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1 Introduction

N eutrino m ixing [1] is a consequence of a non-trivial structure of the neutrino m assm atrix.
Thism assm atrix is generated by the follow lng dim ension ve operator:
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Here is a coupling m atrix, some high energy scale, L  is the lepton doublet w ith

2 fe; ; g,and istheH iggsdoublkt (in theM SSM , istheH jggsdoub]etth?)t_oouples
to the up-type fam ions). A the electroweak symmetry breaking hi v= 2’ 174
GeV fortheSM ,hi vsih = 2 fortheM SSM ), Eq. [l) gives rise to the neutrino m ass

m atrix )
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where U is the Jeptonic m ixing, or Pontecorvo-M akiN akagawa-Sakata PM N S), m atrix
in the basis n which the charged Jpton m assm atrix is real and diagonal. T he neutrino
m asses are contained in m 4%9 = diagfm ;;m,;m3). The valuie of may be taken to be
the seesaw scale, 10'? GeV, where the underlying avor structure of the theory is
In plam ented. H owever, m easurem ents take place at low scale, therefore the predictions of
any neutrino m assm odel have to be evolved down to low energy through renom alization
group RG) munning ,[3]. A s the large m a prity of m odels is generated at a high energy,
RG e ects are a generic feature.

A nother guaranteed correction to the din ension ve operatorin Eq. (1l) isan additional
operator of the same form but wih identi ed as the Plandk massM p; = 12 18
G eV . Since graviy does not distinguish between avors, the operator is expected to be

avor dem ocratic. T he presence of such a term in the Lagrangian gives rise to additional
contrbutions to the neutrinom assm atrix after the electroweak sym m etry isbroken. W hike
too an all to be reponsble for the kading structures of the neutrino m ass m atrix, those
P lanck scake e ects can have cbservable consequences aswell [4,15,6]. In the present paper
we perform a com parative study of both renom alization and P Janck scale e ects.

For this analysis we will choose one particular and very interesting neutrino m ixing
schem e which is com patdble w ith alldata, the triloin axin alm ixing (TBM ), de ned by [/]
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HereP  diagle® ™2;e! 272;e ! 372) contains the M a-prana phases, one of which can be

rephased away. W e fiirtherhave an additionalphasem atrixQ  diag (@ *;e' 2;e* ?), which
isusually phased away by a rede nition of the charged Jlepton elds in order to bring U In
the standard formm . D ue to this, the entries in Q have received the (possbly unfair) title
\unphysical phases". However a com plkte theory of neutrino m asses, especially lke the



one we are considering here which has m ore than one lndependent operator contributing
to the neutrino m ass, m ust be able to predict these phases. In the basis in which the avor
dem ocratic P Janck scale contrioution to the neutrino m ass m atrix is com pletely real, the
phases ; ofthe TBM m atrix above need not vanish. W e call the phases ; in this basis
as the \m ism atch phases" to stay clar of the connotation of the word \unphysical”.

TBM does by itself neither predict the M aprana or the unphysical phases nor the
m agnitudes or ordering of the neutrino m asses. However, the m agnitudes and ordering
of the m asses as well as the values of the M a’prana phases are crucial for the size of
renom alization group corrections B, (9,110, 11] and the P lJanck scale corrections to this
m ixing schem e. M oreover, as we shall see In the course of the paper, in the analysis of
Plndk scak e ects on tribin axin al m ixing even the m ism atch phases tum out to be
crucial to m odify any m ixing angl. This is a feature soeci ¢ to TBM , having to do w ith

the structure of the corresponding neutrino m assm atrix. In general, fora { symm etric
massm atrix [12], correctionsto 13 = 0 and ,3 = =4 require m isn atch phases to take
non-trivial values.

Several interesting m odels giving rise to Eq. [3) have been proposed in the literature
[L3]. The predictions of TBM , sin 13 = 0= 00s2 ,3 and sin?® |, = 1=3, m ay be com pared
w ith the current 3 ranges of the param eters [[14]:
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w ith best— t values of 031 for sn? ;, and zero or sh 13 and oos2 ,3. As far as the

neutrino m asses are concemed, oscillations experin ents are sensitive only to the m ass—
squared di erences, which are m easured to be
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with thebest- tvaluesof m 2 = 799 10 ev’and m 2 = 25 10 ev’. Cosm obgical
observations give an upper lin it on the neutrino m ass of < 0:5 &V [15], which is stronger
than the lin its obtained by direct searches, 23 &V |16]. It is still unknown whether

neutrinos eny a nomalhirarchy NH:m3’ m 2 m3’ m? m %), an inverted
hierarchy (H:m3 '’ m7’ m 2 m3) orare quastdegenerate QD :m5 '’ m3’ m?
m3 m Z).

