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Abstract

We consider trimaximal lepton mixing, defined by |Uaol® = 1/3 Voo = e, i, 7.
This corresponds to a two-parameter lepton mixing matrix U. We present a model
for the lepton sector in which trimaximal mixing is enforced by softly broken discrete
symmetries; one version of the model is based on the group A(27). A salient feature
of our model is that no vacuum alignment is required.
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1 Introduction

It is now experimentally firmly established that the neutrinos are massive and that leptons
of different families mix in the charged weak interaction—see [I] for reviews and [2, [3]
for recent fits. Lepton mixing is given by a 3 x 3 unitary matrix (Uy,;), with a = e, 1, 7
corresponding to the lepton flavours and j = 1,2, 3 corresponding to the neutrino mass
eigenstates. According to the most recent three-flavour neutrino oscillation update [3], at
the 3 o level, the results for neutrino mixing are

Ues|? < 0.056, (1)
0.25 < sin? 6, < 0.37, (2)
0.36 < sin? A < 0.67, (3)
where
2
0y = % (4)
sin? Opin = |UM3|2 (5)

1— |Us|”

Moreover, at the 3o level the neutrino mass differences satisfy [3]

7.05 x 107°eV? < Am2 =mj —m] < 8.34 x 107°eV?, (6)
2.07 x 107%eV? < Am2,, = |m3 — mf| < 2.75 x 107 eV?, (7)

the sign of m2 — m? being unknown.
The bounds (I)—(3]) suggest that the lepton mixing might be tri-bimaximal, i.e. that
the lepton mixing matrix might be, apart from unphysical rephasings and from possible

Majorana phases,
2/V/6 1//3 0
U=Unps=| —1/V6 1/V/3 —1/V2 |. (8)
—1/V/6 1/V3  1/V2

The phenomenological hypothesis U = Ugpg has been put forward by Harrison, Perkins
and Scott (HPS) [4]. However, it turns out that, at the model-building level, it is quite
awkward to enforce U = Uypg through symmetries. In particular, all existing models for
U = Uyps involve some form of vacuum alignment, i.e. two subsectors of the scalar sector
having vacuum expectation values (VEVs) aligned in different directions; some papers
where this problem has been discussed are found in [5], for more papers see the vast
bibliography of [G]EI

In this paper we adopt the milder hypothesis that lepton mixing is trimaximal, ¢.e. that

1
Ua|? = |Upa|? = |Urof” = 3 9)

L An alternative approach consists in using extra dimensions for model building, see for instance [7].
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Trimaximal mixing relaxes some of the HPS assumptions [4], since it allows for a nonzero
Ues as well as for sin?f,,, # 1/2. Our main purpose in this paper is to show that
trimaximal lepton mixing may be enforced through a simple model which involves no
vacuum alignment.

In section Pl we make a brief phenomenological study of trimaximal mixing, proceeding
in section [ to present the simplest version of our model. In section M we consider some
variations on the model. Our conclusions are found in section [Bl

2 Trimaximal mixing

It follows from the trimaximal-mixing assumption |Ue,|” = 1/3 and equation (@) that

1

T 2
3(1_‘U63‘ )

1
sin? 0 = o (10)
3
which is somewhat disfavoured experimentally, since the best-fit value for sin? 0, is 0.304 <
1/3 [3]. The situation becomes worse for the trimaximal-mixing hypothesis when U.s is
nonzero; indeed, a recent fit [2] found |U|* = 0.016 4 0.010, in agreement with |Uys|* =

0.01 fg:gi? in [3], which is not yet a significant indication for a nonzero U.. In any

case, the trimaximal-mixing hypothesis might be testable soon through more accurate
measurements of |Ues| and |U.s].

