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Abstract

We propose that the observed large leptonic mixing may @ftat a quasidegeneracy of three Ma-
jorana neutrinos. The limit of exact degeneracy of Majona@atrinos is not trivial, as leptonic mixing
and even CP violation may occur. We conjecture that the sesslofU13|, when compared to the other
elements otJpyns May be related to the fact that, in the limit of exact massedetacy, the leptonic
mixing matrix necessarily has a vanishing element. We shmaw the lifting of the mass degeneracy
can lead to the measured value|dis| while at the same time accommodating the observed solar and
atmospheric mixing angles. In the scenario we considehbteaking of the mass degeneracy there is
only one CP violating phase, already present in the limitaifcé degeneracy, which upon the lifting of
the degeneracy generates both Majorana and Dirac-typed®Rion in the leptonic sector. We analyse
some of the correlations among physical observables amd poi that in most of the cases considered,
the implied strength of leptonic Dirac-type CP violatiorddsye enough to be detected in the next round
of experiments.
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1 Introduction

The observed pattern of fermion masses and mixing contibagg) a major puzzle in particle physics
and the discovery of large leptonic mixing rendered the tiole®ven more intriguing. A large number of
models have been suggested in the literature for providinghderstanding of neutrino masses and mixing
These models cover a large number of possibilities, gomg imodels with discrete abelian or non-abelian
symmetries/[11] to the suggestion that in the neutrino seatwrchy prevails [2].

In this paper we conjecture that the observed large mixirtgerepton sector may just reflect a Majorana
character of neutrinos and quasidegeneracy of neutringesast is well known that, for Dirac neutrinos,
leptonic mixing can be rotated away in the limit of exact metmass degeneracy. For Majorana neutrinos
it has been pointed out that leptonic mixing and even CP traslacan occur in the limit of exact neutrino
mass degeneracy and in this limit, leptonic mixing is chi@dwed by two angles and one CP violating
phase([3]. In this limit, the leptonic unitarity triangleseacollapsed in a line, since one of the entries of
the leptonic mixing vanishes, thus implying no Dirac-type @olation. However, the Majorana triangles
do not all collapse into the real or imaginary axis, thus iymg [4] CP violation of Majorana type. We
identify the zero entry of the leptonic mixing matrix with 3 and show that a small perturbation around the
degenerate limit generates the observed neutrino massatiffes as well as leptonic mixing in agreement
with experiment, including the recent measurements of mhallest mixing anglef13, at reactor([5], and
accelerator [6] neutrino experiments. In this frameworie also finds a possible explanation for the small-
ness oflU13|, compared to the other entries of tpyns This may just reflect the fact that, in the exact
degenerate limit of Majorana neutrinos, one of the entriddsgnsnecessarily vanishes.

As soon as it became clear that the experimental evidenceifeet a nonvanishingis, many proposals
[7] were put forward in the literature analysing how smalitpebations around various textures obtained
from symmetries, could accommodate a non-vanisblifzgvhile also correctly reproducing the data on the
solar and atmospheric mixing angles. The distinctive fieatd our proposal is the fact that we start from
the non-trivial limit of exactly degenerate Majorana nends.

This paper is organised as follows. In the next section, wdysthe limit of exact degeneracy of three
Majorana neutrinos, pointing out that in this limit the Miggoa mass matrix is proportional to a unitary
matrix and describing the implications for leptonic mixiagd CP violation. In section 3, we study the
lifting of the mass degeneracy with the generation of neatmass differences and a non-vanisHihg.
We analyse in detail the case where the unperturbed leptaiRiog is given by some of the most popular
Ansatze, allowing for Majorana-type CP violation, withesgal emphasis on the tribimaximal case [8]. We
consider a scenario for the breaking of the degeneracy,enthere is only one CP violating phase which,
upon the lifting of the degeneracy, generates both MajoaadeDirac-type CP violation. Finally, in section
4 we present our conclusions.



