arXiv:0911.5618v1 [hep-ph] 30 Nov 2009

Type I seesaw mechanism for quasi degenerate neutrinos

Anjan S. Joshipura^∗ , Ketan M. Patel^† Physical Research Laboratory, Navarangpura, Ahmedabad 380 009, India

Sudhir K. Vempati^‡ Centre for High Energy Physics, Indian Inst. of Science, Bangalore 560 012, India

Abstract

We discuss symmetries and scenarios leading to quasi-degenerate neutrinos in type-I seesaw models. The existence of degeneracy in the present approach is not linked to any specific structure for the Dirac neutrino Yukawa coupling matrix y_D and holds in general. Basic input is the application of the minimal flavour violation principle to the leptonic sector. Generalizing this principle, we assume that the structure of the right handed neutrino mass matrix is determined by y_D and the charged lepton Yukawa coupling matrix y_l in an effective theory invariant under specific groups G_F contained in the full symmetry group of the kinetic energy terms. G_F invariance also leads to specific structure for the departure from degeneracy. The neutrino mass matrix (with degenerate mass m_0) resulting after seesaw mechanism has a simple form M_ν ≈ m_0(I − p y_ly^T_l ) in one particular scenario based on supersymmetry. This form is shown to lead to correct description of neutrino masses and mixing angles. The thermal leptogenesis after inclusion of flavour effects can account for the observed baryon asymmetry of the universe within the present scenario. Rates for lepton flavour violating processes can occur at observable levels in the supersymmetric version of the scenario.

PACS numbers: 14.60Pq,11.30Hv,11.30Fs,14.60St

∗ anjan@prl.res.in † kmpatel@prl.res.in ‡ vempati@cts.iisc.ernet.in

I. INTRODUCTION

Our present knowledge [1] on neutrino parameters is based on information obtained from (a) positive results of neutrino oscillation experiments (b) negative results of the neutrinoless double beta decay searches and (c) neutrino mass bounds from the cosmological observations. Combinations of these allow two qualitatively different patterns for neutrino masses: One in which the neutrino masses follow some hierarchy, normal or inverted while in the other all three neutrino masses are (nearly) degenerate. The stringent constraints on the degenerate mass m_0 comes from cosmology. Depending on which data set one uses and method of analysis, 3m_0 can vary between 0.9-1.7 eV or 2-3 eV [2], the latter limit is based solely on the information from the cosmological microwave background studies. All the neutrinos having a quasi degenerate mass in the range 0.3-1 eV is thus an allowed possibility. It is non-trivial to accommodate this possibility within the conventional pictures of neutrino mass generation. Indeed, unified treatment of all fermion masses tend to generate hierarchical masses for neutrinos as well. For example, the light neutrino masses are related to the Dirac neutrino mass matrix m_D in type I seesaw model [1] and generically follow the hierarchical patterns. The purpose of this letter is to identify symmetries and scenarios based on them which lead to quasi degenerate neutrinos in type I seesaw model which is by far the most popular mechanism for neutrino mass generation. Unlike all the previous models [3, 4] of degenerate neutrino masses, the existence of degeneracy in the present approach is insensitive to the detailed structure of m_D and M_R both of which can hierarchical and it is not linked to a type II contribution as is the case with some of the models [3].

Our basic formalism derives ideas from the minimal flavour violation (MFV) hypothesis [5] which uses symmetries of the standard model Lagrangian to construct effective theories of flavour violations in frameworks going beyond it. While the structure of flavour violations is not our primary concern we use similar ideas to constrain structure of neutrino masses. If quarks are massless then the SM Lagrangian is invariant under the flavour group G_q ≡ U(3)^3 corresponding to independent unitary rotations on three flavours of quark doublets q_L, and singlets u_R and d_R. The Yukawa couplings violate this symmetry preserving the baryon number and hypercharge symmetries. The basic assumption of MFV hypothesis is that these Yukawa couplings are the sole source of flavour violations and they determine the structure of flavour violations in theories which go beyond SM.

MFV principle has also been used in the lepton sector as well in several works [6, 7, 8]. Its implementation depends crucially on the source of neutrino masses and how lepton number gets violated. Straightforward possibility [6] assumes that the charged lepton Yukawa couplings and the neutrino mass matrix appearing as coefficient of dimension 5 lepton number violating operator are the irreducible sources of flavour violations and an effective theory of flavour is constructed using them. The basic Yukawa couplings and the flavour symmetry would be different in more fundamental theory of neutrino masses. Consider for example the seesaw model with three right handed (RH) neutrinos ν_R. The Yukawa couplings are given by − L_y = l̄_Ly_le_Rϕ + l̄_Ly_Dν_Rϕ̃ + H.C. . (1)

