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Abstract

In this study, we explore the impact of one zero textures on the neutrino mass matrix, focusing

on their ability to constrain neutrino parameters such as mixing angles, Dirac and Majorana phases,

and mass eigenstates. We investigate one zero textures within the framework of generalized CP

symmetry associated with the complex tribimaximal matrix. By combining these approaches, we

derive predictive neutrino mass matrices and elucidate correlations between various parameters.

Additionally, we analyze neutrinoless double beta decay in the context of one zero textures, in the

light of current and future experimental data. Our analysis shows that sum of the three neutrino

masses in the inverted hierarchy is inconsistent with cosmological bounds provided by the Planck

data, Σmi < 0.12 eV. We also include bounds from the DESI/SDSS+Pantheon+DES-SN dataset

(Σmi < 0.17 eV) in the ΛCDM + Fluid DR +
∑

mν model at 95% confidence level, which completely

disfavors the inverted hierarchy. Our findings highlight the enhanced predictability and testability

of neutrino mass models that incorporate generalized CP symmetry.

Keywords: Generalized CP Symmetry, Neutrino Mass Matrix, Complex Tribimaximal Matrix, Neutri-

noless Double Beta Decay.

1 Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) of particle physics is the theory that describes three of the four known

fundamental forces in the universe (electromagnetic, weak, and strong interactions, excluding gravity)

and classifies all known elementary particles with massless neutrinos. Its remarkable success strongly

indicates that the SM will remain an excellent approximation to nature at distance scales as small as

10−18 m [1]. The signatures of solar and atmospheric neutrino oscillations detected by the Super-Kamioka

Neutrino Detection Experiment (Super-Kamiokande) [2] and the Sudbury Neutrino Observatory (SNO)

[3] later validated by the Kamioka Liquid Scintillator Antineutrino Detector (KamLAND) experiment [4],

which confirmed that neutrinos possess a very small mass, thereby revealing the limitations of the SM.

After measurement of the reactor mixing angle θ13 from the experiments Daya Bay [5], RENO [6] and

Double Chooz [7], all the three mixing angles (θ12, θ23, θ13), solar mass squared difference, i.e, ∆m2
solar

and magnitude of atmospheric mass squared difference, i.e, ∆m2
atm have been measured successfully with

considerable precision [8]. The determination of neutrino mass hierarchy, matter-antimatter asymmetry,

the nature of neutrinos, and CP violation in the lepton sector still remain unsolved mysteries. Therefore,

these issues are the primary focus of upcoming experiments. The best fit values with errors(σ’s) of

mixing angles and mass squared differences are listed in Table 1 [9].
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S.No. Neutrino Parameters Best Fit (1σ) (3σ)

1 ∆m2
solar/10

−5 eV 2 7.41+0.21
−0.20 6.82 - 8.03

2 ∆m2
atm/10

−3 eV 2 2.507+0.026
−0.027 2.427 - 2.590

3 θ12/
◦ 33.41+0.75

−0.72 31.31 - 35.74

4 θ13/
◦ 8.58+0.11

−0.11 8.23 - 8.91

5 θ23/
◦ 42.3+1.1

−0.9 39 - 51

Table 1: Best fit values of neutrino parameters with 1σ and 3σ ranges taken from [9].

The confirmation of nonzero neutrino masses from neutrino oscillation experiments is the first significant

evidence of physics beyond the Standard Model [10]. The discovery of νµ → νe appearance by T2K

in 2013 [11], later confirmed by the NuMI Off-Axis νe Appearance (NOνA) experiment [12], holds

significant importance providing the way for exploring three-flavor effects. In the framework of three

active neutrinos, mass and flavor eigenstates are related by the 3× 3 mixing matrix, commonly referred

as the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nakagawa-Sakata (PMNS) matrix. The lepton mixing matrix is defined by nine

parameters: three mass eigenstates, three mixing angles, and three phases, i.e., one Dirac type CP phase

and two Majorana type CP phases (the two additional phases present in the Majorana case do not affect

oscillations) [13]. The PMNS matrix in the standard parametrization [14] is

UPMNS =

 cos θ12 cos θ13 sin θ12 cos θ13 sin θ13e
−iδ

− cos θ23 sin θ12 − cos θ12 sin θ13 sin θ23e
iδ cos θ12 cos θ23 − sin θ12 sin θ13 sin θ23e

iδ cos θ13 sin θ23

sin θ12 sin θ23 − cos θ12 sin θ13 cos θ23e
iδ − cos θ12 sin θ23 − sin θ12 sin θ13 cos θ23e

iδ cos θ13 cos θ23

P.

(1)

Here, θ12, θ13, θ23 are the mixing angles, δ is the Dirac CP phase and matrix P is a diagonal matrix representing

a phase matrix consisting two Majorana phases. The tribimaximal (TBM) mixing pattern is one of the most

extensively studied lepton mixing schemes, often explored through the application of flavor symmetries [15–18].

A key prediction of the TBM mixing pattern is that the reactor mixing angle, θ13, should be zero. Additionally,

the atmospheric mixing angle is expected to be maximal, i.e., θ23 = π
4
. Furthermore, TBM mixing predicts a

specific value for the solar mixing angle, θ12 = sin−1
(

1√
3

)
given as

UTBM =


√
2√
3

1√
3

0

− 1√
6

1√
3

1√
2

1√
6

1√
3

− 1√
2

 . (2)

The Majorana phases will be disappeared if neutrinos are Dirac particles. We can express the lepton mass matrix

as

mν = U∗ diag(m1,m2,m3)U
†. (3)

The mixing matrix U can exhibit specific patterns due to residual flavor symmetries of the neutrino mass matrix

mν [19]. These residual symmetries occur when mν remains invariant under certain non-trivial transformations

Gi [20]

