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Latest m easurem ents have revealed that the deviation from a m axim al solar m ixing angle is

approxim ately the Cabibbo angle (i.e. Q LC relation). W e argue that it is not plausible that

thisdeviation from m axim ality,be ita coincidence ornot,com esfrom the charged lepton m ixing.

Consequently we have calculated the required corrections to the exactly bim axim alneutrino m ass

m atrix ansatz necessary to account for the solar m ass di�erence and the solar m ixing angle. W e

pointoutthattherelativesizeofthesetwo correctionsdependsstrongly on thehierarchy caseunder

consideration. W e �nd thatthe inverted hierarchy case with opposite CP parities,which isknown

to guarantee the RG E stability ofthe solar m ixing angle,o�ers the m ost plausible scenario for a

high energy origin ofa Q LC-corrected bim axim alneutrino m assm atrix.Thispossibility m ay allow

usto explain theQ LC relation in connection with theorigin ofthe charged ferm ion m assm atrices.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Duringthelastyearourknowledgeoftheleptonicm ix-

ing m atrix has reached the precision level. The m ost

recent 90% C.L.experim entalresults [1,2,3]and sev-

eralglobal� ts[4,5,6,7]have im proved ourknowledge

ofthe neutrino m ass di� erences and indicate that the

atm ospheric m ixing is alm ost m axim alwhile the solar

m ixing deviatesfrom m axim ality in a particularway.In

the standard notation,

sin�12 = 0:53� 0:04; (1)

sin�23 = 0:70� 0:11; (2)

sin�13 < 0:15; (3)

� m 2
sun = � m 2

21 = (8:2� 0:6)� 10�5 eV
2
; (4)

�
�� m 2

atm

�
� =

�
�� m 2

32

�
�= (2:45� 0:55)� 10�3 eV

2
;(5)

W e note that the m ixing angle �13 is constrained to be

�13 < 0:15by thenon-observation ofneutrinooscillations

attheCHO O Z experim ent[3]and a� ttotheglobaldata

[7].Thissubstantialim provem enthascon� rm ed thatthe

leptonic m ixing m atrix,heretoaftercalled M NSP m atrix

[8],is nearly bim axim al[9,10]and the deviation from

bim axim ality observed hasrevealed a surprising relation

between theCabibbo angle,�C and thesolarm ixing an-

gle[11],

�C + �12 = 45:1� � 2:4�(1�);
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som etim es called the quark-lepton com plem entarity re-

lation,hereafter referred to as Q LC relation. There is

a sim ilarrelation satis� ed by the leptonic angle �23 and

thecorrespondinganglein thequarksector,although the

errorsare som ewhatlarger. Based on the experim ental

data itisconvenientto de� nethefollowing param etriza-

tion [12]ofthe m ixing angles,

s23 =
1
p
2
+ �A �

2
�; (6)

s12 =
1
p
2

�
1� �� + �S�

2
�

�
; (7)

s13 = �C P �
2
�; (8)

where sij = sin�ij and the coe� cients �A ,�S and �C P

are at m ost oforder <� 4, as indicated by the experi-

m entaluncertainities.W e notethatwehavede� ned the

deviation from a m axim alsolarm ixing angle as�� and

not � = �C to em phasize that �� m ay not be exactly

the Cabibbo angle. Therefore the M NSP m atrix can be

written to leading orderin powersof�� as,

VM N SP =

2

6
4

1
p

2
(1+ ��) � 1

p

2
(1� ��) 0

1

2
(1� ��)

1

2
(1+ ��) � 1

p

2
1

2
(1� ��)

1

2
(1+ ��)

1
p

2

3

7
5 + O (�2�)

(9)

Them ain im plication oftheQ LC relation isfairlysim ple:

theM NSP m atrix isto � rstorderbim axim al[9]and the

deviation from the exactbim axim ality isa correction of

the orderofthe Cabibbo angle,i.e. around 20% . This

resem blesin certain waythesituation in thequarksector,

whereitisknown thatto � rstorderthe CK M m atrix is

theunity m atrix whilethem ain correction isexactly the

Cabibbo angle.
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Explaining the Q LC relation is a realchallenge that

any futuretheory of
 avorm ustaddress.Along with the

extrem esm allnessoftheneutrino m asses,thisisanother

featurewhich qualitativelydistinguishestheneutrinosec-

torfrom thechargedferm ionsector.Thechargedferm ion

spectra is very hierarchical, i.e. the third generation

m assesare m uch heavierthan the � rstand second gen-

eration ferm ion m asses. Therefore we expectthatthere

is a basis,probably the 
 avor basis (also known as la-

grangian orsym m etry basis),wherethecharged ferm ion

diagonalization m atricesareapproxim atelydiagonal.O n

theotherhand,ithasbeen known forsom etim ethatthe

leptonic m ixing m atrix is nearly bim axim al. It was ex-

pected thatthisdistinctive featurecould be explained if

the m echanism ofneutrino m assgeneration is som ehow

disconnected from the m echanism generating the 
 avor

structure in the charged ferm ion sector. This m ay ex-

plain why m any people,surprised by the appearance of

the Cabibbo angle in the leptonic 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 willanalyze som e generic im plica-

tionsoftheQ LC relation form odelsofneutrino m asses.

