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Abstract

With the help of a full Euler-like block parametrization of the flavor structure for the canonical
seesaw mechanism, we present the first general and explicit analytical calculations of the two
neutrino mass-squared differences, three flavor mixing angles and the effective Dirac CP-violating
phase responsible for the primary behaviors of neutrino oscillations. Such model-independent

results will pave the way for testing the seesaw mechanism at low energies.
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1 Introduction

It is widely accepted that the canonical seesaw mechanism [1-5] has stood out as the most natural
and most economical extension of the standard model (SM) of particle physics to explain both the
origin of tiny neutrino masses and the cosmic baryon number asymmetry via leptogenesis [6]. But

this elegant mechanism contains 18 unknown flavor parameters,
e 3 heavy Majorana neutrino masses M; (for j = 4,5,6),
e 9 active-sterile flavor mixing angles 0,; (for i = 1,2,3 and j = 4,5,6),
e 6 independent CP-violating phases §;; (for i = 1,2,3 and j = 4,5,6),

in a complete Euler-like block parametrization of its flavor structure [7,8], making the experimental
tests of its validity extremely difficult. In this situation, to what extent can we model-independently
probe or constrain the seesaw parameter space with the help of our accurate determination of the
two neutrino mass-squared differences (Am3, and Am3, or Am3,), three active flavor mixing angles
(05, 0,5 and 05) and the Dirac CP-violating phase () of the 3 x 3 Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata
(PMNS) lepton flavor mixing matrix [9-11] in the next-generation long-baseline reactor and accelerator
neutrino oscillation experiments (e.g., JUNO [12.|13], DUNE [14] and Hyper-Kamiokande [15])?

To answer this absolutely meaningful question, one needs to calculate all the 6 aforementioned
neutrino oscillation quantities in terms of the 18 original seesaw flavor parameters. Such a general
analytical approach has not been developed, mainly because the calculation itself is formidably lengthy.
The purpose of this work is to fill the gap, so as to pay the way for testing the seesaw mechanism at
low energies. Our strategies for doing so are outlined below.

(1) We start from the seesaw-modified Lagrangian for leptonic weak charged-current interactions:
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where U = AU, is the general PMNS matrix in which U, denotes a unitary matrix of the form
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with ¢}, = cosf,, and §,, = €12 sin 6, and so on, A is a 3 x 3 lower-triangular matrix which deviates
slightly from the identity matrix I, and R describes the strengths of Yukawa interactions of massive
Majorana neutrinos and satisfies the unitarity condition UUT + RRT = AAT + RR' = I. Given the
Euler-like block parametrization of the seesaw flavor structure proposed in Refs. [7,§], A and R consist
of the same set of active-sterile flavor mixing parameters (i.e., 0,; and ¢,; for i = 1,2,3 and j = 4,5, 6)

as can be seen in Eq. (2.1)), and a proper redefinition of the phases associated with three charged lepton



fields in Eq. (1.1)) allows us to remove three of the nine phase parameters d,; or their combinations
and thus arrive at six independent CP-violating phases.

(2) We make use of the exact seesaw relation [16]
U,D, Ul = — (A'R) Dy (A™'R)" (1.3)

to bridge the gap between the active and sterile neutrino sectors, where D, = Diag{m,, m,, m;} and
Dy = Diag{M,, M5, My} with m,; and M; standing respectively for the light and heavy Majorana
neutrino masses (for ¢ = 1,2,3 and j = 4,5,6). So it becomes clear that the 9 flavor parameters of
D, and U, (i.e., my, my, ms; 05, 015, O53; 019, 015, 093) are all derivational in the sense they can be
derived from the 18 original seesaw flavor parameters hidden in Dy and R. But these two sets of
flavor parameters are correlated with each other via Eq. in a very complicated way, so that the
general analytical results for their explicit correlations have never been achieved before.

(3) We only adopt the leading term of Maclaurin’s series

814 815 816
AT'R= (35, &, 86| +0O(s)) . (1.4)

834 535 536
where i = 1,2,3 and j = 4,5, 6, so as to simplify our analytical calculations and show how the light
degrees of freedom depend on the original seesaw flavor parameters in an instructive manner. This
approximation is very reliable, because every active-sterile flavor mixing angle in A™'R is expected to
be smaller than O(107"%) ~ 3°, as can be seen from Egs. and in section 2. It is essentially
equivalent to neglecting tiny non-unitarity of the PMNS matrix U, or to focusing on the unique

Weinberg operator in the seesaw-extended SM effective field theory (SMEFT) [17].

(4) We determine the effective Dirac CP-violating phase of U, (i.e., d = ;3 — d;5 — dy3 when taking
the standard phase convention of U, as advocated by the Particle Data Group [1§]) with the help of

its simple relation to the Jarlskog invariant of leptonic CP violation [19}20],
1
J, = 3 sin 26, sin 26, cos 0,5 sin 20,5 sin J , (1.5)

because the analytical expression of 7, has recently been derived by one of us in terms of the original
seesaw flavor parameters and in the same analytical approximation [21].

(5) We leave aside the two effective Majorana CP-violating phases of U, (i.e., p = 0,5 + o3 and
0 = 043 in the PDG-like phase convention of U [22]) in this work for two reasons. First, they are
irrelevant to the present and future neutrino oscillation experiments. Second, they can be determined
from comparing the elements of M, = U,D,U] expressed in terms of the light degrees of freedom
with those obtained in terms of the original seesaw flavor parameters [16], after the analytical results

of my, my, ms, 0,5, 6,5, 055 and J are taken into account E|

U2
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Tt is worth pointing out that the effective mass (m),, 5 for a neutrinoless double-beta decay depends on both m
(for i =1,2,3) and jo/Mj (for j =4,5,6) in the canonical seesaw mechanism [22], as both light and heavy Majorana
neutrinos contribute to the same lepton-number-violating process of this kind. As a result, (m),o 5 is simply a function
of the original seesaw flavor parameters M; and R, ; thanks to the exact seesaw relation (m1 U2 + myU2 + my U€23) =
— (MyR2, + M5R2; + MgRZ) as indicated by Eq. (1.3).



