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A bstract

In this paper we propose a kind of natural selection which can discrin nate
the three possibl neutrino m ass m odels, nam ely the degenerate, Inverted
hierarchical and nom al hierachical m odels, using the fram ework of Type
II seesaw formula. W e arrdve at a conclusion that the inverted hierarchical
m odel appears to bem ost favourable whereas the nom alhierarchicalm odel
follow s next to it. T he degenerate m odel is found to be m ost unfavourable.
T he neutrino m ass m atrices which are obtained using the usual canonical
sesaw formula (Type I), and which also give alm ost good predictions of
neutrino m asses and m ixings consistent w ith the latest neutrino oscillation
data, are reexam Ined in the light ofnon-canonical seesaw formula (Type I0).
W e then estin ate a param eter which represents the m lninum degree of
suppression of the extra term arising from the left-handed H iggs triplet, so
as to restore the good predictions on neutrino m asses and m ixings already
had in Type I seesaw m odel.
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1 Introduction

R ecent neutrino oscillation experin ents[l] which provide im portant inform a—
tions on the nature of neutrino m asses and m ixings, have strengthened our
understanding of neutrino oscillation R,3]. However we are still far from a
com plete understanding of neutrino physics. O ne of them is the pattem of
the neutrino m ass eigenvalies, though som e reactor experin ents are trying
to understand it. For future reference we sum m arise here[l] the m ost recent
resuls of the three- avour neutrino oscillation param eters from globaldata
Including solarf@], atm osphericb], reactor Kam LAND [6] and CHOO Z [7])

and accekerator K 2K [B]):

param eter best t 3 lvel
4mi [L0°eV?] 69 54 94
4mi;0°ev?] 23 11 34
sin? 1, 03 023 0:39
sin? ,5 0:52 032  0:70
sin® 13 0:005 0:061

Asfarasthe LSND resultP] is concemed, it is nding di culy to reconcilke
w ith the rest of the globaldata, and a con m ation of the LSND signalby
theM NBooNE experin ent[L0] would be very desirable. T here are also som e
com plem entary inform ation from other sources. T he recent analysis of the
W M AP collaboration [11] gives the bo%)md ;dn;j< 069%V @t 95% C L))
(m ore conservative analysis[l2] gives ;inij< 1:01€V). The bound from
the 0 —decay experinent is n .j< 026V (@ m ore conservative analysis
gives MeJj< (03 05)ev)[L3,14]. However the value of the in .. j from
the recent clain [15] for the discovery of the 0 process at 42 level, is
M 02 0:6)eV Mmore conservative estin ate Involving nuckarm ass is
e O 09)eV).

Since the above data on solar and atm ospheric neutrino oscillation exper—
in ents, gives only them ass squaredi erences, we usually have threem odel§
of neutrino m ass kevels[l6]:

D egenerate (Type I):m;’" m,’ ms,,

°Th order to avoid possble confision in nom enclature, T ypes of neutrino m ass m odels
are denoted Inside the square bracket whereas Types of seesaw form ula are expressed
w ithout square bracket.



Inverted hierarchical q(Type II):m; ’ m, >> m3 with 4m3; =
m: mi<Oandm,,’ 4m%’ (003 007)eV;and
N om al hierarchical &Type [II]):m; << m, << m3, and 4 m§3 =
m: mi>0;andms’ 4m3’ (003 007)eV,andm,’ 0008V .
(Appendix A presents a list of the zeroth-order keft-handed M a prana m ass
m atrces which can explain the above three pattems of neutrino m asses).
The result of 0 decay experim ent, ifcon m ed, would be abl to rule out
Type [ and T ype [[II] neutrino m ass m odels straight, and points to Type
[I] or to m odels w ith m ore than three neutrinos[3]. Again, the W M AP Iim it
(at Jeast for three degenerate neutrinos), m j< 023V also would rule out
Type [] neutrino m odel, or at last it could lower the param eter space for
the degenerate m odel3]. It also gives further constraint on jn . However a
nal choice am ong these threem odels isa di cult task. At themoment we
are in a very confuising state. T he present paper is a m odest attem pt from a
theoretical point of view to discrin inate the neutrino m assm odels using the
Type IT seesaw formula (non-canonical seesaw form ula) or neutrino m asses.
T he paper is organised as follow s. In section 2, we outline them ain points
of the Type II seesaw formula and a criteria for a natural selection which
helps to discrim inate the neutrino m ass m odels. W e carry out num erical
com putations in section 3 and present ourm ain resuls. Section 4 conclides
w ith a summ ary and discussions.

