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A bstract

A measuram ent of the ultrahigh-energy (UHE) cosm ic neutrinos at a km 3-size neutrino
telescope will open a new w indow to constrain the 3 3 neutrino m ixing m atrix V and probe
possible new physics. W e point out that it is in principle possble to exam ine the non-unitariy
0of V, whith is naturally expected In a class of seesaw m odels w ith one or m ore TV -scale
M aprana neutrinos, by using neutrino telescopes. Considering the UHE neutrinos produced
from the decays of charged pionsarising from pp and (or) p oollisions at a distant astrophysical
source, we show that their avor ratios at a terrestrial neutrino telescope m ay deviate from the
dem ocratic avor distrbution I : T : T = 1 :1 :1 due to the seesaw -induced unitariy

violation of V. Itse ect can be as large as several percent and can serve for an iluistration of
how sensitive a neutrino telescope should be to this kind of new physics.
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1 Introduction

The solar [1], atm ospheric R], reactor B] and accelerator @] neutrino experin ents have provided us

w ith very convincihg evidence that neutrinos are m assive and lpton avors arem ixed. In the basis

where the avor eigenstates of charged Jptons coincide w ith theirm ass eigenstates, the phenom enon

of neutrino m ixing can sin ply be descrbbed by a 3 3 unitary m atrix V. which links the neutrino
avor elgenstates ( .; ; ) to the neutrino m ass eigenstates ( ;; ,; 3):
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A full param etrization of V. requires 3 rotation angles ( ;,; 15 ,3) and 3 phassangls ( ; ; ) BIl:
SERF C13512 s;;e !
V=8 9295 D558 FCpGs 925353 O3Sy K Py 7 @)
+S1,5;  GoCsSise @283 9203518 GGy

wheres;; s o, cos, (Drij= 12;13;23),andP, = D iagfl;e ;e! g istheM ajprana phase
m atrix irrelevant to neutrino oscillations. A global analysis of current experim ental data [6] points
to ;35 Oand , =4, a notew orthy result which hasm otivated a num ber of authors to consider
the - pem utation symm etry and isbreaking m echanian form odelbuilding [7].

Now that neutrinos can oscillate from one avor to another, it will be extram ely interesting
to detect the oscillatory phenom ena of ultrahigh-energy (UHE) coan ic neutrinos produced from
distant astrophysical sources. ToeC ube B], a km *~volim e under-ice neutrino telescope, is now under
construction at the South Polk and aim s to observe the UHE neutrino oscillations. Together w ith
the underw ater neutrino telescopes In the M editerranean Sea ANTARES P], NESTOR [10] and
NEM O [11]), IoeCube has the potential to shed light on the acceleration m echanian of UHE coan ic
rays and to probe the intrinsic properties of coan ic neutrinos. An in m ediate consequence ofneutrino
oscillations is that the avor com position of coan ic neutrinos to be cbserved at the telescopes m ust
be di erent from that at the sources [12]. By m easuring the coan ic neutrino avor distribution, one
can detemm ne or constrain them ixing angles ( 1,7 137 ,3) and the D irac CP~iclating phase ( ). A
lot of attention has recently been paid to this Intriguing possibility [13]| [Lel.

W e ain to investigate the oscillation of coan ic neutrinos produced from the decays of charged
pions arising from energetic pp and (or) p oollisions at a distant astrophysical source (eg., active
galactic nuclkeior AGN).For such a m ost probabl UHE neutrino source, its avor com position is

=1:2:0; 3)

ot
where + (for = e; ; ) denotesthe -neutrino ux at the source. A s the distances
betw een the astrophysical sources and the terrestrial detectors arem uch longerthan the typicallength
of solar or atm ospheric neutrino oscillations, one m ay average the UHE coan ic neutrino oscillation
probabilities and arrive at
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This result is also valid for the antimeutrino oscillations; nam ely, P P( ! ) =P for
; = e and . Therefore, the neutrino uxes at the detector can be calculated from

X
=P : ®)