In Sec.IIwearguethatitisnotplausiblethattheQ LC

relation isexplained by e� ects arising from the charged

lepton m ixingsector.In Sec.IIIweanalyzetheform and

relative size of the corrections to the bim axim althree

neutrino m assm atrix necessary to accountforthe Q LC

relation.In Sec.IV weanalyzethee� ectsoftheneutrino

m asshierarchy on the stability ofthe Q LC relation and

the im plications for the scale ofneutrino m ass genera-

tion. In Sec.V we analyze the possiblity thatthe solar

m assdi� erencebeing zero ata high energy scaleisRG E

generated,triggered by a high energy origin ofthe Q LC

relation. In Sec.VI we sum m arize the m ain results of

thispaper.

II. T H E Q LC R ELA T IO N C A N N O T A R ISE

FR O M C H A R G ED LEP T O N M IX IN G

The M NSP m ixing m atrix isgiven by

VM N SP = (Vl
L )

y
V� (10)

where V� isthe neutrino diagonalization m atrix and Vl
L

isthelefthanded charged lepton diagonalization m atrix,

M
diag

l
= (Vl

L )
yM lV

l
R . W hen trying to explain the Q LC

relation the� rstideathatcom estoourm ind isthepossi-

bility thatthe Q LC relation m ay arisefrom the charged

lepton m ixing m atrix. W e willargue that this is not

plausibleifonewantsto understand thewellknown em -

piricalrelations which connect the electron/m uon m ass

ratio with the quark sector. There is an em piricalrela-

tion which hasbeen known forquitea long tim e[13,14],

jVusj�

�
m d

m s

�1

2

� 3

�
m e

m �

�1

2

; (11)

This relation has been recently analyzed with precision

by oneoftheauthorswho noted thatindeed therelation

surprisingly worksatthelevelof� 16% ,asthefollowing

ratio shows(seeRef.[15]fordetails),

�
m d

m s

�1=2

:

�
m e

m �

�1=2

= 3:06� 0:48: (12)

The relation between the Cabibbo angle and the down-

strange quark m ass ratio can be sim ply explained, as

known from the’70’s[16],ifthedown quark m assisgen-

erated from them ixingbetween the� rstand second fam -

ilies.Analogously,therelation between theCabibbo an-

gleand theelectron-m uon m assratio can also besim ply

explained iftheelectron m assisgenerated from them ix-

ing between the � rst and second lepton fam ilies. This

im plies thatthere isa leptonic basiswhere the charged

lepton m assm atrix isgiven to leading orderby,

cM l=

2

6
6
6
4

0

�
m � m e

m 2

�

� 1

2

O (�3)
�
m � m e

m 2

�

� 1

2

�
m �

m �

�

O (�2)

O (�3) O (�2) 1

3

7
7
7
5
: (13)

Here � = �C . The order of m agnitude in the coe� -

cients(cM l)13 and (cM l)23 can be obtained by requiring

theseentriesnotto a� ecttheleading orderterm sforthe

charged lepton m assratios. From the m atrix in Eq.13

and the em piricalrelation in Eq.11 it follows that the

charged lepton m ixing m atrix to leading orderisgiven in

thisleptonicbasisby,

V
l
L �

2

4
1 �=3 O (�3)

�=3 1 O (�2)

O (�3) O (�2) 1

3

5 : (14)

To sum up, Eq.11 necessarily im plies that there is a

leptonic basisand a quark basiswhere the charged lep-

ton m assm atrix adoptsthe form given by Eq.13 while

the down-type quark m assm atrix adoptsa sim ilarform

with m �=m � = 3m s=m b.Itisvery plausible thatthisis

the 
 avorbasisin som e underlying theory of
 avor.For

instance,this could be the basis where quarks and lep-

tonsunify in com m on representationsofaG rand Uni� ed

group. Itis known thatsom e G UT m odelscan explain

therelation in Eq.11 [14].Thiscould be achieved ifthe

Higgs� eld givingm assto thecharged leptonsand down-

type quarkstransform sunderparticularrepresentations

oftheG UT group:45 in theSU(5)caseor126 in SO (10)

m odels.