Gi = UdiU
†, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, (4)

where the di are given as

d1 = diag(1,−1,−1), d2 = diag(−1, 1,−1), d3 = diag(−1,−1, 1), d4 = diag(1, 1, 1). (5)

The exploration of residual flavor symmetries in the neutrino mass matrix has led to the study of other types

of symmetries, including the generalized remnant CP transformation. Unlike residual flavor symmetries, which

leave the neutrino mass matrix mν unchanged, these generalized CP transformations convert mν into its complex

conjugate m∗
ν . These transformations are represented by Xi and are connected to the lepton mixing matrix U

by the relation

Xi = UdiU
T for i = 1, 2, 3, 4. (6)

2



The imposition of any two of these CP symmetries results in modified TBM mixing patterns, each associated

with a single residual flavor symmetry. Specifically, the action of two CP transformations, XiX
∗
j , is equivalent

to a flavor symmetry transformation Gk, where i, j, and k are cyclic permutations of {1, 2, 3}. This equivalence
is crucial as it allows the lepton mixing matrix to be derived from residual CP symmetries [21]. Moreover, using

generalized CP symmetries, rather than just flavor symmetries, constrains the Majorana CP phases, making this

approach particularly effective as compared to the flavor symmetries.

In addition to residual flavor and remnant CP symmetries, alternative approaches such as imposing texture

zeros [22–27], vanishing cofactors [28–30], hybrid textures [31–35], or equalities [36] among the neutrino mass

matrix elements have also been explored to explain neutrino masses and mixings. Assuming that neutrinos are

Majorana particles and the charged lepton mass matrix is diagonal, texture zeros in the neutrino mass matrix

represent one of the simplest frameworks consistent with current and future neutrino experimental data. The

combined use of flavor symmetry and texture zeros or vanishing cofactors in constructing neutrino mass matrix has

led to highly predictive models. The another promising approach involves imposing texture zeros in conjunction

with generalized CP symmetries.

In this work, we aim to explore the implications of one zero textures within the framework of generalized CP

symmetries X1 and X2. By combining these two approaches, we have constructed a more predictive model for

the neutrino mass matrix. Specifically, we have examined patterns of one zero textures that are consistent with

the symmetries imposed by X1 and X2. The presence of the complex tribimaximal matrix, Gi ̸= Xi, allows us

to distinguish between flavor symmetry and generalized CP symmetry. The preservation of flavor symmetries is

thoroughly explained in [37]. The Gi = Xi case with texture zeros is examined in detail in [38]. In our analysis,

we focus only on the G1 and G2 flavor symmetries, however G3 corresponds to a reactor mixing angle equal to

zero, which is experimentally excluded.

Our analysis considers the effect of these patterns on the values of neutrino masses, mixing angles, and CP-

violating phases. The rest part of the paper is organized as - the forms of the neutrino mixing matrix and mass

matrix for the X1 and X2 CP symmetries are derived in Section 2, where we also detail the methodology for

mixing angles and CP-violating phases. We explore the implications of imposing one zero condition within the X1

and X2 CP symmetries and assess the impact on neutrino parameters in light of current and future experimental

data. One zero textures is discussed in Section 3. The results of this study are summarized in Section 4, with

conclusions presented in Section 5.

2 Generalized CP symmetries

The mixing matrix U shows specific patterns due to residual flavor symmetries of the neutrino mass matrix mν .

These residual symmetries occur when mν remains invariant under certain non-trivial transformations Gi, such

that

GT
i mνGi = mν for i = 1, 2, 3, 4. (7)

Here, G4 is the trivial identity matrix, and we can check that

G2
i = 1, and GiGj = GjGi = Gk with i ̸= j ̸= k ̸= 4.

The residual flavor symmetry of the Majorana neutrino mass matrix corresponds to the Klein group, isomorphic

to Z2 × Z2. Both quark and lepton mass matrices can exhibit simultaneous remnant flavor and CP symmetries.

The explicit form of these symmetries is constrained by the experimentally observed lepton mixing matrix. In this

section, we explore detailed structure of the remnant flavor and CP symmetries, examining their parametrization

by combining both symmetries and how they contribute to the phenomenology of neutrino masses and mixing.

For the Majorana neutrinos, the most general form of the corresponding neutrino mass matrix in the charged

lepton diagonal basis is

mTBM
ν = UTBM diag(m1,m2,m3)U

T
TBM , (8)
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such that

mTBM
ν =

1

6

 4m1 + 2m2 −2m1 + 2m2 −2m1 + 2m2

−2m1 + 2m2 m1 + 2m2 + 3m3 m1 + 2m2 − 3m3

−2m1 + 2m2 m1 + 2m2 − 3m3 m1 + 2m2 + 3m3

 . (9)

The neutrino mass matrix represented by Eqn. 9 remains invariant under the following residual flavor transfor-

mations given as

GTBM
1 = 1

3

 1 −2 −2

−2 −2 1

−2 1 −2

 , GTBM
2 = 1

3

−1 2 2

2 −1 2

2 2 −1

 , GTBM
3 = −

1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0

 . (10)

In other words, the neutrino mass matrix mTBM
ν satisfies

(GTBM
i )TmTBM

ν GTBM
i = mTBM

ν ,

for i = 1, 2, 3.

Complex TBM Matrix

Here, we explore into the complex tribimaximal(cTBM) matrix, incorporating non-zero Majorana phases [40].

