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W eanalyzetheconsequencesofviolation ofLorentzand C P T invariancein them asslessneutrino

sector by deform ing the canonicalanti-com m utation relations for the �elds. W e show that, for

particular choices of the deform ation, oscillation between m assless neutrino species takes place

when only Lorentz invariance isviolated.O n theotherhand,ifboth Lorentz and C P T invariances

are violated,we show that there is no oscillation between m assless neutrino species. Com paring

with the existing experim entaldata on neutrino oscillations,we obtain bounds on the param eter

forLorentz invariance violation.

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

There has been an increased interest in the possibil-

ity that Lorentz and C P T sym m etries m ay be violated

atvery high energies.Forexam ple,recentdevelopm ents

in quantum gravity suggestthatLorentzinvariancem ay

notbean exactsym m etry athigh energies[1]and C P T

invariancehasalso been questioned within such contexts

[2].Spontaneousviolation ofC P T and Lorentz sym m e-

triescan arise in string theories[3]and the violation of

Lorentz invariance in non-com m utative �eld theories is

wellknown [4].O n the experim entalside,the UHE (ul-

tra high energy) cosm ic ray events seen at AG ASA [5]

and presently under study by AUG ER [6]further sup-

port the possibility that Lorentz and C P T invariances

m ay nothold atsuch energies.O fcourse,there already

existvery stringentboundson Lorentz and C P T viola-

tion from laboratory experim ents in the K aon and the

lepton sectorsand any violation ofthesesym m etrieshas

to be com patible with these lim its. Nonetheless, it is

possible thateven a tiny violation ofC P T and Lorentz

invariancecan lead to interesting m echanism sforphysi-

calphenom ena.In a recentpaper,forexam ple,we have

shown [7]how such a violation can lead to baryogene-

sisin therm alequilibrium (evading one ofthe criteria of

Sakharov).In thisnote,we analyze the consequencesof

Lorentz and C P T violation in the neutrino sector. W e

would liketo em phasizethatseveralpapershavealready

�Electronic address:paola.arias@ gm ail.com
yElectronic address:jgam boa@ lauca.usach.cl
zElectronic address:fm endez@ lauca.usach.cl
xElectronic address:das@ pas.rochester.edu
{ Electronic address:justinux75@ gm ail.com

dealtwith thee�ectsofLorentz[8,9]and C P T violation

in the neutrino sector,particularly in connection with a

qualitative discussion ofneutrino oscillation in this sce-

nario [10](in another related context see [11]). In this

paper,we carry out a quantitative study ofsuch phe-

nom ena within thecontextofa sim plem odeland derive

boundson such sym m etry violating param etersfrom the

existing experim entalresultson neutrino oscillation.

Neutrino oscillation isan interesting phenom enon pro-

posed about �fty years ago by Pontecorvo (in a di�er-

entcontext)which isused to explain the de�citofsolar

and atm ospheric neutrinos in 
uxes m easured on earth

[12, 13, 14](for other recent analyses see [15]). This

m echanism which isresponsiblefortheresolutionofthese

puzzlesisclosely related totheK 0-�K 0 oscillation [16].In

itssim plestform ,the probability foroscillation between

two speciesofparticlesi;j with a m ixing angle �ij and

energy levelsE i;E j in a tim e intervaltisgiven by

Pi! j(t)= sin
2
(2�ij) sin

2

�
�E ijt

2

�

; (1)

where

�E ij = E i� Ej: (2)

Iftheoscillation isbetween two neutrino species�i;�j
with sm allm assesm i;m j respectively,then in the con-

ventionalscenario oneexpands(thisassum esLorentzin-

varianceand c= 1)

E i =

q

p2 + m 2
i � p+

m 2
i

2p
= p+

m 2
i

2E i

; (3)

so thatwehave

�E ij = E i� Ej �
m 2

i � m2j

2E
=
�m 2

ij

2E
; (4)
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wherewehaveassum ed thatforneutrinosofsm allm ass,

E i � Ej = E .In thiscase,theprobability foroscillation

between the two neutrino species in traversing a path

length L can be written as(see(1)and (4))

P�i! �j(L) = sin
2
(2�ij)sin

2

 
�m 2

ijL

4E

!