G iven Eq. (3) together w ith the condition ¥ ;j= ¥ ;J fori= 1;2;3) [17], it is easy to show that
the avor distrlbution of UHE cosn ic neutrinos has a dem ocratic pattem at neutrino telescopes:
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Note that 3 ;j= ¥ ;Jimplies etther ,; = 0Oand ,; = =4 (CP Invardance) or = =2 and
,3 = =4 (CP viclation) In the standard param etrization ofV as shown in Eg. (2). These two sets
of interesting conditions can be realized from the so-called tridboin axin al [18] and tetra-m axin al [19]
neutrino m ixing scenarios, resoectively.
Onehastobearmmind that . : T : T = 1 :1 :1 depends on two idealized hypotheses:

the astrophysical source of UHE neutrinos satis es  : : = 1:2:0and the3 3 neutrmno
m xingmatrix V satis es IV ; j= ¥ ,J. P revious works have extensively analyzed possible deviations
from the dem ocratic avor distrloution of UHE coan ic neutrinos at neutrino telescopes by taking
acoount of the energy dependence, uncertainties in the neutrino m ixing angles, contam nations to
the canonicalproduction of _’s (. ’s)and ‘s ( 's) from ’'s, and di erent sourcesof UHE cogn ic
neutrinos [13]| [L6].

W e shall concentrate on the standard pion-decay source ofUHE neutrinos, whose avor com posi—
tion hasbeen given n Eqg. (3), to explore the e ects of non-uniarity ofV on the avor distribution
of such coam ic neutrinos at a terrestrial neutrino telescope. This nvestigation is new and m akes
sense, because V is naturally expected to be non-uniary in a class of sesesaw m odels w ith one or
m ore TeV -scale right-handed M a prana neutrinos. W e nd that the dem ocratic avor distribution in
Eg. (6) can be broken at the percent level as a consequence of the unitarity violation ofV . A lthough
such a snalle ect is hard to be ocbserved in any realistic experin ents in the foreseeable future, it

does illustrate how sensitive a neutrino telescope should be to this kind of new physics.

2 Unitarity V Iolation at N eutrino Telescopes

Ifthe tiny m asses ofthree know n neutrinos ( ;; ,; 3) areattrbuted to the popular seesaw m echanisn
(eithertypeTI RO0]ortypeII R1]), In which there exist a few heavy (rdght-handed) M a prana neutrinos
N,, then the 3 3 neutrino m ixing m atrix V must be non-uniary. The e ect of unitarity violation
0fV depends on them ass scale of N ,, and it can be of0O (10 2) ifN ; areat the TeV scale R2] | an
energy frontier to be explored by the LHC . Indeed, a global analysis of current neutrino oscillation
data and precision electroweak data yields som e stringent constraints on the non-uniarity of Vv,
but its e ect is allowed to be of O (10 ?) R3] and m ay have som e novel in plications on neutrino
oscillations R4]| R6].

In the presence of am all unitarity violation, we w rite the neutrino m xing matrix as vV = AV,
where V, is a unitary m atrix containing 3 rotation angles ( ;,; ;37 ,3) and 3 phase angles lke that
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given In Eq. @), and A is a quasibidentity m atrix which can in general be param etrized in tem s
of 9 rotation angles ,; and 9 phase angles (ori= 1;2;3 and j= 4;5;6) R4]. For sin plicity,
here we adopt the expression of A shown In Eg. (11) ofRef. R4] and take V, to be the wellkknown
tribim axin alm ixing pattem [18]w ithout any CP ~violating phases. Then we cbtain the non-unitary
neutrino m xng m atrix V.= AV, as follow s:

0
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Here s, sin ;; and §;; és s;; have been de ned, and higherorder tem s of s;; have been
neglkcted. The m ixing angles in ;5 can at most be of O (0:1), but the CP +vilating phases ,; are
entirely unrestricted. Ifboth ;5 and .y are switched o , the tribin axin alneutrino m ixing pattem

willbe reproduced from Eqg. (7). W ih the help ofEgs. (4) and (7), we arxrive at
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For the canonical astrophysical source of UHE neutrinos under consideration, we de nitely have
f . 7 g= f1=3;2=3;0g9 ,,where [ denotesthe totalinitial ux. It isthen easy to get the avor
distrbution at a terrestrial neutrino telescope:
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The dem ocratic avor distrbution of T (bor = e; ; ) is clearly broken. Because of the non—
unitarty ofV, the total ux of UHE oo4an ic neutrinos at the telescope is not equal to that at the

source:

2
t= o 1 5(2W1+3W2+W3) : (12)

This sum is apparently am aller than ,, and it approxin ately am ounts to 0:96 , ifW ; 001 (for
i= 1;2;3). Som e comm ents are in order.