Ithasbeen recently proposed[17,18]that,to explain

the deviation from a m axim alsolar m ixing angle, one

could assum ethattheneutrino m ixing m atrix in the
 a-

vorbasisisexactly orapproxim ately bim axim al,i.e,

V� =

2

6
6
4

1
p

2
� 1

p

2
0

1

2

1

2
� 1

p

2
1

2

1

2

1
p

2

3

7
7
5 : (15)
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Norm alized m assm atrix

cM �

zero term

cM atm
�

solarm asscorrection

cM sol
�

Q LC correction

cM Q LC
�

Eigenvalues

norm alhierarchy

2

4

0 0 0

0 1

2
�

1

2

0 �
1

2

1

2

3

5 

2

2

6
4

1 �
1
p

2
�

1
p

2

�
1
p

2

1

2

1

2

�
1
p

2

1

2

1

2

3

7
5



2

2

4

� 4�� 0 0

0 �� ��

0 �� ��

3

5 (0;
;1)


 � �

inverted hierarchy
with sam e CP parities

2

4
1 0 0

0 1

2

1

2

0 1

2

1

2

3

5 

2

2

6
4

1 �
1
p

2
�

1
p

2

�
1
p

2

1

2

1

2

�
1
p

2

1

2

1

2

3

7
5



2

2

4
� 2�� 0 0

0 �� ��

0 �� ��

3

5 (1;(1+ 
);0)


 � �
2
=2

inverted hierarchy
with opposite CP parities

2

6
4

0 1
p

2

1
p

2

1
p

2
0 0

1
p

2
0 0

3

7
5



p

2

2

6
4

�
1
p

2

1

2

1

2

1

2
�

1

2
p

2
�

1

2
p

2

1

2
�

1

2
p

2
�

1

2
p

2

3

7
5

2

4

2�� 0 0

0 � �� � ��

0 � �� � ��

3

5 (1;� (1+ 
);0)


 � �
2
=2

TABLE I:Bim axim alzero order norm alized neutrino m ass m atrices for the norm aland inverted hierarchy cases and their

m inim al�rstand second ordercorrections,which are necessary to accountforthesolarm assdi�erence and theQ LC relation.

and that the Q LC relation is generated from charged

lepton m ixing. W e have pointed out above that m ost

probably the 
 avorbasisofthe underlying theory of
 a-

voristhe basiswhere quarksand leptonsunify in com -

m on representations.In thisbasisweexpectthecharged

lepton diagonalization m atrix to be given by Eq. 14.

Nevertheless,ifthis was the case we would obtain that

�12 =
�

4
+ �C

6
instead ofthe observed Q LC relation,and

thisisquite inconsistent.

Ifone insiststo fully generate the observed deviation

from bim axim alityin theM NSP m atrixfrom thecharged

lepton m ixing,assum ing that the neutrino m ixing m a-

trix is approxim ately bim axim alin the 
 avorbasis,the

required m ixing in the charged lepton sector would be

very largeand asa consequencethecharged lepton m ass

m atrix would adopta very unnaturalform in the 
 avor

basisin ordertoreproducethecorrectelectron m ass[19].

Thiskind ofscenariosdo notprovidea convincingexpla-

nation ofthe precise relation thatconnectsthe charged

lepton spectra and the quark spectra,seeEq.11.

Therefore,m ostprobably thebulk ofthedi� erencebe-

tween �12 and
�

4
isalready presentin the neutrino m ass

m atrix in the
 avorbasis,orin otherwordstheQ LC re-

lation m ustarisefrom them echanism thatgeneratesthe

neutrino m ass m atrix and not from the charged lepton

m ixing.

III. Q LC C O R R EC T ED B IM A X IM A L M A SS

M A T R IC ES

The charged lepton m ixing cannot account for the

observed deviations from the bim axim alansatz in the

M NSP m atrix. Therefore,it is interesting to study the

generic correctionsto the bim axim alneutrino m assm a-

trix that can account for the Q LC relation. The form

and relative size ofthese corrections can give us som e

insightin theorigin ofthe neutrino m assm atrix.Letus

denotethe neutrino m asseigenstatesby,

M
diag
� = (m 1;m 2;m 3) (16)

Neglecting the charged lepton m ixing, which can only

give a second ordercontribution to the Q LC relation as

we saw in the previous section,the reconstructed neu-

trino m assm atrix is,

M � = VM N SPM
diag
� V

y

M N SP
: (17)

Thiscan be written as,

M � = M
B iM ax
� + M

Q LC
� ; (18)

whereM B iM ax
� isthewellknown bim axim alm assm atrix

whosegeneralexpression isgiven by [9],

M
B iM ax
� =

2

6
6
4

1

2
m 12

1
p

2
� 12

1
p

2
� 12

1
p

2
� 12

1

2
(m 12 + m 3)

1

2
(m 12 � m3)

1
p

2
� 12

1

2
(m 12 � m3)

1

2
(m 12 + m 3)

3

7
7
5 :

(19)

Herewehavede� ned,

m 12 =
1

2
(m 1 + m 2); � 12 =

1

2
(m 1 � m2): (20)

The Q LC correction,�� = �=4� �12,to the bim axim al

ansatzisgenerically given by,

M
Q LC
� =

2

6
4

2 0 0

0 � 1 � 1

0 � 1 � 1

3

7
5 ��� 12: (21)