= sin
2
(2�ij) sin

2

 
1:27�m 2

ijL

E

!

; (5)

where �m 2
ij = m 2

i � m2j istaken in (eV)2,the neutrino

energy E in M eV and the length ofpath traversed in

‘m ’(m eters) (In the last line ofthe above form ula,we

haverestoredallthenontrivialconstantsaswellastraded

the tim e intervalfor the path length assum ing thatthe

neutrino travelsalm ostatthe speed oflight.)

Itfollowsfrom eq.(5)thatneutrinooscillation doesnot

takeplacein freespaceifneutrinosarem asslessor(when

m assive)are degenerate in m ass. W ith three fam iliesof

neutrinos,there can only be two independent com bina-

tionsofsquared m assdi�erences,say �m 2
12;�m

2
23 which

are su�cientto �nd a solution forthe solarneutrino as

wellas the atm ospheric neutrino puzzles. W ithin the

standard m odel,this can be achieved with the bounds

[17]

�m
2

12 � 10
�4
eV

2
; 10

�3
eV

2
� �m

2

23 � 10
�2
eV

2
: (6)

G iven these, the bound on �m 2
13 = �m 2

12 + �m 2
23 is

determ ined.Thereisno furtherfreedom within a m odel

with three fam iliesofneutrinos.

Severalexperim ents by now have looked for neutrino

oscillations. O ne such experim ent, nam ely,the LSND

(Liquid Scintillator Neutrino Detector at Los Alam os)

[18]hasused m uon sourcesfrom the decay �+ ! �+ +

��. The experim entlooksforneutrino oscillation in the

subsequentdecayofthem uon through �+ ! e+ + �e+ ���.

After a path length ofL = 30m ,the experim ent �nds

the oscillation channel��� ! ��e (with 20M eV � E�� �

58:2M eV)with a probability of0:26% . The experim ent

also reportstheexistenceoftheoscillation �� ! �e with

the sam e probability. Furtherm ore,the analysis ofthe

resultsofthisexperim ent,following(5),leadstoabound

on the di�erence ofthe relevantsquared m assdi�erence

to be

�m
2
< 1eV

2
: (7)

However, the M iniBoone experiem ent, which was ex-

pected to verify the results ofLSND,has recently re-

ported their�rstresult[19]and excludesthem assregion

in (7). Asa result,the sim ple explanation ofthe LSND

results, based on the two 
avor neutrino oscillation is

ruled out.

Allofthe above discussion has been within the con-

textofthestandard m odelwith am assiveneutrinowhere

both Lorentz invariance and C P T are assum ed to hold.

O n theotherhand,ifLorentzinvarianceorC P T orboth

areviolated in theneutrino sector,ithasbeen suggested

thatneutrinooscillation can takeplacein freespaceeven

for m assless neutrinos (in contrast to eq. (5) where

Lorentz invariance is assum ed). This was pointed out

by Colem an and G lashow [20]and developed m ore ex-

tensively by K ostelecky and collaborators[21,22]. This

is particularly clear from eq. (1) where we see that

the probability ofoscillation really depends on the dif-

ference in the energy of the two neutrino species and

if�E ij = E i � Ej 6= 0 even when the m asses vanish,

theprobability ofoscillation willbe nontrivial.Thiscan

happen,forexam ple,ifthetwoneutrinospecieshavedif-

ferent(energy)dispersion relations.Thispossibility has

been discussed extensively in the lastfew yearsby var-

iousgroups[21,23]. In particular,ref[21]analyzesthe

structureofthem ostgeneralLagrangian with violations

of Lorentz invariance and C P T in an attem pt to un-

derstand thediscrepancy between solarand atm ospheric

neutrinosand the LSND anom aly [18].

