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Abstract

T he theory of neutrino avor rotations is discussed In termm s ofw ave fiinction
solutionsto theD irac equation w ith a neutrinom assm atrix. W e give a critical

review of the nature of neutrino oscillations.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T here is considerable interest In quantum Interference pattems in space and tim e which
result from the notion of avor rotations. These include K aon oscillations and B-m eson
oscillations which are thought to arise from quark avor rotations. Som e believe that N eu-—
trino oscillations also exist[14], but presently these are m erely theoretical. Such neutrino
oscillations are thought to arise from a possible avor rotated Neutrino m assm atrix. In all
such cases, the quantum interference pattems are In part due to m ass splitting, but they
are also In part due to di raction e ects which would be present even if the m ass splitting
W ere not present.

O ne should not forget that the invention of quantum m echanics was needed to explain
am plitude interference oscillations w ithout any recourse to the notion ofm ass splitting. For

exam ple, free electrons are described by a D irac wave equation
(ih @ +mo) &)= 0; 1)
wherem isthe electron m ass. U sing the usual spinors
(p+maup)=0; Wupe=1 p'= @d; 1)
onem ay construct a solution which consists of two plane waves
() = Aju ()™ *T+ Aju fp)e® 3)
and which yields an oscillating current
J ®K=e ®K) ®): @)
L is
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wherehk = p; p.Notethat the spacetin e phase nterference factordescrbed by exp (k. x)

is Lorentz invariant, and that electron interference pattems in space and tin e are sin ply



and covarantly described by the current four vector j (x). A though low energy electron
di raction (LEED ) experin ents carried out every day [5,6] are m ost often described in the
laboratory rest fram e, the description of the observed spacetin e oscillation In the current
J (X) is not overly di cult to descrbe :n any Lorentz fram e. Finally, the description of

electron interference by nom alized wave packets (explicitly lncluding the soin s),

X Z . d3p
®) = Apisufis)e® *Md ; d = e—————; W ;sHulpis) = ;i (6)
s :p:f + m 2
by no m eans elin inates the oscillations in the current
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W hilasu ciently wide energy distribution In the wave packet w illproduce a low oscillation
visbility, LEED m achines routinely produce an elctron beam which allow s for the easy
cbservation of electron di raction via the factorexp 1 ) x=h) m Eqg.(7).

W e have reviewed these well known features of electron di raction oscillations m ainly
because the case ofm assive neutrinos has for the m ost part (in the literature) been treated
by a com plktely di erent set of rules than those im plied by the D irac equation. Sinhce we
feel strongly that the D irac equation is perfectly adequate to the task of describing freely
m oving spin 1=2 particles, ncliding m assive neutrinos, we w ish to com pare the D irac theory

to those other theories which rely on a m ore obscure form alisn .

II.DIRAC EQUATION

In the D irac theory, the m assive neutrino w ave finctionsm ay be denoted by n, (x) where
a= e ; denotesthe avor ndex and m, are the neutrino m asses. The D irac equation

reads
me O 0
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where the wave function has twelve com ponents, ie. four soinor com ponents tin es three
avor com ponents. The physical neutrino wave function (x) of three possbl avors is

produced by the rotation
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E e X) E Ree Re Re E ne (X)
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x) R.R R n (x)
and obeys
(th @ +M o &)= 0; (10)
w here the neutrino m ass m atrix obeys
X 1
M = Ram R 5 a;b= (& ; ); 11)
e
and them atrix R is unitary
RY=R ': 12)

T he general solution of the m assive neutrino D irac equation is best discussed in tem s of

the propagator.

