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Abstract: We apply on-shell amplitude techniques to the study of neutrino oscillations in vacuum, focussing on processes involving W bosons. We start by determining
the 3-point amplitude involving one neutrino, one charged lepton and one W boson,
highlighting all the allowed kinematic structures. The result we obtain contains
terms generated at all orders in an expansion in the cutoff scale of the theory, and
we explicitly determine the lower dimensional operators behind the generation of the
different structures. We then use this amplitude to construct the 4-point amplitude
in which neutrinos are exchanged in the s-channel, giving rise to oscillations. We
also study in detail how flavor enters in the amplitudes, and how the PMNS matrix
emerges from the on-shell perspective.
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1

Introduction

Many decades after their discovery, neutrino oscillations are still among the most
interesting and subtle observed phenomena, and one of the few clearly established
evidences of Beyond the Standard Model (BSM) physics [1, 2]. Two complementary
approaches have been used to describe oscillations: a Quantum Mechanical one, in
which the neutrino wave packet propagates between the production and detection
locations, and a Quantum Field Theory one, in which production, propagation and
detection are considered as a unique process. For a review and a comparison between
the two formalisms we refer the reader to [3] and references therein. In addition to
pointing to the need of BSM physics, neutrino oscillations are themselves affected by
New Physics (NP), either modifying the production and detection processes or generating new interactions that affect neutrino propagation. NP effects are traditionally
encoded in the so-called Non-Standard Interaction (NSI) parameters [4]. The ultraviolet (UV) origin of the NSI parameters can be traced to specific models or, more
generally, to higher dimensional operators constructed out of SM fields [5–7]. The
Effective Field Theory (EFT) constructed out of SM fields is known as SMEFT. A
complete classification of the SMEFT operators is available for operators of dimension five [8], six [9], seven [10], eight [11, 12] and nine [13]. A second EFT relevant for
neutrino physics is the so-called νSMEFT, in which right handed neutrinos are added
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to the SM particle content. A complete classification is available up to operators of
dimension 7 [14–19].
Although of paramount importance, the use of EFTs is hindered by the fact that
not all operators that can be written at a fixed dimension are independent. Indeed,
fields redefinitions can be used to eliminate certain operators is favor of others,
making the determination of a basis of independent operators a non-straightforward
task. Even worse, although the physics cannot depend on the chosen basis, the
physical effects of individual operators may be transparent in one basis and opaque
in another. 1
Such problems can be circumvented using the on-shell amplitudes formalism [22–
24]. This approach bypasses the need for quantum fields and Lagrangians, constructing scattering amplitudes in terms of physical states and “fundamental” 3-point
amplitudes. Such objects can be simply determined from the covariance of the Smatrix under little group transformations. Once the 3-point amplitudes are known,
they can be “glued” together to construct higher-point amplitudes simply imposing
locality, i.e. requiring that poles appear only when an intermediate particle is exchanged on-shell. This formalism not only allows to derive very strong results for
massless theories (for instance, that the only consistent theory of massless spin-2
particles is general relativity or that, conversely, the only consistent theory of interacting massless spin-1 particles is Yang-Mills [25–27]), but is an effective way to treat
the Standard Model (SM) [28] and even EFTs [29–35]: once the particle content of
the n-point amplitude is chosen, on-shell techniques allow to enumerate all possible
kinematic structures permitted by the little group, independently of the order in the
EFT at which they are generated for the first time. Scattering amplitudes are thus
a powerful tool to include all-order effects without having to worry about operators
basis and fields redefinitions.
In this paper we apply the on-shell amplitudes formalism to describe neutrino
oscillations. Recall that oscillations are a phenomenon with intrinsic finite-distance
(and time) dependence, and as such appropriate wave functions must be introduced
to localize the neutrino creation and detection processes. Following [36], we write
the overall amplitude for the neutrino creation and detection processes as
Z
Z
4
(1.1)
M = d x1 d4 x2 ΨP (x1 , XP )ΨD (x2 , XD )M (x1 , x2 ),
where the wave functions ΨA (x, XA ) are localized at the production (XP ) and detection (XD ) spacetime points, and the amplitude M (x1 , x2 ) can be Fourier transformed
according to
Z
d4 q
M (x1 , x2 ) =
Aq e−iq(x1 −x2 ) .
(1.2)
4
(2π)
1

For fixed dimension, the total number of independent operators can be computed without
resorting on explicit expressions [20]. For the d = 6 operators of the SMEFT automatic tools are
available for the conversion between different basis [21].
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Alternative expressions that give physically equivalent results can be found in [3, 7].
Once the production and detection channels are fixed, on-shell techniques will allow
us to compute the amplitude in momentum space Aq . For simplicity, we will focus
on production and detection occurring with a W boson and a charged lepton. As
we are going to see, the scattering amplitude we will obtain contains all possible
modifications of the νeW amplitude, and not only the SM term. Needless to say,
the flavor structure must be carefully taken into account to correctly account for
oscillations. We do this by identifying first the only SM structure appearing in the
3-point amplitude νeW and then extending the discussion to the additional structures
appearing.
The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. We start in Sec. 2 with a brief
overview of the scattering amplitudes techniques for massless and massive particles.
In Sec. 3 we write the 3-point amplitude A(νēW ) for massive particles. We will also
describe a “dictionary” between the terms in the amplitude and the operators that
generate them in the usual EFT approach. In Sec. 4 we discuss explicitly flavor and
how the PMNS matrix appears in our approach. Sec. 5 is instead devoted to the
construction of the 4-point amplitude W W eē, which will provide us with neutrino
oscillations. Finally, we conclude in Sec. 6. We also add two Appendices: App. A
is devoted to the explicit connection between the on-shell amplitudes and the usual
field theory computation, while App. B contains explicit formulas for the amplitudes
appearing in Sec. 5.

