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Latest m easurem ents have revealed that the deviation from a m axin al solar m ixing anglk is

approxin ately the Cabibbo angk (ie.

QLC relation).

W e argue that i is not plausble that

this deviation from m axin ality, be i a coincidence or not, com es from the charged lepton m ixing.
Consequently we have calculated the required corrections to the exactly bim axin al neutrino m ass
m atrix ansatz necessary to account for the solar m ass di erence and the solar m ixing angle. W e
point out that the relative size of these tw o corrections depends strongly on the hierarchy case under
consideration. W e nd that the nverted hierarchy case w ith opposite CP parities, which is known
to guarantee the RGE stability of the solar m ixing angle, o ers the m ost plausble scenario for a
high energy origin ofa Q L.C —corrected bim axim alneutrino m assm atrix. T his possibility m ay allow
us to explain the Q LC relation in connection w ith the origin of the charged fermm ion m assm atrices.

I. NTRODUCTION

D uring the last yearourknow ledge ofthe leptonicm ix—
Ing m atrix has reached the precision level. The most
recent 90% C L. expementalresu]rs E :2 .3 and sev—
eralglobal tsi fé 5,-16 JI7] have in proved our know ledge
of the neutrino m ass di erences and indicate that the
atm ospheric m ixing is alm ost m axim al while the solar
m ixing deviates from m axin ality in a particularway. In
the standard notation,

sin 1, = 053  0:04; @
sin o3 = 070 041; @)
sin 15 < 0:5; @)
m, = mi= (82 0#6) 10°ev?; @)
mi, = m2, = (245 055 10°ev?; (5)

W e note that the m ixing angle i3 is constrained to be

13 < 0245 by the non-observation ofneutrino oscillations
atthe CHO O Z experim ent E] anda ttotheglbaldata
[7'] T his substantial in provem ent hascon m ed that the
]epton:c m xing m atrix, heretoaﬂ:er called M N SP m atrix

@'], is nearly bim axin al [9, :10] and the deviation from
bin axin ality observed has revealed a surprising relation
between the Cabibbo angle, ¢ and the solarm ixing an—
gk 1],

¢t 12= 451 24 1 );

som etin es called the quark—Jepton com plem entarity re—
lation, hereafter referred to as Q LC relation. There is

a sin ilar relation satis ed by the lptonic anglke .3 and

the corresponding angle in the quark sector, although the

errors are som ew hat lJarger. Based on the experim ental
data it is convenient to de ne the follow ing param etriza—
tion [_l-g] of the m ixing angles,

1 2
S23 = P—E‘F A i (6)
1 2
S12 = P—E 1 + s i (7)
S13 = cp i 8)

where s;; = sin j5 and the coe cients », s and c»p

are at most of order < 4, as indicated by the experi-
m entaluncertainities. W e note that we have de ned the
deviation from a m axim al solar m ixing angle as and
not = ( to emphasize that m ay not be exactly
the Cabibbo angl. T herefore the M N SP m atrix can be
w ritten tozleadjng order n powersof  as,

3
o1+ ) ss ) 0
Vawse =3 20 ) ta+ ) A dio(?
s ) A+ ) 91—5

©)

Them ain in plication oftheQ L.C relation is 2irly sim ple:
the M NSP matrix isto  rst orderbin axin alip] and the
deviation from the exact bin axin ality is a correction of
the order of the C abibbo angl, ie. around 20% . This
resem bles in certain way the situation in the quark sector,
where it isknown that to rst orderthe CKM m atrix is
the unityy m atrix w hile them ain correction is exactly the
Cabibbo anglk.
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Explaining the Q LC relation is a real challenge that
any future theory of avorm ust address. A long w ith the
extrem e an allness of the neutrino m asses, this is another
feature w hich qualitatively distinguishesthe neutrino sec—
tor from the charged ferm ion sector. T he charged ferm ion
spectra is very hierarchical, ie. the third generation
m asses are much heavier than the rst and second gen-—
eration ferm ion m asses. T herefore we expect that there
is a basis, probably the avor basis (also known as la—
grangian or sym m etry basis), w here the charged ferm ion
diagonalization m atrices are approxin ately diagonal. O n
the otherhand, it hasbeen known for som e tin e that the
JIeptonic m ixing m atrix is nearly bin axin al. Tt was ex—
pected that this distinctive feature could be explained if
the m echanisn of neutrino m ass generation is som ehow
disconnected from the m echanisn generating the avor
structure in the charged fem ion sector. Thismay ex—
plain why m any people, surprised by the appearance of
the Cabbbo angk in the kptonic m ixing m atrix, have
proposed to explain the Q LC relation as a contam ina-
tion com ing from the charged lepton m ixing m atrix.

