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We demonstrate that T invariance can be violated even when the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata
lepton mixing matrix is real. We obtain a sufficient condition of T violation in neutrino oscillations in
matter and electromagnetic field. In the two-flavor model we derive the T-violating spin-flavor transition
probabilities. Then we prove that the transition probabilities for neutrino in a moving medium in
electromagnetic field differ from those for antineutrino in matter composed of antiparticles and
electromagnetic field only in the sign of the T-violating term.
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I. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that the physical effects discovered
nowadays can be described by Lorentz-invariant theories
[1]. According to the CPT theorem, when the charge
conjugation, parity inversion and time reversal are per-
formed at once, any local Lorentz-invariant theory with a
Hermitian Hamiltonian remains invariant [2,3]. Invariance
under these transformations performed separately depends
on the type of the interaction considered. For example, the
electromagnetic interaction is known to be characterized by
P symmetry. In the weak interaction, as it was predicted
theoretically [4] and afterwards proved in experiment [5],
P invariance is broken and only CP invariance is con-
served. Later it was shown that not only P symmetry, but
alsoCP symmetry is violated in experiments with kaons [6]
and B-mesons [7,8].
Studying the discrete symmetry transformations is crucial

for understanding the evolution of the Universe, since CP
violation is required to explain the matter-antimatter asym-
metry [9]. From the mathematical point of view, CP
violation in the quark sector is caused by the presence of
complex elements in the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa
mixing matrix [10] and is determined by the Jarlskog
invariant [11]. In order to study this effect it is convenient
to use the parametrization of the mixing matrix for Dirac
fermions, which contains three angles and one CP-violating
phase. However, CP violation due to the imaginary part
of the mixing matrix still cannot provide the observed

matter-antimatter asymmetry without including some other
mechanisms (see, e.g., [12–14]).
As an extra source of CP violation one can consider the

processes with neutrinos. CP violation will arise in
neutrino oscillations, if the imaginary phase in the
Pontecorvo–Maki–Nakagawa–Sakata lepton mixing matrix
[15,16] is proved to be nonzero. Due to the CPT theorem,
this means the violation of T symmetry in vacuum (see,
e.g., [17]).
When the matter density and the values of electromag-

netic fields are rather high, collective effects in neutrino
oscillations become significant. Therefore, it is not enough
to consider the CP and T symmetries of the processes in
vacuum. The interaction with matter is usually described
using the effective potential, which is associated with
neutrino forward elastic scattering at the fermions of matter
[18] (see also [19,20]). To describe the interaction with the
electromagnetic field one can use the method, called the
Furry picture [21]. Since the neutrino is a neutral particle,
the interaction of the neutrino with electromagnetic field
should be considered as nonminimal [22]. Moreover, one
should take into account not only the diagonal magnetic
moments, but also the transition magnetic and electric
moments [23,24]. It is important that the CPT theorem is
not fulfilled, when external fields and matter are present.
In this case T violation is not equivalent to CP violation.
That is, T violation can arise independently from the
CP-violating phase in the mixing matrix.
If the neutrino propagates in varying electromagnetic

field or nonhomogeneous matter, then the formal symmetry
under time reversal is obviously violated (see, e.g., [25]),
since the initial and the final states of the system correspond
to different external conditions. Since in the general case
the result depends on the matter density and electromag-
netic field profile, in the present paper we study the case of
constant external conditions. Moreover, the initial and the
final states are described using the quantum numbers,
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which correspond to the same operators of observables.
This allows one to reveal the possibility of T violation,
which is caused by the type of the interaction, but is not
caused by the behavior of external conditions and the
geometry of the problem.

II. TIME REVERSAL SYMMETRY

Recently we derived a 12-component quasiclassical
neutrino evolution equation, which depends on the neutrino
proper time τ

�
i
d
dτ

− F
�
ΨðτÞ ¼ 0 ð1Þ

and takes into account neutrino oscillations and spin
rotation. The most general form of matrix F for neutrinos
interacting with matter and electromagnetic field is given in
[26]. In that paper we studied neutrino propagation in
matter and electromagnetic field with constant character-
istics. In this case, using the Backer-Campbell-Hausdorff
formula [27] we obtained the spin-flavor transition prob-
abilities as the following formal expansion

Wα→β ¼
1

2u0
Trfe−iτFPðαÞ

0 eiτFPðβÞ
0 ðγμuμ þ 1Þγ0g

¼ 1

2

X∞
n¼0

ð−iτÞn
n!