2 Type IT see—saw form ula and neutrinom ass
m atrix

The canonical seesaw m echanian (generally known as Type I seesaw for-
mula) [L7] isthe sim plest and m ost appealing m echanian for generating sm all
neutrino m asses and kpton m ixings. There is also another type of seesaw

formula (known as Type IT seesaw formula) [L8] where a left-handed H iggs
triplket | piksup a vacuum expectation valie (vev) In the leftright sym -
metric GUT m odels such as SO (10). This is expressbl as

My, =m,;, +m; : 1)
where the usualType I seesaw form ula is given by the expression,

I _ 1 T
mp, = mprMgrm g @)



Herem ;g istheD irac neutrino m assm atrix in the left-right convention and
the right-handed M a prana neutrinom assm atrix M gg = vy fg with v being
the vacuum expectation value (vev) ofthe Higgs elds im partingm assto the
right-hand neutrinos and fy is the Yukawa ocoupling m atrix. The second
term m {1 is due to the SU (2), H iygs triplet, which can arise, for nstance,
In a large class of SO (10) models n which the B L symm etry is broken
by a 126 Higgs eld[19,20]. In the usual keftright symm etric theories, m{*
and M gy are proportional to the vacuum expectation values (vevs) of the
electrically neutral com ponents of scalar H iggs triplets, ie, m ;- = £ v and
Mgzr = frwk, where v g denotes the vevs and fr g isa symmetric 3 3
m atrix. By acquiring the vev v , breaking of SU 2);,; SU R)x U (1) ; to
SU @), U (1)y isachieved. The leftright sym m etry dem ands the pressnce
ofbothm i and Mz, and In addition, i holds fz = f;, = f£. The induced
vev for the left-handed triplet v, isgiven by v, = M 7 =vz , where the weak
scale M i 82G eV such that 7, j<< My << & jR1f. In generrl isa
function of various couplings, and w thout netuning isexpected to be of
the order uniy. Type II seesaw formula in Eq.(l) can now be expressed as

mp, = ™My =W )2M RR mpgM RﬁmER 3)

In the light of the above Type II seesaw formula Eq.(3), the neutrino
m ass m atrices, m ;,;, in literature, are constructed in view of the follow ing
three assum ptions: (@) m 1t is dom nant overm{,, and () both tem s are
contrbuting w ith com parable am ounts, (¢) m;, is dom mant overmi; . In
recent tin escase (@) hasgathered m om entum because In certain SO (10) m od—
els, Jarge atm ospheric neutrino m ixing and b uni cation are the natural
outcom es of this dom inanceR0,22,23]. In som e m odels this leads to degen—
erate m odel R4] which In parts bin axin alm ixings, as well as extra contri-
bution to lptogenesisP4,25,26]. However all these cases are not com pktely
free from certain assum m ptions as well as am biguities.

It can be stressed that these two temsm |, andm{t i Eqg.(l), are not
com pletely independent. The term m [ is heavily constrained through vy
as seen In Eq.(3). Usually the value of g is  xed through the de nition
Mgzr = WwE present in the canonical term m;, . There is no ambiguity

3In som e papers[l9] v, 250G eV is taken in place ofM y . W e prefer here to take
82G €V as it isnearerto ourinput value ofeitherm = 82:43G &V orm tan = 13 40Ge&V
In the text. In this way both the temm s of the T ype IT seesaw form ula, have alm ost sam e
valie of weak scale. However taking di erent values does not alter the conclusion of our
analysis



in the de nition of § with the st tem, and it also doesnot a ectnf,

as long as M gy is taken as a whole in the expression. However it ssverly

a ectsthe second temm my; where vy is entered alone, and di erent choices
of gy MM zr would kead to di erent values ofm{® . This ambiguity is seen

In the literature where di erent choices of ¥ are m ade according to the
convenience[l9,21,22,25,28]. However, In the present paper we shall always
take vy as the heaviest right-handed M aprana neutrino m ass eigenvalue
obtained after the diagonalisation ofthe massm atrix M zg . O nce we adopt
this convention, there is little freedom for the second term m;; I Eq.() to
have arbitrary value of vy . W e also assum e that the SU (2)r gauge symm etry

breaking scale vy is the sam e as the scale of the breakdown of parity ROT.

