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Abstract

A unigue description avoiding confiision is presented for all avor oscillation
experin ents in which particles of a de nie avor are em itted from a local-
ized source. T he probability for nding a particle w ith the w rong avorm ust
vanish at the position of the source for all tin es. This condition requires

avor{tin e and avor{energy factorizations which determm ine uniquely the

avor m ixture cbserved at a detector in the oscillation region; ie. where the
overlaps between the wave packets for di erent m ass eigenstates are alm ost
com plete. O scillation periods calculated for \gedanken" tin em easurem ent
experin ents are shown to give the correct m easured oscillation wave length
In space when m ultiplied by the group velocity. E xam ples of neutrinos prop—
agation n a weak eld and In a graviational eld are given. In these cases
the relative phase ism odi ed di erently form easurem ents In space and tin e.
Energy-m om entum (frequency-w ave num ber) and space-tin e descriptions are
com plem entary, equally valid and give the sam e results. The two identical
phase shifts obtained describe the sam e physics; adding them together to get
a factor of two is double counting.
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I. NTRODUCTION

F lavor oscillations are observed w hen a source creates a particke which isam xture oftwo
orm orem ass eigenstates, and a di erentm ixture is observed In a detector. Such oscillations
have been cbserved In the neutralkaon and B {m eson system s. In neutrino experin ents it is
still unclear whether the eigenstates indeed have di erent m asses and w hether oscillations
can be observed. Considerable confiision has arisen In the description of such experin ents
in quantum m echanics flJ]], w ith questions arising about tin e dependence and production
reactions ], and de ning precisely what is cbserved in an experin ent[|]. M any calculations
describe \gedanken" experim ents and require som e recipe for applying the resuls to a real
experin ent [{].

W e resolve this confiision by noting and applying one sin ple general feature of allprac—
tical experim ents. The size of the source is an all in com parison w ith the oscillation wave
length to be m easured, and a unique well{de ned avorm ixture is em itted by the source;
eg. electron neutrinos In a neutrino oscillation experin ent. T he particles em itted from the
source m ust therefore be described by a wave padcket which satis esa sin ple generalbound-
ary ocondition: the probability am plitude for nding a particke having the wrong avor at
the source m ust vanish at all tim es.

T his boundary condition requires factorization ofthe avor and tim e dependence at the
position of the source. Sihce the energy dependence is the Fourder transform of the tin e
dependence, this factorization also In plies that the avor dependence of the wave padket
is Independent of energy at the position of the source. In a realistic oscillation experin ent
the relative phase is in portant when the oscillation length is of the sam e order as the
distance between the source and the detector. In that case this avor{energy factorization
holds over the entire distance between the source and detector. The boundary condition
then detem ines the relative phase of com ponents In the wave function wih di erent m ass
having the sam e energy and di erent m om enta. Thus any avor oscillations observed as a

finction of the distance between the source and the detector are describbed by considering



only the Interference between a given set of states having the sam e energy. A 1l questions of
coherence, relative phases of com ponents in the wave function with di erent energies and
possbl entanglem ents w ith other degrees of freedom are thus avoided.

M any form ulations describbe avor oscillations in tin e produced by Interference between
statesw ith equalm om enta and di erent energies. T hese \gedanken" experin entshave avor
oscillations In tin e over all space ncluding the source. W e show rigorously that the ratio of
the wave length ofthe real spatial oscillation to the period of the gedanken tim e oscillation

is Just the group velocity of the wave packet.

II.UNIVERSAL BOUNDARY CONDITION

W enow show how the resultsofa avoroscillation experin ent are com pletely determ ned
by the propagation dynam ics and the boundary condition that the probability of observing a
particke ofthewrong avor at the position of the source at any tin em ust vanish. W e choose
for exam ple a neutrino oscillation experim ent w ith a source of neutrinos of a given  avor,
say elkectron neutrinod]. The din ensions of the source are su ciently small in com parison
w ith the distance to the detector so that it can be considered a point source at the origin.
T he neutrino wave fiinction forthis experim ent m ay be a very com plicated wave padket, but
a su cient condition for our analysis is to require it to descrilbe a pure . source at x = 0;
ie. the probability of ndinga or atx= 0 iszero.

