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1 Introduction

The defining property of neutrinos is their mixing and coherence. As a result, modelling

neutrino evolution for example in compact objects and in early universe calls for advanced

quantum kinetic equations (QKE’s). Two distinct types of coherence can be identified: the

flavour mixing and the particle-antiparticle mixing. QKE’s describing flavour mixing have

been studied extensively, but the role of the particle-antiparticle mixing is much less ex-

plored. In this paper we present QKE’s that encompass both types of mixing and coherence

in a unified approach. Moreover, we will derive simple generalized Feynman rules for com-

puting the collision integrals in these QKE’s, that involve interactions between coherently

mixing states.

The early formulations of kinetic theory for flavour mixing neutrinos were based on the

S-matrix formalism or the operator formalism [1–8]. These formulations included forward

scattering terms in the mean-field limit encompassing nonlinear effects induced by the

neutrino-neutrino interactions. While including the flavour coherence, which can cause

strong coupling between the particle and antiparticle sectors, they miss the direct couplings

between the particle and antiparticle sectors through the particle-antiparticle coherence.

The significance of this coherence effect to neutrino flavour evolution in hot and dense
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astrophysical environments has been under some discussion over the last years [9]. Usually

particle-antiparticle mixing is included using mean-field approximation or the BBGKY

hierarchy, either neglecting collisions or including them at the ultra-relativistic (UR) limit,

ignoring particle-antiparticle coherence [10–13]. More general transport equations were

derived in [14–21] based on the closed time path (CTP) formulation of the thermal field

theory, but still without e.g. explicit treatment of dispersive corrections. In [22] we presented

a fully general and self-consistent derivation of the neutrino QKE’s which include particle-

antiparticle mixing at the same level as the flavour mixing.

Our derivation of QKE’s [22] starts from Schwinger-Dyson equations in the CTP for-

mulation [23–25], and reduces them to local QKE’s assuming only the adiabaticity of back-

ground fields, validity of the weak coupling expansion and the spectral limit when comput-

ing the collision integrals and the forward scattering terms. We summarize this derivation

briefly here, followed by a rigorous proof of the Feynman rules given in [22] for the evaluation

of collision integrals. Our formalism is valid for arbitrary neutrino masses and kinematics

and encompasses both flavour and particle-antiparticle coherences. We then provide a large

number of worked out examples of collision integrals to demonstrate the use of the formal-

ism. In particular, we will derive very simple explicit expressions for the collision integrals

for supernova neutrinos arising from nν ↔ pe and nν ↔ nν processes.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we review the QKE’s derived in [22]. We

study the emergence of energy-conserving delta functions in vertices, prove the vanishing

of the overall time-dependent phase factors and present the generalized Feynman rules in

section 3. In section 4 we discuss the role of the particle-antiparticle coherence effects,

showing that they usually average out in the flavour mixing scale. In sections 5 and 6 we

demonstrate the use of our formalism in different setups including supernova neutrinos.

Finally in section 7 we give our conclusions.

2 Quantum Kinetic Equations

The goal of this paper is to present rules for computing scattering rates involving coherent

states in the neutrino quantum kinetic equations. For this purpose we have to define pre-

cisely the QKE’s including forward scattering terms and collision terms. Our presentation

is very brief, but more details can be found in [19–21] and in [22]. The meaning of the co-

herences becomes obvious during the derivation. The basic object that holds the quantum

information we seek to study, is the fermionic 2-point correlation function:

iSij(u, v) ≡ Tr
{

ρ̂ψTC[ψi(u)ψ̄j(v)]
}

, (2.1)

where ψ is an arbitrary fermion field, ρ̂ψ is some unknown density operator, TC is time

ordering operator, and u0, v0 are complex time arguments along the usual complex Keldysh-

contour C [24]. The path-ordered 2-point function S(u, v) obeys the complex time contour

Schwinger-Dyson equations [25–28]:

(S−1
0 ∗ S)C(u, v) = δ(4)C (u− v) + (Σ ∗ S)C(u, v), (2.2)
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where S−1
0 is the free inverse fermion propagator, the convolution reads (A ∗ B)C(u, v) ≡

∫

C
d4wA(u,w)B(w, v), and the contour time delta function is defined as δ(4)C (u − v) ≡

δC(u0 − v0)δ
(3)(u − v). The self-energy function Σ depends on the model in question and

can be computed e.g. from 2PI-effective action:

ΣC(u, v) ≡ −iδΓ2[∆, S]

δS(v, u)
, (2.3)

where Γ2[∆, S] is the sum of the 2PI vacuum graphs of the theory, truncated to a de-

sired order in coupling constants. We suppress the flavour and Dirac indices for simplicity

whenever there is no risk of confusion.

Kadanoff-Baym equations The complex time 2-point functions and their SD-equations

can be expressed in real time variables in the standard manner [25]. For more details of

our notations and definitions see [14, 15, 20, 21]. In real time variables and after moving

to Wigner space, one finds the Kadanoff-Baym (KB) equations, which are fully equivalent

to (2.2):

/̂KSp(k, x)−
(

Σp ⊗ Sp
)

(k, x) = 1 (2.4a)

/̂KSs(k, x)−
(

Σs ⊗ Sa
)

(k, x) =
(

Σs ⊗ Sa
)

(k, x), (2.4b)

where K̂ = k + i
2∂x, indices p = r, a refer to the retarded and advanced functions and

indices s =<,> to the statistical Wightman functions. The Wigner space convolutions can

be written as:

(Σ⊗ S)(k, x) ≡ e−
i
2
∂Σx · ∂k [Σout(K̂, x)S(k, x)], (2.5)

where Σout(k, x) ≡ e
i
2
∂Σx · ∂Σ

k Σ(k, x), where the superscript Σ indicates that the gradient ∂Σx
acts only on the self-energy function, in contrast with the total derivative ∂k. Note that we

included the mass term into the singular part (denoted by “sg”) of the Hermitian self-energy

function: ΣH(k, x) = ΣH,sg(x) + ΣH,nsg(k, x).

Local and decoupled QKE’s Equations (2.4) are exact to a given approximation for

the self-energy function, and their essential feature is non-locality, which is embedded in the

infinite order expansions in gradients in the Wigner transformed convolution terms (2.5).

In addition the pole equations (2.4a) and the statistical equations (2.4b) are coupled to each

other. To get practically useful quantum kinetic equations one must localize and decouple

equations (2.4). These problems were discussed carefully in [21, 22], where we refer the

reader for details; here we give only a rough outline of the derivation. In the decoupling

problem the main idea is to split the statistical function into a background part, which is

strongly coupled to the pole functions, and a perturbation, whose equation can be decoupled

from the set of pole- and background statistical functions with some generic assumptions

for the latter. In turn, the localization problem tracks down to a truncation of the infinite

order gradient expansion in the Wigner space, which can be justified by the adiabaticity

assumption, or enforced by integrating over the momentum variables. The resulting local

and decoupled QKE reads

∂tS̄
<

k +
1

2
{α · ∇, S̄<

k } = −i
[

Hk, S̄
<

k

]

+ iΞ<

k + C̄<

H,k, (2.6)
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where the Hamiltonian is Hk = α · kδij +miδijγ
0, with α = γ0γi, and the forward scat-

tering term Ξ<

k and the Hermitian part of the collision term C̄<

H,k are given in [22]. The

evolution of coherently mixing neutrinos is described accurately by (2.6), but this equation

is not yet useful for practical purposes since it contains non-trivial Dirac structures.

