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Abstract

The gravitational neutrino oscillation problem is studied by considering
the Dirac Hamiltonian in a non-Riemann spacetime with torsion and non-
metricity and calculating the dynamical phase. We show that the non-
metricity contributes only implicitly to the oscillations.
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1 Introduction

Neutrinos always attracted a lot of attention in high energy physics [1]. A major
problem of interest at present is the solar neutrino problem. The Sun is a strong
source of electron neutrinos v, because of the thermonuclear reactions taking
place in its core. According to the standard solar model, the number of v, to be
emitted from the Sun can be predicted. At the same time, the flux of electron
neutrinos coming from the Sun can be measured on earth. The measured amount
of v, is approximately one third of the predicted amount. Essentially, this is the
so-called solar neutrino problem.

One well known solution to this problem is provided by the assumption of
neutrino oscillations [1, 2|. Briefly stated, the neutrino oscillations imply that
the electron neutrinos coming out of the Sun may be converted to other neutrino
species, muon v, and tau v, during their journey towards the earth, assuming neu-
trinos to have a mass whereas the standard electroweak model asserts zero mass
for them. It should also be noted that all the above arguments have been cast
in Minkowski spacetime. However, we know that we live in a curved spacetime
— perhaps even in a curved spacetime with torsion and non-metricity. Therefore,
in more recent years, physicists have turned their attention to specifically grav-
itational contributions to neutrino oscillations — see [3],[4],[5],[6] and references
therein. We recently investigated the effects of spacetime torsion on neutrino
oscillations [7]- and see also [8][9]. The essence of this work is to calculate the
dynamical phase of neutrinos, by finding the form of the Hamiltonian, H, from
the Dirac equation in a non-Riemannian spacetime. The phase then follows from
the formula

Y Hy = () = e F I H0) )
where v is a Dirac 4-spinor and H is a 4 X 4 matrix. The Hamiltonian H will
depend, for example, on momentum p, and this is expressed not as a differential
operator but simply as a vector. In this note we investigate within the same
approach the possible effects of spacetime non-metricity on neutrino oscillations.

2 Dirac equation in spacetimes with torsion and
non-metricity

A four dimensional spacetime consists of a differentiable manifold M equipped
with a Lorentzian metric g and a linear connection V that defines parallel trans-
port of vectors and more generally spinors. Given an orthonormal basis {X,},
the metric

g:nabea®eb CL,b,"'IO,l,Q,?) (2)



where 74, is a diagonal matrix with elements —1,1,1,1 and {e®} is the orthonor-
mal co-frame such that

15" = e(X,) = &0 . (3)

We set the spacetime orientation by the choice €y103 = 1. The non-metricity 1-
forms, torsion 2-forms and curvature 2-forms are defined by the Cartan structure
equations

2Qab = _Dnab = Aab + Aba 5 (4)
T% = De®=de* + A" Ne (5)
Rab = DAab = dAab + Aac AN Acb . (6)

d, D, 1, * denote the exterior derivative, the covariant exterior derivative,
the interior derivative and the Hodge star operator, respectively. The linear
connection 1-forms can be decomposed in a unique way according to [10]:

A[lb — w[lb _"_ KCLb _"_ q[lb _'_ Qab (7)

where w®, are the Levi-Civita connection 1-forms, K%, are the contortion 1-forms
and ¢%, are the anti-symmetric tensor 1-forms defined by

Qab = _(Zach)ec + (szaC)ec . (8)

The Dirac equation in a non-Riemannain spacetime with torsion and non-
metricity is written as [11],[12],[13]

Y ADY 4ty =0 (9)

in terms of the Clifford algebra C/3;-valued 1-forms v = y%¢, and u = %°. We
use the following Dirac matrices

0o - 1 0 1 - 0 O'l
o= o 1) T T ot 0
. 0 o2 . 0 o
72 = 7’(_0_2 0 ) ) 73:Z< _0.3 O ) (1O>

where ¢’ are the Pauli matrices. 1 is a 4-component complex valued Dirac spinor
whose covariant exterior derivative is given explicitly by

1 1
Dy = dip + AV + 1Qu (11)
where
1
70 = 767030 (12)

are the spin generators of the Lorentz group and the Weyl 1-form @ = Q°,, .
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Next we construct the Hamiltonian of a Dirac particle (i.e. a massive neutrino)
of mass m in the background spacetime geometry of a heavy, static body of
mass M such as the Sun that is described by the exterior Schwarzschild metric
and small, constant torsion and non-metricity fields. In standard coordinates
(t,r,0,¢) the Schwarzschild metric is given by

g:—f2dt®dt+ﬁdr®dr+r (df ® df + sin® 0dp @ dp) . (13)
where f2 =1 — 2M MG With the choice of the orthonormal co-frame
1
' = fedt |, e'= ?dr . e2=rdd , € =rsinfdy | (14)

we write the covariant exterior derivative

0 o oy e
Dy = ——- T i
¥ fec ot e f@ * 89+rsin90ap
—eogamzﬂ _ 62i012¢ _ 63i013¢ 3C0t9 o2
or r r
e ab e’ ab e
+§Kc,aba w + EQC,abO_ w + Zch (15)
where K, = Keap€® , Gab = Geare’ , @ = chc. We calculate
0
. v oY, 1 1of 1, ,
ADp = —L %1 — L4 Dyl
2 3
v°,0 cotf, v oY,
——(= 1— —*1
R ey ¥
1 1
_§Ka,ab,ybw*1 4 ZI(C’ab‘scabdf%,}/dw>»<1
1 * 1 a *
—50" )"V = 17 Quy (16)

with 75 = 7%9'92~3. In terms of the Lorentz irreducible components of the torsion
tensor [13],[14] we can write contortion components

