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A bstract

Abelian fam ily sym m etries provide a predictive fram ew ork for neutrinom ass
m odels. In seesaw m odels based on an abelian fam ily sym m etry, the structures
oftheD irac and the M a prana m atrices are derived from the sym m etry, and the
neutrino m asses and m ixing angles are detem ined by the lepton charges under
the fam ily symm etry. Such m odels can lead to m ass degeneracies and large
m ixing angles as well as m ass hierarchies, the squared m ass di erence between
quasidegenerate neutrinos being determ ined by the symm etry. W e present two
m odels ilustrating this approach.
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1 Introduction

Fem jon m assesare one ofthem ost fiindam entalproblem sofparticle physics.
W hile the origin of the observed hierarchy between quark and charged lepton
m asses rem ains unexplained In the Standard M odel and m ost of its extensions,
the question of w hether the neutrinos are m assive or not is still open. O n the
theoretical side, sihce neutrino m asses are not protected by any fundam ental
sym m etry-'f:, there is no reason to expect them to be zero. Now, if the neutrinos
are m assive, the rather unnatural suppression of their m asses relative to the
quarks and charged lptons of the sam e fam ily has to be explained. On the
phenom enological side, m assive neutrinos could solve in a naturalway several
astrophysical and coan ological problem s.

Fam ily sym m etries, which have been rst introduced in order to explain the
quark m ass and m ixing hierarchies, provide a predictive fram ew ork for neutrino
m assm odels. W e present two seesaw m odels based on an abelian fam ily sym —
m etry, the one leading to a hierarchicalm ass spectrum , the other yielding two
quasidegenerate neutrinos w ith a large m ixing angle.

2 N eutrino oscillations

There is no direct lJaboratory evidence for non-zero neutrino m asses (the
present upperboundsarem _ < 51 &V, m < 160 kev , m < 24M eV), but
som e experim ental data suggest neutrino oscillations. Before discussing them ,
et us brie y review neutrino oscillations in the sinple case of two avours.
N eutrinos oscillate when the weak eigenstates ; are m ixtures of the mass
eigenstates 1;2:
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Suppose aweak eijgenstate  isproducedatt= 0: (0) = = s 1tsih ,.
At t it will have evolved nto  (t) = cos e £ | + sin e ¥2* ,, A ssum ing

relativistic neutrinos, the probability of detecting the other weak eigenstate is:
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whereE istheneutrino energy, L the distance travelled by the neutrino betw een

the source and the detector,and m 2= m3 m? isthe squaredm assdi erence

between the two m ass eigenstates. N ote that the oscillation probability, which

is a function of the ratio L=E , is characterized by the param eters sin?2 and
m 2.

4N eutrino m asses are only protected by lepton num ber sym m etry, which is an accidental
globalsym m etry ofthe Standard M odel, and tums out to be violated in m ost of its extensions.



T he strongest indication in favour of neutrino oscillations com es from the
solar neutrino de cit. A 1l solar neutrino experim ents have cbserved a suppres—
sion ofthe . ux relative to the predictions of the standard solarm odels. T he
m ost convincing explanation ofthisde cit isprovided by theM ikheyev-Sm imov-
W olfenstein M SW ) i_]:] conversion ofthe electron neutrino Into another specie in—
side the sun. T here are tw 0 allow ed regions in the sn?2 , m 2?) plane, onew ith
asnallmixingangke (m 2  6:10 ®°eV? and sin” 2 10 3 10 ?), the other
with a largem xingangle (m 2 10° 10 ‘ev?and02 sif2 0:9).An-
other hint for neutrino oscillations is the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly. Som e
experin ents have m easured a signi cantly lower ratio of the to the o ux
than predicted, which could be a signatureof  oscillations into another avour
with a Jargem ixing angle (m 2 10 ?eV? and sin® 2 0:5). However, this
anom aly has not been observed by all experin ents, and som e uncertainties re—
m ain. Finally, therem ay be indications in favourof | . oscillationswith a
an allm ixing angle (sin? 2 afw 10 % or m ? 1 the fw eV ? region) from
the LSND experin ent. T his interpretation needs to be con m ed.

