arXiv:2305.19755v1 [hep-ph] 31 May 2023

New Physics in Neutrino Oscillation: Nonunitarity or

Nonorthogonality?

Chee Sheng Fong![]

LCentro de Ciéncias Naturais e Humanas

Universidade Federal do ABC, 09.210-170, Santo André, SP, Brazil

Abstract

Neutrino oscillation phenomenon is a definite evidence of physics beyond the Standard Model
(SM) and high precision measurement of neutrino properties will certainly give us clue about what
lies beyond the SM. In particular, precise measurements of the mixing matrix elements U,; which
relate the neutrino flavor o and mass ¢ eigenstates are crucial since new physics at scale beyond
experimental reach can lead to a nonunitary U. This in turns results in nonorthogonal neutrino
flavor states. How to calculate the oscillation probability in this scenario is an important theoretical
issue that will be treated here. We show that probability constructed using theory of projection
probability will ensure that the theory remains unitary in time evolution and the probabilities of
neutrino of certain flavor being detected as all possible flavor states always sum up to unity. This

result is crucial for discovery of new physics through neutrino oscillation phenomena.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Neutrino mass is a definite evidence of physics beyond the Standard Model (SM). It
cannot be overemphasized the importance of scrutinizing the neutrino sector to as high
precision as our current and future technology would allow [I], 2], as this will most certainly
lead us towards new physics that not only give rise to neutrino mass but address more
fundamental questions like why only the left-handed fields feel the weak force, why is the
weak scale so much smaller than the Planck scale, why is electric charge quantized and so
on. From the Effective Field Theory (EFT) point of view, even if the new physics scale is
beyond our experimental reach, with high enough precision, we will learn important clues
about the new physics.

Treating the SM as an EFT, neutrino mass arises, after the electroweak symmetry

breaking, from the unique dimension-5 Weinberg operator [3, 4]

Mg 7
Os = A—: (ZeeH) (LeH) (1)

where L,(a = e,u,7) and H are the SU(2); lepton and Higgs doublets, respectively,
and € is an SU(2), antisymmetric tensor used to contract the two doublets to form a
singlet. Here X is a dimensionless symmetric matrix, and A5 is the new physics scale
below which the operator Os is valid. The existence of this operator is in good agreement
with experimental observations in neutrino oscillation phenomena [5] while the other key
prediction is in neutrinoless double-beta decay which might be discovered in current or future
experiments [6, [7]. Next, considering the following dimension-6 operator [SHII]

Og = ”A_g (TaeH*) i (L5eH) 2)
where 7 is a dimensionless Hermitian matrix and Ag is the new physics scale (which might
or might not be related to A5) below which the operator is valid. The kinetic term of the SM
neutrinos will be modified after the electroweak symmetry breaking. Once neutrino fields
are redefined such that kinetic terms are again canonical, the matrix U which relates the
neutrino mass and flavor eigenstates is no longer unitary. Implicitly, we are assuming that
the center of mass energy in an experiment £ < As, Ag such that there is no new degrees of
freedom beyond those of the SM. As a remark, not all ultraviolet models which generate Oj

also generate Og. For instance, type-I and type-III seesaw models generate both O5 and Og



while type-II seesaw model only generates Os (see for example a review article [12]). Here
we clearly see the importance of measuring U to a very high precision as it gives us a clue
what UV models can give rise to modifications in neutrino sector and the scale in which
they reside. Clearly, this cannot be achieved without a precise theoretical formalism of how
to deal with possible nonunitary U.

Our main result is to show that the net effect of a nonunitary U is that the neutrino flavor
states become nonorthogonal while the theory remain unitary, as opposed to what have been
studied so far in both phenomenological and experimental work involving neutrino oscillation
phenomena with nonunitary U [§, 13-32]. With hindsight, this surprising conclusion is
perhaps to be expected from the outset since without new degrees of freedom accessible in
experiments, i.e. the flavor states are complete, the theory should remains unitary.ﬂ

It is interesting to note that nonorthogonal basis states are commonplace in quantum
chemistry [37H43| since it is convenient to express molecular orbitals as linear combinations
of atomic orbitals which are in general not orthogonal. In this study, nonorthogonal neutrino
flavor states are imposed on us due to new physics which results in nonunitary U. While the
theory is unitary, we will continue to use the term high scale unitarity violation (in reference

to the mixing matrix U) to describe this scenario.