W e 1rst consider propagation in free space, where the m asses and m om enta p satisfy

the usual condition
p;=E* mi: 1)

W e expand the neutrino wave function In energy eigenstates

For sim plicity, we do not consider possible e ects of physics beyond the Standard M odel on

neutrino Interactions [4]. T he generalization to this case is straightforward.
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where j ;i denote the three neutrino m ass eigenstates and the coe cients c¢; are energy—
Independent. Each energy eigenstate has three tem s, one for each m ass eigenstate. In order
to avoid sourious avor oscillations at the source the particular linear com bination of these

three tem s required to describe this experin ent must be a pure . stateat x = 0 Poreach

Individual energy com ponent. Thus the coe cients ¢ satisfy the conditions

x3 x3

cghij i= cghij i=0: 23)

=1 =1
Them om entum ofeach ofthe three com ponents isdeterm ined by the energy and the neutrino
m asses. The propagation of this energy eigenstate, the relative phases of its three m ass
com ponents and s avorm ixture at the detector are com pletely determ ined by the energy—
m om entum kinem atics for the three m ass elgenstates.

The exact om of the energy wave padket described by the function g & ) is irrelevant
at this stage. The com ponents with di erent energies m ay be coherent or ilnooherent, and
they m ay be \entangled" w ith other degrees of freedom ofthe system . Forthe case where a
neutrino isproduced togetherw ith an electron in a weak decay the fiinction g € ) can also be
a function g fe.;E ) of the electron m om entum as well as the neutrino energy. T he neutrino
degrees of freedom cbserved at the detector will then be describbed by a density m atrix
after the electron degrees of freedom have been properly integrated out, taking into account
any m easurem ents on the electron. H owever, none of these considerations can introduce a
neutrino of the wrong avor at the position of the source.

Since the m om enta p; are energy-dependent the factorization doesnot hold at nite dis-
tance. At very large values of x the wave packet m ust ssparate nto individualw ave packets
wih di erentm assestravelingw ith di erent velocitied [f]1]. H owever, orthe conditions ofa
realistic oscillation experin ent this ssparation hasbarely begun and the overlap ofthe wave
packets with di erent m asses is essentially 100% . Under these conditions the avor{energy

factorization Introduced at the source is still an excellent approxin ation at the detector.



The avor m ixture at the detector given by substituting the detector coordinate into
Eqg. @) can be shown to be the sam e for all the energy eigenstates exoept for com pletely
negligble an alldi erences. For exam pl, for the case of two neutrinos w ith energy E and
m ass eigenstatesm ; and m , the relative phase of the two neutrino waves at a distance x is:

& 8 . m

x) = ) = =
b e % ©1 + p2) ©1 + P2)

X ; 24)

where m? m m?. Since the neutrno massdi erence is very sm all com pared to all

neutrino m om enta and energies, we use Jn, mpj P (1=2) @ + p2). Thus we can

rewrite Eq. €4) kesping term s only of rst orderin m?
|
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where the standard relativistic energy-m om entum relation @.J]) gives the change in energy

ormom entum wih m ass when the otheris xed,
| |

2E QE )
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Thus we have a com plte solution to the oscillation problem and can give the neutrino
avor as a function of the distance to the detector by exam ning the behavior of a singlke
energy eigenstate. The avor{energy factorization enables the resul to be ocbtained w ithout
considering any interference e ects between di erent energy eigenstates. The only Infor-
m ation needed to predict the neutrino oscillations is the behavior of a linear com bination
of the three m ass eigenstates having the sam e energy and di erent momenta. Alle ects
of interference or relative phase between com ponents of the wave function wih di erent
energies are tim e dependent and are required to vanish at the source, where the avor is
tin e iIndependent. This tin e independence also holds at the detector as long as there is
signi cant overlap between the wave padkets for di erent m ass states. T he conditions for
the validiy of this overlap condition are discussed below .
N eutrino states with the sam e energy and di erent m om enta are relevant rather than
vice versa because them easurem ent isin space, nottin e, and avor{tin e factorization holds

In a de nite region In space.