2

A brief review of on-shell scattering amplitudes

As it is well-known, one-particle states in a quantum theory transform in irreducible
representations of the Little Group (LG) [37]. For massive particles LG = SU (2),
while for massless particles LG = U (1). Invariance of the S-matrix under Lorentz
transformations thus implies covariance of the scattering amplitudes under LG transformations [23, 37]:
(j )

(j )

1

N

0
A [{p1 , σ1 } , . . . , {pN , σN }] → Dσ01σ1 . . . Dσ0NσN A [{Λp1 , σ10 } , . . . , {ΛpN , σN
}] . (2.1)

In the previous equation we have denoted by {pi , σi } the momentum and spin (he(j )
licity) of massive (massless) particles, while Dσ0iσi is the LG transformation. For
i
massive particles this is the usual 2ji + 1 dimensional representation of SU (2), while
for massless particles it is simply given by a phase.
The on-shell amplitudes formalism consists in constructing all possible terms
satisfying Eq. (2.1) without introducing quantum fields nor Lagrangians. It is convenient to employ helicity variables to construct amplitudes. This is motivated by the
well-known relation between the Lorentz group SO(1, 4) and SL(2, C), that allows
writing the 4-momentum p of a particle as a 2 × 2 matrix according to
pα̇α ≡ pµ σ̄ µα̇α ,

pαα̇ ≡ pµ σαµα̇ ,
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(2.2)

where α and α̇ denote the (1/2, 0) and (0, 1/2) representation of the Lorentz group,
respectively. For a comprehensive review see [38]. As usual, σ µ = (1, σ) and σ̄ µ =
(1, −σ). The two 4-vectors are related by
σ̄ µα̇α = αβ α̇β̇ σβµβ̇ ,

(2.3)

where  is the Levi-Civita symbol in two dimensions. We fix 12 = 1 = −12 . The
 matrix is used to raise and lower the spinor indices α and α̇. The momentum
matrices transform according to p → L p L† under Lorentz transformations.
For massless particles, the matrix p has rank 1 (because det p = 0) and can
be written as the product of helicity spinors. Those transforming as the (1/2, 0)
representation of the Lorentz group will be denoted by angle brakets |piα and hp|α ,
while those transforming in the (0, 1/2) representation will be denoted by square
brakets [p|α̇ and |p]α̇ :
pαα̇ = |pi [p| , pα̇α = |p] hp| .
(2.4)
We leave implicit the spinor indices, since their position is fixed by consistency between the left and right sides. For reasons that will be justified later on, we will also
take complex momenta. Under a Lorentz transformation, the helicity spinors behave
as the one-particle states of the theory [23, 37]: they will transform with an SU (2)
matrix acting on their spinor index and under the U (1) LG as well. Concretely, we
have
|piα → Lβα t |piβ , |p]α̇ → (L∗ )α̇β̇ t−1 |p]β̇ ,
(2.5)
where L is the spinor representation of the Lorentz transformation and t is a complex
number related to the LG transformation2 . Analogous transformations apply to hp|
and [p|. As expected, the momentum matrix is invariant under LG transformations.
In the massive case things are slightly more complicated: since p is now a rank 2
matrix, we need to introduce a pair of helicity variables to correctly take into account

the degrees of freedom. We will call them pI and pI , with I = 1, 2. Again we
leave implicit the spinor indices because their position will be determined univocally
once we write the momentum matrix in terms of these variables. We interpret the
index I appearing in the helicity variables as the SU (2) LG index. Once more, a
Lorentz transformation acts on all the indices separately:
pI

α

→ Lβα W IJ pI

β

,

pI

α̇

→ (L∗ )α̇β̇ W IJ pI

β̇

.

(2.6)

As in Eq. (2.5) the matrix L is the spinor representation of the Lorentz transformation, while W is the SU (2) LG transformation. Momentum invariance under LG
transformations is then guaranteed provided we define


pα̇α ≡ IJ pI pJ , pαα̇ ≡ −IJ pI pJ .
(2.7)
2

For real momenta t reduces to a phase t = eiθ/2 , where θ parametrizes the LG transformation.
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The minus sign in the second term is necessary to have consistency with the expression obtained lowering the spinor indices in pα̇α . Before going back to scattering amplitudes, let us write explicit expressions for the helicity spinors. Using the
spherical decomposition p = p(sin θ cos φ, sin θ sin φ, cos θ) for the three dimensional
momentum we obtain
√
 √


√
√

E + pc − E − ps
( E − p s)∗ ( E + p c)∗
I
I
√
√
√
p = √
,
p =
,
−( E − p c)∗ ( E + p s∗ )∗
E + p s∗
E − pc
(2.8)
√
iφ
where c = cos(θ/2), s = sin(θ/2)e and E ± p is a complex number. The first
column refers to I = 1, while the second corresponds to I = 2. The spinors pI and
 I
p can be obtained by simply lowering the spinor index. The helicity variables so
defined satisfy the massive Weyl equations


p pI = M pI
p pI = M † pI ,

 I
(2.9)
pI p̄ = −M pI ,
p p = −M † pI ,
where the complex number M is defined as M M † = m2 , with m the physical mass
of the particle. The Weyl equations written in this form are valid provided
 I J
pI pJ = M IJ ,
p p = −M † IJ ,
(2.10)
where we have defined the Lorentz invariant products
hλχi ≡ hλ|α |χiα ,

[λχ] ≡ [λ|α̇ |χ]α̇ .

