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Abstract

The problem of the diagonalization of the flavor-neutrino propagator matrix is inves-

tigated in the theory with flavor-mixing mass terms in Lagrangian. For this purpose
we examine one-pole structures of flavor-neutrino propagators, leading to physical
neutrino masses, and discuss the relation of the propagator diagonalizaion to the
diagonalizaion of the mass matrix in Lagrangian. In connection with the paper by
Blasone et al., it is pointed out that there is no compelling reason for fixing the mass
parameters, althought this fixing is necessary in order to construct the flavor Hilbert
space.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Since Pontecorvo [[l] pointed out the possibility of the neutrino oscillation and, in addition, the
solar neutrino problem was proposed [P], the oscillation has been much investigated experimentally
and theoretically. Indications in favor of the neutrino oscillation from various kinds of experiments
have been reported [f].

The main aim of the present note is to investigate the field theory of neutrino mixing and to
give a remark on the way how to define the physical neutrino masses on the basis of Green-function
approach, which has not been noticed in current literatures. In Sec[ll], we investigate this problem
in the two-flavor case as an simple illustration, and Sec.[I] the three-flavor case is to be examined.

In Sec[V], we give some remarks on the field theory of neutrino mixing and the construction of the
Fock space of definite flavors. For the later convenience, here we summerize the problems included in
such a field-theoretical approach. Blasone and Vitiello [f] have considered the field theory of neutrino
mixing. Their consideration is based on the unitary inequivalence of the Fock space for definite flavor
states to that for definite mass states. Although the investigated theme is very interesting [fj], there
are some problematic points in ref. [[]]. The first point is that the expansion of the fermion field in
terms of plane-wave eigenfunctions of the third component of the spin operator is employed. Such
a way of the expansion causes an unnecessary and nonessential complications in presentation of the
theory. When the plane-wave eigenfunctions of the helicity are employed from the outset, as finally
done also in ref. [ff], the description of the theory will be much simplified and becomes clearer.

Whereas the first point mentioned above is of technical character, the second point is more
fundamental. The second point is related to the problem how to define the annihilation and creation
operators for definite flavors and definite masses. The relations from (2.23a) to (2.23d) given in ref.
A are written as

ug(k:,r)cNEU(k, r) = G_l(Q)uj(k:,r)aj(k, r)G(0) (1.1)
vi(k,r)Bs(k,r) = G_l(ﬁ)v;(lﬁ:, r)Bi(k,r)G(0)

where (in the case of the two flavors) {o,j} = {e, 1} and {u,2}; up(k,7), b = o or j, is the plane
wave eigenfunction with the mass m; and the spin component r; G(0) is given by

G(0) = exp {H/d?’x(uf(x)yg(x) — vl (2)n ()] . (1.3)

Under the excuse of convenience, u,(k,r) and v, (k,r) have been chosen to be the eigenfunctions
with the masses m; and m; for o = e and p, respectively; that is, the authors of ref. H] defined the
operators oYV and B2V through u;alV = u,d, and vi52Y = v} 6,. Thus, from () and (T3), they
obtained

(]f,?") -1 Oé'(]{i,’f’)

=G (0 ! G(0). 1.4
<5BV(I{:’T) ( ) ﬁj(k’,’l“) ( ) ( )
Although the relation (L) and ([[.2) employed for deriving ([[.4) are not understandable, this

last relation can be understood as follows. Any Heisenberg field v;,(z) can be expanded [ in terms
of the helicity-momentum eigenfunctions [ as

HRE () aw(k, mi ) + vp(—k, 1) Bl (=K, 1)}, t = 2. (1.5)
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Here, uy(k,r) and vy(k, ) satisfy

(i f4+mp)up(k,r) =0, (i k—mp)op(k,r) =0, ko= /k2+m2 (1.6)

where k& = %k, = WZ + ytiko; vy(—k,r) and ﬁg(—k,r; t) are the quantities with the 3-momentum
—E; the helicity eigenfunctions are used for technical simplicity in the following, and their concrete
forms are given in Appendix A. The expansion coefficient operators in ([[.5) satisfy the canonical com-
mutation relations for the equal time, which are derived from the equal-time commutation relations,
{w(x), v} (1)} = 6(Z — )}y and others = 0. From the relation

vo(z) = GH0; )y (2)G(0;1), t=2a", (1.7)
we obtain
{ug(k, 7)o (k, 75 t) + ve(—k,7) B (=k,r;t)}
= G (0 t){u;(k, )y (k, i 1) + v5(—k, 7) B] (=, 7 1) } G (6; 1), (1.8)

where {u,,v,} and {u;,v;} are the plane-wave eigenfunctions with masses m, and m;, respectively.
(Ig) is the relation which can be utilized instead of ([-]]) and ([2)), and leads to the general linear
transformation between {a,(k,r), 81(—k,r),0 = e, u} and {o;(k, r),ﬁ}(—k, r),j =1,2} as

aegk‘,r% alglz, r;

au(k,r B Qo(R, T _ -1

5!(_]{:’ T) B g(e) ﬁir(—]{?,’f’) ’ g(e)T N g(e) ’ (19)
5;5(_]{;771) ﬁg(—k,’f’)

