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The quantum nature of neutrino oscillations would be reflected in the mismatch between the

neutrino survival probabilities with and without an intermediate observation.

We propose this

“quantum mismatch” as a measure of quantumness in neutrino oscillations, which precisely extracts

the interference term in the two-flavor limit.

In the full three-flavor scenario, we provide modi-
fied definitions of the Leggett-Garg and quantum mismatch measures.

These are applicable for

long-baseline and reactor neutrino experiments that measure neutrino survival probabilities with

negligible matter effects.

Introduction — Tests of quantum mechanics (QM) pro-
vide insights into the limits of local realism, which aligns
with the classical worldview that all properties of physical
objects have values that exist independently of their mea-
surements. For example, the Bell’s inequality [I] tests for
violations of the classical upper bound on correlations
between measurements made on spatially separated sys-
tems. Violations of this upper bound [2 B] clearly in-
dicate the need for QM, as they would be incompatible
with the hypothesis of hidden variables [4, [5].

The Leggett-Garg (LG) measure [0, [7] provides an-
other test of “quantumness” (more precisely, non-
classicality) of a system through the correlations between
its measurements at different times. The Leggett-Garg
Inequality (LGI) tests for the interference in QM, as op-
posed to entanglement, which is tested by the Bell’s in-
equality. The simplest LG measure K3 employs the ob-
servation of the system at an intermediate time.

In the phenomenon of neutrino oscillations, neutrinos
change their flavor (v., v, v,) during propagation due to
the interference between different mass eigenstates [, 9].
This is a unique system where QM manifests itself over
hundreds and thousands of kilometers, which makes it a
prime candidate for tests of QM [I0H23]. Violations of
LGI have been measured at neutrino oscillation experi-
ments at MINOS [24] and Daya-Bay [25]. New physics
effects on the LG measure have been discussed in [26] 27].

A difference between observations with and without an
intermediate measurement would be a natural measure
of quantumness [28, 29]. In this Letter, we introduce
the “quantum mismatch” measure, 6P, for ascertaining
the quantum nature of neutrino oscillations. It is simply
defined as the difference between neutrino survival prob-
abilities with and without an intermediate measurement.
Here, we use measurements at different energies as prox-
ies for measurements at different times, which ensures
that the “intermediate” measurement is non-invasive.

In real-world neutrino experiments, it is not possible
to detect all neutrino flavors. This necessitates modifi-
cation of the measures K3 and JP in the full three-flavor
scenario. We 1dent1fy the energies where the two modified
measures K. 3 and 6P would be efficient in experiments.
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the states starting with
v, at to = 0 without [left] and with [right] intermediate mea-
surements. Only two neutrino flavors, v,, and v, are assumed.

Formalism and definitions — In Fig. [1) we schematically
represent the states of a system with and without an
intermediate measurement. At time tg = 0, the whole
system is in the v, state (denoted by A). Over time, the
neutrino flavor can either survive as v, or change to v;.
The state of the system can be measured at later times
t1 and to. We denote the relevant quantum amplitudes

Aax = A#M(O,h) =a1, Aay = Amu(oatl) =b1,
AXB = A##(tl,tg) = a2, AYB = Alu,m(tlth) = b2 9 (1)

where Agq(t;,t;) denotes the quantum amplitude for
va(ti) = v3(t;). The corresponding oscillation probabil-
ities are given by Pag(ti,t;) = |Aga(ti,t;)|?. Note that
conservation of probability implies |a;|? + |b;|> = 1.

In the classical limit, the muon neutrino survival prob-
ability Pap = P,,,(0,t2) would be

Pap = PaxPxp + Pay Pyp = |ayas]” + |biba)® . (2)

In QM, in the absence of any intermediate observation,
we add the amplitudes over all possible paths, obtaining

PAB = |AAB|2 = |a1a2 +b1b2|2 . (3)

The simplest LG measure K3 is defined through a di-
chotomic observable Q(¢;), which can only have outcomes
+1. We define Q(t;) = +1 if the detected state is v, and
Q(t;) = —1 for any other state v,. The correlation func-
tion is defined as

Cij =(Qt:) Q(t5) ) - (4)
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The LG measure K3 is then
K3 =Co1 + Cia2 — Copa, (5)

where the suffixes (0, 1, 2) correspond to the times
(0, t1, t2). In the classical scenario, —3 < K3 < 1 [6} [7],
i.e., the LGI K3 <1 is satisfied. Any observation K3 > 1
would indicate the quantum nature of the system.