T he present work is carried out in the Ilne of case (b) and (c) discussed
above, but the choice of which term is dom Inant over other, is not arbitrary
any m ore. W e carry out a com plkte analysis of the three m odels of neutrino
m assm atrioces (See Appendix B for the expressions ofM gz and m 1, ) where
the (@lIready acquired) good predictions of neutrino m asses and m ixings in
the canonical term m{, is subsequently spoiled by the presence of second
term m{l when = lim;.Wemakea search programm e ©or nding the
values of them ininum departure of from of the canonical value of one, n
w hich the good predictions of neutrino m asses and m ixing param eters can be
restored In m 1,1, . W e propose here a bold hypothesis which acts as a sort of
\ natural selection" for the survival of the neutrino m assm odels which enpy
the least value of deviation of from unity. In other words, the value of is
enough just to suppress the perturbation e ect arisihg from Type II seesaw
formula. Nearer the value of to one, better the chance for the survival of
them odel in question. Thus the param eter is an in portant param eter for
the proposed natural selection of the neutrino m ass m odels.

The above criteria for natural selection In poses certain constraints on
the neutrino m assm odels w hich one can obtain in the follow ing way, at least
for the heaviest neutrino m ass eigenvalie W ithout considering m ixings). If
the neutrino m asses are sokly detem Ined from the ssocond tem of Eg.(3),
then the rst temm must be less than the certain order which is dictated by
the particular pattem of neutrino m ass spectrum . In this view, the largest
contrbution of neutrino m ass from the rst temm must be lss than about
0:05eV for both nom al hierarchical and inverted hierarchical m odels; and
about 0:5eV for degenerate m odel as the data suggests[l]. T hus we have the

4See Ref.[37] oor further discussion on the choice of vy



bound for the natural selection:

mI, > wf @)

D enoting the heaviest right-handed neutrino m ass as vz and taking M y
82G eV R1] In the expression of v, , the llow Ing lower bounds on vy for the

natural selection are ocbtained:
For nom alhierchical and inverted hierarchicalm odel:
Ve > 1345 10™Gev ()
For degenerate m odel:
Ve > 1345 10°Gev 6)

T he above bounds just ndicate the approxin ate m easure of the degree of
natural selection, but a fiiller analysis w ill take both the tem s of the Type
ITseesaw formula in the 3 3 matrix form . Thiswillgives allthe threem ass
eigenvalues aswell asm ixing angles. T his num erical analysis w ill be carried
out In the next section. Tt is clear from Egs.(5) and (6) that any am ount of
arbitrariness in  xing the value of g In M zr w ill distort the conclusion.

3 N um erical calculations and resuls

Fora full num erical analysis we refer to our earlier papersP7] where we per-
fom ed the Investigations on the origin ofneutrino m asses and m ixings w hich
can accom odate LM A M SW solution for solar neutrino anom aly and the so—
Jution of atm ospheric neutrino problem w ithin the fram ework of Type I see—
saw form ula. N om alhierarchical, inverted hierarchical and quasidegenerate
neutrino m ass m odels were constructed from the nonzero textures of the
right-handed M a prana m assm atrix M zx along w ith diagonal form ofm px

being taken as either the charged lpton mass m atrix (case i) R8] or the
up—quark mass m atrix (case i) R7]. However, a general form of the D irac
neutrino m ass m atrix is given by :