M any future planned/proposed experin ents are geared towards in proving the preci-
sion of the m ixing angles and m ass squared di erences. Since this paper deals w ith the
deviations of the m ixing angles from the presently favored TBM scenario, we list som e
of the future experim ental proposals which can be particularly suitable for this purpose.
The precision of sh® 1, can be considerably in proved by a dedicated reactor neutrino
experin ent situated at 60 km ocorresponding to the surwvival probability m ininum of .
[17,118,/19]. For lnstance it was shown In [L9] that with a statistics of 60 G igaW att



kiloton yearandasystena‘tjcej:j:oron%,sjn2 12 can bem easured to w ithin 5% at3
The param eter sin® ,; can be detem fned w ith an accuracy of  10% at 3 depending on
the true value of sin® ,3 I the T2K and No a experin ents 20, 121]. In what regards 13,
the D ouble Chooz experim ent R2] (see also R0]) will mprove the 3 Iin it on {37 from
its current value 0.04 to 0.01 (0.006) after 2 (6) years of data taking.

T he outline of the paper is as ollow s: we start by discussing the RG running of TBM
analytically in Section[Z. In Section[3 we then tum to P lanck scale e ects and point out in
particular the i portance of the m iam atch phases. B oth types of corrections are discussed
as functions of the neutrino m ass and the type of ordering. A num erical analysis and
com parison ofboth e ects is perform ed in Section [4. Section [3 sum m arizes our ndings.

2 Renom alization E ects on Tribin axim alM ixing

In this Section we will study the e ect of renom alization group running of the m xing
angles when at high scale they corresoond to the tribin axin alm ixing.

RG e ects on tribin axim alm ixing have been studied before In Refs. 23,124,125, 126],
but an analysis involring all possible m ass values and schem es is still lacking. W e focus
here m ostly on the maximalRG e ects as a function of the neutrino m ass and w ill not
conduct a detailed analysis of the in uence of the M a prana phases on the running. This
w illbe perform ed in a ssparate work R7].

By inserting the neutrinom ixingm atrix from Eq. (@) in thede nitionofm = U md=9Uyy,
one nds
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This is the m ost generalm ass m atrix generating tribin axin alm ixing. The param eters
A;B and D are given by

1 . . 1 . . .
A=§(2mlell+mze”);B=§(mze12 me'l); D=mze ?: (7)

T he neutrino m assm atrix is sub fct to RG evolution. T he running of thism atrix m ay be
described via [3]
m ! xIm I ; 8)

where Iy isa avor Independent factor arising from the gauge Interactions and ferm ion-
antiferm jon loops. This factor does not in uence the m ixing angles at all. T he diagonal
matrix I isgiven by

I =diage °j;e ;e )’ diag@;1;1 ) ; )

where
m2
m (l+ tal"l2 ) n— : (10)



Here we have neglected the electron and muon mass (0 that . = = 0) and us=d
e r1 , sihce 1. For instance, ortan = 20 and = = 10°, one has

’ 0:0054. The resuls forthe SM can be obtained by replacing the factor (1 + tan? )
wih ( 3=2).

N ote that the RG e ects corresoond to m ultiplying every entry of the neutrino m ass
m atrix with a real number. Consequently, the overall phase of the entries is not a ected
by the corrections. T he corresponding \unphysicalphases" ;, , and 3 can therefore be
rephased away by a rede nition ofthe charged lpton elds. Hence, for the analysis ofRG
e ects it su ces to consider the m ass m atrix
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O bviously, if the correction to the neutrino m assm atrix is additive and not m uliplicative,
then the unphysical phases willplay a role. W e will show in the analysis of P landk scale
e ects to be presented in the next Section that this Indeed is the case.

Retuming to the RG e ects, them assm atrix in (11]) is generated by som e m echanisn
at a high scale , which may be taken to be the typical seesaw scale 1012 Gev.
If the m echanisn Involves right-handed neutrinos, som e of them are expected to have
m asses above , and we have to assum e that the threshold e ects [28] do not sooil the
TBM relationstill (note that additionalunknown param eters, nam ely the entries of the
D irac neutrino m ass m atrix would enter the analysis). This will be a valid assum ption,
for exam ple, when the heavy right-handed neutrinos are exactly degenerate. A nyway, the
predictions of this m echanisn will be modi ed by the RG evolution to the low energy
scale at which m easurem ents take place. W e take = 10° G&V, the typical scale of
supersymm etry breaking. Note that the dependence on the actual values of the scales

and is only logarithm ic, so our results are rather insensitive to the exact choice of
scales. Ifthe threshold e ects indeed are sizeable, our results can be considered to be only
conservative estin ates.

