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A bstract

M otivated by existing and recent data on possible neutrino oscillations,we pro-

pose a m odeloffour light neutrinos (�e;��;��,and a singlet �S) with a pattern of

m assesand m ixing derivablefrom a discreteZ5 sym m etry and theseesaw m echanism .

Atm ospheric neutrino oscillations occurbetween �� and �� aspseudo-Dirac partners;

whereas solar neutrino oscillations occur between �e and �S,a linear com bination of

which ism assless.Additionaloscillationsm ay occurbetween �e and �� to accountfor

therecentobservation oftheLSND (Liquid ScintillatorNeutrinoDetector)experim ent.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9504342v2


The physics oflight neutrinos appears poised on the edge ofm ajor discoveries. M any

hintshaveaccum ulated overthepastyearstowardsnonzerom assesandavorm ixingofthese

specialelem entary ferm ionswithoutcharge. They include the solarneutrino de�cit[1],the

atm osphericneutrinoanom aly[2],theneed foracosm ologicalhotdark m attercom ponent[3],

and �nally theexcessof��� ! ��e eventsobserved recently by theLSND (Liquid Scintillator

Neutrino Detector)experim ent[4]. Ifallthese strands are put together in a totalpicture,

alongwith thenonobservationsofneutrinolessdouble�-decay[5]and anydepletion ofreactor

antineutrinos(such asfrom theBugey experim ent[6]),oneisled naturally to a variation of

a sim plescenario already proposed[7].W eo�erin thispapera theoreticalunderstanding of

thisspeci�cscenario in term sofa hierarchicalseesaw m odelofthem assesand avorm ixing

offourlightneutrinoswith an assum ed discreteZ5 sym m etry.

W e recountthe constraintsfrom the above observations. In a two-oscillatorpicture in-

volving�e,thesolarneutrinode�citfavorseitheroftwom atter-enhanced oscillation solutions

with �m2

e� � 10� 6 to 10� 5 eV 2,sin22�e� � 5� 10� 3 and with �m2

e� � 10� 6 to 10� 4 eV 2,

sin22�e� > 0:4 or a vacuum oscillation solution with �m2

e� � 10� 10 eV 2,sin22�e� > 0:75.

Here �m2

e�
isthe di�erence ofthe squares ofthe two neutrino m asses and �e� is the m ix-

ing angle between �e and another light neutrino ��. The atm ospheric neutrino anom aly

can be understood in a two-oscillator scenario involving �� and another neutrino �� with

�m2

�� � 10� 2 eV 2 and sin22��� = O (1). The LSND results,on the other hand,suggest

�m2

e�
� 0:5� 10 eV 2 and sin22�e� � (6� 3)� 10� 3 once again in a two-oscillatorpicture.

Itisclearthatwith only thethreeknown neutrino avors(�e;��;��),wecannotexplain all

three �m2’s. The ordersofm agnitude ofthe latterare too disparate to be explained even

by invoking three-avoroscillations.W earethusprom pted by theneed to explain allofthe

above to add a singletneutrino �S which isby itselfnoninteracting,butwillbe allowed to

m ix with the otherneutrinos. In thisway,we are also able to considerthe cosm ologically
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desirablerequirem ent[3]thatthem assesoftheusualthreeneutrinossum up to about5 eV.

W ith fourneutrinosassuggested above,thereisa sim plehierarchicalsituation involving

only two-oscillatorscenarios[8]. Let �� and �� be nearly degenerate with m asses ofabout

2.5 eV each and close to m axim alm ixing. The �m2 here is about 10� 2 eV 2. The singlet

neutrino �S hasa m assoforder10
� 3 eV whereas�e isvery m uch lighterbutm ixeswith �S

as wellas �� by sm allam ounts. In this scenario,because �e is lighter than ��,there is a

potentialconictwith rapid neutron capture(r-process)in TypeIIsupernovae[9].However,

ifthe hierarchy isinverted[10]to avoid thisproblem ,then �e isa few eV in m assand the

constraintofneutrinolessdouble�-decay thatm �e < 0:68 eV[11]cannotbesatis�ed.Given

the m anifold uncertainties ofthe r-processcalculation in a hot-bubble scenario,we choose

to disregard itin favorofthedouble�-decay constraint.

W e view the large m ixing but sm allm ass splitting of�� and �� as suggestive oftheir

pseudo-Dirac origin. W e also envisage a m assless �e and a very light�S astwo M ajorana

neutrinoswith a sm allm ixing. A uni�ed seesaw m odelofthese hierarchicalm asseswould

need a Dirac seesaw[12]forthe form erpairwith a m inim um 4� 4 m atrix and a M ajorana

seesaw[13]for the latter pair with a m inim um 3� 3 m atrix. An additionalsm allm ixing

between these two sectors is necessary for understanding the LSND results and can only

com efrom both m atricesbeing subm atricesofone7� 7 neutrino m assm atrix.