For the muon neutrino survival probability, the quan-
tum mismatch parameter 6P is

0P, = Pap — Z ParPrp, (6)
I=XY,...

where I denotes the possible intermediate neutrino flavor
states (X, Y, ...) at t;. In the classical scenario, the
equality 6P,, = 0 holds. Any observation dP,, # 0 would
indicate the quantum nature of the system.

Two-flavor limit — in the limit of two neutrino flavors
(2v limit), conservation of probability implies P,,, = P,,.
The correlation function C;; then becomes

2v
CE = 2P (tit;) — 1. (7)
The LG measure K3 can be calculated as

K$Y =2 (Pax + Pxp — Pap) — 1
=1 74|b1|2|b2|2 —4Re [b; 5&1(12] . (8)

Clearly, the quantity responsible for a possible violation
of the classical bound (K3 < 1) is the interference term

") = Re [bibharas) . (9)
The quantum mismatch measure 6P in the 2v limit is

0P2) = Pap — (PAXPXB + PAYPYB> =273, (10)

which is the same interference term. However, while
ngy) needs to be greater than 1 to indicate quantum-
ness, 5Pﬁf’) # 0 is enough to do the same. Note that
K§2y) > 1 necessitates Z(>*) < —|b;|?|by|?, whereas for all
T(¥) £ 0, we obtain (5Pﬁf) # 0.
Two-flavor quantum measures at neutrino oscillation ex-
periments — The quantum measures discussed above
need measurements of the system corresponding to three
different time intervals At g = t1 —tg, Ato; = to —t1 and
Atog = to — to. In a fixed-baseline neutrino experiment,
measurements at multiple time intervals are not possible.
However, this obstacle may be overcome as follows.
Consider the evolution of a particle with mass m dur-
ing time interval A7 in its rest frame. If this parti-
cle is observed to have an energy E in the lab frame,
the same evolution will be observed for a time inter-
val At = (A71/m) E, by the special theory of relativity.
Thus, the evolution of a neutrino in the lab frame de-
pends only on the ratio At/E.
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FIG. 2. Top Panel: the quantum measures K3 and 6P, in
the two-flavor limit, in the (A2, A1g) plane. We have taken
the mixing angle § = 45°. The upper-left solid gray triangles
are unphysical regions. The black and white regions obey the
classical limit. Colored regions correspond to Kz > 1 and
6P,u # 0, indicating quantumness. Bottom Panel: ranges of
K3 and 6P, as functions of Asg, for all possible Ajg. The
dark gray (light green) regions obey (violate) classical limits.

For neutrino oscillations, this dependence on At/E
holds in vacuum, or as long as matter effects [30, B1] are
negligible. In this limit, the measurements of neutrinos
with the same energy at different times may be replaced
by measurements of neutrinos of different energies at the
same time intervals. That is, for some energy Ey and
time interval Atg, if we find

Atlo Atgl Atgo N Ato Ato Ato 11
( Ey ' Ey  Ey )<E10’ Es’ E20) o (1)
then the measurements at energies E1g, Fo1 and Fyy can
act as the proxies for measurements with time intervals
Atyg, Aty and Atgg, respectively. Here, Aty should be
taken as the duration of neutrino propagation from the
source to the detector. Since the three time intervals
should be related to each other as

Atyg + Ato; = Aty (12)

the proxy energies need to satisfy the relation
1/Eyog+1/E2 = 1/E9 . (13)

In principle, for every value of Ej, one has a different
triplet (E1g, E21, Fao), using which the quantum mea-
sures may be defined. Note that, using measurements at
different energies makes this a truly non-invasive mea-
surement, which does not disrupt the system in any way.

