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A bstract

It is shown that the strati�ed or \doubly lopsided" m ass m atrix

structure thatis known to reproduce wellthe qualitative features of

the quark and lepton m asses and m ixings can arise quite naturally

in the contextofgrand uni�cation based on the groupsSU (N )with

N > 5.An SU (8)exam pleisconstructed with them inim alanom aly-

free,three-fam ily setofferm ions,in which a realistic avorstructure

resultswithoutavorsym m etry.
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1 Introduction

A stillunanswered question iswhythequarksand leptonsofdi� erentfam ilies
have di� erentm asses even though they transform in exactly the sam e way
under the sym m etries ofthe Standard M odel. M ost proposed answers are
based on theidea thatthereare avorsym m etriesthatdistinguish ferm ions
ofdi� erentfam ilies. There isanotheridea,however,suggested long ago [1]
but m uch less studied,which is thatthere is a grand uni� ed gauge group,
G,underwhich di� erentfam iliestransform di� erently.IfG = SU(N ),then
N m ust be greaterthan 5,since under SU(5)every fam ily transform s the
sam e way,nam ely as10 + 5.UnderSU(N ),with N > 5,however,fam ilies
orpartsoffam iliescan com efrom m ultipletsofvarioussizes.

Forinstance,considerSU(6)with ferm ion m ultipletsthatincludetotally
antisym m etric rank-2 and rank-3 tensors: A B = 15 and  A B C = 20.Both
the15 and the20 contain a10 ofSU(5)and thereforecontain ferm ionswith
thequantum num bersofuL,dL,ucL,and e

+

L .Supposefurtherthattheweak-
interactionswerebroken only by aHiggs� eld thatisin a15 ofSU(6).Then
theonly m assterm fortheup-typequarksallowed by SU(6)would beofthe
form  A B  C D

hH E F
i�A B C D E F ,i.e.15 15 h15H i,which givesm assonlytothe

up-typequark in the15,butnotto theup-typequark in the20.Therefore,
withoutany \ avorsym m etry",a hierarchy offerm ion m asseswould result.
(SU(6)isnotlargeenoughtogiveinterestingorrealisticexam ples;butsim ple
realistic exam ples can be constructed with SU(N ) groupswith N � 7. A
realisticSU(8)exam plewillbepresented below.Form odelsim plem enting a
sim ilar\ avorwithout avorsym m etries" idea using thegroup SO (10),see
[2].)

Thereareseveralwaysthathierarchiescan ariseam ongthelightferm ion
m assesin such schem es.In a ferm ion m assm atrix,som eelem entsm ay arise
from renorm alizable Yukawa term s(like the 15 15 15H term in the SU(6)
exam ple),som em ay arisefrom higher-dim ension operatorsgenerated by tree
diagram s,and som em ay arisefrom higher-dim ension operatorsgenerated by
loop diagram s.Even elem entsthatarisefrom operatorsofthesam edim en-
sion and atthesam eloop levelcan stillhavevery di� erentm agnitudesifthe
operatorsthatproduce them involve Higgs� eldsthattransform di� erently
underG.

In SU(N )with thenorm alem beddingoftheStandardM odelgroup,there
areno exoticferm ionsifalltheferm ion m ultipletsaretotally antisym m etric
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tensors. A rank-p totally antisym m etric tensor willbe denoted by [p]and
its conjugate tensor by [p]orby [N � p]. Ifthe set offerm ions m ultiplets
is anom aly-free,then,as is well-known,they decom pose under the SU(5)
subgroup assom enum berof10+ 5 fam iliestogetherwith a vectorlikesetof
m ultipletsthatcan contain 10+ 10 pairs,5+ 5 pairs,and singlets.Asthere
istypically no sym m etry to preventit,theconjugate pairsin thevectorlike
set\m ate"with each othertoacquiresuperheavy m ass.The10+ 5 fam ilies,
however,being chiral,areforbidden to obtain m assand rem ain light.(This
is Georgi’s well-known \survivalhypothesis" [3].) Therefore,the fact that
the observed lightferm ions � tneatly into som e num ber of10 + 5 fam ilies
ofSU(5),which is often seen as pointing to SO (10) uni� cation,has just
assim ple an explanation in term sofSU(N )uni� cation. M oreover,SU(N )
hasthefollowing theoreticaladvantageoverSO (10):In SO (10)thesim plest
possibility isthatallthe10+ 5 com efrom 16 spinorm ultiplets,so thatthe
gaugegroup doesnotdistinguish am ong thefam ilies.ButforSU(N ),aswe
willseein theSU(8)exam pledescribed below,itcan happen thateven with
the sim plestanom aly-free three-fam ily set offerm ion m ultiplets,the three
lightfam iliesdo nottransform in thesam eway undertheSU(N )group.

