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A bstract

W estudy correctionsto tri-bim axim al(TBM )neutrinom ixing from renorm aliza-

tion group (RG )running and from Planck scale e�ects.W e show thatwhiletheRG

e�ectsarenegligiblein thestandard m odel(SM ),forquasi-degenerateneutrinosand

largetan� in them inim alsupersym m etricstandard m odel(M SSM )allthreem ixing

anglesm ay changesigni�cantly.In both thesecases,thedirection ofthem odi�cation

of�12 is �xed,while that of�23 is determ ined by the neutrino m ass ordering. The

Planck scale e�ects can also change �12 up to a few degrees in either direction for

quasi-degenerate neutrinos. These e�ects m ay dom inate over the RG e�ects in the

SM ,and in the M SSM with sm alltan�. The usualconstraintson neutrino m asses,

M ajoranaphasesortan�stem m ingfrom RG runningargum entscan then berelaxed.

W equantify theextentofPlanck e�ectson them ixing anglesin term sof\m ism atch

phases" which break the sym m etries leading to TBM .In particular,we show that

when the m ism atch phasesvanish,the m ixing anglesare nota�ected in spite ofthe

Planck scalecontribution.Sim ilarstatem entsm ay bem adefor�{� sym m etricm ass

m atrices.
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1 Introduction

Neutrinom ixing[1]isaconsequenceofanon-trivialstructureoftheneutrinom assm atrix.

Thism assm atrix isgenerated by thefollowing dim ension �veoperator:

L5 =
���

�
(L� �)(L � �)+ h:c: (1)

Here ��� is a coupling m atrix,� som e high energy scale,L � is the lepton doublet with

� 2 fe;�;�g,and �istheHiggsdoublet(in theM SSM ,�istheHiggsdoubletthatcouples

to the up-type ferm ions). Afterthe electroweak sym m etry breaking (h�i� v=
p
2 ’ 174

GeV fortheSM ,h�i� vsin�=
p
2 fortheM SSM ),Eq.(1)givesriseto theneutrino m ass

m atrix

(m �)�� = ���
h�i2

�
=
�
U
�
m

diag
� U

y
�

��
; (2)

where U is the leptonic m ixing,or Pontecorvo-M aki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PM NS),m atrix

in the basisin which the charged lepton m assm atrix isrealand diagonal. The neutrino

m asses are contained in m diag
� = diag(m 1;m 2;m 3). The value of� m ay be taken to be

the seesaw scale,� � 1012 GeV,where the underlying 
avor structure ofthe theory is

im plem ented.However,m easurem entstakeplaceatlow scale,thereforethepredictionsof

any neutrino m assm odelhaveto beevolved down to low energy through renorm alization

group (RG)running [2,3].Asthelargem ajority ofm odelsisgenerated ata high energy,

RG e�ectsarea genericfeature.

Anotherguaranteed correction tothedim ension �veoperatorin Eq.(1)isan additional

operator ofthe sam e form but with � identi�ed as the Planck m ass M Pl = 1:2 � 1019

GeV.Since gravity does not distinguish between 
avors,the operatoris expected to be


avordem ocratic.The presence ofsuch a term in the Lagrangian givesrise to additional

contributionstotheneutrinom assm atrixaftertheelectroweak sym m etry isbroken.W hile

too sm allto be responsible forthe leading structuresofthe neutrino m assm atrix,those

Planck scalee�ectscan haveobservableconsequencesaswell[4,5,6].In thepresentpaper

weperform a com parativestudy ofboth renorm alization and Planck scalee�ects.

For this analysis we willchoose one particular and very interesting neutrino m ixing

schem ewhich iscom patiblewith alldata,thetri-bim axim alm ixing (TBM ),de�ned by [7]

U = diag(ei�1;ei�2;ei�3)

0

B
B
B
B
@

q
2

3

q
1

3
0

�

q
1

6

q
1

3
�

q
1

2

�

q
1

6

q
1

3

q
1

2

1

C
C
C
C
A

diag(e�i� 1=2;e
�i� 2=2;e

�i� 3=2): (3)

HereP � diag(e�i� 1=2;e�i� 2=2;e�i� 3=2)containstheM ajorana phases,oneofwhich can be

rephased away.W efurtherhavean additionalphasem atrixQ � diag(ei�1;ei�2;ei�3),which

isusually phased away by a rede�nition ofthecharged lepton �eldsin orderto bring U in

the standard form . Due to this,the entriesin Q have received the (possibly unfair)title

\unphysicalphases". However a com plete theory ofneutrino m asses,especially like the
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one we are considering here which hasm ore than one independentoperatorcontributing

totheneutrino m ass,m ustbeabletopredictthesephases.In thebasisin which the
avor

dem ocratic Planck scale contribution to the neutrino m assm atrix iscom pletely real,the

phases�i ofthe TBM m atrix above need notvanish. W e callthe phases�i in thisbasis

asthe\m ism atch phases" to stay clearoftheconnotation oftheword \unphysical".

TBM does by itselfneither predict the M ajorana or the unphysicalphases nor the

m agnitudes or ordering ofthe neutrino m asses. However,the m agnitudes and ordering

ofthe m asses as wellas the values ofthe M ajorana phases are crucialfor the size of

renorm alization group corrections [8,9,10,11]and the Planck scale corrections to this

m ixing schem e. M oreover,as we shallsee in the course ofthe paper,in the analysis of

Planck scale e�ects on tri-bim axim alm ixing even the m ism atch phases turn out to be

crucialto m odify any m ixing angle.Thisisa feature speci�c to TBM ,having to do with

thestructureofthecorresponding neutrino m assm atrix.In general,fora �{� sym m etric

m assm atrix [12],correctionsto �13 = 0 and �23 = �=4 require m ism atch phases to take

non-trivialvalues.