0
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where m ¢ corresponds to m tan ) for (m;n) = (6;2) In case of charged
Iepton (case i) and my for m ;n) = (8;4) n case of up—quarks (case ii).
The value of the param eter is taken as 022. Here the assum ption is that
neutrino m ass m ixings can arise from the texture of right handed neutrino
m assm atrix only through the Interplay of seesaw m echanism R9]. This can
be understood from the follow ng operation [30,31]where M zx can be trans—
formed in the basis n which mz is approxin ately diagonafl. Using the

diagonalisation relation, m ijlfg = Urm g Ug , we have,

1 1T
Mmpp, = MrMg mig

_ + diag 1 T diag
= Upmpz UgM g Ugm Uy

_ + diag 1 diag
= Upmzg Mggmz Uy

diag 1 diag
4
M Mgrm g

whereUym{ Ul m;, by considering a sin plk assum ption, U, ’ 1. Since
the D irac neutrino m ass m atrices are hierarchical n nature and the CKM
m ixing angles of the quark sector are relatively sm all. In such situation Uy,
slightly deviates from 1,ie., Uy /' Vekwu ,and thardly a ectsthe num erical
accuracy 30] orpractical purposes. Here M gr isthenew RH m atrix de ned
in the basis of diagonalm ;x matrix. W e thus express M gz In the most
general form as its origin is quite di erent from those of the D irac m ass
m atrices In an underlying grand uni ed theory. A s usual the neutrino m ass
eigenvalues and neutrino m ixing matrix M N S) are cbtained through the
diagonalization ofm 11, ,

diag _ T _ : . . .
m;; =V my, V= Diagm;m,;m3);

and the neutrino m ixing angls are extracted from the M NS lepton m ixing
matrix de nedby iys = V7.

5 This is also true for any diagonalmr with any arbitrary pair of (n ;n). A corre—
soonding M gr can be found out In principle



N orm al hierarchicalm odel (T ype [III]):

W ethen perform a detailed num ericalanalysis to search forthe param eter
which m easures the perturbation e ects arising from the Type II seesaw
tem . A sa sin plest exam ple, we take up the case orthe nom alhierarchical
m odel (Type [II]) while the expressions for other m odels are relegated to
Appendix B .U sihg the general expression form x given n Eqg.(7) and the
follow ing texture forM gz R71:

0 2m 1 m+n 1 m 1 1
MRRZE m+n 1 m+n 2 0 gVR,' (8)
m 1 0 1
we get the neutrino m assm atrix of the Type [MII] through Eqg.(2),
0 1
4 3
ml, =8 1 1 X 003V 9)
3 1 1 3

Here we have xed the value of gy = 8:92 10°GeV fr case (i), taking
m ;n) as (6;2) and the nput valuesm = 1292GeV,and tan = 40. The
diagonalization ofM gy gives the three corresponding RH M aprana neutrino
masses M S29 = ( 48555 10%;1058 10'°;8:92 10'%)GeV.As already
stated, them assm atrix in Eq.(9) predicts correct neutrino m ass param eters
and m ixing angles consistent w ith recent dataR7]:

m &89 = (0:0033552;0:0073575;0:057012)eV , ading to
4mZ =429 10°eV,4m3, =320 10°eV, =4m 3=4 m3, = 00134.
sin 12 = 015838,510 23 = O:6564,SJH 13 = 0:074:

In the next step we take the additional contribution of the sscond tem
mil = My=%)Mgr ih Type II scesaw ormula in Eq.3). W hen = 1,
all the good predictions of neutrino m asses and m ixings already had in
m ., are then spoiled. The value of for the \least deviation from canon-—
ical value of one", which could restore the good predictions In m iy, is
again cbtained through a search programm e. The predictions are: ' 04,
m iifg = ( 0:0021353;0:0095481; 0:£0534155)eV, keading to
4mZ =866 10°eV,4m3, =276 10°eV, = 4m 3,=4 m3, = 00314.



The corresponding M N S m ixing m atrix which diagonalizes m;; is ob—
tained as 1
0:879342 0:468733 0:083946
B

Vyys =8 0275275 0:644212  0:713593 % 10)
0:388564 0604384 0695513

leading to sin®2 1, = 0:6796, tan? 1, = 0284 < 1, sin®2 ,;3 = 0:98531,
sin 15 = 0:084:

Here we have given solarm ixing angle in term oftan? ;, to check whether it
lls in the \light side", tan® 1, < 1, for the usual sign convention 4 m 3, =

mi m?{> 0;B2;33]. For the case (i) when @ ;n) = (8;4) mn Eq.(7), we
take the nput valuem = 82:43G €V at the high scale. W e have again the
nal predictions from my: ‘ 0:d,and M 239 = ( 2891 10°;6299

107;2267 10*)Gev,
4m3 =581 10°eV,4m3, =302 10°eV, =4m3=4m3 = 00192,
sin®2 1, = 08233, tan? 1, = 042< 1,sn?2 ,3= 0:9862,sn 3= 0:077.

