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Abstract

A randomly generated complex symmetric matrix using Adaptive
Monte Carlo method, is taken as a general form of Majorana neutrino
mass matrix, which is diagonalized by the use of eigenvectors. We
extract all the neutrino oscillation parameters i.e. two mass-squared
differences (∆m2

21 and ∆m2
32 ), three mixing angles (θ12, θ13, θ23) and

three phases i.e. one Dirac CP violating phase (δCP ) and two Majo-
rana phases (α and β). The charge-parity (CP) violating phases are
extracted from the mixing matrix constructed with the eigenvectors
of the Hermitian matrix formed by the complex symmetric matrix.
All the neutrino oscillation parameters within 3σ bound are allowed
in both normal hierarchy (NH) and inverted hierarchy (IH) consistent
with the latest Planck cosmological upper bound,

∑
|mi| < 0.12 eV.

This latest cosmological upper bound is allowed only in three cases of
zero texture for m11 = 0; m11,m12 = 0 and m11,m13 = 0 in normal
hierarchy whereas none of zero texture is allowed in inverted hierarchy.
We also study effective neutrino masses mβ in tritium beta decay and
mββ in neutrinoless double beta decay.
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1 Introduction

The present neutrino oscillation data confirms that neutrinos have very tiny
but non-zero masses. These tiny masses of neutrinos are elegantly explained
by the celebrated seesaw mechanism[1, 2]. Texture of neutrino mass matrices,
is one of the major issues in neutrino physics. Attempts have been made[3,
4, 5, 6] to construct possible neutrino mass matrices, including zero-texture
models. However, the ambiguity in the choice of the correct form of this
texture, is not yet resolved. With the hope to discriminate among these
theoretically predicted possible textures, we adopt a different approach that
may give some hints on the correct structure of the Majorana neutrino mass
matrix consistent with the presently available neutrino oscillation data. One
such approach is the Adaptive Monte Carlo method for randomly generating
the complex Majorana neutrino mass matrix[7, 8].

A Majorana maas matrix, mν can be constructed by using a set of six
real numbers as well as a set of six complex numbers. A set of real numbers
can form only a symmetric Majorana mass matrix for charge-parity (CP)
conserving case with Dirac phase, δCP = 0. This Majorana neutrino mass
matrix is diagonalized the use of the standard mixing matrix, U as follows,

Mdiag = diag(m1,m2,m3) = UTmνU (1)

For CP non-conserving case with δCP ̸= 0, a 3×3 complex symmetric matrix
is taken as a general form of Majorana mass matrix, mν . Using complex
symmetric mass matrix, one can construct a Hermitian matrix h as h =
mνm

†
ν , which is digonalized as[9]

U †hU = diag(m2
1,m

2
2,m

2
3) = D (2)

where the U is mixing matrix constructed with the eigenvectors of h and m2
i

(i=1,2,3) are the mass-squared eigenvalues.
The general form of Majorana neutrino mass matrix has the following

structure:

mν =

 a b c
b d e
c e f

 =

 m11e
iϕ11 m12e

iϕ12 m13e
iϕ13

m12e
iϕ12 m22e

iϕ22 m23e
iϕ23

m13e
iϕ13 m23e

iϕ23 m33e
iϕ33

 (3)
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One of the major reasons for considering complex symmetric matrix is
to extract the charge-parity (CP) violating one Dirac phase and two Majo-
rana phases. A real symmetric matrix gives only real eigenvectors whereas a
complex symmetric matrix gives complex eigenvectors. The elements of mix-
ing matrix, U constructed by eigenvectors, should also be complex numbers
which lead to CP-violating phases. The general form of mixing matrix, U
takes the following form[10]

U =

 c13c12 c13s12 s13e
−iδCP

−c23s12 − c12s13s23e
−iδCP c12c23 − s12s13s23e

−iδCP c13s23
s12s23 − c12s13c23e

−iδCP −c12s23 − c23s13s12e
−iδCP c13c23

 .P

(4)

where sij = sin θij, cij = cos θij and δCP=Dirac CP violating phase. The
matrix P = diag(1, e−iα1/2, e−iα2/2) has two Majorana CP phases α1 and
α2. From the complex mixing matrix U and D, we can extract all neu-
trino oscillation data including the Dirac and Majorana CP-violating phases
by using the following relations[11]: ∆m2

21 = m2
2 − m2

1; ∆m2
32 = m2

3 − m2
2;

tan θ12 = |Ue2|
|Ue1| ; tan θ23 = |Uµ3|

|Uτ3| ; sin θ13 = |Ue3|.

