arXiv:1110.5859v1 [hep-ph] 26 Oct 2011

Massive Majorana neutrinos in matter and a magnetic field

Maxim Dvornikov^{a,b∗}

aN. V. Pushkov Institute of Terrestrial Magnetism, Ionosphere and Radiowave Propagation 142190, Troitsk, Moscow Region, Russia bInstitute of Physics, University of São Paulo CP 66318, CEP 05315-970 São Paulo, SP, Brazil

Abstract

We summarize our recent results on the description of the evolution of Majorana neutrinos in external fields. First we discuss the purely quantum method which involves the secondly quantized Weyl spinors. In frames of this formalism we find exact solutions of the classical Hamilton equations for Weyl fields in background matter, which then are used to canonically quantize the system. The analog of the effective Hamiltonian for the description of spin-flavor oscillations of Majorana neutrinos in matter and a magnetic field is also obtained. Finally we discuss another approach for the treatment of Majorana neutrinos in external fields, which is based on the relativistic quantum mechanics. The latter method does not require the quantization of the neutrino wave function. Nevertheless we demonstrate that the relativistic quantum mechanics approach also appropriately describes spin-flavor oscillations of relativistic Majorana neutrinos.

1 Introduction

It is known that the neutrino interaction with external fields can significantly influence the evolution of astrophysical [1] and cosmological media [2]. For example, the interaction of supernova neutrinos with a strong magnetic field of a protoneutron star (PNS) may cause a macroscopic effect like the kick of a pulsar [3]. The neutrino scattering off the matter of a rotating PNS may result in a spin-down of a star [4]. However the recent estimates [5] showed that the role of neutrinos in PNS spin-down is significantly less important than that in the possible explanation of great linear velocities of neutron stars. The neutrino interaction with primordial plasma is essential for the observed spectrum of the cosmic microwave background [6] and for the generation of large scale magnetic fields [7].

It was experimentally confirmed that neutrinos are massive particles and there is a mixing between different neutrino generations [8]. These neutrino properties result in the appearance of neutrino flavor oscillations [9]. It is also known that the presence of background matter can cause the resonance enhancement of neutrino oscillations [10]. Moreover the combined action of a background matter and an external magnetic field leads to the resonant transition like, ν^−_α ↔ ν^+_β (see, e.g., Ref. [11]), where the indexes ± denote different helicity states. Hence active neutrinos of the flavor α can be converted into sterile neutrinos of another flavor β.

Neutrinos can interact with an external electromagnetic field due to the presence of anomalous magnetic moments [12]. Note that the structure of the magnetic moments is completely different for Dirac and Majorana neutrinos (see, e.g., Ref. [13]). Despite the fact that nowadays there is no universally recognized confirmation of the nature of neutrinos [14], in the present

∗e-mail: maxdvo@izmiran.ru

work we shall suppose that neutrinos are Majorana particles. Note that in various scenarios for the generation of elementary particles masses it is predicted that neutrinos should acquire Majorana masses [15]. It should be also mentioned that numerous experimental attempts are made to investigate whether neutrinos are Dirac or Majorana particles [16].

In the present work we summarize our recent results [17,18] on the theory of Majorana neutrinos oscillations in matter and electromagnetic fields. First, in Sec. 2, following the discussion of Ref. [20], we review the general properties of the neutrino mixing in vacuum. Then, in Sec. 3, we recall the basic equation for a massive Majorana neutrino propagating in background matter and electromagnetic field. In Sec. 4, using the results of our recent works [18, 19] we propose the classical field theory treatment of massive Weyl fields propagating in a background matter and interacting with an external electromagnetic field. Exact solutions of the wave equation for Weyl fields in a background matter are found in Sec. 5. In Sec. 6 we use these solutions to canonically quantize the Weyl fields. In Sec. 7, in frames of our method we re-derive the effective Hamiltonian for the description of spin-flavor oscillations of Majorana neutrinos in matter and a magnetic field. Finally, in Sec. 8, we consider the alternative approach for the description of spin-flavor oscillations of Majorana neutrinos based on the relativistic quantum mechanics and compare it with the results of Sec. 7. In Sec. 9 we discuss our results.

