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Abstract

We propose a simple non-supersymmetric lepton flavor model with A4 symmetry. The Ay
group is a minimal one which includes triplet irreducible representation. We introduce three
Higgs doublets which are assigned as triplet of the A4 symmetry. It is natural that there are
three generations of the Higgs fields as same as the standard model fermions. We study the
potential analysis and we get the vacuum expectation values for the local minimum. In the
vacuum expectation values, we obtain the charged lepton, Dirac neutrino, and right-handed
Majorana neutrino mass matrices. By using type-I seesaw mechanism, we get the left-handed
Majorana neutrino mass matrix. In the NuFIT 5.1 data, we predict the Dirac CP phase and
the Majorana phases for the only inverted neutrino mass hierarchy. Especially, the Dirac CP
phase and lepton mixing angle 623 are strongly correlated. If the f23 is more precise measured,
the Dirac CP phase is more precise predicted, and vice versa. We also predict the effective
mass for neutrino-less double beta decay me. ~ 47.1 [meV] and the lightest neutrino mass
ms ~ 0.789 - 1.43 [meV]. It is testable for our model in the near future neutrino experiments.
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1 Introduction

The standard model (SM) is the successful one with the discovery of the Higgs boson. In the
particle physics, the gauge theory is applied and tested by the electroweak precision measurements
for the SM. However there are still mysterious puzzle, e.g. the origin of the generations which
are differences of the mixing angles and masses for quark and lepton sectors. Actually, the
Yukawa couplings are completely free parameters so that the mixing angles and masses cannot
be predicted in the SM. In addition, the neutrinos are massless for renormalizable operators. One
of the attractive phenomena to solve the puzzle is the neutrino oscillation which provides us the
useful information such as three lepton mixing angles and two neutrino mass squared differences
which means that the neutrinos have non-zero masses. The T2K and NOvA experiments have
confirmed the neutrino oscillation in the v, — v, appearance events [1}{3], which are one of the
clues of the new physics beyond the SM such as the Dirac CP violating phase for the lepton sector
by combining the data of the reactor neutrino experiments [4,5]. The KamLAND-Zen [6,7],
GERDA [8,9], and CUORE [10,|11] experiments also provide us the significant information
which are whether the neutrinos are Dirac or Majorana particles, the lepton number violation,
and Majorana phases if the neutrinos are Majorana particles. Thus the neutrino oscillation
experiments go into a new phase of the precise determinations of the lepton mixing angles, the
neutrino mass squared differences, and the CP violating phases.

The SM particles obey the gauge theory. After spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB), the
gauge bosons and fermions get the masses through the Higgs mechanism. However the Yukawa
couplings cannot be controlled by the gauge symmetry, the Yukawa couplings are completely free
parameters in the SM. The flavor symmetry can apply to the generations. The Froggatt-Nielsen
mechanism which was proposed by C. D. Froggatt and H. B. Nielsen are introduced global U(1)gy
symmetry [12]. Thanks for the U(1)pny symmetry, it is natural to explain the fermion mass hi-
erarchies. On the other hand, the non-Abelian discrete symmetry (See for the review [13]- [17].)
can naturally explain the lepton mixing angles so-called “tri-bimaximal mixing (TBM)” [18,/19]
before the reactor experiments reported the non-zero reactor angle 63 [4,5]. Actually, many
authors have studied the breaking or deviation from the TBM [20]- [42] or other patterns of the
lepton mixing angles, e.g. tri-bimaximal-Cabibbo mixing [43,/44]. One of the successful flavor
models was proposed by G. Altarelli and F. Feruglio [45,46]. The Altarelli and Feruglio (AF)
model show the TBM by using the non-Abelian discrete symmetry A4. They introduced two SM
gauge singlet scalar fields so-called “flavons” and taking the vacuum expectation value (VEV)
alignments of the A, triplets as (1,0,0) and (1, 1, 1), which naturally explained that the charged
lepton is diagonal and neutrino mixing is TBM, respectively. However the corrected VEV align-
ments cannot be driven from the potential analysis. Then, they applied to the supersymmetry
(SUSY) and introduced the driving fields. There are so many scalar fields in addition to the
no evidence of the SUSY particles for the accelerator experiments, e.g. Large Hadron Collider
experiment.

In this paper, we propose a simple non-SUSY lepton flavor model with A, symmetry. The
Ay group is a minimal one which includes triplet irreducible representation. We introduce three
Higgs doublets which is assigned as triplet of the A, symmetry. It is natural that there are three
generations as same as the SM fermions. We study the potential analysis and we get the VEV
for the local minimum in the three Higgs doublet model (3HDM) with A, symmetry. The left-
handed lepton doublets are assigned to triplet and the right-handed charged leptons are assigned



