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Abstract

W hy Hand W aving? A1l calculations in books describbe oscillations in
tim e. But real experim ents don’t m easure tine. Hand waving is used to
convert the results of a \gedanken tin e experim ent" to the result of a real
experin ent m easuring oscillations In space. R ight hand waving gives the right
answ er; w rong hand waving gives the w rong answer. M any papers use w rong
handw aving to get w rong answers. This tak explains how to do it right and
also answers the follow Ing questions:

1. A neutrino which is a m xture of two m ass eigenstates is em ited w ith
muon In the decay of a pion at rest. This is a a \m issing m ass experin ent"
w here the m uon energy determ nes the neutrinom ass. W hy are the twom ass
states coherent?

2. A neutrino which is a m ixture of two m ass eigenstates is em itted at
tim e t= 0. The two m ass eigenstates m ove w ith di erent velocities and arrive
at the detector at di erent tim es. W hy are the two m ass states coherent?

3. A neutrino is a m xture of tw o overlapping w ave packets w ith di erent
m asses m oving with di erent velocities. W ill the wave packets eventually
separate? Ifyes, when?
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I. NTRODUCTION

A . H istory and D edication

T his analysis of the basic physics of avor oscillationsbegan in 1981, when IsraelD ostro-—
veky, then working on the gallum -gem aniim chem istry for a solar neutrino experim ent,
Invited m e to give a serdes of taks at Brookhaven In a language that chem ists would un—
derstand. The notes of these lectures El:] were later expanded into lecture notes notes for
a course In quantum m echanics ] and then given further in a tak at a GALLEX ocollab—
oration m eeting {3]. M eanwhile the gallum collaboration m oved to G rand Sasso to bean e
GALLEX .Dostrovsky has continued as one of the leaders In the collaboration, whik his
pioneering chem istry developed for the separation and detection of tiny num bers of germm a—
nium atom s produced by neutrinos in tons of gallm hasbeen used by both GALLEX and
SAGE.

Tt is a pleasure to dedicate this tak to my fdend and collkeague IsraelD ostrovsky on the

occasion ofhis 80th birthday.

B .Problem s in the description and treatm ent of avor oscillations

F lavor oscillations are observed when a source creates a particle which isam ixture oftwo
orm orem ass eigenstates, and a di erent m ixture is observed In a detector. Such oscillations
have been observed in the neutral kaon and B {m eson system s and seem now also to occur
In neutrino experin ents.

A avoreigenstatew ith a sharp m om entum isam xture ofm asseigenstatesw ith di erent
energies. It will oscillate in tin e w ith a welkde ned oscillation period. A avor eigenstate
w ith a sharp energy isam xture ofm ass elgenstatesw ith di erent m om enta. Tt w ill oscillate
n gpace w ith a wellde ned oscillation wave length. M any calculations describbe \gedanken"

experin ents which begin with states having either a sharp m om entum or a sharp energy.



They require som e recipe or applying the results to a realexperin ent B{7]]which isalways
perform ed w ith wave packets having neither sharp m om enta nor sharp energies.

Considerabl confusion has arisen in the description of such experim ents in quantum
m echanics {34], w ith questions arising about tin e dependence and production reactions [H],
and de ning precisely what is observed in an experin ent ). Combining features of both
the space and tim e oscillations can lad to doubl counting.

This issue has been clari ed B] by show ing that in all oscillation experim ents the size
of the neutrino source is so much am aller than the distance between source and detector
that the problem reduces to the propagation of a linear com bination of waves em itted from
a point source w ith well de ned relative phases at the source. T his wave picture uniquely
detem ines the relative phases at the detector, gives all the right answers, and jasti es the
hand-waving used In all the standard treatm ents. T he partick picture ism ore com plicated
because all m om entum conservation relations must take Into account the uncertainty in
the totalm om entum of the system resulting from the an all source size, which is orders of

m agnitude Jarger than the tiny m om entum di erences between m ass eigenstates.

C .The basic quantum m echanics of avor oscillations

T reatm ents com bining classical particle and classical wave descriptions are often incon—
sistent w ith quantum m echanics and violate uncertainty principles. It is noonsistent to
describe a neutrino to be both a classical point-like particle follow ing a classical path In
soacetin e and also a classicalwave w ith a de nite frequency and wave length and a phase
which isa wellde ned function of spacetin e. T he neutrino em itted in a weak interaction is
a wave packet described by a quantum -m echanical wave function, not a classical point-like
particle which travels between source and detector n a welkde ned tine. The neutrino
wave passes the detector during a nite tin e interval. Its am plitude at the position of the
detector de nes the probability of cbserving the neutrino at the detector as a function of

tin e. The avor structure cbserved at the detector depends upon the relative phases of the



m ass eigenstate waves at the detector and upon the overlaps between them .

T he assum ption that the m ass eigenstate is sim ultaneously a particke which arrives at
the detector at a de nite tine and also a wave with a well de ned phase viclates basic
principles of quantum m echanics. A pulse short enough to de ne a tin e Interval exactly
has no wellde ned frequency and no wellde ned phase. A pulse long enough to de ne a
phase exactly must contain m any wave lengths in space and m any periods In tine. The
physical neutrino in an oscillation experin ent is described by a wave w ith such adequate
lengths in space and tine. The wave de nes a probability am plitude for its cbservation
at the detector. T he exact tin e of detection, the exact value of the tin e Interval between
am ission and detection and the proper tin e intervalare therefore not predicted precisely and
are given by a probability distrbution. This quantum -m echanical uctuation in time for
the detection of a neutrino w ith well determ ined energy is just the weltknown \energy—tim e
uncertainty relation”™ which m akes it in possible to de ne a phase and also a tin e Interval
which Introduces uncertainty In energy and frequency.

However, the avor change at the detector; ie. the change In the relative phase of the
m ass eigenstates, is negligble during the tim e period when the neutrino m ay be detected.
T he exact transit tin e of the neutrino from source to detector is sub fct to unpredictable
quantum -m echanical uctuations, but the avor observed at the detector is well de ned.
T hus neutrino oscillations can be observed in gpace and not in tin e in practical experin ents

w here the position of the source In space iswellde ned.

II.DIFFERENT TYPES OF FLAVOR OSCILLATIONS

A .K° KP°O0 scillations

The rstexamplsof avor oscillations observed were in the production of neutralkaons
as avoreigenstatesK © and K ° propagating In space as the nearly degenerate unstablem ass

eigenstates K; and K g states which decayed w ith long and very unequal lifetim es. T hey



were detected m any ways — Including both decays and Interactions. The m ass eigenstates
have very di erent lifetim es and are detectabl by this lifetin e di erence; ie. by waiing
until the K 5 has decayed to get a pure K beam . Their propagation In space as m ass
eigenstatesK ;, and K 3 induces oscillations between the avor eigenstatesK ° and K © which

are observable by m easurem ents at di erent points in space.

B.B° BP° 0O scillations

These two nearly degenerate unstabl bound states have short and very nearly equal
lifetin es. They are produced as avor eigenstates and detected In practice only by weak
decays, w here there arem any decay m odes. T he short lifetin esm ake it in possible to detect
them by their strong Interactions as avor eigenstates B © and B °. Their propagation In
Soace as m ass eigenstates induces avor oscillations which are detected by observing their

decays at di erent space points.

C .N eutrino O scillations

Here we have two or three nearly degenerate stable elem entary particlkes which prop—
agate w ithout decay. They are produced and detected as avor eigenstates. There is no
possible direct detection ofthem ass eigenstates. Ifthe avor eigenstates are notm ass eigen—
states, their propagation in space as linear com binations ofm ass eigenstates lnduces avor

oscillations.

IIT.RIGHT AND W RONG TREATM ENTS OF FLAVOR OSCILLATIONS

A.Common W isdom

W RONG!

K °® atRest —Propagatesin Tine



Ko®Mi=ae ® " Ko i+ b)e T Ki 31)

KCK(Mi=ae ™ "MK K i+ b)e ® " K °Ksi 32)

K°K°Mi= aa ©e ™ '+ bb ©)e &t 33)

P robability of nding K © oscillates in tin e.
O scillation frequency given by interference between
States of sam e m om entum , di erent energies.
But nobody everm easures TIM E !
A1l avor oscillation experim entsm easure D ISTANCES.
O scillation wave length given by interference between

States of sam e energy, di erent m om enta.

B . C orrect Treatm ent

Nobody evermeasures TIM E !
ATl avor oscillation experim entsm easure D ISTANCES.

K © at Source —P ropagates in Space

Ko®i=ake® * Ko i+ bx)e Ps* Kgi (34)
KK °®i= ake P K K i+ bx)e P K °Kgi 3.5)
IK°K°&)i= ak)a ©O)e P** + bx)b (0)e Ps* (3.6)

P robability of nding K © oscillates In space.
O scillation wave length given by interference between

States of sam e energy, di erent m om enta.

WHY SAME ENERGY?
G ves Right Answver

But how do we know it’s right?