W e note thatwe used �� and not� = �C to em phasize

that�� m aynotbeexactlytheCabibboangle.Addition-

allythebim axim alm assm atrixcan beseparatedintotwo

pieces,

M
B iM ax
� = M

atm
� + M

sol
� (22)

The expressionsforM atm
� ,M sol

� and M Q LC
� depend on

the hierarchy case under consideration. The particular

form scan befound in tableI.Nextwewillcom m enton

the m ain featuresofthe di� erenthierarchy cases.
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A . N orm alhierarchy case

In the norm alhierarchy case we obtain the leading

order term in the neutrino m ass m atrix assum ing that

m 1 = 0 and m 2 = 0,

M
atm
� =

m 3

2

2

6
4

0 0 0

0 1 � 1

0 � 1 1

3

7
5 : (23)

This m atrix generatesm ass forone neutrino,�3,which

using the atm osphericm assdi� erence,correspondsto,

m 3 =

q

� m 2
atm = (4:9� 0:6)� 10�2 eV: (24)

To generate the solar m ass di� erence we need to give

m asstotheneutrino�2.Tothisend weneed tointroduce

asm allperturbation ofthepreviousm atrix controlled by

the param eter
 = m 2=m 3 � 1. To be consistentwith

bim axim alm ixingweneed theperturbation m atrix tobe

ofthe form ,

M
sol
� = 


m 3

2

2

6
6
4

1 � 1
p

2
� 1

p

2

� 1
p

2

1

2

1

2

� 1
p

2

1

2

1

2

3

7
7
5 : (25)

In thenorm alhierarchy case
 isrelated to theneutrino

m assdi� erencesby,

(m 2
2 � m21)

(m 2
3 � m22)

=

2

(1� 
2)
� 


2
: (26)

Using experim entaldata 
 isdeterm ined to be,


 �

�
� m 2

sol

� m 2
atm

� 1

2

= 0:18� 0:03: (27)

W e note that
 iscuriously approxim ately the Cabibbo

angle,
 � �,thiswasnoticed earlierin Ref.[20].Finally

togenerateadeviation from m axim ality in thesolarm ix-

ing angle able to accountforthe Q LC relation we need

to introduce a second perturbation given by,

M
Q LC
� = 


m 3

2
��

2

6
4

� 4 0 0

0 1 1

0 1 1

3

7
5 (28)

Therefore,in the norm alhierarchy case,the correction

to M atm
� com ing from the m atrix M sol

� is at m ost of

order 
 � �, i.e. approx 20% , in the entry (11) and

approx. �=2 in the rest ofentries ofthe m atrix. The

entries in the Q LC correction, M Q LC
� , are at m ost of

order4
�� � � in theentry (11)and approx.�2 therest.

Thereforeforthenorm alhierarchy caseto reproducethe

neutrino data we need the following hierarchy between

the di� erentcorrections,

M
Q LC
� ’ M

sol
� < M

atm
� : (29)

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

In the inverted hierarchy case with sam e CP-parities

we obtain the leading order term in the neutrino m ass

m atrix assum ing thatm 1 = m 2 and m 3 = 0,

M
atm
� = m 1

2

6
4

1 0 0

0 1

2

1

2

0 1

2

1

2

3

7
5 : (30)

Thism atrix generatesa degeneratem assfortwo neutri-

noswhich correspondsroughly to the atm ospheric m ass

scale,

m 1 = m 2 =

q

� m 2
atm (31)

In thiscase,togeneratethesolarm assdi� erenceweneed

tobreak thedegeneracy between them assesof�1 and �2.

Tothisend weintroduceasm allperturbation oftheform

m 2 = m 1(1+ 
).Tobeconsistentwith bim axim alm ixing

weneed the perturbation m atrix to be given by,

M
sol
� =




2
m 1

2

6
6
4

1 � 1
p

2
� 1

p

2

� 1
p

2

1

2

1

2

� 1
p

2

1

2

1

2

3

7
7
5 : (32)

Thesolarm assdi� erence isgiven by,

� m 2
sol= (m 2

2 � m
2
1)= m

2
1
(2+ 
)� 2m21
: (33)

In thiscase,
 can bedeterm ined from experim entaldata

to be given by,


 �
1

2

� m 2
sol

� m 2
atm

�
1

2
�
2
� 0:024 (34)

Finally to generate a deviation from m axim ality in the

solarm ixing angle able to accountforthe Q LC relation

weneed to introducea second perturbation given by,

M
Q LC
� = 
m 1��

2

6
4

� 1 0 0

0 1

2

1

2

0 1

2

1

2

3

7
5 (35)