A trimaximal lepton mixing matrix U has the moduli of two of its matrix elements of
the same column fixed. This means that only two parameters remain in U E which can
be taken as |U.s|, or the mixing angle #;3 and a Dirac phase. Clearly, for the latter a
convention has to be adopted. Using the convention for the Dirac phase o promulgated
by [8], we find
1—2|U.s)

|U.3| cos 84/2 — 3 |Ues|”

In the following, we shall employ the following parameterization of a trimaximal mixing
matrix:

(11)

tan 20, =

c 0 se™
U = diag (ei‘;e, ebn ei‘ST) Uups 0 1 0 diag (e’ﬂl, etz 6i63) ; (12)

—se™ 0 ¢

where ¢ = cosf and s = sinf. The mixing angle # parameterizes how much lepton
mixing deviates from tri-bimaximality. The phase 1 is of Dirac typeﬁ The phases ., -,
together with one of the phases f3;, are unphysical; only the phase differences 2 (51 — )
and 2 (y — f3) can be physical, if the neutrinos happen to be of Majorana type. The
modification (I2]) of the HPS mixing matrix has recently also been considered in [9].

2Besides, two Majorana phases are present in U if the neutrinos are Majorana fermions.
3Note that the phase 1 corresponds to a Dirac phase convention different from that of 6.



From equations (I2) and (]),

2
Us)® = 552, (13)
1 €S COS 1Y
2
sin“Oym = =+ . 14
' 2 V3(1-|Us?) (14
Therefore,
N2 |Us)? 1=23|Ugs)
(sin29atm—§) < 23| 2| ?;|2. (15)
(1—|Ues|?)

This inequality can also be obtained directly from equation (II). The inequality (I5])
relates, when the mixing is trimaximal, the maximal possible departure from maximal
atmospheric-neutrino mixing, i.e. from sin? 6, = 1/2, to the value of |Ues].

3 A simple model

Introduction Let us assume that the neutrinos are Majorana fermions. Then, in the
weak basis in which the charged-lepton mass matrix is diagonal, the effective mass La-
grangian for the light neutrinos is

VeL
1
Leutrino mass = 5 ( V?L’ VEL, VfL ) C_lMy vnr + H.C., (16)

Vrp

where C' is the Dirac—Pauli charge-conjugation matrix in Dirac space and M, is a 3 x 3
symmetric matrix in flavour space. The lepton mixing matrix U diagonalizes M,,:

UT M, U = diag (my, ma, ms) , (17)

the neutrino masses m; 23 being non-negative real. Using the parameterization of a tri-
maximal U in equation (I2)), we shall denote

pj = mie P for j =1,2,3. (18)

Then, if we assume the phases o, ,  to vanish, we have

¢ 0 —se c 0 se ™
dlag (:uh M2, /Lg) = 0 1 0 (UI?I—‘PSMVUHPS) 0 1 0 : (19>
se” W c —se¥ 0 ¢

Thus, up to the phase transformation given by the phases d. , -, trimaximal mixing means
that the vector (1,1, 1)T is an eigenvector of M,, with eigenvalue ps. This means that, in
the phase convention 6, = §, = 6, = 0 for M,, the sum of the matrix elements of M,
over all rows and columns of M, is equal (to ps). It is the purpose of this section to
construct a model based on this idea.



‘ Dar, aR VaRr Wr ‘ Ga %o S
SUQ2)xU1) | (2,-1) (1,-2) (1,0) (L0)](21) (2,1) (1,0)
A(Q?) 3 3* 3 l(l ,0) §* l(0,0) l(l,(])

Table 1: Fermion and scalar multiplets of our model

The group A(27) A(27) is a discrete group with 27 elements. It has two inequivalent
triplet irreducible representations (irreps), 3 and 3*, and nine inequivalent singlet irreps,
1?9 (p,g = 0,1,2). The triplet irreps of A(27) are faithful, the singlet irreps are non-
faithful. The group A(27) is generated by two transformations, C' and 7T'. In the 3, those
transformations are represented as

0 .
0 2mi/3 _ _1+Z\/§.