For one Dirac CP-phase[11],

JCP = Im[Ue1Uµ2U
∗
e2U

∗
µ] = s12c12s23c23c13s13 sin δCP (5)

For two Majorana phases[11],

I1 = Im[U∗
e1Ue2] = c12c

2
13s12 sin(

α

2
) (6)

I2 = Im[U∗
e1Ue3] = c12c13s13 sin(

β

2
− δ) (7)

where JCP is the Jarlskog rephasing invariant quantity that measures the
magnitude of Dirac CP violatrion, and I1 and I2 are other two invariant
quantities that measure the magnitude of Majorana CP violation.

The present work is an attempt to construct a possible Majorana neu-
trino mass structure that can give all neutrino oscillation data within 3σ
bound[12, 13, 14]. There are generally two popular approaches to restrict
the form of neutrino mass matrices namely, “top-down approach” - where
the neutrino oscillation parameters are predicted from a given neutrino mass

3



matrix and “bottom-up approach”- where the existing neutrino oscillation
data determine possible texture of the neutrino mass matrix. The first
method“top-down approach” relies on theoretical models associated with
some discrete symmetries like S3, S4, A4, A5 etc[15, 16, 17] and the second
method “bottom up approach” relies on the numerical analysis. We have used
“bottom-up approach” to construct possible neutrino mass matrix numeri-
cally with the available oscillation data within 3σ bound[12]. The presently
available neutrino oscillation data includes two mass-squared difference i.e.
solar mass-squared difference (∆m2

21) and atmospheric mass-squared differ-
ence (∆m2

32); three neutrino mixing angles i.e. solar mixing angle (θ12),
reactor mixing angle (θ13) and atmospheric mixing angle (θ23) and one Dirac
CP violating phase (δCP ) respectively.

In this present study, a general complex Majorana neutrino mass matrix
constructed with random input parameters, is diagonalized to generate an
eigen-system which in turn predicts neutrino oscillation parameters consis-
tent with the presently available oscillation data. The latest Planck cosmo-
logical upper bound on the sum of three absolute neutrino mass eigenvalues,∑

|mi| < 0.12eV [18, 19] is used as a constraint in the numerical analysis.
Some texture models[20, 21] are also possible to study numerically. One
zero texture and two zero texture are studied in both normal hierarchy and
inverted hierarchy within this latest cosmological bound.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we give a brief outline of
Adaptive Monte Carlo Method for generating Majorana mass matrix. Sec-
tion 3 is devoted to numerical analysis and results. In Section 4, we give a
summary and discussion.

2 Adaptive Monte Carlo method for gener-

ating Majorana mass matrix

The Dirac CP-violating phase can not be extracted from the real symmetric
mass matrix. In order to extract the Dirac CP violating phase, the mass
matrix should be a complex one i.e. all the elements of mass matrix are
taken in the form of complex number as given below

mν =

 a1 + ia2 b1 + ib2 c1 + ic2
b1 + ib2 d1 + id2 e1 + ie2
c1 + ic2 e1 + ie2 f1 + if2

 (8)
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To construct numerically such a complex symmetric matrix, twelve real
numbers are required i.e. a set of six real numbers for real part {a1, b1, c1, d1, e1, f1}
and another set of six real numbers for imaginary part {a2, b2, c2, d2, e2, f2}.
These twelve real numbers are randomly generated within a given range,
which are allowed by the latest Planck cosmological upper bound,

∑
|mi| <

0.12 eV. For a particular Majorana neutrino mass matrix, the extracted two
mass-squared differences (∆m2

21 and ∆m2
32) and all the elements of neutrino

mixing matrix, UPMNS, are compared with the observed experimental values
given in Table 1[22, 23, 7]. The general structure of neutrino mixing matrix
(UPMNS) is given below:

U = UPMNS =

 Ue1 Ue2 Ue3

Uµ1 Uµ2 Uµ3

Uτ1 Uτ2 Uτ3

 (9)

where, tan θ12 = |Ue2|
|Ue1|

, tan θ23 = |Uµ3|
|Uτ3| , sin θ13 = |Ue3|.

i xi xcent
i σi

1 ∆m2
32[eV

2] 2.51 × 10−3 10−3

2 ∆m2
21[eV

2] 7.42 × 10−5 10−5

3 |Ue1| 0.835 0.045
4 |Ue2| 0.54 0.07
5 |Ue3| 0.148 0.1
6 |Uµ1| 0.355 0.165
7 |Uµ2| 0.575 0.155
8 |Uµ3| 0.7 0.12
9 |Uτ1| 0.365 0.165
10 |Uτ2| 0.59 0.15
11 |Uτ3| 0.685 0.125

Table 1: The best-fit absolute values of the neutrino mass-squared differences
and the elements of UPMNS with the 3σ uncertainties.

The rejection rule for a considered mass texture to be a possible solution
of Eq. (8) is defined as

(xcent
i − xi)

2

σ2
i

≤ 1

α2
(10)
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where, xcent
i and xi represent the experimentally observed best-fit values and

the numerically observed values of neutrino oscillation parameters respec-
tively, while σi and α are respectively the 3σ uncertainties and a parameter
which is used for fixing the assumed error σi. In the present analysis, we
put α = 1 so that the results are obtained within 3σ confidence level. If the
extracted values of oscillation parameters from the mass matrix, are found
to lie within the range of 3σ bound, then it is one of the possible solutions
to the general mass matrix of Eq.(8). To perform the numerical fitting of
the mass matrix, we are using the Adaptive Monte Carlo method[7, 8]. This
method also enables us to analyse a lot of possible solutions to the Majorana
mass matrix including some zero-texture predicted by theoretical models.

The algorithm of the Adaptive Monte Carlo method is briefly described.
It mainly works in two steps: (A) scattering and (B) Adaptive Monte Carlo.
In the scattering step-A: (i) it first randomly generates input parameters
i.e. a, b, c, d, e, f such that a = a1 + ia2, b = b1 + ib2, ...; (ii) diagonalize the
Hermitian matrix h constructed by the mν to extract the neutrino oscilla-
tion parameters and (ii) compare the observed oscillation parameters with
experimental data with the help of the χ2

i function

χ2
i =

(xcent
i − xi)

2

(σi

α
)2

. The input parameters are allowed and saved if χ2
i is less than the demanding

number which is generally greater than one. In step-B: (i) Adaptive Monte
Carlo first reads all possible points around each allowed points obtained in the
scattering. The algorithm sets the range of input parameter for nth iteration
(n=1,2,3,...,N) in such a way that xcent

i ± ξδ, where δ is an initial range and
ξ is a function defined as follows

ξ =

{
1, if n = 0
0.6/n, if n > 0

}
.

The program follows the three primary tasks i.e random number generation,
diagonalization and comparison with experimental data for N number of
iterations; (ii) it finally chooses the set of input parameters for which the
calculated value of χ2 is the lowest,

χ2 =
11∑
i=1

χ2
i .
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This set of input parameters is taken as “the best set” and it gives new
central value xcent

i as observed output data.

3 Numerical analysis and results

We find several possible solutions for the general Majorana neutrino mass
matrix by Adaptive Monte Carlo method. In the first step, possible rough
solutions for the mass matrix, are searched by giving a suitable demanding
number on the right side of rejection rule in Eq.(10). A certain number
of possible solutions are taken for consideration of numerical analysis and
each of possible solutions is represented by a set of points. If the demanding
number is equal to one, then all possible solutions are found within 3σ bound
of experimental data. In the second step, the algorithm finds a large numbers
of possible solutions about the surrounding of each of the points in the first
step, and then select the best one by using Adaptive Monte Carlo method.

