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In this paper, we evaluate the (second) lightest mass M o of right-handed neutrino vg; 2 in
the type-I seesaw mechanism with SO(10)-inspired relations that predicts an almost massless
neutrino mj o3 ~ 0. By chiral perturbative treatment, the masses Mj o are expressed as
My = m%,/mi1, My = m%yma1/(miimaz — m3,) with the mass matrix of left-handed
neutrinos m in the diagonal basis of the Dirac mass matrix mp.

Assuming mp; and the unitary matrix V in the singular value decomposition (mp);; =
Zk VikkaU,ij are close to observed fermion masses and the CKM matrix, we obtain ex-
pressions of M o by parameters in the low energy and unknown phases. As a result, for
mp1 ~ 0.5 MeV and mps ~ 100 MeV, their allowed regions are found to be MNH ~ 3x 1046
GeV and M ~ 3 x 10578 GeV in the NH, M{" ~ 5 x 103~* GeV and MIH ~ 4 x 1087°

GeV in the IH. These upper and lower bounds are proportional to m%, or mpimpo.

I. INTRODUCTION

The type-I seesaw mechanism [li-4] remains one of the most important subjects in particle
physics. For the three mass matrices in this mechanism, texture studies have been extensively
investigated [6-H]. For example, the sequential dominance (SD) [10-22] attempt to explain the
large mixings of the neutrino oscillation by a very large mass M3 of the heaviest right-handed
neutrino vg3. In the limit of M3 — oo, a neutrino approaches to be massless. It has also been
argued that such a light neutrino is associated with an approximate lepton number symmetry
[23-2%]. These lepton number symmetries U(1)3 x U (1)% can be reinterpreted as kind of chiral
symmetries.

Meanwhile, chiral perturbative treatment by singular values mp; of the Dirac mass matrix

mp has made it possible to calculate three right-handed neutrino masses M; [28-30]. These
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results are used in the evaluation of Ny leptogenesis [31, 8% based on SO(10)-inspired mass
relations [33+4U] (and for a review, [41]). In this treatment, input parameters are the mass
matrix of light neutrinos m,, the singular values mp; of the Dirac mass matrix mp, and the
left-handed unitary matrix V in the singular value decomposition mp = Vm%agU t. Thus, by
assuming mp,; and V' to be about the observed fermion masses and the CKM matrix Vogw, we
can understand analytic dependences of M; on the low energy observables in some grand unified
theories.

In this paper, as a simplified problem, we evaluate the lighter masses M; 2 when the lightest
neutrino mass mjqr3 is very small. In the parameter region where the chiral perturbative
expansion is valid, the limit mq 3 — 0 corresponds to the sequential dominance with Mg — oo.
We will analyze the allowed regions for the lighter masses M;j 2 in such a model. This result
would be valid for discussions of cosmology, such as leptogenesis, because it is encompassed by
the results of some grand unified theories with seesaw mechanisms.

This paper is organized as follows. The next section gives a review of the chiral perturbative
diagonalization of Mg and the sequential dominance in the type-I seesaw mechanism. In Sec. 3,
we evaluate M o with SO(10)-inspired relations and the sequential dominance. The final section

is devoted to a summary.

II. CHIRAL PERTURBATIVE DIAGONALIZATION OF Mpg

In this section, we review the chiral perturbative diagonalization of the mass matrix of right-

handed neutrinos My [29, 88, 89, 42, 43]. The Dirac mass matrix mp and the mass matrix of
neutrinos m, = UMNsmSiagUl\J/}NS are defined in a basis where the Yukawa matrix of charged
leptons Y. and Mg are diagonal. Here, Uyng is the MNS matrix. By the singular value
decomposition mp = Vm%iagU T with unitary matrices V and U, the type-I seesaw mechanism

in the diagonal basis of mp is represented as
mEV T W = UT MU . (1)

By defining the mass matrix V'm; 'V = m™! (and Vim,V* = m) in this basis, matrix elements
of Mg are simply written by (Mg);j = (UTMgagU)ij = mDi(m_l)ijmpj. Here, singular values

mp; of mp are assumed to be sufficiently hierarchical (mps > mpa2 > mp1).



