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A bstract

In thispaperwe proposea kind ofnaturalselection which can discrim inate

the three possible neutrino m ass m odels,nam ely the degenerate,inverted

hierarchicaland norm alhierachicalm odels,using the fram ework ofType

IIseesaw form ula. W e arrive ata conclusion thatthe inverted hierarchical

m odelappearsto bem ostfavourablewhereasthenorm alhierarchicalm odel

followsnextto it.The degenerate m odelisfound to be m ostunfavourable.

The neutrino m ass m atrices which are obtained using the usualcanonical

seesaw form ula (Type I),and which also give alm ost good predictions of

neutrino m asses and m ixingsconsistent with the latestneutrino oscillation

data,arere-exam ined in thelightofnon-canonicalseesaw form ula(TypeII).

W e then estim ate a param eter 
 which represents the m inim um degree of

suppression ofthe extra term arising from the left-handed Higgstriplet,so

asto restore the good predictions on neutrino m asses and m ixings already

had in TypeIseesaw m odel.
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1 Introduction

Recentneutrinooscillation experim ents[1]which provideim portantinform a-

tionson the nature ofneutrino m assesand m ixings,have strengthened our

understanding ofneutrino oscillation[2,3]. However we are stillfar from a

com plete understanding ofneutrino physics. One ofthem isthe pattern of

the neutrino m asseigenvalues,though som e reactorexperim ents are trying

to understand it.Forfuturereferencewesum m arisehere[1]them ostrecent

resultsofthethree-
 avourneutrino oscillation param etersfrom globaldata

including solar[4], atm ospheric[5], reactor (Kam LAND[6]and CHOOZ[7])

and accelerator(K2K [8]):

param eter best� t 3� level

4 m 2

21
[10�5 eV 2] 6:9 5:4� 9:4

4 m 2

23
[10�3 eV 2] 2:3 1:1� 3:4

sin2�12 0:3 0:23� 0:39

sin2�23 0:52 0:32� 0:70

sin2�13 0:005 � 0:061

AsfarastheLSND result[9]isconcerned,itis� nding di� culty to reconcile

with the restofthe globaldata,and a con� rm ation ofthe LSND signalby

theM iniBooNE experim ent[10]would bevery desirable.Therearealsosom e

com plem entary inform ation from othersources. The recent analysisofthe

W M AP collaboration[11]gives the bound
P

ijm ij< 0:69eV (at 95% C.L.)

(m ore conservative analysis[12]gives
P

ijm ij< 1:01eV).The bound from

the 0���-decay experim ent isjm eej< 0:2eV (a m ore conservative analysis

gives jm eej< (0:3 � 0:5)eV)[13,14]. However the value ofthe jm eejfrom

the recent claim [15]forthe discovery ofthe 0��� process at 4:2� level,is

jm eej� (0:2� 0:6)eV (m oreconservative estim ate involving nuclearm assis

jm eej� (0:1� 0:9)eV).

Sincetheabovedataon solarand atm osphericneutrinooscillation exper-

im ents,givesonly them asssquaredi� erences,weusually havethreem odels2

ofneutrino m asslevels[16]:

D egenerate (Type [I]):m 1 ’ m 2 ’ m 3.,

2In orderto avoid possibleconfusion in nom enclature,Typesofneutrino m assm odels

are denoted inside the square bracket whereas Types ofseesaw form ula are expressed

withoutsquarebracket.
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Inverted hierarchical (Type [II]): m 1 ’ m 2 >> m 3 with 4 m 2

23
=

m 2

3
� m 2

2
< 0 and m 1;2 ’

q

4 m 2

23
’ (0:03� 0:07)eV;and

N orm al hierarchical (Type [III]):m 1 << m 2 << m 3,and 4 m 2

23
=

m 2

3
� m 2

2
> 0;and m 3 ’

q

4 m 2

23
’ (0:03� 0:07)eV,and m 2 ’ 0:008eV.

(Appendix A presentsa listofthezeroth-orderleft-handed M ajorana m ass

m atrices which can explain the above three patterns ofneutrino m asses).