W e also calculate the m ass param eter Jn . jm easured in the 0 decay
experin ent using the expression [3]

M= 3L s® 3) My 08 p+ mysh® o)+ mae™ s’ 57 11)
Fordegenerate (T ype [I]) and inverted hierarchy (T ype [II]) m odel, it reduces
to (rsin® 157 0)

Med dnjcos 1, sh® 1p) 12)

In case of nom alhierarchy (Type [[II]), we have
Med s’ 1, masih® 137 (13)

For the exam plk discussed above (nom alhierarchy for case (1)), we obtain
n Jj= 0:0017.

In A ppendix B we list allthem |, along with the corresponding M gy
textures for D egenerate (Type I @A ,B,C)]) and Inverted hirarchy (Type
[IA B))R7]. W e repeat the sam e procedure described above for all these
cases and nd out the corresponding values of .

W e present here the m ain results of the analysis. W e calculate RH neu-
trinom asses in Table-1l forboth cases (i) and (i) . The heaviest RH M a prana



elgenvalue is taken as vy scale for caloulation ofm {1 . Tt is Interesting to see
in Tablkl that only Type [II@A B)] satis e the bounds given In Egs.(5) and
(6) when = 1. This roughly inplies that Inverted hierarchical m odel is
the best choice for natural sslection though a fuller analysis needs the m a—
trix form when all tem s are present. O urm ain resuls on neutrino m asses
and m ixings are presented in Tablk2 and Tabl3. O ne particular im portant
param eter is the predicted values of . Table4 presents the m ass param eter
jnjand Prboth cases (i) and ().

From Tabl2 and 3, we wish to m ake a conclusion that Inverted hierar-
chy m odel (Type [I]) having = 1 isthem ost stabl under the presence of
SU @), tripktterm m ] inthe Type [[I] scesaw omula. On such ground we
can discrim inate other m odels in favour of it. N ext to Inverted hierarchy is
the nom alhierarchy m odel (Type [[II]) with = 0:d. In thepresent analysis
the degenerate m odel (Type [I]) is not favourabl as it predicts 10 *.
A galn, in Inverted hierarchy m odelwe have two Types— [[1A Jand [[IB ].T ype
[[TA ] predicts slightly lesser solarm ixing anglk and exactly ze2ro CHO O Z an—
gl without any ne tunning such as contribution from charged kpton etc.,
com pared to those of Type [[IB ] where we have m axin al solar m ixing. The
present analysis has lim itation to fiirther discrim nate either of these two.

A s a routine calculation we check the stability of these m odels under ra—
diative corrections n M SSM for both neutrino m ass splittings and m ixing
angles. For large tan = 55 where the e ect of radiative correction is rel-
atively large, only two m odels nam ely, Inverted hierarchy B8] of Type [[IB ]
and Nom alhierarchy [B9] ofType [[I] are found stable under radiative cor-
rections. Follow ing this result, the nverted hierarchy of Type [[MA ] is kss
favourable than its counterpart Type [MIB ].

Table-1: T he three right-handed M a prana neutrino m asses forboth case
(1) and case (i) in three pattem of neutrino m assm odels. The B L sym—
m etry breaking scale vz is taken as the m ass of the heaviest right-handed
M aprana neutrino in the calculation.



Type Case():M S29G eV Case(il):M 29 ev
a] 682 10°,551 10°,5:04 10%%; 634 107,194 10%,855 10%2
B] 150 10°,2:72 109, 146 10*3; 547 10%,937 107,17 10%3
c] 13 10°,4%1 10%,506 10%; 517 10%,189 109,85 10%°
MA] 1:19 10° 432 10,463 10Y7; 44 103,149 10%,68 10Y
mB] 297 10%,2:97 10%,1:16 10'%; 174 10°1:74 10°289 10%°
1] 486 10%,1:06 10%°,8:202 10%3; 289 10° 63 107,227 10%

10



Table2 P redicted valuesof and its corresponding solar and atm ospheric
m asssquared di erences and m ixing param eters from m;; using the values

ofvwgy from Tabl 1 orcase ().