II. NEUTRINO EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY

Here we will assume the center-of-mass energy F involved is below the electroweak
symmetry breaking F < vgw = 174 GeV and also E < Aj5, Ag. Due to the operators and
, the general neutrino Lagrangian allowed by the SM electromagnetic gauge symmetry
U(1)pu in the charged lepton mass basis is given byf|

L, = % (iVa@Dagvs — vimagsys + h.c.)
- (QWME’V”PLVQ

L9
2 V2 cos Oy
where the flavor indices are v, 8 = e, u, 7, D = I +nuay /A2 with I the 3 x 3 identity matrix,

Z, Ve Prvg + h.c.) , (3)

m = A\viw/As, g is the SU(2);, gauge coupling, Oy is the weak angle, P, = % (1 —75) is

! This is in contrast to the case where kinematically accessible light sterile neutrinos which mix with the
SM neutrinos are produced in the experiments and lead to apparent unitarity violation due to additional

states that are not detected [33H36].

2 The lepton flavors are defined by the corresponding charged lepton masses.
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the left-handed projector, {¢,¢,, (.} = {e”,p~, 7"} are the charged leptons and W7 and
Z are the charged and neutral weak bosons, respectively.
A canonical normalized kinetic term can be obtained by diagonalizing the kinetic term as
D =Y'DY where Y is unitary and D is real positive and diagonal and then redefining the
_ < _ —1 —1
neutrino fields as v = \/BYI/. Next the symmetric mass matrix m = vV D Y*mYT\/B
can be diagonalized by a unitary matrix V as m = V*mVT where 1 is real and diagonal.

Denoting the neutrino fields in the mass basis as 7 = Vv, we have [§]

L= = .
L, = 5 (wi@l/i — UfmU; + h.c.)

- gWMZwPLUMﬁi 2,5 (U'U), A" Privj + hec.|

g
+ — g 4
\/§c0s0w Y )

where we denote i, 7 = 1,2, 3 to be the indices in mass basis and we have defined

Uy = (YT\/51V> , (5)

ai

which is not unitary in general
vut = viDly,  Ulu=viDv. (6)

unless D = I.

III. NEUTRINO OSCILLATION WITH NONORTHOGONAL FLAVOR BASIS

From (4)), the neutrino flavor states |v,) are related to the mass eigenstates |v;) as follows
Vo) = Y Usilvi), (7)
i

where we have defined U,; = U,; /+/(UUY),,. From the orthogonality of mass eigenstates
(vj|vi) = 6j;, the flavor states are properly normalized (v,|v,) = 1 though they are in

general nonorthogonal
7777t
(vglva) = (UU )ﬂa = Nga, (8)

where N is a 3 x 3 matrix with diagonal elements all equal to one. While the orthogonality

of mass basis {|v;)} implies the usual completeness relation
Do)l =1L, (9)

4



with I the identity operator, the nonorthogonality flavor basis implies a modified

completeness relation [36[]

S lva) W), sl = T (10)

a,B

In quantum mechanics, probability is not an observable and there is no associated
Hermitian operator. For orthonormal basis, the probability can be determined by inserting
the projection operator |vg) (vg| in between (v,|v,) to obtain the probability of finding |vg)
2

in the original |v,): Pso = | (V3|Va) |* which is the Born rule. If the complete set {|v,)} are

not orthogonal, from eq. , the projection operator is given by
P, = Z|ua> (J\/’fl)aﬁ (vg), (11)
B
which satisfies P2 = P, and > P, = L. Inserting P, in between (v4|v,), we obtain

<V04|P5|Va> = |<V,3|Voc>|2+z<”a|y6> (J\/’_l)ﬁ7 <VW|Voc>a (12)
v#B

where the second term is in general complex and cannot be interpreted as a probability.
Besides being real and positive, the probabilities of finding |v,) in all possible |v3) should
sum up to unity as required since the set {|v,)} is complete. We will discuss this construction

in Section [IIBl

A. Evolution of neutrino flavor state

Let us give brief review of evolution of a flavor state. Starting from an initial state

|Va (0)) = |Va), the time-evolved state |v, (t)) is described by the Schrodinger equation
i— o () = Hlva (1)), (13)

where the Hamiltonian is H = Ho + H; with H, the free Hamiltonian H, |v;) = E; |v;) and
E; = \/p; >+ m?, and H; the interaction Hamiltonian with matrix elements (vg| H; |va) =

Vso where Vi, = V5 since H} = ;.