In this paper we will analyze som e generic in plica—
tions of the Q LC relation form odels of neutrino m asses.
In Sec. ﬁwe argue that it is not plausble that the Q L.C
relation is explained by e ects arising from the charged
Jepton m ixing sector. In Sec. ']Itwe analyze the orm and
relative size of the corrections to the bin axin al three
neutrino m ass m atrix necessary to account for the Q L.C
relation. In Sec:_l\[: weanalyzethee ectsofthe neutrino
m ass hierarchy on the stability of the Q LC relation and
the in plications for the scale of neutrino m ass genera—
tion. In Sec. :\_/: we analyze the possblity that the solar
massdi erence being zero at a high energy scale isRGE
generated, triggered by a high energy origin ofthe Q L.C
relation. In Sec. :y-_t we summ arize the m ain results of
this paper.

II. THE QLC RELATION CANNOT ARISE
FROM CHARGED LEPTON M IXING

The M N SP m ixing m atrix is given by

Vunse = Vi)'V (10)
where V  is the neutrino diagonalization m atrix and VI}
is the left handed charged lpton diagonalization m atrix,
M $P9= W)™ V}.W hen trying to explain the QLC
relation the rst idea that com esto ourm ind isthe possi-
bility that the Q LC relation m ay arise from the charged
Jpton m xing m atrix. W e will argue that this is not
plausble if one wants to understand the wellknown em —
pirical relations which connect the electron/m uon m ass
ratio w ith the quark sector. There is an em pirical rela—
tion which hasbeen known forquite a Jong tin e |13, 4],

Ius3 (11)

This relation has been recently analyzed w ith precision
by one of the authors who noted that indeed the relation
surprisingly works at the levelof 16% , as the follow ing
ratio show s (see Ref. [15] for details),

1=2 1=2

= 306 048: 12)

T he relation between the Cabibbo angl and the down-
strange quark m ass ratio can be sinply explained, as

known from the 70’s [_l-g], if the down quark m ass is gen—
erated from them ixing between the rstand second fam —
ilies. A nalogously, the relation between the C abibbo an—
gl and the electron-m uon m ass ratio can also be sim ply

explained ifthe electron m ass is generated from them ix—

Ing between the st and second lpton fam ilies. This
In plies that there is a lptonic basis where the charged

Jepton m assm atrix is given to leading order by,

2 3

et
1 4mmr252

0 (3) 0

@3)

Here = ¢ . The oxder of magniude in the coe -
clents (F 1);3 and (¥ 1),3 can be obtained by requiring
these entriesnot to a ect the leading order tem s for the
charged lepton m ass ratios. From :che matrix in Eq. :13
and the em pirical relation in Eq. 11 it ©lows that the
charged Jgpton m ixing m atrix to leading order is given in
this leptonic basis by,
2 3
1 =3 0(?)
vi 4 =3 1 0(?%)3:
o(*»o(* 1

14)

To sum up, Eg. :l-]: necessarily in plies that there is a
Jeptonic basis and a quark basis where the dqarged Jep-
ton m ass m atrix adopts the form given by Eq. :13 while
the dow n—type quark m ass m atrix adopts a sim ilar form
withm =m = 3mg=m,. It is very plausble that this is
the avorbasis in som e underlying theory of avor. For
Instance, this could be the basis where quarks and lp-—
tonsunify in com m on representationsofa Grand Uni ed
group. It is known that some GUT models can explain
the relation in Eq.1 [4]. This could be achieved if the
Higgs eld givingm assto the charged leptons and down—
type quarks transform s under particular representations
oftheGUT group: 45 in the SU (5) caseorl26 in SO (10)
m odels.

