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In denseneutrino system s,such asfound in theearly Universe,orneara supernova core,neutrino


avorevolution isa�ected by coherentneutrino-neutrino scattering.Ithasbeen recently suggested

thatm any-particlequantum entanglem ente�ectsm ay play an essentialrolein thesesystem s,poten-

tially invalidating thetraditionaldescription in term sofa setofsingle-particle evolution equations.

W e m odelthe neutrino system by a system ofinteracting spins,following an earlier work which

showed that such a spin system can in som e cases be solved exactly [1]. W e extend this work by

constructing an exactanalyticalsolution to a m oregeneralspin system ,including initialstateswith

asym m etric spin distribution and,m oreover,notnecessarily aligned along thesam e axis.O ursolu-

tion exhibitsa rich setofbehaviors,including coherentoscillations and dephasing and a transition

from the classicalto quantum regim es. W e argue that the classicalevolution ofthe spin system

capturestheentire coherentbehaviorofthe neutrino system ,while thequantum e�ectsin the spin

system capture som e,butnotall,ofthe neutrino incoherentevolution.By com paring the spin and

neutrinosystem s,we�nd no evidencefortheviolation oftheaccepted one-body description,though

theargum entinvolvessom esubtletiesnotappreciated before.Theanalysisin thispaperm ay apply

to othertwo-state system sbeyond the neutrino �eld.

PACS num bers:

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In m any neutrino system s that are currently studied

the rate ofincoherent interactions is low enough to be

com pletely negligible,yet coherent interactions (refrac-

tion) play an im portant,even crucialrole. A classical

exam pleisprovided by thecaseofsolarneutrinos:these

neutrinos hardly scatter inside the Sun; nevertheless,

theircoherentinteractionswith thesolarm atterplaysan

essentialrole in their
avorevolution. Thisisofcourse

the celebrated M SW theory ofneutrino oscillations in

m atter[2,3].

TheclassicalM SW theory describesneutrinopropaga-

tion in a background ofnorm alm atter (electrons,neu-

trons,protons). There are system s,however,where the

num berdensity ofneutrinosthem selvesexceedsthoseof

electronsand baryons,such asthe early universe,orthe

so-called hot bubble region in an exploding supernova.

Such system s additionally require a theory describing

neutrino self-refraction.

Early investigations treated the neutrino background

analogously to theM SW theory [4,5].Pantaleone[7,8],

M cK ellar and Thom son [6], and Sigl and Ra�elt [9]

showed,however,that the neutrino background is dis-

tinguished by an im portantsubtlety: the induced m ass

term s in generalhave nonzero o�-diagonalcom ponents
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in the
avorbasis.Physically,thism eansthat
avorcan

be coherently exchanged between the neutrinos.

The authors of[6,7,8,9]constructed the equation

ofm otion ofthe neutrino system by using a one-body

description for each neutrino. This treatm ent crucially

dependson the assum ption thatthe state ofthe system

can be factorized into a product ofone-particle states.

Ifthis isnotthe case and the wavefunctionsofindivid-

ualneutrinos are entangled,a very di�erent treatm ent

m ay be required. A priori,it is not obvious that neu-

trinoswould notdevelop such entanglem ent,due to the

o�-diagonalinduced m assterm s. So the question arises

whether this entanglem ent exists and has a substantial

im pact on the coherent
avorevolution ofthe neutrino

ensem ble. The answer could have a signi�cant im pact

on thepredictionsforthesupernova neutrino signal,the

synthesisofheavy elem entsin the supernova,and possi-

bly Big Bang Nucleosynthesisand cosm ology.

The question was recently exam ined by Friedland &

Lunardini(F& L I[10],F& L II [1]) and by Bell,Rawl-

inson and Sawyer (BRS [11]). Allthree papers used a

sim ilarsetup,with a Ham iltonian thatwasrestricted to

\forward scattering" only [8]. W hile F& L Iargued that

the coherentpartoftheneutrino evolution should bede-

scribed by the one-particle form alism , the BRS paper

reached an opposite conclusion.

To m ake their argum ent,BRS considered the evolu-

tion ofa system initially in the 
avoreigenstates.W ith

thischoice,theone-particleform alism predictsno coher-

ent 
avorconversion and thus conversion on the coher-

ent tim e scale in this system would be an indication of

the breakdown ofthe one-particle description (presum -

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0602016v1
mailto:friedland@lanl.gov
mailto:b.mckellar@physics.unimelb.edu.au
mailto:ivona@physics.unimelb.edu.au
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ably through the form ation ofm any-neutrino entangled

states). The num ericalcalculation perform ed by BRS

seem ed tosuggestthepresenceofsuch \fast"conversions,

althoughthecalculationsinvolvedarelativelysm allnum -

bersofneutrinos.

F& L II[1]subsequently solved the neutrino m odelin-

troduced byBRS analyticallyforthespecialcaseofequal

num bersofeach neutrino speciesand equalstrength in-

teractionsby m apping neutrino-neutrino interactionsto

spin-spin interactions.Thesolution in thelim itofm any

particlesexhibited theequilibration tim ethatisprecisely

whatwould beexpected from incoherentscattering.The

analyticalsolution thus supported the one-particle de-

scription ofthe system .

O ne m ay wonder,however,ifthe initialstate consid-

ered in F& L II,nam ely, equalnum bers of spins \up"

and \down" wassom ehow special. Could entanglem ent

appearswith a m oregeneralsetup?

In this paper we willpresent a generalization ofthe

m any-body neutrino m odelintroduced in F& L II,in the

hope ofunderstanding the quantum system better. W e

again considerasystem ofm any neutrinosin which there

are two 
avor species, so that it m aps to a system of

interacting spins(thanksto the SU (2)sym m etry ofthe

problem ). W e generalize the m odelto initialstates in

which the species are not equally populated and where

theinitialstatesarenotnecessarily in 
avoreigenstates.

W e show that the corresponding spin problem can still

be solved exactly. The resulting solution exhibitsa rich

setofbehaviors,aswillbe discussed in the following.

Even generalized in this way,the m odelstillinvolves

severalsim pli�cationsand itisim portantto spellthese

out.

� The m odel keeps only forward scattering term s.

Thus,whilethem odelshould correctly captureco-

herente�ectsin arealneutrinosystem ,conclusions

about incoherent scattering e�ects in our m odel

m ustbe interpreted with care.

� The m om entum degrees of freedom are ignored.

Thee�ectsofFerm istatisticsarenotincluded,that

isthe physicalneutrino system isassum ed to have

a phase-space density m uch less than one. This

is indeed satis�ed everywhere outside the neutri-

nospherein a supernova.Thecaseoftheneutrinos

in the early universem ay be m oresubtle 1.

� The interaction strength between any two neutri-

nos is taken to be the sam e,ignoring the angular

1 Fora therm alneutrino distribution with 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

later regim e,the present approxim ation m ay be inadequate. O f

course,ifthe chem icalpotentialis signi�cant, the phase space

density willbe oforderone in som e regions.

distribution ofthe neutrino m om enta (see later).

The m odelthus aim s to describe the physicalsit-

uation in an isotropic neutrino gasand hence m ay

orm ay notcapturealle�ectsthatcould ariseasa

resultofvery anisotropicm om entum distributions,

such asthosesuggested in [12,13].

These lim itations and assum ptions should be kept in

m ind when relating theresultsobtained forthespin sys-

tem to the behaviorofa 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 [1, 10, 11, 12, 13], the reader is referred to

[14,15,16,17,18,19]forrecentprogress.

II. SET U P A N D G O A LS

A . T he H am iltonian and Eigenvalues

W e follow [11]and [1]by considering a system con-

sisting ofinteracting m assless neutrinos represented by

plane waves in a box ofvolum e V . Since our prim ary

m otivation is to investigate coherente�ects in the neu-

trino system , in particular, the possible breakdown of

theone-body approxim ation dueto 
avorexchange,and

notdue to spatially dependentm any-body correlations,

we focus on the \forward" neutralcurrent interactions

between the neutrinos.In otherwords,wedrop the m o-

m entum degreesoffreedom and include only scattering

events that preserve neutrino m om enta and those that

exchange them om enta [8,10],

j�x(~k)�y(~p)i � ! j�x(~k)�y(~p)i; (1)

j�x(~k)�y(~p)i � ! j�x(~p)�y(~k)i: (2)

In the \usual" caseofelectrons,protonsand neutrons

in thebackground,thewavesscattered forward interfere

coherently.Fortheneutrinobackground,however,thisis

notnecessarily so and ourm odel,in addition to coherent

e�ects,captures som e ofthe incoherent e�ects as well

[1, 10]. The identi�cation of coherent and incoherent

e�ectswillbe discussed atlength in whatfollows.

ForE � � m Z 0 the neutralcurrentinteraction Ham il-

tonian is

H int =
G F
p
2

 
X

�

���

�
��

! 0

@
X

�

���
���

1

A : (3)

Here the sum is over allk 
avors. The Ham iltonian

isinvariantundera 
avorSU (k)sym m etry.Letuscon-

sideronly twoneutrinospecies,in which casethesym m e-

try becom esSU (2)and the 
avorspacestructureofthe

�� � interaction becom es equivalent to the interaction

between pairs ofspins. As explicitly shown in F& L II,
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the interaction energy oftwo neutrinos,1 and 2,ispro-

portionalto the square ofthe totalangularm om entum

ofthe corresponding spin system ,

L̂
2 � (~�1=2+ ~�2=2)

2 = (3=2+ ~�1 � ~�2=2): (4)

The coe�cient ofproportionality dependents on the

relative angle between the neutrino m om enta �, g =
p
2G F

V
(1� cos�)[8]. In a realistic neutrino system ,the

couplingsaredistributed according to thedistribution of

the relativeanglesbetween neutrino m om enta.In order

tom akeoursystem solvable,wewillsim plifytheproblem

and takeallthe couplingsto be the sam e

g =

p
2G F

V
: (5)

Itishoped thatthissim pli�cation preservestheessential

featuresofthe evolution [1,11](see,however,[12,13]).

Henceforth we study this system ofinteracting spins to

obtain inform ation aboutthe neutrino system .

W e willconsidera system ofN + M spins,such that

initially N spinsallhave a certain orientation (forde�-

niteness,withouta lossofgenerality,\up")and the re-

m aining M spinsallhavea certain di�erentorientation.

Att= 0,thus,theN spinscom binein a stateofangular

m om entum JN = N =2 and projection m N = N =2,and

the M spins in a state ofangularm om enta JM = M =2

and projection m M . In term s ofthe originalneutrino

system ,we have a system ofN electron neutrinos,j�ei,

and M neutrinosin som e otherstate j�xi. W e give the

answer for a generalj�xi and then explicitly study two

cases: j�xi is 
avor eigenstate j��i and j�xi is a 
avor

superposition state(j�ei+ j��i)=
p
2.