'I‘ype 4m§lD_O5eV2] 4m§3D.O3eV2] tan2 12 SJI’l% 23 sin 13
mi] 10° 856 2:76 1013 0:993 0:03
®] 10°3 397 248 0278 1:00 0:0
c] 10°3 365 246 2855 1:00 00
m] 1 3:39 245 0282 0:999 0:0
m] 1 10:7 491 0:978 100 0004
oI 0: 866 2:76 0284 0985 0:084

11



Table3 P redicted valuesof and its corresponding solar and atm ospheric
m asssquared di erences, and m ixing param eters from m;; using the values

of vy from Tabledl for case (i)

'I‘ype 4m§lD_O5eV2] 4m§3D.O3eV2] tan2 12 SJI’l% 23 sin 13
mj] 10° 9:04 29716 1012 0:994 0033
mB] 103 3:97 247 0268 100 00
] 10° 333 249 1:760 0:999 00
A ] 1 339 247 0289 0:999 00
B ] 1 9:05 5:04 0:991 0:999 0002
(o 021 581 302 042 0:986 0078

12



Table4: P redicted values ofthe 0 decay m ass param eter Jn . jand for
both cases (i) and (i) from m ;; using the values ofparam eters in Tabl 1-3.

T ype Cas=(d) Case (i)
N ee] N eJ

[A] 0084 00311 0:084 0:0328

B] 0398 0:0160 0394 0016

] 03968 00148 0:3968 00134

MA] 005 020139 00501 020137

OB ] 00 0:022 00 0018

[I1T] 00 0:0314 00 0:0192

4 Summ ary and D iscussion

W e summ arise them ain pointsofthiswork. W e can generate in principl the
three neutrino m assm atrices nam ely, degenerate (Type LA ,B,C)]), Inverted
hierarchical (Type [T A B)]) and nom al hierarchical (Type [[II]) m odels,
by taking the diagonal form of the D irac neutrino m ass m atrix and a non—
diagonal form of the right-handed M aprana m ass m atrix in the canonical
sesaw formula Type I). W e then exam Ine w hether these good predictions
are spoilked or not in the presence of the keft-handed H iggs triplkt In Type
IT seesaw formula; and if so, we nd out the least m ninum perturoation
for retaining good predictions which are previously cbtained. W e propose
a kind of natural selection of the neutrino m ass m odels which have \least
perturbation" arising from Type II seesaw tem , in order to retain the good
predictions already acquired. Under such hypothesis we arrive at the con-—
clusion that inverted hierachicalm odel is the m ost favourable one in nature.
N ext to it is the nom alhierarchy. D egenerate m odels are badly spoilkd by
the perturbation In Type IT seesaw formm ula, and therefore it is not favoured

13



by the natural selection. O ur conclusion also nearly agrees w ith the calcula—
tions using the m assm atrices m g and M zrg predicted by other authors in
SO (10) m odels[34,35]. It can be stressed that the m ethod adopted here is
also applicable to any neutrino m ass m atrix obtained using a general non—
diagonal texture of D iracm assm atrix.

A few commentsare n order. W ihin the Ihverted hierarchicalm odel it—
self, we are having two varieties: Type [[A ]w ith m assegenvalies (m ;;m ,;0)
and Type [B] wih mass eigenvalues m;; m,;0). The present analysis
could not distingush which one ism ore favourablk as both predict the sam e

= 1 which m easures the degree of perturbation arising from Type IT see—
saw formula. Thism eans that for Tnverted m odel, Type I seesaw term don-—
In ates over Type II seesaw term w ithout any ne tuning. However w ithin
the Inverted hierarchy m odel, Type [[MA ] m odel predicts slightly lesser so—
larm ixing, tan® 1, = 0282 and sh ;35 00 and Jnej 005V without
any netunning. Type [[IB ] predicts m axin al solarm ixing tarf ;, = 0:99,
anallCHOOZ anglkesin 13’ 0:004,and Mm<Jj 0. Thisrequires som e other
m echanisn s to tone down the solar angle at the cost of increasing sin 13
near the experim ental bound. For exam pl, taking charged lepton contri-
bution, one can have i this case 0:66  tan’® 1, 049, corresponding to
010 Ye3j 047 and 0:014eV dne] 0:024eV [B3]. Ifwe use the lower
bound on jn 3> 0:013 &V derived from the SNO data with salt run) [36],
Type [[B ] nearly survives. P recise m easurem ent of sih 13 m ay help to dis—
tinguish these two kinds. This can be tested in the future long baseline
experin ents36]. A s a ram ark we also point out that unlke Type [IIB] [38],
Type [MA ] willbe unstabl under quantum radiative corrections in M SSM
B3]. A s em phasised before, the present analysis is based on the hypothesis
that those m odels of neutrinos where the canonical seesaw term is dom hant
over the perturbative term arising from T ype II seesaw , are favourable under
natural selection. T he present work is a m odest attem pt to understand the
correct m odel of neutrino m ass pattem.
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A ppendix A