Thegoalofthisnoteisto analyzetheconsequencesof

violationsofLorentz and C P T invariancesin the m ass-

less neutrino sector from the point of view of a non-

com m utative�eld theory wheresuch violationsarem ore

natural. In such a m odel,the violation ofLorentz and

C P T invariancesisim plem ented through a deform ation

ofthe canonicalanti-com m utation relationsforthe neu-

trino�elds.Such am odelcan bethoughtofasasubclass

ofthegeneralm odelproposed in [21],butsince,depend-

ing on the deform ation,we have fewerarbitrary param -

eters,we naturally have m ore predictive power.The re-

sult of our analysis can be sum m arized as follows. If

there is violation ofonly Lorentz invariance,then oscil-

lationsbetween m asslessneutrino speciescan takeplace

and com paring with the existing experim entaldata,we

can determ ine bounds on the param eter characterizing

Lorentzinvarianceviolation.O n theotherhand,ifboth

Lorentz and C P T invariances are violated,there is no

oscillation between m asslessneutrino species.

II. T H E M O D EL A N D T H E

P H EN O M EN O LO G Y O F N EU T R IN O

O SC ILLA T IO N

The m odelthat we willdescribe below is inspired by

the quantum theory of non-com m utative �elds devel-

oped in [24]. The quantum theory of ferm ionic non-

com m utative�elds(neutrinos)isobtained from thestan-

dard ferm ionic quantum �eld theory by deform ing the

anti-com m utation relations while retaining the usual

Ham iltonian.In orderto explain in som edetailthecon-

struction, let us consider the conventionalLagrangian

density for two 
avors ofm assless ferm ions (neutrinos)

given by

L = i� 
i


�
@� 

i
; (8)

where the superscript i = f1;2g runs over the 
avor

quantum num ber (sum over repeated indices is under-
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stood).

The Ham iltonian density hasthe form

H = � i

�

 
iy
~� � ~r  

i
�

; (9)

where ~� = 
0~
. W ith the conventionalcanonicalanti-

com m utation relationsforthe ferm ion �elds,one would

obtain the standard relativistic equations for the m ass-

lessneutrinosusing the Ham iltonian following from (9).

However,thenon-com m utativetheory isobtained by de-

form ing the canonicalanti-com m utation relations while

m aintaining the form ofthe Ham iltonian density (9).

W e postulate the deform ed equal-tim e anti-

com m utation relations to have the form (with all

othersvanishing)

f 
i
�(x); 

jy

�
(y)g = A

ij

��
�
(3)
(x � y); (10)

where �;�;:::= 1;2;3;4 arespinorindicesand A
ij

��
isa

constantm atrix.In thispaperweconsiderthefollowing

two specialchoicesfor the structure ofthe deform ation

m atrix A .

1.A hasanontrivialstructureonlyin the
avorspace.

2.A dependson both the
avorand thespinorindices

nontrivially through a constantbackground vector.

As we willsee, the �rst choice leads to a violation of

Lorentz invariance whereas both Lorentz and C P T in-

variancesareviolated with the second choice.

1. Deform ation depending only on 
avor indices

In thiscase,A isa 2� 2 constantm atrix with com plex

elem entsin general,which,forsim plicity,can be chosen

to havethe form

A
ij
=

�
1 �

�� 1

�

; (11)

so thatthe com plex param eters� can be thoughtofas

the param eters of deform ation. Clearly,the deform ed

anti-com m utation relations reduce to the conventional

oneswhen the param etersofdeform ation vanish.

G iven the deform ed anti-com m utation relations (10)

and theHam iltonian density (9),thedynam icalequation

takesthe form

_ 
i
= � A

ij
�

~� �~r  
j
�

; (12)

which in m om entum spacetakesthe form

E  
i
= A

ij
�
~� � ~p  

j
�
: (13)

In orderto determ inetheenergy eigenvaluesforthissys-

tem ,letusconsiderthe unitary m atrix D

D =
1
p
2

 
j�j

�
1

�
j�j

�
1

!

;

D
y
= D

�1
=

1
p
2

�
�

j�j
� �

j�j

1 1

�

: (14)

Itisstraightforward to check thatD diagonalizesA and

asa result,theenergy spectrum forthe ferm ionsfollows

to be (c= 1)

E
1

� = � (1+ j�j)j~pj;

E
2

� = � (1� j�j)j~pj: (15)

HereE 1;2 arethe energiesofthe two speciesofthe neu-

trinosconsidered.W e,therefore,concludethatwith this

choiceofthe deform ation,thissystem exhibitsviolation

ofLorentzinvariance,ascan beseen from thedispersion

relations(15). However,C P T sym m etry rem ainsintact

in thiscasewhich can be easily seen asfollows.