2 TheLimit of Exact Degeneracy

2.1 TheMajorana Neutrino Mass Matrix

Without loss of generality, we choose to work in a weak baalB) where the charged lepton mass matrix
is diagonal, real and positive. We assume three left-handeattinos and consider a Majorana mass tern
with the general form:

Lmass = — (VL(,)T c1 (MO)GB Vig T h.c. (1)
wherev, , stand for the left-handed weak eigenstates lligds a 3x 3 symmetric complex mass matrix.
Since in generalM, is diagonalized by a unitary matrl¥, throughU] M, U, = diag (my,,my,, my,), it
follows that in the limit of exact neutrino mass degenerdycan be written:

Mo=HS (@)

wherep is the common neutrino mass aBg= U;UJ. In the limit of exact degeneracy, a novel feature
arises, namelWl, is proportional to the symmetric unitary mati$. Under a WB transformation cor-
responding to a rephasing of both and the charged lepton fields, the neutrino mass matrixfoems
as:

Mo — LML (3)
with L = diag(€®:,€%2,€%3). As a result, the individual phases b, have no physical meaning, but
one can construct polynomials {iMo)i; which are rephasing invariarit/[9] such @43)11(Mg)22(Mg)2,
or (Mo)ll(Mg)gg(Mo)fg. The fact thatS, is symmetric and unitary implies that in genef&l can be
parametrized by two angles and one phase. In Ref. [3], thie éifrexact degeneracy for Majorana neu-
trinos was analysed in some detail and it was shown thatnéptoixing and even CP violation can occur
in that limit. Leptonic mixing can be rotated away if and oiflyhere is CP invariance and all neutrinos
have the same CP parity [10], [11]. Furthermore, it was ates in Ref [3] that in the case of different
CP parities, the most general matBx can be parametrized in terms of two rotations with thredhvge
orthogonal matrices having only a two-by-two non diagoratk each, corresponding to a single mixing
angle, together with one diagonal matrix with one phase:

1 0 O cg S5 O 1 0 O
S=(0c¢c s [|% —C O 0 cp $¢ (4)
0 sp —Co 0O 0 ¢ 0 sp —Co
this equation is of the form:
10 O
S =023(¢) O12(6) | 0 1 0 | Oz3(¢) (5)
0 0 ¢“

with each orthogonal matri®;; chosen to be symmetric. Using the fact tBat= UZUJ one concludes that
, in this limit, the leptonic mixing matrix is given by:

6 1 0 O
Us = O23(@) O (é) 0i o ©)
0 0 e



up to an orthogonal rotation of the three degenerate nestrin

Given the Majorana character of neutrino masses, it is thedreven in the limit of exact degeneracy with
CP conservation, but with different CP-parities, one camotateU, away through a redefinition of the
neutrino fields. It should be emphasized that the leptonigngimatrix is only defined up to an orthogonal
rotation of the three degenerate neutrinos. Indeéld liagonalizedvl, so doesJ,0, as it is evident from
Eq. (2) and the fact thek, = U;;UJ . Without loss of generality one can eliminate the matrix Osl
important to notice thatl, always has one zero entry which in the above parametrizap@ears in the
(13) position. This may be a hint that the limit of exact degengiia@a good starting point to perform a
small perturbation around it, leading to the lifting of theggneracy and the generation of a non-xé¢p

At this stage, it should be noted that although the limit cie>degeneracy necessarily implies a zero entn
in Uy the location of the zero is not fixed. If we had interchangesiriles ofO,3 andO12 in Eq. (4),
the zero entry would appear in ti@1) position. Our choice of Eq[{4) was dictated by the experitalen
fact that the leptonic mixing matrix has a small entry in {i8) position. It should be stressed that the
identification ofUppnswith UgO can only be done after the lifting of the degeneracy, whidhbe done in
the sequel. The matri® will be fixed by the perturbation d¥l, leading to the lifting of the degeneracy. In
the exact degenerate limit the individual elements of th&imbl,O have no physical meaning. But there
are physical quantities which do have physical meaning avtdre exact degenerate limit. These quantities
are independent of the matr@®, depending only on combinations of the angdsp and the phase,
entering in the parametrisation'd§ given in Eq. [(4). An example of such a physical quantity, Wélgiven

in the next subsection, where we evaluate in the exact degtenanit the strength of Majorana type CP
violation, expressed in terms of the mixing angle# and the phasa. Of course, this quantity does not
depend on the matri®.

It is easy to understand why a symmetric unitasy 3 matrix, such a&,, can be parametrized by only two
angles and one phase. On one hand, there is the freedom otahfoiVB given by Eq.[(3) on the other
hand for a general 8 3 unitary matrixJ, one can define an asymmetry parameter, given by [12]:

As = |U12]* — [Uz21|* = [Ua1]* — |U13]* = |Uza|* — U3 (7)
In the case of a unitary symmetric matrix, one B#as= 0, which leads to the loss of one parameter.

