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Abstract

In this paper, we carry out a systematic study of the sufficient and necessary conditions
for CP conservation in the leptonic sector with massive Majorana neutrinos. In particular,
the emphasis is placed on the number of CP-violating phases in the presence of a partial
mass degeneracy (e.g., m; = my 7# my) or a complete mass degeneracy m; = my = Mg,
where m, (for i = 1,2, 3) stand for the masses of three ordinary neutrinos. In the canonical
seesaw model with three right-handed neutrino singlets, CP-violating phases in the special
case of a partial (e.g., My = M, # Mj;) or complete (i.e., M; = M, = M;) mass degen-
eracy of three heavy Majorana neutrinos are also examined. In addition, we derive the
renormalization-group equations of the weak-basis invariants in the effective theory with a
general mass spectrum of Majorana neutrinos, to which the solutions establish the direct
connection between CP violation at low- and high-energy scales.
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1 Introduction

Neutrino oscillation experiments have firmly established that neutrinos are indeed massive and
lepton flavors are significantly mixed [IL[2]. One main goal of future long-baseline accelerator
neutrino oscillation experiments is to discover CP violation in the leptonic sector and precisely
measure the relevant CP-violating phase [3]. In order to account for tiny neutrino masses, one
can go beyond the standard model (SM) by introducing three right-handed neutrino singlets N,
(for ¢ = 1,2,3). Then the SU(2); x U(1)y gauge-invariant Lagrangian for lepton masses, flavor
mixing and CP violation can be written as

_ . 1—o
Liopton =~ Yl =Y, HNg = SNgMyp Ny +he. (1.1)

where ¢, = (v,1)T and H = io,H* with H = (o1, )T are the left-handed lepton doublet
and the Higgs doublet, Y, and Y, are the charged-lepton and Dirac neutrino Yukawa coupling
matrices, and My is the Majorana mass matrix for right-handed neutrino singlets. Note that
Nf = CN—RT has been defined with C = iy?7? being the charge-conjugation matrix. As the
Higgs field acquires its vacuum expectation value (¢°) = v/v/2 with v ~ 246 GeV and the gauge
symmetry is spontaneously broken down, the charged-lepton mass matrix and the Dirac neutrino
mass matrix are then given by M, = Y;u/v/2 and My, = Y,v/v/2, respectively.

In such a minimal extension of the SM, three ordinary neutrinos are massive Majorana particles,
namely, they are their own antiparticles [4l[5]. The lepton mass spectrum, flavor mixing and CP
violation at the low-energy scale are then governed by the following effective Lagrangian

onon = Ml = ST + ST Wy + e (1.2
where the effective mass matrix for three light Majorana neutrinos is given by the famous seesaw
formula M, = —MpMz' M} [6HI0], which is in general complex and symmetric, and the last
term stands for the charged-current weak interaction with g being the gauge coupling constant
of the SU(2); gauge group. As the Majorana mass term of right-handed neutrinos is not subject
to the spontaneous gauge symmetry breaking, the smallness of light Majorana neutrino masses

v

10" GeV with O(Mp) ~ 10% GeV. After diagonalizing the lepton mass matrices via V;' M,V

]\/47 = diag{m,,m,,m_} and V,J M,V = J/\/[\V = diag{m,, my, my}, where V}, V/ and V,, are 3 x 3
unitary matrices, and converting into the mass basis, we can obtain the leptonic flavor mixing
matrix or the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix U = V'V, [IT,12], which then
appears in the charged-current interaction as the origin of lepton flavor mixing and CP violation.

O(M,) < 0.1 eV can be ascribed to the largeness of heavy Majorana neutrino masses O(Mg) 2

Since the discovery of leptonic CP violation is the primary goal of future neutrino oscillation
experiments and it may also be connected to cosmological matter-antimatter asymmetry [13H16],
it is interesting to establish the sufficient and necessary conditions for CP conservation in the
leptonic sector with massive Majorana neutrinos. Only when these conditions are spoiled in a
specific model of neutrino masses can one explain the leptonic CP violation and associate it with
the dynamical generation of cosmological matter-antimatter asymmetry. This task has already
been taken up in the literature, particularly by Branco and his collaborators [I7] in the language



of the so-called weak-basis (WB) invariants [I§]. The leptonic CP violation in terms of WB
invariants has been discussed first by Pilaftsis in the context of resonant leptogenesis [19] and
subsequently by several other authors [20,21]. The central idea of this approach is to define the
general CP transformation, which is actually combination of the ordinary CP transformation and
the flavor-basis transformation. More explicitly, if the Lagrangian in Eq. (L2]) is invariant under
the following transformations [17]

I, > UCl, . v, = ULy, lg—UgCly, W, — —(—1)%qu , (1.3)

where the asterisk “+” indicates the complex conjugation and 9y, (for u =0,1,2,3) stands for the
Kronecker delta, while U}, and Uy are two arbitrary 3 x 3 unitary matrices in the flavor space,
then the sufficient and necessary conditions for CP conservation are equivalent to the existence of
two unitary matrices U and Uy such that the identities below [17]

U{MuUfj =—M;, UIT,MIUR =M, (1.4)

are satisfied. With the help of Eq. (IL4]), one can find out the minimal set of sufficient and necessary
conditions for CP conservation in the leptonic sector in terms of WB invariants [22]

I, =T {H, H’} =0, (1.5)
Z,=Im{Txr[HH,G,]} =0, (1.6)
I, = Tt {[G,,. H)’} =0, (1.7)

where H, = MM/, H, = M, M} and G,, = M, H; M} have been introduced.

It has been pointed out in Ref. [23] that those conditions in Eqs. (LH)-(L7) are not sufficient
to guarantee CP conservation in general. A numerical counter example has been given therein
to illustrate that CP violation still exists even when all three conditions in Eqs. (LH)-(L1) are
satisfied. For this reason, a new set of three invariants {Z;, Zy, Z, } has been suggested in Ref. [23]
with Z, defined as

Zy=Im{Tr [HH.G,]} =0, (1.8)

which can guarantee CP conservation at least in the experimentally allowed parameter space of
lepton masses and mixing angles Note that the invariance under the general CP transformations
in BEq. (C3) requires U] H,U; = Hy, UL H,U;, = H? and U{G,, U, = G, according to Eq. (L4). By
using these transformation rules, one can immediately prove that Z, (for i = 1,2,3,4) are indeed
WB invariants. Given the lepton mass matrices M, and M, in a concrete model, the advantage
of these WB invariants is to remove the ambiguity of flavor-basis transformations in ensuring
whether CP conservation is present.

Here the number n of vanishing WB invariants Z, = Z, = Z, = 0 to guarantee CP conservation coincides with
the number of CP phases in the theory, i.e., n = 3 in the present case. However, this is valid under the assumption
that the lepton masses and the flavor mixing angles do not take any contrived values. More explicitly, we assume
that all the other physical parameters take the values within their experimentally allowed parameter space. If this
is not assumed, as pointed out in Ref. [23], then there may still exist CP violation in a theory with n CP phases
even when the properly chosen n WB invariants vanish.



In this work, we aim to derive the sufficient and necessary conditions for CP conservation in
the leptonic sector, and especially focus on the scenario of a partially- or completely-degenerate
neutrino mass spectrum [24125]. The number of flavor mixing angles and CP-violating phases in
these special cases will be clarified. In addition, we investigate the radiative corrections to leptonic
CP violation by using the renormalization-group equations of the WB invariants. On the other
hand, since neutrino oscillation experiments indicate that any two of three light neutrinos cannot
be exactly degenerate in mass, we consider the mass degeneracy for heavy Majorana neutrinos in
the canonical seesaw models [20,26] and explore the implications of such a partial or complete
mass degeneracy for the leptonic CP violation at low- and high-energy scales.