The neutrino survival probability in the 2v limit is
given by

P (ti t;) =1 —sin®(20) sin® A, (14)

where 6 is the mixing angle. The oscillation phase, as a
function of energy, is

(L in km)

_ 2. 2y . (Lnkm)
A(E) =127 x (Am* in eV?) x (Fin Gev)

(15)



where Am? is the mass-squared difference between the
two neutrinos, and L = ¢ (t; — t;). Note that the depen-
dence on the ratio At/F is explicitly present above.

The top panels of Fig. [J] show the values of the quan-
tum measures K3 and 6P, in the 2v limit, in the
(Agg, Aqp) plane where A;; = A(E;;). Since Agg corre-
sponds to the largest time interval, we need Agy > Ajg,
making the upper-left triangles in the contour plots un-
physical. The figure shows that the classical bound of
K3 < 1 would be violated in certain colored ‘islands’
in the parameter space, whereas the classical value of
0P,,, = 0 would be violated for much larger regions of
possible (Agg, Ajg) choices.

The bottom panels of Fig. 2] further illustrate that in
the 2v limit, the quantum mismatch measure dP would
be a more efficient probe of non-classicality.

Defining the three-flavor quantum measures — The above
discussion implicitly assumes that there are only two neu-
trino flavors. However, as neutrinos come in three flavors
(3v), these measures will have to be modified accordingly.

Since a dichotomic observable Q(t;) is needed for the
LG measure, we shall assign Q(¢;) = —1 for all non-muon
neutrinos, i.e. v, and v,, as depicted in Fig.

If we had the ability to detect all three neutrino fla-
vors, i.e., if independent measurements of neutrino flavor
states X, Y and Z were possible, the correlation func-

tions Cp; and Cpo would take the same form as before:
C¥) =2Pyx -1, CP=2P4p—1. (16)

The correlation function C;o, however, would be

ng) =Pusx (Pxp — Pxp — Pxr)
- Z Par (Prg — Prp — Prr) (17)
I=v.7

=142 (PaxPxp —PayPvrp —PazPzB)

The LG measure K3 can then be calculated using Eq. .
In QM, in the absence of any intermediate observation,

—2Pyx.

Pap = |aiag + bibs 4 cica)? (18)
The value of K3 would then be
K8 =1 —4by 2[bo]? — 4 er Pleaf? — 4269, (19)

where we have defined the 3v-interference term as,

ZGY) = Re[ataibibo]+Re[bib5cica] +Relccsaras] . (20)

Clearly, in the absence of the interference terms, the clas-
sical bound of K?(,gy) < 1 will be always satisfied.

For experiments where all neutrino flavors cannot be
detected, Kég'/) as defined above cannot be measured.
However, a modified LG measure, observable at all ex-
periments which can measure the muon neutrino survival
probability P,,, can be defined as

K3 = Co1 + Cyz — Cos (21)
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FIG. 3. Schematic representation of the states of the system
with three neutrino flavors, starting with v, at to = 0.

where (Eij is defined as

Cij =2Puu(ti, tj) — 1. (22)

This modified definition of LG measure makes it directly
applicable for those long-baseline neutrino experiments

where matter effects are negligible for P,,. We get
K3 =2 (PAX + Pxp — PAB) -
= 1—4[b1*[ba]? — 4]e1]?|eaf?
— 201 *[ea]® = 2|b2Pler]? — 4T3 . (23)

The 3v-interference term allows the violation of the clas-
sical bound K. 3 < 1, albeit for a smaller reglon of param-
eter space compared to K(3u). Thus Kg is a practical
LG measure in the three- ﬂavor system of neutrinos. It is
indeed the one implicitly being used in [24] 25].
Similarly, if we had the ability to detect all three neu-
trino flavors, the quantum mismatch measure would be

5Pﬁl’) =Pap —(PaxPxp + PayPyp + PazPzp)

=270 (24)

Though this measure precisely extracts the interference
term that causes violations of classical bounds, it can-
not be calculated for real-world experiments. For exper-
iments which only observe P,,, we define the modified
quantum mismatch measure

gﬁw = Pap — (PAXPXB +(1—-Pax)(1— PXB))
=Z09 — (|01 Pleaf? + bl ?) (25)

where we have used Pxp+ Py g+ Pzp = 1, which is true
due to probability conservation. In the classical limit,
i.e., in absence of the 3v-interference term, gﬁw < 0.
Therefore cﬁw > 0 is a clear indicator of quantumness.