Therefore,in the inverted hierarchy casewith sam eCP-

parities,thecorrection to M atm
� com ing from them atrix

M sol
� is at m ost of order 
=2 � �3 in the entry (11)

and � �
3
=2 the rest.Theentriesin theQ LC correction,

M Q LC
� , are at m ost a correction of order �3=2 in the

entry (11)and � �4 the rest.Thereforeforthe inverted

hierarchy case with sam e CP-parities to reproduce the

neutrino data we need the following hierarchy between

the di� erentcorrections,

M
Q LC
�

<
� M

sol
� � M

atm
� : (36)
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C . Inverted hierarchy case w ith opposite C P

parities

In the inverted hierarchy case with opposite CP-

paritiesweobtain theleading orderterm in theneutrino

m assm atrix assum ing thatm 2 = � m1 and m 3 = 0,

M
atm
� =

m 1
p
2

2

6
4

0 1 1

1 0 0

1 0 0

3

7
5 : (37)

Asin thesam eparitiescaseweneed to break thedegen-

eracy between the m asses of�1 and �2 to generate the

solarm assdi� erence. To this end we introduce a sm all

perturbation ofthe form m 2 = � m1(1+ 
).To be con-

sistentwith bim axim alm ixing weneed theperturbation

m atrix to be given by,

M
sol
� = 


m 1
p
2

2

6
6
4

� 1
p

2

1

2

1

2

1

2
� 1

2
p

2
� 1

2
p

2

1

2
� 1

2
p

2
� 1

2
p

2

3

7
7
5 : (38)

The solarm assdi� erenceisagain given by,

� m 2
sol= (m 2

2 � m
2
1)= m

2
1
(2+ 
):� 2m21
: (39)

Therefore
 � �2=2.Finally togenerateadeviation from

m axim ality in the solarm ixing angleableto accountfor

the Q LC relation we need to introduce a second pertur-

bation given by,

M
Q LC
� =

m 1
p
2
��

2

6
4

2
p
2 0 0

0 �
p
2 �

p
2

0 �
p
2 �

p
2

3

7
5 : (40)

Therefore,in the inverted hierarchy casewith sam eCP-

parities,thecorrection to M atm
� com ing from them atrix

M sol
� isatm ostoforder
=2

p
2 � �3=

p
2. Interestingly

the size of the entries to the Q LC correction depends

upon sign(m 2)and in the opposite CP-paritiescase un-

derconsideration weobtain thatM Q LC
� isbetween

p
2��

and 2
p
2�� � 2=3,i.e. approxim ately between 30% and

60% ofthe leading term . Therefore forthe inverted hi-

erarchy case with opposite CP-paritiesto reproduce the

neutrino data we need the following characteristic hier-

archy between the di� erentcorrections,

M
sol
� � M

Q LC
�

<
� M

atm
� : (41)

Thisisverydi� erentfrom thehierarchiesrequired forthe

corrections generated in the norm alhierarchy case and

inverted hierarchy case with sam e CP-parities. In those

two casesthe Q LC correction wasofthe sam e orderor

sm allerthan the solarcorrection respectively.

D . G eneralization to the D irac case

Itisstraightforward to extend the previousresultsto

the case thatneutrinosare Dirac ferm ions. W e willas-

sum e again that the m ixing in the charged lepton sec-

tor in the 
 avor basis is very sm all, as a consequence

theM NSP m atrix isvery approxim ately the left-handed

neutrino diagonalization m atrix.W e obtain,

M �M
y

� = VM N SP(M
diag
� )2V

y

M N SP
: (42)

W e can generalizethe resultsofSecs.IIIA and IIIB for

thenorm aland inverted hierarchy cases.In the� rstcase

wewillintroducethesam eperturbation required to gen-

erate the solar m ass di� erence,i.e. m2 = 
m 1. The

(M �M
y

�)
sol and (M �M

y

�)
Q LC perturbationscan be ob-

tained from Eqs.25and 28byim plem entingthesubstitu-

tionm 1 ! m
2
1 and 
 ! 


2.In theinvertedhierarchycase

we willnow introduce the solarm ass di� erence pertur-

bation in theform ,m 2
2 = m 2

1(1+ 
2).In doing so wecan

obtain the perturbations(M �M
y

�)
sol and (M �M

y

�)
Q LC

by im plem enting the sam e substitution,m 1 ! m 2
1 and


 ! 
2,in Eqs.32 and 35. Nevertheless,the pertur-

bation param eter 
 willbe determ ined in this case by


2 � � m2sol=� m
2
atm � �2. Therefore we willobtain for

the norm aland inverted hierarchy cases corrections to

the bim axim alansatzsim ilarto thosein Eqs.29 and 36

respectively.

IV . R A D IA T IV E STA B ILIT Y O F T H E Q LC

R ELA T IO N

It has been known for som e tim e that the RG E ef-

fectscan considerably a� ectthe neutrino m ixing angles

[21,22].Thesee� ectscan beespecially im portantin the

contextofSUSY SO (10)m odels,which areofespecialin-

terestforneutrino physics,sincein thiscaseallthethree

third generation Yukawa couplingscan be large[23,24].

The RG E e� ects also depend crucially on the type of

neutrino m asshierarchy underconsideration [25,26].