IV.PARADOXES IN CLASSICAL TREATMENTS OF OSCILLATIONS

A .Problem s -W hy A re Statesw ith D i erent M asses C oherent?

1. Energy-m om entum kinem atics

Consider the exam plk of a pion decay at rest into a neutrino and muon, ! . The

energy E  and themom entum p ofthe pion are:
E =M ; p =0 (41)

where M denotes the pion m ass. Conservation of energy and m om entum then detem ine

the energiesand momenta E ,E ,p and p ofthe neutrino and muon,
E =M E ; p= p “@2)
Them ass of the neutrino M  is then detem ined by the relation
MZ=M E) P 43)

This is just a \M issing M ass" experin ent. The value of M  is uniguely determ ined and

there can be no Interference between states of di erent m ass.

2. Space—tim e m easurem ents

Consider a neutrino created at the spacetime point x = 0; t = 0) wih m om entum
p. Ik is detected at the position of a detector, X = xg4). The tin e of detection, ty = xg=v
depends upon the velocity of the neutrino. Tt the neutrino is a linear com bination of two

m ass eigenstates w ith m assesm ; and m ,, they w illhave di erent velocities,

p p
V= —; V= — 44)
m m 2

T hey w ill therefore arrive at the detector w ith di erent arrival tim es,



Xq Tﬂt_Xd 3
, =

p p

G = 4.5)

T he detector w ill therefore detect either one or the other. There will be no coherence

between m ass eigenstates, no Interference and no oscillations.

B . Solutions - W ave-particle duality provides coherence

1. Common Feature of all F lavor O scillation E xperin ents

The avoroscillating particke is produced as a avor eigenstate by a localized source
In space. Ik is detected at a large distance (x4q) com pared to the source size (Xg). If the
avor eigenstate isproduced w ith a sharp energy and is a linear com bination ofm ass eigen—
statesw ith m assesm ; and m ,, they have m om enta p; and p, . Space oscillations arise from
Interference between p; and p,.
T he uncertainty principle requires a m om entum uncertainty in the particle wave-packet
< h=x. This will also produce an uncertainty in the energy. Coherence between
m ass elgenstate waves w ill occur if the m om entum di erence between the di erent m ass
eigenstates w ith the sam e energy, 1  pi ismuch analler than m om entum uncertainty

In thewavepacket 1 p3F << m and give rse to spatial oscillations.

2. Lipkin’s P rinciple — If you can m easure it you can m easure it!

PROOF
Any sensble experin ent m ust have an oscillation wave length much larger than source
size.

h
0 sk 4.6)

P BRI
The m om entum uncertainty m ust then be much larger than the m om entum di erence be-

tween the m ass eigenstates.



B —>>—- B PRI @.n)

Thus any sensbl experinent willhave p; p ooherence.

Note that this iInplies that the initial state of any realistic avor oscillation experi-
m ent does not have a sharp fourm om entum . T he quantum -m echanical uctuations in this
fourm om entum required by the uncertainty principl are alwaysm uch lJarger than the four-
mom entum di erences between the di erent m ass eigenstates which produce oscillations.
T hey are therefore also m uch larger than any fourm om entum di erencesbetween the states
of other particles recoiling against these m ass eigenstates. Thus any possbl e ects lke
Induced oscillations which use fourm om entum oconservation to obtain a precise know ledge
of the recoilm om entum are destroyed by these quantum -m echanical fourm om entum uc-

tuations.

V.RIGHT AND W RONG WAYS TO TREAT FLAVOR OSCILLATIONS

A.THERIGHT WAY

1. The P roblem

A particke w ith de nite avor is created at a source. T hisparticle isa linear com bination
ofm ass elgenstate waves w ith am plitudes and phases determ ined by the m ixing dynam ics.
T he m ass eigenstates propagate Independently w ith no interactions (Wwe exclude the M SW
Interactions for the present) In a m anner describbed by the Schroedinger or D irac equation.
T he relative phases of di erent m ass eigenstate waves change during propagation in space.

The problem is to calculate the avor of the particke m easured at a rem ote detector

w hich depends upon the relative phases of the m ass eigenstates at that point.

2. The Solution



. Solve the free Schroedinger orD irac Equation. T his solution is trivialw ith no need for
fancy eld theory or Feynm an diagram s. The presence of m ixtures of noninteracting

m ass states provide no problem .

. Introduce the proper initial conditions at the source. This m eans de ning a wave

padcket whose behavior in space and tim e describe the real experin ent.

. G et the answer for what is observed at the detector by evaluating the solution of the

propagation equations at the detector.

3. The Q uestion

HY DOESN'T ANYONE DO THIS?

B.WHAT EVERYONE DOES INSTEAD -HAND WAVING !

. Solve the wrong problem —F lavor oscillations in tin e. N obody m easures oscillations

in tine.

. Obtain a correct but uselss irrelevant answer —the frequency of oscillations in tin e.

. Handwave to convert the irrelevant answer to the wrong problem into the answer to
the right problem ; to convert the frequency of oscillations in tin e to the wave length

of oscillations In space.

. Right hand waving by using x = vt and choosing the right value for v gives the right

answer.

. W rong hand waving gives the w rong answer.

. Allresults in textbooks and in papers used by experin enters and phenom enologists to

analyze data have used the right hand waving and get the right answer
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7. The literature is still ooded w ith papers using the w rong hand waving, publishing

w rong answers, and conflising m any people.

VI.REAL & GEDANKEN OSCILLATION EXPERIM ENTS

A m xture of two orm ore m ass eigenstates is created by a source and a di erent m ixture
is observed in a detector. If the niial state isa avor eigenstate w ith a sharp m om entum
the m ass eigenstates have di erent energies and oscillations In tin e are cbserved with a
wellde ned oscillation period. Ifthe Initial state isa avor eigenstate w ith a sharp energy,
the m ass eigenstates have di erent m om enta and oscillations In space are cbserved w ith
a welkde ned oscillation wave length. Experim ents always m easure oscillations in space;
whereas conventional w isdom describes oscillations In tim e.

We now show In a sinplk exampl how the description of a tin edependent non-—
experin ent can lad to ambiguiies and confusion. Consider neutrino oscillations in one
din ension with two m ass eigenstates. W e assum e a 45° m ixing angle for convenience so
that the states j.i and j i are equalm ixtures wih opposite relative phase of the m ass

eigenstates denoted by ji1iand j,iwih m asses denoted respectively by m; andm ,.

p- |
Jei= (1= 2)(@1i+ Joi); J i= I= 2)@F:11  J21) (61)

A . The Gedanken Tin e E xperim ent

C onsider the \non-experin ent" often described in which aa . isproduced attine t=0
In a state of de nite mom entum p. The energies ofthe ; and , com ponents denoted by
E; and E, willbe di erent and given by
Ef=p2+m§; E22=p2+m§ 62)
Let j (©)idenote this linear com bination of j;iand j,iwih energiesE; and E, which
isapure jeiatt= 0. The j.iand j i components ofthiswave function w ill oscillate as
a function oft In a m anner described by the expression

11



! 2)

. .2 i ' 2
h Je (t)l _ elelt éIEZt _ tan2 (El EZ )t _ tan2 ([ni m; t (6.3)
eEit + giE2t 2 21+ Ey)

heje®1i
This is a \non-experim ent" or \gedanken experim ent". To com pare this result wih a

real experin ent which m easures gpace oscillations the gedanken tin e dependence m ust be

converted into a real space dependence. Here troubles and am biguities arise and the need

for hand-waving.

1. Handwaving —M ethod A

O ne can sin ply convert tin e into distance by using the relation

x=vt= £t 6.4)
E
where v denotes the velocity ofthe meson. This Inm ediately gives
| |
! TN
u 6.5)

h je®i®_ ., @f mhe
heje(t)i 2(E1+E2)

w here the an alldi erences between p; and p, and between E; and E, are neglected.

4p

2. Handwaving —M ethod B

However, one can also argue that the ; and , states wih the same m om entum and

di erent energies also have di erent velocities, denoted by v; and v, and that they therefore

arrive at the point x at di erent tinest; and t,

x=wng= Eﬁ 1= w = Eﬁ 2t (6.6)
1 2

O ne can then argue that the correct Interpretation of the tin edependent relation form ea—

surem ents as a function ofx is
| |
it ot ? €.t Eb) m2 md)x
_ 2 14 2 2 _ 2 1 2 6.7)

: .2
h je(x)l _ e. i - tan
heje&)i et 4+ g2t 2 2p

Thisdi ers from the relation (6.5) by a factorof2 in the oscillation wave length. Ifone does

not consider directly the result ofa realexperin ent but only the two di erent interpretations

12



ofthe gedanken experim ent, it isnot cbviouswhich is correct. Q uestions also arise regarding

the use of phase velocity or group velocity in egs.6.5) and (6.7)

B .The realexperim ent —m easurem ent directly in space

A 1l this confusion is avoided by the direct analysis of use of the result of the real exper—
Inent. In an experin ent where a . isproduced at x=0 In a state of de nite energy E , the

mom enta ofthe ; and , com ponents denoted by p; and p, willbe di erent and given by
pi=E? mf; pP=E° n (6.8)

Let j . X)i denote this linear combination of j;iand j,iwith m om enta p; and p, which is
apure jeiatx= 0. The jeiand j i oomponents ofthiswave function will oscillate as a

function of x In a m anner described by the expression

e o ! !
h Jebgi® e®* &7 . . & RX L @] myx
heje®i epix + gipox 2 4p

(6.9)

These are Just the nom alneutrino oscillations, and the results agree w ith those ($.5) ob—
tained by handwaving A .