3: C
o — 5

T — , withw=e (20)

S = O
_ O O
o O =
o O =
o & o

w2

Notice that the matrices representing C' and T" belong to SU(3), therefore A(27) may be
viewed as a subgroup of SU(3). In the 3*,

0 01 1 0 0
3¥: C—=>[100]|, T—=]0 w0 (21)
010 0 0 w
In the singlet irreps,
1P C WP, T — Wi (22)
The relevant tensor products of irreps of A(27) are
3®3 = 33 e3, (23)
303 = @ 179 (24)

Multiplets and symmetries In our model we consider only the lepton sector and the
electroweak interactions. The gauge group is the standard SU(2) x U(1). There are three
left-handed-lepton doublets D.;, = (Var, aL)T and three right-handed charged-lepton
singlets ag (o = e, 1, 7). We add to these standard multiplets four right-handed neutrino
singlets in order to enable the seesaw mechanism [10]. Those four right-handed neutrinos
are divided in two sets, three v,z and one vyg. In the scalar sector, there are four Higgs
doublets, once again divided in two sets: three ¢, and one ¢q. We need moreover a scalar
gauge singlet S. The SU(2) x U(1) and A(27) assignments of all these multiplets are
given in table [Il

Additional Z, symmetries Besides the gauge group and A(27), we impose three extra
Ly symmetries Zze , ;:
Zo: QR — —QR, Pq — —Pq, (25)
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while all other multiplets remain unchanged. Each z, has the purpose of “gluing” apr to
¢o in the Yukawa couplings; this is the same idea as in [I1] (see also [12]). Since the z,
do not commute with A(27), the horizontal symmetry group employed in our model is
actually much larger than A(27).

Yukawa couplings Let us first consider the Yukawa couplings of the ar. They are

EaR Yukawas — —Y1 Z DaLaR¢a + H.c. (26>

a=e,l, T

According to equation (23]), A(27) would allow two other couplings,

—Y2 (DGL/“’LRQST + DuLTR¢e + DTLeRgbu)

= — _ (27)
—Ys3 (DeLTR¢u + D,rerpr + DTL,uque) + H.c.

These terms would destroy trimaximal mixing. It is for this reason that we have in-
troduced into our model the symmetries z,, which remove the terms (27)) from the La-
grangian. The masses of the charged leptons are m, = |y1v,|, where v, is the VEV of the
neutral component of ¢,. If we manage v, to be all different, then the charged leptons
will be non-degenerate in mass as desired.

The Yukawa couplings of the right-handed neutrinos are given by

ﬁl/RYukawas = —Yy Z DaLVaR (ZTQQ%) + % VOTRC_1VOR S + H.c. (28)

a=e,U,T

Soft breaking of the symmetries Soft breaking of (super)symmetries plays an impor-
tant role in many models. Soft breaking is usually needed in models which want to explain
mixing features through some symmetries. It has been emphasized that successful models
need a residual symmetry [13]; for instance, in [11, 4] the residual symmetry after soft
breaking is the u—7 interchange symmetry, which leads to maximal atmospheric-neutrino
mixing and to U, = 0.

In the present model, we break A(27) softly in two steps. Firstly we allow it to
be broken, by terms of dimension three, down to the Zj3 symmetry generated by the
transformation C, which is denoted Z3(C'). Secondly we allow Z3(C) to be softly broken
by terms of dimension two. We thus have the soft-breaking chain

A7) 228 7,(0) 22 {e}, (29)

where {e} symbolizes the trivial group consisting only of the unit element.
The soft-breaking terms of dimension three occur in the Lagrangian of bare Majorana
masses
Mg _
ﬁMajorana masses 20 Z VZ;RC 1VaR

a=e,U,T

+M; (v RC ™ vur + VERC_lyTR + v RC Wer)

*

M.
—l—TZ (vlg +wylp +w?vly) Clvr + Hee (30)
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The soft-breaking terms of dimension two occur in the scalar potential

V= Ce¢i¢e + C,u¢L¢u + Cﬂ?iﬁbr T (31)

the coefficients (with dimension mass squared) c., ¢, and ¢, being all different, thereby
breaking Z3(C'). This is needed in order to obtain, upon spontaneous symmetry breaking,
different VEVs v, , , and, therefore, different charged-lepton masses:

Me 2 Myt My = |ve| & v, 2 |ug]. (32)

Furthermore, we might include in V' all terms like ¢, etc. This would also break the
symmetries z, softly and would avoid all potential problems with spontaneous breaking
of discrete symmetries in our model.