In the numerical analysis of general Majorana mass matrix, we first find
the solutions for all non-zero elements. The two neutrino hierarchical mass
ordering i.e, normal hierarchy (m3 > m2 > m1) and inverted hierarchy
(m2 > m1 > m3) are considered in the analysis. The sum of the three abso-
lute mass eigenvalues given by latest Planck cosmological data,

∑
|mi| < 0.12

eV is used as a constraint in the generation of neutrino mass matrix. This cos-
mological upper bound still allows both normal hierarchy (NH) and inverted
hierarchy (IH) consistent with experimentally observed neutrino oscillation
data in case of neutrino mass structure whose elements are all non-zero. The
numerical values of oscillation parameters obtained in both NH and IH are
presented in Tables 3-4. In both NH and IH mass models the value of θ23 is
allowed both below and above 450. It is generally observed that the sum of
three absolute mass eigenvalues is little bit higher in inverted hierarchy than
the calculated sum in normal hierarchy.

All the elements in the general Majorana mass matrix can not be exactly
predicted by the theoretical model. Our numerical analysis can give a rough
ranges of elements of the mass matrix which are constrained by the low
energy neutrino oscillation data within 3σ bound. The absolute values of
the elements in the general complex symmetric mass matrix give value of
elements of Majorana mass matrix. The elements of Majorana mass matrix
are given by m11 = |a|, m12 = |b|, m13 = |c|, m22 = |d|, m23 = |e|, and
m33 = |f | respectively. The numerical values in both normal hierarchical and
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inverted hierarchical mass models are constrained by the latest cosmological
Planck upper bound,

∑
|mi| < 0.12. This Planck upper bound allows both

normal hierarchical (NH) and inverted hierarchical (IH) mass models.
The allowed range and best fit values of all mass elements of the Majorana

mass matrix and observable mass bounds calculated by the Adaptive Monte
Carlo method are given in Table 2. From the analysis of the numerical values
given in Table 2, we observe that the numerical values of all mass elements
are found at the order of 10−3 − 10−2. In the case NH mass model, the best
fit numerical values of the mass elements m11, m12, and m13 are of the order
of 10−3 whereas the best fit numerical values of the mass elements m22, m23

and m33 are of the order of 10−2. In the case IH mass model, the best fit
numerical values of the mass elements m11, m12, and m13 are of the order of
10−2 whereas the best fit numerical values of the mass elements m22, m23 and
m33 are of the order of 10−3. We can also calculate the other two important
parameters in neutrino physics namely the effective neutrino mass mββ of
neutrinoless double beta decay (0νββ) and effective electron neutrino mass
mβ from tritium beta decay using the following relations:

mββ =
3∑

i=1

|Uei|2mi; i = 1, 2, 3 (11)

and

mβ =

(
3∑

i=1

|Uei|2m2
i

)1/2

; i = 1, 2, 3. (12)

The experimental upper bound on effective neutrino mass and effective elec-
tron mass are given by mββ < (0.071−0.161) eV[24, 25, 26, 27] and mβ < 1.1
eV[28, 29, 30] respectively.

This numerical analysis also enable us to analyse some zero textures pre-
dicted by theoretical model. We study the special case for one-zero texture
i.e. a = 0. This one-zero texture is only allowed in normal hierarchical mass
model. Two-zero texture are mainly studied numerically. For 3 × 3 matrix,
there are fifteen possible cases for two-zero texture. Out of fifteen cases only
two case of two texture i.e. a, b = 0 and a, c = 0, are allowed in normal
hierarchy. None of the zero textures is found as a solution for neutrino mass
matrix. The zero textures allowed by NH have the following mass structures:

mν =

 0 b c
b d e
c e f

 ;mν =

 0 0 c
0 d e
c e f

 ;mν =

 0 b 0
b d e
0 e f


8



Normal hierarchy (NH) Inverted hierarchy (IH)
Parameters Range Best fit Range Best fit
m11 0.00139-0.02552 0.00483 0.01416-0.03695 0.02051
m12 0.00025-0.02146 0.01340 0.02013-0.03635 0.02824
m13 0.00048-0.02335 0.00436 0.02133-0.03463 0.03118
m22 0.00805-0.04067 0.02611 0.00521-0.02920 0.01215
m23 0.01381-0.03902 0.02498 0.00360-0.02091 0.01923
m33 0.00655-0.03874 0.02831 0.00417-0.03070 0.00949∑

|mi| 0.06875-0.11768 0.07979 0.10893-0.11999 0.11596
mββ 0.02642-0.05437 0.04043 0.01691-0.03289 0.02947
mβ 0.03173-0.05696 0.04452 0.02162-0.03459 0.03168

Table 2: The allowed range and best fitted absolute values of the neu-
trino mass elements in both normal and inverted hierarchical mass model
allowed by experimental data within 3σ uncertainties consistent with the
latest Planck mass bound

∑
|mi| < 0.12 eV.