W e Inm ediately note the analogous im plications for all experim ents m easuring avor
oscillations. Calculations for neutrino oscillations In tin e describe non-experin ents. T in es
are never m easured In the laboratory; distances are m easured. W hen correlated decays of
twomesonsw illbem easured In an asym m etric B factory, the points iIn space where the two
decays w ill be m easured in the Iaboratory, not the tim e di erence which appears In m any
calculations.

W hen a . isproduced at x=0 wih energy E , itsm ass eigenstates propagate In space
and their relative phase changes produce j.1 and j i oscillations In space. The sinpl
argum ent using handwaving A is right. T he treatm ent is com pletely relativistic and needs
no discussion of tin e dependence or \proper tim es".

But is the use of a sharp energy really correct?

13



C .Another Approach with Di erent E and D i erent p

T he Interference has also been considered [§]between two states having both di erent E

and di erent p produced at the point x = 0;t= 0..

h ] +£)1 ei(Eltplx) é(Eztsz) Bt «
j.e(X’ ). - = . — tan E. 2) @ B) 6.10)
heje®;i elE1tpi1x) 4 olE2t p2x) 2

W e now nd that we can get the sam e resul as the above treatm ent w ith a sharp energy
©.9) ifwe choose the tin e that the wave appears at the detector as the tin e after traveling

w ith the m ean group velocity hvy i,

X El+ E2
£= = x (©611)
thl pl+p2
| |
h 4 . 2 2 : 2 2y
j.e(X).l — tan (BT E) 6 BX — tan mi m3) N 6.12)
heje®)1 2@+ p2) 2@+ p2)

T his result is sin ply interpreted in the wave picture. Eq. (6.10) holds at allpoints in space
and tin e, and is due to the di erence In the phase velociies of the two m ass eigenstate
waves. To apply this to the detector, we substiute the position of the detector and the
tin e at which the neutrino is detected. There is only a sihgl tine, not two tines as in
eq.{6.7) obtained by Handwaving B . A though the centers of the wave packets m ove apart,
the neutrino is detected for both wave packets at the sam e single tin e.

H owever, one can question the use of the expression value {6.11) determ ined by them ean
group velociy. Since the wave padkets pass the detector during a nite tin e Interval, the

detection tin e t to be substituted into eq. 6.10) can be any tim e during which the wave

am plitude is nite at the detector. T here istherefore a spread t in the detection tin e which

w ill give rise to a spread in the relative phase between the two m ass eigenstates.

E: Ep) ‘ €, Ep)

6.13
2 2 E ( )

where E = 1= t is the soread in energy required by the uncertainty principle for a wave

packet restricted in tin e to an interval t. W e thus see that the uncertainty willbe of

14



order uniy and wash out all oscillations unless the energy di erence E;  E, between the
tw o interfering m ass eigenstates ism uch an aller than the energy spread in the wave packet.
W e are therefore reduced to case descrbed by eg. (6.9) and the necessity oruse of a sharp
energy to reneder oscillations observable.

The use of sharp energies hasbeen justi ed BQ] and is discussed In detailbelow . F irst
we review carefully what is known In a realistic neutrino oscillation experin ent and what

cannot be known because of quantum m echanics and the uncertainty principle.

VII.W HAT DO WE KNOW ABOUT FLAVOR OSCILLATIONS

A .A GeneralGuide to know ledge

M y Father Used to TellM e
\If you would know what you don’t know ,
You would know m ore than you know "
*hhkkhhkkhhkkhhkkhhkkhhkkhhkkhkhkkhkhkhkkhkhkkhkhkhkhkkhhkkhhkkhhkhhhkkhhkkhhkhhkhkhxkix
Quantum M echanics TellsU s
You can’t know everything
Ifyou know the position of a neutrino source, you don’t know ism om entum
*hkhkkhhkkhhkkhhkkhhkkhhkkhhkhhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhhkkhhkkhhkhkhhkkhhkkhhkkhhkhkihkikx
G uide to F lavor O scillations
U == what you can know
D on't cheat by pretending you know what you can’t know
*hkhkkhhkkhhkkhhkkhhkkhhkkhhkkhkhkkhkhkhkkhhkhkhkkhhkkhhkkhhkkhhkhkhhkkhhkkhhkhhkhkhxkix
Exam ples ofW hat W e Can’t K now
The totalm om entum of a neutrino source In any experin ent
Themomentum ofmuon, or other particke recoiling against a m ass eigenstate

E xact centerofm ass system for xed target experim ent

15



N eutrino transit tin e from source to detector
A 1l these are an eared by the uncertainty principle

B.W hat do we really know and really not know ?

W e know there is a neutrino source
W e know the position of the source
W e know the avor ofthe neutrino em itted by the source
W e do not know the tin e of em ission!
W e do not know them om entum ofthe source
hhkkkhkhkhkhkkhkkhkkhhkhkhkkhkkhhhkhkkhkkhhhhkhkkhkhhkhhkhkkhkhhhhhkkhkkhkhhhhhkkk
W e know there is a neutrino detector
W e know the position of the detector
W e know the sensititivity of the detector to neutrino avor
W e do not know the tin e of detection!
A l1books cheat by pretending we know what you can’t know

dhhkkhkkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhhkkhkhkhkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhhhkhkhkhkhkhhkhkhkhkkhkkhkhkhkhkhhkkhkkkx

C.RECOIL isaRED HERRING!RECO ILS are unobservable

Reooilm om enta ofmuons, ’setc. given only by proability distributions
O scillations of recoil particles com pletely washed out by quantum -m echanical uctuations

hhkkkhkkhkhkhkhkkhkkhhkhkhkkhkkhhhkhkkhkkhhhhkhkkhkhhkhhkhkkhkkhhhhhkkhkhkhhhhhkkk

D.TIME isaRED HERRING !Nobody measuresTIM E !

Solar N eutrino E xperin ents
Atm ospheric N eutrino E xperin ents
R eactor N eutrino E xperin ents
A celerator N eutrino E xperim ents
N one of them measure TIM E !

N obody wants tom easure TIM E !

16



N obody would know what to dowith a TIM E m easurem ent!

VIIT.THE KINEM ATICS OF FIXED TARGET EXPERIM ENTS

The com plkte 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 possblk entanglem ents w ith other degrees of fireedom as well as on other dynam ical
factors which are often ignored.

O ne exam ple of such a generally ignored dynam ical factor is the force on a proton In
a xed-target experim ent. This proton is not firee. To keep it In a solid target i must be
constrained by som e kind ofe ective potentialw ith characteristic lattice energies like D ebye
tem peratures. T hisenergy scale is ofthe order oftens ofm illivolts and not at allnegligble in
com parison w ith m assdi erencesbetween avoreigenstates. In a sin ple potentialm odelthe
proton is initially in som e energy levelw ith a well de ned total energy. But there are large
variations In its potential and kinetic energies. T hus the kinetic energy and m om entum of
the proton are not sharply de ned. T he bound proton isnot strictly on shelland argum ents
of G alilkan and Lorentz nvariance and segparation 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.

C onsider for exam ple the reaction
+p! K°+ 8.1)

If the energies and m om enta of the pion beam , the target proton, and the outgoing are
know n, the energy, m om entum and m ass of the outgoing kaon are determm ined by energy and
m om entum conservation. If, however, the energy and m om entum of the target proton di er
by asnallamounts E and p from the values for a free proton at rest, the squared m ass of
the kaon determ ined from conservation law s is given to rst order in the an all quantity p

by

Mg =Mg @'+ Mg ; M 2p @©p) (82)



where M ¢ (0) denotes the value of the kaon m ass that is ocbtained from the conservation
lawswhen E and p areneglected and wenotethat E isofseocond order in p and can be
neglected to this approxin ation. Let us assum e that the target proton is bound in a solid
w ith a characteristic frequency ! ; eg. the D ebye or E instein tem perature ofa crystal. This
then sets the scale of the kinetic energy of the bound proton. T hus

q
Jpi=0 (M, !) ; HM=0(M, !) Pp] 8 3)

Since ! isoforder10? ev. whikM , M orP andp arcalloforder 1 GeV, we see that
j pjand My are oforder 3 K&V .This is so much larger than them assdi erence 3 10°
ev. that any discussion of detecting recoil e ects due the kaon m ass di erence is sin ply
ridiculous. Since them om entum ofthe center ofm ass In this experin ent has an uncertainty
0of 3 K&V due to the continuous exchange ofm om entum between the target proton and the
forces binding it to the target, one cannot de ne a centerofm ass system for the beam and
proton and ignore the rest of the target. G alilkan and Lorentz transformm ations are clearly
not valid at the scale ofthe kaon m ass di erence, w ithout also transform ing the m acroscopic
target to the m oving fram e.

