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We study the phenomenological implications of two minor zeros in neutrino mass matrix using
trimaximal mixing matrix. In this context, we analyse fifteen possible cases of two minor zeros in
neutrino mass matrix and found only two cases, namely class A1 and class A2, that are compatible
with the present neutrino oscillation data. We present correlations of several neutrino oscillation
parameters and give prediction of the total neutrino mass, the values of effective Majorana mass,
the effective electron anti-neutrino mass and CP violating Majorana phases for these two classes.
We also explore the degree of fine tuning in the elements of neutrino mass matrix. Moreover, We
propose a flavor model within the seesaw model along with Z8 symmetry group to generate these
classes.

PACS numbers: 14.60.Pq, 14.60.St, 23.40.s

I. INTRODUCTION

Although no new particles beyond the Standard Model (SM) have been discovered in any experiments so far, but
the neutrino oscillation phenomena observed in several experiments [1, 2] indirectly confirms the existence of a more
global theory beyond the SM. The non zero neutrino mass as confirmed by neutrino oscillation experiments can not
be explained by the SM and its origin is one of the most fundamental questions in particle physics today. In the
flavor basis where the charged lepton mass matrix is diagonal, the neutrino mass matrix M can be parametrized in
terms of nine free parameters, namely three masses (m1, m2, m3), three mixing angles (θ12, θ13, θ23), two Majorana
CP violating phases (α, β) and a Dirac CP violating phase (δ). Although the mixing angles and the mass squared
differences are known to a very good accuracy from currently available experimental data, there are still many open
questions in the neutrino sector. For instance, the absolute mass scale of three neutrinos, the sign of ∆m2

32, whether
neutrinos are Dirac or Majorana particle, the three CP violating phases are still unknown. With the experimental
values of the mass squared differences and the mixing angles as the input parameters, we still have four unknown
parameters in the neutrino mass matrix M . There exists several schemes in literature by which one can reduce the
number of free parameters in the neutrino mass matrix. The general idea is to assume that some matrix elements
will be dependent on other matrix elements. For instance, one can assume certain matrix element to be zero or
certain combination of elements of the neutrino mass matrix to be zero that can be caused by some underlying flavor
symmetry.

The exact mechanism of the origin of neutrino masses is still unknown. Out of many proposed theoretical models,
the seesaw mechanism of either type-I or type-II looks more promising. The seesaw mechanism not only helps in
understanding the scale of neutrino mass but also provide the necessary ingredients to realize texture zero patterns
in the neutrino mass matrix. Within the framework of Type-I seesaw mechanism [3, 4], the neutrino mass matrix is
written as

M = −MDM−1
R MT

D , (1)

where MD is the 3 × 3 Dirac mass matrix that links (νe, νµ, ντ ) to their right handed singlet counterpart and MR

is the 3 × 3 Majorana mass matrix of the right handed neutrinos. It is worth mentioning that by considering the
suitable position of zeros in MD and MR, one can, in principle, get the desired zero textures of the neutrino mass
matrix. It should also be noted that zeros in MD and MR not only give rise to zeros in the mass matrix but also give
rise to zero minors in the neutrino mass matrix. It was also pointed out in Ref. [5, 6] that if MD is diagonal, then
zeros in MR can give rise to minor zero pattern in the neutrino mass matrix M .

There exists numerous literatures where the form and texture of the neutrino mass matrix have been explored. It
was found that texture with more than two zeros in the neutrino mass matrix can not accommodate the latest neutrino
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oscillation data. The phenomenology of two texture zeros [7–19] have been explored at large scale in the literature
with Pontecorvo Maki Nakagawa Sakata (PMNS) and trimaximal (TM) as the mixing matrix. It should be noted that
out of fifteen possible cases of two texture zeros only seven patterns are favored by the recent experimental data. [7]
in case of PMNS mixing matrix. With TM mixing matrix, however, only two patterns are found to be compatible
with the oscillation data. [8, 17]. In Ref. [10], the authors investigated viable textures with two zeros in the inverted
neutrino mass matrix and seven such patterns were shown to be allowed. However, these textures do not apply in
the case of non-invertible neutrino mass matrix M . Also, in Ref. [20, 21], authors have studied the phenomenological
implications of one texture zero in neutrino mass matrix and found all six possible patterns to be compatible with
the data. Moreover, in Ref. [5, 6, 22–25] and Ref. [26–31] the authors have explored the phenomenology of vanishing
minor and cofactor zero in the neutrino mass matrix. The class of one and two independent zero minors textures in
the neutrino mass matrix were explored in Refs. [5, 22] with PMNS mixing matrix. It was shown that out of fifteen
possible two minor zero patterns, only seven patterns are viable and all the six one minor zero patterns are compatible
with the data. Similarly, for TM mixing matrix along with one minor zero condition [6], all the six possible patterns
are found to be allowed. In Ref. [24], the authors have used the tribimaximal (TB) mixing matrix and showed that
five classes of texture zeros or vanishing minor can accommodate the neutrino oscillation data.