Before describing what happens in SU(N ),it willbe usefulto set the
stageby reviewing som erecentideasforexplaining thegrossfeaturesofthe
observed patternsofquark and lepton m assesand m ixingsin thecontextof
SU(5).Itwillbeseen below thatthe SU(5)structurespostulated by these
recentideasem ergeautom atically in SU(N )uni� cation.

TherecentSU(5)-based idea isthatof\doubly lopsided" m assm atrices.
(The � rst paper proposing the lopsided m ass m atrix idea [4]actually pro-
posed thedoubly lopsided structure.Singly lopsided | orjust\lopsided"|
m odelswere independently proposed by severalgroupsto explain the large
atm ospheric neutrino m ixing angle [5]. For a review see [6]. Then doubly
lopsided m odelsweretaken up again by severalgroupsasan explanation of
the fact that both the atm ospheric and solar angles are large [7,8].) The
doubly lopsided structureem ergesnaturally asfollows.

Im aginethatsom esym m etry distinguishesthethreelight10’sofquarks
and leptonsand prevents them from m ixing strongly with each other. Let
the m ixing of101 with 102 be controlled by the sm allparam eter� and the
m ixing of102 with 103 becontrolled by thesm allparam eter�.On theother
hand,im aginethatno sym m etry distinguishesthelight5’sfrom each other,
so thatthey areallowed to m ix strongly.In thatcaseonewould expectthe
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following structuresforthe three typesofm assm atrices(the entriesin the
m atricesgiveonly theorderofm agnitudeoftheelem ents):

(101;102;103)
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0
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A

0
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@

51

52
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1

C
A

h5H ih5H i

M R

:

(1)

This structure is characteristic ofthe kind ofdoubly lopsided m odels dis-
cussed in Refs. [4,7]. This structure would give m ass m atrices for the
up-typequarks,down-typequarks,charged leptons,and neutrinos(denoted
respectively by thesubscriptsU,D ,L,and �)oftheform

M U �

0

B
@

�2�2 ��2 ��

��2 �2 �

�� � 1

1

C
A m ;

M D �

0

B
@

�� �� ��

� � �

1 1 1

1

C
A m 0; M L �

0

B
@

�� � 1
�� � 1
�� � 1

1

C
A m 0

M � �

0

B
@

1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1

1

C
A m �:

(2)

From these form s severalthings are im m ediately apparent: (a) the M NS
neutrino m ixing angleswillbeoforder1,(b)theCKM quark m ixing angles
willbesm all(the12 m ixing oforder�,the23 m ixing oforder�,and the13
m ixing oforder��,(c)the m assesofthe up-type quarkswillhave a strong
fam ily hierarchy (��)2:(�)2:1,(d)the m assesofthe down-type quarksand
charged leptons willhave a weaker fam ily hierarchy ��: �: 1,and (e) the
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neutrinom asseswillhavetheweakestfam ily hierarchy,sincealltheneutrino
m asseswillbeofroughly thesam eorder.These� vefeaturesarejustexactly
whatisobserved.

As we willsee below,SU(N ) uni� cation naturally leads to exactly the
resultthatthe10’sofferm ionsaredistinguished from each otherby sym m e-
try | sym m etriesin SU(N )=SU(5)| whereasthe 5’sofferm ionsare not
distinguished by sym m etry.

2 A n SU(8)m odel: particle content

W eshallnow describe a m odelbased on SU(8)where theSU(8)sym m etry
is su� cient to produce a non-trivial avor structure very m uch like that
observed in nature.

