all fraction of the total ncoherent
scattering (see F& L II). T hus, the periodicity is an ex—
am ple ofan e ect in the spin system that is not realized
in the actualneutrino system . In the context of the spin
system , on the other hand, the e ect isperfectly physical




and indeed is rem iniscent of the wellknown \gpin echo"
e ect experin entally cbserved in actual soin system s.

As a nal comment note that when we approxin ate
the sum s over the cosines by the integrals, n Egs. [0),
[44), and [El), the periodicity ofthe solution is destroyed.
T hishasto do w ith the disappearance ofthe fiindam ental
(low est) frequency in the system . T he sam e cbservation
wasmadeh F&L ITforN = M .

3. A note aboutm inim a

p Let us call the case when P; = 1=2 + F ;C )

s ) @which is the lowest possblk value that the
probability can be) a perfect m inin um . For the perfect
m inimnum to occur we must have, cosfgt @J + 2)]= 1
sin ultaneously for all J. The period of each cosine de-
creases as J Increases, therefore we only need to nd the
tin e when the cosine w ith the largest period and the co—
sine w ith the am allest period are sin ultaneously equalto

1.

By a calculation analogous to that for the period one
can show that f N + M = even there will never be a
perfect m nimum . IfN + M is odd the tin es when the
probability attains a perfect m ininum is,

k

Thnin = where k= 1;2;3:: (58)

N ote that this ishalfw aygoetw een pegfect m axin a (the
casewhere P4 (t) = 1=2+ sC W)+ s J)). Hence
ifM + N isodd (orJ ishalfan integer) the probabiliy
has both a perfect m ninum and a perfect m aximum .
T his result show s yet another intriguing physical feature
ofthe spin system . W hilkasystem with N + M = even is
characterized by a set of recurringm axin a, in the system
with N +M = odd every other such m axin um isreplaced
by a mininum . This behavior is illustrated in Fig.[d.

M=1279 -

M=2559 W b

\

0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000
T

FIG.7:PltsofN = 2560 and various num bers of spin down
particles,M .Thetineisscaled sothat = gt®™ + N ).Note
that for all the graphsN + M =odd
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Note that In this gure, as before, the abscissa is the
scalkd tine = gt™M + N).

VI. THE FREEZE-OUT EFFECT AND A REAL
NEUTRINO GAS:A CRITICAL ANALY SIS

A . Overview of the problem

In Sect.lwe ound that ageneral\N + M " N 6 M )
soin system that starts polarized in the z direction typi-
cally equilibrate very little, even on the longer incoherent
tim e scale, exgspt In casesswhen N and M  are very close
(N M j. ©N). Obviously, it is in portant to un—
derstand if this nding corresoonds to the behavior of a
realneutrino gas. This question is not a trivialone. As
m entioned in the Introduction, going from a neutrino gas
to the spin m odel Involves several sin plifying assum p—
tions: only forward scattering is kept, equal interaction
strengths are assum ed, the interactions are taken to be
continuous in tin e, etc. A 11 these assum ptions could, In
principle, ntroduce certain artifacts in the system and
it is not a priori ocbvious that the freeze-out behavior
found in the toy m odel is not Jjust such an artifact. W e
w ill exam ine this question next.

B . Interference of neutrino scattering am plitudes

Consider a test neutrino, taken for de niteness to be
Je >, yihgthough a box w ih the gas ofneutrinos. A s—
sum e the neutrinos in the gasare in the avoreigenstates,

B O)i= (59)

2l |y
W 1) M

Let us lim it scattering to only the forward process and
ask : what isthe probability that scattering changes avor
of the test neutrino?