K%y = t%a+ Iy, (17)

K[c,ab] = 6abcfo . (18>

Similarly the relevant components of the non-metricity tensor can be written as
3

"o = 7@ — Mo . (19)

After substituting (17)-(19) into (16) we write explicitly the Dirac equation with
all the constants included:

81# 01,0 10f Y2 0 cotb
81& = ZﬁCfVW( +ﬁ8_+ )¢+7'lf " (89+ 5 )Y
0
7 Weazﬁ — ihef NY'y'
+giﬁ6f5“7°(75%)w — ime % (20)



where
Na - —i(t a,b+Fa+iQa_Aa) . (21)
Under the definitions 7%9% := —a® and i7" := —3 and the use of the fact that
Y (157a) 8% = —755° — i%.S (22)

with notation 5@ = (S°, §) and

5= (09 (23)
the above becomes
zhaa—f = flea'mab + fealmo + feal o + fmc? By

_gmc FrsS00 + ghc FE.S¢ + ihef Ny (24)

where we defined the canonical momenta

|

mom ittt (25)
Moo= O O (26)
T = _rsﬁe(% — rsingN?) . (27)

When we compare the above with the Schrodinger equation

5 — Y (28)

we deduce our final expression for the Dirac Hamiltonian
H = f*a'me+ falmpe+ faPmc+ fmc*p
3 == 3
—|—§hcf2.5 — §z'hcf5075 — ihefNO . (29)
Note that the contributions of non-metricity occur only in the last term and
implicitly in the definition of canonical momenta.
3 Neutrino oscillations

The way we approach the solar neutrino problem starts by writing down the Dirac
equation in a static, spherically symmeric background spacetime geometry and
finding phases corresponding to neutrino mass eigenstates, then finally calculating
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the phase differences among them. There are two cases of special interest: the
azimuthal motion and the radial motion. The analysis of the azimuthal motion
with @ = (m,,m9,m,) = (0,0,p) yields for ultrarelativistic neutrinos for which
pc ~ E and cdt ~ Rdyp, the phase for the spin up state

m?c® 3 -
ST + §S—ZN YfRAp (30)

and similarly for the phase of the spin down state

(I)T_{_

m2c3

2ER

Pt = {— — gs —iN°} fRAp (31)

where

S = /(50 F(SY)? + (S2)2. (32)
These phases alone do not have an absolute meaning; the quantities relevant
for the interference pattern at the observation point of the neutrinos are the
phase differences A® = &, — &; where ®; and P, are the absolute phases of the
neutrino mass eigenstates v and vy. It is thus seen from equations (30) and (31)
that the phase differences can have no explicit dependence on non-metricity for
the azimuthal motion. However, one should note that non-metricity contributes
to the total energy E.
The Hamiltonian for the radial motion on the other hand is obtained by the
assumption 7 = (p,0,0) as follows

3 3 = =
H = f*pca + fmc*B — §ihc 15%5 + §hc 3.8 —ihcfN° . (33)
In this case with the further assumptions pc ~ E, cdt ~ dr, f = (1 — 242)1/2 ~
1— TCQ , Ar = rg—r4, where A and B refer respectively to the points of production
and detection; hence r4 is the radius of the Sun and rp is the distance from the

center of the Sun to the surface of the Earth; the phases appropriate to the spin
up and spin down particles are, respectively,

E OMGE . rg  m2c®
T - = _ !B
d CﬁAr 3 ln + SET Ar
s Ny (ar - M—Gl "B (34)
2 c? A
OMGE . r m2e3
o = i _B
d ChAr 3 In + o Ar
M
—Cs 4Ny (Ar - —Gm’“—B) (35)
2 A
where
S = /(89— S1)% + (52) + (5)2 . (36)

Therefore, we see that the phase differences for the radial motion as well have no
explicit dependence on non-metricity.



4 Conclusion

We have here extended our recent study of gravitationally induced neutrino os-
cillations [7] by including the effects of spacetime non-metricity and as well as
components of torsion other than the axial ones. We have seen that while there is
a contribution coming from the axial components of spacetime torsion depending
on the polarizations of the spin states of the mass eigenstates, neither the non-
metricity nor the non-axial components of torsion contribute explicitly. Their
contributions are implicit in equations (25) and (27) and in the assumption of
E ~ pc in both the azimuthal and radial motions. Finally, we note that all these
possible contributions discussed would be of the order of the Planck scales and
wouldn’t suffice to account for the observed solar neutrino deficit.
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