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1 Introduction

N eutrino physics is now playing a m a pr rok to probe physics beyond stan-—
dard m odel. Con m ation of tiny but non—zero neutrino m ass through neu—
trino oscillation experin ents have thrown light on the structure of leptonic
sector. O n neutrino m ass, there are som e direct experin ental upper bounds
on the individual neutrino m asses from the decay of other particles, nuclki
and also on the sum of the m asses of neutrino from coan ological cbserva—
tionsw hereas neutrino oscillation experin ents put bounds on neutrino m ass—
squared di erences on neutrinosw hich oscillate into each other. Furthem ore,
there is an additionalbound on the e ective m ass ofthe M a prana type neu—
trino m ass com ing from the  decay. Thisbound essentially restricts 11
elem ent of the neutrino m assm atrix.

2 Experim ental Bounds

2.1 D irect bounds

A direct bound on m  is cbtained from the hadronic decay of asm <
18MevV (95% C L. and from the decay a bound on m is com Ing as
m < 170K&V (95% C L.), and from the tritium beta decay aboundonm
lscomingasm _ < 226V (95% C L.). Future KATRIN experiment [l]will
bringdown thislimniftom _ < 02&V.

2.2 Indirect B ounds

Bounds on solar neutrino m ass splitting if . is oscillated to , combin—

NngSNO+Kam LAND+ SAGE+GALLEX [3,/4] neutrino experin ental results

gve m3 = (73 85) 10 ° eV? at 2 range with the best t value

m 3 =79 10 ° ev? [2,[5] and the bound on solar neutrino m ixing an-
gk 1 is sin® 1,= 03 wih the 2 range is 026 — 036, |5, [6]. The global

analysis of Atm ospheric + K 2K [/, 18] experim ental results give the best- t
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M INO S data. Thebest tvalieofsih?® ,3= 05wihthe2 range0.38-0.64.
The CHOO Z [B] experin ental upper bound on ;3 isgiven by 13 < 12° (at
3 ) with best tvaluie sin? 137 00 .An additionalbound on the sum ofthe
neutrino m asses is com ing from the observation of W M AP [L0] experin ental
result on cosam icm icrow ave background anisotropies. Combining analysis of
2dF G alaxy Redshift survey, CBIand ACBAR [L1],W M AP has determ ined
the am ount of critical density contributed due to relativistic neutrinos which
In tum gives an upper bound on the totalneutrnomassas m ; 0:7 &V
at 95% C L .Anoctherbound isdue to  decay which gives the bound
on e ective M aprana neutrnomassas< M J> = (0.05-0.84) &V at 95%
C L [14](@=laxing the uncertainty ofthe nuclearm atrix elem entsup to  50%
and the contrbution to this process due to particks other than M aprana
neutrino is negligbl).

3 M odels with 23 = 45° and 13 = 0°

At the Iowest order, m odels w ith m axin al atm ospheric m ixing angle, ( ,3 =
45°) and vanishing value of CHO O Z m ixing angle ( ;3 = 0) driven by som e
symm etry In addition with the standard m odel obtained through the choice
of follow ing neutrino m ass m atrix assum ing the charged lpton m assm atrix
diagonal. C onsider the follow Ing neutrino m ass m atrix
° a b bl
m =8b c d& 1)
b d c

Upon diagonalization, the above m ass m atrix gives three non-degenerate
eigenvalues and two out ofthe three m ixing angles are ndependent ofm odel

param eters and they are (23 = 45°), (13 = 0), however, the solar m ixing
angle depends upon the m odel param eters.
The above m assm atrix can easily be obtained invoking - re ection

symm etry [L9, 21]] and regarding that symm etry a point should be noted.
Ifwe nvoke L $ L and g $  then a diagonal charged lepton m ass
m atrix will lead to unacosptable relation m = m . Thus it is necessary to
build up a concrete m odel kesping track ofthe contribution from the charged
lepton sector.

T here is ancther approach to generate the above m ixing angles through
non-diagonal charged lpton m assm atrix and kegping neutrino m assm atrix
diagonal. Exam ples of such types are S;  S3 [Ld] pem utation symm etry
which gives rise to ‘dem ocratic type’ charged lepton m xing m atrix, lopsided
structure of charged Jpton m assm atrix usinhg GUT m odel [18].