2 Neutrino mixing in vacuum

Experimentally it was found [21] that the number of active neutrinos is equal to three with the high level of accuracy. Nevertheless in various theoretical and phenomenological scenarios (see, e.g., Ref. [22]) some additional sterile neutrinos are discussed. Thus the general dynamics of the system of flavor neutrinos can be formulated in terms of the 3 + N_s spinor fields, where N_s ≥ 0 is the number of sterile neutrinos. It was experimentally confirmed [23] that active neutrinos correspond to the left-handed chiral projections, ν^L_λ , λ = e, μ, τ, whereas sterile neutrinos should be expressed in terms of the right-handed chiral projections, ν^R_λ , λ = 1, . . . , N_s. Here ν_{L,R} = (1 ∓ γ^5)/2 × ν.

The system of wave equations for the spinors ν^{L,R}_λ will involve both Dirac and Majorana types of the mass terms. The simultaneous diagonalization of the mass terms can be performed with help of the matrix transformation [24],

N^L_λ = 3+N_s∑

a=1 U_{λa}χ^L_a , (1)

where N^T_L = (ν^L_e , ν^L_μ , ν^L_τ , [ν^R_1 ]^c, . . . , [ν^R_{Ns} ]^c) is the multiplet of the neutrino fields, (U_{λa}) is the unitary vacuum mixing matrix of the size (3 + N_s) × (3 + N_s), and χ_a are the neutrino mass eigenstates. The charge conjugation is defined in the standard manner: ν^c = iγ^2ν^∗.

The fields χ_a are neither Dirac nor Majorana. However we may always construct Majorana fields of the the chiral projections of χ_a as

ψ_a = [ κ^∗χ^L_a + κ̃^∗(χ^L_a )^c ] , (2)

where κ and κ̃ are the phase factors having unit absolute values. Now we can see that the fields ψ_a satisfy the Majorana condition in an extended sense,

ψ^c_a = κ_cψ_a, (3)

where κ_c = κκ̃. In the following we shall suppose that κ_c = 1.

3 Electrodynamics of Majorana neutrinos in a background mat- ter The evolution of Majorana fields ψ_a, defined in Eq. (2), in a background matter under the influence of an external electromagnetic field is governed by the following wave equation:

(iγ^μ∂_μ − m_a)ψ_a − μ_{ab} 2 σ_{μν} F^{μν} ψ_b + g^μ_{ab}γ_μγ^5ψ_b = 0, (4)

where m_a are the masses of the particles and σ_{μν} = (i/2)[γ_μ; γ_ν ]_−. Note that we will formulate the dynamics of the system (4) in the mass eigenstates basis rather than in the flavor basis, as it is usually done when neutrino oscillations are considered, since, as we demonstrated in Sec. 2, only in the mass eigenstates basis one can distinguish between Dirac and Majorana masses.

The matrix of the neutrino interaction with a background matter, (g^μ_{ab}), introduced in Eq. (4) in the mass eigenstates basis, is related to the analogous matrix in the flavor basis as follows: g^μ_{ab} = ∑ λ,λ^′=e,μ,τ U^†_{aλ}f^μ_{λλ′} U_λ′_b, (5) where the mixing matrix (U_{λa}) is defined in Eq. (1). In general case the matrix (g^μ_{ab}) is hermitian. However we shall discuss the situation when the CP invariance is conserved. In this case the matrix (g^μ_{ab}) is symmetric. Despite a current attempt to detect CP violating terms in the neutrino sector [25], no definite results have been obtained yet.

Note that in Eq. (5) we do not exclude the possibility of the existence of nonstandard neutrino interactions, which correspond to the nondiagonal elements of the matrix (f^μ_{λλ′} ) (see, e.g., Ref. [17]). In the situation when only the standard model interactions with matter are present, the matrix (f^μ_{λλ′} ) is diagonal: f^μ_{λλ′} = δ_{λλ}′ f^μ_λ , where f^μ_λ are the effective potentials of interactions with background fermions. The zero components of these potentials, f^0_λ, are proportional to the effective matter density of non-moving and unpolarized background fermions, whereas the vector components, f_λ, are the linear combinations of the averaged matter velocity and the polarization. The explicit form of the effective potentials and the details of the statistical averaging can be found in Ref. [26].