The concrete form of G(0) is easily obtained as given in Appendix A by utilizing the explicit forms
of uy,,v,,u; and v; [[1]. If we take m. = m; and m, = my as a special case of ([.Y)(or ([.§)), we
obtain the relation ([[.4), which plays the basic role in ref. [f]]. Thus it is necessary for us to make
clear a logical basis of the above choice of m, and m,,, on which we examine in Sec.[V].

Giunti et al. [§] assert that it is impossible to define generally the creation and annihilation
operators with a definite flavor, and that the construction of the Fock space of 'weak’(or flavor)
states is approximately allowed only in the extremely relativistic case. Along a different context, we
will obtain the same conclusion, although the second assertion mentioned above is evident, since in

(T.9) all dependences of G(0, k) on mass diferences among m;’s and m,’s become negligible and we

obtain
ae(k,rt)\ [ cosf sind aq (k,r;t) (1.10)
ay(k,r;t) )\ —sind cosf as(k,r;t) ’
as well as the same relation between (B.(k,r), B,(k,r))and (B1(k,r), B2(k,7)). In Appendix B we add
a related remark.

II. DIAGONALIZATION OF THE NEUTRINO PROPAGATOR —THE CASE OF
2-FLAVORS —

We examine the diagonalization of the neutrino propagator according to the procedure proposed
by Kaneko, Ohnuki and Watanabe [JJ], which had been developed many years ago as the field theory
of particle mixture interaction. In this section we consider the two-flavor case as an illustration. (In
this paper we confine ourselves to the case of Dirac neutrino.)
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A. Starting Lagrangian

Let us consider the following Lagrangian density with a mutual transition between two neutrino
fields specified by the flavor degrees of freedom o = e and y;

£== (@) vl)) (2+M) (28) + Lint, (2.1)
where
= 0
M= ( ZL %’; ) D=0, =V A 74%@7 (v)F =" (2.2)

Due to MT = M, required from the hermiticity of £(z), m.. and m,, are real and mg,, is equal
to mye. Lint in (B.1) is assumed to have no bilinear terms and no derivatives of the neutrino field
operators; then the Hamiltonian is

H(w) = H, () = Lo () (2.3)
with

HO (@) = ( 7(2) 7)) (7Y + M) ( ”Eﬁ% ) | (2.4)

The eigenvalues of M are

1 _
= — ee - ee 2 4 e 2 ) 25
mé) 5 (m + My (+) \/(mw Mee)? + 4|me,| ) (2.5)

and HJ,(x) is expressed in the diagonalized form as

M, (2) =D 75(x)(FV + my)v;(z). (2.6)

For simplicity, we take me, = m,., derived from CP-invariance; then we can take
ve(k,m)\ [ cos® sin v1(k,r) (2.7)
vu(k,r) ]\ —sinb cosf vo(k, 1) '

(= (s = mee) + /(4 = mee)? + 4m2, ) (2.8)

with

tanf =
Mey,

We take m,, > m.. > 0 with no loss of generality; then my > |m;| and

my >0 for /Meemy, > |meyl, mp <0 for /Meemy, < |me,|. (2.9)

In the following calculations, it will be useful for us to employ the relations

Mee = My (cos0)® +ma(sind)?,  m,, = mi(sind)? + my(cosd)?, (2.10)
2m,
Mey, = sinfcosf(—my +mg),  tan(26) = #; (2.11)

further we have

mMiMmg = MMy, — mgu, (212)
Mee — My = —Myy, + Mo = Mg tant, (2.13)
Mee — Mo = =My, + My = —M,,cOL0. (2.14)



B. Poles of the propagator matrix

With the aim of examining the propagation character of v,-field, we consider the propagator
Sop(@ = y) =< 0T (vs (), (y))|0 >, (2.15)

where v,(z) is the flavor neutrino field appearing in the Lagrangian (P.I)) and is called the un-
renormalized Heisenberg operator in accordance with the Lehman’s terminology [I7]. It is neces-
sary for us to define the vacuum |0 >. Here we assume that, corresponding to a given Hamilto-
nian, the vacuum with the lowest energy exists. The Fourier transform of the propagator (R.17),
Sy, (k) = [ d*zexp(—ikx)S, (), satisfies

Sty = 0pSp+ Y Soallr,S,, (2.16)
A

where S,( k) := (= /& +1im,,)"" is the free propagator of the v,-field. When we define the matrix
[foo(F)] to be