Ifthenum berofleft-handed ferm ion m ultipletsoftype[p]and [p]isde-
noted by np and n�p respectively,then thecondition thattheSU(8)anom a-
liescancelis(n1 � n�1 )+ 4(n2 � n�2 )+ 5(n3 � n�3 )= 0,and thecondition
forthree fam iliesis(n2 � n�2 )+ 2(n3 � n�3 )= 3. The generalsolution is
(n1 � n�1 ) = � 12+ 3p,(n2 = n�2 ) = 3� 2p,(n3 � n�3 ) = p. The m ost
econom icalset,asm easured by thetotalnum berofcom ponents,isn�1 = 9,
n2 = 1,n3 = 1,i.e. the set [3]+ [2]+ 9� [1]= 56 + 28 + 9 � 8. This
isprecisely the setofferm ionsthatwillbeassum ed in the m odelpresented
below.

These ferm ion m ultipletsdecom poseunderSU(5)asfollows.

[2]L =  [A B ]
!  �� +  �I +  IJ

28 ! 10 + 3� 5 + 3� 1;

[3]L =  [A B C ]
!  �� +  ��I +  �IJ +  IJK

56 ! 10 + 3� 10 + 3� 5 + 1;

9� [1]
L

=  (m )A !  (m )� +  (m )I

9� 8 ! 9� 5 + 27� 1;

(3)

ThesubscriptsL on [p]indicatethattheseareleft-handed ferm ion m ultplets.
TheindicesA,B ,C,etc.run from 1 to 8;theindices�,�, etc.run from
1 to 5;and the indices I,J,K ,etc. run from 6 to 8. Allofthe foregoing
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are SU(8) gauge indices. The index m = 1;:::;9,on the other hand,just
labelsthe nine di� erentantifundam entalferm ion m ultiplets.One seesfrom
Eq. (3)thatthere are altogetherfour10 and one 10 ofSU(5),fora \net"
ofthree 10,and nine 5 and six 5 ofSU(5),fora netofthree 5.(Itshould
beem phasized thatwerefertoSU(5)m ultipletsasaconvenientway tokeep
track ofthe ferm ion fam ilies,even though the actualsequence ofbreaking
ofSU(N ) to the Standard M odelgroup m ay not go through SU(5). The
sequence ofbreaking depends on the relative m agnitudes ofthe superlarge
VEVsofthem odel.) W hich ofthe10 and which ofthe5 rem ain lightafter
SU(N )breaksto the Standard M odeldependson the Higgscontentofthe
m odel,to which wenow turn.

In the m odelit is assum ed that the Higgs � elds are in the following
m ultiplets: [1]H = H A = 8,[2]H = H [A B ] = 28,[4]H = H [A B C D ] = 70,
and AdjH = 
A

B = 63. The [1]H and [2]H are assum ed to have superlarge
VEVsin allthedirectionsthatleavetheSU(5)unbroken:i.e.H I and H IJ,
I;J = 6;7;8. The [4]H has no SU(5)-singletcom ponents and so m ust not
obtain a superlarge VEV.The adjointHiggs� eld hasa superlarge diagonal
VEV,which is needed for the breaking to the Standard M odel. Allthree
kindsofantisym m etric-tensor Higgs� elds,[1]H ,[2]H ,and [4]H ,participate
in thebreaking ofSU(2)L � U(1)Y attheweak scale via theweak doublets
they contain,H i,H iI,and H iIJK ,where i= 1;2.Ofcourse,actually there
isonly onelightHiggsdoublet,which isa linearcom bination ofthese� elds.

3 Yukaw a term sand superheavy ferm ion m asses

Therenorm alizableYukawa term sthatareallowed by SU(8)arethefollow-
ing:

([3]L[1]L)[2]H = Ym ( [A B C ] (m )A )H �

[B C ]

([2]L[2]L)[4]H = Y ( [A B ] [C D ])H �

[A B C D ]

([2]L[1]L)[1]H = ym ( [A B ] (m )A )H �

B

([1]
L
[1]

L
)[2]H = am n ( (m )A  (n)B )H [A B ]

(4)
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A term oftheform ([3]L[3]L)[2]H vanishesby the antisym m etry ofthe ten-
sors.Forthesam ereason,theYukawacouplingm atrix am n in thefourth line
ofEq.(4)isantisym m etric.NotethatH �

[A B C D ]
= �[A B C D E F G H ]H

[E F G H ]=4!.
Ofcourse,repeated indices ofallkinds are sum m ed over throughout this
paper.

