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1 Introduction

35 years ago Pontecorvo suggested the possibility ofneutrino oscillations [1,2](see also

[3]) by analogy with the oscillations ofneutralK m esons. The question he raised was

"...whether there exist other m ixed neutralparticles besides the K 0 m esons which di�er

from theirantiparticlesand forwhich theparticle! antiparticletransitionsarenotstrictly

forbidden" [1].

Directanalogywith theK 0� �K 0 casewould im ply oscillationsofaneutrinointoitsCP-

conjugatedstatewith largeam plitude.W eshallreferheretosuch aprocessas"Pontecorvo’s

originaloscillations".

The essentialdi�erence between the K 0 m esonsand neutrinosisrelated to the spin of

neutrinos.Itwasrealized aftertheV � A structureofweakinteractionshad been established

thatneutrinos are produced and interact in chiralstates. In particular,only left-handed

neutrinos�L have been observed. The CP conjugation transform s�L into a right-handed

antineutrino ��R ,and so the realization ofthe Pontecorvo’s originalidea would m ean the

existence oftheoscillations

�L $ ��R : (1)

Strictly speaking,transitions(1)are notjusta processoflepton num beroscillations,but

also sim ultaneously neutrino spin precession.

Since the helicity ofa free particle isconserved,in vacuum the oscillations(1)cannot

occur. Flavour oscillations between the neutrinos of the sam e chirality are possible in

vacuum [4,3],butin thiscasethetransitionstakeplacebetween theneutrino stateswhich

are not related by CP conjugation. In addition,the m ixing ofthese states need not be

large.

Particle-antiparticle transitionsin vacuum can in principle take place for4-com ponent

neutrinos.In term sofchiralstatesthese oscillationswould im ply transitionsof�L into ��L

(or ��R into �R ) [2],so that the neutrino helicity is conserved. However,such transitions
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are notanalogousto the K 0 � �K 0 oscillations: ��L isnotthe true antiparticle ofthe left-

handed neutrino,the existence ofwhich is required by the CPT invariance,but rather

a di�erent neutrino state. In the ultrarelativistic lim it �L and ��L can be considered as

independentparticleswithquitedi�erentinteractions(�L isactivewhereas��L issterileinthe

standard m odel).Thisisin contrastwith thehypotheticalneutron-antineutron oscillations,

since atlow energiesthe di�erenthelicity com ponentsofthe neutron are strongly coupled

throughitslargem ass.M oreover,left-handed neutron and antineutron havethesam estrong

interaction.

Forthe above reasonsitwasgenerally supposed thatPontecorvo’soriginaloscillations

are just the oscillations ofactive neutrinos into sterile states,whereas the true neutrino-

antineutrino oscillations(1)were considered im possible.In thispaperwe show thatunder

certain conditionsm axim al-am plitude�L $ ��R oscillationscan neverthelessoccur.

2 G eneralconditions for �L $ ��R transitions

Consider for de�niteness the transitions involving electron neutrinos,�eL $ ��eR. As we

already stressed,oscillations(1)im ply helicity 
ip ofthe neutrino states. Such a 
ip can

beinduced,forexam ple,by interactionsofneutrinoswith externalm agnetic�eldsprovided

theneutrinoshave m agnetic(orelectric)dipolem om ents.However,them agnetic-m om ent

interaction cannottransform a neutrino into itsown antineutrino because ofCPT invari-

ance. Nevertheless,it can convert a neutrino into an antineutrino ofanother species [5].

From this fact two conclusions follow: (i) in addition to the neutrino ofa given 
avour,

one needs at least one m ore neutrino state �x to be involved in the process,and (ii) an

additionalinteraction which m ixes�x with �e isrequired. Ifthese conditionsare satis�ed,

the�eL ! ��eR transition can proceed via �x in theinterm ediatestate,and �eL � ��eR m ixing

appearsasa second-ordere�ect.

In the sim plest case,the additionalinteraction should notchange the helicity ofneu-
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trinos,butitm ustchange theirlepton num bers. Indeed,the �lL $ ��lR oscillationsim ply

�L l = 2 transitions,whereas in the m agnetic-m om ent induced transitions the individual

lepton chargesLl change by only one unit. The additionalinteraction one needscan then

bejusttheonewhich generatesthe
avour(m ass)m ixing ofneutrinos.