For an invertible m (i.e., the lightest mass mj o, 3 is finite), Mp is diagonalized chiral pertur-
batively. Once the heaviest right-handed neutrino vgs is integrated out, the mass matrix Mgg

of the remaining two lighter generations is

2 (o1 -1
mp(m™ )1 mpimpa(m~')ia
Mpgo = . , . (2)
mpimpa(m™ )12 miy(m )
1 o [mpi(m™)is
T m mp3 . ® <le(m_1)13 mD2(m_1)23) (3)
mps(m=)33 mp2(m™")23
B 1 mp1 0 Moz  —M12 mp1 0 (4)
- .
mi1ma2 — Mg 0 mpo —mi2 M11 0 mp2

This means that to integrate out vgs simply yields the seesaw mechanism of the remaining two
generations.
By integrating out the second heaviest neutrino vge again, m~! becomes the “inverse of 1 x 1
matrix” 1/m;1, and the diagonalized elements M; of the mass matrix Mp are found to be
2

m
My, My, M3) ~ (—2L1 , m2s(m~! . 5)
(My, My, M;) (m11 " D3(m™ " )s3) (5)

2
mpoMil

Strictly the singular values of Mg are the absolute values of Eq. (5). This is a kind of chiral

perturbative expansion because M; becomes zero in the limit of mp; — 0.

The diagonalization matrix of Mg associated with the integration out of heavy states is !

m¥ 777,71 *
1z 1 0 —mpy (M7 )is
mp2 Mmqq mps (m )33
—1y*
U~ | _mbp1mi2 1 1 __mpy (M”34 6
mp2 M1 0 0 mps (m~1)3; ( )
0 0 1 mp1 (M 1)13 mpy (M )as 1
mps (m~1)33 mps (m~1)s3
1 mp1 Mig mpy Miz
mpa My, mp3 miy
~ __mpi mi2 1 __mpa (m71)§3 . (7)
mp2 Mi1 mps (m~1)3,
N —1
mp1 (M~ )13 mpy (M~ )23 1

mp3z (m~1)33 mp3 (m=1)33
This procedure perturbatively “solves” all six constraints of the type-I seesaw mechanism 38, 3Y].

In other words, U and M; are determined by input parameters m,,, mp; and V' [44].

! The 1-3 element of U is not a misprint, but due to the sum of two terms. This makes U not look like a unitary
matrix, because mp1/mps behaves as a second-order perturbation.



For the chiral perturbative diagonalization to be a good description, U must not have a large
mixing and the following conditions are required;

(m~ 3 (m~")a3
(m=1)33 (m=1)33

Since elements m;; are expected to be comparable unless m, and V have special forms, this

mi2 mp2

’
mps3s

mpi1
)
mps3

mpi1
mp2

<0.1. (8)

mii
perturbative treatment is valid in a wide parameter region.

A. Sequential dominance by the limit of mi,3 — 0

The above discussion requires that m, have an inverse matrix. Let us examine the behavior
of the limit my o3 — 0 (This is corresponds to performing a chiral perturbative expansion by

M1or3). There are two limits in which the matrix m, = mpMp 1m:£) becomes singular;

1. The rank of mp approaches two.

2. M3 — Q.

In the case of 1, (almost) zero singular values of mp and m, yields a chiral symmetry

associated with the lepton number [25-27, 45];
Rmp=mp, Rmy,=m,R=m,, REdiag(eio‘,l,l). (9)

The following shows that R for m, and mp is identical. For each singular value decomposition

d. d' . . .
m, = UMNSmylagUl\J/}NS and mp =Vm DlagU T, the seesaw mechanism is written by

