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Abstract: We review the canonical transformation in quantum physics known as the Bogoliubov
transformation and present its application to the general theory of quantum field mixing and
oscillations with an arbitrary number of mixed particles with either boson or fermion statistics.
The mixing relations for quantum states are derived directly from the definition of mixing for
quantum fields and the unitary inequivalence of the Fock space of energy and flavor eigenstates is
shown by a straightforward algebraic method. The time dynamics of the interacting fields is then
explicitly solved and the flavor oscillation formulas are derived in a unified general formulation with
emphasis on antiparticle content and effect introduced by nontrivial flavor vacuum.
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had been taken to a qualitatively different level in quantum physics and are responsible
for such dramatic phenomena as phase-transitions, superconductivity, superfluidity and
quark-hadron duality. Representations of physical theory in terms of different generalized
coordinates in classical mechanics were emphasized and elaborated in the theory of canon-
ical transformation (CT) using Hamiltonian dynamics and the Jacobi Equation. The theory
of CT plays a central role in classical mechanics both by providing a powerful tool for
solving dynamics and by setting up a conceptual framework to establish bridges between
various physical models. However, the general theory of CT fails in quantum mechanics
due to the operator nature of the generalized coordinates that leads to the ordering ambi-
guities in generating functions. Although some conjectures existed that identified CT in
quantum mechanics with unitary transformations and even some classes of non-unitary
transformations, the true relevance of CT in quantum physics is yet to be established. Out
of a large body of CT known in classical mechanics, the only transformation that survived
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iations. the quantum transition is what is known today as the Bogoliubov Transformation (BT).
In this work, we consider the role of BT in the field theory of mixing and the definition
of the flavor quantum states and make an attempt toward a complete formulation of such
a field theory of mixing. This involves an introduction of general formalism as well as

phenomenological implications. Quantum mixing of particles is among the most interest-
ing and important topics in particle physics [1-6]. The standard model involves quantum
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Since the middle of the century, when the quantum mixing was first observed in
meson systems, this phenomenon has played a significant role in the phenomenology
of particle physics. Back in the 1960s, the mixing of K and K provided evidence of
CP-violation in weak interactions [23] and till today meson mixing is used immensely
to experimentally determine the precise profile of the CKM unitarity triangle [7,8,24].
Upgraded high-precision B-meson experiments would be vital to search for deviations
from the unitarity in a CKM matrix, which can put important constraints on the physics
beyond the standard model. At the same time, in the fermion sector, the discovery of
neutrino mixing and neutrino masses challenged our fundamental understanding of the
P-violation and, in part, of the standard model itself.

Regarding the vanishing magnitudes of the expected new physics effects (such as the
unitarity violation in the CKM matrix and/or neutrino masses), it is imperative that the
theoretical aspects of the quantum mixing are precisely understood. In this respect, it was
noticed recently that the conventional treatment of flavor mixing, where the flavor states
are defined in the Fock space of the energy eigenstates, suffers from the problem with the
probability conservation [25,26]. This suggested that the mixed states should be treated
independently from the energy eigenstates. It was found, indeed, that the flavor mixing
in quantum field theory introduces very nontrivial relationships between the flavor and
the energy quantum states, which lead to unitary inequivalence between the Fock space
of the interacting fields and that of the free fields [27-30]. This is quite different from the
conventional perturbation theory where one expects the vacuum of the interacting theory
to be essentially the same as one of the free theory (up to a phase factor 0 [31,32]).

Recently, the importance of mixing transformations has prompted their fundamental
examination from a field-theoretical perspective. The investigation of two-field unitary
mixing in the fermion sector by Blasone and Vitiello [25,30,33,34] demonstrated a rich
structure of the interacting-field vacuum as a SU(2) coherent state and altered the oscilla-
tion formula to include the antiparticle degrees of freedom. Subsequent analysis of the
boson case revealed a similar but much richer structure of the vacuum of the interacting
fields [35,36]. Especially, the pole structure in the inner product between the vacuum of
the free theory and the vacuum of the interacting theory was found and related to the
convergence radius of the perturbation series [36]. Attempts to look at the mixing of more
than two flavors have also been carried out [37,38]. Also, a mathematically rigorous study
of 2-flavor quantum field mixing has been offered by Hannabuss and Latimer [39,40].

In this article, we present a brief review of CT and apply the quantum linear CT (or
BT) to the advances in quantum field theory of mixing. The mixing relations for quantum
states here are derived directly from the definition of the mixing for quantum fields and
the unitary inequivalence of the Fock spaces of energy and flavor eigenstates is shown by a
direct algebraic method. The time dynamics of the interacting fields is explicitly solved and
the flavor oscillation formulas are derived in a general form with emphasis on antiparticle
content and the effect from the nontrivial flavor vacuum.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss the theory of CT with a
special emphasis on quantum linear CT (or BT) as they appear in classical and quantum
physics discussing their novel applications even in superfluidity and low-energy QCD. In
Section 3, we analyze quantum mixing from a general perspective of quantum field theory
and introduce most general field-theoretical linear mixing relations. We then analyze
implications of these relations for the flavor vacuum state, flavor Fock space and time
dynamics of flavor states in quantum field theory. In Section 4, we present the mixing
matrices and discuss the mass parameterization issue. We obtain the mass parameters in
rather general form for boson/fermion mixing with an arbitrary number of flavors and
discuss the issue of the mass parametrization. Conclusions follow in Section 5.

Supplemental materials are placed in the Appendices. Appendix A is devoted to
explicitly solving the structure of the nontrivial flavor vacuum state in the general quantum
field theory of flavor mixing. In Appendix B, we list explicitly the mixing parameters for
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the most important cases of particle mixing. In Appendix C, we present the results of
application of our general formalism to 2-flavor mixing for spin 0, 1/2 and 1 particles.

2. Canonical Transformations in Quantum Physics

The theory of CT is a powerful tool of classical mechanics. Yet, the strength of CT
is yet to be fully realized in quantum mechanics [41-44]. The ground for CT in classical
mechanics is laid down by the Hamilton formalism in which the Lagrangian function and
the dynamics in terms of generalized coordinates

0 . d C o
5aﬁm%ﬂ—5iﬂ%%ﬂ—0 M

is translated into dynamics in terms of twice as many coordinates and momenta and the
Hamiltonian function 5
i = 55 H(q,p.t),
5. — )
pi = =55 (g, p.b).

Hamiltonian formalism is advantageous over Lagrangian formalism in that it reduces
the system’s dynamics to the solution of a set of first order differential equations. On
the other hand, one has to deal with twice as many variables. The main advantage
of the Hamiltonian formalism is, however, in the conceptual framework. Note that in
Lagrangian formalism the only “fundamental” degrees of freedom are the generalized
coordinates and the momenta are merely derivatives p = %. In Hamiltonian formalism

@

both coordinates and momenta are treated on equal footing and are independent except for
the dynamical link established by Hamilton’s Equation (2). Such independence provides
the most important piece of the foundation for the theory of canonical transformations.

Thus, in classical mechanics CT is such a change of the phase space variables (g, p) —
(Q, P) that preserves the Poisson bracket

lq,p] =1=1[Q,P]. (©)

The Poisson bracket is defined as usual,

_9fdg dfag
[f, ]—Eﬁ—ﬁa 4)

The main property of CT is the way the action is transformed

[t —Hp.a.0) = [dE@.Q0+ [d(PO-H (P,Q1), ©
where the full differential is given by
dF =p-dq—P-dQ. (6)

As long as Equation (5) holds, the dynamics of the system in new coordinates is
described with Hamilton formalism and, in this sense, is similar to that of the original
description. F (P, Q,t) is often used to characterize classical CT and is typically called a
generating function [45]. CTs are extremely helpful tools that allow to change the system’s
Hamiltonian to a simpler form thus leading to great simplifications in the equations of
motion. A textbook example in this respect is the oscillator dynamics, which can be
transformed to a trivial problem with decoupled variables with [45]

pP= %(ip—i—x)

Q= \%(—ip—l—x), @)
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conventionally denoted as a and a’. CT can also be used to generate families of exactly
solvable Hamiltonians out of a single Hamiltonian where the dynamics are known, thus,
providing a set of "toy" models in which the properties can be studied exactly. Finally,
CT plays a central role in the Jacobi theory where a special transformation is sought that
reduces the dynamics to a trivial one X — ' = 0 and thus provides immediately the full
solution to the classical equations of motion [45].