The most widely studied lepton flavor mixing is Tribimaximal (TB) mixing pattern [32–35]. Although the TB
mixing matrix correctly predicted the value of atmospheric mixing angle θ23 and the solar mixing angle θ12, it,
however, failed to explain a non zero value of the reactor mixing angle θ13 that was confirmed by several experiments
such as T2K [36], MINOS [37], Double Chooz [38] and Daya Bay [39]. In order to accommodate a non zero value of
θ13, TM mixing matrix was constructed by multiplying the TB mixing matrix by an unitary matrix [40–42]. If the
first column of the TM mixing matrix is identical to the first column of TB mixing matrix, it is named as TM1 mixing
matrix and if the second column is identical to that of the TB mixing matrix it is called TM2 mixing matrix. In this
paper we analyze the compatibility of two minor zero neutrino Majorana textures with the recent experimental data
using the TM mixing matrix. By using two minor zero conditions one can reduce the number of free parameters in
the model. We analyse fifteen possible cases of two minor zeros in neutrino mass matrix and found only two cases,
namely class A1 and class A2, that are compatible with the present neutrino oscillation data. In order to study the
detail feature of the mass matrix elements we first perform a χ2 analysis of the allowed two minor zero textures. We
use five observables in our χ2 analysis, namely three mixing angles and the two mass squared differences. We do not
use Dirac CP violating phase δ in our χ2 analysis as its value has not been measured yet. We also find the degree of
fine tuning in the neutrino mass matrix elements for each allowed textures. Moreover, We give our model predictions
of the unknown Dirac and Majorana CP violating phases, the total neutrino mass, effective Majorana mass and the
effective electron antineutrino mass for these two classes.

We organize the paper as follows. We start with TM1 and TM2 mixing matrix and find the elements of the
neutrino mass matrix in Section. II. We then write down θ13, θ23, θ12, Dirac CP violating phase δ, effective electron
anti-neutrino mass mν and the effective Majorana mass term Mee in terms of the unknown parameters θ and ϕ of the
TM mixing matrix. In Section. III, we describe the formalism of two minor zeros in neutrino mass matrix and identify
all the possible cases of two minor zero in neutrino mass matrix. In Section. IV We discuss the phenomenology of
the allowed two minor zero classes and also obtain the best fit values of all the oscillation parameters with our χ2

analysis. We report the fine-tuning of neutrino mass matrix in Section. V. In Section. VI, we present the symmetry
realization and conclude in Section. VII.

II. NEUTRINO MASS MATRIX

TM1 and TM2 mixing matrix, constructed by multiplying the TB mixing matrix by an unitary matrix, can be
written as

UTM1
=


√

2
3

1√
3
cos θ 1√

3
sin θ

− 1√
6

cos θ√
3

− eiϕ sin θ√
2

sin θ√
3
+ eiϕ cos θ√

2

− 1√
6

cos θ√
3

+ eiϕ sin θ√
2

sin θ√
3
− eiϕ cos θ√

2

 . (2)

and

UTM2
=


√

2
3 cos θ

1√
3

√
2
3 sin θ

− cos θ√
6

+ e−iϕ sin θ√
2

1√
3

− sin θ√
6
− e−iϕ cos θ√

2

− cos θ√
6

− e−iϕ sin θ√
2

1√
3

− sin θ√
6
+ e−iϕ cos θ√

2

 . (3)
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where θ and ϕ are two free parameters. In the flavor basis where the charged lepton mass matrix is diagonal, the
symmetric neutrino mass matrix M can be expressed as

(M)ρσ = (V Mdiag V
T )ρσ with ρ , σ = e , µ , τ , (4)

where Mdiag = diag(m1,m2,m3) is the diagonal matrix containing three mass states. The lepton flavor mixing matrix
V can be expressed as V = UTM P , where the diagonal phase matrix P can be written as

P =

1 0 0
0 eiα 0
0 0 eiβ

 (5)

that contains two CP violating Majorana phases α and β.
We can express the neutrino oscillation parameters such as the three mixing angles θ12, θ23, θ13, the Jarlskog

invariant J [43] and the Dirac CP violating phase δ in terms of the two unknown parameters θ and ϕ of the trimaximal
mixing matrix. For TM1 mixing matrix, we have

(s212)TM1 =
|(U12)TM1

|2

1− |(U13)TM1 |2
= 1− 2

3− sin2 θ
,

(s223)TM1 =
|(U23)TM1 |2

1− |(U13)TM1
|2

=
1

2

(
1 +

√
6 sin 2θ cosϕ

3− sin2 θ

)
,

(s213)TM1
= |(U13)TM1

|2 =
1

3
sin2 θ ,

JTM1
=

1

6
√
6
sin 2θ sinϕ ,

csc2 δ = csc2 ϕ− 6 sin2 2θ cot2 ϕ

(3− sin2 θ)2
(6)

and for TM2 mixing matrix, we have

(s212)TM2
=

|(U12)TM2
|2

1− |(U13)TM2
|2

=
1

3− 2 sin2 θ
,

(s223)TM2 =
|(U23)TM2

|2

1− |(U13)TM2 |2
=

1

2

(
1 +

√
3 sin 2θ cosϕ

3− 2 sin2 θ

)
,

(s213)TM2
= |(U13)TM2

|2 =
2

3
sin2 θ ,

JTM2 =
1

6
√
3
sin 2θ sinϕ ,

csc2 δ = csc2 ϕ− 3 sin2 2θ cot2 ϕ

(3− 2 sin2 θ)2
, (7)

where sij = sin θij and cij = cos θij for i, j = 1, 2, 3.
There are several experiments that can, in principle, put constraints on the neutrino mass scale. The β decay

experiment performed at Karlsruhe Tritium Neutrino (KATRIN) experiment can measure the effective electron an-
tineutrino mass by studying the endpoint region of the β decay spectrum. The current upper bound of the effective
electron antineutrino mass is reported to be mν < 0.8 eV at 90% confidence level [44]. In future KATRIN is expected
to reach the mass sensitivity up to 0.2 eV. The next generation β decay experiment such as Project 8 experiment [45]
is designed to reach the mass sensitivity up to 0.04 eV. Similarly, the effective Majorana mass term |Mee| can be
obtained from the neutrinoless double beta decay experiment. The current upper bound on the value of Mee reported
by GERDA experiment obtained by using 48Ca isotope is Mee < (0.079 − 0.18) eV [46]. The KamLAND-Zen and
EXO-200 experiments [47, 48] on 136Xe isotope reported the upper limit on Mee to be Mee < (0.061 − 0.165) eV
and Mee < (0.09 − 0.29) eV, respectively. It is expected that the next generation experiments can reach the mass
sensitivity upto (5 − 20)meV. There are also several results related to the total neutrino mass coming from various
cosmological observations. The Planck satellite reported the upper limit on the total neutrino mass combining BAO
data with CMB data to be

