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Abstract

W hy Hand W aving? Allcalculations in books describe oscillations in

tim e. But realexperim ents don’t m easure tim e. Hand waving is used to

convert the results ofa \gedanken tim e experim ent" to the result ofa real

experim entm easuringoscillationsin space.Righthand wavinggivestheright

answer;wrong hand waving givesthewrong answer.M any papersusewrong

handwaving to getwrong answers.Thistalk explainshow to do itrightand

also answersthe following questions:

1.A neutrino which isa m ixture oftwo m asseigenstatesisem itted with

m uon in the decay ofa pion atrest. Thisisa a \m issing m assexperim ent"

wherethem uon energy determ inestheneutrino m ass.W hy arethetwo m ass

statescoherent?

2. A neutrino which is a m ixture oftwo m ass eigenstates is em itted at

tim et= 0.Thetwo m asseigenstatesm ove with di�erentvelocitiesand arrive

atthedetectoratdi�erenttim es.W hy are the two m assstatescoherent?

3.A neutrino isa m ixtureoftwo overlapping wavepacketswith di�erent

m asses m oving with di�erent velocities. W illthe wave packets eventually

separate? Ifyes,when?
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(G IF)and by the U.S.Departm ent ofEnergy,Division ofHigh Energy Physics,ContractW -31-

109-ENG -38.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

A .H istory and D edication

Thisanalysisofthebasicphysicsofavoroscillationsbegan in 1981,when IsraelDostro-

vsky,then working on the gallium -germ anium chem istry for a solar neutrino experim ent,

invited m e to give a series oftalks atBrookhaven in a language thatchem ists would un-

derstand. The notesofthese lectures [1]were laterexpanded into lecture notesnotes for

a course in quantum m echanics[2]and then given furtherin a talk ata GALLEX collab-

oration m eeting [3]. M eanwhile the gallium collaboration m oved to Grand Sasso to becm e

GALLEX.Dostrovsky has continued as one ofthe leaders in the collaboration,while his

pioneering chem istry developed fortheseparation and detection oftiny num bersofgerm a-

nium atom sproduced by neutrinosin tonsofgallium hasbeen used by both GALLEX and

SAGE.

Itisa pleasureto dedicatethistalk to m y friend and colleagueIsraelDostrovsky on the

occasion ofhis80th birthday.

B .P roblem s in the description and treatm ent ofavor oscillations

Flavoroscillationsareobserved when asourcecreatesaparticlewhich isam ixtureoftwo

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

have been observed in the neutralkaon and B{m eson system sand seem now also to occur

In neutrino experim ents.

A avoreigenstatewithasharpm om entum isam ixtureofm asseigenstateswithdi�erent

energies. Itwilloscillate in tim e with a well-de�ned oscillation period.A avoreigenstate

with asharp energy isam ixtureofm asseigenstateswith di�erentm om enta.Itwilloscillate

in spacewith awell-de�ned oscillation wavelength.M any calculationsdescribe\gedanken"

experim ents which begin with states having either a sharp m om entum ora sharp energy.
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They requiresom erecipeforapplying theresultsto a realexperim ent[3{7]which isalways

perform ed with wave packetshaving neithersharp m om enta norsharp energies.

Considerable confusion has arisen in the description ofsuch experim ents in quantum

m echanics[3,4],with questionsarising abouttim edependenceand production reactions[5],

and de�ning precisely whatisobserved in an experim ent [6]. Com bining featuresofboth

thespaceand tim eoscillationscan lead to doublecounting.

This issue hasbeen clari�ed [8]by showing thatin alloscillation experim ents the size

ofthe neutrino source is so m uch sm aller than the distance between source and detector

thattheproblem reducesto thepropagation ofa linearcom bination ofwavesem itted from

a pointsource with wellde�ned relative phasesatthe source. Thiswave picture uniquely

determ inesthe relative phasesatthe detector,givesallthe rightanswers,and justi�esthe

hand-waving used in allthestandard treatm ents.Theparticlepictureism orecom plicated

because allm om entum conservation relations m ust take into account the uncertainty in

the totalm om entum ofthe system resulting from the sm allsource size,which isordersof

m agnitudelargerthan thetiny m om entum di�erencesbetween m asseigenstates.

C .T he basic quantum m echanics ofavor oscillations

Treatm entscom bining classicalparticle and classicalwave descriptionsareoften incon-

sistent with quantum m echanics and violate uncertainty principles. It is inconsistent to

describe a neutrino to be both a classicalpoint-like particle following a classicalpath in

space-tim eand also a classicalwavewith a de�nitefrequency and wave length and a phase

which isawellde�ned function ofspace-tim e.Theneutrino em itted in aweak interaction is

a wave packetdescribed by a quantum -m echanicalwave function,nota classicalpoint-like

particle which travels between source and detector in a well-de�ned tim e. The neutrino

wave passesthe detectorduring a �nite tim e interval. Itsam plitude atthe position ofthe

detectorde�nes the probability ofobserving the neutrino atthe detector asa function of

tim e.Theavorstructureobserved atthedetectordependsupon therelativephasesofthe
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m asseigenstatewavesatthedetectorand upon theoverlapsbetween them .

The assum ption thatthe m asseigenstate issim ultaneously a particle which arrives at

the detector at a de�nite tim e and also a wave with a wellde�ned phase violates basic

principles ofquantum m echanics. A pulse short enough to de�ne a tim e intervalexactly

hasno well-de�ned frequency and no well-de�ned phase. A pulse long enough to de�ne a

phase exactly m ust contain m any wave lengths in space and m any periods in tim e. The

physicalneutrino in an oscillation experim ent is described by a wave with such adequate

lengths in space and tim e. The wave de�nes a probability am plitude for its observation

atthe detector. The exacttim e ofdetection,the exactvalue ofthe tim e intervalbetween

em ission and detection and thepropertim eintervalarethereforenotpredicted precisely and

are given by a probability distribution. This quantum -m echanicaluctuation in tim e for

thedetection ofa neutrino with welldeterm ined energy isjustthewell-known \energy-tim e

uncertainty relation" which m akesitim possible to de�ne a phase and also a tim e interval

which introducesuncertainty in energy and frequency.

However,the avorchange atthe detector;i.e. the change in the relative phase ofthe

m asseigenstates,isnegligible during the tim e period when the neutrino m ay be detected.

The exacttransittim e ofthe neutrino from source to detectorissubjectto unpredictable

quantum -m echanicaluctuations,but the avor observed at the detector is wellde�ned.

Thusneutrino oscillationscan beobserved in spaceand notin tim ein practicalexperim ents

wheretheposition ofthesourcein spaceiswellde�ned.

II.D IFFER EN T T Y P ES O F FLAV O R O SC ILLAT IO N S

A .K o � �K o O scillations

The�rstexam plesofavoroscillationsobserved werein theproduction ofneutralkaons

asavoreigenstatesK o and �K o propagatingin spaceasthenearlydegenerateunstablem ass

eigenstates K L and K S states which decayed with long and very unequallifetim es. They

4



were detected m any ways -including both decays and interactions. The m ass eigenstates

have very di�erent lifetim es and are detectable by this lifetim e di�erence;i.e. by waiting

untilthe K S has decayed to get a pure K L beam . Their propagation in space as m ass

eigenstatesK L and K S inducesoscillationsbetween theavoreigenstatesK
o and �K o which

areobservableby m easurem entsatdi�erentpointsin space.

B .B o � �B o O scillations

These two nearly degenerate unstable bound states have short and very nearly equal

lifetim es. They are produced as avor eigenstates and detected in practice only by weak

decays,wheretherearem any decay m odes.Theshortlifetim esm akeitim possibletodetect

them by their strong interactions as avor eigenstates B o and �B o. Their propagation in

space asm asseigenstatesinducesavoroscillationswhich are detected by observing their

decaysatdi�erentspacepoints.

C .N eutrino O scillations

Here we have two or three nearly degenerate stable elem entary particles which prop-

agate without decay. They are produced and detected as avor eigenstates. There is no

possibledirectdetection ofthem asseigenstates.Iftheavoreigenstatesarenotm asseigen-

states,theirpropagation in space aslinearcom binationsofm asseigenstatesinducesavor

oscillations.

III.R IG H T A N D W R O N G T R EAT M EN T S O F FLAV O R O SC ILLAT IO N S

A .C om m on W isdom

W R O N G !

K o atRest-Propagatesin Tim e
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jK
o(t)i= a(t)e�iE L tjK Li+ b(t)e�iE S tjK Si (3.1)

hK
o
jK

o(t)i= a(t)e�iE L thK
o
jK Li+ b(t)e�iE S thK

o
jK Si (3.2)

hK
o
jK

o(t)i= a(t)a�(o)e�iE L t+ b(t)b�(o)e�iE S t (3.3)

Probability of�nding K o oscillatesin tim e.

Oscillation frequency given by interference between

Statesofsam em om entum ,di�erentenergies.

Butnobody everm easuresTIM E!

Allavoroscillation experim entsm easureDISTANCES.

Oscillation wavelength given by interferencebetween

Statesofsam eenergy,di�erentm om enta.

B .C orrect Treatm ent

Nobody everm easuresTIM E!

Allavoroscillation experim entsm easureDISTANCES.

K o atSource-Propagatesin Space

jK
o(x)i= a(x)e�ip L x jK Li+ b(x)e�ip S x jK Si (3.4)

hK
o
jK

o(x)i= a(x)e�ip L xhK
o
jK Li+ b(x)e�ip S xhK

o
jK Si (3.5)

hK
o
jK

o(x)i= a(x)a�(o)e�ip L x + b(x)b�(o)e�ip S x (3.6)

Probability of�nding K o oscillatesin space.

Oscillation wavelength given by interferencebetween

Statesofsam eenergy,di�erentm om enta.

W H Y SA M E EN ER G Y ?

GivesRightAnswer

Buthow do weknow it’sright?
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IV .PA R A D O X ES IN C LA SSIC A L T R EAT M EN T S O F O SC ILLAT IO N S

A .P roblem s -W hy A re States w ith D i�erent M asses C oherent?