Sep(F) = [F(E) oy (2.17)
we obtain
fop( k) = 00pSo( F) ™" = gy (). (2.18)
(S, ( )] has two poles, determined by
det[f5,( K)] = 0. (2.19)

Let us examine the pole structure of S, under the approximation for the proper self-energy part
Mep,

II,, by neglecting L;,;(x) in (E.3) and by taking into account only the contribution from e ——— p
in the lowest order; thus, we have

[fon( )] = <_/€+im“ ey ) (2.20)

iMey, —k+imy,
As easily seen, [S7,(&)] has two poles at
k=1im;  with m;(j =1,2) given by (2.5). (2.21)

Therefore, the physical one-particle masses given as poles of S(’,p( /k) are seen to coincide with the
eigenvalues of the mass matrix M.

It should be noted that there is an arbitrariness in separating H(z) into the ”free” and ”inter-
action” parts. So it is worthy to give a remark on this point. We rewrite the Hamiltonian (P.4))
as

1,0 = (50) w0+ ("5 D (1) ) + o (2.22)

0 my, v, ()
Hin(x) = ( ?@Z ZZ ) L Doy 1= Mgy — My (2.23)
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Then, instead of S, and II,, employed above, we use

TiBce —imey ) . (2.24)

—1Mey —1A0

0 o 0 \—1 01._
Sp(/k) T (_ /k +Zmpp) ) [Hpcr] T <
Dropping contributions from L;,;(x) to the proper self-energy part and taking account of the contri-
bution from H;,(x), we obtain
60'PSS - ng = 60’pSp - Hop = fop7 (225)

which shows the arbitrariness in defining S,( &) disappears in the physical one-particle masses.

C. Diagonalization of the pole part in the propagator
We examine diagonalization of the pole part in the neutrino propagator S7, (/). Writing the
cofactor corresponding to f,, as Fy,, we have
1

[S5,) = [for) ™ = W[FUP]T. (2.26)

We define f(%) and F (%) to be the values of f,, and F;, at the pole m; of [S |, respectively. We have

G ponT _ [ H=m; + mee) iMey, i(=my +my,)  —imey )
[f"p ][F"p] < iMey, i(—my; +my,) ) ( — 1My, i(—mj + Mee)
9 10 a1 0\
= g =)oy =)+ (o ) =l (3 9] =0 e

due to (B-I3) and (2:I4) (or in accordance with (219)).

Next we define

_ ddet{fop((F)

R (2.28)
From (P2{) we obtain
r.hus. of (2.28) = [=2 & + i(mee + myp) lymim, = i(mq — ma)(—1)7, (2.29)
leading to
(ZE; ) = < E ) = ;iii (_11 ) , Sg = sinf, cy = cosb. (2.30)
We introduce a set of new fields 97 () and @;(x), j =1,2, expressed as
Yo(7) = 3 Agithj(a),  Yo(x) =3 Asplf(x), (2.31)
j j

where the coefficients A,;’s are so determined that < 0|T'(¢} ()} (y))|0 > has only one pole term

like 0;;/(— & +im;); A,; is a complex conjugate to A,;. Thus, from the conditions
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pPWFOT = 4 ( 1 O) Al (2.32)
00
PR FAT = 4 (8 (1)> Al (2.33)
we obtain
p9 F,ﬁﬁ? = A, Ay, (2.34)
leading to
pIFD) = Ay;A,; = pVEY). (2.35)
Thus we have
p(J)F“Ei)F(J)
_ _ )
_ A AGALA, Fiiu
ApAy =BT = L oor (2.36)
AuiA; @) P )
R
A possible solution is given by
() _
Aaj = LFéi)wa |CU|2 =1 (237)
P F)

The concrete form of [A,;] is expressed as

|seco/mepl _imeu [sgco/meu| —imeu
(Ww -+mee) (z’(—m1+mee>>’ e mame) %(i(—m2+mee>>)w (2.38)

mep

_ Mep —|col —|sal
= w < | 2 —|Se|§—§ . (2.39)

|meu | co

For sg, cp, me, > 0 and w = i, we have

4] =< “ 89>. (2.40)

—Sp Co
From the construction, we see the propagator
Si; (k) : = Fourier transf(irm of < 0|7 (¢ (x)¥}(y))|0 > (2.41)
= Z Bicr op jpv B = A_
a.p

has an one-pole term in diagonal element; i.e.