Severalinteresting m odelsgiving rise to Eq.(3)have been proposed in the literature

[13].ThepredictionsofTBM ,sin�13 = 0= cos2�23 and sin
2
�12 = 1=3,m ay becom pared

with thecurrent3� rangesoftheparam eters[14]:

0:24� sin2�12 � 0:40 ;

� 0:36� cos2�23 � 0:32 ;

jsin�13j� jUe3j� 0:20 ;

(4)

with best-�t values of0.31 for sin2�12 and zero for sin�13 and cos2�23. As far as the

neutrino m asses are concerned,oscillations experim ents are sensitive only to the m ass-

squared di�erences,which arem easured to be

7:1� 10�5 eV 2
� �m 2

� � m22 � m21 � 8:9� 10�5 eV 2
;

1:9� 10�3 eV 2
� �m 2

A � jm23 � m22j� 3:2� 10�3 eV 2
;

(5)

with thebest-�tvaluesof�m 2
� = 7:9� 10�5 eV 2 and �m 2

A = 2:5� 10�3 eV 2.Cosm ological

observationsgive an upperlim iton the neutrino m assof<� 0:5 eV [15],which isstronger

than the lim its obtained by direct searches,� 2:3 eV [16]. It is stillunknown whether

neutrinosenjoy a norm alhierarchy (NH:m 2
3 ’ �m 2

A � m 2
2 ’ �m 2

� � m 2
1),an inverted

hierarchy (IH:m 2
2 ’ m 2

1 ’ �m 2
A � m 2

3)orare quasi-degenerate (QD:m
2
3 ’ m 2

2 ’ m 2
1 �

m 2
0 � �m 2

A).

M any future planned/proposed experim ents are geared towards im proving the preci-

sion ofthe m ixing angles and m ass squared di�erences. Since thispaper deals with the

deviations ofthe m ixing angles from the presently favored TBM scenario,we list som e

ofthe future experim entalproposalswhich can be particularly suitable forthispurpose.

The precision ofsin2�12 can be considerably im proved by a dedicated reactor neutrino

experim entsituated at� 60 km corresponding to thesurvivalprobability m inim um of��e
[17,18,19]. Forinstance it was shown in [19]that with a statistics of� 60 Giga-W att
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kiloton yearand a system aticerrorof2% ,sin2�12 can bem easured to within � 5% at3�.

Theparam etersin2�23 can bedeterm ined with an accuracy of� 10% at3� depending on

thetrue valueofsin2�23 in theT2K and No�a experim ents[20,21].In whatregards�13,

the Double Chooz experim ent[22](see also [20])willim prove the 3� lim iton jUe3jfrom

itscurrentvalue0.04 to 0.01 (0.006)after2 (6)yearsofdata taking.

Theoutlineofthepaperisasfollows:westartby discussing theRG running ofTBM

analytically in Section 2.In Section 3wethen turn toPlanck scalee�ectsand pointoutin

particulartheim portanceofthem ism atch phases.Both typesofcorrectionsarediscussed

as functions ofthe neutrino m ass and the type ofordering. A num ericalanalysis and

com parison ofboth e�ectsisperform ed in Section 4.Section 5 sum m arizesour�ndings.

2 R enorm alization E�ects on Tri-bim axim alM ixing

In this Section we willstudy the e�ect ofrenorm alization group running ofthe m ixing

angleswhen athigh scalethey correspond to thetri-bim axim alm ixing.

RG e�ectson tri-bim axim alm ixing have been studied before in Refs.[23,24,25,26],

butan analysisinvolving allpossible m assvaluesand schem es isstilllacking. W e focus

here m ostly on the m axim alRG e�ects as a function ofthe neutrino m ass and willnot

conducta detailed analysisofthe in
uence ofthe M ajorana phaseson the running.This

willbeperform ed in a separatework [27].

Byinsertingtheneutrinom ixingm atrixfrom Eq.(3)inthede�nitionofm � = U �m diag
� U y,

one�nds

m � =

0

B
@

A e2i�1 B ei(�1+ �2) B ei(�1+ �3)

� 1

2
(A + B + D )e2i�2 1

2
(A + B � D )ei(�2+ �3)

� � 1

2
(A + B + D )e2i�3

1

C
A : (6)

This isthe m ostgeneralm ass m atrix generating tri-bim axim alm ixing. The param eters

A;B and D aregiven by

A =
1

3
(2m 1e

i�1 + m 2e
i�2); B =

1

3
(m 2e

i�2 � m1e
i�1); D = m 3e

i�3 : (7)

Theneutrino m assm atrix issubjectto RG evolution.Therunning ofthism atrix m ay be

described via [3]

m � ! IK I� m � I� ; (8)

where IK isa 
avorindependentfactorarising from the gauge interactionsand ferm ion-

antiferm ion loops. Thisfactordoesnotin
uence the m ixing anglesatall. The diagonal

m atrix I� isgiven by

I� = diag(e�� e;e
�� �;e

�� �)’ diag(1;1;1� ��); (9)

where

� � �
m 2

�

8�2v2
(1+ tan2�)ln

�

�
: (10)
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Here we have neglected the electron and m uon m ass (so that � e = � � = 0) and used

e�� � ’ 1� ��,since � � � 1. For instance,for tan� = 20 and �=� = 109,one has

� � ’ 0:0054.TheresultsfortheSM can beobtained by replacing thefactor(1+ tan2�)

with (� 3=2).

Note thatthe RG e�ectscorrespond to m ultiplying every entry ofthe neutrino m ass

m atrix with a realnum ber. Consequently,the overallphase ofthe entriesisnota�ected

by thecorrections.Thecorresponding \unphysicalphases" �1,�2 and �3 can thereforebe

rephased away by a rede�nition ofthecharged lepton �elds.Hence,fortheanalysisofRG

e�ectsitsu�cesto considerthem assm atrix

m � =

0

B
@

A B B

� 1

2
(A + B + D ) 1

2
(A + B � D )

� � 1

2
(A + B + D )

1

C
A : (11)

Obviously,ifthecorrection to theneutrino m assm atrix isadditiveand notm ultiplicative,

then the unphysicalphaseswillplay a role. W e willshow in the analysisofPlanck scale

e�ectsto bepresented in thenextSection thatthisindeed isthecase.