In order to study the e ect ofthe RG corrections on the m ixing angles, we em ploy the
strategy presented in [11] to diagonalize the RG —corrected m assm atrix and obtain simplk
expressions for the evolved m ixing angles

i’ Sj-l_kij +0(?); 12)
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where ¢ = arcsin 1=3, %, = 0and ;= =4.W e only quote the result[27]:
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U sing the additional rephasing freedom we have sest | = 0. Note that as long as the RG
evolutions of the angles arem uch less than O (1), the di erence in allthem ;=m ; ratios at
the Iow and high scalks isonly O () [L1]. Therefore or O ( ) estin ates, onem ay use
the m ; values at the low scale. In the num erical calculations we have perfom ed, the RG
evolution ofthem ; [8] are also taken into acocount.

Tt m ay be noted that fork;, there isno dependence on the third m ass eigenstate or its
M ajprana phase 3. Asexpected, k;3 and k,3 are govemed by the inverse of m 2 whike
ki, depends on 1= m 2, which renders it typically larger. A sk, is aways positive, the
solar neutrino m ixing anglke always increases in the M SSM and decreases In the SM . In
contrast, k3 is negative (positive) for a nom al (nverted) m ass ordering. T herefore j 537
Increases in the M SSM and decreases In the SM  if the neutrino m ass ordering is nom al
If the ordering is nverted, j,3jdecreases in the M SSM and increases in the SM . From

3= §tky tEolowsforks Jj 1that
P_
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sin 13" ki3 7 00S2 23" 2Kka3 A Y kiz : (14)

In the next Subsectionswew illdiscuss from these expressions the features ofthe running for
the three m ain types of neutrino m ass spectra: nom al WH ) and Inverted (IH ) hierarcy,
and quasidegeneracy @D ).In orderto give num ericalestin ates ofthe extent ofRG e ects,
we use thebest-t valuesof m 2 = 79 18 &v?, m 2 = 25 16 eV?, and choose
the phases such that the RG e ect ism axin ized. Then we further choose tan = 20 for
illustration. The results ©or the SM can be obtained by replacing the factor (1 + tan? )
wih ( 3=2). The outcom e ofa fiillnum erical analysis is plotted in Figs[l,[2 and[3: aswe
shall see, they are nicely reproduced by the analytical estin ates to be presented below .

2.1 Nom alH ierarchy

W e start the estin ates w ith the nom alhierarchy. D e ning the notation
q__
r m‘=m 2"’ 048; 15)

pP— r—
wehavem;’ O,m,’ r m % andmgy’ 1+ r*) m Z.From Egs. [13,[14) we get
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w here the num ber indicated by the arrow isthevalueattan = 20. Atm ospheric neutrino
m ixing is now non-m axin al, the m ixing angl being given by

4
(©0s2 23)yu 1+ grOOS( 2 3)
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Note that (cos2 ,3)yu < 0. The solar neutrino m ixing angles increases from sn?® |, =
by

i
3
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Thus, we nd that for NH, the deviations of the angles from tridbin axim al values due to
RG oorrections are extram ely an all and virtually in possibl to probe. Note that all the
three deviations as plotted J'npthe upper panels of F igs.[1], [ and [3 are independent of the
value ofm; as Iong asm ; m?2’9 106 ev.

2.2 Inverted H ierarchy

r— P
Tuming to the nverted hierarchy, usingm, = m2+ m 2 andm;= m3+ @ 2) m 2
it ollow s from Egs. [13,[14) that
- . , m 3 2 . .
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Thus In the inverted hierardcy, the value of sin ;3 generated through RG evolution is
proportionaltom 5, as can be seen in the lower panel of F ig.[ll. T he atim ospheric neutrino
m xing angle is given by

(©0S2 23)m ' ' 14 18 @+ tan® )! 54 16 ; ©20)

which is ndependent ofm 3 as long asm 3 ® m—i " 005 &V . The dependence on the
M a‘prana phases is introduced only at orderm ;= m 2 . A sallided to before, .n case ofa
nom al ordering we have (©0s2 3)yy < 0, whik for an inverted ordering (00s2 3)m > 0,
ie, RG e ectsincrease j x3jfrom itsoriginalTBM value of =4 fora nom alhierarchy and
decrease it for an inverted hierarchy. In the SM the e ects have the opposite sign. F nally,
the solar neutrino m ixing angle increases for the M SSM and reads

, 1 4
sh® 1, = ' — (l+cos ;)<39 16 (1+ tan® )! 0:5: 1)
3 L 9r?

Even though Eq. [12) is strictly speaking no Ionger valid for such large values of j i3 fjj,
the above result indicates that the running of the solar neutrino m ixing angle can be
dram atic, nam ely up to 10 . Thiswillbe con m ed in Sec.[4, where we w illpresent gures
quantifying the m aximal RG e ect, which are ocbtained by num erically solving the RG
equations from Ref. [B].