3 One can take g®’ = (N "1),p5 as the metric which raises the indices of |,) = |va) as |*) = g |5) to form

the dual vector. We will avoid using this notation in this work.



Multiplying |vg) from the left of eq. and inserting the completeness relations (9) and
(10)), we arrive at

i% (Walva (1) = ) {ZUBE (Uﬁl)“7 +) Vs, (N‘I)W} Wolva (1)) . (14)

n

2
Assuming relativistic neutrinos E > m;, we expand F; ~ E+ % and trade time for distance

t = x and obtain, in matrix notation

zdsdf) - [UAU‘#v(N*)}S(x), (15)

where we have defined Sg,(z) = (vs|v, (z)) and

1 . .
A = ﬁdlag (m7,m3,....m5, n) = diag (A1, Ao, ..., Az y) . (16)

We have dropped the constant £ which, as an overall phase in S(z), is not observable.

From eq. , the Hamiltonian in the flavor basis given by
H=TUAU "+V (N, (17)

is not Hermitian H' # H. Through a similarity transformation, we obtain the Hamiltonian

in the vacuum mass basis
~ S —1 =1
H=U HU=A+U VU’ ". (18)

Since H = HT is Hermitian, it can be diagonalized by a unitary matrix X and has real
eigenvalues. So H has the same eigenvalues as H and the time evolution of the system is
unitary. The apparent non-Hermicity of H is just due to nonunitary transformation matrix
U. Up to the eigenvalues, we can solve for S analytically for an arbitrary matter potential

as shown in refs. [35], 36].

B. Oscillation probability

In refs. [39, 40], the theory of projected probabilities on nonorthogonal states are
developed and applied to determine the atomic populations in molecules. We will follow
their procedure to derive the neutrino oscillation probability. Given an arbitrary state |1)),

the basic idea is to project it to a chosen |v,) and to the corresponding orthogonal component
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|Va) - The orthogonal component is further projected to the (hyper)plane formed by the
rest of the basis states and to the orthogonal component to this plane. Then the new
orthogonal component is further projected to |v,) and |v,), and so on. It turns out that for
two and three states system, the probability operators have closed forms and we will refer
the reader to the companion paper for details [36]. After solving the amplitude S(z) as in
Section , the probability of an initial state |v,) being detected as |vs) at distance x can

be written as
Pio (2) = > Sue(®)(Ps)erShra(), (19)
£

where 26(155)& = (M7 H)ex which together with eq. guarantees that 3 s Pgo(r) = 1
as required by unitarity. The appearance of (P/g)g,\ (which only depends on U) takes into
account possible nonorthogonality of flavor states where for vanishing off-diagonal elements

of N, we have
(P)ex = eadan, (20)

and we recover the standard result. Utilizing eq. for nonorthogonal flavor states will
lead to inconsistent result > 8 Pso(x) # 1. To prove this, it is sufficient to show the case for

2 = 0 in which we obtain
Pso (0) = [Nzal?, (21)

which gives ), Psa(0) > 1 since Ny = 1.
Next we define NV, as a 2 x 2 submatrix formed from the matrix N excluding the row
and column involving v, state. Following the construction of refs. [39, 40], we obtain our

main result (see the companion paper [30] for details)

5 1
(Pa)or = 3 [(Bador+ D _(Fag)er | (22)
BF#a
with
r1+1f§(2, -
|Na§ _Na7§| ,
<E04)§)\ = (detNa>2 (1 — Xo%)’ v 7é {a7£}7 5 # Q (23)

_EM,,y?g{a,g}, 5;«»é)\and(5:0401")\:04)7

J\% det Y,
(Nax = Nagr) Nea = Nera) ¢ # Nand {€,\} #

\ (det Vy)* (1 —X2)




and for § # « and v # {«, 5}
( Wit ((Pa)any) 88 Wap — Nansl”

1 _|_ R — )\ —
1— |J\fm|4 (det N)* (1- Xg) ¢ “
11 L+ [Noo |

2N (Ng T e

: EXN=afor &N = Pa
1 <(p06){a,’y}>ﬁ/3 Nex — Neya

BT i myaal GRS
L Mo ((Pa) (o) 88 Nes — Neag) (Nax — Nge)