TrfDnP
ðβÞ
0 ðγμuμ þ 1Þg; ð2Þ

where

D0 ¼ PðαÞ
0 ; D1 ¼ ½F ;PðαÞ

0 �; D2 ¼ ½F ; ½F ;PðαÞ
0 ��…

ð3Þ

Here PðαÞ
0 and PðβÞ

0 are projection operators on the states
with definite polarization and flavor, which can be pre-
sented as products of a flavor projection operator and a
polarization projection operator. There exist the solutions
of Eq. (1) in vacuum, which are characterized by constant
values of parameter uμ such that u2 ¼ 1 [28,29]. Therefore,
quantum numbers uμ can be interpreted as components of
the neutrino 4-velocity.
In the present paper we investigate discrete symmetries

of neutrino spin-flavor transition probabilities. T violation
takes place, when there are nonzero terms of odd power in τ
in the power expansion of probability (2). A nonzero value
of the term containing τ3 is a sufficient condition of T
violation, since the term linear in τ is identically equal to
zero. For neutrino in vacuum this condition is satisfied only
when the mixing matrix is complex. In the general case the
interaction with matter and electromagnetic field can lead
to the presence of a nontrivial coefficient in front of τ3 even
when the CP-violating phase in the mixing matrix is equal
to zero.

When only the flavor transition probabilities are con-
sidered, T violation requires that the mixing matrix con-
tains complex entries. In particular, for this reason T
violation cannot be present in the two-flavor model for
neutrino in matter at rest (see, e.g., [30–32]). However, in
these papers a specific situation is studied, when the
neutrino helicity is an integral of motion. It means that
transitions between the states with different helicities are
not possible. Therefore, neutrino evolution in matter at rest
is completely determined by the neutrino mixing matrix.
The situation becomes more complicated when the neutrino
helicity is not conserved. In particular, when the neutrino
propagates in an electromagnetic field (see, e.g., [33]) or
moving matter [34], the transitions with the change of
helicity are possible. As a result, T invariance of the
transition probabilities cannot be proved in the two-flavor
model.
Using Eq. (2) to study all the possible situations with T

violation is a rather complicated task. For this reason we
will work in the two-flavor model, where the mixing matrix
is real and is determined by one mixing angle. That is, we
consider the case, when the T invariance breaking can be
caused only by the influence of external conditions.
In [26] we obtained an explicit form of the spin-flavor

transition probabilities in the two-flavor model for two
cases, which can be solved analytically: either neutrinos
propagate in dense moving matter, or neutrinos propagate
in electromagnetic field. In these cases the violation of T
invariance is absent. In the next section wewill demonstrate
that T symmetry can be violated even in the two-flavor
model, if the influence of both matter and field is
considered. If the neutrino interacts with matter via neutral
currents only, and the transition magnetic and electric
moments are neglected, then the spin-flavor transition
probabilities can be obtained in an explicit form. Note that
taking into account the transition moments and the inter-
action via charged currents makes the problem mathemati-
cally more complicated, but cannot restore T invariance.

III. NEUTRINO IN MATTER AND
ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELD

In the most simple case, when neutrino interacts with
matter via neutral currents, and the transition moments are
not taken into account, matrix F , which defines the
evolution equation (1), takes the form

F ¼Mþ 1

2
ðfðNÞuÞIþ 1

2
RNIγ5γσs

ðNÞ
σ γμuμ −Mdγ

5γμ⋆Fμνuν:

ð4Þ

Here I is an identity matrix,M is the mass matrix, andMd is
the matrix of diagonal neutrino magnetic moments. We
assume multiplying the first two terms by a unity matrix
from the algebra of Dirac matrices. Here γ5 ¼ −iγ0γ1γ2γ3,
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tensor ⋆Fμν ¼ − 1
2
eμνρλFρλ is dual to the electromagnetic

field tensor Fμν, and e0123 ¼ 1. The interaction with matter

is determined by effective potential fðNÞμ . In Eq. (4) we use
the following notations

sðNÞμ ¼ uμðfðNÞuÞ − fðNÞμ

RN
; RN ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðfðNÞuÞ2 − ðfðNÞÞ2

q
:

ð5Þ

Within the Standard Model fðNÞμ is defined by the

4-vectors of current jðiÞμ and polarization λðiÞμ of the matter
fermions of type (i) (see, e.g., [35])

fðNÞμ ¼
ffiffiffi
2

p
GF

X
i

ðjðiÞμ ðTðiÞ − 2QðiÞsin2θWÞ − λðiÞμ TðiÞÞ; ð6Þ

whereGF is the Fermi constant,QðiÞ is the electric charge in
the units of the positron charge, TðiÞ is the weak isospin
projection. The matrix of diagonal magnetic moments Md
for the Standard Model neutrinos in the first approximation
can be expressed as a product of the mass matrix and
coefficient μ0, which is given by the relation [23,24]