In allcasesatleasttwo chainsoftransitionscontributetothe�eL $ ��eR transition,and

one should m ake sure thatno cancellation between the corresponding am plitudes occurs.

Indeed,let�x bealeft-handed neutrino;then the�eL ! ��eR transitionscan proceed through

the �eL ! �xL ! ��eR chain,where the �rsttransition isdue to the m assm ixing and the

second oneisinduced by them agnetic-m om entinteraction.From CPT invarianceitfollows

thattheantiparticleof�xL exists,and isa right-handed neutrino ��xR .Italso m ediatesthe

�eL ! ��eR transitionsthrough the chain �eL ! ��xR ! ��eR .Now the �rsttransition isdue

tothem agnetic-m om entinteraction,and thesecond oneresultsfrom them assm ixing.The

am plitudesofthehelicity-
ipping transitions�eL ! ��xR and �xL ! ��eR in thesetwo chains

have opposite signsdue to the CPT sym m etry 1,while the am plitudes ofthe transitions

induced bythem assm ixingcoincide.Therefore,if�xL and ��xR aredegeneratein energy,the

contributionsofthetwochainstothe�eL ! ��eR am plitudeexactlycanceleach otherand the

�eL � ��eR m ixing doesnotappear.Obviously,the cancellation takesplace forany num ber

ofadditionalneutrinos. M oreover,thisresultholdstrue forany num berofthe transitions

in the chains:the crucialpointsare that(i)there should be an odd num beroftransitions

induced by the m agnetic-m om entinteraction,and (ii)fora given chain,anotherone with

CP-conjugated particlesand inverted orderoftransitionsin theinterm ediatestatesalways

exists.

To inducethe�eL $ ��eR transitions,oneshould liftthedegeneracy oftheinterm ediate

states.Thiscan berealized ifthetransitionstakeplacein m atter(provided theinterm ediate

neutrinoisnotsterile)and/orin am agnetic�eld whosedirection changesalongtheneutrino

trajectory.Indeed,m attera�ectsneutrinosand antineutrinosdi�erently (thecorresponding

1The m atrix oftransition m agneticm om entsisantisym m etric.
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forward scattering am plitudeshave opposite signs[6]),and rotating m agnetic �eldsa�ect

di�erently left-handed and right-handed states[7,8].

Thepossibility of�eL $ ��eR transitionsin m atterand transversem agnetic�eld was�rst

pointed out in [9]. However,for �xed-direction m agnetic �elds the transition probability

wasshown to be sm alleven forlarge neutrino m ixing and m agnetic m om ents[10]. Aswe

shallsee,them agnetic�eld rotation can changethesituation drastically.

The �eL $ ��eR oscillations could in principle be generated by the m agnetic-m om ent

interaction alone(i.e.could occureven in theabsenceofm assm ixing)ifatleasttwo addi-

tionalneutrino states,say,�� and ��,and threetransition m agneticm om entsareinvolved.

However,asitwasshown in [11],form asslessneutrinosthe�eL � ��eR m ixing vanishesiden-

tically in thiscaseeven in thepresenceofrotating m agnetic�eld.Thereason isthatequal

num bersofleft-handed and right-handed neutrinosare presentin the interm ediate states,

and so thecancellation ofam plitudesisnotdestroyed even by the�eld rotation.Thesam e

conclusion can be shown to hold true also in m atter since the properties of�� and �� in

m atterare identical. Thisresultchangesifneutrinospossessnonzero m assesand vacuum

m ixing.

In whatfollowswe shalldiscuss the �eL $ ��eR oscillationsinduced by 
avourm ixing

and transition m agnetic m om entwith one additionalactive neutrino,say,��. The case in

which �x isa sterileneutrino willalso becom m ented on.

3 �eL $ ��eR oscillations

Considera system offourneutrino states�eL,��eR ,��L,and ���R with vacuum m ixing and

transition m agneticm om ent� relating�eL with ���R .Theevolution ofthissystem in m atter

and m agnetic�eld can bedescribed bytheSchroedinger-likeequation i(d=dt)� = H �,where
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� = (�eL; ��eR ;��L; ���R )
T and H isthee�ective Ham iltonian ofthesystem :

H =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 0 s2� �B?