Note that the vector term in the neutrino matter interaction ∼ g^μ_{ab}γ_μψ_b is omitted in Eq. (4) since it is washed out for Majorana neutrinos. The contribution of the axial-vector interaction with matter ∼ g^μ_{ab}γ_μγ^5ψ_b to the wave equation (4) is twice the analogous contribution for Dirac particles since both neutrinos and antineutrinos equally interact with a background matter (see, e.g., Ref. [27]).

Neutrinos can interact with the external electromagnetic field F_{μν} = (E, B) due to the presence of the anomalous magnetic moments (μ_{ab}). It is know (see, e.g., Ref. [28]) that the matrix (μ_{ab}) should be hermitian and pure imaginary, i.e. μ_{ab} = −μ_{ba} and μ^∗_{ab} = −μ_{ab}. Unlike the interaction with matter, which is generically defined for flavor neutrinos, the computation of the neutrino magnetic moments has to be done in the mass eigenstates basis. The detailed example of such a calculation is given in Ref. [29]. We shall discuss the situation when no admixture of sterile neutrinos is in the mass eigenstates ψ_a, i.e. when the eigenstates ν^R_λ are absent. In this case the neutrino electric dipole moments are equal to zero [28].

In Ref. [30] is was rigorously proved that four component Majorana spinors are equivalent to two component Weyl spinors. Thus we may re-express the wave function ψ_a in Eq. (5) in two ways,

ψ^{(η)}_a = ( iσ_2η^∗_a η_a ) , or ψ^{(ξ)}_a = ( ξ_a −iσ_2ξ^∗_a ) . (6)

Both representations in Eq. (6) satisfy the Majorana condition (3). Using Eq. (6) we can rewrite Eq. (4) as

η̇_a − (σ∇)η_a + m_aσ_2η^∗_a − μ_{ab}σ(B − iE)σ_2η^∗_b + i(g^0_{ab} + σg_{ab})η_b = 0, (7) or ξ̇_a + (σ∇)ξ_a − m_aσ_2ξ^∗_a + μ_{ab}σ(B + iE)σ_2ξ^∗_b − i(g^0_{ab} − σ^∗g_{ab})ξ_b = 0. (8)

In the following we shall postulate these equations. Note that the analog of Eq. (7) was previously derived in Ref. [31].

4 Classical field theory

In Ref. [19] we demonstrated that the classical dynamics of a massive Weyl field in vacuum should be described only in frames of the Hamilton formalism. Generalizing the results of Ref. [19] to include the interactions with a background matter and an electromagnetic field we arrive to the following Hamiltonian (see also Ref. [18]): H = ∫ d^3r [ ∑ a { π^T_a (σ∇)η_a − (η^∗_a)^T(σ∇)π^∗_a + m_a [ (η^∗_a)^Tσ_2π_a + (π^∗_a)^Tσ_2η_a ]}

+ ∑ ab { μ_{ab} [ π^T_a σ(B − iE)σ_2η^∗_b + η^T_a σ_2σ(B + iE)π^∗_b ]

− i [ π^T_a (g^0_{ab} + σg_{ab})η_b − (η^∗_a)^T(g^0_{ab} + σg_{ab})π^∗_b ] }] , (9)

where π_a are the canonical momenta conjugate to the “coordinates” η_a. Using the aforementioned properties of the matrices (μ_{ab}) and (g^μ_{ab}) we find that the functional (9) is real as it should be for a classical Hamiltonian.

Applying the field theory version of the canonical equations to the Hamiltonian H,

η̇_a = δH δπ_a = (σ∇)η_a − m_aσ_2η^∗_a + μ_{ab}σ(B − iE)σ_2η^∗_b − i(g^0_{ab} + σg_{ab})η_b, (10)

π̇_a = − δH δη_a = (σ^∗∇)π_a + m_aσ_2π^∗_a − μ_{ab}σ_2σ(B + iE)π^∗_b + i(g^0_{ab} + σ^∗g_{ab})π_b, (11)

one can see that in Eq. (10) we reproduce Eq. (7) for Weyl particles, which correspond to left-handed neutrinos, interacting with matter and an electromagnetic field. If we introduce the new variable ξ_a = iσ_2π_a, we can show that Eq. (11) is equivalent to Eq. (8) for right-handed neutrinos.