In the norm al hierarchy case the RG E e� ects are

known tobeverysm alland asaconsequencethey cannot

accountfora RG E generation ofthe Q LC and or� m 2
sol

that,as we have seen in the previous section,m ust be

ofthe sam eorderofm agnitude.Interestingly,in the in-

verted hierarchycasetheRG E evolution ofthesolarm ix-

ingdependscruciallyontheneutrinoCP-parities[25,27].

TheRG E equation forthesolarm ixing anglein thiscase

adopts a sim ple form , which is valid for sm all�13, as

experim entsindicate,given by [28],

d�12

dt
=
C h2�

8�2
s12c12s

2
23

� m 2
atm

� m 2
sol

(1+ cos(�1 � �2))+ O (�13):

(43)

Here t = ln(�=�0),� is the renorm alization scale and

�1;2 are the neutrino CP-phases. W e willassum e that

an exactly bim axim alneutrino m assm atrix isgenerated

athigh energies,s12 = c12 = s23 = 1=
p
2,and thatthe

solarand atm osphericneutrino m assdi� erencesarephe-

nom enologically acceptable,i.e. that � m 2
sol=� m

2
atm �

�2. W e obtain forthe RG E generated shiftin the solar



6

m ixing angle,

� �12 �
C h2�

32�2

1

�2
(1+ cos(�1 � �2))ln

�
�

m Z

�

: (44)

Here � �12 = �12(� )� �12(m Z ).In the SM C = 3=2 and

h
2
� = m

2
�=m

2
t � 10�4 and assum ing that� = 1016 G eV

weobtain forthe radiatively generated � �12,

� �12j
m ax

SM
� 3� 10�4 (1+ cos(�1 � �2)) (45)

W e note that to � t the experim entalresults we should

obtain � �12 � �. It has already been pointed out [18]

thatin theSM thiscorrection isvery sm alland itcannot

bethesourceoftheQ LC relation norperturb a possible

high energy origin oftheQ LC relation irrespectiveofthe

neutrino CP-parities.

In the M SSM the situation is m ore com plicated. In

this case C = � 1 and h2� � tan2 �m 2
�=m

2
t,where tan�

isthewellknown ratio ofM SSM Higgsvacuum expecta-

tion values.Thisisrelevantin thecaseofSUSY SO (10)

m odelswhich requirea largetan�.Assum ing tan� = 50

weobtain,

� �12j
m ax

M SSM
� �

1

2
(1+ cos(�1 � �2)) (46)

Thisshowsthatforthe sam e CP-paritiescase the solar

m ixing angle would be unstable underRG E corrections

as is wellknown. W e cannot generate radiatively the

Q LC relation because the M SSM correction has a sign

contrary to the required to � t the experim entaldata,

� �12 � �.O ntheotherhand,Eq.46showsthatthesolar

m ixing angle in the case ofan inverted neutrino spectra

with a m axim alCP-parity phase di� erence between the

heaviesteigenvalueswillbeespecially stablesincein that

casecos(�1 � �2)= � 1 and asa consequenced�12=d� =

0. W e note that the term O (�13) which has not been

included in the RG E for �12 also cancels for opposite

CP-parities[28].Thisopensthepossibility thattheQ LC

relation is generated at a high energy scale,rem aining

stableallthe way down to theelectroweak scale.

V . A Q LC T R IG G ER ED �m
2

sol?

Let us assum e thata Q LC corrected bim axim alneu-

trinom assm atrix isgenerated atsom ehigh energy scale.

W ehaveseen in theprevioussection thatifthereisan in-

verted neutrino hierarchy with oppositeCP-parities,i.e.

m 1 = � m2,the Q LC relation willrem ain stable under

RG E evolution. It is interesting to study ifan initial

high-energy deviation from m axim ality in thesolarm ix-

ing,like the one given by the Q LC relation,can trigger

thegeneration ofthecorrectsolarm assdi� erenceradia-

tively through RG E running. In som e cases the solar

m assdi� erence,aspointed outsom etim eago [30],could

be fully generated by RG E corrections. W e willassum e

a lim it case where at high energy �13 and �,the Dirac

CP-phase,arezero.The RG E for� m 2
sol

isgiven in this

caseby a sim ple expression [28],

8�2
d� m 2

sol

dt
= �� m 2

sol� C h
2
�2s

2
23(m

2
2c

2
12� m

2
1s

2
12)+ O (�13)

(47)

Assum ing thatathigh energies�12 = �=4� � and �23 =

�=4 we obtain for the radiatively generated solar m ass

di� erence,

8�2
d� m 2

sol

dt
= �� m 2

sol� 2C �h2�� m
2
atm : (48)

This equation has a sim ple analyticalsolution. In the

SM whereC = 3=2 weobtain,

� m 2
sol(�)

�
�
SM

�
3m 2

��

�m 2
t

� m 2
atm (1� e

�

8� 2
ln(�

�
)): (49)

Assum ing that � = 1016 G eV and � = m Z we obtain

� m 2
sol(m Z )

�
�
SM

� 2:8� 10�5 � m 2
atm ,which istoo sm all

to accountfortheobserved solarm assdi� erence.O n the

otherhand in the M SSM C = � 1 and we obtain,

� m 2
sol(�)

�
�
M SSM

� (� )
2t2

�
m 2

��

�m 2
t

� m 2
atm (1� e

�

8� 2
ln(�

�
)):

(50)

Assum ingthat� = 1016 G eV,� = m Z and tan� islarge,

tan� = 50,weobtain � m 2
sol(m Z )

�
�
M SSM

� � 2�2� m 2
atm .