As we have em phasized, our deform ation can be

thought ofas a subclass ofthe standard m odelexten-

sion (SM E)[2]. Indeed,ifwe restrictto the partofthe

Lagrangian in [2]given by

L = i� 
i


�
@� 

i
+ i� 

i
c
��;ij


�@� 
j
; (16)

with theconstantbackground �eld c��;ij diagonalin the

space-tim eindices,then weobtain �i = i(�ij+ c00;ij) jy.

Thisleadsto the canonicalanti-com m utation relations

f 
i
(x); 

jy
(y)g = (�

ij
+ c

00;ij
)
�1
�(x � y);

= A
ij
�(x � y); (17)

which isin agreem entwith ourdeform ation forthe non-

com m utative �elds. In this case,since the background

�eld isa constantsecond rank tensor,the extra term

� 
i
c
��

ij 
�@� 
j
;

violates Lorentz invariance but not C P T sym m etry as

wasalso pointed outin reference[2].

The energy eigenstatescorresponding to the eigenval-

ues(15)can now bedeterm ined directly through theap-

plication ofthe diagonalizing m atrix

D

�
 1

 2

�

=

�
~ 1

~ 2

�

; (18)

where ~ 1 and ~ 2 are eigenstateswith energy valuesE 1

and E 2 respectively.

Thetim eevolution fortheenergy eigenstates,isdeter-

m ined to be

~ 
1
(t) = e

�iE
1

+
t+ i~p�~x ~ 

1
(0); (19)

~ 
2
(t) = e

�iE
2

+
t+ i~p�~x ~ 

2
(0); (20)

whereE
1;2

+ aretheenergyeigenvaluesdeterm ined in (15).

The diagonalwavefunctions can be seen from (14) and

(18)to havethe explicitform s

~ 
1
=

1
p
2

�
j�j

�
 
1
+  

2

�

;

~ 
2
=

1
p
2

�

�
j�j

�
 
1
+  

2

�

� (21)
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Thus,we see thatif� 2 <,then the diagonalwavefunc-

tions can be thought ofas resulting from a rotation by

�=4 in the 
avorspace. Thisis,in fact,consistentwith

the hypothesis of large m ixing angle (LM A) [26]and,

therefore,for sim plicity let us choose � to be real. In

thiscase,wecan param etrize(21)as

~ 
1
= cos�12 

1
+ sin�12 

2
; (22)

~ 
2
= � sin�12 

1
+ cos�12 

2
; (23)

with the m ixing angle�12 = 45�.

Relations(22)and (23)can now be inverted to give

 
1
= cos�12 ~ 

1
� sin�12 ~ 

2
;

 
2
= sin�12

~ 
1
+ cos�12

~ 
2
: (24)

Thus,a neutrino initially in thestate 1 would evolvein

tim e as

 
1
(t) = cos�12

~ 
1
(t)� sin�12

~ 
2
(t)

=

��

cos
2
�12 e

�iE
1

+
t
+ sin

2
�12 e

�iE
2

+
t
�

 
1
(0)

+
1

2
sin2�12

�

e
�iE

1

+
t
� e

�iE
2

+
t
�

 
2
(0)

�

e
i~p�~x

Therefore,ata latertim et,theprobability of�nding the

state 2 in the beam isgiven by

P�1! �2 =

�
�
�
�

1

2
sin2�12

�

e
�iE

1

+
t
� e

�iE
2

+
t
�

e
i~p�~x

�
�
�
�

2

;

= sin
2
(2�12) sin

2
(j�jj~pjt); (25)

and sinceweareconsideringparticleswith velocitiesclose

to c,wecan replace

t! L;

where L denotes the path length traversed by the neu-

trino. Let us note here that in our theory,the velocity

ofthe neutrino can in principle be di�erentfrom c,but

any furthercorrection issuppressed by term softheorder

O (�2) which is extrem ely sm all. Thus,the probability

foroscillation (25)becom es

P�1! �2 = sin
2
(2�12) sin

2
(j�jE L); (26)

wherewehaveused the factthatforj�j� 1;E � j~pj.

