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Abstract. A consistent constructive covariant description of neutrino flavour
transition amplitude in vacuum is presented. To this end a special generalized
relativistic wave packet is constructed with correct extension onto the higher spins.
This packet is uniquely defined as an ‘interpolating’ wave packet, which by means of
relativistically invariant ‘width’ accurately interpolates between the states localized
in momentum space and in coordinate space. The wave packet is unambiguously
determined by analytical properties of Wightman functions in complex coordinate
space naturally connected with its minimization properties. The packet gives natural
relativistic generalization of non relativistic Gaussian wave packet but it contains
covariant states of particle (antiparticle) only with positive (negative) energy sign and
propagates without their mixing and without changing of its relativistically invariant
width. An application to the intermediate wave-packet picture of neutrino oscillations
is given with the generalized expression for two-flavour oscillations of leptonic charge
of electronic neutrino. For the diagrammatic treatment of oscillation with the use
of these wave packets for external particles, the notion of covariant composite wave
function for intermediate neutrino is introduced. It strictly and naturally connects
both oscillation pictures, giving an effective language for detailed description of this
process, and resolves the problems with causality and with covariant equal time
prescription for the intermediate neutrino picture. It is closely related to overlap
function of neutrino creation/detection vertices, elucidating a covariant meaning of
the ‘pole integration’ procedure, and possess an exact one-packet covariant integral
representation for on-shell case, as superposition of packets with only different widths
and centers. The time asymptotic regime already reduces the off-shell composite wave
function to the on-shell one, and their space-time asymptotics regimes coincide. Their
space-time asymptotic behaviour in narrow-packets approximation naturally conforms
with such approximation of one-packet state and with the asymptotic behaviour of
oscillation amplitude. The respective overlap function is explicitly calculated for two-
packet example of pion decay vertex. Its correspondence and difference with previous
approximate calculations is analyzed.
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1. Introduction

The notion of a wave packet permeates the entire construction of modern quantum
mechanics (QM) and quantum field theory (QFT) [1H27]. It plays a central role in
achieving their mathematical rigor and provide their interpretation in terms of particles.
Wave packets are necessary to obtain the weak asymptotic conditions for the in- or
out- asymptotic fields and states, and for the use of LSZ formalism [9-27]. The
dominant paradigm governing the use of this notion came out from optics |28], in fact
dealing with the wave packets for massless particles with infinite Compton wave length
A = h/(mc) only. It declares the arbitrariness of amplitude of profile function of wave
packet in the suitable functional space L?(R?),S(R?), etc. This is also enough for
mathematical rigor [17-22] for the massive case but it is not enough for consistent
physical interpretation [1-6].

Indeed, the local nature of the basic quantum-field interactions, jointly with the
hypothesis about their adiabatic switching on and switching off, allows in a final version
of the asymptotic formalism of S- matrix for these interactions to replace wave packets
of asymptotic states by the plane waves that are elements of equipped Hilbert space [17]
for given QFT. Having been successfully applied to description of the vast majority of
phenomena in particle physics [11-27], this formalism is not suitable for a consistent
description of the phenomenon of neutrino oscillations in vacuum [1-6}29-3841-46]
and surely for their oscillations in matter. This fact, being basically a manifestation of
non trivial vacuum structure of QFT of electro-weak interactions and the existence of
non equivalent representations for its (anti) commutation relations [43-H45], reflects also
an inability of adiabatic switching of the above mechanism of oscillations.

As a consequence, the intriguing feature of the neutrino oscillation problem
is the necessity to describe the phenomenon on two or more very different scales
simultaneously. The first one is the microscopic scale of the process which fixes the
effective points of the neutrino creation/detection. The second is the macroscopic base
line L as the distance separating these points. The third scale is the coherence length
that allows to observe the oscillation phenomenon. Since the description of the first scale
implies the use of relevant Lorentz invariant and consequently local Fermi or electro-
weak interaction, the exhaustive description of the whole problem should also be Lorentz
invariant.

One of the most convenient possibility is given by the method of macroscopic
Feynman diagrams with covariant causal neutrino propagator as main ingredient
[1,12,132,133]. But the question arises about the covariance and localization of the
initial and final states of external particles in the creation and detection vertices of
this diagrams. It is well known [30,32,33] (and the references therein), that the use of
plane wave for the states of external particles, unlike its previous use [41] for the states
of internal intermediate neutrino, fully disables the oscillation pattern. The reason is
the smearing of plane wave over entire space-time |33]. So, only localized or localizable
states may be appropriate for external particles of macroscopic Feynman diagrams.



Interpolating wave packets and composite wave functions 3

There are two physicaly different possibilities of such states: the bound state |37] and
the wave packet of free particle states [1-6,29-35]. Therefore, an attempt to describe
the mechanism of oscillations on the language of ordinary S- matrix diagram technique
requires to return the wave packet into the theory, as a such basic element of that
description, as the plane wave previously was.

Thus, trying to understand the neutrino oscillation, we face the problem of
construction a consistent relativistic covariant analog [1H6], of Gaussian wave packet
[29-38, 41-46], which in fact corresponds to the drastically changed meaning of
Heisenberg uncertainty conditions in the relativistic QFT [12H15,28]. Furthermore,
for some invariant parameter of width o it happens that this relativistic wave packet,
unlike the non relativistic one, directly interpolates between the covariant state with
definite 4-momentum at ¢ — 0 and the covariant state with definite 4-coordinate in
relativistically covariant sense at ¢ — oo. The inevitable appearance of two independent
invariant dimensional parameters for a- th particle: mass m, and width o, gives rise to
non trivial dimensionless function of their dimensionless combination 7, ~ (mgc/0,),
e > 0.

The aim of this paper is to demonstrate also, that up to this non trivial function in
normalization factor, the constraints from relativistic QFT joined with minimization
properties unambiguously determine such interpolating relativistic covariant wave-
packet state with positive mass for arbitrary spin, and that the above mentioned limiting
properties have unambiguously fix here the only important asymptotic behaviour of this
dimensionless function in normalization factor. Whereas its remaining ambiguity defines
the form of averages corresponding to observables. Constancy of invariant width o, is
evident merit of Lorentz-covariant propagation.

In sections [2] [3} [ we show, how the different role of time and the different meaning
of localization in QM and QFT leads to corresponding difference between localizable
states in QM and QFT. In section 2 we remind the properties of wave packets in quantum
mechanic. In section [3| the relativistic Lorentz-covariant interpolating wave packet for
massive (pseudo) scalar field is constructed. Its connection with analytically continued
Wightman function for this field is shown. Its interpolating and limiting properties
are demonstrated and its uniqueness is advocated. In section 4] this construction is
generalized onto the massive fields with spins 1/2 and 1. The general formulaes for
averages corresponding to different observables are justified. Unlike [1H5], the states
with definite mass and definite spin are constructed as irreducible representation of
extended Lorentz group [25-27].

In section [5| the physical meaning of parameter 7, for a- th particle is illuminating
by special limit of the wave packet, when o, — 0, m, — 0 with fixed 7,. In fact this
limit leads to 141 - dimension covariant wave packet, propagating on the light cone.

Sections [6] and contain applications of suggested wave packets to both
treatments of neutrino oscillations: using the states of intermediate neutrino or the
macroscopic Feynman diagrams. In section [6|the deduced above covariant single-particle
interpolating wave packet is applied for intermediate neutrino treatment by using
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the known Blasone oscillation picture [43H45] basing on inequivalent representations
of commutation relations. An inconsistency with general QFT principles of the
conventional “plane-wave” mixing relations for these wave packets is elucidated. The
respectively generalized expression for two-flavour oscillations of leptonic charge of
electronic neutrino is given.

In section the mnotion of composite wave function for the neutrino
creation/detection {C'/D} vertices is shown to be convenient in order to analyse the
connection between both approaches. It is shown its natural correspondence with
overlap function [1},[32,133] and how it naturally resolves the problems with causality
and with covariant equal time prescription [32]. The scalar product of composite wave
functions is unambiguously defined in accordance with Huygens’ principle. The well
known procedure of pole integration [32,33,46| for oscillation amplitude is related to the
pole approximation for the off-shell composite wave function, converting the latter to the
on-shell one. It is shown the coincidence of their space-time asymptotic behavior and its
correlation with asymptotic of oscillation amplitude. The narrow-packet approximation
of the explicitly calculated for two-packet case overlap function is shown to be similar
but not exactly the same as was approximately obtained in [IH5]. The conclusions are
given in section [§]

In the minimization properties of suggested wave packet are discussed.
In[Appendix B|the plane-wave limit, the non relativistic limit and zero-mass-width limit
of suggested wave packet are traced in some details. Some intermediate useful formulas

and definitions are collected in [Appendix Cl In [Appendix D| an explicit form of two-

packet overlap function is calculated, whose narrow-packet approximation is obtained

and analyzed in [Appendix E| In [Appendix F|the exact integral representation of two-

packet on-shell composite wave function is obtained as a linear superposition of one-
packet functions. Its correct localization properties are traced. Its zero-mass limit is
investigated.

2. Wave packets in quantum mechanics

As it is well known [7H10], time in non relativistic quantum mechanics plays the role
of parameter. So, both momentum- and coordinate- ket states make sense at any
instant of time t as formal eigenstates of three-dimensional momentum P- operator
and coordinate X- operator: Plk >=klk >, <k |1>=¢;3(k —1) and X|x > = x|x >,
< x|y >= 03(x —y), with [X,,,P;] = ihé,y. Then for any state |f >: X = x,
P = P, = —ihV on the wave function f(x) =< x|f > of its x -representation; and
X =X, =ihV,, P = p on the wave function f(p) =< p|f > of its p -representation,
also at any instant of time t, regardless of the Hamiltonian and the non-relativistic
quantum pattern used: Schrodinger, Heisenberg, etc. [7,8,|15]. Sinse for & = 1 the
completeness and the operator algebraic relations take place:

/d3k|k k| =T, /d3x|x sex|=T, (2.1)
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kX pieX) _p g P x 0P x4y (2.2)
whence: ei(k'X)|p >=|p+k>, e_i(y'P)|x >=|x+y >, (2.3)
or: < ple X f > = exp {~i (k- X,)} f(p) = f(p+K), (2.4)
and: < x|e’@ PV f > = exp {i (y P} f(x) = f(x +y), (2.5)

then the wave functions are connected by direct and inverse 3- dimension Fourier
transformation also at any instant of time t as:

F(x) :/d3k <xlk> fk), f(k) :/d3x < k|x > f(x), where: (2.6)
ei(k~x) d3k|k > 6—i(k~x) i e—i(k-x)
< x|k > :W, |x > :/ (2m)i 2 , <xlk> :W: <k|x >, (2.7)

is x -representation of the state |k > with definite momentum k, and vice versa [7-10].
For Gaussian wave packet, which is localized in the domain o, around the point x,
in coordinate space and contains respectively the plane-wave modes |k > with k

in the domain o, = 1/0, near momentum p,, for Ak = k — p,, Ax = x — X,,

f(x) = Vb, xu0(X), f(k) = Vp, x..0(k), with [7-10]:

~ 1\ (Ak)2

Uy xao(k) =< k|{py, X4, 0} >= (7?_0]%) exp {— 207 — z(Ak-xa)}7 (2.8)
) 1 3/4 A 2

Voo =< b7} 2= 00 () e [ -5 i) 20

these wave functions , define the same wave packet state |{p,,X.,0} >,
normalized to unity < {p,,Xa, 0}/{P,,Xa,0} >= 1 in fact for arbitrary initial instant
t, at instant t = t,. Both its limits onto above eigenstates make sense also for
arbitrary initial instant t,:

(20,3\/?)73/2 {PysXa,0} >— |p, >, for o, =0, (0, = ), (2.10)

(20u7/7) " [{Da> Xar 0} > — expli(py-Xa)}|Xa >, 0z — 0 (0, = 00), (2.11)
also regardless the Hamiltonian and the quantum pattern used. The further fate of the
initial state , at t > t, surely depends on the Hamiltonian. For the case of
harmonic oscillator this wave packet propagates without spreading in coordinate space,
while for the free non relativistic case p?/(2m) it spreads with time with the effective
width o2(t) = 02 + t?0; /m? [3,|7-10] in any fixed reference frame.

As it is well known, the Gaussian wave packet , minimizes the Heisenberg
uncertainty condition [7,)8]. Nevertheless this profile of wave packet is not the unique
possible one as in the non-relativistic quantum mechanics [9,|10] as well in optics [2§]:

1 1 o, ., K

SUAPPR); (AKX, > (A5 (A, = Tote? =5 (2a2)

In the next sections is shown how the constraints of relativistic QFT up to non trivial
normalization factor unambiguously determine a relativistically covariant wave packet
state for arbitrary spin. It has the limiting properties similar to , , and
in non relativistic limit it recasts into the Gaussian wave packet , exactly
regardless of the remained ambiguities.
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3. Relativistic wave packet. Scalar field.

A free real massive quantum scalar field ¢(x), for ¥ = (2%,x), 2° = ¢t, k, = (k°, —k)

satisfying Klein-Gordon (KG) equation of motion has the form [12-24]:

o) = [ s (auhte) + L 0). 5.1)

27)32k0
(82 +m?)p(z) =0, (P +m?)f(z) =0, al0)=0, al]0)= k), (3.2)
E
where: k" = 71{ = +1/K* + (me)? — +VK + m? = B > 0, (3.3)
1
with: %c =y o mer—m, for h+—1, and c+— 1. (3.4)

The creation operator al creates a state with definite momentum |k) 1} by acting on
vacuum state |0) and obeys the commutation relation with annihilation operator ay:

[aq, CLH = (q|k) = (27)*2kod5(k — q), whence: (3.5)
(Olp(x)k) = fillz) = e = (z]k), (3.6)
(klp(2)|0) = fi(z) = falz) = ) = (klz), (3.7)

for (kx) = k,x” is a plane-wave solution to KG equation (3.2) and represents by
definition [12}-24] the coordinate wave function of state with the definite mass m,
momentum k and energy ck® = Ej. The state |k) (3.2)) differs from the states |k > of

(2.1)), (2.3), (2.7) not only by its Lorentz covariant normalization condition (3.5) but

also by its meaning [14}33], because for

k) = (27)%2\/2ko |k >, ko= Ex/c >0, the condition: (3.8)
a3k k) (k

/ ﬁ =1I,, now is the one-particle completeness only. (3.9)
(27)32k

The well known inability in relativistic QFT to localize only one particle at a space
domain and time interval, respectively less than A = ii/(mc) and \/c = h/(mc?), makes
meaningless also the non covariant states |x >, |k > of , for any instant of time
t = 2°/c as well as corresponding definition of non covariant packet state — ,
and gives no chances to define a covariant self-adjoint operator of four-dimensional
position for this particle [12-27].

The change of normalization is not an unitary transformation rather
dilatation, which therefore change the representation of other operators. The respective
relativistic generalization of self-adjoint three-dimensional position operator [13H17]:
X = /EP)X(/EP)) as X, = VEpihV 5 (\/Ep) ! only for 2° = 0 has the function
(ply >= \/2E,e™P¥) as eigenfunction with eigenvalue y: X,(ply >= y(ply >.
In spite of the validity of the same commutation relation with momentum operator
[X,.,P,] = ihd,, and of the relations — with X, — X, and < p| — (p|,
and the completeness instead of , this operator loses the above localization
propertie of functions for its eigenfunctions (ply > already at x° = 0 [13,/16].

As shown out by the Reeh-Schlieder theorem completed with the ‘edge of wedge’
theorem [17-21], the localization of particles is a subtle issue in quantum field theory.
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According to , the operator creating from the vacuum state |0) the covariant one-
particle state with definite 4-coordinate |z) = |2°,x) is the operator of quantized
free field itself. It is accepted as a state of free particle localized in the 3-point x only
at the instant x° = 0 [13H16], but by means of one has single-particle complete
system of states at any instant 2° (hereafter ¢ = 1, where it is possible): k° = Ey > 0,

3k k) e (k) 3 " “
gp(x)|0>:/% :/% = |x), whence: /d3x|x>(i82)(a7| =1, (3.10)

d3klk —i(k-x) d3klk —i(k-x) d3klk —i(k-x)
), [T [T o £ o= [TINCEE ()
20—0 (2m)32k (2)3/2/2k0 (27)3v/2k0
or: (pla) = fy(x) = P — (pl0,x) = e P £ (plx > = /2B, e Y. (3.12)
Tro—>

Only the time dependent covariant states in the lLh.s. of inequalities , ,
unlike the non covariant ones in the r.h.s. [13-16], make a safe ground for construction
of covariant wave-packet states. Similarly (2.10)), for the packet (2.8), (2.9), the
desired relativistic wave packet |[{p4,xq,0}) has to interpolate between the covariant
state |x,) with definite 4-coordinate for some o — oo and the covariant state |p,)
, with definite 4-momentum for the ¢ — 0. So, its similar to Lorentz

covariant (or invariant) wave function in this coordinate-space representation due to

conditions of translation symmetry, for z = x, — z, looks like:

Fyoea (@) = (010(2){Pa; 2as 0}) = e P") D, (p,, x — 2,), or: (3.13)
Fpaﬂﬁa (I) = <$Hpa= La, U}> = eii(paxa)wa<pav Lo — x), with: (314)
3k . d*k 4
Vo(Po» ) :/W ¢’ (k, p,) €' Z/(%)g ¢°(k, p,) €' *0(k) 6(k* —m2), (3.15)
&k |k)

Uo(Pyy ) = PP, (py, ), |{Pa; Tas 0}) :/( ¢ (k, p,) ")) (3.16)

2 )32Ek
where k° = Ey, p? = E,., and, unlike the function ®,(p,, —z), the Lorentz invariant
function v, (p,, T, —) (3.15)) satisfies KG equation ({3.2)) relative to both variables x, x,.

The scalar function ¢7(k,p,) is to be determined as Lorentz-invariant due to
invariance of the measure in (3.15)), (3.16). It depends on the invariants: ¢ = a,,

2
a’

m = mg, (kC,), where the time-like for m, > 0 4-vector (,(pa, 0,) carries all the
basic properties and “particle-like” vector quantum numbers of the wave packet. Thus
in general it has to be a linear combination of the 4-momentum p, and the “4-spin”
Wa = Samar/S(S + 1) of wave packe7 that for p? = m2, (p,5.) = 0, s2 = —1 fully
characterize the relativistic one-particle state in the rest frame by its mass p¥, = (m,, 0)
and by the axis of its spin quantization s%, = (0,5s,) [26]:

Ca<pa; Ua) == pagl (maa O'a) + ﬁ)\agQ(ma? Ua)a Cz = mz [g% - S<S + 1)93} ) (317)
where (2 > 0, (¥ > 0, if without loss of generality is imposed V o: g1(m,a) > |g2(m, 0)|.
This is meaningful because the spin degrees of freedom should not change drastically the

I Here the product of truth (polar) vectors (w,5,) only parametrizes the eigenvalue of square of
Pauli-Lubanski pseudo vector operator WH* of type (4.27)), unlike the operator product (4.4d) below
(see [24126]).
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properties of the scalar amplitude ¢7(k, p,) of wave packet with any spin, and because
for the scalar field : S =0, w, = 0, which is equivalent to choosing here g = 0.
The further requirements onto universal invariant functions g, go will be given below.
The case of full delocalization in coordinate space is expressed by the limit ¢ — 0.
So the wave packet reduces precisely to the state with definite momentum |p,):

‘{paaxa70}> Q ‘pa>7 (I)U(pav —Q) U—> 17

Fpaxa(l’) —> e_i(pax)’ wa(l)a,% _ ) _> o i(pa(Ta— x))

(3.18)
(3.19)
df’(k p,) = "Rk {p, 2., 0}) — (27)°\/2E2E,, 63(k — p,), (3.20)
(3.21)

{91 m,o) > |ga(m,o)|, and Cg, Cg} 3 +oo, with ¢2/q1 3 0.