In quantum mechanics, however, the use of CTs is practically completely lost. Three major
problems exist in the translation of the formalism of CTs to the quantum mechanics [4648]: the
ordering of operators must be specified, the inverse and fractional powers of operators that
may appear in the transformation must be handled and the possibility of non-unitary CT
must be addressed. While in classical mechanics three major roles of canonical transforma-
tions (evolution, physical equivalence and solving theory) are blurred together, in quantum
mechanics they are distinct. In quantum mechanics the evolution is produced by unitary
transformations, while the physical equivalence is proved with isometric transformations
(norm preserving isomorphisms between different Hilbert spaces) and the solution of a
theory is achieved by general transformations, which may involve non-unitary transforma-
tions [49,50].

A number of approaches had been pursued in a general attempt to resolve these
issues [41-44,47,48,51-59]. The conjecture that CTs in quantum mechanics are one and the
same with the unitary transformations is one of the oldest such attempts [51,52]. Non-
hermitian linear transformations [56] and general form integral transformations [53-55]
had also been considered in this respect. Such approaches typically experience the problem
that the procedure necessary to build and apply a CT is not at all simpler than finding the
solution of the original Schrodinger equation itself, thus undermining the very first idea of
the use of CT for simplification of the original problem [51-55].

A rather different approach embraces the path integral as the base for further devel-
opment of CT in the quantum theory [57-59]. The Feynman path integral (PI) written in
the phase space of p and g provides one of the most startling paradoxes in the breakdown
between classical and quantum CTs. Conventionally, one writes the PI in the Euclidean
space as

Uq,q't /Dq )Dp(t)el #iri=H(p.ab), ®)

The similarity between Equations (5) and (8) may tempt one to use this relation as
the basis for the program of quantization of CT [57-59]. Nonetheless it had been noted in
the literature that the main obstacle along this line consists in the discretized nature of the
expression (8) [44]. Specifically, one needs to remember that Equation (8) is only a formal
representation in which the time derivatives, for example, should be properly defined. In
this sense Equation (5) can not hold if p - dg — P - dQ # dF(P, Q) in a finite-difference form.
Also, an explicit application of canonical transformation to formal expression (8) to derive,
for example, the analog of the Jacobi equation for the propagator U(g,q") immediately
yields an inconsistent answer.

The breakdown of Equation (6) in the quantum case can be seen as the primary source
of the lack of correspondence between quantum and classical CTs. It may be of interest to
examine this point more closely. Consider, for example, the point transformation ¢ — Q(gq)
in the usual Lagrangian form of the path integral

U(q,q’;t) = [ Dy(t)e 4@/ 2V @)
(Q,Q’; ) = [ DQ(r)J(Qe | @1/ 2+V(Q), )

This transformation is widely applied in the field theory and generally known to work
well even though Equation (9) is only a formal representation of a properly discretized
expression. One reason for this is that the contributions to the PI in Lagrangian form come
only from the trajectories that are continuous, thus, justifying the use of transformation (9).
Really, one considers a trajectory that has a discontinuity q(t) — q(7 +0) = q(t) + A at
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some time 7. If sampled with time step dt, such trajectory would contribute to the integral
a quantity

- [ arg*/2+v
e_AZ/zdte f%ﬁff (q (q)) (10)

As dt — 0, this contribution becomes exponentially suppressed relative to the contri-
butions coming from the comparable continuous trajectories. Then, it can be said that the
support of the integral in Equation (9) consists only from the continuous trajectories q(t)
and this is why the formal operation with the integrand in Equation (9) works.

In the case of the phase space form of PI (8), one may immediately observe that integra-
tion over discontinuous trajectories (g(t), p(t)) is not suppressed. Really, the contribution
of such a trajectory would come with merely a factor of e?27 where Aq is the discontinuity
in q(t). Moreover, to derive the Lagrangian PI from Equation (9), one needs to integrate
each p(x) from —oo to +oo regardless of the values of p(x) at the neighboring points. Thus,
in Equation (8) the discretized nature of the integral is important and Equation (6), infinites-
imally correct, cannot be generally used. It is useful to note, however, that Equation (6) will
retain its general validity in finite-differenced form if the canonical transformation is linear.
Indeed, it had been known for quite some time that linear canonical transformation can
be applied successfully in quantum mechanics (most typical example is, again, quantum
oscillator) [41-43].

Despite such severe limitations of the apparatus of CTs in quantum mechanics, the use
of linear CT had proved to be of great advantage in the study of nonperturbative features
of quantum systems. The quantum linear CT was first put forward in 1947 by Russian
physicist N. Bogoliubov in order to build a microscopic theory of superfluidity and often
bears his name [60]. The method was then extended to superconductivity in 1958 [61,62].
The theory of BT is usually formulated in terms of creation/annihilation operators of the
quantum many-body problem. Two forms of BT (one for fermions and another for bosons)
are known. For bosons BT reads

_ _ t
I?k - u(k>ak v(k)b¥k (11)
BT, = v(k)ay —u(k)b",,
where u(k) and v(k) are transformation amplitudes such that u?(k) — v?(k) = 1. For
fermions
Ar = u(k)ay +o(k)bt,

B, = —o(k)ag + u(k)b', (12)

and u? (k) + v?(k) = 1.
The theory of BT can be viewed mathematically as a rotation of basis in the linear
space of quantum fields built on (ay, by, h.c.). BT is a unitary transformation and can be

represented in the form

i%.‘)(k)(”;bik*”kb—k)

U=e (13)

Physically, due to the manifestation of fundamental physical properties as observable
effects inherent to quantum physics, this transformation describes an alternative set of
degrees of freedom of the field-theoretic model that appear as quasi-particles with different
properties than those of the original particles.

Over the years, BT found a wide range of applications in various areas of quantum
physics from condensed matter theory [63] to strongly interacting QCD [64-67]. It pro-
vided a powerful nonperturbative tool that helps to understand many central features of
macroscopic behavior of field-theoretic models. To illustrate the power of BT, let us begin
by considering its first success in the theory of superfluidity in more detail.

Superfluidity is the phenomenon of loss of viscous friction in a flowing fluid at
superlow temperatures. Superfluidity was discovered by Petr Kapitza and Arno Allen
Penzias and Robert Woodrow Wilson in 1938 [68]. P. Kapitza later received the Nobel prize
for this discovery. The theoretical explanation of superfluidity was obtained in the works
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of L. Landau and N. Bogoliubov [60,69,70]. According to Landau, viscous friction is due
to the transfer of momentum between neighboring fluid elements toward the walls of the
fluid container via the gradient in the fluid velocity. At low temperature, the viscous drag
is transferred to the fluid from the stationary walls by means of elementary excitations. If
such elementary excitation is created at the wall with momentum p, it will transfer to the
fluid a momentum Py = p and an energy Ey = €(p) so that the momentum and energy of

the fluid become
P=Muv+ P

E=1Mo?+ Ep + Pyo. (14)

The central point of this argument is the notion that the viscous drag excitations can
be created at the walls only if there is free energy to do so, i.e., if the energy of the fluid will
decrease when such excitation is created. That means that if

v<elp)/p (15)

then none such elementary excitation can be created. For any fluid in which elementary
excitations at low temperature are phonons with speed

u = lim @, (16)
T—=0 p

such condition occurs when v < u.

In our argument, we intentionally dismissed the role of momentum transfer by the
population of thermal elementary phonons that always exist in the liquid and that is
capable of carrying momentum from one point to another and thus provide a source of
viscous friction. The momentum, which thermal elementary excitations may support,
is finite and decrease with the temperature. It may be shown that such momentum is
proportional to fluid velocity and is

P = M,,v. (17)

Whenever M,y < M the momentum capacity of thermal phonons becomes insufficient
to decelerate the fluid, i.e., superfluidity is observed. In these conditions, one component
of mass M,y acts like an ordinary fluid being subject to viscous forces and the remainder
experiences zero viscous effect and forms the superfluid component. The amount of
viscous components at a given temperature can be calculated in the microscopic theory
of superfluidity, which we will describe below, and can be shown to fall as T* as the
temperature decreases.