μ0 ¼
3eGF

8
ffiffiffi
2

p
π2

: ð7Þ

When matrix (4) commutes with the mass matrix, that is
½M;F � ¼ 0, the neutrino wave function is a linear combi-
nation of the wave functions of neutrino mass eigenstates.
Therefore, the effective mixing angle is equal to its vacuum
value. This fact makes it possible to obtain an explicit
analytical solution of the problem. We will use the two-
flavor model, since, in this case, the mixing matrix is real
and the resulting T violation is due to spin rotation
effect only.
We obtain the solution of Eq. (1) using the evolution

operator, which has the form

UðτÞ ¼ e−iF τ: ð8Þ

Since in the two-flavor model the mass matrix in the mass
representation is diagonal, it can be expressed in the terms
of the Pauli matrices as follows

M ¼ 1

2
ðm1 þm2 þ σ3ðm1 −m2ÞÞ: ð9Þ

The matrix of diagonal magnetic moments takes the form

Md ¼
1

2
ðμ1 þ μ2 þ σ3ðμ1 − μ2ÞÞ; ð10Þ

where μ1 and μ2 are the magnetic moments, which are
approximately equal to μ0m1 and μ0m2. Therefore, the
evolution operator is given by the relation

UðτÞ ¼ 1

4

X
ζ¼�1

X
k¼1;2

exp

�
−iτ

�
mk þ ðfðNÞuÞ − 1

2
ζRk

��

× ð1 − ð−1Þkσ3Þð1 − ζγ5γμs
μ
kÞ; ð11Þ

where the indices k ¼ 1, 2 correspond to the neutrino mass
states. Here the following notations are introduced

sμk ¼ ðuμðfðNÞuÞ − fðNÞμ − 2μk
⋆FμνuνÞ=Rk;

Rk ¼ ððfðNÞuÞ2 − ðfðNÞÞ2

þ 4μ2ku
u⋆Fμα

⋆Fανuν − 4μkf
ðNÞ
μ

⋆FμνuνÞ1=2: ð12Þ

Using the evolution operator we obtain the density
matrix as the function of the proper time τ

ραðτÞ ¼
1

4u0
UðτÞðγμuμþ 1Þð1− γ5γμs

ðαÞμ
0 ÞPðαÞ

0 ŪðτÞ; ð13Þ

where sðαÞμ0 is the 4-vector of initial neutrino polarization,

and PðαÞ
0 is the projection operator on the state with flavor α.

In Eq. (13) we use the notation ŪðτÞ ¼ γ0U†ðτÞγ0. Our
approach is valid for arbitrary initial polarization. However,
since for ultrarelativistic neutrinos the chirality almost
coincides with the helicity, now we will assume that the
initial neutrino state α and the final neutrino state β are the
states with definite helicity. For such states the 4-vector of
neutrino polarization can be expressed as follows

sðαÞμ0 ¼ ζðαÞ0 sμsp; sðβÞμ0 ¼ ζðβÞ0 sμsp; sμsp¼fjuj;u0u=jujg;
ð14Þ

where ζðαÞ0 ; ζðβÞ0 ¼ 1 correspond to right-handed neutrino,

and ζðαÞ0 ; ζðβÞ0 ¼ −1 correspond to left-handed neutrino. In
the two-flavor model the projection operators on the states
with definite flavor can be written in the flavor representa-
tion in the form

PðαÞ
0 ¼ 1

2
ð1þ ξðαÞ0 σ3Þ; PðβÞ

0 ¼ 1

2
ð1þ ξðβÞ0 σ3Þ: ð15Þ

Here, according to the tradition, ξðαÞ0 ; ξðβÞ0 ¼ 1 for neutrino

with electron flavor, and ξðαÞ0 ; ξðβÞ0 ¼ −1 otherwise. Of
course, since we do not take into account the interaction
via charged currents, transitions between muon flavor and
tauon flavor states can also be considered in such a manner.
As it is well known, to convert any operator from the flavor
representation to the mass representation one needs to use
the mixing matrix, which in the two-flavor model can be
parametrized using one mixing angle θ (see, e.g., [17]). In
the mass representation the flavor projection operators take
the form
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PðαÞ
0 ¼ 1

