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In this comment, we obtain the complete energy levels for Dvornikov’s paper [1], that is, the energy
levels dependent on two quantum numbers, namely, the radial quantum number (given by N) and
the angular quantum number (given by Jz). In particular, what motivated us to do this was the fact
that the quantized energy levels for particles (fermions or bosons) in polar, cylindrical, or spherical
coordinates depend on two quantum numbers: a radial quantum number and an angular quantum
number. From this, the following question/doubt arose: Why do the energy levels in Dvornikov’s
paper only depend on one quantum number? That is, Where did the angular quantum number given
by Jz go? So, using Studenikin’s paper [19] as a starting point (as well as others in the literature),
we write one of the equations from Dvornikov’s paper [1] in a matrix form. Next, we use the four-
component Dirac spinor and obtain a set/system of four coupled first-order differential equations.
From the first two equations with m ≃ 0, we obtain a (compact) second-order differential equation
for two spinor components. So, solving this equation, we obtain the neutrino energy levels, which
explicitly depend on both N and Jz. Finally, we note that for Jz > 0 (positive angular momentum)
with u = +1 (component ψ3), we obtain exactly the particular energy levels of Dvornikov’s paper.

I. INTRODUCTION

In a paper published in the Journal of High Energy Physics (JHEP), entitled “Neutrino interaction with matter in
a noninertial frame”, Dvornikov [1] studied the system of massive and mixed neutrinos interacting with background
matter moving with an acceleration. To do this study, he worked with the Dirac equation for a single neutrino in
the noninertial frame with constant angular velocity in cylindrical coordinates, where he used the vierbein vectors
formalism to write the Dirac equation in a curved spacetime. After solving the Dirac equation (transformed into an
effective Schrödinger equation) for m = 0 (massless neutrino), he found the neutrino energy levels for ultrarelativistic
particles propagating in the rotating matter, where such levels are quantized in terms of a quantum number N , whose
values are N = 0, 1, 2, . . . (and arises in the solution of a second-order radial differential equation, i.e. such quantum
number also can be called of radial quantum number). Besides, he obtained the resonance condition for neutrino
oscillations and examined how they can be affected by matter rotation. Finally, he also compared the results with the
findings of other authors who have studied analogous problems previously. In particular, this paper is well-written,
very interesting, and covers a very important subject involving Dirac neutrinos in rotating frames. Furthermore,
the formalism used by him is also of great relevance in the literature when working with Dirac fermions in curved
spacetimes or rotating frames [2–15].
However, starting from the fact that the quantized energy levels for particles (fermions or bosons) in polar, cylin-

drical, or spherical coordinates (i.e. 2D and 3D systems) depend on two quantum numbers (a radial quantum number
and an angular quantum number) [2–6, 8–18], the following question/doubt arose: Why do the energy levels in
Dvornikov’s paper only depend on one quantum number? In other words, Where did the angular quantum number
given by Jz go? So, as this was not explicit in Dvornikov’s paper (since Jz 6= 0) [1], this motivated us to look for such a
quantum number, or better, to obtain the energy levels in their general/complete form (such as happens in several 2D
and 3D systems for fermions or bosons [2–6, 8–18]). Therefore, the goal of the present comment is to obtain in detail
the complete energy levels for Dvornikov’s paper [1], that is, the energy levels dependent on two quantum numbers
(radial and angular quantum numbers). To achieve this, we will use Studenikin’s paper [19] as a starting point (as
well as Refs. [2–12, 14, 15]). In this paper, Studinenk [19] (section 2.4: Neutrino quantum states in rotating medium)
obtained from the (3+1)-dimensional Dirac equation in Cartesian coordinates a set/system of four coupled first-order
differential equations (i.e. each equation contained three of the four spinor components). Consideringm ≃ 0 (massless
neutrinos or with a very small mass, or kinetic term + interaction term ≫ mass term), he reduced the system into
two independent sets of two equations, that couple the components in pairs: (Ψ1,Ψ2) and (Ψ3,Ψ4). So, from the
pair (Ψ1,Ψ2), which contains a matter term (or interaction term), he obtained the quantized energy levels of the
neutrino. Last but not least, it is interesting to mention that this author also has some papers published together
with Dvornikov [20–23], that is, both are experts in the study of Dirac neutrinos (or Dirac equation for neutrinos).
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II. QUICK REVIEW OF THE MAIN STEPS THAT DVORNIKOV TOOK TO OBTAIN THE ENERGY