The lading tetm in Eq. [21) is suppressed when , . The measured value of
Ji2 $3< 4 rsin® ;; : 007)at3 suggests that the observed value of 1, can be
used to constrain the values of the absolute neutrino m asses, the M a prana phase , and
tan i HH R3,127]. In contrast to this, sin 13 and cos2 53 are too an all to be cbsarvable.



2.3 Quasidegeneracy

F inally, we shall consider running for quasi-degenerate neutrinos. The RG running forQD
isalways the largest: indeed, the deviation ofangles from their tridoim axim alvalies grow s
quadratically w ith the common m ass scakm . Usingm 2 m Z forthe approxin ations
and choosingm (o = 02 &V for illustration, it ollow s that

P 2 m 2
3 m ?
Thus, testable values of 3 up to 5 may be generated. Tuming to atm osgoheric m ixing,
one nds

Jos( 3) s 33< 20 10 @+ tan® ) ! 008 : (22)
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where the  sign is for nom al ordering and the + sign for inverted ordering. T he running
ismaxin alwhen all the M aprana phases vanish. The value of ,3 can deviate from its
maxin al value by up to 10 . This deviation is currently restricted by experim ents to
J 23 §3j< 10 at 3 . Therefore, m ore accurate future m easuram ents of ,3 can be used
toputboundsonmg,; , and 3 R7]. Thevalieof ,mayberestrictedto 5’ from the

12 M easuram ents as we shall see next: the solar m ixing angle can deviate strongly from
its trioim axin alvalue:

s 1 4 m? 5
sn® 1, — ro— 1+ cos ,) > " 390 18 @+ tan® ) L+ oos 5) + (24)
3 oD 9 m
Since the maxinum value of the quantity sin® ;, < can be 0.67 one can obtai a

oonditjor‘ﬂ for the validity of the analytic expressions as m,=eV) tan < 4. At large
tan , the quantity i, can be too large to be acoom m odated by the data, unless , ’
T his sin pli es the predictions for the other two angles:

P 2
o aom o, 22 mp . < 4 2y .
Jsm 1312]3 T FJCOS 3] 20 1 (l+tan ). 0108, (25)
A
L mbon
Jjcos?2 23D 2 o 2 1 goos 3 54 10 @+ tan® ) ! 022; (26)

A
w ith the sign of c0s2 ,3 negative (positive) fornom al (inverted) m ass ordering. N ote that
sin 13 can be zero if 3= =2, whereas cos2 ,3 is always non-zero.

A notherphenom eno]ogjgaljm plication of , ' and quasidegenerate neutrinos isthat
the e ective masshm i = j Uezim ;Jgoveming neutrinoless doubl beta decay [R9] takes
Esm inin alpossbl value:

i} 7 mg cos2 1, @7)

< S
Inthe 13! 0limit. The sam e formula with m ¢ replaced by m Zﬁ isvalid foran inverted
hierarchy and ,’ , which suppresses the running also In this case (see Eq. R1))).

I1The sam e comm ents as given after Eq. 2I)) apply here.



3 Planck Scale E ectson Tribimaxim alM ixing

In this Section we will discuss the im plications of P lanck scale physics on tribin axin al
m ixIng. The existence of the P lanck scale inplies the presence of higher dim ensional
non-renom alizable interactions, am ong which the follow ing din ension ve operator is of
Interest for neutrino physics:

Lor & )@ )+hx 28)

Mpy

T he coupling m atrix will be assum ed to be avor dem ocratic, sihoe gravity does not
distinguish between avors. A fferelctroweak sym m etry breaking the above operator leads
to a contrlbbution to the low energy neutrinomassmatrixkm ! m + m ofthe fom

0 1
111
hi?
m=8111§§ wih 125 16 ev : 29)
Mp;
111

T he I plications of such a correction tom _have been noted and analyzed for instance in
Refs. @,/5,/6]. with * 25 16 ev ‘m ?, it would appear that only negligblk
corrections to the m ixing phenom ena can be expected. However, as w ill be seen later in
this section, the Planck scale e ects on 1, are govemed by my=m 2, which can be
substantial for quasi-degenerate neutrinos. M oreover we stress that the presence of such a
tem is expected on general grounds and its in plications are therefore m odel Independent.
In order to consider all possibble corrections to a given m ixing schem e, the perturbation
[29) has to be included.