∑
mi < 0.12 eV at 95% confidence level [49]. The stringent limit on the absolute neutrino

mass is obtained by combining CMB lensing and galaxy clustering data and it is found to be
∑

mi < 0.09 eV [50].
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We can write the effective Majorana mass |Mee| for the TM1 and TM2 mixing matrix as

|Mee|TM1
=

∣∣∣1
3
(2m1 +m2 cos

2 θe2iα +m3 sin
2 θe2iβ)

∣∣∣. (8)

|Mee|TM2 =
∣∣∣1
3
(2m1 cos

2 θ +m2e
2iα + 2m3 sin

2 θe2iβ)
∣∣∣. (9)

The effective electron anti-neutrino mass mν for both TM1 and TM2 can be expressed as

(m2
ν)TM1

=

3∑
i=1

U2
ie =

1

3
(2m2

1 +m2
2 cos

2 θ +m2
3 sin

2 θ). (10)

(m2
ν)TM2 =

1

3
(2m2

1 +m2
2 cos

2 θ + 2m2
3 sin

2 θ). (11)

The most stringent constraint on the neutrino masses comes from the ratio of the absolute values of the solar and
atmospheric mass squared differences characterized by

r ≡
∣∣∣∆m2

21

∆m2
32

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣1− (m1

m2
)2

(m3

m2
)2 − 1

∣∣∣ , (12)

where ∆m2
21 and ∆m2

32 represent solar and atmospheric mass squared differences, respectively.

III. TWO MINOR ZEROS IN NEUTRINO MASS MATRIX

The neutrino mass matrix constructed using the trimaximal mixing matrix is a 3× 3 symmetric matrix and has six
independent entries. Hence we have six independent minors corresponding to each independent entries in the mass
matrix. There are total 6C2 or 15 possible ways to have two minor zeros in the mass matrix. All the fifteen possible
patterns of two minor zero in neutrino mass matrix are listed in Table. I. We denote the minor corresponding to ijth

element of Mij as Cij . For completeness, we report all the elements of the neutrino mass matrix for the TM1 and
TM2 mixing matrix in Eq. A1 and Eq. A2 of appendix A.

Class Constraining equations
A1 C33 = 0,C32 = 0
A2 C22 = 0,C32 = 0
B3 C33 = 0,C31 = 0
B4 C22 = 0,C21 = 0
B5 C33 = 0,C12 = 0
B6 C22 = 0,C13 = 0
D C33 = 0,C22 = 0
S1 C31 = 0,C11 = 0
S2 C21 = 0,C11 = 0
S3 C13 = 0,C12 = 0
F1 C33 = 0,C11 = 0
F2 C22 = 0,C11 = 0
F3 C32 = 0,C11 = 0
F4 C31 = 0,C32 = 0
F5 C21 = 0,C32 = 0

TABLE I: Two minor zero patterns.

In terms of neutrino mass matrix elements, the conditions for two minor zero can be written as

Ma bMc d −Mu vMw x = 0 ,

Ma′ b′Mc′ d′ −Mu′ v′Mw′ x′ = 0 . (13)
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We can write Eq. 13 in terms of a complex equation as

m1m2X3e
2iα +m2m3X1e

2i(α+β) +m3m1X2e
2iβ = 0 ,

m1m2Y3e
2iα +m2m3Y1e

2i(α+β) +m3m1Y2e
2iβ = 0 . (14)

where

Xk = (UaiUbiUcjUdj − UuiUviUwjUxj) + (i ↔ j) ,

Yk = (Ua′ iUb′ iUc′ jUd′ j − Uu′ iUv′ iUw′ jUx′ j) + (i ↔ j) . (15)

with (i, j, k) as the cyclic permutation of (1, 2, 3). Using Eq. 14, one can write the mass ratios as

m1

m2
e−2iα =

X3Y1 −X1Y3

X2Y3 −X3Y2
,

m1

m3
e−2iβ =

X1Y2 −X2Y1

X2Y3 −X3Y2
,

m3

m2
e−2i(α−β) =

X3Y1 −X1Y3

X1Y2 −X2Y1
. (16)

Similarly, the CP-violating Majorana phases can be written as

α = −1

2
arg(

X3Y1 −X1Y3

X2Y3 −X3Y2
) ,

β = −1

2
arg(

X1Y2 −X2Y1

X2Y3 −X3Y2
) . (17)

The value of m1, m2 and m3 can be calculated using Eq. 16 and mass square differences ∆m2
21 and ∆m2

32. That is

m1 =
√

∆m2
21

√
|m1

m2
|2

|1− |m1

m2
|2|

,

m2 =
√
|∆m2

32|
√

1

||m3

m2
|2 − 1|

,

m3 =
√

|∆m2
32|

√
1

|1− |m2

m3
|2|

. (18)

We can now explore whether or not the chosen texture of the neutrino mass matrix is empirically acceptable. We
can construct the mass matrix by using the allowed values of the experimental input parameters such as the mixing
angles, mass squared differences and ratio r and test whether or not the other experimental constraints are respected.
We now proceed to discuss our results.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Our main aim is to study the phenomenological implication of two minor zeros in the neutrino mass matrix on the
total neutrino mass, the effective Majorana mass term, the electron anti-neutrino mass and Majorana CP violating
phases. From Eq. 17, it is clear that the CP violating Majorana phases α and β depend on θ and ϕ. Similarly, from
Eq. 18, it is clear that neutrino mass mi depends not only on θ, ϕ but also on the mass squared differences ∆m2