Projected QKE’s We can parametrize the Wightman functions without a loss of gen-

erality using the projective representation [20–22], built up using the helicity and vacuum

Hamiltonian eigenbases,

S̄<

kij(t,x) =
∑

haa′

f<aa′

khij (t,x)P
aa′

khij , (2.7)

where f<aa′

khij (t,x) are unknown distribution functions and we defined a projection operator,

P abkhij = Nab
kijPkhP

a
kiγ

0P bkj , (2.8)

with the helicity and the vacuum energy projection operators given by

Pkh ≡ 1

2

(

1+ hα · k̂γ5
)

and P aki ≡
1

2

(

1+ a
Hki

ωki

)

. (2.9)

Here h = ±1 indicates the helicity, a, b = ±1 are energy sign indices, i, j are the flavour

indices and the vacuum energy of the neutrino eigenstate is defined as usual: ωki =

(k2 +m2
i )

1/2. The helicity and energy projection operators satisfy the orthogonality, com-

pleteness, and idempotence relations. The normalization factors are defined as Nab
kij ≡√

2(1+ ab(γ−1
ki γ

−1
kj − vkivkj)

−1/2) with γ−1
ki = mi/ωki and vki = |k|/ωki, which leads to the

standard normalization of the mass shell distribution functions in the thermal limit.

It is now a simple task to reduce equation (2.6) to a set of scalar equations whose

solutions are characterized by their eigenfrequencies. Using the parametrization (2.7) and

multiplying (2.6) from right by P e
′e

khji and performing the trace over the Dirac indices, one

finds the projected equation [22]:

∂tf
<ee′

khij + (Ve′ekhij)aa′ k̂ ·∇f<aa′

khij =− 2i∆ωee
′

kijf
<ee′

khij +Tr
[

C̄<

khijP
e′e
khji

]

− i(WHee′

khij )
l
af

<ae′

khlj + i[(WHe′e
khji )

l
a]

∗f<ea
khil,

(2.10)

where the repeated indices, a and l, are summed over and k̂ ≡ k/|k|. The oscillation

frequency is defined in terms of the frequency sign indices e, e′:

2∆ωee
′

kij ≡ ωeki − ωe
′

kj, (2.11)

where ωeki ≡ eωki. The forward scattering tensor is

(WHee′

khij )
l
a ≡ Tr

[

P e
′e

khjiΣ̄
H
kil(ω

a
ki)P

ae′

khlj

]

, (2.12)

and the velocity tensor reads

(Ve′ekhij)aa′ = δa′e′Veae
′

khij + δaeVa
′e′e

khji , (2.13)
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with

Vabckhij ≡
1

2
Nac

kijN
bc
kij

(

vki

[ a

(N bc
kij)

2
+

b

(Nac
kij)

2

]

− vkjcδa,−b

)

. (2.14)

The collision term can be written in many different ways, but an especially useful form is

C̄<ee′

khij ≡ Tr
[

C̄<

khijP
e′e
khji

]

=
1

2

(

(W>ee′

khij)
l
af

<ae′

khlj + [(W>e′e
khji)

l
a]

∗f<ea
khil − (>↔<)

)

, (2.15)

where the indices l and a are summed over, and the W<,>-tensors are defined similarly

to (2.12), with the modification Σ̄H → Σ̄s, where s =>,<.

The master equation (2.10) describes the neutrino evolution including flavour and

particle-antiparticle coherences for arbitrary neutrino masses and kinematics and back-

ground interactions that are only assumed to be adiabatic in space. In the standard model

(SM) limit and in the UR-limit it reduces to the familiar neutrino density matrix formalism;

for the details see [22]. All terms in (2.10) have a clear physical meaning: the left-hand side

is a generalized Liouville term containing a novel velocity term that describes how different

group velocities affect the coherence evolution. The first term in the right hand-side is the

usual Hamiltonian commutator term which encodes the relevant oscillation time scales and

the second term is the collision integral that encompasses all flavour and particle-antiparticle

coherences. Finally, the terms in the second row are generalized forward scattering terms.

QKE’s (2.10) are written in terms of frequency states rather than particle-antiparticle

solutions, i.e. the Feynman-Stueckelberg interpretation has not been adapted, since this

leads to a significantly simpler notation. However, by identifying positive frequency solu-

tions as particles and negative frequency solutions with inverted 3-momenta as antiparticles,

i.e. f̄<,>
khij = −f>,<−−

(−k)hij, it is simple to convert results between frequency solutions and the

particle-antiparticle solutions.

3 Collision integrals

In this section we present Feynman rules for computing the collision integrals for coherent

correlation functions that appear in our QKE’s. To keep the discussion clear, we omit many

details presented in [22], and showcase only the results relevant for the derivation of the

Feynman rules that, in contrast, is more complete than the one given in [22].

3.1 The Wightman function

While deriving the master equation (2.10), one has to deal with the decoupling problem of

the KB-equations. Formally, this can be done by dividing the correlation functions into a

background part and a perturbation, as discussed shortly in section 2. KB-equations for

the perturbations admit a larger class of solutions than do the background equations: the

former admits both homogeneous and inhomogeneous solutions, while the latter one have

only inhomogeneous solutions. For this reason, we should write equation (2.10) for the

perturbation part rather than for the full Wightman function. However, in the spectral

limit, which we can assume here, the background and perturbation parts can be combined,
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and we can write the solutions for the full Wightman function. These solutions can always

be written in the form [21, 22]

S̄skx(t;u0, v0) = 2Ākx(u0, t) S̄
s
kx(t, t) 2Ākx(t, v0), (3.1)

where s =<,> and Akx is the spectral function. For the free theory the direct space spectral

function reads

2Akxij(u0, v0) = eiHki(u0−v0), (3.2)

where the Hamiltonian is Hk = α · kδij +miδijγ
0 as defined earlier. That is, 2Akxij(u0, v0)

is just the time evolution operator of the free theory, and we can rewrite the Wightman

function (3.1) as

S̄skxij(t;u0, v0) =
∑

hab

S̄sabkxhij exp
[

2i∆ωabkijt− i(aωkiu0 − bωkjv0)]. (3.3)

and we defined

S̄sabkxhij ≡
1

2ω̄ab
kij

f sabkhij(t,x)D
ab
khij , (3.4)

with

Dab
khij ≡ 2ω̄abkijP

ab
khijγ

0 = abN̂ab
kijPkh(/k

a
i +mi)(/k

b
j +mj), (3.5)

where (kai )
µ ≡ (ωaki,k) and N̂ab

kij ≡ Nab
kijω̄

ab
kij/(2ω

a
kiω

b
kj). In [22] we showed that (3.5) reduces

to the familiar thermal propagator in the thermal limit. The non-vanishing phase factors

in (3.3) for t 6= 1
2(u0 + v0) have a crucial role in the derivation given here, by ensuring the

correct energy conservation in the vertices.