The remaining part of our paper is structured as follows. In Sec. 2 we recall the sufficient
and necessary conditions for the CP violation in the low-energy effective theory of lepton masses
and flavor mixing, and pay a particular attention to the cases of a partial or complete degeneracy
in neutrino masses. The renormalization-group equations of the WB invariants will be derived
and used to study the running behaviors of CP phases. Then, we apply the formalism for light
Majorana neutrinos to the case of heavy Majorana neutrinos in Sec. Bl The full set of WB
invariants for CP conservation will be given and utilized to analyze the possible connection between
CP violation at low- and high-energy scales. Finally, we summarize our main conclusions in Sec. 4

2 Low-energy Effective Theory

At the low-energy scale, leptonic CP violation arises from the complex mass matrices of charged
leptons and light Majorana neutrinos, as indicated in Eq. (I2)). If three Majorana neutrinos are not
degenerate in mass, the minimal set of sufficient and necessary conditions for CP conservation have
already been given in Eqs. (LT), (I6) and (L.8). Although the details can be found in Ref. [23],
we briefly summarize the key points concerning these sufficient and necessary conditions for CP
conservation in the case of nondegenerate neutrino masses in order to establish our notations. As
the WB invariants are by definition independent of basis transformations in the flavor space, it
should be kept in mind that one can calculate them in any convenient basis and the final results
depend only on physical parameters.

In the mass basis of charged leptons and light Majorana neutrinos, the CP-violating phases are
contained in the PMNS matrix [I], which is usually parametrized in terms of three mixing angles
{65, 6,3, 053}, one Dirac-type CP phase § and two Majorana-type CP phases {p, o}, namely,

—id ip
C13C12 C13512 S13€ e” 00
_ i i io
U= | —812C03 = C19513593€" +C19Ca3 — §19513593€" 13893 | - | 0 €7 0] (2.1)
is i
519593 — C12513C23€ " —C1g593 — S19513C93€ " Ci3Ca3 0 01

where ¢;; = cos0;; and s;; = sin0;; (forij = 12,13, 23) have been defined. Therefore, the invariants
{Z,,Z,,7,} can be expressed in terms of the charged-lepton masses {m,, m,, m, }, neutrino masses
{my, my, my}, leptonic flavor mixing angles {6,,, 0,5, 053} and CP-violating phases {, p,o}. It is
straightforward to verify that the invariant Z, in Eq. (L3) can be written as
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where A;; = m7 —m? (for i,j = 1,2,3) are neutrino mass-squared differences, A, ;5 = m2 —m3
(for o, B = e, i, 7) are charged-lepton mass-squared differences, and J = Im [U,, U, Y u2] is the
Jarlskog invariant for CP violation in leptonic sector [27H29]. For the standard parametrization
of U in Eq. [21)), one can get the explicit expression J = $15C15593C93513C 3 sind. In a similar
way, the other two WB invariants Z, and Z, can also be calculated, but the explicit analytical
expressions are too lengthy to be listed here. Taking the advantage of the simple result for Z; in
Eq. [22), we can show that Z, = 7, = 7, = 0 are sufficient conditions for CP conservation in the
case of nondegenerate neutrino masses. First of all, Z; = 0 holds if and only if 6 = 0 or 7. After
using Z; = 0 to eliminate the Dirac CP phase 9, we can then observe that Z, = 0 and Z, = 0 give

rise to two independent equations of two Majorana CP phases p and o, namely,

fisin(2p) + fysin(20) + fysin(2p — 20) =0, (2.3)
hysin(2p) + hysin(20) + hysin(2p —20) =0,

where f; and h, (for i = 1,2,3) are functions of three mixing angles and six lepton masses. The
explicit expressions of f; and h; can be found in Ref. [23]. Since Egs. ([23]) and (2.4]) are actually
nonlinear in nature, they cannot enforce p and o to take only trivial values (i.e., 0 or 7/2) in general.
However, it can be proved that at least in the whole physically allowed parameter space, these two
equations are sufficient to ensure that p and o take only trivial values [23], so CP conservation is
justified. On the other hand, it is easy to prove that the vanishing of three invariants {Z;,Z,,Z4}
is also a necessary condition for CP conservation with nondegenerate neutrino masses [17].

In the following discussions, we shall concentrate on the partially-degenerate mass spectrum
m, = my # m4ydand the completely-degenerate mass spectrum m, = m, = my. These two special
cases have not been considered in Ref. [23].

2.1 Partial mass degeneracy

If the partial mass degeneracy m, = m, # mg is assumed, then from Eq. (22]) we find that 7,
vanishes automatically and it can no longer be used to investigate the properties of CP violation.
Nevertheless, there exists an extra degree of freedom in the system with two degenerate neutrino
masses, which can be implemented to reduce the number of CP-violating phases.

To see this point more clearly, we choose the basis where both neutrino mass matrix M, and
the charged-current interaction are flavor-diagonal. In this basis, the neutrino mass matrix M, =
]/\J\V = diag{m, m, my}, where we have taken m, = m, = m, is invariant under the transformation

/ :
Vi1, Vi, Vi1, cosa —sina 0 Vi1,
/ _ pt — :
Vo, | = | W | = Ria(@) | vy, | = | sina cosa O | vy, |, (2.5)
/
V3L VL VL 0 0 1 V3L

where R,,(«) has been defined as the rotation matrix in the (1, 2)-plane with « being an arbitrary
real rotation angle. To keep the flavor-diagonal charged-current interaction unchanged, one thus

2The other two possibilities, i.e., m; # my = ms and m; = mg # m,, can be examined in a similar way.



has to make the same transformation on the left-handed charged leptons simultaneously, i.e.,

er, e, er, cosa —sina 0 er,
p | = | = Rl,(a) | = | sina cosa 0 |- (2.6)
L L L 0 0 1 L

Under these transformations, the whole effective Lagrangian in Eq. (L2]) is not modified except
for the charged-lepton mass matrix M,, which together with H, = M, M transforms as follows

M, — M, = RJ{2(Q)MI ) Hy — H| = Riz(a)Hlez(a) . (2.7)

In the chosen basis, only the charged-lepton mass matrix M, is complex and thus contains all the
information about CP-violating phases. Furthermore, to remove the unphysical phases related to
the right-handed charged-lepton fields, we consider only the Hermitian matrix H;,. Now we show
that the rotation matrix R,,(a) can be utilized to reduce the number of CP phases in the original

Lagrangian. To be explicit, we directly establish the correspondence between the matrix elements
of H] and those of H}, i.e.,

;

Hi, = % [Hy, + Hyy + (Hy; — Has) cos 2a + 2H,, sin 2c0 cos ¢y)
Hj, = % [Hy, + Hyy — (Hyy — Hyy) cos2cc — 2H 5 sin 2aecos ¢y]
Hyy = Hyy

H{,e'%2 = H ,e'%12 cos? a — %(H11 — Hy,)sin 20 — Hye 12sin®a |

- . o
Hi,e%1s = H 4¢3 cos a + Hyse'?s sina

- . o
| He'%2 = H,pe'¥2s cosa — Hyzel®s sina

where H;; = [(H)),;| and ¢;; = arg [(Hl)ij} have been defined for H, (for,j = 1,2, 3), and likewise
H], = |(H]);,;] and ¢}; = arg [(H]);;] for H]. Note that H, (or H]) is Hermitian, so only three
phases {¢1y, G153, O93} in H, (or {P), P13, Phs} in H]) are independent. In the case of nondegenerate
neutrino masses, where these three phases are all physical, three conditions Z;, = 0, Z, = 0 and
7, = 0 are needed to guarantee CP conservation. In the presence of mass degeneracy m; = m,,
we can adjust the rotation angle « to eliminate one phase in H|. For example, if we set

Hy3sin ¢4

tana = ——————°,
Hayg sin ¢y

(2.9)
then one can immediately verify that ¢}; = 0 holds or equivalently that (H])5 is real, with
the help of Eq. (29). This is true for the most general case of Hy,sin ¢y # 0. In the special
case of Hygsin¢yy = 0, we can observe from Eq. ([2.9) that Hj;sin @), = —H 3sin ¢ 3sina and
Hiysin ¢y = H,4sin ¢4 cos a, so it is possible to eliminate ¢, or ¢/ by setting ov = 0 or /2.