IIT.NEUTRINO PROPAGATOR

T he neutrino propagator is a twelve by twelve m atrix obeying

i@+MTC cx H= & H; 13)

or equally well
M
RG x ¥ +06 & }é’)Tc = x D: 14)

Consider a space-tin e region . From the cbvious identity

x) = ® B QdxG x2 ; (15)
and Eqg.(14) one nds
z M c
®) = RGx ¥ +6x >é’)T Od'x% x2 ; 16)



h i
x) = R°G x ) D+6ex ¥ i e & % x2 ; a7)

where Eq.(10) hasbeen emplyed. Eq.(17) in plies

Z
=1 G & ® &OHdxG x2 ; (18)

which m ay be converted into a \three surface" integral on the boundary @ of the region
, le.
=1 G6& X &OF % x2 : 19)

From Eq.(19) i isevident that the propagator allow s one to com pute the fiullneutrino wave
fiinction for allx 2 , if the wave finction is known on the boundary x°2 @ . W riting
Eg.(19) wih avor Indicesm ade explicit yields

I
X
A0 =i Gawx ¥ &) % x2 ;a= € ; ); 20)
Q

b=e; ;

where

X
Gapx )= R.,R.S& ¥m); @1)

c=e; ;

and S ¢ xm ) is the ordinary D iracFeynm an propagator
mc
ie+— sk Xm)= & D 22)

T he com plete solution to the neutrino wave function problem is then form ally

I
X X
alx) =1 RaeS & meo) Ry »&)E % x2 (23)
@

b=e; ; &

Eg.(13) can be solved [7] In the fom

Cx X)= i@+TD(x 2); (4)
w here
Q@ + M ch)??’ D&k #H= x IH: (5)
From Eqg.(19) and 24) i ollow s that
) M c
x)= 1 @ +T " x); (26)



where
I

"®k)=1i D& ¥ O % x2 : @7)
Q

Eqg.@27) is a proper starting point for discussing possible neutrino oscillation experin ents.

IV.OUTGOING NEUTRINO WAVES

Here we consider neutrinos (going orward n tine) n a xed Lorentz frame. Anti-
neutrinos (going backward in tin e) m ay be discussed sin ilarly. Let (r;0) be the initial

neutrino wave-packet fiinction at tim e zero In the Lorentz fram e of interest. At later tines,

Eqg.@7) reads (wih %)
7
"r;)=1 D (x ]9,'t) (J:O;O)dBrO; t> 0): (28)
From Eg.(25) \ \
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q_
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For large distances
P ) xrh r
'r)= ———— fE); b= —; 1> 15 (33)
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w ith the production am plitude (twelve com ponents for spin and avor)
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In space and tin e, the asym ptotic outgoing wave is
121
"t = — el(P E)FjiEt)=h f & ;i)

(35)
¥J 1 2 hc
Emplying Eq.(11), one ndswih avor Indicesm ade explicit
|
7 !
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g -
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Evaluating the energy integrals on the right hand side of Eq.(36) by stespest descents, one

nds the energy
@
— rj Et = 0; 38
oE © € )] L_g, (38)
yielding
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o w ith the proper tin e de ned by
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Eg.(37) rads (putting the integration variable E = E, + "),
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Eg.(4l) is the central result of thiswork.

Eq.(41) contains the phase factorsexp ( iém, ,=h), which are detem ined by the phase
velocities, and the group envelope F. Ep;t  (IFg);e)which propagates w ith the group
velocity. This decom position (phase velocity In the phase and group velocity In the enve-
Jope) has been standard quantum m echanics for well over half a century. See for exam ple
the standard scattering theory treatise of G oldberger and W atson B]. W e stress this point
because in the literature som e workers put the group velociy into the phase, thus forgetting

why the phrase \phase velocity" exists.



V.EXPERM™MENTAL IM PLICATIONS

In experin ents, there is a total outgoing am plitude (for a neutrino of avor a, when the

Iniial neutrino had avor c) given by Eqg.(41); &t is

N

13

x ¥

FRai=14 Rae® ™ R F. Ent =~ 5: 43)
b=e; ; Vb
T he absolute value squared of the am plitude is then
2 ! 13
2 X X . T LN
Fital” = 4 e ¥R R R, RoFe Enit 5 Fo Egit 252 5;  (44)
b=e; ; d=¢; ; Vi Vq
w ith the neutrino oscillation phase factors
= Mmac ¢ mpc p)=h: (45)