ϕ is the standard Higgs doublet and ϕ̃ = iσ_2ϕ^∗. y_l and y_D are the Yukawa coupling matrices. In the absence of these couplings, the Lagrangian is invariant under the symmetry group G_l ≡ U(3)_l × U(3)_e × U(3)_ν , where each U(3)_f (f = l, e, ν), corresponds to independent rotations on l_L, e_R, ν_R. Breaking of this flavour symmetry is governed by the Yukawa couplings as well as the explicit Majorana mass term for the RH neutrinos 1 2 ν^T_R C^{−1}M_Rν_R + H.C. (2)

The MFV hypothesis can be implemented by assigning the Yukawa couplings y_l and y_D appropriate transformation property under G_l in such a way that eq.(1) becomes G_l invariant. The RH mass term is not invariant under G_l. It is made invariant in [6] by assuming a smaller flavour symmetry group U(3)_l × U(3)_e × O(3)_ν and assuming that M_R is proportional to identity. We wish to consider here an alternative possibility which assumes that M_R also arises from presumably small y_l, y_D in an effective theory from physics at high scale with broken lepton number. This can be realized if it is assumed that the relevant effective symmetry is a sub-group of G_l. Specifically, we assume that

(1) The effective flavour symmetry group G_F ≡ O(3)_l ×O(3)_e ×O(3)_ν ×U(1)_R of the Yukawa Lagrangian is a subgroup of the full flavour symmetry G_l of the SM Lagrangian without the Yukawa couplings. The last U(1)_R corresponds to the lepton number transformation on the RH neutrinos. y_l and y_D are assumed to transform under G_F to make eq.(1) invariant under G_F . Specifically, l_L → O_ll_L , e_R → O_ee_R , ν_R → O_ν ν_R , y_l → O_ly_lO^T_e , y_D → O_ly_DO^T_ν . (3)

O_{l,e,ν} are three orthogonal matrices. In addition, y_D and ν_R are assigned opposite charges under U(1)_R. We shall comment subsequently on other choices of G_F .

(2) y_l and y_D are the only irreducible couplings which not only determine flavour violations but also the structure of M_R and hence of the neutrino mass matrix. M_R is determined using y_{l,D} and the above transformation properties.

II. EFFECTIVE M_R

For orientation, we consider an explicit scheme to realize above assumptions. We introduce two complex fields η_l and η_D. They are singlets with respect to SM but transform under G_F respectively as (3, 3, 1)_0 and (3, 1, 3)_{−1} where the suffix corresponds to U(1)_R values. η_l and η_D are 3 × 3 matrices in flavour space. The flavour symmetry forbids renormalizable Yukawa couplings but allows the following non-renormalizable operators as in Froggatt Nielsen proposal [9]:

− L_Y = 1 2Λ ν^T_R C^{−1}η^T_D ( c_0 + c_1 Λ^2 η_lη^T_l + d_1 Λ^2 η^∗_l η^†_l + d_2 Λ^2

(η_Dη^†_D + η^∗_Dη^T_D) + d_3 Λ^2

(η_lη^†_l + η^∗_l η^T_l ) + .... ) η_Dν_R , + 1 Λ ( l̄_Lη_le_Rϕ + l̄_Lη_Dν_Rϕ̃ ) + H.C. . (4)

Here c_0, c_1, d_1, d_2, d_3 are coefficients of O(1). Several comments are in order in connection with the above equation.

• Bare mass term for the RH neutrinos is not allowed by the U(1)_R symmetry.

• The RH neutrino mass term (first line of eq.(4)) has to be symmetric in flavour space and its structure is completely determined by G_F and the transformation rule given in eq.(3). In particular, terms proportional to d_{1,2,3} would be absent from the superpotential of the supersymmetric generalization of the model. They may arise at higher order from the D-terms.

• The total lepton number is explicitly broken in eq.(4) while the RH lepton number gets spontaneously broken by the vacuum expectation value of η_D. Lepton number conservation is restored in the limit Λ → ∞. Λ therefore sets the scale of lepton number violation. Flavour violations are determined by the scale ≡ Λ_{F V} set by the vevs of η_{l,D} and Λ_{F V} ≲ Λ. ⟨η_{l,D}⟩ in fact play dual role here. On one hand, they determine the structure of the Yukawa couplings:

y_l = ⟨η_l⟩ Λ , y_D = ⟨η_D⟩ Λ . (5)

On the other, ⟨η_D⟩ also determines the RH handed neutrino masses:

M_R ≈ c_0 ⟨η_D⟩^T ⟨η_D⟩ Λ . (6)

This shows that the RH neutrino masses are suppressed compared to Λ indicating the seesaw origin for these masses as well.