M assive neutrinos are also interesting for cosm ology. Structure form ation
requires, in addition to cold dark m atter, a sn all am ount of hot dark m atter,
which could be com posed of a neutrino with m ass between 1 and 10 &V, or
several degenerate neutrinos in the few €V range.

3 M odels of neutrino m asses

3.1 G eneralities

T here are num erousm odels ofneutrino m ass. A lofthem need an extension
of the particle content of the Standard M odel. A Dirac mass tem L, =
mp 1Ny + hx:) requires the Introduction of a right-handed RH ) neutrino
Nr in addition to the standard left-handed (LH ) neutrino ;. SIhce Ny isa
SU (2); sihglt, such a mass tem violates the weak isospin by Iy = 1=2,
and must therefore be generated by a Yukawa coupling to a Higgs doublet:
Lyux = h (re )H,;Ng + he:r,withmp = h < HY >.A Dimac neutrino
is then lke other ferm ions, but is Yukawa coupling h has to be unnaturally
anall. A Mapranamass tem Ly, = 1=2my 1 § + hwx), which violates
Jepton number by two unis ( L = 2), Involves a transition from the standard
1 Iy = +1=2) to itsCP conjigate § (Iy = 1=2). Such a m ass term has
Iy = 1 andmust therefore origihate from a Yukawa coupling to a weak H iggs
triplet (G elm IniR oncadellim odel) or from an e ective interaction.
In the presence ofa RH neutrino, both D irac and M a prana m ass term s can
be present, aswellasa Iy = 0Maprana mass tem for the RH neutrino,
Ln = 1=2Mr N Ny + hx:. The fullm ass term takes then the follow ing form



(in the absence of a H iggs triplet) :

1 c 0 mp g
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T he physical neutrino states, which are two M ajprana neutrinos, are cbtained
from the diagonalization of this 2x2 m atrix. P articularly interesting is the see—
saw ]ini:Q],mD M r , In which one eigenstate hasam ass farbelow the weak

o

scale:

miq’ m]§=MR

and tan ' mp =M 4
My’ Mg D R “)

Sihce the m ixing angle is an all, the light eigenstate is m ainly the Standard
M odelneutrino.

3.2 Seesaw m odels

T he seesaw m echanian is very popular, because i naturally generates neu—
trino m asses m uch lighter than the weak scale. M oreover, it can be easily in —
plem ented in num erous extensions of the Standard M ode], ke SO (10) GUT's
or string m odels, where such Standard M odel singlts as Ny wih masses in
the phenom enologically interesting range (typically, M g 162 10°Gev,
w hich corresponds to a light neutrino m assm 10 ® 10eV) can be present.
A ssum ing one RH neutrino per fam ik, the D irac M aprana) m ass in ('_3) is
replaced by a 3x3 matrix In fam ity spaceM p ™ y ), and the light neutrino
Soectrum is cbtained by diagonalizing the symm etric m atrix:

1

M Mp M ,'M

R Diag(m ,;m ,;m ,)R" (5)

N ote that the m ixing angles relevant for neutrino oscillations are given by the
analog ofthe CKM m atrix, which also Involves the charged lepton sectoﬁ_q:

Vv, = RZR (6)

In general, the entries ofboth the D irac and the M a prana m atrices are free
param eters, and one hasto choose a speci c ansatz in ordertom ake any de nite
prediction in the neutrino sector. It isoften assum ed that the D iracm assm atrix
hasthesamest:cucmrethanﬂleupquaﬁmassmatxmj::M D My . For the

STheDiracmassmp , which is protected by the electrow eak sym m etry, is expected to be
of the order of the breaking scale M ,, ¢ax = 246 GeV , whereas the M ajpranam assM y , being
not constrained by any sym m etry, can bem uch largerthan M , ¢5x - Thusm g =M g My eak -

8T he charged lepton m assm atrix is in general not hemm itian, so it is diagonalized by two
unitary m atrices: D iag@m 1;m2;m3) = REM SREY,

7T his arises naturally in Standard M odel extensions w ith a quark/lepton sym m etry, like
SO (10).