LEVELS

According to Dvornikov [1], it is known that the motion of a test particle in a noninertial frame is equivalent to the
interaction of this particle with a gravitational field (in fact, this is a consequence of Einstein’s equivalence principle).
In this way, the Dirac equation for a massive neutrino moving in a curved space-time and interacting with background
matter is given by the following equation [1]:

[iγµ(x)∇µ −m]ψ =
1

2
γµ(x)g

µ[1− γ5(x)]ψ, (1)

where γµ(x) = e µ
a γ

a and γµ(x) = eaµγa are the curved gamma matrices, γa and γa are the flat gamma matrices, e µ
a is

the vierbein and and eaµ is its inverse (and must satisfy the orthogonality condition given by eaµe
µ
b = δab ), ∇µ = ∂µ+Γµ

is the covariant derivative, Γµ = − i
4
σabωabµ = − i

4
σabe ν

a ebν;µ is the spin connection, σab = i
2
[γa, γb] are the generators

of the Lorentz transformations in a locally Minkowskian frame, γ5(x) = − i
4!
Eµναβγµ(x)γν (x)γα(x)γβ(x) curved fifth

gamma matrix, Eµναβ = 1√−g
εµναβ is the covariant antisymmetric tensor in curved space-time, g is the determinant

of the metric (g = det(gµν)), g
µ is the diagonal effective potential in the mass eigenstates basis (i.e. the last term of

Eq. (1) is the background matter or simply the matter term), and ψ is the four-component Dirac spinor, respectively.

According to Dvornikov [1], the interval (line element) in the rotating frame is given by:

ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν = (1 − ω2r2)dt2 − dr2 − 2ωr2dtdφ− r2dφ2 − dz2, (2)

where xµ = (t, r, φ, z) is the position four-vector in cylindrical coordinates, ω is the constant angular velocity, and gµν
is the metric tensor, respectively. Besides, one can check that the metric tensor in Eq. (2) can be diagonalized (with
ηab = e µ

a e
ν
b gµν) if we use the following vierbein vectors [1]:

e
µ
0 =

(

1√
1− ω2r2

, 0, 0, 0

)

,

e
µ
1 = (0, 1, 0, 0) ,

e
µ
2 =

(

ωr√
1− ω2r2

, 0,

√
1− ω2r2

r
, 0

)

,

e
µ
3 = (0, 0, 0, 1), (3)

where ηab=diag(+1,−1,−1,−1) is the metric in a locally Minkowskian frame. Besides, the (non-zero) components of
the connection one-form ωab = ωabµdx

µ are given as follows [1]:

ω01µ = −ω10µ =

(

− ω2r√
1− ω2r2

, 0,− ωr√
1− ω2r2

, 0

)

,

ω02µ = −ω20µ =

(

0,
ω

1− ω2r2
, 0, 0

)

,

ω12µ = −ω21µ =

(

ω√
1− ω2r2

, 0,
1√

1− ω2r2
, 0

)

, (4)

where implies in the following (non-zero) components of the spin connection Γµ = 1
8
[γa, γb]ωabµ = 1

4
γaγbωabµ (with
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γaγb = −γbγa and a 6= b):

Γt =
1

4
γaγbωabt,

=
1

4
γ0γ1ω01t +

1

4
γ1γ0ω10t +

1

4
γ1γ2ω12t +

1

4
γ2γ1ω21t,

=
1

2
γ0γ1ω01t +

1

2
γ1γ2ω12t,

= − ω2r

2
√
1− ω2r2

γ0γ1 +
ω

2
√
1− ω2r2

γ1γ2,

Γr =
1

4
γaγbωabr,

=
1

4
γ0γ2ω02r +

1

4
γ2γ0ω20r,

=
1

2
γ0γ2ω02r,

=
ω

2(1− ω2r2)
γ0γ2,

Γφ =
1

4
γaγbωabφ,

=
1

4
γ0γ1ω01φ +

1

4
γ1γ0ω10φ +

1

4
γ1γ2ω12φ +

1

4
γ2γ1ω21φ,

=
1

2
γ0γ1ω01φ +

1

2
γ1γ2ω12φ,

= − ωr

2
√
1− ω2r2

γ0γ1 +
1

2
√
1− ω2r2

γ1γ2. (5)

In particular, the components above are in perfect agreement with [2] (cited by Dvornikov [1]) as well as with
[3, 4, 6–11]. With this, Dvornikov [1] rewrote Eq. (1) in the following equation (with gµ = (gt, 0, 0, 0) = (g0, 0, 0, 0)
and γ5(x) = γ5 = γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3):

[D−m]ψ =
1

2

√

1− ω2r2γ0g0(1− γ5)ψ, (6)

where

D = i
γ0 + ωrγ2√
1− ω2r2

∂0 + iγ1
(

∂r +
1

2r

)