The neutrino kinem atics in the (laboratory frame) regin e m @ Ey must now be

discussed. T he velocities appearing in Eq.(43) are given by

;M ER); (46)

very slightly lessthan light velocity. Forexam ple, if fm ,c?=e) < 1volt, and Ep=e) > 10°volt,
then [c g)=c]l< 5 10%3; ie. the veloctty (laboratory fram e) is less than light velocity

only by the thirteenth signi cant gure. n the CHORUS and NOM AD experin ents w here

neutrino energies arem uch higher ( G ev) than the above estin ates, it is safe to ignore the
di erences In the wavepackets F. In Eg.(44) and use the phase coherent avor conversion

transition probability

!
X X imac ¢ mpd )
P cherent ! @) = RaR ch adRCdeXp h ’ 47)
b=e; ; d=e; ;

where Eq.(45) hasbeen em ployed. N ote that the use ofm any proper tines in Eg.47) (ie.
the fact that each of the neutrinos wih massmyy has its own Intemal proper tine 4),
m akes the phase coherent avor conversion probabiliy in Eq.(47) Lorentz invariant.

T his coherent avor conversion probability is not so obvious when neutrinos com e from

distant stars. Intuitively, one would expect that the neutrino wave padket ofa heavy m assive



neutrino arrive on earth later than the wave padket from a light neutrino, if the original
neutrino source was (say) an exploding star. T he wave padcket peaks for two di erent m ass
neutrinos would be separated in space by r r( v=c) where v isthe di erence in the
tw o neutrino velocities and r is the distance from the distant star to the earth. Thism eans
that

r v

r aa — — 138 (stellar=source) : 48)
light vyears c

T hus the phase coherence In Eq.(47) would be scrambled and one would expect (when the
source is a distant star) an lnooherent avor conversion transition probability
X
P incoherent € ! @) = RapFReT; (stellarsource): 49)

b=e; ;
Here r isso very much larger than the neutrino detecting nuclear event length scale in the
target on earth.

If the source of neutrinos is the sun, then the wave padket peak separation is given by
" #
r v

r an —m—  — 10°; (50)
Rearth sun c

where R earth sun 1S the distance from the earth to the sun. Again the inocoherent avor
conversion transition probability applies;
X
P incoherent (C ! @) = RaFReFi  (sun source): (45)
b=e; ;
Let us now com pare the central result of thiswork, ie. Eq.(47), to sim ilar results as they

appear in the literatureP-11].

VI.PREVIOUS ABUSES OF DIRAC NOTATION

The conventional textbook discussions of neutrino oscillations wih avor m ixing are
sin ply described as follow s: In D irac notation, the three avors ofneutrino ( .; ; ) are

related to those neutrinos of xed m ass

M n,>=M,h,>; @=¢€ ; ); 46)



by a avor rotation m atrix via

X X
Ja>= RapFp>7 Fa>= R Napin>; @=¢€ ; ): @7)
b=e; ; b=e; ;

In the course of tin g, the state ofa given avor neutrino changes via

X
exp ( iH t=h) j.>= Ryexp( iEt=h)h,>; 48)
b=e; ;
where
q 00000000
Epr= dmi+EpF; b=e ; ): 49)

and where p is the neutrino three-m om entum . Egs.(@7) and (48) in ply that
. . . X 1 .
< aJexp ( Ht=h) je>= RoR " )mexp( i ()th): 50)

b=e; ;

O ne then concludes that the transition probabilities between neutrinos ofdi erent avors,
Pwrone (€! &)= 3< .Jexp ( H th) 3> f 2222 (51)

oscillate In tim e. T he above describbed conventional argum ents are clear, elegant, appealing,
and w rong.