Neutrino masses follow from eqs.(4,5): m_D = vy_D , M_R = Λy^T_D ( c_0 + c_1y_ly^T_l + d_1y^∗_l y^†_l + d_2(y_Dy^†_D + y^∗_Dy^T_D) + d_3(y_ly^†_l + y^∗_l y^T_l ) ) y_D , (7)

where v ∼ 174 GeV denotes the Higgs vacuum value. The light neutrino mass term is then given by: 1 2 ν^T_L C^{−1}M^∗_ν ν_L + H.C. , with

M_ν ≡ m_DM^{−1}_R m^T_D , ≈ m_0 ( 1 − c_1 c_0 y_ly^T_l − d_1 c_0 y^∗_l y^†_l − d_2 c_0

(y_Dy^†_D + y^∗_Dy^T_D) − d_3 c_0

(y_ly^†_l + y^∗_l y^T_l ) + .... ) . (8)

Seesaw mechanism together with G_F invariance has resulted in an effective neutrino mass matrix with three almost degenerate neutrinos having a common mass

m_0 ≡ v^2 c_0Λ . This is contrary to the standard expectations in the type-I seesaw model where hierarchical m_D leads to hierarchical neutrino masses. The lepton number violation scale is restricted to be Λ ≳ 10^{14} GeV for c_0 ∼ 1 and m_0 ≲ 0.3eV. This scale could even be higher if c_0 is suppressed. Note that m_0 is independent of the scale of the flavour symmetry breaking and the RH neutrino masses. This happens because of the seesaw origin of the RH neutrino masses, see eq.(6). The role of the RH neutrinos is to give a quasi degenerate spectrum through this double seesaw mechanism. Moreover, the G_F invariance also results in a very specific structure of departures from degeneracy.

The present scheme differs from all other previous models [3, 4] of the degenerate neutrinos in an important way. These models need to have some restrictions on the structure of the Dirac mass matrix and/or require degenerate spectrum for the RH neutrino masses. In contrast, m_D here can be arbitrary (as long as the Yukawa couplings y_D < 1) and it determines the structure of M_R. Both m_D and M_R can be simultaneously hierarchical yet result into (almost) degenerate spectrum after the seesaw mechanism once G_F invariance is imposed.

The type I seesaw model and G_F invariance together led to quasi degeneracy. The quasi degeneracy follows on a more general ground from the G_F invariance alone. Consider SM model without RH neutrinos. Dirac Yukawa couplings y_D are absent and appropriate symmetry would be O(3)_l × O(3)_e in this case. Neutrino masses can be understood as arising from an effective dimension five operator. Requiring invariance of this operator under O(3)_l × O(3)_e, the transformation rules eq.(3) imply the same neutrino mass matrix as in eq.(8) but without the y_D terms.

We close this section with a comment on a possible origin of eq.(4) which was written down in an effective theory approach using the MFV. Let us add three sterile neutrinos s_R transforming under G_F as (3, 1, 1)_0. This allows the following renormalizable G_F invariant interactions ∼ s̄^c_Rη_Dν_R + Λ 2 s^T_RC^{−1}s_R + H.C. .

The bare mass term for s_R sets the scale of lepton number violation. Integration of s_R after the seesaw mechanism generates the η_D-dependent terms given in the right handed mass matrix, eq.(7).

III. NEUTRINO MASSES AND MIXING

From now onwards we specialize to supersymmetric model and consider the following simpler version of eq.(8):

M_ν ≈ m_0(1 − p y_l y^T_l ) , (9)

with p ≡^{c1}_{c0} and now m_0 =^{v2 sin2 β}_{c0Λ} . In this case, it is the charged lepton Yukawa couplings rather than y_D which determine both mixing among neutrinos and their (mass)^2 differences. This remarkably simple structure is capable of explaining all the features of the neutrino spectrum. Necessary condition for this to happen is that either p and/or y_l are complex indicating the presence of CP violation in general. p can be chosen real without loss of generality. y_l also has fairly general structure in the absence of further assumptions in spite of some freedom offered by the G_F in the choice of flavour basis. The structure of y_{l,D} in the outlined model is determined by the vacuum structure of η_{l,D} which together represent four independent real 3 × 3 matrices. G_F invariance can be used to make one of them (say Re ⟨η_D⟩ ) diagonal and the remaining freedom can be used to make three of the elements in ⟨η_l⟩ real or purely imaginary. This still allows fairly general forms for y_{l,D}. Each choice of these couplings correspond to a specific direction in G_F space and implies a definite form for neutrino masses. Below we give specific but fairly general forms for y_l leading to a successful description of the neutrino spectrum.