Note that the modified measure (fﬂ?’w has a classical
upper bound as opposed to the 5Pff;f) which would have
had a fixed value of zero in the classical limit. However,
3]\5## is a practical measure that can be determined at
real-world experiments.
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FIG. 4. The modified quantum measures K3 [top] and 6P [bottom] at DUNE [left], MINOS [middle] and JUNO [right] in the
the (E20, F10) plane. The solid gray regions outside the green boundaries do not give an allowed F2; value. The quasi-triangular
regions enclosed by dashed/ solid black boundaries denote energies where the flux is higher. The black and white regions obey
the classical limit. Colored regions correspond to I~(3 > 1 and 6P > 0, indicating quantumness. Neutrino parameters are given
in Eq. . The spotted features for JUNO are due to the co-existence of atmospheric and solar neutrino oscillations.

Quantum measures at neutrino oscillation experiments
— Although the phenomenon of neutrino oscillation is in-
herently quantum, the observability of quantumness de-
pends on the quantum measure employed as well as the
parameters of the experiment. Here, we identify the en-
ergies at which the quantum nature would be observable
through K 3 and 6P at neutrino oscillation experiments.

In Fig. [ we show the values of the modified quantum
measures K. 3 and 0P in terms of the energies (Egg, E19).-
The value of F3; can be obtained from Eq. (13)). Since
E5y < Eqp, and since all three energies must lie within
the energy range of the experiment, the solid gray regions
in lower-right corners of all panels are not allowed.

For the purpose of illustration, we choose the experi-
ments DUNE and MINOS which measure P, = P(v, —
v,,). This is valid because P,,, does not have any leading-
order matter contributions [32]. We further analyze the
modified quantum measures through Ps;; = P(7. — 7.)
for the reactor antineutrino experiment JUNO, where
matter effects are negligible. We take neutrino param-
eter values consistent with the global fits [33H36]:

AmZ, =75x107° eV2 Am32, =25 x 1072 eV?,
O13 = 8.5°, oy = 45°, O15 = 33.5%, dcp = —90°. (26)
We observe that for DUNE [37], especially in the region

where we expect the maximum neutrino flux, the measure

0P > 0 is much better-suited for probing quantumness
than K3. The results obtained for T2K/ T2HK [38] B9

are also quite similar to this. On the other hand, for
MINOS [40], the modified LG measure K3 is more effi-
cient. Note that the probe of quantum nature of neutrino
oscillations at MINOS [24] implicitly uses this modified
measure. We find that in NOvA [41], neither of the mea-
sures would be efficient in probing the quantum nature.

For JUNO [42], &P is a better measure in the energy

range with higher flux. The energy resolution of the de-
tector will play a crucial role in determining the observ-
ability of quantumness.
Concluding remarks — Tests of violation of local realism
are instrumental for probing the non-classical nature of
physical systems. In this Letter, we introduce the quan-
tum mismatch measure 6P for detecting quantumness in
neutrino oscillations. In the two-flavor limit, this mea-
sure precisely extracts the quantum interference term.

We extend the definitions of 0P and the Leggett-Garg
measure K3 to the full three-flavor scenario. In the ab-
sence of experiments which can detect all three neutrino
flavors separately, we provide modified practical defini-
tions of both the measures, 6P and K 3, that employ
only the neutrino survival probabilities. We further iden-
tify the energy ranges at neutrino experiments where the
quantum nature would become detectable.

The new quantum mismatch measure dP is thus a ro-
bust, practical and efficient measure, which would fur-
ther advance the quest of probing quantumness at macro-
scopic length scales.
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