Let us review the argum ents of F& L I. Om iting the

avorpreserving neutral current piece, which isthe sam e

forallneutrinos, w e can w rite the result ofthe interaction
to st order In the interaction am plitude a as
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J 1] HH B
Je j|e—?2—? |_{Z_}
™ 1) M
Fi= 1+ O 1)ia)Jelje et e B
+ ia(? e ette e i+ ? e et e etn i+ ::}:); (60)
I M
[
The interaction amplitude a is given by a C t this to m ake further steps n tinetothetine T = n t
2Gr (1 cos ) =V [1, [1d], where t is the dura— CT 1, but not necessarily N C T 1,MCT 1).

tion ofthe interaction between a pair of neutrinos. Since
the nalstates are m utually orthogonal, the probability

Let us de ne a convenient notation ofthe initial state

of avor change goes as M a® indicating the incoherent Fi= Jeidje o2 e 1 (61)
nature of the evolution. |_?21_? |—zZ—)
Eq. [60) assum es that the tine step t is am all such o "
thatnotonly C t 1l,butalsoNC t 1 are satis ed. d the \exch "
W hile the form er is indeed true for any reasonable neu— an & \exchange" state
trino system of interest [L(], the latter need not hold, as . . )
N aorM a for largeN and M are not necessarily sm all. Ei= Fll‘k f221+ ::}:; 62)
To m ake contact w ith the soin system , which stays con— M
tinuously coupled, we must consider longer J'nteran Fii= 3§ ije eftto o ij 63)
tin es. Correspondingly, we need to modify Eq. [GQ), Co s s .
. , Eoli= J ije ettte et i; (64)
keeping higher powers of a.
O ne can accom plish this by regarding [60) asthe rst =
ordertem in the perturbative expansion ofthe wavefiinc—
tion at thetine t W C t I,,MC t 1), and using Then at the tine T the state is
|
F=nt= @+iN 1)c tf Ji
x 1 i
+ iC t a+iN e g T oa+iM  1)c o E£i
r=0
+ O (HC tF); (65)
as can be readily veri ed by induction. T he cyclotom ic polynom ialis summ ed to give
f=nti= (@+iN 1)C ¢ ji
1+ 1 1)C t 1+ 1 1)C g
s o A 1 Joooa+iM )C 8 £i
iC (N M)t
+ O (HC tF); (66)

and, takingthe lmitn ! 1

If=nti= &® YT g4
ei(N 1)CT é(M 1)CT :E
+ 1
N M)

+ O (Aic tP): (67)

N ote that the explicit dependence on t has now disap—
peared. This is to be expected since the form al solution
ofthe Schrodinger equation for the system depends only
on the tin e di erence between the initialand naltin es.



T he reason forthe freeze-outbehaviorisnow clear. For
large values on N M , the probability ofa transition to
the exchange state is suppressed by the factor N~ M )2 .

Notice 1rst of all that this e ect disappears when
N = M . This iswhy in this case one can observe full
equilbration and test the incoherent nature of the evo—
ution. However, one should note that in the present
approxin ation the N ! M Ilim it gives iCT as the am —
plitude for the state £ i. As in this case the phase of
the initial and exchange states are the sam e, we regard
one factor of T In the probabiliy as a relic ofthe energy
conservation delta function, and obtain as the probabil-
ity per unit tin e for a transition from the initial state

P _ M T (68)

dt
(rem ember that e £ i= M ), show Ing Incoherent equili-
bration.

C . D oes the freeze-out happen in a realneutrino
system ?

Finally, we can address the key question: does the
freeze-out observed In the m odel of interacting soins ac—
tually happen In a realneutrino system ? The answer is
negative.

Let us retum to the argum ents in the previous sub—
section. Upon closer inspection of Eq. [&0), it becom es
clearthat ®rlargeN ,M andtinesT C !, the prob-
¥em is In fact equivalent to an oscillation setup wih
a Ham ittonian that, In the basis ji; ¥£.1i; £,1;:::, has
(CN ;iCM ;iCM ;iCM ;::) on the diagona¥ and factors
ofiC on theo -diagonal, in the rstocolum n (@nd the cor-
responding term s n the rst row ). Forthe caseN = M
considered in [L0], the transition probability between i

and any of the states F ;i is given by P JC 3. The
generalization ofthistoN € M is
P 21 C dtexpiN M)t CJ (69)

0

Tt is straightforw ard to check that the transition prob—
ability that ollow s from Eq. [€9)

? ')2
Jexpic @ M )T] B
P 5 5
N M)
_ 2 2 cos(MN M )CT) 70)
N MY

agrees w ith that cbtained from Eq. [E4), indicating that
the corresponding am plitudes are the same, up to an
overallphase convention.