3.2 Shell projection

Evaluating self-energy terms in collision integrals is delicate due to the complicated coher-

ence shell structures in correlation functions. While coherence shells are clearly separated

from the particle (mass) shells, the collision integrals could not be evaluated at coherence

shell frequencies without violating kinematic constraints in the collision events. This prob-

lem has been know for a long time, and in [14–21, 29, 30] it was solved by a resummation of

the gradients. Indeed, the K̂ term in the argument of the self-energy function in (2.5), when

acting on a coherence shell function, shifts the argument exactly such that the self-energy

gets evaluated at a flavour-diagonal mass shell.

We can see this also if we study the forward scattering terms appearing in the QKE (2.10)

starting from the direct space representation, where these terms are convolutions of a self-

energy function and a propagator. When we use the form (3.3) for the latter we find:

(Σ̄> ∗ S̄<)kx(t, t) =

∫

du0 Σ̄
>

k(t, u0)S̄
<

k (u0, t)

=
∑

habij

∫

dp0du0 Σ̄
>

out,k(p0)S̄<ab
khijγ

0exp
[

2i∆ωabkijt− i(aωkiu0−bωkjt)−i(t− u0)p0
]

=
∑

habij

∫

dp0 Σ̄
>

out,k(p0)S̄<ab
khijγ

0 δ(p0 − aωki) exp
[

− it(p0 − aωki)
]

(3.6)

=
∑

habij

Σ̄>

out,k(aωki)S̄<ab
khijγ

0.
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Figure 1: One–loop Feynman diagrams contributing to the forward scattering and collision

terms. The red propagator is the dependent momentum propagator which includes the

projection operator in the collision term in equation (2.10), as discussed in section 3.4.

This result reproduces the object inside the trace in (2.12), when evaluated to the lowest

order in the gradients: Σ>

out = Σ> and multiplied from the right by the projection operator

P e
′e

khji. Note how the delta function due to the integral over the exponential phase factors

in (3.6) ensured that the self-energy gets evaluated at a flavour-diagonal mass shell regard-

less of the energy and helicity index structures. This energy conserving delta function is

valid also for particle-antiparticle mixing and it also ensures that the exponential phase fac-

tor proportional to external time t vanishes. We next generalize this discussion for higher

order self-energy functions.

3.3 Energy conservation and time-dependent phase factors

When computing Feynman diagrams contributing to the forward scattering terms (2.12) or

to the collision term (2.15), one encounters space-time integrals over phase factors associated

with every internal vertex of the diagram. These integrals give rise to 4-momentum conserv-

ing delta functions as usual, although quantum coherence makes this procedure somewhat

nontrivial. In spatially homogeneous and adiabatic cases, which we are interested in here,

the integration over the spatial coordinates proceeds as usual, but the time-coordinate

requires a more careful treatment.

In the following discussion we assume that gauge fields are non-coherent resonances,

whose propagators in the 2-time representation read as

Dµν(q;u0, v0) =

∫

dq0
2π

Dµν(q)e
−iq0(u0−v0). (3.7)

We will also work in the 2-time representation and assume free theory limit for the pole

functions, so that the phase structure of a fermion propagator is given by (3.3). Our goal

is to show the emergence and the structure of the energy conserving delta-functions in

individual vertices and the vanishing of the global phase proportional to t for an arbitrary

self-energy diagram.

1-loop diagrams Before presenting the complete proof, we study the problem at one-

loop level. This helps in introducing the notation and in identifying the basic building

blocks of the proof. We begin with the sunset diagram shown in the left panel in figure 1.

For more details about the index structure see [22], but note that we have changed our
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convention from [22] by reversing the direction of fermion lines in graphs, which now is

in better accordance to standard practice in field theory, where one reads the fermion line

against the fermion number flow1. The black dot still shows the starting point and the red

dot the ending point in the evaluation. Using (3.7) for the gauge propagator and (3.3) for

the fermion propagator, and introducing the usual weak interaction vertex factors, we then

find

(Wsun,H,ee′

khij )le ∼
∫

du0 e
iϕsun(u0)+iαsunt ≡ I1[ϕsun]e

iαsunt, (3.8)

where the u0-independent and t-dependent phase factors read, respectively:

ϕsun(u0) ≡ (q0 + ω
a′1
p1l′1

− ωakl)u0,

αsun ≡ 2∆ω
a1a′1
p1l1l′1

+ 2∆ωae
′

klj − ωa1p1l1
+ ωe

′

kj − q0.
(3.9)

Integrating over u0 gives a delta function:

I1[ϕsun] = 2π δ(q0 + ω
a′1
p1l′1

− ωakl), (3.10)

from which it is clear that the external t-dependent phase factor vanishes:

αsun = ωakl − ω
a′1
p1l′1

− q0 = 0. (3.11)

The proof proceeds similarly with the tadpole diagram shown the right hand side of

figure 1. The phase factor for this diagram can be written in the same form as (3.8), with

ϕtad(u0) ≡ (ωa
′

kl′ − ωakl − q0)u0,

αtad ≡ 2∆ω
a1a′1
p1l1l′1

+ q0 = −(ωa
′

kl′ − ωakl − q0).
(3.12)

Integrating over u0 again produces a delta-function that makes the t-dependent phase co-

efficient αtad vanish trivially. This shows that the t-dependent phase factors vanish and

that we obtain energy-conserving delta functions which support both flavour and particle-

antiparticle mixing at least to one-loop order with gauge interactions.

Proof to all orders A general proof of vanishing of the t-dependent phase for an arbitrary

self-energy diagram can be formulated following [31]. We show an example of a generic

multi-loop diagram in figure 2. We only need to concentrate on two essential elements

indicated by boxes in the graph: the main continuous fermion line running through the

diagram, and an isolated closed fermion loop. Let us first consider the continuous line.