TheHam iltonian forthissystem is

H = g

N + M �1X

j= 1

N + MX

k= j+ 1

(~�j + ~�k)
2 = g

0

@
N + M �1X

j= 1

N + MX

k= j+ 1

2~�j � ~�k +
3

4
(N + M )(N + M � 1)

1

A : (6)

which is related to the square ofthe totalangular m o-

m entum ofthe system [1],

Ĵ
2 =

0

@
N + MX

j= 1

~�j

1

A

2

=

0

@
N + M �1X

j= 1

N + MX

k= j+ 1

2~�j � ~�k +
3

4
(N + M )

1

A : (7)

By com paring Eqs.(6)and (7)we�nd

H int = g[Ĵ2 +
3

4
(M + N )(M + N � 2)]; (8)

with eigenvalues

E (J;N ;M )= g

h
J(J + 1)+

3(M + N )(M + N �2)

4

i
; (9)

where

Jm in � J � Jm ax; (10)

Jm in = m ax(jm N � mM j;jN =2� M =2j); (11)

Jm ax = N =2+ M =2: (12)

B . G oals

W eareinterested in �nding theprobability,asa func-

tion oftim e,P1(t),ofone ofthe particles rem aining in

the \spin up" state ifit was initially in the \spin up"

state.Asdiscussed in [1],thetim e scalewith which this

probabilityevolves,teq,tellsuswhethertheevolution has

coherentorincoherentnature.In particular,forM = N ,

t
coh
eq � (gN )�1 ; (13)

t
inc
eq � (g

p
N )�1 ; (14)

for coherent and incoherent evolution correspondingly.

In a large spin system the coherent tim e scale is m uch

shorterthen theincoherentone.O neofourgoalswillbe

to seewhich tim escalesarepresentin oursolution under

di�erentinitialconditions.

The second goalisto com pare the coherentevolution

we �nd to the predictionsofthe one-particle form alism .

According to thisform alism ,the coherentevolution ofa

givenneutrinoisdeterm ined bythefollowingone-particle

Ham iltonian [7,8]:

H 1�part =

p
2G F

V

X

i

j iih ij: (15)

Here, i isthe
avorstateofthe ith \background" neu-

trino i.e. the background isallthe neutrinosexceptfor

the oneforwhich the equation iswritten.Explicitly,for

two neutrino species(�e and ��)j ii=

�
�ie
�i�

�

.Thesum

runsoverall\background" neutrinos.
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III. T H E P R O B A B ILIT Y O F SP IN

P R ESERVA T IO N

A . R esult

Asweshow in thisSection,theevolution ofoursystem

can besolved exactly.In theinterestsofclarity,webegin

by displaying the answerforP1(t):

P1(t) =
1

2
+

Jm axX

J= Jm in

C (J)

+

Jm ax�1X

J= Jm in

�(J) cos[gt(2J + 2)]: (16)

The �rst two term s in Eq.(16) give the m ean value

ofthe probability: P1 = 1=2 m eans com plete depolar-

ization,or in the language ofthe neutrino system ,an

equalincoherentm ixture ofthe two 
avors;the second

term thus given the degree ofpolarization ofthe m ean

(\equilibrated")state. The lastterm contains the tim e

evolution ofthe system .

The lim itsofthe sum m ation Jm in and Jm ax are given

in Eq.(11) and (12). The coe�cients C (J) and �(J)

given by

C (J) = (� 1)2J�(m N + m M )+ (N + M )=2+ 1(1+ 2J)
1

N

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

� jhN =2;mN ;M =2;m M jJ;m N + m M ij2

�

�
J 1 J

� (mN + m M ) 0 m N + m M

� �
N =2 J M =2

J N =2 1

�

; (17)

�(J) = (� 1)2J�(m N + m M )+ (N + M )=2
p
(1+ 2J)(3+ 2J)

2

N

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

� hN =2;mN ;M =2;m M jJ;m N + m M ihN =2;m N ;M =2;m M jJ + 1;m N + m M i

�

�
J + 1 1 J

� (mN + m M ) 0 m N + m M

� �
N =2 J + 1 M =2

J N =2 1

�

: (18)

The inner products in the last two equations are

Clebsch-G ordan coe�cients,theobjectsin theparenthe-

sesare3j-coe�cientsand thosein curly bracketsare6j-

coe�cients.Forde�nitions,see,e.g.,[20].

The rest ofthis Section presents two com plem entary

derivations ofthese results. The derivations are som e-

whattechnicaland thereaderprim arily interested in the

analysis of the rich physicalproperties ofthe solution

m ay wish to skip to Sect.IV and return to thisSection

later,asneeded.

B . C onstruction ofthe probability: overview

Thissolution can befound in eitheroftwo ways,both

ofwhich provideim portant,com plem entary physicalin-

sights into the spin system . These insights willprove

very usefullater,aswediscussthephysicalpropertiesof

thesolution.Additionally,oneortheotherm ethod m ay

be usefulfor addressing stillm ore generalspin con�gu-

rations.Correspondingly,we show both m ethods.

� The �rst approach is to \split o�" the �rst spin

from thesystem ,so thattherem aining N + M � 1

spinsform s\a background" itinteractswith.The

solution isconstructed by �rstcouplingtheangular

m om enta oftherem aining spinsand then coupling

the�rstspin totheresult.Thism ethod generalizes

theideaem ployed in [1],butwithoutrelyingon the

sym m etriesspeci�c to the N = M case.

� The second approach is to treat the �rst spin as

a part ofthe system . W e solve for the evolution

ofallspins that start out in the \up" state. The

solution can be found by observing thateven with

N 6= M the system possesses a very high degree

ofsym m etry: allspins that startoutin the sam e

state evolve in the sam e way. This m eans,as we

willshow,thattheproblem can bereduced to that

ofjusttwo coupled angularm om enta.

C . M ethod I:splitting o� the �rst spin

The outline ofthis approach is as follows. The tim e

evolution ofthesystem iseasily written down in theba-

sis of totalangular m om entum , since, as explained in

Sect.II,thisistheHam iltonian eigenbasis.Correspond-

ingly,webegin in Sect.IIIC 1byconstructingthedensity

m atrix forthe system in thisbasis.In Sect.IIIC 2,this

density m atrix is rotated to a basis in which the �rst

spin hasa well-de�ned value.Finally,in Sect.IIIC 3 the
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probability P1(t)isfound.

1. Constructing the m any-body density m atrix in the total

angular m om entum basis

O ursystem begins(attim e t= 0)in the state

S(0)= jjN ;m N i
 jjM ;m M i: (19)

RecalljN = N =2isthetotalangularm om entum ofallthe

spin up particles,each with angularm om entum 1

2
,and

projection alongthe ẑ direction,m N .Also,jM = M =2 is

the angularm om entum ofallthe background particles,

each with angular m om entum 1

2
and projection, m M .

Rotating the initialstate,Eq.(19),to the totalangular

m om entum (J)basisand evolving itto tim e t,wehave,

S(t)=

Jm axX

J= Jm in

hjN ;jM ;J;m jjN ;jM ;m N ;m M i

� e
�itE (J;N ;M ) jjN ;jM ;J;m i: (20)

Here h jN ;jM ;J;m jjN ;jM ;m N ;m M i is the Clebsch-

G ordan coe�cientwhere j N and jM are coupled to the

totalangularm om entum ofthesystem J with projection

in the ẑ direction ofm = m N + m M .

Thedensity m atrix isde�ned as

�(t)= jS(t)ihS(t)j: (21)

Hence wehave,

�(t) =
P Jm ax

J= Jm in

P Jm ax

J0= Jm in
e
�it� E (J;J

0
)hjN ;jM ;J;m jjN ;jM ;m N ;m M ihjN ;jM ;J

0
;m jjN ;jM ;m N ;m M i

jjN ;jM ;J;m ihjN ;jM ;J
0
;m j: (22)

j  = M/2
2 j  = M/2

2

1/2

k
j  =N/21

1/2

k j

J

J

FIG .1:G raphicalrepresentation ofrecoupling.Thediagram

on the left represents the originalcoupling: the net angular

m om entum (j1)oftheN spinspointing up and thenetangu-

larm om entum (j2)ofthe rem aining M spinsare coupled to

thetotalangularm om entum ofthesystem (J).Thediagram

on the right represents the new coupling (see m ain text for

description).k isthe m om entum ofN � 1 \up" spins.

Here�E (J;J 0)= g[J(J+ 1)� J0(J0+ 1)]isthedi�erence

between the eigenvaluesE (J;N ;M )and E (J0;N ;M ).

2. Construction ofthe density m atrix in the basis

j1
2
;�i
 jj;�i

To �nd theprobability ofspin preservation itisconve-

nienttoagain changethebasis,thistim etoj1
2
;�i
 jj;�i.

j1
2
;�i is the state ofone ofthe spin-1/2 particles with

projection �and jj;�iisthestateofM + N � 1 rem ain-

ing particleswith angularm om enta jand projection �.

The density m atrix in the new basis is constructed in

thissubsection and then the probability isfound in the

nextsubsection.W estartwith thestateofEq.(20),and

transform itto thenew basis.W ewillom itthelim itson

the sum m ation signsforthe nextfew equationsbutwill

com m enton theselater.

To change to the preferred basis (j1
2
;�i
 jj;�i) we

m odify how theangularm om enta coupleto thetotalan-

gularm om entum ,J.Thiscan bedonein any way thatis

convenient. W e forthe m om ent\rem ove" the �rstspin

up and com bine the N � 1 spins up (with net angular

m om entum k = jN � 1=2) and the rem aining M spins

(with net angular m om entum jM ) into an object with

angularm om entum j.W e then couplethe rem oved spin

and jto thetotalJ.Thereforejistheresultofcoupling

jM and k.SeeFig.1 fora pictorialinterpretation.

The state j jN ;jM ;J;m i is represented in the new

basisas

jjN ;jM ;J;m i =
X

j

h
1

2
;(k jM )j;J j(

1

2
k)jN ;jM ;J i

� j
1

2
;(k jM )j;J;m i: (23)

The notation (a b)c indicates that a and b

couple to c. Here the recoupling coe�cient

h 1

2
;(k jM )j;J j (1

2
k)jN ;jM ;J i is proportional to

the 6-jcoe�cient,
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h
1

2
;(k jM )j;J j(

1

2
k)jN ;jM ;J i� (� 1)

1

2
+ k+ J+ jM [(2jN + 1)(2j+ 1)]

1

2

�
1

2
k jN

jM J j

�

: (24)

For a de�nition and explanation of 6-j coe�cients see

[21]or[20],Eq.(108.6).Therightsideofthiscoe�cient

representsthe originalcoupling (the leftside ofFig.1).

The leftside representsthe changed coupling (the right

side ofFig.1). The 6-jcoe�cient is a consequence of

changing the coupling.

Rotating from the basis j 1

2
;(k jM )j;J;m i to the

basisj1
2
;�i
 jj;�iand substituting k = jN � 1=2,we

have,

jjN ;jM ;J;m i=
X

j;�;�

(� 1)J+ jM + jN [(2jN + 1)(2j+ 1)]
1

2 h
1

2
;j;�;�j

1

2
;j;J;m i

�

�
1

2
jN � 1

2
jN

jM J j

�

j
1

2
;�i
 jj;�i:

(25)

Finally,substituting Eq.(25)into Eq.(20)yields

S(t) =
X

J;j;�;�

(� 1)J+ jM + jN [(2jN + 1)(2j+ 1)]
1

2 e
�itE (J;N ;M )hjN ;jM ;J;m jjN ;jM ;m N ;m M i

� h
1

2
;j;�;�j

1

2
;j;J;m i

�
1

2
jN � 1

2
jN

jM J j

�

j
1

2
;�i
 jj;�i: (26)

Recallthatthe�rstN spinsareinitially in astatewith

totalangularm om entum jN = N =2.The initialstate of

thetestspin isconsequentlythesam easthatoftheother

N � 1 particles,\up" (�= + 1=2).