Itm ay appeardi�cultat�rstsightto constructa m odelofthelepton sectorgenerating

naturally a m assm atrix with theaboverequirem entsfrom a sym m etry.However,asshown

below,a reasonably sim ple m odeldoesem erge ifone supplem ents the standard SU(2)L �

U(1)Y electroweak gauge sym m etry with a discrete Z5 sym m etry[14]which m ight be the

productofa m ore fundam entalunderlying theory. Thisdiscrete sym m etry willbe broken

spontaneously resulting in the appearance ofdom ain walls. However,itisnow known[15]

thathigher-dim ensionaloperators,induced atthePlanck scale,can m akesuch dom ain walls
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collapseveryquickly afterform ation sothatweneed notconsiderthisasapotentialproblem .

W etaketheZ5 elem entsto be!
� 2,!� 1,1,!,and !2 with !5 = 1.Letthethreelepton

fam iliesofleft-handed electroweak doubletsbedenoted by (��;l�)L,with � = e;�;�.Letthe

threeright-handed charged lepton singletsl�R beaccom panied byfourright-handed neutrino

singlets (��R ;�SR ). The Z5 transform ationsofthe leptons bearing subscripts e;�;�;S are

chosen to be 1,!� 2,!2,!� 1 respectively. The scalar sector is assum ed to consist oftwo

doublets�1 = (�+
1
;�0

1
),�2 = (�+

2
;�0

2
)and a com plex singlet�0 transform ing as1,!� 2,and

! respectively.Thecharged lepton m assm atrix linking �l�L and l�R isnow oftheform

M l=

2

6
6
4

a 0 d

e b 0

0 0 c

3

7
7
5
; (1)

wherethediagonalentriesa;b;ccom efrom thenonzero vacuum expectation valueof�0
1
and

the o�-diagonalentries d;e com e from thatof�0

2
. The zeros ofthis m atrix are protected

attree levelby the assum ed discrete Z5 sym m etry. As it stands,this m ass m atrix shows

possibleeL � �L butvery littleeL � �L m ixing.Therecould besubstantialeR � �R m ixing,

butthatisnotobservableasfarasvectorgaugeinteractionsareconcerned.

Turning to theneutrino sector,we�nd them assm atrix spanning ��eL,���L ,���L,�eR ,��R ,

��R ,and �SR to begiven by

M � =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

0 0 0 m 1 m 6 0 0

0 0 0 0 m 2 0 0

0 0 0 m 7 0 m 3 0

m 1 0 m 7 M 1 0 0 m 4

m 6 m 2 0 0 m 8 M 2 0

0 0 m 3 0 M 2 m 9 m 5

0 0 0 m 4 0 m 5 0

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

; (2)

where m 1;m 2;m 3 com e from h��0
1
i,m 6;m 7 from h��0

2
i,m 4;m 9 from h�0i,m 5;m 8 from h��0i,

and M 1;M 2 are allowed m assterm seven in the absence ofsym m etry breaking. The zeros

areagain protected attreelevelby theassum ed discreteZ5 sym m etry.
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Note �rstthatM � hasone zero m asseigenvalue,corresponding to an eigenstate which

is m ostly �e as we willshow. In the absence ofsym m etry breaking,allthe m ’s are zero

and we have only M 1 and M 2,corresponding to one m assive M ajorana ferm ion and one

m assiveDiracferm ion respectively.Theseallowed m assescan bevery heavy and willactas

the anchorsforthe seesaw m echanism swhich generate the requisite sm allneutrino m asses

ofour m odel. Note that the 4 � 4 subm atrix spanning ��eL, ���L , ���L,and �SR is indeed

identically zero,even in thepresenceofsym m etry breaking.

Considernow thesituation whereonly m 2;m 3 arem adenonzero in addition to M 1;M 2.

Then we have a Dirac seesaw m ass m 2m 3=M 2 for �� and ��,whereas �e and �S rem ain

m assless.ThusM � hasaglobalvectorU(1)sym m etry aswellastwochiralU(1)sym m etries

in this case. Ifthe other m ’s are also m ade nonzero,then these sym m etries are broken

exceptofcourse forthatcorresponding to the zero m asseigenvalue noted before. Hence it

isnatural[16]to assum e thatthese otherm ’sare m uch sm allerin m agnitude than m 2;m 3

which arein turn m uch sm allerthan M 1;M 2.Asitturnsout,wealsoneed tom aketheratio

m 1=m 4 sm allbecause itcorresponds to �e � �S m ixing forexplaining solarneutrino data.