21 and
∆m2

32. Moreover, all the neutrino oscillation parameters also depend only on the value of θ and ϕ. We first perform a
χ2 analysis to find the best fit values of our model parameters θ and ϕ and test the validity of our model. We define
the χ2 as follows:

χ2 =
3∑

i=1

(
θcali − θexpi

)2

(σexp
i )2

+
∑

j=21,32

(
∆mcal

j −∆mexp
j

)2

(σexp
j )2

, (19)

where θi = (θ12, θ13, θ23) and ∆mj = (∆m2
21, ∆m2

32). Here θcali and ∆mcal
j represent the calculated value of θi and

∆mj , respectively, whereas, θ
exp
i and ∆mexp

j are the measured central values of θi and ∆mj , respectively. The θcali
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and ∆mcal
j depend on two unknown model parameters, namely θ and ϕ. The σexp

i and σexp
j are the uncertainties cor-

responding to the measured value of θi and ∆mj respectively. The central values and the corresponding uncertainties
in each parameter, obtained from NuFIT [51], are reported in Table. II. Besides the best fit values of θ and ϕ, the χ2

analysis also will return the best fit values of the neutrino oscillation parameters such as the three mixing angles and
the two mass squared differences for each class of two minor zero patterns. Moreover, we use the 3σ allowed range of
r to constrain the values of the neutrino masses.

parameter Normal ordering(best fit) inverted ordering (∆χ2 = 7.1)
bfp±1σ 3σ ranges bfp±1σ 3σ ranges

θ◦12 33.44+0.77
−0.74 31.27→ 35.86 33.45+0.77

−0.74 31.27→ 35.87

θ◦23 49.2+1.0
−1.3 39.5→ 52.0 49.5+1.0

−1.2 39.8→ 52.1

θ◦13 8.57+0.13
−0.12 8.20→ 8.97 8.60+0.12

−0.12 8.24→ 8.98

δ◦ 194+52
−25 105→ 405 287+27

−32 192→ 361
∆m2

21
10−5eV 2 7.42+0.21

−0.20 6.82→ 8.04 7.42+0.21
−0.20 6.82→ 8.04

∆m2
3l

10−3eV 2 +2.515+0.028
−0.028 +2.431→ +2.599 −2.498+0.028

−0.029 -2.584→ -2.413

TABLE II: Neutrino oscillation parameters from NuFIT [51].

We now proceed to analyse all the two minor zero classes one by one.

A. Class: A1

Class A1 corresponds to the minor zero for the (3, 3) and the (3, 2) elements of the neutrino mass matrix. The
corresponding equations satisfying two minor zero conditions can be written as

(M)ee(M)µµ − (M)eµ(M)µe = 0 ,

(M)ee(M)µτ − (M)µe(M)eτ = 0 . (20)

Using Eq. 16, the mass ratios for TM1 can be expressed as

m1

m2
e−2iα =

− cos θ

2
√
3( 1√

3
cos θ + 1√

2
sin θe−iϕ)

,

m1

m3
e−2iβ =

− sin θ

2
√
3( 1√

3
sin θ − 1√

2
cos θe−iϕ)

,

m3

m2
e−2i(α+β) =

cos θ( 1√
3
sin θ − 1√

2
cos θe−iϕ)

sin θ( 1√
3
cos θ + 1√

2
sin θe−iϕ)

. (21)

Similarly, for TM2 mixing matrix, the mass ratios can be expressed as

m1

m2
e−2iα =

−(cos θ +
√
3 sin θeiϕ)

2 cos θ
,

m1

m3
e−2iβ =

sin θ( 1√
6
cos θ + 1√

2
sin θeiϕ)

cos θ( 1√
6
sin θ − 1√

2
cos θeiϕ)

,

m3

m2
e−2i(α+β) =

− sin θ +
√
3 cos θeiϕ

2 sin θ
. (22)

The best fit values of our model parameters θ and ϕ along with all the neutrino oscillation parameters namely, the
three mixing angles (θ13, θ23, θ12), two mass squared differences (∆m2

21, ∆m2
32), the Jarsklog invariant J and Dirac

CP violating phase δ obtained for this class is reported in Table. III. It is evident from Eq. 6 and Eq. 7 that θ23
is invariant under the transformation ϕ → (2π − ϕ), hence we get two best fit values of ϕ. Similarly, we get two
values of J and δ corresponding to two best fit values of ϕ. The best fit values of the mixing angles θ12, θ13 and
the mass squared differences ∆m2

21, ∆m2
32 obtained for this class are compatible with the experimentally measured

values reported in Table. II. It is observed that, in case of TM2 mixing matrix, the best fit value of θ23 is compatible
with the experimentally measured value but for TM1 mixing matrix the best fit value deviates significantly from the
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Mixing matrix χ2
min ϕ◦ θ◦ θ◦12 θ◦13 θ◦23 J δ◦ ∆m2

21 (10
−5eV2) ∆m2

32 (10
−3eV2)

TM1 33.37 101.67, 258.32 14.67 34.37 8.41 42.62 ±3.26× 10−2 79.32, 280.68 7.47 2.50
TM2 20.61 37.59, 322.41 10.03 35.68 8.17 49.61 ±2.01× 10−2 38.17, 321.83 7.55 2.48

TABLE III: Best fit values of ϕ◦, θ◦, θ◦12, θ
◦
13, θ

◦
23, J, δ

◦ , ∆m2
21 (10

−5eV2) and ∆m2
32 (10

−3eV2) for TM1 and TM2

mixing matrix.

experimentally measured value. Moreover, in case of TM2 mixing matrix, the best fit value of θ12 deviates from the
measured value of θ12 at more than 2σ significance.