The microscopic theory of superfluidity had been suggested originally by N. Bogoli-
ubov [60,63] and made use of three fundamental points, which are thought to be valid for
low-temperature real fluid. The three fundamental assumptions of Bogoliubov’s treatment
are that at low temperature a macroscopic number Ny of particles in the fluid occupies
one single-particle state, for example, k = 0, the interaction between particles is essentially
short range and its main effect consists in scattering particles in/out of the Bose condensate,
thus making pairs of particles with momenta k and —k as the second largest population in
the system. With these assumptions the original many-body Hamiltonian

1

_ V0 t ot

H = Zekakak + 7 Z Vkl*ke.akl akzaksuk46k1+kz,k3+k4 (18)
k k1,ko,k3,ks

can be transformed into

NZ 1
H= ng +3 ), [(eg +ng)(afay + a* a_y) + ng(afa® , + ak’l—k)} , (19)
)
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where we also neglected “small” commutator [ag, a}] relative to Ny. Here, g is the strength of
effective short range interaction between the particles in the superfluid fluid and n = N/V
is the particle density.

It was further observed by N. Bogoliubov that Hamiltonian (19) can be exactly diago-
nalized with the linear canonical transformation of the form (11) where

1(e)+ng

v§=u§—1:2< E, —1) (20)
and
E, = \/(62 +ng)? — (ng)? = \/(62)2 +2nge,9. (21)
After BT, the Hamiltonian becomes
1 5 1 0 1 + +

H=—-gn’V—-) (e +ng—E)+5 Y Ex(AAc+ AT Ay). (22)

2 2 2420

Equation (22) solves the original problem in its entirety yielding the energy spectrum
of the elementary excitations, ground state energy and vacuum structure. In particular, all
elementary excitations correspond to coherent superpositions of particles af and holes a_
in the Bose condensate with the wave vector k and energy Ej. In a long-wavelength limit
(k — 0) the elementary excitations represent sound waves with the propagation speed

_ "8

For short wavelength, the spectrum is that of a free particle shifted upward by a
constant gn arising from the interaction with the Bose condensate.

From Equation (21), the thermal spectrum of the excitations can be easily derived and
shown to be that of a Bose gas and all other thermodynamic properties of superfluid can
be found [63]. In particular, one can easily show that the momentum, which can be carried
by thermal excitations, at low temperatures is proportional to T*

3
P = —/ <2tj_[;;)3p -n(e — pv) ~ vT, (24)

where n(€) is the Bose—Einstein distribution. In this brief example, the power of the
application of CT can be vividly seen because an exact solution to a highly nontrivial
problem is obtained with ease and full information about the system becomes available.

Even when BT does not lead to a full diagonalization of the model Hamiltonian, the
reduction gained by its use may be beneficial. In QCD, BT has been used continuously to
describe nontrivial structure of a QCD vacuum, its superconducting properties and values
of quark and glue condensations [64—67,71]. In a number of variational and field-theoretic
works, it was suggested that the quantum configurations with quark pairs may have a
lower free energy than a perturbative QCD vacuum and thus be energetically preferred
leading to existence of nontrivial color condensation in a QCD vacuum. Such models had
also been extended to describe properties of dressed constituent quarks and to derive from
fundamental QCD hadron structure and mass spectrum [71]. In BT treatment, the QCD
vacuum |Q)) is modeled as the BT vacuum annihilated by quasi-particle operators obtained
from the original current-quark ladder operators with a rotation

Aj (k) = cosbra) (k) — Asin6;b? (k),

By (k) = cos 6b, (k) + Asin Ogal (k). 25)
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Here, A is the helicity of the quark. Such vacuum can be explicitly related to the
perturbative vacuum by

= exp[ Z/ Atan@ka)\(k)b}:(k) |0}, (26)

where the gap angle 6, is a free parameter used to minimize the energy of the trial QCD
vacuum. The condition of the energy minimization typically results in a nonlinear integral
gap equation, which needs to be solved in order for the explicit structure of the vacuum
to become transparent. Such approach is able to describe the vacuum condensations in
QCD as well as superconducting BCS features of the QCD vacuum. Operators A, (k) can
be seen to describe the dressed quarks and may be further used to model dynamical mass
generation of the constituent quarks in the Constituent Quark Model (CQM) and to produce
a CQM-like description of the hadrons starting from the current quarks and fundamental
QCD Hamiltonian [71]. The BT application to the QCD in 1+1 dimensions [72] has been
exhibited for the mass gap of the quark [73-75] and the quark-antiquark bound-state
equations [76-79].

Along this line, one employs the above QCD vacuum to construct meson states as
produced on top of |Q)) by means of the meson creation operator

Bk,
Qe = L | G ¥ AL 0B () @)

The application of a variational principle, or Tamm-Dancoff truncation, to

In]P) = Qf;p|Q) (28)

leads to a Schrodinger type equation, which can be solved for the spectrum and wave-
functions of the mesons [71]. Further improvements of this approach, which rely on the
QCD vacuum improved by an introduction of two and four quasi-particle correlations, is
known in QCD as Random Phase Approximation (RPA) [71,80,81]. RPA, based on taking
into account particle—particle and particle-hole correlations in the mean field, also applied
in many other areas of quantum physics.

In all of these applications, BT serves as a powerful tool to help gain nonperturbative
knowledge about quantum-mechanical and field-theoretical properties of physical systems.
BT, stemming from the classical apparatus of CTs, is more an exception rather than a rule
given that the systematic translation of classical CTs into quantum framework experiences
detrimental difficulties. Nonetheless, since its introduction in 1947, BT found a wide area
of applications ranging from problems of condensed matter physics to strong interacting
QCD as well as meson physics. It is repeatedly employed to describe nontrivial correlations
in physical systems responsible for some dramatic physical behavior such as superfluidity,
superconductivity, phase transitions, nontrivial vacuum condensations. In this article, we
will now focus our attention on the application of BT that appeared in the field theory
of flavor oscillations. In the upcoming sections, we will examine this development in
greater detail.

3. General Theory of Quantum Field Mixing

Quantum field mixing is a fascinating phenomenon, first observed in weak interac-
tions, where the interacting states of a particle are dramatically different from the free-
propagation states. As a result, the particle, say, produced in a weak decay evolves over
time into a drastically different weak-interaction state with a very different weak decay
signature. One usually thinks of this phenomenon in terms of weak-interaction (or flavor
A, B, ...) eigenstates and free-propagation (or energy a, b, .. . ) eigenstates. The flavor state
produced in weak interaction shall be represented as a superposition of energy-eigenstates,
which then propagate independently from each other. Should weak decay happen once
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more, however, the evolved superposition of energy-eigenstates should be represented
again in terms of flavor-eigenstates to find appropriate weak-decay modes. In quantum
mechanics, mixing of flavors is described by the interaction Hamiltonian 1

1
Hi=3Y ¥ mulect o), (29)
k pv=AB,..

where a:ELB,m (a4,p,..) are creation (annihilation) operators for quantum flavor-states. The
full Hamiltonian

H=Y Y e%ka;ka%k + H; (30)
k u=A,B,..

can be straightforwardly diagonalized by introducing quantum energy states

H=Y Y. ei,ka:-rkai,k—kconst
k i=a,b,... !

_ 4
A= L Upauk,
u=A,B,...

(31)

where U;ry is an appropriate unitary mixing matrix. This simple transformation allows one
to immediately solve for time dynamics of flavor states in quantum mechanics and arrive
to oscillation formulas for probability for a flavor state A to appear as a flavor state B after
time t;
|]4/ k> = Z uyi“/ k>
! ; 32
(v, K1, K, B = | U U e i 2. 62
i
In the case of only two flavors, one recovers the famous Pontecorvo oscillation formu-
las EE
[(A|A;1)|? = 1 — sin?(20) sin? (=252 t);

33
|(B|A; 1) |2 = sin?(20) sin? (e Eey), (33)

where 6 is a 2-flavor mixing angle.
In quantum field theory, analogously, mixing is described with interaction Hamilto-

nian density
Hip) =5 L mudl (o) +he ()

uv=A,B,...

Full classical Hamiltonian can be similarly diagonalized with appropriately chosen
linear transformation from flavor-fields ¢, to mass-fields ¢;

P = @i= Y. UL (35)
u=A,B,...
Ho(p(x)) + Hi(p(x)) = Ho(e(x)). (36)

Here H, is a free-theory Hamiltonian and the free-fields ¢; are given in terms of their
Fourier transform as usual

Z/ N uka iko (1 ) +Uk(7bzka( Je 7lkx>~ (37)

1
letters A, B, ..

We use the Latin indices i, j, k,

.. and small Latin letters 4, b, ... to label the mass-eigenstates and the Greek indices y, v, p, ... and capital Latin
. to label the flavor-eigenstates.
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Ao (t) = e ®itay  and by, (t) = e *itby, with the standard equal time commuta-
tion/anticommutation relationships. In Equation (37), u; , and v}, are the free particle and
antiparticle amplitudes, respectively, and ¢ is the helicity quantum number given by

(n- s)u{w = auiw ; (n- s)viw = Uvi(a , (38)

where s is the spin operator and n = k/ |k|.