M aprana m atrix, however, no such sin plifying assum ption can be done, and it
is necessary to assum e a speci ¢ form . It llow s that the neutrino spectrum of
a given m odel depends on the ansatz that has been d’lOS@IlE:, which is not very
satisfactory.

A ITematively, one can try to derive the structures of the D irac and the M a-
prana m atrices from a symm etry. This sym m etry has to act in a di erent way
on the three neutrino fam ilies, otherw ise the m atrices would be unconstrained.
Such a symm etry is called a fam ily symm etry. T his approach has proved to be
successful in the quark sector, where, ollow ing the original idea by Froggatt
and N jelsen B], several groups Eﬁf, 'ﬁ, :§, :j, :_d, :_13‘] have shown that an abelian
fam ily sym m etry can reproduce the observed m ass and m ixing hierarchies.

4 N eutrinom assm odelsw ith aU (1) fam ily sym —
m etry

The class of m odels we consider are extensions of the M inin al Supersym —
m etric Standard M odel M SSM ) with: (i) a gauge group SU (3)c SU @),

U 1)y U (1x ,where U (1)y is an abelian fam ily symm etry; (il) a SM sihglkt

ed wih X chargeX = 1, which isused to break U (1% and to generate
ferm don m asses; and (ifi) three RH neutrinosN; (1 isa fam ily index), In addi-
tion to the M SSM spectrum , which are needed to generate neutrino m asses by
the seesaw m echanian . W e require that the fam ily sym m etry reproduce the ex—
perin entaldata on quarks and charged lptons, which forces it to be anom alous
k_;, :_1@], and that its anom aliesbe com pensated forby an appropriate m echanisn
(the G reen-Schwarz m echanism ).

In the follow Ing, w e concentrate on the neutrino sector. W e denote the Iepton
doublts by L; (wih their Iy = + 1=2 com ponents ;), and the right-handed
neutrinos by N ;, and their chargesunder U (1)x respectively by L and n;. W e
note h; and h; the X chargesofthetwoM SSM HiggsdoubltsH; and H,.

4.1 D irac and M ajprana m atrices

Let us show how theDirac M p ) and M aprana M y ) m atrices are con—
strained by the fam ily symm etry. Each D irac mass tem L;N jH, carries an
X <hargepjy = L+ ny+ hy. Ifpiyy 6 0, the coupling is forbidden by U (1)x ,
and the corresponding entry of M p is zero. However, if the excess charge pij
is positive, one can w rite non-renom alisable interactions nvolving the chiral

8For exam ple, if there is no signi cant hierarchy between the heavy M aprana m asses, the
light neutrino m asses are expected to scale as the up quark squared m asses: m mﬁi:M R -
R em arkably enough, the observed ferm ion m ass hierarchy, through thism echanisn , xes
the W einberg angle @] to its standard value at the uni cation scale, sin> y = 3=8. This,
together w ith the anom alous character ofU (1)x , suggests a superstring origin to the m odel.



singlet
L;N-H, — 7
"2y (7)
where M isa large scale characteristic of the underlying theory (typically M

M pianck Or M gyr). W hen acguires a vev, U (1)x is spontaneously broken
and e ective D irac m asses are generated:

™Mby  © @®)

M
wherev, =< H, > . SinceU (1)x isbroken below the scaleM , < > =M isa
sm allparam eter. T hustheD iracm atrix obtained hasa hjerard'ljcalSchmrq?o:l,
w ith the order of m agnitude of its entries xed by their excess charges under
U @) .

The entries of the M aprana matrix M y are generated in the same way,
w ith non-renom alizable interactions of the fom :

dij
Mg N ;N 4 Ive )
giving rise to e ective M a prana m asses
Moy Ma B 0)

provided that g5 = n;+ ny isa positive integer (ctherwise M y )i3 = 0). Thus,
the light neutrino m ass m atrix M = Mp M MlM g , and consequently the
neutrino m asses and m ixing angles, is determm ined by the charges of the leptons
underU (1)x . Noparticularansatz forM p norM y isrequired. Note, however,
that each of the entries is determ ined only up to an arbirary factor of order
one by the fam ily symm etry.

