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Abstract

A uniquedescription avoiding confusion ispresented forallavoroscillation

experim ents in which particles ofa de�nite avor are em itted from a local-

ized source.Theprobability for�nding a particlewith thewrong avorm ust

vanish at the position ofthe source for alltim es. This condition requires

avor{tim e and avor{energy factorizations which determ ine uniquely the

avorm ixtureobserved ata detectorin the oscillation region;i.e.wherethe

overlaps between the wave packets for di�erent m ass eigenstates are alm ost

com plete. O scillation periods calculated for \gedanken" tim e-m easurem ent

experim ents are shown to give the correct m easured oscillation wave length

in spacewhen m ultiplied by the group velocity.Exam plesofneutrinosprop-

agation in a weak �eld and in a gravitational�eld are given. In these cases

therelativephaseism odi�ed di�erently form easurem entsin spaceand tim e.

Energy-m om entum (frequency-wavenum ber)and space-tim edescriptionsare

com plem entary,equally valid and give the sam e results. The two identical

phaseshiftsobtained describethesam ephysics;adding them togetherto get

a factoroftwo isdoublecounting.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Flavoroscillationsareobserved when asourcecreatesaparticlewhich isam ixtureoftwo

orm orem asseigenstates,and adi� erentm ixtureisobserved in adetector.Such oscillations

havebeen observed in theneutralkaon and B{m eson system s.In neutrino experim entsitis

stillunclearwhetherthe eigenstatesindeed have di� erentm assesand whetheroscillations

can be observed. Considerable confusion hasarisen in the description ofsuch experim ents

in quantum m echanics[1,2],with questionsarising abouttim edependence and production

reactions[3],and de� ningprecisely whatisobserved in an experim ent[4].M anycalculations

describe \gedanken" experim entsand require som erecipeforapplying theresultsto a real

experim ent[5].

W eresolvethisconfusion by noting and applying onesim plegeneralfeatureofallprac-

ticalexperim ents. The size ofthe source issm allin com parison with the oscillation wave

length to be m easured,and a unique well{de� ned  avorm ixture isem itted by the source;

e.g.electron neutrinosin a neutrino oscillation experim ent.Theparticlesem itted from the

sourcem ustthereforebedescribed by awavepacketwhich satis� esa sim plegeneralbound-

ary condition: the probability am plitude for� nding a particle having the wrong  avor at

thesourcem ustvanish atalltim es.

Thisboundary condition requiresfactorization ofthe avorand tim edependenceatthe

position ofthe source. Since the energy dependence is the Fourier transform ofthe tim e

dependence,this factorization also im plies that the  avor dependence ofthe wave packet

isindependentofenergy atthe position ofthe source. In a realistic oscillation experim ent

the relative phase is im portant when the oscillation length is of the sam e order as the

distance between the source and the detector.In thatcase this avor{energy factorization

holds over the entire distance between the source and detector. The boundary condition

then determ inestherelative phase ofcom ponentsin thewave function with di� erentm ass

having the sam e energy and di� erentm om enta. Thusany  avoroscillationsobserved asa

function ofthe distance between the source and the detectorare described by considering
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only theinterferencebetween a given setofstateshaving thesam eenergy.Allquestionsof

coherence,relative phases ofcom ponents in the wave function with di� erent energies and

possibleentanglem entswith otherdegreesoffreedom arethusavoided.

M any form ulationsdescribe avoroscillationsin tim eproduced by interferencebetween

stateswith equalm om entaanddi� erentenergies.These\gedanken"experim entshave avor

oscillationsin tim eoverallspaceincluding thesource.W eshow rigorously thattheratio of

thewavelength oftherealspatialoscillation to theperiod ofthegedanken tim eoscillation

isjustthegroup velocity ofthewavepacket.

II.U N IV ER SA L B O U N D A RY C O N D IT IO N

W enow show how theresultsofa avoroscillation experim entarecom pletelydeterm ined

by thepropagation dynam icsand theboundarycondition thattheprobability ofobservinga

particleofthewrong avorattheposition ofthesourceatany tim em ustvanish.W echoose

forexam ple a neutrino oscillation experim ent with a source ofneutrinosofa given  avor,

say electron neutrinos�. The dim ensionsofthe source are su� ciently sm allin com parison

with the distance to the detectorso thatitcan be considered a pointsource atthe origin.

Theneutrinowavefunction forthisexperim entm ay beavery com plicated wavepacket,but

a su� cientcondition forouranalysisisto require itto describe a pure �e source atx = 0;

i.e.theprobability of� nding a �� or�� atx = 0 iszero.

