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A bstract

M otivated by existing and recent data on possbl neutrino oscillations, we pro—
pose a m odel of four light neutrinos (.; ; , and a shgkt g) wih a pattem of
m asses and m ixing derivable from a discrete Z 5 sym m etry and the seesaw m echanian .
Atm ospheric neutrino oscillations occur betw een and as pseudo-D irac partners;
w hereas solar neutrino oscillations occur between o and g, a linear combination of
which ism asslkss. A dditional oscillations m ay occur between . and to account for
the recent observation ofthe LSND (Liquid Scintillator N eutrino D etector) experin ent.
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T he physics of light neutrinos appears poised on the edge of m a pr discoveries. M any
hints have accum ulated over the past years tow ardsnonzerom assesand avorm ixing ofthese
special elem entary ferm ions w ithout charge. They include the solar neutrino de citfl}], the
atm ospheric neutrino anom aly ], the need for a cosn ologicalhot dark m atter com ponent (3],
and nally theexcessof | . events cbserved recently by the LSND (Ligquid Scintillator
N eutrino D etector) experin ent4]. If all these strands are put together in a total picture,
along w ith the nonobservations ofneutrinolss double -decay]and any depletion of reactor
antineutrinos (such as from the Bugey experim ent[§]), one is led naturally to a variation of
a sin ple scenarivo already proposed{l]. W e o er in this paper a theoretical understanding of
this speci ¢ scenario in term s ofa hierarchical seesaw m odelofthem asses and avorm ixing

of four light neutrinos w ith an assum ed discrete Zs symm etry.

W e recount the constraints from the above cbservations. In a two-oscillator picture n—
volring ., the solarneutrino de cit favorseither oftwom atterenhanced oscillation solutions
with mZ 10 ¢ to0 10 ° ev?, sin®2 . 5 10 ° and with m? 10 ° to 10 * ev?,
sh®*2 . > 04 or a vacuum oscillation solution with m? 10 *° ev?, sin?2 . > 0:5.
Here mZ isthe di erence of the squares of the two neutrino masses and . is the m -
Ing angk between . and another light neutrno . The atm osoheric neutrino anom aly

can be understood In a two-oscillator scenario involing and another neutrino w ih

m? 10 2 ev? and sin®2 = O (1). The LSND resuls, on the other hand, suggest
m? 05 10 ev? and sin®2 . 6 3) 10 3 once again in a two-oscillator picture.
Tt is clear that w ith only the three known neutrino avors ( .; ; ), we cannot explain all

three m?’s. The orders of m agnitude of the Jatter are too disparate to be explained even
by invoking three— avor oscillations. W e are thus prom pted by the need to explain allofthe
above to add a singkt neutrino g which is by itself noninteracting, but w ill be allowed to

m ix with the other neutrinos. In this way, we are also abl to consider the coan ologically



desirable requirem ent 3] that the m asses of the usual three neutrinos sum up to about 5 &V .

W ith four neutrinos as suggested above, there is a sin ple hierarchical situation Involving
only two-oscillator scenariosB]. Let and be nearly degenerate w ith m asses of about
25 eV each and close to maxin alm ixing. The m? here is about 10 ? eV2. The shglkt
neutrino g hasamass oforder 10 ® &V whereas . is very much lighter but m ixeswith ¢
aswellas by snall am ounts. In this scenario, because . is lighter than , there isa
potential con ict w ith rapid neutron capture (rprocess) in Type II supemovae . H owever,
if the hierarchy is inverted fI(] to avoid this problem , then . isa f&w €V in mass and the
constraint of neutrinoless doubke -decay thatm _ < 0:68 &V {11] cannot be satis ed. G iven
the m anifold uncertainties of the rprocess calculation in a hot-bubbl scenario, we choose

to disregard i In favor ofthe double -decay constraint.