Differently from the quantum mechanics, in the quantum field theory the transforma-
tion (35) does not immediately imply a specific form for the mixing relations between flavor
and energy eigenstates. In fact, the intrinsic presence of antiparticle degrees of freedom in
quantum field theory introduces a dramatic difference. In field theory any operators with
the same conserved quantum numbers can mix. This means that in general in Equation (31)
not only the flavor particle annihilation operators with momentum k and helicity o will
mix, but also the flavor antiparticle creation operators with momentum —k and helicity
—o may enter. Thus, the most general linear mixing relations in quantum field theory are

Aukoe = Zb (“ui(k)aika + ,Byi(k)b;r,kfg)/
i=a,b,... 39
b= T (008 s+ nBulkane), 9
i=a

rUyeee

where a,(a;) stands for flavor-eigenstate (mass-eigenstate) particle annihilation operator
and by, (b;) stands for flavor-eigenstate (mass-eigenstate) antiparticle annihilation operator.
In these relations, we explicitly imply that antiparticles and "particle-holes" are treated
on an equal footing, as they enter covariant field ¢(x). Factor § = (—1)2° with S being
the spin of the mixed fields (1 is +1 for bosons and —1 for fermions) has the quantum-
statistics related origin and is required to guarantee [a,x., b, 1]+ = 0. Consequently,
we have introduced two mixing matrices, a,; and f,;, describing particle-particle mixing
and particle-antiparticle cross-mixing. For brevity, we will suppress momentum notation
implying that all quantities are taken at given momentum k and helicity ¢ or —k, —c as
indicated by the sign in front of the flavor/mass-eigenstate index (i.e., 4; stands for a;,
and b_; for b;_y_,).
A few simple properties of quantum mixing transformation are in place. For Equation (39)

to preserve commutation/anticommutation relationships,

|txw~]2 + |,By,'|2 = ]LIH,«|2 fermions,
2 2 2 (40)
|2uil~ = [Bpi|” = [Uyi|” bosons,
so that one can relate a;,; and f,; to cos and sin for fermions or cosh and sinh for bosons,
respectively;
- { cos(8,;) fermions
m M1 cosh(8,;) bosons (1)
By = { sin(6,,;) fermions
m #| sinh(8,;) bosons

Equation (39) must also furnish a representation of the classical mixing transforma-
tion (35) in the linear space of quantum fields. Then, it follows that the following relation
should hold

9;11' - 9;41" = 0y; (42)

independent of 1. We will consider a specific form of « and  quantum mixing matrices in
Section 4. Let us continue with this general form for the moment.

The possibility of antiparticle admixture in (39) has important consequences. In partic-
ular, it is clear that the vacuum |0), associated with the free fields ¢;, is not annihilated by
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ay. In fact, the use of |0) to define flavor quantum states introduces various normalization
problems. For example, if one proceeds to define the flavor quantum state as

|A) = a}0),
then obviously, as follows from Equation (40),

(AlA) = Z laai* # 1.

This forces one to introduce much artificial normalization factors as in, for exam-
ple, [27,30]. In a more general form, a similar normalization problem had been demon-
strated for a regular perturbation theory in the mixing of two fermions of spin 1/2 [25,26].

Quantum field theory of 2-flavor mixing is a theory simple enough for the perturbation
series to be summed exactly. For example, one may obtain for a time-ordered two-point
function S44 = <0| T[l,UAlﬁA} ‘0>

San =Sa(1+m%4SpSa+ m%pSeSaSESa+...)

= S4(1—m5pSpSa)~! (43)

— cos? g in2 Wty

= 08 (0) =, 75 +sin (G)kZ—m§+i5
where the “bare” propagators are S g = (K — my  + i6) ~. The transition amplitude for
a fermion A created at time t = 0 to go into the same particle at time ¢ then is given by

Pk t) = iugaeieﬂfktSiA(k, )70ul,
(44)
= cosz(G) + sinz(())\uk|23f(€k,a—€k,h)t,

where 57 , (t) is forward (t > 0) propagation function, u, j, are bi-spinors used to expand
mass-eigenstate fields and

1
Uy |* = 5 ; |”Eb”f<,a|2-

Upon computing |Uy|? one can explicitly observe that |Uy|> < 1 and thus Pa(t —
—I—O) # 1[25,26]. These results indicate that special care needs to be taken in quantum
field theory to properly define flavor quantum states. In particular, the flavor vacuum
state |Q)) shall be properly defined as a state annihilated by all flavor particle/antiparticle
annihilation operators and flavor quantum states shall be built on top of |Q2).

The explicit structure of a flavor vacuum state can be obtained by solving the set

of equations
a,|Q) =0,b,|Q2) = 0. (45)

Let us express the flavor vacuum state as a linear combination of the mass eigenstates,
i.e., in the most general form,

)= ¥ B () (a) (1) (01) 0, )

(mAD) nylnp!. .. my!

with (n) = (n1nans...). After applying Equation (45) to Equation (46) we get an infinite
set of coupled equations

Z(‘X}tiB(niJrl)(l) + BuiB(n)(;,-1)) = 0, for all sets of (n), (1), (47)

1
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where (n; £1) = (nyny...n; £1...). The solution of this problem is presented in Appendix
A. For the flavor vacuum state we find explicitly

Q) = = exp Z Zija :rb+ (48)
i,j=1
where Z;; is an (i, j) element of the matrix Z = —a~! - B. The normalization constant Z

is fixed by (Q[Q) = 1; Z = det!/2(1 + 22*) for fermions and Z = det'/?(1 — 22") for
bosons. We see that the flavor vacuum state has a rich coherent structure. This situation
is different from the perturbative quantum field theory, where the adiabatic enabling of
interaction ensures that |0>immcting ~ 10) free- A rich flavor vacuum renders additional
effects in the flavor dynamics. In particular, the normalization constant Z is always greater
than 1 so that in the infinite volume limit, when the density of states is going to infinity, we
have

Zior = exp<(2‘;)3 / dﬁln(Zﬂ) S oo, (49)

Thus, any possible state for the flavor vacuum shall have an infinite norm in the
free-field Fock space and therefore the flavor vacuum state cannot be found in the original
Fock space. The unitary inequivalence of the flavor Fock space and the original Fock space
is therefore established as (Q2]0) = i —0asV — oo.

The time dynamics of quantum field theory can be entirely described in terms of its
non-equal time commutation/anticommutation relationships. We note that in quantum
field theory of mixing only a;, and b, operators and their conjugates can mix together.
We denote the set of quantum fields formed by all linear combinations of these operators
and their products (algebraonag , b, ; andh.c.) as a cluster Q(k, o) with a particular
momentum k and helicity o. It follows then that Q(k, o)’s are invariant under mixing
transformation (39) and we can analyze each cluster independently from each other.

Then, the non-equal time commutators/anticommutators for flavor fields with given
k and o can be derived from (39) using the standard commutation/anticommutation
relationships for the mass-eigenstate ladder operators;

Fu(t) = [au(t), af]+ = kzk, ("‘yk"‘ikf [axe™", )] | +1814k151/k/{ F et b k/} >

= %(“uk“ike_iekt - ”:Bykﬁikeiekt);

[b—y(t)rbtv}i = Fvy(t)f' (50)
Guo(t) = [b—y(t), av]+ = ka/ (“;kﬁvk/ {bfke_iekt, bik/} LT 1B vk [afe’r, ay ] i)

= %(‘X;kﬁvkeiiekt - ﬁ;k‘kaeiekt)r

where + in [ |+ corresponds to commutation/anticommutation. The two matrices F and G
represent the only nontrivial commutators/anticommutators in the sense that all others
are either zero or can be written in terms of elements of these matrices. It is useful to note
that, for t — 40, Equation (50) shall be reduced to F,,(0) = d,y and G, (0) = 0. We also

note that
Fw(t)* = Fvu(_t)/

G (£)* = —Gup(1).