The parametrization d&, in terms of two rotations and one phase is the most generalamagt from the
unphysical complex phases which can be rotated away as iff3g. This can be seen by recalling that
the parametrization of a general unitary matrix througheEahgles involves three orthogonal rotations,
usually denoted b2, O13, O23. The fact tha, is symmetric implies the loss of one parameter and, as
result, only two orthogonal matrices are needed. The mtathatrixOys that is left out, dictates the entry
of Uy that is zero to be(r,s) or (s,r) depending on the order chosen for the other two orthogonalcas.

2.2 S unitarity triangles, leptonic mixing and CP violation

Since&, is a unitary matrix, one can considg&y unitarity triangles, which are analogous to the ones [4]
encountered in the leptonic mixing mattidppns but with a different physical meaning. A unitarity tri-
angle corresponding to orthogonality of the two first colsnehS, is displayed in Figure 1. Note that the

orientation of thes, unitarity triangles rotates under the rephasing of[Eq.(8)therefore it has no physical
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Figure 1: Unitarity triangle built from the first two columi$ S, for a generic unitary matrix, assuming
CP violation

meaning. However, the area of tBgtriangles has got physical meaning, giving a measure oftteagth
of Majorana-type CP violation in leptonic mixing in the cageexact degeneracy. A8, unitarity triangles
have the same are§ which equals twice the absolute value of any of the replgasivariant quartet€s
of &

A=2|ImQs| = % |cos() sin?(8) sir?(2g) sin(a)| (8)

with [Qs| = [(S)ij (S)ik(S)i} (So)i| with i # I, j # k. In the limit of exact degeneracy, we have seen tha
the leptonic mixing matriXJ, has a zero entry, which implies that there is no Dirac-typevioRition and

all theU,, unitarity triangles collapse to lines. However, there isu@iation of the Majorana-type, since the
Majorana unitarity triangles fdd, are in general not collapsed along the real and imaginasy[dki Once
the degeneracy is lifted the leptonic unitarity trianglpsio up and Dirac-type CP violation is generated. In
Ref. [13], it was shown how to express, in this case, the tMINS matrix, including the strength of Dirac-
type CP violation in terms of arguments of the six indepehdgphasing invariant bilinears corresponding
to the orientation of the sides of Majorana-type unitaritgrigles, thus showing that Dirac-type CP violation
in the leptonic sector with Majorana neutrinos, necesgariplies Majorana-type CP violation.

3 Lifting the Degeneracy

3.1 Rationaleand Strategy

For definiteness and without loss of generality, we work mweak basis where the charged lepton mas:
matrix is diagonal real. As emphasized in the previous secth the case of exactly degenerate Majorane
neutrinos, mixing is meaningful and it can be parametrizethim angles and one phase.

Several textures for the leptonic mixing matrix have beewlisd in the literature, often in the context of
family symmetries[[1]. In most of the proposed schemes, #teem of leptonic mixing is predicted but
the spectrum of masses is not constrained by the symmettiestherefore consistent to consider these
schemes, together with the hypothesis of quasidegenefddgjorana neutrinos. A different approach
connecting the leptonic mixing parameters with certairdkinf degeneracy of the neutrino mass spectrun
was followed in[[14].



Until recently one of the most favoured Ansatze, from thpezimental point of view, seemed to be the
tribimaximal mixing [8] which has a zero in thd.3) entry. Other interesting textures which also have &
zero entry in this locatiori [15] include the democratic mixi[16], bimaximal mixing([17], golden ratio
mixings [18], [19], hexagonal mixing [20] and bidodeca migi[21], [22]. Recent measurementstag,

the smallest of the mixing angles Opynsas given by the standard parametrization [23], have estadali

a non-zero value for this angle [24]. In the standard pararagion,Upynsis given by:

C12C13 . si¢13 S1ie
Upmns= | —S12623—C12523513€°  Ci2Co3—S1o%3%13€°  spaciz | P 9)
$12523— C12C23513¢°  —C1253— S12C235138°  CpsCi3

wherecij = cos(6j) , sj = sin(6j) , with all §;; in the first quadrant} is a Dirac-type phase arfl=
diag(1,€,€P) with a andp denoting the phases associated with the Majorana chacfateutrinos.