The remaining parts of this paper are organized as follows. In section 2 we show our numerical
constraints on the 9 active-sterile flavor mixing angles to assure the validity and reliability of our
analytical approximations made in this work. Then we calculate the light neutrino masses, the active
flavor mixing angles and the effective Dirac CP-violating phase in section 3. Section 4 is devoted to
the simplified results in the minimal seesaw scenario with only two right-handed neutrino fields, and

section 5 is devoted to our summary and some further discussions.

2 Bounds on active-sterile flavor mixing

Taking account of a full Euler-like block parametrization of the flavor structure for the canonical
seesaw mechanism |7, 8], we write out the explicit expressions of A and R appearing in Eq. (1.1)):
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where ¢;; = cos0,; and §,; = €% sin 0;; with 0;; and ¢,; being the active-sterile flavor mixing angles and
their associated CP-violating phases (for i = 1,2,3 and j = 4,5,6). We require that all §,; lie in the
first quadrant, while J;; may vary between zero and 27. Now that A characterizes a deviation of the
PMNS matrix U = AU, from the unitary matrix U, it must not be far away from the identity matrix
I. A careful global analysis of current electroweak precision measurements and neutrino oscillation

data has given the numerical bounds [23-26]
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Figure 1: Numerical constraints on the active-sterile flavor mixing angles 6, ;, 0,; and 8, (for j = 4,5, 6)

15>
with the help of the upper bounds on €, (for 7,7 = 1,2, 3) in Eq. (2.2)) in the NMO case, where different
colors in the bar legend denote different values of log,, (€,;).

in the normal mass ordering (NMO) or inverted mass ordering (IMO) case for the three light Majorana
neutrinos, implying that all the 9 active-sterile flavor mixing angles are very small.

In Figs. [1] and [2, we illustrate how the six nonzero elements of ¢ depend on 0,,, 6,5 and 0,4 (for
i =1,2,3) by confronting Eq. with Eq. and taking d,; € [0, 2] in the respective NMO and

IMO cases. The upper bounds of 6,;, 0,; and 05, (for j = 4,5,6) can therefore be extracted as follows:

157
0, <2.92°, 0, <0.27°, 6y <2.56° (2.3)
in the NMO case (i.e., my < my < my); or

0, <3.03°, 0, <0.26°, 0, <231° (2.4)

in the IMO case (i.e., mg < m; < m,). These novel constraints allow us to expand the elements of A
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Figure 2: Numerical constraints on the active-sterile flavor mixing angles 6, ;, 0,; and 8, (for j = 4,5, 6)

15>
with the help of the upper bounds on €, (for ¢, = 1,2,3) in Eq. (2.2 in the IMO case, where different

colors in the bar legend denote different values of log,, (€., ).

and R as Maclaurin’s series of the form
2 2 2
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So it is really reliable to use the leading term of A~ R shown by Eq. ((1.4)) in our analytical calculations.



3 Results for the canonical seesaw mechanism

3.1 The masses of three light neutrinos

To derive the expressions of m? (for i = 1,2, 3) in terms of the original seesaw flavor parameters, let
us begin from Eq. | - 1.3)) by defining

H = (U,D,Uy) (U,D,U; ) — U,D*U} = RDNRTR*Dy R |
H?=HH'=U,D!U! = RDyR"R*DyR'RDyRTR* DR, (3.1)
where the reliable approximations made in Eqs. (1.4) and (2.5) have been taken into consideration

(i.e., only the leading terms of A and R are kept in our subsequent calculations). The elements of

hermitian H and H? can be more explicitly expressed as

6 6
ZZM]Mk i B
=4

j=4 k
6 6 6 6
- Z Z Z Z MJMkM MnI]klmnImkRajREn ’ (32)
j=4 k=4 m=4 n=4

where the Greek subscripts run over e, y and 7, and

3

I = R,Ry + R, Ry + RRy =Y 878 (3.3)
i=1

for j,k =4,5,6. As tr (H) = m? +m3 +m2, tr (H?) = m} + mj + mi and det (H) = m?m3m3 hold,

m? (for i = 1,2, 3) must be the three roots of the cubic characteristic equation

jor (H)]? — tx (H?)

md — tr (H)mj + m; —det (H) =0 . (3.4)

2
Then we arrive at the solutions
1 1
mf:§x—§ % — 3y [Z-l— 3(1—22)] )
1 1
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1 2
ms = 3% + 37 x? — 3y (3.5)

in the NMO case; or

3 3
1 1 i
mgzgx—gx/aﬂ—Sy_z%— 3(1—22) (3.6)



in the IMO case, where

=tr(H) ,
y= 5|l () — o (2) ]
2 Y
1 223 — 9 27d
2 = cos | = arccos — it +3 5 (3.7)
3 2 (a2 — 3y)”

with d = det (H). The three neutrino mass-squared differences A;y = m? —m? (for i # ¢ = 1,2,3)
turn out to be

Ay = g\/xQ - 3?/\/3(1 —2?)
Ay = %\/xQ — 3y [3,2 ++/3(1— 22)} ,
Ay, = % 22 — 3y [3z V3= 22)} (3.8)
in the NMO case; or
1
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2

M= 2T AT
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AP 3 2?2 =3y |3z + /3 (1 — 2?) (3.9)

in the IMO case. Taking account of Eq. (3.2)), we have

d = MFMZME (Isglss Loy + Liglsalss + LisTsalas — LisTslos — TsalssTag — Lulssles)”
= MLy + Mg I + Mg Igs + My M (155 + I5,) + M Mg (Iig + Ig,) + MM (I + 165)
y = M{MZ (Lisly, — Lylss)” + MEMG (Lol — Liadas)” + MEME (Isles — IsIs)”
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+ [(LisTss = Issag)” + (Inalgs — 55 1ga)"] MM Mg
+ (s dos = TssTsa)” + (TosLag — LosLus)”] MyMy M (3.10)
where I, = I;; (for j,k = 4,5,6) have been defined in Eq. (3.3).