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

theusualcondition

p
2

i = E
2
� m

2

i: (2.1)

W eexpand theneutrino wavefunction in energy eigenstates

�For sim plicity, we do not consider possible e�ects ofphysics beyond the Standard M odelon

neutrino interactions[6].Thegeneralization to thiscase isstraightforward.
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 =

Z

g(E )dE e�iE t �

3X

i= 1

cie
ipi�xj�ii; (2.2)

where j�ii denote the three neutrino m ass eigenstates and the coe� cients ci are energy-

independent.Each energy eigenstatehasthreeterm s,oneforeach m asseigenstate.In order

to avoid spurious avoroscillationsatthesourcetheparticularlinearcom bination ofthese

three term srequired to describe thisexperim entm ustbea pure �e state atx = 0 foreach

individualenergy com ponent.Thusthecoe� cientsci satisfy theconditions

3X

i= 1

cih�ij��i=

3X

i= 1

cih�ij��i= 0: (2.3)

Them om entum ofeachofthethreecom ponentsisdeterm ined bytheenergyandtheneutrino

m asses. The propagation ofthis energy eigenstate,the relative phases ofits three m ass

com ponentsand its avorm ixtureatthedetectorarecom pletely determ ined by theenergy-

m om entum kinem aticsforthethreem asseigenstates.

The exactform ofthe energy wave packetdescribed by the function g(E )isirrelevant

atthisstage. The com ponentswith di� erentenergiesm ay be coherentorincoherent,and

they m ay be\entangled" with otherdegreesoffreedom ofthesystem .Forthecasewherea

neutrinoisproduced togetherwith an electron in aweak decay thefunction g(E )can alsobe

a function g(~pe;E )oftheelectron m om entum aswellastheneutrino energy.Theneutrino

degrees offreedom observed at the detector willthen be described by a density m atrix

aftertheelectron degreesoffreedom havebeen properly integrated out,taking into account

any m easurem entson the electron. However,none ofthese considerationscan introduce a

neutrino ofthewrong  avorattheposition ofthesource.

Sincethem om enta pi areenergy-dependentthefactorization doesnothold at� nitedis-

tance.Atvery largevaluesofx thewavepacketm ustseparateinto individualwavepackets

with di� erentm assestravelingwith di� erentvelocities[7,1].However,fortheconditionsofa

realisticoscillation experim entthisseparation hasbarely begun and theoverlap ofthewave

packetswith di� erentm assesisessentially 100% .Undertheseconditionsthe avor{energy

factorization introduced atthesourceisstillan excellentapproxim ation atthedetector.
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The  avor m ixture at the detector given by substituting the detector coordinate into

Eq.(2.2)can beshown to bethesam e foralltheenergy eigenstatesexceptforcom pletely

negligible sm alldi� erences. Forexam ple,forthe case oftwo neutrinoswith energy E and

m asseigenstatesm 1 and m 2 therelativephaseofthetwo neutrino wavesata distancex is:

��(x)= (p1 � p2)� x =
(p2

1
� p2

2
)

(p1 + p2)
� x =

� m 2

(p1 + p2)
� x; (2.4)

where � m 2 � m2
2
� m2

1
. Since the neutrino m assdi� erence isvery sm allcom pared to all

neutrino m om enta and energies,we use jm 2 � m1j� p � (1=2)(p1 + p2). Thus we can

rewriteEq.(2.4)keeping term sonly of� rstorderin � m2

��(x)=
� m 2

2p
� x = �

 

@p

@(m 2)

!

E

� m 2
� x; (2.5)

where thestandard relativistic energy-m om entum relation (2.1)givesthechangein energy

orm om entum with m asswhen theotheris� xed,

 

2E @E

@(m 2)

!

p

= �

 

2p@p

@(m 2)

!

E

= 1: (2.6)

Thuswe have a com plete solution to the oscillation problem and can give the neutrino

 avor asa function ofthe distance to the detector by exam ining the behavior ofa single

energy eigenstate.The avor{energy factorization enablestheresulttobeobtained without

considering any interference e� ects between di� erent energy eigenstates. The only infor-

m ation needed to predictthe neutrino oscillationsisthe behaviorofa linearcom bination

ofthe three m ass eigenstates having the sam e energy and di� erent m om enta. Alle� ects

ofinterference or relative phase between com ponents ofthe wave function with di� erent

energies are tim e dependent and are required to vanish at the source,where the  avor is

tim e independent. This tim e independence also holds at the detector as long as there is

signi� cant overlap between the wave packets fordi� erentm ass states. The conditions for

thevalidity ofthisoverlap condition arediscussed below.