0 0 O 0 O 0 0 O 0
0me 0 | = UIT/[NSV 0 mpy O UT(M}dziag)_lU* 0 mps 0 |VIUins. (10)
0 0 mg 0 0 mps 0 0 mps3
The first column of Uyng and V' must match in order for the singular value decomposition (by
UJANSV) to close in the 2-3 subspace. Thus, the eigenvectors of Uyns and V' in the massless
direction must coincide, and Eq. (i) holds simultaneously in a proper basis.
For the normal hierarchy (NH) m; = 0 and the inverted hierarchy (IH) mg = 0, the form of
m = Vm,V* in this basis is respectively
000 * % 0
m=10x%x| or |x=x0], (11)
0 x x 000



where * denotes appropriate matrix elements. That is, mq; or mg; = 0 is a consequence of rank
mp = 2 (for det M # 0). In this case the perturbative diagonalization for Mg breaks down
[43], because the cancellation of the approximate chiral symmetry between mp and m;, ! leads
to a matrix Mg without the chiral symmetry. Chiral perturbative treatment can be possible in
the remaining two generations. However, in this situation, the unitary matrix V' ~ Uyng of the

Dirac mass matrix is far from the CKM matrix. Specifically,

—2/V6 * * * x 0
v o 1/vV6 * x|, 745NV —1/vV2 | (12)
1/vV6 * x  x 1/V2
for the case of NH and IH. Thus, there is no guideline for mp; and V from unified theories.
On the other hand, the second case M3 — oo can be treated by chiral perturbative expan-
sion and it corresponds to the sequential dominance [l0i+12]. Since several parameters become
unphysical as the heaviest neutrino vr3 is decoupled, the seesaw mechanism is simplified and

analysis becomes easier in this limit.

B. Behavior of My in the limit of mis3 — 0

Here, we explore the chiral perturbative behavior of Mg in the limit of mqo3 — 0. A mis-
alignment of diagonalization W between m, and mp is defined as Viyns =W = (w1, we, w3)
by 3-dimensional vectors w;. The spectral decomposition m™! = VTm,le = W*mgiag_le is

written by

1 1 1
(m~1)* = W ® wl + m—2w2®w§+m—3w3®w§f, (13)

In Eq. (13), the rank one matrix diverging in the limit of mjo3 — 0 contributes to Mz. In
particular,

W2 w2, W2
31, Wi Was |

Wi Wi
a1 . Vi3
my ma2 ms3 my ms3

(m™1)ss = (14)

If the matrix V' is similar to Voxnm, W has large mixings and matrix elements of W are compa-

rable. Then this approximation holds with mqo3/me < 0.1, and it is valid when my < 1 meV

in NH and m3 < 5 meV in IH. In this case the heaviest singular value M3 is evaluated as

2 N (LU TY— (LU ——
M3z >~ mps(m™")sg ~ —== |W3;|” or |[Was]” . (15)
mi ms



This situation will be realized by a sufficiently heavy M3 in some GUT models with strong
hierarchy.

These chiral relations of M; are expected to hold at a higher energy scale because the Yukawa
interactions of the first and second generations hardy receive the renormalization. Only when
mps is about as large as the top quark mass my, it receives a quantum correction of about 10 %
[M6]. Furthermore, the renormalization of gauge interactions in the Standard Model cancels out
in the numerator and denominator, the expressions for M o are rather insensitive to quantum

corrections.

III. THE (SECOND) LIGHTEST MASS M;» OF RIGHT-HANDED NEUTRINO vg; -
WITH SO(10)-INSPIRED RELATIONS AND SEQUENTIAL DOMINANCE

Here we evaluate the lighter masses M o and its allowed regions with SO(10)-inspired rela-
tions and sequential dominance. First of all, the singular value decompositions of the Yukawa

matrices of leptons in a general basis are defined as
) =vy el v = vyeeul. (16)
On the other hand, the mass matrices mp and m, are defined in the diagonal basis of Y;
Y, =Y3%  mp =VmBEUT m, = Uunsm3® U Ns - (17)

From this, V = VeTVl, and Upyns implicitly involve V.
With some grand unified theories in mind, the following SO(10)-inspired relations are as-

sumed.