Tt has been recently proposed t_l-j:, :_l-g] that, to explain
the deviation from a maxim al solar m ixing angle, one
could assum e that the neutrino m xing m atrix In the a-—
vor basis is exactly or approxin ately bin axin al, ie,

2 3
L
212 12 1%
V=432 3 P3s5° as)
1 1 1
2 2 F3



N om alized m ass m atrix zero term solar m ass correction Q LC correction ,
atm sol oLC E igenvalues
¢ (> . I . ol
2 3 T T 2 3
0 0 0 S e 4 0 0 -
nom alhierarchy 49 1 15] -1 s L 15 154 o 5 Q7 1)
101 1 1 1
0 3 3, 2 T3 3 2 3 0
> 1 & b >
inverted hierarchy 100 P 2 2 0 0 ] .
; 1 4 115 6 1 1 1 Y 4 5/ @@+ );0)
w ith sam e CP parities 0o+ 2 -4 8= 1 L5 |
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2y
oL L L 1 1
2 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 315 5
1 1 1 1 1
inverted hierarchy 0 = = 5 = 2 : . 2 0 0 T 0
. . o 1 1 4 5 ( ’ ( + )l )
w ith opposite CP pax:taesgp—z 0 05 9—52 > 5&—3 5&—55 2y
55 0 0 1 -
2 2 2 2 2 2

TABLE I:Bimaxinal zero order nom alized neutrino m ass m atrices for the nom al and inverted hierarchy cases and their
m inin al rst and second order corrections, which are necessary to account for the solarm ass di erence and the Q LC relation.

and that the QLC relation is generated from charged
Jlepton m ixing. W e have pointed out above that m ost
probably the avorbasis of the underlying theory of a—
vor is the basis where quarks and Jptons unify in com —
m on representations. In thisbasis we expect the charged
Jepton diagonalization m atrix to be given by Eg. :_l-ﬁl .
N evertheless, if this was the case we would obtain that

12 = 7 + & instead ofthe observed Q LC relation, and
this is quite inconsistent.

If one insists to fully generate the observed deviation
from bin axin ality in theM N SP m atrix from the charged
Jepton m ixing, assum ing that the neutrino m ixing m a—
trix is approxin ately bim axim al in the avor basis, the
required m ixing in the charged lepton sector would be
very large and as a consequence the charged lepton m ass
m atrix would adopt a very unnatural form in the avor
basis In order to reproduce the correct electron m ass @-9']
T hiskind of scenarios do not provide a convincing expla-—
nation of the precise relation that connects the charged
Jepton spectra and the quark spectra, see Eq. 11 D.

Therefore, m ost probably thebuk ofthedi erencebe-
tween 12 and  is already present in the neutrino m ass
m atrix n the avorbasis, or in other wordsthe Q L.C re—
lation m ust arise from them echanisn that generates the
neutrino m ass m atrix and not from the charged lpton
m ixing.

ITII. QLC CORRECTED BIMAXIM AL MASS

M ATRICES

The charged lepton m ixing cannot account for the
observed deviations from the bin axin al ansatz In the
M NSP m atrix. T herefore, it is Interesting to study the
generic corrections to the bin axin alneutrino m assm a—
trix that can acoount for the Q LC relation. The formm
and relative size of these corrections can give us some
Insight in the origin of the neutrino m assm atrix. Let us

denote the neutrino m ass eigenstates by,

M 99 = @ ;myms) 16)

N eglecting the charged lpton m ixing, which can only
give a second order contribution to the Q LC relation as
we saw iIn the previous section, the reconstructed neu—
trino m assm atrix is,