N ote that the P lJanck scale contridbbution to the neutrino m assm atrix, m , has all its
elem ents real only with a soeci ¢ choice of the phases of the avor eigenstates. In this
basis, the socalled \unphysical" phases ofthe TBM m atrix (see Eq. [3)) need not vanish.
These \m imm atch phases" { the phases ; in this particular basis { tum out to be crucial
in the context of the tridim axim alm ixing, since w ithout them there would be no e ect
on them ixing angles at all. To show this, consider the neutrino m assm atrix giving rise to
TBM In the absence ofthe i,5. kX isgiven n Eq. [II) and can be w ritten as:

0 1 0 1 0 1
o 4 2 2 o 1 1 1 o 0 0 O
m = ——¢& 1@ 1 1A 4+ 2tz @ 1 A+ 320 1 A . 30)
6 1 3 1 2 1

The neutrino with massm , hasa avor dem ocratic contribution to the totalm assm atrix.
This is exactly the avorblind form that the Planck scale contrbution m i Eq. [29)
possesses. Hence, adding m to Eq. [30) is equivalent to a sin ple rede nition ofm , as

m2ei2 !mzei2 1+ et: ; (31)

w here = 3 =m, 1. Hence, only the value of the second neutrino m ass and is
corresoonding M aprana phase arem odi ed, while them ixing angles and the otherm asses



rem ain unchanged: with ’ 255 10 eV andm, 84 10eV,ithodsthat < 89 16
and the e ect on m , and on the m ass squared di erences is at m ost of the order of0.1% .

However, In general the situation is di erent since them ost generalm assm atrix giving
rise to TBM , as given in Eq. [d), contains the phases ;. The new addition ofa avor
dem ocratic an all perturoation to the neutrino m ass m atrix cannot be com pensated any—
m ore by a rede nition ofm , e’ 2. This is because it is not possble to writem i tem s
ofthe indiridualm asses as in Eq. [30), ie., the elem ents of the m atrix m ultiplying m ,e' 2
are com plex numbers. The corrections to TBM from the Planck scak e ects are then
nontrjyjaﬁ, and henceforth we shall consider this general scenario. Note that though the
vanishing of the m ism atch phases is a special case, i m ay be rlkvant whike postulating
symm etries at the high scale that govem the structure of the m ass tem s.

W ewould lke tom ake a few ram arks at this stage:

T he so-called \unphysical" phases, that are usually absorbed in the phases of charged
JIeptons whik constructing the kptonic m ixing m atrix, indeed are not wellde ned
outside the context of a theory of neutrino m asses. However, a com plte theory of
neutrino m asses has to predict the m agnitudes and phases of all the tem s In the
neutrino m assm atrix, and hence in them ixingm atrix U from Eqg. [3), once a choice
for the phases of neutrino avor eigenstates hasbeen m ade. Such a choice hasbeen
m ade while writing the real democratic matrix m in Eq. [29). Hence it should
not be surprising that som e of the predictions of the theory { lke the values of the
m Ixing angles { do lndeed depend on the m ism atch phases;

T he argum ent presented here regarding the vanishing of P lanck e ects on all three
m ixing angles and them assesm ;3 w ith vanishing m ism atch phases is speci c to the
TBM scenario, where them assm atrix lncludesa avor blind temm . H owever, sin ilar
resuls based on symm etries can be cbtained in m ore general cases. For exam pl,
TBM mixing isa special case of { symmetry of the m ass m atrix, which in plies
the form (including the m ism atch phases) [12]:

0
A eZi 1 B ei( 1+ 2) B ei( 1t 3)

m =@ D%: Eeitet 3 A (32)
B e

where A ;B ;D ;E de ne ,, the neutrinosm asses and M a prana phases. D ue to the
equality of the e and e elements, as well as of the and elem ents, m axi-
m al atm ospheric m ixing and vanishing U3 resuls. Note now that the P lanck scale
contrbution m from Eq. [29) isalso { symmetric. Hence, adding m to the

{ symmetricm atrix In case ofvanishing 1,3 willkeep the totalm assm atrix {
symm etric and the values Uz = c0s2 53 = 0 will not be changed. In order for the

2 It has been noted [30] that the tribin axin alm ixing scenario and Q uark-Lepton Com plem entarity
scenarios [31l], which link the CKM and PM N S m atrices, generate basically the sam e sin® 12 . W e rem ark
here that the Q LC scenariosw illbe a ected by P lanck scale e ects even if the phases ; vanish.

10



P landk e ects to change the values of these angles the m ign atch phases are required
not to vanish;

the net order ofm agnitude ofP lJanck e ects should stay the sam e even ifwe take the
elem ents of the dem ocraticm atrix m from Eq. [29) tobe O (1), and not necessarily
exactly equal.

Now we w ill consider the general case ofallpossible phases in the neutrino m assm atrix
and study the resulting e ect ofthe P lJanck scale contribution forthem ixing angles In case
of TBM .Towardsthisend, we follow the form alisn of [B] to calculate the deviations of the
m xing angles from their TBM values. W e use the shorthand notation

My= @©F U)y; 33)
such that M ;5 incorporates allthe ; dependence and a part ofthe ; dependence. In gen—
eral, the elem ents ofM ;5 are O ( ). To a good approxin ation, the m ass squared di erence
m3 m? doesnot change due to the P lanck scake e ects. In this lin it one nds that [5]

X <M . - M.
Us ' Ues <Ma) oy ZWMe) (34)
1o mset3 mieti mset3i+m;et
X <M . - M.
U, U, .Mﬁ) . i IM:B) . 35)
msets m;et i mse 3+ m;et

T hese quantities can be related to the P lanck-corrected m ixing angles after electroweak
symm etry breaking through

Jjsin 133 = J UeszJds (36)
p_
2

s2 ,3 = 1 2sif 37 1 293+ UsF’ 23 U3joos 3 ; @37)

where 3 is the rlative phase between U 3 and U 3. W e see that the deviation from
m axin al atm ospheric neutrino m ixing can go In either direction.