A general y_l can be written as y_l = V_{lL}d_lV^†_{lR} . (10)

Here, V_{lL,lR} are 3×3 unitary matrices and d_l = diag.(y_e, y_μ, y_τ ) is the known diagonal matrix of the charged lepton Yukawa couplings, e.g. y_τ =^{mτ}_{v cos β} in the MSSM. Neutrino mixing is determined in the flavour basis defined as

M_{νf} ≡ V^†_{lL}M_νV^∗_{lL} ≈ m_0(U_{lL} − p d_l U_{lR} d_l) , (11)

where U_{lL,lR} ≡ V^†_{lL,lR}V^∗_{lL,lR} are symmetric unitary matrices. In particular, if y_l are real then V_{lL,lR} are orthogonal and U_{lL} = U_{lR} = 1. M_{νf} becomes diagonal in this case and there is no mixing among neutrinos although they are now non-degenerate. Thus we need to assume V_{lR} and/or V_{lL} to be complex. The first term corresponds to the most general mass matrix for the degenerate neutrinos studied in [10] . U_{lL,lR} are both symmetric and unitary and can be parametrized [10] as U_{lL,lR} = P_{L,R}R^T_{23}(ϕ_{L,R})U_{12}(θ_{L,R}, α_{L,R})R_{23}(ϕ_{L,R})P_{L,R} , (12) where

R_{23}(ϕ) =

1 0 0 0 cos ϕ sin ϕ 0 sin ϕ − cos ϕ ; U12(θ, α) = cos θ sin θ 0 sin θ − cos θ 0 0 0 e^{iα} (13)

and P_{L,R} are diagonal phase matrices. Phases in one of these can be removed by redefining the phases of the charge leptons, see eq.(11) and we choose to make P_L = I.

Notice that U_L becomes invariant under ν_μ ↔ ν_τ interchange if ϕ_L =^π_4 . This makes M_{νf} μ-τ symmetric to leading order and leads to prediction [1] of the maximal atmospheric mixing angle θ_{23} and vanishing θ_{13}. The second term in eq.(11) generically violates μ-τ symmetry by a small amount since y_μ ≠ y_τ ≪ 1. But even in this case, there is a unique choice for U_{lR} which allows μ-τ symmetric perturbations as well. This is given by

U_{lR} = 1 0 0 0 0 e^{iβ3} 0 e^{iβ3} 0 . (14)

For this special case, the departure from degeneracy are characterized by a single parameter ϵ_1 ≡ p y_μ y_τ and the solar scale Δ_⊙, the atmospheric scale Δ_A and the solar angle θ_{12} get determined as ϵ_1 as:

tan 2θ_{12} ≈ tan θ_L cos β_3 ( 1 − ϵ_1 2 sin^2 β_3 cos β_3 cos θ_L

+ O(ϵ^2_1) ) , Δ_⊙ cos 2θ_{12} ≈ 2m^2_0ϵ_1 (cos θ_L cos β_3 + O(ϵ_1)) ,

Δ_A ≈ 2m^2_0ϵ_1 ( cos(α_L − β_3) + cos β_3 cos θ_L sin^2 θ_{12} cos 2θ_{12}

+ O(ϵ_1) ) . (15)

Note that the solar mixing angle arises at zeroth order and perturbation makes only a small change. The Δ_⊙, Δ_A are generated at the first order in ϵ_1. Above equations serve to determine β_3, m^2_0ϵ_1 in terms of θ_L and the known quantities. θ_L is required to be small and β_3 close to^π_2 for obtaining the correct θ_{12} and^{Δ⊙}_{ΔA} . Similarly, α_L is also required to be non-zero. Both these phases violate CP and appear as phases in the Majorana mass for light neutrinos. Underlying CP violation is however not manifested through the Dirac phase because of the μ-τ symmetry which makes θ_{13} zero. We discuss below a generalization which does not impose μ-τ symmetry and leads to observable CP violating phase.

In the most general situation and neglecting y_e , perturbations to degeneracy are governed by two parameters ϵ_1 defined above and ϵ_2 ≡ py^2_τ . It follows from eq.(11) that ϵ_2 would dominate except when (U_{lR})_{33} ≪^{yμ}_{yτ} (U_{lR})_{22}. Specific choice (U_{lR})_{33} ≈ 0 (corresponding to cos^2 ϕ_Re^{iαR} ≈ sin^2 ϕ_R cos θ_R) in eq.(12) is quite interesting. In this case, the lower 2 × 2 block of M_{νf} M^†_{νf} becomes μ-τ symmetric (up to terms of order^{yμ}_{yτ} ) for arbitrary values of other angles and phases in U_{lL,lR}. Thus this choice naturally leads to a large atmospheric mixing angle. Moreover, perturbations are essentially controlled in this case by the single parameter ϵ_1.