W e view the large m ixing but sn allm ass splitting of  and as suggestive of their
pseudoD irac origin. W e also envisage a masskss . and a very light 5 astwo M aprana
neutrinos with a an allm ixing. A uni ed seesaw m odel of these hierarchicalm asses would
need a D irac seesaw [12] for the orm er pairwith am ininum 4 4 m atrix and a M aprana
seesaw |[3] for the latter pair with a mininum 3 3 matrix. An additional sm all m ixing
between these two sectors is necessary for understanding the LSND results and can only

com e from both m atrices being subm atrices ofone 7 7 neutrino m ass m atrix.

Ttmay appeardi cult at st sight to construct a m odel of the Jepton sector generating
naturally a m assm atrix w ith the above requirem ents from a symm etry. H owever, as shown
below , a reasonably sin ple m odel does em erge if one supplem ents the standard SU (2),

U (1)y ekctroweak gauge symm etry with a discrete Z5 symm etry 14] which m ight be the
product of a m ore findam ental underlying theory. This discrete sym m etry w ill be broken
spontaneously resulting in the appearance of dom ain walls. However, it is now known [15]

that higherdim ensional operators, induced at the P landk scale, can m ake such dom ain walls



collapse very quickly after form ation so that we need not consider thisasa potentialproblem .

Wetakethe Zs elmentstobe ! 2,! 1,1,!,and !'? with ! ° = 1. Let the three ¥pton
fam ilies of keft-handed electroweak doubltsbedenoted by ( ;1 ), ,wih = e; ; .Letthe
three right-handed charged lepton singlets 1z be accom panied by four right-handed neutrino
singlets ( z ; szr). The Zs transform ations of the lptons bearing subscripts e; ; ;S are
chosen tobe 1, ! 2, !'?, ! ! respectively. The scalar sector is assum ed to consist of two
doublkts 1= (1; %), 2= (3; ) and a complex singkt ° transbrm ingasl1,! %, and

! regpectively. The charged Jpton m assm atrix linking 1;, and 1yz isnow ofthe fom

2 3
a 0 d
Ml=§eb02; @)
0O 0 ¢

w here the diagonalentries a;b;c com e from the nonzero vacuum expectation value of ¢ and
the o -diagonal entries d;e com e from that of g T he zeros of this m atrix are protected
at tree level by the assum ed discrete Zs symm etry. A s it stands, this m ass m atrix show s
possbl e, 1 but very little e, 1 M xing. There could be substantial eg r M xing,

but that is not cbservable as far as vector gauge interactions are concemed.

Tuming to the neutrino sector, we nd themassm atrix spanning e, 1, 1©.s ers R 7

rsand gr to be given by

2 3
0 0 mi g 0
0 0 0 0 m,
0 0 0 m -~ m s

M = m 0 m; M, 0 0 m g4 ’ )
meg Mo 0 0 mg M, 0

4 0 0 m s 0 M, mgyg m55

0 0 0 m 4 0 ms 0

wherem ;;m ,;m 3 come from h 94, mg;m, from h i, m4;my from h %4, ms;mg from h %4,
and M ;M , are allowed m ass temm s even in the absence of sym m etry breaking. The zeros

are again protected at tree level by the assum ed discrete Z 5 symm etry.



Note rstthatM has one zero m ass eigenvalue, corresponding to an eigenstate which
ismostly . aswe will show. In the absence of symm etry breaking, all the m ’s are zero
and we have only M ; and M ,, corresponding to one m assive M aprana ferm ion and one
m assive D irac ferm ion respectively. These allowed m asses can be very heavy and w ill act as
the anchors for the seesaw m echanisn s which generate the requisite an all neutrino m asses
of our model. Note that the 4 4 submatrix scanning o, 1, 1, and gy is Inde=ed

dentically zero, even In the presence of sym m etry breaking.