W e can estin ate the size of the P lanck scale contribution to be at m ost of the order

=m; m) orj Be3jand j U 3]J. For neutrhos with a nom al hierarchy and m; = O,

thisquantiesto = m 2’ 6 10, and isthusnegligbly snall. An inverted hierarchy
with m 3 = 0 gives the sam e resul. The largest e ect can be expected for quasi-degenerate
neutrinos, In which case the corrections are atmost oforder mo=m 5 / 5 10.We
have Inserted here for illustration a value ofm o = 04 €V forthe comm on m ass scale. Note
that the corrections here are proportionaltom ¢, as opposed to m % in the case of the RG
running.

The m odi cations of the m ixing angles depend on the values of the M a prana phases
(@s for radiative corrections) but in particular also on the m ismn atch phases. The full
expressions for Egs. [34,[39) are rather lengthy and not very instructive. An exam ple we
give is for the nom alhierarchy, in which case one can roughly estin ate

. L P= 2 3 . ., Jsin( » 3)7J
J Usj” 2 sin P and j U 33’ P— P
2 2 m

(38)

2 2
m a A
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The M ajprana phases appear only at O (r :p m—;‘;) . These expressions show explicitly
that for vanishing m ian atch phases ; the corrections to the m ixing angles vanish.

A s In the case of the radiative corrections, the corrections to the m ixing angles ;5 are
approxin ately inversely proportional to the m ass squared di erence m fj, and therefore
onem ay expect a m ore sizable correction to 1, than to ;3 and ,3. T he contrbution from
the P lanck scale to U, is [H]

i,

5 <Mip) i+ mpet?y i=Mp) dny mpe ?i 39)

where there is only one tem because for TBM Ug = 0 holds before the P lanck scale
e ects are included. Note that in the above expression, them ; and ; are de ned before
the P lanck scalke e ects are switched on, whereas m ? istaken to be afterthe P lanck scale
e ectsare switched on. If m 2 doesnot changemuch due to the P Janck scale e ects, then
n; myet2¥Fm 2’ 1=n; me'?jand U, could bewritten in the sam e ©Hm as the
expressions for U,z and U 3. Forthe analytical estin ates, we w illassum e that this is the
case. The num erical analysis in the next Section w illnot m ake this assum ption . H owever,
the expressions ocbtained here are quite close to the full resul.

Sincesin 1,/ P+ Usnjthequantity n Eq. [39) can be related to the deviation of
the solarm ixing anglk via

2
sih® 1,  1=3' L+ U,F 1=3" 19—§j Ujoos o 7 (40)

where ., isthe relative phase between U, and U,,. T he deviation can thus have either
sign as In the case of the atm ospheric neutrino m ixing angle, o
Ifnitiallym, = 0 mom alhierarchy), one can estinate j U,3< = m 2’ 3 16.
An inverted hierarchy leads to a Jarger correction, j U, j< 2 mi=m?* "’ 4 18.
Hence, In contrast to the correctionsto ;3 and ,3, the deviation of solar neutrino m ixing
from 1/3 is sensitive to whether neutrinos are nom ally or inversely ordered. For quasi-
degenerate neutrinos it ©llows from Eq. [39) that j Us,j’ moe=m 2 / 102, where we

have again ussd m o= 04 &V .W ithm 2 m ?,we can write
L 2 Mo
J Ye2] 3p§ mz (41)
Poos2 ¥ ws29+ cos( 9+ 9) c0s29+ cos( 9+ ) 2cos(I+ DI

where ! i »=4. This quantity, as it should, vanishes for ;,;; = 0. The function

ofthe 1,3 Inside the j::jabove has a maxinal value of /' 6:36 and therefore j Uy, J <
25 me=m 2’ 003 form,= 04 &V.Thus, wih the m axin aldeviation being sin® 1,