Neutrino states with the sam e energy and di� erent m om enta are relevant rather than

viceversabecausethem easurem entisin space,nottim e,and  avor{tim efactorization holds

in a de� niteregion in space.
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III.R ELAT IO N B ET W EEN R EA L A N D G ED A N K EN EX P ER IM EN T S

W e now derive the relation between ourresult(2.4)which com esfrom interference be-

tween stateswith thesam eenergyand di� erentm om entaand thestandard treatm entsusing

states with the sam e m om entum and di� erent energies [8]. Forthe case oftwo neutrinos

with m om entum p and m asseigenstatesm 1 and m 2 the relative phase ofthe two neutrino

wavesata tim etis:

��(t)= (E2 � E1)� t=

 

@E

@(m 2)

!

p

� m 2
� t= �

 

@p

@(m 2)

!

E

� m 2
�
p

E
� t; (3.1)

where we have substituted Eq. (2.6). This is equalto the result (2.5) ifwe m ake the

com m only used substitution

x =
p

E
� t= vt: (3.2)

This is now easily generalized to include cases where external� elds can m odify the

relation (2.1),butwherethem asseigenstatesarenotm ixed.Theextension to propagation

in a m edium which m ixes m ass eigenstates e.g. by the M SW e� ect [9]is in principle the

sam e,but m ore com plicated in practice and not considered here. The relation between

energy,m om entum and m assisdescribed by an arbitrary dispersion relation

f(E ;p;m 2)= 0; (3.3)

where thefunction f can also bea slowly varying function ofthe distance x.In thatcase,

the m om entum p for � xed E is also a slowly varying function ofx. W e take this into

accountby expressing Eq.(2.5)asa di� erentialequation,and de� ning thevelocity v by the

conventionalexpression forthegroup velocity,

@2�(x)

@x@(m 2)
= �

 

@p

@(m 2)

!

E

=
1

v
�

 

@E

@(m 2)

!

p

; v �

 

@E

@p

!

(m 2)

: (3.4)

Treatm ents describing realexperim ents m easuring distances and \gedanken" experim ents

m easuring tim e are seen to be rigorously equivalent ifthe group velocity (3.4)relatesthe

tworesults.Notethatthegroup velocity and notthephasevelocity entersintothisrelation.
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Therelations(3.4)aretrivialand obviousforthecaseofneutrinospropagatingin freespace,

and givesEq.(3.2).However,itbecom esnontrivialform orecom plicated cases.Two such

casesarepresented in thefollowing.

IV .D ESC R IP T IO N IN T ER M S O F T IM E B EH AV IO R

The speci� c form ofthe wave packetgiven by the function g(E )in Eq. (2.2)describes

the Fouriertransform ofthe tim e behaviorasseen atx = 0. Thistim e behaviorchanges

asthe packetm ovesfrom source to detector. Com ponentscorresponding to di� erentm ass

eigenstatesm ovewith di� erentvelocities.W hen thecentersofthewavepacketshavem oved

a distancexc they haveseparated by a distance

�xc =
�v

v
� x �

�p

p
� x =

� m 2

2p2
� x; �v � v1 � v2; �p� p1 � p2; (4.1)

where v1,v2 and v denote the individualgroup velocities ofthe two wave packets and an

average group velocity,and we have assum ed that m 2
i = E 2

i � p2i � p2i. This separation

between the wave packetcentersproducesa phase displacem entbetween the wavesatthe

detector,��(x)= p�xc,which isseen to giveexactly thesam ephaseshiftasEq.(2.4).The

group velocity which determ ines the separation between the wave packets is relevant and

notthephasevelocity.

Further insight into the relation between di� erent treatm ents is seen by rewriting the

phase shift Eq. (2.4) in term s ofthe distance � � x � xc between the point x and the

centerofthe wave packetasthe sum ofthe relative phase shiftbetween the centersofthe

two wave packets��(xc)ata � xed tim e and a \correction" to thisphase shiftbecause the

centers ofthe wave packets arrive atthe detectoratdi� erenttim es. To � rstorderin the

sm allquantities�x and �p

�xc+ �� = 0; ��(x)= �(xp)= x�p+ p�xc+ p�� = ��(xc)+ p�� ; (4.2)

��(xc)� x�p+ p�xc =
� m 2

p
� x; p�� = � p�xc = �

� m 2

2p
� x: (4.3)
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W ritingthephaseshiftin thisform and neglectingthe\correction"leadstoan overestim ate

ofthe phase by a factoroftwo,while adding the \correction" to thecorrectinterpretation

(3.1)ofthegedanken experim entcan lead to doublecounting.