1.Energy-m om entum kinem atics

Considerthe exam ple ofa pion decay atrestinto a neutrino and m uon,� ! ��. The

energy E � and them om entum p� ofthepion are:

E � = M �; p� = 0 (4.1)

where M � denotesthe pion m ass. Conservation ofenergy and m om entum then determ ine

theenergiesand m om enta E �,E �,p� and p� oftheneutrino and m uon,

E � = M � � E�; p� = � p� (4.2)

Them assoftheneutrino M � isthen determ ined by therelation

M
2

� = (M � � E�)
2
� p

2

� (4.3)

Thisisjusta \M issing M ass" experim ent.ThevalueofM � isuniquely determ ined and

therecan beno interference between statesofdi�erentm ass.

2.Space-tim e m easurem ents

Consider a neutrino created at the space-tim e point (x = 0; t = 0) with m om entum

p. Itisdetected atthe position ofa detector,(x = xd). The tim e ofdetection,td = xd=v

depends upon the velocity ofthe neutrino. Itthe neutrino isa linearcom bination oftwo

m asseigenstateswith m assesm 1 and m 2,they willhavedi�erentvelocities,

v1 =
p

m 1

; v2 =
p

m 2

(4.4)

They willthereforearriveatthedetectorwith di�erentarrivaltim es,
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t1 =
xd � m1

p
t2 =

xd � m2

p
(4.5)

The detectorwilltherefore detecteitherone orthe other. There willbe no coherence

between m asseigenstates,no interference and no oscillations.

B .Solutions -W ave-particle duality provides coherence

1.Com m on Feature ofallFlavor Oscillation Experim ents

The avor-oscillating particle is produced as a avor eigenstate by a localized source

in space. It is detected at a large distance (xd) com pared to the source size (xs). Ifthe

avoreigenstateisproduced with a sharp energy and isa linearcom bination ofm asseigen-

stateswith m assesm 1 and m 2,they havem om enta p1 and p2.Spaceoscillationsarisefrom

interference between p1 and p2.

Theuncertainty principlerequiresa m om entum uncertainty in theparticlewave-packet

�pW � �h=xs. This willalso produce an uncertainty in the energy. Coherence between

m ass eigenstate waves willoccur ifthe m om entum di�erence between the di�erent m ass

eigenstateswith the sam e energy,jp1 � p2jE ism uch sm allerthan m om entum uncertainty

in thewavepacketjp1 � p2jE << �pW and giveriseto spatialoscillations.

2. Lipkin’sPrinciple -Ifyou can m easure ityou can m easure it!

PR O O F

Any sensibleexperim entm usthavean oscillation wavelength � m uch largerthan source

size.

� �
�h

jp1 � p2jE
>> xs (4.6)

The m om entum uncertainty m ustthen be m uch largerthan the m om entum di�erence be-

tween them asseigenstates.
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�pW �
�h

xs
>>

�h

�
� jp1 � p2jE (4.7)

Thusany sensible experim entwillhavep1 � p2 coherence.

Note that this im plies that the initialstate ofany realistic avor oscillation experi-

m entdoesnothavea sharp four-m om entum .Thequantum -m echanicaluctuationsin this

four-m om entum required by theuncertainty principlearealwaysm uch largerthan thefour-

m om entum di�erences between the di�erent m ass eigenstates which produce oscillations.

They arethereforealsom uch largerthan any four-m om entum di�erencesbetween thestates

ofother particles recoiling against these m ass eigenstates. Thus any possible e�ects like

induced oscillationswhich use four-m om entum conservation to obtain a precise knowledge

ofthe recoilm om entum are destroyed by these quantum -m echanicalfour-m om entum uc-

tuations.

V .R IG H T A N D W R O N G W AY S T O T R EAT FLAV O R O SC ILLAT IO N S

A .T H E R IG H T W AY

1.The Problem

A particlewith de�niteavoriscreated atasource.Thisparticleisalinearcom bination

ofm asseigenstate waveswith am plitudesand phasesdeterm ined by them ixing dynam ics.

The m asseigenstatespropagate independently with no interactions(we exclude the M SW

interactionsforthepresent)in a m annerdescribed by the SchroedingerorDiracequation.

Therelativephasesofdi�erentm asseigenstatewaveschangeduring propagation in space.

The problem is to calculate the avor ofthe particle m easured at a rem ote detector

which dependsupon therelativephasesofthem asseigenstatesatthatpoint.

2.The Solution

9



1.SolvethefreeSchroedingerorDiracEquation.Thissolution istrivialwith noneed for

fancy �eld theory orFeynm an diagram s. The presence ofm ixturesofnoninteracting

m assstatesprovideno problem .

2.Introduce the proper initialconditions at the source. This m eans de�ning a wave

packetwhosebehaviorin spaceand tim edescribetherealexperim ent.

3.Gettheanswerforwhatisobserved atthedetectorby evaluating thesolution ofthe

propagation equationsatthedetector.

3.The Question

W HY DOESN’T ANYONE DO THIS?

B .W H AT EV ERY O N E D O ES IN ST EA D -H A N D W AV IN G !

1.Solve the wrong problem -Flavoroscillationsin tim e. Nobody m easuresoscillations

in tim e.

2.Obtain a correctbutuselessirrelevantanswer-thefrequency ofoscillationsin tim e.

3.Handwave to convertthe irrelevantanswerto the wrong problem into the answerto

therightproblem ;to convertthe frequency ofoscillationsin tim e to thewave length

ofoscillationsin space.

4.Righthand waving by using x = vtand choosing the rightvalue forv givestheright

answer.

5.W rong hand waving givesthewrong answer.

6.Allresultsin textbooksand in papersused by experim entersand phenom enologiststo

analyzedata haveused therighthand waving and gettherightanswer
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7.The literature is stillooded with papers using the wrong hand waving,publishing

wrong answers,and confusing m any people.

V I.R EA L & G ED A N K EN �-O SC ILLAT IO N EX P ER IM EN T S

A m ixtureoftwo orm orem asseigenstatesiscreated by asourceand adi�erentm ixture

isobserved in a detector.Ifthe initialstateisa avoreigenstate with a sharp m om entum

the m ass eigenstates have di�erent energies and oscillations in tim e are observed with a

well-de�ned oscillation period.Iftheinitialstateisa avoreigenstatewith a sharp energy,

the m ass eigenstates have di�erent m om enta and oscillations in space are observed with

a well-de�ned oscillation wave length. Experim ents always m easure oscillations in space;

whereasconventionalwisdom describesoscillationsin tim e.

W e now show in a sim ple exam ple how the description of a tim e-dependent non-

experim ent can lead to am biguities and confusion. Consider neutrino oscillations in one

dim ension with two m ass eigenstates. W e assum e a 45o m ixing angle for convenience so

that the states j�ei and j��i are equalm ixtures with opposite relative phase ofthe m ass

eigenstatesdenoted by j�1iand j�2iwith m assesdenoted respectively by m 1 and m 2.

j�ei= (1=
p
2)(j�1i+ j�2i); j��i= (1=

p
2)(j�1i� j�2i) (6.1)

A .T he G edanken T im e Experim ent

Considerthe\non-experim ent" often described in which a a �e isproduced attim et=0

in a state ofde�nite m om entum p. The energiesofthe �1 and �2 com ponentsdenoted by

E 1 and E 2 willbedi�erentand given by

E
2

1
= p

2 + m
2

1
; E

2

2
= p

2 + m
2

2
(6.2)

Letj�e(t)idenotethislinearcom bination ofj�1iand j�2iwith energiesE 1 and E 2 which

isa pure j�eiatt= 0.Thej�eiand j��icom ponentsofthiswave function willoscillateas

a function oftin a m annerdescribed by theexpression
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�
�
�
�
�

h�� j�e(t)i

h�ej�e(t)i

�
�
�
�
�

2

=

�
�
�
�
�

eiE 1t� eiE 2t

eiE 1t+ eiE 2t

�
�
�
�
�

2

= tan2
 
(E 1 � E2)t

2

!

= tan2
 
(m 2

1 � m22)t

2(E 1 + E 2)

!

(6.3)

This is a \non-experim ent" or\gedanken experim ent". To com pare this resultwith a

realexperim entwhich m easuresspace oscillationsthe gedanken tim e dependence m ustbe

converted into a realspace dependence. Here troublesand am biguitiesarise and the need

forhand-waving.

1.Handwaving -M ethod A

Onecan sim ply converttim einto distanceby using therelation

x = vt=
p

E
� t (6.4)

wherev denotesthevelocity ofthe� m eson.Thisim m ediately gives

�
�
�
�
�

h�� j�e(t)i

h�ej�e(t)i

�
�
�
�
�

2

= tan2
 
(m 2

1
� m2

2
)t

2(E 1 + E 2)

!

� tan2
 
(m 2

1
� m2

2
)x

4p

!

(6.5)

wherethesm alldi�erencesbetween p1 and p2 and between E 1 and E 2 areneglected.

2.Handwaving -M ethod B

However,one can also argue thatthe �1 and �2 states with the sam e m om entum and

di�erentenergiesalso havedi�erentvelocities,denoted by v1 and v2 and thatthey therefore

arriveatthepointx atdi�erenttim est1 and t2,

x = v1t1 =
p

E 1

� t1 = v2t2 =
p

E 2

� t2 (6.6)

Onecan then arguethatthecorrectinterpretation ofthetim e-dependentrelation form ea-

surem entsasa function ofx is

�
�
�
�
�

h�� j�e(x)i

h�ej�e(x)i

�
�
�
�
�

2

=

�
�
�
�
�

eiE 1t1 � eiE 2t2

eiE 1t1 + eiE 2t1

�
�
�
�
�

2

= tan2
 
(E 1t1 � E2t2)

2

!

= tan2
 
(m 2

1 � m22)x

2p

!