Equation (50) allows one to compute many quantities in the quantum field theory of
flavor mixing directly. For example, the time dynamics of the flavor-field ladder operators

(51)
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can be written as a,(t) = Y(fuwav(0) + guwb,(0) +...). Then, one can directly get
1%

fw = [a,(0), a;(t)]i = FW(—t) and g,y = [b_V(O),ay(t)]i = GW(—t), while all other
coefficients are zeros:

au(t) = Z(Fu(t)ay + Guu(=1)bL,);

52
bou(t) = (Fu(t)b—y + 3Gy (t)a}). 2)
1%

We can now consider various quantities in quantum field theory of mixing, such
as the condensate densities of the mass-eigenstate particles in the flavor vacuum (Z] =
(Q]al (#)a;(t)|Q2)), the number of flavor-eigenstate particles in the flavor vacuum (Z, =
(Qlaf (t)ay(t)|Q)) and the particle number expectation for a single flavor-particle ini-
tial state, which is related in the Heisenberg picture to Ny, = (p|a} (t)ay(t)|p), Novo =
{pIb™, (1)b—u(t)|p).

The free-field particle condensates in the flavor vacuum state can be computed directly
from Equation (39);

= Z|:Bij|2- (53)
j

In the following, the particle-antiparticle symmetry should be taken into account, so
that a corresponding antiparticle quantity can be found from the particle expression after a
necessary substitution (particles—antiparticles and vice versa). It means that the antiparti-
cle condensate is also given by Equation (53). Similarly, the flavor particle condensates in
the free-field vacuum are given by Equation (53) as well. Using Equation (52), we can also
get the flavor-particle condensates in the flavor vacuum;

Zy(t) = Y| Guu(—1)|*. (54)
M

It is remarkable that this number is not zero but oscillates with time.

The evolution of the particle (Ny,,) and antiparticle (Ny,,) expectation number with
flavor v can be found using the standard technique of normal ordering, i.e., moving annihi-
lation operators to the right side and creation operators to the left side of the expression.
With this technique, in general, we obtain

Npwo(t) = [”pr ()< [au(t)ad]« + 0po < Olay (t)ay ()]0 >
= ( )Fva<t) +f5pazv( )
Novo () = nlap, by ()] [T, (£), af]« + Gpe < O[bJ()by(1)[0 >
= 77va( )GV(T( ) +5ng1,(*f)- (55)

For a specific case of the number evolution in the beam with a fixed 3-momentum, we
find: .
Npvp =< Olapaf(t)ay (t)ah|0 >= |Fyo(£)|” + Zy (1),
(56)
N 2
Rpp =< 0laght, ()b, ()at[0 >= 5|Gyp(t) > + Z, (~).

We emphasize that no general reason can be found in the above theory for Z, (t) to be
equal to Z, (—t). In fact, explicit computation shows that if the mixing matrix U,,; is not real,
for example, CP violating CKM matrix, Z,(t) — Z,(—t) will have nonzero contribution
proportional to the imaginary part of U. We must understand this quite unexpected result
as a manifestation of T-violation in the presence of CP-violating mixing, which should
be required by the CPT-theorem. Interestingly, Equation (51) demonstrates then that T-
violation can manifest itself only in “particle-antiparticle” cross-mixing, described by G,
and not in “particle-particle” mixing described by F, .
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The flavor charge Qpy, can be defined by [33-35]

2 2
Qoup = [Fup(H)|” — 11|Gup(1)". (57)
Explicitly we get
Quu = Z(“uk“iﬁkezekt - Wﬁykﬁike—lekt)(“;k"ka’e_lek/t - Wﬁ;k’ﬁvk’elek/t>
kK
— o Yo (e Buke K — Bl e ) (D‘vk’ﬁ;k/eiek/t - ﬁuk'“f,kffiek't)
ok’
= Y (el — nBueBle) (e~ e")t"‘;k“"yk - Uez(ek/fek)tﬁykﬁ:,k/)
Kk
— (Blgtp — i Bue) (e W TRB oty — ety gt ). (58)

Taking into account Equation (42), we can write, for example, for fermions (5=1/2),
“vk’“vk + ;ka’,Byk = Uy U (COS(QVk/) COS(ka) + Sin(evk’) Sin(evk))

= Uy Uy cos(Oyp — Oyi) = Uy U, cos (O ),

ﬁzk“vk’ - o‘:k,ka’ = Uyl k(COS(ka’) Sin(evk) - COS(QVk/) Sin(evk))

= Uy Uy sin(0y — Oppr) = Uy Uy sin(Oprg).

14

Thus, we find

Quup = L Uy Uy U Ur, (cos? (Bxir ) cos(wyrt) + i cos(Byk) cos(B,x + 0, ) sin(wiwrt)
kK HE e (59)
+ sin2(9k/k) COS(Qk/kt) — isin(Gk/k) sin(ka + Gyk’) Sil’l(Qkk/f)),'

where ();; = €; + €; and w;j = €; — €}, and finally
QVVP = Z RE( vk! u;kuyku;k/><COSZ(9kkr) COS(a)k/kt) —H sinz(Gk/k) COS(Qk/kt))
+ Z Im( K kallyku;k,)(cos(ekk/) o8 (0yx + 0, ) sin(wprit) (60)
| sm( k) SIN(0k + 0,10) sin(Qugt) ).

These formulas are valid for bosons with the substitution cos — cosh, sin — sinh.

Finally, we note that Equation (56) may be viewed as a superposition of two terms:
p — v propagation and background vacuum contribution Z,. Thus, one may introduce the
particle-particle and particle-antiparticle propagation amplitudes, respectively,

Pp—ﬂ/(k/t) [ay(t),a ( )+ = FP(t>
Pos—i(kt) = [b-y(t),a p(O) + = Gyp().

Indeed, such propagation amplitudes also appear from the flavor-field Green functions
defined on the flavor vacuum |Q): (Q|T ¢y (k, t)rp;(k, 0)]1Q0).

(61)

4. Mixing Matrices and Mass Parameters Issue

As we have seen in the previous section, the possibility of antiparticle admixture
in quantum field-theoretical flavor mixing is capable of introducing new effects in flavor
dynamics. The flavor vacuum state requires rich coherent structure and oscillation formulas
change with high-frequency antiparticle terms.

If the description of classical (or quantum-mechanical) mixing involves one unitary
matrix U, in quantum field theory in general one needs two matrices « and B to describe
a representation of the mixing transformation. In field theory, these matrices should be
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related to their classical counter-part. A way to establish such a relationship was proposed
in the quantum field theory of flavor mixing by Blasone and Vitiello [30].

Blasone and Vitiello based their theory on the observation that an explicit quantum
transformation A (U, t) in the linear space of quantum fields can be constructed out of
fields ¢ and their canonical momenta 7t that provides a representation of the classical
relation (35);

¢a(t) = Y Uaipi(t) = AU 1) a () AU, 1), ete. (62)
i
In the simplest case of two-scalar mixing such a transformation is explicitly
A1) = eif)fdx(n:f(x,t)q)h(x,t)—ﬂg(x,t)(p,,(x,t)—i-h.c.)'
This indeed generates the mixing transformation for 2-flavors

$pa = cos(0) @, + sin(0) @y
¢p = —sin(0) @, + cos(0) @y

and diagonalizes the quantum Hamiltonian, which can be checked by a straightforward
computation. In the associate Fock-space A(U, t) acts similarly;

|A) = A(U,0)"|a), etc, (63)
and the ladder operators are transformed in the same way;
as(t) = AU, DT (HA(U, 1), ete. (64)
These definitions are consistent in the sense that

|A+1) =4l (0)|A) = A(U,0)%al(0)A(U,0)A(U,0)"|a)

(65)
= A(U,0)tat(0)|a) = A(U,0)F|]a+1)
and the flavor vacuum state satisfies
14(0)|Q) = A(U,0)"a,(0)A(U,0)A(U,0)t|0) = 0. (66)

The two-flavor mixing and the three-flavor mixing (where explicit building of A (U, t)
is a much more difficult task) for both spin-1/2 fermions and scalar bosons had been
analyzed along this line in the literature [30,33-35,38].