Returning to theRG e�ects,them assm atrix in (11)isgenerated by som em echanism

at a high scale �,which m ay be taken to be the typicalseesaw scale � � 1012 GeV.

Ifthe m echanism involves right-handed neutrinos, som e ofthem are expected to have

m asses above �,and we have to assum e thatthe threshold e�ects [28]do not spoilthe

TBM relationstill� (notethatadditionalunknown param eters,nam ely theentriesofthe

Dirac neutrino m ass m atrix would enter the analysis). This willbe a valid assum ption,

forexam ple,when theheavy right-handed neutrinosareexactly degenerate.Anyway,the

predictions ofthis m echanism willbe m odi�ed by the RG evolution to the low energy

scale � at which m easurem ents take place. W e take � = 103 GeV,the typicalscale of

supersym m etry breaking. Note that the dependence on the actualvalues ofthe scales

� and � is only logarithm ic,so our results are rather insensitive to the exact choice of

scales.Ifthethreshold e�ectsindeed aresizeable,ourresultscan beconsidered to beonly

conservative estim ates.

In orderto study thee�ectoftheRG correctionson them ixing angles,weem ploy the

strategy presented in [11]to diagonalizetheRG-corrected m assm atrix and obtain sim ple

expressionsfortheevolved m ixing angles

�ij ’ �
0
ij + kij� � + O (� 2

�); (12)

where�012 = arcsin
p
1=3,�013 = 0 and �023 = � �=4.W eonly quotetheresult[27]:

k12 =
1

3
p
2

jm 1 + m 2e
i�2j

2

�m 2
�

;

k23 = �

 

1

3

�
�m 2 + m 3e

i(�3�� 2)
�
�2

m 2
3 � m22

+
1

6

jm 1 + m 3e
i�3j

2

m 2
3 � m21

!

;

k13 = �
1

3
p
2

 �
�m 2 + m 3e

i(�3�� 2)
�
�2

m 2
3 � m22

�
jm 1 + m 3e

i�3j
2

m 2
3 � m21

!

:

(13)
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Using theadditionalrephasing freedom we have set�1 = 0.Notethataslong astheRG

evolutionsoftheanglesarem uch lessthan O (1),thedi�erencein allthem i=m j ratiosat

the low and high scalesisonly O (� �)[11]. Therefore forO (� �)estim ates,one m ay use

the m i valuesatthe low scale. In the num ericalcalculationswe have perform ed,the RG

evolution ofthem i [8]arealso taken into account.

Itm ay benoted thatfork12 thereisno dependenceon thethird m asseigenstateorits

M ajorana phase �3. Asexpected,k13 and k23 are governed by the inverse of�m 2
A while

k12 depends on 1=�m 2
� ,which renders ittypically larger. Ask12 isalways positive,the

solar neutrino m ixing angle always increases in the M SSM and decreases in the SM .In

contrast,k23 isnegative (positive)fora norm al(inverted)m assordering. Therefore j�23j

increasesin the M SSM and decreasesin the SM ifthe neutrino m assordering isnorm al.

Ifthe ordering is inverted,j�23jdecreases in the M SSM and increases in the SM .From

�ij = �0ij + kij� � itfollowsforjkij� �j� 1 that

sin�13 ’ k13� � ; cos2�23 ’ 2k23� � ; sin2�12 �
1

3
’
2
p
2

3
k12� � : (14)

InthenextSubsectionswewilldiscussfrom theseexpressionsthefeaturesoftherunningfor

thethreem ain typesofneutrino m assspectra:norm al(NH)and inverted (IH)hierarchy,

andquasi-degeneracy(QD).Inordertogivenum ericalestim atesoftheextentofRG e�ects,

we use the best-�t values of�m 2
� = 7:9� 10�5 eV 2,�m 2

A = 2:5� 10�3 eV 2,and choose

the phasessuch thatthe RG e�ectism axim ized. Then we furtherchoose tan� = 20 for

illustration. The resultsforthe SM can be obtained by replacing the factor(1+ tan2�)

with (� 3=2).Theoutcom eofa fullnum ericalanalysisisplotted in Figs.1,2 and 3:aswe

shallsee,they arenicely reproduced by theanalyticalestim atesto bepresented below.

2.1 N orm alH ierarchy

W estarttheestim ateswith thenorm alhierarchy.De�ning thenotation

r�

q

�m 2
� =�m

2
A ’ 0:18 ; (15)

wehavem 1 ’ 0,m 2 ’ r
p
�m 2

A and m 3 ’
p
(1+ r2)�m 2

A .From Eqs.(13,14)weget

jsin�13jN H ’

p
2

3
� �

�
�r cos(�2 � �3)+ r

2
�
�<
� 1:4� 10�6 (1+ tan2�)! 5:4� 10�4 ; (16)

wherethenum berindicated by thearrow isthevalueattan� = 20.Atm osphericneutrino

m ixing isnow non-m axim al,them ixing anglebeing given by

(cos2�23)N H ’ � ��

�

1+
4

3
r cos(�2 � �3)

�

) jcos2�23jN H <
� 1:7� 10�5 (1+ tan2�)! 6:8� 10�3 : (17)
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Note that(cos2�23)N H < 0. The solarneutrino m ixing anglesincreasesfrom sin2�12 =
1

3

by �

sin2�12 �
1

3

�

N H

’
2

9
� � ’ 3:0� 10�6 (1+ tan2�)! 1:2� 10�3 : (18)

Thus,we �nd thatforNH,the deviationsofthe anglesfrom tri-bim axim alvaluesdue to

RG correctionsare extrem ely sm alland virtually im possible to probe. Note thatallthe

three deviationsasplotted in the upperpanelsofFigs.1,2 and 3 areindependentofthe

valueofm 1 aslong asm 1 �
p
�m 2

� ’ 9� 10�3 eV.