(6.7)

Thisdi�ersfrom therelation (6.5)by afactorof2in theoscillation wavelength.Ifonedoes

notconsiderdirectlytheresultofarealexperim entbutonlythetwodi�erentinterpretations
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ofthegedanken experim ent,itisnotobviouswhich iscorrect.Questionsalsoariseregarding

theuseofphasevelocity orgroup velocity in eqs.(6.5)and (6.7)

B .T he realexperim ent -m easurem ent directly in space

Allthisconfusion isavoided by thedirectanalysisofuseoftheresultoftherealexper-

im ent.In an experim entwherea �e isproduced atx=0 in a stateofde�niteenergy E ,the

m om enta ofthe�1 and �2 com ponentsdenoted by p1 and p2 willbedi�erentand given by

p
2

1
= E

2
� m

2

1
; p

2

2
= E

2
� m

2

2
(6.8)

Letj�e(x)idenotethislinearcom bination ofj�1iand j�2iwith m om enta p1 and p2 which is

a purej�eiatx = 0.The j�eiand j��icom ponentsofthiswave function willoscillateasa

function ofx in a m annerdescribed by theexpression

�
�
�
�
�

h�� j�e(x)i

h�ej�e(x)i

�
�
�
�
�

2

=

�
�
�
�
�

eip1x � eip2x

eip1x + eip2x

�
�
�
�
�

2

= tan2
 
(p1 � p2)x

2

!

� tan2
 
(m 2

1
� m2

2
)x

4p

!

(6.9)

These are justthe norm alneutrino oscillations,and the resultsagree with those (6.5)ob-

tained by handwaving A.

W e im m ediately note the analogous im plications for allexperim ents m easuring avor

oscillations.Calculationsforneutrino oscillationsin tim edescribenon-experim ents.Tim es

are neverm easured in the laboratory;distancesare m easured. W hen correlated decaysof

two m esonswillbem easured in an asym m etricB factory,thepointsin spacewherethetwo

decayswillbe m easured in the laboratory,notthe tim e di�erence which appearsin m any

calculations.

W hen a �e isproduced atx=0 with energy E ,itsm asseigenstatespropagate in space

and their relative phase changes produce j�ei and j��i oscillations in space. The sim ple

argum entusing handwaving A isright. The treatm entiscom pletely relativistic and needs

no discussion oftim edependence or\propertim es".

B ut is the use ofa sharp energy really correct?
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C .A nother A pproach w ith D i�erent E and D i�erent p

Theinterferencehasalso been considered [5]between two stateshaving both di�erentE

and di�erentp produced atthepointx = 0;t= 0..

�
�
�
�
�

h�� j�e(x;t)i

h�ej�e(x;t)i

�
�
�
�
�
=

�
�
�
�
�

ei(E 1t�p 1x)� ei(E 2t�p 2x)

ei(E 1t�p 1x)+ ei(E 2t�p 2x)

�
�
�
�
�
= tan

 
(E 1 � E2)t� (p1 � p2)x

2

!

(6.10)

W e now �nd thatwe can getthe sam e resultasthe above treatm entwith a sharp energy

(6.9)ifwechoosethetim ethatthewaveappearsatthedetectorasthetim eaftertraveling

with them ean group velocity hvgri,

t=
x

hvgri
= x�

E 1 + E 2

p1 + p2
(6.11)

�
�
�
�
�

h�� j�e(x)i

h�ej�e(x)i

�
�
�
�
�
= tan

 
[(E 2

1
� E2

2
)� (p2

1
� p2

2
)]x

2(p1 + p2)

!

= tan

 
(m 2

1
� m2

2
)

2(p1 + p2)

!

� x (6.12)

Thisresultissim ply interpreted in thewavepicture.Eq.(6.10)holdsatallpointsin space

and tim e,and is due to the di�erence in the phase velocities ofthe two m ass eigenstate

waves. To apply this to the detector,we substitute the position ofthe detector and the

tim e at which the neutrino is detected. There is only a single tim e,not two tim es as in

eq.(6.7)obtained by Handwaving B.Although thecentersofthewave packetsm ove apart,

theneutrino isdetected forboth wavepacketsatthesam esingletim e.

However,onecan question theuseoftheexpression value(6.11)determ ined by them ean

group velocity. Since the wave packetspassthe detectorduring a �nite tim e interval,the

detection tim e tto be substituted into eq. (6.10)can be any tim e during which the wave

am plitudeis�niteatthedetector.Thereisthereforeaspread �tin thedetection tim ewhich

willgiveriseto a spread in therelativephase�� between thetwo m asseigenstates.

�� =
(E 1 � E2)

2
� �t�

(E 1 � E2)

2�E
(6.13)

where �E = 1=�tisthe spread in energy required by the uncertainty principle fora wave

packetrestricted in tim e to an interval�t. W e thussee thatthe uncertainty �� willbe of
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orderunity and wash outalloscillationsunlessthe energy di�erence E 1 � E2 between the

two interfering m asseigenstatesism uch sm allerthan theenergy spread in thewavepacket.

W earethereforereduced to casedescribed by eq.(6.9)and thenecessity foruseofa sharp

energy to renederoscillationsobservable.

The use ofsharp energieshasbeen justi�ed [8,9]and isdiscussed in detailbelow.First

we review carefully whatisknown in a realistic neutrino oscillation experim ent and what

cannotbeknown becauseofquantum m echanicsand theuncertainty principle.

V II.W H AT D O W E K N O W A B O U T FLAV O R O SC ILLAT IO N S

A .A G eneralG uide to know ledge

M y Father U sed to TellM e

\Ifyou would know whatyou don’tknow,

You would know m orethan you know"

**********************************************

Q uantum M echanics Tells U s

You can’tknow everything

Ifyou know theposition ofa neutrino source,you don’tknow itsm om entum

**********************************************

G uide to Flavor O scillations

Usewhatyou can know

Don’tcheatby pretending you know whatyou can’tknow

**********************************************

Exam ples ofW hat W e C an’t K now

Thetotalm om entum ofa neutrino sourcein any experim ent

Them om entum ofm uon,� orotherparticlerecoiling againsta m asseigenstate

Exactcenter-of-m asssystem for�xed targetexperim ent

15



Neutrino transittim efrom sourceto detector

Allthesearesm eared by theuncertainty principle

B .W hat do w e really know and really not know ?

W eknow thereisa neutrino source

W eknow theposition ofthesource

W eknow theavoroftheneutrino em itted by thesource

W edo notknow thetim eofem ission!

W edo notknow them om entum ofthesource

**********************************************

W eknow thereisa neutrino detector

W eknow theposition ofthedetector

W eknow thesensititivity ofthedetectorto neutrino avor

W edo notknow thetim eofdetection!

A llbooks cheat by pretending w e know w hat you can’t know

**********************************************

C .R EC O IL is a R ED H ER R IN G !R EC O ILS are unobservable

Recoilm om enta ofm uons,�’setc.given only by proability distributions

Oscillationsofrecoilparticlescom pletely washed outby quantum -m echanicaluctuations

**********************************************

D .T IM E is a R ED H ER R IN G !N obody m easures T IM E!

SolarNeutrino Experim ents

Atm osphericNeutrino Experim ents

ReactorNeutrino Experim ents

AcceleratorNeutrino Experim ents

N one ofthem m easure T IM E!

N obody w ants to m easure T IM E!
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N obody w ould know w hat to do w ith a T IM E m easurem ent!

V III.T H E K IN EM AT IC S O F FIX ED TA R G ET EX P ER IM EN T S

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

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

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

factorswhich areoften ignored.

One exam ple ofsuch a generally ignored dynam icalfactor is the force on a proton in

a �xed-targetexperim ent. Thisproton isnotfree. To keep itin a solid targetitm ustbe

constrained by som ekind ofe�ectivepotentialwith characteristiclatticeenergieslikeDebye

tem peratures.Thisenergyscaleisoftheorderoftensofm illivoltsand notatallnegligiblein

com parison with m assdi�erencesbetween avoreigenstates.In asim plepotentialm odelthe

proton isinitially in som eenergy levelwith a wellde�ned totalenergy.Buttherearelarge

variationsin itspotentialand kinetic energies. Thusthe kinetic energy and m om entum of

theproton arenotsharply de�ned.Thebound proton isnotstrictly on shelland argum ents

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

forthekinem aticsoftheproduction processifthedegreesoffreedom producing thebinding

areneglected.

Considerforexam plethereaction

�
� + p! K

o + � (8.1)

Ifthe energiesand m om enta ofthe pion beam ,the targetproton,and the outgoing � are

known,theenergy,m om entum and m assoftheoutgoingkaon aredeterm ined by energy and

m om entum conservation.If,however,theenergy and m om entum ofthetargetproton di�er

by sm allam ounts�E and �~p from the valuesfora freeproton atrest,thesquared m assof

thekaon determ ined from conservation lawsisgiven to �rstorderin thesm allquantity �~p

by

M
2

K = M K (o)
2 + �M

2

K ; �M
2

K � � 2�~p� (~p� � ~p�) (8.2)
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where M K (o) denotes the value ofthe kaon m ass that is obtained from the conservation

lawswhen �E and �~p areneglected and wenotethat�E isofsecond orderin �~p and can be

neglected to thisapproxim ation. Letusassum e thatthe targetproton isbound in a solid

with a characteristicfrequency !;e.g.theDebyeorEinstein tem peratureofa crystal.This

then setsthescaleofthekineticenergy ofthebound proton.Thus

j�~pj= O (
q

M p � !) ; �M
2

K = O (
q

M p � !)� j~p� � ~p�j (8.3)

Since ! isoforder10�2 ev.,while M K ,M p,~p� and ~p� are alloforder1 GeV,we see that

j�~pjand �MK areoforder3 KeV.Thisisso m uch largerthan them assdi�erence 3� 10�6

ev. that any discussion ofdetecting recoile�ects due the kaon m ass di�erence is sim ply

ridiculous.Sincethem om entum ofthecenterofm assin thisexperim enthasan uncertainty

of3 KeV dueto thecontinuousexchangeofm om entum between thetargetproton and the

forcesbinding itto thetarget,onecannotde�nea center-of-m asssystem forthebeam and

proton and ignore the restofthe target. Galilean and Lorentz transform ationsare clearly

notvalid atthescaleofthekaon m assdi�erence,withoutalsotransform ingthem acroscopic

targetto them oving fram e.