(1) Note that ReX receives the m ost stringent constraint from current experin ental data, X j<
70 10 ° R3]. Hence the dom lnant e ects ofunitarity violation on T come from W ;- Thebreaking
of I : T : T=1:1:1can be as lame as sveral percent. A though the strength of unitarity
violation isvery an alland certainly di cul to be ocbserved In realistic experin ents, it does illustrate
how sensitive a neutrino telescope should be to this kind of new physics.

(2) Note Ba]so that the oscil]Jatjon probabilities of UHE ocosn ic neutrinos are actually given by
P P = VVY) VYY) (for ; = e; ; ) In the nonuniary case, where the production
of and the detection of  are both govemed by the charged-current Interactions R3]. G iven
the canonical source of UHE neutrinos, .’s are generated from the decay ofmuons, and thus the
charged-current Interaction nvolrestwo lepton avors (ie.,eand ).But ’scan beproduced from
two channels: one is the decay of charged pions and the other is the decay ofmuons. The fom er
Ihvolves only one kpton avor (ie. ). Hence one should take care ofthe nom alization factorswhen
doing speci ¢ calculations of the coam ic neutrino uxes for a speci ¢ neutrino-telescope experin ent.
For the sin plk pattem ofV taken above, the nom alization factors can be explicitly w ritten as

1
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(3) The unitarity violation ofV under discussion is ascribed to the existence of heavy M a prana
neutrinos In seesaw m odels and usually referred to asthem inin alunitarity violation R3]. In contrast,
the existence of one orm ore light sterilke neutrinos and theirm ixing w ith three active neutrinosm ay
also violate the unitarity of V.. Using S 4 to denote the m atrix elm ents of active-sterile neutrino
m xing, we can express the averaged probabilities of UHE cosan ic neutrino oscillations as

x3 X0
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where and mun overe, and ,and
x3 X0
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holds. Egq. (15) show s the apparent unitarity violation of V. induced by light sterile neutrinos. Two
observations have been achieved In Ref. R7]: (@) for sn allactivesterilem king (e, $ ;j 1), the
e ect of non-unitarity ofV at neutrino telescopes is very an all and quite sin ilar to that obtained in



Eg. (10); () for large hitherto-unconstrained m ixing between active and sterile neutrino soecies (ie.,
B 53 1), the existence of light sterike neutrinos m ight signi cantly m odify the dem ocratic avor
distrbution of UHE cogn ic neutrinos at neutrino telescopes. At present, how ever, we have to adm it
that there isno strong experin ental or theoreticalm otivation to introduce light sterile neutrinos into
the standard m odel.

For illustration, we sin ply assum e that there is only one heavy M a prana neutrino, which can be
acocomm odated In the m inin altypeTII seesaw m odel R8]. In this case, we are keft w ith three m ixing
angles ( 147 547 34) and three CP vioclating phases ( 1,7 ,4; 3,) characterizing the unitarity violation
ofV . Asdone In Ref. [14], three working observables at a neutrino telescope can be de ned:

e

R

e T+ T
T
R ;
e
T

e

In the unitarity Iim it where V takes the tridin axin alm ixing pattem, one can easily obtain R =
R = R = 1=2, a result which is equivalent to the dem ocratic avor distrdbution. W ih the help
ofEgs. 8), (9) and (11), we are ablk to evaluate the above ux ratios n the presence of uniariy
violation:

1 1R .
R, T 242, 15§, 9§, 12s,s,,C0s8% ;
1 1h 2 t
R PRT: 1287, 21§,+ 955, 65,S,, COS% ;
1 1h 2 .
R S+ 3¢ 128l t 69, 188, 65,5, 0s% ; €7

where % 14 24 and the higherordertem sofs;; (forij= 14;24;34) have been neglcted. Taking
Into acoount the experin ental constraints 23], we have num erically calculated the allowed regions of
these working observables In F igure 1, w here the phase angle % varies freely in the range $2 [0;2 1.
Two comm ents are In order:

The deviation ofR (for = e; ; ) from isvalue n the unitarty lin it (ie., R = 1=2) isat
most at the 0:1% lvel. T here are two ocbvious reasons forthis resul: (@) there exist signi cant
cancellations am ong the contributions ofthreem ixing anglesto the avor ratios; (o) them ixing
angks s;, and s,, are strictly constrained by ¥ j= s;;s,, < 70 10°.

In m ore general cases w ith two or three heavy M aprana neutrinos, the above constraint can
be Ioosened. Taking two TeV -scalke M aprana neutrinos for exam ple, we can obtain s, 01

(fori= 1;2;3 and j= 4;5) when the destructive interference between §,,8,, and $§,:6,; term s
takesplace n X (see Eg. (9) and switch o the contribution of§,.8,, to X ).

W hile a neutrino telescope is expected to identify di erent avors ofUHE cosan ic neutrinos, it isalso
expected to m easure the total ux as precisely as possible. A notabl feature of unitarity violation



ofV isthat the total ux at the detector is not equal to that at the source, and such a discrepancy
m ay be as large as ssveral percent shown in Eq. (12).

3 Comm entson cosm ic neutrino decays

So farwe have assum ed coan ic neutrinos to be stabl particles and studied their avor distrioution at
neutrino telescopes. Now let usm ake som e comm ents on cogm ic neutrino decays and their possible
signatures at neutrino telescopes. It is actually not unnatural to speculate that m assive neutrinos
are unstable and can decay Into lighter neutrinos and other m assless particles. If neutrino m asses
arise from spontaneous breaking of the global B L) symmetry, for exampl, then 5 !, +
decaysm ay take place, where isa G oldstone particke (ie., M ajpron) R9]. A m ore exotic scenario,
In which m assive neutrinos m ay decay into unparticles, has also been proposed [30].

Here we consider a rather sin ple case: the decay products ofUHE coan ic neutrinos are nvisble,
In plying that the Initial neutrinos sim ply disappear. W hen the neutrino source spectrum f&alls w ith
energy In a su ciently desp way, the daughter neutrino w ill also have negligble contributions to the
totalneutrino ux. Then the resultant neutrino avor distrbution at neutrino telescopes is sin ply
given by [L6, 31]

ce T Ty v v F (18)

provided ; is the Iightest neutrino m ass eigenstate (and thus stablk). Note that Eq. (18) holds in
the assum ption that the heavier neutrinos , and ; compltely decay into ; and Invisble (m assless)
particles. If the neutrino m ixing m atrix V is not unitary, as ilustrated n Eq. (7), then the avor
distrbution at neutrino telescopes reads

Tt T=4@ 2w):( 2W,+4ReX):(l 2W, 4ReY + 2ReZ) : 19)

e

It is straightforward to com pute the avor ratiosde ned In Eq. (16). In the uniariy lin i, we have
R.,= 2and R = R = 1=5; and In the non-uniary case with only one heavy M aprana neutrno,

we obtain
i
R, 2 285, $, $§,+ 4s,s,,c0s% 45,5y, cos# + 2s,,5,, o5&  #) ;
110, » . . .
R < + Pr 457, 5§, + 3, + 20s,,S,, 0SS+ 4s),5;, cos# 25,5, 08 #) ;
1 1h ) . o '
R S + 25 4s], + 55, 5§4 4s,s,, c0s% 205,53, cos# + 10s,,5;, cos(5  #) ; (20)

where % 14 sar ¥ 14 34, and higher-order tem s of s;; have been neglected. The allowed
regions of three avor ratios are plotted in F igure 2, where the phase angles % and # vary freely In
the range 0;2 ]. Two comm ents are in order:

D i erent from the case discussed in section 2, here the deviation of R from its value in the
unitarity lin it (ie., R_ = 2) can be as large as 4% . Tn com parison, the deviation ofR  orR
from itsvalue in the unitarity lm it (ie, R = R = 02) can be at the 0% level



It is worth m entioning that additional tem s involving ReY and ReZ are present in Egq. (19),
com pared to Eq. (11).On the otherhand, since s, ors,, iscon ned to a very sm allvalue, the
non-uniary CP-violating phase $ can hardly a ect the avor ratios n Eq. (17). In the decay
scenario, however, both the phases $ and # can signi cantly contrbute to R

W e see that the avor distrbution of UHE ocoan ic neutrinos In the decay scenario is quite di erent
from that in the standard neutrino oscillation picture. In particular, the dem ocratic avor distribu—
tion ofUHE coan ic neutrinos at neutrino telescopes isbadly broken even ifthe condition ¥V ;j= ¥ ;J
(fori= 1;2;3) is satis ed.

4 Summ ary

A ssum ing that UHE ocoan ic neutrinos are produced from the decays of charged pions arising from
energetic pp and (©r) p collisions at a distant astrophysical source, one m ay expect a dem ocratic
avordistribution [ : T : T = 1:1:1 atneutriho telesoopes ifeither ;3= 0and ,;= =4 CP
nvariance) or = =2 and ,, = =4 (CP violation) are satis ed in the standard param etrization
ofV . A lot of attention has been focused on an all perturoations to the above conditions such that
the resultant avor distrdbution is no m ore dem ocratic. W e have explored a novel possibility, In
which V is non-unitary and is non-unitarty is induced by heavy M aprana neutrinos as expected
In a class of TeV scale seesaw m odels, to exam Ine the avor distrbution of UHE cogn ic neutrinos
at a terrestrial neutrino telescope. W e have shown that the e ect of unitarity violation on the avor
ratios [ : T : T can be as large as several percent. W e have also m ade som e brief com m ents on

coan ic neutrino decays and illustrated the relevant avor distributions at neutrino telescopes.

A measurem ent ofthe avor distribution of UHE coan ic neutrinos is certainly a big challenge to
IceC ube and other neutrino telescopes. In the long run, however, we hope that neutrino telescopes
can play an Interesting role com plem entary to the terrestrial neutrino oscillation experim ents in
understanding the intrinsic properties of m assive neutrinos and probing possble new physics.

Thiswork was supported In part by the N ationalN atural Science Foundation of China.

R eferences

[l] SNO Collaboration, Q R .Ahmad et al,, Phys.Rev.Lett. 89, 011301 (2002).

R] Fora review, see: C K . Jung et al,, Ann.Rev.Nucl Part. Sci. 51, 451 (2001).
B] Kam LAND Collaboration, K .Eguchiet al.,, Phys.Rev. Lett. 90, 021802 (2003).
4] K2K Collaboration,M H .Ahn et al, Phys.Rev. Lett. 90, 041801 (2003).

B] ParticeData Group,W M .Yao etal, J.Phys.G 33,1 (2006).Ses, also, H .Fritzsch and Z Z.
X ing, Phys. Lett.B 517, 363 (2001);ZZ.Xng, ht.J.M od.Phys.A 19,1 (2004).

6] A . Strum ia and F .V issani, hepph/0606054.



[7]

B]

For recent review s w ith extensive references, see: W . G rim us, hepph/0610158; 2 Z.X ng, H .
Zhang, and S. Zhou, Phys. Lett. B 641, 189 (2006); T .Baba and M . Yasue, arX w{07102713

hep-phl.

IceCube Collaboration, J. Ahrens et al,, Nucl Phys. P roc. Suppl. 118, 388 (2003).

©] ANTARES Collaboration, E . A slanides et al., astro-ph/9907432.

(0]
(1]
2]

[L3]

(14]

(L5]

[L6]

[L7]

(18]

[19]

NESTOR Collaboration, SE . T zam arias et al,, Nucl. Instrum .M eth.A 502, 150 (2003).
NEM O Collaboration, P . P iatelli, Nucl Phys. P roc. Suppl. 143, 359 (2005).
JG .Leamed and S.Pakvasa, A stropart. Phys. 3, 267 (1995).