2
ð1þ ξðαÞ0 ð−σ1 sin θ þ σ3 cos θÞÞ;

PðβÞ
0 ¼ 1

2
ð1þ ξðβÞ0 ð−σ1 sin θ þ σ3 cos θÞÞ: ð16Þ

Then the probability of the transition from the state with
flavor α and polarization ζðαÞ0 to the state with flavor β and

polarization ζðβÞ0 is given by the relation [36,37]

Wα→β ¼ TrfραðτÞρ†βðτ ¼ 0Þg: ð17Þ

Equation (17) contains the direct product of the Dirac
matrices and flavor matrices. It is well known that a trace of
a direct product of arbitrary matrices A and B can be

calculated as TrðA ⊗ BÞ ¼ TrA · TrB. Using this relation,
we obtain all the spin-flavor transition probabilities. In the
most general form the transition probabilities can be
presented as follows

Wα→β ¼
1þ ξðαÞ0 ξðβÞ0

2

1þ ζðαÞ0 ζðβÞ0

2
W1

þ 1þ ξðαÞ0 ξðβÞ0

2

1 − ζðαÞ0 ζðβÞ0

2
W2

þ 1 − ξðαÞ0 ξðβÞ0

2

1þ ζðαÞ0 ζðβÞ0

2
W3

þ 1 − ξðαÞ0 ξðβÞ0

2

1 − ζðαÞ0 ζðβÞ0

2
W4; ð18Þ

where

W1 ¼
1

8
fð1 − ξðαÞ0 cos 2θÞ2ð1þ ðs2s0Þ2Þ þ ð1þ ξðαÞ0 cos 2θÞ2ð1þ ðs1s0Þ2Þ

þ ð1 − ξðαÞ0 cos 2θÞ2ð1 − ðs2s0Þ2Þ cos τR2 þ ð1þ ξðαÞ0 cos 2θÞ2ð1 − ðs1s0Þ2Þ cos τR1

þ sin22θ½ð1 − ζðαÞ0 ðs2s0ÞÞð1 − ζðαÞ0 ðs1s0ÞÞ cosΔð−Þ þ ð1þ ζðαÞ0 ðs2s0ÞÞð1þ ζðαÞ0 ðs1s0ÞÞ cosΔðþÞ

þ ð1 − ζðαÞ0 ðs2s0ÞÞð1þ ζðαÞ0 ðs1s0ÞÞ cosΦð−Þ þ ð1þ ζðαÞ0 ðs2s0ÞÞð1 − ζðαÞ0 ðs1s0ÞÞ cosΦðþÞ�g; ð19Þ

W2 ¼
1

8
fð1 − ξðαÞ0 cos 2θÞ2ð1 − ðs2s0Þ2Þ þ ð1þ ξðαÞ0 cos 2θÞ2ð1 − ðs1s0Þ2Þ

− ð1 − ξðαÞ0 cos 2θÞ2ð1 − ðs2s0Þ2Þ cos τR2 − ð1þ ξðαÞ0 cos 2θÞ2ð1 − ðs1s0Þ2Þ cos τR1

− sin22θððs2s1Þ þ ðs2s0Þðs1s0ÞÞ½cosΔð−Þ þ cosΔðþÞ − cosΦð−Þ − cosΦðþÞ�
þ ζðαÞ0 sin22θeμνρλuμsν0s

ρ
1s

λ
2½sinΔð−Þ þ sinΔðþÞ − sinΦð−Þ − sinΦðþÞ�g; ð20Þ

W3 ¼
1

8
sin22θfð1þ ðs2s0Þ2Þ þ ð1þ ðs1s0Þ2Þ þ ð1 − ðs2s0Þ2Þ cos τR2 þ ð1 − ðs1s0Þ2Þ cos τR1

− ½ð1 − ζðαÞ0 ðs2s0ÞÞð1 − ζðαÞ0 ðs1s0ÞÞ cosΔð−Þ þ ð1þ ζðαÞ0 ðs2s0ÞÞð1þ ζðαÞ0 ðs1s0ÞÞ cosΔðþÞ

þ ð1 − ζðαÞ0 ðs2s0ÞÞð1þ ζðαÞ0 ðs1s0ÞÞ cosΦð−Þ þ ð1þ ζðαÞ0 ðs2s0ÞÞð1 − ζðαÞ0 ðs1s0ÞÞ cosΦðþÞ�g; ð21Þ

W4 ¼
1

8
sin22θfð1 − ðs2s0Þ2Þ þ ð1 − ðs1s0Þ2Þ − ð1 − ðs2s0Þ2Þ cos τR2 − ð1 − ðs1s0Þ2Þ cos τR1