to different singlets of the A4 symmetry, respectively. We introduce the right-handed Majorana
neutrinos which are assigned to triplet of the A, symmetry. In our model, the right-handed
Majorana neutrino mass matrix has a simple flavor structure. On the other hand, the Dirac
neutrino mass matrix has symmetric and anti-symmetric Yukawa couplings for A4 symmetry. By
using the type-I seesaw mechanism [47-51], we obtain the left-handed Majorana neutrino mass
matrix. After diagonalizing the charged lepton and left-handed Majorana neutrino mass matrices,
we get the lepton mixing matrix which is Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) one [52,53].
In the numerical analysis, we use the NuFIT 5.1 data [54./55]. We find that only inverted ordering
is acceptable and we cannot find the solutions for normal ordering in the neutrino mass hierarchy.
We obtain relevant relations for mixing angles and the effective mass for the neutrino-less double
beta (Ovfpf) decay as a function of the lightest neutrino mass. Especially, the Dirac CP phase
and lepton mixing angle #,3 are strongly correlated. If the neutrinos are Majorana particles, the
effective mass for the neutrino-less double beta decay and the lightest neutrino mass are also
predicted in our model.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we briefly explain the potential analysis of
the three Higgs doublet model and we apply to the A4 flavor model. In Section [3, we present
the A, flavor model and study mass matrices. In Section 4l we show the numerical analysis of
our model. Section [f is devoted to a summary and discussions. In Appendix [A] we show the
Higgs mass matrices in the general 3HDM. We also show the multiplication rule of the A, group
in Appendix [B]

2 Three Higgs doublet model

In this section, we discuss the SHDM. First, we briefly introduce the general 3HDM and discuss
the potential analysis. Next, we discuss the A4 potential analysis in the 3HDM, where we assign
the three Higgs doublets as the triplet of the A, symmetry. It is natural that the Higgs fields are
three generations as same as the SM fermions.

2.1 The general S HDM

At first, we briefly introduce the general 3HDM. The general 3HDM means that we consider the
SM Higgs sector extend to the three Higgs doublets, denoted as

+ - +
o= (%) o=(%) (%) )

where the Higgs doublets ¢; (with ¢ = 1,2,3) have the same U(1)y hypercharge. One Higgs
doublet consists of four real scalar fields. Thus, there are twelve real scalar fields in the SHDM.



The general 3HDM potential which is invariant under SU(2), x U(1)y is written as follows [56]:
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where \;; = Aj;i;/2. As you can see, the SU(2), x U(1)y invariant potential has 9 real mass term,
mfj and 45 real quartic couplings, A;jx;. The scalar field VEVs are generally written as follows

o
(i) = (%(Uz + pi +iXi)> o 1=123.

Furthermore, the potential satisfies following three minimization conditions:

0 = — 2uym3;, — 2miyvs — 2miavs + 221105 + (A11ss + Aisis + Aissi )vivs
+ (A122 + Ar212 4 A1221)v105 + 2(At12s + Ar21s + Aori3)v10203
+ (Mr223 + Aa12s 4+ Ao213) 0303 + (A1323 + Aisse + Aszi2)v20;
+ 221205 + 3A11120°V + 3A11130503 + 331303,
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The VEVs vy, v9, v3 of the three Higgs doublets above are given by

U1 = v oS B CoS By, Uy = vsin [y cos By, U3 = vsin Py, (8)
where tan 8, = wvg/v1, tan By = v3/\/v] + 03, v = \/v} 4+ v+ v2 and the v is the SM Higgs

doublet VEV.

After the SSB, the Z and W¥ gauge bosons get masses from three Goldstone bosons. Con-
sequently, 3HDM has nine scalar mass eigenstates, three CP-even scalars: H, h; o, two CP-odd
scalars: a2, and four charged scalars: hfZ. See Appendix [A| for Higgs mass matrices.

2.2 Potential analysis in the 3SHDM with A; symmetry

Let us discuss the potential analysis in the SHDM with A4 symmetry. The A, group which is a
minimal including triplet irreducible representation is the symmetry group of a tetrahedron or
even permutation of four elements. There are twelve elements and four irreducible representations
such as three different singlets 1, 1/, 1” and triplet 3 in the A4 group, respectively. Also the
A, can be defined as the group generated by two elements S and T" which satisfy the following
algebraic relations as

S?=T%=(ST)* =1. (9)
These generators are represented by
1: S=1, T=1,
1: S=1, T=¢5 =uw? (10)
1”7: S=1, T=e¢% =w

on the one-dimensional representations. These generators are also represented by

1 -1 2 2 1 0 0
3. S=gl2 -1 2], T={0 0, (11)
2 2 -1 0 0 w

on the three-dimensional representation. In these bases Egs. and , we can make the
character table and obtain the multiplication of the A4 group. The relevant multiplication rule
is shown in Appendix [B]

We introduce three Higgs doublets ¢1, @2, ¢35 which are assigned as triplet ¢:

¢: (¢17¢27¢3)7 (12>

of the A, symmetry. On the other hand, the complex conjugate of the ¢ is considered by the
conjugate of the generator T of Eq. as

0
T = 0. (13)
UJ2

oo
o &€ o

Then, the complex conjugate of the ¢ is given by
¢" = (67, 93, $3), (14)
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and the multiplication rule of A, is kept as Eq. in Appendix . In this case, the Higgs
potential is written as

V = —12616 + A6 0)?. (15)
According to the multiplication rule of A in Appendix [B], we obtain

V== p?(|o1]* + |2 + |9s]?)
+ M |07 + 20203]% + Aa|d3 + 20301 |* + A3|d3 + 21 62| (16)