Theresultof0���decay experim ent,ifcon� rm ed,would beabletoruleout

Type [II]and Type [III]neutrino m assm odelsstraight,and pointsto Type

[I]orto m odelswith m orethan threeneutrinos[3].Again,theW M AP lim it

(atleastforthree degenerate neutrinos),jm j< 0:23eV also would rule out

Type [I]neutrino m odel,oratleastitcould lowerthe param eterspace for

thedegeneratem odel[3].Italso givesfurtherconstrainton jm eej.Howevera

� nalchoice am ong thesethreem odelsisa di� culttask.Atthem om entwe

arein a very confusing state.Thepresentpaperisa m odestattem ptfrom a

theoreticalpointofview to discrim inatetheneutrino m assm odelsusing the

TypeIIseesaw form ula (non-canonicalseesaw form ula)forneutrino m asses.

Thepaperisorganised asfollows.In section 2,weoutlinethem ain points

ofthe Type IIseesaw form ula and a criteria for a naturalselection which

helps to discrim inate the neutrino m ass m odels. W e carry out num erical

com putationsin section 3 and presentourm ain results.Section 4 concludes

with a sum m ary and discussions.

2 Type IIsee-saw form ula and neutrino m ass

m atrix

The canonicalseesaw m echanism (generally known as Type I seesaw for-

m ula)[17]isthesim plestand m ostappealingm echanism forgeneratingsm all

neutrino m asses and lepton m ixings. There is also another type ofseesaw

form ula (known asType IIseesaw form ula)[18]where a left-handed Higgs

triplet� L picksup a vacuum expectation value (vev)in the left-rightsym -

m etricGUT m odelssuch asSO(10).Thisisexpressible as

m LL = m
II
LL + m

I
LL: (1)

wheretheusualTypeIseesaw form ula isgiven by theexpression,

m
I
LL = �m LR M

�1

R R m
T
LR (2)
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Herem LR istheDiracneutrino m assm atrix in theleft-rightconvention and

theright-handed M ajorananeutrinom assm atrixM R R = vR fR with vR being

thevacuum expectation value(vev)oftheHiggs� eldsim partingm asstothe

right-hand neutrinos and fR is the Yukawa coupling m atrix. The second

term m II
LL isdue to the SU(2)L Higgstriplet,which can arise,forinstance,

in a large class ofSO (10)m odelsin which the B � L sym m etry isbroken

by a 126 Higgs� eld[19,20]. In the usualleft-rightsym m etric theories,mIILL
and M R R are proportionalto the vacuum expectation values (vevs) ofthe

electrically neutralcom ponentsofscalarHiggstriplets,i.e.,m II
LL = fLvL and

M R R = fR vR ,where vL;R denotes the vevs and fL;R is a sym m etric 3� 3

m atrix.By acquiringthevev vR ,breakingofSU(2)L � SU(2)R � U(1)B �L to

SU(2)L � U(1)Y isachieved.Theleft-rightsym m etry dem andsthepresence

ofboth m II
LL and M R R ,and in addition,itholdsfR = fL = f.The induced

vev fortheleft-handed tripletvL isgiven by vL = 
M 2

W =vR ,wheretheweak

scale M W � 82GeV such thatjvLj<< M W << jvR j[21]
3. In general
 isa

function ofvariouscouplings,and without� netuning 
 isexpected to beof

theorderunity.TypeIIseesaw form ula in Eq.(1)can now beexpressed as

m LL = 
(M W =vR )
2
M R R � m LR M

�1

R R m
T
LR (3)

In the light ofthe above Type II seesaw form ula Eq.(3),the neutrino

m ass m atrices,m LL in literature,are constructed in view ofthe following

three assum ptions: (a)m II
LL isdom inantoverm I

LL,and (b)both term sare

contributing with com parable am ounts,(c)m I
LL isdom inantoverm II

LL. In

recenttim escase(a)hasgatheredm om entum becauseincertainSO (10)m od-

els,largeatm osphericneutrino m ixing and b� � uni� cation arethenatural

outcom esofthisdom inance[20,22,23]. In som e m odelsthisleadsto degen-

erate m odel[24]which im partsbim axim alm ixings,aswellasextra contri-

bution to leptogenesis[24,25,26].Howeverallthese casesarenotcom pletely

freefrom certain assum m ptionsaswellasam biguities.