1 _
[S5(K)) = [zl: yT— Z Bi,pY FU (/k)B ») + (contribution from continuous spectra)]
— L 0
= < —V“Omﬁf 1 ) + (contribution from continuous spectra). (2.42)
—K+ima+e
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1
When we write A,; as 225, i.e.

gj
[22)) = [Ao], (2.43)

we can express S, (k) as
) _ 2512 2y_Aop(Ky £) 2.44
SUP(/k)_;—/k+imj+€+/d(1{)k2+’i2_i€. ( )

Note that the diagonalization procedure of the propagator S7, described above is somewhat
different from that adopted by Kaneko et al. [f]. The authors of ref. [[] considered the intermediate
step by introducing a set of fields {¢;(z), ¢;(z)} as defined by

Uol2) = 3 Aujdy (),
j
Gol@) = Y Ay (0). (2.45)
j
and examined the pole-part diagonalization of

Si;( %) := Fourier transform of < 0|T(¢(x)¢;(y))|0 > (2.46)

We have shown that such an intermediate procedure is not always necessary in order to obtain (2.49)

and (B.49).

III. CASE OF THREE FLAVORS

We examine the diagonalization of the flavor neutrino propagator in the three-flavor case along
the same line of thought as given in the preceding section.

A. 3-flavor mixing mass-matrix

The relevant Lagrangian density with mutual transitions among three-flavor neutrinos, e, and
T, is written after taking account of the spontaneous symmetry breaking in the Higgs sector as

(x)
sz—(m@MMMVd@ﬂﬁ+M)M%?

(
— (Zpla) Zpla) Ppla) ) (D+ M) il T Ly (@) (3.1)

where M’ = [m], |. (L}, is assumed to include no bilinear terms and no derivative of the neutrino

field.) We perform unitary transformations



Ver () vi(x) Ver() nr(z)
V“L(SL’) = VL I/QL(LL’) y V“R(LL’) = VR I/QR(LL’) y (32)
vrr(z) v3r(7) vrr(7) v3p(T)

so that the mass matrix is diagonalized;

pr 0
ViMVe=| 0 py 0 | with real y;’s. (3.3)
0 0 ps

We can arbitrarily use the right-handed neutrino field v, given by v, z(z) = 3, Wever(2), Wiw =
I. While, the mass matrix M’(assumed to be det M’ 7é 0) is uniquely expressed as

M =M -U UU =1, M=][m,], (3.4)

where M is hermitian as well as positive definite. (The last means all eigenvalue are positive.) Using
the matrix V' which diagonalizes M as

ma 0 0
VIMV =] 0 my 0 |, m;>0 VVi=I, (3.5)
0 0 ms
we choose W to be
w=U" (3.6)
then, by defining v;;, andv;r as
Vor/R(T ZVUJV]L/R( ),V =[Vol, (3.7)

the Lagrangian density(B.1]) is expressed as

L(x) = _(peL(x) D () Upp (2 ﬁ+M (V;R z ) — h.c. 4+ Lip(2)
VTR LL’
Ve(x
= — (7(2) Zu(w) () ) (D + M) (wéwi) + Lint(2); (3.8)

the first term in the last line has the diagonal form, —3>2_, 7;()( 0 + m;)v;(x).
Similarly to (E:29), we write the Hamiltonian density as

H(z) = H(2) — Lin(2),

Ve(T)
H (@) = = (7e(2) Du(w) r(x) ) (FV + MO) (Vpgwg) + Hine (1), (3.9)
Ace Mey Mer Ve(T)
Hint() = = (7e(2) Du(@) 2r(@) ) | e Dy e | | vale) | (3.10)
Mre Mey Drpr ve(x)
ml, 0 0
M = ( 0 md, 0 ) ;o Dy =my,—m) . (3.11)
0 0 mb



We give useful relations as follows.

3

Mpo = D Vpilojmy,  p,0 = (€, 41, 7), (3.12)
=1
1
Vi=v= TV [u”] with u,; = cofactor of vy, (3.13)
(detV) Z VpiUsj = (detV)o, Z Upilloy, (3.14)
(detV) va]vpk = (detV)dji, = Zumvpk, (3.15)
Zm] > Mop (3.16)
p

B. Pole structure of Fourier transform of the neutrino propagator

We consider the Fourier transform of the neutrino propagator
S,,,( &) = Fourier trans. of < 0|T'(vy(2)7,(y))|0 >, (3.18)

where v,(x) and 7,(y) are the unrenormalized Heisenberg operator appearing in the Hamiltonian
(B-g) with the interaction part H,:(x) — Lint(z).
In the same way as described in the subsection B of Sec.[, 57, ,( k) satisfies

S(/)'p(/k) = 50p5 Z H)xp /k)S (/k)a g,p =6 U, T, (319)

with S,( k) = (— k+im),+¢€)~", and is expressed as

Seo(K) = [f(E)op with fo, (&) = 05pS,(#)7" = ey ( /). (3.20)

Assuming the proper self-energy part Il,, to be approximated as
[y, > 10, = —i(M — M°),,, (3.21)

we have
[fool F)] = [00p(— F +imp,) +i(M — M),
— k+ime. 1My, Mer
= iMye — k+imy, My, (3.22)
Mo iMyy, — k+img,,