Seesaw mechanism From equations (28)) and (B0), we see that there are in our model
Majorana and Dirac neutrino mass matrices

My M, M, M, a 0 O
M M, M 2 M. 0 0
A R A D (33)
M, M My wM, 0 0 a
My w?My, wM, My 0 00

respectively. We have defined My = yivg, where vg is the VEV of the scalar singlet
S, and a = yjvg, where vy is the VEV of the neutral component of ¢y. The seesaw

mechanism [10] tells us that
M, = —MhM*Mp. (34)

After some algebra one finds that M, is of the form
r+y z+wly z+wy

M,=1| z4+0% z2+wy 2z+y |, (35)
ztwy 24y T+ wly

where
Mo+ M
2 0 1
r = —a , 36
(Mo — My) (My + 2M7) (36)
M
2 1
z = a , 37
(Mo — My) (Mo + 2My) (37)
M2
y = & : (38)
My (My — M)
It is clear that
1 1
M, | 1 =(x+22)| 1 |. (39)
1 1

Therefore, our model predicts trimaximal mixing.
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A further prediction We compute

r—z+3y 0 idy
UlpsM, Unps = 0 T+ 22 0 . (40)
-3 3
15y 0 r—z—3Y

Comparing this result with equation (I9]), we see that

—a?

= Y —— 41
Mo = S = o, (41)
and
3 )
x—z+ oy = pac? + pgsie, (42)
3 )
TTEToY T psc® + pste” >, (43)
3 ; —i
izy = cs (use Y e d’) . (44)
Therefore,
U ¢ —ise® \?
mo () (45)
13 c—1se7?
hence L 90
m_ + css%nw. (46)
ms 1 —2cssiny
Comparing this result with equations (I3]) and (I4]), one finds that
1 2 . 2\2
Ui’ (2= 31Uaf’) = (1 = |Uaf?)” (2 sin B — 1)* = 2 LB )
3 (m1 + mg)

c¢f. inequality (I5]). The prediction (47)) relates the deviation from tri-bimaximal lepton

mixing to the mass ratio m; /mg. Using the experimental value of Am? . then, the sum

of neutrino masses m; + mg is determined by the deviation from tri-bimaximal mixing.
With the experimental 3 ¢ bounds (Il) and ([7), one finds

my +ms > 0.060 V. (48)

If |U.s]? is smaller than the bound (@) and/or if sin? 6@, deviates from 1/2, then the
lower bound (48)) on m; + ms is strengthened. However, the fourth power of m; 4+ mg in
equation (47)) dampens this effect.

Taking the experimental values of Am2, and Am2 as input, equation (47) determines
the smallest neutrino mass my,;,, which is m; for the normal and ms for the inverted
spectrum, as a function of |U63|2 and sin®#fu,. In Fig. [ we have depicted muy, as a
function of |Ug|®, fixing sin® fum at 0.5 and using the mean values Am? =24 x1073
eV? and Am?2 = 7.65 x 107° e¢V? from [3]. We also show the sum of the neutrino masses
for both the normal and the inverted spectra. We see that at large |U63|2 the sum of the
neutrino masses is safely below present cosmological bounds [15].
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Figure 1: The minimal neutrino mass and the sum of the neutrino masses, for both types
of spectra, as a function of |U63|2. We have fixed the mass-squared differences at the mean
values given in [3] and assumed that atmospheric mixing is maximal.

Parameter counting and the number of predictions The neutrino mass ma-
trix ([33]) is a five-parameter mass matrix because it has three complex parameters, with
only their relative phases having a physical meaning. One can easily show with equa-
tion (@) that MM, has only four parameters. The neutrino masses, the mixing angles
and the Dirac phase follow all from MM, only for the investigation of the Majorana
phases we need in fact M,,.

Therefore, the four parameters in M{ M, determine seven observables. As a conse-
quence, there must be three predictions. Indeed, those predictions are given by equa-
tions (I0) and (II]), which follow from trimaximal mixing alone, and equation (47), which
is a result of our specific model.

As for M,,, the difference of the two Majorana phases can be expressed in terms of its
five parameters; this constitutes the additional prediction if we consider M, instead of
MIM,,. However, in our model, we expect no significant result for the effective neutrino
mass in neutrinoless double [-decay as compared to the general case, since one Majorana
phase is competely free and |Ueg,|2 is small.