Itcan be stressed thatthese two term sm I
LL and m II

LL in Eq.(1),arenot

com pletely independent. The term m II
LL is heavily constrained through vR

as seen in Eq.(3). Usually the value ofvR is � xed through the de� nition

M R R = vRf present in the canonicalterm m I
LL. There is no am biguity

3In som e papers[19]vu � 250G eV istaken in place ofM W . W e preferhere to take �

82G eV asitisnearertoourinputvalueofeitherm t = 82:43G eV orm � tan� = 1:3� 40G eV

in the text.In thisway both the term softhe Type IIseesaw form ula,havealm ostsam e

value ofweak scale. Howevertaking di�erentvaluesdoesnotalterthe conclusion ofour

analysis
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in the de� nition ofvR with the � rstterm ,and italso doesnota� ectmILL
as long as M R R is taken as a whole in the expression. However it severly

a� ectsthesecond term mIILL wherevR isentered alone,and di� erentchoices

ofvR in M R R would lead to di� erentvaluesofmIILL.Thisam biguity isseen

in the literature where di� erent choices ofvR are m ade according to the

convenience[19,21,22,25,28]. However,in the presentpaperwe shallalways

take vR as the heaviest right-handed M ajorana neutrino m ass eigenvalue

obtained afterthediagonalisation ofthe m assm atrix M R R .Once we adopt

thisconvention,thereislittlefreedom forthesecond term m II
LL in Eq.(3)to

havearbitraryvalueofvR .W ealsoassum ethattheSU(2)R gaugesym m etry

breaking scalevR isthesam easthescaleofthebreakdown ofparity [20]4.

The presentwork iscarried outin the line ofcase (b)and (c)discussed

above,butthechoiceofwhich term isdom inantoverother,isnotarbitrary

any m ore.W ecarry outa com pleteanalysisofthethreem odelsofneutrino

m assm atrices(SeeAppendix B fortheexpressionsofM R R and m LL)where

the (already acquired) good predictions ofneutrino m asses and m ixings in

the canonicalterm m I
LL is subsequently spoiled by the presence ofsecond

term m II
LL when 
= 1 in m LL.W em akea search program m efor� nding the

valuesofthem inim um departureof
 from ofthecanonicalvalueofone,in

which thegood predictionsofneutrinom assesand m ixingparam eterscan be

restored in m LL.W eproposeherea bold hypothesiswhich actsasa sortof

\naturalselection" forthesurvivaloftheneutrino m assm odelswhich enjoy

theleastvalueofdeviation of
from unity.In otherwords,thevalueof
is

enough justto suppressthe perturbation e� ectarising from Type IIseesaw

form ula. Nearerthe value of
 to one,betterthe chance forthe survivalof

them odelin question.Thustheparam eter
 isan im portantparam eterfor

theproposed naturalselection oftheneutrino m assm odels.

The above criteria for naturalselection im poses certain constraints on

theneutrino m assm odelswhich onecan obtain in thefollowing way,atleast

forthe heaviestneutrino m asseigenvalue (withoutconsidering m ixings). If

the neutrino m asses are solely determ ined from the second term ofEq.(3),

then the� rstterm m ustbe lessthan the certain orderwhich isdictated by

the particularpattern ofneutrino m assspectrum . In thisview,the largest

contribution ofneutrino m ass from the � rstterm m ust be less than about

0:05eV for both norm alhierarchicaland inverted hierarchicalm odels;and

about0:5eV fordegeneratem odelasthedata suggests[1].Thuswehavethe

4See Ref.[37]forfurtherdiscussion on the choiceofvR

4



bound forthenaturalselection:

m
I
LL > vLf (4)

Denoting the heaviestright-handed neutrino m assasvR and taking M W �

82GeV[21]in theexpression ofvL,thefollowing lowerboundson vR forthe

naturalselection areobtained:

For norm alhierchicaland inverted hierarchicalm odel:

vR > 
1:345� 1014GeV (5)

For degenerate m odel:

vR > 
1:345� 1013GeV (6)

The above bounds just indicate the approxim ate m easure ofthe degree of

naturalselection,buta fulleranalysiswilltake both the term softhe Type

IIseesaw form ula in the3� 3m atrix form .Thiswillgivesallthethreem ass

eigenvaluesaswellasm ixing angles.Thisnum ericalanalysiswillbecarried

outin thenextsection.Itisclearfrom Eqs.(5)and (6)thatany am ountof

arbitrarinessin � xing thevalueofvR in M R R willdistorttheconclusion.