Consider now the situation where only m ,;m 3 arem ade nonzero in addiion toM ;M ,.
Then we have a D irac seesaw m ass m ,m ;=M , for and , whereas . and 5 ramain
m asskss. ThusM hasa glbalvectorU (1) symm etry aswellastwo chiralU (1) sym m etries
In this case. If the other m ’s are also m ade nonzero, then these symm etries are broken
except of course for that corresponding to the zero m ass eigenvalue noted before. Hence it
is naturalfl§] to assum e that these otherm ’s are much sn aller in m agnitude than m,;m 3
which are In tum much snallerthan M ;M ,. A s it tumsout, we also need to m ake the ratio
m 1=m 4 snall because it corresponds to s m xing for explaining solar neutrino data.

To sum m arize, we assum e

M1I<< Mygsem80]<< Mozi<< Mipdk 3)

Forvery largeM ;M ,, the seesaw reduction ofM yieldsthe follow ing 4 4 m assm atrix

spanning sg, ers 1sand g

2 3 2 3
m; mm; 0 mgmy 0 MsMg MoMs 0
M O 1 g mim, m? 0 mmy 1 gmsmg 0 0 msm g @
M14 0 0 0 0 5 M24 m,m g 0 0 momsz §
msgm-; mm-, O m?3 0 msMg mMom3 0

Taking them ,m =M , entries In the above m assm atrix to be dom Inant, it is easily seen that

a further seesaw reduction yields a 2 2 matrix spanning only gsg and o wih elments



given by the upperJeft-comer subm atrix proportionalto 1=M ;. To nd the eigenvalues °

ofM ° which wedenoteby =M M ,, we write down its characteristic equation :

3 2 2 2 2
0 = £ Mo,mi+mj+m?3)
2, 2.2 22 22 22
Mimims+moms+msme+ msmg)+ 2M M ommgmms+ msm-o)]

+MM,mmimi+mi)+ msmy; msm;) @3+ mi)g: ©)

U sing the m ass hierarchy assum ed In Eq. (3), the four eigenvalues are easily obtained:

0
Y 6)
2
m

0 4

= — (7)
2 Ml’ I
o _ mpmz m3 . 1 m2m§+m3m% ] 8)
3 M2 2M1 2M2 m s m, :
o myms; m?3 1 m2m§+m3m§' ©)
4 M2 2M1 2M2 m 3 m o,

T he corresponding m ass eigenstates are then related to the interaction eigenstates by

2 3 2 P — p_32 3
g mq{=m 4 1 m s=m 3 2 m s=m 3 2 1
— r—
g e%zg 1 ml;m4 m6l=n1})2§2 m61:m2§2%§ 2%: 10)
m = = =
4 5 4 6 2 p_ pZ 54 35
0 m s=In 3 1= 2 1= 2 4

In Egs. (6) to (10) we have consistently retained only the leading tem s.

W e now have our desired pattem of neutrino m asses and m ixing. W e see that  and
are pseudo-D irac partners w ith m ass di erence squared given by

2m %m ,m 5
mi, = ———: (1)
MM,

The singlet neutrino g ismostly , which hasa snallm ass, whereas . ismostly ; which
ism asskss. Their m ixing is given by m ;=m 4. Furthem ore, oscillates to . with m ixing
given by m ¢=m , as shown by Eq. (10). For illustration, et M 1 = M, = 100 Te&V, m, = 10

MeV, m3=25M&V,m;=05MeV, mg= 04Me&V, m;= 0:6Me&V,andm; = 20 keV ; then



thecommonmassof and ism,m3=M,= 25eV,themassof g ismi=M ;=25 10 3
&V, mi, =18 10 ?ev?, . smixingism;=m,= 004, . m ixing ism ¢=m , = 0:04,
yieding an e ective sin*2 = 64 10 ° i either case as indicated by the solarneutrino and

LSND data.