To develop our general formulation, we shall pursue a slightly different strategy.
We shall avoid the step of explicitly building the quantum representation A(U, t) by
employing Equation (35) and an observation, pioneered in [28], that the ladder operators
can be directly extracted from the covariant fields with a linear operation. For example, for
spin-1/2 fermions

Ao (t) = %uﬁr(l)ik(”'
”\/? ‘ + (67)
bi—k—o(t) = Tilkvljkfaq)ik(t) ,

where H and h parameters are defined as follows

uj _ o Htoi _opt j
Hkaéffxff/ - ukcrukzr’ - Z]7k71707k7(7”
(68)

uj _ M
hk(r(sff,(f’ = UV k—¢'

Since the Fourier component ¢; () =Y \/%T( (uh apneo (t) + 0y bF | (1)) is obviously
o 1

a linear combination of ¢;(x, t), one can express the ladder operators as linear combinations
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of the original covariant fields. Using linearity of the mixing transformation (62), we can
find the structure of a,, (t) without explicitly building A (U, t);

e (1) = Yl (AU (AW, 1)

\/2€L +
‘ Hm'zk e Upjpyic(t), (69)

For the bosons, however, the ladder operators do not separate as in the fermion case,
for example,

ufaqoik(t) = (aiktf( ) bz k— (7( )) (70)

2€ ik

and in general hﬁ » 7 0. Equation (70) implies that particles and antiparticles in boson case
can not be distinguished unless time dynamics is considered. Therefore, we define the
ladder operators for bosons by

Aiko = Mi:,( TEpac(t) + ﬁfpik(t)),
(71)
b+

ko — vijk_g(\/ %q’ik(t) - ﬁ?lk(ﬂ) .
With Equations (67) and (71), we then derive for fermions

2e u u}l j

_ j pt_j +
a, = —HW (ukgukg,a + 1y, 0y UL ]) e
_ & HY g B 1.
_Z(\/?jHW nj ]+\/ e U0 )
j
_ 2 ptoj j * Uy
by = “grm 2((”-1( auka’> af + (U k—o¥—k— w) b—j)

. , (72)
re,; (HM " e (hH "
= ; < ?? (HW‘) Uﬂ]b—] - \/ ?I; (HW2 u‘u] ]>

and for bosons:

_ V2% ptoj o eute; ptj €t \ Yy
y = ~75— 2 (ukaukrr/ aj + UeoV_x—o’ € bt ) /2€j
B S
=Yy HMU,ja; + WU, b+ ;
j
= 2e + u—€j + i €ut€; * U
b, = H2<vﬂ Wl ]aT+UV v] euteiy, ) 1j
H 2 i k—0o ka’ Ey — k-0’ € \/E
#y )G /614 /71 (73)
L™ (Hm Urb_j+ Ay (h)" :

2

|
=

By defining
%Juw' Bui = 7iUnjs (74)
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where

€1 HM .
= gw fermions,

w1 E0

€ hW
]/I
HW‘ fermlons,

hwﬁ \/7

this can be put in the form given by Equation (39).
Using the formulas presented in Appendix B, we can explicitly verify for S = 0,1/2,1
that the conditions (40) and (42) are satisfied and Equations (72) and (73) provide a repre-

=

bosons. (75)

bosons,

. . o . 97y .
sentation of the classical mixing transformation. As an example, consider W’Z for spin-1/2

9, am
fermions. One notices that "} f can be reduced to a—” = 7y +f(my), for example, for

fermions 2sin(6. 1)
sin(6,, dsin(6,;)
1 i
8614]" . 86;4]- Iy oy

- - = flmy) — flmy) =0

omy  omy  cos(0,y)  cos(6y)

so that 6,; = 6, — 6, where cos(6,) = 2\% Ve tmy + /ey —my) and sin(6),) =

ﬁ(\/ €y +my — /€, — my). Thus, Equation (42) is trivially satisfied. One can use then

the general results from the prev1ous sections to analyze the flavor dynamics in this case.

We note that Nyy,'s as well as Qs are in general dependent on the choice of mass
parameters 11, used to define H and / in (72) and (73) via amplitudes u* and v¥. One may
explicitly see this in the example of the charge operator. As can be seen from Equation (60),
Quvu will not depend on the choice of mass parameters n1, only for real mixing matrix Uy;.
Otherwise, as in the example of CP-violating CKM matrix, there will be a nontrivial mass
dependence from the imaginary part of U. Interestingly, even in the latter case, there is no
dependence on the mass of the flavor field v (m,) but only on the mass associated with the
initial flavor state y. Blasone and Vitiello maintained that the set of the free-field masses
Mi—,p, .. shall be chosen as my,.

An alternative view considers Equation (69) as a result of expanding the flavor fields
¢u(x) in the basis parametrized by masses m,, where Blasone and Vitiello’s choice cor-
responds to setting m, to the free-field masses observed in the experiment. Still, one
may as well expand the flavor fields on a basis with other flavor mass parameters My,

Pi 7, as different free-field amplitudes with flavor mass

corresponding to choosing ugg, v
parameters m, in Equations (72) and (73) [28].

This ambiguity can be understood in terms of the original Blasone and Vitiello’s idea as
follows. For any A(U, t) that is a valid representation of the classical mixing transformation,
AN'(U, t) = I(t)A(U, t), which can be obtained by means of a similarity transformation that

mixes a,(t) and b;fkf (1) but leaves their covariant combination ¢ (k) unchanged (i.e.,

¢u(k,t) = I(t)*pu(k,t)I(t)), is also a valid representation of the mixing transformation.
The ladder operators, defined by Equations (72) and (73), therefore depend on the choice of
I(t) or, equivalently, the choice of “bare" mass m,, associated with the flavor states.
Although there are different opinions about whether or not the measurable quantities
in the theory shall depend on the mass parameters [28,34-36,82], we note that the mass
parametrization problem indeed is not specific to the quantum mixing but exists in almost
any instance of quantum field theory. For example, consider a free theory with Hamiltonian

: H() = Z(GE{ZEUIZEU + eﬁb%ab%tr) ’ (76)

ko
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one may change the mass parametrization m — m, [35];

~ i(&:—ep)t % i(éz+er)t
a(t) \ _ 1 a N R a(0)
( E+(t) ) =1 (t)< b+ >I(t) - ( e—i(é}—&-ei{’)t)\% e_i(éﬁ_eif.)tp* b‘l‘(o) ’ (77)

where & = |/k? 4+ m,?2 and €, = V'k? + m2. The number operator in such a transformation
is not conserved [36], for example, for fermions we can get

~ . . 2
(N) = [{a,a" ()} = |loel?e ™ + [Ag2e) (78)

That may lead to an obviously incorrect assertion that the number of particles in the
free field case is not an observable quantity. Mathematically, this is understood once we note
that the above transformation is equivalent to the splitting of the initial Hamiltonian into

Ho = Hy+ Hy = [dp({(p9) (py) = m2" 9} + (m2 — d)'y).  (079)

The additional self-interaction term there is responsible for oscillations in (N).

Physically, the transformation given by Equation (77) shall be viewed as a redefinition
of one-particle state. The tilde quantities correspond to a new quasi-particle, so that the
tilde number operator describes a different type of particles and thus it does not have to be
invariant under such a transformation. Still, the particle-antiparticle difference is conserved
in the transformation (77). The situation here may be analogous to the dependence of
physical observables upon the choice of the coordinate system. Although the Casimir
operator (e.g., $2 in the spin observables) must be independent from the coordinate system,
other physical quantities (e.g., Sx, Sy and S;) do depend on the choice of the coordinate
system. To compare the value of S;, say, between theory and experiment, one should
first fix the coordinate system. Similarly, specific mass parameters may need to be fixed
in a quantum field theory from physical reasons to compare theoretical results (e.g., the
occupation numbers) with the experiment.

From the above example it is clear that the mass parametrization problem is present in
any regular perturbation theory if one attempts to redefine the physical one-particle states
as in Equation (77). In the free theory and the perturbation theory this issue is resolved by
the presence of the mass scale of well defined asymptotic physical states, which therefore
fix the mass parameters. In this sense, one can agree with Blasone and Vitiello in that the
mass scale of the energy-eigenstates is the most natural choice for fixing m,,. Still, at least
one other possible mass scale exists for the flavor mixing problem, which corresponds to
the free-field part of the Hamiltonian (36).

One may find the above analogy with coordinate systems crude and deem the mass pa-
rameters in Blasone and Vitiello theory “unphysical” or “arbitrary" and, thus, conclude that
measured quantities cannot depend on such arbitrary parameters. However, we emphasize
again that, as we demonstrated above, the same mass parameterization problem is present
and well-tested by experiment perturbative quantum field theory. Many observables that
are considered well defined in perturbative quantum field theory depend on the choice
of such parameter. In perturbative theory, the asymptotic free fields provide a physical
ground to fix those masses. In flavor mixing, where there is no option to asymptotically
enable the mixing interaction, we are not yet aware of such an unambiguous way.