Such that the cTBM matrix is given as

UcTBM =


√
2√
3

e−iρ
√
3

0

− eiρ√
6

1√
3

e−iσ
√
2

ei(ρ+σ)
√
6

− eiσ√
3

1√
2

 . (11)

This cTBM mixing matrix predicts the same mixing angles as the usual real TBM pattern in Eqn. 2, though the

Majorana phases are non-vanishing. The exploration of residual flavor symmetries in the neutrino mass matrix

mν has extended to include generalized CP symmetries, which transform the mass matrix into its complex

conjugate m∗
ν . These transformations are represented by Xi and are connected to the lepton mixing matrix U by

the relation presented in Eqn. 6. These symmetries are often studied in the context of finite discrete groups like

∆(6n2) [41], which naturally lead to trimaximal mixing patterns. This approach can yield specific predictions for

the Dirac and Majorana CP phases, influencing ongoing experimental searches for neutrino oscillation parameters

and neutrinoless double-beta decay (0νββ) observables [21]. The generalized CP symmetry Xi is present in mν

if

XT
i mνXi = m∗

ν . (12)

The four CP symmetry matrices X1,2,3,4 associated with the cTBM mixing pattern are

Xi = UcTBMdiU
T
cTBM , (13)

where d1,2,3,4 are diagonal matrices as given in Eqn. 5. Thus, the four CP symmetries are given in matrix form

as

X1 =
1

6

 4− 2e−2iρ −2e−iρ − 2eiρ 2ei(ρ+σ) + 2e−i(ρ+σ)

−2e−iρ − 2eiρ −2 + e2iρ − 3e−2iσ −3e−iσ − ei(2ρ+σ) + 2eiσ

2ei(ρ+σ) + 2e−i(ρ+σ) −3e−iσ − ei(2ρ+σ) + 2eiσ −3 + e2i(ρ+σ) − 2e2iσ

 ,

X2 =
1

6

 −4 + 2e−2iρ 2e−iρ + 2eiρ −2ei(ρ+σ) − 2e−i(ρ+σ)

2e−iρ + 2eiρ 2− e2iρ − 3e−2iσ −3e−iσ + ei(2ρ+σ) − 2eiσ

−2ei(ρ+σ) − 2e−i(ρ+σ) −3e−iσ + ei(2ρ+σ) − 2eiσ −3− e2i(ρ+σ) + 2e2iσ

 ,

X3 =
1

6

 −4− 2e−2iρ −2e−iρ + 2eiρ −2ei(ρ+σ) + 2e−i(ρ+σ)

−2e−iρ + 2eiρ −2− e2iρ + 3e−2iσ 3e−iσ + ei(2ρ+σ) + 2eiσ

−2ei(ρ+σ) + 2e−i(ρ+σ) 3e−iσ + ei(2ρ+σ) + 2eiσ 3− e2i(ρ+σ) − 2e2iσ

 ,

X4 =
1

6

 4 + 2e−2iρ 2e−iρ − 2eiρ 2ei(ρ+σ) − 2e−i(ρ+σ)

2e−iρ − 2eiρ 2 + e2iρ + 3e−2iσ 3e−iσ − ei(2ρ+σ) − 2eiσ

2ei(ρ+σ) − 2e−i(ρ+σ) 3e−iσ − ei(2ρ+σ) − 2eiσ 3 + e2i(ρ+σ) + 2e2iσ

 .

(14)
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The CP symmetries corresponding to the “standard” real TBM matrix of Eqn. 2 are obtained by taking the

limit ρ, σ → 0. These CP symmetries are therefore given as

X1 =
1

3

 1 −2 2

−2 −2 −1

2 −1 −2

 , X2 =
1

3

−1 2 −2

2 −1 −2

−2 −2 −1

 ,

X3 =

−1 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0

 , X4 =

1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1

 .

The residual flavor symmetries can be generated by the CP transformations as follows

G1 = X2X
∗
3 = X3X

∗
2 = X4X

∗
1 = X1X

∗
4 ,

G2 = X1X
∗
3 = X3X

∗
1 = X4X

∗
2 = X2X

∗
4 ,

G3 = X1X
∗
2 = X2X

∗
1 = X4X

∗
3 = X3X

∗
4 ,

G4 = X1X
∗
1 = X2X

∗
2 = X3X

∗
3 = X4X

∗
4 .

(15)

Notice that only three of the four CP and flavor symmetries are really independent. If any three of the four

CP symmetries in Eqn. 14 are imposed simultaneously, the neutrino mixing matrix would reduce to the cTBM

matrix in Eqn. 11 with θ13 = 0. Therefore, we will impose only two or only one of these CP symmetries, so that

realistic mixing patterns with non-vanishing θ13 and CP violation are obtained.

The lepton mixing patterns, such as tribimaximal, golden ratio, and bi-maximal mixing, are excluded by current

neutrino oscillation data, particularly by the precise measurement of the reactor angle, θ13. These patterns

must be revamped to align with experimental results and to provide meaningful theoretical predictions for CP

violation.

We assume neutrinos are Majorana particles and demonstrate how the application of residual flavor and CP

symmetries can lead to systematic generalizations of the mixing patterns. By imposing these residual symmetries,

we can determine the i-th column of the mixing matrix, thereby deriving generalized patterns that are both viable

and predictive. Consequently, the mixing matrix can be characterized by a limited set of parameters.

Case I : G1 flavor and X1, X4 CP symmetries

As stated above, applying the generalized CP transformations represented by X1 and X4, the neutrino mass

matrix mν transforms into its complex conjugate. The CP transformations X1 and X4 act as symmetries of mν ,

which results in the preservation of the G1 flavor symmetry. Consequently, the neutrino mass matrix mν must

satisfy the symmetry constraints imposed by both the CP transformations X1 and X4 as

XT
1 mνX1 = m∗

ν , XT
4 mνX4 = m∗

ν . (16)

Therefore, the light neutrino mass matrix is of the following form

m′
ν = UT

cTBMmνUcTBM =

m1 0 0

0 m2 δm

0 δm m3

 , (17)

where the parameters m1,m2,m3 and δm are real. The mass matrix m′
ν can be diagonalized by a real orthogonal

matrix R23(θ) given by

R23(θ) =

1 0 0

0 cos θ sin θ

0 − sin θ cos θ

 ,with tan 2θ =
2δm

m3 −m2
. (18)