+ iγ2
√
1− ω2r2

r
∂φ + iγ3∂z −

ω

2(1− ω2r2)
γ3γ5, (7)

being the matrices γ0, γk (k = 1, 2, 3), and γ5 written as (chiral representation):

γ0 =

(

0 −1
−1 0

)

, γk =

(

0 σk

−σk 0

)

, γ5 =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

. (8)

So, considering the following spinor:

ψ = exp(−iEt+ iJzφ+ ipzz)ψr, (9)

as well as a slow rotation regime (ω ≪ 1 or ωr ≪ 1), Dvornikov [1] obtained:

[

iγ1
(

∂r +
1

2r

)

− γ2
(

Jz

r
− ωrE

)

+ γ0
(

E − g0

2

)

− γ3pz +
g0

2
γ0γ5 − ω

2
γ3γ5 −m

]

ψr = 0, (10)

where ψr the spinor depending on the radial coordinate, and Jz = 1
2
− l = ± 1

2
,± 3

2
,± 5

2
, . . . (with l = 0,±1,±2, . . .) is

the angular quantum number. Besides, Dvornikov [1] considered a transformation (equivalent to a boost) in the wave
function ψr given by:

ψ = U3ψ̃r, U3 = exp
(υ

2
γ0γ3

)

= cosh
υ

2
+ γ0γ3 sinh

υ

2
, υ =

ω

g0
, (11)
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where the spinor ψ̃r obeys the following equation [1]:

[

γaQa +
g̃0

2
γ0γ5 −m

]

ψ̃r = 0, (12)

being Qa =
(

Ẽ,−i(∂r + 1
2r ), (

Jz

r − ωrE), p̃z

)

, Ẽ = E′ coshυ − pz sinh υ (E′ = E − g0

2
), p̃z = pz cosh υ − E′ sinh υ,

and g̃0 = g0 coshυ − ω sinhυ, respectively. Besides, Dvornikov [1] also considered the following relation for ψ̃r:

ψ̃r = ΠΦ, Π = γaQa −
g̃0

2
γ0γ5 +m, (13)

where Φ = Φ(r) is a new spinor. With respect to this relation, it aims to arrive at a “quadratic Dirac equation”, that
is, arriving at a second-order differential equation without passing (or using) directly through the spinor components,
or better, without starting from the first-order differential equations coupled with the spinor components, such as is
done in Refs. [2–12, 14, 15]. In particular, this method for obtaining a “quadratic Dirac equation” also has a lot of
relevance in the literature, where several papers have already been made based on it [13, 24–31].
Therefore, using (13), Dvornikov [1] obtained the following second-order differential equation (or “quadratic Dirac

equation”):

[

∂2r +
1

r
∂r −

1

4r2
+ Ẽ2 − p̃2z −

(

Jz

r
− ωrE

)2

−m2 +
(g̃0)2

4
+

(

Eω +
Jz

r2

)

Σ3 − g̃0Ẽγ5 +mg̃0γ0γ5

]

Φ = 0. (14)

So, according to Dvornikov [1], Eq. (14) can be solved for ultrarelativistic neutrinos when the particle mass is
neglected (m ≃ 0). In this case, we represent Φ = υϕ, where υ is a constant spinor (and satisfies Σ3υ = συ and
γ5υ = χυ, where σ = χ = ±1) and ϕ = ϕ(r) is a scalar function [1]. In addition, introducing a new variable given by
ρ = Eωr2, Dvornikov [1] obtained the following equation:

[

ρ
d2

dρ
+

d

dρ
− 1

4ρ

(

l +
σ − 1

2

)2

− ρ

4
− 1

2

(

l − σ + 1

2

)

+ κ

]

ϕσ = 0, (15)

where

κ =
1

4Eω

(

Ẽ2 − p̃2z +
(g̃0)2

4
− g̃0Ẽχ

)

. (16)

According to Dvornikov [1], the solution of the equation above (which vanishes at infinity) depends on the associated
Laguerre polynomials; consequently, the parameter κ must be equal to a positive integer, that is, κ = N , where
N = 0, 1, 2, . . . is a (radial) quantum number. Therefore, using the condition κ = N , Dvornikov [1] obtained the
following energy levels for the Dirac neutrino:

[EA − 2Nω − g0]2 = (2Nω)2 + 4Nωg0 +
(

pz −
ω

2

)2

,

[ES − 2Nω]2 = (2Nω)2 +
(

pz +
ω

2

)2

, (17)

where EA = E(χ = +1) and ES = E(χ = −1) are the energies of active and sterile neutrinos, respectively. From the
above, we clearly see that the Dvornikov energy levels do not depend (explicitly or implicitly) on the angular quantum
number Jz (or l), which is quite strange since it should depend on him too, and not only on N (such as happens in
[2–6, 8–18]).