The physical one-particle masses are determined as three-poles obtained from

det]f,p( £)] = 0. (3.23)

From the form of (B.22), we see that the arbitrariness in separating H;,:(z) from the ”free” part in
(B-I0), i.e. the arbitrariness in defining S,( k), disappears in the physical one-particle masses under
the approximation (B.21)). These one-particle masses determined from (B.23) with f,,( /) given by
(B:23) coincide with the eigenvalues {m;, j = 1,2,3} of the mass matrix M = [m,,].
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C. Diagonalization of pole part in the propagator

We follow the same procedure of the diagonalization as described in the subsection C of Sec.[].
V\ériting the cofactor of f,,(/k) as Fy,(/k), we write S, (/&) in the same form as (2.20); then, we
obtain

det| fopllymim; = 0= [ FAEL) = [F 1)), (3.24)
A

The explicit form of p¥) defined in the same way as (2.2§) is written as

(p(j))_l = —(Mee — mj)(muu —my) — (muu = ;) (Mrr — M) — (Mrr — M) (Mee — M)

+ MepMye + Myr My + MerMere. (3.25)

By employing (B-12) and (B.13), we obtain after some calculations

(/7(1))_1 = —(my — mg)(my —ms),
(pP)! = —(may — m1)(mz — my), (3.26)
(P(g))_l = —(mg —my)(mg — my).

Fe(ﬁ) = —MyeMyy + Mre(My, —m;),
F;EjT) = —MeyMre + My (Mee — M), (3.27)

U — MMy — (Mee — mj)(mw — mj)u

TT

some calculations lead to

. VyiUri .
F) = %, p=epuT, =123 (3.28)

thus, we obtain

pl) B (p))?

T

(3.29)

Next we define a set of new fields ¢7(z) and ¢} (z),j = 1,2,3, in the same way as (231). The
condition for determining the matrix A is

p(j)(F(j))T — AEU At (3_30)
with
100 000 000
EO=lo000|, E®@=]010|, E®=]000
000 000 001

The above equation leads to

11



A AO’j_p F():

A.:

a)

therefore, noting (B.:29) we are allowed to take

Employing the concrete forms (B.28) of F\) =

AijTjATjAo] B p(J)F’%)F(J)
AA, '
G . G
e = lE -1
TT U’fj

FY) | we obtain

A _ v v
Ael W|p(1) |U'rl el el
ul | = 1 Uyl | =€ | Y1
A (1) |U'rl |
71 Vr1 Ur1
A _ v v
Ae2 B w‘p(2)‘UT2 Ue2 B Ue2
n2 | = @] p2 | = €| Up2
AT2 Ur2 Ur2
A _ v v
Ae3 - w‘p(3)‘UT3 e3 - e3
u3 - Vu3 = €3 Vu3
A PP v v v
73 73 T3
where
) W|P |UTJ
RO
P | Urj

By choosing the order as ms > my > mq, we have

then,

6 = (-1
|0-41

Thus the form of the matrix A satisfies the unitary condition, i.e.

AAT = ATA =1,

and is essentially the same as V' which diagonalizes the mass matrix M,

€1 00
A=[A,]=V-E with E=|0¢e 0 |,
00 €3
ma 0 0
AIMA=1 0 my 0
0 0 ms

Si;( k), the Fourier transform of < 0|T'(¥7 ()¢} (y))[0 >, is now written as

12

(3.31)

(3.32)

(3.33)

(3.34)

(3.35)

(3.36)

(3.37)

(3.38)

(3.39)

(3.40)

(3.41)



155 (F)] = ATS'(/@)A
= Z By S ——— Z Agip F(l A,;)] + (contribution from continuous spectra)
1

1
Frimre O 0
= 0 m 0 + (contribution from continuous spectra), (3.42)
1ms3—+e

and as to S; (k) we obtain the same fom as given by (.49).

IV. COMMENTS ON THE CHOICE (1.4)

We examine the problem whether or not there is any compelling reason for choosing ([.4), which
is expressed in a convenient form for the following consideration as

Gy (kr;t) a;(kr;t) _ N .
(i ) =cron (S50 oo, 0.0 = @062, (@)

here Bj(—k rit) = Bj(q, r;t) with ¢ = —k and qo = \/lg2 + m? = w;(here we use the notations (&, Bo)
instead of (a2, B8V in ([.4)). As noted in Sec.[l, when neglecting L;,;(x) in the Lagrangian (2.1)),

the diagonalization of the one-pole term in the propagator corresponds to the diagonalization of the
mass-term in (B.0]) through

() = e () Yowor = 0 ) (0], a2

and v;(z) is expanded as

03(0) = = 37 e (i) (= B (K75 1)) (43)
kr
with
aj(krit) \ _ [ og(kr;0) | i (12 2\1
(@-(kr;t)) - (@-(kr;m)e g = (W m)) (44)