W eseeheresim ply anotherdescription ofthesam ephysicsused in thederivation ofEq.

(2.4),using the com plem entarity ofenergy-m om entum and space-tim e form ulations. They

aretwo waysofgetting thesam eanswer,nottwo di� erente� ectsthatm ustbeadded.

Thesam ecom plem entarity isseen in theinterferencebetween two classicalwavepackets

m oving with slightly di� erentvelocities.Even withoutusing thequantum m echanicalrela-

tionswith energy and m om entum there are two possible descriptions,one using space and

tim e variablesand one using frequency and wave length. The two descriptionsare Fourier

transform sofoneanotherand givethesam eresult.Adding thetwo resultsisdoublecount-

ing.

W e now apply thispicture oftwo wave packets traveling with slightly di� erent veloci-

tiesto exam ine the tim e-dependentprobability am plitude fora neutrino wave seen atthe

detectorwhen itisem itted from the source in a  avoreigenstate denoted by jf1i. The x

dependencesoftheam plitudeand otherparam etersaresuppressed sinceweonly need their

valuesattheposition ofthedetector.

j	 (t)i= e
i�o(t)

h

cos�A(t)jm 1i+ sin�A(t+ �)ei�(�)jm 2i
i

; (4.4)

where jm 1iand jm 2idenote the two m asseigenstatesand � isa m ixing angle de� ning the

 avoreigenstatesdenoted by jf1iand jf2iin term softhem asseigenstates,

jf1i= cos� jm 1i+ sin� jm 2i; jf2i= sin� jm 1i� cos� jm2i; (4.5)

�(x)=
x

v2
�

x

v1
�
�v

v2
x �

� m 2

2p2v
x; (4.6)

where �v=v is always de� ned forcom ponents in the di� erent m ass eigenstates having the

sam eenergy and thesm allvariation in �v=v overthewave packetisneglected.W eexpress

each m asseigenstate wave function asthe productofa m agnitude A(x)and a phase.The
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universalboundary condition requires A to be the sam e for both m ass eigenstates at the

source. The wave functions spread with distance and m ay becom e m uch broader at the

detector.Howeverthedi� erenceinshapebetween thetwom asseigenstatesisshown below to

benegligibleatthedetectorunderexperim entalconditionswhereoscillationsareobservable.

Theircenterdi� erence isdescribed by thetim edisplacem ent�.

Theprobability am plitudesforobserving the avoreigenstatesatthedetectorare

hf1j	 (t)i= e
i�o(t)

h

cos2�A(t)ei�(�)+ sin2�A(t+ �)
i

; (4.7)

hf2j	 (t)i= e
i�o(t)sin�cos�

h

A(t)ei�(�)� A(t+ �)
i

: (4.8)

Therelativeprobabilitiesthat avorsf1 and f2 areobserved atthedetectorare

P(f1;�)=

Z

dtjhf1j	 (t)ij
2 = 1�

sin2(2�)

2

h

1� O (�)cos�(�)
i

; (4.9)

P(f2;�)=

Z

dtjhf2j	 (t)ij
2 =

sin2(2�)

2

h

1� O (�)cos�(�)
i

; (4.10)

wheretheam plitudenorm alization and theoverlap function O (�)aregiven by

Z

dtjA(t)j2 = 1; O (�)�

Z

dtA(t+ �)A(t): (4.11)

W hen the overlap iscom plete,O (�)� 1,the results(4.9)and (4.10)reduce to the known

resultobtained by assum ing planewaves[8]and using

�(�)= p�xc = pv� �
� m 2

2p
x: (4.12)

An explicit exam ple for the calculation ofthe overlap function can be found in Ref.[10]

wheretheshapefunction A wastaken to bea Gaussian.

W enow exam inethespreading ofthewave functionswhiletraveling from thesourceto

the detector. The length ofthe wave packet in space Lw(0) in the vicinity ofthe source

m ustbesu� ciently largeto contain a largenum berN w ofwavelengths� in orderto de� ne

a phase.Thisthen determ inesthespread ofthem om entum ,�pw,and velocity,�vw,in the

wavepacket
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Lw(0)= N w� =
N w

p
;

�pw

p
=
�vw

v
=

1

N w

: (4.13)

Thespreading ofthewave packetin traveling from thesourceto thepointx is

Lw(x)� Lw(0)

Lw(0)
=
�vw

v
�

x

Lw(0)
=
�pw

p
�
x� p

N w

=
x � p

N 2
w

: (4.14)

Thedi� erencein thespreading ofthewavepacketsforthedi� erentm asseigenstatesisthen

seen to benegligiblefordistancesx wheretheoscillation phaseshift��(x)isoforderunity

@

@(m 2)

 

Lw(x)� Lw(0)

Lw(0)

!