The function ®,(p,,x — z,) in (3.13)) varies with  very smoothly in compare with the
plane wave e~*?a®) and in the limit (3.18]) does not contribute to the flux density [24] of

the state :
JE () =F;  (x )(z@) Fppo(z )—0>2pﬁj, with: 0“ 8” 85. (3.22)

PaZa PaZa

For the state (3.16)) the space integration over the wave packet center x, for arbitrary
time 20 and o gives again the momentum state (3.18)), where for ¢?(p,,p,) = ¢%, =
const # 0:

2B, [
gb" /d Xa|{Pa, Ta, 0}). (3.23)

The conditions f are implied for any wave packets in any scattering theory
[1-27).

The opposite case ¢ — oo corresponds to field excitation fully localized in the
point x, in above relativisticaly covariant sense , . The packet state should

transforms to the state (3.10]) up to some normalization factor N, and up to inessential
)

P.) =

now again phase factor e~*?¢ with invariant phase ©, = (p,,) instead of ©, — —(p,X.)
in . So, up to the same factors its wave function , recasts into the
matrix element , because in accordance with relativity of time it assumes the sense
of the only meaningful now transition amplitude [13H15] from point x, to the point x
during the time T = 2% — 2% > 0:

{Pas T, 0}) —> Noce ™% |za) = Noce ™" p(24)[0), (3.24)
Yo(Par ¥a = ) —= Poo(Pay Ta = ) = Noo(0lip(2)p(24)]0), (3.25)
07 (k,p,) = €' P (| {p,, 7, 0}) — 6™(k,P,) = N, (3.26)

{g1(m,0) > |g2(m,0)|, and ¢, ()} - +0, with ¢2/g1 CH—O>OO. (3.27)

The conditions (3.24)—(3.27) are essentially new. Since the Wightman function in

the r.h.s of (3.25) is the boundary value (C.15) for (, (3.27) of analytic function
(3.30) of complex 4-vector variable z, = z, + i(,, holomorphic in future tube V7:

2.¢% > 0 [16-21], and because the existence of asymptotic fields in Haag-Ruelle
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scattering theory and the reduction formulas for S -matrix in QFT [16/-25] requires
(z°,x) € S(R2) for fixed 27,
let us consider the function ¢ (k, p,) € S(R}), i.e. in the space of functions infinitely

an infinite smoothness of wave packet relative to x: F},_,,
differentiable Yk € R;, decreasing faster than any power of 1/|k| together with all its
derivatives [17,/18]. This ensures all such properties of F, ., (z) with the above vector

Ca = Ca(pa, o) (3.17), due to ¢2 > 0, k* = m? > 0, with the amplitude:

¢°(k, p,) = No(ma, ) e~ ®e) - for: (k¢,) >0, N, >0, whence: (3.28)
. | .
Yo(Pa; Ta = 2) = No(0]2(2)¢(2a + 1a(pa, 0))|0) = No— Dy, (2 = 20 = iGa(Pa, ) ,(3.29)
where: 1D_(y) = / ﬂ e for: KO=E. >0, y=1x—=2 (3.30)
S (27)32Kk0 I ko @ '

is Wightman function (WF) [16(22] of a free scalar field (3.1). Thus the wave-packet
state (3.16]) now may be elegantly rewritten in such a form, that makes obvious the limit

521 G20
{pa, e, 0} = Ngei(p“w“)(0|gp (g — 1Ca(pa,0)) = Ngei(p“w“)(0|gp (z2). (3.32)

The well known generalization of this vector-valued function of complex 4-vector
variable z, onto the case of product of a few fields [19,20] defines a representation
of nonhomogeneous complex Lorentz group. It allowes to analyze the main properties
of higher WFs and to prove Bargmann-Hall-Wightman theorem, PCT-theorem and
dispersion relations [16H21]. According to [47] and in one-particle QM the
exponential function in in general provides the minimization properties of the
wave packet together with the correct analytical continuation of corresponding Green
function. Here the last is replaced by Wightman function in view of .

It turns out that the covariant packet - precisely conforms to the plane-
wave limit (3.18)—(3.21). In view of Lorentz invariance of F}, ,, (z) and ¢y (p,, z) (3.14)),
the local value of F),,, (7,) = e""Paa)y) (0,0) is finite. It defines the constant
N,(m,¢?) > 0 up to some dimensionless function with fixed asymptotic behaviour over
the unique invariant dimensionless variable 7 = 7, = m\/(2(pa, 0):

31 A0
7() = [T = Nt D i) (3.33)
o Nym? Ki(7) N(7)

= 1y (py, 0) = ¥(0,0) = r? - = (27r)2h (72) , (3.34)

for X(7) = N,m?, K;(7) is Macdonald function (C.19) [49]. The conditions (3.20)), (3.21])
and (3.26)), (3.27) define independently the same dimension of N, and the corresponding
to (C.20)) asymptotic behaviour of unknown smooth dimensionless function Z(7) or
N(7):

lim Z(7) = 1, or R(7) — 2(27)%27%2¢7, whence N, —, 00, (3.35)
T—00 T—00 Tg—
: N(0) N(0)
2 _ _
71_1_I>I(1)7' I(r)= om)? N(0) >0, or N, - Ny = e 0. (3.36)
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Indeed, from the simple dimensional analysis with ¢ # 1, in order to satisfy both

conditions (3.21)) and (3.27)), up to rescaling of ¢ by dimensionless constant, it is enough

to suppose that:

677
(mePga(mo) —Ca () G=1, e>y>0, (3.37)
ag— g
mc A, B
(me)2gr,o(m, o) — Oy, <—> , C1>0, 0<A< B, whence: (3.38)
aT—00 o
7+ (me)?g1(m, o) — 400, with ¢ — 0, or with mec — 400, (3.39)
7+ (mec)’gi(m, o) — 0, with o — 400, or with mc — 0. (3.40)

According to (3.21) and (3.37) the limit (3.20]) is defined only by properties of the
function g;(m, o) with 7+ (mc)%g1(m, o) = (pala), and from (3.28)), (3.35)), for ¢ = 1,

by means of:
2(kp) = 2m® — (K —p°)’+ (k—p)* >0, K =E, p"=E, (3.41)
for: |k|=k, k=kn,, |p|=p, p=pn, n;= nf) =1, (3.42)

combining the well known definitions and expressions of delta-functions |18}|52]:

3/2 5 1/2 )
{(ﬂ) e—<91/2><k—r>>} — 5k —p), {(ﬂ) e—<91/2><k—p>} — 5(k—p), (3.43)

2 g1—00 27 g1—00

do(ny, n
i3k —p) = Q(+pp) § (k —p), where: /dQ(nk)f(nk)cSQ(nk, n,) =f(n,), (3.44)
k k?  m?
ith: £ —p" =B — By~ —(k— d: 1—- — =—5 f =(° 4
Wi p k P Ek( p)7 an E}% Elz7 or p, (p 7p)7 (3 5)
one finds: ¢7(k,p) = e'Pa=Rz) (k| {p, 2, 0}) = Nye k) s N, e 91(kpe) (3.46)
T—00
SN 27n,ﬂb(27r)i’r‘3(91/2)(ko—po)2 { (£>3/2 6(91/2)(kp)2} (3.47)
T—00 21 ’ ’

that by the use of (B.11)), (B.13]) may be rewritten as:

s om(2m) 22Me M)y - {(&)1/ i e—(gl/2><k—p>2}

g1—00 kp g1—00 2m
da(ng, ny) g1\1/2 g1 m?

o 3 VQ\llk, Hp J1 _Jire _ 2

= 2m2r) = g}linoo{(zn) exp { 2 gz kP (348)
E

= 2m(2m)> =% % §(k —p) = (2m)*2F; d3(k — p). (comp. [Appendix B]) (3.49)
m

Starting from quite different reasoning the wave packet like , was introduced
earlier in [1-5] and studied in some detail with (,(ps,0) = pagi(c) = pa(20%)7L.
However the arbitrarily imposed therein condition Z(7) = 1 leads to disappearance
of No — 0 «= X(0), rendering meaningless the limit (3.24)—(3.27)), (3.36) and hidding
the relations (3.29)—(3.36)). Unlike [1], the derivation (3.46)—(3.49) of the limit
has nothing to do with the rest frame p = 0 of wave packet but explicitly requires
m > 0 (see also , ) Thus an ‘independent’ limit m — 0 makes sense only
for the packet already with zero width ¢ = 0, i.e. for a plane wave. So, for a massless

particle with infinite Compton wave length A there are inevitable difficulties [13] with
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interpretation of (3.10)), (3.24)), (3.31) as its covariant localizable states. Actually, the
lacking of localizability for the massless states manifests in mentioned in Introduction
freedom of the profile of their wave packets [28], which arises in (B.15)-(B.21]) due to
arbitrariness of 7 > 0 but nevertheless disappears for the massive case (B.6)), (B.7)).
On the other hand, according to (3.35)), (3.39)), (3.46)), the non relativistic limit
¢ — oo of the amplitude of the profile function , due to , has exactly the
form of expression (3.47) with e91(ko=r0)*/2 — co1(E—Ep)*/2¢* 1 For ¢ = 2 [1], whence
g1 = o2, this limit differs from the non relativistic profile of wave packet just on
the multiplier (27)32me (20/7)~3/% for o0 = 0, whereas from (3.11]), (3.12)), it follows,
that v/2mc|0,x) = |x >. According to (B.28) this recasts the wave-packet state

exactly into Gaussian non relativistic one (2.8)), also with arbitrary initial
instant of time ¢,.

The difference of localized states in QFT and in QM manifests itself in two different
ways of obtaining the wave packet for “infinitely heavy” particle, with mqc > |p,|, k|,

used, for example, in the model of Kobzarev et al. |32,136]. Its space-time and four-
momentum wave functions would be proportional to o exp{—im,cz®}d3(x — x,) and
o< (kY — my,c) respectively. But what about their normalization? By taking firstly the
QFT-limit ¢ — oo, 7 — 0, instead of (3.33), (3.34) we will face (3.14) as localized

state (3.24) — (3.30)) for p? = \/(mac)? + p2, k* — kY = \/(mac)2 +k?, which then, for
mg — 00, and p2, kY — mgc, p, = 0, recasts as:

, ke kl@=za)) [ 5 N, —
[o=00] — —i(paa) Pg o0 —1MgCT o
Frooi (@) = N e / @RV e 2 © 3(% — X,), (3.50)
87 (k. p,) B(K) 8 (K — (ma0)?) = 67 (k,p,) 0 Fa) =) Noe 0y oy (350)

2k0  ma—oo 2myc

On the other hand, starting from the non-relativistic limit ¢ — oo of ¢?(k,p,),
for the next limit 0 — oo under the conditions p, = 0, m, — oo, we arrive to the
similar final value exp{—im,cz’}ds3(x — x,) but with another multiplier regardless the
order of making the limit and Fourier transformation (2.6). Thus, the normalization
constants appearing here, for the first way, with 7 = 0 for 0 = oo, are:

RO) N  X(0)

Noo = 5 - s
(mgc)? 2mgc 2mge  2(mge)3

, so that

2 3/2
but that is: (—) , (3.52)

o2

for the second contradictory way with o — oo when 7 = co already. Both multipliers of
the first way in are exactly, what were expected from definitions of localized states
in QFT and (3.11)), in QM, where < x|x, >= J3(x — X,). So, the answer
given by , for the first way in arises as more consequent and more

constructive, and it is physically more justified, since it directly connects the norms of
localized states in QM and QFT. This illustrates the difference between the meaning of
localized states in QM and in QFT according to above discussion. Note, that for both
cases the initial instant ¢, disappeares for “infinitely heavy” packet only due to limit

e — o0 in (B50). (BZ9).
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The used below narrow-packet approximations (3.63)), (7.27), (7.30), (7.35)) imply
an absence of asymptotic correction of order 1/7 at 7 — oo from the function Z(7) — 1.
This condition conforms with both limits 7 — oo and 7 — 0 e.g. for the
choice Z(7) = 1+ 772R(0)/(27)%. The further requirement of absence of any asymptotic
corrections of higher order 77" also leaves it ambiguous, e.g., for ws > 0, any ¢4, ¢ # 0,

as:

7)1

s=1

) . if: H sign(c,)) =1, H(CS)ES: %, Zwsfs: 2. (3.53)

s=1
The first and the second condltlon come from the first and second limit respectively but
the second condition includs the first. Moreover they coincide for R(0) = (27)? if all
c¢s = £1. Nevertheless the infinite numbers of values ¢, and w, remain restricted only
by the third condition, which comes from the second limit . The most “economic”
choice is:

I(T):( T:)el, with: ()" = (253)2,

The inner product of the states , prov1d1ng the self-adjointness of
above operator X in the space of solutlons to KG equatlon with the same mass

wlfl = 2. (354)

mg = my [13-22], in view of (3.10) turns out to be naturally consistent with the inner
product given by (8) of [1], because in accord with (C.23):

(Db 2> 3} {Pas Tar 0 }) = NoaNoy €027 000100 () 0 (24) [0) (3.550)
= e | (2—7321;151{ 67 (k. py) 67 (k. p,) ) = (B Fi) (3550

/ X F (@i 00) Fy, (1) = N”‘;N"” =) Dz = 24) (3.55¢)
= w i(pop) —i(pata /d3xD (2 — x)%p*(x — 24) - (3.55d)

It is positively defined for fixed frequency type and does not depend on z° [19]. For
04,0 — 0 independently it leads to the covariant orthogonality condition (3.5]) for

solutions :
(Fopzys Flaza) — (fpr fa) = (PlQ) = (2”)32Ep53(p -q), (3.56)

The complex 4-vector z, = 24(Pa,04) = T4 + (4(Pa,0a), With time-like imaginary
part (u(pa,0q) (3.17) provides the correct analytic continuation to VT for all
WFs [17-21] in (3.29), (3.30), (B-554), (B-55d) and below in (L.6d)([.6d), (L.17).
Absolute convergence of integral (3.15) due to e=*«) in the function (3.28) yields
to estimation [y (p,,x)| < Z(7) uniformly relative to z, z,, p,. So, non uniqueness of

the scalar wave packet ([3.28)) (g2 = 0) would mean an additional polynomial dependence
on (k — pa)* = 2m? — 2(kp,), i.e. on the scalar product (kp,) for N, — N,. This leads
to formally previous expression of wave packet (3.13]), 1) when the “multiplier” N,

is pulled out of the integrand as a polynomial on differential operator a};a, which acts
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on the function of previous wave packet: (for any function of ¢?, 8“ — 2¢H0;2)

67 (K, p,) — Ny (ma, (2, —(k — pa)?) e, (3.57)
= 1
Fypzo () — N, (ma, 2 aﬁ ) ¢~ i(Pata) —-D,, ( — z4), (3.58)

i
and the same for the states , and for the scalar product (3.554), (3.55d).
Then, from dimensional reasoning in , with 72 = m2? — migi(m, o) =
(PaCa)? it follows, that for , B34): 22, — 2[m® + (pad,,)] — 2m*(1 + 0,
and m*N, — XN (1,02, /m?) — R(7,9;). The additional dependence on 92, /m? in (3.58
doesn’t affects the above plane-wave limit o — 0 and non relativistic limit ¢ — oo
but, for ©, = (p.x.), leads to inadmissible contributions like (p,0s, )¢ (x,)|0), breaking
down localization condition at ¢ — 00.

Another dimensionless substitution: m2N, +— R (7, —(k — p,)/o?), is possible
in . Contrariwise, this is innocent relative to the condition , but in
general breaks down the limit , and in non relativistic limit leads to inevitable
deformation of the Gaussian profile by the polynomial on (Ak)?/o?, and destroys
its minimization properties (2.12)). Thus, both those dimensionless combinations are
excluded, and the expression is the only acceptable from both physical and
mathematical points of view [9,/10].

Nevertheless the polynomial &k - dependence arises below naturally for wave packet

of the spin particle and for respective scalar product, which finally will fully exclude a
posteriori its arbitrary uncontrollable appearance in (3.57)), (3.58)).

3.1. Contracted Relativistic Gaussian approzimation

A fully relativistic Gaussian approximation for the (pseudo) scalar wave packet (3.29))
was suggested in [1,2] for g = 0, (u(pa, 0a) = pa(202)71, 72 = m?(? — oco. Definitions
(3.17), (3.33)—(3.36) with the use of (C.19)), (C.20), for: m =mg,, 7 =7,, z =12, — 7,

olpas2) = Ny Ol o+ i6) 10 =T o= 2 wz=1 @5
Za(x) = —m(x +iC)" = m? [} - 2i (2) — 2°] = m? { VG- @2]2 +§3} . (3.60)
0= (zva), xP=(zv,)?—2?=—zl, when: > (2(),2% ZI(r)—1,  (3.61)

/A ~ m\/_ —im \/Ci ((27;3/2 [(Z C)? — EQCﬂ =7 —ima’ + ?—2537 (3.62)

gives 05" (py, ) = exp{imizun) e {1 3122 (- (o)
2 T 2T
where: ZL—: [(zv,)* — 2°] = (2T qz) = Tf)‘gﬁg/\ (3.64)

7; ‘gé {(zpa) —z*m?® + 25 (zpa) (2W,) + i—? [(z@,)* — f@ﬂ} : (3.65)
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The values define 4-vector z? = (29,x,) in the rest frame of time-like vector v,
(3.59). The first imaginary term of last exponential was arbitrarily omitted in
(21) of [1]. In spite of the similar to [2] “hidden spin” asymmetry of the quadratic form
, , such generalized to go # 0 CRG- approximation keeps its non negative
definiteness like in . The drawback of CRG- approximation is, that due to
the Gaussian exponential it obviously can’t be a solution to free KG equation ,
i.e. can’t represent an external particle on the mass shell. Thus, strictly speaking, it is
not a wave packet in the usual sense, with definite covariant dispersion equation [10].
However, if it is considered as a suitable approximation to the exact wave packet, then
the function describes propagation with specific frequency mixing but, without
of any spreading in the “Gaussian sense” [3]. Indeed, the Figure [1] (see also [2])
shows a very small spreading of exact wave packet near its peak§ which is analytically
approximated in as absence of spreading.