ITT.RELATION BETW EEN REAL AND GEDANKEN EXPERIM ENTS

W e now derive the relation between our resul £4) which comes from interference be-
tween statesw ith the sam e energy and di erentm om enta and the standard treatm ents using
states w ith the sam e m om entum and di erent energies |_Tr3]. For the case of two neutrinos
w ith m om entum P and m ass eigenstatesm ; and m , the relative phase of the two neutrino

waves at a tine t is:

B . .
_ @ . m2 = @p2 ITl2 B t; (3.1)
em?) @m?) | E

p

= E, E) ¢t

where we have substituted Eq. @.§). This is equal to the result @) if we make the

com m only used substiution

p
x = —
E

t= vt: 32)
This is now easily generalized to inclide cases where external elds can modify the
relation {2.), but where the m ass eigenstates are not m ixed. T he extension to propagation
n amediuim which m ixes m ass eigenstates eg. by the M SW e ect [P] is n principle the
sam e, but m ore com plicated in practice and not considered here. The relation between

energy, m om entum and m ass is described by an arbitrary disoersion relation
£E;pim?) =0; 33)

where the function £ can also be a slow Iy varying function of the distance x. In that case,
the momentum p for xed E is alo a slowly varying function of x. W e take this into
acoount by expressing Eq. {23) asadi erentialequation, and de ning the velocity v by the

conventional expression for the group velocity,

@ ) @p 1 RE QE
— = = = ;v — : (3.4)
@x@ (m 2) @ (n2) v @m?2) ep e

E P

T reatm ents describbing real experin ents m easuring distances and \gedanken" experin ents
m easuring tin e are seen to be rigorously equivalent if the group velocity (34) relates the

tw o results. N ote that the group velocity and not the phase velocity enters into this relation.



The relations §4) are trivialand cbvious for the case of neutrinos propagating in free space,
and gives Eq. 83). However, it becom es nontrivial for m ore com plicated cases. Two such

cases are presented in the follow ing.

IV.DESCRIPTION IN TERM SOF TIM E BEHAVIOR

The speci c form of the wave packet given by the function g€ ) n Eq. [2R) describes
the Fourdier transform of the tin e behavior as seen at x = 0. This tin e behavior changes
as the packet m oves from source to detector. Com ponents corresponding to di erent m ass
eigenstatesm ove w ith di erent velocities. W hen the centers of the wave packets have m oved
a distance x. they have ssparated by a distance

v P m 2

« =
v P 2p?

X; Vo1V % P P B 4.1

where v;, v, and v denote the individual group velocities of the two wave padkets and an
average group velociy, and we have assumed that m? = EZ g  p?. This ssparation
between the wave packet centers produces a phase displacam ent between the waves at the
detector, %)= p x%,which is seen to give exactly the sam e phase shift asEq. 24). The
group velocity which determ ines the separation between the wave padkets is relevant and
not the phase velocity.

Further Insight into the relation between di erent treatm ents is seen by rew riting the
phase shift Eq. @4) in tem s of the distance X  Xbetween the polnt x and the
center of the wave packet as the sum of the relative phase shift between the centers of the
tw o wave packets (%) ata xed time and a \correction" to this phase shift because the
centers of the wave packets arrive at the detector at di erent tines. To rst order in the

an allquantities x and p

%X+ =05 ®X)= Kp)=xXx ptpXrp = ®K+p “42)
m 2 m 2

x) x ptpx= X ; P = RX X : “4.3)
p 2p



W riting the phase shift in this form and neglecting the \correction" leads to an overestim ate
of the phase by a factor of two, whilke adding the \correction" to the correct nterpretation
@) of the gedanken experin ent can lad to doubk counting.