The clear experimental evidence for a non-z@rohas motivated a series of studies on how to generate
non-vanishin@; 3 through a small perturbation of the tribimaximal and otlaéresnes which predi€; 3 =0

in lowest orderThe distinctive feature of our analysis, is the fact that we start from a non-trivial limit of

three exactly degenerate Majorana neutrinos. In the pus\gection, we presented the most general mixing
matrixUy in this limit and explained that it can be parametrized by &mgles and one CP violating phase:

Uo=0(8,0)-K (10)

with K a diagonal matrix such as the one written in Ed. (6). Thisahdor the matrixK implies that in
the CP conserving limit correspondingdo= 0 or 1t, one neutrino has a CP parity different from the other
two. Otherwise, in the limit of exact degeneracy, with CPsmmation and all neutrinos having the same
CP parity, the two anglegand® could be rotated away.

Lifting the degeneracy corresponds to adding a small geation toS,

M = 1 (S+€% Qo) (11)

the matrixQq is fixed in such a way that the correct neutrino masses arénebitalt will be a function of
the neutrino mass differences given in termao®, andAmZ, defined by:

Amg, = mg —mg

05 s 12
A3, = |m8 — 42
as well as the overall mass scaleThe parametes? is chosen as:
Amg
2 _ 1
=== 1
€ 24° (13)

Quasidegeneracy forces the overall mass scale to be mughr Bwan the neutrino mass differences anc
guarantees the smallness of the perturbation pararfetSee Table 1 and subsequent comments.

Our strategy for confronting the data on neutrino massesyaritg is the following:



(i) We assume that the physics responsible for the lifting ofiggeneracy, does not introduce new source:
of CP violation beyond the phase already present in the limit of exact degeneracy. As a teafiér the
lifting of the degeneracy, the leptonic mixing matrix is givby:

Upmns=Uo-O (14)

whereO is an orthogonal matrix, parametrized by small angles. &oethatO is orthogonal, rather than
a general unitary matrix, implies thdpyns still diagonalizess,, thus establishing a strong connection be-
tween the degenerate and quasidegenerate case. Thidgslpast relevant since we shall take as starting
point for U, some of the most interesting examples considered in thatitee based on symmetries and
with a zero in thg13) entry ofU,.

(i) After the lifting of the degeneracy, the single phaseill generate both Dirac and Majorana-type CP
violations. This is a distinctive feature of our framework.

With the notation of EqL.(14)Q, introduced in Eq.[{11) is determined by:

1 .
e2Qo=U; O <ﬁ Dy — 11) o'-ul, Dy, =diag(m,j,mym3) (15)

In the limit of exact degeneracy the matfixhas no physical meaning, it only acquires meaning with the
lifting of the degeneracy. A striking feature is the facttthew sources of CP violation are not introduced.
However, once the matrif® is included, the CP violating phase presenkirteases to be a factorizable
phase and in general gives rise to Dirac-type CP violation.

The matrixO will be parametrized by three mixing angles which we dengte b

Coy Sp O Cops O Sy 1 0 O
0O = 012013023 = —Sp Cy O 0 1 O 0 cp Sy (16)
0O 0 1 —Sp; 0 Cqq 0 —sp Cp
Our choice olJy's is based on the fact th@is is known to be a small angle. Furthermore, in each case, tt

resultingO matrices represent small perturbations arouganatrices. Once the matr is fixed and the
scalep of neutrino masses is specifig@, can be computed from Eq._(15)

In our analysis, we use data from the global fit of neutrindlladons provided in Ref.[[24] requiring
agreement within @ range. Table 1 summarizes the data obtained from Ref. [2dimHable 1, assuming
U~ 0.5 eV, we obtaire? of the order 5< 103,

In what follows we discuss separately several differenésad interest.



Table 1: Neutrino oscillation parameter summary. Eurél, sirf 0,3, sirf 613, andd the upper (lower) row
corresponds to normal (inverted) neutrino mass hierarchy.