55 F
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o>/ m .
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Figure 1. The value of [¢,(0,z,)], (3.59)-(3.61), for 2 = (22,0,0,23), with
Co = pa(202)~Y, Z(1) = 1, as a function of dimensionless variables o22%/m and
o?x3 /m, for o/m = 0, 1.

These properties are clarified by Fourier-image of function (3.63)), not discussed
in ,. For the simplified case of , with go = 0, Uy = Uy = Do/m, u2 = 1, it reads:

/d4£e—i(k’x) fﬁf(p,z) — /d4§€i((pa—k)x) ¢~ (@Taz) (3.660)

§ We thank V.A. Naumov for kind permission to use this and next pictures.
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= )6 (k) —m) (52 exp { g (02— m?)} (3.660)
= (27)%5 (K — m) ( 27:;”2)3/2 exp {— ﬁkf} , (3.66¢)

where for calculation of the integral the projective properties of tensor T7* are used in
the variables z¥ = (ua yand x|, = IL,, z, with: k; =11, k, (z k) = (z k1) = —(x,-ks),
22 = (2l z) = —x2 <0, k2 = (kI k) = k? — (usk)? = —k? < 0. Indeed, since:

2
T = —?—ng, M = g —ufu) =TI, w,ll, = T,,u, =0, (3.67)
T
L0 B (ua-k) o] kO + (ugk)
then, as: k, = (usk), ki=k+u, {ug 1 k } =k — UQW, (3.68)

as well as ¥, x, are defined by the same Lorentz transformation to the rest frame
of wave packet p,, = 0, p), = (m,0). Expressions , should be compared
with the multiplied by 27 1.h.s. of relation . The dispersion equation now depends
on the reference frame as k° = [m + (u,- k)] /u?. Only in the plane-wave limit 7 — oo
both compared expressions coincide with (27)*d, (k — p,) in arbitrary reference frame.

The relevance of approximation (3.63|) will be seen below in subsections , ,
where it will be naturally reproduced by asymptotic behavior at x+ = —R;y — oo of

defined therein off-shell and on-shell composite wave functions F, {? / D}](Q) 7.50)), (|7.85

for neutrino creation/detection vertices, as well as for the oscillation amplitude ([7.98]).

4. Fermionic wave packet. Higher spins.

The relativistic fermionic wave packet is constructed in completely similar way to
described above scalar packet. A free massive quantum Fermi-Dirac field ¢(x), being a

solotion to equation [i(v0, ) m](x) = 0, has the form [12-24]:
> / g (A ) A 0 D () Fae) 831 ()
r=+1/2
for: K= Ec>0, b70) =0, b0) =€)k, s), (4.2)

and respectively for Dirac-conjucated field 1 (x) = 1f(2)y°. The bispinors uf(k,r)
are solutions to the free Dirac equations [(vk) — ém]us(k,r) = 0, with “positive and
negative” energy according to the index £ = +. Analogously for k* = (Ey, k),
fa(z) = e ¥ 5 = uf4% they define the matrix elements as corresponding wave
functions of initial (or final) states for fermions u()(k,s) (or u*)(k,s)) and for
antifermions u(7) (k, s) (or u(7)(k,s)) with mass m, momentum k and spin s = +1/2
along its quantization 4- axis s* [12-24]:

(Ol (@)](+): k. 5) = u (k, 5) fiulx) = U (), (4.30)
(k. 5 (DD (@)[0) = T (k, 5) fr () = Uy (), (4.30)
(k, 55 (—)[0(2)0) = ul ) (k, 5) fu(x) = U (), (4.3¢)
O (@)|(—)i k. s) = @) (k, ) /7, (x) = Uy, (@), (4.34)
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where, for any representation of 4* and any such axis [24/-26] 52 = —1, (sk) = 0 (clf.
(4.27), with &, n =+
~ 1 ~ 1 R
W) = =577 (19)8(vk),  ut(k, )T (k) = [(vk) +&m] 5 [T+ 259°(79)],  (4.40)
U (k, s)u(k,7) = 2m&Senbrs,  utT(K°, Ek; 8)u(K°, nk; 1) = 2E)6,40¢,, (4.4b)
{000} = (a5 () )ik 5) = (2m)*2Budis(k — a@)ddey = (US. U,) (4.40
776

= (U, US,) = /d3 Ul (a )Uﬁ’,r(x) = /dSX Uq,s(@) 7 U (2). (4.4d)
Following the scalar case - the wave-packet state is created by operators:
() {Pas Tar a}) = N§ (0 +3C) [0) U, (wa) = NE (20) [0)ULT), (), (4.5a)

(=)

|(_)7 {pa7 Jfa, Sa}> Ngaupa sa( )¢ (ZEa + ZCG) |O> Ngaupa sa( ) (Za> |0> (45b)

. 3 é.Ncra —_ =&
with: Nga: 2, ) :‘Ig?a,xa,sa< ) —>Z/{I§a sa( )7 :Pa,xa,sa< ) ;))u Pas u( )7 (456)

where the wave functions of these states and the respective Dirac-conjugated ones,

according to "" and Simﬂarly " ‘ ) for L =Tqg — T, Ca = Ca(paa Ua)a

Za = Tq+1Ca, 25 = ,—1(,, £ = £, with the same N, as for the scalar case 7,
are defined as bispinors:
2D s (@) = 019 (@)|(+); {Pus Tas 5a}) = <0|w<> b (20 +C) [0) USH) ()

= (—i)NE,S™ (—z — iCa) UL, (wa) = (—i)NE,S™ (2 — 20) U, (wa), (E=+), (4.60)
2 (@) = ({Pas Tar 50} (H)[B(2)]0) = Néau;;amxorw(xa iC.) ¥()[0)

= (—)NEUL. (2)S™ (2 —iC) = (- >N§aupasa< DS (2 ), (6= >, (4.60)
0 saa(® >—<{pa,xa,sa}~<—>wa<x>\o>= €01 5(20 — iCa) V(@) 0V U, 4(xa)

= (—i)NE, Sty (—z+iC) UL, 5(1a) = (—i)NE, Sy (v — 2 UL o), (€= ), (460)
B a(@) = O[5 ()| (—); {Pas Tas sa}) = NEUS . o (2a) (O[5 (2)ba (20 + iC) 0)

= (NS, o (20)SHs (@ +iC0) = ()N o (20)SE; (20— 2), (€= ). (4.6d)

The fermionic WFs S*(z ) are connected mutually and With causal propagator S¢(z), and
Wlth the scalar WF D~ (z) (3.30)), (C.15), for (D~ = D" (z*) = =D~ (—z*) , and

- ), by the relatlons [13-22], Contalnmg charge conjugation matrix C'7 = —C,
CVTC V= —q,:

%5—5 (x—y) = / (;i:‘;g O(k%) 6(k* — m?) e @) [(vk) + &m] (4.7a)
SH(z)=—-CS T (=x)C™t, S%x)=CS"(—z)C7, (4.70)
(see (C.9)—(C.12)), but with (0| (z)w(y)|0) =0, (4.7¢)

and instead of (C.23)), for &,n = +, o = (0", p) satisfy V ¢° or space-like 3(p) [13-22]:

1 1 1 .
Oy =5 5(ﬂf—y)z/dgpgs g(:lf—@)’yogS "o —1y), orwith d%° — dZ,(0)v", (4.8)
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also for complex values of z,y. So, the similar to (4.4d), (4.4d) inner product for the
packets (4.6d)—(4.6d) reads:
=(+)

0 =(+)
a,Ta,Sa X ’y = c,LcySc x
(B a5 (01(©)s (P sc) = e | d3x{ S (0 e (7) } (190

Zpe,Te,Se (x) YV Epasta,sa (:L‘)

PO 77(+) *\ o7 (+)
_ (E?a/c}’ Eic/a}) — 6§ﬂN§'aN§-c ZlI(Ji,)Sa,Oé (I'a) <0Epa ('ia) '(pﬁ (Zc) |O>Z/{<pj scﬁ(xC) (49b)
Upesea () (0185 (25) Yo (2e) [0) U, 5, 5(Ta)

Re Re ] Woialwa) | 1 Upl3. ()
= 0epNE N§, & a0l b — G782 — 2)) 8 e (4.9¢)
! { éca)sc (‘I.C) L ulgay?ga (:Ea>

= § ae -
:/d?’x:fa/c}(x) Vo/d?’y S¢(z —y) 4" :i:/a}@)’ Val 20 &2 —y%) >0,  (4.9d)

i
The expressions , are independent of the choice of 2°, 3° in , ,
(4.9d) respectively. However, according the meaning of and Huygens’ principle,
for 29 > z¥ it may be considered as the projections (4.9d) of ‘final’ packet “a/c” onto the
result of causal evolution of the ‘initial’ packet “c/a”, according to causal propagator
S¢(x — y), where both these packets, due to , , have to select natural causal
sequence of events, which for both £ = £ cases is reduced to the same sequence:

0(zq — 2°)0(2" =)0y’ — z2) — O(zy —22), (§=+), or

a C

0(2" — 2)0(y" — 2”)0(xq — y°) — O(zg —2¢), (€= ), (4.10)

c a

if the time-ordering #-functions for specific process are formally assigned to the packets
itself [13].

From for a = ¢, £ = n, by making use of (3.550), (4.3a)—(4.3d), (4.4d), (3.28)—
(3.30), (3.33), (3.34), with m?¢? = 72, (paS.) = 0, for normalization of the Fermi packet
with spin 2s, = 41, one has:

A2 = ({Po, Tay 50} (ON(E); {Pus Tay 50 }) = (E?a}, E%) (4.11)
= LS 78 (k) +&m
B /m‘(b (k, po)l* |:upa,5a($a)wu§a,sa(xa):|
A3k B o k +€ 45 Aa
=2 [ e s [ DS () 4 gy FEL 1)

— N2/( d3k 6—2(k<a(paa0'a)) |:1 + M} (4.]_2)

7] (2m)32Ey 2 2m?
N2(7) {1 (Pala) O

— Ng {% — %} %D;l (—QiCa(pa,aa)) = W 57 % 87‘2} h (47'2) . (4.13)

For the scalar packet (3.550]) all the square brackets here should be omitted. The absence

of s, - contribution indicates an independence of this result also of the spin averaging

and suggests again to neglect go in (3.17), whence (p,(,) — 7, and from definitions

(3.34), [49] it follows:

N2 (7
gy = o T h(7?) =

m24m2

A2] 1'_>N2(7') K (27) + Ky(27)
m24r2 21 719=3 " " m24s2 At

} .(4.14)
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The last normalization of Fermi packet, with definite spin, conforms with the first
normalization of scalar packet from for b = a and coincides with it for ¢ — 0,
T — oo [49]: A2 — A2, Although such consistency will be saved also in the case of
general dependence (3.57)), (3.58)), we’ll emphasize, the form ([3.28)), (3.34)—(3.36) of the
function ¢?(k, p,) is already uniquely defined for any spin by uniqueness condition of
analytic continuation [19-21] of state vectors (3.31)), (3.32), (4.5d), (4.5b) and respective
WFs [17H21] (clf. (C.15)) as a wave-packet functions (3.29), (4.6d)—(4.6d), by the
limiting conditions , and , , by described above transformation
of into in nonrelativistic limit, and by the consistency conditions with
Fermi packet. Whereas the appearance of any polynomial (kp,) - dependence in (4.12)

is fully regulated by the spin [18,24] of wave packet.

For example, for spin S = 1 of free real massive vector field B*(z) with the WF
D, (z) (C.14) and the wave function of state with definite momentum and polarization
Ay \(z) = €y (k) fi(z), the wave-packet state and its vector wave function are:

{Pa: Za, Aa}) = NooBy (T +1Ga) [0) AT 5, (Ta) = Noa By (20) |0) AY, 5, (@), (4.15)
Fezara (@) = (OB (@) {Pas Za; Aa}) = Noa (0] B"(2) By, (24 +iCa) [0) A7, 5, (za)  (4.16)
= iNoo 8"’ Dy, (v — za) AL, 5 (7a), with: Fb - (x ) —> AL (). (4.17)
The normalization constant follows similar to (4.94)—(4.94), (4.11)—(4.13) from the inner

product similar to product for the scalar packets (3.55d)—(3.554d)) in view of (C.13]), (C.14))

and corresponding group property, as:

Alls1= ({Pas Tas A} {Pus Tas Ad) = NZAL  (20) (018 (20) Bs (24) [0)Ay, 5, () (4.18)

Pa,

= gp,z/ (FZa,fEa,Aa’ F;aaz’ayAa) ZN2 Apa Aa (Z’a) D??B (Z:lk - Za) Aga,)\a (l’a)

This way of construction of wave packets by means of analytic continuation in coordinate

space differs from the one used in [1,29] by its universality for any spin. On the
other hand it ensures their wave functions (3.14]), (4.6a)—(4.6d), (4.16)) by correct tensor
dimension and automatical satisfaction to the corresponding free KG or Dirac equations:

2 2 —=¢ =¢ N
(02 4+ 10%) Fype, (2) = 0, [i(102) = m]Z, . o, (2) = 0= 55 ., () i) + m]. (4.19)
The remaining ambiguity of functions g¢;2(m,o), with asymptotics (3.37)), (3.38),
concerns only to some inessential details of dependence of 7 = 7(mc/o), being absorbed

to redefinition of invariant width o. While the remaining unavoidable ambiguity in a
choice of dimensionless function R(7) or Z(7) in (3.33)~(3.36)) defines the general form
of observables via averages of arbitrary operators O over packet state, because this
ambiguity is canceled only in the ratio:

def <{pa,xa,sa}; (€)|O|(£)i{pa7$a7sa}>
(O) == A7 : (4.20)
For example, for the mass of scalar wave packet as average of operator P? = —9?, with

P, = i0, = i(0y, Vx), for k* = p2 = m2, from (3.14)), (3.15) explicitly, in view of
(3-55a)—(3.55d), as well as directly from (4.19)), one has:

(P2 = {({Pa; Ta, 0} P?|{Pa; Ta, 0 }) _ (Fpazas (—02) Fpaz,)
<{pa7 ‘/Eaﬁ U}|{pa7 x@? 0-}> (Fpafva7 Fpawa)

(4.21)
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1 d*k k?
- A_/ onnn & Po)I” =mg, (4.22)

and similarly for Fermi wave packets f with the help of f and
changing A2 — A2 ([4.14). Therefore any predictions for such kind averages with scalar
wave packets will be the same as in [1] where Z(7) = 1 was chosen.

The difference may arise for averaging of matrix operators with the spin wave

packets. For the Fermi packet by using (4.6d)—(4.6d) and (4.7d) or (C.9) explicitly, in
view of (C.1)—(C.5) or (4.4d)—(4.4d), as well as directly from , one has:

({Pas Tar 55 (OI(VP)(E)s {Pus Tar 50}) _ <E§a}’ 00:%0) 0

(P =

{Pa Tar 5} (ON©)i P 7 5a}) (5,55,
1 4’k o 2 |57¢ (’Yk) +&m B
A2 /( 2732 Ex |¢7(k, p,)] [Upa,sa(%)Wﬁ(’yk)ulfmsa(a:a) = m,. (4.24)

According to (3.20)), (3.21)), (3.22) and (3.24)), (3.26)), the meaning of quantum numbers
of wave packet manifests only at the respective limit. For any operator O(P*) by means
of (3.33)—(3.35), (3.47)—(3.49), (4.14), for scalar packet follows:

i (Fpuans OG0 Fyy0) N2 [ dkO(R)
(oP) = = : [ rer

~2(k6a(pas0) __y O(ph), (4.25)

PaZa>s Fpama) A2 ( ) 2Ek o—0
2
where: £€*2(k‘€a(pa 7)) 2m(27) 391 (Ei— Ep)? (2)3/265;1(kp)2
A2 o—0 T
— (21)%2E05(k — p), (4.26)

g1—o0

because this differs from only by replacement ¢; — 2g¢;, and the same takes
place for Fermi wave packets with the formal changing A2 — A2 (4.14). For Pauli-
Lubanski operator W* and any space-like vector S, similarly f by the use
of (C.6)—(C.§) for upper sign of 2s, = 1, with O = —(WS)/m, and

AWS) = WS, = —"[y" 7 "1SuPy = =27 {(78)(vP) — (SP)}, (4.27)
one has explicitly: <<— >> = %<<7— (vS)(vP) — (873)]>> (4.28)
m
1, INZ [ d%k e—2<k<a (k3.)(kS) + (K54) (paS)
= — §(SGS) + EA_E_/ (27‘()3 2k0 |: ng :| . (429)
For the pure polarized state with 52 = —1, (p,S,) = 0, if S — 5, then (comp. (4.4d)):
(WS) 1 1N? / d®k e72(kea) (E5,)? 1
<< me )7 27232 ) rpa 2m2 ash 2 (4.30)

In the plane-wave limit (4.26)) the last summands in (4.29)), (4.30]) obviously disappear
as it should. For the states with mixed polarization: —1 < §2 < 0. For the correlation
with S by the rule:

7S — £ S), one finds: <<— <WS)>> — %@5)

4 My

3
1

(4.31)
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5. Wave packets and Huygens’ principle

The principal differences of suggested here wave packet from the one suggested in [1-5]
and marked below as [1], manifest in spin degrees of freedom and thus in the Lorentz
transformation and localization properties — , and normalization. According
to our definitions (4.6d)—(4.6d), (4.7d), and (3.17)), (3.28)), (3.33), (3.34) but unlike the
formulas (6), (7) of [1], for kg = B, = VK* +m2, 2 = 74 — 2, (o = Ca(Pa; a), € = +

20 (@) = 2 (@) = (0 (a >|<+>;{pa,xa,sa}>=%ﬁias- (¢ — 2) USH), (22) (5.1a)
(

= NS, <0|1/1(36) Ta +iCa) 0) u) (pa, 54) €7 P2 (5.1b)
dk e'k2) (vk) +m :
— _ A° k AN e (+) _Z(paﬁa) 1
but that is: # Z(7)"(2) = (0[1(2)|(+); Pa» Za: sa)iy (5.1d)
d?k ei(kz) .
— ' o k (+) _'L(pacca) f 1
/ (27?)32Ek gb[l}( ) pa) u (k7 Sa) € , IOr (5 6)

(2m)? 1
_— = — =0. 1
mgh(7_2)7 0 20_27 g2 0 (5 f)

According to [12-27], if the packet realizes a state with fixed momentum p, and spin

ofy(k,p,) with: ZW(r) =1, NJ(m,,¢7) =

s, as irreducible representation of Lorentz group, its spin-quantization 4- axis S, in
(4.4d) is fixed only by (p,S,) = 0, with the fixed momentum p, of wave packet. This
is exactly the case of —, containing only the external bispinorial plane wave
L{éj)sa (24) = u™) (g, 54) e Pa®a) . However this fixed spin s, can not simultaneously “sit”
on a variable momentum £* that in (5.1€) runs through the entire space via internal
plane waves with bispinor u(*)(k, s,), meaning that (k3,) = 0. The same is true for

vector wave packet (4.16), (4.17]).
Nevertheless, the evident from the relations - ) with - . (14.94)

form-invariant propagation according to Huygens’ prln(:lple for the packet - -,
due to the definitions (C.11), (4.74d)), (C.9), (4.3a)—(4.3d) and the second orthogonality
relation (4.4%) [14 15] takes place also for the packet (5.1¢), also as covariant solution to
free equations (4.19) (clf. (7.3d)—(7.3d) below). Similar assertion, where D(z) is even
function -, takes place for the respective scalar wave packet , , vV,
with £(z° — 4°) > 0, for both the initial and final states (cmp. [11], pp. 101, 102). So:

1 And
S0 = 5 [ByS° @ — 9y W) Foun@) = 5 [0 = () o), 52

E@ = [BE S -0 F @) = [EvEL, 0D - ). 63)

5

And >
and the same with the changes d®y~° — dX, (y)7", d®y 9 — d%,(y) 9/, and £(2° —y°) —
E(ns(z—v)) 1) and the same for EE } _E[}} Free propagation 1} 1D can not
change the invariant width o and the value of 7 of covariant free wave packets, because
such changing would be in contradiction with the local nature of Lorentz covariance of
this propagation [11]. Nevertheless, the usual Gaussian spreading shown on Figure Will
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inevitably take place at any fixed reference frame [3]. So the spreading of relativistic
wave packet as well as its minimal position-velocity uncertainty are frame-dependent
feature [47] (clf. [Appendix A)).