To see how x, y and d depend on the active-sterile flavor mixing angles and CP-violating phases,

we proceed to rewrite their expressions in a more explicit manner:

3 3
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3 3 3 3
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where [;; = sfj + sgj + sgj (for j = 4,5,6) can be directly read off from Eq. 1} and the three sets
of CP-violating phase differences defined as

;=0 =05, B =0;5— 05, 7% =05~ 0y (3.12)

satisfy the sum rule o; 4+ 5, + v, = 0 (for i = 1,2,3). So six of the above nine phase parameters are
independent and serve as the original source of CP violation in the seesaw mechanism. For instance,

one may simply fix a; and 3, (for = 1,2, 3) as the six original CP-violating phases.
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3.2 Flavor mixing angles and the effective Dirac phase

Now let us calculate the three flavor mixing angles (6,5, 6,3, 053) and the effective Dirac CP-violating
phase (0 = 6,5 — 0,5 — 093) of U, which determine the strengths of flavor oscillations for the three
active neutrinos. A combination of the unitarity of U, and Eq. (3.1) leads us to

(UO)al (U0)21 + (UO)a2 (UO);Q + (UO)a3 (Uo);?, = 5a3 )
1 (Uo)ar Uo)51 + 15 (Up) o (Ug) o + 15 (Up) o (U) sz = Hag
m% (Us) (Uo);h + mg (Up) a2 (Uo)gz + m§ (Up) s (UD)ZS = (Hz)ag ) (3.13)

m

where d,,5 is the Kronecker symbol for a, § = e, 1, 7. The three variables (Uy),, (Up)g, (for i =1,2,3)

can then be derived from the above three linear equations. In the case of a« = 3, we obtain

(H2)aa — Haa (m% + m?’)) + m%m?’)

2 —
’(UO)od’ - A21A31 )
’(UO) ’2 o <H2)aa B Haa (m% + mg) + m%mg
a2l T 9
JAUSFAL S
2 (HQ)aa _ Haa (m% + m%) + m%m%
|(U0)a3| = A A32 ) (314)
31
and in the case of a # (3, we arrive at
* (Hg)a - Haﬁ (m% + m?’))
(UO)al (Uo)m = ° )
A9 Az
. (H?)5 = Hyg (mi +m3)
(UO)aZ (UO)[BQ = 2 d )
ACIPADS:
(H?),5 — Hyg (mi +m3)
U, Uy)ia = z 2 . 3.15
( O)aB( O)ﬁ?) A31A32 ( )

In view of Eq. (1.2)), one finds that the three flavor mixing angles are related to the moduli of U in

its first row and third column as follows:
2

Uy)

2 |(Uo)62’2 2 2 2 ‘( 0/p3

S1o=7T"7 - 3 Siz3— ‘(Uo)e ", So3 = T 2 (3~16)
1= [(Up)s* ’

5 -
1= [(Up).s]
Substituting Eq. (3.14)) into Eq. (3.16]), we get
82 _ [<H2)ee _ Hee (m% + m?’)) + m%mg] ASl
. [(H2)ee —H,, (m% + m%) + m%m% — A5 A5] Ay ’
5%3 _ (HQ)ee — Hee (m% + m%) + m%m%
Az Ay
2 (H2>“’u - H,u,u (m% + m%) + m%m%

Soa = ,
B— <H2)ee + H,, (m% + m%) - m%m% + Az A5

(3.17)

where the explicit expressions of H,, and (H?),, can be found in Appendix A, and those of m? and

Ay (for 4,4 = 1,2,3) can be achieved from Eqs. (3.5)—(3.11).
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On the other hand, the effective Dirac CP-violating phase 6 can be extracted from the Jarlskog
invariant 7, shown in Eq. (L.5). Namely ]

J,
\/3%2 3%3 3%3 (1- 3%2) (1- 3%3) (1— 5%3)

where the expressions of s%, (for it = 12,13,23) have been given in Eq. (3.17)), and J, has already
been calculated in Ref. [21] with the help of
H, H,H_ )

Im [Z €apHap (H?) ,Ba]
v Im( epttpr

A21A31A32 a A21A31A32

sind =

, (3.18)

J, = (3.19)

for (a, 8,7) running cyclically over (e, i, 7). The explicit analytical result of 7, consists of the terms
proportional to M?Mp, MM, MM, M,, MMM, and MZMZM} (for j # k # 1= 4,5,6) [21], and
the product A,; Az A,y can be directly deduced from Eq. or Eq. (3.9).

Note that J, depends on the six original and independent phase parameters of the seesaw mecha-
nism (e.g., a; and f; for i = 1,2, 3), as specifically shown in Ref. [21]. So sin d must also be a function of
sin o; and sin f3;, similar to J,. The point is that all the CP-violating phases in the seesaw mechanism
are of the Majorana nature, in the sense that they may manifest themselves in those lepton-number-
violating processes. That is why ¢ is referred to as the “effective” Dirac CP-violating phase which is
unique to CP violation in neutrino oscillations, given the fact that non-unitarity of the PMNS matrix
U is strongly suppressed and realistically negligible in the foreseeable neutrino experiments.

It is the first time that the general and explicit analytical relations between the 6 derivational
neutrino oscillation parameters and the 18 original seesaw flavor parameters have been established.
The approximation made in our calculations is equivalent to concentrating on the unique Weinberg
dimension-5 operator [17] in the seesaw-extended SMEFT, simply because small non-unitarity of U is
associated with those dimension-6 operators of the SMEFT and its effects are almost experimentally
untouchable in the near future. Our results are expected to be useful for testing the seesaw mechanism
in a variety of existing and upcoming neutrino oscillation experiments.