2.2 Inverted H ierarchy

Turningtotheinverted hierarchy,usingm 2 =
p
m 2

3 + �m 2
A andm 1 =

p
m 2

3 + (1� r2)�m 2
A,

itfollowsfrom Eqs.(13,14)that

jsin�13jIH ’
m 3

p
�m 2

A

p
2

3
� � jcos(�2 � �3)� cos�3j

<
� 2:6� 10�7

�
m 3

10�3 eV

�

(1+ tan2�)! 1:0� 10�4
�

m 3

10�3 eV

�

: (19)

Thus in the inverted hierarchy, the value ofsin�13 generated through RG evolution is

proportionalto m 3,ascan beseen in thelowerpanelofFig.1.Theatm osphericneutrino

m ixing angleisgiven by

(cos2�23)IH ’ � � ’ 1:4� 10�5 (1+ tan2�)! 5:4� 10�3 ; (20)

which isindependentofm 3 aslong asm 3 �
p
�m 2

A ’ 0:05 eV.The dependence on the

M ajoranaphasesisintroduced only atorderm 3=
p
�m 2

A .Asalluded tobefore,in caseofa

norm alordering we have (cos2�23)N H < 0,while foran inverted ordering (cos2�23)IH > 0,

i.e.,RG e�ectsincreasej�23jfrom itsoriginalTBM valueof�=4foranorm alhierarchy and

decreaseitforan inverted hierarchy.In theSM thee�ectshavetheoppositesign.Finally,

thesolarneutrino m ixing angleincreasesfortheM SSM and reads

�

sin2�12 �
1

3

�

IH

’
4� �

9r2
(1+ cos�2)<� 3:9� 10�4 (1+ tan2�)! 0:15 : (21)

Even though Eq.(12)isstrictly speaking no longervalid forsuch largevaluesofj�ij� �0ijj,

the above result indicates that the running ofthe solar neutrino m ixing angle can be

dram atic,nam ely up to10�.Thiswillbecon�rm ed in Sec.4,wherewewillpresent�gures

quantifying the m axim alRG e�ect,which are obtained by num erically solving the RG

equationsfrom Ref.[8].

The leading term in Eq.(21) is suppressed when �2 ’ �. The m easured value of

j�12� �012j< 4� (orsin2�12�
1

3
� 0:07)at3� suggeststhattheobserved valueof�12 can be

used to constrain the valuesoftheabsolute neutrino m asses,the M ajorana phase �2 and

tan� in IH [23,27].In contrastto this,sin�13 and cos2�23 aretoo sm allto beobservable.
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2.3 Q uasi-degeneracy

Finally,weshallconsiderrunning forquasi-degenerateneutrinos.TheRG running forQD

isalwaysthelargest:indeed,thedeviation ofanglesfrom theirtri-bim axim alvaluesgrows

quadratically with thecom m on m assscalem 0.Using m
2
0 � �m 2

A fortheapproxim ations

and choosing m 0 = 0:2 eV forillustration,itfollowsthat

jsin�13jQ D ’

p
2

3
� �

m 2
0

�m 2
A

jcos(�2 � �3)� cos�3j<� 2:0� 10�4 (1+ tan2�)! 0:08 :(22)

Thus,testable valuesof�13 up to 5� m ay be generated. Turning to atm ospheric m ixing,

one�nds

(cos2�23)Q D ’ �
2

3
� �

m 2
0

�m 2
A

(3+ 2 cos(�2 � �3)+ cos�3)

) jcos2�23jQ D <
� 8:0� 10�4 (1+ tan2�)! 0:32 ; (23)

wherethe� sign isfornorm alordering and the+ sign forinverted ordering.Therunning

is m axim alwhen allthe M ajorana phases vanish. The value of�23 can deviate from its

m axim alvalue by up to 10�. This deviation is currently restricted by experim ents to

j�23 � �023j< 10� at3�.Therefore,m oreaccuratefuturem easurem entsof�23 can beused

toputboundson m 0;�2 and �3 [27].Thevalueof�2 m ay berestricted to�2 ’ � from the

�12 m easurem entsaswe shallsee next: the solarm ixing angle can deviate strongly from

itstri-bim axim alvalue:
�

sin2�12 �
1

3

�

Q D

’
4

9
� � (1+ cos�2)

m 2
0

�m 2
�

’ 3:0� 10�3 (1+ tan2�)(1+ cos�2): (24)

Since the m axim um value ofthe quantity
�
sin2�12 �

1

3

�
can be 0.67 one can obtain a

condition1 for the validity ofthe analytic expressions as (m 0=eV)tan� <� 4. At large

tan�,the quantity �12 can betoo largeto beaccom m odated by the data,unless�2 ’ �.

Thissim pli�esthepredictionsfortheothertwo angles:

jsin�13j
�2= �

Q D
’

2
p
2

3
� �

m 2
0

�m 2
A

jcos�3j<� 2:0� 10�4 (1+ tan2�)! 0:08 ; (25)

jcos2�23j
�2= �

Q D
’ 2� �

m 2
0

�m 2
A

�
�
�
�1�

1

3
cos�3

�
�
�
�
<
� 5:4� 10�4 (1+ tan2�)! 0:22 ; (26)

with thesign ofcos2�23 negative(positive)fornorm al(inverted)m assordering.Notethat

sin�13 can bezero if�3 = �=2,whereascos2�23 isalwaysnon-zero.

Anotherphenom enologicalim plication of�2 ’ � and quasi-degenerateneutrinosisthat

the e�ective m ass hm i= j
P

U 2
eim ijgoverning neutrinoless double beta decay [29]takes

itsm inim alpossiblevalue:

hm i
�2= �

Q D
’ m 0 cos2�12 (27)

in the�13 ! 0lim it.Thesam eform ulawith m 0 replaced by
p
�m 2

A isvalid foran inverted

hierarchy and �2 ’ �,which suppressestherunning also in thiscase(seeEq.(21)).