We show the essential structures associated with the main fermion line in the upper

panel of figure 3. We assume that the frequency q0i is positive when the momentum is

1In our old convention we graphically oriented fermion lines along the fermion number flow, but when

evaluating diagrams we interpreted Feynman rules as if the line was read opposite to fermion flow. Here we

simply drop this unnecessary complication by reversing the direction of fermion lines in graphs. As a result,

our new vertex rules obviously follow the standard convention with respect to fermion line orientation.
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Figure 2: A generic multi-loop diagram contributing to self-energy functions in a theory

with gauge interactions.

flowing into the diagram. Using (3.7) and (3.3), one can easily show that the total phase

factor contributed by the line to the self-energy diagram is exp(i∆ϕline), where:

∆ϕline =
(

− ω
a′1
k,l′1

+

n−1
∑

i=2

2∆ω
aia

′
i

kilil
′
i
+ ωankln + q0,0

)

t+

n−1
∑

i=1

(

q0,i + ω
a′i
ki,l′i

− ω
ai+1

ki+1,li+1

)

w0,i

=
(

q0,0 −
n−1
∑

i=1

(

ω
a′i
ki,l′i

− ω
ai+1

ki+1,li+1

)

)

t+
n−1
∑

i=1

(

q0,i + ω
a′i
ki,l′i

− ω
ai+1

ki+1,li+1

)

w0,i

→
(

n−1
∑

i=0

q0,i

)

t, (3.13)

where in the last line we wrote what the phase will be after the phase integrations are

made over the internal times w0,i and the resulting delta-functions are used to convert the

fermion energy differences to gauge boson frequencies. At this point we do not need to care

how different vertices are connected by the propagators.

Similarly one can show that the total phase coming from a closed loop is proportional

to the sum of the gauge boson frequencies flowing into the vertices in the loop. A generic

loop structure is shown in the lower panel of 3, from which we can read off the phase:

∆ϕloop =

n
∑

i=1

2∆ω
aia

′
i

kilil
′
i
t+(q0,1+ω

a′n
kn,l′n

−ωa
′
1

k1,l′1
)w0,1+

n
∑

i=2

(

q0,i+ω
a′i−1

ki−1,l′i−1
−ωaiki,li

)

w0,i. (3.14)

After integrating over the internal times w0,i and using the energy conservation rules, the

total phase that remains can be written as

∆ϕloop = −
(

ω
a′n
kn,l′n

− ωa1k1,l1

)

t−
n
∑

i=2

(

ω
a′i−1

ki−1,l′i−1
− ωaiki,li

)t =
(

n
∑

i=1

q0,i

)

t. (3.15)

Summing over the phases coming from the line and all loops in the graph, one finds the

total phase:

∆ϕTOT = ∆ϕline +
∑

loops

∆ϕiloop =
(

∑

vertices

q0,i

)

t = 0. (3.16)
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Figure 3: Upper panel: the part of a generic diagram associated with the continuous fermion

line shown by the dashed blue box in figure 2. Lower panel: a single closed loop in a generic

multi-loop diagram, such as the one indicated by the red dashed box in figure 2.

The last sum over all vertices in the graph vanishes, because each frequency value appears

in this sum exactly twice with the opposite signs, because each gauge boson propagator

starts from and ends into some internal vertex in the diagram.

This completes the proof that the time-dependent phase factors cancel for all self-energy

diagrams. This cancellation is essential as it allows us to write down generalized Feynman

rules with local vertices and propagators for coherent particle species.

3.4 Feynman rules

After getting rid of the time-dependent phase factors in the propagators (3.3) and showing

how energy conserving delta functions arise, it is rather straightforward to show that the

collision term can always be written as [22]2:

C̄<ee′

khij =
∑

Y

1

2ω̄aa
′

klj

∫

dPS3
1
2 (M2)ee

′

khij{pi,Y }Λkhj{pi,Y },x + (h.c.)e↔e′
i↔j , (3.17)

where we collected all the summed indices into curly brackets, Y ≡ {Xi, h′, a, a′, l}, and

defined a shorthand notation AXi
≡ A

aia′i
hilil′i

. Note how the indices are flipped in the Her-

mitian conjugate term. In addition, we collected all particle distribution functions into the

Λ-factor:

Λkhj{pi,Y },x = f<

X1p1
(x) f>

X2p2
(x) f<

X3p3
(x) f>aa′

kh′lj(x) − >↔<, (3.18)

and defined the generalized phase space factor as
∫

dPS3 ≡
∫

[

∏

i=1,3

d3pi
(2π)32ω̄pilil′i

]

(2π)4δ4(kal + pa22 l2 − p
a′1
1 l′1

− p
a′3
3 l′3

). (3.19)

All dynamical details of the interaction processes are included in the matrix elements

squared (M2)ee
′

khij{piY }, which can be computed using the Feynman rules shown in figure 4

and the following set of instructions:

2We correct equation (3.17) here slightly from [22] w.r.t. to the Hermitian conjugate term, in the com-

putation of which one has to change i ↔ j everywhere, including the ω̄aa′

klj -term in front of the integral, as

is evident from (2.15).
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ai kh bj ∼ Dab
khij

Z (q0,q)

k pai bj ∼ ig
2cw

γµPLŪij

W (q0, q)

k pai bα ∼ ig√
2
γµPLU

∗
αi

∼ 1

2ω̄e
′e
kij

Daa′
khljγ

0De′e
khji

a′jal ei

kh

e′j

Figure 4: Shown are the Feynman rules for computing matrix elements in collision integrals

in the Wigner space. The first propagator should be used for all internal lines and the

second, red propagator for the outgoing line. Uiα is the usual PMNS-matrix in the W -

boson vertex, where α is the lepton flavour. In the Z-boson vertex the mixing matrix Ūij
reduces to 1 for pure active-active mixing, and cw = cos θw.

• Draw the loop diagrams that contribute to a given interaction process to the desired

order in perturbation theory, and assign a unique momentum variable and flavour

and frequency indices for each internal propagator line in the graph, allowed by the

interaction vertices. For consistency, orient the direction of the main line backwards

as in 1.

• Assign the Keldysh-path indices to all vertices to isolate cuts that give rise to the

desired interaction processes. You only need to evaluate Σ> = Σ21 directly, so the

first index is always 2 and the last 1.

• Read off the phase space functions contributing to the Λ-factor from all internal

cut propagator lines. Add the phase space factor f<aa′

khlj /2ω
aa′

khlj, associated with the

external, dependent momentum propagator (DMP), marked red in figure 4.

• Deduce the phase space density factor with the overall energy conserving delta func-

tion. This depends on the number of loops in the diagram and the cut one is interested

in.

• Compute the matrix element squared using the Feynman rules shown in figure 4.

Start from the equivalent of the black dot shown in the diagrams in figure 1, reading

the line against the direction of the momentum. For each internal cut-line insert the

standard propagator shown in the first diagram in 4. For each ("22") "11" line use

the (anti) Feynman propagator. Add the DMP at the end of the fermion line it is

connected to. Take a trace over the Dirac indices.

• Divide the result by two and add the Hermitian conjugate accounting for the flip of

indices as indicated in (3.17).

In [22] we gave several examples of the use of these Feynman rules, including coherent

neutrino-neutrino scattering including both direct and the usually neglected interference

terms. This leads to the general flavour structure as discussed in section 4 and in section 5,

where we study the familiar neutrino-neutrino mixing and compare our results to literature.
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4 Flavour and particle antiparticle coherence

Local coherence effects on neutrino flavour evolution have been studied actively for a long

time, especially in the context of hot and dense astrophysical environments [9]. Particle-

antiparticle coherence is usually studied in simplified models that assume the mean-field

limit and neglect collision terms entirely, or neglect the coherence effects in them [10–13]. In

particular it has been studied whether an instability, similar to the one known to occur due

to the flavour coherence [32–34], could occur due to the particle-antiparticle coherence in

forward scattering. There are also coherence effects associated with collision terms, whose

treatment requires theoretical tools that did not exist until recently [22]. We shall now

discuss this problem using our formalism.