3 N um ericalcalculations and results

Fora fullnum ericalanalysiswereferto ourearlierpapers[27]whereweper-

form ed theinvestigationson theorigin ofneutrinom assesand m ixingswhich

can accom odateLM A M SW solution forsolarneutrino anom aly and theso-

lution ofatm osphericneutrino problem within thefram ework ofTypeIsee-

saw form ula.Norm alhierarchical,inverted hierarchicaland quasi-degenerate

neutrino m ass m odels were constructed from the nonzero textures ofthe

right-handed M ajorana m assm atrix M R R along with diagonalform ofm LR

being taken as either the charged lepton m ass m atrix (case i)[28]or the

up-quark m ass m atrix (case ii)[27]. However,a generalform ofthe Dirac

neutrino m assm atrix isgiven by :

m LR =

0

B
@

�m 0 0

0 �n 0

0 0 1

1

C
A m f; (7)
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where m f corresponds to (m � tan�) for (m ;n) = (6;2) in case ofcharged

lepton (case i) and m t for (m ;n) = (8;4) in case ofup-quarks (case ii).

The value ofthe param eter�istaken as0:22.Here the assum ption isthat

neutrino m assm ixingscan arise from the texture ofrighthanded neutrino

m assm atrix only through the interplay ofseesaw m echanism [29]. Thiscan

beunderstood from thefollowing operation[30,31]whereM R R can betrans-

form ed in the basis in which m LR is approxim ately diagonal5. Using the

diagonalisation relation,m
diag

LR = ULm LR U
y

R ,wehave,

m
I
LL = �m LR M

�1

R m
T
LR

= �U
+

L m
diag

LR URM
�1

R U
T
R m

diag

LR U
�

L

= �U
+

L m
diag

LR M
�1

R R m
diag

LR U
�

L

’ �m
diag

LR M
�1

R R m
diag

LR

whereULm
I
LLU

T
L ’ m I

LL by considering a sim ple assum ption,UL ’ 1.Since

the Dirac neutrino m ass m atrices are hierarchicalin nature and the CKM

m ixing anglesofthe quark sectorare relatively sm all. In such situation UL

slightly deviatesfrom 1,i.e.,UL ’ VC K M ,and ithardly a� ectsthenum erical

accuracy[30]forpracticalpurposes.HereM R R isthenew RH m atrix de� ned

in the basis ofdiagonalm LR m atrix. W e thus express M R R in the m ost

generalform as its origin is quite di� erent from those ofthe Dirac m ass

m atricesin an underlying grand uni� ed theory.Asusualtheneutrino m ass

eigenvalues and neutrino m ixing m atrix (M NS) are obtained through the

diagonalization ofm LL,

m
diag

LL = V�Lm LLV
T
�L = D iag(m 1;m 2;m 3);

and the neutrino m ixing anglesare extracted from the M NS lepton m ixing

m atrix de� ned by VM N S = V
y

�L.

5 This is also true forany diagonalm L R with any arbitrary pairof(m ;n). A corre-

sponding M R R can be found outin principle
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N orm alhierarchicalm odel(Type [III]):

W ethen perform adetailed num ericalanalysistosearch fortheparam eter


 which m easures the perturbation e� ects arising from the Type IIseesaw

term .Asasim plestexam ple,wetakeup thecaseforthenorm alhierarchical

m odel(Type [III]) while the expressions for other m odels are relegated to

Appendix B.Using the generalexpression form LR given in Eq.(7)and the

following textureforM R R [27]:

M R R =

0

B
@

�2m �1 �m + n�1 �m �1

�m + n�1 �m + n�2 0

�m �1 0 1

1

C
A vR ; (8)

wegettheneutrino m assm atrix oftheType[III]through Eq.(2),

� m
I
LL =

0

B
@

��4 � � 3

� 1� � �1

�3 �1 1� �3

1

C
A � 0:03eV (9)

Here we have � xed the value ofvR = 8:92 � 1013GeV for case (i),taking

(m ;n)as(6;2)and the inputvaluesm � = 1:292GeV,and tan� = 40. The

diagonalization ofM R R givesthethreecorrespondingRH M ajorananeutrino

m asses M
diag

R R = (�4:8555� 108;1:058� 1010;8:92� 1013)GeV.As already

stated,them assm atrix in Eq.(9)predictscorrectneutrino m assparam eters

and m ixing anglesconsistentwith recentdata[27]:

m
diag

LL = (0:0033552;0:0073575;0:057012)eV,leading to

4 m 2

21
= 4:29� 10�5 eV,4 m 2

23
= 3:20� 10�3 eV,�= 4 m 2

21
=4 m 2

23
= 0:0134.