� � m2 =
@p

@(m 2)
� � m2 �

x

N 2
w

=
��(x)

N 2
w

: (4.15)

Thedi� erentm asseigenstatesseparateasaresultofthevelocity di� erences.Eventually

the wave packet separates into distinct packets,one foreach m ass,m oving with di� erent

velocities. The separation destroys the  avor{energy and  avor{tim e factorizations and

introducesa tim edependencein the avorobservablein principleata given largedistance.

In practice the detailed tim e dependence is not m easurable and only the attenuation of

the oscillation expressed by the overlap function O (�)isseen. W hen the wave packetsfor

di� erentm assesno longeroverlap thereisno longerany coherenceand thereareno further

oscillations [7]. The result (2.4) applies for the case where the separation (4.1) is sm all

com pared to the length in space ofthe wave packet;i.e. when the eventualseparation of

thewavepacketshasbarely begun and can beneglected.

V .FU ZZIN ESS IN T IM E

The oscillationscan be described eitherin space orin tim e. Butthe distance between

thesourceand thedetectorisknown in arealisticexperim enttom uch higheraccuracy then

the tim e interval. Thusthe intervalbetween the two eventsofcreation and detection has

a sharp distanceand a fuzzy tim ein thelaboratory system .A Lorentztransform ation to a

di� erentfram enecessarily m ixesdistanceand tim eand m akesboth fuzzy in a com plicated

m anner. Forthisreason one m ustbe carefulin interpreting any resultsobtained in other
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fram es than the laboratory system . The proper tim e intervalbetween the two events is

alwaysfuzzy.

Thefuzzinessofthetim eisan essentialfeatureoftheexperim entsincethewavepacket

hasa � nitelength Lw in space.The probability ofobserving theparticleatthedetectoris

spread overthetim einterval

2�t�
Lw

v
=
LwE

p
: (5.1)

Thepropertim einterval� between em ission and detection isgiven by

�
2 = (t� �t)2 � x

2 = x
2

"

m 2

p2
+
L2
wE

2

4x2p2
�
LwE

2

xp2

#

= x
2
m 2

p2

"

1+
E 2

m 2
�

 

L2
w

4x2
�
Lw

x

! #

: (5.2)

This uncertainty in the proper tim e intervaldue to the � nite length ofthe wave packet

cannotbeneglected.

The waves describing the propagation ofdi� erentm ass eigenstates can be coherent at

the detector only ifthe overlap function O (�) given by Eq. (4.11) is nearly unity. Thus

thetim eintervalbetween creation and detection isnotprecisely determ ined and subjectto

quantum {m echanical uctuations.Thelength Lw ofthewave packetcreated atthesource

m ustbesu� ciently longtopreventthedeterm ination ofitsvelocity by atim em easurem ent

with theprecision needed to identify them asseigenstate.

The sm alldim ensions ofthe source introduce a m om entum uncertainty essentialfor

the coherence ofthe waves ofdi� erent m ass eigenstates. The wave packet describing the

experim ent m ust necessarily contain com ponents from di� erent m ass eigenstates with the

sam eenergy and di� erentm om enta.

Conventionalexperim ents m easure distances to a precision with an error tiny in com -

parison with the oscillation wave length to be m easured. This is easily achieved in the

laboratory.In a \gedanken" experim entwhereoscillationsin tim earem easured,theexper-

im entalapparatusm ustm easuretim esto a precision with an errortiny in com parison with

the oscillation period to be m easured. One m ightenvision an experim entwhich m easures

thetim etheoscillating particleiscreated by observing anotherparticleem itted atthesam e
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tim e;e.g.an electron em itted in a beta decay togetherwith theneutrino whose oscillation

is observed. But ifboth the tim e and position ofthe created particle are m easured with

su� cientprecision avery sharp wavepacketiscreated and them asseigenstatesm ovingwith

di� erentvelocitiesquickly separate,theoverlap function O (�)approacheszero and thereis

no coherence and no oscillation.

In reality,when both x and tarem easured thereare uctuationsin theirvalues.Using

v = x=t the  uctuations in x and t m ust be large enough to m ake the velocity fuzzy.

