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Abstract

Within the different patterns of the neutrino mixing matrix, the cobimaximal mixing remains a
plausible possibility for understanding the flavor structure of neutrinos as it is consistent with cur-
rent experimental data. Such a pattern is related to a concrete form of the mass matrix, displaying
a u — 7 reflection symmetry, which has motivated many theoretical investigations in recent years.
In this paper, we discuss the effects of the Majorana phases over a u — T symmetric mass matrix
obtained from a cobimaximal mixing matrix. We investigate how these phases could be restricted
through deviations from the symmetric scenario and the most precise determinations of the mixing
parameters. Some of our relations could be tested with future results.

1. Introduction

Neutrino mixing phenomena are resumed in the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS)
matrix [1, 2]. Global fits have reached the percent level in determining the mixing angles, con-
firming the massive nature of neutrinos. Also, there seem to be some hints leading to a non-zero
CP phase [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8], but no major information can be obtained for the Majorana CP phases
in oscillation experiments. Nevertheless, neutrinoless double beta decay experiments could be
sensitive to the Majorana phases [9], which, in addition, could help elucidating the neutrino mass
spectrum.

In the standard form, the PMNS matrix can be written in the following way

C12€C13 $12€13 s13e7"%cr
Upmns = | —S12¢23 + C12523513€°7  ¢1aCa3 + 812523513 —s523¢13
—512823 — C12€23513€° €823 — C23812513€°" Ca3013
. _hL B
xdlag[l,e’Z,e’z], (1)

in the case of Majorana neutrinos. Here, s;; and ¢;; stand for sin §;; and cos 6;;, respectively, with
6;; denoting the mixing angles 6,5, 63, and 6,3. The CP phases are then represented by dcp, 5 and
B2, for Dirac and Majorana phases, respectively.
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Within the theoretical efforts, a co-Bimaximal (C BM) mixing matrix has been motivated in the
search of a symmetric structure in the masses and mixings of neutrinos [10, 11, 12, 13]. This form
of the mixing matrix is obtained by considering 6,3 = m/4 and 6cp = —n/2 in Eq. (1), in addition
with 8, =0, i.e.
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Such a simple form is consistent with current determinations of 6,3 and 6¢p within 30 error inter-
vals, leaving 6,3 and 6, free of taking the experimental values. We can observe that the second and
third rows in Eq. (2) display the following relation |U,;| = |Ul, also known as a 4 — 7 symmetry.
The neutrino mass matrix can be obtained from Mg = UCBMdiag(ml,mz,mg)UEBM, and can be
resumed as [14]

*

Mee Mgy My,

0
M, =| mey my, my |, 3)

E3 3k
My, My N,

which presents a reflection symmetry between the u and 7 labels. Such a symmetric form is
then an imprint of considering a CBM mixing matrix in computing MY, and could be considered
as a starting point of any improved model of neutrinos masses and mixings, where the effective
Majorana mass term remains invariant under the partially flavor changing CP transformations

VeL — (VeL)ca YuL - (VTL)C’ VoL ™ (VpL)c > (4)

where (v,,)¢ stands for the charge conjugate of v,,. Theoretically, the origin of this pattern may be
diverse. It could be related to a non-abelian discrete symmetry, type A4, present at high energies,
which should be broken at small energies to match as possible the experimental data (see for
instance [13], and references therein). Furthermore, some corrections to this pattern have also
been considered previously' to generate §¢p and 6,3 out of the maximal values [14, 15]. In most
cases, any correction imposed to Uy would have direct consequences on the symmetric structure
of MY.

In this work, we follow a different approach by considering a CBM mixing matrix with Ma-
jorana CP phases included in the standard form. We should expect that such phases may modify,
or break, the symmetry of the mass matrix without modifying the mixing angles and the Dirac
phase. Hence, in Sec. 2, we investigate the effects of the Majorana phases on the entries of the
neutrino mass matrix that break the underlying symmetry. We modulate the deviations from the
symmetric structure with two perturbation parameters which could impose some restrictions on
the Majorana CP phases. In Sec. 3, we follow a phenomenological approach to restrict the Majo-
rana phases and study their effects in some physical observables. Finally, in Sec. 4 we present our
main conclusions.