The observed neutrino oscillation parameters obtained in NH for the cases
a = 0; a, b = 0 and a, c = 0 are given in Tables 5.

When the set of six real numbers for imaginary part {a2, b2, c2, d2, e2, f2}
is equal to zero, then complex symmetric matrix becomes a real symmetric
matrix. For such real symmetric Majorana mass matrix, we also estimate
all the elements in the mass matrix for both normal hierarchy (NH) and
inverted hierarchy, and we then plot their frequency spectrum. The physical
interpretation of frequency spectrum for the elements of the mass matrix is
given for both normal hierarchy (NH) in Figure 1 and inverted hierarchy (IH)
in Figure 2. In the case of NH, the frequency spectrum for the elements a,
b, and c shows preferable small values nearer to centre from both sides on
x-axis. The frequency spectrum for the elements d, e, and f shows preferable
small non-zero values farther away from the centre of both sides on x-axis.
The sine of three mixing angles found in both NH and IH shows two possible
allowed frequency peaks on both sides of x-axis, which are shown in Figure
3. The observed pattern of the elements a, b, c, d, e, and f is found to be
opposite in the case of IH. The graphical scatter plots for rough solutions
of the elements a, b and c in NH and IH are shown in the Figures 4(a)
and 4(c) respectively. The enlarged solutions for these elements are shown
in Figure4(b)(NH) and Figure4(d)(IH). For such real symmetric Majorana
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mass matrix, we also study two zero texture classified as
A1 : a, b = 0;
A2 : a, c = 0;
B1 : c, d = 0;
B2 : b, f = 0;
B3 : b, d = 0;
B4 : c, f = 0 and
C : d, f = 0.
These two zero texture are still allowed with the earlier cosmological

Planck upper bound,
∑

|mi| < 0.23 eV [31, 32] in both NH and IH mass
models. The latest cosmological Planck upper bound,

∑
|mi| < 0.12 eV

allows in only the case of two zero texture for A1 and A2.

10



Parameter I II III IV
∆m2

31[eV
2] 2.44 × 10−3 2.47 × 10−3 2.43 × 10−3 2.48 × 10−3

∆m2
21[eV

2] 7.29 × 10−5 7.21 × 10−5 7.56 × 10−5 7.48 × 10−5

|m1| 0.01669 0.01471 0.00713 0.01789
|m2| 0.01875 0.01699 0.01124 0.01987
|m3| 0.05214 0.05189 0.04985 0.053
|Ue1| 0.8407 0.8332 0.8357 0.8298
|Ue2| 0.5206 0.5325 0.5282 0.5385
|Ue3| 0.1488 0.1488 0.1502 0.1457
|Uµ1| 0.3421 0.3785 0.4053 0.3703
|Uµ2| 0.5852 0.5999 0.6121 0.5995
|Uµ3| 0.7351 0.7048 0.6789 0.7094
|Uτ1| 0.4197 0.4030 0.3705 0.4173
|Uτ2| 0.6216 0.5970 0.5883 0.5919
|Uτ3| 0.6613 0.6935 0.7186 0.6895
θ12/

0 31.76 32.58 32.29 32.98
θ13/

0 8.55 8.55 8.64 8.37
θ23/

0 48.02 45.46 43.37 45.81
δCP/

0 256.21 263.74 265.86 257.41
α/0 175.75 101.64 94.46 83.56
β/0 177.76 247.49 477.02 287.00∑

|mi|[eV ] 0.08759 0.0836 0.06824 0.09077

Table 3: The best central values of the neutrino oscillation parameters within
3σ bound of experimental data calculated by using Adaptive Monte Carlo
method in NH. All the neutrino oscillation parameters are found within 3σ
bound of experimental data consistent with the latest Planck cosmological
upper bound