Itisnow sim pleto constructthedensity m atrix in this

new basis using Eq.(26) and � = jS(t) ih S(t) j. W e

presentthe density m atrix in com ponentform ,

�1

2
�;j � ; 1

2
�0;j0 �0(t)=

X

J;J0

e
�it� E (J;J

0
)(� 1)J�J

0

(2jN + 1)(2j+ 1)hjN ;jM ;J;m jjN ;jM ;m N ;m M i

� hjN ;jM ;J
0
;m jjN ;jM ;m N ;m M ih

1

2
;j;�;�j

1

2
;j;J;m i

� h
1

2
;j

0
;�

0
;�

0j
1

2
;j

0;J0;m i

�
1

2
jN � 1

2
jN

jM J j

� �
1

2
jN � 1

2
jN

jM J0 j0

�

:

(27)

3. Probability ofSpin Preservation

The probability that the �rst spin rem ains in the up

state can be found from the density m atrix. In general

theprobability ofan eigenvalueai represented by theop-

eratorA isTr(A�).In thiscasethe operatorisdiagonal

and henceprobabilitiesarejustthediagonalcom ponents

ofthe density m atrix. These com ponentsofthe density

m atrix which give probabilities are those where j = j0,

�= � 0,and �= �0,i.e.,�1

2
�;j �;1

2
�;j �.Furtherm orewe
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arelooking fortheprobability ofthe�rstspin rem aining

in the spin up state so that � = + 1

2
. Using this infor-

m ation togetherwith Eq.(27)we�nd theprobability to

be

P1(t) =
X

j;�

�1

2

1

2
;j �;1

2

1

2
;j � =

X

J;J0;j;�

e
�it� E (J;J

0
)(� 1)J�J

0

(2jN + 1)(2j+ 1)hjN ;jM ;J;m jjN ;jM ;m N ;m M i

� hjN ;jM ;J
0
;m jjN ;jM ;m N ;m M ih

1

2
;j;

1

2
;�j

1

2
;j;J;m ih

1

2
;j;

1

2
;�

0j
1

2
;j;J0;m i

�

�
1

2
jN � 1

2
jN

jM J j

� �
1

2
jN � 1

2
jN

jM J0 j

�

: (28)

The third Clebsch-G ordan coe�cient in Eq. (28),

h 1

2
;j;1

2
;� j 1

2
;j;J;m i, represents the coupling of 1

2

and j to J. This gives J � 1

2
6 j 6 J + 1

2
. In

this sam e Clebsch-G ordan notice that we m ust have
1

2
+ � = m ,so that the sum m ation over � is unneces-

sary. Analyzing the fourth Clebsch-G ordan coe�cient,

h 1

2
;j;1

2
;�0 j 1

2
;j;J0;m i, further sim pli�es the equa-

tion.Thiscoe�cientshowsthatwecouple 1

2
and jto J0.

Hencewehave,jj� 1

2
j6 J06 j+ 1

2
.Now ifj= J+ 1

2
then

J 6 J06 J + 1,and ifj= J � 1

2
then jJ � 1j6 J06 J.

ThereforeJ0= jJ � 1j;J;J + 1.

Sum m ing overJ0 we�nd

P1(t)=

Jm axX

J= Jm in

~C (J)

+

Jm ax�1X

J= Jm in

�(J)cos[t�E (J + 1;J)];

(29)

where

~C (J)=

J+ 1

2X

j= J� 1

2

(2jN + 1)(2j+ 1)

� jhjN ;jM ;J;m jjN ;jM ;m N ;m M ij
2

�

�
�
�
�h
1

2
;j;

1

2
;m �

1

2
j
1

2
;j;J;m i

�
�
�
�

2

�

�
�
�
�

�
1

2
jN � 1

2
jN

jM J j

��
�
�
�

2

(30)

and

�(J)= � 2(2jN + 1)(2J + 2)

� hjN ;jM ;J;m jjN ;jM ;m N ;m M i

� hjN ;jM ;J + 1;m jjN ;jM ;m N ;m M i

� h
1

2
;J +

1

2
;
1

2
;m �

1

2
j
1

2
;J +

1

2
;J;m i

� h
1

2
;J +

1

2
;
1

2
;m �

1

2
j
1

2
;J +

1

2
;J + 1;m i

�

�
1

2
jN � 1

2
jN

jM J J + 1

2

� �
1

2
jN � 1

2
jN

jM J + 1 J + 1

2

�

:

(31)

Although itisnotim m ediately obvious,the answerjust

obtained coincideswith Eqs.(16),(17),and (18).Notice

that ~C (J) is not the sam e as C (J) in Eq.(17) since,

unlikeEq.(16),Eq.(29)doesnotcontain the 1/2 term .

D . M ethod II:sym m etry ofthe entire system

The second m ethod is based on an observation that

since the coupling strength isthe sam e forallspinsthe

system possessesavery high degreeofsym m etry.In par-

ticular,allspinsthatstartoutin the sam e state evolve

in the sam e way (up to relabeling). This sim ple obser-

vation proves to be very powerfulfor our analysis: it

m eansthatallspinsthatstartoutin the\up" statecom -

bine in a single com posite object with the angular m o-

m entum L1 = N =2 atany m om entin tim e,notjustat

t = 0. The sam e can be said about the rem aining M

spins(L2 = M =2).Thusthe problem reducesto a text-

book caseofjusttwo interacting angularm om enta.

M ore precisely, at any m om ent in tim e, the system

is described as a superposition ofstates iwith de�nite

valuesoftotalangularm om entum ,Ji. Each such state

isobtained asa resultofsym m etrizationsand antisym -

m etrizationsofindividualspin wavefunctions.Thehigh-

est J state is a com pletely sym m etrical com bination,

the next one is obtained by perform ing one antisym -

m etrization,etc (the generalrulesare given by Young’s

tableaux). The im portant point is that by sym m etry
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allspinsthatstarted outin the sam e state can only be

sym m etrized. That m eans that allspins that started

outin thesam estatecan beassem bled in a singleobject

with thetotal(unchangingin tim e!) angularm om entum .

Thisargum entholdsforany t.

Itis conceptually straightforward to com pute the ex-

pectation valueoftheoperatorj
(1)
z (the z com ponentof

the angularm om entum ofthe �rstcom posite object)at

any m om entin tim e.Theexpectation valueofthecorre-

sponding operatorforeach spin,s
(1)
z ,can then be found

by sim ply dividing by N ,by sym m etry.

Letusdenotethe stateofthewholesystem by jS(t)i.

Asbefore,the system evolvesaccording to

jS(t)i=

Jm axX

J= Jm in

jJihJjS(0)ie�itE J ; (32)

where Jm in and Jm ax are given in Eqs.(11) and (12),

E J � E (J;N ;M )) given in Eq.(9) (the irrelevantcon-

stantpiece can be dropped).

W e need to �nd the probability ofthe �rstspin being

in the\up" state,P1(t)= hS(t)j+ 1=2i1h+ 1=2j1jS(t)i.It

followsfrom thede�nition ofs
(1)
z = 1=2(j+ 1=2ih+ 1=2j�

j� 1=2ih� 1=2j) and the com pleteness relation (j+

1=2ih+ 1=2j+ j� 1=2ih� 1=2j= 1) that this probability

is related to the expectation value ofthe angular m o-

m entum ofthatspin,

P1(t)= hS(t)js(1)z jS(t)i+ 1=2: (33)

Letusnow com pute hS(t)js
(1)
z jS(t)i:

hS(t)js(1)z jS(t)i=
1

N
hS(t)jj(1)z jS(t)i=

1

N

Jm axX

J= Jm in

Jm axX

J0= Jm in

hS(0)jJ0ihJ0jj(1)z jJihJjS(0)ieit(E J �E J 0
)
: (34)

The products hJjS(0)i,hS(0)jJ0i are just the Clebsch-

G ordan coe�cientshN =2;m N ;M =2;m M ;jJ;m N + m M i,

hN =2;m N ;M =2;m M ;jJ0;m N + m M i(written so because

they are real). The problem of �nding the expecta-

tion value hJ0jj
(1)
z jJiis solved,e.g.,in [20]. Using Eqs.

(109.2),(109.3),(29.13)there,and the factthatthe op-

erator j
(1)
z is a q = 0 com ponent ofa k = 1 spherical

tensor (see (107.1) of[20]for the exact de�nition),we

get

hJ0jj(1)z jJi =

�
J0 1 J

� (mN + m M ) 0 m N + m M

�

�
p
(1+ 2J)(1+ 2J0)

�
N =2 J0 M =2

J N =2 1

�

�
p
(N =2)(N =2+ 1)(N + 1)

� (� 1)q; (35)

where

q � m ax[J;J0]� (mN + m N )+ N =2+ M =2

+ m in[J;J0]+ 1: (36)

The �rstline in Eq.(35)expressesthe dependence of

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

m om entum ofthe whole system (Eq. (109.2) of[20]).

The second line containsthe dependence ofthe reduced

m atrix elem enton the totalangularm om enta J and J0

(Eq.(109.3)of[20]).Thethird lineisthereduced m atrix

elem entoftheangularm om entum ofthe�rstcom posite

object,hj(1)jj(1)jj(1)i=
p
L1(L1 + 1)(1+ 2L1).Finally,

thelastlinecontainsthesign factorcollected from allthe

ingredients.

The6j-sym bolenforcesthe following selection rule:

J
0= J;J � 1: (37)

Thedouble sum in Eq.(34)then reducesto

hS(t)js(1)z jS(t)i=

1

N

Jm axX

J= Jm in

jhN =2;m N ;M =2;m M ;jJ;m N + m M ij2

�

�
J 1 J

� (mN + m M ) 0 m N + m M

�

� (1+ 2J)

�
N =2 J M =2

J N =2 1

�

�
p
(N =2)(N =2+ 1)(N + 1)

� (� 1)2J�(m N + m N )+ N =2+ M =2+ 1

+
1

N

Jm ax�1X

J= Jm in

hN =2;m N ;M =2;m M ;jJ;m N + m M i

� hN =2;mN ;M =2;m M ;jJ + 1;m N + m M i

�

�
J + 1 1 J

� (mN + m M ) 0 m N + m M

�

�
p
(1+ 2J)(3+ 2J)

�
N =2 J + 1 M =2

J N =2 1

�

�
p
(N =2)(N =2+ 1)(N + 1)

� (� 1)2J�(m N + m N )+ N =2+ M =2

� 2cos[2gt(J + 1)]; (38)

which isthe answergiven earlierin Eqs.(16),(17),and

(18).
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IV . A N A LY SIS:A FLAV O R SU P ER P O SIT IO N

B A C K G R O U N D

Asalready m entioned,the solution in Eqs.(16),(17),

and (18) contains very rich physics found in the actual

neutrino system . First, let us show that it contains

both coherent oscillations and incoherent equilibration

(decay).Forthat,letusconsiderthe case

m N =
N

2
; m M = 0: (39)

In the neutrino system , this corresponds to the �rst

N neutrinos initially being in the j�ei
avoreigenstate,

whiletherem ainingM neutrinosstartingoutin them ax-

im allym ixed state.In thissetup,theone-particleform al-

ism predictscoherentevolution.