The � rst task is to determ ine how the vectorlike ferm ion pairs \m ate"
to obtain superlarge m ass,and which onesdo,so asto identify the ferm ion
m ultiplets that rem ain light. The \m ating" ofthe vectorlike pairs 5 + 5

thatgivesthem superheavy m assesisdoneby term slikeym ( �I  (m )�)hH Ii

and Ym ( �IJ  (m )�)hH IJi. Itisclearthatifthere isonly a single [1]H the
form erterm m atesonly one ofthe three 5’sthatare contained in the [2]L,
nam ely thelinearcom bination hH Ii 

�I.(Itm atesitwith oneofthe5’sfrom
am ong the nine [1]

L
,nam ely the linearcom bination ym  (m )�.) In orderfor

allthree 5’s that are contained in the [2]L to be m ated by renorm alizable
term s,therewould havetobethreedistinct[1]H m ultiplets.In thatcase,the
m assterm would be written ym a( �I  (m )�)hH (a)Ii,a = 1;2;3,and forfor
each valueofa one5+ 5 pairwould getm ated.However,itisnotnecessary
forthe m odelto be com plicated in thatway. Even with only a single [1]H
of Higgs, allthe 5’s in the [2]L get m ated if higher-dim ension operators
induced by one-loop diagram saretaken into account.Forexam ple,theone-
loop diagram s shown in Fig. 1(a) and 1(b) induce the e� ective operators
ym 0am 0m ( �I  (m )�)H �

IJH
J and ym 00am 00m 0am 0m ( �I  (m )�)H �

IJ

J
J0H

J0.

- � - �

H �

IJ

H �

�IJK H �K

 �I  JK  (m 0)K  (m )�

H J

Y a
m 0m

y
m 0

Fig. 1(a)

’ $
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m 00 a
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Fig. 1(b)

’ $

Figure 1: Typical one-loop diagram s that \m ate" ferm ions in 5 and 5

m ultipletsofSU(5)to givethem superheavy m ass.

In a sim ilarway,ifthere isonly a single [2]H Higgsm ultiplet,the term
ym ( �IJ  (m )�)hH IJionly m atesa single 5 from the [3]with a 5;butloop
diagram sinducehigher-dim ension operatorsthatm atetherem ainingtwo5’s
from the[3]L.Them atingofthe10 thatisinthe[3]L witha10 isnotdoneby
any renorm alizableoperator,butisdoneby such higher-dim ension operators
as�����IJK ( ��  ��I0)
I

I0H
JK and �����IJK ( ��  ��)H IH JK .(Theadjoint

Higgsin the� rstoperatorisneeded to preventitfrom vanishing identically
by antisym m etry ofindices.) Theseoperatorscom efrom one-loop diagram s.
They m ate the 10 with som e linear com bination ofthe 10’s from the [3]L
and [2]L.

4 T he light fam ilies and their m asses

Onesees,then,thateven thesm allsetofHiggsm ultipletsgiven above,H A,
H [A B ],H [A B C D ],and 
A

B ,with one ofeach type,is enough to m ate allof
theconjugatepairsofferm ion m ultipletsand m akethem superheavy.W hich
ferm ion m ultipletsm atedeterm ineswhich m ultipletsrem ain light.

Thethree10’sthatrem ain lightarelinearcom binationsoftheonethat
isin [2]L and the three thatare in [3]L. W ithoutlossofgenerality,we can
choose the  avorbasisofthe lightferm ionsso that103 com espartly from
[2]L,butthat101 and 102 com e purely from [3]L. Thisshowsthatforthe
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10’sonefam ily isautom atically selected outasdi� erentby virtueofcom ing
partly from a di� erent SU(8) m ultiplet than the other fam ilies. This will
allow an explanation ofwhy the tquark isso m uch heavierthan the u and
c quarks. M oreover,even though the 101 and 102 com e entirely from the
sam eSU(8)m ultiplet,nam ely [3]L,they com efrom di� erentcom ponentsof
thatm ultiplet. Thatis,they are given by  ��I with di� erentvaluesofthe
SU(8)=SU(5)index I and arethusdistinguished from each otherby SU(8).
Thus,SU(8)can suppressthem ixing ofthese10’s,aswillbeseen.