Due to dimension reduction of free Green functions [52] and due to conservation of
orthogonality relation also for m = 0, the similar picture with d°x — dx takes
place also for evolution , of the massless wave packets, defined for fixed 7 > 0
by (B.15)), (B.16), (B.20), (B.21), (C.9), and normalized by the condition (B.25):

m . N .
Fpawa (Z‘) IU—::S Fp(:;a( ) — ¢~ Hpaza) w‘r(pa’g) — (25:—;2 e~ i(Paa) h(7'2 _ 2i7’(pa£)) , (5.4@)

() Sy, (Pas a) (5.4b)

m 0 — . Z(/Yax) + mg T
“{a} (l‘) = ‘—Ea} (.I) n}}}EO om Ff(pz,xa
1 0
e~ % (Paza) Z _r— \ h(zE

o, U () = €0 () = U ofa). (5.4d)
The normalization conditions , of all bispinors leads to their finite limits
with m, — 0 [15,[25]. The parameter 7, originated by (3.33), (3.37), (3.39), in the
rough approximation (B.26)) of (B.17) may be considered as inverse dimensionless width
of these wave packets on the light cone. From (C.24)), their form-invariant
propagation is also governed by corresponding Huygens’ principle:

(5.4¢)

Z8=72_2ir¢ (paz)

— e %PaT) iy

T—00 mq—0 2m

F2.(@) = [in Dy (e - OFD, @), 25w =4 [iniSpy (e -9 =@, 65)

where for p? = p(1,n,), all functions of x with m, = 0 in —, as well as
in - in fact depend only on 2- dimensional ¥ = (2, %)) with x| = (n,-x).

Following f it is not dificalt to construct the wave packet of that type
also for Majorana neutrino for both massive and massless cases [41}/42], with the similar
properties of normalization constant.

6. Neutrino oscillations. Intermediate wave packet treatment.

Spin degrees of freedom are potentially important [29] in the intermediate wave packet
approach to the neutrino oscillations problem [30]. The respective generalization of
the method of Blasone [43-H45] onto above mentioned Fermi wave packets by the use
of respectively generalized calculations leads to the following expression for two-flavour
oscillations of leptonic charge for the electronic neutrino v,., where = means equality in

a weak sense (with redefinition in 1' bl(;;) = ay,r, bl({;) = bk, ):

Q.0 = 6, (0Q:Golt) = | (2752—21‘&1 Y [ @ag, @ -, 00, 0] 6

r==+1/2

(@.(ey), = LRt 2 [@Dledpy, 21 1P 62)
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N2, [ dPke 2kapuon) T (kp))

= ¢ - o(t), with: 6.3

ol e R o O &3)
Exi1—E Ex1+E

Oye(t) =1 —sin®20 {|Uk|28m2 (%t) + |Vi|? sin? (#t” . (6.4)

k|> + (Ex1 +m1)(Fxa + mo)

where: |[U|> + |Vi|? = 1, with: |Uy| = :
2v/ Ex1Ex2(Ex1 + mi)(Exz + mo)

(B2 +ma) — (Ex1 +ma)
2v/Ex1Ex2(Fx1 +mi) (B2 +mo)
A2 = <V€{p1’ Ty, 81}|V6{p1, L1, 31}> = <V1{p17 Iy, 31}|V1{p1, L1, 81}> = 2 1s for: (65)
aiTT( ) =Gy (")), Gy ("), and: |ve{py,a1,81}) = (351)|V1{p1,561> si}),  (6.6)
is the wave-packet state with definite electronic flavour e, defined according to [44] by
the same improper transformation [43H45] (6.1)), of the above packet states (.54,
for initial massive field , ¥(x1) = (1) with mass m; at the same
instant of time 2° = 29, and normalized by the same constant . The conserved
charge () [24,145] is defined by expression for ¥ = 0 via operators all{,r, bllm of the
field (4.1). Notice the time ¢ of operator Q(t) has nothing to do with the local
packet time 20 = 29 in (6.2), (6.6), is automatically canceled in (6.3). Finally for each

spin sp, from (6.3)), (6.4]) one has:

2 Pke-20:Gm1e) X
Q). =1+ 38 [ Cimm |5+ S 19 - 11, (67)

that due to (4.26)) surely reproduces the plane-wave limit (Q. (%)), — Op, c(t) with
o—

V| = k|, for: my < msg, because:

the other cases of [43,44] and after time averaging of (/6.4 . yieldes to the well known
result: (Q.(t)), = 1 — (1/2)sin*2¢9. The mixing angle ¥ defines the mixing matrix U
in . 6.8]) below, where the case of two-flavour oscillation is chosen only for simplicity.

It should be stressed, since the first relation in takes place only in a weak
sense [43-45], according to the second relation it generates wave packets of flavour
states for {/,j} = {e,1} or {u,2}, with Coj(paj,05) = pajgr(my, 05) + Wajg2(my, 05),
P = Ep, ; = +1/P2 + m3 only over respective time dependent flavour vacuum [0(2?))e,,,
by making use of the improper transformation Gy(z°) of operators and states at the
same instant 20 with a# = a,a’ and b# = b, b':

Go(2®) = exp [ﬁ /d% (yj(x)yg(x)—y;(x)m(x))], U:< cos SM), (6.8)

—sin?d cosd

(ah(a®), B a) = G5 ") (il BE) Gola®). 0o = Gy )0 (69)
with the help of definitions:

7 20 Gull0(@h)en = G (@) (2a + G002,y (6.10)
v Cgll0G) e = Gy (¥ (e + iCaj) O

g%+ il | _ 5 /d3ke (ko) (k) ﬂ%j(k,r)agr@ﬂ) =By (611
vy [Ta; Cajl r=+1/2 2m)? 2Fxc U, (k’r)bk,r(xg) ’
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Here the (6.11)) only for (,; = 0 recoveres a “negative frequency parts” of local field
operators with definite flavour v,(z,) as a mix of massive fields at the same point x, [43]:

Uy(z,) = ﬁ§+) [24; 0] +ﬁ§_)[a:a; 0] = Gy (a0)p,(2,)Go(x Z UjVn(2,), (6.12)

II=

vi(x,) G;l(:co)l/] (2a)Gy(x ZUgnl/n Tq), Jym=1,2. (6.13)

However the conventional mixing relatlons for the states follow from there only by
neglecting the difference between the flavour and massive vacua [43,44]: |0(0)),,, —
|0)12 thus ignoring the weak sense of , , and strictly speaking, only for
the states with definite momentum |k), implying the plane-wave limit (3.21)),
of states , , , , , when o; — 0, (}; — co. Corresponding
mixing relations for the states of wave packets with definite mass m; require Lorentz
invariant profile functions ¢7(k, p,) to be independent of j [29]/45], which, as explained
in Introduction, is impossible for the interpolating wave-packets states , f
and gives the another reason, why the conventional mixing relations for wave-
packet states [29,130]: |ve{P,s Ta, Sa}) - Yo Ui ln{Pas Tas S0 }), are inconsistent with
general principles of QFT [43] already for two-flavour case. However, at the same time,
for {£,j} = {e. 1}, {M}-

Ve{Pas Tar sa}) = N5, 70 (a5 Cuill0@)) e = G (22)NG75 (wa + ZCGJ)|O>12 (6.14)

Eventually only (6.6 , (6.10), (6.11), (6.14), with the expressions ([4.5d), ([£.54) for
(24) — vj(2q), are meaningful for the states with flavour wave packet in the approach

with intermediate wave packets.

7. Diagrammatic treatment of oscillations. Composite wave functions.

The method of macroscopic Feynman diagrams [1H6]131H38| describes oscillation as a
scattering of initial particles in neutrino source (e.g. 7% or ¢, A on Figure [2) on the
initial particles (e.g. B) in neutrino detector and, unlike the previous approach, uses
the wave packets only for the external particles relatively to the intermediate “t-channel”
neutrino with definite mass m;. Thus, the weak sense of the , as well as
difference between the vacua are not manifest because these flavour fields have
not appear at all. This method also emphasizes the suggested form of wave packet
(3-14), (3-29), (.6d)—([.6d) and (4.17). Indeed, according to [32,[33] the wave packet of
intermediate neutrino of previous approach arises in the expression of amplitude of any

such tree macro diagram like on Figure [2}
e /d4$ Upp(z)¥pr(z MJD/d4y Si(x — )MjC\DEF WWerly ZADC7

by making use of the ‘pole integration’, which for [2° —y°| > 1/m,; actually is equivalent
to replacement of the causal propagator S§(z — y) onto its relevant on-shell frequency
part S (z —y) of its Lorentz covariant time-ordered decomposition - into
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Figure 2. Tree diagram “little donkey” of scattering of initial particles ¢, A in neutrino
source on the initial particle B in neutrino detector.

the WFs (4.7d), (C.9) (or (3.30) for scalar case) with & = + for neutrino, £ = — for

antineutrino:
ALS) /dw () ()N /d4ye<§<x° — )5 (1 — ) MW ()W (y). (72)

This differs from (4.9d) with the same replacement, due to (4.8) exactly applicable
therein, only by changing of three-dimensional integrals onto the four-dimensional ones

and by replacement of the ‘source’, being factor with only one wave packet of free
intermediate neutrino VOEEC /a}j(y), onto the source as a product of respective vertex M;c

or ]\A/E p with such wave packets (or products of them) W¢(y) or W py(x) for incoming and
with U% . (y) or ¥, () for outgoing particles [1,31H33] at respective neutrino creation
4-point y or neutrino detection 4-point x, but vice versa x = y for the antineutrino with
simultaneous interchange of indexes D = C' [14,/15]. This conforms also with discussion
of Huygens’ principle after (4.9d), because in agreement with [11] and (6.49), (6.50)
of [23], from and the solution to Cauchy problem (also with d®y~? — dX,,(y)y"):

- 1 - -

oy ()0 = 1 [P570 = 9)1° ) forany 2 (7.30)
3 . 0 =¢ 5 3 c

it follows: 6(&(z” —y ))u{c/a}j /d y S§(x — u{c/a}](y) (7.3b)

= 0(€(a” ~ )7 [y S5 =) E s ) (7.30)
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So, the group property of WF enable to recast amplitude into the form of
Lorentz invariant scalar product similar to ([4.9d), for any £y° < £0° < €20 or infinite
space-like hypersurface X(o), ¢* = (0", p) with element d¥, (o), d*o = do*dZ,(0), and
with indexes {C'/D}, that are not correlated at all with indexes & = £ for the off-shell
composite wave functions T{C/D}]( 0):

i <
Apcden = & / 0 pcy,(0) 7 Tie oy (0) = € / A53(0) Xy (0) 7 T )5 (0), (74)

. 1 -
Yic/py;(0) :/d4y (e —y ));5} (0 = Y Mic/py Vi) Yic/pyi(y), (7.5)

Tipcy;(0) =/d4x Wi ey () /oy () Mygp oy 0(E(2° — o)) 15» ‘(x—0), (76
where: 0(£(0” — y%)) = 0(E(ng(o —v))), for: d*o— d¥H(p) = n’ng, ny =1, (7.7)
with: 6(8)0(—t) = 0, 63(t) = 6(8), B(E(" — DO(E(SL — 1) & B — o), (7.8)
at least for £ = £ (2% +¢%) /2 € (£y°,£2°), and thus for all admissable ¢ due to
Lorentz covariance of f and similarly . An approximate transformation
of the product of external wave packets into the scalar counterpart (below) of
composite wave functions , , was shown in [33]. The Lorentz covariance of
definitions — with arbitrary ¢° and time-like nf, immediately resolves both
problems with causality and with covariant equal time prescription, these mentioned
in paragraph 5.2 of [32]. The exact transition to scalar product for the off
shell fermionic composite wave functions eventually means that the transformation of

amplitude ([7.1)) into the on shell scalar product similar to (4.9d) implies some kind of
the on shell reductions:

o ADC? T%C/D}](Q) — E%C/D}j(g)a T?D/C}j(g) — EED/C}y(Q)? (7.9)
into the on-shell wave functions with £ = + for neutrino and £ = — for antineutrino,
that now become correlated with indexes {C/D}. Effectively this looks like the simple
reduction of the sources for some £7° < £0° < €20, at first step as:
0(¢(0” = ¥") M ey Vie pyr (W)W iorpyr (y) = 0(E(° = y)5(y" = 57" Eie oy (),
0(&(x° = ")V p ey e ()Y pscyr(x) Mypscy = 0(E(x° — 0°))6(2° = 2°) E5 ) 0y (1) 2
In accordance with above discussions of Huygens’ principle and , this means the
wave functions , become again soAlutions to free Dirac equation only after
omitting the time-ordering #-functions: T +— Y. This is well justified for amplitudes
, only when the sources in the 1.h.s. of their reductions are well localized in
time near some fixed points: 7° ~ Y{OC}, 20 ~ X?D}, with £Y{OC/D} < " < éXgD/C},
¢ — [£] & [C/D], for each macrodiagram (|7.1). The approximate reduction ([7.9)),
reproducing also the next ones for the sources, also without the temporal 6- factors,
was shown in [30,32] with non relativistic Gaussian profile of ?(k,p,) at x, =0
for all external wave packets Wic/pyr r(x) (as is shown above, follows from only
at ¢ — 00). By remaining exact solutions for free relativistic equations 7 they
propagate with the inevitable frequency mixing and usual Gaussian spreading [23,24].



Interpolating wave packets and composite wave functions 26

7.1. Composite wave function for pion decay vertex

For decay vertices 77 — u* v, and 7= — pu~ 7, (as well as for the cases 7+ — et v, or
T~ — e~ U,) the wave functions ([7.5)), (7.6)) of creation process at the point {C'} imply:

* —(— ot * = L
Vi e W)Uy () =20 (WFTy. (y), or Wigyp(2) ey () =200, | (2)Fry. (),

- 1 _ _
Tiey(0) =~ / d'y0(e” —4°) S; (0 — y)MicEy . (WFEy. (y), for vue (v), (7.10)

= 1 - — ~ _ —
T‘({C)}j(g) = Z/dl}thprw(x):;f)ﬂYu su< )MJ'C Sj(x - Q) 9(90 - IEO), for Vu(e) (Vj)> (7'11)

where, according to definitions of scalar wave packets (3.14)), (3.28)—(3.30) with their
scalar products (3.554), (3.55d), (C.23)) and in view of the absence of Dirac sea [16-24]
for the pseudo-scalar charged pions 7T, with thus undirected external lines one has:

ei(p”Y”)Fgf;ﬂ (y) = (Fi)Now Df (£(y — Yr — i) = —iNw Dy, (y — Ve —iCr).  (7.12)

Then, by dropping the temporal factors 0(¢) for y- independent matrix ]\7[/]-0, these
candidates into the free (anti-) neutrino wave packets recast into the following solutions

of free Dirac equations (4.19), denoted below as T {C}]( 0) — Tiey,;(0):

Tie(0 }: - { i6100) + my] Myc [my = 61041 ) }M (7.13)

T{c}j( ) att (Pu> 50 [mu + Z('VaY )} [ (v0,) — ] 2my,

where: @y = (prYr) — (PuY0), (7.14)

g?gi(@) - iNauNcrﬂ'/d4y Dr_n](g - y)Dr_n,# (YM - ZCM - y)DT;ﬂ (y - Y7r - iCﬂ')? (715)

that is explicitly calculated by Fourier transformation, with Z, = Y, +i(:, Z,, = Y, +1(,:
dq _, ~

gg%j(g) = 27r/ 2n) 7199 0(¢°)5(g* — m?)V{C}(‘J)a where, V¢ : (7.16)

XA/{C}(q) = —NUMNM/d‘ly ei(a) D, (Z,—y)D,, (y — Zz), or more generally:  (7.17)

Vieypi(q) = /d4y elHiav)yx oor (Pors Yor(c/D) = Y) Yooy (Par» Yaric/p) — ¥), (7.18)

(cmp. (7.52))) are the overlap functions [1}32,133] of creation/detection processes. For
the independent plane-wave limit (3.19)) of packet functions (3.29) with o, 0, — 0 they
keep energy-momentum conservation for 4-vector k = pr — p, = k¢cy, Figure [3} giving:

V{C}(q) (2m)* e §,(q — k), Vq, with the function: (7.19)
Q%%J( ) — 2 e'® ey emike) (D) (5(k’2 —m3), and the wave functions: (7.20)

(+) (+) () )
i@ } PR Rl GRS
Tiey(0) arsy? (u< (s Myl (1, ) 7 ()
x O(k) §(k* — m?), where, if the matrix ]\A/fj{c} oc (I44°), (7.21)
as for a charged-current case, then it can eliminate the sum selecting here only one value
of helicity s for the massless (anti-) neutrino u5, _,(k, s) [1,32,33]. Thus the plane-wave
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limit for external packets automatically leads to plane wave for internal packet on the

respective mass shell. For A = A(q) the explicit value (D.22)—(D.24)) reads:

Viey(a) = —gﬂ exp {i(qZy)} E/V) {GXP (xaW) — 6(¢*) exp (—e(¢°)xaW) }7 (7.22)
AY2(q m2 —m? 1 ) |
XA = 2q2< ), X0 = —2q2 M, 77% = 5 + Xo, Zn = 7]2271- + 771ZP« = }/;7 + ZCn, (723)

YW: 772Y7r+ ThY# % . Y:t: }/7r + Y#

S =T ZF =Y +i(y,
{ Cp= 12— Gy a * C+=Cr £ Cu
Aq) = [(mr +mu)?* = %] [(me —mu)* — ¢*] >0, for ¢ ~m? < mz <m?.  (7.25)

}, W=w'2 (7.24)

Xo =~ 7/2, xa — 0, for \/q_2 — my —my, but xo ~ 107, xo — xa ~ 1,79
for /¢ = 0,2eV. Calculations of (7.22) with W(w) = [qQZE—(qZ_)Q}I/Q, for
¢* < (mx —my)?, are given in [Appendix D} In [Appendix E| it is shown how the plane-
wave limit of is realized without any addition constraints onto the universal

functions Z(7,), g1(ma,04), a = m, .

hadrons hadrons
== x ==
' g\/7 TQCD 3
\\\ kc W "
\ . ta
ko= (A=P:) ) U
— kp
s _
lg
w
g/Ag _QCD F,
ID{_>_( X, ——
ha(;ons ha(;)ns

Figure 3. Macroscopic Feynman diagram. Definition of points and momentums.