In general, we are left with only two phases {¢),, ¢53} in H/, while M, is real and diagonal.
Therefore, we can prove that only two WB invariants are needed to ensure CP conservation in
the leptonic sector, which will be taken to be {Z,, Z,}. It is worth stressing that the choice of two
independent WB invariants is by no means unique, and {Z,,Z;} are chosen just for illustration.
The proof is as follows.



e Now that M/ = diag{m,m,my} is real and diagonal, we can directly compute the WB
invariant Z, in Eq. (IL6) with ¢}; = 0 in H]. The analytical expression turns out to be quite
simple, namely,

T, = mmg(m3 — m?) Hy sin 2¢), (2.10)

so Zy = 0 leads to ¢hy = 0 or ¢hy = m/2. In both cases, one can find that the WB invariant
Z, depends on the phase ¢,. More explicitly, for ¢4, = 0, we have Z, o sin ¢},; while for
Phy = /2, we get T, < cos ¢,. As a consequence, together with Z, = 0, Z, = 0 implies that
{1y = 0,4 = 0,3 = 0} or {¢)y = 7/2,phy = 7/2,¢)5 = 0}. In either case, these trivial
phases are expected for the absence of CP violation.

e On the other hand, one can relate the CP-violating phases in H] to those in the PMNS matrix
U. In the chosen basis, we have M| = UT]\/J\l and H] = UD,U, where M, = diag{m,, m,,m,}
and D, = M} = diag{mg,mi,mi}. Then it is possible to relate the three phases in H] to
the three physical phases in the PMNS matrix,

P oidhy (o2 6 2 s 2 _ 2 ~i(p—0)
Hy,e™2 = [(3126 C12€ )513523023 + 815C15(523 023)} A e
2 2 2 _—i(p—0)
+(Ae,u823 — A C53)819C19C13€ )

i(p+o

roigh. 2 2 - ) —ip
Hyze'™s = (Aeu823 — A, ,C53)C12513C13€ - AMS120133230236 )

ridh, 2 2 —i(0+8) g
Hyze'®s = (A, 553 — A, Co3)S12513C13€ + A, C1aCi3893C05e 7,

where it is interesting to observe that the expression of Hj,el?2 can be obtained from that
of Hj,e'%1s by simply replacing 6, with 6,, —7/2 and p with o. Then {¢|, = @5 = ¢hs = 0}
or {¢)y = ¢y = /2,95 = 0} is equivalent to {6 = p =0 =0} or {d = p=0,0 = 7/2},
which is equivalent to CP conservationEl This completes the proof that {Z, = 0,Z; = 0}
constitute the sufficient and necessary conditions of CP conservation in the case of partial
mass degeneracy.

In summary, for the partial degeneracy of neutrino masses m; = m, # my, there are only two
independent CP-violating phases, and the vanishing of two WB invariants in Eqs. (L6) and (7)),
namely, Z, = 0 and Z; = 0 , serves as the sufficient and necessary conditions for the leptonic CP
conservation. In addition, it is worthwhile to notice that the freedom associated with the mass
degeneracy m; = m, can be implemented to reduce the number of CP-violating phases by one,
leaving three flavor mixing angles intact.

2.2 Complete mass degeneracy

If neutrino masses are completely degenerate, i.e., m; = m, = my = m, then it is straightforward
to verify that the WB invariants Z;, Z, and Z, automatically vanish, whereas Z, is generally

3Tt should be noted that p and o are Majorana-type CP-violating phases and the CP symmetry is still conserved
when they take the value of 7/2 in the standard parametrization in Eq. (Z1)). The properties of three phases in
H, are quite different. For instance, if one of three phases in H; takes the value of 7/2 and the other two are zero,
then the CP symmetry is violated.



nonzero. However, compared to the case of partial mass degeneracy, the complete mass degeneracy
allows for more degrees of freedom, which can be utilized to reduce the number of physical CP-
violating phases.

In the same way as for the partial mass degeneracy, working in the basis where the neutrino
mass matrix M, = ]\7,, = diag{m, m,m} is real and diagonal, we can introduce two successive
rotations in the flavor basis

VL 89 V1L
Vo, | = | Yar :[R12(0‘)R13(5)]T Var, | > (2.11)
Vsy, VL, Vs,
€L er, eL
pr | = | :[Rlz(a)ng(ﬁ)]T My, | s (2.12)
L L L

where the rotation matrices are defined as

cosa —sina 0 cos3 0 sinf
Ry(a) = |sina cosa 0] , R;(8)= 0 1 0 ,
0 0 1 —sinf 0 cos 3

with  and f being two arbitrary real rotation angles. After these rotations, the neutrino mass
matrix M, is unchanged and the charged-current interaction remains to be flavor-diagonal, but
the charged-lepton mass matrix H, = MlMlT transforms as below

H, — H| = [R12(O‘)R13(ﬁ)]T “Hy - [Ryp(a)Ry3(8)] (2.13)

which contains all the physical CP-violating phases.

Similar to what we have done in Sec. 2], we can show how to adjust a and 3 to eliminate two
CP-violating phases in H]. This is equivalent to the reduction of the total number of CP-violating
phases in the leptonic sector by two. After some straightforward calculations, we find that if «
and (3 are taken to be

_ Hyzsingyy tan 8 = Hyssin gy 1

tan o = - ) : )
Hys sin ¢y H,,sin ¢, cos a

(2.14)
then sin ¢, = sin ¢, = 0, indicating that the imaginary parts of the matrix elements (H),; and
(H|)95 vanish. As a result, one needs only one vanishing WB invariant, e.g., Z, = 0, to eliminate
the remaining one CP-violating phase in H]. After setting ¢|3 = ¢4 = 0 or m, we can greatly
simplify the explicit expression of Z;, namely,

1y = —481Hgm6 [H{3H§3(H§2 - Hil) + Hiz(Hg - Hé%) COs ¢/12] sin”® ¢/12 ) (2.15)

implying that Z, = 0 gives rise to ¢}, = 0 or 7 if the whole coefficient in front of sin® ¢}, is not fine-
tuned to be zero. Therefore, Z; = 0 is the sufficient and necessary condition for CP conservation in

the case of complete neutrino mass degeneracy, which is consistent with the conclusion previously
drawn in Ref. [24].



Generally speaking, the neutrino mass matrix M, = ]/\4\” = diag{m,m, m} in the case of
complete mass degeneracy is invariant under an arbitrary orthogonal rotation with three rotation
angles. One may wonder whether it is possible to eliminate all three CP-violating phases. Now we
demonstrate that this is impossible. To this end, we first carry out the most general orthogonal
rotation in the flavor basis

VL 19 419
Vo | = | vaL :[R12(0‘)R13(5)R23(7)]T Vor, | (2.16)
Vsy, V3L, Vs,
€L er, €L
pr | = | aL :[312(9)313(5)323(7)]T Uy, | s (2.17)
L TL L

where R,,(a) and R,4(/3) are the same as before and

1 0 0
Rys(y) = [ 0 cosy —siny |,
0 siny cosvy

with v being another real arbitrary rotation angle. Such transformations will keep the neutrino
mass matrix and the charged-current interaction unchanged. However, it is straightforward to
prove that the third degree of freedom can only be used to eliminate a flavor mixing angle rather
than the remaining CP-violating phase. One can accomplish the proof by contradiction. First of
all, given Eq. (ZI7), the Hermitian matrix H, transforms as

Hy — Hl/ = [Rlz(a)ng(ﬁ)R23(7)]T “Hy - [Ryg(a) Ryz(B) Ros (7)] (2.18)

and we suppose that all three CP-violating phases in H] can be made trivial (i.e., ¢y, dhs, 13 =0
or ) by adjusting the rotation angles o, 5 and ~. If this is possible, then we can observe that the
imaginary parts of three off-diagonal elements of H; in Eq. (ZI8) should vanish, i.e.,

/ : / :
/ : / _ : _

Hygsin g | = | —¢58., 5,0, — €855, CoC) + 8,855, Hy singyy | =0, (2.19)
/ : / :

Higsin ¢4 —Sg Calps —S4Cp Higsin ¢4

which is a system of homogeneous linear equations for H,sin ¢y, Hogsin ¢yy and Hgsin ¢y,.
Note that s, = sina and ¢, = cosa have been defined in Eq. (219), and likewise for 5 and ~.
It is interesting to notice that the determinant of the 3 x 3 coefficient matrix in the middle of
Eq. (2I9) is actually —1, which is independent of «, 5 and 7. Therefore, Eq. (219) holds if and
only if sin ¢, = sin ¢y3 = sin ¢;; = 0, which runs into the contradiction with the fact that there
are in general three CP-violating phases in H,. So this proves that even in the limit of complete
mass degeneracy, there is still one nonvanishing phase so that CP can be violated in the leptonic
sector, which is consistent with the conclusion drawn in Ref. [24].