5. Conclusions

The quantum field mixing effects may be understood by considering interplay be-
tween the two Fock-spaces of the free-fields and the flavor fields. As we demonstrate,
this interplay is highly nontrivial and gives rise to deviations from a simple quantum
mechanical description that can be attributed to antiparticle effects in quantum field theo-
retical flavor mixing. We have now presented a solution for the quantum field theory of
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mixing with arbitrary number of fields of boson or fermion statistic. Our results fall into the
same scheme and can be easily unified. We investigated the time dynamics by calculating
non-equal time commutators in such a theory. We found an explicit solution for the Fock
space of the interacting fields and the corresponding vacuum structure, which turned
out to be a generalized coherent state. We then demonstrated the unitary inequivalence
between the mixed-fields” Fock space and the free-fields” Fock space in the infinite volume
limit. After we built a formal framework, we applied it to solve mixing dynamics of two
vector mesons (S = 1) and fermions (S = 1/2). We found that the scalar/pseudoscalar
(S = 0) boson mixing is the same as the mixing of transverse components of the vector
fields, while for the longitudinal component of the vector field we found richer momentum
dependence than in the spin-zero case. In Reference [83], we have also addressed the
problem of time-to-space conversion in quantum field theory of mixing and explicitly
considered the effect from a nontrivial flavor vacuum on oscillations of flavor in space.

The general quantum field theory of mixing introduces the following differences
relative to conventional quantum mechanical treatment: the oscillation formulas involve
all possible low-frequency and high-frequency energy combinations; the amplitudes of
the oscillation terms are momentum dependent; we find a red EPR-coherent antiparticle
beam generated for an initially spatially localized definite-flavor particle wave-packet with
momentum k and propagating in the opposite direction from an emitted particle [83]; the
shape of flavor spatial oscillations is distorted from a simple sinusoid.

Our general approach does not use any specific continuous parametrization of the
mixing group but directly takes the values of the matrix elements. This allows an analysis
to be carried out in a unified closed form presented in Sections 3 and 4. In general, it may
be preferable to find solutions for mixing quantities without going through intermediate
explicit parametrizations of the flavor mixing transformation.
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Appendix A. The Flavor Vacuum State

In this appendix we present a solution for the explicit flavor vacuum structure. We
first consider the boson case.

We write the sought flavor vacuum as the most general linear combination from the
original-field Fock space, i.e., Equation (46) :

o= T () () () ()

(D) nylnp!. . nyl

The part of Equation (45) involving antiparticle annihilation operators results in a
dependent set of equations and thus can be omitted. Expanding Equation (45), we find:

(@B 1)y + BBy (1, -1) ) = 04l (), (1) (A2)
]

where (1 + 1) notation stands for (11, ny,...,1;+1,...n) and k is the number of flavor
fields. To solve this infinite set of equations we introduce symbolic operators, which
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decrease the subscript index of B coefficients, i.e., d,jB(n)(l) = B(n)(l_il). Then solving
]
each set of equations in (A2) with respect to B(nj +1)(1) we find

(ni+1)(1) Z Zijd_)B (A3)
and consequently
B =11I( Zzlld—f )" By (A4)
i
with matrix Z = —&~!- B. Considering the momentum conservation and the original

Equation (A2), it can be shown that only B ) ;o) must be non-zero among all (I). Thus,
applying symbolic operators d_; and leaving only term Bg) ) in the expansion, we get

By = Y. Il FT
(Jp) l
Y, =mn;
14 ]P

Lip=1lp

z’1 .zj;B(O)(O). (A5)

It is possible to rewrite this complicated expression in a more compact form;

=z Yl i ZZU ajbt )f (A6)

(k) 1

That can be shown directly by expanding the above expression. On the other hand, it
can be argued that to obtain B, from Equation (A6) one needs to leave only those terms
in the expansion that give the correct power of particle and antiparticle creation operators,
i.e., the total powers of all a;”s are n;’s and b;”s are [;. However, this is the same to extract
B()(1) from Equation (A3). The constant Z is introduced instead of B(g) (o) and serves as a
normalization factor determined by (Q|Q)) = 1.

Equation (A6) can be further simplified to

)

% %Hﬁ(zziﬂ?bij)k‘WW =
= LILE Tzt ) 0) = (A7)
N
= L exp( z_ ijafbt;)10).

Let us now proceed to the fermion case. We employ the same idea with the symbolic
shifting operators. One needs to be careful about the sign convention here. If C(,,) ;) stands
for creation operator for fermion state |(n), (1)), we want then

4B 1) )C(n +1)(1)10) = £B 1)1y Ciny (110) = diBy 1) Cy1)10) (A8)
b By (,-1)Clny(1-1)10) = By 1,1 Cy (110) = —iBy 1y iy 1) [0)

with the correct sign. Equation (A2) then can be written in the form

Y (@ijdj + Bijd—;) B(uysy) = 0 (A9)
j

which binds together the shifting operators that increase and decrease the index. This set
can be solved as

d+z B(n l) ZZl]d*] (A10)
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N
lexp( ) Zyafb")I0)f =

with the same matrix Z found in the boson case. From the definition of shifting operators it
can be inferred that they obey the anticommutation property (i.e., d1;d+; = —d4;d+;) and
thus it can be shown further that fori; > i, > ... > iy

iiydoi,_y - -d4i Bloyay = By
" (A11)
d_jd_j, .. dfz,B< n) (1) = By
so that the solution can be written again as
By =T 1( ZZz]df] ‘Blo) 1) (A12)

where only Bg) (o) survives. Here, n; can be only 0 or 1 and the anticommutation rules
for the ordering are applied. It is remarkable that Equation (A6) can still be used for
the fermion vacuum. This can be verified by a direct expansion keeping in mind the
anticommutation nature of the ladder operators. Thus, for either the boson or fermion case
the flavor vacuum state can be written as

1 N
Q) = S exp( ) Zijajb"))|0). (A13)
ij=1

We now proceed to find the normalization constant Z. For this, we consider

N
10)> = [exp( Y Zijalb';)[0)]> = ZL,2| Z Zijalb' )F0)[%, (A14)
ij=1 ij=1

where we use the fact that the states of (Zl =1 Zl]a:err
L’s. We then employ the fact that matrix Z can be transformed to a diagonal form with two
unitary transformations, i.e.,

)E|0) are orthogonal for different

Z=| o . o |=uzv'. (A15)
0 XN
We can now introduce additional unitary transformations a’t = Utat, b'" = Vbt

to make Z Zii
ij=1

ija albt . = j Z ZLal'b't., where a1’ sat1sfy the standard commutation /

anticommutation relationship. Then, using the binomial formula to expand ( Z ZLalty't )L,
=1

we find

N
> L.zuz Z DR =S £ LRIz o)
L L™ n1+...+nN:L j=1
N o2 . . (Al6)
-y ¥ MalZU = % AP AR,

L nj+..+ny=Lj=1"7 ny,...,. AN

where A;’s are eigenvalues of ZZ". The summation limits in Equation (A16) are different
for fermions and bosons. For bosons 7; run from 0 to oo, while for fermions they only can
be 0 or 1. In either case the sum can be evaluated to give

H(l + A;) fermions

. + )
_ { det(1+ ZZ") fermions (A17)

H o x; bosons det 1 (1 — ZZ") bosons
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Appendix B. Essential Cases of Mixing Parameters H and h

Here, we list H and h parameters for the most essential cases in particle physics
including scalar/pseudoscalar spin 0, vector spin 1 bosons, and spin 1/2 fermions. For
these cases, the flavor mixing parameters can be explicitly derived from quantum field
theory [2,21]. We have, for scalar/pseudoscalar fields (spin 0):

=v:,=1, (A18)
for vector fields (spin 1):

(A19)

Eankaull

where /i = ¥ = &; and iy = :F%(Ex + i¢,) form a spherical basis. For bi-spinor fields

(spin 1/2), we use the standard representation of the y-matrices

I o 0 @
0 — N o—

and the corresponding representation for the spinors:

o= (Ve(k) + mweg, \/e(k) —m(id)we),

:< \/7 (k) — m(ii - 30—, /e(k) + mew—),

where wy is spinor satisfying (i - 0)wy = 0 - w, and o takes values £1.
The H and h parameters are then, for scalar case:

(A21)

HW =i =1, (A22)

for spin 1:
‘u]' . 6F(k)€j(k)—k2
HE'O B ot 2’ c=0
pi — enlRe (k7 (A23)

k,0 nym;

HY —hW =1,0=+l;
k4t

and for spin 1/2:

= (6l 4 m) (&56) + )+ (040 = ) (5506 = my),
1= o (e~ m) &6+ ) = (e b)) 09 ).