Note, that unlike the common belief [32,[33] the overlap functions ,
explicitly depend on the centers of initial and final wave packets, and thus from the
effective points X¢p,cy, Yic/py of (anti-) neutrino creation/detection, that in turn,
define the base time 7' = §(X{p, oy — Y{&/py) and the base line L = {(X(p/cy — Y{c/py)
of oscillations [1H5]. Due to opposite signs of y for initial and final wave packets the
properties of are essentially different from the ones of usual two-particle phase
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volume [17,48] (clf. [Appendix DJ). Similarly [1] its extreme properties define the points
X¢pscy, Yieypy (clf. |[Appendix E|). This becomes transparent for the approximate
expression (E.15)), which in fact represents the effective off-shell Gaussian-like profile
for narrow wave packet of intermediate (anti-) neutrino, arising for external packets are
close to plane waves. From this approximation it is clear, that with the substitution

into - see - - ) the ( and:

g{C}j( ) )‘F{C}](g>7 fOI‘ q)(k) = q){C}(k) = (pﬂ'yﬂ') - (p,uy,u) = q){C'}7 (726)
up to the small corrections, that by symmetry are reduced to orders of O(q — k) +—
O ((q — k)?) ~ O(gy,}), one can replace the (7.13)(7.18) to the following simple ones:

T(?}J'(Q) [m; + (0, )] qu( ' (Pus 5p1) (+) )
T } ~ { T80 M 1620,) — m,] }f{c}j@’ where 720
ff;ij(g) :/ (;754 o—ila0) o 0(¢")o(q* — m?)ﬁ{c}(q) E/(;i;;‘l o—ila0) ’H?g}j(q), (7.28)

and Vq: Vigy(q) = P70V 01(q), or Viey(q) = e @PVgy(g),  (7.29)

43

is “reduced” overlap function, given approximately by (E.15)) for ¢*> = 0 as:

R R ‘ T 1/2

Dicy(@) ~ (2m)10(8) By g — eGS0 Gy ()= [ 1] e )
4

with: k=q—k, k=kiy, T=Tiy, V' =p,ILY ) =gV, ), (7.31)

1 Y (PHkYHk—)2 _ yz
2. ™ P 29+
because (k)_) = (P, Y-) = 0, and for P = p, + p,, either k or Py, = II;P is time-
like. The function d¢cy (k) in ((7.30]) for symmetrical positively defined tensor T{C} .17

p, 00, = 00y, SR(Yl) =59 = <0, (7.32)

similarly [1] keeps the approximate energy-momentum conservation according to (E.16)).
The effective impact point Yy . in - 7.30) depends on the widths o, 0, only via
dimensionless combination || < 1 for Ow O)‘ﬁ = 2g™, O/\ﬂ (K, P) = O)"B (P, k), with:

2V, = Y2+ 9M(Qlg) 0, .Y, T 7.33
e (@ ;7;# @7 ot g
(k — «PYMITP)?k? + (P — ok)M(TTpk)? P?

Oz%)(k’ P)=g¥1F¢) £ (FPE 2P

This definition of point Y{¢y of neutrino creation may be compared with ((7.40]) below,

(7.34)

that is the generalization of what was given in [1]. In view of the geometric
suppression factor exp {Xx(Y_)}, depends here only on the relative separation of initial
and final wave packets Y_ = yio = Y: — Y, but not of their distances from effective
point Yicy. Only its transverse to the & and Py, space-like two-dimension part Y_
is significant for suppression. In spite of exactly the same structure of obtained
approximation ([7.30)) as in [1], with exactly the same physical meaning of correspondin

values g{c}(lﬁ), Zk(Y_{C}) Yicy, kicy, Ticy, their explicit expressions (7.31) — (7.34

may be essentially different from respective (5(;( ), Xe, Yo, k;c, R_'/4 given therein.
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Indeed, substitution of (3.63)), (3.64) to (7.18]) with arbitrary number of packets
in initial {I} and final {F} states, Y/ — 2% ac € {I ® F}¢, by means of Gaussian

ac?
integration over Minkowski space [53] (cmp. [1,38]), for R* = X3 — Y2 = (T, L) gives:
Viey(q) = VEE(q) = (21)1 ¢ (K) exp {Ec} exp {i (KYe)}, K =q— ke, (7.35)
s R |
with: dc(K) = Wexp 1 (KR'K) tavd d4(K), and: Kc':z) —-K, (7.36)

N Ic Fe
ko = Z ffw - Z 23ng’ kp = Z pafD Z pazD’ Re = ZTC“C’ (7.37)
ac

a;0=1 arc=1 arp=1 a;p=1

T <—<T’\5:m—§[v’\v5—gw} Da = MgV 1—1—3 Vo — g = L2 (7.38)
C(lc a 2Ta a~“a 9 a ava 27_(1 a92_>0 a ma’ .
So=—Y (a8, = Yo)Toau (25, = Ye)), or: C D, Yo =Xcr Xp=Yp, (7.39)

ac
Yo =R Toapal,, te. Y Toa (25, —Yo) =0, > e Yo =0, (7.40)
ac ac ac
> (vl ) (7080) = (S, - ok, ) 0 1) =i = .
ac/p

Unlike the quadratic form with tensor 7 ¢y (E.16) — (E.23)), the forms with tensors
§R571D 1) for two or more external packets are positively defined merely almost

everywhere [1] Moreover, founding only on different leading terms for powers of x
and 22 in one can’t neglect with the same accuracy of order O(7; 1) = O(g;,})
the dlfference between Do and Pa = maua in ([7.38)) even for go = 0 [1] and so one can’t
neglect the difference between kC/ D and kc/p. Nevertheless, for two-packet case,

the expressions ((7.32)) and (|7.39)) for geometrlc suppression factor ¥ coincide at specific
reference frame, given in (81) of 38|, but (7.31)), (7.32)) automatically determine this
factor in relatavistically invariant form (cmp. (184) of [39]). Moreover, at least two

wave packets per vertex are necessary in order to define and to save the effective impact
point Yiey (7.33)), @ in reduced overlap function ([7.30)).

Similarly @ the Feynman amplitude admits an exact operator factorization
of its spin structure in view of (4.19)), (C.9), (C.12)) by means of translation invariance of

the representations (4.6d)—(4.6d) and the function ¥, (p,,z) (3.29) in overlap function
(7.18), with integration by parts over x and/or y, for example (7' — 1., 71— Nae), as:

bo= T1 kw8 (g [ i (000, B0 [y 4 i8] e (702

ape{I®F}p ep

< I [ i(00)] 5 [l Vinn 0 s Piont) ) U )

ac€{I®F}c

All the differentiations act here on YA/{D/C}(q) only; 9 is the any one of differential

operators defined in ([7.41)); M;g) (a:acc) are bispinorial plane waves (4.3a)—(4.3d) of
ac

wave packets (4.6d)—(4.6d) of external particles at the creation/detection points C'/D.
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Similarly - the off-shell narrow-packets approximation of (7.22)) as ([7.29)—(7.34)), or
in general, as - then gives for oscillation amplitude (7.1)), similarly [1]:

o d'q 5 Q) +m; 35 77
Ape T (R DT [ 5Py (0) - Vi (e u (0 ). (743
]

where u{ ({p¢,}) is a short notation for product of bispinors arising in the products of
u(’] (
on the actual pole integration procedure of propagator, selecting neutrino/antineutrino
pole with definite { = £ and, similarly (7.21)), for kicy — ko =~ kp <= k¢py, in general
case reads as:

Ape: =T (N Miy0y Y WS, sV (ks 5) Mqemyul™ (b7 ) | ALE . (7.44)
s=+£1/2

p C) in ([7.42). The final result of factorization for those approximations depends

A possibility of this reduction depends also on subsidiary kinematical conditions [35] in
both vertices of the macrodiagram 1} Here the amplitudes AJ[%), like 1) for 1)
represent the respective fractions (7.49), (7.57) below of the given below scalar Feynman

amplitude (7.45)), (7.48) corresponding to (7.42), (7.43) as:
~. 1 d4q ~ 1 ~
j _ J(S) 7.45
Apc = ./(%) Viny(q )—?_qg_iOV{C}(Q) > AR (7.45)

E=+

The [ ] 5)} denotes the respective on-shell value ([7.59)) below, arises as corresponding

pole contribution of propagator here or in (|7.57)) below. At least for charged-current

case (|7.21)) the factor befor [ ~gg} in (|7.44) is simplified for m; — 0 with factorization
into the factors independent of j, for s = q:% refered as Left/Right helicitylm and £ = +:

. — ¢ . = C/D
AJDC'_)M{D/C}M{C/D}[ A7 )} M{SC/D}_ “§<k0’_g)Mj{C/D}“{n}({pf,é })

Since the last factorizations take place only for the case of on-shell (anti-) neutrino, the

. (7.46)

m;=

transition amplitude like on Figure [2] from flavour ¢ = «(€) to flavour ¢/ = (&), in view
of - - for correspondmg choice of matrix UE=+) {U U*} recasts as:

&)
DC = Z Uﬂj T M{D/C} C/D} Z UBJ [ i)c} - (7.47)

Now we wﬂl focus on the further properties of composite wave functions simplified so
up to their scalar versions independently defined below.

7.2. Scalar composite wave function

In order to outline the differences between the spinor ([7.1) and scalar ((7.45) cases,
we briefly give here a scalar version of formalism of composite wave function ]:[é /D (g)
following the above fermionic case (| . . We start with Feynman amplitude 1)

| Here M means Dirac conjugation.
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in Conﬁguration space (without matrix factors 1\7[/]-{ D/Cy):

1
he = [ @0 @) Uni(e) [y L5 0~ ) Vor ) Ver(y LA

9 = [ ata W) ¥on(a) [a'yolctal —y>>§D;§<m—y>\v*cp<y>wm<y>, (7.49

defining then the off-shell scalar composite wave functions as:

F&)ye) = [ a'y0 (I =1 & D8 (e = ) Vioyone 0 Wiermin(w). - (750)

_ .
8,e AIS) g/ do F{D, (0 zaO]ffg}j <:>§/ dp F{P, (0 z@O)F{C}J(g) (7.51)

The first two equations follow here from the decomposition . The second
two equations reflects the scalar group property (C.23), Where the , for [C/D]
correlated with [£], combines both fermionic relations ., since the scalar
propagator is undirected.

x4 x4
In (7.51)) the first differential operation [i )], unlike the second usual one (i 99),

does not feel the temporal 6- functions from ([7.50). Their difference repeats the
difference between Dyson’s and Wick’s prescriptions for chronological product in ([7.8)).
This difference is proportional to 6(&(z° — y°))[0(0® — ¥°) + 6(¢° — 2°)] and becomes
negligible for the ‘sources’ well localized in time near any points differ from ¢°, that
was discussed after . So, the use of wave packets for external states smoothes the
difference between these two types of chronological ordering. Moreover this observation
allowes to connect directly the off-shell spinor composite wave functions with their scalar

counterparts by the same relations (7.13f), (7.26]), and thus (7.27]), as for the on-shell
ones. As the two spinor functions T~({C /py;(0) (7-10) and Tic)/ py;(@) (7.11)) are connected

with the same scalar function .7-'[(5/ D]j(g), as well the two spinor ones TF{E)/ D}j(g) l)

and T\ cy D}](Q) |) are connected with the same scalar function ﬁ[(g/)DU(Q).
Assuming e.g. only two external wave packets for detection point {D}
also [32l33], one can connect immediately the scalar counterpart of (7.10), (7.11]), written
now for the wave function .7?{(8 (0) (7.50)) instead of ]—"{8 (o) (7.26)), (7.28]), with the
function Q\H% (o) instead of g‘ ( ) (7.15), (7.16]), by replacing 7 +— I, p — F, for [£]
correlated with [C/D] as in (7.18)), (7.50)). In accord with (7.5)), (7.6) that is:

Gt (0) = iNgr Ny d‘*ye([im — ") D, ([£(e — ) Dy, (Z5— y) Dy, (y — Z1).

Thus, from ((7.45)), (7.48)), due to (C.21)), (C.26)), one has the reduced overlap function

Vic/p)(q), which for the products of arbitrary number of initial and final wave packets

Yiep) »(W)¥ e/ (y) allowes also to restrict the amplitude 1) onto the mass shell as
a corresponding pole contribution by dropping the 6(¢)- function in (7.49)), (7.50)). For

17[0/,3]( ) = /d y elFliay) Ve pr() VYoo (y), with the off-shell (7.52)
. ~ d*q ;
wave function ([7.50) as: ‘F[(é)/D}j(Q) /(27r) c[Flig(qo) H(& 3 (9), (7.53)
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(—1) ﬁ[C/D] (€q)

its 1 4 [Fi€(g0) T(E) _
and its invers: H C/D]J( q) = /d g eliEad) FO) | (g) = (s ) (7.54)
ch (@ v (&q) (—i)

[C/Dlj [c/D]\Sq G
= PP h -shell : .

5 + 2E, By = )’ reduces to the on-shell one as (7.55)
Flo) (ln gy (3 d'q [Flig(a0) g( 0
FéJos(0) 73 Fiépyy(0) = 2np € 0(¢°) 5(¢> — m2) Vieypy(€q), (7.56)

. = 1 [ dq Vi) (Ea)Viey (&) .
the amplitude ((7.49)), (7.51)): Aﬁ@ = —_/ 2n)t 2E{ ‘(}qu _{q()}_ )’ transcribes (7.57)
s A9 / / / S (0 VA (0, D, (¢ q),  (758)

(€ 9 163
but reduces as: .AJ ) [ ij(c)} = /

(27T)3A (60) 0(4")5(¢* — m2)Viey(€q). (7.59)

(Here PP stays for Cauchy principal value.) Indeed, in addition to the first pure on-shell
, (7.56) with (7.29), (7.22) or (7.52), at ¢° = Ey; = \/q*+ m3, the
expression ((7.55)) contains also the second off-shell contribution with the function ((7.52)
or for ¢% # m?. On the other hand, the off-shell version of scalar product, given
by the first equality , corresponds exactly to the off-shell fractions , of
scalar amplitude . The equivalence of “Wick’s and Dyson’s prescription” leads to
the second relation , which coincides with the on-shell scalar product of free packets
(3.55d) and recasts these fractions to the form (7.58)). TIts ¢~ independence implies
contribution only from p® = ¢°. First of all that is the pole contribution of in the

lower half-planes of ¢°, p° with the residues containing both pieces of (7.55)). Convergence
of both these integrals is provided by overlap function Vic/p)(q) |D kind of (7.30)),

in the general expressions ((7.54 . This pole contribution is fully equlvalent
to Slmple on- shell replacement C/D — ”H[C/D]j(q), ie. }"[(g/)D] (o) — ]:C/D]j(g),
ensuing from (7.50)), (7.56) with omltted temporal factor (2" —y), that in turn is fully
equivalent to the re81due of amplitude (|7 in the lower half- plane Im¢? < 0 for the
case of ‘pole integration’ [32,33}46] in accord with ((7.59)), as (7. 45D — (7.57) < (7.58)

d'q 5 0 2 23 + o0
— / ﬁ Viny(q) 0(q”) 0(q* — m3) Viey(q) = / & f{];}]( )(i 0 ).7:{0}](@) (7.60)

= [ [ @'y Wy @) Unr(a) Dy (&~ )W )V (0). (7.61)

This explanation of equivalence of the ‘pole integration’ for the Feynman amplitude
to the similar pole approximation for the off-shell composite wave functions ,
7.54), that transform them into respective free on-shell ones (7.16), (7.26), (7.25),
7.56)), surely takes place also for the spinor case , : ?{C}j(g) = Tieyi(0), as
(7.10]), (7.11) — ([7.13]). Moreover the self-consistency of both these pole approximations
conforms with Lorentz invariance, leading automatically to independence of o° for
amplitude , . This simplifies also further asymptotic analysis for off-shell
composite wave functions (7.50), (7.53)), (7.54) with fixed ¢*. For ¢* = (¢°,q), q = qw,
K;(q°) = (¢ — m?)l/z, Ey = Ej(q) = (@ + m? )1/2, with the main branches of square

contribution (|7.28
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roots, for [C'/D] <+ £, where Fi(qo) = Figooo £i(q - p), p = |p|, p = pn,, that is:

4 _ i\ oFi(qo) 4 Fi(go) )
(1) dtq (—i)e V[C/D( ) / d'q e Vieyn)(q) 1 |4 D
. = = — — . (7.62
Fieriil@) / (27)4 2E;(Eyj — q° — i0) (2m)4i (m? — ¢ —i0) 2 TE (7.62)

J aj

Separating the rapidly oscillating exponential functions of ¢ in (7.30]) or in ([7.35)), for
k= kieypy, Yo = Yiepy, (6= Y)* = RYy = (R°,R) = R, R = Rn = Rqny}, we
rewrite ((7.62)) and then calculate its asymptotic behavior as:

Vieyp)(q) = =0 Wieyp(q),  where: (7.63)

\T/[C/D](q) ~ (27r)4 0(A) eFilkpYy) &C/D](q — k{}) ez’“(yp), whence: (7.64)

j—:-(—i—) (Q) :/ d4(] ejFi(qR)\If[C/D](q) :/ d4q ejFi(qR)\IJ[C/D](Q)l 1+_ (7 65)
[C/Dlj (2m)%i 2E4j(Eq; — q° —10) ) (2m)% (q? — K2 —i0) 2 Eqi ]’

dqo e:Fiquo ele iR 1 %
= /W 0(qo) 0(K3) —— R \I][C/D}(QOain’C ), for 0(q) = 3 1+ Tl (7.66)
. 4R d*q e TEa o~ +
or, that is: .T_Owo /(27r) e IR 5y (Byjq) = -F[(C/)D]j<g)7 (7.67)
Resoo dq e—iqu iKjR
and then: %%;/ 22,(%)2 R \IJ[C/D](QO, +nkC;). (7.68)

The asymptotic expression follows at R — oo (|[Y 3| — oo) from the second
equality by using the Grimus-Stockinger theorem [37]. The first #- function comes
here from the square brackets, while the second 8- function comes from the conditions of
theorem. The asymptotic expression appeares from the first equality due
to Jacob-Sachs theorem at +R° = T' — oo [32]. Then its final form is obtained at
R — oo by using the well known asymptotics of plane wave , integration over solid
angle in d®q = q*dqdQ(w) and change of variable E;(K;(¢°)) = ¢°. The above theorems
are adduced in f. Contribution of converging spherical wave is
omitted in due to faster oscillations of the total exponential for this term and
since it furnishes the spatial vector q of ¢* = (¢°,q) with wrong direction Fng. The
momentum ¢ is globally defined for amplitudes of macrodiagram (7.42)), (7.45)), (7.57)),
(7.58) and for composite wave functions (7.18)), (7.35)), (7.52)—(7.56) of both {C'} and
{D} vertices. For the (+) case the momentum ¢ leaks from point Y{cy to Y{py, when
—00 Y{OC} < o < Y{OD} — 400. Coincidence of expressions and (|7.68))
means, that Ry — +oo for ZRyc/py = +(p — Y{C/D}) = *Rye¢/pyngc/py =~ Rynyey,
already implies :I:R?C/D} = T — 4o00. On the one hand, the expression is
nothing but on-shell composite wave function , . So, the further difference
between the off-shell 7 e / Dj (0) and the on-shell composite wave functions F (0)

{c/pyi\@
fully disappears in this asymptotieal regime. On the other hand, the j- dependence of

asymptotical integrand for these composite wave functions may be changed by using



Interpolating wave packets and composite wave functions 34

above simple change of variable:

7 qdq e~ TEq; giaR __ Oodqo o—it0T KR _
/(27r)2i 2E,, R W[C/D}(qu;inq) - 2i(27r)2 R \II[C/D](QWin’Cj) (7-69)

0 m;

Oodﬂ sinh 3 e~iTm;cosh B giRm;sinh 8 |
) mj/ 2i(2m)? r Yie/p)(m; cosh f; £ngeypymysinh 5), - (7.70)

0

where n¢cy = n, only if coordinate system origin is placed to the point Yicy. These
expressions show that the often discussed difference between both “equal energy” and
“equal momentum” scenarios [32-37] may be considered on the same footing and in
fact is very conditionally. An accounting in the above omitted contribution of
converging spherical wave replaces the first expression to the following one
(see [7] §130):

—iTEq; ,iqR

7(+) R—o0 qdq e @ eldR .
j ? W E.:; £gn 7.71

(e) /(27r)27; 2E.. R ic/p)(Eqj; £an(c/py), ( )

T—o0
—00

where one can again put q = m;sinh 3. Expression implies/\ only contribution of
positive saddle point for the further approximation of function Wi/ py(¢% £nq), with
q;), q; > 0 near q ~ kg, q° ~ k?} with additional assumption about its ultrarelativistic
position qj,q? > m;. Unlike , the dominant contribution of saddle point for
(7.71)) is not restricted by these assumptions and may be estimated here without them.
Nevertheless we will adopt these assumptions below in order to compare different ways
of estimations and to see the correspondence with previous works. According to the
obtained above by different ways the same structure , of reduced overlap
function with the narrow wave packets of external particles, we adopt the approximation
, for general case. Below in this subsection we consider corresponding
saddle-point estimations for the wave function and amplitude following the spirit of the
works [1H5}38].