'Such corrections may arise, for example, from the renormalization group equations and/or from the charged
lepton sector.



2. Cobimaximal mixing and CP phases

Motivated by the experimental values of the mixing angles, let us assume in the following a
PMNS mixing matrix of the form

UPMNS = UCBM X dlag [1, €_i/371, e_iﬁzz] , (5)

where Ucgy 1s of the form in Eq. (2), and 8, and 3, the Majorana phases. The advantage of taking
this parametrization is that it fulfills the current values of 6,3 and d¢p within 30 or less, while 6,
and 6,5 are free parameters, such that they can be easily accommodated within the 10~ experimental
interval.

As can be expected, this form of the PMNS matrix allows the mass matrix to deviate from
the symmetric pattern observed in Eq. (3), which is directly induced by the Majorana phases. It
should be clear that in the limit 8, , = 0, the symmetric pattern is restored.

Previous analysis [16, 17] has shown, in the case of a u — 7 permutation symmetry, that depar-
tures from a symmetric mass matrix can be resumed by two parameters that measure the breaking
of the equalities m,, = m,, and m.. = my,. In particular, some corrections to the Tri-Bi-Maximal?
mixing matrix have been adopted [18, 19, 20], where the two breaking parameters of the u — 7
permutation symmetry are related to correction angles. Then, we should anticipate that in the
CBM case, we could follow a similar approach since the inclusion of the Majorana phases would
contribute to spoiling the reflection symmetry of the mass matrix, which, to the best of our knowl-
edge, has not been considered previously. However, deepen on the origin of these phases is out of
the scope of the present work.

Let us then modulate the deviations from a symmetric mass matrix in the form

M, = M° +6M (6, €) , (6)

where M? follows the symmetric form in Eq. (3), displaying the imprints of the CBM mixing,
whereas

0 0 ¢
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modulates the deviations from the reflection symmetry. This matrix is written in terms of two
breaking parameters, 6 = m,; — m, and € = m,, — My, where the mass matrix entries are now
computed from M, = Upyysdiag(m;, m,, m3)U;MNS by using the Eq. (5). The novelty of our ap-
proach is then related to the fact of considering an underlaying reflection symmetry instead of the
permutation symmetry in [18], which, in addition to our particular choice of the PMNS matrix,
lead to different expressions for the breaking parameters. It is worth noting that the corrected CBM
mixing matrix breaks explicitly the equalities m., = my,, and m,, = my,, thus, the most advanta-
geous texture to parametrize the correction matrix, with the minimum number of parameters, is as
in Eq. (7). However, the texture of the correction mass matrix could be written in a different way,

2The corrections to the Tri-Bi-Maximal mixing usually include additional mixing angles and/or CP phases.
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for instance, by locating the breaking parameters in the 6M,,, 6M,, and 6M,, entries, but their
values would not change if the modulus of these parameters is taken. We can also define the two
dimensionless parameters in the following way

N 0 -2
0= = —,
n;, 1-iC
€ -2
€= = — . 8
- 1—iC ®)

My
It is direct to show that C and C are functions that can be expressed as

c o= M- imicia(s12 + ic12813) + imycg, S12(C12 — £512513)
- . . B
m3Sp,S13 + inysp, $12(C12 — i512513)

6 = M3Cp,c1y + mi(s12 + ics13) + mocg, (cro — is12813)? ©)

2 . 2
m3sp,C15 + My (Cr2 — 512513)

where sz, = sinf; and cg, = cosB;, for i = 1,2, and m, 3 the absolute values of neutrino masses.
We can see from Eq. (8) that both parameters display the expected behavior as they depend on the
Majorana C P phases through the functions in Eq. (9). It is straightforward to show that in the limit
case where 8; = 3, = 0 such parameters vanish, restoring the symmetric pattern in Eq. (3). Hence,
the size of the breaking of the reflection symmetry in the neutrino mass matrix is directly linked
to the non-vanishing values of the Majorana phases. Small deviations from the symmetric pattern
could be investigated by demanding 161, &l < 1 for the mass matrix, which is also called a slight or
soft breaking of the u — 7 symmetry [21, 22], and may help to resolve possible values of Majorana
CP phases. In addition, functions C and C also show a dependence on the three neutrino absolute
masses. We can turn these expressions in terms of the two squared mass differences, according to
the neutrino mass ordering, and the lightest neutrino mass, such that some particular cases should
be analyzed.