To sum m arize,weassum e

jm 1j<< jm 4;5;6;7;8;9j<< jm 2;3j<< jM 1;2j: (3)

Forvery largeM 1;M 2,theseesaw reduction ofM � yieldsthefollowing4� 4m assm atrix

spanning �SR ,��eL,���L ,and ���L:

M
0

�
= �

1

M 1

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

m 2

4
m 1m 4 0 m 4m 7

m 1m 4 m 2

1
0 m 1m 7

0 0 0 0

m 4m 7 m 1m 7 0 m 2

7

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

�
1

M 2

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

0 m 5m 6 m 2m 5 0

m 5m 6 0 0 m 3m 6

m 2m 5 0 0 m 2m 3

0 m 3m 6 m 2m 3 0

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

: (4)

Taking them 2m 3=M 2 entriesin theabovem assm atrix to bedom inant,itiseasily seen that

a furtherseesaw reduction yieldsa 2� 2 m atrix spanning only �SR and ��eL with elem ents
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given by the upper-left-cornersubm atrix proportionalto 1=M 1. To �nd the eigenvalues�0

ofM 0

�
which wedenoteby ��=M 1M 2,wewritedown itscharacteristic equation:

0 = �f�
3
� �

2
M 2(m

2

1
+ m

2

4
+ m

2

7
)

� �[M 2

1
(m 2

2
m

2

3
+ m

2

2
m

2

5
+ m

2

3
m

2

6
+ m

2

5
m

2

6
)+ 2M 1M 2m 1m 6(m 4m 5 + m 3m 7)]

+ M
2

1
M 2[m

2

1
m

2

2
(m 2

3
+ m

2

5
)+ (m 3m 4 � m 5m 7)

2(m 2

2
+ m

2

6
)]g: (5)

Using them asshierarchy assum ed in Eq.(3),thefoureigenvaluesareeasily obtained:

�
0

1
= 0; (6)

�
0

2
= �

m 2

4

M 1

; (7)

�
0

3
=

m 2m 3

M 2

�
m 2

7

2M 1

+
1

2M 2

 

m 2m
2

5

m 3

+
m 3m

2

6

m 2

!

; (8)

�
0

4
= �

m 2m 3

M 2

�
m 2

7

2M 1

�
1

2M 2

 

m 2m
2

5

m 3

+
m 3m

2

6

m 2

!

: (9)

Thecorresponding m asseigenstatesarethen related to theinteraction eigenstatesby

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

�c
S

�e

��

��

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

=

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

�m 1=m 4 1 m 5=m 3

p
2 m 5=m 3

p
2

1 m 1=m 4 �m 6=m 2

p
2 m 6=m 2

p
2

�m 6=m 2 0 �1=
p
2 1=

p
2

0 �m 5=m 3 1=
p
2 1=

p
2

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

�1

�2

�3

�4

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

: (10)

In Eqs.(6)to (10)wehaveconsistently retained only theleading term s.

W enow haveourdesired pattern ofneutrino m assesand m ixing.W eseethat�� and ��

arepseudo-Diracpartnerswith m assdi�erencesquared given by

�m
2

34
=
2m 2

7
m 2m 3

M 1M 2

: (11)

Thesingletneutrino �S ism ostly �2 which hasa sm allm ass,whereas�e ism ostly �1 which

ism assless. Theirm ixing isgiven by m 1=m 4. Furtherm ore,�� oscillatesto �e with m ixing

given by m 6=m 2 asshown by Eq.(10). Forillustration,letM 1 = M 2 = 100 TeV,m 2 = 10

M eV,m 3 = 25M eV,m 4 = 0:5 M eV,m 6 = 0:4M eV,m 7 = 0:6 M eV,and m 1 = 20keV;then
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thecom m on m assof�� and �� ism 2m 3=M 2 = 2:5 eV,them assof�S ism
2

4
=M 1 = 2:5� 10� 3

eV,�m2

34
= 1:8� 10� 2 eV 2,�e� �S m ixing ism 1=m 4 = 0:04,�e� �� m ixing ism 6=m 2 = 0:04,

yielding an e�ectivesin22� = 6:4� 10� 3 in eithercaseasindicated by thesolar-neutrinoand

LSND data.