Apart from the discrete symm etries few continuous U (1) symm etries are
In portant in the context of neutrino m ass and m ixing pattem. Am ong them
U @)y, . 1 [L9]isthemostpopularone. The neutrino m assm atrix in the

basis of diagonal charged lpton m assm atrix this sym m etry gives
0 1
0 p g
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consequence of those avor sym m etries, however, 1, = 45° goes beyond the
5 value of the present experim ental solar neutrino data. T here is another
U (1) symmetry which can generate 3 = 0, 3 = 45°, namely, U (1), 1

symm etry R0], which generates quasi-degeneratem ass spectrum ofneutrinos.
In addition it generates 1, = 0 which can be cured under soft breaking of

the sym m etry.

4 M odels w ith 23' 45° and 136 0°

In this section, we discuss a speci ¢ m odel which resuls the above m en—
tioned m ixing angles, however, still arbitrary solarm ixing anglke. The m odel
isbased on re ection symm etry as follow s:

L $ ILg and RS R 3)

N eutrino m asses are generated through higher din ensional operators, such
as,l1 /M where istheusualH iggsdoubkt. The resulting charged Jepton
and neutrino m assm atrices are 1]

0 1 0 1
a b b P a9 g
mg=tc d ei;m =6q r r% @)
c e d g r r

Considering both the m ass m atrices are com plex upon diagonalization the
resulting m ixing angles are com Ing out as

sin?® am 7 0:99; sin®2 ;3= 0 (10 °); sin® ooar / 085 G)

for a speci ¢ choice of m odel param eters w ith acosptable charged lpton
and neutrino m ass values. T here are ssveral other types of m odels exist In
the literature 2] which results to the above value of m ixing anglesFor all
those types of m odels, solar m ixing angles depends on the choice of m odel
param eters. Thus, our search for a m ore predictive m odel driven by som e
symm etry is still n progress.

5 Tribmaxm alM ixing
E xperim ental values of the three neutrino m ixing angls are found to be

ram arkably close to the conpctured tridbim axim alm xing ansatz proposed
by H arrison, Perkins and Scott HP S) R3] is given by

0 99— q— 1
2 1 0
B a- a2 q—g
= 1 1 1.
U= g ab g3 g 2A° ©
1 1 1
6 3 2
which gives 1, = 352°, ,3 = 45°, 13 = 0° wih a suitable nom alization



w ith the standard m odel the HP S ansatz is realized. In the next section
we will present a bref introduction to A, symm etry. To understand the
very di erent m ass pattem of charged Jpton and neutrino A ;, sym m etry has
been proposed by E M a and others R4]. H owever, to realize the HP S m ixing
within the framework ofan SU 2); U (1)y A4 modelhasbeen done by
A tarelli and Feruglio R5].

6 A, Symm etry

A, is a non-abelian discrete symm etry group generated due to even pem u—
tation of four ob Ects. Ik can also be viewed as an equivalent representation
ofthe sym m etry ofa Tetrahedron. Number ofelem ents ofA , is12 and those
elem ents can be divided in four distinct classes as follow s :

Identiy transfom ation : E (1)

Four three fold axis of rotation : G (4)

Four three old axis of rotation : C5 (4)

Three two fold axis of rotation : G (3)
where C, = & ™

O bviously, A ; has Pur irreducible representation w ith din ension
= 12 and the only solution exists as

4 2
-0

iz i

n1=n2=n3=l;n4=3 (7)

T hose irreducib e representations are labeled as 1, lO, 1”and 3. M ultiplication
between di erent representations are given by

3 3=1+1+1"+3+3
1 1=1, 1 1'=1, 1 1°=1" 1" 1"=1", 1° 1"=1, 1" 1"=7
3 1=3, 3 1=3, 3 1'=

A, can also be generated by the two elements S and T satisfying the rela—
tion S? = (ST)’ = T3 =1where S = 4321) and T = (2314). Under such
representation the above m entioned decom posed states can be viewed as