In the lJanguage of the parton m odel the target proton m ight be considered as a parton
m oving in a sea of \brown mudk" . M easuram ents of energy and m om entum of incom ing and
outgoing particles then determ ine the energy and m om entum distribbution of the \parton"
proton In the niial state. H owever, this does not work for the sam e reason that the parton
m odel cannot describe the photoelectric e ect in which an electron is efpcted from an inner
shell by the absorption of a photon. One must understand the dynam ics of the binding
and know the bound state wave function and the ionization energy to predict the resuls of
a photoelectric experin ent. K now ing the m om entum distribution of the electron \parton"
is not enough. Sim ilarly descrbing the nite m omentum soread of a target proton by a
m om entum distrlbution is not enough to enable prediction of the resuls of an experin ent
using the reaction 8.1) to the accuracy required for the detem ation of the kaon m ass

di erence. One must know a wave function or density m atrix as well as an lonization or
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dissociation energy in order to take subtle ocoherence e ects and energy conservation nto
acocount.

If however, one is only interested in detem Ining the kaon m ass di erence and not in
the precise m easuram ents of recoil m om enta on that scale, a detailed know kedge of the
bound state wave function is not necessary. O ne only needs to know that the bound state
wave function In m om entum space is su ciently wide to produce fiill coherence between
com ponents of the sam e energy w ith di erent m ass and di erent m om enta. The m easured
oscillation wave length then determm nes them assdi erence to the sam e precision w ith which
the wave length is detem ined. There is no need to m easure m om enta at the kilovol evel.
This is shown in detailbelow .

The required coherence is between states of the sam e energy and di erent m om enta,
rather than vice versa. That energy and m om entum conservation are not on the same
footing is seen here as the sam e physics that describes the photoelectric e ect and describes
bouncing a ball elastically against the earth with energy conservation and no m om entum
conservation. In each case the relevant degrees of freedom are In interaction w ith a very

large system which can recoilw ith arbitrary m om entum and negligibl kinetic energy.

IX.WHAT ISMEASURED IN REALNEUTRINO OSCILLATION

EXPERIMENTS

A .A single m ass state passes a detector

NEUTRINO INCIDENT ON DETECTOR ISA WAVE!

Has nite length —passes detector In  nite tin e Interval
Square of am plitude at tim e t gives probability of detection
DETECTION TME W ITHIN WAVE PACKET UNPREDICTABLE!
T In e of detection generally not m easured

P recise tin e m easurem ent gives no usefil infom ation!
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B .Two overlapping m ass states pass detector

NEW INGRED IENT :Neutrino avor depends on relative phase
Still nite length — nite tin e Interval
Square of am plitude at tim e t gives probability of detection
DETECTION TME W ITHIN WAVE PACKET UNPREDICTABLE!
R elative phase changes w ith soace and tin e in packet
N egligble phase change with tine at xed detector!
DETECTION TME W ITHIN WAVE PACKET STILL USELESS!

X.AN OPTICALGUIDE TO NEUTRINO OSCILLATIONS

A .A Faraday-rotated optical beam

A s an Instructive electrom agnetic analog to quantum m echanical particle avor oscilla—
tions consider the propagation ofa Faraday-rotated polarized opticallbeam . W e exam ine the
case where a source an its vertically polarized light through a m edium in which a m agnetic

eld produces Faraday rotations. T he param eters are chosen so that the plane of polariza—
tion is rotated by 90° between the source and detector. T he light then reaches the detector
horizontally polarized. B ecause of the presence of the m edium , the light travels w ith phase
and group velocities which are di erent from c. The states of right and left handed circular
polarization are analogous to the neutrino m ass eigenstates, which propagate unchanged
through space. T he states of plane polarization are analogous to neutrino avor eigenstates
w hich undergo oscillations while propagating in space. In this picture one can consider neu—
trino avor as an Intrinsic degree of freedom described by SU (n) rotations in an abstract

goace where n is the number of avors.
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1. A chssicalwave picture

In a classical wave picture the light is a coherent linear com bination of left-handed and
right handed circularly polarized light beam s which travelw ith slightly di erent velocities.
T he tiny velociy di erence produces a change In the relative phase of left-handed and right

handed com ponents and rotates the plane of polarization.

2. Quantum photon picture

But light is quantized and consists of photons. W hat happens to a single vertically—
polarized photon? W ill it arrive horizontally polarized at the detector? The left-handed
and right-handed com ponents have di erent velocities and will arrive at the detector at
di erent tim es.

T his isa standard quantum -m echanical problem occurring w henever a beam ofpolarized
particles passes through a eld which would classically rotate the direction of polarization.
Som etin es the com ponents ram ain coherent and rotate the polarization. Som etim es they

olit to produce a Stem-G erlach experin ent.

3. Back to classical wave picture

For m ore ntuition upon when there is coherence and when there is Stem-G erlach we
consider a classical source em itting classical pulses of nite length. They are therefore not
m onochrom atic; there is a chrom atic aberration that fiizzes the polarization. There is a
classical uncertainty principle known to every electronic engineer. To de ne the tine of a
short pulse to a precision t one needs a nite band width which satis es the classical
uncertainty principle t 0(@Q).

The two pulses with kft and right circular polarization have di erent velocities and

gradually m ove apart. During the ssparation period there is a coherent overlap region
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w ith plane polarization and incoherent forward and backward zones w ith opposite circular

polarizations.

4. Back to quantum photon picture

W e now can quantize this picture and see that a photon can be detected either in the
overlap region or in the forward or backward zones. A photon produced In the overlap
region is horizontally polarized; a photon produced in the forward or backward zones is
circularly polarized. T he am plitude at the detector at tim e t gives probability of detecting
a photon at tim e t. For quantized waves, P lanck introduces E = h to get the quantized
uncertainty relation E t O (). But the uncertainty between frequency and tin e and
between position and wave-dength are already there In the wave picture. It is the quantum —

m echanical wave-particle duality that m akes these Into uncertainties between energy and

tin e and between position and m om entum .

B .A Faraday-R otated Polarized R adar Pulse

To get a quantitative picture ket us consider the propagation of a plane polarized m -
crowave radar pulse through a mediim ocontaining a m agnetic eld in which Faraday ro-—
tations occur. Let the di erence In velocities between the left-handed and right-handed

polarization states be tiny, of order one part perm illion,

—=10° 101)

T hisvelocity di erence introduces a relative phase shift between the two circularly polarized
waves cbserved as a rotation of the plane of polarization between the tranam itter and re—
ceiver. W e rst consider the classical wave picture and then Introduce the quantum particlke
picture by considering individual photons.

Consider a pulse of one m icrosecond duration and a wave length of one centim eter trav—

eling at very near the velocity of light. W e assum e that the deviations In velocity produced
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by the m ediuim and m agnetic eld are sn aller than one part perm illion and negligble for

rough estin ates. T he length of the wave train or wave padket In space L, is
Ly=3 10° 16 = 10° an: 102)

B oth the size ofthe tranam itter and the size ofthe receiver are an all relative to the length of
the wave train, which contains 10* wave lengths. T he frequency of the m icrow ave radiation

is seen to be
=3 16° cycks 103)

or 30,000 m egacycles. However, the radiation is not m onochrom atic. T he frequency spec—

trum ofa onem icrosecond pulsemusthave a nite band w idth ofthe order ofonem egacyclk.
10 cyclkes= =3;000 10 4)

Since the velocities of the right-handed and lft-handed pulses are di erent, the two
w ave packets eventually ssparate. If the receiver is su ciently distant, it receives two one—
m icrosecond pulses circularly polarized in opposite directions. W e exam ine the Interesting
dom ain when the the distance between tranan itter and receiver is su ciently sm all so that
the overlhp between the two circularly polarized wave packets is essentially 100% ; eg. if
the centers of the wave padkets have ssparated by 10 an . which is negligble com pared to
the 100 m eter lengths of the padkets but su ciently large so that the plane of polarization
has undergone 10 com plkte Faraday rotations between the tranam itter and receiver. If
polarization m easurem ents are m ade between the tranam itter and receiver, 10 oscillations
w ill be observed over this distance.

Since v=v = 10°, ten oscillations will be observed after the waves have traversed a
distance often m illion wave lengths; ie. 100 kilom eters. T he oscillation wave length w illbe

ten kilom eters. T he transit tin e of the wave w illbe

t= 07 _ 1=3) 16 : (10 5)
~3 10 e
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or (1/3) m illisecond.