M = VMNSPM diagvl}gNSP: (17)
T his can be w ritten as,
M =M BMax, v QLC, 1s)

whereM B 2% jsthewellknown bin axin alm assm atrix
w hose general expression is given by t_é],

5 3

%mlz Pl—z 12 pl_g 12 %
MBJMax:§pl_§ 12 %(m12+m3)%(m12 m3)5:

Ps 12 M1z m3) ;mip+ms)
19)

Here we have de ned,
1 1

m12=5(m1+m2); 12=5(m1 mz): @0)

The Q LC correction, = =4 12, to the bin axin al
ansatz is generically given by,
2 3
c 2 0 O .
M2 =40 1 15 g @1)
0 1 1
W e note that we used and not = ( to emphasize

that m ay notbeexactly the Cabibbo angle. A ddition-
ally thebin axin alm assm atrix can be separated Into two
pieces,

M BiM ax

=M " 4 M Ot (2)

T he expressions forM 2™ , M ®land M 2*¢ depend on
the hierarchy case under consideration. The particular
form s can be found in tab]e:_i. Next we w ill comm ent on
them ain features ofthe di erent hierarchy cases.



A . Nom alhierarchy case

In the nom al hierarchy case we obtain the leading
order tem In the neutrino m ass m atrix assum ing that
mi= O0Oandm, = 0,

2 3
n 0 0 O .
M‘“‘“=73§0 1 15: @3)
0 1 1
This m atrix generates m ass for one neutrino, 3, which

using the atm osphericm ass di erence, corresponds to,

mgs= m2, = (49

06) 10° ev: ©4)
To generate the solar mass di erence we need to give
m assto theneutrino ,. Tothisend weneed to introduce
a am all perturbation ofthe previousm atrix controlled by
the parameter = m,=m 3 1. To be consistent w ith
bin axim alm ixing we need the perturbation m atrix to be
of the form ,

2 3
ms3 g

4

M *t= - é: @5)

N[= N[ 'T
-

[Nl

N[ N 'T
-

[Nl

NT'_' NTH -

In the nom alhierarchy case is related to the neutrino
massdi erences by,

3
3

U sing experin entaldata is detemm ined to be,

) 2
= : 26
) (26)

m
m @ 2)

NN

sol =018 0:03: @7

W e note that  is curiously approxim ately the Cabibbo
angle, , thiswas noticed earlier in Ref.|RD]. F nally
to generate a deviation from m axin ality in the solarm ix—
Ing anglk abl to account for the Q LC relation we need
to Introduce a second perturbation given by,

2 3
400
m 7
M QLC = 73 80 112 ©8)
011

T herefore, In the nom al hierarchy case, the correction

to M ™ com ing from the matrix M %! is at m ost of
order , le. approx 20% , In the entry (11) and
approx. =2 in the rest of entries of the m atrix. The

entries In the QLC correction, M 2*¢, are at most of
order 4 in the entry (11) and approx. 2 the rest.
T herefore for the nom alhierarchy case to reproduce the
neutrino data we need the follow ing hierarchy between
the di erent corrections,

M QLC sy Wl B, 29)

B . Inverted hierarchy case w ith sam e C P parities

In the inverted hierarchy case w ith sam e CP -parities
we obtain the lading order term In the neutrino m ass
m atrix assum ing thatm; = m, andm s = 0,

2 3
100,
Ma““=m1§o§%5: (30)
o £ 1
2 2

T hism atrix generates a degenerate m ass Or tw o neutri-
nos which corresponds roughly to the atm ospheric m ass
scale,

q
mp=m,= m2 (31)

In this case, to generate the solarm assdi erence weneed
to break the degeneracy between them assesof ; and .
To thisend we introduce a an allperturbation ofthe form
m,;=mi 1+ ).Tobeconsistentw ith bim axin alm ixing
we need the perturbation m atrix to be given by,