To this end we unify and simplify our notations. We omit subscript {} where it is
possible and define 4-vectors and 4-tensors: (* = 6?} =(1,1), or 7= (1,1), > = 7= 0,
IP=0"=1,forl=1 = +ng, or for Xp—Y¢c = L = LI; with o) = (KT)}y = (H°, H),
UN = (T)y =W U), o0 H = Hy+ H)\ T =Tpe=Tp+Te, U = (T
QO =Q, or @' =Qr; 02 =0 =0, Qy = (HO)/(UL), or Q = (HI)/(T7). Besides
this we define: q? = (q?,qjl){} = QM+ w;‘, or @3\ = (q‘;,qjl) = é/\ +@_U§‘, qj2- = @? = mjz.
Up to next to the leading order O(mj), these definitions mean that (fw;) = m?/(2Q),
but ((w;) = m?/(ZQ) The following expansions for ¢° = ¢) +(¢° —¢}), a = q; + (4 —q;)
are also useful:

9 _
K(0) ~ a5 + (g — )o@~ 4 =K). =3 v=2 (17
Vi 2q; q; q;

Ej(q) = q; +vi(a—q;) + m(q —q;)’, ¢ = Ej(q;), and so on. (7.73)
J
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7.2.1. Asymptotic of composite wave function. For ¢* = (¢°,algy) the quadratic form
of 6ry(q — kgy) in (7.30), (7.64), (7.69) reads:

(4= RB)T (g~ k)g = (aTaq) — 2(¢H) + (kTk) = f1(¢° q), where: (7.74)
f(¢% a) = @ T + *(AT1) — 2¢°q(T - 1) — 2[¢"H" — q(H - 1)] + £,(0,0), (7.75)
T = (7; 1;? > TH = <¢0 ?) , s, =1,2,3 3(0,0)= (kTk),  (7.76)
whence: F;(q) = f3(Ej(q),q), while F;(¢°) = fy(¢°, K;(d°)), (7.77)

respectively for the first and second expression . The extremum condition of zero
first derivatives of these functions: F’(q) = 0 and ﬁ;(qo) = 0, gives the same equation
for saddle point q]’-\, similar to [1,38], but it gives the different expressions for second
derivatives and different complex “effective widths” D; of Gaussins integrals arised by

the use of expanswn’ - - for powers of exponentials of (|7 - -

o_ My vH’ — (H- 1) _q _dg’
]‘ " - mJQ 1 ™ m? 1 /! . R m?
— =F(q,;) +1T , — =F.(q¢;) +:R—, = =F.(q;)+1 7.79
D]Q j( J) (q;))g V]2-D2 ( ]) q? ]2 ]( ]) Vj<q9)3 F;:O ( )
T ada ¢Ra—iTE;(q) o
/ 5 ; ?q) € = e Fila) ;—ﬁem%*m? e~ Filay) /Qﬂpjz o~ (D3/2)(R-Tv;)? (7.80)
J

The second representation ([7.69)) leads to the same expression exactly with replacement
D7 — Dj. Since q = vq° but d¢® = vdq, both complex effective widths (7.79) will
coincide only on the neutrino classical trajectory after substitution of R + T'v;. Taking

into account for above defined Rf‘} and q;\{} the Lorentz invariance of:

F(q;) = F,(q) = fy (g, q5) = ((¢5 — k)T (q; — k) gy, with: (7.82)
. 2 . m2
Qp(R) = i(q Ry + 555 [(@R)* —miR*] | =i(q;R) + > [(u;R)* — R*] . (7.83)
2(q]) 27—]
4 (qj) 21 m? : R
for: w; = = = = F’. i — th T — 7.84
or U’J mj? 7—] Djz ( ) (q]) + Q? , Or wi — Vj7 ( )

one obtains an “almost” Lorentz covariant asymptotics (or with S, (Y0 Yic/py):
2+ R—oo i

Fos(0) 25 (i) e¥ioro) Sy (g, — k) S Dy e (785)
Equation ([7.85) confirms the intuitive reasons leading to similar asymptotic form,
qualitatively intrduced in [1,2] for intermediate neutrino wave function. Here the
function and its asymptotic is strictly defined in QFT framework by parameters of
external wave packets only at one vertex {C'} or {D} as it should, and has necessary

9 That are not the expansions on power of m;.
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representation variable ¢ as the off-shell one (7.5), (7.10), (7.13), (7.26) with (7.50)-
(7.54), (7.62)—(7.65)), or as the on-shell one with = (7.67).

It is worth to note that the expressions f fulfil without any assumption
about value of m;, but leads to ambiguity , of imaginary part of effective
width , which besides this, does not have consistent physical interpretation [1]
of Gaussian oscillations thus appearing. Assumption of small m; allowes to avoid this

ambiguity and leads to unique fully invariant expression for effective width. Indeed, from
(7.74) — (7.79), (E.17) — (E.19), for (kT k) = g4+k*To/4 — K>((T?), with ¢} = Q* +w?,
(Ul) = ({(T€) >0, U* <0, H* < 0 [53], up to the next to the leading order O(mj]) it
follows, that for:

H° 2
Fi(q) ~ f3(0,0) = Q(HE) + (U6) (4 — Q)* +m] [UG - ?1 , 1= 2%2 <1, (7.86)

one has: v;~1—r1;, w)~ - ((1;]6) (H-1),H), (Hw;) =0, 7321, (7.87)

(H()?
oe)
where only the main contribution is saved. This also allowes to avoid some inconsistency

of the used saddle-point calculation [1], because ((7.79) implies an “exact” saddle point
q;, which in fact is defined by zero derivative of entire power of exponential of integrand

1 I'j

D7 ~ 2(U0) {1 o [2H° — iT{}]} ~2(U0) >0, 7 =2Q(H() =2

(7.88)

in (7.80): F;(q)+i(Tv(q)—R) = 0. Whence qj, acquires an inadmissible imaginary part,
which is generated by value i(Tv(q) — R). To extract the j- dependence, the following

relation, ensuing with the same accuracy from ([7.82)), (7.86} (7.87)), is observed:

Fin(a) = (g5 = B)T(g; = k) = (L= K)T(Q = k))y + O;3, where: (7.89)
H° m3

O, ~ m; [UO - 6} = (ng) [H°(U-1) - U°(H-1)], whence: (7.90)

2(+) R—qo 5/2 Filk V) Sk NF (0 _ 1y VD o~ (R)-6;

Fierm;o) d (—i)(2m)~/ = eTRaTn) en 0 (Q — k) R Dje 0 0. (7.91)

Similarly [1] the value of ©; is negligible due to smeared delta-function of approximate
energy-momentum conservation, keeping k* ~ K¢*, (H() ~ K(U¢), when 0, = 0.

This result should be compared with evolution of neutrinos emitted by classical
sources, given by (11.19) of [42]. We observe that the spherical wave e %% /R
given therein, now is modulated by the same damping Gaussian factor , ,
that appears in CRG narrow-packet approximation for one-packet state with
I = —R{}:

exp {—%JZ(R — ij)f}} = exp {—;n—j [(u;R)? — RQ]{}} , (7.92)

J
and thus define via 7; (7.88)) the corresponding “invariant width” for this effective
intermediate neutrino wave-packet. This factor is equal to one only on the neutrino
classical trajectory for R = T'v; with Ricypy = [p — Yio/nyls Tieypy = £(° = Yip py)-
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7.2.2.  Asymptotic of oscillation amplitude. Now let us show how the definitions of
scalar products (7.51)), (7.57), (7.58) for the off shell and (7.59), (7.61) for the on
shell composite wave functions reproduce the asymptotic of oscillation amplitude [1].
Unfortunately the time derivative 82 and d®p- integration in 1} is not uniform with
respect to asymptotical expansions over 7" and R, and substitution of the results (|7.85)),
(7.91)) into ([7.51)) is not correct. Starting from substitution of ([7.54)), (7.63)) into (7.58)),
in view of (7.64)), we perform at first the integration over p° at the limit Y — +oo,
i.e. Tp — +oo with the help of Jacob-Sachs (JS) theorem (C.31). Thus we arrive
to very similar to (7.65) d'q- integral, which may be estimated by the same two ways
- as above. The use for example again of JS theorem for ¢°- integration at
Y0 — —oo0, ie. T — +oo, with T = Tp + T, R = (T,L), L = LI, 0" = (1,1), gives:
Ti(+) (Y& o) / d’q el g T [~j(+)]
— — Ui (Eyi; Q) Vo (Fyi;q) = 7.93

DC (vioieo) | (27) 2Ey € 0] (Eqji @) V(e (Eqj; Q) po |+ )

which is equal to direct substitution of ]7[0/D](q) into the on-shell expressions

7.59), (7.60). Similarly ((7.69 -, (7.71), the use again of the plane-wave asymptotic
C.29) leads to the same integral for A ] as well as for the amplitude:

e Lo 1 / qdq e TP glak
PC 1o i ) (2m)? 2E(a) L
—oc [0]

K=

o1 (E(a); al) Wiep (B (q); al), (7.94)

whose saddle-point estimation with substitution of repeats all the above steps with
simple replacing of all defining above values onto the same but with the bar: H — H,
U—U,Q—Q Q—Q,T—T,q —q, w+— w;, 1~ I Thus, with ¢* = (¢°, ql)
one has for quadratic form ((q¢ — ke)T (g — ke)) + ((¢ — kp)T p(q — kp) = £(¢°, q):

Fj(q) =f(E;(q),q) = Fje(@) + Fip(a), Fj(q) =0, so: qr>7,, with (7.95)
_0 p— —
. TH — (H- :
po M _ ¥ (H-1) v = % T, W= i) (7.96)
- w00 —(1-v%T-1) g m,
1 m; @)? = m3
— =F @) +iT—L. 7 =-4 Q(R) =i(q,R) + — [(w;R)* — R*| . (7.97
T
Tj o (27 6 Vi = _q.
Ape =5 ( ¢> €' €20 b1y (7 — kp) b1 (@5 — he) V2m o7 Dye W, (7.98)

where: Opc = (kpXp) — (kcYe), Epc = Sk, (XP) + 54 (YO) = Sp + 3¢, (7.99)

for the case (7.39)). This result is exactly the scalar part of (39) in |1]. Of course it may
be simplified as above for small m; to the form given in [38] for 63\ = (6?, q;l) = @A —i—@?:

x (2 _ ¥V — = '
Aa(+ ;:OO ( 7;) i®pc (Ipcy, D}(Q kD)(S{C}(Q )\/271—;/_]'2)], e % R8s  (7.100)
2

m= . .
with: = —2 <1, R1-T, W ~——- ((H-l),H
2Q (Ue)

_(9F —z’T]}:2( 0)=20T0) >0, 7;~7=2Q(HI),(7.102)

1 —
— ~2(U¢ {1
— ~2(07)

J

(HY)
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H)? _ o H m? —o — —0 —

or: T:2¥>0, 0; ~ m; U — = | = = [HO(U-l)—UO(HJ)] . (7.103)
(Ue) Q (H1)

The value @j disappears now for k) = k), ~ KZ/\, [38]. Moreover, for this case:

H* ~ KU and so on, and Q ~ Q ~ K. Nevertheless, lg # 1 and w; # w;.

The assumption of small m; here repairs again the self-consistency of our
calculations and, similarly , , leads to the invariant width of the
approximate non-spreading CRG- like wave function of intermediate neutrino and to
the invariant width for oscillation amplitude as in [1]. Since the imaginary
contribution to the widths depends on the used integration variable, it should be
neglected as artefact of the using estimation method. It also implies inadmissible
complex value of saddle point 63-\, depending on base time 7" and base line L. The
additional smallness of T;(H/)~! in also indicates such neglect.

It is worth to note, that exactly the same mechanism [7-10] of Gaussian integration,
(7.79)—(7.85) or (7.97)), (7.98), leads to usual inevitable spreading in time of free non
relativistic Gaussian wave packet discussed in Section . The usually discussed
spreading of relativistic wave packet [3[23,124,]29] also is based on the using of Gaussian

approximation and on the calculation of quantities directly inspired by Gaussian
distribution as in [Appendix A]

On the other hand, the shown above form-invariance , of covariant on
shell one-packet wave function, similarly f assures its propagation without
change of its relativistically invariant width o or gy 2(m, ). This in turn manifests in
CRG- approximation of subsection (3.1, as the non spreading at all the packet wave
function (see figure [1). We view this distinction as a manifestation of the different role
of time and the different meaning of localization in QM and in QFT, as discussed in
section [3l

Evidently, the performing in at first the plane-wave limits o, — 0, ,
of the reduced overlap function ((7.29)), (7.30)), (7.63), (7.64) will fully eliminate
its dependence on effective impact points Yic/py for K = ¢ — k = 0, and the above
asymptotic limits become impossible to take at all. Moreover, now unlike ¢* in ,
, A-vector kN = k{AC D} will be in principle off the mass shell:

(—1i) eFilko)
2Ey;(Ex; — kY —i0)

This also illuminates the above main difficulty of the problem under consideration: the

~

Vool (@), = (27)* 64(q — k), ]?[(CJF/)DM(Qﬂp.W. =

(7.104)

asymptotical expansion of f[g/)D]j(g) over parameters T, R is not uniform with respect
to the limit of parameters o,,m; and with respect to the time derivative 82 and d®p-
integration in ([7.51). That means also that more uniform representation of composite

wave-packet state may be useful. The representation of such kind for on-shell composite

wave function is obtained and analyzed below in
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8. Conclusions

Due to the time relativity only the transition amplitude (3.25) from point x, to point

O — 29 > 0 is meaningful in relativistic QFT, unlike

x during the time interval 7' = x
the non relativistic quantum-mechanical probability amplitude of finding the particle
localized at any point x at any instant of time ¢. This time relativity is reflected by
respective formulation of Huygens’ principle [23].

It is shown here, how the consistent use of QFT constraints and minimization
properties [16-22] determines the general form of relativistic covariant interpolating wave
packet for single-particle states of free massive fields with arbitrary spin. These states
are simply expressed via corresponded field operators. The analytic continuation of
Wightman functions for these fields in complex Minkowski coordinate space specifies the
universal way to wave-packet construction for massive particles with arbitrary spin and
thus elucidates profound physical meaning of that analytic continuation and the meaning
of remained arbitrariness of corresponding state normalization. This interpolating wave
packet contains covariant particle (antiparticle) states [13] only with positive (negative)
energy (frequency) sign without their mixing and propagates without change of its
relativisticaly invariant width. It has non-relativistic Gaussian wave packet , as
a precise non-relativistic limit , , independent of the remained ambiguity
of its normalization (3.33)), (3.34), (3.53)). So, the conventional belief about inevitable
mixing of states with opposite energy sign, starting to propagate inside the pure non-

relativistic Gaussian wave packet [23|[24,29], has the only limited sense. A similar
assertion concerns relativistic CRG- approximation [1-5] for the wave packet, which
by definition describes the off-shell evolution f. Thus, unlike the non
relativistic quantum mechanics and optics, the relativistic QFT admits the massive
wave-packets interpolating in above covariant sense only in the form of ,
and (4.5d)), (4.50), (4.64)—(4.6d), (4.16)—(4.17)), respectively. This wave packet has also
a finite limit of m — 0, o — 0 simultaneously, with fixed 7 — (mc/o)¢, € > 0, given by
, . It separates naturally the light-cone degrees of freedom and elucidates
the origin of possible arbitrariness of wave packet for the massless case.

Application of the interpolating wave packets to neutrino oscillation problem
reveals their natural appearance in amplitude of macroscopic Feynman diagram by
making use of any kind of ‘pole integration’ [32,|33]46], which arises naturally in
any space-time asymptotic regime. It arises also as a natural equivalence of on-
shell reduction of the off-shell composite wave function (7.9), by omitting the time-
ordering 6-functions: T +— Y. The notion of composite wave function allowes to
strictly transform the amplitude of Feynman diagram into the form of scalar product,
similar to one that is used in intermediate wave-packet picture of neutrino oscillations
[29,130,/43-45]. Thus, this notion gives effective language for detailed description of
oscillations, naturally connecting both these pictures. The ‘pole integration’ procedure
for oscillation amplitude is shown to be fully equivalent to the pole approximation for
composite wave functions defined by certain part of neutrino propagator and external
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interpolating wave packets of any one vertex of macrodiagram.