O foourse, there is a large variety ofm odels, depending on the charges one
assigns to the lpton elds. Contrary to the quark charges, whose possble
values are strongly restricted by the experin ental data on quark m asses and
CKM angls, the Jepton charges are poorly constrained. In the follow Ing, we
present two classesofm odels. The rstone leadsto a hierarchicalm ass spectrum
t_l-(_i,-'_l-y, :_iZ_i, :_ig], the second one has tw o quasidegenerate neutrinos w ith a large
m ixing angle {4].

42 M odell: hierarchicalm ass spectrum

By analogy w ith the quark and charged lepton m assm atrices, we start from

10R em em ber that the rstm otivation for introducing a fam ily sym m etry w as to understand
the quark and charged lepton m ass hierarchies.



am atrix with only one coupling allowed by the fam ily symm etry:
0 1

M = m @ A 11)

3

o O O
o O O
= O O

ThebreakingofU (1)xy llsin the zero entriesw ith pow ersofthe an allparam eter

, lrading to a hierarchical spectrum . A ssum ing that (@) the X -charges of all
m ass tem s are positive (o 0, g3 0) and () the dom Inant entry of each
m ass m atrix is the (3,3) entry, one autom atically obtains pattem d}l:) . The
light neutrino m asses are then:

2 2
m m
—2 2B g 2 (12)
M 3 M 3

2
M3 2@ un)
M3

1

The massisgiven by theusualseesaw ormula M 3 isthem assofthe heaviest
RH neutrino, m 5 the largest D irac m ass), w hereas the other neutrino m asses
are suppressed relative tom by powers of the an all breaking param eter

N ote that the hierarchy depends only on the X -charges of the lepton doublets
L;i. The lepton m ixing m atrix is:

0 1 BIER Y| BIER Y| 1

A Q o L] 1 g LI A (13)
b L3 b LJ 1

T his m odel has several rem arkable features. F irst, the neutrino m ass and
m ixing hierarchies do not depend on the particular form ofthe M aprana m a-
trix. This is a great di erence w ith m ost seesaw m odels. T he reason for this is
that the dependences ofM p and M y on the heavy neutrino charges com pen—
sate for each other n M . Secondly, the m ass spectrum obtained is naturally
hierarchical ¥, w ithout hierarchy inversion: m , m m . Fially, the

m ixing angles and the m ass ratios are related by :

sin® (14)

T hese relations, w hich are com m on to num erous seesaw m odels, show that an all
m ixing anglesare associated w ith m asshierarchies. They alsoinply Ve V

Ve In kpton charged current, in analogy wih VysVe — Vip In quark charged
current.

T he experim ental data on solar neutrinos and atm ospheric neutrinos put
constraintson the param etersofthem odel. Forexam ple, ifone w antsto explain
sin ultaneously the solarneutrino de ct by M SW o ! transitions, and the
atm ospheric neutrino anom aly by ¥ oscillations, one m ust choose:

L 31=3 L i1=1 13s)

11T he possibility ofm ass degeneracies w illbe discussed in the next section.




which leads to the ©llow ng spectrum :
10 ° v
- 10 c sin?2 . 7 240 3 4402

m
. 3
m 5107 ev sin?2 7 540 2 038
m 01 eVv

<
16)

T he uncertainties In the m ixing angls are due to the fact that the m assm atrix
entries are determ Ined only up to a factor of order one by the fam ily sym m etry.
It is quite di cul to obtain a lJarge m ixing angle w ith a hierarchical spectrum
[see C_l-é_b') 1, as required by the atm ospheric neutrino data. Furthem ore, the tau
neutrino is too light to be a good candidate for hot dark m atter. However, if
one ignores the atm ospheric neutrino problem , it is possible to obtain a coan o—
logically relevant tau neutrino and to account for the solar neutrino de cit at
once.