1The sam ecom m entsasgiven afterEq.(21)apply here.
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3 Planck Scale E�ects on Tri-bim axim alM ixing

In thisSection we willdiscuss the im plications ofPlanck scale physics on tri-bim axim al

m ixing. The existence ofthe Planck scale im plies the presence ofhigher dim ensional

non-renorm alizable interactions,am ong which the following dim ension �ve operatorisof

interestforneutrino physics:

LG r =
���

M Pl

(L� �)(L � �)+ h:c: (28)

The coupling m atrix ��� willbe assum ed to be 
avordem ocratic,since gravity doesnot

distinguish between 
avors.Afterelectroweak sym m etry breakingtheaboveoperatorleads

to a contribution to thelow energy neutrino m assm atrix m � ! m � + �m� oftheform

�m� = �

0

B
@

1 1 1

1 1 1

1 1 1

1

C
A � � � with � ’

h�i2

M Pl

’ 2:5� 10�6 eV : (29)

Theim plicationsofsuch a correction to m � havebeen noted and analyzed forinstancein

Refs.[4,5,6]. W ith � ’ 2:5� 10�6 eV �
p
�m 2

� ,itwould appearthatonly negligible

correctionsto the m ixing phenom ena can be expected. However,aswillbe seen laterin

this section,the Planck scale e�ects on �12 are governed by � m 0=�m
2
� ,which can be

substantialforquasi-degenerateneutrinos.M oreoverwestressthatthepresenceofsuch a

term isexpected on generalgroundsand itsim plicationsarethereforem odelindependent.

In order to consider allpossible corrections to a given m ixing schem e,the perturbation

(29)hasto beincluded.

Note thatthe Planck scale contribution to the neutrino m assm atrix,�m�,hasallits

elem ents realonly with a speci�c choice ofthe phases ofthe 
avor eigenstates. In this

basis,theso-called \unphysical" phasesoftheTBM m atrix (seeEq.(3))need notvanish.

These \m ism atch phases" { thephases�i in thisparticularbasis{ turn outto becrucial

in the contextofthe tri-bim axim alm ixing,since withoutthem there would be no e�ect

on them ixing anglesatall.To show this,considertheneutrino m assm atrix giving riseto

TBM in theabsenceofthe�1;2;3.Itisgiven in Eq.(11)and can bewritten as:

m � =
m 1

6
e
i�1

0

@

4 � 2 � 2

� 1 1

� � 1

1

A +
m 2

3
e
i�2

0

@

1 1 1

� 1 1

� � 1

1

A +
m 3

2
e
i�3

0

@

0 0 0

� 1 � 1

� � 1

1

A :(30)

Theneutrino with m assm 2 hasa 
avordem ocraticcontribution to thetotalm assm atrix.

This is exactly the 
avor-blind form thatthe Planck scale contribution �m � in Eq.(29)

possesses.Hence,adding �m� to Eq.(30)isequivalentto a sim plerede�nition ofm 2 as

m 2e
i�2 � ! m2e

i�2
�
1+ �� e

�i� 2

�
; (31)

where �� = 3�=m 2 � 1. Hence, only the value ofthe second neutrino m ass and its

corresponding M ajoranaphasearem odi�ed,whilethem ixing anglesand theotherm asses
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rem ainunchanged:with � ’ 2:5� 10�6 eV andm 2 � 8:4� 10�3 eV,itholdsthat�� <� 8:9� 10�4

and thee�ecton m 2 and on them asssquared di�erencesisatm ostoftheorderof0.1% .

However,in generalthesituation isdi�erentsincethem ostgeneralm assm atrix giving

rise to TBM ,as given in Eq.(6),contains the phases �i. The new addition ofa 
avor

dem ocratic sm allperturbation to the neutrino m assm atrix cannotbe com pensated any-

m ore by a rede�nition ofm 2e
i�2. Thisisbecause itisnotpossible to write m � in term s

oftheindividualm assesasin Eq.(30),i.e.,theelem entsofthem atrix m ultiplying m 2e
i�2

are com plex num bers. The corrections to TBM from the Planck scale e�ects are then

nontrivial2,and henceforth we shallconsiderthisgeneralscenario. Note thatthough the

vanishing ofthe m ism atch phases isa specialcase,itm ay be relevant while postulating

sym m etriesatthehigh scalethatgovern thestructureofthem assterm s.

W ewould liketo m akea few rem arksatthisstage:

� Theso-called \unphysical"phases,thatareusually absorbed in thephasesofcharged

leptons while constructing the leptonic m ixing m atrix,indeed are not well-de�ned

outside the contextofa theory ofneutrino m asses. However,a com plete theory of

neutrino m asses has to predict the m agnitudes and phases ofallthe term s in the

neutrino m assm atrix,and hencein them ixing m atrix U from Eq.(3),oncea choice

forthephasesofneutrino 
avoreigenstateshasbeen m ade.Such a choice hasbeen

m ade while writing the realdem ocratic m atrix �m� in Eq.(29). Hence it should

notbe surprising thatsom e ofthe predictionsofthe theory { like the valuesofthe

m ixing angles{ do indeed depend on them ism atch phases;

� The argum entpresented here regarding the vanishing ofPlanck e�ectson allthree

m ixing anglesand them assesm 1;3 with vanishing m ism atch phasesisspeci�cto the

TBM scenario,wherethem assm atrix includesa
avorblind term .However,sim ilar

results based on sym m etries can be obtained in m ore generalcases. Forexam ple,

TBM m ixing isa specialcase of�{� sym m etry ofthe m ass m atrix,which im plies

theform (including them ism atch phases)[12]:

m
���
� =

0

@
A e2i�1 B ei(�1+ �2) B ei(�1+ �3)

� D e2i�2 E ei(�2+ �3)

� � D e2i�3

1

A ; (32)

whereA;B ;D ;E de�ne�12,theneutrinosm assesand M ajorana phases.Dueto the

equality ofthe e� and e� elem ents,as wellas ofthe �� and �� elem ents,m axi-

m alatm ospheric m ixing and vanishing Ue3 results. Note now thatthe Planck scale

contribution �m� from Eq.(29)is also �{� sym m etric. Hence,adding �m� to the

�{� sym m etricm atrix in caseofvanishing �1;2;3 willkeep thetotalm assm atrix �{�

sym m etric and the valuesUe3 = cos2�23 = 0 willnotbe changed. In orderforthe

2 It hasbeen noted [30]thatthe tri-bim axim alm ixing scenario and Q uark-Lepton Com plem entarity

scenarios[31],which link the CK M and PM NS m atrices,generatebasically thesam esin2 �12.W e rem ark

herethatthe Q LC scenarioswillbe a�ected by Planck scalee�ectseven ifthe phases�i vanish.
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Planck e�ectsto changethevaluesoftheseanglesthem ism atch phasesarerequired

notto vanish;

� thenetorderofm agnitudeofPlanck e�ectsshould stay thesam eeven ifwetakethe

elem entsofthedem ocraticm atrix �m� from Eq.(29)tobeO (1),and notnecessarily

exactly equal.