O nem ay suspect that the conventionaldiscussion above has som e problam sw ith Lorentz
Invariance by applying it (as very m any workers have done) to a neutrino produced in the
sun and detected on earth. Suppose that a nuclkeus \at rest" In the sun reso a beta-decay
neutrino. There will be according to the above (incorrect but conventional) discussion a
neutrino superposition of three di erent energies E,, o= e; ; ) but allwith the same
three-m om enta p . Not allofthe nuclkeion the sun are \at rest". Now suppose that a m oving
nuclkus reso a beta-decay neutrino. Can one believe that the three energies are yet again
alldi erent but the three-m om enta are allyet again the sam e? The answer is cbviously no!
If Lorentz symm etry is Invoked, then m om entum and energy together form a four vector
p= @;E=c). One shoud putpl = ) oran on mass shell neutrino, and which of
the four m om entum com ponents m ay be the same or may be di erent w ill then depend

on the reference fram e. At Jeast the possibility that the neutrino is in a superposition of

10



di erent three-m om enta should be considered. This requires that Eq.(49) for an on m ass
shell neutrino should be replaced by

q
Ep,= Jdmi+ EppF;i b=¢ ; ): (62)

W ith this replacem ent the conventional discussion is now clear, elegant, appealing, and still
w rong.

Exactly what isthe am plitude < ¢ipa1dexp ( iH t=h) Jinina1 > supposed tom ean? Ifwe
assum e that the neutrino is a sinple spin 1=2 particke w ithout further intemal structure

(beyond the avor label), then perhaps it is supposed to m ean som ething lke

Z
< gpadexp (HH h)Jnem > = fpa @ exp (3 th) ppm @ 2227 (53)
W e have chosen a tine t Which m eans we have chosen a Lorentz reference fram e), and a

standard D irac Ham tonian wih avor lndices inplicit forexam ple In them assmatrix M )
H=c p+Mzc; = ihr); 54)

If the above is indeed the case, then there is a ram aining problem . In Eq.(53), the inner
product contains an integral over space.

Space is not the same as tine. W hen there are energy superpositions there will be
tin e oscillations. W hen there arem om entum superpositions there w illbe space oscillations.
Furthem ore, when the neutrino com es from the sun to the earth, we know m ainly where
the neutrino was detected. T he predicted oscillations should be (at ast in part) In space.
An integration over space seam s a peculiar way to get quantum interference (oscillation)
di raction pattems that exist in space. Consider electron di raction (in real experin ents
scattering electrons o a crystal face). If \thought experin ents" are m ore appealing, then
consider two-slit electron di raction. To get the Interference (oscillation) pattem in space,
one absolute squares a spatial am plitude. If you integrate over space, then you get a to-—
tal probability of unity Which is true but not really of much use in discussing di raction

oscillations) .
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O ur suggestion hasbeen in the previous sections the follow ing: (i) Ifone wants to study
neutrino oscillations in space-tin e, then it is best to study a wave function which actually
depends on space and tin e; eg. try the D irac equation Eq.(10). (i) Ifone wants to study
how the neutrinos are distribbuted In space and tin e, then i is best to study the current
J ®)=c¢ &) (¢) which actually describes the distribution in space and tin e. (iii) F inally,
if one wants to study how a neutrino can propagate from the sun to the earth (or across a
large laboratory), then it is best to study the propagator Egs.(13) and (19) which actually

describes how the neutrino propagates.

VII.CONCLUSION

T he ooherent neutrino oscillation avor conversion probability

|
X X i g ¢ mpc p)
P cherent (C ! @) = RapR ch adRodeXp n (55)
b=e; ; d=¢; ;

depends on the proper tin es of the m assive neutrinos; ie.

hp= mcp= ¥ Eb: (56)

Som e previous workers em ploy only the energy-tin e factor Et in the phase , whik other
previous workers em ploy only the m om entum -space factorp, ¥rjin the phase . To consider
only energy-tin e or m om entum -space and (ot both) tells only half the story. The true
Lorentz nvariant phase , requires both.

Finally, neutrino avor conversions m ay be described sometin es by P coherent € ! Q)
and sometimes by P inconerent € ! @), depending upon what is assum ed about neutrino
m asses, rotation m atrix elem ents, energies of neutrino sources and length scals of actual

experin ents. There is no universal sin ple form ula which holds true In all regin es.
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