+ A [W% — Gat3|* + |95 — d3n|” + |05 — 19|

For the sake of simplicity in the potential analysis, ¢1, ¢, ¢3 are considered as three Higgs fields.
The VEVs of these Higgs fields are as follows:

<¢1> =1, <¢2> = Uz, <¢3> = Us, (17>

where vy, v9, vy are real. When the Higgs fields have these values, the potential takes the
minimum value, so the following holds:

oV
(5) ~0 (18)
¢ $1=(¢1),02=(d2),¢3=(¢3)
oV
(5) ~0 (19)
P2 $1=(¢1),02=(¢2),3=(¢3)
oV
Z $1=(1),02=(d2),p3=(d3)
From the above equations we obtain the following conditions:
0 = — 2uv; + 4\ (V2 + 209v3) + 4Aqu3(v3 + 20301) + 4A300 (V3 + 20105) (21)

1 1
+ 4\ [Ul (v? — vu3) — 51}2(1@ — V1Vg) — 5@3(113 - vgvl)],

0=— 2/L2U2 + 4)\11)3 (’U% + 21)2’1)3) + 4)\21)2 (’U% + 21)3’1]1) + 4)\3?)1 (’Ug + 21)1’1]2) (22)

1 1
+ 4\ [vg(vg — v3v1) — §vl(v§ — V1Ug) — 51}3(7)% — Ugvg)],

0 = — 2uvs + 4\ v (V2 + 2u9v3) + 4Agv1 (V3 + 20301) + 4A303(V3 + 2010,) (23)

1 1
+ 4\ [vg(v§ — V1Vg) — U1 (v3 — v3vy) — 5'1)2(’0% - 112113)].

For these conditions, when A\; # A\; and 2)\; + Ay + A3 + Ay # 0 hold, we obtain the following



local solution
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Expressed in the form of the general 3HDM VEVs, these local VEVs can be written as

+

vy =vcos3, vy = isinﬂ, U3:LSiHﬁ. (27)

V2 V2

In the next section, we present our model by using the VEVs in Eq. .

3 Lepton flavor model in the A, symmetry

In this section, we present a non-SUSY lepton flavor model in the A, symmetry. The left-handed
lepton doublets are assigned to triplet and the right-handed charged leptons are assigned to
different singlets as 1, 1”7, and 1’ of the A; symmetry, respectively. We introduce the right-
handed Majorana neutrinos which are assigned to triplet of the A, symmetry. We also introduce
three Higgs doublets which are assigned as triplet of the Ay symmetry as discussed in Section [2|
In Table [I} we summarize the particle assignments of SU(2), and A4 symmetryﬂ.

(= (L, 0y, 0,) er pr TR VrR= (VRi,VR2,VR3) | @ = (1, Pa, P3)
SU(Q)L 2 1 1 1 1 2
Ay 3 1 1”7 1/ 3 3

Table 1: The charge assignments of SU(2);, x A4 symmetry in our model.

We can now write down the Lagrangian for Yukawa interactions and Majorana mass term in
our model. The SU(2); x A, invariant Lagrangian is written as

ﬁy:£g+ﬁp—|-£M—|-h.C., (28)

'We also find the trivial solution (0,0,0) and general solution (v1,v2,v3), v1 # ve # v3. Of course, the trivial
solution cannot be realized the current experimental data. In the general solution, we cannot predict the physical
quantity because there are many free parameters. Then, we discuss one of the solutions which can be predicted
the Dirac CP phase, Majorana phases, and effective mass for the Ov343 decay.

2In the AF model [45,46|, they introduce the Z3 symmetry in order to obtain the relevant couplings. Thanks
for the SU(2), gauge symmetry, we do not need to add the extra symmetry in our model.



where

Lo = yeloer + ylopur + y-LoTr, (29)

Lp = yplovg, (30)
1

Ly = M. (31)

Note that y.,y,,y-, and yp are Yukawa couplings and M is the right-handed Majorana neutrino
mass. After the SSB, three Higgs doublets have VEVs as (¢) = (v1, v2, v3). In the charged lepton
sector Eq. , the Yukawa interactions are rewritten as

yez¢€R - ye(geqsl + Z}L¢3 + [T¢2)€R (32>
1
= —=Ye(€Lv1 + [pv3 + TLV2)€ER,
\/ﬁy(Ll HLvs TL2)R
Yl opr = yu(lrds + Lo + L1 ) 1ig (33)
1
= ﬁyu(ﬁ% + ervg + firv1) iR,
yngbTR = yT(EuQSQ + gegb?) + f’rgbl)TR (34)

1
= E%—(ﬂ]ﬂ]g + é[ﬂ)g + 7_'L’U1)TR.