For the TM1 mixing matrix, we use Eq. 6 and vary θ13 within 3σ from the central value and obtain the 3σ allowed
range of θ to be (14.26◦ − 15.64◦). Using the allowed range of θ and imposing the additional constraint coming from
r, we obtain the allowed ranges of θ12 and θ23 to be (34.25◦ − 34.42◦) and (40.01◦ − 44.02◦), respectively. It is clear
that the value of θ23 obtained in this case lies in the lower octant, i.e, for the TM1 mixing matrix, this pattern prefers
the atmospheric mixing angle to be smaller than π/4. We show the variation of θ23 as a function of the unknown
parameter ϕ in Fig. 1a. The corresponding best fit value of θ23 is shown with ’*’ mark in Fig. 1a. We show the
variation of J and δ as a function of ϕ in Fig. 1b and Fig. 1c, respectively. It is observed that the Jarlskog rephasing
invariant J and the Dirac CP violating phase δ are restricted to two regions. We obtain the 3σ allowed ranges of J and
δ to be [(−3.12× 10−2,−3.43× 10−2), (3.12× 10−2, 3.43× 10−2)] and [(68.66, 85.48)◦, (274.51, 291.33)◦], respectively.

For the TM2 mixing matrix, we use Eq. 7 and obtain the 3σ allowed range of θ to be (10.03◦ − 10.99◦). The
corresponding allowed ranges of θ12 and θ23 are found to be (35.68◦ − 35.75◦) and (39.00◦ − 50.99◦), respectively.
We show the variation of θ23 as a function of the unknown parameter ϕ in Fig. 2a. We also show the variation of
J and δ as a function of ϕ in Fig. 2b and Fig. 2c, respectively. The 3σ allowed ranges of J and δ are found to be
[0,±3.39× 10−2] and [(0, 90)◦, (270, 360)◦], respectively.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 1: (a) Variation of θ23 as a function of ϕ, (b) variation of J as a function of ϕ, and (c) variation of δ as a
function of ϕ for TM1 mixing matrix. The ’∗’ mark in the figures represents the best fit value.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 2: (a) Variation of θ23 as a function of ϕ, (b) variation of J as a function of ϕ, and (c) variation of δ as a
function of ϕ for TM2 mixing matrix. The ’∗’ mark in the figures represents the best fit value.
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We show the variation of neutrino masses m1, m2 and m3 as a function of ϕ in Fig 3a and Fig. 4a for TM1 and
TM2 mixing matrix, respectively. It shows normal mass ordering for both TM1 and TM2 mixing matrix. In Fig 3b
and Fig. 4b, we show the variation of

∑
mi as a function of ϕ. The correlation of Mee and

∑
mi for TM1 and TM2

mixing matrix are shown in Fig. 3c and Fig. 4c, respectively. In Fig. 3d and Fig. 4d, we have shown the correlation
of mν with

∑
mi for TM1 and TM2 mixing matrix, respectively. The variation of Majorana phases α and β as a

function of ϕ is shown in Fig. 3e and Fig. 3f for TM1 mixing matrix and in Fig. 4e and Fig. 4f for TM2 mixing matrix,
respectively.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 3: (a) Variation of m1, m2, m3 as a function of ϕ, (b) variation of
∑

mi as a function of ϕ, (c) correlation
between

∑
mi and Mee, (d) correlation between

∑
mi and mν , (e) variation of α as a function of ϕ, and (f)

variation of β as a function of ϕ for TM1 mixing matrix.

The best fit values and the corresponding 3σ allowed ranges of the absolute neutrino mass scale, the effective
Majorana neutrino mass, the effective electron anti-neutrino mass and CP violating phases α and β are listed in
Table. IV. It is observed that the CP violating Majorana phases α and β are restricted to two regions. The best fit
values of α and β are obtained to be ±9.28 and ±33.48, respectively for TM1 mixing matrix and for TM2 mixing
matrix the best fit values of α and β are ±6.62 and ±16.46, respectively. The upper bound of Mee obtained for this
class is of O(10−2) and is within the sensitivity reach of neutrinoless double beta decay, The upper bound on the
effective electron anti-neutrino mass mν < 0.012 eV is beyond the reach of current β decay experiments.

Mixing Values
∑

mi (eV) Mee (eV) mν (eV) α◦ β◦

matrix

TM1
Best fit 0.066 0.006 0.010 ±9.28 ±33.48
3σ Range [0.060, 0.073] [0.001, 0.007] [0.009, 0.011] [(−10.03,−8.84), (8.84, 10.03)] [(−36.79,−27.82), (27.82, 36.79)]

TM2
Best fit 0.069 0.009 0.011 ±6.62 ±16.46
3σ Range [0.058, 0.071] [0.005, 0.010] [0.009, 0.012] [0,±9.18] [0,±44.99]

TABLE IV: Best fit and 3σ allowed range of
∑

mi(eV), Mee(eV), mν(eV), α◦ and β◦ for Class A1.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 4: (a) Variation of m1, m2, m3 as a function of ϕ, (b) variation of
∑

mi as a function of ϕ, (c) correlation
between

∑
mi and Mee, (d) correlation between

∑
mi and mν , (e) variation of α as a function of ϕ, and (f)

variation of β as a function of ϕ for TM2 mixing matrix.