Parameter Best fit d.range
Amg, [10°eV?| 7.62 7.43-7.81
Amg, [10-3eV2] 2.55 2.46 —2.61
Amg, [10~ 3ev2] 2.43 2.37-2.50

sin2 810 0.320 0.303-0.336
Sir? 0,3 0.613(0.427) 0.400-0. 461 and 0.573 —0.635
Sirf 03 0.600 0.569 — 0.626
Sirf 013 0.0246 0.0218 —0.0275
Sirt 013 0.0250 0.0223 -0.0276
o 0.80Tt 0-2m
o -0.031t 0-2m

3.2 Perturbing tribimaximal mixing

In this case our starting pointlig = Utgm - K with:

2 1
i i 0 |
Uen=| = ~ 75 and K =diag(1,i,e %/? (17)
1 1
VB V32

In the notation of Eq[(6), this ansatz correspondg t045° and cos(%) = % le., 2 = 35.26°. We allow
the anglea to vary, together with the three angles of the ma@ix In this example, agreement with the
global fit for the experimental values requires loweringvhkies for the mixing angle$; > and6,3 of U,
and at the same time generatingsa different from zero.

Denoting the entries dippmnsby Ujj we have:

U11| = |f011+ f021| = C12C13

U12| = | =O12+ f022| = S12C13

|U13| = | 013+ f023| = 513

|U23| = |f013 \/§023+ 7€ e 19/2 Og3| = 5p3013

(18)

The first three equations allow to determipe @3 and gy, the fourth one puts bounds on the phasiéus
constraining the strength of leptonic CP violationl/[25]. tAts stage it is worth emphasizing that there is
strong experimental evidence that in the quark secto¥g@ matrix is complex even if one assumes the
possible presence of physics beyond the Standard Model 64 result, it is natural to assume that the
leptonic sector also violates CP.

This scenario allows for a particularly simple solutioncgnone can reach agreement with the experiments
data by choosing a matri@ with only one parameter different from zero, namely the axpgl In this case



the relevantd;; simplify significantly and one can express&(ifi2), sir? (623) and sirf (813) simply in
terms ofg,, and the phase, or else. equivalently, in terms @13 and the phasae:

Sin? (B13) = |U1af? = Si”ZS(‘pZ> (19)
. o _1—sin2cp2_:%,—|U13|2
S|n2(912) = Slnz(esolar) ~3_ sinchz =7 |U13|2 (20)
1 V6sin$ )sm(pzcoscpz 1 V2sin($)|Uy5/4/1—3U 42
sin? (023) = sin’(Batm) = 5 3 5o =5 LU (21)

if(Batm) depends on the phase
a. From Eq.[(19) and taking the best fit value from Table 1 weiakgm (@) = 0.27. It is instructive to
determineQ, for this value of sirfg,). Making use of Eq.L(I15), and keeping only the dominant tetvygs,
making the following approximations:

W1+ —2 n%l ; \/ AE;% _u( mgl)—u(lJrs) (22)

the explicit expression fdQ, simplifies to:

0.0243—0.1061¢2 (0.1559+0.680822)2 —0.0243— 0.4634°

—0.0243 00243—0.1061% 0.0243+0.1061'%
Q 2 _ /o (23)
0.0243+0.1061€2 —0.0243—0.4634%  (0.1559 —0.68082)2

It should be noticed that, even after factoring efit most entries of the matriQ, have modulus much
smaller than one, thus confirming that we are doing a verylgmediurbation around the degeneracy limit.

We find that the anglg, cannot deviate significantly from the value of the Cabibbgl@nThe constraints
on the phase& obtained from Eq.[(21), translate into bounds for the Dird Wiblating phase. The
strength of Dirac-type CP violation is often given in ternfighee modulus of the parametgktp defined as
the imaginary part of a quartet of the mixing matdgyns i.€.,lcp = Im\UijUiT(Uf]UW\ withi #1, j #k.
Due to the unitariry oUpynsall quartets have the same modulus. For the standard parzatien, given
in Eq. (9), we have:

lcp= :—é |Sin(2012) sin(2013) Sin(26,3) cog013) Sin(d)| (24)
In our framework, with onlyp, anda different from zero]cp is given by:
coqa/2)sin(@y) cos(¢y)
lcp= 25
cP 376 (25)

and is predicted to be of order 1) meaning that it could be within reach of future neutrinoexmpents.
This is a special prediction for this framework since frora tralues of Table 1 we can conclude that the
experimental bounds atllevel allow for the leptonic strength of Dirac-type CP vitda to range from
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Figure 2: sik@,3 versus|U;3|? obtained by perturbing tribimaximal mixing withs = 0. Each curve
corresponds to a fixed and toq; = 0, thereforeg, is the only variable. The points drifting away from
each curve were obtained by varying a{so