Then, the charged lepton mass matrix M, is obtained as

1 YeU1  YuU2 YrU3
MZZE YeU3 YuU1 YrU2 . (35>

YeV2 YuVs YrU1 LR

Here and Hereafter we take the left-right basis in the mass matrices. In order to obtain the
left-side unitary mixing matrix U,, we consider Mg]\@T as

1
Ve 203 + |y, 203 + |y- 203 |ye|*v1vs + |yu?viv2 + |y-[Pvavs  |ye|*v1iv2 + |y, |vavs + |y-[Pv1vs
e [Pv9v3 + |y,u|?v1vs + [y-[Pv109

[welvs + lyul*of + ly PPy fyel*vavs + [yl ors + Jyo 0
!ye| Uz“‘lyu‘ U3+|yr| Uy

Then, the elements of the mass matrix Eq. are real and we can numerically calculate the
charged lepton masses in Section [4 Next, we derive the Dirac neutrino mass matrix from
Eq. (30). By A4 product rule (See appendix ), we can make the singlet term. When we take
the complex conjugate, we need to take care ¢ = (qgl, b3, ggg) because of the complex conjugate
for the generator T' in Eq. . Since Eq. is 3® 3 ® 3 form in A, symmetry, we first make
35D 34 €3R®3 as

T A N
yDéqs = ? 2{7’?2 - g_e?éS - g_,u(?l + T 6_6?3 - g_,u(?l ) (37>
2u¢3 = lry — Leta/ 4 w1 —Lle2/ 4



where ypg and yp 4 are the symmetric and anti-symmetric Dirac Yukawa couplings, respectively.
Then, the Dirac neutrino Yukawa interaction in Eq. can be written as follows:

B Ubs 25;92%1 — @Q}Q — @%3 VR1 Ypa @%z — {1{53 VR1
yD£¢VR = 5 2{79?2 - {eQ?E% - Efuﬁél S | Vr2 | + T éfe@éﬁ% - %u?l @ | Vr2 (38>
20,03 — Lr1 — Loy 34 VR3 lrp1 — Loy 34 VR3
Zy’% [(2@@;1 — ZNQEQ — 0 d3)vps + (20,00 — Locpy — ngl)VR:% (39)

+ (QZ;AE?, — ey — Lehy)vpa

+ y,% [(ZMQEQ - ZT&?))I/R]_ + (€e¢3 — £M¢1)VR3 + (£T¢1 — €e¢2)VR2 ,

where ¢ = —ioy¢* and the VEVs of ¢; are <¢EZ> = (v;,0). Therefore, the Dirac neutrino mass
matrix Mp is obtained as
2U1 —Vgy —Vs 0 —Va (%]

MD = Yps —7V2 2’03 —U1 + y,;A (%) 0 —U1 . (40)

3\/§ —v3 —71 21)2 2\/§ —7U3 (%1 0

LR LR

Next we discuss the right-handed Majorana neutrino mass matrix. In Eq. , the right-handed
Majorana neutrino mass term is decomposed as follows:

MD]C{VR = M(EIC?IVRl + DJCQQVRZJ, + 171023VR2). (41)
Then, the right-handed Majorana neutrino mass matrix Mpg is obtained as

100
Mp=M{|0 0 1]. (42)
010

In order to obtain the left-handed Majorana neutrino mass matrix, we consider the type-I seesaw
mechanism [47-51]. By using the type-I seesaw mechanism, the left-handed Majorana neutrino
mass matrix m,, is written as

m, = —MpMp' M} (43)
] 20203(yHa — Yps) v1v2(Yps — 4psypa — Yba) v1vs(Ybs + 4Ypsypa — Yba)
=— | viv2(yhs — 4Ypsypa — Yha) 4v1v3yps(Yps + Ypa) —ys(v} + Sugus)
v1V3(Yhs + 4Ynsypa — Yh4) — %5 (v? 4 Bugus) 4v102yps(Yps — Ypa)
1 —4viyhg 203yps(yps — ypa) 203yps(Yps + ypa)
+ — | 2v3yps(yps —ypa)  —v3(Ypa — yYps)® Ypa(v7 + v203) ; (44)
203yps(Yps + ypa)  Ypa(vi + vav3) —v3(ypa — Yps)?

where we redefine the Dirac Yukawa couplings yps/ 3V2 — yps and ypa/ 22 — ypa for sim-
plicity. In our model, the Dirac neutrino mass matrix has symmetric and anti-symmetric Yukawa
couplings for the A; symmetry in Eq. . On the other hand, in Eq. , the right-handed
Majorana neutrino mass matrix has a simple flavor structure, c.f., in the AF Model the Dirac
neutrino mass matrix is simple. On the other hand, the right-handed Majorana neutrino mass
matrix is the structure which derives the TBM in their model. In the next section, we show the
numerical analysis.



Inverted Ordering bfp £1o 30 range

sin? 01, 0.304100%3 0.269 — 0.343
012/° 33.451078 31.27 — 35.87
sin? o3 0.57010 059 0.410 — 0.613
Oa3/° 49.0799 39.8 = 51.6
sin? 03 0.022417399072 0.02055 — 0.02457
013/° 8.611015 8.24 — 9.02
dop/° 278132 194 — 345

o 7421021 6.82 — 8.04

e —2.490%0926  _9 574 — —2.410

Table 2: NuFIT 5.1 data [54,/55] in the inverted neutirno mass ordering, where Am?j is mass
squared difference between m; and m;.

4 Numerical analysis

In this section, we show the numerical analysis such as the lepton flavor mixing angles, Dirac
CP phase, Majorana phases, and the effective mass for the Ov53 decay. We discuss what is our
model verifiable in the near future experiments.
In section [2.2] we have analyzed the Higgs potential and found the following solution which
is derived from Higgs potential minimization as
v

(01,03, v3) = (veos f, %Sinﬁ, Z5oin ). (45)

Since charged lepton mass matrix Eq. is only depend on three Yukawa couplings and Higgs
VEV. Then once we fix the Higgs VEV, we can obtain charged lepton Yukawa couplings by
solving following equations and unitary matrix which diagonalizes charged lepton mass matrix.