B. Class: A2

For Class A2, the minors corresponding to the (2, 2) and (3, 2) elements of the neutrino mass matrix are zero. The
minor zero conditions for this class can be written in terms of the neutrino mass matrix elements as

(M)ee(M)ττ − (M)eτ (M)τe = 0 ,

(M)ee(M)µτ − (M)µe(M)eτ = 0 . (23)

The mass ratios for TM1 and TM2 mixing matrix can be expressed as

m1

m2
e−2iα =

− cos θ

2
√
3( 1√

3
cos θ − 1√

2
sin θe−iϕ)

,

m1

m3
e−2iβ =

− sin θ

2
√
3( 1√

3
sin θ + 1√

2
cos θe−iϕ)

,

m3

m2
e−2i(α+β) =

cos θ( 1√
3
sin θ + 1√

2
cos θe−iϕ)

sin θ( 1√
3
cos θ − 1√

2
sin θe−iϕ)

. (24)

and

m1

m2
e−2iα =

− cos θ +
√
3 sin θeiϕ

2 cos θ
,

m1

m3
e−2iβ =

sin θ( 1√
6
cos θ − 1√

2
sin θeiϕ)

cos θ( 1√
6
sin θ + 1√

2
cos θeiϕ)

,

m3

m2
e−2i(α+β) =

−(sin θ +
√
3 cos θeiϕ)

2 sin θ
. (25)
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The best fit values of our model parameters θ and ϕ along with all the neutrino oscillation parameters namely, the
three mixing angles (θ13, θ23, θ12), two mass squared differences (∆m2

21, ∆m2
32), the Jarsklog invariant J and Dirac

CP violating phase δ obtained for this class is reported in Table. V. The best fit values of the mixing angles θ12, θ13,
θ23 and the mass squared differences ∆m2

21, ∆m2
32 obtained are compatible with the experimentally measured values.

It should, however, be noted that the best fit value of θ12 for the TM2 mixing matrix differs from the experimentally
measured central value at more than 2σ significance. This is quite a generic feature of TM2 mixing matrix.

Mixing matrix χ2
min ϕ◦ θ◦ θ◦12 θ◦13 θ◦23 J δ◦ ∆m2

21 (10
−5eV2) ∆m2

32 (10
−3eV2)

TM1 1.65 72.55, 287.45 15.02 34.33 8.60 48.60 ±3.25× 10−2 74.07, 285.93 7.42 2.59
TM2 23.28 46.68, 313.31 10.00 35.67 8.14 48.96 ±2.39× 10−2 47.29, 312.71 7.62 2.47

TABLE V: Best fit values of ϕ◦, θ◦, θ◦12, θ
◦
13, θ

◦
23, J , δ

◦ , ∆m2
21 (10

−5eV2) and ∆m2
32 (10

−3eV2) for Class A2.

For the TM1 mixing matrix, the allowed range of θ, obtained by using the 3σ experimental range of θ13 reported
in Table. II, is (14.26◦ − 15.64◦). Using the allowed range of θ, we obtain the allowed ranges of θ12 and θ23 to be
(34.25◦ − 34.42◦) and (45.97◦ − 49.98◦), respectively. We also use the constraint coming from r to constrain the
allowed parameter space. It is clear that the value of θ23 obtained in this case lies in the upper octant, i.e, for the
TM1 mixing matrix, this pattern prefers the atmospheric mixing angle to be higher than π/4. We show the variation
of J and δ as a function of ϕ in Fig. 5b and Fig. 5c, respectively. We obtain the 3σ allowed ranges of J and δ to be
[(−3.12×10−2,−3.43×10−2), (3.12×10−2, 3.43×10−2)] and [(68.66, 85.48)◦, (274.51, 291.33)◦], respectively. Similar
to Class A1, it is observed that the Jarlskog rephasing invariant J and the Dirac CP violating phase δ are restricted
to two regions.

For the TM2 mixing matrix, the 3σ allowed range of θ is found to be (10.03◦ − 10.99◦). Corresponding 3σ allowed
range of θ12 and θ23 are (35.68◦ − 35.75◦) and (39.00◦ − 50.99◦), respectively. We show the variation of θ23 as a
function of the unknown parameter ϕ in Fig. 6a. The 3σ allowed ranges of J and δ are found to be [0,±3.39× 10−2]
and [(0, 90)◦, (270, 360)◦], respectively. We also show the variation of J and δ as a function of ϕ in Fig. 6b and Fig. 6c,
respectively.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 5: (a) Variation of θ23 as a function of ϕ, (b) variation of J as a function of ϕ, and (c) variation of δ as a
function of ϕ for TM1 mixing matrix. The ’∗’ mark in the figures represents the best fit value.

Let us now proceed to discuss the phenomenological implication of class A2 pattern on neutrino masses, the effective
Majorana mass, effective electron antineutrino mass and the CP violating Majorana phases. We show the variation
of neutrino masses m1, m2 and m3 as a function of ϕ in Fig 7a and Fig. 8a for the TM1 and the TM2 mixing matrix,
respectively. In each case, they show normal mass ordering. The variation of

∑
mi as a function of ϕ is shown

in Fig 7b and Fig. 8b for TM1 and TM2 mixing matrix, respectively. In Fig. 7c and Fig. 8c, we have shown the
correlation of Mee and

∑
mi for both the mixing matrix, respectively. We have shown the correlation of mν with∑

mi for TM1 and TM2 mixing matrix in Fig. 7d and Fig. 8d, respectively. Also in Fig. 7e and Fig. 8e, we have
shown the variation of α with respect to ϕ for both TM1 and TM2 mixing matrix, respectively. In Fig. 7f and Fig. 8f,
we have shown the variation of β with respect to ϕ for both the mixing matrix. The phenomenology of this class is
quite similar to class A1.