sin�12 = 0:5838,sin�23 = 0:6564,sin�13 = 0:074:

In the nextstep we take the additionalcontribution ofthe second term

m II
LL = 
(M W =vR )

2M R R in Type IIseesaw form ula in Eq.(3). W hen 
 = 1,

all the good predictions of neutrino m asses and m ixings already had in

m I
LL,are then spoiled. The value of
 forthe \leastdeviation from canon-

ical value of one", which could restore the good predictions in m LL, is

again obtained through a search program m e. The predictionsare:
 ’ 0:1,

m
diag

LL = (�0:0021353;0:0095481;�0:0534155)eV,leading to

4 m 2

21
= 8:66� 10�5 eV,4 m 2

23
= 2:76� 10�3 eV,�= 4 m 2

21
=4 m 2

23
= 0:0314.
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The corresponding M NS m ixing m atrix which diagonalizes m LL is ob-

tained as

VM N S =

0

B
@

0:879342 0:468733 �0:083946

0:275275 �0:644212 �0:713593

0:388564 �0:604384 0:695513

1

C
A (10)

leading to sin22�12 = 0:6796,tan2�12 = 0:284 < 1,sin22�23 = 0:98531,

sin�13 = 0:084:

Herewehavegiven solarm ixing anglein term oftan2�12 to check whetherit

fallsin the \lightside",tan2�12 < 1,forthe usualsign convention 4 m 2

21
=

m 2

2
� m 2

1
> 0;[32;33]. Forthe case (ii)when (m ;n)= (8;4)in Eq.(7),we

take the inputvalue m t = 82:43GeV atthe high scale. W e have again the

� nalpredictions from mLL: 
 ’ 0:1,and M
diag

R R = (�2:891� 106;6:299�

107;2:267� 1014)GeV,

4 m 2

21
= 5:81� 10�5 eV,4 m 2

23
= 3:02� 10�3 eV,�= 4 m 2

21
=4 m 2

23
= 0:0192,

sin22�12 = 0:8233,tan2�12 = 0:42< 1,sin22�23 = 0:9862,sin�13 = 0:077.

W ealso calculatethem assparam eterjm eejm easured in the0��� decay

experim entusing theexpression[3]

jm eej= j(1� sin2�13)(m 1cos
2
�12 + m 2sin

2
�12)+ m 3e

2i� sin2�13j (11)

Fordegenerate(Type[I])and inverted hierarchy (Type[II])m odel,itreduces

to (forsin2�13 ’ 0)

jm eej� jm j(cos2�12 � sin2�12) (12)

In caseofnorm alhierarchy (Type[III]),wehave

jm eej� jm 2sin
2
�12 � m 3sin

2
�13j (13)

Forthe exam ple discussed above (norm alhierarchy forcase (i)),we obtain

jm eej= 0:0017.

In A ppendix B we listallthe m I
LL along with the corresponding M R R

textures for Degenerate (Type [I (A,B,C)]) and Inverted hierarchy (Type

[II(A,B)])[27]. W e repeatthe sam e procedure described above forallthese

casesand � nd outthecorresponding valuesof
.

W e presenthere the m ain resultsofthe analysis. W e calculate RH neu-

trinom assesin Table-1forboth cases(i)and (ii).TheheaviestRH M ajorana

8



eigenvalueistaken asvR scaleforcalculation ofm II
LL.Itisinteresting to see

in Table-1 thatonly Type[II(A,B)]satis� etheboundsgiven in Eqs.(5)and

(6) when 
 = 1. This roughly im plies that Inverted hierarchicalm odelis

the bestchoice fornaturalselection though a fulleranalysisneedsthe m a-

trix form when allterm sare present. Ourm ain resultson neutrino m asses

and m ixingsarepresented in Table-2 and Table-3.Oneparticularim portant

param eteristhepredicted valuesof
.Table-4 presentsthem assparam eter

jm eejand �forboth cases(i)and (ii).

From Table-2 and -3,wewish to m akea conclusion thatInverted hierar-

chy m odel(Type[II])having 
= 1 isthem oststableunderthepresence of

SU(2)L tripletterm m II
LL in theType[II]seesaw form ula.On such ground we

can discrim inate otherm odelsin favourofit.Nextto Inverted hierarchy is

thenorm alhierarchy m odel(Type[III])with 
= 0:1.In thepresentanalysis

the degenerate m odel(Type [I]) is not favourable as it predicts 
 � 10�4 .