Tr(M,M]) = m? + m? 4+ m2,

Det(MM]) = mZm2m2, (46)

2
(TngM} ) T [(MgMg )2} — 2(m?m2 + m2m? + m*m?),

€ €

where m., m,, m, are charged lepton masses. The Dirac neutrino Yukawa couplings similarly
obtained by solving equation which is substituted Eq. into Eq. , where we use the
left-handed Majorana neutrino masses instead of the charged lepton masses in the right-side of
Eq. . However neutrino masses are only known mass squared differences Am32; and Am§2(31)
in the inverted (normal) ordering of the neutrino mass hierarchy. Then we need to decide the
Dirac neutrino Yukawa couplings yps and ypa to satisfy experimental data in Table 2 In our
numerical analysis, we simulate by assigning different numerical values to the lightest neutrino
mass at the range ms € [0,15.9] [meV], where the upper limit of the lightest neutrino mass is
estimated in Ref. [57]. We analyze our model in normal and inverted neutrino mass orderings.
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Figure 1: (a) The relation between the Dirac neutrino Yukawa couplings yps and yps. We
simulate by assigning different numerical values to the Dirac neutrino Yukawa couplings at O(1).
(b) Higgs VEV ratio tan $ and complex phase of the Dirac Yukawa coupling ¢pa.

When we assume the normal ordering, there are no realistic parameters which satisfy the current
experimental data in Table[2l We then assume the inverted ordering for the rest of our discussion.
In Fig. [la] we show the symmetric and anti-symmetric Dirac Yukawa couplings for Eq. (40))
which are satisfied the current experimental data in Table [2l These Yukawa couplings look like
proportional each other and O(1). The Majorana mass M in Eq. is allowed at O(10%%) [GeV].
We also show the numerical results of the Higgs VEV ratio tan S and the complex phase of the
Dirac Yukawa coupling in Fig. [Ib] The tan 3 is localized around tan 8 € [0.4,0.6],[0.8,1.2]. The
complex phase of the Dirac Yukawa coupling ¢pa only appear in 70[ °] - 100[ °]. In our model,
the complex phase of the Dirac Yukawa coupling which contribute to the mixing matrix is only
®pa, then this result has a strong influence to the CP phases.

In our calculation, we can obtain two unitary matrices U,, U, which diagonalize mass matrices

Eq. (35) and Eq. ([#3) and also obtain the PMNS matrix Upnns = U, Uy,

Uel UeQ U63
Upmns = | Ut Upo Ups (47)
UT]. U7'2 U7'3
C12C13 S12C13 S1ge” 0P
_ 20, 20,
= | —S12C23 — €12523513€"°°F 12023 — S12593513€"°°F $93C13 ;

6 i
512823 — C12C23513€"°°Y  —C12893 — $12023513€"°°F €233

where Uy, (v = e, pu, 7, i = 1,2,3) are the PMNS matrix elements, ¢;; and s;; denote cos,; and
sin;;, and dcp is the Dirac CP phase, respectively [58]. The lepton mixing angles are obtained
as follows:

U. U,
sin 013 = |U63| s tan 912 = 2 s tan 623 = ‘ w3 . (48)
el UT3
In addition, the Dirac CP phase is determined by one of the Jarlskog Invariants [59] as
Jep = Im [UelU;UNgU:J , (49)
and
Jop = sin 619 cos B2 sin fag cos Oy sin O3 cos? b5 sin dep, (50)
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in the PDG parametrization in Ref. [58]. The dcp is also determined by one of the absolute
values for PMNS mixing matrix element:

2 . . .
’U7—1| = Sll’l2 912 SlIl2 023 + COS2 812 COS2 823 SlIl2 913

— 28in 015 sin Ba3 cos B9 cos B3 sin B3 cos dcp. (51)

Then, we can determine the dcp In Fig. , we show the allowed region for the sin®#fy; and dcp
with 30 range of the Table 2 The gray area is without 30 range of dcp for NuFIT 5.1 data
in Ref. [54,55]. The relation between sin? fy3 and Dirac CP phase dcp has strong correlation.
Especially, in sin?fy; € [0.41,0.52], this relation has one to one correspondence because the
complex phase comes from one Yukawa coupling phase ¢p4. Then if the 6s3 is more precise
measured by the future neutrino oscillation experiments, the Dirac CP phase is more precise
predicted, and vice versa.

150
100 - -
50 I -
& o S s
Q e m—nm
is)
-50 -Famme
~100 e ——
-150
P n | So— n
0.45 0.50 0.55
sin?623

Figure 2: The allowed region for the sin?#fy3 and dcp with 30 range of the Table . The gray
area is without 30 range in NuFIT 5.1 data [54}55].