We have numerically studied implications of the specific choice (U_{lR})_{33} = 0 using the general parametrization in eq.(12). We randomly vary the independent parameters θ_L, ϕ_L, β_3, α_L in the full range. β_3 here represents the phase of (U_{lR})_{23} in eq.(12). ϵ_1 is redefined as ϵ_1 ≡ p y_μ y_τ |(U_{lR})_{23}|. Since entire mixing and mass differences are determined by the perturbations in eq.(11), m^2_0ϵ_1 acts as a normalization constraint but we have imposed the condition that ϵ_1 < 0.5 and m_0 < 0.3 eV. We require that each choice of random inputs correctly reproduce the Δ_⊙, Δ_A, sin^2 2θ_{23}, tan^2 θ_{12} within 1σ. Two specific outcomes of this random

FIG. 1: Allowed ranges of sin^2 θ_{23} versus sin^2 θ_{13} in model implied by eq.(11) and the assumption (U_{lR})_{33} = 0, see text for details

FIG. 2: Allowed ranges of sin^2 θ_{13} versus the Jarlskog invariant J in model implied by eq.(11) and the assumption (U_{lR})_{33} = 0, see text for details

analysis are displayed in Fig.(1) and Fig.(2). Fig.(1) displays the variation of sin^2 θ_{13} with sin^2 θ_{23}. Interestingly, the atmospheric mixing stays close to maximal for all of the random allowed choices mentioned above but the θ_{13} can span the entire 3σ range. CP violation is an essential ingredient in this analysis since its absence implies no mixing as argued above. Fig.(2) displays the allowed values of the Jarlskog invariant J versus sin^2 θ_{13}. There is a clear correlation between J and the sin^2 θ_{13} which can be tested. The above results hold for strictly zero (U_{lR})_{33}. We find that one could obtain sizable deviation from the maximality by allowing (U_{lR})_{33} ∼^{yμ}_{yτ} (U_{lR})_{22}. Even in this case, large values of θ_{13} is possible and prediction of the Jarlskog invariant shown in Fig.(2) does not change appreciably.

The above discussion was based on the specific choice G_F = O(3)_l ×O(3)_e ×O(3)ν×U(1)_R. One could consider a smaller symmetry by replacing O(3)_l ×O(3)_e by its vectorial sub-group under which both l, e_R transform as triplets. Quasi degeneracy is still maintained but now eq.(9) gets replaced by M_ν ≈ m_0(1 − p(y_l + y^T_l ) + ....) , (16) Now the departure from degeneracy occurs at first order in the Yukawa couplings. Just as in the previous case this case too is capable of reproducing the neutrino spectrum.

A larger choice for G_F can also lead to degenerate spectrum with additional assumptions. Consider the group G_F = U(3)_l × U(3)_e × O(3)_ν × U(1)_R. This is the group chosen in ref [6] except for the additional U(1)_R. Using the same arguments as in the above cases, leading order expression of M_R is given by

M_R = c_0Λ(y^†_Dy_D + y^T_Dy^∗_D) + .....

This M_R also leads to degenerate neutrinos provided y^†_Dy_D is real.

IV. LEPTOGENESIS

The baryon asymmetry Y_B in the universe can be generated through leptogenesis [11] in the present approach after due considerations of flavour effects [11, 12, 13]. The latter become important in MSSM for temperature below (1 + tan^2 β)10^{12} GeV when the tau interactions start equilibrating and tend to wash out asymmetry in the tau flavour. In a general seesaw framework, this asymmetry depends on two distinct set of parameters: The Dirac Yukawa couplings and the right handed neutrino masses. Here, the single relevant quantity is the Dirac Yukawa coupling matrix ỹ_D in basis with diagonal charged leptons and the RH neutrinos. Let V_R be a unitary matrix which diagonalizes M_R in eq.(7).

V^T_R M_RV_R = D_R ,

where D_R is diagonal matrix of the RH neutrino masses. ỹ_D is then given by

ỹ_D = V^†_{lL}y_DV_R .

The lepton asymmetry generated in flavour α = (e, μ, τ) by the out of equilibrium decay of the lightest right handed neutrino is given in the MSSM by [11] ϵ_{αα} ≈ − 3M_1 8πM_k Im[(ỹ^†_Dỹ_D)_{1k}(ỹ^†_D)_{1α}(ỹ_D)_{αk}] (ỹ^†_Dỹ_D)_{11}

, (17)

where M_k , k = 1, 2, 3 represent the RH neutrino masses and M_1 corresponds to the lightest one. The Y_B generated through ϵ_{αα} also depend on the wash out parameters

m̃_α = v^2 sin^2 β(ỹ^†_D)_{1α}(ỹ_D)_{α1}

M_1

. (18)

Eq.(7) can be written in terms of ỹ_D as

D_R = c_0Λỹ^T_DV^T_{lL}(1 + p y_ly^T_l )V_{lL}ỹ_D , (19)

We can invert above equation to obtain a parametrization for ỹ_D[14]:

ỹ_D ≈ V^†_{lL}(1 − 1 2 p y_ly^T_l )R ( D_R c_0Λ )_{1/2} (20)

to leading order in p y_ly^T_l . Here R is a complex orthogonal matrix.