W ith four light neutrinos,the nucleosynthesis bound[17]ofN � < 3:3 is an im portant

constraint. Although �S isa singletneutrino,itm ixeswith �e and m ay contribute signi�-

cantly to N � through oscillations. However,forthe m atter-enhanced nonadiabatic �e � �S

oscillationswhich explain thesolardata,thisisnotaproblem [18].Notethatifwehad m ade

m 1 >> m 4 instead,then �S would be m ostly m asslessand the resulting scenario would be

excluded by nucleosynthesis. By the sam e token,ifwe had tried to let�� oscillate into �S

to explain the atm ospheric neutrino data,itwould also bein conictwith nucleosynthesis.

These requirem ents are su�cient to pin down uniquely our m odeloffour light neutrinos

provided we restrict ourselves to only two-oscillator e�ects[8]and the viewpoint that two

alm ostdegenerateneutrinosshould bepseudo-Dirac.Ofcourse,thisforcesusto havem ax-

im alm ixing in the �� � �� sectorand we m ustdisregard partofthe Frejusdata[19],butif

a sm allere�ective sin22� (say 0.7)isdesired,then the underlying sym m etry aswellasthe

m echanism forgenerating M 0

�
becom em uch m orecom plicated[7].Asitis,allwe need isa

discreteZ5 sym m etry and theseesaw m echanism .

Although �e � �� m ixing isvery sm allasgiven by Eq.(10),itm ay instead com e from

thecharged-lepton m assm atrix ofEq.(1).Henceourm odelcan also accom m odatesuch an

e�ect.Because two di�erentHiggsdoubletscontribute to the lepton m assm atrices,avor-

changing neutral-currentprocessesdooccurvia theexchangeofscalarbosons.Forexam ple,

� ! e ispossible,butbecausealltheYukawacouplingsaresuppressed in thism odel,these

areallnegligibleasfaraspresentexperim entalboundsareconcerned.

Regarding theHiggssectorwhich consistsoftwo doubletsand a singlet,itcan beshown
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thattheim position ofourdiscreteZ5 sym m etry actually resultsin a continuousU(1)sym -

m etry which is ofcourse broken in the Yukawa sector as �0 couples both to �eR �SR and

��R ��R . This m eans that a pseudo-Goldstone boson appears with a m ass oforder m 5=4�

which is too sm allto be com patible with present data. To avoid this problem ,a sim ple

solution isto enlargethescalarsectorwith a realsinglet�0 and a neutralcom plex singlet�2

transform ing underZ5 as1 and !
2 respectively.In orderthatthey do notcoupledirectly to

theleptons,they arealso assum ed to beodd underan extra discreteZ2 sym m etry.Because

ofthe newly allowed term s�2�2�,�0�2����,and �0�0,there isno longerany unwanted U(1)

sym m etry in thiscaseand allthescalarbosonscan beheavy.

The 4� 4 neutrino m ass m atrix given by Eq.(4) is sim ilar but not identicalto those

ofRef.[7].W eassum e that�� and �� to bepseudo-DiracpartnerswhereasPeltoniem iand

Valle took �� and a linear com bination of�� and �e,while Caldwelland M ohapatra did

notconsiderthem aspseudo-Dirac partnersatall. Ourm odelalso di�ersin thatwe have

a m assless eigenvalue in the neutrino m ass m atrix and they do not. However,the m ost

im portant di�erence is in how we realize the desired form ofthe m ass m atrix. W e use a

sim ple discrete Z5 sym m etry and the seesaw m echanism whereas both papers ofRef.[7]

require m ore com plicated sym m etriesaswellasradiative m echanism sform assgeneration.

Hence their scalar sectors are m uch m ore involved and contain m any particles ofexotic

hyperchargewhereaswehaveonlytheusualdoubletsand neutralsinglets.Presum ably,these

areexperim entallyaccessibleattheelectroweakenergyscaleandwouldserveasdiscrim inants

ofonem odelagainstanother.

In conclusion,we have shown that with allpresent desiderata,a sim ple m odeloffour

light neutrinos can be constructed with pairwise oscillations explaining the solarneutrino

de�cit (�e � �S),the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly (�� � ��),and the LSND observation

(��� �e).Ifthe�m
2 ofthelastexperim entisindeed 6eV 2,then thereisalsothecosm ological
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connection ofneutrinosascandidatesforhotdark m atter,though thatwould bein m arginal

conictwith anotherneutrino experim ent[20]. Ifthe experim entalinputschosen by usdo

indeed stand thetestoftim e,them atrix ofEq.(2)with thehierarchy ofEq.(3)could well

betheharbingerofa com pletetheory ofneutrino m assesand m ixing.
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