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Quantum reference frames and particle mixing
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Abstract. We discuss the necessity and the emergence of quantum reference frames when at-
tempting to define a rest frame for mixed particles. We analyze the corresponding concept of
frame dependent entanglement and how it could affect measurements on mixed mesons and neu-
trinos [[].

1 Introduction

The principle of relativity is one of the cornerstones of Physics. The evolution of the concept of reference frame,
along with the transformations connecting different frames, has led some of the most important developments
within the foundations of Physics. The revolution brought forward by Special Relativity, for instance, relies on
a fundamental upgrade in the notion of reference frames, by the addition of clocks as a necessary element, and
on the replacement of Galileian transfromations with Lorentzian transformations as appropriate for the new 4-
dimensional scenario. By definition a reference frame is the set of references that we employ to describe physics,
namely a spacetime event to be used as origin and a coordinate system. To this rather abstract notion corresponds
the actual physical practice to pinpoint a physical system to serve as reference, along with (generalized) clocks and
rods, with respect to which the physical phenomena are described.

By now there is a large consensus regarding the fundamental nature of physical systems as quantum mechan-
ical. It is therefore natural to demand for an upgrade in our notion of reference frame to capture the quantumness
of the object that serves as reference for the description of Physics. Quantum ReferenceFrames (QRFs) have first
appeared in the context of quantum information [2} 3 4, [5] [6] [7] [8], [0} 10, [T4]], and their significance
in Quantum Gravity was soon recognized [18], as pertaining to the issue of relational observables.
Following the relational paradigm [[7, [19], a foundational approach to quantum reference frames was developed
20, 211 22, 23] 24, 271128, 29].

In this paper, following the analysis of [1]], we argue that QRFs are necessary to provide a full description of
mixed particle systems (neutrinos, neutral mesons, etc.). We show, in particular, that the rest frame for a mixed
particle is classically ill-defined, making sense only as a QRF. We further discuss how one of the most striking
peculiarities of QRFs, namely the relativity of entanglement, can affect reactions involving mixed particles.

2 Flavor neutrino states

After Wigner [30] we do recognize fundamental particles to belong to irreducible projective representations of the
Poincare group. The one-particle states of (fundamental) quantum field theories belong to any of the irreducible
representations |m, s), labeled by mass m, the eigenvalue of the Casimir operator P* P, and the spin s, that for
massive m > 0 particles is related to the eigenvalues of the Pauli-Lubanski pseudovector as WHW,, |m,s) =
—m?s(s 4 1) [m, s). For most applications it is convenient to employ the momentum basis [p/, o), ., provided

by the simultaneous eigenvectors of the momentum (translation) operators P [p*, o), = pt |pH, o) The

m,s”*
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Poincare group acts unitarily on these states [30, B1l: U(A) [p#,0),, . = >, DSL(W(A,p)) IALDY,0") s
and Ul(a) [p*, o) = e~#"au |pi, 5) . Here A stands for the homogeneous Lorentz transformations, a* is

m,s
the translation 4-vector, the rotation coefficients D2, (R) implement the 2s + 1-dimensional unitary irreducible
representation of the rotation group (we are assuming m > 0), and W (A, p) is the Wigner rotation. Obviously no
two sectors |m, s) and |m/, s’) with m # m/ or s # s’ can ever be connected by a Poincare transformation.

Flavor neutrinos 33| [35] 36 37], 38l [40| represent the only known
exception to this paradigm. They are considered as elementary particles, but at the same time they do not, at least
strictly speaking, belong to an irreducible representation |m, s). For notational simplicity, in the following, we
shall omit the spin label, as it is irrelevant for the upcoming discussion. The state of an electron neutrino may be
written, after Pontecorvo, as the superposition

Ip,e) = cos @ |pY),, +sinfph), 1)

where we have limited to two flavors. The momenta are specified as p? = (p,w,;) with the on-shell energies

wj = /p*+ m?. Clearly the states of Eq. (I are eigenstates of the 3-momentum P |p,¢) = p|p, e), but not

eigenstates of the energy P°. A similar expression holds for the muon neutrino state. As a consequence the state
of Eq. (@) transforms non-trivially under any transformation involving the temporal direction. For instance a
translation by a* = (a, 0,0, 0) gives

Ul(a) |p,e) = cos e~ ™12 [PY),n, +sin e~ w20 P5) 1y - (2)

The misalignment in the phase factors is what sources the flavor oscillations in the free propagation of neutrinos.