In order to use the third degree of freedom to eliminate a flavor mixing angle, we can first
choose the rotation angles @ and f to obtain ¢4, = 0 and ¢}, = ¢'5, then H] can be explicitly



written as

Hy, Hy, Hig mg 0
Hl/ =P, H{2 Héz Hés PlT = (PZOl) ) 0 m
0

o
Hiy Hyy Hy, 0

(PO)" (2.20)

2
-

SOO

where P, = diag{e'?12, 1,1} and O, is the 3x 3 orthogonal matrix that can be used to diagonalize the
real and symmetric matrix PlTH ;P Since the neutrino mass matrix is already diagonal, the PMNS
matrix is simply given by U = (P,0,)T = O P}. Furthermore, noticing that the mass eigenstates
v, and vy are now degenerate in mass and their Majorana CP phases are both vanishing, we are
allowed to rotate away one mixing angle by choosing the particular parametrization of O,, as
explicitly shown in Ref. [25].

To summarize, in the case of complete mass degeneracy, we are left with one CP-violating
phase and two mixing angles. This should be compared with the case of partial mass degeneracy,
where two CP-violating phases and three mixing angles are retained. It is worth mentioning that
Ref. [25] examines the case where both neutrino masses and the associated Majorana CP-violating
phases are partially or completely degenerate at the same time, which is quite different from the
scenario under consideration. It is physically inequivalent to assume the equality of two Majorana
CP phases before or after the elimination of one mixing angle.

2.3 The massless limit

Current neutrino oscillation data still permit the lightest neutrino to be massless, so we give a
brief comment on this particular situation. Without loss of generality, we take m,; = 0 in the case
of normal neutrino mass ordering (i.e., m; < my, < ms).

If m; = 0 holds, then the Majorana CP-violating phase p associated with the mass eigenstate
v, automatically disappears from the theory. In this case, we are left with two CP-violating phases
and need to require two WB invariants to vanish in order to ensure CP conservation. Luckily,
none of the previously introduced four WB invariants Z; (for ¢ = 1, 2, 3, 4) vanishes in the limit of
m, = 0, so we can choose any two of them to guarantee CP conservation. To be more concrete,
we take the set {Z,,Z,}. First, we can use Z; = 0 to eliminate the Dirac CP-violating phase 0,
since Z, is proportional to sind. Now that both ¢ and p are set to be zero, Z, turns out to be
proportional to sin 20, where ¢ denotes the remaining Majorana CP-violating phase. Then, the
condition Z, = 0 enforces o to take only trivial values (i.e., 0 or 7/2), implying CP conservation.

Therefore, in the limit m, = 0, the vanishing of the set of two WB invariants {Z;,Z,} serves
as the sufficient and necessary condition for CP conservation. As we shall see in the next section,
the lightest neutrino is indeed massless at the tree level in the minimal seesaw model, which leads
to the massless limit of the low-energy effective theory under consideration.

2.4 Renormalization-group running

In this subsection, we derive the renormalization-group equations (RGEs) of the WB invariants in
leptonic sector in the effective theory, which have rarely been investigated in the literatureEl These

4The renormalization-group evolution of the WB invariants in the quark sector has been discussed in Ref. [30].

10



RGEs can be applied to examine the evolution of the WB invariants and establish the connection
between CP violation at low- and high-energy scales. At the one-loop level, the evolution of the
effective Majorana neutrino mass matrix )/, and the charged-lepton mass matrix M, are governed

by the following RGEs [31H43]

dé‘f" = a,M, — g [(YIYJ) M, + M, (YZYIT)T} : (221)
% = oM + g (YlYlT> M, (2.22)

where t = In(u/Agy)/(1672) has been defined with Ay, being the electroweak scale and u being
the renormalization scale between Apy and the seesaw scale. In the SM framework, we have
a, ~ —3g5+ A+ 6y? and oy &~ —9¢? /4 —9g2 /4 + 3y?, where g, and g, are the SM gauge couplings,
y, the top-quark Yukawa coupling, and A the quartic Higgs coupling [41].

Starting with Eqs. (Z21)-(222) and recalling the definitions of H, = M,M,, H, = M, M and
G,, = M,H; M}, one can easily find

H
% = 20y H, + 6H} /v* | (2.23)
dHI/ 2 2
dG
Fly = 2(a, + )Gy, — 3(Gy, H, + HG,)/v* (2.25)

where the relation Y, = v/2M, /v has been used. It is then straightforward to calculate the RGEs
of the WB invariants Z; (for ¢ = 1,2, 3,4). The final results are summarized as follows.

e First, as shown in Eq. (22), Z, is proportional to the Jarlskog invariant J, which depends
only on the Dirac CP-violating phase ¢ in the standard parametrization of the PMNS matrix.
For this WB invariant, we have

dZ d
=0 {& [H,, Hl]?’} = 6(ct, + )T, + 97V 0? — 187 )2 | (2.26)
where 7" = Tr {[H,, H)* [H,, H}} and % =Ty {[H,, H) G, H]} are also two WB

invariants. Interestingly, it is easy to derive the explicit expression of Ill , 1.e.,

2

IV = —di(m? + m? + m2) Ay Ay Ay AL AL ALT = g(mi +m2+m)I,  (2.27)

which is proportional to Z, itself and thus to the Jarlskog invariant J. In the derivation of
Eq. (Z27), we have made use of the identities Tr {[H,,, H)*-[H, HP} =2Tr {[H,, H)* H,}
and Tr {[H,, H]? H}=Tr{[H, Hl]g} -Tr (H,) /3. However, the WB invariant 7?) depends
on all three CP-violating phases in the PMNS matrix, i.e., {d, p, 0}, and its explicit expression
turns out to be quite complicated and will be omitted here.

For illustration, let us consider the possibility to radiatively generate a nontrivial value of §
via the RGE from a vanishing § at some high-energy scale [39H42]. In this case, we set § = 0
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as the initial condition, then the expression of Ifz) can be greatly simplified to

IF) = 2i{ + H13[H13(H122 - H223) + H12H23(H33 - Hll)]m1m3A12A23 sin(2p)
+ H23[H23(H123 - H122) + H12H13(H22 - H33)]m3m2A13A12 sin(20) (2.28)
+ Hy[Hyy(Hiy — Hiy) + HygHys(Hyy — Hay)lmymy Agy Ay sin(2p — 20)} .

As 0 has been set to zero, the moduli of the elements of H; can be directly related to three
charged-lepton masses and three flavor mixing angles via

Hy = 512012033Aeu - [512012(5%3033 — s33) + (cfy — 5%2)513323023] TA
Hyy = 012813013Aeu — (812893 — 012313023)013023Am )

Hyy = 812813013Aeu + (12893 + 512513023)013023Am ;
Hy = mi - (1= 0%2033)Ae,u — (812803 — 012313023)2Am )

2 2 2 2
Hyy = my, + 815C130,,, — (C19803 + 512513C23) A

2 2 2 2 2
Hyy = m7 + 813Aeu + (813 + C13523)Am ;

which can be inserted back into Eq. (228)) to obtain the explicit expression of I}z). From

Eqs. ([2:20)-([2.28)), we can observe that

— If CP is conserved (namely, 6 = 0 and p = ¢ = 0 or 7/2) at the initial high-energy
scale, then I{l) = I{m =7, = 0 and dZ, /dt vanishes, implying that Z, will stay at zero
all the way down to low-energy scales.