By contrast,one sees thatallthree light5’s m ust com e from the sam e
kind ofSU(8)m ultiplet,nam ely [1]

L
.In otherwords,thethreelight5’sare

sim plythreeparticularlinearcom binationsofthenine (m )�.(Forsim plicity,
we could take the basisin the space ofthese nine � eldsto be such thatthe
lightonescorresponded to the valuesm = 1;2;3.) Since  (m )� hasonly an
SU(5)indexandalabel(m )thathasnothingtodowith thegaugesym m etry,
the SU(8)doesnotdistinguish am ong the three light5’sin any way. One
would therefore expect that these 5’s would be able to m ix strongly with
each other.

Itisinteresting thatthelargem ixing am ong 5’sthatisan ingredientof
thelopsided and doubly lopsided m odelsem ergesnaturally in thecontextof
SU(N )uni� cation with N > 5.Thereason hasto do with anom aly cancel-
lation. The 10’s ofSU(5)m ust com e from tensors thathave a rank ofat
least2,which tend (forlargeN )to m akealargepositivecontribution tothe
anom aly. In the m osteconom icalsolutionsofthe anom aly conditions,this
largecontribution tendsto becancelled by largenum bersofantifundam en-
talm ultiplets. This,in turn,gives the result in m any cases that the light
5’s allcom e from antifundam entals,as in the present SU(8) exam ple. To
take anotherexam ple,in SU(9)the m osteconom icalthree-fam ily solutions
to the anom aly conditions are (a) [3]+ 9 � [1](165 com ponents) and (b)
3� [2]+ 15� [1](243 com ponents).Both ofthese solutionshave num erous
antifundam entals,and in both solutionsallofthe 5 are contained in these
antifundam entals.

The m asses of the up-type quarks, u, c, and t, com e from operators
that(in SU(5)term s)couple10L to 10L.There isonly onerenorm alizable
operatorofthistype,nam ely

O A = ([2]L[2]L)[4]H =  
A B
 
C D
H

�

A B C D ; (5)
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which containstheterm ( �� �)H �

���.(NotethatH
�

��� = �����678H
�678.)

However,only one ofthe light10L’s,nam ely the one thatwe have labelled
103,contains som e of[2]L,i.e. of �� ; the other two light 10’s,nam ely
101 and 102,are purely in [3]L. Consequently the operatorO A contributes
only to the33 elem entofM U ,them assm atrix oftheup-typequarks.This
elem ent,which willbe denoted A,isthe only elem entofM U thatarisesat
treelevel,thusexplainingtherelatively largem agnitudeofthet-quark m ass.

Atone-loop level,however,m any higher-dim ension operatorsareinduced
that contribute to the other elem ents ofM U . In particular,one has the
following classesofoperators:

O � = ([2]L[3]L)[1]H [2]H ; ([2]L[3]L)[1]H [4]H ;:::
= �A B C D E F G H ( A B  C D E )H F H G H ; �A B C D E F G H ( A B  C D I)H IH

E F G H ;:::

O  = ([3]L[3]L)AdjH [2]H ; ([3]L[3]L)[2]H [4]H ;:::
= �A B C D E F G H ( A B C  D E I)
F

I H
G H ; �A B C D E F G H ( A B C  D E I)H IJH

JF G H ;:::

O � = ([3]L[3]L)[1]H [1]H [2]H ; ([3]L[3]L)[1]H [1]H [4]H ;:::
= �A B C D E F G H ( A B C  D E I)H IH

F H G H ; �A B C D E F G H ( A B I C D J)H IH JH
E F G H ;:::

(6)
TheoperatorsoftypeO � couple[2]L to[3]L,and thereforecouple103 to101
and 102.Theseoperatorsthuscontributetothe13(31)and 23(32)elem ents
ofM U ,which willbedenoted �0and �,respectively.(TheoperatorsO � will
also contributeto the33 elem entA.)