W e see here sin ply another description ofthe sam e physics used in the derivation ofEq.

€ 4), using the com plem entarity of energy-m om entum and space-tin e form ulations. They
are two ways of getting the sam e answer, not two di erent e ects that m ust be added.

T he sam e com plem entarity is seen In the Interference between two classicalwave packets
m oving with slightly di erent velocities. Even w ithout using the quantum m echanical rela—
tions w ith energy and m om entum there are two possibl descriptions, one using space and
tin e varables and one usihg frequency and wave length. T he two descriptions are Fourier
transfom s of one another and give the sam e result. A dding the two resuls is double count-
ng.

W e now apply this picture of two wave padkets traveling w ith slightly di erent veloci-
ties to exam ne the tin edependent probability am plitude for a neutrino wave seen at the
detector when i is em itted from the source h a  avor eigenstate denoted by jfi. The x
dependences of the am plitude and other param eters are suppressed since we only need their

values at the position of the detector.
. h , i
J ©i=e°9 cos A®Init s A+t )é i (44)

where Jn ;i and in ,i denote the two m ass eigenstates and  is a m ixing angk de ning the

avor eigenstates denoted by i and j,1 in tem s of the m ass eigenstates,

Ji1i= cos Jniit+ sin dnoi; Joi= sn Jn;i cos dnpi; 4.5)
) X X v m 2 @6
=— — —x —x; .
v, v V2 2p2v

where v=v is always de ned for com ponents in the di erent m ass eigenstates having the
sam e energy and the an all varation in  v=v over the wave padcket is neglected. W e express

each m ass eigenstate wave function as the product of a m agniude A (x) and a phase. The



universal boundary condition requires A to be the sam e for both m ass eigenstates at the
source. The wave functions spread w ith distance and m ay becom e m uch broader at the
detector. Howeverthedi erence in shapebetween the twom asseigenstates is shown below to
be negligible at the detector under experin ental conditionsw here oscillations are cbservable.
T heir center di erence is described by the tin e digplacem ent

T he probability am plitudes for cbserving the avor eigenstates at the detector are

h i

hf; 3 @i=€&°% cof AR '+ sn® A+ ) ; @.7)
. h . i

hf, J @Wi=€e°®Psnhn ocos A ' A+ ): 4 .8)

T he relative probabilities that avors £ and £, are cbserved at the detector are

Z . . sn?@ )b i
P(f; )= dthf;ij ©if=1 — 1 0()oms (); 4.9)
Z . ' SjI12(2 )h i
P (f; )= dthf;j ©if= — — 1 0()oms (); 4.10)

w here the am plitude nom alization and the overlap function O ( ) are given by

Z Z
dtA ©F = 1; 0 () dtA €+ DA ) : @a11)

W hen the overlp is complkte, O ( ) 1, the resuls[(d]9) and [@IP) reduce to the known

result obtained by assum ing plane waves fj] and using

()=p %= pv X : 412)

2p
An explicit exam ple for the caloulation of the overlap function can be found in Ref. [1{]
w here the shape function A was taken to be a G aussian.

W e now exam ine the spreading of the wave functions whik traveling from the source to
the detector. The length of the wave packet In space L, (0) in the vicihity of the source
must be su ciently lJarge to contain a large number N, ofwave lengths =~ In orderto de ne
a phase. This then detem ines the soread ofthemomentum , R, , and velocity, v, ih the

wave padket



N, 1
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P

(4.14)

Thedi erence in the soreading ofthe wave packets for the di erent m ass eigenstates is then

seen to be negligble for distances x where the oscillation phase shift (x) is of order unity