0 to about 4< 10~2. In Figure 2 we present SitBam) versus|U132. The dotted vertical lines delimit the
allowed experimental values fdt;3/2. The dotted horizontal lines delimit the two allowed expezital
regions for si(Bam) according to Table 1. The authors of R&f.|[24] consider tereof lower sirf(Bm)

to be experimentally favoured, therefore in our analysisr@giire that this region can be reached ever
though we also indicate the above region. The differentldoiles correspond to our framework with only
one parameter different from zero, the angdeand for different values of the phaaeas indicated in the
figure. The values for this phase are chosen in such a way aga@ug indication of the intervals that are
compatible with the experimental data. Points represebyesijuares and triangles where obtained with
one additional mixing anglegs, different from zero. Squares and triangles correspondferent values of
the phase respectively, as indicated in the figure. In Figure 3 we fdetversusU;3|2. Again the dotted
vertical lines delimit the allowed experimental values [fdys|? and the different solid lines correspond to
our framework with only one mixing angle different from zeand for different values of the phaseas
indicated in the figure. The values chosen for this phase @sedon the information contained in Figure
2. Points represented by squares and triangles where ebtaiith one additional mixing angle different
from zero, which in this case was chosen toghe Squares and triangles correspond to different values ¢
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Figure 3: Icp versus|U;3|? obtained by perturbing tribimaximal mixing withg = 0. Each curve corre-
sponds to a fixedi and tog; = 0, thereforep, is the only variable. The points drifting away from each
curve were obtained by varying algg.

the phase respectively, as indicated in the figure.

Concerning the neutrinoless double beta decay, this psategzends on the effective Majorana mass,
defined by;

Mee =

3
S Ufkrm‘ (26)
k=1

In the above framework, the dominant terms, ignoring inipaldr corrections of orde?sm%l/u2 are:

(27)

= % <1 - 3Am§1 |U13‘2)

22

Agreement with the present experimental bounds, [27] takito account nuclear physics uncertainties
[29] requires|mee to be smaller than.@ eV. The Heidelberg-Moscow experiment [28] claimed to have
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obtained a non-zero result close t@8eV which would imply all three neutrino masses close teVL
These masses are somewhat above the bound favoured by oggntubwever the cosmological bound
depends on model assumptions and on the data set that istékeonnsideration [30].

In this framework, the angle, cannot deviate significantly from the value of the Cabibbglareven
when we extend it to include other non-zero mixing angledadn, the range of the allowed experimental
parameters given in Table 1 can accommodate non zero vaudisef two other angles in the matr&x
requiring them to be smaller than the Cabibbo angle. In thé&the simple expressions given above mus
be replaced by somewhat more cumbersome and less transpaesn The solar angle obtained in the
unperturbed tribimaximal mixing case is larger than thevadld experimental values. The angieis the
only one inO capable of lowering its value. The effect of the other twoimgxangles is the opposite.

3.3 Perturbing other interesting schemes

As stated before, we analysed perturbations around sonme e¥ell known mixing textures considered in
the literature with a zero in the (13) entry. Examples of stgsttures include the democratic mixirigdpm
[16], bimaximal mixingUgwm [17], golden ratio mixing®ermt [18], Usrmwe [19], hexagonal mixindgJym

[20] and bidodeca mixintyspm [21], [22]. The democratic mixing and the bimaximal mixings af the
form:

L L 0 1 1 g
V2 V2 2 2

i@ \/61 13 1 _1 LZ
NERVEIE 2 "2 2

These two cases are very constrained in our framework, suegecorrespond to s%@@sm) = 0.5 which lies
significantly above the favoured experimental range givefable 1. Although it is still possible to bring
it down to acceptable values making useppf agreement with the experimental values given in Table 1 i
hardly possible atd level. Therefore, we do not further analyse these two cases.