Thereforethe radiatively generated � m 2
sol(m Z )isofthe

right m agnitude but unfortunately of the wrong sign.

The experim ental data requires that � m 2
sol(m Z )

�
� �

�2� m 2
atm . Therefore a RG E generation of � m 2

sol

�
�
M SSM

triggered by a very high energy generation ofthe Q LC

perturbed bim axim alscenario,assum ingand inverted hi-

erarchy with opposite CP-parities,does not seem to be

in agreem entwith the data.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have studied severalm odelindependent im plica-

tionsofthe m easured deviation from m axim ality in the

solar m ixing angle. W e have pointed out that it is not

plausible thatthisdeviation isgenerated in the charged

lepton m ixing m atrix. W e have studied the generic low

energy correctionsto the exactly bim axim alansatz nec-

essarytoaccountforboth thesolarm assdi� erenceand a

non-m axim alsolarm ixingangle.W epointedoutthatthe

relativesizeofthesecorrectionsdependsstrongly on the

neutrino hierarchy underconsideration. Forthe norm al

and inverted hierarchy with sam e CP parities it seem s

very di� cult to understand the origin ofthe Q LC re-

lation independently from the origin of� m 2
sol

since the

respective corrections are ofthe sam e order ofm agni-

tude. In thatcase the Q LC relation ism ostprobably a

coincidenceunlesstheneutrino m assm atrix isgenerated

atlow energy scales.

O n the otherhand,foran inverted hierarchy with op-

positeCP paritiesthecorrection tothebim axim alansatz
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necessarytoexplain theQ LC relationisofthesam eorder

butsm allerthan the leading term ofthe bim axim alm a-

trix and both arem uch largerthan thecorrection neces-

sary to generate� m 2
sol.Additionally theleading bim ax-

im alterm as wellas the Q LC perturbation could both

havea high energy origin since the solarm ixing angle is

very stableunderRG E e� ects.Thisraisesthepossibility

to link the origin ofthe Q LC relation with the origin of

the charged ferm ion m assm atrices.Although thissetup

doesnotallow usto radiatively generate � m 2
sol entirely

by RG E correctionsthereareotherpossibleexplanations

available in the literature forthe origin ofthe m easured

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

inverted hierarchy case with opposite CP-parities m ay

be the m ost interesting possibility from a m odelbuild-

ing pointofview when searching fora non-coincidental,

high-energy explanation ofthe Q LC relation.

A cknow ledgm ents

This work is supported by: the M inistry ofScience

ofSpain undergrantEX2004-0238,the US Departm ent

ofEnergy under Contracts: DE-AC03-76SF00098,DE-

FG 03-91ER-40676and DE-FG 03-94ER40833and by the

NationalScienceFoundation undergrantPHY-0098840.

[1]Y. Ashie et al. [Super-K am iokande Collaboration],

[arXiv:hep-ex/0404034]

[2]T.Arakiet al.[K am LAND Collaboration], [arXiv:hep-

ex/0406035]

[3]M .Apollonio etal.,Eur.Phys.J.C 27,331 (2003)

[4]J.N.Bahcall,M .C.G onzalez-G arciaand C.Pena-G aray,

[arXiv:hep-ph/0406294]

[5]M . C. G onzalez-G arcia and M . M altoni, [arXiv:hep-

ph/0406056]

[6]A.Bandyopadhyay,S.Choubey,S.G oswam i,S.T.Pet-

cov and D .P.Roy,[arXiv:hep-ph/0406328]

[7]M . M altoni, T. Schwetz, M . A. Tortola and

J.W .F.Valle,[arXiv:hep-ph/0405172]

[8]Z. M aki, M . Nakagawa and S. Sakata, Prog. Theor.