1 s=1 T=1
T = ol4 3= 12

T=¢2 ==

A4 hastwo subgroups G : re ection subgroup generated by S isom orphic
to Z, ,Gr : rotational subgroup generated by T and isom orphic to Zs. If
the avor symm etry associated to A, isbroken by the VEV ofa tripkt =

(17 27 3) there aretwo Interesting breaking pattems generated. W ew illsee
In the next section G5 and G ¢ play a very crucial role to generate appropriate
neutrino and charged lepton m ass m atrices w hich after diagonalization lead
to HP S m xing m atrix exactly.
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Lepton | SU ), | A,
(i) 2
r 1
Scalar VEV
h, 2 1 <hl>= v,
hy 2 1 < hi>=vy
1 1 < %> =y
s 1 3< 9> = (FsivVsiVs)
T 1 3 < > = (v;0;0)

Tabl 1: List of ferm ion and scalar eldsused In AF m odel.

Interaction is given by R5]

Li=yve (rDhe= +y °(:Dhe= +y ()%=
+x, (hhhy)= *+ x,( shyhy)= *+ hc 8)

where X, ,Xp, Ve ¥ ¥ areYukawa couplingsand isthe scale of new physics.
A fter spontaneous breaking of A, dueto< ¢ >6 0Oand < . >6 0 and
SUR@), U(@)y dueto< hy >6 0and < hy >6 0, we obtain the charged
Jepton and neutrino m assm atrices as

0 1 0 1
me 0 0 a+ 2d=3 d=3 d=3
m;=& 0 m 0%;m =¢ d=3 2d=3 a d=3%; ©)
0 0 m d=3 a d=3 2d=3
wherem .= yovg&,m =y vgZ,m.=y vyX,a= 2x,v:% andd = 2x,v2 %%

Upon diagonalization ofm , the three non degenerate eigenvalues ocbtained
as
mi;=a+ d; mo,= a; my;=d a (10)

and the m ixing m atrix com es out sam e as the tridbin axim al pattem. It is
to be noted that choice of VEV is not very natural in the present m odel
that causes vacuum alignm ent problem , however, that has been overcom e
through either by supersym m etrization [25,26] of the m odel or through the
Introduction of another extra space dim ension R7].

8 Beyond AF M odel

A though AF m odelm odel successfiilly generates tridoin axin alm ixing, how —
ever, due to the follow Ing reasons it is our endeavor to go beyond AF m odel:

HPS m ixing gives 1, = 3526° which is at the 1 range of the solar
angle whereas the best tvalue is 33.9°,

13 I ay be non-zero according to CHO O Z experin ental bound,



M otivated w ith the above, AF m odel has been m odi ed through the in—
clusion ofa SU (2);, singlt charged scalar ( 17 2; 3) and due to the
soft breaking of A, symm etry in the scalar sector. A trilinear A, symme-
try breaking tem is Incorporated and due to radiative Zee m echanian the
follow ing m assm atrix of the neutrino is cbtained 28]

1

2d d d
g 2Y 3 3 3
B
m=f 5 5 a5 )
8 &
d d 2d
3 a 3+ 3
where = fm®22%F m?;m{ ) with
d d
|
FMZ5MZ)= ! n M 12)
AT 1622 M) M2

Here we consider two cases: i) Here we assume a, d,

JI<< BF H3
we obtain three eigenvalues as

are all real and

m;=a+d+ ; my=a; mz=d a 13)
and the three m ixing anglks are
. 1 . 1 .
531112=19—§+ 17 SN 3= P—E 27 SN 3= 3 (14)
where
n p_ # w p_ #
B . 1 2 R . 1 2+ _
TE3 T3 . Pea o9 T3 2 T PZea g
A ssum Ing a constraint relation d=  2a, from Eqg. (12) we obtain,
1 Sl . p_4 .
mi; = = mint+t 2 m m R
2 2
1 4 .
m, = —P= m
2 2 2 am
3 Sl . p_d .
msz = —P= M Ztm 2 m Zm R
2 2
and
) 5
smn 13 = —P=R
3 2
P
, 1 2 6
sin = — —— sin
12 19—3 5 13
) 4 2
tan 23 = 1+ — sin 13