2 Weassume largeN and M and neglect term s of order one.
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Letustakethetine T :n Eq. [E9) to be the tin escale
of incoherent equilbration, given by Eq. [4):

g  Gr i
IfN = M , the probability to transition into any one of
the exchange states £ ;1 1 thistin e isP Ct)?.Re-
m embering thatC = 2G r=V (L ocos )and dropping
the angular factor (I cos ) (which is also dropped In
the derivation of Eq. [[l), we get P (N + M )=2)1.
T he probability of transition into any of the exchange
states is P (JIi ! Fanyd) ™ 1+ M)P 1=2,
thus con m ing that the equilbration does happen on
the tin e scale t23°.

If, however, we have (N M )CT & 1, the oscillat—
ing exponent in Eq. [E3) suppresses the transition and
the system freezes out. Thus, we Inm ediately obtain a
physical estin ate for the freeze-out:

N+ M)=2=v) ! (71)

o J
N MJj2=N+M)s& 1; (72)

which is nothing but the condition we found in the spin
system , Eq. E3), up to a trivial factor. This provides a
pow erfiil check ofthe validity ofE gq. [E9) and the physical
picture that led to it.

W e can now give nterpret Eq. [€9) the Hllow ing inter-
pretation. ForN ,M 1, the states jIi, ¥ ;i are approx—
In ately energy eigenstates. Strictly speaking, of course,
the true energy eigenstates are m ixtures of i, ¥ ;i, but
for large N , M one of the elgenstates is predom inately
JTi, with a sm alladm ixture of the other states, and vice
versa. Correspondingly, we can loosely soeak of the en—
ergiesofthe 1iand £ iistates. ForN € M the state Ti
and any of the states ¥ ;i have di erent energies. The
Incoherent spin  ips in the spin system are thus forbid—
den by energy conservation (enforced by the oscillating
exponent in Eq. [E9)).

In a realneutrino system , of course, there is an addi-
tional degree of freedom : the neutrino m om entum . The
energy lberated in the process of avor exchange is con—
verted Into a slight shift of the neutrino kinetic energy
and the energy conservation is assured. In the sin plest
m anifestation of this point, a neutrino existing a dense
neutrino region will gain a sn all am ount of kinetic en—
ergy. (T he neutrino-neutrino interactions, jist lke any
Interactions between like particles m ediated by a vector
boson, are repulsive.)

T hus, the freeze-out observed In the spin m odel is an
artifact of the m odel, m ore speci cally, a consequence of
the dropped degrees of freedom , neutrino m om enta.

T his discussion applies to the system ofneutrino plane
waves In a box, which was the system for which the spin
modelwas created. It is instructive to Instead consider
a system of interacting neutrino wavepackets. In this
system the Interaction energy is localized to the regions
occupied by the overlapping wavepackets, w ith the to—
tal Interaction energy (@averaged over volum e) being the
sam e as In the case of plane waves. T he statem ent of the
changing kinetic energy, as the neutrino m oves from a



m ore dense to a less dense region, has its analogue in the
case ofwavepacketsaswell: T he kinetic energy ofa given
packet changes as it interactsw ith another packet. Upon
spatial averaging this change, one gets the \plane w aves"
resul. T here are few er interactions In less dense regions,
hence the averaged kinetic energy there is higher.

T he advantage of thinking about wave packets is that
In this case it is clear that the rate of incoherent scatter—
Ing cannotbe suppressed: forsu ciently sm allw avepack—
ets they interact w ith each other two-ata-tim e, giving
the usual scattering rate. The answer In the physical
system cannot depend on the size of the wavepackets,
since the Interaction H am iltonian is energy-independent.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

No problem in physics can be solved exactly. O ften,
how ever, a given physicalproblem could bem apped onto
an idealized system , forwhich a com plete solution exists.
O ne then needsto critically exam new hich featuresofthe
solution carry through to the originalphysicalsystem and
which arise as artifacts of the sim plifying assum ptions
m ade along the way.

W e have perform ed just such an analysis. Our goal
was to investigate coherent e ects in a gas of neutrinos.
W e have sin pli ed the system by lin iting the scattering
to only forward direction and om itting the m om entum
degrees of freedom . W ih only the avor degrees of free—
dom rem aining, the neutrino system ocould be m apped
onto a system of coupled spins. W e further sinmpli ed
theproblem by setting the coupling strengthsto be equal,
and considering a certain class of nitial states. W e have
shown that the resulting spin m odel could be solved ex—
actly. Our solution generalizes the analysis of F& L IT
[I], where a particular initial state, the one w ith equal
num bers of up and down spins, was considered.