1. mp1 ~ my(Agur) ~ me(Agur) ~ 0.5MeV, mpy ~ me(Agur) ~ mu(Agur) ~ 100 MeV

[4a].

2. The unitary matrix V of mp is dominated by 1-2 mixing, and its mixing angle is at most

about the Cabibbo angle 6¢.
Specifically, V' is expressed by,
et 0 0 cy s9e®  O(1073)
V|l 0 €92 0 —spe”®  cg  O(1072) |, (18)
0 0 €3] \O(1073) 0(1072) 1



where sg = sinf < 0.2,¢9 = cosf ~ 1 and ¢, 0; are unknown phases. The signs of sy, cy are
absorbed into the phases, and 6 is restricted to the first quadrant 0 < § < 7/2. Unknown phases
pi from V,, are omitted because their contributions m;; — eipimijeipj are unphysical.

Since these assumptions eliminate the possibility of identical chiral symmetry such as Eq. (1),
we consider only SD in this situation. From [Ws;| > |Us;|, the absolute value of Mz (1) is hardly
affected by V;

2 N m2D3 2 m2D3 2
M3 =~ ng(m )33 = — ‘Url‘ or ——— ‘UTg‘ . (19)
mi m3

To express My by low energy parameters, mqy is written by matrix elements of m, with
mag =, MiUqaiUps; as
mi; =~ (Vl*l)zmee + 2V1*1V2*1meu + (‘/2*1)27”## ) (20)
= cGe M My, — 28969€i(¢_01_02)m6“ + 8§e2i(¢_02)mw . (21)
Since the final result is an absolute value, the extra phase can be removed by multiplying by
62i0'1 :
|may| ~ |c§mee - ZSQCQGiBmeu + sge2wmw| , (22)
where § = ¢p+01—03 is the only unknown phase that cannot be determined from phenomenology.
Besides, using elements W;; and m;, we obtain
mlfIlH ~ W122m2 + W123m3, mlllf ~ Wflml + W122m2. (23)
By uniform redefinition of phases e®'Wy; = coUe; — sge'’ U, and PDG parameterization of
Unins, these matrix elements are rewritten as
e1Wi1 = cgeracrs + sge'? (cazsia + crasizsaze™) (24)
eIy & cpsiaci — spe' (cracas — s12513823€) (25)

B

€91 W3 =~ cpsize” " — spePeizsas (26)

where ¢;; = cosf);; and s;; = sin6;;. In the limit of M3 — oo, the only Majorana phase « is
defined as associated with ms.

The latest global fit (without Super-Kamiokande) is used for input parameters [d7]. The

mass differences are

Am3, = 742meV?, Am; = 2515meV?, Aml, = —2498meV?, (27)



where Am3; > 0 for NH and Am2, < 0 for IH. The three mixing angles are

sin? 001 = 0.304, sin?65) = 0.573, sin? 615 = 0.0222, (28)

sin? 01 = 0.304, sin?653 = 0.578, sin? 015 = 0.0224. (29)

In this paper, only best-fit values are used to grasp behaviors of M;j . The errors in chiral
perturbative expansion of mp, are O(szi/m%j) < 1 % [48], which is smaller than that of
neutrino oscillation experiments. There are also another errors of about 4 % due to the neglect

of Ve, Vis ~ 0.04. However, the largest source of errors come from the neglect of mq or3/mo.

A. Inverted hierarchy

We start the analysis of IH first because it is easier than NH. From the triangular inequality

|21] — |22] < |21 + €"%22| < |21] + |22] for complex numbers 21 2,
my Wiy [ = ma[Wia|* < [mi| < ma|Wi|? + ma|Wiaf*. (30)

Since W11 and Wig are functions of 8 and d, inequality is not used anymore.