(A24)

Appendix C. Applications of General Quantum Field Theory of Flavor Mixing
Appendix C.1. Vector Meson Mixing (S=1) for Two Flavors

We now consider the unitary mixing of two fields with spin 1 (vector mesons). U(2)
parametrization consists of four parameters: three phases that can be absorbed in the phase
redefinition of fields and one essential real angle that is left, so that

_( cos(f) sin(0)
U= < —sin(f) cos(0) ) (A25)

Using Appendix B, we define 'yi. = %( E" £,/ ) for o = £1 and

2
Vi = 1 ﬁ’nﬂmlf (VE+ /2),
Vi = 3 m*yjf ( \/? \/g) (A26)
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for o = 0. For the free-field mass parameters 11, 71, = 73, = Y+ 1o = — V3 = V-
The ladder mixing matrices « and p are given by

‘ ( cos(6) v+ sin(6) )
—v4sin(8)  cos(f) )’

p= ( —’y,gin(G) " S(i)n(e) >

(A27)

For the flavor charge oscillations we then obtain the result that is independent from
the mass parametrization;

Q111 = 1+5sin?(26) (ry{ sin? (%) — 92 sin? (%Qf ),

Qiz1 = sin’(26) (’Yi sin’ (%ﬂ) — 42 sin? (%) ) (A28)
We see that this result, with an exception of greater complexity of 7, is identical to

the case of spin 0 [35,36]. According to the above theory, in fact, this should be expected for

the two-flavor mixing with any integer spin. For S = 1 we see that an essential difference

from the scalar/pseudoscalar meson mixing, such as the complication of momentum

dependence of ., occurs only for the mixing of longitudinally polarized particles. The

mixing of transverse components is essentially the same as in the case of spin-zero particles.
The details of non-equal time commutators are given by

et cos?(0) + e~€2!92 sin?() — e€2l92 sm2( ); v+ sin(0) cos(6) (et — e’ielt)
F= : —iext _ ,—iegt). —1e2t —i€1tn2 @il zelt ’ (A29)
Y4 sin(6) cos(6) (e e—taty; cos?(0) + e €1ty2 sin?(0) — ef€1ty2 sin?()

G [ ev-sin(8)(e7 — o) oy sin() cos(6) (et — e2) (A30)
v Sil‘l(e) Cos(e) (efzezt _ elelt) Yy Sinz(e) (ele1t _ e*lelt) .

The condensates of free-field particles are
71 = 7 = 4% sin?(0) (A31)

and the condensates of the flavor particles in the vacuum are

7y = 492 sin?(0) ( cos?(0) sin? let + 92 sin?(9) sin? % , (A%2)
Zy = 492 sin?(0) ( cos?(0) sin? let + 7% sin?(0) sin? % .
The flavor vacuum structure is defined by the matrix Z:
5 -1 ( —y4v-sin?(8)  y_ cos(6)sin(6) ) (A33)
(cos?(0) + % sin?(0)) \ 7v—cos(6)sin(0)  v4+7- sin?()

72 sin?(8) )
cos2(0)+73 sin?(0)
can see that % as function of 42 sin?(0) has a pole at imaginary -y sin(f) = i, so that the
perturbative expansion in 42 sin?(#) would have a finite convergence radius.

The time evolution of the flavor particle number (if #1 was emitted) is given by:

with the normalization constant being Z = (1 — ~1 =14 92 sin?(0). One

N1 = 1+ sin?(0) {892 cos?(6) sin? (%) — 442 cos?(0) sin? (%)
+812 12 sin?(0) sin? (%) 1, (A34)
Ni11 = 492 sin?(6) (27%r sin?(9) sin (O”t) + cos?(0) sinz(%»,
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Nip1 = sin?() {472 cos? 2(“’7) + 492 cos? smz(%)
+47+7 sin?(8) si Z(W) (A35)
Niop =492 sin2(9) (2 cos?(6) cos (QT) + ’y+ sin? s1n2 (%))

Also we note that the scalar and pseudoscalar case follows immediately from the above

presentation when 'yi. =1 ( N ) In this respect, the spin-zero mixing is equiva-

lent to the mixing of transverse components of vector fields, described by Equations (A28),
(A29), (A33) and (A34). These results are in accord with [35,36].

Appendix C.2. Fermion Mixing (5=1/2) for Two Flavors

We also present here the calculations for the S = 1/2 case. For the consistent notation
with the previous works [30,82] 2 we define

U= V(1 +my) (ea+ma)++/(e1—m1)(e2— WIz)
2,/€1€2 (A36)
V= 0.\/(61—"11)(624-"12) \/(€1+m1)(€2—m2)
= 2/ae :

The charge fluctuations are then given by

Qi1 = 1 —sin?(20) (U2 sin? (%) + V2sin? (%
Qu21 = sin*(26) (U2 sin? th> 4 V2sin? %)

)> ) (A37)

and the ladder mixing matrices are

: (A38)
_ 0 V sin(
p= ( V sin(0) 0 )’

which are the same with [30,82].
We can give more details on the fermion mixing dynamics. The non-equal time
anticommutators are given by

et cos?(0) + e~ 2t U2 sin?(0) + e/ V2 sin?(0); U sin(0) cos(0) (et — e~ient)
F= ; —iegt _ ,—iert —iept g2 —ie1t] 2 gin2 i€1t1/2 qin2 ’ (A39)

Usin(0) cos(0) (e~ €2t —e~e1t); e~i2l cos? (0) 4 e~ 1! U2 sin*(0) + €11 V2 sin* ()

s 2 —iept _ lent : —iert _ ieot
G QVs1n (0) (e ! te 2')t Vsm(G.) czos(G)(et 1 _‘etz) . (A40)

Vsin(6) cos(0) (e 'e2f —e1t) UV sin®(0) (e'1f — e~ €11)

The condensates of the free-field particles are
7y = Z) = V?sin?(h) (A41)
and the condensates of the flavor particles are
Z1 = 4V?%sin?(8) (cos?(8) sin® ( 42t ) + U2 sin?(8) sin® (23 ) ), (A1)
Zy = 4V?sin?(0) ( cos?(8) sin? let + U? sin?(0) sin? % .

2 Inournotation U = v,V = 7_.
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The vacuum structure is defined by the matrix Z:

Z:

-1 ( —UVsin?(8)  Vcos()sin(f) >
cos2(0) + U2sin?(0) \ Vcos(6)sin(f)  UVsin?(6)
1

1 —
cos?(0)+U2sin?(f) ~ 1-V2sin?(6)"
The time evolution of the flavor particle number (if #1 was emitted) is then given by:

with the normalization constant being Z =

(A43)
Ny = 4V2sin (B)Cosz(())smz(%) ,
— Agin 2 cog2 02 [ wit V2 cos? in2 [ Quat
Ny = 4sin“(0){U= cos*(0) sin (—) cos=(0) sin (T)
+U2V2sin? (0) sin® (4 )}, (A44)
si

Nip1 = 4U2V2 sin® () si Z(QT)

Appendix C.3. Boson and Fermion Mixing for Three Flavors

Mixing of three and more flavors can be considered in full analogy to the calculations
presented above using our unified formulation. Due to growing complexity of SU(N)
general parametrization for larger N, it makes better sense to consider such cases in nu-
merical form, applying our formalism to an explicitly given mixing matrix. Nonetheless,
some results for mixing in SU(3) are known in the literature in Standard and Wolfenstein
parametrization [84]. Due to the size of the relevant formulas, we do not find it possible to
explicitly list these results here. The interested reader should look at the relevant publica-
tions [37,38]. When treating such problem in general, it may be useful to keep in mind a
few comments immediately following from the general formalism. In particular, mixing
of N-flavors have similar structure for any spin with spin-information being encoded
implicitly in a;, B,; mixing parameters. Once such result is written in terms of « and B,
immediate generalization to other spins can be obtained. Furthermore, there exist close
parallels between results for bosons and fermions. If one goes from the fermion to boson
case, the sign of 82 terms shall be changed and &, f parameters should be reinterpreted
according to the spin change. For these reasons, in fact, it is sufficient to know only one case
of mixing, say fermions, in given SU(N) parametrization to extract the general result. In
particular, Reference [38] presents SU(3) calculations in standard parametrization, which
can be appropriately generalized to describe a boson case. Reference [37] considers both
the boson and fermion case for Wolfenstein parametrization of SU(3), although one shall
keep in mind that this parametrization is only an approximate description of a SU(3)

matrix.
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