If (7)) is allowed to think to define the creation and annihilation operators for definte flavor states,

(E2) and (E.3) lead to the expansion

Z'm{u] ke, r)ag (k,rit) + v (—k, 7) BL(—k, ;1) }. (4.5)

Ve ()

-

The definition of (1)), employed in refs. [[]] and [[1], is certainly the simplest one which is consistent
with ({.2); then, (f.T]) is expressed in terms of the v-fields as

( A ) - [ e ( ﬂ%(_% ) G (6:),(2) G 0: ). (46)

J
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We cannot exclude, however, other ways; really, we can define generally

(;T“(’(kgrtt ) — /d?’xe‘m( (_kgr)) ) G (0; )y (x)G(0; )

poj(k)a;(k,rit) + idg; (k) BI (=K, 73 1) .
=G t)<M0j<k>aj<k,r;t>+paj<k>ﬁ< or >>G(9’” @)

for an arbitrary m,; (.9) leads to the expansion

R Ly (, 7)o (k, 73 ) + v (—, 1) BE (=K, 71 1)} (4.8)

Ve ()

%

(See Appendix A as to the definitions of p,; and A,;.) (7) leads to the transformation ([[.).
For the purpose of finding any logical basis of the choice ([.]]), we reexamine the consideration in
ref. [l]. We introduce the mass and the flavor vacua |0 >,, and [0(0,t) > as

a;(kr;t) } { ag(kr;t) }
0>,=0, 0(0;:t) >=0 4.9
{ 5i(~krit) | 5o(—kri) 10005 (49)
for Yk, r, j and o. It should be remembered that the authors of ref. A] choose the special vacuum as
|0(6,t) >, given(at finite volume V') by
|0(0;t) >= G7H0;1)|0 >, < 0[]0 >p= 1. (4.10)

The reasoning why the relation (f-I0) is adoted in ref. [] is as follows. For ¥|a >, and |b >,,€ Hn,
which is the Fock space constructed in terms of the v;-fields, we have

m < a|G(0; ) v, (2)GTH(0;1)|b >m=m< alv;(x)]b >m; (4.11)

G71(6;)|b >, should belong to the flavor Fock space H; constructed in terms of the v,-fields and
gives the mapping of H,, to Hy; especially we obtain ([.10).
Then, by operating o, (k,r;t) to |0(6;t) >, we obtain from ([.7) and (f.I0) the constraint

Aoj(k) =0, ie. py(k) =1for "k and (o,5) = (e, 1), (11,2), (4.12)

which leads us to take m, = my and m, = ms. Also, by operating 8! (—k, r;t) to [0(6;t) >, the same
constraint as ([LI7) is obtained from the norms of

B(=k, 756)[0(6; 1) >= G(0; 1) poy (k) B (—k, 7 1)|0 >, - (4.13)

In this way, the simplest choice ({.])) is derived.
It seems necessary, however, for us to reconsider the content of deriving (f.I). The general
relation (1) is rewritten as

(ﬁcf?(—kgif ) ) - (Kf;(@)) o ) (B??gg ) )
— ) ( 5‘1‘((_]“]:;;) ) 1) (4.14)

14



where

I1(t) = [T exp{i 3 &y (k)@ (K, 0)BL(=k, 758) + Bo (=K, 75 )a0 (K, 73 1))} (4.15)

E,’f‘ (07j)

with cosé, j(k) = pej(k) = cos*2L. In (f1H), the summation 3, ;) means to take the sum over the
two sets, (e, 1) and (4, 2). Thus one can construct Hilbert spaces #,, and H; by operationg possible
polynomials of {a}’s, ﬁj’s, j = 1,2} and {al’s, Bl’s, o = e, u}, respectively, on the vacuum
states |0 >,, and |0(0;t) >, where these state are defined by

aj(k, ;0|0 >, = Bi(k, 7 1)[0 >,=0 for j k.7, (4.16)
ag(k,m1)[0(0;1) > = By (k,r:1)[0(6;t) >=0 for Yo k,r. (4.17)

Since ([I9) is expressed as
(b)) = teaaror (G ) ©eor), (4.8

We see, after repeating the same argument as in ref. ] explained above, that the relation between
the vacuum states is given (at finite volume) by

10005 t) >= (G(0;)1(t)) 10 >; (4.19)

thus one cannot obtain any constraint on m,’s. Therefore, the choice ([IJ]) has no compelling
theoretical reason other than ”convenience” and ”simplicity” and there is no physical basis for fixing
the m, values.