As a result, in this case the lepton mixing matrix is given as

U = UcTBMR23Qν , (19)
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such that

U =
1√
6

 2
√
2e−iρ cos θ

√
2e−iρ sin θ

−eiρ
√
2 cos θ −

√
3e−iσ sin θ

√
2 sin θ +

√
3e−iσ cos θ

ei(ρ+σ) −
√
3 sin θ −

√
2eiσ cos θ

√
3 cos θ −

√
2eiσ sin θ

Qν . (20)

Here Qν = diag(eik1π/2, eik2π/2, eik3π/2) is a diagonal unitary matrix with k1,2,3 = 0, 1, 2, 3 and θ is the rotation

angle. The entries ±1 represents the CP parities of the neutrino states and ensure that the neutrino mass

eigenvalues remain non-negative. One can notice that, the first column of the lepton mixing matrix in Eqn. 20

is given by 1√
6

 2

−eiρ

ei(ρ+σ)

. This column is consistent with that of the cTBM mixing pattern. It arises from the

preserved G1 symmetry. When other two CP symmetries X2 and X3 are imposed, the neutrino mass matrix also

preserves the flavor symmetry G1 = X2X
∗
3 = X3X

∗
2 as shown in Eqn 15. We can calculate the neutrino mixing

angles from a given mixing matrix U by using the following relations

s212 =
|U12|2

1− |U13|2
, s223 =

|U23|2

1− |U13|2
, and s213 = |U13|2. (21)

The Jarlskog rephasing invariant (JCP ) is defined as

JCP = Im(U11U
∗
12U21U

∗
22). (22)

Case II : G2 flavor and X2, X4 CP symmetries

Accordingly, applying the generalized CP transformations represented by X2 and X4, the neutrino mass matrix

mν transforms into its complex conjugate. The CP transformations X2 and X4 act as symmetries of mν , which

results in the preservation of the G2 flavor symmetry. Consequently, the neutrino mass matrix mν must satisfy

the symmetry constraints imposed by both the CP transformations X2 and X4 as

XT
2 mνX2 = m∗

ν , XT
4 mνX4 = m∗

ν . (23)

The light neutrino mass matrix will be

m′
ν = UT

cTBMmνUcTBM =

m1 0 δm

0 m2 0

δm 0 m3

 , (24)

where the parameters m1,m2,m3 and δm are real. The mass matrix m′
ν can be diagonalized by a real orthogonal

matrix R13(θ) given by

R13(θ) =

 cos θ 0 sin θ

0 1 0

− sin θ 0 cos θ

 ,with tan 2θ =
2δm

m3 −m1
. (25)

As a result, in this case the lepton mixing matrix is given as

U = UcTBMR13Qν , (26)

U =
1√
6

 2 cos θ
√
2e−iρ 2 sin θ

−eiρ cos θ −
√
3e−iσ sin θ

√
2 −eiρ sin θ +

√
3e−iσ cos θ

ei(ρ+σ) cos θ −
√
3 sin θ −

√
2eiσ ei(ρ+σ) sin θ +

√
3 cos θ

Qν . (27)

One can notice that the second column of the mixing matrix is given by 1√
3

e−iρ

1

−eiσ

, which corresponds to the

cTBM mixing pattern. This correspondence arises due to the preserved G2 symmetry. When other two CP

symmetries X1 and X3 are imposed, the neutrino mass matrix also preserves the flavor symmetry G2 = X1X
∗
3 =

X3X
∗
1 as shown in Eqn 15. The G3 symmetry is excluded from our analysis due to its prediction of a zero reactor

mixing angle, which is experimentally disfavored.
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3 Texture one zero with Generalized CP Symmetry

The neutrino mass matrix remains invariant under residual symmetries and is transformed into its complex

conjugate when a generalized CP transformation is applied. By imposing one zero textures in the neutrino mass

matrix, we obtain six distinct patterns that are consistent with current neutrino oscillation data. These six

patterns can be simultaneously diagonalized according to the conditions outlined in Eqn. 26. Moreover, all six

patterns satisfy the generalized CP conditions specified in Eqn. 16 and 23. Here, we will explore the one zero

textures within the framework of generalized CP symmetries

mI =

0 × ×
× × ×
× × ×

 , mII =

× 0 ×
0 × ×
× × ×

 ,

mIII =

× × 0

× × ×
0 × ×

 , mIV =

× × ×
× 0 ×
× × ×

 ,

mV =

× × ×
× × 0

× 0 ×

 , mV I =

× × ×
× × ×
× × 0

 .

The presence of one zero textures in the neutrino mass matrix leads to a complex equation, which is given as

m1A+m2B +m3C = 0, (28)

where A = Ua1Ub1, B = Ua2Ub2, C = Ua3Ub3 and Ua1, Ub1, Ua2, Ub2, Ua3, Ub3 are the elements of mixing matrix.

The above complex equation yields two mass ratios

m1

m2
=

Re(C)Im(B)− Re(B)Im(C)

Re(A)Im(C)− Re(C)Im(A)
, (33)

and
m1

m3
=

Re(C)Im(B)− Re(B)Im(C)

Re(B)Im(A)− Re(A)Im(B)
. (29)

Where Re (Im) denotes the real (imaginary) part. These mass ratios can be used to obtain the expression for

the parameter Rν , which is the ratio of mass squared differences (∆m2
ij = m2

i −m2
j ),

Rν ≡ ∆m2
21

|∆m2
31|

=

(
m2
m1

)2

− 1∣∣∣∣(m3
m1

)2

− 1

∣∣∣∣ . (30)

Here m1 > m3 for an inverted mass hierarchy (IH) and m1 < m3 for the normal mass hierarchy (NH).