In the languageofthe parton m odelthetargetproton m ightbeconsidered asa parton

m oving in aseaof\brown m uck".M easurem entsofenergy and m om entum ofincom ingand

outgoing particlesthen determ ine the energy and m om entum distribution ofthe \parton"

proton in theinitialstate.However,thisdoesnotwork forthesam ereason thattheparton

m odelcannotdescribethephotoelectrice�ectin which an electron isejected from an inner

shellby the absorption ofa photon. One m ust understand the dynam ics ofthe binding

and know thebound statewavefunction and theionization energy to predicttheresultsof

a photoelectric experim ent. Knowing the m om entum distribution ofthe electron \parton"

is not enough. Sim ilarly describing the �nite m om entum spread ofa target proton by a

m om entum distribution isnotenough to enable prediction ofthe resultsofan experim ent

using the reaction (8.1) to the accuracy required for the determ ination ofthe kaon m ass

di�erence. One m ust know a wave function or density m atrix as wellas an ionization or
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dissociation energy in order to take subtle coherence e�ects and energy conservation into

account.

Ifhowever,one is only interested in determ ining the kaon m ass di�erence and not in

the precise m easurem ents ofrecoilm om enta on that scale, a detailed knowledge ofthe

bound state wave function isnotnecessary. One only needsto know thatthe bound state

wave function in m om entum space is su�ciently wide to produce fullcoherence between

com ponentsofthe sam e energy with di�erentm assand di�erentm om enta.The m easured

oscillation wavelength then determ inesthem assdi�erencetothesam eprecision with which

thewave length isdeterm ined.There isno need to m easure m om enta atthekilovoltlevel.

Thisisshown in detailbelow.

The required coherence is between states ofthe sam e energy and di�erent m om enta,

rather than vice versa. That energy and m om entum conservation are not on the sam e

footingisseen hereasthesam ephysicsthatdescribesthephotoelectrice�ectand describes

bouncing a ballelastically against the earth with energy conservation and no m om entum

conservation. In each case the relevant degrees offreedom are in interaction with a very

largesystem which can recoilwith arbitrary m om entum and negligiblekineticenergy.

IX .W H AT IS M EA SU R ED IN R EA L N EU T R IN O O SC ILLAT IO N

EX P ER IM EN T S

A .A single m ass state passes a detector

NEUTRINO INCIDENT ON DETECTOR IS A W AVE!

Has�nitelength -passesdetectorin �nitetim einterval

Squareofam plitudeattim etgivesprobability ofdetection

DETECTION TIM E W ITHIN W AVE PACKET UNPREDICTABLE!

Tim eofdetection generally notm easured

Precisetim em easurem entgivesno usefulinform ation!
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B .T w o overlapping m ass states pass detector

NEW INGREDIENT:Neutrino avordependson relativephase

Still�nitelength -�nitetim einterval

Squareofam plitudeattim etgivesprobability ofdetection

DETECTION TIM E W ITHIN W AVE PACKET UNPREDICTABLE!

Relativephasechangeswith spaceand tim ein packet

Negligiblephasechangewith tim eat�xed detector!

DETECTION TIM E W ITHIN W AVE PACKET STILL USELESS!

X .A N O P T IC A L G U ID E T O N EU T R IN O O SC ILLAT IO N S

A .A Faraday-rotated opticalbeam

Asan instructive electrom agnetic analog to quantum m echanicalparticle avoroscilla-

tionsconsiderthepropagation ofaFaraday-rotated polarized opticalbeam .W eexam inethe

casewherea sourceem itsvertically polarized lightthrough a m edium in which a m agnetic

�eld producesFaraday rotations.Theparam etersarechosen so thatthe planeofpolariza-

tion isrotated by 90o between thesourceand detector.Thelightthen reachesthedetector

horizontally polarized.Becauseofthepresence ofthem edium ,thelighttravelswith phase

and group velocitieswhich aredi�erentfrom c.Thestatesofrightand lefthanded circular

polarization are analogous to the neutrino m ass eigenstates,which propagate unchanged

through space.Thestatesofplanepolarization areanalogousto neutrino avoreigenstates

which undergo oscillationswhilepropagating in space.In thispictureonecan considerneu-

trino avorasan intrinsic degree offreedom described by SU(n)rotationsin an abstract

spacewheren isthenum berofavors.
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1. A classicalwave picture

In a classicalwave picture thelightisa coherentlinearcom bination ofleft-handed and

righthanded circularly polarized lightbeam swhich travelwith slightly di�erentvelocities.

Thetiny velocity di�erenceproducesa changein therelativephaseofleft-handed and right

handed com ponentsand rotatestheplaneofpolarization.

2. Quantum photon picture

But light is quantized and consists ofphotons. W hat happens to a single vertically-

polarized photon? W illit arrive horizontally polarized at the detector? The left-handed

and right-handed com ponents have di�erent velocities and willarrive at the detector at

di�erenttim es.

Thisisastandard quantum -m echanicalproblem occurringwheneverabeam ofpolarized

particlespassesthrough a �eld which would classically rotatethedirection ofpolarization.

Som etim es the com ponents rem ain coherent and rotate the polarization. Som etim es they

splitto producea Stern-Gerlach experim ent.

3.Back to classicalwave picture

For m ore intuition upon when there is coherence and when there is Stern-Gerlach we

considera classicalsource em itting classicalpulsesof�nite length. They are therefore not

m onochrom atic;there is a chrom atic aberration that fuzzes the polarization. There is a

classicaluncertainty principle known to every electronic engineer. To de�ne the tim e ofa

shortpulse to a precision �tone needsa �nite band width �� which satis�es the classical

uncertainty principle�� � �t� O (1).

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

gradually m ove apart. During the separation period there is a coherent overlap region
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with plane polarization and incoherentforward and backward zoneswith opposite circular

polarizations.

4.Back to quantum photon picture

W e now can quantize thispicture and see thata photon can be detected eitherin 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.The am plitude atthedetectorattim etgivesprobability ofdetecting

a photon attim e t. Forquantized waves,Planck introducesE = h� to getthe quantized

uncertainty relation �E � �t� O (h). Butthe uncertainty between frequency and tim e and

between position and wave-length arealready therein thewavepicture.Itisthequantum -

m echanicalwave-particle duality that m akes these into uncertainties between energy and

tim eand between position and m om entum .

B .A Faraday-R otated Polarized R adar P ulse

To get a quantitative picture let us consider the propagation ofa plane polarized m i-

crowave radar pulse through a m edium containing a m agnetic �eld in which Faraday ro-

tations occur. Let the di�erence in velocities between the left-handed and right-handed

polarization statesbetiny,oforderonepartperm illion,

�v

v
= 10�6 (10.1)

Thisvelocity di�erenceintroducesarelativephaseshiftbetween thetwocircularly polarized

waves observed asa rotation ofthe plane ofpolarization between the transm itterand re-

ceiver.W e�rstconsidertheclassicalwavepictureand then introducethequantum particle

pictureby considering individualphotons.

Considera pulseofonem icrosecond duration and a wavelength ofonecentim etertrav-

eling atvery nearthevelocity oflight.W eassum ethatthedeviationsin velocity produced
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by the m edium and m agnetic �eld are sm allerthan one partperm illion and negligible for

rough estim ates.Thelength ofthewave train orwave packetin spaceLw is

Lw = 3� 1010 � 10�6 = 104 cm : (10.2)

Both thesizeofthetransm itterand thesizeofthereceiveraresm allrelativetothelength of

thewavetrain,which contains104 wavelengths.Thefrequency ofthem icrowave radiation

isseen to be

� = 3� 1010 cycles (10.3)

or30,000 m egacycles. However,the radiation isnotm onochrom atic. The frequency spec-

trum ofaonem icrosecond pulsem usthavea�niteband width oftheorderofonem egacycle.

�� � 106 cycles= �=3;000 (10.4)

Since the velocities ofthe right-handed and left-handed pulses are di�erent,the two

wave packetseventually separate.Ifthe receiverissu�ciently distant,itreceivestwo one-

m icrosecond pulsescircularly polarized in opposite directions. W e exam ine the interesting

dom ain when thethedistancebetween transm itterand receiverissu�ciently sm allso that

the overlap between the two circularly polarized wave packets is essentially 100% ;e.g. if

the centersofthe wave packetshave separated by 10 cm . which isnegligible com pared to

the100 m eterlengthsofthe packetsbutsu�ciently largeso thattheplaneofpolarization

has undergone 10 com plete Faraday rotations between the transm itter and receiver. If

polarization m easurem ents are m ade between the transm itterand receiver,10 oscillations

willbeobserved overthisdistance.

Since �v=v = 10�6 ,ten oscillations willbe observed after the waves have traversed a

distanceoften m illion wavelengths;i.e.100 kilom eters.Theoscillation wavelength willbe

ten kilom eters.Thetransittim eofthewavewillbe

�t=
107

3� 1010
= (1=3)� 10�3 sec: (10.5)
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or(1/3)m illisecond.

The description in quantum m echanicsisseen by exam ining the case where the trans-

m itterissu�ciently weak and the receiversu�ciently sensitive so thatindividualphotons

can becounted in thereceiver.Theonem icrosecond pulseobserved atthedetectorisseen

asindividualphotonswhosetim eofarrivalatthedetectorareequally distributed overthe

one m icrosecond interval. There is thus a uctuation ofone m icrosecond in the tim es of

arrivalofan individualphoton.Thisgivesan uncertainty in thetransittim eof3 partsper

thousand.In any calculation ofthevelocity ofthephoton from them easured tim eofarrival

afterittraversing a distanceof100 kilom eters,theuncertainty ofthearrivaltim eproduces

an uncertainty in the velocity of3 partsperthousand. Thisisenorm ouscom pared to the

resolution ofone partperm illion required to distinguish between the velocitiesofthe two

circularly polarized com ponents. In principle one could m easure the velocity di�erence by

m easuring thecentroid ofthearrivaltim edistribution with su�cientprecision.In practice

thisisoutofthequestion.