Here let us make some brief comments on a few well-known non-oscillation quantities of massive

neutrinos in the canonical seesaw framework.

o [t is straightforward to calculate the sum of three light neutrino masses ¥, = m; +my,+mg with
the help of Eq. (3.5)) or Eq. (3.6), and its upper bound extracted from a number of cosmological
observations 27| can therefore be used to constrain the original seesaw parameter space.

e The effective mass of the beta decays, namely (m \/ m3 U, > +m3 |U,® + m2 U, can
also be used to constrain the parameter space of the seesaw mechanism, since its upper bound
has recently been obtained from the KATRIN experiment [28]. Note that ( = /H,, holds,

20f course, one may also determine cosé from |(Up),,; 12, | (Uo) 2 12, | (Uy),4 |? or | (Uy). o |* by use of the cosine

theorem and with the help of Egs. and -
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as can be seen from Eq. (3.13]). The explicit expression of H,, is given by Eq. (A.1)) in Appendix
A.

e The effective mass of the neutrinoless double-beta decays, denoted as (m),q5, is composed of
both the m,UZ; terms (for i = 1,2,3) and the RZ;/M; terms (for j = 4,5,6) in the canonical
seesaw framework [22], as such lepton-number-violating processes are mediated by both light and
heavy Majorana neutrinos. Given (m U2 + myU2 + myU%) = — (M R?, + M R% + MgR%) as
indicated by the exact seesaw relation in Eq. , we find that (m),,; depends only on the
original seesaw flavor parameters M; and R ;. So the upper bound of (m),., [29] is certainly

useful to constrain the seesaw parameter space.

It is also helpful to consider those charged-lepton-flavor-violating processes to probe or constrain the

parameter space of the seesaw mechanism (e.g., as done in Refs. [26]30]).

4 Results for the minimal seesaw scenario

The minimal seesaw scenario is a simplified version of the canonical seesaw mechanism which contains
only two right-handed neutrino fields [31H34] and thus involves only 11 original flavor parameters
(i.e., 2 heavy neutrino masses, 6 active-sterile flavor mixing angles and 3 independent CP-violating
phases [35]). The most salient feature of this interesting and instructive scenario is m; = 0 in the
NMO case or my; = 0 in the IMO case, as a straightforward consequence of switching off the third
heavy Majorana neutrino field IV, and its relevant flavor parameters. The relevant results obtained in
section 3 can therefore be simplified to a great extent.

Note that the experimental constraints on the active-sterile flavor mixing angles in the minimal
seesaw framework are much stronger than in the canonical case. Taking account of the latest global-fit
results about non-unitarity of the PMNS matrix U obtained in Ref. [26], namely

7

9.4 x 1076 0 0
24 %107 1.3 x 10~ 0 (NMO)
44x107% 26x107* 21 x 107
e=|I—-A| < (4.1)
5.5 x 1074 0 0
2.6 x 1075 3.2 x 1070 0 (IMO)
[ \28X 107 7.0x 1070 4.5x107°

in the minimal seesaw scenario, we switch off 6,; and J,5 in Eq. (2.1) and confront the resulting A
with Eq. (4.1) for arbitrary values of §,, and ;5 (for i = 1,2,3) [}| Figs. [3|and [4] illustrate how the six
nonzero elements of € in Eq. (4.1)) depend on 6, and 6,5 (for i = 1,2,3) in the respective NMO and

IMO cases, and the upper bounds of these six flavor mixing angles are extracted as follows:

6, <025, 6, <092°, 6, <117°  (NMO);

3Note that R is actually a 3 x 2 matrix in the minimal seesaw framework, and thus the rank of D, in Eq. (1.3} must
be two, implying that one of the three light Majorana neutrinos has to be massless at the tree level.
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034

Figure 3: Numerical constraints on the active-sterile flavor mixing angles 0, ;, 0,; and 0, (for j = 4,5)
with the help of the upper bounds on ¢, (for 7,7/ = 1,2,3) in Eq. (4.1) in the NMO case of the
minimal seesaw scenario, where different colors in the bar legend denote different values of log;, (€, ).

B, <1.90°, 6, <046°, 6, <054  (IMO), (4.2)

where 7 = 4 and 5. These stringent constraints strongly support our analytical approximations made
in this work — only keeping the leading terms of A and R in our calculations.

In the minimal seesaw scenario, the analytical expressions of neutrino masses can be simplified to
1
m%,S = 5 ('ZL’I + \/?) )
1 1
A21:§(37/_\/?), A31=§(x'—|— y/), A32:\/? (4.3)
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0 05 1.0° 15
014

Figure 4: Numerical constraints on the active-sterile flavor mixing angles 0, ;, 0,; and 0, (for j = 4,5)
with the help of the upper bounds on ¢, (for,7’ = 1,2,3) in Eq. (4.1) in the IMO case of the minimal
seesaw scenario, where different colors in the bar legend denote different values of log,, (€, ).

A21:\/3?7 A13:%<5’3I_\/y)7 A23:%($/+\/y) (4.4)

in the IMO case, where 2/ = tr (H) and ¢/ = 2tr (H?) — [tr (H)]*. The expressions of 2/ and 3/ are

3 3
a' = MFI}, + MZIZ + 2M, M, Z Z 5;45i551455 COS (Ozi + Ozi,) ,

i=1 ¢'=1
y' = M{I§, + MAT + AM M (M713, + M212 Z Z 8145455114515 €08 (o + ayr)
=1 i'=1
—2M2MZS 12,12 — AL, I, Z Z 814855455 €08 (0 — )

=1 i'=1

14



3 3
+2 E E 8;45;55i45;15 S (ai—l—ozi,)

i=1 ¢/=1

| -

in which [;; = S%j—l—s%j—i—sgj (for j = 4,5). So switching off the 6 active-sterile flavor mixing angles in the

minimal seesaw framework, which is equivalent to switching off the Yukawa interactions between left-
and right-handed neutrinos, will immediately lead us to 2’ = 0, ' = 0 and thus m; = m, = m; = 0.