@ L,& L 0 a_ G A X &, (4.15)
@ m 2) L, ) Q@ m?2) N 2 N2

Thedi erentm asseigenstates ssparate asa result ofthe velocity di erences. Eventually
the wave packet ssparates into distinct packets, one for each m ass, m oving with di erent
velocities. The separation destroys the avor{energy and avor{tinm e factorizations and
Introduces a tin e dependence In the avor cbservable in principle at a given large distance.
In practice the detailed tin e dependence is not m easurabl and only the attenuation of
the oscillation expressed by the overlap function O ( ) is seen. W hen the wave padckets for
di erent m asses no longer overlap there is no longer any coherence and there are no further
oscillations [}1. The result £4) applies for the case where the separation @J) is snall
com pared to the length In space of the wave packet; ie. when the eventual ssparation of

the wave padkets has barely begun and can be neglected.

V.FUZZINESS IN TIM E

T he oscillations can be described either In space or In tin e. But the distance between
the source and the detector is known in a realistic experim ent to m uch higher accuracy then
the tin e Interval. Thus the Interval between the two events of creation and detection has
a sharp distance and a fuzzy tin e in the laboratory system . A Lorentz transfom ation to a
di erent fram e necessarily m ixes distance and tin e and m akes both fuzzy In a com plicated

m anner. For this reason one must be carefill in interpreting any resuls obtained In other

10



fram es than the laboratory system . The proper tin e interval between the two events is
always muzzy.

T he fuzziness of the tin e is an essential feature of the experim ent since the wave packet
hasa nie length I, in space. T he probability of observing the partick at the detector is

soread over the tin e interval

T he proper tin e Interval between am ission and detection is given by

" # " !#
2 2,2 2 2 2 2
m? L2ZE? L,E m EZ L7 L
‘=t b £=x —+ " L =X — 1+ — L 2 (52)
? 4x2p? Xp? ? m 2 4x2 <

This uncertainty In the proper tin e Interval due to the nie length of the wave padket
cannot be neglected.

T he waves describing the propagation of di erent m ass eigenstates can be coherent at
the detector only if the overlap function O ( ) given by Eqg. ) is nearly unity. Thus
the tin e Intervalbetween creation and detection is not precisely detem ined and sub fct to
quantum {m echanical uctuations. The length I, ofthe wave padket created at the source
mustbe su ciently long to prevent the determ nation of its velocity by a tin e m easuram ent
w ith the precision needed to identify the m ass eigenstate.

The an all din ensions of the source introduce a m om entum uncertainty essential for
the ooherence of the waves of di erent m ass eigenstates. T he wave packet describing the
experin ent m ust necessarily contain com ponents from di erent m ass eigenstates w ith the
sam e energy and di erent m om enta.

C onventional experin ents m easure distances to a precision w ith an error tiny in com —
parison wih the oscillation wave length to be measured. This is easily achieved in the
laboratory. In a \gedanken" experim ent w here oscillations In tin e are m easured, the exper-
In ental apparatusm ust m easure tin es to a precision w ith an error tiny in com parison w ih
the oscillation period to be m easured. O ne m ight envision an experin ent which m easures

the tim e the oscillating particl is created by cbserving another particle em itted at the sam e

11



tin e; eg. an ekctron em itted In a beta decay together w ith the neutrino whose oscillation
is observed. But if both the tin e and position of the created particle are m easured w ith
Su clent precision a very sharp wave packet is created and them ass eigenstatesm oving w ith
di erent velocities quickly ssparate, the overlap function O ( ) approaches zero and there is
no ooherence and no oscillation.
In reality, when both x and t are m easured there are uctuations in their values. U sing
v = x=t the uctuations In x and t must be lJarge enough to m ake the velocity fuzzy.
Then, In order to have oscillation we need the flzziness in velocity to be m uch larger than
the di erence between the two group velocities, v. This is the case n a mwal
experin ent. Typicalvaluesare [L]E = O (1I0M &V ); x= O (10°m ); t= O (10 ® sec) and
the relevant m asses that can be probed are m?= 0 (L &V?). Then, v= 0 (10%?). Since
v dx=x + dt=t we see that the accuracies needed to m easure the ssparate velocities are
dx =0 @10 m)anddt= 0 10 *® sec), far from the ability of present technology. T his
calculation can also be perform ed for all terrestrial experim ents, nding that the present
technology is not yet su ciently precise to destroy coherence and prevent oscillations from

being observed.