From the above equations it is clear that flavor neutrino states always involve two (three for three flavor mixing)
distinct irreducible representations with different masses mj, ms. Besides prompting the oscillation phenomenon,
and rendering neutrinos unique among elementary particles, this simple fact has a significant impact on the inter-
action processes involving neutrinos [

2.1 The rest frame of flavor neutrinos

Particles with definite momentum [p#), =~ admit a natural notion of rest frame. Up to spatial rotations, it is the

unique frame in which the particle’s momentum takes on the rest form | pé‘o)> = |(0,m)),,,. Given an arbitrary
m

frame in which the particle has momentum p*, there is a unique Lorentz transformation A (again, up to spatial
rotations) that takes the particle to its rest frame:

Py = ALp” . (3)

If we assume, without loss of generality, that the spatial momentum is aligned with the 2 axis, the transformation
is simply the Lorentz boost
/p2 +m2
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for a particle, as the flavor neutrino of Eq. (I) that does not possess a definite momentum? To do so, we need to
determine a frame in which the particle is at rest, that is, in which its 3-momentum vanishes:

Notice that the boost parameter 1) = cosh™ is a c-number. Can we define a notion of rest frame

0,¢) = cos0[(0,m1)),,, +sin0[(0,m2)),,, )

It is easy to check that there does not exist a classical Lorentz boost of the form (@) able to simultaneously annihilate
the 3-momentum of the m and mo components of the neutrino state. This is simply due to the mismatch in the
boost parameters needed to bring p/’ and p4 to their rest form. Albeit no classical transformation can lead from the
state of Eq. (I)) to the rest state of Eq. (3), a quantum transformation can. To see this, promote the boost parameter
to an operator

1& = cosh™! (H (P“Pu)é) , (6)



with H = PV, and the hats have been introduced to underline the operatorial nature. In analogy with the classical
transformation (4) introduce the quantum Lorentz boost

_1 _1
(P " 0 0 =P (PrR,) T
. 10 0
no—
Ay = 0 0 1 0 @
—p(PrB) T 0 0 H(PrB)

The corresponding unitary representation U (A) transforms the neutrino state of Eq. (@) (here we have assumed
the spatial momentum along z) into its rest form (Eq. (@)). Obviously, upon acting on a state with definite 4-
momentum, the quantum boost reduces to the classical Lorentz boost. The quantum boost U(]\) is the same kind
of transformation that occurs in moving from a QRF to another [21] 23]]. The need for quantum transformations
is not limited to the rest frame of the flavor neutrinos. Suppose, more generally, that in a given frame the neutrino
is characterized by the 3-momentum p. The transformation needed to move to a frame in which the neutrino has
3-momentum p’ # p is, assuming both p’ and p along the third axis, the quantum Lorentz boost with parameter

§ = sinh™! ((15“15“) - (pfg e pupupz)) | ®)

It is clear that to make any sense of a neutrino rest frame, and, more generally, to correctly associate reference
frames to mixed particles, the concept of QRFs and QRF transformations are unavoidable.

An important remark is now in order. A quantum Lorentz transformation is needed to the define the rest
frame for any particle that does not possess a definite 4-momentum (see for instance [21]]). This is the case also
for generic wave packets |¢) = [d*p 0(p®) 6(p"p. — m?)é(p) |p*),,. even for particles that are not mixed
(just a single definite value of mass). However, neutrino flavor states are different from wave packets in that the
QRFs transformations are fundamentally needed to define their rest frame. Firstly, no matter how sharply defined
one may get the neutrino 3-momentum to be, the flavor state will always involve at least a superposition of two
states, belonging to two distinct irreducible representations of masses m; and ms. A flavor state can never be a
simultaneous eigenstate of all the translation operators P*. Secondly, for (free) elementary particles there is no
fundamental reason for which they cannot be in a sharp 4-momentum eigenstate. On the opposite, flavor neutrinos
do always necessarily involve a momentum superposition and carry an essential momentum uncertainty.