(2.11)



For our purposes it is useful to notice that products like pI q J or pI q J are Lorentz
invariant but transform as tensors under the massive LG. The same is true for the
invariant products of massless spinor variables, which are themselves covariant under
U (1) transformations.
A virtue of the explicit expression in Eq (2.8) is that it makes obvious what
happens in the high energy limit:
√
√



 p→E 0 ( 2E c)∗
2E
c
0
I p→E
I
√
p −→ √
,
p −→
.
(2.12)
2E s∗ 0
0 ( 2E s∗ )∗
We define the massless helicity variables
√

 √

∗
2E
c
(
2E
c)
hp| = √
, |p] = √
.
2E s∗
( 2E s∗ )∗

(2.13)

Let us now finally discuss how to determine the expression of on-shell amplitudes.
We will begin with the massive case, which will be our starting point in Section 3.
The idea is straightforward: we need to list all possible structures transforming
according to Eq. (2.1) constructed out of the helicity variables transforming as in
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Eq. (2.6). First of all we see that only Lorentz invariant combinations can appear,
i.e. only the invariant products of Eq. (2.11) are allowed in the amplitude. Second,
to correctly reproduce the SU (2) LG transformation of a spin-j object we use the
well known result that the spin-j representation of SU (2) can be constructed taking
the symmetric combination of 2j spinors [39, 40]. For instance, a 3-point amplitude
involving three particles of momentum and spin (pi , ji ), i = 1, 2, 3 must be an SU (2)
tensor of the form


{I1 ...I2j1 } {J1 ...J2j2 } {K1 ...K2j3 }
A 1j1
2j2
3j3
,
(2.14)
where the each index transforms according to OI → W IJ OJ in terms of the twodimensional LG representation. We have denoted by 1, 2 and 3 the momenta of the
particles, a notation that we will use throughout the paper. The curly brackets indicate complete symmetrization of the indices included in order to obtain the desired
spin-j representation. The explicit form of the amplitude will depend on the spin
of the particles involved, and no general expression is available. We will discuss an
explicit example in Sec. 3, and refer the reader to [23, 31–34] for more examples.
Massless amplitudes can be obtained by applying the same procedure. We will
take all momenta incoming. As is well known, 3-point amplitudes involving on-shell
massless particles vanish identically due to kinematics. This motivates our choice of
complexify the momentum in (2.5), since for complex momenta it is no longer true
that 3-points amplitude vanishes. With this choice the massless amplitude must
transform under the LG as




1 −2h2 −2h3
A 1h1 2h2 3h3 → t−2h
t2 t3 A 1h1 2h2 3h3 .
(2.15)
1
It can be shown [23, 25] that the 3-point amplitude is completely fixed by LG covariance up to an overall constant:
(
P
 h1 h2 h3 
g h12ih3 −h1 −h2 h13ih2 −h1 −h3 h23ih1 −h2 −h3
when
h <0
P i
A 1 2 3 =
h1 +h2 −h3
h1 +h3 −h2
h2 +h3 −h1
ḡ [12]
[13]
[23]
when
hi > 0
(2.16)
As briefly mentioned in the Introduction, the simplicity of the structure has far reaching consequences. High point amplitudes do not have the same structural simplicity
as 3-point amplitudes, but can be determined using the same LG covariance. An additional ingredient of fundamental importance in determine n > 3-point amplitudes
is the factorization in the various kinematical channels. We will use this factorization
in Sec. 5 to construct the 4-point amplitude. We defer a more thorough discussion
to that section.
We conclude this section by listing a number of identities satisfied by the spinor
variables that will be necessary for the following computations. For all incoming
particles, momentum conservation can be recast as
X
X
piαα̇ =
|ii [i| = 0,
(2.17)
i

i
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where pi can be either a massive or massless momentum. The following Schouten
identity for the Levi-Civita symbol is also useful,
δα δα + δβ γα + δγ αβ = 0,

(2.18)

in particular when contracted with spinor variables. For instance, contracting the
equation above with three massless angle spinors results in
|ii hjki + |ji hkii + |ki hiji = 0.

(2.19)

An analogous identity holds for dotted indices and square bracket spinors. We also
have identities involving spinor variables of the same type:
α̇
pI α hpI |β = M δαβ ,
pI [pI |β̇ = −M † δβ̇α̇ .
(2.20)
Finally, the scalar product between two 4-vectors p and q is equal to
2p · q = pI q J [qJ pI ] ,

(2.21)

where, as usual, repeated indices are contracted.