In Section 3.3 we showed how the overall time-dependent phase factor vanishes from

the collision term. This does not mean that the collision integral is time-independent, but

that its time dependence is entirely determined by distribution functions. Now, from (2.10)

we see that the leading time-dependent phase of a distribution function is

faa
′

khii′ ∼ −2∆ωaa
′

khii′t. (4.1)

Let us now consider a generic 2-2 scattering process. Using of (4.1) in equation (3.18) we

find the following leading phase for the collision integral:

φΛ(t) = −
(

2∆ωee
′

kij + 2∆ω
a1a′1
p1l1l′1

+ 2∆ω
a2a′2
p2l2l′2

+ 2∆ω
a3a′3
p3l3l′3

)

t. (4.2)

Now consider a setup with a temporal resolution sensitive only on the flavour-oscillation

time-scales (a = a′ in (4.1)), which are much longer than the particle-antiparticle oscillation

scales (a 6= a′). In this case the phase φΛ(t) causes rapid oscillations that make the associ-

ated collision term to completely average out in the flavour scale, if any of the phase factors

in (4.2) correspond to coherence terms (a 6= a′). One can make this statement precise by

performing a Weierstrass transformation to coarse grain the evolution equation [21, 22],

which indeed kills all particle-antiparticle coherences from the entire QKE (2.10)3. Con-

sequently, particle-antiparticle coherences average out in most neutrino physics problems,

including supernova neutrinos, even if a flavour resonance phenomenon took place there.

Note that φΛ(t) still gives nontrivial phase evolution in the flavour scale, when the various

flavour indices are not the same in (4.2).

Another important topic is collisions involving coherent neutrinos. In early kinetic

theories neutrinos with flavour coherence are only considered to collide with flavour diagonal

particles [2, 8]. Collisions between coherent neutrino states were considered in [7, 35, 36].

They can be relevant in the context of the fast flavour conversion in supernovae and other

hot and dense astrophysical objects, where neutrino back scattering is suggested to create

an another interesting instability [37–45]. The most general coherent neutrino-neutrino

3Weierstrass coarse graining leads to exponential suppression of the particle-antiparticle coherence

contributions [21, 22], except in restricted part of the phase space in the collision integrals, where

e.g. ∆ωee′

kij + ∆ω
a1a

′

1

p1l1l
′

1

<
∼ ∆m2/ω. Contributions to collision integrals from these regions are suppressed

by a factor ∼ O(∆m2/ω2), however.
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Figure 5: Two-loop Feynman diagrams contributing to the 2-2 scattering terms for neutrino

collision integrals mediated by neutral channel Z-boson interactions.

collision terms are easily computable in our formalism. For the case of the 2-2 neutrino

scatterings via neutral Z-boson exchange, the relevant diagrams are shown in figure 5.

The diagram in the right gives rise to the matrix elements for the isolated s-, t- and u-

channel processes and the diagram in left to interference terms between these channels. The

associated collision integrals are easily written down using Feynman rules of section 3.4.

5 Explicit examples of collision integral evaluations

As our first example we will reproduce the familiar results for the collision term in case of

a general active-active and the two-flavour active-sterile neutrino mixing. We studied the

issue briefly already in [22], but we provide more details of the derivation here and a more

detailed comparison to the existing literature [1–8]. The relevant Lagrangian for the system

is

LNC ∝ ig

2cw
Zµν̄αγ

µPLνα + h.c.

≡ ig

2cw
ÛαβZµν̄αγ

µPLνβ + h.c.

=
ig

2cw
ŪijZµν̄iγ

µPLνj + h.c.,

(5.1)

where we label the vacuum basis states by Latin letters and the flavour states by Greek

letters. The mixing matrix Uij is defined through the relation να = Uαiνi, and thus Ūij =
∑

αβ U
∗
αiÛαβU

∗
jβ = (U †ÛU)ij .

The 2-2 neutrino-neutrino scattering integral corresponding to the above mixing struc-

tures can be read from the diagrams in figure 5. In the case of light neutrinos, neglecting

particle-antiparticle coherence terms, and assuming the UR-limit the collision term, be-

comes (for more details see [22])

C̄<ee
ZZ,khij = −16G2

F δe,−h
∑

l{Xi}

1

2|k|

∫

dPS3(k
e · pa22 )(pa11 · pa33 )

×
(

Ū4
ilXi

Λaa
′

khlj{pi,Xi}
(x) + (h.c.)i↔j

)

,

(5.2)
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where the phase space factor is defined as in (3.19), but does not contain any flavour

dependence to this order:

∫

dPS3 =

∫

[

∏

i=1,3

d3pi
(2π)3|2pi|

]

(2π)4δ4(ke − pa11 + pa22 − pa33 ). (5.3)

All flavour dependence in the collision term is now contained in the distribution functions

in the Λ-factor:

Λeeklj{pi,Xi}
(x) = f>

X3p3
(x)f<

X2p2
(x)f>

X1p1
(x)f<ee

k−elj(x)− (>↔<), (5.4)

and in the mixing matrices Ū4
ilXi

≡ Ūil1Ūl′1lŪl′2l3Ūl′3l2 + Ūil3Ūl′3l2Ūl′2l1Ūl′1l. The first term

in Ū4
ilXi

corresponds to the direct s, t and u-channel scatterings, while the second term

corresponds to their interferences.

Before moving on, we note that the collision term (5.2) can also be written in terms of

generalized scattering rates as follows:

C̄<ee
ZZ,khij = −1

2Γ
>e
khilf

<e
khlj +

1
2Γ

<e
khilf

>e
khlj − 1

2f
<e
khilΓ

>e∗
khlj +

1
2f

>e
khilΓ

<e∗
khlj, (5.5)

where

Γ>e
khil = 32G2

F δe,−h
∑

l{Xi}

1

2|k|

∫

dPS3 (k
e · pa22 )(pa11 · pa33 )

× Ū4
ilXi

f>a1
p1−a1l1l′1

f<a2
p2−a2l2l′2

f>a3
p3−a3l3l′3

.

(5.6)

The rate Γ<e
khil is obtained from equation (5.6) by replacing < ↔ > in the distribution

functions. The collision integrals (5.2) and (5.5) are completely general expressions valid

for interactions of coherent light neutrinos with arbitrary flavour mixing structure.