3 Relativity of entanglement for mixed particles

The conclusions drawn in the previous section hold for any kind of mixed particle, be they fundamental (neutrinos)
or composite (neutral mesons 501 [33] [54] 33 [58 [39] and neutron-mirror neutron mixing
(60, 611 62]). The hallmark of QRFs is the relativity of entanglement: quantum entanglement depends on the
specific QRF. To illustrate this concept in its simplest realization, consider three particles A, B, C' arranged on a
line. Following (21124, denote the state of particle J with respect to the QRF of particle K (i.e. the QRF in which

K is permanently at the origin, xx = 0) as |z J> K . Suppose that the state of B and C' in the QRF of A has the
form

w58 = len)y” (Ieb)e” + le2)e”) - ©)

Here C'is in a superposition of different locations xlc and xQC Notice that the state is factorizable (zero entangle-

ment). The state of A with respect to this frame is obviously |O)E4A). Let us now move to the QRF of C'. In order to
do so we need to implement a quantum translation by —& ¢ and the resulting state of A, B with respect to C' reads

W0 = (T(—ab) + T(~22)) (lra = 0) , |e5) )

() () (©) ()
Ya |z & +1-12) s

=|-ag)a lop—u ltp —a8)5 (10)
where T'(a) denotes an ordinary translation by a. Due to the original superposition of C' positions, the quantum
translation has turned a factorizable state into an entangled state, namely Eq. (IQ). Let us now see the relativity of
entanglement in action for mixed particles. We revert to the 4-momentum basis and consider three particles A, B
and a flavor neutrino v. Let B be in a sharp momentum eigenstate and v be in the generic electron neutrino state

(@, as seen by A:
A
vh = o)y (cos0lpt)Ss, +sind )5 - (an



Analogously to the case of translations, the omitted rest state of A with respect to A is |pi70>E4A) =1(0,m A)>E4A).

What is the state of A, B with respect to v? To answer this question we perform the Quantum Lorentz boost of Eq.
(@ to get to the rest frame of v, so to get

$h = UQ) (19h0), 1P5) ) = (cos8 U(AL) +sin0 U(A2) (16 o), V) )
= cosO A} % o)) N D) )+ sind S ph ) [AS o)) (12)

Clearly the operators U (A ) act on the states of A and B, and A; denote the (classical) Lorentz boosts of Eq. (@)
corresponding to masses m and ms. The state (12)) is manifestly entangled.

3.1 Entanglement in neutral meson decays

To show how the frame related entanglement affects actual physical processes, let us consider the decay of a
charged D meson into three particles [63] D™ — K° + e™ + v.. The strangeness eigenstate (neglecting CP
violation for simplicity) |K?) = % (|JKL) — |Kg)) is a linear combination of the mass eigenstates | K1), |Kg),
the latter corresponding to definite masses my,, mg. For the quantum mechanical analysis conducted here, where
spin is neglected, |K°) is perfectly analogous to the flavor neutrino state of Eq. (I). If the Kaon has definite
3-momentum k in the laboratory frame, we may write the state of the decay products as

LAB 1 LAB LAB LAB LAB
(DR = s (10w e = 1kswos)) it ) W) i e 27

where wy, g = y/k? + m?% 4. Now consider the same decay, characterized by the same kinematical Mandelstam

invariants s, u, t, but suppose that the Kaon is nearly at rest in this frame, so that it may be possible to identify the
laboratory frame with the QRF of the Kaon. In this case the state of the decay products reads

K K K K
(105 p2 )8 g o)1 mu ) s — 1N U 1A% p ) 10, ma )
V2

The above state displays entanglement among the leptons, whereas they were originally in a product state in the
laboratory frame. We stress that this form of entanglement is exclusively related to QRF transformations.