On the one hand, unlike the non relativistic Gaussian packets and the CRG-
approximation [1,2], formula demonstrates, that the usual causal evolution f
of any free interpolating relativistic wave packet (cmp. [11]) does not mix the
states of particles with different energy sign (with antiparticles). On the other hand, as
elucidated here, exactly for those wave packets (3.28)), (3.29)), (4.6d)—(4.6d) the causal
ordering, naturally arising for the macroscopic scattering processe similarly
and according to Huygens’ principle, leads to the natural transformation f
of integrated causal neutrino propagator S§(z — y) into the composite off-shell wave
function , , and then into the composite on-shell wave function f
, as linear superposition of free interpolating wave-packet states with the
same (neutrino) mass m; but with different widths and centers. The expression ([F.3)

may be recursivelly generalized to arbitrary number of external wave packets, and it
may be fully localized for V* 35 (, — 0 as in . Non accidentally both the causal
and Wightman functions are just the differently defined boundary values in complex
Minkowski space (C.15]), (C.16) and (C.17)), (C.18) or (C.9) and (C.12)) respectively for
scalar or spinor case, actually of the same invariant analytic function h(Z) [18], defined

by (3-34), (C.19).

The advantage of the presented formalism, unlike many previous works [29-37,41-

46, is that the effective impact points Yo/ Xp of neutrino creation/detection with the
base line L and base time 7' between them here are not introduced “by hand”. The
covariant and strict QFT ground of the formalism presented in sections [3| [4] [7] gives the
answer on the main part of the problem under consideration: how these effective points
of neutrino creation/detection do arise. Moreover, their dependence on the momentums
of two external particles also is found exactly.

The given here exact calculations of overlap functions and of respective universal
asymtotic behavior of composite wave functions may be successfully repeated for
the vertices with three external particles of a “little donkey” diagram Figure [2| for the
process like (€ +A) @& B —% A’ @ (B + ) [34,135]. To this end one can use the wave
packets only for incoming particles Icqp € ¢,A,B and for one of outgoing ¢, but using
plane waves for the one of outgoing unregistred particles Fogp € A’,B’, in both {C}
and {D} vertices. That calculations show, that the effective impact points of neutrino
creation/detection Yg, Xp are given by the expression similar to , and
remain independent of the momentum of plane waves in accordance with the intuitive
picture. They confirm that at least one wave packet per vertex is needed to get a finite
coherence length, but at least two wave packets per vertex are necessary to get the
definite base line L, base time 7', and the geometric suppression factors exp{3¢/p}. The
recent results of [4-6] demonstrate the possibility of direct experimental manifestation of
the wave packets of external particles also for the small-distance effects, such as reactor
antineutrino anomaly [55]. Calculation of oscillation probabilities for amplitudes
is goes along standard way [39].
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Appendix A. Minimization properties of wave packet

Here in order to advocate the minimization properties of the function (3.28) we briefly
generalize some results of [47]. For any hermitian position operator x in momentum
representation and velocity operator v = V,E(p) with an arbitrary spectrum E(p),
the wave packet with minimal uncertainty should saturate position-velocity uncertainty
relation. This relation is determined by the minimum value of positive definite quadratic
form for operator with complex parameters:

((AT-A)) >0, for A=—ix+av—p@, with a=a, +ie;, B=0,+iB; (A1)

wherefrom for " ‘<(AT +A)) =0, Vg ((A"-A)) =0, one has: (A.2)

(AT~ A)) = ((A%)%) — o ((AV)?) > 0, for B, = a,(v), B;=a(v)—(x), (A.3)
_(VEED V) G i) 4 (v x)) — 2 () - v

0= G Bl = B Bk = (k) + (V) — 2000 () (A

Here besides the standard definitions ((Ax)?) = (x?) — (x)?, ((Av)?) = (v?) — (v)?, we
introduce «; and use general form of position operator with some function ©(p), which
makes it self-adjoint with respect to given scalar product of chosen Hilbert space:

x =i0 ' (p)V,0(p) =iV, +iV,InO(p). (A.5)
The position-velocity uncertainty relation takes the form
(A% ((AV)*) > (V2 E(p))* + C2(x, V). (A.6)

Even for relativistic spectrum E(p) — E, it could not be rewritten in Lorentz- invariant
form even for conventional case with omitted covariation C (x,Vv). So it is not suprising
that corresponding wave packet with minimal uncertainty generally also is not Lorentz-
invariant |47]. This wave packet as a coherent state for operator , with
arbitrary parameters «a, 3 satisfies to equation with the following solution, where N is
normalization constant:

AU(p) =0, (k) — @](Vk) exp {—aE(K) + (8- k)} —s $ei<k%>e—<k4a>, (A7)
with k° = By, and ¢* = (a,,8,) = a,(1,(v)), ¢ =a2(1—(v)?) >0, (A.8)
Ty = _(aivﬁi> = (O’ <X>) - ai(la <V>)7 (AQ)

as 4-vectors with respect to Lorentz transformations [47]. So, the wave function of wave
packet with minimal uncertainty consists of two factors. The first one is the Lorentz-
invariant exponential function Ne'(##e)e=( ) with amplitude , , which due to
up to inessential phase e~*(Pe%a) correctly determines the Lorentz-covariant wave
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packet states (3.31]) or (4.54d]), (4.15). The second one is defined only by self-adjointness of
position operator. For non relativistic case we have O(k) = 1 with quadratic spectrum

and come to usual Gaussian wave packet (2.8). For the case of relativistic position
operator X in Section , we have the above Lorentz-invariant exponential factor as

in [47] and ©71(k) = VEy as in (3.12), [17].
Appendix B. Various limiting cases of covariant wave packet.

The another way to check the 1' uses the relations for |k — p| < E, = /p? + m?:

1 . . . . P
Exx~ E,+ (vp-(k—p)) + 2_Ep(k —p) (¢ —vivl) (k —p), with: v, = R (B.1)
(kp.) = ExE, — (k- p) = m? + §(k —p) ((Wl — V%Vé) (k — p)l, p = |pny, (B.2)
whence: ¢°(k, p) = e/Pa=Ra)(k|{p, x,, 0}) = Nye ko) s N e=91(kre) - op (B.3)
T—00
N
(for go =0, 7 =m?q) = %e_gl(kp“) +— (near the maximum: |k — p| < E,) (B.4)
2 1/2
@) Z(1)  —emmten) _y gpamy Zo [T ~oeprmacpy (B.5)
m? h(7?)e” g1—00 m | 73

E g1 m? 12 g1 m? 2 g1 _ b )2
—2m(2n) =2 ¢ | L A () — {_ (91/2)(kL—p1) } B.
m(2n) m {[27? Eg} R B2 (kg — 1) o (B6)

— (27T)3 QEP ) (kH - p”) 52 (kL - pJ_) = (27T)3 QEp 53(1{ - p), k= l’lpk” + kL, (B?)

g1—0o0
2 .
(k—p)*=(kj—p)) "+ (ke—py)? with: p, =0, p;=|p|, kj=(k-n,), (B.S8)

. TR i g1\? 9 g1\3 m?
and for: (T)' = (8" —vjvh), |T| = det{T} = (5) (1-v2) = (5) 7 (B.9)
may be easy obtained by direct calculation as rotationally invariant determinant of

separable positively defined operator (matrix). Surely the nonzero “independent” limit

m — 0 of (3.48) or already implies ¢ = 0 i.e. plane wave (3.49), (B.7)). Whereas

the usual solution to free massless KG equation (4.19) with o # 0, z, = x4 + (s (pa, 0)
requires changed normalization:

meU(paa Tq — SC) n'z——>(>) <—Z)N(O)Da($ - Za) = <_1)N(O)<27T>72 (I’ - Za)_2 . (BlO)

As it is easy to see, the (B.4) admits also the limit o — 0, g; — oo jointly with m — 0
for fixed 7 = m?gy, p¥ = (P°,p), p° = E, — |p| = p, k¥ = (K k), k° = Ex — k| =k,
so, that p” — p(1,n,), k¥ — k(1,ny), and with the help of the relations:

lim gie Y =6(Y), (Y >0), where, for g > go: (B.11)
g1—0o0
T(k p
(kCa) = g1(kpa) = 91 [EXE} — (k- p)] = gikp [1 — (0 - np)] + 2\p T (B.12)

d(1—(ng-ny)) — 21 dq(ny, n,), under dQ(ny), (B.13)
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it leads to:
N m—s
51, p) = "D g emntin) 124 (1 p) (B.14)
N k )
o (k,p) =27 5_T> exp [—% <5 + E)] Q(n+£)np)7 (B.15)
7 )
or: ¢, (k,p) = (27)3 Tef(—hT()T?) exp {— % (k — p)Q] Mn%ﬁ, (B.16)
27\ /2 5
giving: ¢-(k, p) — (27)° (%) exp {— ﬁ (k- p)z} M%np), (B.17)

for 7 > 1 with the use of (3.33)) — (3.35)), or (C.19)), (C.20]). According to (3.43)), (3.44)),
for 7 — oo this returns us to (B.7). For 7 < 1 (B.15), (3.36) gives:

N(0) da(ny, n;)
¢r(k,p) —> 2m — r—

Since dQ(ny) = d?k, /(kk)), then for n, ~ ny, kj ~k in - - we can replace:
do(ng, np) k
— 2 (k). B.19
- = (k) (B.19)
The obtained longitudinal in fact non Gaussian profile with arbitrary 7 in (B.15)), (B.16)),
(B.17)) reflects above mentioned freedom of profile function of wave packet appearing for
interpolating wave packet of massless particle unlike the massive one in , (B.7)).

(B.18)

In spite of the singularity of the measure, the limit (B.15]) is uniform with respect
to integral of Lorentz invariant Fourier-representation (3.15)) — (3.29), (3.30)). So, the
dimensionless function (3.59) of dimensionless argument (3.60)) for fixed 7 = m?g;, z =
Ta—, Py — p(1,mp) with p2 = 0, p° = p, (paz) = p (2° — (n, - x)) =p (z° — x|) = pz~:

m—0 z (T) 2 . N<T)
— = h(7° = 2iT(paz)) = —=
1/} (pa7 ) "éb ( E) h(T2> (T ZT(p §)> (27‘()2

is still a Fourier-image (3.15)) of limit ¢, (k,p) (B.15)), (B.16) of its momentum profile
(3.28]). Substitution of above to representation (3.15)) leads to the integral:

W (p, ) = (2:)(%})77& exp [@'k (2° = (n, - x)) — g (E + E)} , (B.21)

h(t? = 2iT(paz)),  (B.20)

which due to (C.19) with k = 2p7t coincides with (B.20]). This reflects a drastic change
of Lorentz symmetry [25,27] for massless states since the problem in fact is reduced
from 341 to 1+1 dimensions. Indeed, substituting the massless wave packet into
3D scalar product one immediately shows the necessity of condition n,, = n,,
for its existence. Thus the inner product for these light-cone wave packets should
be of the following 1D form for 7 = (2, x)):

oo

(Fe s / dx) ) (@ )(zao) ) (T) = My, e/ Pm)=irere) (_9,.) h(2™),  (B.22)
where: 7% = 12 + 12 + 17, (pb + &> — 2i(TyPp + TaDa) (Tp — T4) ™~ lb—> 472, (B.23)
Pa Py =a
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N(Tb)N(Ta) TvPo TaPa NQ(T)
= DR [ s g\ B.24
M= =omr 2P s T ) S ey (B2
N N2(7) Ko(27
so the norm: (F[EQ:G,FIEZ%&) =— M) 9 h(47%) = N(r) Ks(27) — 2¢/n7, (B.25)

T(2m)3 01 2 (1)} o
due to (3.35). This dimensionless norm differs from them in 3+1 D case (4.13]), (4.14)).
The approximation (B.5]), also admits the joint limit ¢ — 0, m — 0 with fixed 7:
m 2m)3 I(7
20 2] I o [ > (k- p) } 5 (k). (8.26)

—
BY o e mo)

For 7 — oo it also returns to (B.7). This approximation, unlike ¢, (k,p) (B.15) with
correct Fourier-image (B.21]) = (|B.20|)7 is very rough and leads to divergent integral.

For the non relativistic limit: ¢ = oo, with 9 = ctq, m — mc, v = v2 /> = 0,
and from (3.39), (3.47) or (B.2) - (B.5), (B.9), one has: (T)"" — (g1/2)6%, c(k* —p°) =
FEx—E, = e, —¢p, B, =mc*+¢,, g, = p?/(2m). Whence, (2.8)), (2.10) imply: ¢g; = 072

for o = o, with:

o 3 BN e | _ 3 <k|{p,0,5} >
¢7(k,p) — (2m) 2mc{< D) /2w b = (27 2me o (B2
k arras 2 —
and thus: lim Kl {pa, 2o, 0}) ___(27)° taGi=e) < k|{p,,Xq, 0} > . (B.28)

c—00 2me (20\/_)3/2
Appendix C. Some useful intermediate results, formulas and definitions.

For k° = Ek >0, (k3) =0, £ = £1, p? = m?, (psS.) = 0, with arbitrary S, one has:

(vk)?? =k =m?, (v'k?=-k Ek) =~ "rk) 4y m = Ef(k), R (C.1)
(B(Ek)? = B} =K +m?, (vk) + &m = [B + EE(EK)Y° = 1"[Ei + EB(—¢k)], (C.2)
[(vk) +Em] 2" [(vk) + £m] = 2B [(vk) + &m], (C.3)
[(vk) + &m] Oé(vk) [(Yk) + &m] = 2Ex [(vk) + E&m]m (C.4)
[(Yk) + Em]7"7° (48) [(vk) + Em] = 2B, [(vk) + Em] 7° (73), (C.5)
{108 + me] 1" OO ) 4] o) + el 2 °08] ) (€0
= £8%° {[gua8us — Zuw8aplShS” (KK + kp7) } (C.7)
= 8k {—(5.8)[m” + (kpa)] + (k3,)(kS) + (k5,)(poS)}, where £1 = 2s,. (C.8)
Here v° = i7%y19?y3. For Dirac fields in (4.6d)-([.6d) [17], for k° = Ey > O:

e - [ dgéko ;ﬂuf (DT ) = 60 +m] D —y), ()
{(x), P(y)} = —S (- Z S @ —y), S(x—y)lo_yp =i1"0(x —y). (C.10)
OIT (&) () 0) = £ — ) = 30 (€~ 1) 5 55 ) = (©11)

_ LA ey (0O e
- @'/( ( 2_Z~0) = [i(v0:) +m] = Dy (2 — y). (C.12)

2m)* m? —q
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For vector field Ay, (z) = €((k) fi(x) with polarization €y, (k) in (4.15)—(4.17):

3

* *U v kﬂku

(€0 (ke (k) = —dxo ;e’(”/\)(k:)ew(k):—g“ +— K =B >0, (C.13)
1 Bk S ooy
S = (e ) — pv —(p —
o) = [ 3%02«4 ) =g+ 3 ) 1Dl = ), (C11)

here: D} £+ i
s Do) =%, lin iz

;b (=m*(xFi()?), for (%, * — +0, (C.15)

with: — Z/m? = (z Fi()* = 2> F 2i(2¢) — * = 2> F2i2°° — 2* Fi0e(2"), (C.16)
(C.17)

)

2

DC (z) = 0(2°) D (2) + 6(—2°) D (—z) = D, (—x) = z‘(;")z h (m? (i0 — 22))
7r

with: — Z/m? =2? —i0, so: D, (z) =D,(2%x), DS (z)=D,(|2°;x), (C.18

for the analytic function h(Z), defined for the main branch v/Z > 0 at Z > 0, as [18,49]:

h(Z):%?:/dtexp{—i—tZ} (C.19)
0
[ f(t 2m 1/2f% T _3/4 —\/Z
E/dte()%{_f”(z)} e():\/;Z Mev?, (C.20)
0

for |Z| — oo, |arg Z| < 3w [49], where for the saddle point: f/(f) =0, 1/ = 2v/Z.
The following relations are also useful for our aims for ¢* = (¢°, p), &, = &

LD,5(e — ) = Dy el — ) = € [ (s 00) 6082 e S, (e

DL =0 ) D), 00 =g [T ca
e=+ e

[ #0006~ 0) () 10,50 ) = e 1 DyEe ). (C.23)

Let’s consider integrals over y | of the massless propagators. For (v0,) = 7°0°+ (v-Vy),
with p? = p(1,n,) they will depend only on 2-dimensional variable 7 = (29, %), with
x| = (n,-x), for x; = x — npx, axu = (0, V), 7 = (np,-7), (77) = 7 — ISR
(Y0z) = 7°02+70x» (=y)* = (2°—y°)* = (x)—y))* = (xL—y 1 )* where (y0,) — (705):
o i(2m) 2 d?y 1 i0 — (T — 7)?
Dy (T —7) Z/dQYLDC (z—y) Z/.— = —In|———|
@ @ i0— (z—y)?2 4mi R?
. — — (77 T — y)
S — d?y S (x —y) = i(70,) Déy (T — T) = : C.25
(7= 9) = [Pyt @ =) = 60 Dy =) = 5 TP (C.25)
Here R? +— p~2 is a scale of infrared regularization for massless 1+41-dimensional
case [18]. Note, that according to [17,18,49,50,52], for N = 2A + 2- dimensional case it
is easy to observe the inversion of (C.24)) for the causal propagator with o = z — y:

Do) = [t =i () WD (can

2m)N (m? — ¢ —i0) (10 — g?)1/2 (2m)A+l

(C.24)
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: L
50: D?Q)m(g) = éKo (m(i() - 02)1/2) 3 DEN—&—QL)m(Q) = (% ai&ﬁ) D(CN)m(Q)> (C.27)
for any integer L and Macdonald function Kj(z) [49] with respectively changed
dimension of p- space.

So called Grimus-Stockinger theorem [37], for R = Rn, n? = 1, and a sufficiently
smooth (non oscillating) function ®(q) € C* decreases at least like 1/q? together with its
first and second derivatives, gives the leading asymptotic behavior with R = |R| — oo
for the integral:

o [ £ s

(27m)3 (q> — K2 —i0) IR»c  47R
where K2 > 0 (otherwise for K? < 0 it fails at least as O(R™2)). Its most simple
explanation for analytic ®(q) is given in §130 of 7] or in [8-10] with the help of the

® (£Kn) [L+OR )], (C.28)

relation in the sense of distributions for q = qw:

. 271 . .
W] = e oo, Fn) — o, 2} ORI = (C20)
_ i%{ejFiqRéQ(w, ) — 5950 (w, n)} + O(R2). (C.30)

In fact Jacob-Sachs theorem [32,54] states, that for sufficiently smooth (non oscillating)
function W(q) = W(qo;q), distinct from zero only within certain finite bounds on
¢ =q —q* for M} < ¢* < M3, qo > 0, where it is taken to be infinitely differentiable,
the integral 1(7") has the following asymptotic behavior at T" — +oc:

1) = day e~iTa0 p(q) | ‘ . ieszqu
21 2E,;(Eqj — ¢° —10) 175400 2E,;

U(Eyiaq). (C.31)

Appendix D. Calculation of two-packet overlap function.