There are severalthings to note from the expression

(26). First,the deform ation param eter� leadsto rota-

tionsin the
avorspaceand thereby determ inesthem ix-

ing angles. However,di�erences from the conventional

description ofm assive neutrinosarise because these de-

form ation param etersalso determ ine the nontrivialdis-

persion relationsfortheenergy eigenvaluesand lead to a

nontrivialenergydi�erenceevenin theabsenceofm asses.

Consequently, oscillation takes place even for m assless

neutrinos.The di�erence from the conventionaldescrip-

tion ofneutrino oscillation showsup in (26)in the fact

that the energy dependence is linear as opposed to the

inversedependence in (5).

2. Vector-dependentdeform ations

In orderto de�nethe m inim alm atrix A which breaks

both C P T and Lorentz sym m etriesand which connects

di�erent
avors{thatisA 12 6= 0 fortwo 
avorindices{

we need to include a constantbackground (real)vector

eij� .W ith this,the m inim alA hasthe form

[A ]
ij

��
= ��� �

ij
+ (


�
)�� e

ij
� : (27)

Ifwe assum e rotationalinvariance,we can setthe space

com ponentsofeij� to zero.Thesim plestcasem ixing 
a-

vors would then correspond to choosing e120 = e = e210
and the equationsofm otion in thiscase would havethe

form s

_ 
1
= � ~� �~r  

1
� e~
 �~r  

2
;

_ 
2
= � ~� �~r  

2
� e~
 �~r  

1
: (28)

Thesecan bediagonalized and lead to thedispersion re-

lations

E
1

� = �
p
1+ e2 j~pj;

E
2

� = �
p
1+ e2 j~pj: (29)

This is identicalto the conventionaldispersion relation

for m assless neutrinos, expect for a scale factor, and

shows in particular that m assless neutrinos and anti-

neutrinos ofdi�erent species are degenerate in energy.

As a consequence, oscillations between m assless neu-

trino species cannot take place (see eq. (2)) ifLorentz

and C P T sym m etriesaresim ultaneously violated in this

m odel.

Equations(28)can be also obtained from the Ham il-

tonian density

H = � i 
iy
~� �~r  

i
� ie

ij

0
 
iy
~
 �~r  

j
; (30)

with canonicalanti-conm utationrelationsinstead of(10).

O urdeform ation can also beunderstood asa subclassof

the standard m odelextension of[2]as follows. Let us

considerthe partofthe extended m odel[2]ofthe form

L = i� 
i


�
@� 

i
+ i� 

i
e
�

ij@� 
j
; (31)

with ourm inim alchoicefortheconstantbackgroundvec-

toreij� .In thiscase,thederivation ofthecanonicalanti-

com m utation relation leadsto thedeform ation discussed

above up to a �eld rescaling. Since the constant back-

ground �eld isa vector,theextraterm in theLagrangian

violatesC P T invarianceand theLorentzviolation ofthis

term ism anifestaswell. Thus,the second choice ofthe

deform ation violatesboth Lorentzand C P T invariances.

The C P T violation can also be seen from the analysis

ofthe energy eigenstates.The diagonalized ferm ionsin-

volve a com bination ofleftand righthanded �eldsand,

asa consequence,do nothave wellde�ned C P T trans-

form ation properties.
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3. Bounds for � (Lorentz invariance violation)

Aswehaveshown,oscillation between m asslessneutri-

noscan takeplacein ourm odelifonlyLorentzinvariance

isviolated.Therefore,letususetheexisting experim en-

taldata on neutrino oscillationsto deriveboundson the

param eter � ofLorentz invariance violation (LIV).W e

notethatourearlieranalysisfortwo neutrino 
avorscan

be extended to incorporate m ore 
avorseasily. For ex-

am ple,to accom m odate three neutrino 
avors,we need

to generalize the deform ation param eter(aswellasthe

m ixing angles)as

� ! �ij; �12 ! �ij; (32)

wherei;j= 1;2;3.In thiscase,theprobability foroscil-

lation between neutrino 
avorscan be written as

P�i! �j(L)= sin
2
(2�ij)sin

2
(j�ijjE L): (33)

Thesam eform ulaalsoholdsforanti-neutrinooscillations

sinceC P T isnotviolated in thiscase.