0 � 2N � _� � �B? s2�

s2� � �B? H � 0

�B ? s2� 0 H ��

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(2)

Heretheangle�(t)de�nesthedirection ofthem agnetic�eld B ? (t)in theplaneorthogonal

to the neutrino m om entum ,B ? (t) = jB ? (t)j, _� � d�=dt,N �
p
2G F (ne � nn=2); � �

�m 2=4E ,s2 � sin2�0; c2 � cos2�0,where G F isthe Ferm iconstant,ne and nn are the

electron and neutron num berdensities,E istheneutrino energy,�m 2 = m 2
2
� m2

1
,m 1,m 2

and �0 being the neutrino m asses and m ixing angle in vacuum . The m atrix elem ents H �

and H �� in (2)read

H � � � (1+ r)N + 2c2�; H �� � � (1� r)N + 2c2� � _� (3)

where r � nn=(2ne � nn). The diagonalelem ents ofH de�ne the energiesofthe "
avour

levels",i.e.of�eL,��eR ,��L and ���R
2.Accordingtoourpreviousdiscussion,direct�eL � ��eR

m ixing isabsentin theHam iltonian (2),butcan beinduced in higherorders.

To have practically pure �eL $ ��eR transitions one should �nd the conditions under

whichthe(�eL;��eR)subsystem approxim atelydecouplesfrom therestoftheneutrinosystem .

Aswehaveindicated earlier,thisdecoupling should notbecom plete,otherwisethee�ective

�eL � ��eR m ixingwould disappear.W eshallassum ethatthefollowingdecouplingconditions

aresatis�ed:

jH �j;jH ��j� j2s2�j;2�B?: (4)

Thisallowsonetoblock-diagonalizetheHam iltonian (2);theresultinge�ectiveHam iltonian

2In deriving eq. (2)we have m oved to the reference fram e rotating with the sam e angularvelocity as

the transverse m agnetic �eld [7]and also subtracted a m atrix proportionalto the unitone so asto m ake

the �rstdiagonalelem entequalto zero. These transform ationsam ountto m ultiplying neutrino statesby

certain phase factorsand thusdo nota�ectthe transition probabilities.
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ofthe(�eL;��eR)subsystem is

H
0

=

0

B
@

0 H e�e

H e�e � 2N � _� + �

1

C
A (5)

Herethenondiagonal(m ixing)m atrix elem entisgiven by

H e�e = s2� �B?

 
1

H �

�
1

H ��

!

’ s2� �B?

_� � 2rN

[(� rN + _�=2)2 � (2c2�)
2]
: (6)

and � � (tan! � cot!)He�e,where

tan! � s2�=�B? : (7)

Notethatthesecond equalityin eq.(6)holdsonlyforj2N + _�j� m axf(1+ r)N ;j2c2�jg(see

thediscussion below).Itfollowsfrom (6)thatthee�ective�eL � ��eR m ixing iscaused by an

interplay of
avourm ixing and theoneinduced by theinteraction ofthem agneticm om ent

withm agnetic�eld.Inaccordancewithourgeneraldiscussion,itarisesduetothetransitions

through the��L(���R )states:�eL ! ��L(���R )! ��eR .In fact,H e�e in eq.(6)exactly coincides

with the resultofthe calculationsin the second-orderperturbation theory,and the values

H � 1
� and H � 1

�� are justthe propagatorsofthe Schroedingerequation corresponding to ��L

and ���R in the interm ediate state. They entereq. (6)with opposite signsbecause ofthe

antisym m etry ofthem atrix oftransition m agneticm om ents.In vacuum H � = H �� and the

contributionsof�� and ��� canceleach other.M atter(nn 6= 0)and m agnetic �eld rotation

(_� 6= 0)liftthedegeneracy ofthe�� and ��� levelsand so giveriseto the�eL � ��eR m ixing.