4 Variations on the model

4.1 Use of a C'P symmetry

The model presented in the previous section does not possess p—7 interchange symmetry,
which would require, in the M, of equation (33, y = 0, leading to two degenerate
neutrinos. Alternatively, though, we may impose on the model a C'P symmetry which
interchanges the p and 7 families [16], viz.

Vel CP DZR CP

v | (0.7) —=ivnC | 05 | (6, —F), wr(t,T) = ivnCigg(t,—F), (49)
=T

VTR V/JR

and so on. Such a C'P symmetry would force M ;2 in equation (B0) to be real, hence =,
y and z in equations (B5)—(38) to be real. One would thus obtain a neutrino mass matrix
with three parameters only, which fulfils

SM,S = M, with S = (50)

O O =
_ o O
S = O

As shown in [16], a neutrino mass matrix obeying equation ([B0) predicts sin® Oy, = 1/2,
maximal CP violation, i.e. ¢ = =i, and vanishing Majorana phases. Therefore, a
restricted version of our model, including the C'P symmetry (49]), has these predictions

in addition to those of trimaximal mixing.

4.2 One more right-handed neutrino

If one wants to have trimaximal mixing without the extra prediction ([AT), one may in-
troduce into the model one more right-handed neutrino, v/, transforming as 1% under
A(27). This leads to one extra term

% v C 'y S* 4+ Hec. (51)

on the right-hand side of equation (28], and to two extra couplings

73 (vlp + WP vig +wilg) C g + MivgrC ™~ vgr + Hee (52)

on the right-hand side of equation ([B0). Equations (B3]) would then read

M, M M, M, M a 0 0
M, M, M, WM, wMs 0 a O
Mrp=1| M, M, My wMy, w*Ms |, Mp=1]10 0 a |, (53)
My, w?>*M, wM, My My 000
My wM; w?*Ms M, My, 000
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Table 2: Generalizing T'.

with m/y = yjvs. Instead of equation (B5]) one would then have

r+y+t  z+wiytwt 2+ wy+w?t
M,=| z2+w0?y+wt z+wy+w?t z+y+t . (54)
zHwytwit  z+y+t  r+wly+wt

This still predicts trimaximal mixing but the extra prediction (47]) disappears.

4.3 Use of A(3n?) or other symmetry groups

We may generalize the symmetry T by using, instead of equation (20),

001 10 0
3: =100, T=[0 ¢ 0 |, witho=e"/" (n>3). (55
010 00 o

The transformation properties of the multiplets under 7" would then be as shown in table[2}
fields not shown in that table transform trivially under 7. All fields transform under C' in
the same way as in section [3l Apart from 7', all other details of the model are the same,
in particular the soft breaking as given by equation (29). Thus, the matrix Mp would
remain unchanged, since its form is fixed by the transformation C'.

Let us consider n > 4. Then the main conclusions are the following:

e The fermionic sector and, therefore, the matrix M, is the same for all n, as given
in equation (33)).

e The terms in equation (27) are automatically forbidden, therefore the Zs symmetries
of equation (23]) are not needed.

e The symmetry group is A(3n?), softly broken by terms of dimension three to Z3(C').

A detailed discussion of A(3n?) is given in [17]. Actually, the terms of dimension four
in the Lagrangian are invariant under all the permutations. This leads to the symmetry
group A(6n?)—see [17].

There is still another way to produce the present model. Consider cyclic permutations
(or all permutations), plus family lepton-number symmetries U(1),, and the Z, symmetries
of equation (25]). The scalar doublets carry no lepton number. The neutrino vyr and the
scalar singlet S may either carry lepton number or not. The U(1), are softly broken by
terms of dimension three, the residual symmetry being once again Z3(C).

All the groups considered here produce identical models as far as the terms in the
Lagrangian involving the fermion fields are concerned; the only differences which may
arise occur in the terms of dimension four in the scalar potential.
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5 Conclusions

In this paper we have focused our attention on trimaximal lepton mixing, with a two-
parameter lepton mixing matrix, which generalizes tri-bimaximal mixing. Our main mo-
tivation was to allow for a deviation of |U.s|® from zero; recent studies point out that
possibility [2, B]. Trimaximal mixing correlates the deviation of |Us|” from zero with a
deviation of sin? 6@, from 1/3 and of sin? f,,, from 1/2—see equations ([0) and (). A
particular consequence is sin® 6, > 1/3, which is slightly disfavoured by the data at the
moment, but in any case might be tested soon.