þ ððs2s1Þ þ ðs2s0Þðs1s0ÞÞ½cosΔð−Þ þ cosΔðþÞ − cosΦð−Þ − cosΦðþÞ� − ζðαÞ0 eμνρλuμsν0s
ρ
1s

λ
2

× ðsinΔð−Þ þ sinΔðþÞ − sinΦð−Þ − sinΦðþÞÞg: ð22Þ

Here

Δð�Þ ¼ τððm2 −m1Þ � ðR2 − R1Þ=2Þ;
Φð�Þ ¼ τððm2 −m1Þ � ðR2 þ R1Þ=2Þ: ð23Þ

Contrary to the vacuum case, the expressions for the transition probabilities for neutrino in matter and electromagnetic field
are not T-even. The term, which violates T invariance, arises in the probabilities of transitions with the change of helicity
W2 and W4. This term is proportional to the value, which in the laboratory reference frame can be expressed in the three
dimensional form as follows
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eμνρλuμsν0s
ρ
1s

λ
2 ¼ 2

μ2 − μ1
R1R2

1

juj ð½u × f� · ðu0B − ½u ×E�ÞÞ:

ð24Þ

Here B is the magnetic induction vector, E is the electric

field strength, f is the spacial part of the 4-vector fðNÞμ ,
which is defined by the matter velocity and polarization.
Obviously, the T-violating term vanishes when any two of
the three vectors u, f and ðu0B − ½u ×E�Þ are collinear.
That is, the probabilities are not T invariant, when the
external conditions are characterized by two different
preferred spacial directions. In particular, when we consider
unpolarized matter at rest, the expressions for all the spin-
flavor transition probabilities are T-invariant.
Thus, we demonstrated that T violation arises even in the

two-flavor model when neutrino propagates in matter and
electromagnetic field. In this case, T violation is caused by
nontrivial external conditions, but not by complex entries in
the mixing matrix. Moreover, in the case considered above
the interaction with matter is determined by the neutral
currents only. It is well known that for neutrino in matter at
rest neutral currents do not contribute to the transition
probabilities. However, when the electromagnetic field is
present, even neutrino interaction with moving matter via
neutral currents results in T-violating terms in the transition
probabilities. It should be noted that T violation is absent for
neutrino mass states, which propagate in matter and electro-
magnetic field [38]. It means that it is not the spin rotation of
neutrino, but the correlations between spin rotation and
flavor oscillations that lead to T violation in our case.

IV. THE SYMMETRY PROPERTIES OF THE
TRANSITION PROBABILITIES

Now let us discuss the discrete symmetries of the
transition probabilities in detail. We obtained the spin-
flavor transition probabilities in the quasi-classical approxi-
mation. Within the quasiclassical approach it is usually
assumed that T-reversal operation corresponds to the
change of the sign of time variable, which in our case is
the neutrino proper time τ. In quantum field theory parity
inversion leads to the change of the polarization of particles
in the transition probabilities (see, e.g., [1]). So, we can
assume that in our results it corresponds to the change of

the signs of ζðαÞ0 and ζðβÞ0 , which define the neutrino initial
and final polarization. The operation of charge conjugation
can be performed in the usual way [39] (see also [40]) for
solutions of the quantum neutrino evolution equation,
which was derived in [26]. This operation means replacing
neutrino with antineutrino, but does not include any
transformations of the background field and matter.
After this operation we obtain another system, which is
not physically equivalent to the initial one. In the quantum
neutrino evolution equation C conjugation changes the
chiral projection operator, the signs of matter potential and

the signs of magnetic moments. In the three-flavor model
neutrino mass matrix and flavor projection operator are
transformed to their complex conjugated matrices, but here
we consider the two-flavor model, where these matrices are
real. Once again we emphasize that the resulting equation
describes antineutrino propagating in the same medium
and electromagnetic field. Charge conjugation results in
the following replacements in the transition probabilities.
The signs of all magnetic moments are changed. Changing
the chiral projection operator together with the sign of
matter potential in the equation leads to a more complicated
rule for the sign of matter potential in the probabilities.
When the potential is included in the neutrino polarization
vectors sμk, the sign of the potential does not change,
otherwise it should be changed.
Naturally, the probabilities obtained in this paper are not

invariant under CPT transformation defined for quantized
neutrino wave function. This does not contradict general
principles, since the model under investigation is actually a
theory with Lorentz-violation [41–43]. Therefore, the CPT
theorem is not applicable. Note that in the quantum field
theory C, P, and T operations are defined for creation and
annihilation operators of quantized fields (see, e.g., [40]),
but not for the external classical background, which in our