43 M odel?2: quasidegenerate neutrinos

A s suggested above, In the context ofabelian fam ily sym m etries, largem ixing
angles are naturally related to m ass degeneracies. It thus seem s rather di cult
for the previous m odel to account for the atm ospheric neutrino anom aly, or to
acocom m odate the large angle branch ofthe M SW e ect. Yet m ass degeneracies
and large m ixing angles are not excluded: according to C_1-2_1') and C_I'._;), L=25
yvields m m andV v 1. But the presence of unconstrained
factors of order one in each entry of M  can upset these formulae. A lso, an
accurate m ass degeneracy requires ne-tuning of these factors. This leadsus to
consider another class of fam ily sym m etries, allow Ing fortwo equalEz. couplings,
eg.:

0 1
0 0 O
M = m.,®@ 0 0 12 @7)
0 1 0
Such a m atrix has two degenerate ejgenva]ues:l%,m , = m ,,wih amaximal

m xing angle, sin®2 = 1. This degeneracy is slightly lifted by the breaking of
U (1)x . In order to reproduce pattem C_l]), we choose the ollow Ing assignm ent
of kepton charges:

L=1>1
and 0 m< () 1 =n 1s)
L= 31=1
and, for sim plicity, we assum e h; = h, = 0. The light neutrino m assm atrix is
then:
0 21° P+ 1 1 1
M m,@ 122 g A 19)
P o1 1 21

12T he equality of the couplings in {]_.2) follow s from the sym m etry ofM ajporana m ass tem s.
13T he relative sign sin ply m eans that the m ass eigenstates have opposite C P parities.



A s expected, the spectrum contains two heavy, strongly degenerate neutrinos

m . m , ' m (20)
w ith a squared m ass di erence detem ined by the fam ily symm etry:
m 2 m? 2l ©1)

23 3

Taking into acoount the charged lepton sector, one obtains the lpton m ixing

m atrix: 0 1
1 Y1 %+
0
vi & "' o #5 K @2)
0
o1 L gL
2 2

T he quasidegenerate neutrinos are alm ost m axin ally m ixed, while the third
neutrino, which is lighter, has an allm ixings w ith the other ones.

Such a m ass and m ixing pattem can account for the hot dark m atter ofthe
Universe, and sin ultaneously explain the atm ogpoheric neutrino de cit in term s
of ¥ oscillations. T his requirem ent, togetherw ith the experim entallim is
on ¥ o oscillations and the charged Jepton m asses, xes the param eters of
the m odel to be:

1=2 =5 m,=2 3ev @3)

3

Thus, the mu and tau neutrinos are in the relevant m ass range for hot dark
m atter:
m G 810’ ev m ‘m =2 3ev ©4)

e

and, being strongly degenerate, they can oscillate w ith the param eters needed
In order to solve the atm ospheric neutrino problem :

m ? 09 2)10°ev? and sn?2 1 @5)

Furthem ore, ¥ o oscillations are ound to be in the dom ain of sensitivity
ofthe LSND and KARM EN experin ents:

m?2 =4 9ev’ and sn?2. 103 ©6)

F inally, let us note that the solar neutrino problem cannot be solved by this
m odel, unless a sterile neutrino ¢ is added.

5 Conclusion
W e have presented two seesaw m odels based on an abelian fam iy symm e—

try, the one lkading to a hierarchical m ass spectrum , the other yielding an
accurate m ass degeneracy and a large m ixing angle between the two heaviest



neutrinos. In such m odels, the neutrino m asses and m xing angles are deter—
m ned In term s of the lpton charges under the fam ily symm etry. A Iso, the
squared m ass di erence between quasidegenerate neutrinos is predicted. No
ansatz for the D irac nor the M a prana m atrix is needed. Furthem ore, the fact
that the sam e sym m etry is able to explain the observed ferm ion m ass hierarchy
and sin ultaneously constrains the neutrino spectrum sets an interesting con—
nection between two fiindam ental problem s in particle physics. Unfortunately,
the lepton charges, though constrained by experin ental data, are not fully de—
term ined by the m odel, which leads us to consider di erent classes of m odels,
corresoonding to di erent m ass pattems. H owever, som e generic properties of
abelian fam ily sym m etries suggest that the m odelm ay originate from a m ore
fundam ental theory, which would x allof its param eters.
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