The general results for the three active flavor mixing angles obtained in Eq. can also be
simplified by taking m; = 0 in the NMO case or ms = 0 in the IMO case. In either case the relevant
expressions of H,, and (H?),, (for a =e,pu,7) listed in Appendix A are simplified to

3
27 Q2 27 2

H, = Mj1yys7, + My Isssys + 2M M;s,815 E SiaSis €08 (a; +ay) |,

Li=1

3
H,, = M{Iysyy + M3 5855+ 2M Mysyysy Z SiaSis €08 (a; +ay) |,

L:=1

5 .
H,. = M;Is3+ M3 L5535 + 2M My s3,545 Z SiaSis cos (a; +ag) |, (4.6)
Li=1

3
= MyI}ys3, + MyI5ssts + 2M4M5{314315 (M42124 + M52—]525) [Z SiaSi5 €08 (@; + ay)

i=1
3 3 3

2n72 E § §

i=1 i'=14¢"=1

i=1 i'=1

3 3
+ (M42[445%4 + M§]555%5) [Z Z 81485944515 COS (O‘i + O‘i/)

3 3
2 2 E E

i=1 ¢/=1

3
+ 2514515144155 [Z SiaSi5 €S (o — 041)] } 5
i=1

3
= MyT}ys5, + M§I§5335 + 2M4M5{324325 (M42L%4 + ME?I525) [Z SiaSi5 €08 (; + ay)

=1
3 3 3

2n72 § E E

3 3
+ (M42]443§4 + M52]555§5) [Z Z 81485844515 COS (0%' + O‘z")

i=1 i'=1

=1 ¢/=14¢"=1

3 3
2 2
+ ([44325 + 155524) [ g E S;4555145;15 COS (0% — ai,)]

i=1 ¢'=1
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=1

3
+ 2594595144155 [Z SiaSi5 c0s (0 — 042)] } )
3
(HQ)TT = Mf.@lsi + M§I§53§5 + 2M4M5{534535 (M42]Z4 + M52]525> [Z SiaSis cos (q; + ag)

)

3 3 3
2772
+ MjM; {2334335 [ E E E 8485514855455 COS (ai + oy + o+ a3)

i=1 ¢/=14¢"=1

3 3
+ (M42—7443:234 + M52]555§5) [Z Z SiaSi5SiraSy5 COS (ai + ai’)

i=1 i'=1

3 3
2 2
+ ([44335 + 155534) E E 8;45;55145;5 COS (Oéi — Oéi/)

i=1 ¢/=1

=1

3
+ 2534535144155 [Z SiaS5 cos (o — 043)] } - (4.7)

It is obvious that H,, and (H?),, can respectively be read off from H,, and (H?), by doing the
replacements 6, <> 0y, 0,5 <> 0,5 and o <> . Similarly, one may write out H__ and (H?)__ from
H,, and (H?),_ with the replacements 6,, > 05, 0,5 <> 055 and a; <> .

Furthermore, the effective Dirac CP-violating phase can be deduced from Eq. , where the

Jarlskog invariant J, in the minimal seesaw scenario is of a much simpler form

MZM2 (I, I — L)) [ <
J,=— SA( 43 55A Lisl) {Z Si48i55414545 (M42[445?"4 - M52[55312//5) sin (o — ay)
21231839 —
3
+ M, M; Z SiaSisSuaSus (SaSins + SinaSis — SinaSis — SpaSis) Sin (a; + )
=1
3
© 3 e ot | | (13)
i—1

where 4, ¢ and 7" run cyclically over 1, 2 and 3. As discussed in Ref. [21], J, in Eq. (4.8) is composed
of the sine functions of 9 different phase combinations. In comparison, the results of m?, H,, and

(H?),, (fori=1,2,3 and a = e, j1,7) consist of the following phase combinations:

cos 2, , €os2a, , cos2ay; cos(aq £ ay) , cos(ay+ag) , cos(az+a;) ;
cosday , cosday , cosday ; cos (20, + ay + ) , cos (209 + a3 + ) , cos (205 + ) + @) ;
cos (3a; + ay) , cos (3ay + ag3) , cos (3ay + ay) , cos (3ay + o) , cos(3ag + aq) , cos(3ay + ay) ;

cos2 (o + ay) , cos2(ay+ ay) , cos2(ag+a;) .

The above analytical results show that it should be much easier to test the minimal seesaw scenario
with the help of neutrino oscillations.
The analytical expressions for some non-oscillation quantities of massive neutrinos, such as the

sum of three light neutrino masses ¥, the effective mass of a beta decay (m), and the effective mass
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of a neutrinoless double-beta decay (1m),4, can also be simplified in the minimal seesaw framework.
Therefore, whether this benchmark mechanism of neutrino mass generation is able to survive the

experimental tests will hopefully be seen in the near future.

5 Summary and remarks

So far hundreds of neutrino mass models have been proposed in the literature, but it remains to be
seen which one may finally prove to be true. From the theoretical point of view, we expect that a most
promising model of this kind should represent a most natural extension of the SM with high gains and
low costs. The canonical seesaw mechanism, which is fully consistent with the spirit of Weinberg’s
SMEFT and capable of simultaneously explaining two big puzzles — the origin of tiny neutrino masses
and the origin of cosmic matter-antimatter asymmetry, turns out to be the most favorite candidate in
this respect. Then we are left with an important question: how can the canonical seesaw mechanism
be tested in the upcoming precision measurement era of neutrino physics?