The photons arriving at the receiver rem ain coherent m ixtures ofthe two circularly

polarized states. The polarization observed atthe detectorisjustthe polarization de�ned

by the classicalFaraday rotation; i.e. the relative phase ofthe two circularly polarized

com ponentsarising from theirtraveling atdi�erentvelocities. The exacttim e ofarrivalof

an individualphoton playsno role here. The quantum -m echanicaluncertainty in the tim e

arrivalarising from the �nite tim e duration ofthe pulse m akesitim possible to determ ine

the velocity ofthe photon to the precision needed to distinguish between the velocities of

thetwo circularly polarized com ponents.

Ifthe detectoris10,000 kilom etersor109 cm . from the source,the centersofthe two

waveswillhave separated by 103 cm or(1=10)Lw. The probability forobserving a photon

willnow havespread to an intervalof1.1 m icrosecond,Thephotonsdetected in thecentral

0.9 m icroseconds ofthis intervalwillstillhave the polarization de�ned by the classical

Faraday rotation. The �rst �rst and last intervals of0.1 m icroseconds willnow be left-

handed and right-handed circularly polarized. Asthe distance isincreased,the circularly
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polarized leading and trailing edgesofthe wave becom esgreateruntilthe wave separates

into two one-m icrosecond pulsescircularly polarized in oppositedirections..

The essentialfeature ofthis description is the necessity to create a wave train which

containsa largenum berofcycles.Thisallowsthedi�erentcom ponentsofthewave packet

travelingwith di�erentvelocitiestoseparatebyasm allnum berofcycleswithoutappreciably

a�ecting the overlap between these com ponents. This is also the essentialfeature ofany

avoroscillation experim entwhere a source createsa wave packetcontaining a su�ciently

largenum berofcyclesso thatdisplacem entsofa few cyclesbetween thepacketsofdi�erent

m ass eigenstates traveling with di�erent velocities produce a relative phase shift at the

detector ofthe order ofone cycle without appreciably a�ecting the overlap between the

wave packets. Exact m easurem ents oftransit tim es between source and detector play no

role,as they are subject to quantum -m echanicaluctuations arising from the condition

thatthelength ofthewavepacketm ustcontain a su�cientnum berofcyclesto enablethe

de�nition ofa phaseand a frequency.

Theaboveopticalanalogiseasily taken overintothedescription ofparticleavoroscilla-

tions.Theavoreigenstatesareanalogoustospin polarization eigenstates,and theneutrino

oscillationsaredescribableasrotationsin som eabstractavor-spin space.Thefactthatall

experim entsin which oscillationscan be m easured involve sourceswhich are very sm allin

com parison with theoscillation wavelength enableadescription in which wavesareem itted

from a pointsourcewith a de�nitepolarization statein thisavor-spin state.

X I.A U N IV ER SA L B O U N D A RY C O N D IT IO N A P P R O A C H

A .R esolution ofC onfusion

W e have noted thatthe propersolution forthe avor oscillation problem is sim ply to

solvethefreeSchroedingerorDiracequation and introducetheproperinitialconditionsat

the source. The reason why nobody everdoesthisisbecause the initialconditionsatthe
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source are generally very com plicated and not known. This is the reason for the general

procedureofsolving gedanken experim entsand hand waving.

However,ithasnow been shown [8,9]thatitisnotnecessary to know alldetailsofthe

initialconditionsin orderto obtain the desired results. M uch confusion hasbeen resolved

[8]by noting and applying onesim plegeneralfeatureofallpracticalexperim ents.Thesize

ofthe source issm allin com parison with the oscillation wave length to be m easured,and

a unique well{de�ned avorm ixture isem itted by the source;e.g. a �e in a � oscillation

experim ent.Theparticlesem itted from thesourcem ustleavethesourcebeforetheiravor

beginsto oscillate. They are therefore described by a wave packetwhich satis�esa sim ple

generalboundary condition: the probability am plitude for �nding a particle having the

wrong avor;e.g. a �� atthe source m ustvanish foralltim es. There should be no avor

oscillationsatthesource.

Thisboundary condition requiresfactorization oftheavorand tim edependenceatthe

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

function ofthe distance between the source and the detectorare described by considering

only theinterferencebetween a given setofstateshaving thesam eenergy.Allquestionsof

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

possibleentanglem entswith otherdegreesoffreedom arethusavoided.

M any form ulationsdescribeavoroscillationsin tim eproduced by interferencebetween

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

oscillationsin tim eoverallspace including thesource.The ratio ofthe wave length ofthe
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realspatialoscillation to theperiod ofthegedanken tim e oscillation hasbeen shown [8]to

begiven by thegroup velocity ofthewavepacket.

B .Explicit Solution ofO scillation P roblem

W enow presenta rigorousquantitativetreatm entoftheaboveargum entand show how

theresultsofaavoroscillationexperim entcanbepredicted withoutsolvingalltheproblem s

ofproduction,tim e behaviorand coherence. Ifoscillationsare observable,the dim ensions

ofthesourcem ustbesu�ciently sm allin com parison with thedistanceto thedetectorand

the oscillation wave length to be m easured so that the particle leaves the source with its

originalavor. The distance traversed by the particle in leaving the source istoo sm allin

com parison with theoscillation wavelength forany signi�cantavorchangeto occur.Itis

therefore a good approxim ation to consider the outgoing wave to be produced by a point

source atthe origin. The wave length in space ofthe oscillation can then be shown to be

com pletely determ ined by thepropagation dynam icsoftheoutgoing wavein spaceand the

boundary condition thatthe probability ofobserving a particle ofthe wrong avoratthe

position ofthe source atany tim e m ustvanish foralltim es. Note thatthe exacttim e in

which the particle isproduced isnotnecessarily determ ined. The wave packet describing

theparticlem ustgenerally havea�nitespread in tim eatthesourceposition.Butwhenever

itisproduced in tim e,itleavesthesourcein spacestillwith itsoriginalavor.

W e choose forexam ple a neutrino oscillation experim entwith a source ofelectron neu-

trinos. The neutrino wave function for this experim ent m ay be a very com plicated wave

packet,butasu�cientcondition forouranalysisisto requireitto describea pure� e source

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

Thisboundary condition requiresfactorization oftheavorand tim edependenceatthe

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

dependence,thisfactorization also im pliesthattheavordependence ofthewavepacketis

independentofenergy attheposition ofthesource.
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W e write the neutrino wave function as an expansion in energy eigenstates satisfying

thecondition thatitm ustavoid spuriousavoroscillationsatthesourceand thereforebea

pure�e stateat~x = 0 fora �nitelength oftim e.

 =

Z

g(E )dE e�iE t �

3X

i= 1

cie
ipi�xj�ii ;

3X

i= 1

cih�ij��i=

3X

i= 1

cih�ij��i= 0 (11.1)

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

independent.Them om entum ofeach ofthethreecom ponentsisdeterm ined by theenergy

and the neutrino m asses. The propagation ofthisenergy eigenstate,the relative phasesof

itsthreem asscom ponentsand itsavorm ixtureatthedetectorarecom pletely determ ined

by theenergy-m om entum kinem aticsforthethreem asseigenstates.

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

Eq.(11.1)can beshown to bethesam eforalltheenergy eigenstatesexceptforcom pletely

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

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

�m (x)= (p1 � p2)� x =
(p2

1
� p2

2
)

(p1 + p2)
� x =

�m 2

2p
� x � �

 
@p

@(m 2)

!

E

�m 2
� x (11.2)

where �m 2 � m22 � m21,we have assum ed the free space relation between the m asses,m i

energy E and m om enta: p2i = E 2 � m2i,noted thatjm 2 � m1j� p � (1=2)(p1 + p2)and

keptterm sonly of�rstorderin m 2� m1.Thisresultisseen toagreewith eq.(6.5)obtained

by theuseofhandwaving A.

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

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

energy eigenstate. Flavor-energy factorization enables the result to be obtained without

considering interferencee�ectsbetween di�erentenergy eigenstates.Allsuch interferenceis

tim edependentand required to vanish atthesource,wheretheavoristim eindependent.

This tim e independence also holds at the detector as long as there is signi�cant overlap

between thewavepacketsfordi�erentm assstates.Theonly inform ation needed to predict

the neutrino oscillation wave length is the behavior ofa linear com bination ofthe three
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m asseigenstateshaving thesam eenergy and di�erentm om enta.Sam eenergy and di�erent

m om enta arerelevantratherthan viceversa becausethem easurem entisin space,nottim e,

and avor-tim efactorization holdsin a de�niteregion in space.

W e now note that this solution (11.2) enables a sim ple rigorous justi�cation ofhand-

waving A to �rstorderin the m assdi�erence m 2 � m1. The standard relativistic energy-

m om entum relation givesthefollowing relation between thechangein energy orm om entum

with m asswhen theotheris�xed,
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C .G eneralization to cases w ith external�elds

Theabovetreatm entisnow easily generalized to includecaseswhereavor-independent

external�eldscan m odify therelation (11.1),butwherethem asseigenstatesarenotm ixed

by these�elds,e.g.agravitational�eld.Therelation between energy,m om entum and m ass

isdescribed by an arbitrary dispersion relation

f(E ;p;m 2)= 0 (11.6)

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

them om entum p for�xed E isalso a slowly varying function ofx and thex-dependenceof

thephaseshift�(x)isnow expressed by generalizing Eq.(11.2)to a di�erentialequation
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(11.7)
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wherewenotethattheresultcan alsobeexpressed in term softhechangein energy with m 2

forconstantm om entum ,
�

@E

@(m 2)

�

p
,instead ofvice versa and the group velocity v,and can

also be expressed in term softhe tim e-dependence ofthephase shiftm easured atconstant

position.W ethushavegeneralized thejusti�cation (11.5-11.4)ofhandwaving A to thecase

ofa nontrivialdispersion relation by using thegroup velocity ofthewave.