The expressions for ϵ_{αα} get simplified in the μ-τ symmetric limit, ϕ_L =^π_4 , in eq.(12) In this limit, V_{lL} which reproduces U_{lL} in eq.(12) is given by [10]

V_{lL} ≈ 1 0 0 0 −^{i√}_2 −^{i√}_2 0^{1√}_2 e^{−iαL/2} −^{1√}_2 e^{−iαL/2} . (21)

It is now straightforward to work out the lepton asymmetries and wash out parameters: ϵ_e ≈ − 3M_1m_0 8πv^2 sin^2 β

Im[R^{∗2}_{11}] (R^†R)_{11} , ϵ_μ ≈ − 3M_1m_0 16πv^2 sin^2 β

Im[(R^†_{12} − iR^†_{13}e^{−iαL/2})(R^†_{12} + iR^†_{13}e^{iαL/2})] (R^†R)_{11} , ϵ_τ ≈ − 3M_1m_0 16πv^2 sin^2 β

Im[(R^†_{12} + iR^†_{13}e^{−iαL/2})(R^†_{12} − iR^†_{13}e^{iαL/2})] (R^†R)_{11}

. (22)

m̃_e ≈ m_0|R_{11}|^2 ; m̃_μ ≈ m_0 2 |R_{21} − iR_{31}e^{iαL/2}|^2 ; m̃_τ ≈ m_0 2 |R_{21} + iR_{31}e^{iαL/2}|^2 . (23)

In writing above equations, we have retained only zeroth order terms in p. Note that the scale of the individual lepton asymmetries is set by the degenerate mass m_0 and not the atmospheric or solar scale as in models with hierarchical neutrinos. Also it is easy to check from the leading order expression given above that the sum ϵ_l ≡ ∑ α ϵ_{αα} vanishes. By including the non-leading terms and using eq.(15) , we find ϵ_l ≈ 3M^2_1 8πv^4 Δ_⊙ cos 2θ_{12}

Im[R^{∗2}_{11}] − 2 sin^{αL}_2 Im[R^∗_{21}R^∗_{31}] (R^†R)_{11}

. (24)

This is much smaller than the individual asymmetries. The latter can be quite large ∼ O(10^{−5}) for M_1 ∼ 10^{10} GeV. We use the approximate approximation for the Y_B given in [13]: Y_B ≈ − 10 31g_∗ [ ϵ_eη ( 93 110 m̃_e ) + ϵ_μη ( 19 30 m̃_μ ) + ϵ_τ η ( 19 30 m̃_τ )] (25)

valid for the temperature range (1 + tan^2 β)10^5 GeV ≤ T ≤ (1 + tan^2 β)10^9 GeV. The washout function η(x) is given by η(x) ≈ [( x 8.25 × 10^{−3} eV )_{−1} + ( 0.2 × 10^{−3} eV x )_{−1.16}]−1 and g_∗ = 228.75. Note that the matrix R is independent of the light neutrino mass parameters and there exists large ranges of three complex angles parametrized R for which Y_B can be significant. We give one set for illustrative purpose. Let us define R_{11} = cos z_{13} cos z_{12} , R_{21} = cos z_{13} sin z_{12} and R_{31} = sin z_{13} where z_{ij} are complex angles. Then the choice z_{13} = 0, z_{12} = 0.30 + 0.13I, m_0 = 0.3 eV, M_1 = 7.9 × 10^{10} GeV, tan β = 10 leads to Y_B ≈ 8.6 × 10^{−11}. Individual lepton asymmetries are quite large for this choice ϵ_μ = ϵ_τ = −^1_2 ϵ_e ≈ 7.4 × 10^{−6} but there sum vanishes emphasizing the role played by flavour effects.

V. LEPTON FLAVOUR VIOLATION

As in other MFV approaches, the structure of the leptonic flavour violations is coded in y_l, y_D. The ratio of the scale of lepton number violation , Λ to lepton flavour violation < η_D > is not very large ∼ (1 − 100). Consequently, if these are the only scales in the theory, then the the rates of lepton flavour violating (LFV) processes like l_i → l_j + γ are highly suppressed (see for example, the discussion in Ref. [6]).