H.Athar, M . Jezabek, and O . Yasuda, Phys. Rev.D 62, 103007 (2000); L. Bento, P. K era-
nen, and J.M aalam pi, Phys. Lett. B 476, 205 (2000); G J. Gounars and G .M oultaka, hep—
ph/0212110; Y . Farzan and A Yu. Sm imov, Phys. Rev.D 65, 113001 (2002); P. K eranen, J.
M aalampi, M . M yyrylainen, and J. R iittinen, Phys. Lett. B 574, 162 (2003); P D . Serpico
and M .Kachelrie , Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 211102 (2005); P.Bhattacharge and N . G upta, hep—
ph/0501191; P D . Serpico, Phys.Rev.D 73, 047301 (2006).

Z Z.X ing, Phys.Rev.D 74, 013009 (2006); Z Z.X ing and S. zhou, Phys.Rev.D 74, 013010
(2006).

W .W Inter, Phys. Rev.D 74, 033015 (2006); H.Athar, CS.Kin, and J. Les, M od. Phys.
Lett.A 21,1049 (2006); W .Rodephann, JCAP 0701, 029 007); Z Z.X ing, Nucl Phys. B
(P roc. Suppl) 168, 274 (2007); K .Blum, Y .Nir, and E . W axm an, arX w:0706 2070 hep-ph];
P. Lipar, M . Lusignoli, and D . M eloni, Phys. Rev.D 75, 123005 (2007); D .M ajim dar and
A .Ghosal, Phys.Rev.D 75,113004 (2007); R L..Awasthiand S.Choubey, Phys.Rev.D 76,
113002 (2007); G R.Hwang and S.Kin, arX 07113122 hep-ph]; Z Z.X Ing, Nucl Phys. B
(P roc.Suppl) 175-176, 421 (2008); S.Pakvasa,W .Rodephann,and T J.W eiler, JHEP 0802,
005 (2008); S.Choubey, V .Niro, and W .Rodephann, arX iv:0803.0423 hep-ph].

JF .Beacom , N F.Bell, D .Hooper, S.Pakvasa, and T J.W eiler, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 181301
(2003);G .Barenboin and C .Quigg,Phys.Rev.D 67, 073024 (2003);JF .Beacom ,N F .Bell,D .
Hooper, S.Pakvasa, and T J.W eiler, Phys.Rev.D 68, 093005 (2003);Phys.Rev.D 69, 017303
(2004);D .M eloniand T .Ohlsson, Phys.Rev.D 75, 125017 (2007); S.Pakvasa, arX 08031701
hepph]; M .M altoniand W .W inter, arX v:0803 2050 hep-ph].

Z Z.Xhgand S.Zhou, arX iv:0804 3512v2 hep-ph] (unpublished).

PF.Harrson,D H .Perkins, and W G . Soott, Phys. Lett. B 530, 167 (2002); Z Z . X ing, Phys.
Lett.B 533,85 (2002); P F .Harrison and W G .Scott, Phys. Lett.B 535, 163 (2002); X G .He
and A . Zee, Phys. Lett.B 560, 87 (2003).

Z Z.X g, arX :0805.0416 hepph], to appear n Phys.Rev.D Rapid Comm unication).



R0O] P.M inkow ki, Phys. Lett. B 67, 421 (1977); T . Yanagida, in P roceedings of the W orkshop on
Uni ed T heory and the Baryon Num ber of the Universe, edited by O . Sawada and A . Sugam oto
KEK, Tsukuba, 1979); M .GellM ann, P.Ram ond, and R . Slansky, In Supergravity, edied by
P.van N jeuwenhuizen and D . Freedm an (N orth Holland, Am sterdam , 1979); S.L.G Jashow, in
Q uarks and Leptons, edited by M .Levy etal. P Jenum , New York, 1980);R .N .M ohapatra and
G . Senpnovic, Phys.Rev. Lett. 44, 912 (1980).