W e list here for ready reference[l6], the zeroth-order lkeft-handed M a prana
neutrino m assm atrices w ith texture zeros, m 1,1, , corresoonding to threem od—
els of neutrinos, viz., degenerate (T ype [I]), nverted hierarchical (T ype [II])
and nom al hierarchical (Type [II]). These m ass m atrices are com petble
wih the LM A M SW solution aswellasm axin al atm ogoheric m ixings.

Type mrr miifg
0 1
0 & L
B ) 6 .
Rl g &5 3 s Smy Diag@; 1;1)m,
1 1 1
=2 2
0 1
100
B] &0 1 0f%m, D iag(1;1;1)m o
001
0 1
100
m] €0 0 18%m, Diag@;1; 1)mo
010
0 1
100
m] &0 1 l&m, D iag (1;1;0)m g
1 1
03 2
0 1
011
B ] g 10 0Em, D iag(@; 1;0)m
100
0 1
0 0 0
mm €0 f  1&m, Diag@;0;)m,
0 i 1
2 2
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A ppendix B

Here we list the textures of the right-handed neutrino m ass m atrix M gy
along w ith the lkeft-handed M aprana mass m atrix m 1, generated through
the canonical seesaw formula, Eq.(2), for three di erent m odels of neutri-
nos presented In Appendix A . The D irac neutrino m ass m atrix is given in
Eg.(7) wherems = m tan forcase () and m ¢ = m Por case (i), and
moy=m §= (Vg ). For nom al hierarchical m odel the corresponding m atrices
are given In them an text. These are collected from Ref.R7] Por ready refer—
ence.

D egenerate m odel( Type [MA ]):

0 1
2, = (s + q) "F° F=+ )"
B
Men=f G5+ 0" G+ . 97 (1, 9t fw
(Pl—z"' Dt 3+ )7 G+ 1 2)
0 1 1 1
5 ( 2.1+ 2)) (P_E 1) (P_E 1)
mi=F & 1 &+ (1t 0Em,
E 1) (3t 2 G+ 2)
D egenerate m odel (Type [B]):
1
(1+21+22) 2m 1 m+n 1 m
m n n n c
MRR:% 1 + ) ° 2 A W
1 " 2 " T+ 2)
0 1
. x 2, 25 1 1
mi, =@ 1 a 2) 2 Amg
1 2 1 2)

D egenerate m odel (Type [IC]):
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B(1+2l+22)2m lm+n lm .
Mgrr = @ p R , 2" 1+ ) " Ew
1 " + ) " 2
0 1
. @ 21 23 1 1
m£L=@ 1 2 1 2) Amyg
1 1 2) 2
Invereted hierarchicalm odel(T ype [IA ]):
0 1
(l+2) 2m m+n m
Vi
MRRZE m+n % 2n % ) nZC_{_R
m 1 ) ™ 1
2 2
0 1
e 2)
¢}
mI:EL:E 1% %1 ) Amy
G )3

Inverted hierarchicalm odel(T ype [[IB]):

0 2m + 7 m+n+4 m+ 4
_ m+n+4 2n n §
MRR—E A VR
m+4 n 1

1
1 1

0
0
mi =B 1 (3 =2 (3+ H=2&m,
1 (*+ H=2  (* 9=

T he values of the param eters used are: Type IA: ; = 00061875, , =
0:0030625,m o= 04eV; Type [[Bland [IC]: ;=36 10°, ,= 39 10°3,
mo= 04eV; Type [MA]and MB]: = 0:0001, = 0:002,m,= 005V .