5 Exact solution of the wave equation

In the following we shall suppose that the background matter in average is at rest and unpolarized, i.e. g_{ab} = 0. This approximation is valid in almost all realistic cases (see the detailed discussion in Ref. [18]). Let us decompose the Hamiltonian (9) into two terms H = H_0 + H_{int}. The former term, H_0, contains the vacuum Hamiltonian as well as the matter term diagonal in neutrino types,

H_0 = ∫ d^3r ∑ a { π^T_a [(σ∇) − ig^0_{aa}]η_a − (η^∗_a)^T[(σ∇) − ig^0_{aa}]π^∗_a + m_a [ (η^∗_a)^Tσ_2π_a + (π^∗_a)^Tσ_2η_a ] } . (12)

The latter term in this decomposition,

H_{int} = ∫ d^3r ∑ a≠b { μ_{ab} [ π^T_a σ(B − iE)σ_2η^∗_b + η^T_a σ_2σ(B + iE)π^∗_b ] −ig^0_{ab} [ π^T_a η_b − (η^∗_a)^Tπ^∗_b ] } , (13)

has the nondiagonal matter interaction and the interaction with an electromagnetic field which is nondiagonal by definition.

Analogously to Eqs. (10) and (11) we define the reduced Hamilton equations which contain only the Hamiltonian H_0: η̇^{(0)}_a = δH_0/δπ^{(0)}_a and π̇^{(0)}_a = −δH_0/δη^{(0)}_a . Using the results of Refs. [18, 31] we can find the solutions of these equations in the form,

η^{(0)}_a (r, t) = 1 2 ∫ d^3p (2π)^{3/2} { [ a^−_a w_−e^{−iE−a t} − m_a E^+_a + |p| − g^0_{aa} a^+_a w_+e^{−iE+a t} ] e^{ipr} + [ (a^+_a )^∗w_−e^{iE+a t} + m_a E^−_a + |p| + g^0_{aa}

(a^−_a )^∗w_+e^{iE−a t} ] e^{−ipr} } , ξ^{(0)}_a (r, t) = i 2 ∫ d^3p (2π)^{3/2} { [ b^+_a w_+e^{−iE+a t} + m_a E^−_a + |p| + g^0_{aa} b^−_a w_−e^{−iE−a t} ] e^{ipr} + [ (b^−_a )^∗w_+e^{iE−a t} − m_a E^+_a + |p| − g^0_{aa}

(b^+_a )^∗w_−e^{iE+a t} ] e^{−ipr} } , (14)

where we introduce the new variable ξ^{(0)}_a = iσ_2π^{(0)}_a , w_± are the helicity amplitudes defined in Ref. [32], and E^{(ζ)}_a = √ m^2_a + (|p| − ζg^0_{aa})^2. (15) is the energy of a Weyl field [27], ζ = ±1 is the particle helicity. To derive Eqs. (14) and (15) we suppose that the external field g^0_{aa} is spatially constant.

6 Quantization

Now we can carry out the canonical quantization of the Weyl fields η_a and π_a. For this purpose we suggest that the expansion coefficients a^±_a (p) and b^±_a (p) in Eq. (14) are operators. Note that the operators in the expansion of η_a and ξ_a are independent since in Sec. 4 we showed that these fields evolve independently.