0 200 400 600 800
τ

0.5

1.

P

FIG .2: Tim e evolution ofP1(t) in the case N = 100,M =

120,m N = N =2,m M = 0. The tim e variable is de�ned as

� � gt(M + N ).

Indeed,oursolution con�rm sthis.Theexplicitform of

the coe�cientsC (J)and �(J)isgiven in Eqs.(A1)and

(A2). Using these values,we plot the behavior ofthe

expectation valueP1(t)forN = 100,M = 120 in Fig.2.

W e see thatthe evolution exhibitsboth oscillationsand

decay. The oscillations re
ect coherent behavior,while

the decay occurs on a longer tim e scale, as would be

expected forincoherentevolution.

Thisassertion can bem adequantitative.Thekey test

ofcoherence/incoherence ofthe evolution is the scaling

ofthe evolution tim es with the num ber ofparticles. In

the lim it oflarge N and M ,it is possible to show that

a single\wavetrain" in Fig.2 (oscillationsplusdecay)is

described analytically by the following form ula:

P1(t) =
1

2

�

1+
N 2

N 2 + M 2

�

+
1

2

�

1�
N 2

N 2 + M 2

�

exp

"

�
g2t2

2

N
+ 2 N

M 2

#

� cos

�
g
p
N 2 + M 2t

�
: (40)

A detailed derivation ofEq.(40)isgiven in Appendix

B. Here,we notice that the oscillation period scales as

/ (N 2 + M 2)�1=2 ,as expected for coherent evolution,

while the decay tim e goes like N �1=2 (2+ 2N 2=M 2)1=2,

indicating itsincoherentnature(cfEqs.(13),(14)).

W efurtherobservethatthefrequency ofthecoherent

oscillationsagreeswith thepredictionsoftheone-particle

form alism fora neutrino in the background ofM m axi-

m ally neutrinos(j�ei+ j��i)=
p
2 and N � 1 ’ N neutri-

nosin the j�eistate.Indeed,the one-particleoscillation

Ham iltonian (15)in thiscaseis

H 1�part =

p
2G F

V

X

i

j iih ij= g

�
N + M

2

M

2
M

2

M

2

�

;(41)

so thatthe oscillation frequency,given by the di�erence

ofthe eigenvalues,isprecisely g
p
N 2 + M 2.

A veryvaluablephysicalinsightcan begained from the

idea thatunderliesM ethod IIofsolvingfortheevolution

ofthe system ,nam ely,thatallspinsin the sam e initial

state always com bine to form an object with a certain

de�nite value ofthe angular m om entum . As explained

in Sect.(IIID),this m eans that the system can be re-

duced to justtwo coupled angularm om enta,jN = N =2

and jM = M =2. W hen the num bers of spins N and

M are su�ciently large,the two com posite angularm o-

m enta behave as nearly classicalobjects. They precess

about the direction ofthe totalangular m om entum of

thesystem .Thesearethefastoscillationsseen in Fig.2.

Q uantum -m echanically,a system that has a de�nite

valueofthetotalangularm om entum doesnotsim ultane-

ously have de�nite projectionsofthe individualangular

m om entum vectors that com prise it. Correspondingly,

after a while the com ponents ofthe angular m om enta

thatare transverse to the totalangularm om entum un-

dergo \quantum wash-out". The system equilibratesto

a state in which only the com ponentsofthe constituent

angularm om entaalongthedirection ofthetotalangular

m om entum rem ain.

Let us check this quantitatively. The totalangular

m om entum ofthe system (in the classicallim it) m akes

an anglecos�= N =
p
N 2 + M 2 with thepositivezdirec-

tion.Hence,theprojectionofthenetangularm om entum

ofthe �rstN spinson the direction ofthe totalangular

m om entum ofthe whole system is N =2 � cos�. After

a su�cient am ount oftim e this is the only com ponent

thatrem ains,thetransversecom ponentsarewashed-out.

Projecting itback on thez-axis,wegetN =2� cos2 �or,

using Eqs.(33),(34),

�P1 =
1

2
+

1

N

N

2

N 2

N 2 + M 2
=
1

2

�

1+
N 2

N 2 + M 2

�

; (42)

precisely in agreem entwith Eq.(40).

Additionalinsight about classicaland quantum fea-

turesoftheevolution can begained by restoring thefac-

tors ofthe Plank’s constant in Eq. (40). It is sim ple

to see that the product gt com es with a one factor of
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~. The logic isasfollows:(i)from Eq. (9)itisobvious

thatthe energy isproportionalto ~2 (from the angular

m om entum squared factor);(ii) next,in com puting the

evolution phase(exp(iE t=~)),wedivideby onepowerof

~;(iii) this leads to one power of~ in the argum entof

the cosine in Eq. (14),i.e.,gtcom eswith one factorof

~.Eq.(40)then reads

P1(t) =
1

2

�

1+
N 2

N 2 + M 2

�

+
1

2

�

1�
N 2

N 2 + M 2

�

exp

"

� g
2
~t

2 M ~

2
�
M

N
+ N

M

�

#

� cos

�
g~
p
N 2 + M 2t

�
: (43)

W e see that the argum ent of the cosine

g~
p
N 2 + M 2t = gJtott involves only the classical

value of the total angular m om entum Jtot, while the

decay exponent involves two powers of ~, of which

only one is absorbed into the de�nition of classical

angular m om enta. The decay exponent is a quantum

e�ect, in a sense that its physical origin lies in the

quantum uncertainty principle. This allowsus to m ake

an im portant identi�cation: coherent evolution in the

neutrino system m aps into the classical behavior of

the angular m om enta, while incoherent e�ects in the

neutrino system correspond to quantum e�ects in the

spin system . This im portant point will be developed

furtherin Sect.V A.

Finally,we note thatthe solution is periodic and the

wavetrain, having seem ingly com pletely decayed away,

reem ergesafter som e tim e. This phenom enon is due to

the fact that the spin system possesses a fundam ental

frequency,ofwhich allotherfrequencies(the argum ents

ofthe cosinesin Eq.(16))arem ultiples.Thise�ectwill

be discussed in detailin Sect.V C.

V . A N A LY SIS:A FLAV O R EIG EN STA T E

B A C K G R O U N D

W e nextanalyze the probability forthe case thatthe

state jM is m ade of spin down particles (or neutrinos

in the m uon 
avor eigenstate). Hence we identify the

quantum num bersas

m N =
N

2
; m M = �

M

2
: (44)

O ne reason thiscase isinteresting forusisthatforthis

system the one-particle form alism predicts no coherent


avorconversion. Indeed,the o�-diagonalterm s in the

Ham iltonian (15)vanish.

The explicitform ofthe coe�cientsC (J)and �(J)is

given in Appendix A, Eqs.(A3), (A5), and (A4). As

explained there, for the case N = M our probability

agreesexactly with thatfound in F& L II.

W e have plotted the probability according to these

equationsforvariousnum bersofspin down (M )and spin

up (N )particlesand a subsetoftheseisshown in Fig.3.

Thetim eon the�guresisscaled such that� = tg(N + M )

so thatwe m ay com pare ourresultsto those in F& L II

and BRS.

The m ain featuresofthe solution we �nd are the fol-

lowing:

� Asseen in the leftpanelofFig.3,forN � M (to

bequanti�ed later),thesystem equilibratestosom e

valueof �P1 and subsequently fora long tim eshows

no evolution.Thisbehaviorissim ilarto whatwas

observed in the case ofSect.(IV). Just like that

system ,the wavetrain reem ergesaftersom etim e.

� Asseenin therightpanelofFig.3,theequilibration

happenson tim escalescharacteristicofincoherent

evolution,teq � g�1 ((M + N )=2)�1=2 . Unlike the

case ofSect.(IV) though,in the present case for

N = M we do not see coherent oscillations with

the decaying wavetrain. In fact,it was explicitly

shown in F& L IIthatforN = M the probability

P1 dependson tim e only through the com binationp
N gt.Thus,theevolution hasm anifestly incoher-

entnature.(cfEq.(40)).

� AsjN � M jisincreased,thevalueofP1 in equilib-

rium ,�P1,increasesand forlargejN � M jthesystem

stopsevolving,entering a \freeze-out" state. This

trend can beclearly seen in Fig.3.Asfurtherillus-

trated in Fig.4,where �P1 isplotted asa function

ofN � M for �xed M + N ,the m inim um value

of �P1 = 1=2 occurs when N = M . That �P1 rises

forboth signs of(N � M )appearscounterintuitive

at �rst. Indeed,it m eans ifwe have a single spin

up coupled to a very large system ofspins down,

the�rstspin doesnotequilibrateto a statem ostly

oriented down,butrem ainsaligned up.

� AsjN � M jisincreased,in addition to decay,the

system startexhibiting oscillations,the frequency

of which grows with jN � M j. The am plitude

of these oscillations gets progressively sm aller as

jM � N j increases, since the system approaches

the freeze-outstate. Thisbehaviorcan be seen in

Fig.5,which reproduces at higher resolution the

caseM = 1280,N = 2600 ofFig.3.

In whatfollows,wewilldiscussthesefeaturesfurther.

Thiswillallow usto gain a deeperunderstanding ofthe

spin system and itsrelationship to the neutrino system .

W ewill�rstshow how thetransition from the regim ein

which thespinsequilibrateto thefreeze-outregim eillus-

tratestheinterplay of\classical"and \quantum " e�ects.

W e willthen discussthe tim e scale ofthe evolution and

whether the system follows the predictions ofthe one-

particle Ham iltonian in the classicalregim e. Finally,in

Sect.V C we willcom m enton the periodicity ofourso-

lution.
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FIG .3: Plots ofN= 2560 and various num bers ofspin down particles,M .The tim e variable � is de�ned as the scaled tim e

� = gt(M + N ).NotethatforallthegraphsN + M = even.Theright�gureshowsthattheequilibration tim eforthebottom

two curvesischaracteristic ofincoherentevolution,teq / [2=(M + N )]
1=2

.
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FIG .4:Theaverageprobability (�P1 = 1=2+
P

J
C (J))when

wechangethenum berofspin upsand spin downswhilekeep-

ing M + N constant.

A . From equilibration to freeze-out: a

quantum -to-classicaltransition

In the course ofthe analysisin Sect.IV,we have en-

countered a situation in which fastcoherentprocessesin

the neutrino system corresponded to classicale�ects in

thespin system ,whileslowerincoherentprocessesin the

neutrino system corresponded to quantum e�ectsin the

spin system . Thisphysicalpicture isfurther illustrated

by the system m N = N =2,m M = � M =2 we are now

considering.