T he description In quantum m echanics is seen by exam lning the case where the trans-
m itter is su ciently weak and the receiver su ciently sensitive so that individual photons
can be counted In the receiver. T he one m icrosecond pulse observed at the detector is seen
as individual photons whose tin e of arrival at the detector are equally distrlouted over the
one m icrosecond Interval. There is thus a uctuation of one m icrosecond in the tim es of
arrival of an individualphoton. T his gives an uncertainty in the transit tim e of 3 parts per
thousand. In any calculation ofthe velocity ofthe photon from them easured tin e of arrival
after it traversing a distance of 100 kilom eters, the uncertainty of the arrival tin e produces
an uncertainty In the velocity of 3 parts per thousand. T his is enom ous com pared to the
resolution of one part per m illion required to distinguish between the velocities of the two
circularly polarized com ponents. In principle one could m easure the velocity di erence by
m easuring the centroid of the arrival tim e distrbbution w ith su cient precision. In practice
this is out of the question.

T he photons arriving at the receiver ram ain coherent m xtures of the two circularly
polarized states. T he polarization cbserved at the detector is just the polarization de ned
by the classical Faraday rotation; ie. the relhtive phase of the two circularly polarized
com ponents arising from their traveling at di erent velocities. T he exact tin e of arrival of
an individual photon plays no rok here. The quantum -m echanical uncertainty in the tine
arrival arising from the nite tin e duration of the pulse m akes it in possible to detem ine
the velocity of the photon to the precision needed to distinguish between the velocities of
the two circularly polarized com ponents.

If the detector is 10,000 kilom eters or 10° an . from the source, the centers of the two
waves w ill have separated by 10° an or (1=10)L, . T he probability for cbserving a photon
w illnow have spread to an intervalof 1] m icrosecond, T he photons detected In the central
0.9 m icrossconds of this interval will still have the polarization de ned by the classical
Faraday rotation. The rst st and last ntervals of 0.1 m icroseconds will now be left-

handed and right-handed circularly polarized. A s the distance is increased, the circularly
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polarized lading and trailing edges of the wave becom es greater until the wave ssparates
iInto two onem icrosecond pulses circularly polarized In opposite directions. .

The essential feature of this description is the necessity to create a wave train which
contains a large num ber of cycles. T his allow s the di erent com ponents of the wave packet
traveling w ith di erent velocities to ssparate by a am allnum ber ofcyclesw ithout appreciably
a ecting the overlap between these com ponents. This is also the essential feature of any

avor oscillation experin ent where a source creates a wave packet containing a su ciently

large num ber of cycles so that displacam ents of a few cycles between the padkets ofdi erent
m ass eigenstates traveling with di erent velocities produce a relative phase shift at the
detector of the order of one cycle without appreciably a ecting the overlap between the
wave padkets. Exact m easurem ents of transit tim es between source and detector play no
role, as they are sub gct to quantum -m echanical uctuations arisihg from the condition
that the length of the wave packet m ust contain a su cient num ber of cycles to enable the
de nition of a phase and a frequency.

T he above opticalanalog is easily taken over into the description ofparticke avor oscilla—-
tions. The avor eigenstates are analogous to soin polarization eigenstates, and the neutrino
oscillations are describable as rotations In som e abstract avor-spin space. The fact that all
experim ents in which oscillations can be m easured involve sources which are very small n
com parison w ith the oscillation wave length enable a description in which waves are em ited

from a point source w ith a de nite polarization state In this avor-soin state.

XI.A UNIVERSALBOUNDARY CONDITION APPROACH

A .Resolution of C onfiision

W e have noted that the proper solution for the avor oscillation problem is sinply to
solve the free Schroedinger or D irac equation and introduce the proper initial conditions at

the source. The reason why nobody ever does this is because the initial conditions at the
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source are generally very com plicated and not known. This is the reason for the general
procedure of solving gedanken experin ents and hand waving.

However, it has now been shown §,9] that it is not necessary to know alldetails of the
nitial conditions in order to obtain the desired results. M uch confiision has been resolved
1 by noting and applying one sin pl general feature of all practical experin ents. T he size
of the source is an all In com parison w ith the oscillation wave length to be m easured, and
a unigue well{de ned avorm xture is em itted by the source; eg. a . h a  oscillation
experin ent. T he particles em itted from the source m ust leave the source before their avor
begins to oscillate. They are therefore described by a wave packet which satis es a sinple
general boundary condition: the probability am plitude for nding a particlke having the
wrong avor; eg. a at the source must vanish for alltim es. There should be no avor
oscillations at the source.

T his boundary condition requires factorization ofthe avor and tim e dependence at the
position of the source. Sihce the energy dependence is the Fourier transform of the tin e
dependence, this factorization also In plies that the avor dependence of the wave packet
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 w ith 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 w ith di erent energies and
possbl entanglem ents w ith other degrees of freedom are thus avoided.

M any form ulations describe avor oscillations In tim e produced by interference betw een
statesw ith equalm om enta and di erent energies. T hese \gedanken" experim entshave avor

oscillations In tin e over all space including the source. T he ratio of the wave length of the
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real spatial oscillation to the period of the gedanken tin e oscillation has been shown [B] to

be given by the group velocity of the wave padket.

B . Explicit Solution of O scillation P roblem

W e now present a rigorous quantitative treatm ent of the above argum ent and show how
the resultsofa avoroscillation experin ent can be predicted w thout solving allthe problem s
of production, tin e behavior and coherence. If oscillations are observable, the din ensions
ofthe source must be su ciently an all in com parison w ith the distance to the detector and
the oscillation wave length to be m easured so that the particlke laves the source w ith its
orighal avor. The distance traversed by the particke in laving the source is too an all in
com parison w ih the oscillation wave length for any signi cant avor change to occur. It is
therefore a good approxin ation to consider the outgoing wave to be produced by a point
source at the origin. The wave length in space of the oscillation can then be shown to be
com plktely determ ined by the propagation dynam ics of the outgoing wave in space and the
boundary condition that the probability of cbserving a particlke of the wrong avor at the
position of the source at any tin e m ust vanish for all tin es. Note that the exact tine In
which the particke is produced is not necessarily determ ined. The wave padket describing
the particle m ust generally have a nite soread In tin e at the source position. But whenever
it is produced In tin e, it leaves the source In soace stillw ith its original avor.

W e choose for exam ple a neutrino oscillation experin ent w ith a source of electron neu-
trinos. The neutrino wave function for this experim ent m ay be a very com plicated wave
padket, but a su cient condition for our analysis is to require it to describe a pure . source
at x = 0; ie. the probability of nding a or atx= 0 iszero.

T hisboundary condition requires factorization ofthe avor and tin e dependence at the
position of the source. Since the energy dependence is the Fourder transform of the time
dependence, this factorization also in plies that the avor dependence of the wave packet is

Independent of energy at the position of the source.
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W e write the neutrino wave flinction as an expansion in energy eigenstates satisfying
the condition that it m ust avoid spurious avor oscillations at the source and therefore be a

pure . stateatx= 0 fora nie length oftime.

z X X3 X3
= gE)Ee™"  ce® i ; chij i= chij i=0 111)
=1 =1 =1
where j ;i denote the three neutrino m ass eigenstates and the coe cients c; are energy—
Independent. Them om entum of each of the three com ponents is determ ined by the energy
and the neutrino m asses. T he propagation of this energy eigenstate, the relative phases of
its three m ass com ponents and is avorm ixture at the detector are com pltely determ ined

by the energy-m om entum kinem atics for the three m ass eigenstates.

The avor m ixture at the detector given by substituting the detector coordinate into

Eqg. f11.1) can be shown to be the sam e for all the energy eigenstates except for com plktely

negligbl an all di erences. For exam ple, 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:

©f ) m * @p

n X)= (1 R) X =2 é X = X > 2 X 11.2)
1 + P2) 2p @m=*)

where m ? mi m?, we have assumed the free space relation between the masses, m ;

enegy E andmomenta: p; = E? m{,notedthatin, m3j p (=2)@+ p;) and

kept term sonly of rstorderinm, m;. Thisresult isseen to agreew ith eq. (6.3) obtained
by the use ofhandwaving A .
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 ining the behavior of a singlke
energy eigenstate. F lavorenergy factorization enables the result to be obtained without
considering interference e ectsbetween di erent energy eigenstates. A 1l such Interference is
tin e dependent and required to vanish at the source, where the avor is tin e lndependent.
This tin e iIndependence also holds at the detector as long as there is signi cant overlap
between the wave padkets for di erent m ass states. The only inform ation needed to predict

the neutrino oscillation wave length is the behavior of a linear combination of the three
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m ass elgenstates having the sam e energy and di erent m om enta. Sam e energy and di erent
m om enta are relevant rather than vice versa because the m easurem ent is in space, not tim g,
and avor-tin e factorization holds in a de nie region In space.