VI.EXAMPLES

The relations (34) are trivial and cbvious for the case of neutrinos propagating in free
soace. However, it becom esnontrivial form ore com plicated cases. In this section we present
two nontrivial exam ples: Neutrino in a ( avor blind) weak eld and neutrino in a gravia-
tional eld. These are only exam ples, in reallife thee ectswe discusstend to be very an all,
and oconsequently negligble. Yet, these exam ples dem onstrate how to get the phase shift,
and how to move from the description in tem s of tim e to that of space using the group
velocity.

In these exam pleswe calculate thephass di erence fora known beam w ith known energy.

W e consider a source and a detector n vacuum and Investigate thee ect ofnsertinga eld

12



(either weak or gravitational) between them .

A .N eutrino in a weak eld

W e consider neutrino travel n a avor{blind medium . Them edium changes the disgper-

sion relation [§]by introducing the potentialV describing the scattering in the m edium
E+V)Y PF=m?: 6.1)

For sim plicity we assum e that V is lndependent of x but can depend upon E . The phase

di erence in space and in tin e are then given by

2 2

Qp 5 m m
x) = m X = X @ ) x5 62)
@m?) 2p 2P0
: 2 2
E 1
@ 5 m m e 63)

t) = t= t
® @(m?) 2(E‘.+V)(l+gEl) 2E 1+ O

p

wherep E +V andp E arrthemomentum in themediim and in free space, respec—

tively. W ework to rstorderin and’de ned as

\Y o av
E; _dE : ©4)

W e Jeam that themedium e ect isdi erent for the two cases

(X):1 ; ©_ 1 ; 65)
o (%) J 1+ O

where (&)and () denotethe values repectively of  (X) and (t) for the case where

V = 0. Tomove from one description to the other we need the group velocity

E 1
¢ P : 6.6)

V= - .
p . E+V)Q+ ) 1+ O

Usingt! x=v=x0+ % in [63) weget (6J). W e see that by using the correct velocity

one can relate the two descriptions and the results are the sam e.

13



Note that our exam pl is not realistic. In the Standard M odel the neutral current

= 0 and the group

Interactions (that are avor blind) are energy Independent. Then,
velociy is not changed from its vacuum value.

This exam ple has a sin pk optical analog. Consider an optical interference experin ent
(eg. a two slit experim ent) w ith a glass nserted in the light path. A m easurem ent In space
will gain a larger phase shift due to the travel in the medim . The light travels slower in

them edium and when i reaches the detector the optical path is longer.

B .N eutrino in a gravitation eld

W e consider neutrino travel in a gravitational eld. This has recently been treated in
Refs. [A{14]. W e com pare two cases: one w hen the neutrino travel is in free space, a second
when a gravitational eld is inserted in the path. W e assum e that the gravitational el is
su ciently an allto lkeave the N ewtonian) distance una ected by its insertion. O ne exam ple
isthe possblk e ect ofthem oon on solar neutrinos when the m oon is close to solar eclipse.
Then we shall see that the gravitational eld ofthemoon a ects the phase.

Weassume: (1) The sam i{classical Iim it; 2) Theweak eld lim it; (3) Nearly New tonian
gravitational elds. The st assum ption] []5] says that gravity isnot quantized and itse ect
is ntroduced by a non at spacetinemetricg 6 , Where = diag(l; 1; 1; 1) is
the atmetric. The second assum ption [[Ip] says that we can use the linear approxim ation.