We have also constructed a seesaw model (or rather a class of models) where trimax-
imal mixing is enforced by a family symmetry group. In this model, the mass matrix
of the light neutrinos, given by equation (3H), has five physical parameters; it includes
not only the predictions of trimaximal mixing but also equation (A7) which relates the
deviation from tri-bimaximal lepton mixing to the ratio m;/mg of neutrino masses. As
for a family symmetry group, we have considered several possibilities; one of the most
straightforward ones is based on the group A(27). We have also considered a restricted
version of our model by imposing, in addition, a non-standard C'P transformation; in
this way we are lead to a three-parameter neutrino mass matrix which predicts not only
trimaximal mixing but also sin? @y, = 1 /2.

Our model has some peculiarities, like the need of four (or more) right-handed neutrino
singlets; the fourth neutrino singlet couples to the the three usual ones denoted by v,r
(v = e, pu, T) via a scalar gauge singlet. In the mass terms of the v,g, the symmetry
group is broken softly down to a Zs3. An outstanding feature of the model is that no
vacuum alignment is required, despite its scalar content of four Higgs doublets and the
scalar singlet. This is to be contrasted with models for tri-bimaximal mixing which are
plagued by the intricacies of vacuum alignment.

Acknowledgements W.G. thanks F. Bazzocchi and S. Morisi for stimulating discus-
sions. The work of L.L. was supported by the Portuguese Fundac¢dao para a Ciéncia e a
Tecnologia through the project U777-Plurianual. W.G. and L.L. acknowledge support
from EU under the MRTN-CT-2006-035505 network programme.

References

[1] M. Maltoni, T. Schwetz, M.A. Tértola and J.W.F. Valle, Status of global fits to neu-
trino oscillations, New J. Phys. 6 (2004) 122 [hep-ph/0405172];
G.L. Fogli, E. Lisi, A. Marrone and A. Palazzo, Global analysis of three-flavor neu-
trino masses and mizings, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 57 (2006) 742 |hep-ph/0506083].

[2] G.L. Fogli, E. Lisi, A. Marrone, A. Palazzo and A.M. Rotunno, Hints of 613 > 0 from
global neutrino data analysis, arXiv:0806.1649.

[3] T. Schwetz, M. Tértola and J.W.F. Valle, Three-flavour neutrino oscillation update,
arXiv:0808.2016.

12


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405172
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0506083
http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.1649
http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.2016

[4]

[5]

P.F. Harrison, D.H. Perkins and W.G. Scott, Tri-bimazimal mixing and the neutrino
oscillation data, Phys. Lett. B 530 (2002) 167 [hep-ph/0202074].

E. Ma and G. Rajasekaran, Softly broken Ay symmetry for nearly degenerate neutrino
masses, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 113012 [hep-ph/0106291];

K.S. Babu, E. Ma and J.W.F. Valle, Underlying Ay symmetry for the neutrino mass
matriz and the quark mizing matriz, Phys. Lett. B 552 (2003) 207 |hep-ph/0206292];
.M. Varzielas and G.G. Ross, SU(3) family symmetry and neutrino bi-tri-mazimal
mizing, Nucl. Phys. B 733 (2006) 31 [hep-ph/0507176];

G. Altarelli and F. Feruglio, Tri-bimazximal neutirno mizing, Ay and the modular
symmetry, Nucl. Phys. B 741 (2006) 215 [hep-ph/0512104];

X.-G. He, Y. Keum and R.R. Volkas, Ay flavour symmetry breaking scheme for
understanding quark and neutrino mizing angles, J. High Energy Phys. 0604 (20006)
039 [hep-ph/0601001].

F. Feruglio, C. Hagedorn, Y. Lin and L. Merlo, Theory of the neutrino mass,
arXiv:0808.0812.

F. Feruglio and G. Altarelli, Tri-bimazimal neutrino mizing from discrete symmetry
in extra dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B 720 (2005) 64 [hep-ph/0504165];
F. Plentinger and G. Seidl, Mapping out SU(5) GUTs with non-Abelian discrete
flavor symmetries, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 045004 [arXiv:0803.2889).