Using the following relation:

a^±_a (p)(E^±_a + |p| ∓ g^0_{aa}) = b^±_a (p)(|p| ∓ g^0_{aa}), (16)

and suggesting that the operators a^±_a (p) obey the anti-commutation properties,

{a^±_a (k); [a^±_b (p)]^∗}_+ = δ_{ab}δ^3(k − p), (17)

with all the rest of the anticommutators being equal to zero, we can cast Eq. (12) into the form,

H_0 = ∫ d^3p ∑ a [E^−_a (a^−_a )^∗a^−_a + E^+_a (a^+_a )^∗a^+_a ] + divergent terms, (18)

which shows that the total energy of a massive Weyl field is a sum of energies corresponding to elementary oscillators of positive and negative helicities. Note that the details of the derivation of Eq. (18) can be found in Ref. [18]

Using the results Ref. [19] we can also quantize the total momentum of a Weyl field defined as P_0 = ∫ d^3r ∑ a [( η^{(0)∗}_a

)_T ∇π^{(0)∗}_a − ( π^{(0)}_a

)_T ∇η^{(0)}_a ] . (19)

With help of Eqs. (14), (16), and (17) we rewrite Eq. (19) in the following form:

P_0 = ∫ d^3p ∑ a p[(a^−_a )^∗a^−_a + (a^+_a )^∗a^+_a ] + divergent terms, (20)

which has the similar structure as Eq. (18).

It is interesting to mention that a massive Weyl field in vacuum can be quantized in the two independent ways (see Ref. [19]) because of the degeneracy of the neutrino energy levels: E^−_a = E^+_a = √ m^2_a + |p|^2. On the contrary, in matter only one of the possibilities for the quantization gives the correct result for the total energy (18) since the energy levels are no longer degenerate, cf. Eq. (15).

7 Nondiagonal interaction with matter and a magnetic field

To quantize the Hamiltonian H_{int} we shall use the forward scattering approximation. It means that one has to account for only the terms conserving the number of particles [33]. Using Eqs. (14), (16), and (17) we rewrite Eq. (13) in the form,

H_{int} = ∫ d^3p ∑ a≠b [M^−_{ab}(a^−_a )^∗a^−_b e^{iδ−abt} + M^+_{ab}(a^+_a )^∗a^+_b e^{iδ+abt}

+ F^−_{ab}(a^−_a )^∗a^+_b e^{iσ−abt} + F^+_{ab}(a^+_a )^∗a^−_b e^{iσ+abt}], (21)

where δ^±_{ab} = E^±_a − E^±_b and σ^±_{ab} = E^±_a − E^∓_b .

The general form of the coefficients M^±_{ab} and F^±_{ab} is quite cumbersome. Therefore we describe the dynamics of the system in the ultrarelativistic approximation, |k| ≫ max(m_a, g^0_{aa}), where k is the initial momentum of neutrinos. Moreover we discuss the simplest case of the two neutrino eigenstates, a = 1, 2, and suppose that E = 0, since it is difficult to create a large scale electric field. In this limit we get for the coefficients M^±_{ab} ≈ ∓g_{ab} and F^±_{ab} ≈ −μ_{ab}|B| sin ϑ_{kB}, where ϑ_{kB} is the angle between the vectors k and B. The explicit form of these coefficients for the arbitrary neutrino momentum can be found in Ref. [18].

Now we define the neutrino density matrix as

δ^3(p − k)ρ_{AB} (k) = ⟨a^∗_B (p)a_A(k)⟩, (22)

where A = (ζ, a) is a composite index and ⟨. . . ⟩ is the statistical averaging over the neutrino ensemble. Applying the quantum Liouville equation for the description of the density matrix evolution, iρ̇ = [ρ, H_{int}], (23)

we can rewrite it as iρ̇ = [H, ρ], where H = ( (M^−_{ab}e^{iδ−}ab^t) (F^−_{ab}e^{iσ−}ab^t) (F^+_{ab}e^{iσ+}ab^t) (M^+_{ab}e^{iδ+}ab^t) ) , (24)

is the effective quantum mechanical Hamiltonian.

To study the evolution of our system we use Eq. (14), where the wave functions already contain time dependent exponential factors. The energies in Eq. (14) correspond to the total diagonal Hamiltonian (12), cf. Eqs. (15) and (18), which contains both the mass term and the diagonal interaction with a background matter rather than only a kinetic term as in Ref. [34]. Thus our treatment is similar to the Dirac picture of the quantum theory. That is why in Eq. (23) it is sufficient to commute the density matrix only with H_{int} rather than with the total Hamiltonian H = H_0 + H_{int}.