O nce again,we recallthat this system is reduced to

two angularm om enta asdescribed in Sect.IIID.W hen

N and M arelarge,thesetwo angularm om enta becom e

approxim ately classicalobjects,~j1 and~j2.Theseobjects

are coupled with an interaction const� ~j1 �~j2. By en-

ergyconservation,thisquantity stays�xed,and sincethe

0 2500 5000 7500 10000 12500 15000 17500

0.997

0.9975

0.998

0.9985

0.999

0.9995

1

P

PSfrag replacem ents
�

FIG .5: A close up of the plot for N= 2560 and M = 1280.

Note the verticalscale. The probability is very close to one

and 
uctuatesm inim ally aboutthe average value.

lengths ofboth vectorsare �xed the angle between the

vectors~j1 and~j2 stays�xed.Sincethetwo vectorsstart

out pointing in opposite directions,they rem ain point-

ing in oppositedirections.Theonly possibility leftisfor

thesystem to tiltasa whole,butthatwould violatem o-

m entum conservation,unlessthetotalm om entum ofthe

system is zero (N = M ). Thus,the classicalsystem is

frozen,unlessj1 = j2,which isa specialpoint.

O ur calculation shows that quantum m echanicalef-

fects actually resolve this discontinuity. The transition

from the freeze-outto equilibration happensin som e �-

nite rangeofangularm om enta.

W hatphysicssetsthisrange? Letusconsiderthetwo

angular m om enta being added as sem iclassicalobjects.

Then,in addition to theangularm om enta in thez direc-

tion,they each possess\quantum " angularm om enta in
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the x � y plane.Thesem om enta areofthe order

Jxy �
p
J2 � J2z =

p
J(J + 1)� J2 =

p
J:

That this is a quantum e�ect is seen by restoring the

units:Jxy �
p
J~.This\quantum " angularm om entum

iswhatisresponsibleforthe equilibration.

W hen thetwo angularm om enta areadded,theirx� y

quantum m om enta are also com bined and the net ob-

ject has Jx�y ofthe sam e order as the ingredients. If

the net classicalm om entum along the z axis is greater

then Jx�y ,theequilibration willbesuppressed.In other

words, we arrive at the physicalcondition that deter-

m ines the boundary between equilibration and \freeze-

out"

jM � N j=2�
p
(M + N )=2: (45)

Forlargenum berofspins,we can sim ply replacein this

condition
p
(M + N )=2!

p
N .

This boundary between freeze-out and equilibration

can be quanti�ed by the analyticalexpression for the

equilibrium P1 that can be derived for jM � N j �

(M + N )(see Appendix C):

�P1 ’ 1�
1

1+ �=�
F

�
�
p
�

�

; (46)

Here,� � (N � M )=2,� � (M + N )=2 and

F (a)�
1

2
�
a2

2

Z 1

0

dy
e�y

y+ a2
: (47)

Up to a sm allcorrection in the prefactorin Eq.(46),
�P1 dependson �and �in com bination �

2=�.M oreover,

F (a)quickly dropsto zero asa isincreased beyond one.

Hence,thewidth jM � N jofthe\quantum equilibration

region" indeed scaleswith N + M as
p
N + M .

Thisscaling can be seen in Fig.4. The curvesshown

thereareobtained by using theexactsolution,Eqs.(16),

(A3),(A4),(A5).They arewelldescribed by Eq.(46).

B . Equilibration T im e

W enow discussthetim escalesthatcontroltheevolu-

tion ofoursystem .W e areparticularly interested to see

how theevolution scaleswith thenum berofspinsin the

lim itwhen the spin system islarge.

Asalready m entioned,the case ofN = M considered

in F& L IIis straightforward: for large N the evolution

isuniquely dependenton
p
N tand the decay curveis

P1(t)= 1�

p
�

2

p
N gtexp(� N g

2
t
2)er�(

p
N gt); (48)

whereer�(z)isthe im aginary errorfunction

er�(z)� � ierf(iz)=
2
p
�
�

Z z

0

exp(t2)dt: (49)

O urinvestigationsin Sect.V A,however,showed that

in generalthe situation is less obvious. For N 6= M

Figs.3,5 show a m ore com plicated evolution pattern.

Indeed,asweshow next,in thiscasea new,shortertim e

scaleentersthe evolution.

First,letusconsiderthesim plestexam ple,an obvious

lim iting caseN = 1.Ascan beeasily seen from Eq.(16),

theevolution containsjusta singleoscillation frequency,

as Jm in = M =2 � 1=2 and Jm ax = M =2 + 1=2. The

corresponding valueof�(M =2� 1=2)is2=(M + 1)2.W e

thushave

P1(t)= 1�
2

(1+ M )2
+

2

(1+ M )2
cos[gt(M + 1)]: (50)

W eseethattheoscillation tim escalegrowslinearly with

thenum berofspins,notasa squarerootasin Eq.(48).

W e also notice that the am plitude ofthe oscillation is

suppressed by the second powerofthe num berofspins.

Next,letusconsideram orenontrivialcase
p
N + M <

jN � M j� (N + M ). Thiscase ischaracterized by the

decay ofthewavetrain to thevalue �P1 given in Eq.(46).

Itturnsoutthatfor
p
N + M < jN � M j� (N + M )the

decay behavior is qualitatively di�erent from Eq.(48).

Thewavetrain in thiscaseisapproxim ately described by

P1(t) ’ 1�
�

2

0

@ 1

� 2
�
cos

�
2gt�+ 2arctan

�
gt�

�

��

� 2 + g2t2�2

1

A :(51)

Fordetailssee Appendix D,where an asym ptotic series

forP1(t) isderived. Eq.(51)containsthe leading term

ofthis series. Forsu�ciently large jM � N j(com pared

to
p
N + M ) it givesan excellentapproxim ation ofthe

trueresult,ascan be seen in Fig.6.

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400
Τ

0.925

0.95

0.975

1.

P

N=2300, M=2700
Analytical Approximation

Exact Solution

FIG .6: Tim e evolution ofP1(t)in the case N = 2300,M =

2700,m N = N =2,m M = � M =2. The Figure illustratesthat

Eq.(51) (curve) provides a very good approxim ation to the

exact solution obtained by sum m ing the series in Eqs.(16),

(A3),(A4)(dots).Thetim evariableisde�ned as� � gt(M +

N ),the sam e way asin Figs.3,5.

By inspecting Eq.(51),weclearly seethatfornonzero

jM � N j a new frequency, 2g� = g(N � M ) enters

the problem . W e stressthatthis frequency depends on
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N � M linearly.Theam plitudeoftheoscillationsatthe

m axim um issuppressed by (N + M )=jN � M j2,so asa

function ofjM � N jtheoscillationsincreasein frequency

and decrease in am plitude. Finally,the oscillations de-

cay with tim e asonly a powerlaw and the decay tim e,

teq � jN � M j=(g(N + M ))increaseswith jM � N j.Com -

pare this with the situation for N = M ,in which case

thedecay tim escaleisteq � 1=(g
p
N )and thedecay has

exponentialdependence.

Atlast,whatconclusionscan be drawn aboutthe ap-

plicability of the one-particle coherent Ham iltonian in

thiscase? O urconclusionsisthatonecan de�nein what

sense it is applicable,but the argum entis a bit subtle.

Unlike in the case N = M considered in F& L II,in the

m ore generalsetup considered here we �nd a new fre-

quency,linearly dependent on the di�erence jN � M j.

Can this be reconciled with Eq.(15),which statesthat

in the neutrino system which begins as a collection of


avoreigenstatesthereshould notbeany 
avorcoherent

conversion? W e recallthat while the frequency ofour

solution increases with jN � M j,the am plitude ofthe

corresponding oscillations becom es sm aller and sm aller

(seeEq.(51)).Theoscillationsbecom ehigh-frequencyas

the system entersa state offreeze-out.The one-particle

coherent lim it corresponding to neglecting the residual

sm alloscillations.

A di�erentway to statethisisthattheoscillation am -

plitudeissuppressed by (M + N )=(N � M )2 and becom es

large only when jN � M japproaches
p
N + M . In the

lattercase,however,theoscillation frequency,obviously,

becom esoforder
p
N + M ,and hence indistinguishable

from the incoherenttim e scale.

C . T he Period ofthe P robability

In thissection we study the periodicity ofthe proba-

bility P1(t)observed in Fig.3.Recall,the probability is

P (t)= const+

jN + j2�1X

J= jjN �j M j

�(J)cos[gt(2J + 2)]: (52)

Theperiodicity isa consequenceoftheprobability being

a sum ofcosines with frequencies that are m ultiples of

the lowest,fundam entalfrequency.

1. The Case for N= 1 or M = 1

W e �rstconsiderthe case when N orM isone. Con-

siderN = 1.Forthiscase there isonly one cosine term

with J = M

2
� 1

2
.ThereforeEq.(52)reducesto,

P (t)=

jN + j2X

J= jjN �j M j

C (J)+ �

�
M � 1

2

�

cos[gt(M + 1)]

(53)

Hence,

TN = 1 =
2�

g(M + 1)
(54)

IfwetakeM = 1instead,theresultisthesam eexcept

N and M areswapped.

2. The Case for N > 1 and M > 1

Each cosinein Eq.(52)satis�es,

cos[gt(2J + 2)]= cos[g(t+ TJ)(2J + 2)] (55)

Here TJ is the period ofthe cosine corresponding to

angularm om enta J.Now forallJ,

TJ =
2�

g(2J + 2)
(56)

To �nd the period we need the least com m on m ulti-

ple ofthe TJ’s. W e �nd the period (together with the

previoussubsection)to be,

T =

8
><

>:

�

g
; ifN + M = even (orJ= integer)

2�

g
; ifN + M = odd (orJ= halfinteger)
2�

g(N + M )
; ifN= 1 orM = 1

(57)

Notethattheperiod isthesam eforthecaseofa
avor

eigenstate background and a 
avor superposition back-

ground becausetheperiod only dependson theargum ent

ofthecosine.Theargum entofthecosineisthesam efor

both cases. The discontinuity between the period when

N = 1 or M = 1 and the other cases arises because in

the�rsttwo casesthereisan interferenceofm any cosine

waves(astherethecosinesaresum m ed over)and in the

lastcasethere isonly onecosinewave.ForM = N ,our

resultsreduceto thatfound in F& L II.

Notice that, up to the factor of two controlled by

whetherN + M iseven orodd,theperiod ofthespin sys-

tem dependsonly on the value ofthe spin-spin coupling

g and noton the sizeofthe spin system .Fora neutrino

system ,g =
p
2G F

V
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�ectswould

destroy any periodicity. W e recallthat for su�ciently

large num bers ofneutrinos the tim e scale ofincoherent

forward scattering,Eq.(14),ism uch sm allerthan thepe-

riod found here and,m oreover,thatforward incoherent

scattering isonly a sm allfraction ofthetotalincoherent

scattering (see F& L II).Thus,the periodicity is an ex-

am pleofan e�ectin thespin system thatisnotrealized

in theactualneutrino system .In thecontextofthespin

system ,on theotherhand,thee�ectisperfectly physical
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and indeed isrem iniscentofthe well-known \spin echo"

e�ectexperim entally observed in actualspin system s.

As a �nalcom m ent note that when we approxim ate

the sum soverthe cosinesby the integrals,in Eqs.(40),

(46),and (51),theperiodicityofthesolutionisdestroyed.