The best fit values and the corresponding allowed ranges of the absolute neutrino mass scale, the effective Majorana
mass , the effective electron anti-neutrino mass and Majorana CP violating phases for this class are listed in Table. VI.
The best fit values and the allowed ranges of each observables obtained for this class are quite similar to the values
obtained for class A1.
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 6: (a) Variation of θ23 as a function of ϕ, (b) variation of J as a function of ϕ, and (c) variation of δ as a
function of ϕ for TM2 mixing matrix. The ’∗’ mark in the figures represents the best fit value.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 7: (a) Variation of m1, m2, m3 as a function of ϕ, (b) variation of
∑

mi as a function of ϕ, (c) correlation
between

∑
mi and Mee, (d) correlation between

∑
mi and mν , (e) variation of α as a function of ϕ, and (f)

variation of β as a function of ϕ for TM1 mixing matrix.

Mixing Values
∑

mi (eV) Mee (eV) mν (eV) α◦ β◦

matrix

TM1
Best fit 0.066 0.006 0.010 ±9.58 ±30.73
3σ Range [0.060, 0.073] [0.006, 0.007] [0.009, 0.012] [(−10.03,−8.84), (8.84, 10.03)] [(−36.79,−27.82), (27.82, 36.79)]

TM2
Best fit 0.064 0.006 0.009 ±7.84 ±29.21
3σ Range [0.057, 0.071] [0.006, 0.009] [0.008, 0.012] [0,±9.18] [0,±44.99]

TABLE VI: Best fit and 3σ allowed range of
∑

mi(eV), Mee(eV), mν(eV), α◦ and β◦ for Class A2.



12

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 8: (a) Variation of m1, m2, m3 as a function of ϕ, (b) variation of
∑

mi as a function of ϕ, (c) correlation
between

∑
mi and Mee, (d) correlation between

∑
mi and mν , (e) variation of α as a function of ϕ, and (f)

variation of β as a function of ϕ for TM2 mixing matrix.

C. Other Classes

The classes B3, B4, B5, B6, S1, S2, F1, F2 and F3 are not acceptable for both TM1 and TM2 mixing matrix because
the value of r obtained for these classes are not within the experimental range. Similarly, the classes S3, F4 and F5

are not allowed since they predict m1 = m2 for both TM1 and TM2 mixing matrix respectively. Moreover, the class D
is also not allowed as this class predicts m3 = m2 for TM1 mixing and m1 = m3 for TM2 mixing matrix, respectively.

V. DEGREE OF FINE TUNING IN THE NEUTRINO MASS MATRIX

It should be noted that minimum χ2 alone is not sufficient to determine the best mass model because it does not
provide any information regarding the degree of fine tuning in the mass matrix elements that is needed to reproduce
the experimental data. In order to clarify this issue, we will present a quantitative analysis regarding the degree of
fine tuning in the elements of the neutrino mass matrix. In case of TM1 and TM2 mixing matrix, the elements of the
neutrino mass matrix depend on two unknown parameters θ and ϕ. The dimensionless quantity dFT which measures
the amount of fine tuning in the neutrino mass matrix element is defined as the sum of the absolute values of the
ratios between each parameter and its error [15, 52]. We define dFT as

dFT =
∑∣∣∣pari

erri

∣∣∣ , (26)

where pari is the best fit values of the parameters θ and ϕ, respectively. The error erri for each parameter is calculated
from the shift in the best fit value that changes χ2

min value by one unit while keeping other parameters fixed at their
best fit values. Also we define dData as the ratio of sum of absolute values of each parameter and their error. Using
the data from Table. II, we obtain dData to be around 100. The dFT parameter can provide a rough estimate of the
degree of fine tuning in the mass matrix elements because if the dFT value is large then there will be large difference
in the χ2 for a small change in the corresponding parameter. Hence a large value of dFT corresponds to a strong fine
tuning of the mass matrix elements and vice versa. The χ2

min value and the corresponding value of the dFT parameter
for Class A1 and Class A2 for the TM1 and the TM2 mixing matrix are listed in the Table. VII.
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Mixing Class χ2
min dFT

matrix

TM1
A1 33.37 1.24×102

A2 1.65 5.63×102

TM2
A1 20.61 1.25
A2 23.28 1.30

TABLE VII: χ2
min and dFT values for class A1 and A2 in case of TM1 and TM2 mixing matrix.

It is evident from Table. VII that the fine tuning parameter dFT is quite small in case of TM2 mixing matrix for
class A1 and A2 pattern. However, the dFT value is quite large in case of TM1 mixing matrix for both the classes
although the χ2

min value obtained for class A2 is quite small. Based on the dFT value, one can conclude that the
degree of fine tuning in the mass matrix element is quite strong in case of TM1 mixing matrix.

VI. SYMMETRY REALIZATION

We can realize the symmetry of two minor zero in neutrino mass matrix through type-I seesaw mechanism along
with Abelian symmetry. For generating leptonic mass matrix, we need three right handed neutrinos νRp (p = 1, 2, 3),
three right handed charged leptons lRp and three left handed lepton doublets DLp. Along with these, we need Higgs
doublet for non zero elements (Ml)pq or (MD)pq, and scalar singlet for non zero elements (MR)pq where q = 1, 2, 3.
Higgs doublets get vacuum expectation values (vevs) at the electroweak scale and the scalar singlets get the vevs at
the seesaw scale. We follow the procedure discussed in Refs. [10, 20] to present the symmetry realization of class A1

using Z8 symmetry group. Under Z8 symmetry, the leptons of first family remain invariant, leptons of second family
changes sign and leptons of third family get multiplied by ω = exp( iπ4 ).