Considerable confusion hasarisen in the description ofavor-oscillation experim entsin

quantum m echanics [4,3],with questions arising about tim e dependence and production

reactions[5],de�ning precisely whatexactly isobserved in an experim ent[6],and relations

beween gedanken and realexperim ents[7].Despiteallthesedi�cultiestheexpression (11.7)

isseen to provide an unam biguous value forthe oscillation wave length in space and also

a rigorousrecipe justifying Handwaving A forobtaining this oscillation wave length from

theperiod ofoscillation calculated fora\gedanken" experim entwhich m easuresagedanken

oscillation in tim e.Notethatthegroup velocity and notthephasevelocity entersinto this

relation.

The extension to propagation in a m edium which m ixes m ass eigenstates e.g. by the

M SW e�ectisstraightforward in principle,butm ore com plicated in practice and notcon-

sidered here. The dispersion relation (11.6)m ustbe generalized to be a nontrivialavor-

dependent3� 3 m atrix whosem atrix elem entsdepend upon x.

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

here.Thecom ponentswith di�erentenergiesm ay becoherentorincoherent,and they m ay

be \entangled" with other degrees offreedom ofthe system . For exam ple,for the case

where a neutrino isproduced togetherwith an electron in a weak decay the function g(E )

can also be a function g(~pe;E )ofthe electron m om entum aswellasthe neutrino energy.

Theneutrinodegreesoffreedom observed atthedetectorwillthen bedescribed by adensity

m atrix aftertheelectron degreesoffreedom havebeen properly integrated out,taking into

account any m easurem ents on the electron. However, none ofthese considerations can

introducea neutrino ofthewrong avorattheposition ofthesource.

Since the m om enta pi are energy-dependent the factorization does not hold at �nite
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distance. At very large values ofx the wave packet m ust separate into individualwave

packets with di�erent m asses traveling with di�erent velocities [4,10]. However, for the

conditions ofa realistic oscillation experim ent this separation has barely begun and the

overlap ofthewavepacketswith di�erentm assesisessentially 100% .Undertheseconditions

the avor{energy factorization introduced atthe source isstillan excellentapproxim ation

atthedetector.A detailed analysisoftheseparation processisgiven below.

The�e� �� stateswith thesam eenergy and di�erentm om enta arerelevantratherthan

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

in a de�niteregion in space.

In a realistic oscillation experim ent the phase isim portantwhen the oscillation length

isofthesam e orderasthe distance between thesource and the detector.In thatcase this

avor-energy factorization holdsoverthe entire distance between the source and detector.

The boundary condition then determ ines the relative phase ofcom ponents in the wave

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

avoroscillationsobserved asafunction ofthedistancebetween thesourceand thedetector

are described by considering only the interference between a given setofstateshaving the

sam eenergy.Allquestionsofcoherence,relativephasesofcom ponentsin thewavefunction

with di�erentenergies and possible entanglem ents with otherdegrees offreedom are thus

avoided.

X II.D ETA ILED A N A LY SIS O F A P IO N D EC AY EX P ER IM EN T � ! ��

W e now consideran exam ple ofneutrino oscillationswhere the neutrinosare produced

by a � ! �� decay from a pion broughtto restin a beam dum p and we considerthepion

and m uon wavefunctionsin detail.

W e �rst note that the pion is not free and is not at rest. It is stillinteracting with

the charged particles in the beam dum p which have brought it alm ost to rest. In the

approxim ation where itism oving in the m ean �eld ofthe othercharges,itswave function
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can be the ground state ofm otion in this e�ective potential. In this case its energy E �

is discrete and uniquely de�ned,while its m om entum willbe just the zero-point orferm i

m om entum described by a wave packetin m om entum space,

j�i=

Z

g(~p�)d~p� j�(~p�)i (12.1)

Thedecay isdescribed by aweak interaction which com m uteswith thetotalm om entum

ofthesystem .Thuswecan considerthedecay ofeach individualm om entum com ponentof

eq.(12.1)separately. W e assum e thatthe width ofthe wave packetin m om entum space is

su�ciently sm allso thatwe can neglectthe relativistic variation ofthe pion lifetim e over

thewavepacket.

Theenergy,m om entum and m assofthem uon,denoted by (E �;p�;m �)and ofthethree

m ass eigenstates ofthe neutrino,denoted by (E i;pi;m i) where i = 1;2;3 are related by

energy and m om entum conservation:

E i= E � � E�; ~pi= ~p� � ~p� (12.2)

E
2

i = p
2

i + m
2

i; E
2

� = p
2

� + m
2

� (12.3)

These relationsdi�erfrom thecorresponding relationsforthedecay ofa free pion because

E � isaconstant,independentofp�.Itisdeterm ined bythebindingpotentialand theenergy

change in the beam dum p resulting from the rem ovalofthe pion. Since the �nalstate of

thebeam dum p isnotm easured,theresultsoftheincoherentaveraging overall�nalstates

isincluded by using theaverageenergy changein thebeam dum p in E � in eq.(12.2)

The�nalneutrino-m uon wave function thushastheform :

j(�;�)fi = e
�iE � t�

Z

g(~p�)d~p�

Z

d~p�

3X

i= 1

Z

d~picie
i~pi�~x� � �(E� � E� � Ei)�

�(~p� � ~p� � ~pi)� j�(~p�);�i(~pi)i (12.4)

wherewehaveexpressed thespatialdependenceoftheneutrinowavefunction explicitly but

leftthespatialdependenceofthem uonwavefunctionin thewavefunctionj�(~p�);�i(~pi)i,j�ii
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denotethethreeneutrinom asseigenstatesand thecoe�cientsc iareleftfreeand determ ined

by the condition thatthe neutrino m ustbe a pure �� atthe pointx� = 0 where the pion

decays.

Theresultofany experim entisobtained by taking theexpectation valueofan operator

O exp describingthem easurem entwith theabovewavefunction.Sincethem uon andneutrino

haveseparated by thetim ea m easurem entism ade,weassum ethattheoperatorfactorizes

into a productoftwo operatorsO � and O � acting on them uon and neutrino respectively,

O exp = O � � O� (12.5)

W enow assum ethatthem uon operatorO � com m uteswith them uon m om entum .

[O �;~p�]= 0: (12.6)

Thisexpression thusholdsforany m easurem entin which the m uon isnotdetected aswell

as those where it is detected by an operator which com m utes with its m om entum . The

experim entalresultisthereforegiven by theexpression

R exp = h (�;�)jOexpj (�;�)i=

3X

i= 1

3X

j= 1

Z Z Z Z Z

d~p�d~p�d~p
0

�d~pid~p
0

jg
�(~p�)g(~p

0

�)�

c
�

i � cje
i(~pj�~p i)�~x� � �(E� � E� � Ei)�(Ei� E

0

j)�(~p� � ~p� � ~pi)�(~p
0

� � ~p� � ~p
0

j)

h�(~p�);�i(~p� � ~p�)jO � � O�

�
�
��(~p�);�j(~p

0

� � ~p
0

�)
E

(12.7)

W ethusagain obtain theresultthattheonly interferenceterm sthatneed beconsidered

arethosebetween neutrino stateshavingthesam eenergy.Thecrucialingredienthereisthe

unexpected relation between energy and m om entum ofthestopped pion,which isnotfree.

Thisisclosely analogousto thephysicsoftheM �ossbauere�ect,wheretherelation between

energy and m om entum fora nucleusbound in a latticeiscrucially di�erentfrom thatfora

freenucleus.Thisresem blancebetween thetreatm entofrecoilm om entum transferin avor

oscillation phenom ena and in theM �ossbauere�ecthasbeen pointed out[11]in theexam ple

ofexperim entsm easuring the K L � KS m assdi�erence by observing the regeneration ofa

K L beam asa function ofthe distance between two regenerators. The coherence required
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depends upon the im possibility ofdetecting the individualrecoils ofthe two regenerators

resulting from them om entum transferdueto them assdi�erence.

X III.A SIM P LE P ED A G O G IC A L N EU T R IN O O SC ILLAT IO N P U ZZLE

A .Statem ent ofthe P uzzle

A pion atrestdecaysintoam uon and neutrino.Theneutrinooscillatesbetween electron

neutrino and m uon neutrino. W e know everything and can calculate the result of any

neutrino oscillation experim ent when the source is a pion at rest. Allfactors oftwo are

understood and theresultsagreewith experim ent.

How doweapplytheseresultstoapion m ovingwith relativisticvelocity? A naivepicture

ofthe conventionaltim e dilatationsand Lorentz contractionsoccurring in m oving system s

suggeststhatthe oscillation period goesup,because oftim e dilatation,butthe oscillation

wave length goesdown because ofthe Lorentz contraction. W hich wins? Isthe oscillation

in tim e slowed down by the tim e dilatation? Isthe oscillation in space speeded up by the

Loretnzcontraction? W hathapensin a realexperim entwith Ferm ilab neutrinos? In a long

baselineexperim ent?

Ofcoursetherealresultisgiven abovein eq.(11.2)and thereisnoam biguity.Butwhat

iswrongwith thenaivepictureoftim edilatationsand Lorentzcontractions? Notethatthis

statem ent ofthe problem separates relativity from quantum m echanics by assum ing that

the quantum m echanics isalready solved in the pion restfram e,and thatonly a Lorentz

transform ation to a m oving fram eisneeded.