3. Numerics

Before presenting a full numerical analysis, let us consider, in the following, a semi-analytical
approach and divide our discussion according to the neutrino mass ordering. For our numerical
evaluations, we will follow the results in [6], but the same conclusions are obtained for other data
sets.

Normal Ordering

In the case of the normal ordering (NO), we can adopt the approximate relations |m;| < |ms| =

A /Am§ oL K M3 = /Amf” > Deing my = myg the lightest neutrino mass, which we leave as a free
parameter. The squared mass differences and the non-fixed angles are given at 1o~ by Amg,,, =

(7.423921)x 107 eV2, Am3,,, = (2.51070927)x 1073 eV, sin” 01, = (3.0473:12)x 10" and sin” 65 =

(2.246*006%) x 1072 [6].
A direct inspection in Eq. (9) shows that m; gives minor contributions to C and C as it is

suppressed in the NO. Hence, it will not play a crucial role in determining é and &, and can
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be safely neglected in a first approximation. We can also see that, for example, in the special
case where 8, = 8, = 8, we obtain 6 ~ & ~ —2(1 —icotB)~". It is also easy to show that the
combination where one of the Majorana phases is fixed to zero leaves a similar expression for the
non-zero phase. Hence, we can observe that values of 8 in the CP conserving limit (0, +7) recover
the symmetry in the neutrino mass matrix of Eq. (6). On the other hand, the maximal CP violation
case (+m/2) produces large deviations from the symmetric scenario since 16| ~ |é| ~ 2. We should
then expect that, in the NO, if small deviations from the symmetric mass matrix are demanded,
the Majorana phases should remain near the CP conserving values. This can be observed in the
left plot in Fig. 1, which are obtained for the full expressions.

Inverted Ordering

For the inverted ordering (/0), we have the following relations: |m;| ~ Amfmw, |ms|

Q

2 2 . _ . . . 2 _
\/AmSOL + Amy;,, > ms. In this case, m3 = my is the lightest neutrino mass, and Amyg,, =

(7.423521) x 107° eV?, Am3,,, = —(2.49070926) x 1073 eV?, sin® 6, = (3.04*213) x 107! and

—-0.028 -0.12
sin® 0;3 = (2.2410974) x 1072 [6].

We observe in this case that, neglecting the lightest neutrino mass, the breaking parameters
take the approximated form
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Within this approximation, we observe that the breaking parameters do not have a strong depen-
dence on 3,, such that we should expect that this phase will not be restricted in our analysis of
the values of 6 and &. It is also important to note that the squared mass differences, and the mix-
ing angles, will play a sub-leading role in the determination of these parameters, with the main
contribution coming from ;. Hence, we can verify that the exact symmetry limit is related to CP
conserving values (0, =) of 8;, while deviations from the symmetric pattern are then governed
in this limit by specific values of 8;. For instance, for §; ~ 0.1 (~ 6°) we obtain 16| ~ || ~ 0.2.
On the other hand, a maximal value of this phase (8, = +n/2) leads to a large deviation from the
symmetric pattern, i.e., |§] ~ |& ~ 2. The full numerical analysis is resumed in the right plot of
Fig. 1.

Degenerate Ordering

Finally, we can also analyze the degenerate ordering, where absolute masses are the same order
|my| = |my| ~ |mjs|. In this case, the breaking parameters show no strong dependence on the mass,
but the limit is restricted to large values of the lightest neutrino mass, which is almost excluded
from cosmological observations [23]. In this limit, the dependence of the breaking parameters on
the mixing angles and CP phases can be directly obtained from Eq. (8). As in the previous cases,
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Figure 1: Allowed regions of Majorana phases for NO (left) and /O (right). Small, medium, and large regions (green,
orange, blue) correspond to Max[|6], &[] < 0.1, 0.3, 0.5, respectively.

the CP conserving limit is related to the null values of the breaking parameters. A numerical
inspection shows that, when we take 5, = 8, = B, these parameters will have a similar form to
the first terms in Eq. (10), leading to 161, & 2 1 for (8 = +n/2), which should be excluded in
the search of small deviations. This pattern is also present in both NO and /O, but leaves open
questions about other different combinations in the values of C P phases consistent with 161, é| < 1.