Collision integrals are often expressed in the flavour basis rather than the (vacuum)

mass basis. To this end we need to rotate equation (5.5) to the flavour basis:

C̄αβ = (UC̄U †)αβ ∼ (U ΓfU †)αβ = (Uαi ΓilU
∗
δl)(UδlfljU

∗
βj) = Γαδfδβ. (5.7)

Rotating the collision rate Γδβ has some complicated flavour dependence in the distribution

functions contracted with the mixing matrix tensor Ū4
ilXi

. After some algebra one finds:

Γ>

αδ ∼ Uαi Ū4
ilXi

f>a1
p1−a1l1l′1

f<a2
p2−a2l2l′2

f>a3
p3−a3l3l′3

U∗
δl

= (Û f̂>a1
p1−a1Û)αδ Tr

[

Û f̂<a2
p2−a2Û f̂

>a3
p3−a3

]

+ (Û f̂>a3
p3−a3 Û f̂

<a2
p2−a2Û f̂

>a1
p1−a1Û)αδ , (5.8)

where the first term in the right hand side arises from the direct terms and the second term

from the interference terms. All objects in the right hand side are matrices in the flavour

basis, which we have emphasized by the use of the hat-symbol. To proceed to specific

examples beyond these general results, we need to specify the rotation matrices Ûαβ.
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Two-flavour active-sterile mixing Consider first the two-flavour active – sterile mixing.

In this case the mixing matrices read

Uas
αi =

(

c s

−s c

)

, Ûas
αβ =

(

1 0

0 0

)

⇒ Ūas
ij =

(

c2 cs

cs s2

)

, (5.9)

where e.g. c ≡ cos θ, where θ is the vacuum mixing angle. Using this Ûas
αβ in equation (5.8)

and then plugging the result into (5.7), one readily obtains

CeeZZkh = −
(

Γ>e
ZZkhaaf

<e
khaa

1
2Γ

>e
ZZkhaa f

<e
khas

1
2Γ

>e
ZZkhaa f

<e
khsa 0

)

−
(

<↔>
)

, (5.10)

where the real valued purely active collision rate reads

Γ>e
ZZkhaa ≡ 32G2

F δe,−h
∑

{ai}

1

2|k|

∫

dPS3 (k
e · pa22 )(pa11 · pa33 ) f>a1

h1p1aa
f<a2
h2p2aa

f>a3
h3p3aa

. (5.11)

In the calculation we used (f<e
khsa)

∗ = f<e
khas in the Hermitian conjugate term. The rate (5.11)

also contains equal contributions from the direct term and from the interference term which

are summed together. In (5.10) sterile state has no collision integral in the flavour basis, and

the off-diagonal terms are suppressed by a factor of one-half when compared to the active

rate. All results presented here contain both particle and antiparticle channels. While

the latter are described by negative-frequency solutions they can be easily connected to

the antiparticles using the Feynman-Stueckelberg rule f̄<,>
khij = −f>,<−

(−k)hij and the general

identity f>ab
phij = aδijδab − f>ab

phij.

Active-active mixing Consider now the arbitrary dimensional active-active flavour mix-

ing, which corresponds to Ûαβ = δαβ . As opposed to the active-sterile mixing, we have to

now specify also the interaction channel in order to proceed further. We choose to consider

the neutrino-neutrino scattering, i.e. we set e = a1 = a2 = a3 = 1. We continue to assume

the UR-limit and furthermore the Maxwell-Boltzmann limit: f>e
khij = δij . Using again (5.7)

and (5.8), one can write the collision integral as a flavour basis matrix

C̄<

ZZ,kh =− 16G2
F δh,−1

1

2|k|

∫

dPS3 (k · p2)(p1 · p3)

×
(

2Tr
[

f̂<

p2h

]

f̂<

kh − 2Tr
[

f̂<

p3h

]

f̂<

p1h
(5.12)

+ f̂<

p2h
f̂<

kh + f̂<

khf̂
<

p2h
− f̂<

p3h
f̂<

p1h
− f̂<

p1h
f̂<

p3h

)

,

where all f̂ ’s on the right are (density) matrices in the flavour space. The first two terms,

which include traces of distribution functions, arise from the direct graphs, and the rest

of the terms are contributions from the interference terms. The latter drop out if one

considers scattering between non-mixing species. If we now assume this limit, and write

Tr[f<

p2−1] →
∑

j nj(p2), the resulting collision integral of a coherent state off a number of

different, non-mixing particle species, reads

C<

ZZ,kh = −32G2
F δh,−1

1

2|k|
∑

j

∫

dPS3 (k · p2)(p1 · p3)
(

nj(p2)f̂
<

kh − nj(p3)f̂
<

p1h

)

, (5.13)

– 15 –



where nj(p) are scalar valued particle distribution functions. This result is identical to the

one obtained in [8] for this case. From the above discussion it is evident what simplifying

assumptions are necessary to recover the known results as limiting cases of our formalism,

and how it generalizes the usual kinetic theory formalism.

6 Supernova neutrinos

As our last example, we consider the light neutrino transport and scattering in supernovae.

In this case we can assume the UR-limit and neglect the particle-antiparticle coherence, as

discussed in section 4. The master equation (2.10) then reduces to a particularly simple

form [22]4:

∂tf
e
khij + v̄kij k̂ ·∇f ekhij = −i[He

kh, f
e
kh]ij + C̄<ee′

khij, (6.1)

where v̄kij ≡ 1
2(vki + vkj) is the average of the velocities of the flavour states i and j with

momentum k, the collision term is defined in (3.17), and the Hamiltonian reads

(He
kh)ij = eδijωki + (V e

kh)ij . (6.2)

The forward scattering potential is easily computed following [22] and is given by

(V e
kh)il = δe,−h

√
2GF

{

U∗
eiUej∆ne +

1

2
Ūil
∑

a=e,p,n

vZ
a∆na

+ (Ū∆nνkŪ)il + ŪilTr[Ū∆nνk]
}

,

(6.3)

where ∆na = na − n̄a, where na(t,x) are the number densities including internal degrees

of freedom, and vZ
a are the Z-boson vector couplings. The asymmetry matrices ∆nνkij in

the last two terms in (6.3), which come from neutrino-neutrino scattering are given by

∆nνkij(t,x) ≡
∫

d3q

(2π)3
(1− q̂ · k̂)

(

f<

q−ij(t,x)− f̄<

q+ij(t,x)
)

. (6.4)

In the Standard Model the vector couplings for electrons, protons and neutrons are vZ
e =

−1 + 4 sin θW , vZ
p = 1 − 4 sin θW and vZ

n = −1, respectively Because proton and electron

densities are expected to be equal due to charge neutrality, their contributions actually

cancel in the sum term in (6.3). Also, in the pure active-active mixing limit, where Ūij → 1,

all neutral current induced tadpole terms (the last terms in both lines in (6.3)) become

ineffective in the commutator in (6.1) and can be neglected.