The upper bound is evaluated as

ma |[Wii|? + me|Wia|? (31)

2 2
i i i i
~ my |coerzciz + spe’ (cazsia + cras13523€ )‘ + mg ‘09812013 — spe'P(c1aca3 — s12513503€™)

= cfgcg(mlcfz + m28%2) + 20130939[313323(m16%2 + m23%2) cos(B + 9) + c12c23(mq — ma)sia cos )]

+ 83[2612023(777,1 — m2)312313323 cos 0 + C%g(TTllS%Q + mgc%Q) + sfgsgg(mlc% + mgs%Q)] . (32)

The maximum value |m!|™2* is exist near the point f = § = 7 because of my > m; and
terms proportional to 35 are neglighle second-order perturbations. Thus, the Majorana phase is
obviously chosen to be a ~ 0.

Substituting my ~ ms, we obtain

|mIl}11|maX ~ ml(cchg + 259CpS13C13523 + 83(6%3 + 8%38%3)) ~ 50meV . (33)

The dependence of 6 is small because the terms in the first order of sy cancel out by my >~ ms

and the lowest order is proportional to sgsi3.



The minimum value is evaluated in the same manner.

my|Wii |2 — me|Wia|?

34
" 3
i3 N iB NE
~ |cgciaciz + sge” (ca3s12 + ci2513523€ )‘ - ‘09812613 — sge"” (c12c23 — S12513523€") (35)
2 2,9 2 2 2
= ci3¢5(cla — s12) + 2c13¢9S9[2C12¢23512 COS B + S13523(CTy — ST2) cos(B + 9)]
— 83[(6%2 — 3%2)(033 - 8%3853) — 4¢19€93512813823 COS I . (36)

Among terms with phase dependences, the dominant one is the term proportional to cos 5. The
rests are suppressed by s13 and/or sp, and the minimum exists at a point near § = 7, = 0.
|min

We have confirmed these behaviors numerically. From this, the minimum value |mi} exists

around a = T,

|7”1111{|mi]n = m1(|69612613 - 89(623812 + 012813823)|2 - |06812613 + 80(612623 - 812813823)|2) . (37)

By ignoring the second-order perturbations for sy and si3,

|m1111{|’““i]n ~my (0%303(0%2 - 3%2) — 4sgcps12c13c12ce3) ~ 19(1 — 3sg) meV . (38)

The numerical values are approximately
|mi iR ~ 18.6meV, |[mIRn | =122meV, |mifBn, = 5.53meV . (39)

These expressions coincide with the upper and lower bounds of |me.| in the limit of § — 0.
Therefore, in grand unified theories where the chiral perturbative expansion is valid, the

range of M1 = m?% /|mif| in TH with mg — 0 is

mp1  \2 H mp1  \2
= < < e
5 TeV (0.5 MeV) S M7 5 50 TeV (0.5 MeV> ‘ (40)

Around these upper and lower bounds, all CP phases are almost trivial and some CP symmetry
is expected in the lepton sector. In addition, the latest limit of double beta decay by the
KamLAND-Zen collaboration |me.| < 36 — 156 meV [4Y] is roughly corresponds to about 7 —
1.6 TeV > MIH.

The parameter my; also dominates M. From Eq. (5) and the behavior (14) of (m™!)s3 in

SD,

mi1 mi1

(W33)?

mi1
2
U 3

T

2
- _Mba
mima

2
- _Mpa
mima

(41)

Det m(m=1)s3
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The fermion masses of the second generation at the GUT scale are roughly [46]
me ~ 200MeV, mg ~20MeV, m, ~ 100 MeV. (42)

By normalizing for mpy ~ 100 MeV,

2 \mq1 10 meV
M~ (P2 10° GeV . 43
2 (100 MeV) my | \mae |U% ¢ (43)
Then the allowed region of MiH of TH is determined as
2 mps  \2
4x10°GeV (-2 )T S MIT S 4.0 % 10° GeV (o) 44
04> 107GV { {50 ey ) =M™ 5 40> 107 GeV (505 (44)

B. Normal hierarchy

We proceed to the analysis of NH. As in the case of IH, there exists the triangular inequality,
ma|Wig|* — ma[Wis|* < [mi"] £ mao|Wia|? + mg|Wis|*. (45)
For the upper limit,