Again,in Inverted hierarchy m odelwehavetwoTypes-[IIA]and [IIB].Type

[IIA]predictsslightly lessersolarm ixing angleand exactly zero CHOOZ an-

gle withoutany � ne tunning such ascontribution from charged lepton etc.,

com pared to thoseofType [IIB]where wehave m axim alsolarm ixing.The

presentanalysishaslim itation to furtherdiscrim inateeitherofthesetwo.

Asa routinecalculation wecheck thestability ofthesem odelsunderra-

diative corrections in M SSM for both neutrino m ass splittings and m ixing

angles. Forlarge tan� = 55 where the e� ect ofradiative correction isrel-

atively large,only two m odelsnam ely,Inverted hierarchy [38]ofType [IIB]

and Norm alhierarchy [39]ofType[III]arefound stableunderradiativecor-

rections. Following this result,the inverted hierarchy ofType [IIA]is less

favourablethan itscounterpartType[IIB].

Table-1:Thethreeright-handed M ajorana neutrino m assesforboth case

(i)and case (ii)in threepattern ofneutrino m assm odels.The B � L sym -

m etry breaking scale vR is taken as the m ass ofthe heaviest right-handed

M ajorana neutrino in thecalculation.
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Type Case(i):jM
diag

R R jGeV Case(ii):jM
diag

R R jGeV

[IA] 6:82� 109,5:51� 109,5:04� 1012; 6:34� 107,1:94� 108,8:55� 1012

[IB] 1:50� 105,2:72� 1010,1:16� 1013; 5:17� 102,9:37� 107,1:7� 1013

[IC] 1:3� 105,4:61� 1011,5:06� 1011; 5:17� 102,1:89� 1010,8:5� 1010

[IIA] 1:19� 106,4:32� 1011,4:63� 1017; 4:1� 103,1:49� 108,6:8� 1017

[IIB] 2:97� 108,2:97� 108,1:16� 1016; 1:74� 106,1:74� 106,2:89� 1016

[III] 4:86� 108,1:06� 1010,8:92� 1013; 2:89� 106,6:3� 107,2:27� 1014

10



Table-2:Predicted valuesof
and itscorrespondingsolarand atm ospheric

m ass-squared di� erencesand m ixing param etersfrom mLL using the values

ofvR from Table1 forcase(i).

Type 
 4 m 2

21
[10�5 eV 2] 4 m 2

23
[10�3 eV 2] tan2�12 sin2

2
�23 sin�13

[IA] 10�4 8:56 2:76 1:013 0:993 0:03

[IB] 10�3 3:97 2:48 0:278 1:00 0:0

[IC] 10�3 3:65 2:46 2:855 1:00 0:0

[IIA] 1 3:39 2:45 0:282 0:999 0:0

[IIB] 1 10:7 4:91 0:978 1:00 0:004

[III] 0:1 8:66 2:76 0:284 0:985 0:084
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Table-3:Predicted valuesof
and itscorrespondingsolarand atm ospheric

m ass-squared di� erences,and m ixing param etersfrom mLL using thevalues

ofvR from Table-1 forcase(ii)

Type 
 4 m 2

21
[10�5 eV 2] 4 m 2

23
[10�3 eV 2] tan2�12 sin2

2
�23 sin�13

[IA] 10�4 9:04 2:76 1:012 0:994 0:033

[IB] 10�3 3:97 2:47 0:268 1:00 0:0

[IC] 10�4 3:33 2:49 1:760 0:999 0:0

[IIA] 1 3:39 2:47 0:289 0:999 0:0

[IIB] 1 9:05 5:04 0:991 0:999 0:002

[III] 0:1 5:81 3:02 0:42 0:986 0:078
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Table-4:Predicted valuesofthe0���decay m assparam eterjm eejand �for

both cases(i)and (ii)from m LL using thevaluesofparam etersin Table1-3.