case are Fμν and fðNÞμ . Therefore, generalizing these trans-
formations to a model with external fields cannot be
performed in a straightforward manner in contrast to what
is suggested in [44] for generalizing Lorentz-invariance.
Since probabilities of neutrino and antineutrino transitions

in matter and electromagnetic field are obviously different,
let us now analyze neutrino propagation in matter composed
of antiparticles. The potentials of neutrino interaction with
matter are due to forward elastic scattering by the fermions of
medium and depend on the matter velocity and polarization.
After deriving the potentials of neutrino interaction with
medium composed of antiparticles similarly to [26] we
obtain the following result. Replacing the particles of the
medium by the corresponding antiparticles with inverted
polarization means changing the sign of the effective
potential everywhere in the transition probabilities. Note
that this procedure can be performed not only for the
potential of interaction with matter via neutral currents,
but for the potential of interaction via charged currents, too.
Now let us discuss antineutrino propagating in matter

composed of antiparticles. To study antineutrino propaga-
tion we need to change the sign of the neutrino polarization

ζðαÞ0 → −ζðαÞ0 and ζðβÞ0 → −ζðβÞ0 . After we change the sign of

matter potential fðNÞμ to describe propagation in matter
composed of antiparticles, the expressions for transition
probabilities do not differ from the initial ones. That is, we
come to an obvious result: left-handed neutrinos propagate
in the matter composed of particles in the same way, as
right-handed neutrinos do in the matter composed of
antiparticles.
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Let us now consider a neutrino interacting only with
electromagnetic field. To obtain a description of antineu-
trino propagation one needs to change the signs of the
neutrino electromagnetic characteristics, i.e., the magnetic
moments. The same replacements should be performed in
the transition probabilities obtained in [26], where both the
diagonal and the transition magnetic moments are taken
into account. From the explicit form of these transition
probabilities one can see that left-handed neutrinos also
propagate in the electromagnetic field in the same way as
right-handed antineutrinos. It should be noted that for
neutrino in matter similar result is quite expected, since
even for one flavor the weak interaction is CP-even.
However, although the electromagnetic interaction is
P-even for one flavor, to obtain the same probabilities
we still need to change neutrino helicity.
In the present paper we obtained the spin-flavor tran-

sition probabilities for neutrino, which propagates in matter
and electromagnetic field. Here we take into account only
the diagonal magnetic moments and the interaction with
matter via neutral currents. Therefore, changing neutrino to
antineutrino and changing fermions of medium to their
antiparticles results in the change of the signs of sμk and the

signs of ζðαÞ0 and ζðβÞ0 . In this case the transition probabilities
for left-handed neutrino in ordinary matter and for right-
handed antineutrino in matter composed of antiparticles are
not similar anymore. To restore the initial expressions, one
also needs to change the sign of the proper time τ. Thus, we
obtain an interesting result. In the presence of electromag-
netic field the probabilities obtained for transitions of
left-handed neutrino in matter differ from those for
right-handed antineutrino in matter composed of antipar-
ticles only in the sign of the T-violating term. Note that this
is not a direct consequence of the CPT-theorem, since
our model is Lorentz-violating and the conditions of the
CPT-theorem are not fulfilled.

V. CONCLUSION

The model we consider is a theory with Lorentz violation
and so the neutrino transition probabilities in matter and
magnetic field are not invariant under CPT transformation
performed for neutrino. We discuss neutrino and antineu-
trino propagation in ordinary matter and matter composed
of antiparticles. We show that in an external electromag-
netic field a system of weakly interacting particles does not
evolve in the same way as the system of their antiparticles.
In the two-flavor model we derive the transition prob-

abilities for neutrino in matter and electromagnetic field
and obtain T violating terms. T violation implies a differ-
ence between the probabilities of transitions from the state
α to the state β and from the state β to the state α
(Wα→β −Wβ→α ≠ 0). T violation in two-flavor neutrino
oscillations becomes possible due to the combined effect of
matter and electromagnetic field. In this case T violation is
actually caused by the fact that the neutrino helicity is not
conserved. Obviously, it cannot arise for two-flavor neu-
trino in matter at rest.
That is, in the present paper we reveal an extra source of T

violation, which emerges due to collective effects and is not
caused by complex entries in the mixing matrix. This source
of T violation does not require introducing new symmetries,
which imply either new particles to be included into the
Standard Model or new properties of the presently known
particles.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors are grateful to A. V. Borisov, I. P. Volobuev,
and V. Ch. Zhukovsky for fruitful discussions. A. V. C. is
grateful to the Theoretical Physics and Mathematics
Advancement Foundation “BASIS” (Grant No. 19-2-6-
100-1).