Then,in orderto have oscillation we need the fuzzinessin velocity to bem uch largerthan

the di� erence between the two group velocities, �vw � �v. This is the case in a real

experim ent. Typicalvaluesare [11]E = O (10 M eV );x = O (102 m );t= O (10�6 sec)and

therelevantm assesthatcan beprobed are� m 2 = O (1 eV 2).Then,�v = O (10�12 ).Since

�vw � dx=x+ dt=tweseethattheaccuraciesneeded to m easuretheseparatevelocitiesare

dx = O (10�10 m )and dt= O (10�18 sec),farfrom the ability ofpresenttechnology. This

calculation can also be perform ed for allterrestrialexperim ents,� nding that the present

technology isnotyetsu� ciently precise to destroy coherence and preventoscillationsfrom

being observed.

V I.EX A M P LES

The relations(3.4)are trivialand obviousforthe case ofneutrinospropagating in free

space.However,itbecom esnontrivialform orecom plicated cases.In thissection wepresent

two nontrivialexam ples: Neutrino in a ( avorblind)weak � eld and neutrino in a gravita-

tional� eld.Theseareonly exam ples,in reallifethee� ectswediscusstend tobevery sm all,

and consequently negligible. Yet,these exam ples dem onstrate how to getthe phase shift,

and how to m ove from the description in term s oftim e to that ofspace using the group

velocity.

In theseexam pleswecalculatethephasedi� erenceforaknown beam with known energy.

W econsidera sourceand a detectorin vacuum and investigatethee� ectofinserting a � eld
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(eitherweak orgravitational)between them .

A .N eutrino in a w eak �eld

W econsiderneutrino travelin a  avor{blind m edium .Them edium changesthedisper-

sion relation [9]by introducing thepotentialV describing thescattering in them edium

(E + V )2 � p
2 = m

2
: (6.1)

Forsim plicity we assum e thatV isindependentofx butcan depend upon E . The phase

di� erencein spaceand in tim earethen given by

��(x)= �

 

@p

@(m 2)

!

E

� m 2
� x =

� m 2

2p
� x �

� m 2

2po
(1� �)� x; (6.2)

��(t)= �

 

@E

@(m 2)

!

p

� m 2
� t=

� m 2

2(E + V )(1+ dV

dE
)
� t�

� m 2

2E

1� �

1+ �0
� t; (6.3)

where p � E + V and po � E arethem om entum in them edium and in freespace,respec-

tively.W ework to � rstorderin � and �0de� ned as

� �
V

E
; �

0=
dV

dE
: (6.4)

W elearn thatthem edium e� ectisdi�erentforthetwo cases

��(x)

��o(x)
= 1� � ;

��(t)

��o(t)
=

1� �

1+ �0
; (6.5)

where��o(x)and ��o(t)denotethevaluesrespectively of��(x)and ��(t)forthecasewhere

V = 0.To m ovefrom onedescription to theotherweneed thegroup velocity

v =

 

@E

@p

!

(m 2)

=
p

(E + V )(1+ dV

dE
)
=

1

1+ �0
: (6.6)

Using t! x=v = x(1+ �0)in (6.3)we get(6.2). W e see thatby using the correctvelocity

onecan relatethetwo descriptionsand theresultsarethesam e.
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Note that our exam ple is not realistic. In the Standard M odelthe neutralcurrent

interactions (that are  avor blind) are energy independent. Then,�0 = 0 and the group

velocity isnotchanged from itsvacuum value.

Thisexam ple hasa sim ple opticalanalog. Consideran opticalinterference experim ent

(e.g.a two slitexperim ent)with a glassinserted in thelightpath.A m easurem entin space

willgain a largerphase shiftdue to the travelin the m edium . The lighttravelsslowerin

them edium and when itreachesthedetectortheopticalpath islonger.

B .N eutrino in a gravitation �eld

W e consider neutrino travelin a gravitational� eld. This hasrecently been treated in

Refs.[12{14].W ecom paretwo cases:onewhen theneutrino travelisin freespace,asecond

when a gravitational� eld isinserted in thepath.W eassum e thatthegravitational� eld is

su� ciently sm alltoleavethe(Newtonian)distanceuna� ected by itsinsertion.Oneexam ple

isthepossiblee� ectofthem oon on solarneutrinoswhen them oon iscloseto solareclipse.

Then weshallseethatthegravitational� eld ofthem oon a� ectsthephase.

W eassum e:(1)Thesem i{classicallim it;(2)Theweak � eld lim it;(3)Nearly Newtonian

gravitational� elds.The� rstassum ption [15]saysthatgravityisnotquantized and itse� ect

isintroduced by a non atspace-tim e m etric g�� 6= ���,where ��� = diag(1;� 1;� 1;� 1)is

the atm etric.Thesecond assum ption [16]saysthatwecan usethelinearapproxim ation.