T he solution proved to be very Instructive. The spin
system exhibited both coherent oscillations and incoher—
ent decay, reproducing e ectsexpected fora realneutrino
gas. Several exam ples were considered in Sects.[[] and
. A s these exam ples dem onstrate, coherent e ects In
the neutrino system ocorrespond to the behavior of the
spin system In the classical lim it; lkew ise, incoherent ef-
fects in the form erhave their analogue in quantum e ects
n the latter.

W e have presented two di erent m ethods of obtaining
the solution. The rst construction separates the system
In three parts: the test spin, the other spins that started
In the sam e ordentation and the rem aining spins. T he sec—
ond m ethod exploits the high degree of sym m etry of our
chosen initial states. B oth m ethods have com plem entary
advantages. T he second of the m ethods provided crucial
physical intuition for understanding the classical lim it of
the system and the interplay ofquantum and classicalef-
fects, as shown In Sects.[[M] and [V 2]. At the same tin e,
the rstm ethod ism ore generaland can be used to gen—
erate solutions for any initial state of the test spin by
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sin ply changing the state of the test soin by adjisting
the param eter in Sect.[IIIC J).

Several interesting results were found. O ne such result
nvolves the subtlety of identifying coherent e ects in the
neutrino system by taking a classicallim it ofthe spin sys—
tem . The specialcase considered in [1I] seem ed to suggest
that in the large N quantum e ects separate from classi-
calones necessarily by having longer tin e scales (scaling
as a square root In the number of particles). W hat we
und i Sect.l Bl is that som e quantum e ects instead
decouple by having a vanishing am plitude, whilke their
frequency scales as if they were classicale ects.

Another interesting nding of our analysis is that in
certain spin system sthe evolution doesnot lead to equili-
bration, even on the incoherent tim e scales. Forexam ple,
the system considered in Sect.[] is \frozen-out", unless
the Iniial num bers of spins up and down are very close.
By studying this exam ple and com paring it to the case
considered in Sect.[] we conclude the freeze-out hap-
pens In the soin system for any m ode where quantum
e ects are suppressed a large classical (coherent) e ect.
W e have seen, eg., n Sect.’ Al that equilbration is pre—
cluded by the conservation of the classical angular m o—
mentum . Only when the classicalangularm om entum is
reduced to the level com parabl to the quantum e ects
is the equilbration allowed to proceed. T he soecial case
considered in [1] f2lls into the latter category.

W e have explained 1 Sect.fJ that the physical origin
ofthe freeze-out e ect com es from dropping the m om en—
tum degrees of freedom of the neutrino system . W hike
the freezeout certainly happens in the soin system, it
does not happen in a real neutrino gas. This gives an
In portant exam ple of the lim itations of the soin m odel:
w hile it captures all coherent e ects in the neutrino sys—
tem , it does not always capture Incoherent e ects, only
those that are not classically suppressed.

Th addition to giving the fullsolution in Egs. [4d), ),
and [[8), in severalcase w e have derived approxin ate ex—
pressions that elucidate the physics of the system . For
exam ple, Eq. [£0) cleanly dem onstrates the presence of
both oscillation and decay in the spin system . Eq. [28)
helps to understand the interplay of classical and quan-—
tum e ects in the processes of equilbration and freeze—
out. Finally, Eq. [Bl) showed the subtlety of decoupling
the quantum e ect in the classical lin it.

W e believe that our extensive investigation here will
contrbute to better understanding ofthe avorevolition
In dense neutrino system s. W e also hope that our results
could nd applications beyond the neutrino eld.
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APPENDIX A:EXPLICIT EXPRESSIONS FOR
CJ)AND (J)

Egs. [[8), @), (8 give the general oHrm of the so—
lution for the probability Pi (t). Here we give explicit
expressions forC (J) and (J) for the speci c cases ana—
Iyzed In the text.