[1] P. A. Zyla et al. (Particle Data Group), Review of particle
physics, Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2020, 083C01 (2020).

[2] W. Pauli, Exclusion principle, Lorentz group and reflexion
of space-time and charge, in Niels Bohr and the Develop-
ment of Physics (McGraw-Hill, New York, 1955).

[3] R. Jost, Res Eine Bemerkung zum CTP-Theorem, Helv.
Phys. Acta 30, 409 (1957).

[4] T. D. Lee and C. N. Yang, Question of parity conservation in
weak interactions, Phys. Rev. 104, 254 (1956).

[5] C. S. Wu, E. Ambler, R. W. Hayward, D. D. Hoppes, and
R. P. Hudson, Experimental test of parity conservation in
beta decay, Phys. Rev. 105, 1413 (1957).

[6] J. H. Christenson, J. W. Cronin, V. L. Fitch, and R. Turlay,
Evidence for the 2π Decay of the K0

2 Meson, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 13, 138 (1964).

[7] B. Aubert et al. (BABAR Collaboration), Direct CP Violat-
ing Asymmetry in B0 → Kþπ− Decays, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93,
131801 (2004).

[8] Y. Chao et al. (Belle Collaboration), Evidence for Direct cp
Violation in B0 → Kþπ−–Decays, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93,
191802 (2004).

[9] A. D. Sakharov, Violation of CP invariance, C asymmetry,
and baryon asymmetry of the Universe, Pis’ma Zh. Eksp.
Teor. Fiz. 5, 32 (1967) [Sov. Phys. JETP Lett. 5, 24 (1967)].

A. V. CHUKHNOVA and A. E. LOBANOV PHYS. REV. D 105, 073010 (2022)

073010-6

https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptaa104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.104.254
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.105.1413
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.13.138
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.13.138
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.131801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.131801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.191802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.191802


[10] M. Kobayashi and T. Maskawa, CP-violation in the re-
normalizable theory of weak interaction, Prog. Theor. Phys.
49, 652 (1973).

[11] C. Jarlskog, A basis independent formulation of the con-
nection between quark mass matrices, CP violation and
experiment, Z. Phys. C 29, 491 (1985).

[12] M. Fukugita and T. Yanagida, Barygenesis without grand
unification, Phys. Lett. B 174, 45 (1986).

[13] M. Trodden, Electroweak baryogenesis, Rev. Mod. Phys.
71, 1463 (1999).

[14] S. Davidson, E. Nardi, and Y. Nir, Leptogenesis, Phys. Rep.
466, 105 (2008).

[15] B. Pontecorvo, Mesonium and anti-mesonium, Zh. Eksp.
Teor. Fiz. 33, 549 (1957) [Sov. Phys. JETP 6, 429 (1957)].

[16] Z. Maki, M. Nakagawa, and S. Sakata, Remarks on the
unified model of elementary particles, Prog. Theor. Phys.
28, 870 (1962).

[17] C. Giunti and C.W. Kim, Fundamentals of Neutrino Physics
and Astrophisics (OxfordUniversity Press, NewYork, 2007).

[18] L. Wolfenstein, Neutrino oscillations in matter, Phys. Rev. D
17, 2369 (1978).

[19] P. B. Pal and T. N. Pham, Field-theoretic derivation of
Wolfenstein’s matter-oscillation formula, Phys. Rev. D
40, 259 (1989).

[20] J. F. Nieves, Neutrinos in a medium, Phys. Rev. D 40, 866
(1989).

[21] W. H. Furry, On bound states and scattering in positron
theory, Phys. Rev. 81, 115 (1951).

[22] W. Pauli, Relativistic field theories of elementary particles,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 13, 203 (1941).

[23] K. Fujikawa and R. E. Shrock, Magnetic Moment of a
Massive Neutrino and Neutrino-Spin Rotation, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 45, 963 (1980).

[24] R. E. Shrock, Electromagnetic properties and decays of
Dirac and Majorana neutrinos in a general class of gauge
theories, Nucl. Phys. B206, 359 (1982).

[25] A. V. Chukhnova and A. E. Lobanov, Resonance enhance-
ment of neutrino oscillations due to transition magnetic
moments, Eur. Phys. J. C 81, 821 (2021).