Then,gravity istreated asan external� eld on a  atspacetim eand weexpand

g�� = ��� + h�� ; (6.7)

with jh��j� 1.The third assum ption [16]saysthatthe gravitational� eld originatesfrom

a m assive staticsource.Then

h�� = 2� (~x); h�� = 0 for � 6= � ; (6.8)

where � (~x)istheNewtonian potential(e.g.� (~x)= � G M =j~xjfora spherically sym m etric

14



object with m ass M ). W e em phasize thath00 = hii but�00 = � �ii. This sign di� erence

turnsoutto beim portant.

Thedispersion relation in a curved space-tim eis[16]

g��p
�
p
� = m

2
; (6.9)

where p� = m dx�=ds is the localm om entum ,and ds is the distance elem ent ofgeneral

relativity:ds2 = g��dx
�dx�.W e considerneutrinosthattravelin space-tim e from A to B .

Thewavefunction isthen [15]

 = exp(i�); � =

Z B

A

g��p
�
dx

�
: (6.10)

Thephasedi� erencein spaceand in tim earethen given by

��(x)=

Z B

A

g11(p2 � p1)dx =

Z B

A

 

g11@p

@(m 2)

!

E

� m 2
dx; (6.11)

��(t)=

Z B

A

g00(E 2 � E1)dt=

Z B

A

 

g00@E

@(m 2)

!

p

� m 2
dt: (6.12)

Thevelocity isthen obtained by generalizing Eq.(3.4)

v = �

 

g00@E

g11@p

!

(m 2)

: (6.13)

Applying thisto thedispersion relation weget

��(x)=

Z B

A

� m 2

2p
dx �

Z B

A

(1� � (~x))
� m 2

2po
dx; (6.14)

��(t)=

Z B

A

� m 2

2E
dt�

Z B

A

(1+ � (~x))
� m 2

2E o

dt; (6.15)

wherep�o = m dx�=dso istheusualm om entum ofspecialrelativity (globalm om entum )[15].

W ework to � rstorderin � (~x)and weuse[16,15]

p� po(1+ � (~x)); E � Eo(1� � (~x)): (6.16)

Ourresult(6.14)istheoneobtained in [12].
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W elearn thatthegravitationale� ectisdi�erentforthetwo cases

��(x)

��o(x)
=
�o

�
= 1� � ;

��(t)

��o(t)
=
�o

�
= 1+ �; (6.17)

where � and �o denote the wave length ofthe oscillation in space for the case with and

withoutthe gravitational� eld respectively and sim ilarly � and �o denote theperiod ofthe

oscillation in tim eforthetwo casesand wede� ne

� �

Z
B

A

� (~x)
� m 2

2po
dx �

Z
B

A

� (~x(t))
� m 2

2E o

dt: (6.18)

Note that the e� ect ofthe gravitational� eld on the oscillation wave length � in space is

exactly oppositeto thee� ecton theoscillation period � in tim e.In orderto m ovefrom one

description to theotherweneed thevelocity.From (6.13)weget

v =
p

E
� 1+ 2� (~x); (6.19)

which istheknown resultofthespeed oflightin a gravitational� eld [16].Using t! x=v �

x(1� 2� (~x))in (6.15)weget(6.14).

Itisim portantto understand the m eaning ofthisshift.W e work in the exam ple given

before,and exam ine the e� ect ofm oon gravity on solarneutrinos. Since we assum e that

theearth{sun distanceisnotchanged thee� ectcan beviewed in two equivalentways.One

is the point ofview ofthe linearized theory ofgravity [16]. Then,space-tim e is  at and

gravity istreated asa tensor� eld.In thisapproach,taken by [12],theneutrino travelsthe

sam edistancewith and withoutthem oon,butgravity slowsdown theneutrino,thusithas

a longer\optical" path and a largerphaseisacquired.Thesecond pointofview isto work

within the fram ework ofgeneralrelativity. Then gravity istreated by changing the m etric

into curved space-tim e.In thisapproach,taken by [13],theneutrino alwaystravelsin free

space.However,when them oon com escloseto thesun-earth linethedistancetheneutrino

hasto travelislarger.Thee� ectofgravity isthen m oved into theboundary oftheintegral,

and we see thata larger phase is acquired. Ofcourse,ifone com pares two experim ental

setups with and without gravity with the sam e curved distance in both cases there is no

e� ect[13].

16



Theanalogofthetwopointsofview isthefam ous\bendingoflight".W hen lighttravels

nearthesun itisbent.Thiscan beunderstood in two equivalentways.Eitherthatgravity

actson thelightand curvesitspath,orthatthespacenearthesun iscurved.W ith either

pointofview,the� nalresultisthesam e,weobserve thebending ofthelight.