3

νēW 3-point amplitude

We now apply the techniques outlined in Sec. 2 to write the massive amplitude
involving one neutrino, one charged lepton and one W boson. According to our
discussion, since the amplitude involves two fermions and one spin-1 particles, it
must be of the form
h
i
I J {K1 K2 }
A 1ν 2ē 3W
.
(3.1)
Since the brakets hλχi and [λχ] are antisymmetric, the combinations 3{K1 3 K2 }


and 3{K1 3 K2 } vanish identically. This implies that only the angle or square bracket
products involving the helicity variables (1, 3) and (2, 3) can appear, and we are
left with only 4 terms satisfying the correct LG transformation: 1I 3{K1 2J 3 K2 } ,
 





1I 3{K1 2J 3 K2 } , 1I 3{K1 2J 3 K2 } and 1I 3{K1 2J 3 K2 } . All the terms are independent, and each of them will appear with an independent coupling in the amplitude. We will omit flavor indices at this stage, getting back to this issue in Sec. 4.
To avoid cluttering in the notation due to the LG indices, we follow Ref. [23] and
introduce the bold notation: massive spinor helicity variables will be denoted in bold,
leaving implicit the symmetrization operation. With this convention the amplitude
reads
gL
gR
yR
yL
h13i h23i +
h13i [23] +
[13] h23i +
[13] [23] . (3.2)
A [1ν 2ē 3W ] =
M
mW
mW
M
Our result agrees with what was found in Ref. [32]. In four dimensions a n-point
amplitude has dimension 4 − n. The angle and square brackets each have dimension
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1, implying that the coefficients of the four terms appearing in the previous equation
must have dimension −1. We make this explicit by introducing a mass scale in the
denominator. Our choice will become clear later on (see discussion below Eq. (3.5)).
Let us now discuss the UV origin of the different terms. To understand the helicity
and chirality of the particles involved in each of the terms it is useful to take the high
energy limit in which all the particles become massless. This amounts to unbolding
the amplitude and apply a U (1) LG transformation as in Eq. (2.5), with eiθ/2 = t as
explained in the previous Section. Once this is done, one can infer the helicity of the
particles involved by simply comparing with Eqs. (2.15) and (2.16).
The high energy limit of the terms involving only angle or square brackets are
straightforward and read


yL
yL
− −1
h13i h23i →
h13i h23i = A 1−
ν 2ē 3W ,
M
M
(3.3)


yR
yR
+ +1
3
.
2
[13] [23] →
[13] [23] = A 1+
ν ē W
M
M
Using the explicit formulas of App. A we obtain that a negative-helicity massless
fermion maps to a field with left handed chirality, while a negative-helicity massless antifermion maps to a field with right handed chirality. Inverting the helicity
corresponds to an inversion of the chirality. Since these terms involve a fermionantifermion pair with the same helicity, they must correspond to dipole operators in
the Lagrangian language. More specifically,
−
,
h13i h23i is generated by the dipole operator ēR σ µν νL Wµν
µν
−
[13] [23] is generated by the dipole operator ēL σ νR Wµν .

(3.4)

Explicit computation of the amplitude using the results of App. A confirms this
conclusion.
The high energy limit of the remaining two terms is richer, since in this case
both the positive and negative helicity of the spin-1 particle can be reached. To be
more precise, the correct form of the amplitude in the UV can be reached allowing
the masses to vanish one at a time. Since the result will be important in Sec. 4, it is
worth to show it in detail. We have
gL
h13i2
[23]2
m1 →0 gL
m2 →0 gL
h13i [23] −→
h13i [23] −→
h13i [23] = −gL
= gL
, (3.5)
mW
mW
mW
h12i
[12]
where in the last step we have used momentum conservation and the Weyl equations
to obtain a factor of mW that cancel with the denominator. This justifies our choice
of writing the coefficient as gL /mW since the presence of the vector mass in the
denominator is necessary for a consistent massless limit within the SM. The term
2
+ −1
− + +1
h13i2 / h12i unbolds to A[1−
ν 2ē 3W ], while [23] / [12] unbolds to A[1ν 2ē 3W ]. Anal− ±1
ogous reasoning can be applied to the [13] h23i term, which unbolds to A[1+
ν 2ē 3W ].
Since all these amplitudes involve a fermion-antifermion pair with opposite helicity

–8–

amplitude

U (1)EM theory

SU (2)L × U (1)Y theory

h13i h23i

−
(d = 5)
ēR σ µν νL Wµν

a
(d = 6)
ēR σ µν H † τ a LWµν

[13] [23]

−
(d = 5)
ēL σ µν νR Wµν

h13i [23]

ēL γ µ νL Wµ− (d = 4)

[13] h23i

ēR γ µ νR Wµ− (d = 4)

a
(L̄H)σ µν (H T τ a Lc )Wµν
(d = 7, Majorana)
a
(d = 6, Dirac)
L̄σ µν τ a NR H ∗ Wµν

L̄γ µ τ a LWµa (d = 4)
ēR γ µ (H † Lc )H † Dµ H ∗ (d = 7, Majorana)
ēR γ µ NR H † Dµ H ∗ (d = 6, Dirac)

Table 1.
Amplitude/operators dictionary. In the SU (2)L × U (1)Y invariant theory
we list the smallest dimensional operators contributing to the corresponding amplitude,
distinguishing between the Majorana and Dirac cases, if needed.