The parametrization in Eq. is the case of the Dirac neutrino. If neutrinos are Majorana
particles, there are three CP phases such as one Dirac CP phase dcp and two Majorana phases
171, N2 when we consider three generations. The above unitary matrix U, which we obtained from
analysis has complex phases of mass eigenstates:

Ulm, U = diag(m,e®", mye'®? msze™s). (52)

To remove these phases from mass diagonal matrix, we need to multiply phase diagonal matrix
P, = diag(e'®1/2, ¥2/2 ¢'#3/2) on both side of Eq (52),

PZ/T(UI/TmVUI/*>Pl/* = diag<m17 ma, mS)- (5?))

The unitary matrix which makes real mass diagonal matrix is U, P,. Therefore the full parametriza-
tion of PMNS matrix when there are three generation Majorana neutrinos is written as [58]

Upnins = U,'U, P, (54)
—is i
C12€13 512C13 S1ge” 0P e’
_ 20, 20, ;
= | —S12C23 — €12523513€"°°F 12023 — S12593513€"°°F §23C13 e ;
i i
512823 — C12C23513€"°°Y  —C12823 — 512C23513€"°°F €233 1
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0.100 [ 100
; 50 v e, ° .,

0.010

n2l° 1

mee [evl

-50
0.001% -100

-150

-4
1010*“ 0.001 0.010 0.100 1 -150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150

Miight [€V] ml° 1

(a) (b)

Figure 3: (a) The relation between the effective mass for Ovgg decay m.. and lightest neutrino
mass. The red area and blue area are model independent analyses for the inverted ordering and
normal ordering of the neutrino mass hierarchies, respectively. The gray area is upper limit on
the effective mass of 36 - 156 [meV] at 90% C.L. in Ref. [7]. The yellow area is upper limit on the
lightest neutrino mass mg ~ 15.9 [meV] which is estimated in Ref. [57]. (b) The relation among
Majorana phases n; and 7s.

where 7, = %(¢1 —¢3) and 1y = %(@ — ¢3). In our numerical calculation, these Majorana phases
1 and 7y are determined as follows:

UaUly UeUly (55)
=ar 4 , = arg | — : ‘ .
n & cos 015 cos 03 sin B 3e9cr 2 & sin 015 cos 015 sin 0;3e0cp

The OvBp3 decay is one of the attractive phenomena which is determined the magnitude of the
lightest neutrino mass and neutrino mass ordering. In Fig. we show the prediction of the the
effective mass me. for the Ov33 decay as

3
E 2
mi Uei
i=1

Note that only inverted ordering is acceptable then the lightest neutrino mass is ms. The lightest
neutrino mass ms appears in 0.789 - 1.43 [meV] which is the within the Planck data [57] and
the effective mass take very restricted region me. ~ 47.1 [meV]. This value is in upper limit on
the effective mass of 36 - 156 [meV] at 90% C.L. in Ref. [7]. Then this model can be verified
in the near future neutrino experiments, e.g. the KamLAND-Zen [6,(7], GERDA [8,9], and
CUORE [10,/11] experiments. In Fig. , we show the relation among Majorana phases 7, and
72. Since the phase of our model parameter is only ¢p4, then the Majorana phases are strongly
correlated.

= |m U2 + moUZ% + maUZ] . (56)

Mee =

5 Summary and Discussions

We have proposed the simple non-SUSY lepton flavor model with A, symmetry. The A4 group
is a minimal one which includes triplet irreducible representation. We have introduced three
Higgs doublets which are assigned as triplet of the A4 symmetry. It is natural that there are

12



three generations as same as the SM fermions. First, we have studied the potential analysis
and we have got the VEV for the local minimum. Next, we have presented our A4 model. The
left-handed lepton doublets are assigned to triplet and the right-handed leptons are assigned to
different singlets of the A, symmetry, respectively. We have introduced the right-handed Majo-
rana neutrinos which are assigned to triplet of the A4 symmetry. In our model, the right-handed
Majorana neutrino mass matrix has a simple flavor structure. On the other hand, the Dirac
neutrino mass matrix has symmetric and anti-symmetric Yukawa couplings for A, symmetry.
By using the type-I seesaw mechanism, we have obtained the left-handed Majorana neutrino
mass matrix. After diagonalizing the charged lepton and left-handed Majorana neutrino mass
matrices, we have got the PMNS mixing matrix. In our numerical analyses, we have used the
NuFIT 5.1 data. We found that only inverted ordering is acceptable and we could not find the
solutions for normal ordering in the neutrino mass hierarchy. We have obtained relevant relations
for mixing angles and neutrino effective mass m.. as a function of the lightest neutrino mass.
Especially, the Dirac CP phase and lepton mixing angle 53 are strongly correlated. If the 63
is more precise measured, the Dirac CP phase is more precise predicted, and vice versa. In this
model, the effective mass for the OvfS decay can be predicted as me. ~ 47.1 [meV] and the
lightest neutrino mass can be also predicted as mg ~ 0.789 - 1.43 [meV]. It is testable for near
future neutrino experiments.