— If CP is violated with 6 = 0 but nontrivial values of p or ¢ at some high-energy scale,
then dZ, /dt is no longer vanishing, as a consequence of the nonzero I{m in Eq. (229).
Consequently, as the energy scale evolves, a nonzero value of Z; will be developed,
leading to a nonzero §. As already stressed in Ref. [39], a nontrivial value of the Dirac
CP phase ¢ can be generated from the Majorana CP phase p or o via the RG running,
even though ¢ = 0 is assumed at the beginning.

e Then, we can derive the RGE of Z, defined in Eq. (LL@) in a similar way, namely,

dZ.

d—t? =4(a, + )T, — 6 Im {Tr [H,H H,G,, + HG},|} Jv*, (2.29)
where one can easily verify that the second term on the right-hand side actually vanishes due
to the hermiticity of H,, H, and G,, and the cyclic invariance of the trace. As an immediate

consequence, the derivative of the WB invariant Z, is proportional to itself. We can formally
integrate Eq. (Z29) and obtain

L,(t) = Z,(0) exp {4 /0 [, (') + oy (¢)] dt’} , (2.30)

where Z,(0) = Z,(t = 0) stands for the value at the electroweak scale p = Agy while Z,(t)
for the value at an arbitrary high-energy scale y = A. For the direct connection between
low- and high-energy mass or mixing parameters in an integral form, one may be referred

to previous works [44H47].
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Since Z, depends on all the three CP phases, its explicit expression is rather lengthy. As
before, by setting d = 0 at some energy scale, we arrive at

T, = Hiymyma A 5sin(2p) + HasmomsAgy sin(20) + HiymymyA,sin(2p — 20) . (2.31)

For 7,, the RGE can be calculated easily and it is interesting to find

% = 6(a, +20a;)Z; + 9Tr {[le Hl]2 . [le Hﬂ } /1)2 7 (2.32)

where the second term on the right-hand side is similar to Ifl) in Eq. (2.20) and the difference
is just to replace H,, in the latter by G,,. After a straightforward calculation, we can obtain

Tr {[le Hz]2 : [le Hﬂ} = 2Tr {[le Hl]3 Hl} = % (mg + mi + m?) 1y, (2.33)

such that the RGE of Z; can be formally solved as in the case of Z,, i.e.,

Z,(t) = Z;(0) exp {3/0t [2@ (t") + 4oy (t' —I—Zya ] } , (2.34)

where y, = v/2m, /v denotes the charged-lepton Yukawa coupling for a = e, pu, 7. Since
the RGEs of a, (), o;(t) and y,(t) can be separately solved, we establish another direct
connection between the high- and low-energy WB invariants.

Finally, let us investigate the RGE of Z,, which has been defined in Eq. (I.8). The final
result is

dZ,

4 = 260, +20)T, — 127V )o? | (2.35)

where Iil) = Im {Tr [H,H,G3 ]} has been introduced. Notice that a few useful identities, i.e.,
Im {Tr [H,HH,G, |} = Im {Tr [H,G,,H,G, ]} = 0 and Tr[HH,HH,G,| = Tr [HlHVGlu]v
have been used. Because of the second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (235, it is not
possible to directly solve the RGE of Z,. To render the analytical formulas of Z, and Iél)
readable, we set 0 = 0 and then get

I, =+ H123m1m3A13(m% + mzza) sin(2p)
+ Himgoms Aoy (m3 + m3) sin(20)
+ HiymymyA o (m7 +m3)sin(2p — 20) , (2.36)
and
1 )
Izi ) = + Hig [H12H23 + H13(H11 + H33)] m1m3A13(m% + mg) sin(2p)
+ Hy [H12H13 + H23(H22 + H33)] m2m3A23(m§ + mg) sin(20)
+ Hyy [HygHys + Hyp(Hyy + Hyy)lmymoA g, (mi +m3)sin(2p — 20) . (2.37)
Given Z, = 0 or equivalently § = 0, we can see that Z, in Eq. (2.31]), Z, and Iil) are vanishing

if p and o take trivial values of 0 or 7/2 at the beginning. This is also true for Z,, although
its expression has not been explicitly written down.
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To conclude, we find that dZ, /dt = 4(a,+o)Z, and dZy/dt = 3 [2a, + 4oy + (Y2 + yo + y2)] L,
which can be formally solved, and thus establish a direct link between low- and high-energy WB
invariants. For Z, and Z,, their derivatives with respect to ¢t = [In(u/Agw)] /(167%) turn out to
be not proportional to themselves. However, if CP conservation is assumed at some energy scale,
i.e., all the three CP phases take trivial values, then CP will be conserved all the way down to the
electroweak scale. If one of three CP phases is nontrivial at the beginning, namely, CP violation
exists in the theory, the other phases will be generated radiatively during the RGE running. In
the case of partial or complete neutrino mass degeneracy, one can choose suitable WB invariants
from {Z,,7,,Z;,Z,} and apply the corresponding RGEs to study their running behaviors.

3 Canonical Seesaw Model

The partial or complete mass degeneracy of three light neutrinos has already been excluded by
neutrino oscillation data [48[49], which require two independent neutrino mass-squared differences
to be Ay ~ 7.4 x 107° eV? and Ay ~ +2.5 x 107% eV2.  On the other hand, as we have
mentioned before, the effective theory considered in the previous section is valid when the heavy
degrees of freedom associated with neutrino mass generation are integrated out. Therefore, we
now examine the necessary and sufficient conditions for CP conservation with a partial or complete
mass degeneracy of three heavy Majorana neutrinos in the canonical seesaw model, for which the
gauge-invariant Lagrangian has been given in Eq. (ILI)). After the spontaneous gauge symmetry
breaking, it can be rewritten as

= _ 1 g _
ﬁlepton = _ZLMIZR - VLMDNR - 5 IgMRNR + EZL’}/MVLWM + h.c. ) (31)

where the charged-current interaction has been included to cover all the possible places for CP
violation. In the presence of right-handed neutrinos, the sufficient and necessary conditions for
CP conservation in the full seesaw model are equivalent to the existence of three unitary matrices
Up, Ui and Vj such that the Lagrangian in Eq. (31 is invariant under

= ULE, v, = UL, Iy = UCly, Ng = VgCNy, W, — —(—1)‘50qu . (3.2)

where the notations are the same as in Eq. (L3]). In terms of the fermion mass matrices, one can
easily prove that this is equivalent to the conditions

UlMU, = M}, Ul MpVy = My, Ve MgV = —M;; (3.3)

which will be used to construct the WB invariants for CP conservation, similar to the construction
in the effective theory. To this end, we further introduce Hj, = M]TDMD, Hyp = M}T{MR, Gpr =
M H My and

H,= M} (H)" My, G,=MHM,, (3.4)

where n denotes the positive integer. It is straightforward to verify that the transformation rules
for these newly-defined Hermitian matrices are as follows

VIHL Vi = Hyy ) VEHRVE = Hyy ) VAGpRVe = Gon , VAH, Vi = HE , VIG, Va = G, (3.5)

14



which are universal and make the construction of WB invariants much easier. As shown in Ref. [20],
the sufficient and necessary conditions for CP conservation are equivalent to the vanishing of a
minimal set of WB invariants.

Before constructing the WB invariants, we count the number of physical parameters in the
canonical seesaw model and will pay a particular attention to the CP phases. Without loss of
generality, one can always choose the basis, in which M;, My and the charged-current interaction in
Eq. (3)) are simultaneously diagonal, so that the complex mass matrix M, will be the only source
of CP violation. Following Refs. [20,[50], we adopt the convenient parametrization My = UpYa,
where Up is a 3 x 3 unitary matrix and Y, is a lower triangular matrix, i.e.,

Y1 0 0
YA = y2161¢21 Yoo 0 ) (3.6)

y3161¢31 93261%2 Y33

where y,;; (for 1 < j < i < 3) are all real and positive parameters and ¢,; (for ij = 21,31, 32)
are the phases of three off-diagonal nonzero elements. As usual, three unphysical phases of Uy,
can be eliminated by redefining the phases of v, [; and [y, leaving the Lagrangian unchanged.
Therefore, My, contains only fifteen real parameters, six of which are phases. To be more explicit,
we rewrite it as My, = U.P,Y P [20], where P, = diag {1,e®1, %2} and Py = diag {1, ¢, /%2 }
are two diagonal phase matrices. In addition,

Yy 0 0
Ye=1va v 0 |, (3.7)
Y31 ?J32‘3IC Yss

is related to Y, by properly factorizing out relevant phases, and U, is the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-
Maskawa (CKM)-like unitary matrix with £ being the CP phase and three rotation angles are
{00, 00,05}, In this way, fifteen real parameters of My are now specified, i.e., six phases
{¢,¢,ay, a9, By, By} and nine real parameters {65, 00, 00} and {yy1, Yss, Yz, Yo1s Ys1s Yso - All the
information about CP violation is represented by six phases of M},. As we shall show soon, CP
is conserved if and only if sina; = sina, = siné =sin = sin 25, =sin25, =0 holdsﬁ Using the
adopted parametrization of My, we can obtain

Hy, = MMy, = PIYY, Py (3.8)

where only three phases {(, f;, 35} are involved. Consequently, even if Hp, was real, there would
be still CP violation. Different from the effective theory, in which real H, = Ml]WlT implies CP
conservation, all the six phases of M, are important [20].