we conclude that they must generated, in field theory language, by the following
terms:
h13i [23] is generated by the operator ēL γ µ νL Wµ− ,
(3.6)
[13] h23i is generated by the operator ēR γ µ νR Wµ− .
It is now straightforward to determine the SU (2)L × U (1)Y operators that generate
the terms in Eqs. (3.4) and (3.6). They can be found in Tab. 1. For Majorana
neutrinos we have νR = νLc , while for Dirac neutrinos this is an independent degree
of freedom νR = NR . The table emphasizes one of the crucial points raised in the
Introduction: on-shell amplitudes automatically include structures that (i) appear at
different order in an expansion over the cutoff scale and (ii) that traditionally belong
to different EFTs: the SMEFT for the terms involving Lc and the νSMEFT for
the terms involving NR (see discussion in the Introduction).3 Moreover, we observe
from Tab. 1 that the structures involving the right handed neutrino helicity are
more suppressed for Majorana than for Dirac neutrinos when embedded in an EFT
framework.
Comparing the terms in Eq. (3.2) with the operators in Tab. 1 it is possible to
infer the correct Λ dependence of the scale M . For the terms generated by d = 6
operators we have M = Λ2 /v, while for the terms generated at d = 7 we have
M = Λ3 /v 2 . Can this be done from a purely on-shell perspective? An apparent
obstacle to this program is the fact that only the h13i [23] structure can be directly
UV completed into the SU (2)L × U (1)Y invariant 3-point amplitudes (we will write
such amplitudes later on in Eq. (4.2)). According to Tab. 1 all other terms should be
generated by higher-point amplitudes. Two arguments can be used to perform the
IR/UV matching between amplitudes involving a different number of particles. The
3

Typically, in the νSMEFT the right handed neutrinos are supposed to be heavier than the left
handed ones and are responsible for the generation of neutrino masses. Since we are considering
Dirac neutrinos, we are implicitly assuming that the Majorana term for the NR fields is forbidden
by some symmetry.
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first one was presented in Ref. [32], and amounts to notice that, in the soft limit in
which the Higgs boson momentum vanishes, amplitudes involving the Higgs boson
are indistinguishable from amplitudes without the Higgs boson. To compensate for
the dimension mismatch between higher and lower points amplitudes, a new mass
scale must be introduced, analogous to the Higgs vev. A second argument has been
presented in Ref. [33] and amounts to impose correlations between coefficients to
tame a possible growth with energy of the amplitude. In our case this procedure can
be applied to the [13] h23i structure. Focussing for simplicity on Dirac neutrinos, the
procedure amounts to “glue” the 3-point amplitudes νēW ± and hW ± W 0 (where W 0
denotes the longitudinal component of the W boson and W ± the transverse ones)
to obtain the 4-point amplitude νēW 0 H. The last amplitude can be UV completed
in νēH † H, which is SU (2)L × U (1)Y invariant and has a coefficient given at leading
order by 1/Λ2 . Demanding this 4-point amplitude not to grow with the energy
requires gR ∼ m2W /Λ2 , apart from an O(1) coefficient. A similar reasoning applies
to the Majorana case, in which however we need to construct the 5-point amplitude
Lc ēH ∗ H ∗ H ∗ to obtain an SU (2)L ×U (1)Y object. There is in any case an obstruction
to the application of the same procedure to the dipole amplitudes, since these are
generated at loop level. Although interesting, this point lies outside the scope of this
paper, and will be explored elsewhere.
Before concluding, we observe that the kinematic structure of Eq. (3.2) is completely generic, and applies to any 3-point interaction involving two spin-1/2 and
one spin-1 particle. In particular, the same expression will be valid – with different
coefficients – for charged interactions involving quarks and for neutral interactions
involving leptons or quarks.

4

Flavor and the PMNS matrix

In this section we discuss how flavor is implemented in the 3-point amplitude of
Eq. (3.2). Clearly, we could use directly the operators in Tab. 1 to infer the flavor
structure of the interactions. Nevertheless, it is interesting to study how we can
obtain the same result using the on-shell formalism only. We will not assume any
mismatch between flavor and mass basis as is usually done in the traditional QFT
computation, since in the on-shell formalism there is no mass term in the Lagrangian
to be diagonalized.
Our derivation rests on one important assumption: in the absence of mass, no
quantum number can be used to distinguish between 1-particle states of different
generations. In the massless limit we thus gain the freedom to perform unitary
transformations on the states of each species. In our case these flavor transformations

– 10 –

amount to
|νi (p, h)i → (Uν∗ )ji |νj (p, h)i ,

|ēi (p, h)i → (Ue )ji |ēj (p, h)i 4 ,

(4.1)

where Uν and Ue are unitary matrices. At the same time, in the massless limit
the spinor variables depend only on the particle momentum, and are thus flavor
blind. This means that all the flavor dependence must be encoded in the coefficients
in front of each term in the amplitude, which must thus have non-trivial flavor
transformations. Stated in another way: when a certain type of particle becomes
massless, the amplitude must be a covariant tensor under a flavor transformation of
that type of particles. Notice that this is not the case for massive amplitudes, in
which also the spinor variables depend on the particle mass.
We are now going to use these observations to deduce the flavor structures of the
coefficients gL,R and yL,R . In order to do so, we are going to take the limit in which
each type of particle becomes massless one at a time: first all the neutrinos, then all
the charged leptons and finally the W boson. When all the particles are massless we
will match into a SM gauge amplitude [28, 41]:
i
h
h13i2
−1
−
+
ij
a
ASM 1LA,i 2L̄B,j 3W a = g (T )AB
,
h12i