Thishastodowith thedisappearanceofthefundam ental

(lowest)frequency in the system .The sam e observation

wasm adein F& L IIforN = M .

3. A note aboutm inim a

Let us call the case when P1 = 1=2 +
P

J
C (J)�P

J
�(J) (which is the lowest possible value that the

probability can be)a perfectm inim um . Forthe perfect

m inim um to occurwe m usthave,cos[gt(2J + 2)]= � 1

sim ultaneously for allJ. The period ofeach cosine de-

creasesasJ increases,thereforeweonly need to �nd the

tim ewhen thecosinewith thelargestperiod and theco-

sinewith thesm allestperiod aresim ultaneously equalto

� 1.

By a calculation analogousto thatforthe period one

can show that ifN + M = even there willnever be a

perfectm inim um . IfN + M isodd the tim eswhen the

probability attainsa perfectm inim um is,

Tm in =
k�

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

Notethatthisishalfwaybetween perfectm axim a(the

case where P1(t)= 1=2+
P

J
C (J)+

P
J
�(J)). Hence

ifM + N isodd (orJ ishalfan integer)theprobability

has both a perfect m inim um and a perfect m axim um .

Thisresultshowsyetanotherintriguing physicalfeature

ofthespin system .W hileasystem with N + M = even is

characterized by asetofrecurringm axim a,in thesystem

with N + M = odd everyothersuch m axim um isreplaced

by a m inim um . This behavior is illustrated in Fig.7.

0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000
τ

0.5

1.

P

M=2559

M=2499

M=1279

FIG .7:PlotsofN = 2560 and variousnum bersofspin down

particles,M .Thetim eisscaled so that� = gt(M + N ).Note

thatforallthe graphsN + M = odd

Note that in this �gure,as before, the abscissa is the

scaled tim e � = gt(M + N ).

V I. T H E FR EEZE-O U T EFFEC T A N D A R EA L

N EU T R IN O G A S:A C R IT IC A L A N A LY SIS

A . O verview ofthe problem

In Sect.V wefound thata general\N + M " (N 6= M )

spin system thatstartspolarized in thez direction typi-

cally equilibratevery little,even on thelongerincoherent

tim escale,exceptin caseswhen N and M arevery close

(jN � M j .
p
N ). O bviously, it is im portant to un-

derstand ifthis�nding correspondsto the behaviorofa

realneutrino gas. Thisquestion isnota trivialone. As

m entioned in theintroduction,goingfrom aneutrino gas

to the spin m odelinvolves severalsim plifying assum p-

tions: only forward scattering is kept,equalinteraction

strengths are assum ed,the interactionsare taken to be

continuousin tim e,etc. Allthese assum ptionscould,in

principle,introduce certain artifacts in the system and

it is not a priori obvious that the freeze-out behavior

found in the toy m odelisnotjustsuch an artifact. W e

willexam inethisquestion next.

B . Interference ofneutrino scattering am plitudes

Consider a test neutrino,taken for de�niteness to be

j�e > ,
ying though a box with thegasofneutrinos.As-

sum etheneutrinosin thegasarein the
avoreigenstates,

jS(0)i= j�e�e:::�e| {z }
(N �1)

����:::��
| {z }

M

i: (59)

Let us lim it scattering to only the forward process and

ask:whatistheprobabilitythatscatteringchanges
avor

ofthe testneutrino?

Let us review the argum entsofF& L I.O m itting the


avor-preservingneutralcurrentpiece,which isthesam e

forallneutrinos,wecan writetheresultoftheinteraction

to �rstorderin the interaction am plitude a as
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j�eij�e�e:::�e| {z }
(N �1)

����:::��
| {z }

M

i� !

jF i = (1+ (N � 1)ia)j�eij�e�e:::�e����:::��i

+ ia(j��ij�e�e:::�e�e��:::��i+ j��ij�e�e:::�e���e:::��i+ :::
| {z }

M

); (60)

The interaction am plitude a is given by a � C �t �

�
p
2G F (1 � cos�)�t=V [1, 10], where �t is the dura-

tion oftheinteraction between a pairofneutrinos.Since

the �nalstatesare m utually orthogonal,the probability

of
avor change goes as M a2 indicating the incoherent

natureofthe evolution.

Eq.(60) assum es that the tim e step �tis sm allsuch

thatnotonly C �t� 1,butalso N C �t� 1 aresatis�ed.

W hile the form erisindeed true forany reasonable neu-

trino system ofinterest[10],thelatterneed nothold,as

N a orM a forlargeN and M arenotnecessarily sm all.

To m akecontactwith the spin system ,which stayscon-

tinuously coupled,we m ust consider longer interaction

tim es. Correspondingly, we need to m odify Eq.(60),

keeping higher powers ofa.

O necan accom plish thisby regarding (60)asthe �rst

orderterm in theperturbativeexpansionofthewavefunc-

tion atthe tim e �t(N C �t� 1,M C �t� 1),and using

this to m ake further steps in tim e to the tim e T = n�t

(C T � 1,but not necessarily N C T � 1,M C T � 1).

Letusde�ne a convenientnotation ofthe initialstate

jIi= j�eij�e�e:::�e| {z }
(N �1)

����:::��
| {z }

M

i (61)

and the \exchange" state

jE i = jE 1i+ jE 2i+ :::
| {z }

M

; (62)

jE 1i = j��ij�e�e:::�e�e��:::��i; (63)

jE 2i = j��ij�e�e:::�e���e:::��i; (64)

:::

Then atthe tim e T the stateis

jT = n�ti = (1+ i(N � 1)C �t)
n
jIi

+ iC �t

"
n�1X

r= 0

(1+ i(N � 1)C �t)
n�1�r

(1+ i(M � 1)C �t)
r

#

jE i

+ O ([iC �t]2); (65)

ascan be readily veri�ed by induction. Thecyclotom icpolynom ialissum m ed to give

jT = n�ti = (1+ i(N � 1)C �t)
n
jIi

+ iC �t
(1+ i(N � 1)C �t)

n
� (1+ i(M � 1)C �t)

n

iC (N � M )�t
jE i

+ O ([iC �t]2); (66)

and,taking the lim itn ! 1

jT = n�ti = e
i(N �1)C T jIi

+

�
ei(N �1)C T � ei(M �1)C T

�

(N � M )
jE i

+ O ([iC �t]2): (67)

Note thatthe explicitdependence on �thasnow disap-

peared.Thisisto be expected since the form alsolution

oftheSchr�odingerequation forthesystem dependsonly

on thetim edi�erencebetween theinitialand �naltim es.



16

Thereasonforthefreeze-outbehaviorisnow clear.For

largevalueson N � M ,theprobability ofa transition to

theexchangestateissuppressedbythefactor(N � M )�2 .

Notice �rst of all that this e�ect disappears when

N = M . This is why in this case one can observe full

equilibration and testthe incoherentnature ofthe evo-

lution. However,one should note that in the present

approxim ation the N ! M lim it givesiC T as the am -

plitude for the state jE i. As in this case the phase of

the initialand exchange states are the sam e,we regard

onefactorofT in theprobability asa relicoftheenergy

conservation delta function,and obtain asthe probabil-

ity per unit tim e for a transition from the initialstate

dP

dt
= M jC j2 (68)

(rem em berthathE jE i= M ),showing incoherentequili-

bration.

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

system ?

Finally, we can address the key question: does the

freeze-outobserved in the m odelofinteracting spinsac-

tually happen in a realneutrino system ? The answeris

negative.

Let us return to the argum ents in the previous sub-

section. Upon closer inspection ofEq.(60),it becom es

clearthatforlargeN ,M and tim esT � C �1 ,theprob-

lem is in fact equivalent to an oscillation set-up with

a Ham iltonian that, in the basis jIi;jE 1i;jE 2i;:::, has

(iC N ;iC M ;iC M ;iC M ;:::)on the diagonal2 and factors

ofiC on theo�-diagonal,in the�rstcolum n (and thecor-

responding term sin the �rstrow).Forthe caseN = M

considered in [10],thetransition probability between jIi

and any ofthe states jE ii is given by P � jitC j2. The

generalization ofthisto N 6= M is

P �

?
?
?
?
?
i� C �

Z T

0

dtexp[i(N � M )t� C ]

?
?
?
?
?

2

: (69)

Itisstraightforward to check thatthetransition prob-

ability thatfollowsfrom Eq.(69)

P �

?
?
?
?
exp[iC (N � M )T]� 1

(N � M )

?
?
?
?

2

=
2� 2cos((N � M )C T)

(N � M )2
(70)

agreeswith thatobtained from Eq.(67),indicating that

the corresponding am plitudes are the sam e, up to an

overallphase convention.

2 W e assum e large N and M and neglect term s oforderone.

Letustakethetim eT in Eq.(69)to bethe tim escale

ofincoherentequilibration,given by Eq.(14):

t
inc
eq � (GF

p
(N + M )=2=V )�1 : (71)

IfN = M ,the probability to transition into any one of

theexchangestatesjE iiin thistim eisP � (C tinceq )
2.Re-

m em beringthatC = �
p
2G F =V (1� cos�)and dropping

the angularfactor(1� cos�)(which isalso dropped in

the derivation ofEq.(71)),wegetP � ((N + M )=2)�1 .

The probability oftransition into any ofthe exchange

states is P (jIi ! jE anyi) � (N � 1 + M )P � 1=2,

thus con�rm ing that the equilibration does happen on

the tim e scaletinceq .

If,however,we have (N � M )C T & 1,the oscillat-

ing exponent in Eq.(69) suppresses the transition and

the system freezes out. Thus,we im m ediately obtain a

physicalestim ate forthe freeze-out:

jN � M j
p
2=(N + M )& 1; (72)

which isnothing butthe condition we found in the spin

system ,Eq.(45),up to a trivialfactor. Thisprovidesa

powerfulcheckofthevalidity ofEq.(69)and thephysical

picturethatled to it.

W ecan now giveinterpretEq.(69)thefollowinginter-

pretation.ForN ,M � 1,thestatesjIi,jE iiareapprox-

im ately energy eigenstates. Strictly speaking,ofcourse,

thetrueenergy eigenstatesarem ixturesofjIi,jE ii,but

for large N ,M one ofthe eigenstates is predom inately

jIi,with a sm alladm ixture ofthe otherstates,and vice

versa. Correspondingly,we can loosely speak ofthe en-

ergiesofthejIiand jE iistates.ForN 6= M thestatejIi

and any ofthe states jE ii have di�erent energies. The

incoherentspin 
ipsin the spin system are thus forbid-

den by energy conservation (enforced by the oscillating

exponentin Eq.(69)).

In a realneutrino system ,ofcourse,there isan addi-

tionaldegree offreedom :the neutrino m om entum . The

energy liberated in theprocessof
avorexchangeiscon-

verted into a slight shift ofthe neutrino kinetic energy

and the energy conservation is assured. In the sim plest

m anifestation ofthis point,a neutrino existing a dense

neutrino region willgain a sm allam ount ofkinetic en-

ergy. (The neutrino-neutrino interactions,just like any

interactionsbetween like particlesm ediated by a vector

boson,arerepulsive.)

Thus,the freeze-outobserved in the spin m odelisan

artifactofthem odel,m orespeci�cally,a consequenceof

the dropped degreesoffreedom ,neutrino m om enta.