The second term in (6.1) holds information of how different group velocities affect

the coherence evolution of neutrinos. This information was missing in the QKE’s of [46]

based on the ǫ-expansion of [47], but was included in refs. [35, 36]. Inside supernova the

effect of velocity differences are negligible due to short propagation distances and one can

safely set vkij → 1 there. However, during the propagation from supernova to Earth, the

4Our discussion obviously neglects the space-time curvature. Curvature could be included in the deriva-

tion along the lines as was done for the expanding Friedman-Robertson-Walker background in [21]. In the

UR-limit it could be included also by generalizing the Liouville term as in [46].
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Figure 6: Shown are graphs and cuts from which the considered neutrino scattering and

neutrino production channels arise for neutron stars.

velocity differences can cause spatial separation between different flavour density matrix

components, making them arrive to Earth at different times, which could affect the detected

neutrino fluxes. In particular it is possible that the coherence solutions would completely

separate from the diagonal solutions reducing the latter to pure statistical limit. This raises

an interesting question: how would the pure coherence pulse interact with a detector? One

can answer this and other questions about the neutrino detection by computing the relevant

collision terms between the neutrino density matrix describing neutrinos and the detector

atoms using our Feynman rules. We leave these questions for a future work however, and

concentrate on the scattering of neutrinos in the supernovae.

6.1 Scattering processes in supernovae

The relevant neutrino scattering channels in supernovae are neutrino absorption and emis-

sion, p+ e↔ νe + n, neutrino-nucleon scattering ν + n→ ν + n, neutrino scattering off

electrons, electron-positron pair annihilation to neutrinos and neutrino-neutrino scatter-

ings. In the previous section we already presented a collision integrals relevant for neutrino-

neutrino scattering (5.12). Also, the collision term for the neutrino-scattering off electrons

is eventually equivalent with (5.13) up to a constant. Instead of presenting a full analy-

sis of all contributing terms, we concentrate on the neutrino absorption and emission and

the neutrino-nucleon scattering processes here. For a more exhaustive analysis of neutrino

scatterings in supernovae in an alternative QKE setup, see [46].

Matrix elements for the absorption and nucleon scattering processes The graphs

and cuts corresponding to the pe and nν processes are shown in figure 6. In the UR-limit

we can set the Z and W boson propagators to D
Z/W
µν = gµν/M

2
Z/W. Furthermore, for the

vector boson interactions with protons and neutrons we use vertex factors:

Znn ∼ ig

4 cos θW
(gZ
V − gZ

Aγ
5) and Wpn ∼ ig

2
√
2
(gW
V − gW

A γ
5), (6.5)

where gX
V,A are the appropriate structure functions. Following the instructions presented

in section 3.4, it is then straightforward to show that the matrix elements squared for the
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pe-process, coming from the first graph in figure 6, is:

(M2)nν−epkij (p1, p2, p3) ≈ 32G2
FU

∗
eiUel

(

(gW
V + gW

A )2(k · pn)(pe · pp)

+ (gW
V − gW

A )2(k · pp)(pe · pn)

− [(gW
V )2 − (gW

A )2]mnmp(k · pe)
)

≡ 32G2
FU

∗
eiUelmnmpFW (k, pe, pn, pp), (6.6)

where GF is the Fermi constant, mn and mp are the neutron and proton masses and Uiα
is the usual PMNS-matrix. The matrix element for the nν-process has the same kinematic

structure:

(M2)eekijl1l′1
(p1, p2, p3) ≈ −8G2

F Ūil1Ūl′1lm
2
nFZ(k, pν , pni

, pnf
), (6.7)

where Ūil1 = (U †ÛU)ij as defined in the previous section. The matrix elements squared

functions (6.6) and (6.7) can be simplified in the case of a supernova environment, where

me ≪ T ≪ mp,mn. One can then assume that the initial state neutrons are at rest, the

nucleon momenta are negligible compared to their masses, and we can neglect both the

electron and neutrino masses. In this limit one finds:

FW (k, pe, pn, pp) ≈ |k||pe|bW(1− aWk̂ · p̂e),
FZ(k, pe, pni

, pnf
) ≈ |k||pν |bZ(1− aZk̂ · p̂ν),

where

bG = (gG
V
)2 + 3(gG

A
)2 and aG = ((gG

V
)2 − (gG

A
)2)/bG, (6.8)

with G =W,Z.

6.2 Neutrino absorption and emission

Together with the phase space element (3.19) and the distribution function (3.18) the

matrix elements (6.8) allow us to write the collision integrals in rather simple forms. For

the neutrino absorption and emission process we find

C̄<,pe
khij ≈ −16G2

F δh,−1
1

2|k|

∫

dPS3(2π)
4δ4(k − pe + pn − pp)

×
(

U∗
eiUelm

2
n|k||pe|bW(1− aWk̂ · p̂e)

× (f>

pp
f<

pn
f>

pe
f<

khlj − f<

pp
f>

pn
f<

pe
f>

khlj

)

+ (h.c.)i↔j

)

. (6.9)

We can assume that distributions for protons, neutrons and electrons are in local thermal

equilibrium. We also assume the MB-limit and note that due to isotropy of the electron

distribution the k̂ · p̂e-term vanishes, so that eventually

C̄<,pe
khij = −bW

2π
G2

Fnn(|k|+∆m)2δh,−1

(

U∗
eiUel(f

<

khlj − δljf
eq
kjj) + (h.c.)i↔j

)

, (6.10)

where ∆m ≡ mn − mp ≈ 1.29 MeV, nn is the neutron number density and f eq
kjj is the

diagonal Maxwell-Boltzmann equilibrium density. It is instructive to write down also the

flavour basis version of this collision integral. One easily finds

C̄<,pe
khαβ = −bW

2π
G2

Fnn(|k|+∆m)2δh,−1

(

δαef̂
<

kheβ + δeβ f̂
<

khαe − 2δαeδeβ f̂
eq
k

)

, (6.11)
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where f̂αβ = (U)αifijU
∗
βj . Because thermal equilibrium is defined by the Hamiltonian

eigenstates, equilibrium distributions in general contain off-diagonal components in flavour

basis. These terms are of order ∆m2
ij/T

2 however, and one can set f̂ eq
khαβ = δαβf

eq
k

to an

excellent accuracy in supernovae, where f eqk is the massless MB-distribution. This is what

we did in (6.11). Note also that the diagonal ee-component of the density matrix f̂<

khee is

brought to equilibrium with the rate

Γ<,pe
khee =

bW
π
G2

Fnn(|k|+∆m)2δh,−1, (6.12)

which is twice as large as the rate which damps the off-diagonals f̂<

khαe and f̂<

kheβ and that

the distributions f̂<

khαβ with both α, β 6= e are not affected by this process at all. This is all

in accordance with the expectations based on the measurement theory and also with the

active-sterile mixing case studied in the previous section.