i
h
[13]2
+1
−
+
ij
a
ASM 1LA,i 2L̄B,j 3W a = g (T )AB
,
[12]
(4.2)
a
where L is the usual lepton doublet and T is a gauge generator. We have written
explicitly the gauge indices (A and B) as well as the flavor indices (i and j). As
observed above, in the massless limit only the coefficients can depend on flavor.
The hypothesis of flavor universality we are using allows us to employ a L flavor
transformation to make the g ij coefficients proportional to the identity: g ij → gδ ij ,
where g is the SU (2)L gauge coupling.
We now have all the ingredients to discuss the flavor dependence of the couplings.
To fix our notation, we rewrite Eq. (3.2) making explicit the flavor indices:
gLij
gRij
yRij
yLij
A 1νi 2ēj 3W =
h1i 3i h2j 3i +
h1i 3i [2j 3] +
[1i 3] h2j 3i +
[1i 3] [2j 3] .
M
mW
mW
M
(4.3)
At this stage, all the coefficients are complex matrices in flavor space. Before taking the massless limits, we observe that, following the discussion in Sec. 3, only
the h1i 3i [2j 3] has the correct particle content to be matched into the SM amplitudes (4.2). Let us first discuss this term. The various massless limits can be
achieved following Eq. (3.5). At each stage we gain the freedom to perform a flavor
transformation of the specie that became massless. To remember this freedom we
will explicitly apply a generic flavor transformation at each stage. Focussing on the




4

We take the usual transformation in which antiparticles transform in the conjugate representation with respect to particles.
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coefficients only and writing them as matrices in flavor space we obtain
gL mν →0 Uν† gL me →0 Uν† gL Ue mW →0 †
−→ Uν gL Ue = g1,
−→
−→
mW
mW
mW

(4.4)

where in the last step we have matched onto the SM amplitude with coefficient
proportional to the identity in flavor space. The last identity can be true only if gL is
proportional to a unitary matrix. We will thus make contact with the usual notation
and write
gL = g U,

(4.5)

where U is the PMNS matrix. Notice that we have obtained the PMNS matrix
without having to ever talk about mass diagonalization and mismatches between
flavor and mass basis. Having established that gL is proportional to a unitary matrix
we also observe that, as soon as the neutrinos become massless, it is possible to use
the freedom of rotating the neutrino states to make gL proportional to the identity.
This matches, as it should, the usual QFT conclusion that no PMNS matrix appears
in the limit of massless neutrinos. Furthermore, it is interesting to observe that
the standard counting of PMNS parameters is guaranteed thanks to the possibility
of applying arbitrary phase transformations to the neutrino and charged antilepton
1-particle states. For Dirac neutrinos the phase transformations can be deduced
directly from Eq. (4.1) by identifying (Uν )ij ≡ eiαi δij and (Ue )ij ≡ eiβi δij . With
this identification we are back to the usual textbook deduction of the number of
phases [42]. The situation is different for Majorana neutrinos, since in this case
particle and antiparticle coincide. Given that the latter transforms in the conjugate
representation, consistency is ensured requiring Uν = Uν∗ , i.e. the transformation
is constrained to be orthogonal. This means that no phase transformation can be
applied in a consistent way on the Majorana neutrino 1-particle states, leaving us
with 3 phases in U . Once more, we recover the usual parameter counting for the
PMNS matrix.
When the other terms in the amplitude are turned on, a similar reasoning applies.
A crucial difference emerges, however, since they cannot matched into any SM 3-point
amplitude. We thus cannot conclude that the yL,R and gR coefficients are unitary
unless a special “conspiracy” aligns the flavor structure to the flavor identity in the
UV. Comparing with the operators in Tab. 1 we confirm the validity of our argument.
We conclude this section observing that the same line of reasoning that lead us to
the PMNS matrix can be applied to charged interactions between quarks. Although
the quark and W mass hierarchy forbids separate massless limits, the UV matching
can be done taking all the particles massless at the same time. We again conclude
that the coefficient of the h1i 3i [2j 3] term must be proportional to a unitary matrix,
to be identified with the CKM matrix. The main difference with respect to the

– 12 –

present case is the UV origin of the other three terms. 5 Analogous reasoning will
also apply to neutral currents, which are relevant to the computation of the neutrino
matter potential. We defer the study of this issue from the on-shell perspective to
future work.

5

Oscillations from the 4-point amplitude

We are finally in the position of discussing the main point of the paper: how neutrino
oscillations follow from the 4-point amplitude involving two charged leptons and two
W bosons. As mentioned in the Introduction, we use this amplitude as a proxy to
study neutrino oscillations in the on-shell formalism. We will comment later on more
realistic production processes involving mesons or lepton decays.
The 4-point amplitude can be written in full generality as
X


A 1W 2W 3ēj 4ek ≡ AW W jk =
i

Ris
+ Acontact ,
s − m2νi

(5.1)

where we have defined a lighter notation for the amplitude symbol that will be used
from now on. The first term is the one obtained exchanging a neutrino in the schannel and will be obtained “gluing” together two 3-point amplitudes. The second
one consists of all the additional contact terms that cannot be obtained from lower
point amplitudes. More specifically, while the first term has a pole for s → m2νi , the
second one is regular in this limit. The quantity Ris is the residue at the s = m2νi pole
that, as we will see, can be completely fixed by unitarity arguments. Notice that the
amplitude is dominated by the kinematic region in which the exchanged neutrinos
are closed to their mass-shell. For this reason we will discard the massive contact
terms in what follows (see however [43] for a classification of the terms appearing).
Another way to see that contact terms do not contribute follows from the fact that
such terms are related to local interactions, and thus will not be relevant to the
macroscopic propagation of the neutrino.
The residue at the pole in the s-channel of the 4-point amplitude can be computed
according to [23]
1W &

P

. 2W

→
νi

Ris =
3ēj %

=
- 4ek

lim

P 2 =s→m2νi



A 1W 3ēj (−P )Iνi IJ A[Pν̄Ji 2W 4ek ].