2 3
1 .
sol é 1 12 12;
MTr=gmad P52 % 5 62)
1 1 1
=2 2
The solarm assdi erence is given by,
mi,= @3 mH=m? @+ ) 2 (33)

In thiscase, can be determm ined from experim entaldata
to be given by,

1 m? 1
——=L =2 0024 (34)
2 mi

Finally to generate a deviation from m axin ality in the
solar m ixing angle able to account for the Q LC relation
we need to introduce a second perturbation given by,

2 3
100
MO -, %o L @35)

N[N
N[N

0

T herefore, In the Inverted hierarchy case wih same CP -
parities, the correction toM 3™ com ing from them atrix
M ! is at most of order =2 3 in the entry (11)
and 3=2 the rest. The entries .n the Q LC correction,
M 9MC are at most a correction of order 3=2 i the
entry (11) and  ? the rest. T herefore for the inverted
hierarchy case with sam e CP -parities to reproduce the
neutrino data we need the follow Ing hierarchy between
the di erent corrections,

M QLC <y sl atm,

(36)



C . Inverted hierarchy case w ith opposite CP
parities

In the inverted hierarchy case wih opposite CP-—
parities we obtain the leading order temm in the neutrino
massm atrix assum ing thatm, = m; andms = 0,
2 3

01 17
21 005:

100

m

i

@37

[\)’?

A s in the sam e parities case we need to break the degen-
eracy between the masses of ; and , to generate the
solarm ass di erence. To this end we Introduce a an all
perturbation ofthe form m, = m; 1+ ). To be con—
sistent w ith bim axin alm ixing we need the perturbation
m atrix to be given by,
2

3
1 1 1
o = 2 2 7
wes BE 1 s ol o
1 U
2 2 2 2

The solarm assdi erence is again given by,

2

_ 2 2 2
mg,= (@;

m?)=m? @+ ): 2 39)

T herefore 2=2. F inally to generate a deviation from
m axin ality in the solarm ixing anglk able to account for
the Q LC relation we need to Introduce a second pertur—
bation given by,

2 p_ 3
RPLIC I I
MQLC=1@—% 3 0 pé p§5: (40)

0 2 2

T herefore, In the Inverted hierarchy case wih same CP -
parities, the correction toM 2™ com ing from them atrix
M *!isatmost oforder =2 2 327 2. Interestingly
the size of the entries to the Q LC correction depends
upon sign fm ;) and In the opposite CP -parities ca
der consideration we cbtain thatM 2LC isbetween 2
and 2 2 2=3, ie. approxin ately between 30% and
60% ofthe lading termm . Therefore for the nverted hi-
erarchy case w ith opposite CP -parities to reproduce the
neutrino data we need the follow ing characteristic hier-
archy between the di erent corrections,

M sol M QLC<M atm: (41)
Thisisvery di erent from the hierarchies required forthe
corrections generated in the nom al hierarchy case and
Inverted hierarchy case w ith sam e CP -parities. In those
two cases the Q LC correction was of the sam e order or
an aller than the solar correction respectively.

D . G eneralization to the D irac case

Tt is straightforward to extend the previous resuls to
the case that neutrinos are D irac ferm ions. W e will as—

sum e again that the m ixing in the charged lepton sec—
tor n the avor basis is very am all, as a consequence
the M N SP m atrix is very approxin ately the left-handed
neutrino diagonalization m atrix. W e obtain,

Y= Viynse M diag)2y ¥

M M M NSP *

42)
W e can generalize the resuls ofSecs.ED:I:AE and ﬂ_:[;-_B; for
the nom aland inverted hierarchy cases. In the rstcase
we w ill Introduce the sam e perturbation required to gen—
erate the solar mass di erence, ie. my = m;. The
™M M Y)®land M M Y)2C perturbations can be ob—
tained from Eqgs.25 and 28 by in plm enting the substitu-
tionm; ! m?and ! Z.Intheinverted hierarchy case
we will now Introduce the solarm ass di erence pertur-
bation in the om ,m % = m 2 1+ 2). In doing sowe can
obtai the perturbations M M Y)®'and M M Y)2IC
by Jmp]ementmg the sam e substitution, m ;1 ! m % and
! 2, in Egs.33 and 35. Neverthelkss, the pertur-
bation param eter will be detem ined In this case by
2 mZ = mZg, 2. Therefore we will cbtain for
the nom al and inverted hierarchy cases corrections to
the bin axin al ansatz sin ilar to those in Egs.29 and 36
respectively.