Thisdiscussion appliesto thesystem ofneutrinoplane

wavesin a box,which wasthesystem forwhich thespin

m odelwascreated. It is instructive to instead consider

a system of interacting neutrino wavepackets. In this

system the interaction energy islocalized to the regions

occupied by the overlapping wavepackets,with the to-

talinteraction energy (averaged overvolum e)being the

sam easin thecaseofplanewaves.Thestatem entofthe

changing kinetic energy,as the neutrino m oves from a
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m oredenseto a lessdenseregion,hasitsanaloguein the

caseofwavepacketsaswell:Thekineticenergy ofagiven

packetchangesasitinteractswith anotherpacket.Upon

spatialaveragingthischange,onegetsthe\planewaves"

result.Therearefewerinteractionsin lessdenseregions,

hence the averaged kinetic energy thereishigher.

The advantageofthinking aboutwavepacketsisthat

in thiscaseitisclearthattherateofincoherentscatter-

ingcannotbesuppressed:forsu�cientlysm allwavepack-

ets they interact with each other two-at-a-tim e,giving

the usualscattering rate. The answer in the physical

system cannot depend on the size ofthe wavepackets,

sincetheinteraction Ham iltonian isenergy-independent.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

No problem in physics can be solved exactly. O ften,

however,agiven physicalproblem could bem apped onto

an idealized system ,forwhich acom pletesolution exists.

O nethen needstocriticallyexam inewhich featuresofthe

solutioncarrythroughtotheoriginalphysicalsystem and

which arise as artifacts ofthe sim plifying assum ptions

m adealong the way.

W e have perform ed just such an analysis. O ur goal

wasto investigate coherente�ectsin a gasofneutrinos.

W ehavesim pli�ed thesystem by lim iting thescattering

to only forward direction and om itting the m om entum

degreesoffreedom .W ith only the 
avordegreesoffree-

dom rem aining,the neutrino system could be m apped

onto a system ofcoupled spins. W e further sim pli�ed

theproblem bysettingthecouplingstrengthstobeequal,

and considering a certain classofinitialstates.W e have

shown thatthe resulting spin m odelcould be solved ex-

actly. O ur solution generalizes the analysis ofF& L II

[1],where a particular initialstate,the one with equal

num bersofup and down spins,wasconsidered.

The solution proved to be very instructive. The spin

system exhibited both coherentoscillationsand incoher-

entdecay,reproducinge�ectsexpected forarealneutrino

gas. Severalexam pleswere considered in Sects.IV and

V. As these exam ples dem onstrate,coherent e�ects in

the neutrino system correspond to the behavior ofthe

spin system in theclassicallim it;likewise,incoherentef-

fectsin theform erhavetheiranaloguein quantum e�ects

in the latter.

W e havepresented two di�erentm ethodsofobtaining

thesolution.The�rstconstruction separatesthesystem

in threeparts:thetestspin,theotherspinsthatstarted

in thesam eorientation and therem ainingspins.Thesec-

ond m ethod exploitsthehigh degreeofsym m etry ofour

chosen initialstates.Both m ethodshavecom plem entary

advantages.Thesecond ofthem ethodsprovided crucial

physicalintuition forunderstanding theclassicallim itof

thesystem and theinterplay ofquantum and classicalef-

fects,asshown in Sects.IV and V A.Atthe sam e tim e,

the�rstm ethod ism oregeneraland can beused to gen-

erate solutions for any initialstate ofthe test spin (by

sim ply changing the state ofthe test spin by adjusting

the param eter�in Sect.IIIC 3 ).

Severalinteresting resultswerefound.O nesuch result

involvesthesubtlety ofidentifying coherente�ectsin the

neutrinosystem bytakingaclassicallim itofthespin sys-

tem .Thespecialcaseconsidered in [1]seem ed tosuggest

thatin thelargeN quantum e�ectsseparatefrom classi-

calonesnecessarily by having longertim escales(scaling

as a square root in the num ber ofparticles). W hat we

found in Sect.V B isthatsom e quantum e�ectsinstead

decouple by having a vanishing am plitude, while their

frequency scalesasifthey wereclassicale�ects.

Another interesting �nding ofour analysis is that in

certain spin system stheevolution doesnotlead toequili-

bration,even on theincoherenttim escales.Forexam ple,

the system considered in Sect.V is\frozen-out",unless

the initialnum bersofspinsup and down arevery close.

By studying this exam ple and com paring it to the case

considered in Sect.IV we conclude the freeze-out hap-

pens in the spin system for any m ode where quantum

e�ects are suppressed a large classical(coherent)e�ect.

W ehaveseen,e.g.,in Sect.V A thatequilibration ispre-

cluded by the conservation ofthe classicalangular m o-

m entum .O nly when the classicalangularm om entum is

reduced to the levelcom parable to the quantum e�ects

isthe equilibration allowed to proceed.The specialcase

considered in [1]fallsinto the lattercategory.

W ehaveexplained in Sect.VIthatthephysicalorigin

ofthefreeze-oute�ectcom esfrom dropping them om en-

tum degrees offreedom ofthe neutrino system . W hile

the freeze-out certainly happens in the spin system ,it

does not happen in a realneutrino gas. This gives an

im portantexam ple ofthe lim itationsofthe spin m odel:

whileitcapturesallcoherente�ectsin the neutrino sys-

tem ,it doesnotalwayscapture incoherente�ects,only

thosethatarenotclassically suppressed.

In addition togivingthefullsolution in Eqs.(16),(17),

and (18),in severalcasewehavederived approxim ateex-

pressions that elucidate the physics ofthe system . For

exam ple,Eq.(40) cleanly dem onstrates the presence of

both oscillation and decay in the spin system . Eq.(46)

helpsto understand the interplay ofclassicaland quan-

tum e�ects in the processesofequilibration and freeze-

out.Finally,Eq.(51)showed the subtlety ofdecoupling

the quantum e�ectin the classicallim it.

W e believe that our extensive investigation here will

contributetobetterunderstandingofthe
avorevolution

in denseneutrino system s.W ealso hopethatourresults

could �nd applicationsbeyond the neutrino �eld.
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A P P EN D IX A :EX P LIC IT EX P R ESSIO N S FO R

C (J) A N D �(J)

Eqs.(16),(17),(18) give the generalform ofthe so-

lution for the probability P1(t). Here we give explicit

expressionsforC (J)and �(J)forthespeci�c casesana-

lyzed in the text.

In Sec.IV we consider the initialstate containing N

spin up particles (m N = N =2) and M spins in the or-

thogonaldirection (m M = 0). In this case,Eqs.(17)

(18),upon evaluating the Clebsch-G ordan,3j-and 6j-

coe�cients,becom e

C (J) =
(1+ 2J)[�(1+ �)+ J(1+ J)]

4J(1+ J)�[1+ J � N =2]�[1+ J + �]

�
�[1+ J + �]�[1+ J + N =2]�[N + 1]

�[�� J + 1]�[�+ J + 2]
;(A1)

�(J) =
�[2+ J + �]�[2+ J + N =2]�[N ]

(1+ J)�[1+ J � N =2]�[1+ J + �]

�
1

�[�� J]�[�+ J + 2]
: (A2)

Here� � N �M

2
and � � N + M

2
.

Sim ilarly,in Sec.V we consider the initialstate con-

taining N spin up particles (m N = N =2) and M spin

down particles(m M = � M =2). In this case,Eqs.(17),

(18)evaluateto

C (J) =
(1+ 2J)M �[�(1+ �)+ J(1+ J)]

2J(1+ J)

�
�(M )�(N )

�[�� J + 1]�[�+ J + 2]
; (A3)

�(J) =
M [(1+ J)2 � �2)�(M )�(N )

(1+ J)�[�� J]�[�+ J + 2]
: (A4)

Eq.(A3) is am biguous for J = 0. In this case,which

occursonly when N = M ,we have

C (0) = 0: (A5)

Form ally,thiscan be seen from Eq.(17),in which both

the 3j-and the 6j-sym bolscontain objects thatdo not

form closed trianglesand hence vanish.

Notice that our expressions agree with the solution

given in F& L II [1]in the case N = M . Indeed,set-

ting M = N ,x = 0,and y = N we have C (J)= 0 and

�(J)= (1+ J)N [(N � 1)!]2=[(N � J � 1)!(N + J + 1)!].

Noticed thatEq.(4.6)in the journalversion of[1]con-

tainsa typo:thefactor(1+ 2J)in thenum eratorshould

be (2+ 2J)(the �rstline ofthatequation iscorrect).

A P P EN D IX B :D ER IVA T IO N O F EQ .(40)

The derivation ofEq.(40)proceedsasfollows.Letus

start with the de�nition of�(J) in Eq.(18). Approx-

im ating the gam m a functions by the Sterling form ula,

�(z)= (z� 1)!’
p
2�e(z�1=2)ln(z�1)�(z�1) ,and com bin-

ing the resulting exponents,we get

�(J) =
1

(1+ J)
p
2�

exp[A];

A �
1

2

�

(3+ 2J + M � N )ln

�
2+ 2J + M � N

2

�

+ (3+ 2J + N )ln

�
2+ 2J + N

2

�

� (2J � N + 1)ln

�
2J � N

2

�

� (2J � M + N + 1)ln

�
2J � M + N

2

�

+ (2N � 1)ln[N � 1]

+ (1+ 2J � M � N )ln

�
� 2� 2J + M + N

2

�

� (3+ 2J + M + N )ln

�
2+ 2J + M + N

2

�

� 2): (B1)

W e need to �nd the m axim um ofA and expand A in a

seriesin J to thesecond orderaround thism axim um .A

derivative@A=@J hastwotypesofterm s:logarithm sand

term sthatgolike1=# ,where\# "denotesan expression

linearin J,N ,and M .Clearly,forsu�ciently largeval-

uesofN and M thelogarithm sdom inate.Them axim um

isthen found bycom biningthelogarithm sandsettingthe

argum entofthe com bined logarithm to 1.Thisyields

(2+ 2J + M � N )(2+ 2J + N )

(2J � N )(2J � M + N )

�
� 2� 2J + M + N

(2+ 2J + M + N )
= 1: (B2)

ForlargeN andM ,wecan dropsm allnum berscom pared

to J,M ,N .The aboveequation then givesthe answer

Jm ax =

p
M 2 + N 2

2
; (B3)

which isexactly the answerforthe classicalproblem .