EX=ayoré =y

 2det N, 2(1 - X2 ’
Fades = | | e 1ﬂ+ - (det Ng)™ (1 — XF) (24)
2 (1 " 1_—Xg> {(Pa)fa1) 58, E=A=F
11 2 L+ N,
TSN (WM Nov = =57 Neos

, A= By or e =48
1 <(pa){a,7}>ﬁﬁ /\/'Q‘A - -/\/’504)\

I (L )
|Na’y|2 + <(p01){a,'y}>ﬁ/8 ’N'Yﬁ - N'YO‘B‘2

(1= Vo[ (detAo)” (1— X2) AT
where we have defined
Nagy = Nab’/\éﬂv» 2 (25)
(o) 5y = Nasl” + ’N/J’vl‘ —_yjf/i{j gNﬁaNavaﬁ)7 (26)
(o) )5 = Nagl” + [Nay Ny [ —1 (_1‘JJZ[U\|/T|2)RG (NaNayNos) (27)
oy

The subscript {«,v} in the last expression are not indices but refers to the set of basis
states of the corresponding operator. For example, with {u, 7}, we can have ((p,), ;)88 or
((Pr){,ry)88- In the case where off-diagonal elements of N are zero, we recover the standard
result in eq. . This also shows that high scale nonunitarity scenario is only sensitive to
off-diagonal elements of U and as shown in ref. [36], in the limit of vanishing off diagonal
elements, the scenario is indistinguishable from the unitarity scenario.

Using the public code NuProbe [35] 44], in Figure [, we plot the probability of v, — v3
at a distance of 1300 km with a constant matter density of 3 g/cm? for 3 = e, u, 7 which
correspond to purple cross, blue dot and red star curves, respectively. The solid curves are
for the standard scenario with unitary U while the dashed curves are for the high scale

unitarity violation scenario with nonunitary U. The black solid curves on the top denote
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FIG. 1. The probability of v, — v in matter with constant density p = 3g/ cm® at a distance
2 = 1300 km as a function of neutrino energy E, with 155 given by eq. (left plot) or eq.
(right plot). The solid curves are for the standard scenario with unitary U while the dashed
.= = (UU"),, = 0.03¢~""/* and
= 0.96. The black solid curves at the top denote ) 5 Ppa for

curves are for nonorthogonal flavor states with (U U T)e (U UT)

EeT

(ut) = (UUt), = (UUT)

ee TT

Hp

nonunitary U.

Zﬁ Pg, for nonunitary U. The standard parameters are set to the global best fit values
for Normal mass Ordering (NO) from [, 45]. The nonorthogonal parameters are set to
o — = = —in/3 o — o — =
out),, = (uu') (o), 0.03? and (UUTY) (vut),, = (UUT) = 0.9.
On the left plot, the expression for Pg is used while on the right plot, the expression

eT €ee

is used. As we can see, with nonunitary U, the latter expression gives rise to spurious result
in which the total probability can be larger or smaller than 1 (black curve on the right
plot). The deviations from the standard scenario are more apparent for appearance channels

v, — Ve and v, — vy

In Figure [2, we repeat the calculations using the same neutrino parameters but for
neutrino crossing through the Earth core with a simplified (Preliminary Reference Earth
Model) PREM model [46] implemented in NuProbe [35], [44]. Even with nontrivial matter
potential, unitarity is preserved as can be seen in the black curve on the left plot. We also
see that matter effects noticeably enhance the differences between the standard and high

scale unitarity violation scenario for all the channels.



Farth-crossing neutrinos, NO Farth-crossing neutrinos, NO

FIG. 2. The probability of v, — vg for neutrino passing through the Earth core using simplified

PREM model as a function of neutrino energy E,. The notations are the same as in Figure [T}
IV. CONCLUSIONS

To answer the question posted in the title, new physics can result in nonunitary lepton
mixing matrix U which further implies nonorthogonal neutrino flavor states. This high scale
unitarity violation scenario can be distinguished from the standard scenario although the
theory itself remains unitary in time evolution and the total probability always sum up to
unity. If new physics scale were beyond the energy reach of our current and foreseeable
future experiments, one might have to focus on intensity frontier to carry out precision
measurements. In such a scenario, neutrino sector might be the unique place that guarantees
clues to new physics. Then precision measurements of neutrino oscillation phenomena rely
on precise theoretical treatment and to prepare for discovery of new physics, one should use

eq. (22)) in the probability calculation which preserves unitarity.
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