W e now note that this solution {114) enables a sin pke rigorous justi cation of hand-
waving A to rst order in the mass di erence m , m; . The standard relativistic energy—
m om entum relation gives the ollow Ing relation between the change In energy orm om entum

w ith m ass when the other is xed,

2E QE 2 ’
@2 = p@f =1: 113)
em?) | em?)
T hus if
x= 2 ¢ (11.4)
E
! 1 !
ep X=E GE X = GE t 11.5)
Em?) p @@m?) Cm?) |

C .G eneralization to cases w ith external elds

T he above treatm ent isnow easily generalized to include caseswhere avor-independent

external elds can m odify the relation (L1.1), but where the m ass eigenstates are not m ixed

by these elds, eg. a gravitational eld. T he relation between energy, m om entum and m ass

is described by an arbitrary dispersion relation
fE;pm?) =0 (11.6)

where the function £ can also be a slow Iy varying function of the distance x. In that case,
themomentum p for xed E is also a slow Iy varying function of x and the x-dependence of

the phase shift (x) isnow expressed by generalizing Eq. f11J) to a di erential equation
! ! !
1 et e GE
v

¢ ® Gp .
@%@ m ) @m?) @m2) | et m?) ' ep .

11.7)
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where we note that the result can also be expressed in tem s ofthe change in energy w ith m 2

for constant m om entum , @(mez) , Instead of vice versa and the group velociy v, and can
p

also be expressed In tem s of the tin edependence of the phase shift m easured at constant

of a nontrivial dispersion relation by using the group velocity of the wave.

Considerable confusion has arisen in the description of avor-oscillation experim ents in
quantum m echanics 4;3], with questions arising about tin e dependence and production
reactions ], de ning precisely what exactly is observed in an experin ent [6], and relations

bew een gedanken and realexperim ents {4]. D espite allthese di culties the expression (11.7)
is seen to provide an unam biguous value for the oscillation wave length In space and also
a rigorous recipe justifying Handwaving A for obtaining this oscillation wave length from
the period of oscillation calculated fora \gedanken" experin ent which m easures a gedanken
oscillation In tin e. N ote that the group velocity and not the phase velocity enters into this
relation.

T he extension to propagation in a mediuim which m ixes m ass eigenstates eg. by the
M SW e ect is straightforward in principle, but m ore com plicated in practice and not con—
sidered here. The dispersion relation (11.6) must be generalized to be a nontrivial avor-
dependent 3 3 m atrix whose m atrix elem ents depend upon x.

The exact om of the energy wave padket described by the function g & ) is irrelevant
here. The com ponents w ith di erent energiesm ay be coherent or lncoherent, and they m ay
be \entangled" with other degrees of freedom of the system . For exam ple, for the case
where a neutrino is produced together w ith an electron in a weak decay the function g € )
can also be a function g {e.;E ) of the electron m cm entum as well as the neutrino energy.
T he neutrino degrees of freedom  observed at the detector w ill then be described by a density
m atrix after the electron degrees of freedom have been properly integrated out, taking into
acoount any m easurem ents on the electron. However, none of these considerations can

Introduce a neutrino of the wrong avor at the position of the source.

Sihce the mom enta p; are energy-dependent the factorization does not hold at nite
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distance. At very large values of x the wave packet must ssparate into individual wave
packets with di erent m asses traveling with di erent vebcities [,10]. However, for the
conditions of a realistic oscillation experim ent this ssparation has barely begun and the
overlap ofthe wave packetsw ith di erent m asses isessentially 100% . Under these conditions
the avor{energy factorization introduced at the source is still an excellent approxin ation
at the detector. A detailed analysis of the ssparation process is given below .

The . states w ith the sam e energy and di erent m om enta are relevant rather than
vice versa because them easuram ent is In space, not tin e, and avor{tin e factorization holds
In a de nite region In space.

In a realistic oscillation experim ent the phase is im portant when the oscillation length
is of the sam e order as the distance between the source and the detector. In that case this

avorenergy 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 with di erent m ass having the sam e energy and di erent m om enta. Thus any

avor oscillations cbserved as a function ofthe distance betw een the source and the detector
are descrlbbed by considering only the Interference between a given set of states having the
sam e energy. A llquestions of coherence, relative phases of com ponents in the wave fiinction
w ith di erent energies and possbl entanglem ents w ith other degrees of freedom are thus

avoided.

XII.DETAILED ANALYSISOF A PION DECAY EXPERIM ENT !

W e now oconsider an exam pl of neutrino oscillations where the neutrinos are produced
bya ! decay from a pion brought to rest in a beam dum p and we consider the pion
and muon wave functions in detail.

W e rst note that the pion is not fire and is not at rest. Tt is still interacting w ith
the charged particles in the beam dump which have brought i almost to rest. In the

approxin ation where it ism oving in themean eld of the other charges, its wave function
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can be the ground state of m otion in this e ective potential. In this case its energy E
is discrete and uniguely de ned, whik itsm om entum will be jist the zero-point or ferm i

m om entum described by a wave packet In m om entum space,

z
Ji= gPE)de J @)1 1z1)
T he decay is described by a weak interaction which com m utes w ith the totalm om entum
ofthe system . Thus we can consider the decay ofeach individualm om entum com ponent of
eq.f12.]) separately. W e assum e that the w idth of the wave packet in m om entum space is
su ciently anall so that we can neglct the relativistic varation of the pion lifetin e over
the wave packet.
The energy, m om entum and m ass ofthemuon, denoted by E ;p ;m ) and ofthe three
m ass eigenstates of the neutrino, denoted by E j;p;;m ;) where 1 = 1;2;3 are related by

energy and m om entum conservation :

E;=E E; P®=p P 122)

E.2=pf+mf; E2=p2+m2 12.3)

These relations di er from the corresponding relations for the decay of a free pion because
E isa constant, ndependent ofp . Ik isdeterm ned by the binding potentialand the energy
change In the beam dump resulting from the rem oval of the pion. Since the nal state of
the beam dum p isnotm easured, the results of the incoherent averaging over all nal states
is included by using the average energy change in thebeam dump m E i eg. @22)

The nalneutrino-muon wave function thus has the fom :

. x3 2 .
(5 ki=e® © g )dp dp dpicie™ * E E E)

=1

e P B JE iEIL 12 4)

w here we have expressed the spatial dependence ofthe neutrino wave function explicitly but

Jeft the spatialdependence ofthem uon wave function in thewave function j @ ); )i, jii
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denote the three neutrino m ass eigenstates and the coe cients c ; are keft free and determm ined
by the condition that the neutrino must be a pure at the point x = 0 where the pion
decays.

The result of any experin ent is obtained by taking the expectation value of an operator
O exp describing them easurem ent w ith the above w ave function. Since them uon and neutrino
have ssparated by the tin e a m easuram ent ism ade, we assum e that the operator factorizes

Into a product oftwo operatorsO and O acting on the muon and neutrino respectively,

Oexp=0 o 12.5)

W e now assum e that the muon operator O oomm utes w ith the m uon m om entum .

P ip 1= 0: (12.6)

T his expression thus holds for any m easurem ent in which the muon is not detected aswell
as those where it is detected by an operator which commutes wih s momentum . The

experin ental resukt is therefore given by the expression

%3 x3 Z Z 2 2 Z
Rexp=h (7 )H0epd (5 )i= dp dp o’ dpidpig )96’
=13=1
c et P €E E E)E E)e p 6 p B
E
h )i PO 0 )6 B) 12.7)

W e thus again obtain the resul that the only Interference temm s that need be considered
are those betw een neutrino states having the sam e energy. T he crucial Ingredient here is the
unexpected relation between energy and m om entum of the stopped pion, which is not fiee.
T his is closely analogous to the physics of the M osdoauer e ect, where the relation between
energy and m om entum for a nuclus bound In a lattice is crucially di erent from that fora
free nucleus. T his resem blance between the treatm ent of recoilm om entum transfer n - avor
oscillation phenom ena and in the M ossbauer e ect has been pointed out [L1] in the exam ple
of experin ents m easuring the K 1, Ks m ass di erence by observing the regeneration of a

K beam asa function of the distance between two regenerators. T he coherence required
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depends upon the in possibbility of detecting the Individual recoils of the two regenerators

resulting from them om entum transfer due to them ass di erence.

XIIT.A SIM PLE PEDAGOGICALNEUTRINO OSCILLATION PUZZLE

A . Statem ent of the Puzzle

A pion at rest decays into a m uon and neutrino. T he neutrino oscillates betw een electron
neutrino and muon neutrino. W e know everything and can calculate the result of any
neutrino oscillation experim ent when the source is a pion at rest. A1l factors of two are
understood and the resuls agree w ith experin ent.

How dowe apply these resultsto a pion m oving w ith relativistic velocity? A naive picture
of the conventional tin e dilatations and Lorentz contractions occurring in m oving system s
suggests that the oscillation period goes up, because of tin e dilatation, but the oscillation
wave length goes down because of the Lorentz contraction. W hich wins? Is the oscillation
In tin e slowed down by the tin e dilatation? Is the oscillation in space speeded up by the
Loretnz contraction? W hat hapens in a real experim ent w ith Fem ilab neutrinos? In a long
baseline experin ent?