Type Case(i) Case(ii)

jm eej � jm eej �

[IA] 0:084 0:0311 0:084 0:0328

[IB] 0:3968 0:0160 0:3964 0:016

[IC] 0:3968 0:0148 0:3968 0:0134

[IIA] 0:05 0:0139 0:0501 0:0137

[IIB] 0:0 0:022 0:0 0:018

[III] 0:0 0:0314 0:0 0:0192

4 Sum m ary and D iscussion

W esum m arisethem ain pointsofthiswork.W ecan generatein principlethe

threeneutrinom assm atricesnam ely,degenerate(Type[I(A,B,C)]),inverted

hierarchical(Type [II(A,B)])and norm alhierarchical(Type [III])m odels,

by taking the diagonalform ofthe Dirac neutrino m assm atrix and a non-

diagonalform ofthe right-handed M ajorana m ass m atrix in the canonical

seesaw form ula (Type I).W e then exam ine whetherthese good predictions

are spoiled ornotin the presence ofthe left-handed Higgstriplet in Type

IIseesaw form ula;and ifso,we � nd out the least m inim um perturbation

for retaining good predictions which are previously obtained. W e propose

a kind ofnaturalselection ofthe neutrino m ass m odels which have \least

perturbation" arising from TypeIIseesaw term ,in orderto retain thegood

predictions already acquired. Under such hypothesis we arrive atthe con-

clusion thatinverted hierachicalm odelisthem ostfavourableonein nature.

Nextto itisthe norm alhierarchy. Degenerate m odelsarebadly spoiled by

theperturbation in TypeIIseesaw form ula,and thereforeitisnotfavoured

13



by thenaturalselection.Ourconclusion also nearly agreeswith thecalcula-

tionsusing the m assm atricesm LR and M R R predicted by otherauthorsin

SO(10)m odels[34,35]. It can be stressed that the m ethod adopted here is

also applicable to any neutrino m assm atrix obtained using a generalnon-

diagonaltextureofDiracm assm atrix.

A few com m entsarein order.W ithin theInverted hierarchicalm odelit-

self,wearehavingtwovarieties:Type[IIA]with m assegenvalues(m 1;m 2;0)

and Type [IIB]with m ass eigenvalues (m 1;�m 2;0). The present analysis

could notdistingush which oneism orefavourableasboth predictthesam e


 = 1 which m easuresthe degree ofperturbation arising from Type IIsee-

saw form ula.Thism eansthatforInverted m odel,Type Iseesaw term don-

im atesoverType IIseesaw term withoutany � ne tuning. However within

the inverted hierarchy m odel,Type [IIA]m odelpredicts slightly lesser so-

larm ixing,tan2�12 = 0:282 and sin�13 � 0:0 and jm eej� 0:05eV without

any � netunning.Type [IIB]predictsm axim alsolarm ixing tan2�12 = 0:99,

sm allCHOOZ anglesin�13 ’ 0:004,and jm eej� 0.Thisrequiressom eother

m echanism s to tone down the solar angle at the cost ofincreasing sin�13
near the experim entalbound. For exam ple,taking charged lepton contri-

bution,one can have in this case 0:66 � tan2�12 � 0:49,corresponding to

0:10� jVe3j� 0:17 and 0:014eV � jm eej� 0:024eV [33].Ifweusethelower

bound on jm eej> 0:013 eV derived from the SNO data (with saltrun)[36],

Type [IIB]nearly survives. Precise m easurem entofsin�13 m ay help to dis-

tinguish these two kinds. This can be tested in the future long baseline

experim ents[36].Asa rem ark we also pointoutthatunlike Type [IIB][38],

Type [IIA]willbe unstable underquantum radiative correctionsin M SSM

[33]. Asem phasised before,the presentanalysisisbased on the hypothesis

thatthosem odelsofneutrinoswherethecanonicalseesaw term isdom inant

overtheperturbativeterm arisingfrom TypeIIseesaw,arefavourableunder

naturalselection. The presentwork isa m odestattem ptto understand the

correctm odelofneutrino m asspattern.
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A ppendix A

W e listhere forready reference[16],the zeroth-orderleft-handed M ajorana

neutrinom assm atriceswith texturezeros,m LL,correspondingtothreem od-

elsofneutrinos,viz.,degenerate(Type[I]),inverted hierarchical(Type[II])

and norm alhierarchical(Type [III]).These m ass m atrices are com petible

with theLM A M SW solution aswellasm axim alatm osphericm ixings.