Calculation of overlap function ‘7{0}(q) 1} is simplified by the following hint.
Substitution of representation ([3.30) in explicitly invariant form (3.29), (3.15) with

definitions ((7.23]) — (7.25]) V¢ leads to the following structure of integral in ([7.17) with

some function ®(a,b,...):

() _/d4l O(—19) (2 mi)/d‘lr 00rO)5(r2 — m2)6:(q — 1 — )B(UQ), (rQ'), ...}, (D.1)

for: r=mp+r, l=mp—r, dld*r=d'pd*s, with: gy +m,=1, p=1+r,(D.2)

2 2
my —m A(q)

4 B
le—"Th=—73—", 0= )
q? 4q?

reads: f(q) = %/d4/€ §((qr))6(5* + a)0(K° — 1 g")O(K° + 12g”) @ ((kQ), (kQ'), .. ). (D.4)

2

d(w)d(v) =20(w —v)d(w+v), Yw,v, it (D.3)

¢ >0gvesn >0,0>0,k2<0,k"—=0, ¢ >0, m <0. In the rest frame of

time-like vector ¢ = (¢, q, = 0) there are the following invariant substitutions, with
any external vectors Q, @', for Z(q) — Z(q):

qO»—>\/q_2 QOH@ QQH(QQ)Z_QZQP

Nz g W@ (keQ), n; =1, (D.5)
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with: 3((qr)) (K2 + o) — 5(“0)

5(0 —K?), for: d*x = dli0|2i|dh‘,2d93(n,{), (D.6)

giving: Z(q A 4 \/7/d§23 n)®(—(k-Q,),—(k-Q.),...), k=n./o, (D.7)

@21—1)!
with: /dQN(n) n*n® ... .n*?-1n* = Z {6.. 5};1‘11‘12“‘0‘2“10‘21}, (D.8)

_ e = _ 2T(I+ N/2)
where: /dQN(n) = Qy = ) Cn(l) = ;EO(N +2k) = TN (D.9)

for N- dimensional space, with Cy(0) = 1, Cn(1) = N, C5(1) = (2l + 1)!1, Q3 = 47, and
sum stands for permutations p symmetrizing all the indices o ...agy. Fron (D.4) for
my > m,, with the conditions (7.23)-(7.25)) for (7.22

9[A, q] = 0(A)0(¢* )9(610), 0(A) = 9[(mn —m,)* = ¢7. (D.10)
The transverseness of k with ¢ becomes very convenient when f"(q) contains tensor
structure, because for transverse tensor qQHg“’ = g q? —q'q, e, = Qﬁq, (qQmu,) = 0:

I =TMI0Y, Q% — (4Q)° = QI Q, = ¢*(QQn) = ¢*Qf — —¢*Q2,  (D.11)
—~ 1 —~
I"(q) = §/d4f€ KM0((qr))0 (K + 0)0(K" 4+ n2¢°)0(K° — mg°)@((kQ)) = Q11 (q), (D.12)

and so on, where calculation of fl(q) is reduced to previous case by multiplying on
Q. With the more complicated tensor structure, choosing for ¢*,¢° > 0, Qf < 0
one of QF = 0, it is useful to transcribe the measure (D.6) for k? = K2 + K2,
k= (K2, k1, K3) = KH(K3, @) as

1
d%zd/{od/{?’—dnidw, /dl-ﬁé( Ky —K2) =0(0c —K3), |ki|=+/0— K3

Vo 2
so, that: ZM(q drs d(p KM EY ®(k3Q2,...), where: /dgp kM RY O, (D.13)
0 0

is immediately expressed only via IT4" itself and convolutions of tensors 14, HZ/B with
all existing external vectors @, Q)'. Similarly for tensor structures of higher rank.

For ¢*> < 0, A(q) > 0, 0 = —|o]| the Breit frame of space-like vector ,q* = (0,0, .q*),
with k# = (k% k1, k%) = (K%, @), K > 0, kK, = |k |ny, dp = dQs(n}), leads to the
folowing invariant substitutions with any external vector () and integrals ,
with Z(q) — Z(q):

*qg = V _q27 *Q3 = (QQ) ) *Q(Q) - *Qi = Q2 + *Q?’, = Q2

(qsg) — Q% (D.14)

dr?

§((gr)) 6(K* + o) = TLng(nl), (D.15)

/ dk3 (k2 — o] — K2) = B(s2 — |o]), and: |r.| = \/s2 |0,

S(kE —|o| — k2), for: d*k = dk"dr®
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6) 2
giving: Z(q) (=¢) /dli(]/dQQ n,) ﬁQ) — k0Q° — (nL-*QL),...) (D.16)
4/
J
For ® = exp {i(rZyx) —i(1Z;)} — ® = exp{i(qZy)}exp{i(kZ_)} with the help of
(D-§), and modified Bessel function I,(r) [49], for any complex vector Ry # Ry,
it leads to expressions:

/ dQy(n)exp{(n-Ry)} =272} > urﬁz{i ) N73) (D.17)
£ 7Tsinh (R?\,)l/2 (N = 3)
ﬁw(ﬁ) L (B)F) =7 ®)” T T oy

o Iy ((R?V)W) (N =2),

with the complex vectors:

R = —iZ, o e CorVo, Ry=—iZ /K2 —|o] e *Ci‘\m% —lo]: (D.19)

@ OlA, g2 [~*22 ] sink (xa [-0°22 1), Vo =xa
- ei(qzﬂ) 0

=2 0(—¢* : 1/2 D.20
- ™ ( q2) /dlio exp {mo*Zg} I ([—(*ZL)ﬂ / K3 — |0|> ( )
Z(a) V=4

Vol

By using (D.14) together with the discussed below integral m and its analytic
continuations (D.26]), (D.27)), one finds the overlap function V{C}( ), if the same main
branch Re W > 0 of square root in both pieces 1} of 7 (q) is used for the value

Wiw) =w'? = [¢22 — (42-7]" = [P 25 )" — [~ (2] . (D.21)
as: Vicy(q) = N(f;ﬂggﬂ Z(q), with: Z(q) =Z(q) +Z(q) = , o (.22)
sinh <XA [q2Z12P}1/2> ) exp (XA [(—612)(_Z%17)}1/2)
X ¢ O[A, q] 2 [q2Zﬁ_}l/2 +0(—¢°) [(—qQ)(—Z%_)]I/Q (D.23)
ei(an)
= QWT QE/I%) {exp (xaW) = 6(¢*) exp (—e(¢°)xaW) }, (D.24)

since for g, — 400, i.e. (},() — 400, or equivalently Y_ — 0, the argument of this
square root: W = ¢*Zf _ +— we = —¢*(fy . > 0 for both cases ¢* 2 0, because only
either ¢ or (p, + , is a time-like vector. Here of course £(q°) = sign(q®) with 6(A)
from . This essential difference of overlap function from usual two-particle
phase volume [48] is due to opposite sign in 6(—I°). When g, — +oo only the first
exponential in the difference contributes for both cases ¢* = 0. Conversely, any
two initial (or final) wave packets lead to (D.24) with common factor (D.10)), i.e. for
¢* >0, ¢" > 0, but with 0(A) — 0[¢> — (mx + m,)?] as for the usual phase volume.
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To obtain the answer (D.23) from (D.20]) the formula # 6.646.2 [50], or # 4.17(5)

[51] is used with the main branch of square roots, at first for & > 0, Rey > |Re 3|, in

the form:
it (2 p2y1)2
/d:z: e "1, (ﬁ\/.?cQ — 042) _ &P {(73(_752)52 }, because, (D.25)

«

for time-like ¢,: Rey = Re(—i.2°) = .(0 > 1/(.(3)? > |Re[-(.Z1)4Y?| = |Ref),
when g, — 00, or equivalently Y_ — 0. Than that answer is understood in the sense of
analytic continuation with respect to both variables g and ~. For [ = +b it is given
by the formula # 4.15(9) [51] with a > 0, Rey > |[Imb|:

[e.9]

exp { —a(y? + b?)/?
/d:v e " Jy (b\/ x? — a2> P {(72 ::ybz)yz) }, whence, for v = +iy : (D.26)

«

7 ' exp <—0z\/b2 — y2> exp (¢ia\/y2 — 62>
/dx ety <b x? — oz2> =0(b—vy) b) :
with: b,y >0, using: (7> +b03)Y2=0(b—y)/b2 — 12 £if(y — b)\/y2 — b2 (D.27)
The first formula (D.27) may be checked independently with the help of relations #
1.13(48), # 2.13(47) [51]. Then, relation # 1.13(49) [51] connects it with the used
below representation (F.1)) in the form # 1.13(47) [51]. The corresponding analytic
continuation from the narrow-packet domain g, — +oo to the domain of localization

+0(y —

ga — 0, (% — 40, Z* — Y in the chosen reference frame, can go along the pass,
with (.¢1-. Y1) = 0, whence: Im[F(,Z1)4Y? = 0, with |Re 8| = |Re [~ (.Z2)*V?| =

VOCH? = (Y52 Re (24772 = \/(YH)? — (.(1)2 = Reb,

Appendix E. Narrow-packet approximation of exact overlap function.

To see how the plane-wave limit ((7.19)—(7.21]) of function ([7.22)) is realized, we put below
g2q = 0 for a = 7, p and g, = g1(mq, 0,), and note, that for definitions (D.11)), (7.23))—
" for q2 2 07 with P = Pr +p;u k= Pr—Pu = k{C}J X0 = (]fP)/(qu), g+ = gﬂ:l:g,lu
¢2,¢! >0, and:

9+ | P+ck g- ¢ Y,
_ It — J= == Y, = —/ Y. E.1
C:I: 2{k+§P}’ S g+7 C77 9 +XOC+7 n 9 +X0 ) ( )
q2H2” _ g)\uq2 . q,\qu7 Zf\[q, = (qui)k — Yﬁ\r 4 iCﬁq+, (E.2)
CIh, =2 —(qZ-), Zh, = —Chy + 20(CuYo) + Y (E.3)
(qV,-) = (¢Cu, ) =0, Chp = (GG S0, —¢%Ch, . >0, (E.4)
N]‘[ - <-H—q+ q2 1’21q - _]-7 (qNHq) - 07 fOI' Ga, 9+ — +00: (ES)

B e G R
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YH_+Q(NH )

1/2
2 (-G,
and from (D.22)—(D.24]), the narrow-wave-packet approximation for overlap function
(7.22), for A = A(q), follows as:

¢, (E.6)

W= [q2Z%q—] 12 ~ [_q2<%q+]l + i (N, Y- )¢

2(q)

2¢%

22 (9-00)* | A
Viey(q) = (2m)*0(A) Sl “) ] P L@ eRaY) with: ya = (E.7)

[—¢*¢, ) (2m)*
20(q) = (¢V4) + (Q(@)Y-), Qa)=2[gxo + Nug®xa], Q*(a)=2(m2 +m}) — ¢ (E8)
O(k) = (e (k) = (p=Yr) — (0uY),  Qk) =P, 2¥jey = Y2 + 9(Q(q)Y2)| oy (E9)
L(q) = g=m2 + gum?, — (aéy) + xa[-¢*¢E,4]"3 L(k) =0, 9L(@)l,=0,  (E.10)
where for the extremum point ¢ — k: A(q) — A(k) = —k*P = (kP)* — k*P?, (E.11)
Y- + @ (WNnYo)? Y2+ K(NpY.)?

— 2 —
Zq<Y7> - 2[—(]2(12“_]1/2 7 XA '(ﬁ_,z Ek(YL) - 24 ) qujz I, (E~12)
and for: II,P= Pq,, (n ir—>g—iPH , Ng, — P , k=q—k, u,= p—a, (E.13)
* ‘ 2 " ‘ A(k) mg
1
one has: ®(q) ~ ®(k) + (kYicy), L(g) = —(kTk), T = 2(‘35(9A (@) ympr (E-14)
; - (9:90)° 2m)* 1% iwvien) -t
Vier(q) = (2m)4 0(A(q)) e ®) =k (V=) { £ ei("Yiey) o= (Tw) E.15
39—4 kea 1/2
ith 7] = det {77} = —\0790) lim || e TR = E.16
wi |T| e {T } gi[(uﬂu“)Q _ 1]7 T—1>1:&I-100 4 € 4(’%)7 ( )
4 R PP} kP + kP
for: ;7’6)‘ = To Hﬁ/\Td — HPﬁHTdd — %Tom (E.17)
~ P’ p) m?2 + m?
with: TI9* = r}k—ﬂ — 1P = (T, I1,)?, and where for: Z} =~ (E18)
I
since k?(a — b) > 0, there are such invariant functions:
(k2)? 2 (1-¢?)
Ty = NG [(14b%)(a+cb) —2b(b+ca)], Tq= — >0 (E.19)

Taa = (a+6b), Toq = b(a+sb) — (b+ca), that Ty, Taq =0, with k* =0, (E.20)

4m2m2 (V,LL - V7r>2 ) |pa’ <K M,

E.21
4p7rp“ [1 — (n,- nu)]Q, mg — 0. ( )

n

A(k) = —=kK*P7 = 4mZm’ [(uﬁuu)2 —1] — {

Because for k* = 0 it follows Pj, < 0, one has at the respective rest frames (*) of
vector k or vector Pp: k) = (Vk2,0), P}, = (0,0.,P3;) with (P3,)? = P2, =
—P2 = —(PIP) > 0 for k* > 0, or P} = (\/P20), & = (0,0,,k% for
(k%)% = k* = —k? > 0 otherwise, and respectively:

4 * * 4 * *

—TOO = To , or =— _Tdd ) —T33 = Tdd , Oor — —TO X (E.22)
9+ 9+

4 « 4 « 4 4 R

Sque e . By I o U Toa; (E.23)

9+ 9+ 9+ 9+ A(k)
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where for both cases, with |D Hﬁ)‘ (5’8)‘ i.e. it is # 0 for 8, A = 1,2 only. Thus

7% 0 0 T%
11
Tl = oo TOTHTTo 2| 0 T D0 S [T ) (w2

T 0 0 T%

for both cases k* = 0 is reduced to the same value (E.16)). So, the Lorentz invariant
form (k7T k) is strongly positively defined, since 7%, 71 722 733 |T| > 0 for both

cases.

Appendix F. One-packet representation of two-packet state

To trace the another limiting properties of the on-shell composite wave function ([7.13)) —
it is convenient to use for the last multipliers of the integral representation
# 6.677.6 [50] (or # 1.13(47) [51]), which factorizes its different ¢- dependences for
¢ >0,4¢">0, Alg) > 0, xa > 0 via Bessel function Jy(r), with the main branch of
square roots:
sin (/B2 2) F:

{/ﬁZﬁT;y = %/dm e J, (ﬁ\/ a? — x2) , for arbitrary B,y and a >0, (F.1)

sinh ( xa [qQZE _ (qZ_)Z} 1/2 1 XA |
([q222 AT ) =3 / ax X gy (=222 (A =) ") . (F2)

—XA

Therefore the function (7.16) with ¢* = m? becomes Lorentz covariant linear

superposition of interpolating wave packets (3.29), (7.12) with the same fixed mass
mj but with various centers Y,, various on-shell momentums pfm = m?, Dyj = MUy,

= (/¢ %, and various 1nvar1ant widths o,;, defined by e.g. g,; — 1/0'X], with
T)?] - m2C2 =m; gxa'

NO'7T dX 1/2 1/2 N, _
Geys(0) / B (Fm2z2] " 04 ) ) M (0-2). (v3)
Xi
N J — i . 3 . —
%D’”J‘(Q = Zy) = Vo0, (P, Yy — 0) = €VE, v (0) —— e, (F.4)
2m)2 I(1y; 2
normalized by: N,; = ( 7r2) L(ry) — — (27)3/27'X]/ exp {7y}, (F.5)

m; h(T)%j) Txi =00 M

Zy = Zy+xZ-=neZe A -2y =Y +il ne =020 = 5 £ (Xo + %), (F.6)

Y. G-
Yy =n:Ye+n-Y, = 7+ + (o + )Y, G=m3G—n-Cu = 5+ (xo +Xx)¢+,  (F.7)

where for go, = 0 vector:

= g;{P[2+(Xo+X)]+k[ +€(X0+X)}} (F.8)
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and 7,; — 0o means g, — oo. The opposite limit, with independent localizations of pion
and muon, implies o,,0, — 00, so, the values g1 ox, 9124, G, Gy & — 0, ie. 75 — 0.
This transforms ([F.3|) into superposition of localized packets (3.25)) with different centers
only:

Gieyi(o) —> — w/dx Jo ([=m2v2]2 (& = )™) %ij(g ~Y,).  (F.9)

oa—00 8T mimi
—XA

Coincidence of centers of m and p packets in the point Y, leads to localization (|3.25))
in this point Y, — Y; (Y_ — 0), for the full on-shell composite wave packet as a
single-packet function:

2 1/2( .
Ga=ox] RO)* xa -y R(O) AR (my) B
g{C}J ( )on mzmz, A Do = Yz) =i ST m2m2 (pj, Yx — 0). (F.10)
Its further zero-mass limit m; — 0 repeats (B.10) and also implies the change of
normalization. So, the above obtained limiting properties of on-shell composite wave
function for intermediate neutrino wave packets ([7.13), or (7.26]), (7.27), accurately
replicate these properties following external interpolating wave packets, as given by

(3.19), (3.25)), (B.10]). However some differences appear for another cases. To consider at
first the limit m; — 0, we note that the 4-vector is reduced to ¢, — (g4 /4)k(1—¢?)
only for xo + x — —¢/2. For m; > 0 this requires a value of x, which is unachievable
for the integrand in . Indeed, with substitution yx = 7 — xa, 7 > 0 one has
Xo + X = v + €, where, for m; — 0:

1 /mZ+m?
€= Xo — XA — = (2—g> + O(mi) ~ 17 797 Xo0; XA — +00. (Fll)
2 \mz —m;

With the replacing xo +x = v+¢€ for Z,, = Z(,y and with respective redefinition of ([F.6)
— (F.8), (B.10), the finite limit of expression (F.3) reads:

Gion(o)],_ =~ [ar o ([-22m = )] V) Dy o= Zep). - (F12)

mj=

Unlike the single-packet case , such superposition of these massless solutions
to KG equation arises without any change of normalization. The integral exists for
(Y_¢4) = 0, when —Z2 +— (3 —Y? > 0. For the rest frame of time-like vector
¢} — (¢2,0), that means arbitrary Y = (0, Y_). The use of formula # 6.532.4 [50] (or
# 7.14.(58) [49]) reduces this to the form admitting analytic continuation to arbitrary
Y_. Since for a > 0, Re 8 > O:

/% = KO(&ﬂ)v then, for R =9 - %7 Z:F = Y:F + (s, (F13)
0

L=[(ZR?-Z22R"?, Ap={m:-m?)[(ZR)+L-2%}"*, (F.14)
NWNM [Ko(/\ +) — Ko(A)
)

m;=0 - 4(2m)3 L ’

(F.15)

one obtains: Gycy4(0)
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which looks similarly finite-difference analog of relation ((C.27)) with N=2, L.=1, for the
step, proportional in (F.14) to the value of £ = [-Z2 (RIlz_R)]'/? for small L.
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