O foourse the realresult is given above ;n eq. {114) and there isno ambiguity. But what
iswrong w ith the naive picture of tin e dilatations and Lorentz contractions? N ote that this
statem ent of the problem separates relativity from quantum m echanics by assum ing that
the quantum m echanics is already solved in the pion rest fram e, and that only a Lorentz

transform ation to a m oving fram e is needed.

B . Pedestrian Solution to Puzzle

Consider a 45° m ixing angle w ith a pion at rest and a detector at just the right distance
so that it detects only electron neutrinos and no m uon neutrinos. For a qualitative picture

of the physics, consider the Lorentz transform ation to a fram e m oving w ith velocity v, and
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assum e that the pion decay and the neutrino detection occur at the points x;t) = (0;0) and
X ;T),wherewe can asa rst approxination et X = T,wih c= 1 and assum e that the

velocity v of the fram e is not too large. For a one-din ensional case we Inm ediately obtain

s
0.0 X vT;T vX 1 v
X;T)! X5T)= P = X;T)
1 1+ v

13.1)

W e now note that the neutrino m om entum and energy ( E) undergo the transform ation

in the sam e approxin ation

p VEE vp 1 v

GE) ! ©SEY = P = [E/E 132
©;E) ©E") P ©;E) T v 132)
T hus

X% X

= = (13.3)

P P

So the cbserved oscillation wave length and period both decrease ifthe neutrino isem itted
backward and nhcrease if the neutrino is em itted forward. The backward em ission is not
relevant to realistic experim ents. T he naive pictures are not relevant because the Lorentz
contraction always refers to two events occurring AT THE SAME TIM E In each fram e, and
not to the distance between THE SAME TW O EVENTS observed in di erent fram es.

T hat both the wave length and period m ust vary in the sam e fashion isvery clear in this
approxin ation where the m otion is on the light cone which gives X=T in all fram es.

Thus the ratio X =p is invariant and the expression {11J4) for the reltive phase of the
tw o neutrino waves holds also In a m oving fram e. T hus the result of the standard treatm ent
is seen to hold also for neutrinos em itted in the decay ofa m oving pion.

W e now correct for the deviation of the velocity of the neutrinos from ¢ by w riting

X = (E=E)T 134)
Thus
X vI X[ vE=p]
X ! x%=p = —p 135
J:"l \; J:"l \; ( )
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P VvE _pl vE-=p]
I - I

13.6)
1 ¢ 1 ¢

p! p=

T hus the expression {3.3) holds forthe generalcase and the resul ofthe standard treatm ent
rem ains also when corrections for the deviations of the neutrino velocity from ¢ are taken

into account.

XIV.SPACE AND TIME IN FLAVOR OSCILLATIONS

A .D escription in term s of tim e behavior

1. Fuzzinessin Time

In a neutrino oscillation experin ent there m ust be uncertainties in order to have coher—
ence and oscillations. If we know that a neutrino has lft a source at tine t(s) and has

arrived at the detector at a tin e t(d), then we know that its velocity is

v — 141)
td)  tE)

where x is the distance between source and detector. W e therefore know itsm ass and there
are no oscillations.

In order to cbserve oscillations we cannot know exactly allthe variables appearing in eg.
(@4.1). Ifoscillations are cbserved, there m ust be uncertainty som ewhere. It is easy to show
that the m a pr uncertainty m ust be in the tin e t(s) in which the neutrino is em itted from
the source.

A detailked description of the tim e behavior and the need for flizziness n tin e is given
in ref. B]. W e summ arize here the result show ing quantitatively the analog w ith the optical
case.

Ifthe m ass elgenstate wave packets leave the source w ith their centers togetherat x = 0

the digplacam ent between their centers at the point x4 of the detector is
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m 2

2p?

v P
xc=; X g K= Xi v v % P P B 142)

where v and p denote the velocity and m om entum di erences between the two m ass

eigenstates. T he neutrino m asses are m uch an aller than their energies,
mi=pg2 ﬁ pi (14 3)

T he neutrino can be detected at the detector when any point in the wave packet passes x4 .

2. D etailed description of tim e behavior and tim e overlps

Let ,n;iand i ,idenctethetwom asseigenstatesand denote them ixing anglkede ning

the avor eigenstates denoted by ;i and jf,1i in temm s of the m ass eigenstates,
fi1i= cos Jnii+ sin dn,i; foi= sn dnii  oos dwmi; 14 4)

The wave function at the position of the detector at a tine t can be wrtten as a linear
com bination of the two m ass eigenstates. W e assum e that the the am plitudes denoted by
A (t) of the two wave packets are the sam e, but that they are ssparated in time at the

detector by the tin e Interval

X4 X4 v m 2
a= — - X
Vo V1 v

; 145
pyom & (14.5)

T he wave flinction at the detector can therefore be w ritten
. h ) i
Jai=e°® cos A @) dnii+ s A+ g)et i ; (14.6)
where | () is an overall phase factor and

m 2

2p

()=p 2=pVv g Xq 14.7)

is the relative phase between the two m ass eigenstates at the detector T he probability
am plitudes and the reltive probabilities that avors f; and £, are odbserved at the detector

are then
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i

h
nf; § ©i=e*°® of AmRe '+ sn? A€+ 4) ; 148)

h i
hf, J @i=e*°Psn ocos A®e ‘) A+ 4) 149)
z . L sn? @ ) i
P (f;q)= dthfhij iy =1 — 1 O(g)oos () ; (1410)
z . L sn?@ )P i
P (f; a)= dthfzj ©ij" = — 1 O (q)oos () (14 .11)

w here we have nom alized the am plitudes and O ( 4) is the tin e overlap between the m ass
eigenstates,
z Z
dtA ©F = 1; 0 (q) dtA t+ 4)A ©) : 14.12)
W e thus see how the standard result for neutrino oscillations arises for the case where the
overlap Integral O ( 4) 1 and how the inooherent m ixture of the two m ass eigenstates is

approached asO (4) ) O.

B.W hen do M ass E igenstate W ave P ackets Separate?

Suppose a wave padket is created which is a coherent linear combination of two m ass
eigenstates, and the overlap of the two m ass com ponents isnearly 100% . In tin e both wave
packets w ill spread, and the centers w ill ssparate. W ill the ssparation between the centers
of the padkets be greater than the soreading? W ill there be an eventual spatial ssparation
between the two m ass elgenstates? It is easy to see that In the extrem e relativistic 1im it
the wave padkets w ill sesparate; in the nonrelativistic lim it they willnot. W e sim ply need to
calculate the velocities of the di erent com ponents of the packet.

Let ( pyy denote them om entum spread within each wave packet and ( p), denote the
m om entum di erence between the com ponents ofthe two m asseigenstate wave packets w ith

the sam e enerygy.
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The spread in velocity within a wave padket ( v); is just the di erence in velocities

v= p=E for states with di erent m om enta and the sam em ass,

N

= — 14
S ey (14.13)

_ e p (pk m
(V)W_@p E

The di erence In velocity between com ponents In two wave packets ( w), wih the same
energy and di erent m ass is just the di erence in velocities v = p=E for statesw ith di erent

m om enta and the sam e energy,

@ P _ ( Ph
= (R)= — (14.14)

T he ratio of the spreading velocity to the ssparation velocity is then given by

(v _ (ph m?
(vhk  (ph EZ e

In the nonreltivistic lim it where E m the ratio of the soreading velocity to the
separation velociy is just equalto the ratio of the m om entum soread in the wave finction
( ply to the momentum di erence between the two m ass eigenstate wave padkets. This
w illbe m uch greater than unity if there is to be appreciable overlap between the two wave

padkets In m om entum space.
1 (14 .16)

O therw ise there will be no ooherence and no spatial oscillations observed. Thus in the
nonrelativistic lim i two wave packets which have an appreciabl overlap n m om entum
soace w ill never separate.

In the relativistic case, the ratio of the spreading velocity to the ssparation velociy is
reduoedbytheiéctorg—j.Thjsjseectjye]yzerojn‘dﬁ.eexttenere]atjyjstjc]jmitE m
relevant for neutrino oscillations. H ere the spreading velocity ofthe wave packet isnegligible

and the wave packets w ill eventually separate.

1 14.17)

39



C .At what distance is coherence lost?
1. The condition on the m om entum spread in the wave packet

N eutrino oscillations are always describbed In the relativistic lin it and the wave padkets
corresoonding to di erent m ass eigenstates w ill eventually ssparate. O nce they have sepa—
rated they w ill arrive at a detector at di erent ssparated tim e Intervals. T he detector w ill
See tw o separated probability am plitudes, each giving the probability that the detector w ill
observe a given m ass eigenstate and all coherence between the di erent m ass eigenstates w i1l
be lost. The question then arises when and where this occurs; ie. at what distance from
the source the coherence begin to be lost. W e now exam ine two di erent approaches to this
problem and nd that they give the sam e answer.