3.1 Nondegenerate masses

First of all, we summarize the main results in the case of nondegenerate masses, namely, M, #
M, # M,, where M, stands for the heavy Majorana neutrino mass (for i = 1,2,3). As already

°It is worth noticing that 3; and 3, are actually the Majorana-type CP phases, and can take the value of 7/2
without violating the CP symmetry.
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demonstrated in Ref. [20], the following six conditions

7, = Im {Tr[HyHyGpgl} = 0, (3.9)
I, = Im {Tv [HyHAGpg]} = 0, (3.10)
Z, = Im {Tv [HpH2GprH ]} = 0, (3.11)
T, = Im {Tx [H,HyG,]} =0, (3.12)
I, = Im {Tv [H,H3G,]} =0, (3.13)
Ty = Im {Tv [H H{G Hx]} =0, (3.14)

must be fulfilled to guarantee CP conservation. Notice that H, and G, with n = 1 introduced
in Eq. (34) have been used in Eqs. (812)-(BI4)). With the help of the transformation rules in
Eq. (33), we can easily prove that Z (1=1,2,---,6) are WB invariants and Z =0 in Egs. (39)-
(B14) serve as the sufficient and necessary conditions for CP conservation.

Since {i’l,fmfg} depend only on three phases in Hp, i.e., {C, 5y, By}, the vanishing of these
three WB invariants gives three independent constraints on the relevant three phases. The other
WB invariants {f4,f5,f6} depend on all the six phases in M. After three phases in Hy, are
eliminated by Eqs. (89)-(BI1), we are left with another set of three independent constraints from
Egs. BI2)-(BI4) on the remaining three phases, i.e., {£, oy, o, }. However, as has been explained
in Ref. [23], although {Z,,Z,,Z,} are independent, the vanishing of them leads to three nonlinear
equations of ¢, 8, and f(,, from which nontrivial solutions (i.e., other than 0 and 7/2) of these
three phases can be obtained for some special values of other physical parameters. For this reason,
we recommend another set of three invariants {Z,@jg}, where the new WB invariant ig =
Tr {[Hp, HD]?’} replaces the original one Z. In the chosen basis, where Hy = diag{ M2, M2, M2}
and Hp, is given in Eq. (8.8]), one can explicitly find

fé = 6(M7 — Mg) (M7 — M3)(M3 — M) y5y33921Y31Y32 50 C (3.15)

which is simply proportional to sin (. If the masses of heavy Majorana neutrinos are nondegenerate
and the parameters y,; are nonzero, then Zy = 0 is the sufficient and necessary condition for ¢ = 0.
Now that ¢ = 0 is guaranteed by Zj = 0, we can calculate the other two invariants, namely,

I, = Mj [M3y§3y32,2 + M, (YaoYo1 + Ys1¥s2)” + My (ys, + ?/32,2)2} sin 23

+M§’y33 (M3y§3 + M1y§1 + M2y§2) sin 252 =0, (3-16)
I, = M; [M3y33y§2 + M, (YaoYo1 + Ys1Ys2)” + Mo (y3s + ygz)z} sin 23
+M§y32,3(M3?/32,3 + Mlygl + sz?2,2) sin28, =0 . (3.17)

The above system of linear homogenous equations of sin2f3; and sin 2/, has the unique trivial
solutions sin 2/3; = 0 and sin 23, = 0, since the determinant of the coefficient matrix is proportional
o (M3 — M3) that is nonzero in the case of nondegenerate masses. Therefore, the vanishing of
three WB invariants {Z,@,f{g} is the sufficient and necessary condition for the vanishing of
those three phases in Hy,. After fixing three phases in Hp,, we have another three independent
constraints on the remaining phases {£, o, a,} from Eqs. (B12)-(BI4). However, these equations
are in general nonlinear, so there may exist some parameter space, where Eqs. (812)-(B14]) do
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not necessarily imply CP conservation, just as shown in Ref. [23] for the effective theory. Without
any information about the physical parameters at high-energy scales, such as the heavy Majorana
neutrino masses and the matrix elements of My, it is impossible for us to find another set of three
invariants to guarantee CP conservation at least in the physically allowed parameter. Therefore,
we take Eqgs. (B12)-(3.14) as the sufficient and necessary conditions of eliminating the remaining
three phases in some particular parameter space.

Although the invariants given in Eqs. (8.9)-(B3I4]) are by construction independent of the flavor
basis, it is convenient to calculate them in the special basis where M, and My are both diagonal.
By inspecting these conditions, we can prove that CP symmetry is conserved if and only if

W = a8 (M), ] = 218 [(Mp),] = (P = P) 5 + T (3.18)

where p,, p,,. k, are arbitrary integers with m,n = 1,2,3 and o = e, 1, 7. The above equation
gives totally six independent constraints on the phases of My, while the number of independent
phases in M}, responsible for CP violation is also six. From Eq. (8I8]), we conclude that in the
basis where M, and My are diagonal, if the masses of heavy Majorana neutrinos are nondegenerate,
then the sufficient and necessary conditions for CP conservation are simply that (i) the phases of
the elements of My, in the same row but different columns can differ only by an integral multiple

of m/2 and (i) the phase differences between two different rows, i.e., w®, —wP  can only differ

by an even multiple of w/2.

As a concrete example for the CP violation at high-energy scales, we consider the CP-violating
decays of heavy Majorana neutrinos into left-handed lepton and Higgs doublets, i.e., N, = ¢, + H
and N, — 0, + H (fori=1,2,3 and a = e, y1,7). The CP asymmetries arise from the interference
between the tree and one-loop level decay amplitudes and can be written as

(N, = (,+H)—T(N, —» {,+ H)

bia = S [N, = £, + H) + (N, = 0, + H)] ' (3.19)

where I'(N; — ¢, + H) and I'(N; — (,, + H) stand for the decay rate of N, — {,, + H and that of
N, — (, + H, respectively. In the vanilla scenario of leptogenesis, the CP violation in the out-of-
equilibrium decays of heavy Majorana neutrinos gives rise to lepton number asymmetries, which
will be finally converted into baryon number asymmetry in our Universe [I4HI6]. Concentrating
on the CP asymmetries, in the basis where M, and My are diagonal, we have [41]

1 ) M2
Cia — WHD)M ; {Im [(MD)ai(MD)aj(HD)ij} F (W)

i (45 (Moy ()5] 6 (7) (320)
where the loop functions F(z) = v2{(2—2)/(1—z)+ (1 +2)In[z/(1+2)]} and G(z) = 1/(1 —x)

have been defined. It is easy to verify that all the CP asymmetries ¢, (for i = 1,2,3 and

a = e, i, 7) vanish if the phases of the matrix elements of M, satisfy the following relations
ij

sin (wf; + wZ) = sin <w°‘ wZ) =0, (3.21)
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where wf; = arg[(My,),,] — arg[(Mp),,] has been defined and likewise for wg The solutions to
Eq. (B2I) are exactly the same as those in Eq. (8I8). Hence we reach the conclusion that if the
phases of the matrix elements of M, fulfill the conditions in Eq. (8I8)) in the basis where M, and
My, are diagonal, then there will be no CP violation in the canonical seesaw model and all the CP
asymmetries €,, vanish in the decays of heavy Majorana neutrinos.

In summary, if the masses of heavy Majorana neutrinos are nondegenerate, we must implement
six WB invariants to ensure CP conservation, e.g., those in Eqs. (8:9)-(3I4]). This conclusion has
been obtained in the literature [20,26]. However, if a partial or complete mass degeneracy of heavy
Majorana neutrinos is assumed, an immediate question is how many WB invariants we need for

CP conservation.

3.2 Partial mass degeneracy

If the masses of heavy Majorana neutrinos are partially degenerate, e.g., M, = M, # M,, then
one can verify that {Z,,Z,,Z,} become linearly dependent on each other, so do {Z,,Z;,Zs}. As a
consequence, Eqgs. [39)-BI4) give rise to only two independent equations, which are insufficient
to guarantee CP conservation. In this subsection, we attempt to make clear how many CP phases
are left in the theory and how to construct the WB invariants for CP conservation in the presence
of a partial mass degeneracy.