% ro@2= §)j Usx J I ollow s that the deviation of 1, from s TBM value due to P lanck
scale e ects can be up to 10 $ or2 {3 . M oreover, as shown in Eq. [40), this deviation
can be In either direction depending on the relative phase «,, which In tum depends on

the M aprana phases ; aswellason them ism atch phases ;.
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Ifwe now want to lnocorporate both the RG aswellas the Planck scale e ectson 15,
the predictions are thusuncertain by 2 {3 in the absence ofany know ledge ofthe ;. This
would relax som e of the constraints on m ¢; , and tan that have been obtained in the
literature by requiring the angles at the low scale to be com patible w ith the expennpenE
To bem ore quantitative, them axin aldeviation from the mitialvalueof , = arcsin  1=3
fora nom alordering isbelow 01 form; < 002 €V .Form ; = 0: &V the change can be up
to 0:6 and then it increases linearly with the neutrino m ass, for nstance 3 form; = 05
€V . Ifneutrinos are inversely ordered, the change isup to 03 even fora vanishingm 3, and
starts to Increase linearly w ith the neutrinom ass orm ; > 0:01 &V . If radiative corrections
are used to set constraints on the param eters, then one should take this uncertainty into
acoount, which would weaken the corresoonding lim its.

O ne m ight wonder at this point whether one can generate successfiil phenom enology
starting w ith bin axin al neutrino m ixing [32], ie. wih P lanck scale contrbutions per-
turbing an il sn? ;, = 2. W e checked num erically that in order to obey the current
3 lin it of sin® 1, 0:4, neutrinos should be heavier than 14 &V, ie., n con ict wih
the already very tight neutrino m ass 1im its from cosn ology. Since the RG e ects tend to
Increase 15, even their addition cannot salvage the scenario.

4 N um ericalR esults and D iscussion

In F igs.[1,[2 and[@ we show them axin alpossble values ofthe initially vanishing quantities
jsin 133 joos2 p3jand jsin® 1, jgenerated from RG e ectsand from P lanck scakee ects,
as a function of the an allest neutrino m ass for nom al and nverted m ass ordering. The
Figures forM SSM and SM are generated by num erically solving the RG equations in the
anall ;3 Im it B]. W e have chosen in case of the M SSM tan = 20andtan = 5. The
relative m agnitude ofthe deviationsbetween these two cases should be (1+ 5%)=(1+ 20%) ’
0065, which iscon m ed by the plot. A Ilso given in the plots are them axim alRG e ects
In the SM .A s far as them ixing angles are concemed, for all practical purposes the results
for SM can be cbtained from the ones of M SSM wih tan = 20 by multiplying them
wih §( 3=2)=01+ 2(?)j’ 0:0037. W e also Indicate the present 3 bounds on the m ixing
param eters.

The RG running in SM is found to be very an all. Even for values ofm, In the 0D
regin e the running stays w ithin the present 3 1lim it for all three quantities. For M SSM
the running ismucdh stronger, egpecially for higher values oftan and in the QD regime.
For jsin® 1, %jthere isaplteau at 0.67 In the QD regin e which corresponds to the
m axin um possible deviation of2/3 in this quantiy. A swe are plotting the absolute values
ofthe observables, we stress again that sin® 1,  isalways largerthan zero in theM SSM .
The sam e holds for cos2 ;3 In case of a inverted ordering, w hereas for a nom al ordering
cos2 ,3 isnegative. Forthe SM the signs are reversed. For the inverted ordering and an all
masses (3 < 001 &V), the deviation sin? ;, % is roughly two orders ofm agniude larger
than that for the nom al ordering.

3See also [A] for a discussion on P lanck scale e ects on bin axin alm xing.
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Note that since we show the maxinal e ects, the RG running beyond the 3 1 its
In the Figure does not In ply that the corresponding neutrino m ass values are ruled out.
R ather, i in plies that the M a prana phases can be constrained if the neutrino m asses lie
in the corresponding range.

TheF iguresalso show them axin alpossible values ofthe above three quantities jsin 137
joos2 ,3jand jsin? 1, %jdue to P landk scake e ects. T hey were obtained by num erically
diagonalizing a m assm atrix lkading to TBM to which a avorblind P landk perturbation
wasadded. It isto be noted that the values of c0s2 ,5 and sh? 1, % are sym m etric about
zero: depending on the values of the M aprana phases ; and them ian atch phases ;, the
P lanck-ocorrected values ofm ixing angles can go In either direction. T hus these e ects can
either replenish or deplkte the RG e ects. The m ninum values of the three quantities
plotted In the F igure can be zero for suitable choices of the phases ; and ;.