To answer this question, one needs to establish a model-independent bridge between the original
seesaw flavor parameters and all the possibly observable quantities in particle physics and cosmology.
In the present work we have for the first time derived the general and explicit analytical expressions of
the 6 neutrino oscillation parameters in terms of the 18 seesaw flavor parameters without any special
assumptions. We hope that our results will pave the way for testing the seesaw mechanism at low
energies, especially in a variety of neutrino oscillation experiments.

Of course, the naturalness of the canonical seesaw mechanism requires the mass scale of three
heavy Majorana neutrinos to be far above the electroweak scale. This requirement implies that non-
unitarity of the 3 x 3 PMNS matrix U must be highly suppressed, as can be seen from the strongly
suppressed active-sterile flavor mixing angles that we have illustrated. On the other hand, it implies
a gap between the flavor parameters of three light Majorana neutrinos at the seesaw scale and their
counterparts that are observable at the electroweak scale. It is well known that the renormalization-
group equations (RGEs) can help fill the gap, and such quantum corrections are found to be small in
most cases within the seesaw-extended SM framework [36]. That is why we have left aside the RGE
effects in the present work, but they can easily be taken into account when necessary, in particular
when the input neutrino oscillation data or non-oscillation data are accurate and precise enough.

Let us remark that the 9 active-sterile flavor mixing angles of R characterize the strengths of
Yukawa interactions for massive neutrinos, and hence most of them are not allowed to vanish although
some of them might be vanishingly small. The reason is simply that R = 0 would lead to the collapse
of the seesaw mechanism, as it would result in UD,U? = —RDR” = 0. So the largeness of heavy
Majorana neutrino masses help compensate the smallness of active-sterile flavor mixing, in order to
generate tiny masses but significant flavor mixing effects for the three active neutrinos. This is just
the keystone of “seesaw”. Further constraints on the texture of R via neutrino oscillations will allow
us to explore the tiny Yukawa interactions between the Higgs and neutrino fields.

A global analysis of all the available experimental data to constrain the parameter space of the
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canonical seesaw mechanism is highly nontrivial and beyond the scope of our paper. In other words,
this work is mainly intended to present the general and explicit analytical results for all the neutrino
oscillation parameters in terms of the original seesaw flavor parameters. We are going to carry out a

comprehensive numerical analysis of this kind elsewhere.
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Appendix

A The expressions of H 6 and (H Q)M

The more specific analytical expressions of H,_, (for a = e, u, ) defined in Eq. (3.2)) are listed below:

3
H,, = st Ly Mj + sT5Tss M3 + si6Iog Mg + 2M M;s,,5,5 [Z Si48;5 €08 (@; + ay)
i=1
3 3
+2M5 Mg ,5516 [Z Si5Sis €08 (B; + By) | + 2MMgsy454 [Z SiaSi6 €08 (V; + 1) |
i=1 i=1

3
H, = s34 Lyg M3 + 855 Iss M3 + 56 1o M 4 2M My 554555 [Z Si4S;5 cos(ay; + o)

i=1

Y

3
+2M MgSosSog [Z S;58:6 €08 (B; + By)

i=1

3
+ 2My Mg So4S06 [Z Si48:6 COS (V; + 75)

i=1

3
H,, = s3, 1y M7 + 535155 M5 + 536156 Mg + 2M, My 55,55 [Z Sia8i5 €08 (; + )

=1

3
+ 2M;5 Mg 535556 [Z Si5Si6 CoS(5; + fB3) (A1)

i=1

3
+ 2M, Mg 3,56 [Z Si4S:6COS (V; + V3)

i=1

In comparison, the analytical expressions of (H?)_, (for a = e,p,7) defined in Eq. (3.2) can be
decomposed into the following 15 terms:

(H?), . =Tgo M} + Tgs My + Toes Mg + Tig M Mg Mg + Tysy My MZ Mg + T75 M Mg Mg
+ TR My M + Tigs My Mg + TES M M + TS My My + T M My
+ TG M2 Mg + THe M7 MZE + TS M2 ME + Taa M7 M§ (A.2)

where each T3¢ represents the coefficient of the term proportional to M{ Mg Mg with p, ¢ and ¢ being
the simple integers. To be more explicit, we obtain the expressions

ee ee __ 713 ee __
Tyo0 = 44314 , o Tog =15 515 o Toos = 66516 )

Tii, = 2166{814815 Z Z Si5Si6SiaSie €08 (B; + 7y — ay)

=1 /=1

L, ;
+ 815516 § E SiaSi5SiraSire COS (047; — Yy — ﬁl)
i=1 i'=1
3 3
* S14516 § § Si45i58y55y6 COS (041; — By — 71)
z 14i=1
3 3 3
+ 25,4816 E E Si58i6Si5Si6SimaSing €08 (B; + By — Yir — M)
=1 i'=14"=1
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3 3 3
12515516 E E E SiaSi6SiaSieSinsSing €08 (V; + Yy — By — By)
n—1

=1 /=11
3 3
2 2:}:}:
_'_ 2516 8i48i55i/55i/68i//48i//6 COS (a’L - /B,L'/ - f)/i//> 9
i=1 i'=1i"'=1
3 3 3
ee 2 2
130 = 2155514515 § SiaSi5 08 (o + o) | + 2I5557; § § SiaSisSyaSus €08 (g + )|
i=1 i=1 ¢/=1
3
ee __ 2 2
220 — (]44515 + —]55314) § § 84545541455 COS (; —ay)| + 2514815144155 E 8455 COS (o; — )
i=1 i'=1 =1
3 3 3
+ 2514515 E E E ;4555748158 Sins €O (0 + 0y + oy + ) | (A.3)
i=1 i'=1i"=1
Thoo = I3 4324 , Todo = ]55325 , Toos = ]66 26
3
e
Ty = 2164 S24525 E Si55i65i745i6 COS (/Bz‘ + % — %)
i =1
+ 89559 E E 8;45i55i1456 COS ( 62)
Li=1 /=1 |
Li=1 ¢/=1 .
+ 255,896 g E E Si58i6Si5Si6SimaSing €08 (B; + By — Y — 72)
Li=1 ¢/=14¢"=1
+ 2855806 E E g Si4Si6Si4Sir6SinsSig €08 (Vi + Yy — Bin — Pa)
L i=1 ¢/=14¢"=1 h
_'_ 2526 E E E 8248155 /55 /65 //45 "6 COS (@ /B’i/ - f)@//) 3
=1 ¢/=14¢"=1
3 3 3
_ 2 2
T130 = 2155594595 E :Si45i5 cos (a; + ay) | + 215555 E E Si45i55145y5 COS (o + )|
i1 i=1 i'=1
3
T220 = (] 4525 +1 5324 § § 8;45i55:1455 cos (a; — ay) | + 2594895144155 § Si45;5 COS (o — )
=1 /=1 =1
3 3 3
+ 2594595 E E E Si4Si5SiaSirsSinaSirs COS (Q; + vy 4+ Q4+ ) | 5 (A.4)