The flavor symmetry also apply to the quark sector. In the same assignments as the charged
leptons, the elements of the mass matrices are real. Then, we take quarks different assignments,
e.g. left-handed quark doublets are assigned to the different singlets and right-handed up and
down-type quarks are assigned to the triplets of the A, symmetry, respectively. The more details
are in the future work. In our model, the right-handed Majorana mass matrix is very simple and
masses are degenerated. Then, we cannot apply to the leptogenesis. Fortunately, there are three
Higgs doublets, we can discuss the electroweak baryogenesis which are also in the future work.
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Appendix
A Higgs mass matrices in the general SHDM

The general 3HDM has nine scalar mass eigenstates, three CP-even scalars: H, hy 2, two CP-odd
scalars: aj, and four charged scalars: hi,. More details are shown in Ref. [56].

A.1 CP-even scalar mass matrix

The mass matrix of CP-even scalars in the general 3HDM is written by

A O G
M:=|C, B Cs|, (57)
Cy Cs By
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with

_ 1
A :m%thl + mfgcﬁllt,@ + 2)\11'[120%16%2 — 5’028/316%2()\22121%1 — 3)\1112)

1
- 5“2021 5B2CB2 (1%1 (A2213 + 1223 + A2123) — 3A1113)
1 _
— 5028220\3313%3?& + t3, (A1323 + Aizs2 + Asz12)),
_ _ 1
Bl :m%Qtﬁﬁl + m§38511t52 + 2)\221}28%10%2 - 5028510%2(/\11121%}1 - 3/\2212)
1
- 5”23,6’1 5B2CBa (t,%l()\nz:), + A1213 + A2113) — 3A2223)
= 122 Ogassits, + 51 (0 A A
5 S5, (Aa32355, g, + 5, (Aa23 + Aisaz + Azaia)),

_82 :2m%3c,31t521 + 2m§3351t521 + 4)\33?}25’%2 + 31)28/32052(/\3313051 + )\3323851)
UQC%JE;(/\UBC% + Sﬂlcél()\ll% + Ai213 + /\2113)
+ 5%1 g, (A1223 + Aa123 + Aoo13) + )\22238%1),

1 1
Cl = — m% + 51)282,316%2()\1122 + )\1221) + —U26%2 (3)\11220%1 + )\12128251 + 3)\22128%1)

2
1
* 5”2‘9%2(0,81 (A1123 + A1213 + Aonig + 55, (Ar22s 4 A21os + Aa2s))
[
+5V7s5, (A1323 + Aizz2 + Aszi2),

1
Cy=—miy + 5”206182/32()\1133 + Aiss1)

1
+ —UQC%Q (3>\11130/%>1 + 895, (A1123 + Ai213 + Ao113) + 8251()\1223 + A2123 + A2213))

2
1 1
+ 50232520\1313051 + 58, (M1323 + Ai3s2 + Agz12)) + 5023/\33135%27
1
O3 = — m%s + §U2551 528, (A2233 + A2332)
1
+ 5020%2 (0251)\1123 + Ai213 + A2113) + 528, (A1223 + Ao123) + 3)\22235%1)
+ Ly A A A A 3332357
2U S28, (€, (A1323 + A13s2 + Asz12) + Aagasss, ) + 332353,

A.2 CP-odd pesudo-scalar mass matrix

The mass matrix of the CP-odd scalars in the general SHDM is written by

2 2
MQ _ MP,22 MP,23
~ Mz, MZ,)
P,32 P33

14

(59)

(60)

(61)

(62)



with
2 2 2 2,1 2 2 2 1
Mp 99 =mMiy8ap, + MiaCa ty + Spits (M1a8p, + mists,) + mazcs s ts, (65)

L
+ Ztﬁll(_sﬁl (UQSBII%I 6%2(62/31 (/\1112 + )\2212) + 2)\12128251 + M2 + 3)\2212)

1
+ §U2?%1 (528, (c28, (A1113 — A1223 + 32123 — A2213) + 4A1213528, + A1113 + A1223 + HA2123

+ Ag213) + 4)\3313825215,82) + v’tg, 05118%2(2)\13135251 + cap, (—3A1323 + Aizzz + Azziz)

— A1323 + 3(Aiss2 + Agz12)) — Aa2230” 50, 50,) + U2C%1 (Cgem(cwl (Ai112 + Ag212) — 3A1112
— A2212) — 8212358, 93,C8, — 28?32@1323 + Aiss2 + Asz12)) — 27)20%51 g, (2M121255, C3,

+ Spetas (A1123 + A1213 + Ao113)) — 2U2051 (4)\12123231 CZJQ + 8251562052 (4X 1913 + 3A2203)

+ 53, (2222358, + Aszasts, ),

+ %(_Cﬁl 3,5210521 (U202ﬁ2(3)\1113 + A1223 + A2123 + o213 (66)
— 4)3313) + v2(3A1223 + Ao123 + 4Az313)) + 202035175521(—)\1113 + 1223

+ A2123 + A2213) — g, 35210521 (v?ca, (Mt123 + A1213 + Aat1z + 3Aazo3 — 4A3303)

+ 02()\1123 + A1213 + A2113 + 3203 + 4A3323)) — 2?)25351%21()\1123 + Ai213 + Aanis

— Ao223) + 81120251()\2323 — Ai313) — 16>\13237J252ﬁ1 - 87}2()\1313 + A2323)),

2 11, 2 2
Mp 33 =55, Ca, (mizce, +masss,)

1
MIQD723 20521 (mfgsﬂl — m§3c/31 —|— g(v2052(—851 (/\1113 + 3)\1223 — 5)\2123 + 3)\2213 — 4)\3313) (67)

+ 538, (—A1113 + A1223 + A2123 + Aa213) + €5, (BA1123 — BA1213 + 3A2113 + A2zoz — 4A3323)
+ ¢35, (M123 + A1213 + A2113 + —Aa223)) + 4U2852(82,31 (A2323 — A1313) + 2A1323C28,)
+ 46521()\3323’020/31 — )\3313?)2)8/31)).