In Sec.[l we consider the initial state containing N
soin up particles my = N=2) and M spins in the or-
thogonal direction my = 0). In this case, Egs. [[)
[[8), upon evaluating the C kbsch-G ordan, 3j- and 63—
coe clients, becom e

) - A+20)[ A+ )+ Jad+ J)]
41+ J) L+J N=2][1+JT+ ]
+J+ +J+N=2 +1
L 1a I N ];(Al)
[ J+ 1] [ + Jd+ 2]
o) - R+J+ ] R+ J+N=2] N]
@+ J) l+J N=2] 1+ JT+ ]
1
: 2
[ Jl[+J+ 2] ®2)
Here MM gng  NEM

Sin ilarly, in Sec.] we consider the mitial state con—
talning N spin up particles my = N=2) and M spin

down particles my = M =2). In this case, Eqgs. [d),
[[8) evaluate to
c ) = l+2J)M [ Q1+ )+ J@0+ J)]
20 1+ J)
™M) )
[ J+11[+J+2]" ®3)
M [+ J)? 2
oy - M ) M) &)
@+ J) [ J] [ +J+ 2]

Eq. B3 is ambiguous or J = 0. In this case, which
occursonly when N = M , we have

C (©0) = 0: @A>)
Fomm ally, this can be seen from Eq. [[A), in which both
the 3j—and the 6j-sym bols contain ob fcts that do not
form closed triangles and hence vanish.

Notice that our expressions agree w ith the solution

given n F&L IT [I] n the case N = M . Indeed, set—
tingM = N,x= 0,andy= N wehaveC (J) = 0 and
Jd)= @1+ J)N [N 1) $=[M J nHIN + J+ 1)'.

Noticed that Eq. (4.6) in the pumal version of [I] con—
tains a typo: the factor (1+ 2J) in the num erator should
be 2+ 2J) (the st line of that equation is correct).

APPENDIX B:DERIVATION OF EQ . Q)

T he derivation of Eq. [0) proceeds as ollow s. Let us
start w ith the de nition of () in Eq. {I8). Approx-
In ating the gamm a functions by the Sterling formula,
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)= (z 1) p2_e(z 1=2)In(z 1) (z 1)

ng the resulting exponents, we get

, and com bin—

J) = ——Pp—expRJ;
1+ J) 2
1 24+ 20+ M N
A — B+ 2T+ M N)hn
2 2
2+ 2J+ N
+ B+2J+N)h —
2J N
@J N+1)JnT
2J M + N
@J M+N+l)]nf
+ (N 1)InN 1]
2 20+ M + N
+ 1+2J M N)h >
2+ 2J+ M + N
B3+ 2J+M +N)Ih 3
2): ®B1)

W eneed to nd themaxinmum ofA and expand A in a
series in J to the second order around thism aximnum . A
derivative @A =QJ hastw o types oftem s: logarithm sand
tem s that go lke 1=# , where \# " denotes an expression
linearn J,N ,and M . C learly, for su ciently large val-
uesofN andM the logarithm sdom inate. Them axin um
isthen found by com bining the logarithm sand setting the
argum ent of the com bined logarithm to 1. Thisyields

@2+ 23+ M N)@2+ 2T+ N)
2 N)@J M +N)
2 2J+M +N_
C+2TJ+M +N)

B2)

ForlargeN andM ,wecan drop sn allnum bers com pared
to J,M ,N . The above equation then gives the answer

| S —
M2+ N2

w hich is exactly the answer for the classical problam .
Upon evaluating the second derivative, @2A=QJ?, we
again nd two types oftem s, som e that go lke 1=# and
som e that go ke 1=# 2. K eeping only the tem s of the
rst kind, substituting Eq. B3), and sin plifying, we get

Jm ax =

@*A=QJ? = 4.8 B 4)
N M?