First, in the basis where M, and My are diagonal, we have the freedom to rotate the heavy
Majorana neutrino fields as Ny — Rl,(a)Ng, where R,,(a) is the same rotation matrix as given
in Sec. 2.1l Under such a rotation, we have

Mp — MpRy(a), Hp — Riz(a)HDRm(a) ) (3.22)

while the charged-lepton mass matrix M, and the charged-current interaction are unchanged.
Similar to what we have done in Sec. 2.1l one can adjust « to eliminate one of three CP phases
in Hy, e.g., B,. Hence with only two phases left in Hy,, the expression of Z, becomes quite simple

il = ]\41]\43(]\412 - M?f)y§3y§2 sin [2(8, + ()] - (3.23)

In addition to fl, inspired by Z; in Eq. (7)), we introduce another WB invariant that depends
only on the phases in H,, namely,

Z, = Tr {[Gpg, Hp’} = 0. (3.24)

After some algebraic calculations, it is easy to verify that fl = 0 leads to either 3, +( = 0 or
By + ¢ = /2, as indicated by Eq. (823). Furthermore, we can obtain i o sin 3, in the former
case, while f7 o cos 3, in the latter. Therefore, fl = 0 and i = 0 imply either 8, = 3, =0 =10
or B, =7/2,5, = (=0, rendering three CP phases Hp, trivial.

Then, we need another three independent invariants to eliminate the remaining three phases
in Mp,. However, as mentioned above, {f4,f5,f6} turn out to be linearly dependent in the case of
a partial mass degeneracy, so they are no longer sufficient to give three independent constraints
on the CP phases in M. To this end, we shall construct a new series of WB invariants by using
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H, and G,, introduced in Eq. [3.4]). For instance, we introduce

Iy =T |G, H )’} =0, (3.25)
Iy = To {[Gy, Hy)} =0, (3.26)
Tio = Te{[Gy, Hy)*} =0, (3.27)

where the explicit expressions of H, and G,, (for n = 1,2, 3) can be read off from Eq. (84). The
construction of three WB invariants in Eqs. (BEI) (B27) has been motivated by two important
observations. First, all the invariants {IS, 95 10} are constructed by directly using M}, instead
of Hp, so these invariants contain the remaining three CP phases in M. Second, these invariants
are similar to each other, but have been constructed intentionally by adopting the charged-lepton
mass matrix via (H;)" for n = 1,2,3. In this way, because of the hierarchical mass spectrum of
charged leptons, these three invariants are linearly independent even when the masses of heavy
Majorana neutrinos are fully degenerate. Therefore, one can constrain the remaining phases in
My, to be trivial by requiring fg = fg = ZO = 0, whereas those three CP phases in Hy, have
already been eliminated by 7, = i = 0.

To conclude, in the presence of a partial mass degeneracy of heavy Majorana neutrinos, the
number of CP phases in the theory will be reduced from six to five. In this case, we advocate a
new set of WB invariants {fl,i,fg,fg,fm}. The vanishing of all these invariants serves as the
sufficient and necessary condition for CP conservation in this particular case.

3.3 Complete mass degeneracy

Once the masses of heavy Majorana neutrinos are completely degenerate, i.e., M; = M, = M,,
all the six WB invariants in Eqs. (8.9)-(B.I4) will automatically vanish. Therefore, they will not
carry any useful information about CP violation.

In the presence of full mass degeneracy, however, we are allowed to perform an arbitrary
orthogonal rotation of My in the basis where both M, and My are diagonal, without changing
the heavy Majorana neutrino mass term. As we have proved in Sec. 221 these three degrees of
freedom in the arbitrary orthogonal rotation can be taken to reduce the number CP phases in Hy,
at most by two, so we are left with four CP phases in total.

It is obvious that these four CP phases can be made trivial by requiring four WB invariants
in Bq. 324) and in Eqs. B25)-@27) to be zero. First, Z. = 0 can be used to get rid of the only
CP phase in Hp,, as the other two phases have been removed by two successive rotations. Then,
the vanishing of {Z, Zy, Zy,} in Eqs. (3:25)-(B27) guarantees that three remaining phases in My,
are trivial. Therefore, for the complete mass degeneracy of heavy Majorana neutrinos, there are
four CP phases and the vanishing of the WB invariants {f7, fg, fg, fm} serves as the sufficient and
necessary condition for CP conservation.

It is worth stressing that the partial or complete mass degeneracy of heavy Majorana neutrinos
may be guaranteed by flavor symmetries or simply accidental, and thus the degeneracy will be
shifted by explicit symmetry breaking or radiative corrections [51H56], leading to the possibility of
successful resonant leptogenesis [57/58]. Moreover, once the mass degeneracy is broken, the number
of CP-violating phases and relevant WB invariants will be changed, as discussed in Sec. 3.1

19



In the presence of either partial or complete mass degeneracy of heavy Majorana neutrinos,
the CP asymmetries defined in Eq. (819) cannot be simply obtained from Eq. ([320), which
turns out to be singular in the exact degeneracy limit (i.e., M; = M;). When the resonant
mixing between any two nearly-degenerate unstable particles is properly treated [19L57H60], the
divergence arising from one-loop self-energy corrections to the heavy Majorana neutrino decays
can be removed. After taking account of both one-loop self-energy and vertex corrections, one
can find that the loop functions in the expressions of CP asymmetries in Eq. (820) are modified

with a regulator [61],

‘F(IZ]) = \/xij (1_xij)2j_|_,r2 +]‘+(1+xw)ln (1+;Z]):| ;

ij

2
(1 —2;;)* + 73

G(z;;) = (3.28)
where z,; = M?/M? has been defined and the regulator r;; has been introduced [B7-60]. If
the mass spectrum of heavy Majorana neutrinos is strongly hierarchical, then the loop functions
defined in Eq. (328) will be reduced to the forms below Eq. (820). However, when the masses
of heavy Majorana neutrinos become nearly degenerate, the regulator r,; will play an important
role. In particular, in the limit of exact mass degeneracy, i.e., z;; = 1, the regulator removes the
singularity and gives a physically meaningful result.

It deserves to emphasize that in the limit of complete mass degeneracy (i.e., M, = M, = M,),
although the CP asymmetries ¢, defined in Eq. (8.19) remain nonvanishing due to the contribution
from the interference between the tree-level amplitude and the one-loop vertex correction, there
are actually no CP asymmetries in the decays of heavy Majorana neutrinos [T9,57]. This is because
the CP-violating source terms contributing to the generation of lepton number asymmetry (i.e.,
the difference between the number density of leptons and that of antileptons) in the Boltzmann
equations depend only on the following combinations of CP asymmetries from different generations
of heavy Majorana neutrinos in the limit of complete mass degeneracy [57], namely,

[D(N; = ¢, + H) —T(N, = (, + H)]
€t = 5— (3.29)
S [O(N; = €, + H)+T(N, = (, + H)]

=1

which turn out to be vanishing. This can be understood by noticing that all the heavy Majorana
neutrinos in the mass-degeneracy limit contribute to the generation of CP asymmetries and only
the effective CP asymmetries defined in Eq. (8:29) play a role in leptogenesis.

To conclude, although there remain four nonvanishing CP phases in the limit of complete mass
degeneracy, there are actually no CP asymmetries in the decays of heavy Majorana neutrinos.

3.4 Minimal seesaw model

In this subsection, we examine the so-called minimal seesaw model (MSM), in which only two
right-handed neutrino singlets are introduced [62H66]. See, e.g., Refs. [67,68], for recent reviews
on the MSM. In this minimal scenario, M, is actually a 3 x 2 complex matrix, and the effective
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mass matrix of three light Majorana neutrinos is given by the seesaw formula M, = — My My UL
As is well known, the rank of M, will thus be at most two, indicating that the lightest neutrino is
massless. Without loss of generality, we take m, = 0 for the normal mass ordering for illustration.

Although M, generally contains six phases, three of them are actually unphysical and can be
removed by the basis transformations of lepton fields v, {; and [;. In the following discussions,
we take the Casas-Ibarra parametrization of My [69,[70], i.e.,

My, = iU/ 3, R/ 7T, | (3.30)

where the PMNS matrix U can be decomposed as U = V - diag {1, e, 1}E with V' being the
CKM-like matrix that contains one Dirac CP phase 0 and three mixing angles. In addition, both
light and heavy Majorana neutrino mass matrices ]/\4\” = diag{0, m,, ms} and ]/\J\R = diag{M,, M,}
are diagonal, and the complex and orthogonal matrix R, satisfying RT R = diag{1,1} and RRT =
diag{0, 1,1}, can be parameterized as [70]

0 0
R=1| cosz —sinz | , (3.31)
+sinz £ cos z

where z is an arbitrary complex number. With such a parametrization, one can observe that one
CP phase of My, is located in R, while the other two are included in the PMNS matrix U.