W.-M. Yao et al. (Particle Data Group), Review of particle physics, J. Phys. G: Nucl.
Part. Phys. 33 (2006) 1.

X.-G. He and A. Zee, Minimal modification to the tri-bimaximal mizing, Phys. Lett.
B 645 (2007) 427 [hep-ph/0607163].

P. Minkowski, u — ey at a rate of one out of 10° muon decays?, Phys. Lett. B 67
(1977) 421,

T. Yanagida, Horizontal gauge symmetry and masses of neutrinos, in Proceedings of
the workshop on unified theory and baryon number in the universe (Tsukuba, Japan,
1979), O. Sawata and A. Sugamoto eds., KEK report 79-18, Tsukuba, 1979;

S.L. Glashow, The future of elementary particle physics, in Quarks and leptons, pro-
ceedings of the advanced study institute (Cargese, Corsica, 1979), M. Lévy et al. eds.,
Plenum, New York, 1980;

M. Gell-Mann, P. Ramond and R. Slansky, Complex spinors and unified theories, in
Supergravity, D.Z. Freedman and F. van Nieuwenhuizen eds., North Holland, Ams-
terdam, 1979;

R.N. Mohapatra and G. Senjanovi¢, Neutrino mass and spontaneous parity violation,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 44 (1980) 912.

W. Grimus and L. Lavoura, A model realizing the Harrison—Perkins—Scott lepton
mizing matriz, J. High Energy Phys. 0601 (2006) 018 [hep-ph/0509239).

R.N. Moahapatra, S. Nasri and H.-B. Yu, S3 symmetry and tri-bimazimal mizing,
Phys. Lett. B 639 (2006) 318 |hep-ph/0605020].

13


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0202074
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0106291
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0206292
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0507176
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0512104
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0601001
http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.0812
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0504165
http://arxiv.org/abs/0803.2889
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0607163
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0509239
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0605020

[13]

[16]

[17]

A. Blum, C. Hagedorn and M. Lindner, Fermion masses and mizings from di-
hedral symmetries with preserved subgroups, Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) 076004
larXiv:0709.3450].

W. Grimus and L. Lavoura, Softly broken lepton numbers and maximal neutrino
mizing, J. High Energy Phys. 0107 (2001) 045 [hep-ph/0105212];

W. Grimus and L. Lavoura, Softly broken lepton numbers: an approach to mazximal
neutrino mizing, Acta Phys. Pol. B 32 (2001) 3719 [hep-ph/0110041].

See for instance

S. Hannestad and G. Raffelt, Cosmological mass limits on neutrinos, axions, and
other light particles, JCAP 04 (2004) 008 |hep-ph/0312154];

. Elgargy and O. Lahav, Neutrino masses from cosmological probes, New J. Phys.
7 (2005) 61 |hep-ph/0412075];

A. Goobar, S. Hannestad, E. Mortsell and H. Tu, A new bound on the neutrino mass
from the SDSS baryon acoustic peak, JCAP 06 (2006) 019 [astro-ph/0602155];

M. Fukugita, K. Ichikawa, M. Kawasaki and O. Lahav, Limit on the neutrino mass
from the WMAP three year data, Phys. Rev. D T4 (2006) 027302 |astro-ph/0605362];
and references therein.

W. Grimus and L. Lavoura, A nonstandard C'P transformation leading to mazximal
atmospheric neutrino mizing, Phys. Lett. B 579 (2004) 113 [hep-ph/0305309).

C. Luhn, S. Nasri and P. Ramond, The flavor group A(3n?), J. Math. Phys. 48
(2007) 073501 [hep-th/0701188);
J.A. Escobar and C. Luhn, The flavor group A(6n?), arXiv:0809.0639.

14


http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.3450
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0105212
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0110041
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0312154
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0412075
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0602155
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0605362
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0305309
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0701188
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.0639

	Introduction
	Trimaximal mixing
	A simple model
	Variations on the model
	Use of a CP symmetry
	One more right-handed neutrino
	Use of (3n2) or other symmetry groups

	Conclusions