[Wia|*ma + [Wis|*ms (46)

2

+ mg ‘caslge_i‘S — 896i5613823 (47)

2
. 5
~ mg |cgsiac1z — s0€P (c1aca3 — 512513523€° )‘

= cg(mgc%3s%2 + mgs%?)) — 2sglcizcp{maciacassia cos B+ (mg — m28%2)813823 cos( + 0)}]
+ sg[mg (0%2033 + 3%23%3333) + mgsggcfg — 2myc12C23812813523 COS 0] . (48)

Due to phase-dependent terms of the first-order in sy, it reaches the maximum near 8§ = 7,6 =0

and @ = 0 . The maximum value |m{{!|™2 is expressed as
I~ mglegsiacis + sp(ciacas — s12513523)]% + ma(cosi3 + spc13s23)° (49)
~ (masTy +masis) + 25a(s13503(Mm3 — Masly) + maciacassia) (50)

where the second order terms of sy are ignored in the second equality. Numerically, it is approx-

imately evaluated as

I mex = 3.67meV, |miP RS, =5.50meV, |[mi R, = 7.81meV . (51)
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For M| the same equation as TH holds. For MY we obtain

2
mi1 m mi1
My ~ m? ~ D2 52
2= M2 I Py m(m=1)s3 maomg | U2 (52)
By a proper normalization,
mpa \2 [/ 100 meV? |1 8

My ~ ( ) 108 GeV . 53
2 100 MeV <m2mg|Uﬂ|2 1meV ¢ (53)

Therefore, the minimum value of M and the maximum value of M} are given by the
maxmum value of |mq1| with § = 0.2,

]\Iimim:30'116\/'(0.;1%>27 Ménaxﬁ3><108GeV< mp2 >2

_— 54
100 MeV (54)
On the other hand, the minimum of m{{! is
[Wia|?ma — [Wiz|*ms (55)
iB NE —is i3 2
~ my |cps12c13 — Sge' (C12c23 — S12513523€ )‘ —ms3 ‘698136 — sge 613323‘ (56)

2 2 2 2 2, 2 2 2
= masTyaciscy — m3(cissyssy + s13cq) + 2c13¢p80 (513523 (Ma2siy + m3) cos(B + 8) — c1aca3masia cos B)
+ Mo (ClCas + 529575553 — 2C12C23512513523 COSJ) . (57)

This is minimized near § = 0 and § = n. Thus the minimum value (

NH

mmin of mNH exists

near o ~ 7, and a rough evaluation of the first order of sy is

(mY)™™ ~ my(cpsiacis — sg(cracas + s12513523))% — ma(cosiz + spc13503)° (58)
~ (777,28%2 — 777,38%3) — 2sg(s13523(ms3 + m23%2) + maci12c23812) - (59)

The numerical values are
(M ~ 1.44meV, (miH)5n = —0.50meV, (m))5n, = —2.92meV . (60)

For a finite sy, m{! can have a negative value. This corresponds to the region where

= 0 is possible for appropriate complex phases. The condition for such a cancellation

to occur is /moWig ~ +i,/m3Wi3, and the minimum 6 that satisfies the condition is

’mll\llH ‘mm

Vma(cpsiaciz — Sg(ci2ca3 + S12513523)) = E/ma(cgsiz + spc13523) - (61)
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By choosing the solution with the smaller 6,

C13512 — 4/ e 813
sp = ~ 0.077. (62)
C134/ 2—3823 + €12C23 + 512513523

For a larger 6 than this value, there is a canceling region where (77111\111{)Inin ~ (. The phase
dependence of the minimum is shown in Fig. 1. We can see that such cancellation is likely to

occur in the region d + 8 ~ 7.

Sg=0.1

FIG. 1: Plots of |Wia|?ma — [Wi3|>ms 48) for § and B in NH. The left and right ones represent the

case of sy = 0.1,0.2 respectively.