Itfollowsfrom eqs. (6)and (4)thatthe �eL � ��eR m ixing term isalwayssm allerthan

each ofthegeneric�rstorderm ixingss2� and �B? .Thebetterthedecoupling,thesm aller

H e�e. The m ixing term H e�e increases with decreasing H � or H ��,but this enhancem ent is

lim ited by conditions(4).The�eL � ��eR m ixing angle�m isde�ned as

tan2�m =
2H e�e

� 2N � _� + �
: (8)

In m edium with constantN ,r,B ? and _�,the evolution ofthe �eL � ��eR system will
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havea characterofoscillationswith constantam plitudeand length:

P(�eL ! ��eR ;t)=
(2H e�e)

2

(2H e�e)
2 + (2N + _� � �)2

sin2
�
1

2

q

(2H e�e)
2 + (2N + _� � �)2t

�

(9)

Let us stress that in nonrotating m agnetic �elds the �eL � ��eR m ixing is always strongly

suppressed. Indeed,for _� = 0 one gets tan2�m ’ 2r(�B ? s2�)=(H�H ��) � 1. On the

contrary,in a twisting �eld the�eL $ ��eR oscillationscan beresonantly enhanced.For

_� = � 2N + � ’ � 2N (10)

the �eL � ��eR m ixing becom es m axim al(sin22�m = 1) and the oscillations proceed with

m axim aldepth. Eq. (10) is nothing else but the resonance condition for the �eL $ ��eR

oscillations. Itim plies thatthe �eld rotation com pensates forthe energy splitting ofthe

�eL and ��eR levelscaused by theirinteraction with m atter.Up to the sm allterm � � He�e,

itdoesnotdepend on theneutrino energy.

Thenecessity ofm atterand �eld rotation forstrong�eL $ ��eR oscillationscan therefore

beunderstood asfollows.M atterisneeded to avoid thecancellation oftheam plitudeswith

�� and ��� interm ediate statesin (6).However,m atterliftsthedegeneracy ofthe�e and ��e

aswell,and so the �eL $ ��eL oscillationswillnotproceed with m axim alam plitude. Field

rotation can restorethedegeneracy of�e and ��e whilekeeping the�� and ��� energiessplit,

orvice versa. Thiscom esaboutbecause the energiesofthe electron and m uon neutrinos

in m atterhave di�erentdensity dependence. Forthe sam e reason the �eld rotation alone

cannotlead to large-am plitude�eL $ ��eR oscillations.

The am plitude ofthe �eL $ ��eR oscillationsin eq. (9)hasa resonantdependence on

theparam etersoftheproblem .Thewidth oftheresonantpeak athalf-heightis

� _�

j(_�)resj
=
�N

N res

=
2jH e�ej

N res

’ 4(1+ r)
�B ? s2�

jH � H ��j
� 1; (11)

i.e.the density and _� widthsofthe resonance arevery sm all.On thecontrary,due to the

fact that the resonance condition is alm ost energy-independent,the energy width ofthe
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resonantpeak can befairly large:

�E

E res

=

8
>>><

>>>:

2(s2�0=�B ? )
�= 2

�

1�
2(2N + _�)c2

2

(1+ r)N s2
2

�� 1=2

; (1+ r)N � 2c2�;

2(�B ? =s2�0)�= 2

�

1�
(1+ r)N (2N + _�)

2(�B ? )
2

�� 1=2

; (1+ r)N � 2c2�

(12)

(�0 isthe value of� atresonance). Thism eansthatfora neutrino beam with continuous

energy spectrum a large fraction ofneutrinoscan undergo resonantly enhanced �eL $ ��eR

oscillations.

From eq.(9)itfollowsthatthe�eL $ ��eR oscillationlengthatresonance(le�e)res = �=H e�e

is m uch bigger than the lengths ofboth the 
avour oscillations �eL $ ��L and the spin-


avour precession �eL $ ���R caused by the generic �rst-order m ixings. The latter two

processes willproceed with sm allam plitudes � (s2�=H�)
2 and (�B ? =H ��)

2 respectively.

Therefore the �e transition probability willbe described by a superposition ofm axim al-

am plitudelong-wavelength and sm all-am plitudeshort-wavelength oscillations(Fig.1a).