TheoperatorsoftypeO  couple[3]L to [3]L,and thereforecoupleany of
the 10i to any other ofthe 10i. They cannot,however,contribute to any
diagonalelem entofM U ,becauseoftheantisym m etry oftheepsilon sym bol.
Theseoperatorsthereforecontributeto the12 (21)elem entofM U ,which is
denoted ,aswellasto theelem ents�;�0.

Finally, operators ofthe type O �, which also couple [3]L to [3]L, can
contribute to any elem entsofM U ,including the 11 and 22 elem ents,which
aredenoted �0and �,respectively.

In sum ,them assm atrix oftheup-typequarkshastheform
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M U =

0

B
@

�0  �0

 � �

�0 � A

1

C
A (7)

There isno reason a prioriwhy the di� erenttypesofoperatorsinduced
at one-loop levelm ust allm ake contributions to M U ofthe sam e order of
m agnitude. For exam ple,the operators oftype O � are ofdim ension 6 or
higher,whereassom eoftheoperatorsoftypeO � areonly ofdim ension 5.So
itcould bethat�;�0� �;�0.M oreover,thesuperheavy VEVsofHiggs� elds
in di� erentrepresentationsofSU(8)could beofquitedi� erentm agnitudes,
so thateven operatorsofthe sam e dim ension butinvolving di� erenttypes
ofHiggsm ultipletscould m akevery di� erentcontributions.

Ifitwere the case that;�;�0� �;�0,then the m atrix M U would have
theobserved threefold hierarchy am ong itseigenvalues,i.e.m u � m c � m t.

Turning now tothem assesofthedown-typequarksand charged leptons,
thesecom efrom operatorsthat(in SU(5)term s)couple10L to 5L.At� rst
glance,thereseem to bedim ension-4 operatorsthatdo this,nam ely

ym ( ��  (m )�)H �

�;

Ym ( ��I  (m )�)H �

�I:
(8)

However,the � rst ofthese operators is related by SU(8) to the operator
ym ( �I  (m )�)H �

I,which m atesprecisely the5L thatisthelinearcom bina-
tion ym  (m )� to a 5 to m akeitsuperheavy.So thatthe� rstterm in Eq.(8)
isnota contribution to thelightferm ion m assm atrices,butisa coupling of
lightferm ionsto superheavy ferm ions.In thesam eway,thesecond operator
in Eq. (8)isrelated by SU(8)to the operatorYm ( �IJ  (m )�)H �

IJ,which
m atesprecisely the5L thatisthelinearcom bination Ym  (m )� toa5 tom ake
itsuperheavy.Thesecond term in Eq.(8)isthusalso nota contribution to
them assm atricesofthelightferm ions.

The m assm atricesofthe down-type quarksand charged leptons,which
willbedenoted M D and M L,respectively,do notariseuntilone-loop.There
aretwo kindsofoperatorsthatcontribute:
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O � = ([2]L[1]L)AdjH [1]H ; ([2]L[1]L)[2]H [1]H ;:::
= ( A B 0

 (m )A )
B
B 0H B ; ( A B 0

 (m )A )H B 0C H
C ;:::

O � = ([3]L[1]L)[1]H AdjH [1]H ; ([3]L[1]L)AdjH [2]H ;:::
= ( A B C 0

 (m )A )H B 
C
C 0H C ; ( A B C 0

 (m )A )
C
C 0H B C ;:::

(9)

TheoperatorsoftypeO � couple[2]L to[1]and therefore103 to5i,i= 1;2;3.
Thusthey contribute to the 3ielem entsofM D and the i3 elem entsofM L,
which wedenote�i.TheoperatorsoftypeO � couple[3]L to[1]and therefore
can contribute to allthe elem ents ofthe m ass m atrices M D and M L. W e
denotetheresulting non-vanishing 2ielem entsofM D and i2 elem entsofM L

by �i,and theresulting non-vanishing 1ielem entsofM D and i1 elem entsof
M L by �0i.These m atricesconsequently havetheform ,