In the supersymmetric version of the theory however, there is a new scale at low energy in terms of the slepton and sneutrino masses at the weak scale. These soft masses continue to carry the memory of high scale flavour violation due to the presence of the seesaw mechanism, leading to large flavour violating effects at the weak scale[15]. In our present scheme, we assume that the soft masses are universal below the high scale Λ. This sets the following hierarchy of scales Λ ≳ Λ_{m̃0} ≳ < η_D > ≳ M_R, where Λ_{m̃0} determines the scale where soft masses are universal. At the weak scale, the sleptons receive corrections proportional to y_D, y_l due to renormalization group (RG) effects, which are roughly given as

m^2_{L̃} ≈ m̃^2_0 ( k_0I − y_Dy^†_Dl^0_1 − y_ly^†_l l^0_2 )

m^2_{ẽc} ≈ m̃^2_0 ( k^′_0I − y^†_l y_ll^0_3 ) , (26)

where l^0_1, l^0_2, l^0_3, k_0, k^′_0 are coefficients generated by RG running with a typical size of the order 1/(16π^2) ln Λ^2/m̃^2_0. In the basis where charged leptons and the RH neutrinos are diagonal, the flavour off-diagonal entries in the slepton mass matrices determine the amplitudes of the flavour violating processes. In this basis, these off-diagonal entries are proportional to ỹ_Dỹ^†_D with ỹ_D given by eq.(20). At the leading order this takes the form : ỹ_Dỹ^†_D ≈ V^†_{lL}R D_R c_0Λ

R^†V_{lL} + O(p y_ly^T_l ), (27)

where we have neglected O(p y_ly^T_l ) corrections. The strength of flavour violation is best judged by considering the ratio of the flavour violating off-diagonal entries to the flavour diagonal terms. Here we have (δ^{(l)}_{LL})_{ij}|_{i≠j} ≈ m_0 v^2 [ V^†_{lL}RD_Rt̃_0R^†V_{lL} ] ij (28)

Here i, j are generation indices and t̃_0 is a diagonal matrix containing the logarithmic terms for each of the right handed neutrinos, given as 1/(16π^2) ln < η_D >^2 /M^2_i . We have also exchanged c_0Λ for the light neutrino mass scale m_0. Note that when D_R is degenerate (or y_Dy^T_D = I ) and R is real, there is no flavour violation in the theory. Assuming that the mass scale of the right handed neutrinos is roughly the same, we have the log factor to be ln < η_D >^2 /M^2 ≈ ln Λ^2/ < η_D >^2. Using eq.(28) one can estimate the branching fraction of the LFV process l_j → l_i + γ as[16] Br(l_j → l_i + γ) ≈ α^3 G^2_F

|(δ^{(l)}_{LL})_{ij} |^2 m^4_{susy} tan^2 β (29)

Existing limits on μ → e + γ from the MEGA experiment constraint |(δ^{(l)}_{LL})_{ij} | ≲ 10^{−4} for slepton masses ∼ m_{susy} ≈ 400 GeV and tanβ ∼ 10 [17]. Presently, the range between 10^{−6} − 10^{−4} in (δ^{(l)}_{LL})_{21} is being probed. The explicit form of the relevant (δ^{(l)}_{LL})_{ij} in this case is given by

(δ^{(l)}_{LL})_{21} = m_0 √ 2v^2 [ (−iR_{11}R^⋆_{21} + e^{−iαL/2}R_{11}R^⋆_{31})M_1(t̃_0)_{11}

− (iR_{12}R^⋆_{22} − e^{−iαL/2}R_{12}R^⋆_{32})M_2(t̃_0)_{22} − (iR_{13}R^⋆_{23} − e^{−iαL/2}R_{13}R^⋆_{33})M_3(t̃_0)_{33} ] (30)

From the above we see that for m_0 ∼ 0.1 eV and M_3 ∼ 10^{14}GeV , (δ^{(l)}_{LL})_{21} is close to O(1). This will require additional suppression from the elements of R matrix,e.g. R_{13} ∼ 10^{−3}−10^{−4} can suppress the (δ^{(l)}_{LL})_{21}. The leptogenesis can still work as exemplified above. Nevertheless both leptogenesis and LFV can together provide tight constraints on the model parameter space and it would be interesting to pursue this further.

VI. SUMMARY

We have discussed here a novel approach to obtaining quasi-degenerate neutrinos in the context of type-I seesaw models. This is based on generalization of the minimal flavour violation principle to the leptonic sector. Earlier attempts in this direction regarded M_R as an independent entity proportional to identity. Instead if it is assumed that M_R also arises from the Dirac Yukawa couplings in an effective theory then this can lead to quasi degenerate neutrino. As discussed here, this is possible by requiring invariance under G_F = O(3)_l × O(3)_e × O(3)_ν × U(1)_R. Larger choice for G_F is also shown to lead to degeneracy with additional assumption. Consequences of the quasi degenerate structure implied by G_F were worked out. CP violation was found to be necessary in order to obtain non-trivial mixing in this approach. Allowing this, one can obtain correct mixing patterns and observable CP violation. Thermal leptogenesis aided by flavour effects is shown to explain the observed baryon asymmetry. If CP violation is found to be small or nearly absent in future neutrino oscillation experiments then this approach will be strongly constrained if not ruled out entirely.