W ith fur light neutrinos, the nuclkosynthesis bound{l7] of N < 33 is an in portant
constraint. A fthough ¢ is a singkt neutrino, it m xeswih . and may contrbute signi —
cantly to N through oscillations. H owever, for the m atterenhanced nonadiabatic . 3
oscillations which explain the solardata, this isnot a problem [1§]. N ote that ifwe had m ade
m; >> my4 Instead, then ¢ would be m ostly m asskss and the resulting soenario would be
excluided by nuclkosynthesis. By the sam e token, if we had tried to lt oscillate into ¢
to explain the atm ospheric neutrino data, i would also be In con ict w ith nuckosynthesis.
These requirem ents are su cient to pin down uniguely our m odel of four light neutrinos
provided we restrict ourselves to only two-oscillator e ectsf] and the viewpomt that two
aln ost degenerate neutrinos should be pseudo-D irac. O f course, this oroes us to have m ax—
in alm ixing in the sector and we must disregard part of the Frejus data[19], but if
a analler e ective sh?2 (say 0.7) is desired, then the underlying symm etry as well as the
m echanism for generating M ° becom e much m ore com plicated {]]. As it is, allwe need is a

discrete Z s symm etry and the seesaw m echanian .

A though . m ixing is very am all as given by Eq. (10), it m ay instead com e from
the charged-lepton m assm atrix ofEqg. (1). Hence ourm odel can also accom m odate such an
e ect. Because two di erent H iggs doublets contribute to the Jpton m assm atrices, avor-
changing neutralcurrent processes do occur via the exchange of scalar bosons. For exam ple,

! e ispossble, but because allthe Yukawa couplings are suppressed in thism odel, these

are allnegligble as far as present experin ental bounds are concemed.

R egarding the H iggs sector which consists of two doublets and a singlkt, it can be shown



that the In position of our discrete Z 5 sym m etry actually results In a continuous U (1) sym —
m etry which is of course broken in the Yukawa sector as ° couples both to & sr and
r = . Thismeans that a pssudo-G oldstone boson appears w ith a m ass of order m s=4
which is too am all to be com patdbl with present data. To avoid this problm , a smplk
solution is to enlarge the scalar sectorw ith a real singlet ( and a neutral com plex singlt
transfom ing under Zs as 1 and ! ? respectively. In order that they do not couple directly to
the Jptons, they are also assum ed to be odd under an extra discrete Z, symm etry. Because
ofthe newly allowed tets 5, » , o 2 ,and g o, there isno longer any unwanted U (1)

symm etry In this case and all the scalar bosons can be heavy.

The 4 4 neutrino massm atrix given by Eq. (4) is sin ilar but not identical to those
ofRef. [7]. W e assum e that and to be pssudo-D irac partners w hereas Peltoniem i and
Valke took and a linear combination of and ., while Caldwell and M ochapatra did
not consider them as pseudo-D irac partmers at all. Ourm odel also di ers in that we have
a m asskss eigenvalie In the neutrino m ass m atrix and they do not. However, the m ost
In portant di erence is n how we realize the desired form of the massmatrix. W e use a
sin ple discrete Z5 symm etry and the seesaw m echanisn whereas both papers of Ref. [7]
require m ore com plicated sym m etries as well as radiative m echanian s for m ass generation.
Hence their scalar sectors are much m ore Involved and contain m any particles of exotic
hypercharge w hereaswe have only the usualdoublts and neutral singlets. P resum ably, these
are experin entally accessible at the electrow eak energy scale and would serve asdiscrin inants

of one m odel against another.

In conclusion, we have shown that with all present desiderata, a sin ple m odel of four
light neutrinos can be constructed w ith pairw ise oscillations explaining the solar neutrino
de cit (. s ), the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly ( ), and the LSND cbservation

( o). Ifthe m? ofthe last experin ent is indeed 6 eV ?, then there is also the coam ological



connection of neutrinos as candidates for hot dark m atter, though that would be in m arginal
con ict with another neutrino experin ent(]. If the experin ental inputs chosen by us do
Indeed stand the test of tin e, the m atrix ofEq. (2) w ith the hierarchy ofEq. (3) could well

be the harbinger of a com plete theory of neutrino m asses and m ixing.
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