4 Results and Discussions

The neutrino mass matrix is constructed using the mixing matrix given in Eqn. 20 and 27, and subjected to

generalized CP conditions derived from Eqn. 13. We observed that all neutrino mass matrices with one zero

textures are consistent with these generalized CP conditions, i.e., with X1 and X2. In the analysis, we have

sampled 108 points to scan the complete parameter space and used the mass squared differences ∆m2
solar and

∆m2
atm, varying them within their 3σ ranges, as indicated in Table 1. The rotation angle θ varied from 0 to π

2
.

Additionally, the Majorana phases (ρ and σ) are explored freely over their entire permissible ranges i.e., from

(0 - 2π) . The one zero textures constraint is applied by the parameter Rν , representing mass ratios, which

are allowed to lie within the 3σ range according to Eqn. 30. For each of the six texture one zero patterns,

we computed the possible values of the effective Majorana mass for both normal hierarchy (NH) and inverted

hierarchy (IH) with X1 and X2 respectively, as detailed in Tables 2 and 3. To assess the compatibility of the

effective Majorana mass (mee), we incorporated constraints from the KamLAND-Zen [42, 43], LEGEND [44],

CUORE [45], and nEXO experiments [46], which are represented by the horizontal lines in the figures. For the

lightest neutrino mass (mlightest), we considered the experimental bounds set by the Karlsruhe Tritium Neutrino

7



Experiment (KATRIN). We have used the KATRIN limit, i.e., 0.8 eV, and KATRIN’s proposed sensitivity,

i.e., 0.2 eV [47]. To enhance the predictability of our model, we have also used the proposed sensitivity by

the Project 8 experiment, which aims for a sensitivity around 40 meV, is shown as vertical lines in the figures

where mee is plotted against the lightest neutrino mass. The cosmological limit on the sum of neutrino masses,

Σmi < 0.12 eV, provided by the Planck data [48], is shown as vertical lines in the figures where mee is plotted

against the sum of neutrino masses. The DESI experiment proposed a very stringent bound on sum of neutrino

mass, i.e., 0.072eV. We also adopted the upper bound of
∑

mν < 0.17 eV, obtained from the combination of the

P20H+DESI/SDSS+DES-SN datasets in the ΛCDM + Fluid DR +
∑

mν model at 95% confidence level which

provides the relaxation on Planck data [49].

Analysis of X1 Condition

For the X1 condition, we obtained values for the mee as a function of the lightest neutrino mass constrained by

the Rν parameter at 3 σ range, which are consistent with current and future experimental data, as detailed in

Table 2.

S.No. Textures Hierarchy Effective Majorana mass(eV) Lightest Neutrino mass(eV) Sum of mass(eV)

1 mI Normal 0.0 0.0019-0.0080 0.042-0.073

Inverted - - -

2
mII

Normal 0.016-0.52 0.036-0.33 0.14-1.38

Inverted 0.050-0.72 0.047-0.42 0.22-1.17

3
mIII

Normal 0.011-0.51 0.036-0.28 0.14-0.89

Inverted 0.013-0.27 0.065-0.44 0.18-0.70

4
mIV

Normal 0.0009-0.49 0.0093-0.28 0.073- 2.53

Inverted 0.052-0.42 0.049-0.27 0.18-0.93

5
mV

Normal 0.028-0.57 0.049-0.33 0.16-0.84

Inverted 0.058-0.15 0.061-0.26 0.21-0.86

6
mV I

Normal 0.0009-0.44 0.0097-0.21 0.073-1.45

Inverted 0.052-0.25 0.052-0.39 0.19-1.17

Table 2: Values of the effective Majorana mass, lightest neutrino mass, and the sum of the three neutrino
masses for both NH and IH for the X1 condition.

The cosmological bound on the sum of neutrino masses, Σmi < 0.12 eV, excludes compatibility for the mass

matrices mII , mIII , and mV in NH. The inverted hierarchy (IH) is excluded from the analysis because all one

zero texture matrices in the IH are inconsistent with Planck data and P20H + DESI/SDSS + DES-SN datasets,

within the ΛCDM + Fluid DR +
∑

mν model at the 95% confidence level. In other words, matrices with one

zero in the diagonal positions remain consistent with the cosmological bound in NH. The detailed description of

the textures is given below:

I. The mass matrix mI , which has a zero in the (1,1) position, cannot support inverted hierarchy

because it predicts a large value for the reactor mixing angle (θ13), which is experimentally disfa-

vored. The imposition of generalized CP conditions does not change this property. For NH, the

effective Majorana mass also vanishes.

II. Figure 1a depicts the correlation between the mee and mlightest for the mass matrix mII in NH,

characterized by a zero texture at the (1,2) position. The analysis reveals that this matrix is

consistent with both current and future experimental constraints. The lower bound on mee ≤
0.016 eV is within the sensitivity reach of KamLAND-Zen, LEGEND, and nEXO experiment.

The lightest neutrino mass shows the compatibility with the proposed sensitivities of KATRIN

and Project 8 experiment. Figure 1b illustrates the correlation between the mee and the sum of

neutrino masses(Σmi). The results indicate compatibility with the P20H+DESI/SDSS+DES-SN

dataset, Σmi < 0.17 eV, but incompatible with the Planck limit.
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(a) (b)

Figure 1: Effective Majorana mass with respect to lightest neutrino mass(left) and sum of neutrino
mass(right) for mass matrix mII in NH for X1.

(a) (b)

Figure 2: Effective Majorana mass with respect to lightest neutrino mass(left) and sum of neutrino
mass(right) for mass matrix mIII in NH for X1.

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Effective Majorana mass with respect to lightest neutrino mass(left) and sum of neutrino
mass(right) for mass matrix mIV in NH for X1.
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(a) (b)

Figure 4: Effective Majorana mass with respect to lightest neutrino mass(left) and sum of neutrino
mass(right) for mass matrix mV in NH for X1.