The above mass matrix M% can be diagonalized by using a rotational matrix R(p) in the form

~ 2 M?% 0
Mp® = R(o)M2R" (o) = ( o e ) , (68)
a2
with
Mc?l = M%,2203 + Mf2>,2352p + MI%,33537 (69)
1
M52 = §<M}2{33 - M1%,22)32a + M12>,23C2cra (70)
where 12
tan 20 = P23 (71)

Mgy — Mgy
The rotational matrix R(o) is

R(o) = ( cos o sina) | (72)

—sino coso
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A.3 Charged scalar mass matrix

The mass matrix of the charged scalars in the general 3HDM is written by

M? M?
M2 — < +,22 i,QS) 7 73
My, My (73)
with
_ _ 1 1,
Mi,gz :Cﬁll (m%20513 +ts, (mfgtél + mgg)) - 503/)31%11(5”205150%2(0251(>\1112 — A2212) (74)

+ 598, (A1212 + A1221) + A1112 + As212) + UZSﬁzcﬁz()\lll?)t%l + t%l (A1223 + A2123 + Aa213)
+ /\222375%1 + A1123 + A1213 + daniz) + vt 05125252 (g, (A1213 + A2113); A1223 + A2123)

1,5 _
+ §U205158%2 (2598, (A1313 + A1331 + Aasas + Aagse + 2¢4s, (A1323 + Aiss2) + Sap, (A2s2s

+ A2sz2 — Ai313 — Aizz1) + 6(Aiz23 + Aizzz) + 8Asz12) + 0205128%275,82()\331315%1 + A3323)),
- Ly
Mi,33 :35210521 (m%ficﬁl + m%3561) - 3_235210521(16/\11137}203510%2 + )\11231}2(561—262 + 835,28, (75)

+ 8pi128 + S381+26,) T M2130” (Spi—2, + S351-28, T+ Spi+26, T S3p1126)

+ M12230°(C3,—28, — C3p1—285 + CB1+28, — Capy+28,) — 2M1313V° (S28, 28, + 525,428,)
AN13230° (o8, —28, — Copy+26,) — 2M13310° (528,28, + S28,428,) + 4X13320° (Cop, 25,

+ Cop+28,) + /\2113?12(851—252 + 838,28, + Sg,4+28, T 538,4+28,) + /\2123?12(051—252

— 38,28, + Cpy428, — C38,428,) + Aa21307(Co, 28, — Capy—28, + Car+28, — C3p14+28,)

+ Aa2230? (355,28, — 538,26, + 358,428, — S3gi428,) T+ 2A23230° (S28,—28, — S28,128,)

+ 223300 (28,28, — S21428,) — 4331307 (€28, — C81128,) — AN33230° (55,25,

— Sp,428,) T 2M11230° (85, + S35, ) + 2X12130% (85, + S35, ) + 20%¢s, (A1223 + A2123 + A1z
+ 4A3313) — 2U203ﬁ1<>\1223 + o123 + Aoo13) + 21}28510\2123 + 32203 + 4A3323)

+ 207838, (Aa113 — A2223) + 407528, (A1313 + A1ss1 + Aazas + Aassa),

Mi,23 20521 (m%33,81 - m%?)cﬁl) + %Cﬁl (81}20%1(361(—)\1113 + Ai223 + Ao123) + £, (Ais23 + Aizs2))
(76)
- 47)2551 (258,13, (A1323 + A13s2) + 28, (A1213 + A2113 — Aazo3) + 2)\22133?;;1 + 2)\331315%2)
- 028251 83520E23()\1313 + A3zt — Aasaz — Aasze) + 0232,8175520522(—)\1313 — Ai331 + A2go3

+ Aa3z2) + 8)\33230265175?32 + 8/\11231?20%[31)-

The above mass matrix M2 can be diagonalised by using a rotational matrix R(7) in the form

-2 2 -1 lei 0
M = ROMERG) ™ = (T ) )
hy
with
Msfc = M2 5067 + M2 5350, + M2 3357, (78)
1
M/ii = é(Mi,szs - Mi,QQ)SQT + Mi,23c2w (79)
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where

2M3 o
tan 27 = : : (80)
Mi,m - Mi,s:&
B Multiplication rule of A, group
We use the multiplication rule of the A4 triplet as follows:
aq b1
ay | @ | by = (a1b1 + agbs + agbe); ® (asbs + a1by + azby),,
as 3 bg 3
@D (CLQbQ —+ CL1b3 + (Zgbl)lu
2@1[)1 — a2b3 — Clgbg agbg - Clgbg
D = 2(1,3()3 — a1b2 — CLle D = CleQ - a2b1 . (81)
2a262 — a3bl — a1b3 3 a3b1 — (llbg 3

More details are shown in the review [14,/15].
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