Now we explain how to construct the WB invariants in the MSM and present the sufficient
and necessary conditions for CP conservation in the cases of nondegenerate (i.e., M; # M,) and
degenerate (i.e., M; = M,) heavy Majorana neutrino masses.

e For M, # M,, there are totally three CP phases in M, for which one has to construct three
WRB invariants to guarantee CP conservation. In the MSM, however, only two out of those
six invariants in Egs. 33)-(@I4) are linearly independent, and we choose Z, and Z,. As
one can see from the definition of Z in Eq. (83), only Hp, is involved in this invariant, so it
contains the unique CP phase in R. On the other hand, Z, defined in Eq. (312) depend on
the CP phase in R as well as two CP phases in the PMNS matrix U. For this reason, we need
to construct extra WB invariants, in which the CP phases in U are present. Unfortunately,
all the invariants {Z., Zy, Zy, Z,,} in Bqs. B24)-(B27) vanish automatically in the MSM.

Inspired by the invariants {Z,,Z,,Z,,Z,} in the effective theory, we can simply replace M, by
—Mp Mg MY everywhere in these invariants and then obtain four nontrivial WB invariants
in the MSM, i.e.,

~ 3

= { (Mo oty 1)} (3.32)
7, = Im {Tr [HIMDMngg(Mgl)THDMglMng*Mg(Mgl)T Mg}} , (3.33)
~ 3
7, = Tr{[MDM;MSH;M];(M;)TM];,Hl] } , (3.34)

7,=Im {Tr [Hl(MDM;Hg(Mlgl)TMngDMglMng*Mg(Mlgl)TMg]} . (3.35)

6 As the lightest neutrino is massless, the Majorana CP phase associated with the corresponding neutrino mass
eigenstate disappears from the theory.
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Low-energy Effective Theory ‘ Number of CP phases ‘ Weak-Basis Invariants
7, =T {[H, H)’}

No degeneracy (m, # mqy # my) 3 7, =Im{Tr[H,H,G, ]}
I, = Im {Tr [H,H?G, |}
I, =Im{Tr [HH,G,]}
I, =Tr {[G,,, Hl]g}
Full degeneracy (m, = my = ms) 1 7, =Tr {[G,, Hl]g}

I, =T {[H, H]}
Z,=Im{Tr[H,H,G,]|}

Partial degeneracy (m; = m, # ms) 2

No degeneracy with m; =0 2

Table 1: Summary of the number of independent CP phases and the weak-basis invariants chosen
to guarantee CP conservation in the low-energy effective theory. Notice that the choice of weak-
basis invariants is by no means unique.

It should be noted that Z, (for i = 1,2,3,4) depend only on two CP phases in the PMNS
matrix U and have nothing to do with the CP phase in R. Moreover, I is proportional to
sind, where 0 is the Dirac-type CP phase in the PMNS matrix U, but not related to the
Majorana-type CP phase ¢. In contrast, {fg,fg,i} depend on both § and . With all
these invariants, to guarantee CP conservation, we can first require Z = 0 to render the
phase in R trivial, then fl = 0 to eliminate ¢ in U, and finally either f4 = 0 or one of
{:/ig = O,i}, = O,i4 =0} to get rid of ¢ in U.

e For M, = M,, similar to the case of partial mass degeneracy in the effective theory or in
the canonical seesaw model, there is an extra degree of freedom in the system, which can be
implemented to remove the only CP phase in R. Therefore, we are left with two CP phases.
It is stralghtforward to Verlfy that I and I vanish automatically in this limit of M, = M,.
However, since {11,12,13,14} are independent of heavy Majorana neutrino masses, they are
in general nonzero in the presence of mass degeneracy. We can first use fl = 0 to make 9
in U trivial, and then choose any one of {fg = O,fg = 0,f4 = 0} to eliminate the remaining
phase ¢ in U, so that CP conservation is guaranteed.

In summary, if there is no mass degeneracy of heavy Majorana neutrinos, we have three CP
phases and the vanishing of three WB invariants {fl, zp fl} serves as the sufficient and necessary
condition for CP conservation. In addition, in the case of mass degeneracy, there are two CP phases
and one can find that CP conservation is ensured by {fl = 0,@ = 0}. It is worth mentioning
that the choice of WB invariants is by no means unique, but different choices are all equivalent.

4 Summary

In this paper, we have performed a systematic study of the sufficient and necessary conditions for
CP conservation in leptonic sector, both in the low-energy effective theory of massive Majorana
neutrinos and in the canonical seesaw model. A particular attention has been paid to the cases of
the mass degeneracy of either light or heavy Majorana neutrinos. We have demonstrated how to
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Canonical Seesaw Model Number of CP phases | Weak-Basis Invariants

Z, = Im {Tr [HyHyGpgl}
T, = Im {Tr [HH:GpRr]}
Ty = T {[Hg, Hp|’}

Yo desencrner (7 4 740 ’ 7, = Im {Tv [H, H G, )}
7, = Im {Tr [H, H3G,]}
T, = Im {Tr [H, Hy G, Hy]}
7, = Im {Tr [Hp, H G}
f7 =Tr {[GDRv HD] }
Partial degeneracy (M, = M, # M,) 5 fg — Ty {[Gb H1]3}
ig =Tr {[Gm H2]3}
z10 =Tr {[G37 Hs]g}
%7 =Tr {[GDR> HD]g}
Full degeneracy (M, = M, = M,) 4 Iy = Tr {[Gy, Hl]3}

T, = Tr {[Gy, Hy*}
T,=Tr {1Gs, Hs]g}

T, = Tm {Tr [Hy, Hy G}
Minimal seesaw model (M, # M,) 3 T, =Im{Tr [H, HyG,]}
7, in Eq. 332)

7, in Eq. (332)

fz in Eq. (333)

Minimal seesaw model (M, = M,) 2

Table 2: Summary of the number of independent CP phases and the weak-basis invariants chosen
to guarantee CP conservation in the canonical seesaw model. Notice that the choice of weak-basis

invariants is by no means unique.

count correctly the number of independent CP phases in these cases, and explained the strategy
to construct the WB invariants to guarantee CP conservation.

In the low-energy effective theory, if the masses of light Majorana neutrinos are not degenerate,
there are totally three independent CP phases. If the masses of light neutrinos are partially or
completely degenerate, then there will be extra degrees of freedom in the theory allowing us to
rotate the left-handed neutrino fields without changing their mass term. As a consequence, such
degrees of freedom can be used to reduce the number of independent CP phases. The number
of CP phases and the WB invariants chosen to guarantee CP conservation in different cases are
summarized in Table [Il Moreover, the renormalization-group equations of the WB invariants in
the effective theory have been derived. By using these equations of WB invariants, we show that
CP conservation will not be violated by radiative corrections.

In the canonical seesaw model, there are totally six independent CP phases in the case of
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nondegenerate masses of heavy Majorana neutrinos. Just like in the effective theory, in the
presence of mass degeneracy, it is possible to reduce the number of CP phases. The main results
have been summarized in Table 2l The sufficient and necessary conditions for CP conservation in
the minimal seesaw model are also given. In the basis where the charged-lepton mass matrix M,
and right-handed neutrino mass matrix My are diagonal, the conserved CP symmetry would lead
to the vanishing of all flavor-dependent CP asymmetries in the heavy Majorana neutrino decays,
ie. ¢, fori =12 3 and o = e, u, 7, while any nonzero CP asymmetries imply the existence of CP
violation. It is worth pointing out that a flavor symmetry must be introduced to protect the mass
degeneracy. Otherwise, either partial or complete mass degeneracy of heavy Majorana neutrinos
will be violated by radiative corrections [51H56] and all those six WB invariants in Eqgs. (8.9)-(3.14)
are needed to guarantee CP conservation.

We stress that the choice of different sets of WB invariants for CP conservation is not unique.
In each case, we have explicitly given a suitable set of WB invariants, which should be useful for
the future studies of leptonic CP violation and for the model building of neutrino mass generation

and lepton flavor mixing.
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