4 �eL $ ��eR oscillations in
uenced by a third neutrino

state

Ifthe 
avourenergy levels H � orH �� ! 0,the �e � ��e m ixing term H e�e and the width of

the �e � ��e resonance increase,but the in
uence ofthe �� or ��� levels on the �eL $ ��eR

transition probabilitybecom esstronger.In particular,theam plitudesofthe�eL $ ��L(���R )

transitionsincrease.In thiscasethe�eL $ ��eR resonancedensity approachestheM SW one

[6]orthatoftheresonantspin-
avourprecession [9,12].

Letusassum ethat
_�

2
= � N = �

2c2�

1+ r
; (13)

which correspondsto H � = 0.Now theenergy levelsofthreeneutrino states,nam ely,those

of�eL,��eR and ��L,crossin one point(thism eansthatthe resonancesofthe �eL $ ��eR,

8



�eL $ ��L and ��L $ ��eR transitionsm ergein onepoint).Thein
uence ofthe�� stateon

the (�eL;��eR)system becom esm axim al. However,ifH �� satis�eseq. (4)(which isrealized

fors2 � 1 and �B ? � 4c2�),the ��� statewillstillbedecoupled,and so onecan perform a

3� 1block-diagonalization ofH .Theresultinge�ectiveHam iltonian ofthestronglycoupled

(�eL;��eR;��L)system isjustgiven by the3� 3 m atrix in the upperleftcornerofH in eq.

(2)with thefollowing m odi�cations:(i)thediagonalterm sacquiresm allcorrectionswhich

are notim portantforourconsideration,and (ii)the H e�e = H �ee term s are no longerzero

butratherareequalto (� �),where

� =
(s2�)(�B? )

H ��

: (14)

TheeigenvaluesofthisHam iltonian are

H 1
�= f �

�0

2
; H 2

�= � f �
�0

2
; H 3

�= �
0
; (15)

where

f =
q

(�B ? )
2 + (s2�)

2; �
0= � �sin2!; (16)

and ! isde�ned by eq.(7).Theorthogonalm atrix diagonalizing thee�ectiveHam iltonian

isgiven to leading orderin �=f by

Sm =

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

sin!p
2

sin!p
2

cos!

� cos!p
2

� cos!p
2

sin!

1p
2

� 1p
2

� �

f
cos2!

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

: (17)

Forconstant N ,r,B ? and _� one obtains from (15){(17)the following probability ofthe

�eL $ ��eR oscillations:

P(�eL ! ��eR ;t)= sin22! sin4
1

2
ft+ sin22! sin2

3

4
�
0
tcosft+ d sin�0tsinft; (18)

where d = O (�).The �rstterm in (18)correspondsto thelim it� ! 0.W esee thatin the

three-levelcrossingpointthedepth ofthe�eL � ��eR oscillations,sin
22!,doesnotexhibitany

suppression related to thehigherorderdirect�eL � ��eR m ixing.M oreover,in thesym m etric

9



cases2� = �B? ,when thevacuum m ixingisequaltothatinduced by them agneticm om ent

interaction,onehassin2! = 1 and theoscillation depth becom esm axim al.Fors2� 6= �B?

theoscillation depth islessthan unity and itdecreaseswhen thedi�erencebetween s2� and

�B ? increases.

The�eL $ ��eR oscillation length isgiven by

le�e =
2�

f
=

2�
q

(s2�)
2 + (�B ? )

2

: (19)

Fors2� = �B? itisonly
p
2 tim esbiggerthan 
avouroscillation orspin-
avourprecession

lengths at the resonance point: le�e =
p
2losc =

p
2lp (losc = 4�E =(�m 2sin2�0); lp =

�=�B ? ).In contrastwith the case ofpure�eL $ ��eR oscillationsdiscussed above,le�e does

notcontain any bigfactorlikef=�;P(�eL ! ��eR )dependson thefourth powerofsin(�t=le�e)

ratherthan on the second power(see Fig.1b).These featuresarerelated to the factthat

there are three levels involved and thatthe splitting between the levels is determ ined by

f. Now three neutrino species oscillate into each otherwith com parable am plitudes. For

exam ple,the probability ofthe �eL ! ��L oscillationsisP(�eL ! ��L;t)
�= sin2! � sin2ft.

Notethattheoscillation length forthism odeistwotim esassm allasle�e.Form axim aldepth

ofthe�eL $ ��eR oscillationstheam plitudeofthe�eL $ ��L oscillationsissin2! = 1=2.