12 = 31:13° 33:50,' 12 = 43:5° 460,' 12 = 3:5° 1:5°

T hus the m ass eigenvalues are nom ally ordered. W hik there is hierarchy
between m;,; and m 3, themasses m; and m, are nearly quasidegenerate.
T he above m ass values also give

i’ 00lev

which is farbeyond the detection lim tsofplanned , experin ents In near

foture. Furthem ore, the sn aller value of ;3 is correlated w ith the larger

value of 15, and ,3.Forexample, with d= 225a,wecbtain 3 = 6°,but
12 = 292° which isbelow the range allowed at 99.9% C L.and hence rmuld

out.

i) One Com plex and two real param eters:

In this section we consider the above m odel w ith one com plex and two
realparam eters which in addition to the three m ixing angles and three m ass
eigenvalues give rise to CP violation in the leptonic sector which has been
param etrized through the J.p parameter. W e express m ixing angles 13
and ,3 In tem s of a singke m odel param eter and constrained the allowed
param eter space. Utilizing all those constraints, we explore the extent of
Jcp - W e also describe the m ass pattem obtained in this case R9].

W e consider the param eter Y’ is com plex and the neutrino m ass m atrix
com es out as

0 2de det d !
et et et
g &t 73 3 3
B
E det 2det det é
— e e e
m _E 3 3 a R )
E o}
_ _ A
det det 2det
3 a o4 5
D iagonalizing the neutrino m ass m atrix through
Um U = diagde' + a+ ;a;dé a ) 16)
up to the rstorderof and them atrix U becom es
U="Ug+ O () @7
E xplicitly we get,
, T, pl—+ 2+ oo )
S:[n = j = — Dp—
v 3 73 g ( +2)
nw # _
, .y 0 1+ cof (2+ 8 ) 18)
S = = P—
13 13J 3y2( 2) o
2 0
tan2 23 = 1+
3 2)

where %= =3; d= acos . It is possble to express the param eter & as



From the above equation we get m 5, > 0 shce a®> > 0. Al ifwe
express cos’ in the sin ilar way, we get rthe best t value of observables

< 2fProog < 1. Themodelgives for 1, = 34:0°, ,3 > 45:8° and
13= 30°. Ifweallow 1 deviation of 535 (.3 = 48°) them axinum possble
allowed value obtained from the experinent CHOOZ :0° < 13 < 12° at
3 ).

K esping all those constraints in view we explore the param eter space of
CP violation param eter Jcp . The param eter Jop isde ned as

Im hizhpshsi]

2 2 2
my M3 M3

JCP=§sjn2 128N2 538N2 13008 138 p = 20)

whereh=m m?Y. From the analytical expression of Jop» it has been found
that 1° deviation of ,3(46° at = 2:03) from isbest tvaluepredictsJecp
= 71 10 °. Ifweallow 1 deviation of 55 (,3 = 48°at = 241) the
valie of Jcp = 26 10 ° is Jarger and which can be probed through the up
com Ing base line experim ents.
It is also possble to constrain ; and forthe best- tvaluesof 1,, m 35,
m 5, weobtaln , = 36° or ,3= 48°at = 2:41.M oreover, the sum of
the three neutrmomassesvary as 007< m; + m, + m3 < 0:076 due to the
variation ofparameter , 241< < 2 (48 > ,3> 458°) which isalo
consistent w ith the coan ologicalbounds on the sum of the neutrino m ass.

9 Open Problem s

T here are still few open problem s which needs further attention

1. Embeddingwihin a GUT m odel, so that the whole scenario ofquarks and
Jeptons could be explained. O ne of the m a pr ongoing problem is to achieve
quark-lepton com plem entarity relation which gives .+ 1, = 45:1° 24°(@1 )
30]. An attempt has been made within the context of supersymm etric
SU (4). SU (2);, SU (2)gr model [31], however, a sucoessfiil scenario w ith
SU @), U@)y A;modelisstillyet unanswered.

2. Seesaw realization of the AF m odel has been done R5, [32], however,
connection between CP violating phases w ith Jeptogenesis has not yet been
studied.
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