B .Pedestrian Solution to P uzzle

Considera 45o m ixing anglewith a pion atrestand a detectoratjusttherightdistance

so thatitdetectsonly electron neutrinosand no m uon neutrinos.Fora qualitative picture

ofthephysics,considertheLorentztransform ation to a fram em oving with velocity v,and
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assum ethatthepion decay and theneutrinodetection occuratthepoints(x;t)= (0;0)and

(X ;T),where we can asa �rstapproxim ation letX = T,with c= 1 and assum e thatthe

velocity v ofthefram eisnottoo large.Fora one-dim ensionalcaseweim m ediately obtain

(X ;T)! (X 0
;T

0)=
X � vT;T � vX

p
1� v2

= (X ;T)�

s
�
1� v

1+ v

�

(13.1)

W enow notethattheneutrinom om entum and energy (p.E)undergothetransform ation

in thesam eapproxim ation

(p;E )! (p0;E 0)=
p� vE ;E � vp

p
1� v2

= (p;E )�

s
�
1� v

1+ v

�

(13.2)

Thus

X 0

p0
=
X

p
(13.3)

Sotheobserved oscillationwavelengthandperiodbothdecreaseiftheneutrinoisem itted

backward and increase ifthe neutrino is em itted forward. The backward em ission is not

relevantto realistic experim ents. The naive picturesare notrelevantbecause the Lorentz

contraction alwaysrefersto two eventsoccurring AT THE SAM E TIM E in each fram e,and

notto thedistancebetween THE SAM E TW O EVENTS observed in di�erentfram es.

Thatboth thewavelength and period m ustvary in thesam efashion isvery clearin this

approxim ation wherethem otion ison thelightconewhich givesX=T in allfram es.

Thus the ratio X =p isinvariantand the expression (11.2)forthe relative phase ofthe

two neutrino wavesholdsalsoin am oving fram e.Thustheresultofthestandard treatm ent

isseen to hold also forneutrinosem itted in thedecay ofa m oving pion.

W enow correctforthedeviation ofthevelocity oftheneutrinosfrom cby writing

X = (p=E )T (13.4)

Thus

X ! X
0=

X � vT
p
1� v2

=
X [1� v(E =p]
p
1� v2

(13.5)
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and

p! p=
p� vE
p
1� v2

=
p[1� v(E =p]
p
1� v2

(13.6)

Thustheexpression (13.3)holdsforthegeneralcaseand theresultofthestandard treatm ent

rem ainsalso when correctionsforthe deviationsofthe neutrino velocity from c are taken

into account.

X IV .SPA C E A N D T IM E IN FLAV O R O SC ILLAT IO N S

A .D escription in term s oftim e behavior

1.Fuzzinessin Tim e

In a neutrino oscillation experim enttherem ustbeuncertaintiesin orderto havecoher-

ence and oscillations. Ifwe know that a neutrino has left a source at tim e t(s) and has

arrived atthedetectorata tim et(d),then weknow thatitsvelocity is

v =
x

t(d)� t(s)
(14.1)

wherex isthedistancebetween sourceand detector.W ethereforeknow itsm assand there

areno oscillations.

In orderto observeoscillationswecannotknow exactly allthevariablesappearing in eq.

(14.1).Ifoscillationsareobserved,therem ustbeuncertainty som ewhere.Itiseasy to show

thatthe m ajoruncertainty m ustbe in the tim e t(s)in which the neutrino isem itted from

thesource.

A detailed description ofthe tim e behaviorand the need forfuzziness in tim e isgiven

in ref.[8].W esum m arizeheretheresultshowing quantitatively theanalog with theoptical

case.

Ifthem asseigenstatewavepacketsleavethesourcewith theircenterstogetheratx = 0

thedisplacem entbetween theircentersatthepointxd ofthedetectoris
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�xc =
�v

v
� xd �

�p

p
� xd =

�m 2

2p2
� xd ; �v � v1 � v2; �p� p1 � p2; (14.2)

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

eigenstates.Theneutrino m assesarem uch sm allerthan theirenergies,

m
2

i = E
2

i � p
2

i � p
2

i (14.3)

Theneutrino can bedetected atthedetectorwhen any pointin thewavepacketpassesxd.

2.Detailed description oftim e behavior and tim e overlaps

Letjm 1iand jm 2idenotethetwom asseigenstatesand � denotethem ixinganglede�ning

theavoreigenstatesdenoted by jf1iand jf2iin term softhem asseigenstates,

jf1i= cos� jm 1i+ sin� jm 2i; jf2i= sin� jm 1i� cos� jm2i; (14.4)

The wave function at the position ofthe detector at a tim e tcan be written as a linear

com bination ofthe two m asseigenstates. W e assum e thatthe the am plitudesdenoted by

A(t) ofthe two wave packets are the sam e,but that they are separated in tim e at the

detectorby thetim einterval

�d =
xd

v2
�
xd

v1
�
�v

v2
� xd �

�m 2

2p2v
� xd; (14.5)

Thewavefunction atthedetectorcan thereforebewritten

j	 d(t)i= e
i�o(t)

h

cos�A(t)jm 1i+ sin�A(t+ �d)e
i�(�)

jm 2i
i

; (14.6)

where�o(t)isan overallphasefactorand

�(�)= p�xc = pv�d �
�m 2

2p
xd (14.7)

is the relative phase between the two m ass eigenstates at the detector The probability

am plitudesand therelativeprobabilitiesthatavorsf1 and f2 areobserved atthedetector

arethen
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hf1j	(t)i= e
i�o(t)

h

cos2�A(t)ei�(�)+ sin2�A(t+ �d)
i

; (14.8)

hf2j	(t)i= e
i�o(t)sin�cos�

h

A(t)ei�(�)� A(t+ �d)
i

: (14.9)

P(f1;�d)=

Z

dtjhf1j	(t)ij
2 = 1�

sin2(2�)

2

h

1� O (�d)cos�(�)
i

; (14.10)

P(f2;�d)=

Z

dtjhf2j	(t)ij
2 =

sin2(2�)

2

h

1� O (�d)cos�(�)
i

; (14.11)

where we have norm alized the am plitudesand O (�d)isthe tim e overlap between the m ass

eigenstates,

Z

dtjA(t)j2 = 1; O (�d)�

Z

dtA(t+ �d)A(t): (14.12)

W e thussee how the standard resultforneutrino oscillationsarisesforthe case where the

overlap integralO (�d)� 1 and how the incoherentm ixture ofthe two m asseigenstatesis

approached asO (�d)) 0.

B .W hen do M ass Eigenstate W ave Packets Separate?

Suppose a wave packet is created which is a coherent linear com bination oftwo m ass

eigenstates,and theoverlap ofthetwo m asscom ponentsisnearly 100% .In tim eboth wave

packetswillspread,and the centerswillseparate.W illthe separation between the centers

ofthe packetsbe greaterthan the spreading? W illthere be an eventualspatialseparation

between the two m ass eigenstates? It is easy to see that in the extrem e relativistic lim it

thewavepacketswillseparate;in thenonrelativisticlim itthey willnot.W esim ply need to

calculatethevelocitiesofthedi�erentcom ponentsofthepacket.

Let(�p)W denotethem om entum spread within each wave packetand (�p)m denotethe

m om entum di�erencebetween thecom ponentsofthetwom ass-eigenstatewavepacketswith

thesam eenergy.
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The spread in velocity within a wave packet (�v)W is just the di�erence in velocities

v = p=E forstateswith di�erentm om enta and thesam em ass,

(�v)W =
@

@p
�

�
p

E

�

m

� (�p)W =
(�p)W

E
�
m 2

E 2
(14.13)

The di�erence in velocity between com ponents in two wave packets (�w)m with the sam e

energy and di�erentm assisjustthedi�erencein velocitiesv = p=E forstateswith di�erent

m om enta and thesam eenergy,

(�v)m =
@

@p
�

�
p

E

�

E

� (�p)m =
(�p)m

E
(14.14)

Theratio ofthespreading velocity to theseparation velocity isthen given by

(�v)W

(�v)m
=
(�p)W

(�p)m
�
m 2

E 2
(14.15)

In the nonrelativistic lim it where E � m the ratio ofthe spreading velocity to the

separation velocity isjustequalto theratio ofthem om entum spread in thewave function

(�p)W to the m om entum di�erence between the two m ass eigenstate wave packets. This

willbem uch greaterthan unity ifthere isto beappreciable overlap between thetwo wave

packetsin m om entum space.

(�p)W

(�p)m
� 1 (14.16)

Otherwise there willbe no coherence and no spatialoscillations observed. Thus in the

nonrelativistic lim it two wave packets which have an appreciable overlap in m om entum

spacewillneverseparate.

In the relativistic case,the ratio ofthe spreading velocity to the separation velocity is

reduced by the factor m 2

E 2 . Thisise�ectively zero in the extrem e relativistic lim itE � m

relevantforneutrinooscillations.Herethespreadingvelocity ofthewavepacketisnegligible

and thewavepacketswilleventually separate.

m 2

E 2
� 0;

(�v)W

(�v)m
� 1 (14.17)
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C .A t w hat distance is coherence lost?

1.The condition on the m om entum spread in the wave packet

Neutrino oscillationsarealwaysdescribed in the relativistic lim itand the wave packets

corresponding to di�erentm asseigenstateswilleventually separate. Once they have sepa-

rated they willarrive ata detectoratdi�erentseparated tim e intervals. The detectorwill

seetwo separated probability am plitudes,each giving theprobability thatthedetectorwill

observeagiven m asseigenstateand allcoherencebetween thedi�erentm asseigenstateswill

be lost. The question then ariseswhen and where thisoccurs;i.e. atwhatdistance from

thesourcethecoherencebegin to belost.W enow exam inetwo di�erentapproachesto this

problem and �nd thatthey givethesam eanswer.