1. The centers of the wave packets m ove apart w ith the relative velocity ( v), given by

the centers are at a m ean distance x from the source is

m ? xE m 2

X
( Xh = (Vh t—(ﬁ{);— 20E ?— o X (14 .18)

T he wave packets w ill ssparate when this ssparation distance is com parable to the length
In space of the wave packet. The uncertainty principle suggests that the length of the wave

packet ( x); satis es the relation

( Xk ( ®) 1=2 (14.19)

T he ratio of the ssparation over the length is of order uniy when

( X m 2
( Xk P

(p) x 1 (14 20)

2. Stodolky [@] has suggested that one need not refer to the tin e developm ent of the
wave padket, but only to the neutrino energy spectrum . W ith this approach we note that

the relative phase , ) between the two m ass eigenstate waves at a distance x from the

source depends upon the neutrino m om entum p as de ned by the relation @12).
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C oherence w ill be lost In the neighborhood of the distance x where the variation of the
phase over the m om entum range ( p) wihin the wave padcket is of order uniy. For the
case oftwo neutrinosw ith energy E and m ass eigenstatesm ; and m , the condition that the

relative phase variation j , &)Jjbetween the two neutrino waves is of order unity

: @ L ® _m?

( Pk X 1 (14 .21)

W e nd that the two approaches give the sam e condition for loss of coherence.

2. Evaliation of the m om entum spread in the wave packet

The value of them om entum spread ( p)y in the wave packet depends upon the produc—
tion m echanism . However, we can Inm ediately see that this can be sin ply estin ated for
all experim ents In which the initial state is either a beam in pinging on a solid target or a
radioactive decay of a source in a solid. The m om entum of the Initial target or radiocactive
nuckus hasmom entum uctuations resulting from its con nem ent in a lattice w ith a spac—
ing of the order of angstrom s. These m om entum uctuations then appear in the neutrino
mom entum spectrum as a result of conservation of fourm om entum in the neutrino produc-
tion process. O ne Inm ediately sees that them om entum uctuations are m uch larger than
the m om entum di erence between the di erent m ass eigenstates having the sam e energy,
and that therefore the neutrino state produced at the source has fiill coherence between the
di erent m ass eigenstates.

Them om entum soread ( p) iseasily calculated In any experin ent where the soread isa
result ofthem om entum soread R ofa nuckus In the nitialstate. T his is just the neutrino
energy change produced by the Lorentz transform ation which changes them om entum ofthe
active nuckus from zero to the nite valle puc. The Purm omentum (E;E ) ofthe nuckus
is changed by this transformm ation from (0;M ,ue) 0 ( RuciEnue)r where where M . and
E Luc denote the m ass of the nuckus and the energy of the nuckus wih mom entum Ruc-

The an all velocity v of this Lorentz transform ation is given to rst order in v by
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pluc
M nuc

v (14 22)

T he neutrino fourm om entum is changed from @ ;p)top + ( Pk s + ( @ )Il. Thus

(pw = p(l—;v) Buuc 14 23)
P — P P Y

2

. . m pluc
= X 1 1424
I m &) 20 M e ( )
T his can be rew ritten
4 u
« pii‘r’*c % (14 25)
m

where x,,c 1=(2 PRuc) denotes the quantum uctuations of the position of the nuclkus.
T his uncertainty principle relation is an exact equality for the hamm onic potential generally

used to describe binding In crystal lattices. Because of the very di erent scales of the

variables appearing in eg. {14 25) we rew rite this relation expressing x In kilom eters, x,,.

In Angstroms,M ,,c N GEV,p M MeV andm In electron vols. In these unis eq. {14.25)

becom es

V V
xkm) 400 X M) MGV ¥ A ngstrom s) 14 26)
m (ev) 2

T his is seen to be a very Jarge distance even forthe case w here the neutrino origihates from a
solid w here nuclei are con ned to distances of the order of A ngstrom s. For atm ospheric and
solar neutrinos, where the source is free to m ove in distances m any orders of m agnitudes
larger, the decoherence distance will be even larger. This calculation con m s the result
quoted in K In and Pevner's book, chapter 9, that the coherence is lost only at astronom ical
distancesm uch largerthan the size ofthe solar system and that this coherence loss is relevant
only for supemova neutrinos. N ote that the present derivation avoids m aking assum ptions
like those used by Kin and Pevaner in which the neutrino is produced at tine =0, and

w hich can be questioned as shown below because of the uncertainty necessary for coherence.
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XV .SPACE, TIME,RELATIVITY AND QUANTUM MECHANICS

W e now present a sin plk picture to guide intuition through all the argum ents about
relativity, propertin e, and the equivalence of space and tim e. In allexperim ents the neutrino
Jeaves the source as a wave packet which hasa nite length in space and tin e. Ifa detector
is set up to detect the neutrino at a given point in space, the wave packet passes the detector
during a nite tin e interval. T he probability of cbserving the neutrino at thispoint in space
w ill therefore have a statistical distrdoution In tin e given by the square of the am plitude of
the wave packet.

In principle, it is possbl to m easure tin e, rather than distance. This can give a pho—
tographic record of the square of the wave padcket In space at a given instant of tine. In
principle i is possble to m easure both the position in space and the exact tin e for each
detected neutrino event. T he resuls can be presented as a scatter plot w ith space position
and tin e plotted for each event. The events for a given space position will show a tine
distrdoution overa nite interval. T he events for a given tin e w ill show a space distribution
over a nite Interval. There is com plete sym m etry between space and tin e, and there is a
statistical distrioution also of proper tin es.

How does one get physics out of these distrbutions? In practice it is only the space
position of the detected event that is m easured, and it is known that the probability of

nding a neutrino wih the wrong avor at the source must vanish. This detemm ines the
relative phase of the neutrino eigenstates as they propagate through space. This is all the
Inform ation needed to give a unique interpretation for the resuls of any experin ent.

T here have been som e suggestions that radioactive sources w ith long lifetim es can intro-—
duce additionale ects due to the long lifetin e. Such e ects have been known and observed
experin entally in electrom agnetic transitions. H owever the neutrino is a ferm ion, not a bo-
son, and its em ission m ust be accom panied by the em ission or absorption of another ferm ion.
This change in the environm ent is observabl and \ocollapses the wave function". Ifwe are

considering a long-lived beta decay of a nuclkus bound In an atom , the nuclkar lifetin e is
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Irrelevant for neutrino coherence because the nuckus is interacting w ith the atom , and the
atom know s when the charge of the nuclkus has changed and an electron or positron has
been em itted together w ith the neutrino.

The point has been repeatedly made by Stodolsky [] that the proper fom alim to
treat neutrino oscillations is the density m atrix, because only In this way the unavoidable
Interactions w ith the environm ent can be taken Into account. This paper also points out

that the length in tin e of the wave packet is irrelevant.

XVI.CONCLUSIONS

F lavor oscillations have been shown to be simply described In a wave picture, very
analogous to optical polarization rotations. The avor eigenstates are analogous to spin
polarization eigenstates, and the neutrino oscillations are describbabl as rotations in som e
abstract avor-soin soace.

T he sin plest description begins w ith the detector, which is Jocated at a de nite position
In space and which responds n a welkde ned m anner to the arrival of som e m ixture ofneu-
trino m ass eigenstate waves. These Individual waves have traveled w ith di erent velocities
from the source to the detector, but have been shown to ssparate very slow Iy under practical
conditions. Thus there is alm ost a com plete overlap at the detector except for neutrinos
arriving from distances much larger than the distance between the earth and the sun; eg.
for neutrinos arriving from supemova.

The crucial param eters which determ ine the response of the detector are the relative
phases of the m ass eigenstate waves at the detector. These are determm ined by the nitial
conditions at the source and by the propagation between source and detector. T he propaga—
tion is straightforward for free space and iswellde ned for passage through known extemal

elds or m edia with wellde ned properties; eg. M SW e ects. The initial conditions at
the source m ay be m ore com plicated, depending upon the particular reactions in which

neutrinos are produced.
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T he fact that allexperim ents in which oscillations can bem easured involve sourcesw hich
are very gn all in com parison w ith the oscillation wave length enables results to be easily
obtained by using a universal boundary condition: the probably of nding a particle w ith
the wrong avor at the source must vanish. These results con m the standard procedure
of calculating oscillations In tin e and converting a frequency in tine to a wave length In
Soace by using the m ean group velocity of the wave. That i must be the group velocity
has been shown rigorously for cases where the neutrino is not free but m ay be sub £ct to
extermal elds lke a gravitational eld.

T he role of the quantum -m echanical uncertainty principle hasbeen shown to be crucial.
Considerablk care must be taken In using a particke picture wih wellde ned tin es and
m om enta, rather than a wave picture with tin es and m om enta describbed by probability
am plitudes. M ost published conclusions regarding oscillations of recoil particles have been

shown {12{14] to be incorrect; No such muon or oscillations should be cbserved.
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