Then, graviyy is treated as an external eld on a at space tim e and we expand
g = +h ; 6.7)

wih © j 1. The third assum ption [[4] says that the gravitational eld orighates from

a m assive static source. T hen
h =2 ®); h =0 obr € ; (6.8)

where (¢) isthe Newtonian potential €g. &)= G M =xkjfora spherically symm etric

14



obect with massM ). W e em phasize that hgg = hy but o = 1. This sign di erence
tums out to be im portant.

T he dispersion relation In a curved spacetim e is [[§]

g pp =m?;

7 6.9)

where p = mdx =ds is the local m om entum , and ds is the distance elem ent of general

relativity: ds® = g dx dx . W e consider neutrinos that travel in spacetine from A to B .
The wave function is then [1§]

= exp( ); - : (6.10)

The phase di erence in space and in tin e are then given by

!
B Z

. !
Gu1@p
®) = g1 2 RIAX = > m ?dx ; (611)
A A Q@m?) |
Z 7, !
B B QE
© = Joo B, Ep)dt oo > m “dt : 6.12)
A a @@?) |
T he velocity is then dbtained by generalizing Eq. 84)
!
QE
v Yoo : 6.13)
Applying this to the dispersion relation we get
Z B m 2 Z B m 2
x) = dx a @)y —dx; (6.14)
A 2p A 2p,
(t)—ZB m? e " Qe ar; (6.15)
A 2E A 2B,

where p, = m dx =ds, is the usualm om entum of special relativity (globalm om entum ) 1G]
Wework to rstorderin (¢) and we use[[{,1p]

p R+ ®); E EQ @)) : (6.16)

Our resul (6.14) is the one cbtained in [LF].
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W e leam that the gravitationale ect isdi erent for the two cases

6 _ o, ©_ o ., . €17
o )

where and , denote the wave length of the oscillation In space for the case wih and
w ithout the gravitational eld respectively and sin ilarly and , denote the period of the

oscillation In tim e for the two cases and we de ne

B 2 Z g 2

m
N @) o dx N ez (t) o5,

dt: (6.18)

N ote that the e ect of the gravitational eld on the oscillation wave length  in soace is
exactly opposite to the e ect on the oscillation period in tine. In order to m ove from one

description to the other we need the velocity. From (6.13) we get

1+2 @2); (6.19)

vV =

P
E

which isthe known result ofthe speed of light in a gravitational eld[If]. Usingt! x=v
x(@1 2 @) n[(61P) we get|(61R).

Tt is In portant to understand the m eaning of this shift. W e work in the exam ple given
before, and exam ine the e ect of m oon gravity on solar neutrinos. Since we assum e that
the earth {sun distance isnot changed the e ect can be viewed In two equivalent ways. O ne
is the point of view of the linearized theory of graviy [L[§]. Then, spacetimne is at and
gravity is treated asa tensor eld. In this approach, taken by [[IP], the neutrino travels the
sam e distance w ith and w ithout them oon, but gravity slow s down the neutrino, thus it has
a Jonger \optical" path and a Jarger phase is acquired. T he second point of view is to work
w ithin the fram ework of general relativity. Then gravity is treated by changing the m etric
into curved space-tin e. In this approach, taken by [3], the neutrino always travels in free
Soace. However, when the m oon com es close to the sun-earth line the distance the neutrino
has to travel is larger. The e ect ofgravity is then m oved into the boundary of the integral,
and we see that a Jarger phase is acquired. O f course, if one com pares two experin ental

sstups w ith and w ithout gravity w ith the sam e curved distance in both cases there is no
e ect[IBl.
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T he analog ofthe two points of view isthe fam ous \bending of light". W hen light travels
near the sun it isbent. This can be understood in two equivalent ways. E ither that gravigy
acts on the light and curves its path, or that the space near the sun is curved. W ith either
point of view , the nalresult isthe sam e, we cbserve the bending of the light.