The other textures mentioned above Bk, Usrmve and the hexagonal mixindym which coincides
with the bidodeca mixin@gpwm:

Ji+%) e 0 ta+vs)  1/iG-vEB) 0
Ucrms = Fw o Wk & |5 Usrwe=| ies r G
i WiE % MG
V3 1

v 3 0

11 /3 4

Uim=Usbom=| =25 2V2 5

41 _1./3 1

2v/2 2V 2 2

The case of the golden ratio mixing 2 is less favourable thargblden ratio mixing 1, due to the fact that
the corresponding solar angle is larger. We analysed in oheti@l only the cases starting withsgve and
Unm - We have scanned the allowed region of parameter spacesfantlesp;, ¢z, @ of our perturbation,
and for the phasea. Both examples have very similar features. The exact anaypressions are obtained
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Figure 4: iR 03 versusU;3|? obtained by perturbing golden ratio 1 wigh = 0. Each curve corresponds
to a fixeda and fixed value ofp;. The points drifting away from each curve were obtained bying .

from Egs. [(14) and(16). A novel feature of these examplehasfact that agreement with experiment
cannot be obtained with the matr® parametrized by one mixing angle only. Furthermore, uniiie
tribimaximal mixing case, it igy that is required to differ from zero and on the other handeeidh or @3
can be zero, although not simultaneously. These new featweerelated to the fact that in both cases the
corresponding solar angle lies below the experimentaleandike in the tribimaximal case. As pointed
out, in the tribimaximal case the angpe played a fundamental role in lowering this angle. In theeaais

@3 equal to zerolJ13 is then given by:

U1z = (Uo)115in(¢1) Sin(@2) + (Uo)12€0S(1) Sin(@y) (28)

itis the second term that gives the dominant contributidre fct that there are two independent parameter
in the matrixO does not allow to express Sise|ar), Si(Bam) andlcp in terms of|Uy3| only. However

it is still instructive to plot these quantities as a funaotiaf |U13| for certain choices of the parameters of
the matrixO. For illustration, we present in Figure 4 $ii.3) versus|U;3|2 with sin(¢z) = 0. This plot

is done for golden ratio 1. The hexagonal mixing case pres&ntilar features. Each curve in the figure
corresponds to a fixed value of the paramgieand of the phasea and is therefore obtained by varying

12



@. The points drifting away from each curve were obtained bying in turn;, still keepinga fixed and

@3 = 0. Circles, triangles and squares are associated to diffef®mices of the phase, respectively, as
indicated in the figure. The figure shows that it is possibleadmommodatel = 0, corresponding to the CP
conserving case, however agreement with experiment irctss is only possible for a small range of the
parameter space. On the other hand, fixpgg- 0 allows bothg; and, to be close to the Cabibbo angle.

4 Conclusions

In this paper, we present a novel proposal for the understgrd the observed pattern of leptonic mixing,
which relies on the assumption that neutrinos are Majoramactes. It is argued that the observed large
leptonic mixing may arise from a quasidegeneracy of threepMaa neutrinos. The essential point is the
fact that the limit of exact mass degeneracy of three Magrautrinos is non-trivial as lepton mixing and
even CP violation can arise. This limit is particularly irgsting since in this case leptonic mixing can
be parametrized by only two mixing angles and one phaseyingpthat without loss of generality the
leptonic mixing matrix can be written with one zero entry. Wave then conjectured that the smallness
of |U13| when compared to the other elementsUghyns may result from this fact. We show that the
observed pattern of mixing and neutrino mass differencasbeagenerated through a small perturbation
of the exact degenerate case, without the introduction ditiadal CP violating sources. A key point in
our work is the assumption that the physics responsiblenfotitting of the degeneracy does not introduce
new sources of CP violation. Our perturbation requires thtiplication on the right by an orthogonal
matrix. The resulting unitary matritd,O which can be identified as thdppns matrix, also diagonalizes
the neutrino mass matrix in the fully degenerate case. Tlowsto establish a strong connection between
the degenerate and quasidegenerate cases and at the samedirting the number of free parameters.
Upon the lifting of degeneracy, this single phase genetadds Majorana and Dirac-type CP violation in
the leptonic sector. For definiteness, we have used as ttiegtaoint for the perturbation around the limit
of exact degeneracy, some of the most interesting Ansatzsdered in the literature, which were proposed
in the past assumingy3 = 0. We analyse correlations among physical observablespaind out that in
most of the cases considered, the implied strength of lépiinac-type CP violation is large enough to be
detectable in the next round of experiments.
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