To eliminate the time dependence in the effective Hamiltonian (24) we make the transformation of the density matrix [31],

ρ_{qm} = UρU^†, U = diag{e^{−i(Φ+g011)t}, e^{i(Φ−g022)t}, e^{−i(Φ−g011)t}, e^{i(Φ+g022 )}t}, (25)

where Φ = δm^2/4|k| is the phase of vacuum oscillations and δm^2 = m^2_1 −m^2 is the mass squared difference.

The evolution of the transformed density matrix can be represented as iρ̇_{qm} = [H_{qm}, ρ_{qm}], where the new effective Hamiltonian has the form,

H_{qm} =UHU^† + iU̇U^†

= Φ + g^0_{11} g^0_{12} 0 −μ_{12}|B| sin ϑ_{kB} g^0_{21} −Φ + g^0_{22} −μ_{21}|B| sin ϑ_{kB} 0 0 −μ_{12}|B| sin ϑ_{kB} Φ − g^0_{11} −g^0_{12} −μ_{21}|B| sin ϑ_{kB} 0 −g^0_{21} −Φ − g^0_{22} . (26)

Recalling the properties of the magnetic moments matrix for Majorana neutrinos, μ_{12} = iμ and μ_{21} = −iμ, with μ being a real number, we can see that Eq. (26) reproduces the well known quantum mechanical Hamiltonian for spin-flavor oscillations of Majorana neutrinos in matter and a magnetic field [11].

8 Relativistic quantum mechanics

In Sec. 7 we showed that the dynamics of neutrino spin-flavor oscillations in matter and a magnetic field can be described in frames of the purely quantum approach based on the quantum Liouville equation (23) for the neutrino density matrix (22). There is, however, an alternative formalism for the treatment of neutrino oscillations which involves the relativistic quantum mechanics method [17,31]. This approach is based on the exact solutions of wave equations for massive neutrinos in an external field, which were obtained in Sec. 5.

The main idea of the relativistic quantum mechanics method is the following: for the given initial wave functions of flavor neutrinos one should find the wave functions at subsequent moments of time. Note that this approach is similar to the relativistic wave packets description of neutrinos oscillations [35]. However we study the propagation of neutrino wave packets which exactly account for external fields. If one defines some known initial distribution of active neutrinos, then we can calculate the transition and survival probabilities for other neutrino flavors. Note that using Eq. (1) we can always express the initial condition for flavor neutrinos via that for the neutrino mass eigenstates, i.e. we shall suppose that η_a(r, t = 0) = η^{(0)}_a (r) are the given functions.

In our analysis we shall assume that the expansion coefficients in the decomposition of the wave functions (14) are c-numbers rather than operators as it was supposed in Sec. 6. Thus, since we do not quantize the Weyl fields, we no longer need the additional degree of freedom represented by the spinor ξ. Moreover we may change the normalization of the spinors at our convenience.

We will look for a general solution of Eq. (7) in the following form (see Eq. (14) and Ref. [31]):

η_a(r, t) = ∫ d^3p (2π)^{3/2} { ( a^−_a (p, t)w_−e^{−iE−a t} − m_a E^+_a + |p| − g^0_{aa} a^+_a (p, t)w_+e^{−iE+a t} ) e^{ipr} + ( [a^+_a (p, t)]^∗w_−e^{iE+a t} + m_a E^−_a + |p| + g^0_{aa}

[a^−_a (p, t)]^∗w_+e^{iE−a t} ) e^{−ipr} } , (27)

where the expansion coefficients a^±_a (p, t) are the functions of time to account for the nondiagonal terms in Eq. (7). The energy levels E^±_a and the helicity amplitudes w_± are defined in Sec. 5.

We choose the plane wave initial wave functions of massive neutrinos, η^{(0)}_a (r) = A_ae^{ikr}, where A_a is the amplitude of the initial neutrino field distribution. If we are not interested in the nextto-leading effects in neutrino oscillations, we may discuss the ultrarelativistic approximation from the very beginning: |k| ≫ max(m_a, g^0_{aa}). As in Sec. 7 we suggest that E = 0 as well as adopt the following geometry: B = Be_z and k = |k| × (sin ϑ_{kB}, 0, cos ϑ_{kB}).