Itisinstructive to see how the e� ectcan be obtained from the description in term sof

tim ebehavior.Then wejustneed thedistancebetween thecentersofthewavepackets(4.1),

orequivalently,the tim e between theirarrivals. Thistim e di� erence can be calculated by

taking two classicalrelativistic particleswith the sam eenergy and di� erentm assesleaving

the source. Then,the tim e di� erence oftheirarrivalcan be calculated. The resultshows

thegravitationale� ect.Thetim edelay issensitiveto thepresenceofthegravitational� eld

in thepath.

Finally,wecom m entabouttheinterplay between thegravitationaland theM SW e� ects.

In orderforthegravitationale� ectto beappreciablea very strong gravitational� eld m ust

be present. This m ay be the case in supernova. In this case there is also a weak � eld

originating from the m atterin the star,orfrom the neutrinos them selves [9]. In general,

thistendsto signi� cantly reducethem ixing angles[17]very nearto thevaluezero in which

the avoreigenstate�e isalsoam asseigenstate.In theadiabaticlim itaneutrinocreated in

m atterin am asseigenstaterem ainsasinglem asseigenstatethroughoutitscareer.Its avor

can  ip in a m annerthatexplainsthesolarneutrino puzzle[8],butthereareno oscillations

and thegravitationalphasecannotbeobserved.Ofcoursegravity e� ectscan beim portant

beyond thee� ecton thecoherentphase.W edo notstudy such e� ectshere.

V II.C O N C LU SIO N S

The com plete description ofa  avor oscillation experim ent requires knowledge ofthe

density m atrix for the  avor-m ixed state. This depends upon the production m echanism

and possible entanglem ents with other degrees offreedom as wellas on other dynam ical

factors which are often ignored. A proton in a � xed-target experim ent is not really free
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butbound by som ekind ofe� ectivepotentialwith characteristiclatticeenergieslikeDebye

tem peratures,which are ofthe order oftens ofm illivolts. This energy scale is no longer

negligible in com parison with m assdi� erencesbetween  avoreigenstates[18]. The bound

proton is not strictly on shelland has potentialas wellas kinetic energy. Argum ents of

Galilean and Lorentz invariance and separation ofcenter-of-m assm otion m ay nothold for

the kinem atics ofthe production process ifthe degrees offreedom producing the binding

areneglected.

In this paper allthese com plications are avoided and a unique prescription has been

given fortherelativephasesofthecontributionsfrom di� erentm asseigenstatesto a  avor

oscillation experim ent with a localized source having a wellde� ned  avor. The boundary

condition that the probability ofobserving a particle ofthe wrong  avor at the source

position m ustvanish foralltim esrequiresa factorization in  avorand energy ofthe wave

function at the position ofthe source. This uniquely determ ines the wave length ofthe

oscillationsobserved atthedetectoraslongastheoverlap between wavepacketsfordi� erent

m asseigenstatesism aintained attheposition ofthedetector.

W hetherthiswave-packet overlap issu� ciently close to 100% atthe detectordepends

upon otherparam etersin theexperim entwhich determ inethedetailed tim ebehaviorofthe

wavepacket.Ifthisoverlap isappreciablebutno longernearly com plete,thetim ebehavior

ofthe avorm ixtureatthedetectorcan beextrem ely com plicated with leading and trailing

edgesofthewave packetbeing purem asseigenstatesand theinterm ediateregion having a

changing  avorm ixture depending upon the relative m agnitudesofthe contributing m ass

eigenstatesaswellastherelativephases.Thisdetailed behaviorisnotobservableinpractice;

only thetim eintegralism easured.

A unique prescription has been given for interpreting results of calculations for

\gedanken" experim ents which m easure oscillations in tim e for com ponents in the wave

packetshavingthesam em om entum and di� erentenergies.Theperiod ofoscillation in tim e

isrelated to thewave length ofoscillation in spaceby thegroup velocity ofthewaves.

Resultsaresim plein thelaboratorysystem wherethepositionsofthesourceand detector
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aresharp in com parison with allotherrelevantdistances,and tim esand propertim esm ust

befuzzy to enablecoherentoscillationsto beobserved.

Two nontrivialexam plesweregiven.Neutrinospropagating in weak � eldsand in gravi-

tational� elds.In both casestherelativephaseism odi� ed by thepresenceofthe� eld.The

phaseshiftisdi� erentforarealexperim entwith m easurem entsin space,and for\gedanken"

experim entsdonein tim e.W eshow how thegroup velocity relatesthetwo descriptions.
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