Type m LL m
diag

LL

[IA]

0

B
B
@

0 1
p

2

1
p

2

1
p

2

1

2
� 1

2

1
p

2
� 1

2

1

2

1

C
C
A m 0 D iag(1;�1;1)m 0

[IB]

0

B
@

1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1

1

C
A m 0 D iag(1;1;1)m 0

[IC]

0

B
@

1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0

1

C
A m 0 D iag(1;1;�1)m 0

[IIA]

0

B
@

1 0 0

0 1

2

1

2

0 1

2

1

2

1

C
A m 0 D iag(1;1;0)m 0

[IIB]

0

B
@

0 1 1

1 0 0

1 0 0

1

C
A m 0 D iag(1;�1;0)m 0

[III]

0

B
@

0 0 0

0 1

2
� 1

2

0 � 1

2

1

2

1

C
A m 0 D iag(0;0;1)m 0
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A ppendix B

Here we list the textures ofthe right-handed neutrino m ass m atrix M R R

along with the left-handed M ajorana m ass m atrix m I
LL generated through

the canonicalseesaw form ula,Eq.(2),for three di� erent m odels ofneutri-

nos presented in Appendix A.The Dirac neutrino m ass m atrix is given in

Eq.(7) where m f = m � tan� for case (i) and m f = m t for case (ii),and

m 0 = m 2

f=(vR ). Fornorm alhierarchicalm odelthe corresponding m atrices

aregiven in them ain text.Thesearecollected from Ref.[27]forready refer-

ence.

Degeneratem odel(Type[IA]):

M R R =

0

B
B
@

�2�2�
2m ( 1

p

2
+ �1)�

m + n ( 1
p

2
+ �1)�

m

( 1
p

2
+ �1)�

m + n (1
2
+ �1 � �2)�

2n (� 1

2
+ �1 � �2)�

n

( 1
p

2
+ �1)�

m (� 1

2
+ �1 � �2)�

n (1
2
+ �1 � �2)

1

C
C
A vR

�m
I
LL =

0

B
B
@

(�2�1 + 2�2) ( 1
p

2
� �1) ( 1

p

2
� �1)

( 1
p

2
� �1) (1

2
+ �2) (� 1

2
+ �2)

( 1
p

2
� �1) (� 1

2
+ �2) (1

2
+ �2)

1

C
C
A m 0

Degeneratem odel(Type[IB]):

M R R =

0

B
@

(1+ 2�1 + 2�2)�
2m �1�

m + n �1�
m

�1�
m + n (1+ �2)�

2n �2�
n

�1�
m �2�

n (1+ �2)

1

C
A vR

�m
I
LL =

0

B
@

(1� 2�1 � 2�2) ��1 ��1

��1 (1� �2) ��2

��1 ��2 (1� �2)

1

C
A m 0

Degeneratem odel(Type[IC]):
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M R R =

0

B
@

(1+ 2�1 + 2�2)�
2m �1�

m + n �1�
m

�1�
m + n �2�

2n (1+ �2)�
n

�1�
m (1+ �2)�

n �2

1

C
A vR

�m
I
LL =

0

B
@

(1� 2�1 � 2�2) ��1 ��1

��1 ��2 (1� �2)

��1 (1� �2) ��2

1

C
A m 0

Invereted hierarchicalm odel(Type[IIA]):

M R R =

0

B
@

�(1+ 2�)�2m ���m + n ���m

���m + n 1

2
�2n �(1

2
� �)�n

���m �(1
2
� �)�n 1

2

1

C
A
vR

�

�m
I
LL =

0

B
@

(1� 2�) �� ��

�� 1

2
(1
2
� �)

�� (1
2
� �) 1

2

1

C
A m 0

Inverted hierarchicalm odel(Type[IIB]):

M R R =

0

B
@

�2m + 7 �m + n+ 4 �m + 4

�m + n+ 4 �2n ��n

�m + 4 ��n 1

1

C
A vR

�m
I
LL =

0

B
@

0 1 1

1 �(�3 � �4)=2 �(�3 + �4)=2

1 �(�3 + �4)=2 �(�3 � �4)=2

1

C
A m 0

The valuesofthe param etersused are: Type IA:�1 = 0:0061875,�2 =

0:0030625,m 0 = 0:4eV; Type[IB]and [IC]:�1 = 3:6� 10�5 ,�2 = 3:9� 10�3 ,

m 0 = 0:4eV; Type[IIA]and [IIB]:�= 0:0001,�= 0:002,m 0 = 0:05eV.
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