Tt is instructive to see how the e ect can be obtained from the descrption in tem s of
tin ebehavior. T hen we jist need the distance betw een the centers of the wave packets @.)),
or equivalently, the tin e between their arrivals. This tine di erence can be calculated by
taking two classical relativistic particles w ith the sam e energy and di erent m asses leaving
the source. Then, the tine di erence of their arrival can be calculated. The resul shows
the gravitationale ect. T he tin e delay is sensitive to the presence of the gravitational eld
In the path.

F inally, we com m ent about the interplay between the gravitationaland theM SW e ects.
In order for the gravitationale ect to be appreciablk a very strong gravitational eld must
be present. Thismay be the case In supemova. In this case there is also a weak eld
orighating from the m atter in the star, or from the neutrinos them selves §]. In general,
this tends to signi cantly reduce the m xing angles|[IJ7] very near to the value zero in which
the avoreigenstate . isalso am asseigenstate. In the adiabatic 1im it a neutrino created in
m atter in am ass eigenstate ram ains a singlke m ass eigenstate throughout itscareer. Tts avor
can i in am anner that explains the solar neutrino puzzle[B], but there are no oscillations
and the graviational phase cannot be observed. O f course graviy e ects can be in portant

beyond the e ect on the ocoherent phase. W e do not study such e ects here.

VII.CONCLUSIONS

The com pkte description of a avor oscillation experin ent requires know ledge of the
density m atrix for the avorm ixed state. This depends upon the production m echanisn
and possble entanglem ents w ith other degrees of freedom as well as on other dynam ical

factors which are often ignored. A proton in a xed-target experin ent is not really free
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but bound by som e kind ofe ective potentialw ith characteristic lattice energies lke D ebye
tam peratures, which are of the order of tens of m illivols. This energy scale is no longer

negligible In com parison with mass di erences between avor eigenstateq [18]. T he bound
proton is not strictly on shell and has potential as well as kinetic energy. A rgum ents of

G alilean and Lorentz invariance and sgparation of center-ofm ass m otion m ay not hold for

the kinem atics of the production process if the degrees of freedom producing the binding

are neglected.

In this paper all these com plications are avoided and a unique prescription has been
given for the relative phases of the contributions from di erent m ass eigenstatesto a avor
oscillation experim ent w ith a localized source having a wellde ned avor. The boundary
condition that the probability of cbserving a particle of the wrong avor at the source
position must vanish for all tin es requires a factorization In  avor and energy of the wave
function at the position of the source. This unigquely detem ines the wave length of the
oscillations cbserved at the detector as long as the overlap between wave packets fordi erent
m ass eigenstates ism aintained at the position of the detector.

W hether this wavepacket overlap is su ciently close to 100% at the detector depends
upon other param eters in the experin ent which determ ine the detailked tin e behavior ofthe
wave packet. Ifthis overlp is appreciable but no longer nearly com plte, the tin e behavior
ofthe avorm ixture at the detector can be extrem ely com plicated w ith leading and trailing
edges of the wave packet being pure m ass eigenstates and the intem ediate region having a
changing avor m ixture depending upon the relative m agnitudes of the contrbuting m ass
eigenstates aswellas the relative phases. T hisdetailed behavior isnot cbservable in practics;
only the tim e Integral ism easured.

A unigue prescription has been given for interpreting results of calculations for
\gedanken" experin ents which measure oscillations in tin e for com ponents in the wave
packets having the sam em om entum and di erent energies. T he period of oscillation in tim e
is related to the wave length of oscillation In space by the group velocity of the waves.

R esults are sin ple in the laboratory system where the positions ofthe source and detector
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are sharp in com parison w ith all other relevant distances, and tin es and proper tin esm ust
be fuzzy to enable coherent oscillations to be cbserved.

Two nontrivial exam ples were given. N eutrinos propagating in weak elds and in gravi-
tational elds. In both cases the reltive phase ism odi ed by the presence ofthe eld. The
phase shift isdi erent fora realexperin ent w ith m easurem ents in space, and for \gedanken"

experin ents done in tin e. W e show how the group velociy relates the two descriptions.
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