C. M in the level crossing point (m[{)min ~ (

The chiral perturbative expansion breaks down in the limit of mq; — 0. This is clear from
Eq. (4) because the diagonalization of the mass matrix Mpgq for the lighter generations has a
large mixing. In this level crossing point [29], the masses M; and My are of equal magnitude,
and the relation M L' mip o< Ms no longer holds. Let us examine how the mass matrices m
and Mgy behave in the region where my; is small. From Eq. (-'_1-4_1:), the minor determinant is

evaluated as

|m11m22 — m%2| = |Det m(m_1)33| ~ m2m3|(W§1)2| ~ m2m3|U7-1|2 . (63)
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Thus in the limit of my; — 0, |mi2| ~ /mams|U;1| ~ 15meV holds. Since the value |mas| ~
|my| ~ ms3/2 ~ 25meV is a roughly constant under 6, the behaviors of m and Mg (4) in the

limit of mq; — 0 are

Mpy= ——— 7 (64
m11Ma2 — Moy 0 mpo —miz M1 0 mpo
M) 1 m%1m3/2 mp1mp2y/mamz|Ur] (65)
RO = ————— 5
mam3|Uni | mp1mpay/mam3|Usri| 0

From |mqs| ~ |mag|, the off-diagonal element is dominant in unified theories with mpe 2 20 mpy,
and the two mass singular values are almost same M; ~ Mo.

Such a condition is also evaluated from the relation of determinants and Eq. (15);

2 2 2 2 2
My M5Hem may,m
D1Mp2Mps D1MDo
M MoMy = ————==—=2 MMy = — (66)
mimems maomsz|Ur1|

When M; and My are approximately equal,

Mp1mMp2
My~ My~ —"——"= | 67
! 2 Vmams|Ux| (67)

It gives an upper bound on M%\IH and a lower bound on M%\IH simultaneously,

i mpi mp2 10 meV .
Mmax ~ Mmln ~ 1 '
' 2 (1MeV) (100MeV> <‘Url‘\/m> 0 GeV (68)

Therefore, the bounds will be about 10 PeV. Unlike with the case of IH, these upper and lower

bounds are proportional to mpimps. To summarize these results,

2
st () s s v (). @
mpi1mpo NH S mp2 2
3x100GeV | —/———= ) < MM <3 x108GeV ([ ——=—) . 70
e <50Mev2>” 2 S ox e <100Me\/> (70)

Since M7 M, is approximately constant under 6, the widths of these allowed regions are compa-

rable.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we perform a chiral perturbative evaluation of the (second) lightest mass M o

of right-handed neutrino vg; 2 in the type-I seesaw mechanism with SO(10)-inspired relations
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and an almost massless neutrino mj -3 ~ 0. By chiral perturbative treatment, the masses M o
are expressed as My = szl/mll, My = szzmll/(mllmgg — m%z) with the mass matrix of
left-handed neutrinos m in the diagonal basis of the Dirac mass matrix mp. Assuming mp; and
the unitary matrix V' in the singular value decomposition (mp);; = >, Vikm DkU,I ; are close to
observed fermion masses and the CKM matrix, we obtained expressions for M o by parameters
in the low energy and unknown phases.

As a result, the upper and lower bounds of Mj 5 are obtained as

2
bt () st sear ey (BEE). o)
mpi1mpo NH 3 mp2 2
106 GeV | —/—/——== | < MM < 1 2 ). 2
8107 Ge <50 MeV2> S MY S 3 10° GeV (15rs ) (72)

for the NH, and

3 mp1 \? oy H 4 mp1 \?

5 x 10° GeV <70.5 MeV> < MM < 5 % 10* GeV (0'5 MeV> , (73)
2 2

4 % 108 GeV (mg’“#ev) < MM < 4 x 10°GeV (1081#&/) : (74)

for the IH. The difference in the dependence of mp; is due to a cancellation of mq; in NH. This
result would be valid for discussions of cosmology, such as leptogenesis, because it is encompassed

by the results of some grand unified theories with seesaw mechanisms.
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