Upon evaluating the second derivative,@2A=@J2,we

again �nd two typesofterm s,som ethatgo like1=# and

som e thatgo like 1=# 2. K eeping only the term s ofthe

�rstkind,substituting Eq.(B3),and sim plifying,weget

@
2
A=@J

2 = �

�
4

N
+
4N

M 2

�

(B4)

Finally,we need to �nd the value ofA in Eq.(B1)

forJ = Jm ax.Thisinvolvesa ratherlengthy calculation

involving a lot ofcancellations. Allterm s ofthe type

J ln[# ],N ln[# ],and M ln[# ]cancelout,when Eq.(B2)

isused. The term softhe type ln[# ]give ln(M 2=(4N ))

upon sim pli�cation. Finally, the order one term s also

cancelout.Thus,weget

A Jm ax
= ln

�
M 2

4N

�

+ O

�
1

N
;
1

M
;
1

J

�

; (B5)
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or

A ’
1

2
ln

�
M 2

4N

�

�

�
2

N
+
2N

M 2

�

(J �
p
M 2 + N 2=2)2

(B6)

Thism eansthat�(J)isaG aussian centered atJm ax =

p
M 2+ N 2

2
. For large N ,M the G aussian is su�ciently

narrow and we can replace the prefactor 1=(1 + J) by

2=
p
M 2 + N 2. The sum over J in Eq.(16) can be re-

placed by an integral,in which we can extend the lim its

ofintegration to � 1 .W e have

Z 1

�1

dJ�(J)cos(2gJt)=

2
p
2�
p
M 2 + N 2

�
M 2

4N

� 1=2 Z 1

�1

dJe
� (2

N
+ 2N

M 2 )
�

J�

p
M 2+ N 2

2

�
2

cos(2gJt)=

p
2

p
�
p
M 2 + N 2

�
M 2

4N

� 1=2 p
�
p
N M 2

p
2(M 2 + N 2)

e
� (2

N
+ 2N

M 2 )
� 1

g
2
t
2

cos(g
p
M 2 + N 2t)=

1

2

M 2

(M 2 + N 2)
e
� (2

N
+ 2N

M 2 )
� 1

g
2
t
2

cos(g
p
M 2 + N 2t): (B7)

Theconstantterm 1=2+
P Jm ax

J= Jm in
C (J)can beim m edi-

atelyfound asthedi�erencebetween 1and theoscillating

term att= 0:

1�
1

2

M 2

(M 2 + N 2)
=
1

2
+
1

2

N 2

(M 2 + N 2)
: (B8)

Thisconcludesthe derivation ofEq.(40).

A P P EN D IX C :D ER IVA T IO N O F EQ .(46)

To �nd the constant value �P1 to which P1(t) relaxes

we can eithercom pute the sum 1=2+
P Jm ax

J= Jm in

~C (J),or

use the trick at the end of Appendix B and com pute

1�
P Jm ax�1

J= Jm in
�(J).Letusdo the latter.

The �rststep isto approxim atethe gam m a functions

in Eq.(A4)by the Sterling form ula and expand the ex-

ponent. After a fairly straightforward calculation,one

�ndsa G aussian in J + 1:

�(M + 1)�(N )

�[(M + N )=2� J]�[(M + N )=2+ J + 2]
’

exp

�

B �
2(M + N � 1)

(M + N )2
(J + 1)2

�

; (C1)

where

B �

�

M +
1

2

�

logM +

�

N �
1

2

�

ln(N � 1)

� (1+ M + N )ln

�
M + N

2

�

+ 1 (C2)

Forde�nitiveness,letustakeM > N andletusassum e

that (M � N )� N . W e can then expand Eq.(C2) in

seriesin �:

B ’

�

N �
1

2

�

ln(N � 1)�

�

N +
1

2

�

logN

+ 1+
2N � 1

8N 2
(N � M )2

= � lnN +
1

4N
(N � M )2 + O (1=N 2): (C3)

W e have

�(J) ’
[(1+ J)2 � �2]

(1+ J)(�+ �)
exp

�
� 2

�+ �
�
(J + 1)2

�

�

;(C4)

where,asbefore,� � N �M

2
and � � N + M

2
.

Letusapproxim atethe sum overJ by an integral

�P1 = 1�

(M + N )=2�1X

J= (M �N )=2

�(J)

! 1�

Z � �1

�

dJ
(J2 � �2)

J(�+ �)
exp

�
� 2

�+ �
�
J2

�

�

:(C5)

Letusshifttheintegrationvariable ~J = J� �and extend

the upperlim itofintegration to in�nity:

1� �P1 ’ (C6)
Z 1

0

d~J
(~J + 2�) ~J

(~J + �)(�+ �)
exp

"
� 2

(�+ �)
�
(~J + �)2

�

#

:

Introducing a new variable�= ~J=
p
�,we get

1� �P1 ’
�

�+ �
exp

�
� �3

(�+ �)�

�

F

�
�
p
�

�

; (C7)
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where

F (a)�

Z 1

0

d�
(�+ 2a)�

(�+ a)
exp

�
� (�2 + 2�a)

�
(C8)

The function F (a) drops to zero quickly as a is in-

creased beyond one.Sincetheargum entofF in Eq.(C7)

is�=
p
�,weconclude thatindeed �P1 ! 1 for� &

p
�.

For� .
p
�theargum entoftheexponentin Eq.(C7)

isofthe order� 3=�2
. ��1=2 and hence in the lim itof

a largenum berofspinsthe exponentcan be setto one.

Theintegralde�ning thefunction F (a)can befurther

transform ed asfollows:

F (a) =

Z 1

0

d�
(�+ a)2 � a2

�+ a
exp

�
� (�+ a)2

�
e
a
2

= e
a
2

Z 1

0

d�

�

(�+ a)�
a2

�+ a

�

exp
�
� (�+ a)2

�

=
1

2
�
ea

2

2

Z 1

0

d(�+ a)2
a2

(�+ a)2
exp

�
� (�+ a)2

�

=
1

2
�
a2

2
exp[a2]

Z 1

a2

dy
e�y

y
(C9)

Finally,wearriveat

�P1 ’ 1�
�

�+ �
F

�
�
p
�

�

; (C10)

where

F (a)=
1

2
�
a2

2

Z 1

0

dy
e�y

y+ a2
: (C11)

Thefunction F (a)equals1=2ata = 0(F (a)
a! 0
= 1=2+

1=2(2lna+ 
)a2+ 1=2(2lna+ 
� 1)a4+ :::,
’ 0:577216

being the Eulerconstant). As a ! 1 F (a)approaches

0 (F (a)
a! 1
= a�2 =2+ :::).

A P P EN D IX D :D ER IVA T IO N O F EQ .(51)

In Sect.V we consider the evolution ofthe spin sys-

tem in which allspinsare initially in 
avoreigenstates.

In this Appendix we derive an approxim ate expression

describing thisevolution in theregim ewhen
p
M + N <

jM � N j� (M + N ).

The tim e dependentpartofthe evolution isgiven byP
J
�(J)cos(2gt(J+ 1)).Thecoe�cient�(J)dependson

� = (N � M )=2 and can be usefully approxim ated for

the casewhen � issm allby Eq.(C4)ofAppendix C.

Asbefore,weapproxim atethe sum by an integral

(M + N )=2�1X

J= (M �N )=2

�(J)cos(2gt(J + 1)) (D1)

!

Z � �1

�

dJ
(J2 � �2)

J(�+ �)
exp

�
� 2

�+ �
�
J2

�

�

cos(2gtJ);

shiftthevariable,J to ~J = J � �,and extend therange

ofintegration to in�nity.W e �nd

(M + N )=2�1X

J= (M �N )=2

�(J)cos(2gt(J + 1)) ’ exp

�
� �3

(�+ �)�

�
1

(�+ �)

�

Z 1

0

dJ
(~J + 2�) ~J

(~J + �)
exp

"

�
~J2

�
�
2~J�

�

#

cos(2gt(~J + �)): (D2)

F& L IIconsidered alim it� = 0.In thatcasetheintegral

equals

1

2
�

p
�

2

p
N gtexp(� N g

2
t
2)er�(

p
N gt); (D3)

from which Eq.(48)im m ediately follows.

W e notice thatthe valuesof ~J thatcontribute in the

case � = 0 are of the order
p
�, as the integral in

Eq.(D2)iscuto� by the term exp(� ~J2=�). Ifwe take

� >
p
�,however,we�nd thattheintegralis�rstcuto�

by the exponentialterm exp(� 2~J�=�),at ~J � �=2�.

If� issu�ciently large,wem ay evaluatetheintegralin

Eq.(D2) with the �rst term in the exponent dropped.

Theintegralthen becom es

Z 1

0

d~J
(~J + 2�) ~J

(~J + �)
exp

"

�
2~J�

�

#

cos(2gt(~J + �)):(D4)

W e nexttake advantageofthe factthatintegralsofthe

form
R1
0

dx xn exp[� x]cos(x + �) can be done and the

answerhasa sim ple and usefulanalyticform

Z 1

0

dxx
n exp[� Ax]cos[B (x + �)]=

n!

(A 2 + B 2)
n + 1

2

cos

�

B �+ (1+ n)arctan

�
B

A

��

:(D5)
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Expanding
~J+ 2�
~J+ �

= 2�
~J

�
+

~J
2

� 2 �
~J
3

� 3 + :::,wecan reduce

theintegralin Eq.(D4)toaseriesofintegralsoftheform

(D5).Evaluating thisseries,we obtain

I(t)�

Z 1

0

d~J
(~J + 2�) ~J

(~J + �)
exp

"

�
2~J�

�

#

cos(2gt(~J + �))’

1

2

�

g
2
t
2 +

� 2

�2

� �1

cos

�

2gt�+ 2arctan

�
gt�

�

��

+

nm axX

n= 2

(� 1)n+ 1
n!

2n+ 1
� 1�n

�

g
2
t
2 +

� 2

�2

� �(n+ 1)=2

cos

�

2gt�+ (1+ n)arctan

�
gt�

�

��

: (D6)

The form ofEq.(D6)suggeststhatthe solution isos-

cillating in tim e.Itisinstructiveto understand how this

oscillatory behavior disappears in the lim it � 2=� ! 0.

Firstofall,notice thatthe sum m ation in Eq.(D6)goes

to som e nm ax,not to in�nity. Indeed,the presence of

the factorialn!indicates that we are dealing with an

asym ptoticseries.Forany given choiceof� and � there

willbe an optim alnum berofterm sin the series,nm ax,

thatapproxim atesthe originalintegralbest. The term s

beyond nm ax grow in absolute value and the series di-

verges.W eeasily estim atenm ax from thecondition that

the ratio ofthe two consecutive term satt= 0 be � 1,

(n=2)� �1 � �1 � � 1,or

nm ax � 2�2=�: (D7)

Clearly,for� 2
. � the expansion breaksdown.

Next,recallthatin thislim itthe integralin Eq.(D4)

is not valid anyway (the �rst term in the exponent in

Eq.(D2)cannotbe dropped)and one needsto consider

Eq.(D2).Theanswertothelatterin thelim it� 2=� ! 0

is provided by Eq.(D3),indeed not showing any oscil-

lations. The oscillations thus appear as jM � N jis in-

creased beyond
p
M + N ,when the series in Eq.(D6)

starts providing a better and better description ofthe

trueanswer.

The�nalanswerfortheprobabilityP1(t)in theregim ep
M + N < jM � N j� (M + N )isgiven by

P1(t) = 1�
X

J

�(J)+
X

J

�(J)cos(2gt(J + 1))

’ 1+
exp

h
��

3

(� + � )�

i

(�+ �)
(I(t)� I(0)); (D8)

where I(t)isgiven by the seriesin Eq.D6. Taking the

leadingterm in theseriesand setting� = 0in theprefac-

torofEq.(D8)wearriveatEq.(51).Thisapproxim ation

turnsouttobequiteaccurate,asFig.6,which showsthe

caseN = 2300,M = 2700,illustrates.
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