∑
|mi| < 0.12 eV.
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Parameter I II III IV
∆m2

32[eV
2] 2.55 × 10−3 2.53 × 10−3 2.56 × 10−3 2.53 × 10−3

∆m2
21[eV

2] 7.36 × 10−5 7.19 × 10−5 7.41 × 10−5 7.98 × 10−5

|m1| 0.05045 0.05056 0.05017 0.04976
|m2| 0.05117 0.05127 0.05090 0.05055
|m3| 0.00813 0.0098 0.00512 0.00483
|Ue1| 0.8330 0.8288 0.8324 0.8238
|Ue2| 0.5322 0.5406 0.5335 0.5450
|Ue3| 0.1508 0.1435 0.1499 0.1554
|Uµ1| 0.3620 0.3611 0.3584 0.3728
|Uµ2| 0.6329 0.6001 0.5802 0.6445
|Uµ3| 0.6843 0.7137 0.7313 0.6674
|Uτ1| 0.4183 0.4272 0.4226 0.4269
|Uτ2| 0.5621 0.5894 0.6154 0.5361
|Uτ3| 0.7134 0.6855 0.6653 0.7282
θ12/

0 32.57 33.11 32.65 33.48
θ13/

0 8.67 8.25 8.62 8.94
θ23/

0 43.8 46.15 47.7 42.5
δCP/

0 246.14 251.96 259.74 241.41
α/0 149.51 48.09 119.88 89.27
β/0 244.69 130.54 388.35 394.59∑

|mi|[eV ] 0.1097 0.1116 0.1062 0.1051

Table 4: The best central values of the neutrino oscillation parameters within
3σ bound of experimental data calculated by using Adaptive Monte Carlo
method in IH. All the neutrino oscillation parameters are found within 3σ
bound of experimental data consistent with the latest Planck cosmological
upper bound

∑
|mi| < 0.12 eV.
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Parameter a = 0 a, b = 0 a, c = 0
∆m2

32[eV
2] 2.46 × 10−3 2.43 × 10−3 2.53 × 10−3

∆m2
21[eV

2] 7.42 × 10−5 7.59 × 10−5 7.39 × 10−5

|m1| 0.00285 0.00504 0.00522
|m2| 0.00907 0.01 0.01
|m3| 0.04968 0.04958 0.06587
|Ue1| 0.8411 0.8263 0.8214
|Ue2| 0.5209 0.5442 0.5517
|Ue3| 0.1451 0.1447 0.1441
|Uµ1| 0.3163 0.3761 0.4241
|Uµ2| 0.6235 0.6325 0.5406
|Uµ3| 0.7149 0.6769 0.7204
|Uτ1| 0.4386 0.4190 0.3811
|Uτ2| 0.5828 0.5518 0.6281
|Uτ3| 0.6839 0.7216 0.6783
θ12/

0 31.76 33.36 33.88
θ13/

0 8.34 8.32 8.28
θ23/

0 46.26 43.17 46.72
δCP/

0 231.54 246.73 246.80
α/0 8.36 119.03 131.8
β/0 360.40 499.94 420.12∑

|mi|[eV ] 0.06162 0.06470 0.06587

Table 5: The best central values of the neutrino oscillation parameters for
zero texture within 3σ bound of experimental data calculated by using Adap-
tive Monte Carlo method. All the neutrino oscillation parameters are found
within 3σ bound of experimental data consistent with the latest Planck cos-
mological upper bound

∑
|mi| < 0.12 eV.

4 Summary and conclusion

To summarize, we use the Adaptive Monte Carlo method for numerical anal-
ysis where the elements of Majorana neutrino mass matrix are randomly gen-
erated. The Majorana neutrino mass matrix should be complex matrix in or-
der to account for the CP violating Dirac phase. A complex symmetric mass
matrix is essentially considered for CP non-conserving case. Twelve param-
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Figure 1: Frequency spectrum for the elements of the neutrino mass matrix
in normal mass hierarchy (NH). The numerical values in region of higher
peak of frequency spectrum shows more possible solutions as compared to
lower peak region of the frequency spectrum.