Our previous analysis may serve to confirm the expectations that the CP conserving values of
Majorana phases are linked to the symmetric structure of neutrino mass matrix, but also shows
that we should investigate other possible combinations of CP phases which may lead to small
deviations from this symmetric pattern. To this aim, a full numerical analysis is also mandatory,
considering different values of my, the mass orderings, and the deviations in the mixing angles
from their central values. We show in Fig. 1 the different allowed regions of Majorana phases
for different values of breaking parameters. In these plots, we run the lightest mass from zero
to 0.4 eV, in both mass orderings, and allowed the mixing angles to vary within the 30 interval.
We show, for comparison, three different cases: [9],1¢] < 0.1, 1d],1&] < 0.3, and |5],1¢] < 0.5.
We can observe that other different combinations of Majorana phases are obtained, out of the CP
conserving limit, which leads to small (or slight) deviations from the symmetric mass matrix. As
we could anticipate, the size of the allowed region depends on the selected values of the breaking
parameters. It is worth noting that, while for the NO both of the CP phases are restricted to lie
near the CP conserving values, in the /0, the phase 3, can reach a maximal value even for very
small deviations. Such regions, and also the differences between different mass orderings, could
be confronted with some physical observables as in the case of neutrinoless double beta decay.

In Fig. 2, we plot the matrix element of neutrinoless double beta decay (|m,.|) depending on
the lightest neutrino mass. We can observe that the combinations of Majorana phases obtained
from the restrictions in |5| and |€| give specific regions in |m,.|, which may be compared with
forthcoming experimental observations. For comparison, we show in the left plot the allowed
regions for the condition |9],|é] < 0.5, which present a slight reduction compared to the case of
totally free Majorana phases. In the right plot of Fig. 2, we present the region corresponding to
the restriction |3], €| < 0.1. We observe, in this case, that some specific values of |m,,| would not
be compatible with a slightly broken symmetry in the mass matrix.
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Figure 2: Allowed regions of |m,,| for different lightest neutrino mass in the NO (cyan) and /0 (magenta). Regions
delimited by dotted lines represent the full region of NO and /0O for nonrestricted CP phases. Regions excluded by
cosmology and 0v38 experiments are delimited by solid lines [23, 24, 25, 26]. Left plot is for Max[|5], [¢[] < 0.5, and
right plot for Max[|6], |&]] < 0.1.

We have centered our analysis on an indirect determination of the Majorana phases, which
seem to be very restricted when a y— 7 reflection symmetry is demanded in the mass matrix. These
regions may be extended when this last requirement is relaxed, giving place to the possibility of
having different combinations of values consistent with small deviations. In the /0, it is also
possible to have one of the Majorana phases with a maximal value even for an exact symmetry in
the mass matrix. Some of our results could be of theoretical interest in the search for models of
neutrino masses and mixings.

4. Summary

A CBM mixing matrix is of great theoretical interest as it is related to some discrete symme-
tries, which could help to understand the pattern of masses and mixings. We have shown, from a
phenomenological approach, that CP nonconserving values of the Majorana phases may break the
symmetric structure of the neutrino mass matrix, regardless of the symmetry in the mixing matrix.
By modulating the deviations with two breaking parameters, we found different combinations of
Majorana phases consistent with small departures from the symmetric scenario, which could be of
interest in the search for a perturbative treatment of the neutrino mass matrix, preserving the CBM
symmetry in the PMNS matrix. In addition, we have also shown that simultaneous maximal val-
ues of Majorana phases are associated with large deviations from the symmetric limit, but, in the
10, it is possible to have one maximal Majorana phase consistent with the ¢ — 7 symmetry of the
mass matrix. Restricted regions were obtained for the neutrinoless double beta decay amplitude,
depending on the size of the deviations, which could be confronted with forthcoming results.
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