IV. RADIATIVE STABILITY OF THE QLC
RELATION

Tt has been known for som e tine that the RGE ef-
fects can considerably a ect the neutrino m xing angles
[‘_2]_1 2%] These e ects can be especially in portant in the
context of SUSY SO (10) m odels, which are ofespecial in—
terest for neutrino physics, since in this case allthe three
third generation Yukawa couplings can be large ﬁ23 .'24]
The RGE e ects also depend crucially on the type of
neutrino m ass hierarchy under consideration f25 26]

In the nom al hierarchy case the RGE e ects are
known to be very sm alland as a consequence they cannot
acoount fora RGE generation ofthe QLC and or m 201
that, as we have seen in the previous section, m ust be
of the sam e order of m agnitude. Interestingly, In the in—
verted hierarchy casethe RG E evolution ofthe solarm ix—
Ing depends crucially on the neutrino C P -parities 1_25', 22:]
TheRGE equation for the solarm ixing angle in this case
adopts a smplk form, which is valid for snall i3, as
experin ents indicate, given by 8],

d Ch? m ?
2 - S12012523 2 (1+ cos( 1 2))+0 (13):
dt 8 o1
43)
Heret = In( = 4), is the renom alization scale and

1;2 are the neutrino CP phases. W e will assum e that
an exactly bin axin alneutrino m assm gtrix is generated
at high energies, s1, = ¢, = sp3 = 1= 2, and that the
solar and atm ospheric neutrinom assdi erences are phe—
nom enologically acoeptable, ie. that m2Z = mZ,

. W e obtain for the RGE generated shift in the solar



m xing angle,

- 5 5 1 COs JI].
12 32 2 2 1 2

44)

Here 12= 12( ) 12fmz).ntheSM C = 3=2 and
h? = m?=m? 10® and assum ing that = 10'° Gev
we obtain for the radiatively generated 12/

iy 3 10 @+ ocos( 1 2)) @45

W e note that to t the experin ental results we should
obtain 1, . Tt has already been pointed out |1LB]
that in the SM this correction is very sm alland it cannot
be the source ofthe Q LC relation nor perturb a possble
high energy origin ofthe Q LC relation irrespective ofthe
neutrino CP -parities.

In the M SSM the situation is m ore com plicated. In
thiscaseC = 1land ¥ tarf m?=m 2, where tan
isthe wellknown ratio ofM SSM H iggs vacuum expecta—
tion valies. This is relevant in the case 0£SUSY SO (10)
m odelswhich requirea largetan .Assum ngtan = 50
we obtain,

max

1234 SSM (46)

1 L+ cos( 1 2))
2
T his show s that for the sam e CP -parities case the solar
m ixing angle would be unstable under RGE corrections
as is well known. W e cannot generate radiatively the
QLC relation because the M SSM correction has a sign
contrary to the required to t the experim ental data,
12 .Onthe otherhand,Eq:_4_I6 show sthat the solar
m ixing angle in the case of an inverted neutrino spectra
wih a m axin alCP -parity phase di erence between the
heaviest eigenvalies w illbe especially stable since in that
case cos( 1 2) = 1 and as a consequence d 1,=d =
0. W e note that the tetm O ( 13) which has not been
Included in the RGE for ;, also cancels for opposite
Cp —parjtjesi_z-_g]. T his opens the possbility that the Q L.C
relation is generated at a high energy scale, rem aining
stable all the way down to the electroweak scale.