R11 M .M agg and C . W etterich, Phys. Lett.B 94, 61 (1980); J. Schechter and JW F .Vallk, Phys.
Rev.D 22,2227 (1980); T P.Chengand L F .Li,Phys.Rev.D 22,2860 (1980);R N .M ochapatra
and G . Senganovic, Phys.Rev.D 23, 165 (1981).

R2] Sees, eg., 2 Z.X1ng and S. Zhou, H igh Energy Phys. Nucl. Phys. 30, 828 (2006); W .Chao, S.
Luo, Z Z.Xing,and S.Zhou, Phys.Rev.D 77, 016001 (2008); W .Chao, Z.Si, Z Z.X ing, and
S.Zhou, arxX v:0804 1265 hepphl]; P.Ren and Z Z.X ing, arxX v0805.4292 hepph]; W .Chao,
arX v{0806.0889 hep-phl.

23] S.Antusch, C.Biggio, E . FemandezM artinez, M B .G avela, and J.LopezPavon, JHEP 0610,
084 (2006).

24] Z Z.X1ng, Phys.Lett.B 660, 515 (2008).

k5] E . FemandezM artinez, M B. Gavela, J. LopezPavon, and O . Yasuda, Phys. Lett. B 649,
427 (2007); J. LopezPavon, AP Conf. Proc. 981, 219 (2008); S. Goswamiand T. Ota,
arX 08021434 hepphl]; S.Luo, arX iv:0804 4897 hep—phl.

R6] M .Czakon, J.G luza,and M .Zralkk,ActaPhys.Polon.B 32,3735 (2001).B .Bekm an, J.G luza,
J.Holeczek, J.Syska, and M .Zrakk, Phys.Rev.D 66, 093004 (2002); J.H olczek, J.K isiel, J.
Syska, and M . Zrakk, Eur.Phys. J.C 52, 905 (2007).

R7] H .Athar, M . Jezabek, and O . Yasuda, In Ref. [13]; R L.Awasthiand S.Choubey, in Ref. [15].

R8] PH.Gu, H.Zhang, and S. Zhou, Phys.Rev.D 74, 076002 (2006); A H.Chan, H . Frtzsth, S.
Luo, and Z Z.X ing, Phys.Rev.D 76, 073009 (2007).

R9] Y .Chikashige, R N .M ochapatra, and R D .Pecoei, Phys. Lett.B 98, 265 (1981); G B.Geln ini
and M . Roncadelli, Phys. Lett. B 99, 411 (1981); VD .Bamer, W Y .Keung, and S.Pakvasa,
Phys.Rev.D 25,907 (1982); JW F .Vallk, Phys.Lett.B 131, 87 (1983).

B0] S.Zhou, Phys. Lett.B 659, 336 (2008); SL.Chen,X G.He,and H C.Tsai, JHEP 0711, 010
(2007);X ©Q .Li, Y .Lin,and Z.T .W ei, arX w0707 2285 hepph];D .M ajum dar, arX iv0708.3485

hep-ph].

B1] S.Pakvasa, hepph/0305317; and references therein.

10



0.508

0.506¢

0.504|

0.502(

0.5

0.498¢

0.496

0.494

R
0.492 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ z
0%494 0.496 0498 0.5 0502 0.504 0.506

R
0.506

0.504

0.502(

0.5¢

0.498¢

0.496

.

0.494 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ W
494 0.496 0.498 0.5 0.502 0.504 0.506

Figure 1: Allowed regions of the avorratios R.,R ) and R ,R ), where the density of points is
generated by scanning the possible rangesofs;; (forij = 14;24;34) accordingtoa atrandom number
distrbution (ie., s;; 2 Dj0d]and s;ys,, < 70 10 ®> based on current experin ental constraints on
the non-uniariy ofVv).
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Figure 2: Allowed regions of the avorratios R_,,R ) and R ,R ) in the neutrino decay scenario,
where the density of points is generated by scanning the possible ranges of s;; (for ij = 14;24;34)
according to a  at random number distrbution (ie. s;; 2 D;0:d]and syys,, < 70 10 ® based on
current experim ental constraints on the non-unitarity of V).
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