i=1 ¢/=14"=1

100 = =1 4334 ) 040 = ]55535 ) 004 = ]66836 )
112 = 21464 534535 E § 8i55i65i7456 COS (6 + Y — )
=1 /=1
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3 3
+835S36 § g 5i45i53i’48i’6 COS (Oél — ’Yi, — /63)
i=1 /=1

3
t 834536 E 834535555476 COS (O%' = By — 73) }

ii’:l

+ 285,836 Z Z Z Si58i6Si5Si6SinaSing €08 (B; + By — Vi — 73)

Li=1 i/=14"=1

3 3 3
12535536 E E E 81481651145 765755i6 €08 (Y + Yy — By — B3)

Li=1 i/=14¢'=1

3 3 3
2 Z Z Z
_'_ 2536 8i48i55i/55i/65i//45i//6 COS (Oél - /B’i/ - fyi//> 3
i=1 i'=1i"=1
3 3 3
T 2 2
T30 = 2155534535 E 814545 €08 (a; + auz) | + 2155535 § E 8:48i5514515 €08 (o +ay) |
i=1 i=1 ¢/=1
3 3 3
TT __ 2 2
Too = (]44335 + —,55334) E § Si48i5SiaSis COS (Q — ) | + 283483514, 155 E 814845 €08 (a; — )
i=1 i'=1 i=1

3 3 3

+ 255,535 [ E E E SiaSi5SiraSisSinaSins €08 (q; + vy + ayy + o)

i=1 ¢/=14¢"=1

; (A.5)

and the other coefficients can simply be achieved from Egs. (A.3), (A.4) and (A.5) by making the

following subscript and phase replacements:

Tis = 1715{(4,5,6) = (4,6,5) : (o, B, 7:) = — (s Bin )}
T517 = T115{(4,5,6) = (6,5,4) 5 (a;, B %) = — ( w%%)} :
Tios = T30 {(4,5,6) — (4,6,5) 5 (a;, By %) = — (v, B )}
Tots = T130{(4,5,6) = (5,6,4) ; (a;, B;, %) —>+(ﬁz,%, )},
T5io = Ti50{(4,5,6) — (5,4,6) 5 (a;, By %) = — (@,7:,8:)}
Tyo1 = T30 {(4,5,6) = (6,4,5) ;5 (a;, 8;,7%) = + (v, 2, 8;)}
Tos1 = T35 {(4,5,6) = (6,5,4) 5 (o, B, ) = — (B, l,%)} :
Toge = T30 1(4,5,6) = (4,6,5) 5 (a;, By 7%) = — (30, B i)}
Toos = 1330 {(4,5,6) — (5,6,4) ; (o, B;, %) —>+(ﬁ“%, a)} (A.6)

where the Greek superscript “aa” runs over ee, pp and 77. It is easy to see that H,, can be read off
from H,, by doing the replacements s;, ¢ 8oy, S5 ¢ Sop, S1g ¢ Sog, Qp > O, B <> [y and v, <> 7,.
We find that (H?),, can be obtained from (H?),, with the same subscript replacements. Similarly,
H_ and (H?)__ can easily be read off from H,, and (H?), by doing the replacements s, <> ss,

S15 <+ S35, S1g < Sg, g < O3, By > Py and 7y & 5.

It is worth pointing out that the phase combinations that appear in the three active flavor mixing
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angles and the effective Dirac CP-violating phase shown in Egs. and ( include

cos (o £ avy) , cos(B; £ B,) , cos(v; £7) ; cos(a; + By) , cos(B; + ) , cos(y; + ) ;

)

o; — B + i) , cos (o, + Py

Q
n

O

COSs

(
(
(
(

COS a —+ . i ﬁi" - Bi”’) , COS (Bl + 61”

where 7,4, 1", 7"

— i) 5 cos(B; + v — i) , cos(a; + By + i) ;
o, + oy + gy + oy, cos (B, + By + B + Bun)  cos (Y, + Vi + Y + Vi)
— Yy — V) 5 €OS (; + Vi

— Oy — ai/"> 5

=1,2,3. In total, there are 267 different phase combinations as listed below.