Inserting the ansatz (27) in Eq. (7) and after the straightforward calculations we get the system of the ordinary differential equations for a^±_a (p, t). It is convenient to rewrite it in a conventional form as the Schrödinger-like equation, iΨ̇ = HΨ, introducing the quantum mechanical “wave function” of neutrinos, Ψ^T = (a^−_1 , a^−_2 , . . . , a^+_1 , a^+_2 , . . . ), and the effective Hamiltonian H, which has the same form as in Eq. (24). As in Sec. 7, here we shall discuss the situation of two neutrino eigenstates, a = 1, 2. Then we make the transformation, Ψ_{qm} = UΨ, where the matrix U is defined in Eq. (25). The evolution of the transformed quantum mechanical “wave function” Ψ_{qm} is governed by the effective Hamiltonian H_{qm} which coincides with that given in Eq. (26). Therefore we obtain that the relativistic quantum mechanics method is consistent with the standard quantum mechanical description of neutrino spin-flavor oscillations in matter and a magnetic field.

9 Conclusion

In the present work we have summarized our recent results on the theory of spin-flavor oscillations of Majorana neutrinos in matter and a magnetic field. After the brief introduction to the theory of neutrino mixing in vacuum in Sec. 2 and the discussion of the Majorana neutrinos electrodynamics in Sec. 3, we have mainly considered two approaches: the purely quantum method, Secs. 4-7, and the relativistic quantum mechanics approach, Sec. 8.

The former method is based on the canonical quantization of Weyl fields in presence of a background matter. The procedure of the canonical quantization requires the construction of the classical field theory Hamiltonian [36], in which all the dynamical observables should then be replaced with operators. Previously it was claimed [37] that massive Weyl fields are essentially quantum objects to be expressed via anticommuting operators. Nevertheless, in Sec. 4, we have constructed the classical field theory of massive Weyl fields in a background matter and an electromagnetic field, which is based on the Hamilton formalism. Note that one does not doubt that generically our world is quantum. However there are numerous processes which may be also described within the classical physics (see Ref. [38] for many interesting examples).

In Sec. 5 we have found the exact solution of the wave equation for a Weyl field in presence of a background matter. This solution has been used in Sec. 6 to canonically quantize the system. Then, in Sec. 7, we have completed the quantization of the system by taking into account the nondiagonal interaction with matter and a magnetic field using the density matrix formalism. For ultrarelativistic particles we have re-derived the effective Hamiltonian for the description of spin-flavor oscillations of Majorana neutrinos in matter and a magnetic field.

Finally, in Sec. 8, we have considered the alternative approach for the description of the evolution of Majorana neutrinos which is based on the relativistic quantum mechanics. In frames of this method we do not quantize the neutrino wave functions. Instead of operators in the expansion of the fields, we deal with c-number functions. These functions evolve in time in such a way to satisfy the given initial fields distribution. We have demonstrated that for ultrarelativistic neutrinos this method also gives the appropriate description of spin-flavor oscillations of Majorana neutrinos in external fields.

Acknowledgments

I am grateful to the organizers of the 15^{th} International Baksan School “Particles and Cosmology – 2011” for the invitation and the financial support as well as to FAPESP (Brazil) for a grant.

References

[1] G. G. Raffelt, Stars as laboratories for fundamental physics (Chicago, University of Chicago Press, 1996).

[2] L. Bergström and A. Goobar, Cosmology and particle astrophysics (Berlin, Springer, 2004), pp. 237–272.

[3] A. Kusenko and G. Segrè, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 4872 (1996), hep-ph/9606428. [4] K. O. Mikaelian, Astrophys. J. 214, L22 (1977); R. Epstein, ibid. 219, L39 (1978). [5] M. Dvornikov and C. Dib, Phys. Rev. D 82, 043006 (2010), arXiv:0907.1445 [astro-ph.HE]. [6] S. Hannestad, New J. Phys. 6, 108 (2004), hep-ph/0404239.

[7] V. B. Semikoz and D. D. Sokoloff, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 131301 (2004), astro-ph/0312567. [8] S. Abe, et al. (KamLAND Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 221803 (2008), arXiv:0801.4589 [hep-ex].