The second term in (18)isgenerated by the direct�eL � ��eR m ixing � � in the 3� 3

e�ectiveHam iltonian.Itgivesa long-period m odulation oftheoscillation probability.The

corresponding m odulation length islm od
�= 4�=(3�0)� le�e.The �rsttwo term sin (18)can

alsobewritten as 1

4
sin22! (1+ cos2ft� 2cosftcos3

2
�0t),which im pliesthatthem odulation

leadsto theoscillation depth varying between sin22! and 1

2
sin22! (Fig.1b).

Letusstressthatthem axim al-am plitudeshort-wavelength oscillationsdescribed by eq.

(18)are only possible in a rotating �eld,when the m erging condition (13)can beful�lled.

The m erging condition and le�e depend on the neutrino energy,and so the enhancem entof

the�eL $ ��eR oscillationsin thiscasehasa resonantcharacter,too.
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5 D iscussion and conclusions

W ehavediscussed so far�eL $ ��eR transitionswith an activeneutrino in theinterm ediate

state.Evidently,instead of�� or��,a sterileneutrino could play theroleoftheadditional

neutrino required forthe �eL $ ��eR oscillations. Allthe above resultshold in thiscase as

well;the corresponding analyticalexpressionscan be obtained from those already derived

by setting r = 0. Now,according to (6),H e�e �
_� and the �eL $ ��eR transitionscan only

occur in twisting m agnetic �elds: m atter alone is not su�cient to induce the � eL $ ��eR

oscillations.Sterileneutrinosdo notinteractwith m atterand so thedegeneracy of�xL and

��xR can only belifted by them agnetic�eld rotation.

Ourpreviousdiscussion wasm ainly constrained tothecaseofconstantN ,r,B ? and _�.

In a m edium with m atterdensity,and m agnetic �eld varying along the neutrino path,the

m axim um -am plitude �eL $ ��eR oscillationswilltake place ifthe functions N (t)and �(t)

satisfy theresonancecondition (10)overa su�ciently largespaceinterval�t.

Eq. (10)isin factjustthe condition ofcrossing ofthe �e and ��e levels. Thus,ifthe

param eters ofthe m edium vary in such a way that at a certain point tr eq. (10) holds,

resonant�eL ! ��eR conversion m ay take place in the resonantregion [13].The conversion

can benearly com pleteifthem atterdensity and _� vary slowly enough (adiabatically)along

theneutrino path.

The m axim um -am plitude �eL $ ��eR oscillationswe have discussed,especially those in

the m erging point,can provide an e�cientm echanism ofgeneration of�� e 
ux in the sun.

They can also haveim portantconsequencesforneutrinoscreated in collapsing stars.

In conclusion,we have shown that the originalPontecorvo’s idea oflarge-am plitude

neutrino-antineutrino oscillationscan berealized provided thefollowing conditionsaresat-

is�ed:

(i)atleastoneadditionalneutrino �x isinvolved in thetransitions,which ism ixed with the

initialneutrino �l through 
avour(m ass)m ixing;
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(ii)thereexistsa transition m agneticm om entwhich connectsthe�l with ��x;

(iii)neutrino propagatesin m atterand transverse m agnetic�eld,and

(iv)thedirection ofm agnetic�eld changesalong theneutrino path.

There are two distinctcasesoflarge-am plitude �eL $ ��eR oscillations: (a)practically

pure �eL $ ��eR oscillations when �eL and ��eR decouple from the rest ofthe system (the

resonantcondition (10)should be satis�ed);(b)�eL $ ��eR oscillationsin the presence of

strong transitionsinto a third neutrino. In thiscase the m erging condition (13)should be

ful�lled and,in addition,the
avourm ixingshould beapproxim ately equaltothem agnetic-

m om entinduced one(�B ? ’ s2�).The two casesarecharacterized by di�erentoscillation

lengthsand di�erentform sofdependencesoftheoscillation probability on thedistance.
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Figurecaption

Fig. 1. Dependence ofthe �eL $ ��eR oscillation probabilities on the distance travelled

by neutrinos: (a)the case ofisolated �eL � ��eR system ,(b)�eL $ ��eR oscillations in the

presenceofstrong transitionsinto a third neutrino state.
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