5

(5.2)

For completeness we report here the operators that generate the various terms in the A [1u 2d¯3W ]
a
amplitude: the term h13i h13i is generated at leading order by the operator d¯R σ µν τ a H † QWµν
;
µν a
a
µ a
a
[13] [23] by Q̄H̃σ τ uR Wµν ; h13i [23] by the SM operator Q̄γ τ QWµ ; finally, [13] h13i is generated by d¯R γ µ uR H † Dµ H ∗ .
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The main idea is that, close to the s-channel mass shell, the 4-point amplitude must
factorize into the product of two 3-point amplitudes [37]. To take into account
negative momenta we use the analytic continuation
|−P i = |P i ,

|−P ] = − |P ] ,

(5.3)

which is compatible with the Weyl equations and the definition of momentum in
terms of spinor variables. The amplitude with an antineutrino and a charged lepton
can be obtained from the one with a neutrino and a charged antilepton (see Eq. (4.3))
simply by complex conjugation, i.e. hiji∗ = [ji]. The two 3-point amplitudes
appearing in Eq. (5.2) are

 y ij
g U ij
A 1W 3ēj (−P )Iνi = L PiI 1 h3j 1i +
PiI 1 [3j 1]
M
mW


g ij 
y ij 
− R PiI 1 h3j 1i − R PiI 1 [3j 1]
mW
M

(5.4)

and
A[PνJi 2W 4ek ] =

yL∗ik  J 
g U ∗ik  J 
Pi 2 [4k 2] +
Pi 2 h4k 2i
M
mW
g ∗ik
y ∗ik
+ R PiJ 2 [4k 2] + R PiJ 2 h4k 2i .
mW
M

(5.5)

The residue and the factorizable part of the 4-point amplitude can now be computed
using the identities listed in Sec. (2). They can be classified in (i) pure SM interactions, (ii) SM/NP interference and (iii) pure NP contribution. The different terms
of the 4-point amplitude are the following: the pure SM contribution reads
ASM×SM
W W jk

g2
= 2
mW


UT

1
U∗
2
s − mν



(MM)jk
SM ,

(5.6)

jk

the interference between the SM and NP contributions is
"



g
1 yL∗
mν gR∗
jk
SM×NP
T
T
U
(MM)int,1 + U
(MM)jk
AW W jk =
int,2
2
2
mW
s − mν M jk
s − mν mW jk




mν yR∗
yL
1
jk
T
∗
+ U
(MM)int,3 +
U
(MM)jk
int,4
2
2
s − mν M jk
M s − mν
jk
#




gR mν
y
m
R
ν
+
U∗
(MM)jk
U∗
(MM)jk
int,5 +
int,6
2
2
mW s − mν
M s − mν
jk
jk
(5.7)
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and finally the pure NP contribution is given by
"



1 yL∗
yL mν gR∗
yL
jk
NP×NP
(MM)NP,1 +
(MM)jk
AW W jk =
NP,2
2
2
M s − mν M jk
M s − mν mW jk




yL mν yR∗
gR mν yL∗
jk
+
(MM)NP,3 +
(MM)jk
NP,4
2
2
M s − mν M jk
mW s − mν M jk




1
gR∗
1 yR∗
gR
gR
jk
(MM)
(MM)jk
+
+
NP,6
NP|,5
mW s − m2ν mW jk
mW s − m2ν M jk




yR 1
yR mν yL∗
gR∗
jk
+
(MM)NP,7 +
(MM)jk
NP,8
M s − m2ν M jk
M s − m2ν mW jk
#


yR 1 yR∗
jk
+
(MM)NP,9 .
M s − m2ν M jk
(5.8)
Explicit expressions for the MM terms are presented in App. B. These objects are
independent from neutrino masses and depend only on the flavor of the external
charged leptons. Notice that the coefficient of the pure SM term in Eq. (5.6) is
precisely what is expected from the usual QFT treatment of neutrino oscillations. In
our approach, however, we automatically obtain also the contributions due to BSM
physics. In this sense, our procedure is similar in spirit to the one of Ref. [7], in
which NP effects are considered together with the SM ones. Interestingly, some of
the contributions appearing in the SM/NP interference and pure NP term are not
only suppressed by the high scale M M , but by the smallness of neutrino masses
as well. With the 4-point amplitude at our disposal it is now a simple matter of
algebra to compute the oscillation probability in terms of the PMNS matrix and of
the coefficients gR and yL,R . Since the computation is standard and can be found in
Refs. [3, 7], we will not report it explicitly here. Useful formulas for the computation
of the squared matrix element with spinor variables can be found in [44].