[26] A. V. Chukhnova and A. E. Lobanov, Neutrino flavor
oscillations and spin rotation in matter and electromagnetic
field, Phys. Rev. D 101, 013003 (2020).

[27] J. E. Campbell, On a law of combination of operators
bearing on the theory of continuous transformation groups,
Proc. London Math. Soc. s1–28, 381 (1896).

[28] A. E. Lobanov, Oscillations of particles in the Standard
Model, Teor. Mat. Fiz. 192, 70 (2017) [Theor. Math. Phys.
192, 1000 (2017)].

[29] A. E. Lobanov, Particle quantum states with indefinite mass
and neutrino oscillations, Ann. Phys. (Amsterdam) 403, 82
(2019).

[30] V. A. Naumov, Three-neutrino oscillations in matter, CP-
violation and topological phases, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 01,
379 (1992).

[31] E. Akhmedov, P. Huber, M. Lindner, and T. Ohlsson, T
violation in neutrino oscillations in matter, Nucl. Phys.
B608, 394 (2001).

[32] S. T. Petcov and Ye-Ling Zhou, On neutrino mixing in
matter and CP and T violation effects inneutrino oscilla-
tions, Phys. Lett. B 785, 95 (2018).

[33] M. B. Voloshin, M. I. Vysotsky, and L. B. Okun, Neutrino
electrodynamics and possible effects for solar neutrinos, Zh.
Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 91, 754 (1986) [Sov. Phys. JETP 64, 446
(1986)].

[34] A. E. Lobanov and A. I. Studenikin, Neutrino oscillations in
moving and polarized matter under the influence of electro-
magnetic fields, Phys. Lett. B 515, 94 (2001).

[35] A. E. Lobanov, Neutrino oscillations in dense matter, Izv.
Vyssh. Uchebn. Zaved., Fiz. 59, No. 11, 141 (2016) [Russ.
Phys. J. 59, 1891 (2017)].

[36] J. von Neumann, Wahrscheinlichkeitstheoretischer aufbau
der quantenmechanik, Nachrichten von der Gesellschaft der
Wissenschaften zu Göttingen, Mathematisch-Physikalische
Klasse 1927, 245 (1927).

[37] L. D. Landau, Das dämpfungsproblem in der wellenmecha-
nik, Z. Phys. 45, 430 (1927).

[38] E. V. Arbuzova, A. E. Lobanov, and E. M. Murchikova, Pure
quantum states of a neutrino with rotating spin in dense
magnetized matter, Phys. Rev. D 81, 045001 (2010).

[39] H. A. Kramers, The use of charge-conjugated wave func-
tions in the hole theory of the electron, Proc. K. Ned. Akad.
Wet. 40, 814 (1937).

[40] V. B. Berestetskii, E. M. Lifshitz, and L. P. Pitaevskii,
Quantum Electrodynamics, 2nd ed., Course of Theoretical
Physics Vol. 4 (Pergamon Press Ltd., New York, 1982).

[41] S. M. Carroll, G. B. Field, and R. Jackiw, Limits on a
Lorentz- and parity-violating modification of electrodynam-
ics, Phys. Rev. D 41, 1231 (1990).

[42] D. Colladay and V. A. Kostelecký, CPT violation and the
standard model, Phys. Rev. D 55, 6760 (1997).

[43] S. Coleman and S. L. Glashow, High-energy tests of Lorentz
invariance, Phys. Rev. D 59, 116008 (1999).

[44] P. A. M. Dirac, R. Peierls, and M. H. L. Pryce, On lorentz
invariance in the quantum theory, Proc. Cambridge Philos.
Soc. 38, 193 (1942).

T VIOLATION WITHOUT COMPLEX ENTRIES IN THE … PHYS. REV. D 105, 073010 (2022)

073010-7

https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.49.652
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.49.652
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01565198
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(86)91126-3
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.71.1463
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.71.1463
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2008.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2008.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.28.870
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.28.870
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.17.2369
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.17.2369
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.40.259
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.40.259
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.40.866
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.40.866
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.81.115
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.13.203
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.45.963
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.45.963
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(82)90273-5
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09611-w
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.013003
https://doi.org/10.1112/plms/s1-28.1.381
https://doi.org/10.4213/tmf9233
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0040577917070054
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0040577917070054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2019.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2019.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271892000203
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271892000203
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00261-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00261-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.08.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00858-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11182-017-0992-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11182-017-0992-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01343064
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.045001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.41.1231
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.6760
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.116008
https://doi.org/10.1017/S030500410002185X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S030500410002185X