Finally, we need to nd the value of A in Eq. EI)
for J = Jy ax - This involves a rather lengthy calculation
hvolwing a lot of cancellations. A 1l tem s of the type
IJh@# 1, N mf ,and M I ] cancelout, when Eq. B2)
isused. The tem s of the type h# ] give h M ?=@4N ))
upon simpli cation. Finally, the order one tem s also
cancelout. Thus, we get

2

A =T + O L., ; ®B5)
Im ax AN NIMI ’

[



or

1 2 2N —
- —+— (d M 2+ N 2=2)
2 4N N 2

B 6)

Thismeansthat (J) isa G aussian centered at Iy ax =

dJ (J)oos(gdt) =

19
) S
M tN° For large N, M the Gaussian is su ciently
nayrow and we can replace the prefactor 1=(1 + J) by
2= M2+ N2, The sum overJ in Eq. [[8) can be r=—
placed by an integral, in which we can extend the 1m is
of integration to 1 .W e have

P—
M2+n 2

e

cos(2gdt) =

(2 2N)122

¢ | —
9% coslg M2+ N2t =

2 Mz 22
P — dde
2 M2+N2 4N 1
p- - _p—
2 m2z 2 Py
PP P——— e
M2+ N2 4N 2M 2+ N 2)
1 M2 (;Jrzw)lgztz
5([_\/_[2+N2) M 2 COS(g

In ax

P
Theconstant tem 1=2+ 7 T i C () canbe Inm edi-
ately und asthe di erencebetween 1 and the oscillating
term att= 0:

1 N 2
2 M2+ N?2)

1 M 2

1
- = — +
2 M 2+ N?2) 2

: B8)

T his concludes the derivation of Eq. [40).

APPENDIX C:DERIVATION OF EQ . {8

To nd the constant value P; to which P, (t) relaxes
we can either com pute the sum 1=2 + j‘“:Jxmm Cc J),or
use fhe trick at the end of Appendix Bl and com pute
1 Jne (7). Let us do the latter.

The rst step is to approxim ate the gamm a functions
in Eq. B4) by the Sterling form ula and expand the ex—
ponent. A fter a fairly straightforward calculation, one

ndsaGaussian In J + 1:

M +1) M) )
M +N)=2 J] M +N)=2+J+ 2]
2M +N 1) -
expB W(J"'l) ’ C1)
w here
1
B M+ 2 bgM+ NS hN 1)
M + N
1+ M +N)hT + 1 C2)

Forde nitiveness, et ustakeM > N and ktusassum e
that M N ) N . W e can then expand Eq. [C2)

M 2+ N 2t): ®7)
series in
1
B’ N = nh@E 1) N+E logN
1+ 2N 1(N M ¥
8N 2
= hN +—©N MP+0@ax?): C3)
W e have
[(L+ J)2 2] 2 g+ 1)?
, 4
@) a+r O+ ) o 77 €4)

where, as before, and oed

Let us approxin ate the sum over J by an integral

N M
2

™ +% =21
P;=1 )
J=M N )=2
11 1dJ o 0 ’ L €5)
' J(+ ) Py
Letus shift the integration variable J'= J and extend
the upper lim it of integration to in niy:
1 Py’ " (C#6)
! T+2) T 2 @+ )2
dJ—— exp
0 T+ Y+ ) (+ )
. . p—
Introducing a new variable = J= ,weget
3
1 Py’ exp — F = C7
1 A P (1) = cm



w here

( + 2a)

2
_ 2
i 13 (“+ 2 a)

F @) cs8)

The function F (@) drops to zero quickly as a is in-
creased beyond one. Since the argum ent of F' in Eq.}@)
is = _,wlg conclude that indeed P; ! 1 for &

For " the argum ent ofthe exponent in Eq. (IC)
isoftheorder *= 2. "2 and hence in the lim i of
a large num ber of spins the exponent can be set to one.

T he Integralde ning the function F (@) can be further
transform ed as ollow s:

20

The function F' @) equalsl=2ata= 0 F @) al o 1=2+
1=2Cha+ )a’+ 1=2Cha+ 1)at+ iy, 7 0577216
being the Euler constant). Asa ! 1 F (@) approaches
0F @ a2=2+ ).

APPENDIX D:DERIVATION OF EQ . &I

In Sect.[V] we consider the evolution of the spin sys—
tem in which all spins are initially In  avor eigenstates.
In this Appendix we derive an approxin ate expression