Let us com pare both the e ects:

sini3: the Planck e ects can be larger than the RG e ects in the SM unlkss the
neutrino m asses are above roughly 0.3 eV .R ecall that the P lJanck corrections for QD
neutrinos are proportionaltom , whereasthe RG corrections are proportionaltom 3.
Fora nom alordering the P Janck e ects are always less than the m axin al correction
oftan = 20 but can exceed the corrections fortan = 5 ifm; < 001 &V .For an
Inverted ordering P lanck scale e ects can exceed the corrections fortan = 20 (B) if
m3 < 00005 (0.01) &V ;

joos2y3J: the P lanck e ects can be lJarger than the RG e ects in the SM unless the
neutrino m asses are above roughly 01 €V . They are always lss than the m axin al
correction oftan = 20andtan = 5;

jsth 1, %j: the P lanck e ects can be larger than the RG e ects iIn the SM unlkss
the neutrino m asses are above roughly 0.5 €V . They are always below the m axin al
correction oftan = 20 and can exceed the corrections fortan = 5 ifneutrinos are
nom ally ordered and m; < 001 &V .

5 Conclusions and Summ ary

W e have studied the renom alization group and P Janck scale corrections to neutrino m ixing
angles In the tridbin axin alm ixing soenario. Both these corrections need to be included
w hile com paring the low energy neutrinom ixing data w ith any postulated high scalem xing
scenario.

W e give approxin ate expressions for the values of m ixing angles at low scale starting
from triloin axin alm ixing at high scale for NH, IH and QD scenarios with RG running
In the SM and the M SSM . W e also plot the maxinum RG e ects as a function of the
an allest neutrino m ass for these scenarios. W e nd that in the SM the RG running has
a negligble e ect on the m ixing angles. In the M SSM wih large tan , while NH still
gives unobservably am all deviations for all the m ixIng angles, ITH is capabl of generating
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signi cant munning for ,. In fact, m atching ;, wih the data requires constraining the
M aprana phases and tan already at the present stage. Forthe QD scenario the running
for all the three cases can be strong. T he running depends crucially on the values of the
M aprana phases and the neutrino m ass scale: the corrections in the QD scenario grow
asm % . P recision m easurem ents of neutrino m ixing angles In future experin ents should be
ablke to put further constraints on the m ass scale and M a prana phases if one assum es the
TBM scenario.

FortheP lanck scakke ectweassum ea avordem ocratic dim ension ve operatorat the
P lanck scale that contributes to the neutrino m ass after electroweak sym m etry breaking.
W e show that the corrections to the m ixing anglkes can be quanti ed in tem s of the
\m ign atch phases" ;, which are the values of the so—called \unphysical" phases in the
basis we have chosen. D ue to the special structure of the neutrino m assm atrix giving rise
to tribin axin alm ixing, non-zero values of these phases are required for any P landk e ect
on the m ixing angles and themassesm; and m 3. In general, if P lanck scale e ects are
added toa { symmetricm assm atrix then corrections to vanishing Uz and m axim al 3
are only possible if the unphysical phases have non-trivial values.

In them ost generalcase w hen them isn atch phases are non-vanishing, theP lanck e ects
m ake the otherw ise vanishing quantitiessin 13, 00s2 13 and sin® |, % grow aln ost lnearly
w ith the neutrino m ass scale m ¢ for quasidegenerate neutrinos. The e ects are In general
largest for 1, . Even w ith a hrgevalue ofO (€V ) forthe neutrinom asses, sin 13 and cos2 3
hardly exceed 10 ?, and hence are virtually in possible to probe experin entally. H owever,
deviations of sin? 1, from 1=3 can be sizabk, of the order of 0zl n ,=eV ). D eviations of a
few degrees are thus allowed when neutrinos are quasidegenerate. T his deviation is lJarger
than the resolution of the future precision i, experin ents, and can be m easured.

An Interesting possibility, though hardly realizable in practice, is the follow Ing: sup-—
pose one hasm easured deviations from trioin axin alm ixing and know s the values of the
M aprana phases and possbly oftan . In this case any additional correction beyond the
RG e ects to them xing angles will stem from the P lanck scale e ects. A s these depend
on the m isnm atch phases, one could in principl extract som e inform ation on these phases.
M oreover, if supersymm etry is not realized in nature, then the RG running is suppressed
but the P lanck scale e ects can nevertheless in ict a sizable perturoation to the solar
neutrino m ixing angle, which can help us get a handl on these phases.

In the case of the RG running, the signs of the correction to the m xing anglks are
predictable. Forexampl in M SSM , 1, always Increases from itshigh scale value, whereas
J23JIncreases (decreases) for nom al (inverted) hierarchy. In the case of the P lJanck scale
e ects, the sign of 0s2 ,3 and sin® ;, 1=3 depends on allofthe phases present, ncluding
the m ism atch phases which will need a com plete theory of neutrino m asses for their pre—
diction. Therefore the P lanck e ects can either enhance or com pensate the RG running.
Constraining neutrino param eters due to running m ight therefore be not as straightfor-
ward as is usually done. If the neutrnomass is 05 (02) €V, then the m odi cation from
Planck scalee ectsto 15, can benearly 3 (1 ), which would weaken the constraints. N ote
that such a elaxation of constraints is applicable not only for TBM , but for any neutrino
m ixing scenario.
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