Acknowledgment: ASJ would like to thank the Centre for High Energy Physics for hospitality where this work was initiated. SKV would like to acknowledge support from DST Ramanujan Fellowship SR/S2/RJN-25/2008 from Govt. of India.

[1] For a review see, R. N. Mohapatra et al., Rept. Prog. Phys. 70, 1757 (2007) [arXiv:hep-ph/0510213]; M. C. Gonzalez-Garcia and M. Maltoni, Phys. Rept. 460, 1 (2008) [arXiv:0704.1800 [hep-ph]].

[2] J. Lesgourgues and S. Pastor, Phys. Rept. 429, 307 (2006) [arXiv:astro-ph/0603494]. [3] Some of the early references on models for degenerate neutrinos are , D. O. Caldwell and R. N. Mohapatra, Phys. Rev. D 48, 3259 (1993); A. S. Joshipura, Z. Phys. C 64, 31 (1994); A. S. Joshipura, Phys. Rev. D 51, 1321 (1995) [arXiv:hep-ph/9404354];D. G. Lee and R. N. Mohapatra, Phys. Lett. B 329, 463 (1994) [arXiv:hep-ph/9403201]; S. T. Petcov and A. Y. Smirnov, Phys. Lett. B 322, 109 (1994) [arXiv:hep-ph/9311204]; A. Ioannisian and J. W. F. Valle, Phys. Lett. B 332, 93 (1994) [arXiv:hep-ph/9402333].

[4] P. Bamert and C. P. Burgess, Phys. Lett. B 329, 289 (1994) [arXiv:hep-ph/9402229]; E. Ma and G. Rajasekaran, Phys. Rev. D 64, 113012 (2001) [arXiv:hep-ph/0106291]; K. S. Babu, E. Ma and J. W. F. Valle, Phys. Lett. B 552, 207 (2003) [arXiv:hep-ph/0206292]; M. Tanimoto, T. Watari and T. Yanagida, Phys. Lett. B 461, 345 (1999) [arXiv:hep-ph/9904338].

[5] G. D’Ambrosio, G. F. Giudice, G. Isidori and A. Strumia, Nucl. Phys. B 645, 155 (2002) [arXiv:hep-ph/0207036].

[6] V. Cirigliano, B. Grinstein, G. Isidori and M. B. Wise, Nucl. Phys. B 728, 121 (2005) [arXiv:hep-ph/0507001]; B. Grinstein, V. Cirigliano, G. Isidori and M. B. Wise, Nucl. Phys. B 763, 35 (2007) [arXiv:hep-ph/0608123].

[7] S. Davidson and F. Palorini, Phys. Lett. B 642, 72 (2006) [arXiv:hep-ph/0607329]. [8] M. B. Gavela, T. Hambye, D. Hernandez and P. Hernandez, JHEP 0909, 038 (2009) [arXiv:0906.1461 [hep-ph]].

[9] C. D. Froggatt and H. B. Nielsen, Nucl. Phys. B 147, 277 (1979).

[10] G. C. Branco, M. N. Rebelo and J. I. Silva-Marcos, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 683 (1999) [arXiv:hep-ph/9810328].

[11] For a review and references, see S. Davidson, E. Nardi and Y. Nir, Phys. Rept. 466, 105 (2008) [arXiv:0802.2962 [hep-ph]].

[12] A. Abada, S. Davidson, A. Ibarra, F. X. Josse-Michaux, M. Losada and A. Riotto, JHEP 0609, 010 (2006) [arXiv:hep-ph/0605281]; O. Vives, Phys. Rev. D 73, 073006 (2006) [arXiv:hep-ph/0512160].

[13] F. R. Joaquim, I. Masina and A. Riotto, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 22, 6253 (2007) [arXiv:hep-ph/0701270].

[14] J. A. Casas and A. Ibarra, Nucl. Phys. B 618, 171 (2001) [arXiv:hep-ph/0103065]. [15] L. J. Hall, V. A. Kostelecky and S. Raby, Nucl. Phys. B 267 (1986) 415; F. Borzumati and A. Masiero, Phys. Rev. Lett. 57, 961 (1986). For a review, please see, A. Masiero, S. K. Vempati and O. Vives, New J. Phys. 6, 202 (2004) [arXiv:hep-ph/0407325].

[16] J. Hisano, T. Moroi, K. Tobe and M. Yamaguchi, Phys. Rev. D 53, 2442 (1996) [arXiv:hep-ph/9510309].

[17] M. Ciuchini, A. Masiero, P. Paradisi, L. Silvestrini, S. K. Vempati and O. Vives, Nucl. Phys.

B 783, 112 (2007) [arXiv:hep-ph/0702144].