6

Conclusions

In this work we have taken the first steps towards the application of on-shell amplitude technique to phenomenological issues. We have chosen to analyze in detail how
the formalism of neutrino oscillations in vacuum emerge in this framework, focussing
for simplicity on processes involving the W boson. We have first determined the
structure of the 3-point amplitude and then used the factorization of higher-point
amplitudes into lower-point amplitudes close to the kinematical poles to determine
the structure of the 4-point amplitude in which neutrinos are exchanged in the schannel. We have also discussed how the PMNS matrix emerges in this framework,
since no mass terms to be diagonalized and no Lagrangians are available. To the best
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of our knowledge, this is the first time that the flavor properties of amplitudes are
discussed from a completely on-shell perspective. Our main results are summarized
in Eqs. (5.6) – (5.8), in which we show the 4-point amplitudes. This result can be
used to compute the neutrino oscillation probability in the standard way. As can be
seen, the SM term corresponds to the usual result, as it should. Additional terms
appear, however, highlighting an important feature of on-shell amplitude techniques:
all possible kinematic structures appear, independently of their UV origin. In this
sense, the on-shell approach allows us to perform an all-order computation. We have
explicitly determined the UV origin (in operator language) of the different terms
appearing in the 3-point amplitude in Sec. 3, finding differences between the Dirac
and Majorana neutrino cases. Notice that another virtue of the on-shell formalism is
to allow to perform the equivalent of an EFT computation without having to worry
about operator basis and operator redundancies.
Our study can be extended in several directions. First of all, neutrino oscillations in matter can be analyzed using the neutrino interactions with the Z boson.
Moreover, neutrino oscillations can be studied using as starting point the 4-point
amplitude involving two leptons and two quarks or four leptons. This should allow
to make a more concrete connection with the physical processes involved in neutrino
production and detection. Finally, it would be interesting to determine the experimental bounds on the various coefficients appearing in the 3-point amplitudes solely
from the on-shell perspective. We plan to explore some of these issues in forthcoming
papers.
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A

Connection with the usual field theoretical derivation

We now explicitly outline how the spinor helicity variables match into the more
common notation in terms of Dirac spinors. Since we are discussing the interactions
between fermions and vectors, it will be important to have the explicit expression
for the polarization vectors. For a massive spin-1 particle we have [32]
µ (p) =

hp|σµ |p]
√
,
2m
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(A.1)

while for massless spin-1 particles we can write [32]
hq|σµ |p]
(+)
,
µ (p) = √
2 hpqi

hp|σµ |q]
(−)
,
µ (p) = √
2 [pq]

(A.2)

where q is an arbitrary a reference momentum. The spinor wave functions read [38]
 I 
 I 
p
I
I
I

u (p) =
,
ū
(p)
=
p
,
p ,
pI
(A.3)
 I 


p
 , v̄ I (p) = − pI , pI ,
v I (p) =
− pI
and we are using the Weyl representation of the Dirac matrices.
For the monopole interactions of massive particles we obtain
√
2 h13i [23]
h3|σµ |3]
µ
µ
=−
,
v̄2 γ PL u1 µ (p3 ) = [2|σ̄ |1i √
m3
2m3
√
2 h23i [13]
h3|σµ |3]
µ
µ
,
=
v̄2 γ PR u1 µ (p3 ) = − [1|σ̄ |2i √
m3
2m3

(A.4)

where we have used the identity σ̄ µβ̇β σµαα̇ = 2δαβ δα̇β̇ . As observed around Eq. (3.5),
choosing the coefficient to be inversely proportional to the vector mass ensures the
consistency of the massless limit. We see here that the same factor appears from the
direct computation of the amplitude.
For dipole interactions we instead obtain
√
v̄2 σ µν PL u1 (p3µ ν (3) − p3ν µ (3)) = −2 2 h13i h23i ,
√
(A.5)
v̄2 σ µν PR u1 (p3µ ν (3) − p3ν µ (3)) = −2 2 [13] [23] .

B

Explicit formulas for the 4-point amplitudes

We collect in this appendix the explicit definitions of the production/detection amplitudes of Eqs. (5.6) – (5.8):
• The pure SM contribution is
(MM)jk
SM = − [13j ] h24k i (mW [12] − h1|3j |2]) ,

(B.1)

• The interference between the SM and the NP contributions is given by
(MM)jk
int,1 = − [13j ] [24k ] (mW [12] − h1|3j |2]) ,
(MM)jk
int,2 = − [13j ] [24k ] h12i ,
(MM)jk
int,3 = − [13j ] h24k i h12i ,
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(B.2)

and
(MM)jk
int,4 = − h13j i h24k i (mW [12] − h1|3j |2]) ,
(MM)jk
int,5 = − h13j i h24k i [12] ,

(B.3)

(MM)jk
int,6 = − [13j ] h24k i [12] ,
• The pure NP contribution reads

(MM)jk
NP,1 = − h13j i [24k ] (mW [12] − h1|3j |2]) ,
(MM)jk
NP,2 = − h13j i [24k ] h12i ,
(MM)jk
NP,3 = − h13j i h24k i h12i ,
(MM)jk
NP,4 = − h13j i [24k ] [12] ,
(MM)jk
NP,5 = − h13j i [24k ] (mW h12i − [1|3j |2i) ,

(B.4)

(MM)jk
NP,6 = − h13j i h24k i (mW h12i − [1|3j |2i) ,
(MM)jk
NP,7 = − [13j ] [24k ] [12] ,
(MM)jk
NP,8 = − [13j ] [24k ] (mW h12i − [1|3j |2i) ,
(MM)jk
NP,9 = − [13j ] h24k i (mW h12i − [1|3j |2i) .
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