14



-0.02 -0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03
0

5000

10000

15000

a (eV)

F
re
q
u
en
cy

(a)

-0.04 -0.02 0.00 0.02 0.04
0

5000

10000

15000

20000

25000

30000

b (eV)

F
re
q
u
en
cy

(b)

-0.04 -0.02 0.00 0.02 0.04
0

5000

10000

15000

20000

25000

c (eV)

F
re
q
u
en
cy

(c)

-0.02 -0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03
0

2000

4000

6000

8000

10000

12000

d (eV)

F
re
q
u
en
cy

(d)

-0.02 -0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02
0

2000

4000

6000

8000

10000

12000

e (eV)

F
re
q
u
en
cy

(e)

-0.02 -0.01 0.00 0.01
0

2000

4000

6000

8000

10000

12000

14000

f (eV)

F
re
q
u
en
cy

(f)

Figure 2: Frequency spectrum for the elements of the neutrino mass matrix
in inverted mass hierarchy (IH). The numerical values in region of higher
peak of frequency spectrum shows more possible solutions as compared to
lower peak region of the frequency spectrum.
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Figure 3: (a)-(c) represent frequency spectrum for sine of the three mixing
angles in normal hierarchy (NH) and (d)-(f) represent frequency spectrum
for sine of the three mixing angles in inverted hierarchy (NH). The numerical
values in region of higher peak of frequency spectrum shows more possible
solutions as compared to lower peak region of the frequency spectrum.
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Figure 4: The graphical plots of allowed input elements a,b and c of a real
Majorana mass texture generated by using Adaptive Monte Carlo simulation.
Thin and thick plots (a),(b) and (c),(d) of the above figure represent scatter
plots for rough solutions and enlarged solutions for the Majorana mass matrix
in normal hierarchy(NH) and inverted hierarchy (IH) respectively.
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eters are required to construct a complex symmetric Majorana mass matrix.
These twelve parameters correspond to three mass eigenvalues (m1,m2,m3),
three mixing angles (θ12, θ13, θ23), three CP violating phases (δCP , α, β) and
three non-physical phases (ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3) which can be absorbed by the charged
fermion Dirac fields.

In numerical analysis, twelve parameters are represented by real numbers
in such a way that a = a1 + ia2, b = b1 + ib2, c = c1 + ic2, d = d1 + id2, e =
e1 + ie2, f = f1 + if2. The set of twelve real numbers is randomly generated
to construct a general Majorana mass matrix structure. A Hermitian ma-
trix is formed by using the complex symmetric mass matrix so that direct
digonalization of the Hermitian matrix leads to the exact mixing matrix con-
structed by the eigenvectors of the Hermitian matrix and the corresponding
mass-squared eigenvalues. The main result of the numerical analysis shows
that both normal and inverted hierarchical mass models with all non-zero el-
ements are still valid within 3σ bound of experimental data, consistent with
the latest Planck upper mass bound,

∑
|mi| < 0.12 eV. Some studies[33, 34]

have also indicated the most constraining bound to date,
∑

|mi| < 0.09 eV.
When we impose this bound in our numerical analysis, there is no solution
for the neutrino mass matrix in IH. Our numerical analysis also confirms the
mass bound for both pure normal hierarchical and pure inverted hierarchical
mass model (

∑
|mi| ∼ 0.06eV;m1 = 0 and

∑
|mi| ∼ 0.1eV;m3 = 0 ) calcu-

lated by using the two mass-squared differences of the experimental best fit
values.

The present numerical analysis is also extended to study some zero tex-
ture. The one zero texture, a=0 is only allowed in NH mass model. Two zero
texture are also studied in both normal and inverted hierarchical mass mod-
els. A 3× 3 Majorana mass structure can have fifteen two zero texture. Out
of the fifteen possible zero texture, only two cases for a, b = 0 and a, c = 0 are
allowed in normal hierarchical mass model. None of these two zero texture is
allowed in inverted hierarchical mass model. The present finding may have
important implications for model building using discrete flavour symmetries.
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