6.3 Neutrino-nucleon scattering

The evaluation of the nν ↔ nν collision integral proceeds in a very similar fashion, except

that now also the back-scattering term contains the coherent distribution functions. We

again go to the rest-frame of the initial neutron and neglect the nucleon momenta and

neutrino masses in kinematic relations. Then, after a little algebra, the collision integral

becomes

C̄<,nν
khij ≈ − 1

4(2π)5
G2

F δh,−1

∑

l1,l′1

∫

d3pni
d3ppνd

3pnf
δ(|k| − |pν |)δ3(pnf

− k + pν)

×
(

Ūil1Ūl′1lm
2
n|k|2bZ(1− aZk̂ · p̂ν)

× (f<

pni
f<

khljδl1,l′1 − f<

pnf
f<

pνhl1l′1
δlj
)

+ (h.c.)i↔j

)

, (6.13)

where we also made the MB-approximation. In the MB-limit we can rewrite the final state

neutron (equilibrium) density as f<pnf
= f<pni

f<
k,eq/f

<
pν ,eq = f<pni

, where the last equality

follows from the kinematic constraint that restricts the ν-scattering (off a heavy neutron

target) to the elastic limit. This allows us to integrate over both neutron momenta in (6.13)

and eventually also over the final state neutrino momentum, apart from angular coordinates.

After these operations we can eventually write the collision integral in matrix notation as

follows:

C̄<,nν
kh = − bZ

2π
G2

Fnn|k|2δh,−1

(1

2
{Ū , f<

kh} − Ū
〈

f<

|k|Ωkh

〉

Ū − aZŪ
〈

k̂ · p̂νf<

|k|Ωkh

〉

Ū
)

, (6.14)

where curly brackets indicate an anti-commutator. To get (6.14) we also used the idempo-

tence Ū2 = Ū and Hermiticity Ū † = Ū properties and defined the angular averaged moment

functions
〈

Xf<

|k|Ωkh

〉

≡ 1

4π

∫

dΩkXf
<

|k|Ωkh
. (6.15)

The index structure of the final state neutrino distribution f<

|k|Ωkh
indicates that the state

has the same energy and helicity h = −1 as the initial state neutrino, but in general has a

different directional dependence. The flavour basis expression for the collision integral can
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be obtained from (6.14) just by replacing Ū → Û . In the purely active-active mixing case,

where Ûαβ = δαβ and Ūij = δij one then finds:

C̄<,nν
kh,active = − bZ

2π
G2

Fnn|k|2δh,−1

(

f̂<

kh −
〈

f̂<

|k|Ωkh

〉

− aZ
〈

k̂ · p̂ν f̂<

|k|Ωkh

〉

)

. (6.16)

It is evident from both (6.14) and (6.16) that the effect of the nν ↔ nν collisions is

strongly sensitive on the directional dependence of the distribution functions. Neutrinos

in supernovae are indeed expected to have a nontrivial angular distributions, which also

depend on the radial distance. At the very center the neutrino flux should be isotropic, while

at large distances beyond the neutrino sphere it would be enhanced in outgoing directions.

The above formulae take this nontrivial dependence correctly into account.

Isotropic limit The expression (6.16) clearly vanishes in the isotropic limit, where f<

kh =

〈f<

|k|Ωkh
〉 and 〈k̂ · p̂νf<

|k|Ωkh
〉 = 0. The Z-boson mediated elastic scattering processes thus

lose all resolution power on the flavour in the isotropic active-active mixing case, as was

also observed in [46]. In the active-sterile mixing case they do retain some resolution power

even in the isotropic limit however. Indeed, using e.g. (Ûf<)αβ = δαaf
<

aβ, one finds that in

the isotropic limit active-sterile collision integral becomes

C̄<,nν,a−s
kh,isotropic,αβ = − bZ

4π
G2

Fnn|k|2δh,−1

(

δαaf̂
<

khaβ + δaβ f̂
<

khαa − 2δαaδaβ f̂
<

khab

)

. (6.17)

This expression resembles (6.11), except that the back-scattering terms are now full isotropic

distributions instead of the equilibrium distributions. As a result, the active-sterile nν col-

lisions do damp the active-sterile flavour coherences, but they do not affect the active or

sterile number density functions in the diagonal of f̂<

kh in the isotropic limit.

The UR-limit equations (6.1), written either in the mass eigenbasis or in the flavour

basis, augmented with the exhaustive set of collision integrals can be used to describe

neutrino flavour evolution all the way from the inside of the supernova to the detector

at Earth, and to study non-trivial coherence effects during the whole process. However,

this is out of the scope of this paper, whose sole purpose is to demonstrate the use of our

formalism.

7 Conclusions

We have presented quantum kinetic equations (QKE’s) for coherently mixing neutrinos

together with Feynman rules for computing collision integrals involving the coherent states.

The neutrino QKE’s were derived in more detail in the companion paper [22], but we gave

a more rigorous treatment of the collision integrals and the derivation of the Feynman rules

here than we did in [22]. In particular, we showed rigorously that the extra overall phase

factors in the forward scattering and collision terms cancel to all orders in perturbation

theory. This proof is essential for the validity of our local, generalized Feynman rules. We

changed slightly our notation in comparison to [22], related to the orientation of fermion

lines in loop diagrams. While all results remain unchanged, the new convention is better in
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line with the common practice in field theory (that fermion lines are read opposite to the

fermion flow), which may help to avoid some confusion.

The relevance of collision integrals encompassing local coherence effects has been em-

phasized more and more recently [9], but until now no comprehensive treatment existed for

them, with the most general mixing structure valid for arbitrary neutrino masses and kine-

matics. For example in [7, 8, 37, 45, 48–52] the collision terms are computed ignoring the

particle-antiparticle coherences, and in [18–20] particle-antiparticle coherence was included

but without explicit expressions for the forward scattering and/or collision terms. In [47, 53]

collision and forward scattering terms are presented in the relativistic limit with helicity

coherence but without particle-antiparticle coherence, and the analysis is based on expan-

sions around small parameters. Our work here and in [22] provides a systematic derivation

of neutrino QKE’s with all flavour and particle-antiparticle coherence effects valid for both

light and heavy neutrinos.

Due to the generality of our formalism we can make firm remarks about the relevance

of particle-antiparticle coherence. Our results in section 4 imply that neutrino-antineutrino

coherences completely average out from the QKE’s in essentially all neutrino physics setups,

including heavy neutrinos in collision experiments. In particular, no effects are expected

from this sector that could modify neutrino flavour evolution in supernovae. Neutrino-

neutrino scattering processes have a rich flavour structure even in the absence of particle-

antiparticle mixing however, and these effects can be relevant in dense environments. Our

results, when applied in the UR-limit, are in full agreement with the earlier literature on

this subject [7, 35, 36].

We demonstrated the use of our formalism and Feynman rules by several worked out

examples in section 5 and 6. Section 5 partly overlaps with the discussion given in [22],

but we provide more details of the calculation here. In section 6 we computed self-energy

corrections and collision integrals relevant for arbitrary neutrino flavour mixing setup in

supernovae. In particular, we gave explicit, remarkably simple expressions for the collision

integrals for the nν ↔ pe and nν ↔ nν processes. Our QKE’s correctly describe the evolu-

tion of the neutrino density matrix from the supernova to Earth and our formalism allows

computing the resulting detector signals including flavour coherence and flavour separation

effects. Other interesting applications of our formalism include (resonant) leptogenesis [21]

and the (p)reheating calculations at the end of inflation [54–56], as well as electroweak

baryogenesis [57], with some modifications that will be discussed elsewhere.
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