(a) (b)

Figure 5: Effective Majorana mass with respect to lightest neutrino mass(left)and sum of neutrino
mass(right) for mass matrix mV I in NH for X1.

III. Figure 2a illustrates the correlation between mee and mlightest for the mass matrix mIII in NH,

having zero at (1,3) position. The analysis confirms that this matrix is consistent with both current

experimental constraints and proposed sensitivities of KATRIN and Project 8, on mlightest. The

lower bound on mee ≤ 0.011 eV is within the sensitivity reach of KamLAND-Zen, LEGEND, and

nEXO. Figure 2b depicts the correlation between mee and Σmi. The results indicate compati-

bility with the P20H+DESI/SDSS+DES-SN dataset, which constrains Σmi < 0.17 eV, but show

incompatibility with the Planck limit.

IV. Figure 3a shows the correlation between the mee and mlightest for the mass matrix mIV in the

normal hierarchy (NH), with a zero at (2,2) position. The analysis demonstrates that this ma-

trix is consistent with both current and future experimental constraints. The lower bound on

mee ≤ 0.0009 eV is within the sensitivity reach of KamLAND-Zen, LEGEND, and nEXO. The

lightest neutrino mass is compatible with the proposed sensitivities of the KATRIN and Project 8

experiments. Figure 3b presents the correlation between mee and Σmi. The results show that the

matrix is compatible with both the P20H+DESI/SDSS+DES-SN dataset and the Planck limit.

V. Figure 4a depicts the correlation between the mee and mlightest for the mass matrix mV in NH,

characterized by texture zero at the (2,3) position. The analysis reveals that this matrix is consis-

tent with both current and future experimental constraints. The lower bound on mee ≤ 0.028 eV
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is within the sensitivity reach of KamLAND-Zen, LEGEND experiment. Figure 4b illustrates the

correlation between the mee and Σmi. The results indicate incompatibility with the cosmological

bound but compatible with the P20H+DESI/SDSS+DES-SN dataset.

VI. Figure 5a shows the correlation between the mee and mlightest for the mass matrix mV I in NH,

characterized by a texture zero at the (3,3) position. The analysis reveals that this matrix is

consistent with both current and future experimental constraints. The effective Majorana mass

spans the range (0.0009 - 0.44)eV, sensitive to all the considered experimental range. The lightest

neutrino mass shows compatibility with the proposed limits of KATRIN and Project 8 experiment.

Figure 5b illustrates the correlation between the mee and Σmi. The results indicate compatibility

with the cosmological bound as well as with the P20H+DESI/SDSS+DES-SN dataset on the sum

of neutrino masses. The sum of neutrino masses is confined to the range (0.073 - 1.45)eV.

(a) (b)

Figure 6: Correlation between Majorana phases σ and ρ(left) and Jarsklog Invariant J and δ(right) for
mass matrix mIV in NH for X1.

(a) (b)

Figure 7: Correlation between Majorana phases σ and ρ(left) and Jarsklog Invariant J and δ(right) for
mass matrix mV I in NH for X1.

We have presented the correlation plots of various parameters for matrices mIV and mV I , as only they are

compatible with the Planck data as well as with P20H+DESI/SDSS+DES-SN dataset. Figure 6a, shows the

correlation between the two Majorana phases ρ and σ, and indicates that ρ is sharply constrained around 0 and

±π/2 for matrix mIV . Figure 6b shows the correlation between Jarsklog invariant(J) and Dirac CP phase(δ)

for matrix mIV , which shows the allowed parameter space. Figure 7a also shows the correlation between the
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two Majorana phases ρ and σ, and indicates that ρ is sharply constrained around 0 and ±π/2 for matrix mV I .

Figure 7b shows the correlation between Jarsklog invariant and Dirac CP phase for matrix mV I .

The Figure 8a shows a correlation between two mixing angles, θ12 and θ23, constrained the allowed parameter

space, 35.03◦ < θ12 < 35.27◦ with respect to the 3σ range of θ23 for mass matrix mIV . Figure 8b shows allowed

parameter space for J and θ for mass matrix mV I . Figure 9a shows the correlation between the θ23 and θ,

indicates two allowed values for rotation mixing angle within the region 0◦ ≤ θ ≤ 11.1◦ and 81.1◦ ≤ θ ≤ 88.8◦

with 3σ range of θ23 for mass matrix mIV . Figure 9b shows the correlation between the θ13 and θ for mass

matrix mV I . It is observed that for the X1 condition, θ is tightly constrained to the range 14.30 - 15.60 degrees

corresponding to the 3σ allowed range of θ13. Figure 10a shows the allowed parameter space for J with mixing

angle θ23 for mass matrix mIV . Figure 10b shows the allowed parameter space for θ with 3 σ range of θ12 for

mass matrix mV I .

(a) (b)

Figure 8: Correlation between mixing angle θ23 and θ12 for matrix mIV in NH(left) and J and rotation
angle θ for matrix mV I in NH(right) for X1 condition.

(a) (b)

Figure 9: Correlation between mixing angle θ23 and θ for matrix mIV in NH(left) and θ13 and rotation
angle θ for matrix mV I in NH(right) for X1 condition.
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(a) (b)

Figure 10: Correlation between Jarsklog Invariant J and mixing angle θ23 for matrix mIV in NH(left)
and θ12 and rotation angle θ for matrix mV I in NH(right) for X1 condition.

Analysis of X2 Condition

Similarly for the X2 condition, we have derived mee as a function of the lightest neutrino mass, constrained by

the Rν parameter within the 3σ range, aligns with both current and future experimental data as shown in Table

3.