17



R eferences

[l] For a rmoent mwview, sse M Maltoni, T Schwetz, M A Tortols,

[l1]W M AP Collboration, C L Bennett et al., A strophys. J. Suppl., 148
(2003) 1; D N Spergel et al.,, A strophys. J. Suppl 148, 175 (2003);
A Kogut et al, A strophys. J. Suppl, 148, 161 (2003); G Hinshaw et
al., A strophys. J. Suppl.,, 148, 135 (2003); L Verde et al,, A strophys. J.
Suppl, 148, 195 (2003); H V Peids et al., A strophys. J. Suppl.,, 148,
213 (2003).

[L2] SHannestad, JCAP 0305, 004 (2003); O E garoy and O Lahav, JCAP

18


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405172
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402264
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405048
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9807003
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-ex/0309004
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9807003
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0212021
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/9907037
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0212007
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0104049
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0211039
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0310220
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0312154

[13] The HeidelbergM oscow Collaboration, H V K lapdorXK kingrothaus et
al, Eur. Phys. J, A 12, 147 (2001); C E Aalsth et al, hep+*

[15] H V K lapdorX kingrothaus et al, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 37, 2409
(2001); H V K lJapdorX kingrothaus, A D ietz, IV K rivoshena, Phys.
Lett.B 586, 198 (2004).

7] M GellM ann, PRamond, and R Slansky, In Supergravity, P roceed-
ings of the W orshop, Stony Brook, New York, 1979, edited by P wvan
N jeueenhuizen and D Freedm an (N orth-H olland, Am sterdam , 1979);
T Yanagida, KEK Lectures, 1979 (unpublished); R N M ohapatra and
G Sen-pnovic, Phys.Rev. Lett. 44, 912 (1980).

[18] R N M chapatra and G Senanovic, Phys. Rev. D 23, 165 (1981); G.
Lazarides, Q. Sha , C. W etterich, Nucl Phys. B181, 287(1981);
C W atterich, Nucl Phys.B 187, 343 (1981).

[19] B Brahm achari and R N M ochapatra, Phys. Rev.D 58, 015001 (1998);
O leg K hasanov and G ilad Perez, Phys.Rev.D 65, 053007 (2002);E M a,
Phys.Rev.D 69, 011301 (2004).

R0] B Baf, Senpnovic and F V issani, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 051802 (2003),


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0202026
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0202026
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0403245
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9905536
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0210207
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0303055
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0308197
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0308197
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0105175
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0104228
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402035
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0306016
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402140
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402121
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405093
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405093
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0403236

R6] T Hambye, G Senjpnovic, Phys. Lett. B582, 73 (2004), hep+

[T TpH/030723%; PO D onnell, U Sarkar, Phys. Rev.D 49, 2118 (1994).

R7]1 N NinaiSingh and M Patgir, IIMP A 17, 3629 (2002); M P atgiri and
N NinaiSingh, IIM P A 18, 443 (2003).

28] K SBabu, B Dutta, R N M ochapatra, Phys. Rev.D 67, 076006 (2003),

R9] For a discussion, see, IDorsner, SM Barr, Nucl Phys. B617, 493
(2001); SM Barr, ID orsner, NucL Phys.B 585, 79 (2000).

B0] E KhAkhmedov, M Frigerio, A Yu.Sm imov, JHEP 0309, 021 (2003),

32] H M urayam aprep-ph/02010022; A de Gouves, A Friedland,

H M urayam a, Phys. Lett.B 490, 125 (2000).

B3] M Patgiriand N N in aiSingh, Phys. Lett.B 567, 69 (2003).

__________________________

B Purkayastha, C R Das, BD Cafehepph/0210270; B Bal,

G Senpnovic, F Vissani, PhysRev1ett.90,0518022003); A M elfo,
G Senanovic, PhysRevD 68,03501 (2003).

B8] S.F.King, N .N inaiSingh, Nucl Phys. B 596, 81 2001).

B9] S.F.King, N .Nin aiSingh, Nucl Phys. B 591, 3 2000).

20


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0307237
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0307237
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0211068
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0305322
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0204335
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0201002
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0404095
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0309114
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0308092
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0308092
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0403276
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0210270