Z
F @) = ! 4 (+a)3? & ( + af a2 descrbing thisevolution In the reginewhen M + N <
<= Ta OF @ e M Nj M +N).
22 21 2 P T he tim e dependent part of the evolution is given by
= € . d (+a) T a &P ( +af ; @) ocos@gt(+1)). Thecoe cient (J) dependson
27 = N M )=2 and can be usefully approxim ated for
1 & a® : .
_ & a( + a)zizexp ( +af the casewhen isamallby Eq. (IE4) of A ppendix [Cl.
2 f 0 Z ( +a) A s before, we approxin ate the sum by an integral
1 a e?
= 5 S eeR ] dy— €9
a? Y Mg =2 1
Finally, we arrive at (J) cos(2gtd + 1)) D1)
J=M N)=2
P’ 1 F p— €10) 2 @? 2) 2 J2
1 = ! dJg — cos@ ;
+ T+ ) exp — 2gtJ)
w here
1 a2 Z 4 oV chift the variable, J to F'= J , and extend the range
F@a=- — dy C11) of Integration to n niy.W e nd
2 2 y+ a?
|
e (F)cos@gtd + 1)) ' exp 3 !
(+ ) (+ )
J=M N )=2
Z " #
! T+2)7 J?
aJ (o) — —— cos@gtd+ )): O 2)
0 T+ )
[
F& L ITconsidereda lm it = 0. In that casethe integral T he integral then becom es
JS "
equa z . #
p— T+2)J
1 p— p— dJ——— — ocos@gtT+ )):04)
> 5 Notee( Ndtler (Ngt);  ©3) 0 T+ )

from which Eq. [8) inm ediately Hllow s.

W e notice that the values of JI; that contribute In the
case = 0 are of the order , as the Integral in
Eq. ) iscut o by the tem exp( J?= ). Ifwe take

> _,however,we nd that the Integralis rstcuto
by the exponential tetn exp( 2 = ), at J =2 .
If issu clently large, wem ay evaluate the ntegral n
Eq. D) wih the rst temm i the exponent dropped.

We n@at take advantage of the fact that integrals of the

orm | dx x" exp[ x]cosx + ) can be done and the
answer has a sin pl and usefiill analytic form
2

dxx" exp [ Ax]oosB &+ )]=
0

n!
ni 1 :0 5)

B
—— s B + (1+ n)arctan —
(A2+ BZ)T A



3
I+ i, we can reduce

the integralin Eq. [D4) to a series of integrals of the fom

2
Expandjnc;f;;—2 =2 L+

A\l #
Z
o arr2)g 27
0 T+ )
1 2 1
2 gztz+—2 cos 2gt + 2arctan
Ko g1 0ty g
* n
¢ S+ —
n=2

The ©m ofEq. [D8) suggests that the solution is os-
cillating in tin e. It is instructive to understand how this
oscillatory behavior disappears in the Iim i 2= ! 0.
F irst of all, notice that the summ ation in Eq. [D8) goes
to som e np ax, NOt to in nity. Indeed, the presence of
the factorial n! indicates that we are dealing wih an
asym ptotic serdes. For any given choice of and there
w il be an optin al num ber of termm s in the serdes, N, ax,
that approxin ates the original integralbest. The tem s
beyond np .x grow In absolute value and the serdes di-
verges. W e easily estim ate n, 5x from the condition that
the ratio of the two consecutive tetm sat t = 0 be 1,
n=2) ' 1 1, or

N ax 2 = : ©7)

Clearly, or 2. the expansion breaks down.

N ext, recall that in this lin it the htegralh Eq. [4)
is not valid anyway (the st temm in the exponent in
Eq. D) cannot be dropped) and one needs to consider
Eqg.[DJ). Theansvertothe atterinthelmi 2= ! 0
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[9) . Evaluating this series, we cbtan

(n+ 1)=2

cos 2gt + (1+ n)arctan gt D 6)

is provided by Eq. [13), lndeed not show ing any oscik
lations. The oscillations thus appear as M N jis in-
creased beyond M + N, when the serdes in Eq. D)

starts providing a better and better description of the

true answer.

The nalanswer forthe probability P (t) In the regin e
M +N <M N j M + N ) isgiven by

X X
Pi® = 1 @)+ () cos@Rgt@ + 1))
n i
e S
ro1+ T® I0); O 8)

(+ )

where I (t) is given by the series in Eq.[D 8. Taking the
lrading term in the seriesand setting = 0 In theprefac-
torofEq. [D8) wearriveat Eq. [El) . T his approxin ation
tums out to be quite accurate, asF ig.[d, which show sthe
case N = 2300,M = 2700, illustrates.
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