III. THE COMPLETE ENERGY LEVELS FOR DVORNIKOV’S PAPER

Here, we will obtain the complete energy levels for Dvornikov’s paper, that is, the energy levels dependent on two
quantum numbers: the radial quantum number N and the angular quantum number Jz. For this, we will follow the
same procedure done by [19] (section 2.4: Neutrino quantum states in rotating medium), and in a way, such as was
done in Refs. [2–15] (that is, we will follow a simpler path than Dvornikov [1] did). So, first of all, we need to find the
matrix form of the Eq. (10), which is easily found using the matrices (8) and the form of the Pauli matrices. However,
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knowing that the space-time (line element or metric) worked by Dvornikov [1] has a signature (+,−,−,−), or a flat
metric ηab = ηab=diag(+1,−1,−1,−1), implies that: γa = ηabγb = (γ0, γ1, γ2, γ3) = (γ0,−γ1,−γ2,−γ3), that is, go
up or down the spatial indexes get a minus sign (γi = −γi or γi = −γi, with i = 1, 2, 3) [32, 33]. Therefore, using this
information and the matrices (8) together with the following Pauli matrices:

σ1 = σx =

(

0 1
1 0

)

, σ2 = σy =

(

0 −i
i 0

)

, σ3 = σz =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

, (18)

Eq. (10) will be written in the following matrix form:









−m 0 g0 − E + pz − ω
2

−i∂r − i
2r − iJz

r + iωrE

0 −m −i∂r − i
2r + iJz

r − iωrE g0 − E − pz +
ω
2

−E − pz − ω
2

i∂r +
i
2r + iJz

r − iωEr −m 0
i∂r +

i
2r − iJz

r + iωrE −E + pz +
ω
2

0 −m









ψr = 0. (19)

Now, writing the radial spinor ψr such as:

ψr(r) =







ψ1(r)
ψ2(r)
ψ3(r)
ψ4(r)






, (20)

we can obtain from (19) a set/system of four coupled first-order differential equations, given by:

(

g0 − E + pz −
ω

2

)

ψ3(r) − i

(

∂r +
1

2r
+
Jz

r
− ωEr

)

ψ4(r) = mψ1(r),

(

g0 − E − pz +
ω

2

)

ψ4(r) − i

(

∂r +
1

2r
− Jz

r
+ ωEr

)

ψ3(r) = mψ2(r),

(

−E − pz −
ω

2

)

ψ1(r) + i

(

∂r +
1

2r
+
Jz

r
− ωEr

)

ψ2(r) = mψ3(r),

(

−E + pz +
ω

2

)

ψ2(r) + i

(

∂r +
1

2r
− Jz

r
+ ωEr

)

ψ1(r) = mψ4(r). (21)

So, for m ≃ 0 [1, 19], we have:

(

g0 − E + pz −
ω

2

)

ψ3(r) − i

(

∂r +
1

2r
+
Jz

r
− ωEr

)

ψ4(r) = 0,

(

g0 − E − pz +
ω

2

)

ψ4(r) − i

(

∂r +
1

2r
− Jz

r
+ ωEr

)

ψ3(r) = 0,

(

−E − pz −
ω

2

)

ψ1(r) + i

(

∂r +
1

2r
+
Jz

r
− ωEr

)

ψ2(r) = 0,

(

−E + pz +
ω

2

)

ψ2(r) + i

(

∂r +
1

2r
− Jz

r
+ ωEr

)

ψ1(r) = 0. (22)

In particular, we see that both/all equations above have the contribution of ω (noninertial/rotation term); however,
only the first two have the contribution of g0 (matter term). So, as our goal is to get the energy levels written as
a function of both ω and g0, it implies that the first two equations are the ones that we will work on. In this way,
isolating ψ4 in the second equation and substituting it into the first (i.e. decoupling the third component), as well
as isolating ψ3 in the first equation and substituting it into the second (i.e. decoupling the fourth component), we
obtain the following second-order differential equation (in a compact form) for ψ3 and ψ4 (such as is also done in
Refs. [2–12, 14, 15]):

[

∂2r +
1

r
∂r −

(Jz − u
2
)2

r2
− (ωrE)2 + (E − g0)2 −

(

pz −
ω

2

)2

+ 2ωE
(

Jz +
u

2

)

]