|pP) ) = ) . (13)

3.2 Possible observable signatures

Although the entanglement itself is frame-dependent, behind the scenes all the transformations involved are unitary,
as extensively discussed for instance in [26]]. Entanglement-related observables are simply mapped (unitarily) into
distinct observables by QRF transformations. To illustrate this point, consider the states of Egs. (IT) and (I2) and

denote by ’HSK) the Hilbert space of particle J in the QRF of particle K. The quantum boost transforming from
the A frame to the v frame is the unitary map

UL : HE @ A - 1Y o1l (14)

that reads the neutrino momentum as input (via A) and performs the corresponding boost on A and B. We will
now drop the argument of U for notational convenience. If OS% : ’HS’) ® Hg) — HE:) ® Hg) is an observable in
the rest frame of the flavor neutrino v, then the inverse QRF transformation Ut maps it unitarily to an observable
in the A frame as [21]:
oy =utolhu (15)
Then, by unitarity
A A A v v
(W5 105 105 = (W51 O%5 [Wi) (16)
or, equivalently, TrAB(pA) O(” 5)="Tr l,(pBV O(A)) in terms of the density matrices pf;% and pg,). This is pe-
culiar to QRFs: the two sides of Eq. (I6) have the same numerical value, but a completely different interpretation
within the two frames. The QRFs, in particular, do even disagree on the system with respect to which the observ-
ables are referred to (Bv or AB). At the same time, unitarity, in the shape of Eq. (16), implies that we observe
as entanglement in a frame is just transformed into a distinct quantity (not necessarily related to entanglement) by
the QRF transformation. To make this point even clearer, consider the entangled state of Eq. (I2) and define an



entanglement witness, that is, an observable which vanishes in absence of entanglement and signals its presence.
Denote, for notational simplicity, p'y ; = AY % o, 04 o = A5 0% 0P = AY PR, Pl o = Ab P, and rewrite
the state (12) as

W) = cos 814 )Y 9l 1)) 4 sind [ )¢ [l ) ) (17)

Let L%)B be the tensor product operator
W =rLyoLg: HY oY -1V o) (18)
where each of the operators L ; has the only nonvanishing matrix elements
(Pl Ly ply,) = €s (19)

for J = A, B and some complex constants €;. The operator defined above may be related to some interaction

Hamiltonian driving momentum transitions in A and B. It is straightforward to check that L( ) is an entanglement
witness. On product states one does indeed find

BB ) LS 10 ) 17 ) = (20)

for all j, k = 1,2. On the other hand, a simple computation shows that
( |L(V) |1/J(V)) = 2cosfsinf Re (eaep) . (21)

Comparing the Eq. (ZI) to the linear entropy E;, = 1 — Tr(p%), where pg is the reduced density matrix with
respect to A or B, we find that

v v v 2
_ @ LY )
2Re? (ea€p)
Therefore the linear entropy vanishes whenever the witness does, as required. In the neutrino frame, the observable

[?] is directly related to the entanglement in the AB state. Transforming back to the A frame, in accordance with
the general prescription of Eq. (I6), the witness (2I)is turned into the expectation value

(22)

(¢ (A)| O(A) |1/J(A)) = 2cosfsinfRe (esep) . (23)

Clearly OJ(BAV) is not related to any entanglement, which is absent for the product state of eq. (II). Nonetheless
unitarity provides, in this way, a means to detect the frame-related entanglement, even within a frame where
entanglement is absent, by simply measuring the appropriate observable.

4 Conclusions

QRFs have emerged, in the latest years, for their primary importance in relational descriptions of Quantum Gravity,
where even the notion of a classical reference frame may fail to be appropriate. In this work, following the
reference we have shown that QRFs may be fundamental also in particle physics, specifically pertaining to
particle mixing. We have argued that the notion of a rest frame for a mixed particle necessarily falls within the
context of QRFs. We have then displayed how relativity of entanglement, a striking signature of QRFs, may have
an observable impact on the dynamics of mixed particle systems (neutral mesons, neutrinos, etc.)
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