[9] C. Giunti and C. W. Kim, Fundamentals of neutrino physics and astrophysics (Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2007), pp. 245–282.

[10] See pp. 322–351 in Ref. [9].

[11] C.-S. Lim and W. J. Marciano, Phys. Rev. D 37, 1368 (1988).

[12] C. Giunti and A. Studenikin, Phys. Atom. Nucl. 72, 2089 (2009), arXiv:0812.3646 [hep-ph]. [13] M. Fukugita and T. Yanagida, Physics of neutrinos and applications to astrophysics (Berlin, Springer, 2003), pp. 461–486.

[14] F. T. Avignone, III, S. R. Elliott, and J. Engel, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80, 481 (2008), arXiv:0708.1033 [nucl-ex].

[15] R. N. Mohapatra and A. Yu. Smirnov, Annu. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 56, 569 (2006), hep-ph/0603118.

[16] E. Andreotti, et al. (CUORICINO Collaboration), Astropart. Phys. 34, 822 (2011), arXiv:1012.3266 [nucl-ex]; J. Argyriades, et al. (NEMO Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C 80, 032501 (2009), arXiv:0810.0248 [hep-ex]; T. Bloxham, et al. (COBRA Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C 76, 025501 (2007), arXiv:0707.2756 [nucl-ex].

[17] M. Dvornikov, to be published in Neutrinos: properties, sources and detection, ed. by J. P. Greene, (NY, NOVA Science Publishers, 2011), arXiv:1011.4300 [hep-ph].

[18] M. Dvornikov, accepted for publication in Nucl. Phys. B, arXiv:1108.5043 [hep-ph]. [19] M. Dvornikov, arXiv:1106.3303 [hep-th]. [20] See pp. 180–244 in Ref. [9].

[21] S. Schael, et al., Phys. Rept. 427, 257 (2006), hep-ex/0509008. [22] A. Atre, et al., JHEP 0905, 030 (2009), arXiv:0901.3589 [hep-ph]. [23] M. Goldhaber, L. Grodzins, and A. W. Sunyar, Phys. Rev. 109, 1015 (1958). [24] I. Yu. Kobzarev, et al., Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 32, 823 (1980).

[25] K. Abe, et al. (T2K Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 041801 (2011), arXiv:1106.2822 [hep-ex].

[26] M. Dvornikov and A. Studenikin, JHEP 0209, 016 (2002), hep-ph/0202113; A. E. Lobanov and A. I. Studenikin, Phys. Lett. B 515, 94 (2001), hep-ph/0106101.

[27] A. V. Grigoriev, A. I. Studenikin, and A. I. Ternov, Phys. Atom. Nucl. 69, 1940 (2006), hep-ph/0511330.

[28] S. Pastor, et al., Nucl. Phys. B 566, 92 (2000), hep-ph/9905405.

[29] M. Dvornikov and A. Studenikin, Phys. Rev. D 69, 073001 (2004), hep-ph/0305206; JETP 99, 254 (2004), hep-ph/0411085.

[30] See pp. 289–319 in Ref. [13].

[31] M. Dvornikov and J. Maalampi, Phys. Rev. D 79, 113015 (2009), arXiv:0809.0963 [hep-ph]. [32] V. B. Berestetskiĭ, E. M. Lifshitz, and L. P. Pitaevskiĭ, Quantum electrodynamics (Oxford, Pergamon, 1980), 2nd ed., p. 86.

[33] See p. 318 in Ref. [1].

[34] G. Sigl and G. Raffelt, Nucl. Phys. B 406, 423 (1993). [35] See pp. 299–316 in Ref. [9].

[36] W. Heisenberg and W. Pauli, Z. Phys. 56, 1 (1929); For a modern analysis see, e.g., S. Weinberg, The quantum theory of fields: foundations (Cambridge, Cambridge Univ. Press, 1996), 2nd ed., pp. 292–338.

[37] J. Schechter and J. W. F. Valle, Phys. Rev. D 24, 1883 (1981).

[38] E. Joos, et al., Decoherence and the appearance of a classical world in quantum theory (Berlin, Springer, 2003), 2nd ed.