S.No. Textures Hierarchy Effective Majorana mass(eV) Lightest Neutrino mass(eV) Sum of mass(eV)

1 mI Normal 0.0 0.0021-0.0077 0.054-0.071

Inverted - - -

2
mII

Normal 0.00055-0.16 0.0034-0.11 0.062-0.25

Inverted 0.023-1.34 0.056-0.88 0.20-1.37

3
mIII

Normal 0.017-0.54 0.027-0.34 0.013-1.55

Inverted 0.048-0.21 0.010-0.15 0.18-0.75

4
mIV

Normal 0.023-0.52 0.036-0.30 0.13-1.25

Inverted 0.016-0.48 0.048-0.27 0.18-0.40

5
mV

Normal 0.047-0.41 0.0016-0.24 0.12-0.77

Inverted 0.061-0.26 0.058-0.15 0.21-0.86

6
mV I

Normal 0.024-0.28 0.026-0.16 0.13-1.05

Inverted 0.051-0.40 0.049-0.22 0.18-1.17

Table 3: Values of the effective Majorana mass, lightest neutrino mass, and the sum of the three neutrino
masses for both NH and IH for the X2 condition.

The cosmological upper limit on the sum of neutrino masses, Σmi < 0.12 eV, excludes the mass matrices mIV ,

mV and mV I from compatibility. The inverted hierarchy (IH) is excluded from the analysis because all one

zero texture matrices in the IH are inconsistent with Planck data and P20H + DESI/SDSS + DES-SN datasets,

within the ΛCDM + Fluid DR +
∑

mν model at the 95% confidence level. The detailed description of textures

is given below:

I. The mass matrix mI , characterized by a zero in the (1,1) position, cannot support inverted hierarchy

because it predicts a large value for the reactor mixing angle (θ13), which is experimentally not allowed.

The imposition of generalized CP conditions does not change this property. For NH, the effective Majorana

mass also vanishes.

II. Figure 11a depicts the correlation between the mee and mlightest for the mass matrix mII in NH, char-

acterized by a texture zero at the (1,2) position. The analysis reveals that this matrix is consistent with

both current and future experimental constraints. The effective Majorana mass spans the range (0.0005
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- 0.16)eV, while the lightest neutrino mass varies within (0.0034 - 0.11)eV. Figure 11b illustrates the cor-

relation between the effective Majorana mass and the sum of neutrino masses Σmi. The results indicate

compatibility with the cosmological bound on the sum of neutrino masses, Σmi < 0.12 eV, established by

Planck data as well as DESI/SDSS+Pantheon+DES-SN dataset. The sum of neutrino masses is confined

to the range (0.062 - 0.25)eV.

(a) (b)

Figure 11: Effective Majorana mass with respect to lightest Neutrino mass(left) and sum of neutrino
mass(right) for mass matrix mII in NH for X2.

(a) (b)

Figure 12: Effective Majorana mass with respect to lightest neutrino mass(left) and sum of neutrino
mass(right) for mass matrix mIII in NH for X2.

III. Figure 12a shows the correlation between the mee and mlightest for the mass matrix mIII , with a zero

at the (1,3) position. The analysis shows that this matrix is consistent with both current and future

experimental constraints. The effective Majorana mass spans the range (0.024 - 0.25)eV, while the lightest

neutrino mass lies within (0.039 - 0.16)eV. Figure 12b illustrates the correlation between the effective

Majorana mass and Σmi. The results indicate compatibility with the cosmological bound as well as

DESI/SDSS+Pantheon+DES-SN dattaset. The sum of neutrino masses is confined to the range (0.13 -

1.55)eV.

IV. Figure 13a illustrates the correlation between the mee and mlightest for the mass matrix mIV , with a zero at

the (2,2) position. The analysis shows that, mee have lower bound at 0.023eV, shows compatibility with the

KamLANDZEN and LEGEND experiments. Themlightest are in the detectable range of KAtrin experiment.

Figure 13b shows the correlation between the effective Majorana mass and Σmi. The results indicate

incompatibility with the cosmological bound but compatible with the DESI/SDSS+Pantheon+DES-SN

dataset. The sum of neutrino masses is confined to the range (0.13-1.25)eV.
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(a) (b)

Figure 13: Effective Majorana mass with respect to lightest neutrino mass(left) and sum of neutrino
mass(right) for mass matrix mIV in NH for X2.

(a) (b)

Figure 14: Effective Majorana mass with respect to lightest neutrino mass(left) and sum of neutrino
mass(right) for mass matrix mV in NH for X2.

(a) (b)

Figure 15: Effective Majorana mass with respect to lightest neutrino mass(left) and sum of neutrino
mass(right) for mass matrix mV I in NH for X2.

V. Figure 14a depicts the correlation between the mee and mlightest for the mass matrix mV , having zero at

the (2,3) position. The analysis provides lower bound on mee, shows compatibility with the KamLAND
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Zen and LEGEND experiment. The mlightest is compatible with the proposed sensitives of KAtrin and

project 8 experiment. Figure 14b illustrates the correlation between the mee and Σmi. The results indicate

compatibility with the cosmological bound as well as DESI/SDSS+Pantheon+DES-SN dataset. The sum

of neutrino masses is confined to the range (0.12-0.77)eV.

VI. Figure 15a shows the correlation between the mee and the mlightest for the mass matrix mV I , charac-

terized by a zero at the (3,3) position. The analysis shows that this matrix is consistent with current

experimental constraints. The effective Majorana mass spans the range (0.024 - 0.25)eV, while the light-

est neutrino mass lies within (0.039 - 0.16)eV. Figure 15b depicts the correlation between the mee and

the Σmi. The results indicate incompatibility with the cosmological bound but compatible with the

DESI/SDSS+Pantheon+DES-SN datatset. The sum of neutrino masses is confined to the range (0.13 -

1.55)eV.

The Figure 16a and 16b shows the allowed parameter space for matrices mII and mIII , respectively, which

indicates that ρ is sharply constrained in the region around ρ = 0, π
2
, π, 3π

2
, 2π. The different mixing matrix, as

shown in Eqn. 20 and 27, predicts specific correlations between the mixing angle θ23 and the CP-violating phase

δ when one zero textures are introduced. As θ23 tends towards maximal mixing, the corresponding CP violation

is also expected to reach maximality, with δ approaching values of π/2 or 3π/2 shown in Figure 17a and 17b.