Now wewillconsiderthegeneralcaseofallpossiblephasesin theneutrinom assm atrix

and study theresulting e�ectofthePlanck scalecontribution forthem ixinganglesin case

ofTBM .Towardsthisend,wefollow theform alism of[5]to calculatethedeviationsofthe

m ixing anglesfrom theirTBM values.W eusetheshorthand notation

M ij = � (U T �U)ij ; (33)

such thatM ij incorporatesallthe�i dependenceand a partofthe�i dependence.In gen-

eral,theelem entsofM ij areO (�).To a good approxim ation,them asssquared di�erence

m 2
3 � m21 doesnotchangedueto thePlanck scalee�ects.In thislim itone�ndsthat[5]

�Ue3 ’
X

i= 1;2

Uei

�
<(M i3)

m 3e
i�3 � mie

i�i
� i

=(M i3)

m 3e
i�3 + m ie

i�i

�

; (34)

�U�3 ’
X

i= 1;2

U�i

�
<(M i3)

m 3e
i�3 � mie

i�i
� i

=(M i3)

m 3e
i�3 + m ie

i�i

�

: (35)

These quantities can be related to the Planck-corrected m ixing angles after electroweak

sym m etry breaking through

jsin�13j = j�Ue3j; (36)

cos2�23 = 1� 2 sin2�23 ’ 1� 2jU�3 + �U�3j
2
’ � 2

p
2j�U�3jcos��3 ; (37)

where ��3 is the relative phase between U�3 and �U�3. W e see that the deviation from

m axim alatm osphericneutrino m ixing can go in eitherdirection.

W e can estim ate the size ofthe Planck scale contribution to be atm ostofthe order

�=(m 3 � m1)forj�Ue3jand j�U�3j. Forneutrinos with a norm alhierarchy and m 1 = 0,

thisquanti�esto �=
p
�m 2

A ’ 6� 10�5 ,and isthusnegligibly sm all.An inverted hierarchy

with m 3 = 0givesthesam eresult.Thelargeste�ectcan beexpected forquasi-degenerate

neutrinos,in which case the correctionsare atm ostoforder� m 0=�m
2
A ’ 5� 10�4 . W e

haveinserted hereforillustration avalueofm 0 = 0:4 eV forthecom m on m assscale.Note

thatthecorrectionshere areproportionalto m 0,asopposed to m
2
0 in thecase oftheRG

running.

The m odi�cationsofthe m ixing anglesdepend on the valuesofthe M ajorana phases

(as for radiative corrections) but in particular also on the m ism atch phases. The full

expressionsforEqs.(34,35)are ratherlengthy and notvery instructive. An exam ple we

giveisforthenorm alhierarchy,in which caseonecan roughly estim ate

j�Ue3j’
p
2

�
�
�
�sin

�
�2 � �3

2

��
�
�
�

�
p
�m 2

A

and j�U�3j’
jsin(�2 � �3)j

p
2

�
p
�m 2

A

: (38)
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The M ajorana phases appearonly atO (r�=
p
�m 2

A). These expressions show explicitly

thatforvanishing m ism atch phases�i thecorrectionsto them ixing anglesvanish.

Asin thecaseoftheradiativecorrections,thecorrectionsto them ixing angles�ij are

approxim ately inversely proportionalto the m asssquared di�erence �m 2
ij,and therefore

onem ay expectam oresizablecorrection to�12 than to�13 and �23.Thecontribution from

thePlanck scaleto Ue2 is[5]

�Ue2 ’
Ue1

�m 2
�

�
<(M 12)jm 1 + m 2e

i�2j� i=(M12)jm 1 � m2e
i�2j

�
; (39)

where there is only one term because for TBM Ue3 = 0 holds before the Planck scale

e�ectsare included. Note thatin the above expression,the m i and �i are de�ned before

thePlanck scalee�ectsareswitched on,whereas�m 2
� istaken tobeafterthePlanck scale

e�ectsareswitched on.If�m 2
� doesnotchangem uch duetothePlanck scalee�ects,then

jm 1� m2e
i�2j=�m 2

� ’ 1=jm 1� m2e
i�2jand �Ue2 could bewritten in thesam eform asthe

expressionsfor�Ue3 and �U�3.Fortheanalyticalestim ates,wewillassum ethatthisisthe

case.Thenum ericalanalysisin thenextSection willnotm akethisassum ption.However,

theexpressionsobtained herearequitecloseto thefullresult.

Sincesin�12 ’ jUe2 + �Ue2j,thequantity in Eq.(39)can berelated to thedeviation of

thesolarm ixing anglevia

sin2�12 � 1=3’ jUe2 + �Ue2j
2
� 1=3’

2
p
3
j�Ue2jcos�e2 ; (40)

where�e2 istherelative phasebetween Ue2 and �Ue2.The deviation can thushaveeither

sign asin thecaseoftheatm osphericneutrino m ixing angle,

Ifinitially m 1 = 0 (norm alhierarchy),onecan estim atej�Ue2j<� �=
p
�m 2

� ’ 3� 10�4 .

An inverted hierarchy leadsto a largercorrection,j�Ue2j<� 2�
p
�m 2

A=�m
2
� ’ 4� 10�3 .