1.Thecentersofthewavepacketsm oveapartwith therelativevelocity (�v)m given by

eq.(14.14).Thustheseparation (�x)m between thewavepacketcentersafteratim etwhen

thecentersareata m ean distancex from thesourceis

(�x)m = (�v)m � t= (�v)m �
x

v
= �

�m 2

2pE
�
xE

p
= �

�m 2

2p2
� x (14.18)

Thewavepacketswillseparatewhen thisseparation distanceiscom parabletothelength

in spaceofthewavepacket.Theuncertainty principlesuggeststhatthelength ofthewave

packet(�x)W satis�estherelation

(�x)W � (�p)W � 1=2 (14.19)

Theratio oftheseparation overthelength isoforderunity when

�
�
�
�
�

(�x)m

(�x)W

�
�
�
�
�
�

�
�
�
�
�

�m 2

p2

�
�
�
�
�
� (�p)W � x � 1 (14.20)

2. Stodolsky [9]hassuggested thatone need notreferto the tim e developm ent ofthe

wave packet,butonly to the neutrino energy spectrum . W ith thisapproach we note that

the relative phase �m (x)between the two m asseigenstate waves ata distance x from the

sourcedependsupon theneutrino m om entum p� asde�ned by therelation (11.2).
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Coherence willbelostin theneighborhood ofthedistance x where thevariation ofthe

phase over the m om entum range (�p)W within the wave packet isoforderunity. Forthe

caseoftwo neutrinoswith energy E and m asseigenstatesm 1 and m 2 thecondition thatthe

relativephasevariation j��m (x)jbetween thetwo neutrino wavesisoforderunity

j��m (x)j=

�
�
�
�
�

@�m (x)

@p�

�
�
�
�
�
�p� � x =

�
�
�
�
�

�m 2

2p2�

�
�
�
�
�
(�p)W � x � 1 (14.21)

W e�nd thatthetwo approachesgivethesam econdition forlossofcoherence.

2.Evaluation ofthe m om entum spread in the wave packet

Thevalueofthem om entum spread (�p)W in thewavepacketdependsupon theproduc-

tion m echanism . However,we can im m ediately see thatthis can be sim ply estim ated for

allexperim entsin which the initialstate iseithera beam im pinging on a solid targetora

radioactive decay ofa source in a solid.The m om entum oftheinitialtargetorradioactive

nucleushasm om entum uctuationsresulting from itscon�nem entin a latticewith a spac-

ing ofthe orderofangstrom s. These m om entum uctuationsthen appearin the neutrino

m om entum spectrum asa resultofconservation offour-m om entum in theneutrino produc-

tion process. One im m ediately seesthatthe m om entum uctuationsare m uch largerthan

the m om entum di�erence between the di�erent m ass eigenstates having the sam e energy,

and thatthereforetheneutrino stateproduced atthesourcehasfullcoherencebetween the

di�erentm asseigenstates.

Them om entum spread (�p)W iseasily calculated in anyexperim entwherethespread isa

resultofthem om entum spread �pnuc ofanucleusin theinitialstate.Thisisjusttheneutrino

energy changeproduced by theLorentztransform ation which changesthem om entum ofthe

activenucleusfrom zero to the�nitevalue�pnuc.Thefour-m om entum (p;E )ofthenucleus

is changed by this transform ation from (0;M nuc) to (�pnuc;E nuc),where where M nuc and

E nuc denote the m assofthe nucleusand the energy ofthe nucleuswith m om entum �pnuc.

Thesm allvelocity v ofthisLorentztransform ation isgiven to �rstorderin v by
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v �
�pnuc

M nuc

(14.22)

Theneutrino four-m om entum ischanged from (p�;p�)to [p� + (�p)W ;p� + (�pW )].Thus

(�p)W =
(1+ v)
p
1� v2

� p� � p� �
�pnuc

M nuc

� p� (14.23)

to �rstorderin v.Substituting thisresultinto thecoherence condition (14.21)gives

j��m (x)j=

�
�
�
�
�

�m 2

2p�

�
�
�
�
�
�
�pnuc

M nuc

� x � 1 (14.24)

Thiscan berewritten

x �

�
�
�
�

4p� � Mnuc

�m 2

�
�
�
�� �xnuc (14.25)

where �xnuc � 1=(2�pnuc)denotesthe quantum uctuationsofthe position ofthe nucleus.

Thisuncertainty principlerelation isan exactequality fortheharm onicpotentialgenerally

used to describe binding in crystallattices. Because ofthe very di�erent scales ofthe

variablesappearing in eq.(14.25)werewritethisrelation expressing x in kilom eters,�xnuc

in Angstrom s,M nuc in GeV,p� in M eV and m in electron volts.In these unitseq.(14.25)

becom es

x(km )� 400�

�
�
�
�
�

p�(M eV )� Mnuc(GeV )

�m (ev)2

�
�
�
�
�
� �xnuc(Angstrom s) (14.26)

Thisisseen tobeavery largedistanceeven forthecasewheretheneutrinooriginatesfrom a

solid wherenucleiarecon�ned to distancesoftheorderofAngstrom s.Foratm osphericand

solar neutrinos,where the source is free to m ove in distances m any orders ofm agnitudes

larger,the decoherence distance willbe even larger. This calculation con�rm s the result

quoted in Kim and Pevner’sbook,chapter9,thatthecoherenceislostonly atastronom ical

distancesm uch largerthan thesizeofthesolarsystem and thatthiscoherencelossisrelevant

only forsupernova neutrinos.Notethatthe presentderivation avoidsm aking assum ptions

like those used by Kim and Pevsner in which the neutrino is produced at tim e t=0,and

which can bequestioned asshown below becauseoftheuncertainty necessary forcoherence.
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X V .SPA C E,T IM E,R ELAT IV IT Y A N D Q U A N T U M M EC H A N IC S

W e now present a sim ple picture to guide intuition through allthe argum ents about

relativity,propertim e,andtheequivalenceofspaceandtim e.Inallexperim entstheneutrino

leavesthesourceasa wavepacketwhich hasa �nitelength in spaceand tim e.Ifa detector

issetup todetecttheneutrinoatagiven pointin space,thewavepacketpassesthedetector

duringa�nitetim einterval.Theprobability ofobserving theneutrinoatthispointin space

willthereforehavea statisticaldistribution in tim egiven by thesquareoftheam plitudeof

thewavepacket.

In principle,itispossible to m easure tim e,ratherthan distance. Thiscan give a pho-

tographic record ofthe square ofthe wave packet in space ata given instant oftim e. In

principle itispossible to m easure both the position in space and the exact tim e foreach

detected neutrino event.Theresultscan bepresented asa scatterplotwith spaceposition

and tim e plotted for each event. The events for a given space position willshow a tim e

distribution overa �niteinterval.Theeventsfora given tim ewillshow a spacedistribution

overa �nite interval. There iscom plete sym m etry between space and tim e,and there isa

statisticaldistribution also ofpropertim es.

How does one get physics out ofthese distributions? In practice it is only the space

position ofthe detected event that is m easured,and it is known that the probability of

�nding a neutrino with the wrong avor atthe source m ust vanish. This determ ines the

relative phase ofthe neutrino eigenstatesasthey propagate through space. Thisisallthe

inform ation needed to givea uniqueinterpretation fortheresultsofany experim ent.

Therehavebeen som esuggestionsthatradioactivesourceswith long lifetim escan intro-

duceadditionale�ectsdueto thelong lifetim e.Such e�ectshavebeen known and observed

experim entally in electrom agnetictransitions.Howevertheneutrino isa ferm ion,nota bo-

son,and itsem ission m ustbeaccom panied bytheem ission orabsorption ofanotherferm ion.

Thischange in the environm entisobservable and \collapsesthe wave function". Ifwe are

considering a long-lived beta decay ofa nucleus bound in an atom ,the nuclearlifetim e is
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irrelevantforneutrino coherence because thenucleusisinteracting with theatom ,and the

atom knows when the charge ofthe nucleus has changed and an electron or positron has

been em itted togetherwith theneutrino.

The point has been repeatedly m ade by Stodolsky [9]that the proper form alism to

treatneutrino oscillationsisthe density m atrix,because only in thisway the unavoidable

interactions with the environm ent can be taken into account. This paper also points out

thatthelength in tim eofthewavepacketisirrelevant.

X V I.C O N C LU SIO N S

Flavor oscillations have been shown to be sim ply described in a wave picture, very

analogous to opticalpolarization rotations. The avor eigenstates are analogous to spin

polarization eigenstates,and the neutrino oscillationsare describable asrotationsin som e

abstractavor-spin space.

Thesim plestdescription beginswith thedetector,which islocated ata de�niteposition

in spaceand which respondsin a well-de�ned m annerto thearrivalofsom em ixtureofneu-

trino m asseigenstate waves. These individualwaveshave traveled with di�erentvelocities

from thesourcetothedetector,buthavebeen shown toseparatevery slowly underpractical

conditions. Thus there is alm ost a com plete overlap at the detector except for neutrinos

arriving from distancesm uch largerthan the distance between the earth and the sun;e.g.

forneutrinosarriving from supernova.

The crucialparam eters which determ ine the response ofthe detector are the relative

phases ofthe m ass eigenstate waves at the detector. These are determ ined by the initial

conditionsatthesourceand by thepropagation between sourceand detector.Thepropaga-

tion isstraightforward forfreespaceand iswell-de�ned forpassagethrough known external

�elds or m edia with well-de�ned properties;e.g. M SW e�ects. The initialconditions at

the source m ay be m ore com plicated,depending upon the particular reactions in which

neutrinosareproduced.
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Thefactthatallexperim entsin which oscillationscan bem easured involvesourceswhich

are very sm allin com parison with the oscillation wave length enables results to be easily

obtained by using a universalboundary condition: the probably of�nding a particle with

the wrong avoratthe source m ustvanish. These resultscon�rm the standard procedure

ofcalculating oscillations in tim e and converting a frequency in tim e to a wave length in

space by using the m ean group velocity ofthe wave. That it m ust be the group velocity

hasbeen shown rigorously forcaseswhere the neutrino isnotfree butm ay be subject to

external�eldslikea gravitational�eld.

Theroleofthequantum -m echanicaluncertainty principlehasbeen shown to becrucial.

Considerable care m ust be taken in using a particle picture with well-de�ned tim es and

m om enta,rather than a wave picture with tim es and m om enta described by probability

am plitudes. M ostpublished conclusionsregarding oscillationsofrecoilparticleshave been

shown [12{14]to beincorrect;No such m uon or� oscillationsshould beobserved.
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