COSQy , COSQy , COSQg; cosfFy, cosPBy, cosfBs; COS7Y, , COSYy, COS7Y5;

cos 2ar; , €os2ay , cos2ay; cos2f;, cos2fB,, cos2fBs; cos2y,, cos2y,, €OS2Ys;

cos4ay , cosday, , cosday ; cos4f; , cosdf,, cosdfs; cosdy, , cosdy,, cosdys;
cos (o £ ay) , cos(ay tay) , cos(agtay) ; cos(By£5,) , cos(By+B;) , cos(B3+6) ;

cos (71 £ 72) , cos (Y £3) 5 cos (£ )
cos (a; + ;) , cos (
cos (a; +7,) , cos (

oy + B5) , cos(ag+ By) , cos(ag+ f3) , cos(ag+ ;) , cos(as+ 3y) ;
041"‘73) , COS (042+71) , COS (042"‘73) , COS (0‘3"'71) , COS (043"‘72) ;

cos (B +7,) , cos(By +3) , cos(By+71) , cos(By +73) , cos(Bs+ 1) , cos(Bs+7s) ;
cos2 (o) + ay) , cos2(ay +ag) , cos2(az+ay) ; cos2(B) +B,) , cos2(By + B3) , cos2(Bs+ ) ;

cos2 (v +72) 5 €082 (7, +3) , cos2(y3+ ) ;

cos2(ay — fy) , cos2(ay — fBy) , cos2(ay — fBs) , cos2(ay— ) , cos2(ay—fFy) , cos2(ay—f3) ,
0052(a3 By) , cos2 (o — By) 0052(053_53) ; cos2(a; — ), cos2(a; — ) , cos2(a; _73) )
cos2 (g — ) , cos2(ay — ) , COSQ(OQ—W) ) COS2(a3 ) COS2(Q3_72) ) 0052(043_73) ;
cos2 (B —71) , cos2(By =) , cos2(B; —3) , cos2(By — ) , cos2(By —7,) , cos2(By —3)

Cos2(ﬁ3 ") COS2(B3 %) COS2(53 3) ;

cos (3a; + ay) , cos (3ay + ag) , cos (3ay + ;) , cos(3ay + ay) , cos (3ay + ay) , cos (3ay + ay) ;

cos (36; + B,) , cos (38, + B3) , cos (3B, + By) , cos(38y+ B3) , cos (3685 + By) , cos (365 + B,) ;

NN

—By) , cos (2aq — Bl — B3) , cos(2a, — By
cos (205 — B4

, cos (2ay — 7y

22

, €08 (37, +3) 5 cos (37, +71) 5 cos (37, +3)

cos (37 +%) , €08 (373 +7a) ;
—B3) , cos(2ay — By — By)
— B,) , cos (2a5 — By — Bs)
—3) 5 cos (2a; — 5 —3)
—73) 5 cos (2a3 — v — V)

- 042) ; COS (2ﬁ1 i 063) )
26, —ayp —ag) , cos (26, —ay —ay)
2Py — g — 0‘3) ; €os (251

— ")
Ya) 5 cos (265 — 73) )
Vs) 5 €08 (205 — v, —73)
Bs) , cos (275 — ﬁl Ba)
52) , €08 (273 — B — B3)

) cos (2, — ay — a3) )

) ) COS(2’Y3_O‘1_CV2) )



cos (2aq + ay + ag) , cos (2ay + ay + a3) , cos (2a3 + a; + ay) ;

cos (2B, + By + B3) , cos (2B, + By + B3) , cos (265 + By + B) ;

cos (271 + 72 +73) 5 €08 (27, + 71 +75) 5 cos (273 + 71 )

cos (ag + By +173) , cos(ag + By +7,) , cos(ay + B +173)

cos (ay + B3 +71) , cos(ag+ By +7,) , cos(ag+ By +71) ;

cos (o — By +7,) , cos(ag — By +73) , cos(ag — By +73) 5 cos(ag — By +73)
cos (a; — B3+ 72) , cos(a; — B3 +73) , cos(ay— By +7) , cos(ay— By +73) ,
cos(ay — By + ), cos(ay — By +173) » cos(ag — B34+ 71) 5 cos(ay — B3+ 73)
cos (az — By + 1), cos(ag — By +73) 5 cos(ag— By +7) 5 cos(ag— By + %)
cos (ag — B3+ 1) , cos(ag— B3+ 7) ; cos(a; + By — ), cos(ag + 85— 1) ,
cos (g + By — 7o) » cos (o + B3 —7,) 5 cos(ay + By —73) , cos(ay + F5 —73)
cos (@ + ) =), cos(ay+ B3 — ) » cos(ag+ B —73) 5 cos(ag + B3 — )
cos (@ + B —3) , cos(ay+ B3 —73) » cos(ag+ By — 1) 5 cos(ag+ By — 1)
cos (ag + B — ) , cos(ag+ By — ) , cos(ag+ B — ;) , cos(ag+ By —73) i
cos (B +7 —aq) , cos(By 73 —ay) , cos (B +7, —ay) , cos (B +73—ay)
cos (By +7, —ag) , cos (B +73 —ag) , cos(By+v —ay) , cos(By+73—ay)
cos (By + 7 — ), cos(By+ 73 —an) , cos(By +7 —ag) , cos(By+3 —ag)
cos (B3 + 1 —ay) , cos(By3+ 7 —ay) , cos(Bs3+7 —ay) , cos(B3+7, —ay)
cos B3+ — ) , cos(By+ay —ay) ;

cos (ag +ay — By = By) , cos(ay +ay — By — B5) , cos(a; +ay— B3 —05) ,
cos (@ + g — B — By) , cos(ay+ag— By — ) , cos(ay+ag—B;—B) ,

cos (ag +a; — 51 Ba)  cos(az+ay — By — f5) , cos(ag+ay, —f3— ) ;

cos (By + By — Vo) 5 cos(By+ By = —3) s cos(By+ By — 53— 1)

cos (By + B3 =71 —V2) 5 cos(By+ By — v —3) 5 cos(By+ B3 — 73— 1)

cos (B3 + By — 71 —Y2) 5 cos(Bs+ By — v —3) 5 cos(By+ B — v — 1) i
os (N +7 =y —ay) , cos(y + —ay—ag) , cos(y 7y —ag—ay)

cos (Yo + 73 — @ — Qy) 5 COS (Yo + 73—y —ag) , cos(Vy+ 73—y —ay)

cos (73 + 7 — @ —Qy) 5 cos (Y3 + 7 —ay —ag) , cos (V3 + Ty —ay—ay) .

In comparison, J, depends on 240 different combinations of the original CP-violating phases in the

canonical seesaw mechanism, as explicitly shown in Ref. [21].
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