The leptonic fields under Z8 transform as

l̄R1 → l̄R1 , ν̄R1 → ν̄R1 , DL1 → D̄L1 ,

l̄R2 → ω4 l̄R2 , ν̄R2 → ω4ν̄R2 , DL2 → ω4D̄L2 ,

l̄R3 → ωl̄R3 , ν̄R3 → ων̄R3 , DL3 → ω7D̄L3 , (27)

The bilinears l̄Rp DLq and ν̄Rp DLq relevant for (Ml)pq and (MD)pq transform as

l̄Rp DLq
∼= ν̄Rp DLq

∼=

 1 ω4 ω7

ω4 1 ω3

ω ω5 1

 (28)

and the bilinears ν̄Rpν̄Rq relevant for (MR)pq transform as

ν̄Rpν̄Rq
∼=

 1 ω4 ω
ω4 1 ω5

ω ω5 ω2

 . (29)

Under these transformation the diagonal Dirac mass matrices are generated automatically for both charged leptons
and neutrinos. Also, under Z8 transformation the elements (1, 1) and (2, 2) of Majorana mass matrix MR remain
invariant. We can obtain non zero elements (1, 2) by introducing real scalar field χ12 which changes sign under Z8

transformation and (1, 3) by introducing complex scalar fields χ13 which under Z8 transformation gets multiplied by
ω7 for MR. In the absence of any scalar singlets other elements of MR remain zero . The Majorana mass matrix MR

can be written as

MR =

1 b c
b 1 0
c 0 0

 . (30)

This gives two minor zero conditions corresponding to Class A1 in the neutrino mass matrix. Class A2 can also be
realised similarly for different MR.
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VII. CONCLUSION

We explore the consequences of two minor zeros in the neutrino mass matrix using trimaximal mixing matrix.
There are total fifteen possible patterns and out of these only two patterns namely class A1 and class A2 are found to
be phenomenologically acceptable for TM1 and TM2 mixing matrix, respectively. We perform a naive χ2 analysis to
find the best fit values of the two unknown parameters θ and ϕ of the TM mixing matrix. We include five observables
in our χ2 analysis namely, the three mixing angles (θ13, θ12, θ23) and the two mass squared differences (∆m2

21,∆m2
32).

It is found that class A2 with TM1 mixing matrix provides the best fit to the experimental results. All the patterns
show normal mass ordering. We also give prediction of several unknown parameters such as the absolute neutrino
mass scale, the effective Majorana mass, the effective electron antineutrino mass, three CP violating phases and the
Jarlskog invariant measure of CP violation. The effective Majorana mass obtained for each pattern is within the reach
of neutrinoless double beta decay experiment. The upper bound on the effective electron anti-neutrino mass obtained
for each pattern is beyond the reach of current β decay experiments. We also discuss the degree of fine tuning in
the elements of the mass matrix for all the patterns by introducing a new parameter dFT . We observe that for the
class A1 and A2 with TM2 mixing matrix, the fine tuning among the elements of the mass matrix is small compared
to TM1 mixing matrix. Moreover, we also discuss the symmetry realization of Class A1 in the framework of type-I
seesaw model using Abelian symmetry group Z8.

Appendix A

The elements of neutrino mass matrix using TM1 mixing matrix can be written as

(M)ee =
2

3
m1 +

1

3
cos2 θm2 e

2iα +
1

3
sin2 θm3 e

2 i β ,

(M)eµ = (−1

3
)m1 + (

1

3
cos2 θ − 1√

6
sin θ cos θeiϕ)m2e

2iα + (
1

3
sin2 θ +

1√
6
sin θ cos θeiϕ)m3e

2iβ ,

(M)eτ = (−1

3
)m1 + (

1

3
cos2 θ +

1√
6
sin θ cos θeiϕ)m2e

2iα + (
1

3
sin2 θ − 1√

6
sin θ cos θeiϕ)m3e

2iβ ,

(M)µµ =
1

6
m1 + (

1√
3
cos θ − 1√

2
sin θeiϕ)2m2e

2iα + (
1√
3
sin θ +

1√
2
cos θeiϕ)2m3e

2iβ ,

(M)µτ =
1

6
m1 + (

1

3
cos2 θ − 1

2
sin2 θe2iϕ)m2e

2iα + (
1

3
sin2 θ − 1

2
cos2 θe2iϕ)m3e

2iβ ,

(M)ττ =
1

6
m1 + (

1√
3
cos θ +

1√
2
sin θeiϕ)2e2iα + (

1√
3
sin θ − 1√

2
cos θeiϕ)2m3e

2iβ . (A1)

Using TM2 mixing matrix, we can write the elements of neutrino mass matrix as

(M)ee = (
2

3
cos2 θ)m1 +

1

3
m2 e

2iα + (
2

3
sin2 θ)m3 e

2 i β ,

(M)eµ = (−1

3
cos2 θ +

1√
3
sin θ cos θe−iϕ)m1 +

1

3
m2e

2iα + (−1

3
sin2 θ − 1√

3
sin θ cos θe−iϕ)m3e

2iβ ,

(M)eτ = (−1

3
cos2 θ − 1√

3
sin θ cos θe−iϕ)m1 +

1

3
m2e

2iα + (−1

3
sin2 θ +

1√
3
sin θ cos θe−iϕ)m3e

2iβ ,

(M)µµ = (− 1√
6
cos θ +

1√
2
sin θe−iϕ)2m1 +

1

3
m2e

2iα + (
1√
6
sin θ +

1√
2
cos θe−iϕ)2m3e

2iβ ,

(M)µτ = (
1

6
cos2 θ − 1

2
sin2 θe−2iϕ)m1 +

1

3
m2e

2iα + (
1

6
sin2 θ − 1

2
cos2 θe−2iϕ)m3e

2iβ ,

(M)ττ = (
1√
6
cos θ +

1√
2
sin θe−iϕ)2m1 +

1

3
m2e

2iα + (− 1√
6
sin θ +

1√
2
cos θe−iϕ)2m3e

2iβ . (A2)
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