Hence,in contrastto thecorrectionsto �13 and �23,thedeviation ofsolarneutrino m ixing

from 1/3 issensitive to whether neutrinos are norm ally orinversely ordered. Forquasi-

degenerate neutrinositfollowsfrom Eq.(39)thatj�Ue2j’ � m 0=�m
2
� ’ 10�2 ,where we

haveagain used m 0 = 0:4 eV.W ith m 2
0 � �m 2

� ,wecan write

j�Ue2j’
2

3
p
3

� m 0

�m 2
�

j2cos2�01 � cos2�02 + cos(�01 + �02)� cos2�03 + cos(�01 + �03)� 2 cos(�02 + �03)j;

(41)

where �0i � �i� �2=4. Thisquantity,asitshould,vanishesfor�1;2;3 = 0. The function

ofthe �1;2;3 inside the j:::jabove has a m axim alvalue of’ 6:36 and therefore j�Ue2j<�
2:5� m 0=�m

2
� ’ 0:03 form 0 = 0:4 eV.Thus,with them axim aldeviation being sin2�12 �

1

3
’ (2=

p
3)j�Ue2jitfollowsthatthe deviation of�12 from itsTBM value due to Planck

scale e�ectscan be up to 10 % or2�{3�. M oreover,asshown in Eq.(40),thisdeviation

can be in eitherdirection depending on the relative phase �e2,which in turn dependson

theM ajorana phases�i aswellason them ism atch phases�i.
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Ifwe now wantto incorporate both the RG aswellasthe Planck scale e�ectson �12,

thepredictionsarethusuncertain by 2�{3� in theabsenceofany knowledgeofthe�i.This

would relax som e ofthe constraints on m 0;�2 and tan� thathave been obtained in the

literatureby requiring theanglesatthelow scale to becom patiblewith theexperim ents.

Tobem orequantitative,them axim aldeviation from theinitialvalueof�12 = arcsin
p
1=3

foranorm alorderingisbelow 0:1� form 1 < 0:02eV.Form 1 = 0:1eV thechangecan beup

to 0:6� and then itincreaseslinearly with theneutrino m ass,forinstance 3� form 1 = 0:5

eV.Ifneutrinosareinversely ordered,thechangeisup to0:3� even foravanishingm 3,and

startstoincreaselinearly with theneutrino m assform 3
>
� 0:01eV.Ifradiativecorrections

are used to setconstraintson the param eters,then one should take thisuncertainty into

account,which would weaken thecorresponding lim its.

One m ight wonderatthispointwhether one can generate successfulphenom enology

starting with bim axim alneutrino m ixing [32],i.e.,with Planck scale contributions per-

turbing an initial3 sin2�12 =
1

2
.W echecked num erically thatin orderto obey thecurrent

3� lim it ofsin2�12 � 0:4,neutrinos should be heavier than 1.4 eV,i.e.,in con
ict with

the already very tightneutrino m asslim itsfrom cosm ology.Since the RG e�ectstend to

increase�12,even theiraddition cannotsalvagethescenario.

4 N um ericalR esults and D iscussion

In Figs.1,2and 3weshow them axim alpossiblevaluesoftheinitially vanishingquantities

jsin�13j,jcos2�23jandjsin
2
�12�

1

3
jgeneratedfrom RG e�ectsandfrom Planckscalee�ects,

asa function ofthe sm allestneutrino m assfornorm aland inverted m assordering. The

FiguresforM SSM and SM aregenerated by num erically solving theRG equationsin the

sm all�13 lim it[8]. W e have chosen in case ofthe M SSM tan� = 20 and tan� = 5. The

relativem agnitudeofthedeviationsbetween thesetwocasesshould be(1+ 52)=(1+ 202)’

0:065,which iscon�rm ed by theplot.Also given in theplotsarethem axim alRG e�ects

in theSM .Asfarasthem ixing anglesareconcerned,forallpracticalpurposestheresults

for SM can be obtained from the ones ofM SSM with tan� = 20 by m ultiplying them

with j(� 3=2)=(1+ 202)j’ 0:0037.W e also indicate the present3� boundson the m ixing

param eters.

The RG running in SM isfound to be very sm all. Even forvalues ofm 0 in the QD

regim e the running stayswithin the present3� lim itforallthree quantities. ForM SSM

the running ism uch stronger,especially forhighervaluesoftan� and in theQD regim e.

Forjsin2�12 �
1

3
jthereisa plateau at� 0.67 in theQD regim ewhich correspondsto the

m axim um possibledeviation of2/3in thisquantity.Asweareplottingtheabsolutevalues

oftheobservables,westressagain thatsin2�12�
1

3
isalwayslargerthan zeroin theM SSM .

The sam e holdsforcos2�23 in case ofa inverted ordering,whereasfora norm alordering

cos2�23 isnegative.FortheSM thesignsarereversed.Fortheinverted orderingand sm all

m asses(m 3
<
� 0:01eV),thedeviation sin2�12�

1

3
isroughly twoordersofm agnitudelarger

than thatforthenorm alordering.

3See also [6]fora discussion on Planck scalee�ectson bim axim alm ixing.
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Note that since we show the m axim ale�ects,the RG running beyond the 3� lim its

in the Figure doesnotim ply thatthe corresponding neutrino m assvaluesare ruled out.

Rather,itim pliesthattheM ajorana phasescan beconstrained iftheneutrino m asseslie

in thecorresponding range.

TheFiguresalsoshow them axim alpossiblevaluesoftheabovethreequantitiesjsin�13j,

jcos2�23jand jsin
2
�12�

1

3
jduetoPlanck scalee�ects.They wereobtained by num erically

diagonalizing a m assm atrix leading to TBM to which a 
avor-blind Planck perturbation

wasadded.Itistobenoted thatthevaluesofcos2�23 and sin
2
�12�

1

3
aresym m etricabout

zero:depending on thevaluesoftheM ajorana phases�i and them ism atch phases�i,the

Planck-corrected valuesofm ixing anglescan go in eitherdirection.Thusthesee�ectscan

either replenish or deplete the RG e�ects. The m inim um values ofthe three quantities

plotted in theFigurecan bezero forsuitablechoicesofthephases�i and �i.