Phys.28 (1962) 870;V.N.G ribov and B.Pontecorvo,

Phys.Lett.B 28, 493 (1969); B.W .Lee, S.Pakvasa,

R.E.Shrock and H.Sugawara,Phys.Rev.Lett.38,937

(1977)[Erratum -ibid.38,1230 (1977)]

[9]V.D .Barger,S.Pakvasa,T.J.W eilerand K .W hisnant,

Phys.Lett.B 437,107 (1998) A.J.Baltz,A.S.G old-

haber and M . G oldhaber, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 5730

(1998)

[10]M . Jezabek and Y. Sum ino, Phys. Lett. B 440,

327 (1998); F. Vissani, JHEP 9811, 025 (1998);

D .V.Ahluwalia,M od.Phys.Lett.A 13,2249 (1998)

[11]W . Rodejohann, Phys. Rev. D 69, 033005 (2004);

A. Y. Sm irnov, \Neutrinos: ’Annus m irabilis’,"

[arXiv:hep-ph/0402264];S.Pakvasa (unpublished)

[12]W .Rodejohann,Phys.Rev.D 69,033005 (2004);

[13]R.G atto, G .Sartoriand M .Tonin, Phys.Lett.B 28

(1968)128;N.Cabibbo and L.M aiani,Phys.Lett.B 28,

131 (1968);R.J.O akes,Phys.Lett.B 29,683 (1969).

[14]H.G eorgiand C.Jarlskog,Phys.Lett.B 86,297 (1979).

[15]J.Ferrandis,Eur.J.Phys.C 38,(2004);

[16]S.W einberg,Trans.New York Acad.Sci.38,185 (1977);

J.Bjorken(Unpublished);A.deRujula,H.G eorgiand S.

L.G lashow,AnnalsPhys.109,258 (1977);H.Fritzsch,

Phys.Lett.B 70,258 (1977).

[17]M .Tanim oto,Phys.Rev.D 59,017304 (1999);M .Jez-

abek and Y. Sum ino, Phys. Lett. B 457, 139 (1999);

T. O hlsson and G . Seidl, Nucl. Phys. B 643, 247

(2002);C.G iuntiand M .Tanim oto,Phys.Rev.D 66,

053013 (2002);C.G iuntiand M .Tanim oto,Phys.Rev.

D 66, 113006 (2002); P. H. Fram pton, S. T. Petcov

and W . Rodejohann, Nucl. Phys. B 687, 31 (2004);

S. Antusch and S. F. K ing, [arXiv:hep-ph/0402121]

G .Altarelli, F.Feruglio and I.M asina, Nucl.Phys.B

689, 157 (2004); S. Antusch and S. F. K ing, Phys.

Lett.B 591, 104 (2004); M .Raidal, Phys.Rev.Lett.

93, 161801 (2004); C. A. de S. Pires, [arXiv:hep-

ph/0404146]; S. Antusch and S. F. K ing, [arXiv:hep-

ph/0405272] P. H. Fram pton and R. N. M ohapatra,

[arXiv:hep-ph/0407139]

[18]H.M inakata and A.Y.Sm irnov,[arXiv:hep-ph/0405088]

[19]P.H.Fram pton,S.T.Petcov and W .Rodejohann,Nucl.

Phys.B 687,31 (2004)

[20]P.M .Fishbane and P.K aus,J.Phys.G 26,295 (2000)

[21]F.Vissaniand A.Y.Sm irnov,Phys.Lett.B 341,173

(1994)

[22]P.H.Chankowskiand Z.Pluciennik,Phys.Lett.B 316,

312 (1993);K .S.Babu,C.N.Leung and J.Pantaleone,

Phys.Lett.B 319,191 (1993)

[23]M .Tanim oto,Phys.Lett.B 360,41(1995);M .K .Parida

and N.N.Singh,Phys.Rev.D 59,032002 (1999)

[24]J.R.Ellisand S.Lola,Phys.Lett.B 458,310 (1999)

[25]N.Habaand N.O kam ura,Eur.Phys.J.C 14,347(2000);

N.Haba,Y.M atsui,N.O kam ura and M .Sugiura,Prog.

Theor.Phys.103,145 (2000);N.Haba,Y.M atsuiand

N.O kam ura,Eur.Phys.J.C 17,513 (2000);[arXiv:hep-

ph/0005075].

[26]R. N. M ohapatra, M . K . Parida and G . Rajasekaran,

Phys.Rev.D 69,053007 (2004)

[27]P.H.Chankowski,W .K rolikowskiand S.Pokorski,Phys.

Lett.B 473, 109 (2000); J.A.Casas, J.R.Espinosa,

A.Ibarra and I.Navarro,Nucl.Phys.B 573,652 (2000);

K . R.S.Balaji, R. N.M ohapatra, M . K .Parida and

E.A.Paschos,Phys.Rev.D 63,113002 (2001)

[28]S.Antusch,J.K ersten,M .Lindnerand M .Ratz,Nucl.

Phys.B 674,401 (2003)

[29]J. Ferrandis and S. Pakvasa, Phys. Lett. B 603, 184

(2004)

[30]J.A.Casas,J.R.Espinosa,A.Ibarra and I.Navarro,

Nucl.Phys.B 556,3 (1999);J.A.Casas,J.R.Espinosa,

A.Ibarra and I.Navarro,Nucl.Phys.B 569,82 (2000)

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0404034
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0406035
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ex/0406035
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406294
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406056
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406056
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0406328
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405172
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402264
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0402121
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0404146
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0404146
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405272
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405272
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0407139
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405088
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0005075
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0005075