ψu(r) = 0, (u = ±1), (23)

where ψ+(r) = ψ3(r) and ψ−(r) = ψ4(r).
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In addition, introducing a new variable given by ρ = Eωr2 [1, 10], we obtain the following equation:
[

ρ
d2

dρ2
+

1

ρ

d

dρ
− (Jz − u

2
)2

4ρ
− ρ

4
+ Eu

]

ψu(ρ) = 0, (24)

where

Eu =
1

4Eω

[

(E − g0)2 −
(

pz −
ω

2

)2

+ 2ωE
(

Jz +
u

2

)

]

. (25)

Now, analyzing the asymptotic behavior/limit of Eq. (24) for ρ → 0 and ρ → ∞ [2–6, 8–15], we obtain a regular
solution in the form:

ψu(ρ) = Cue
−ρ/2ρ|Jz−u/2|Fu(ρ), (26)

where Cu are a normalization constants and Fu(ρ) are unknown functions to be determined. In particular, to be
a physically allowed solution, ψu(ρ) must satisfy two boundary conditions, i.e. vanish at the origin and at infinity,
such as ψu(ρ → 0) = ψu(ρ → ∞) = 0. So, replacing the solution (26) in (24), we obtain a second-order differential
equation for Fu(ρ):

[

ρ
d2

dρ2
+
(∣

∣

∣Jz −
u

2

∣

∣

∣+ 1− ρ
) d

dρ
−
(
∣

∣Jz − u
2

∣

∣+ 1

2
− Eu

)]

Fu(ρ) = 0, (27)

or yet (“Dvornikov-type form”)

[

ρ
d2

dρ2
+
(∣

∣

∣Jz −
u

2

∣

∣

∣+ 1− ρ
) d

dρ
+ κ

]

Fu(ρ) = 0, κ =

(

−
∣

∣Jz − u
2

∣

∣+ 1

2
+ Eu

)

. (28)

According to Refs. [2–6, 8–18, 29–31], the equation above is an associated Laguerre equation (or a confluent hyper-
geometric equation), whose solution are the associated Laguerre polynomials (confluent hypergeometric functions).
Consequently, the parameter κ must be equal to a positive integer, that is, κ = N , where N = 0, 1, 2, . . . is a (radial)
quantum number. In fact, the correct thing to say would be that the last term of (27) is a non-positive integer,
but since the minus sign has already been incorporated into κ, it amounts to the same thing. Therefore, from the
condition κ = N , we obtain the following complete energy levels for the Dirac neutrino:

[

E − 2Nuω − g0
]2

= (2Nuω)
2 + 4Nuωg

0 +
(

pz −
ω

2

)2

, (29)

where we define

Nu ≡
(

N +
1

2
+

|Jz − u
2
|

2
− (Jz +

u
2
)

2

)

=

(

N +
1− u

2
+

|Jz − u
2
|

2
− (Jz − u

2
)

2

)

, (30)

being Nu = Neff = Ntotal a type of “effective or total quantum number” (since it depends on all others), and is
similar to that of Refs. [8–12, 34–36]. On the other hand, we see clearly/explicitly that for Jz > 0 (positive angular
moment) with u = +1 (component ψ3), we obtain exactly the particular energy levels of Dvornikov’s paper [1].

IV. FINAL REMARKS

In this comment, we obtain the complete energy levels for Dvornikov’s paper [1], that is, the energy levels dependent
on two quantum numbers, namely, the radial quantum number (given by N = 0, 1, 2, . . .) and the angular quantum
number (given by Jz = ± 1

2
,± 3

2
,± 5

2
, . . .). In particular, what motivated us to do this was the fact that the quantized

energy levels for particles (fermions or bosons) in polar, cylindrical, or spherical coordinates (i.e. 2D and 3D systems)
depend on two quantum numbers: a radial quantum number and an angular quantum number. In view of this, the
following question/doubt arose: Why do the energy levels in Dvornikov’s paper only depend on one quantum number?
In other words, Where did the angular quantum number given by Jz go? So, using Studenikin’s paper as a starting
point (as well as others in the literature [2–12, 14, 15]), we write one of the equations from Dvornikov’s paper [1] in
a matrix form. Later, we use the four-component Dirac spinor and obtain a set/system of four coupled first-order
differential equations. From the first two equations with m ≃ 0, we obtain a (compact) second-order differential
equation for two spinor components (i.e. for ψ3 and ψ4). So, solving this equation, we obtain the neutrino energy
levels, which explicitly depend on both N and Jz. Finally, we note that for Jz > 0 (positive angular momentum) with
u = +1 (component ψ3), we obtain exactly the particular energy levels of Dvornikov’s paper [1].
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