V. SUMMARY AND FINAL REMARKS

We have first examined the diagonalizaion of the flavor-neutrino propagator matrix by follow-
ing the procedure proposed by Kaneko et.al. [ (but without employing any intermediate fields
{¢;,¢;,7 =1,2,3}). We have concretely shown that, in so far as the matrix of the proper self-energy
part I1,,( k) for the flavor-neutrino fields is allowed to be approximated by neglecting L;,; in (B-3),
a set of the renormalized fields {¢7(z),¢%(x)} can be defined as

%ngéwm,%mzzi;m,aqwm (5.1)

with 2323 = I, so that the Fourier transform of < 0|T'(¢ (x)¥%(y))|0 >, i.e. S( k), has a single
one-pole term, and

Sep( ) = F.T.of < 0|T(%s(2)¥,(y))|0 >

1 1

> ch'zz 2 )\O' (K'a /k)
:Zl—/f+Ji7jij+e+/d(H )]{72—£I€2—ie. (5:2)
‘7:
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The matrix [z%], which may be called the generalized z-factor, has been shown to be essentially the
same as that diagonalizing the mass matrix M in the starting Lagrangian (B.§).

Under the adopted approximation for Il,,, the content summarized above seems consistent and,
in some sense self-evident. We cannot go, however, beyond this approximation due to ignorance of
the Higgs neutrino interaction included in L; ().

Under the same approximation we have reexamined in Sec[[V] the problem proposed by Blasone
et al. []. The essential problem in the field theory of the neutrino mixing is to settle how to define
appropriate creation and annihilation operators of the flavor(or weak [§]) states. We have shown
that, by taking account of the general relation (f.1§) as well as the relation between the two vacuum
states, ([.19), there is neither theoretical reason for choosing m,. = m; and m, = my adopted in ref.
[ nor physical basis for fixing any special m, values. In this sense we cannot construct generally the
flavor Fock space, except for the extremely relativistic case; this is in accordance with the assertion
in ref. [§], though our reasoning is based on a different context.

In so far as we consider the transition or survival amplitudes by treating such a quantity as

Apo (k73 t) =< Oa,(k, rs t)al (K, r;0)[0 >, (5.3)

we have to fix the mass parameters m,’s in order to settle the relations of a,’s to the fields v,(z)’s. But
we saw in Sec[[V] that there is no theoretical reason to specify the mass parameters. Instead, under
the approximation of neglecting Ly, in the Lagrangian (B.§), the propagator, S (k) = F.T. of <
0|7 (vs(2)7,(y))|0 >, has been shown to have a structure which is independent of the mass parameter
m,’s, that is, independent of the choice of the perturbative vacuum corresponding to the ’free’
Hamiltonians, specified by the mass parameters m{ ’s as in (2.22) and (B.9). Thus, it is favorable for
us to treat the neutrino oscillation problem by relying solely on the neutrino propagator. Related
investigations have been done in ref. [[J], and the work developed by Grimus and Stockinger [[[J

seems to be important from our viewpoint.
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APPENDIX A:

Explicit forms of the plane-wave eigenfunctions u(kr) and v(kr), satisfying
(¢ f+m)u(kr)=0, (=i k+m)v(kr)=0 (A1)

are given, in the Kramers representation of y-matrices (i.e. = —p, ® ,7* = p, @ I, 75 = —p, @ I)

@, by
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ca —sf*
*

akt) = | | wm = | 0] (A2)
sp ca*
sp* ca

e = | 5 e = | D (A3)
ca* —sf

Here, ¢ = cos(%),s = sin(%), coty = %,kz = kcosV, k, + ik, = ksind - €, a0 = cos(%) - e7/2, 3 =
sin(2) - €2, u(kr) and v(kr) are the eigenfunctions of the helicity 5 k/|k|, §= (I x3)/2;

(5 Fyulk 1) = —gu(k 1),
§ Ryl 1) = —ulk 1) (Ad)

The solutions of (A1) with the mass m; are written as u;(kr) and v;(kr). We obtain

uy(kr)ug(ks) = v (—=kr)va(—ks) = p1a(k),
ui(kr)va(—ks) = vi(—kr)ua(ks) = ida(k), (A5)

where v;(—kr) := v(pr) with p' = —lg, po = koj = \/Ez —I—m?; pr2 = cosXFX2 Ny = sinX P2 with
cotx; = % We have

J

Z{ulj’(k‘r) : u?(kr)* + v?(—kr) -v}i(—k‘r)*} = Opq- (A6)

The explicit form of G(6, k) appearing in ([.9) is given by

0.0~ o) o)) (A7
with
P =( am@ wel)) aem= (e mel) o
G(0,k) is confirmed to be unitary;
G(0,k)G(0, k) =G(0,k)'G(0,k) = 1. (A9)

APPENDIX B:

Here we will give a remark on ref. [§] as follows. We define
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w(k 1) = lﬁ] ;o wk ) = l_ﬁl with o and 8 used in App.A, (B1)
which satisfy
w(k Nw(k ) =0, %kw(kr) = w(kr) { _11 } for { : zI } : (B2)
w;j(kr) and vj(—kr) given by (A2) and (AJ) are expressed as

u(k 1) = [_]@w(kﬂ u(kw:[ﬁj@w(m),

k=i P Jeutn, ok =i| 5 o, (B3)
K4 —K_
where ky = /(E+k)/(2E) = {Z},E = Vk*+m?2. By using the unitary matrix U = (U,;)

connecting the two kinds of neutrino fields, we obtain
Vo () ZZ Uy (k 151) “ﬁ @w(k 1) + Upai(k 1:t) | ™ | @ w(k |)
\/_ Kj+

Iij_

+iU,; 81—k 1;t) [ h ] ®w(k 1) + iUy, B8] (—k L;t) l _”“/if_ ] ®w(k ¢)> ke, (B4)

j+
By defining
Apy(kr;t) ZUUJ% (kr;t)k s,

Bl (—kr;t) ZU(,Jﬁ —kr;t)kje (Ei), (B5)

(B4) is rewritten as

i = o ([ A even [4G 1  ovr
+[gig::m” @ w(k )+ [BLE :j ” (M)) e (B6)

Under the conditions among {a;, BJT» } and their Hermitian conjugates

{aj(krit),af (K's;t)} = {B,(kr;t), Bl (K's;)} = 6;6,50(k — k'),
others = 0, (B7)

we obtain
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/ * E Tk P
{Aps(krit), AL (K's;0)} = {Bou(krit), Bl o (Ks;1)} = ZU U= —— o8 6,50 (k, '),
x My 7
(A (krit), AL (K's;0)} = { B (kr;t), Bl (K's;1)} = ZU UszJ(s Ok, K,
others = 0. (BS)

In the extremely relativistic limit, we have

{Apy (krst), AL (K's; 1)} — 6,50k, k),
{ By (kr; t), B (K s t)} — 6.6 (, K), (BY)
others — 0;

the high momentum part in r.h.s. of (Bf)
oL ([Aer e ity 1) ] Bl (=k Lityw(k 1) D iz
7 ([ Av(k 4 Ok ¢>] + lBL(—k: fityw(it) |) © (B10)
with
Api(krit) =Y Unjay(krst), Bl (—kr;t) Z UaiB(—kr3t). (B11)
j

According to the assertion in ref. [§], one may construct an approximate Fock space of weak states
in terms of {A!, (kr:t), Bl (—kr;t)} give by (BII) only in the case of extremely relativistic neutri-
nos. This assertion is in some sense self-evident, since masses of neutrinos become irrelevant in the
extremely relativistic neutrinos.

It is more natural, however, to define, instead of (BI]]), a set of independent operators

o(kr;t) ZUU] { (kr;t)k s —zﬁ (— k:r;t)/{j_}

Bl (—kr;t) ZUUJ[ o (ks t)m— + Bl (—krs ) (B12)

so that the independent number of {A,, Bl} are equal to that of {aoy, BJT- }. We obtain

{Ag(kr;t), ALK s; 1)} = 0,50 (k, k') = { B, (—kr; 1), By (K's; 1)},
others  =0. (B13)

In ref. [, a set of operators, the number of which is twice times larger than the independent number,
are introduced (similar to (B5)) in the case of Dirac neutrinos). Instead of doing so, we have defined
a set of necessary and sufficient number of independent operators (BIJ) as a kind of Bogolyubov
transformation, and obtained the canonical commutation relations (BI3)), irrespective of the value
of |k|.

From (B4) we obtain

1 Lol Y wimtrrnl 1) 6w
o) = g X (At [ |+ Bkt | ] ewie
+ <Ag(k; 1) lﬂ +iBl(—k |;1) HD @ w(k ¢)1 ke, (B14)
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The important feature of this expansion is that the operators {flo, Bj,} depend explicitly on m;’s as
well as |k|, but not on m,’s explicitly. In the case of 2-flavors(i.e. 0 = e and p), we have

A (kr;t) ay(kr;t)
ity | =909 | i ©13)
BZL(—kr;t) Bi(—kr; 1)
with
CpC1 SgCa  —1CeS1 —1S9So
Q(G,k): —SgC1  CpC2  159S1 —1iCyS2 G = Ry 8 = s (B16)

—1CyS1 —1SgSey CyC SpCo
1S9S1 —1CpSa —SpC1  CyCa

(BIQ) is seen to be equal to G(0, k), (A7), in which the mass parameters m, and m,, employed in the
plane-wave expansion of the flavor neutrino fields v,’s are set equal to zeros. Because, as seen from
(B3), we have e.g. u(k 1) for the zero mass is

u(k 1) = (é) @ w(k 1). (B17)
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