V. AQLC TRIGGERED m 2,?

Let us assum e that a Q LC corrected bin axin al neu—
trino m assm atrix is generated at som e high energy scale.
W e have seen in the previous section that ifthere isan in—
verted neutrino hierarchy w ith opposite CP parities, ie.
mi = m,, the Q LC relation w ill rem ain stable under
RGE evolution. It is interesting to study if an initial
high-energy deviation from m axin ality in the solarm ix—
ng, lke the one given by the Q LC relation, can trigger
the generation of the correct solarm assdi erence radia—
tively through RGE running. In some cases the solar
massdi erence, aspointed out som e tim e ago :_[3_‘0], could
be fully generated by RGE corrections. W e w ill assum e
a lim it case where at high energy 13 and , the D irac

CP-phase, are zero. The RGE for m 2, isgiven in this
case by a sin ple expression l_2§],

d m?
8 ZTSOJ.: miol Cl’f23§3(m§czlz mfs§2)+0 ( 13)
@7)
A ssum Ing that at high energies 1, = =4 and 53 =

=4 we obtain for the radiatively generated solar m ass
di erence,
g 2 d mZ, _ m 2
dt sol
This equation has a sin ple analytical solution. In the
SM where C = 3=2 we cbtain,

2C ¥ m2,:  48)

3m ?

2
mg() —
sol SM 2
m

m2. 1 &720))y: @9
Assum ing that = 10'® GeVv and = m, we obtain

mZ,mz),, 28 10° mZ, ,whih istoo snall
to account for the observed solarm assdi erence. O n the
other hand n theM SSM C = 1 and we cbtain,

2m 2

mZ00) ysaw ¢ — m2. 1 ez20)y,
t
(50)
Assum ngthat = 101°GeVv, =m,; andtan islarge,
tan = 50,wecdbtain mZ fz), . 22 m2, .

T herefore the radiatively generated m 2 fm ;) is ofthe
right m agniude but unfortunately of the wrong sign.
The experinental data requires that m2 fn;)

? mZ, . Therere a RGE generation of mZ, ...
triggered by a very high energy generation of the Q L.C
perturbed bin axin alscenario, assum ing and inverted hi-
erarchy w ith opposite CP -parities, does not seam to be
In agreem ent w ith the data.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e have studied severalm odel independent in plica—
tions of the m easured deviation from m axim ality in the
solar m ixing angle. W e have pointed out that it is not
plausble that this deviation is generated in the charged
Jlepton m ixing m atrix. W e have studied the generic low
energy corrections to the exactly bim axin al ansatz nec—
essary to account forboth the solarm assdi erence and a
non-m axin alsolarm ixing angle. W e pointed out that the
relative size of these corrections depends strongly on the
neutrino hierarchy under consideration. For the nom al
and inverted hierarchy wih same CP parities it seem s
very di cul to understand the origin of the QLC re—
lation independently from the origih of m 2 shce the
respective corrections are of the sam e order of m agni-
tude. In that case the Q LC relation ism ost probably a
concidence unless the neutrino m assm atrix is generated
at low energy scales.

O n the other hand, for an inverted hierarchy w ith op—
posite CP parities the correction to thebin axin alansatz



necessary to explain theQ LC relation isofthe sam e order
but an aller than the leading term ofthe bin axim alm a—
trix and both are m uch larger than the correction neces—
sary to generate m 2 ). Additionally the kading bin ax—
Inaltem aswell as the QLC perturbation could both
have a high energy origin since the solarm ixing angle is
very stable underRGE e ects. This raises the possibility
to Iink the origin of the Q LC relation w ith the origin of
the charged ferm ion m assm atrices. A though this setup
does not allow us to radiatively generate m iol entirely
by RGE correctionsthere are other possble explanations
available in the literature for the origin of the m easured

m?2 .. W e believe, as our analysis indicates, that the

sol*

nverted hierarchy case with opposite CP -parities m ay

be the m ost Interesting possibility from a m odel build—
Ing point of view when searching for a non-coincidental,
high-energy explanation ofthe Q LC relation.
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