Therefore,com paring with the conventionalanalysis

ofoscillation form assive neutrinosgiven in (5),we can

identify (c= 1)

j�ijj=
�m 2

ij

4E 2
: (34)

W e note here thatthere are three deform ation param e-

ters �ij;without any further constraintunlike the con-

straint on the di�erence of the squared m asses in the

conventionalscenario.

Letus nextnote thatfrom the solarneutrino experi-

m ents,we know thatthisinvolvesoscillationsofthe 
a-

vors1 ! 2 with

�m
2

12 < 8� 10
�5
eV

2
; E � 1M eV: (35)

From (34),thistranslatesinto a deform ation param eter

j�12j< 10
�17

: (36)

Theatm osphericneutrino results,on theotherhand,in-

volvean oscillation ofthe type2 ! 3 with

�m
2

23 < 2:6� 10
�3
eV

2
; E � 1G eV: (37)

From (34),weseethatthiswould translateinto a defor-

m ation param eter

j�23j< 10
�22

: (38)

Finally,we note that although the sim ple interpreta-

tion oftheLSND resultshasbeen disproved by theM ini-

BooNeexperim ent,itisnonethelessinteresting to recog-

nize thathere the oscillationsinvolve
avorsofthe type

1 ! 2 (both in the neutrino aswellasthe anti-neutrino

channels)with

�m
2

12 < 1eV
2
; E � 50M eV: (39)

In thiscase,theanalogof(34)fortheantineutrinosleads

to

j�12j< 10
�16

: (40)

It is clear now that within this scenario,allthe exper-

im entalresults can be naturally explained without any

particular puzzle. W e would like to note here that our

analysisforsolarneutrinosarenotin contradiction with

the data from the K am LAND experim ent[27].

In this discussion,we have assum ed the neutrinos to

be com pletely m assless in which case,the conventional

oscillation does not take place. It is possible that the

neutrinoshave a sm allm assand thatboth m echanism s

do contribute to the phenom ena ofneutrino oscillation.

In this case,a carefulanalysis ofthe atm ospheric neu-

trino oscillation resultscan lead to even a m orestringent

bound on the param eter�23 [11].

III. C O N C LU SIO N A N D O U T LO O K

In thispaper,wehavecarried outa quantitativeanal-

ysisofthe consequencesofC P T and Lorentzinvariance

violation in them asslessneutrinosector.W hileithasal-

ready been suggested thatin such a case,neutrino oscil-

lation can takeplaceeven form asslessneutrinos,wehave

presented a sim plem odelofa theory ofnoncom m utative

ferm ionsto study this phenom enon quantitatively. The

m odelcontainsa m inim alnum berofsym m etry violating

param etersthatare introduced asdeform ation param e-

tersin theequal-tim eanti-com m utation relationsforthe

ferm ion �elds. Realvaluesofthese deform ation param -

eters naturally lead to the large m ixing angle scenario.

W hilethedeform ationparam etersdirectlylead tom ixing

between di�erentneutrino 
avors,they also lead to non-

standard (energy)dispersion relations(through Lorentz

and C P T violation),which leadsto oscillationsbetween

m asslessneutrino speciesifonly Lorentzinvarianceisvi-

olated.

In the case thatthere isviolation ofonly Lorentz in-

variance,wehavedeterm ined boundson the param eters

ofdeform ation(param eterscharacterizingLorentzinvari-

anceviolation)from theexistingexperim entaldataonso-

larand atm osphericneutrinosaswellasfrom theLSND

data.Theboundson thedeform ation param eterswithin

thism inim alm odelareobtained to havethe values

j�23j< 10
�22

; j�12j< 10
�17

(41)

W enotethatboundsfor� wereobtained from theLM A

scenarioby using� � �=4.Forthesolarand atm ospheric

neutrinos,thisisindeed consistentwith theexperim ental

determ ination.

O n theotherhand,ifLorentzand C P T invariancesare

violated sim ultaneously,then oscillation between m ass-

lessneutrinosdisappearsin ourm odel,although oscilla-

tionscan takeplaceform assiveneutrinosin thestandard

scenario. This factcould indicate thatatvery high en-

ergy wherem assescan beneglected,neutrino oscillation
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would signala violation ofLorentzinvarianceand notof

C P T sym m etry.
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