Letuscom pareboth thee�ects:

� sin�13: the Planck e�ects can be larger than the RG e�ects in the SM unless the

neutrino m assesareaboveroughly 0.3 eV.RecallthatthePlanck correctionsforQD

neutrinosareproportionaltom 0,whereastheRG correctionsareproportionaltom 2
0.

Fora norm alordering thePlanck e�ectsarealwayslessthan them axim alcorrection

oftan� = 20 butcan exceed the correctionsfortan� = 5 ifm 1
<
� 0:01 eV.Foran

inverted ordering Planck scalee�ectscan exceed thecorrectionsfortan� = 20 (5)if

m 3
<
� 0:0005 (0.01)eV;

� jcos2�23j:thePlanck e�ectscan belargerthan theRG e�ectsin theSM unlessthe

neutrino m asses are above roughly 0.1 eV.They are always lessthan the m axim al

correction oftan� = 20 and tan� = 5;

� jsin2�12 �
1

3
j:thePlanck e�ectscan belargerthan theRG e�ectsin theSM unless

the neutrino m assesare above roughly 0.5 eV.They are alwaysbelow the m axim al

correction oftan� = 20 and can exceed thecorrectionsfortan� = 5 ifneutrinosare

norm ally ordered and m 1
<
� 0:01 eV.

5 C onclusions and Sum m ary

W ehavestudied therenorm alization group and Planck scalecorrectionstoneutrinom ixing

anglesin the tri-bim axim alm ixing scenario. Both these correctionsneed to be included

whilecom paringthelow energyneutrinom ixingdatawithanypostulated highscalem ixing

scenario.

W e give approxim ate expressionsforthe valuesofm ixing anglesatlow scale starting

from tri-bim axim alm ixing athigh scale forNH,IH and QD scenarioswith RG running

in the SM and the M SSM .W e also plot the m axim um RG e�ects as a function ofthe

sm allestneutrino m assforthese scenarios. W e �nd thatin the SM the RG running has

a negligible e�ect on the m ixing angles. In the M SSM with large tan�,while NH still

givesunobservably sm alldeviationsforallthe m ixing angles,IH iscapable ofgenerating
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signi�cantrunning for�12. In fact,m atching �12 with the data requires constraining the

M ajorana phasesand tan� already atthepresentstage.FortheQD scenario therunning

forallthe three casescan be strong. The running dependscrucially on the valuesofthe

M ajorana phases and the neutrino m ass scale: the corrections in the QD scenario grow

asm 2
0.Precision m easurem entsofneutrino m ixing anglesin futureexperim entsshould be

ableto putfurtherconstraintson them assscaleand M ajorana phasesifoneassum esthe

TBM scenario.

ForthePlanck scalee�ectweassum ea
avordem ocraticdim ension �veoperatoratthe

Planck scale thatcontributesto the neutrino m assafterelectroweak sym m etry breaking.

W e show that the corrections to the m ixing angles can be quanti�ed in term s of the

\m ism atch phases" �i,which are the values ofthe so-called \unphysical" phases in the

basiswehavechosen.Dueto thespecialstructureoftheneutrino m assm atrix giving rise

to tri-bim axim alm ixing,non-zero valuesofthesephasesarerequired forany Planck e�ect

on the m ixing angles and the m asses m 1 and m 3. In general,ifPlanck scale e�ects are

added to a �{� sym m etricm assm atrix then correctionsto vanishing Ue3 and m axim al�23
areonly possibleiftheunphysicalphaseshavenon-trivialvalues.

Inthem ostgeneralcasewhenthem ism atch phasesarenon-vanishing,thePlancke�ects

m aketheotherwisevanishingquantitiessin�13,cos2�13 andsin
2
�12�

1

3
grow alm ostlinearly

with theneutrino m assscalem 0 forquasi-degenerateneutrinos.Thee�ectsarein general

largestfor�12.Even with alargevalueofO (eV)fortheneutrinom asses,sin�13 and cos2�23
hardly exceed 10�3 ,and hencearevirtually im possibleto probeexperim entally.However,

deviationsofsin2�12 from 1=3 can besizable,oftheorderof0:1(m 0=eV).Deviationsofa

few degreesarethusallowed when neutrinosarequasi-degenerate.Thisdeviation islarger

than theresolution ofthefutureprecision �12 experim ents,and can bem easured.

An interesting possibility,though hardly realizable in practice,is the following: sup-

poseonehasm easured deviationsfrom tri-bim axim alm ixing and knowsthevaluesofthe

M ajorana phasesand possibly oftan�.In thiscaseany additionalcorrection beyond the

RG e�ectsto the m ixing angleswillstem from the Planck scale e�ects. Asthese depend

on them ism atch phases,onecould in principleextractsom einform ation on thesephases.

M oreover,ifsupersym m etry isnotrealized in nature,then the RG running issuppressed

but the Planck scale e�ects can nevertheless in
ict a sizable perturbation to the solar

neutrino m ixing angle,which can help usgeta handleon thesephases.

In the case ofthe RG running,the signs ofthe correction to the m ixing angles are

predictable.Forexam plein M SSM ,�12 alwaysincreasesfrom itshigh scalevalue,whereas

j�23jincreases(decreases)fornorm al(inverted)hierarchy.In the case ofthePlanck scale

e�ects,thesign ofcos2�23 and sin
2
�12� 1=3dependson allofthephasespresent,including

the m ism atch phaseswhich willneed a com plete theory ofneutrino m assesfortheirpre-

diction. Therefore the Planck e�ectscan eitherenhance orcom pensate the RG running.

Constraining neutrino param eters due to running m ight therefore be not as straightfor-

ward asisusually done. Ifthe neutrino m assis0.5 (0.2)eV,then the m odi�cation from

Planck scalee�ectsto �12 can benearly 3
� (1�),which would weaken theconstraints.Note

thatsuch a relaxation ofconstraintsisapplicablenotonly forTBM ,butforany neutrino

m ixing scenario.
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