We also demonstrate correlation between the mixing angles θ12, θ23, and the free parameter θ. Moreover, in

all neutrino mass matrices featuring one zero textures with or without additional symmetries a complementary

relationship emerges between the predicted values of θ23 and δ for specific patterns. For instance, the pattern

m12 = 0 is complementary to m13 = 0, and similarly, m22 = 0 complements m33 = 0.

(a) (b)

Figure 16: Correlation between Majorana phases σ and ρ for mass matrix mII in NH(left) and Majorana
phases σ and ρ for mass matrix mIII in NH(right) for X2.

This complementarity arises from the transformation of m12 (or m22) into m13 (or m33) via the exchange

θ23 → π

2
− θ23, δ → π + δ.

Thus, the predictions for θ23 in the case m12 = 0 (m33 = 0) reflect those for m13 = 0 (m22 = 0) around θ23 = π
4
.

Similarly, the prediction for δ in the case m13 = 0 (m33 = 0) is related to the corresponding prediction for

m12 = 0 (m22 = 0) by a constant phase shift of π.

Figure 18a depicts allowed parameter space for J with respect to the rotation angle θ for mass matrix mII . The

correlation between the mixing angles θ12 and θ23 for mass matrix mIII , shown in Figure 18b, indicates the highly

constrained region for θ12 with respect to the allowed 3σ range of θ23. The allowed region for θ with respect to

3σ ranges of the mixing angles θ13 and θ23 are presented in the Figures 19a and 19b for mass matrix mIII . The

Figure 20a shows the allowed parameter space for mlightest and δ for mass matrix mII . The Figure 20b shows

the allowed region of parameter J with respect to the mixing angle θ23 for mass matrix mII . The correlation

between θ and θ12 for mass matrix mII , is shown in 21a. The allowed parameter space for J with respect to θ12

for mass matrix mIII , is shown in 21b.
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(a) (b)

Figure 17: Correlation between mixing angle θ23 and δ for matrix mIV in NH for X1 condition(left) and
J and δ for matrix mII in NH(right) for X2 condition.

(a) (b)

Figure 18: Correlation between rotation angle θ and J for matrix mII in NH(left) and θ12 and θ23 for
matrix mIII in NH(right) for X2 condition.

(a) (b)

Figure 19: Correlation between mixing angle θ13 and θ(left) and θ23 and θ(right) for X2 for mass matrix
mIII in NH.
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(a) (b)

Figure 20: Correlation between mlightest and δ(left) and Jarsklog Invariant J and mixing angle θ23(right)
for matrix mII in NH for X2 condition .

(a) (b)

Figure 21: Correlation between θ12 and θ for matrix mII in NH(left) and θ12 and J for matrix mIII in
NH(right) for X2 condition.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we have analyzed the implications of generalized CP symmetries and one zero textures on neutrino

mass matrices. We found that the presence of one zero textures, when combined with generalized CP symmetries

such as X1 or X2, leads to specific and predictive patterns for the neutrino mass matrix. To obtain the generalized

CP conditions, we employed the cTBM matrix, which further constrain the Majorana phases. The presence of

one zero textures leads to six distinct patterns for the neutrino mass matrix. For matrices with one zero textures,

all cases are allowed except for mI = 0 in the inverted hierarchy because this condition leads to an excessively

large value of reactor mixing angle θ13. The presence of the generalized CP conditions in the neutrino mass

matrix does not change this property.

All six mass matrices obtained by putting a zero in different positions in the mass matrix follow the conditions

imposed by generalized CP symmetry. Generalized CP symmetry is the extended version of CP symmetries,

which simply contain more transformations. We computed the effective Majorana mass as a function of the

lightest neutrino mass and the sum of the neutrino masses. The results for all the matrices are summarized

in Tables 2 and 3. We have calculated the value of the lightest neutrino mass within the constrained region

defined by Rν in the 3σ range. Additionally, we computed the sum of the three neutrino masses, and by applying

the cosmological constraints from Planck data and DESI/SDSS+Pantheon+DES-SN dataset, we found that the
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inverted mass hierarchy is disfavored by this data.

Our analysis also shows distinct correlations between the mixing angles and the Dirac CP phase δ for the CP

symmetries X1 and X2. These correlations serve as identifying features of each texture. In the correlation, we

examined the different mixing angles and rotation angle θ within their 3σ ranges. The resulting correlations

illustrate a very constrained region of θ. We also present the plots between Jarlskog invariant J and the mixing

angles, which exhibit sharp correlations for both conditions, X1 and X2. Similarly, we investigated the effective

Majorana mass as a function of δ, which shows compatibility with current experimental data.

Furthermore, we have found that the certain patterns, which have a zero in the off-diagonal position, are not

compatible with the cosmological bound provided by Planck data in the X1 case. Some patterns with zeros in the

diagonal positions are similarly incompatible with cosmological constraints in the X2 case. From the correlation,

we find that the rotation angle θ is constrained between (14.3 - 15.6) degrees for the X1 condition, and between

(10.1 - 11.1) degrees for the X2 condition. The neutrino mass matrices in these patterns predict extreme values

of θ23. Additionally, we note that the complementarity between predictions for θ23 and δ in the one zero textures

scenario does not match precisely with current experimental results. Cosmological bounds further constrain the

models, with certain patterns, particularly those involving off-diagonal one zero textures, being disfavored by the

cosmological data. We also found that specific patterns could be ruled out as more restrictive cosmological bounds

on the sum of neutrino masses become available. Overall, the results provide insights into the predictability and

testability of neutrino mass matrices that combine one zero textures and generalized CP symmetries.
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