M D =

0

B
@

�01 �02 �03
�1 �2 �3

�1 �2 �3

1

C
A ; M L �

0

B
@

�01 �1 �1

�0
2

�2 �2

�03 �3 �3

1

C
A : (10)

The m atrix M L is not exactly the transpose of M D , because of SU(5)-
breaking e� ects from the adjointHiggs VEVs that com e into the one-loop
diagram s(e.g.the factorsof
B

B 0 in Eq.(9)).Thatiswhy a \� " isused in
theequation forM L ratherthan an equalsign.TheseSU(5)-breakinge� ects
can explain thewell-known Georgi-Jarlskog factors[9],i.e.thedeviationsof
m s=m � and m d=m e from 1.

Thenotation used in writing elem entsofthem assm atricesisasfollows:
(a)Elem entsthatcom efrom operatorsofthesam eclassaredenoted by

thesam eGreek letter.Forexam ple,� and �0in Eq.(7)both com efrom the
operatorsofclassO �,and �1,�2,�3,�01,�

0

2
,and �0

3
allcom efrom theoperators

ofclass O �. Consequently, elem ents that are denoted by di� erent Greek
letters,since they com e from entirely di�erentoperators,have no reason to
becom parablein m agnitude.

(b)Elem entsthatare denoted by the sam e Greek letterbutdi� erby a
prim e,such as � and �0 or �i and �0i,com e from the sam e operators,con-
tainingthesam eSU(8)m ultiplets,butinvolvedi�erentcom ponentsofthose
m ultiplets. Forexam ple,suppose that101 =  ��8 and 102 =  ��7. Then
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theelem ents� and �0would both com efrom theoperatorsO �,but� would
com e from the term s ( �� �7)H �H 86,( �� �7)H 7H

�678,etc.,whereas �0

would com efrom theterm s( �� �8)H �H 67,( �� �8)H 8H
�678,etc..Since

di� erentcom ponentsofthesam eSU(8)m ultipletofHiggs� elds| such as
H 6,H 7,and H 8 | can havevacuum expectation valuesthatarevery di� er-
entfrom each otherifthereisa hierarchy ofscalesinvolved in thebreaking
ofSU(8)down totheStandard M odelgroup,elem entsthatdi� erby aprim e
can also be ofvery di� erent m agnitude. In otherwords,we see thata hi-
erarchy am ong elem ents ofa m ass m atrix oflight ferm ions,i.e. a \ avor
hierarchy",can arisein partfrom a hierarchy ofscalesin thebreaking ofthe
grand uni� ed group.

(c)Elem entsthataredistinguished only by asubscript,such as�0
2
and �0

3
,

com efrom thesam ekindsofoperators,and thesam eSU(8)com ponentsof
them ultipletswithin thoseoperators,butinvolve di�erentantifundam ental
m ultiplets offerm ions. Forexam ple,�1,�2,and �3 allcom e from the sam e
operatorsO � (such as A B 0

 (m )A 
B
B 0H B )and with the SU(8)indicestaking

the sam e values;but they involve di� erent linear com binations ofthe nine
antifundam entalm ultiplets (m )A ,m = 1;:::;9.In otherwords,SU(8)gauge
sym m etry in no way distinguishes am ong the elem ents �1,�2,and �3. If
there are no preferred directionsin the nine-dim ensionalspace spanned by
theindex m | i.e.iftheYukawa couplingsYm ,ym ,and am n are\random ly"
oriented in thatspace | then one expectsthat�1 � �2 � �3,�1 � �2 � �3,
and �0

1
� �0

2
� �0

3
.

In consequence,oneexpectsthem atricesM D and M L to havea strati�ed
structure characteristic ofthe doubly lopsided m odels ofRefs. [4,7]. All
the elem entsofa row ofM D (ora colum n ofM L)should be com parable in
m agnitude;whereasthedi� erentrowsofMD (orcolum nsofM L)should typ-
ically bequitedi� erentin m agnitude.Aswasexplained in theIntroduction,
such astrati� ed structureleadstoasituation wherethem ixing anglesofthe
left-handed quarks(the CKM angles)are sm all,while the m ixing anglesof
the left-handed leptons(the M NS neutrino-m ixing angles)areoforderone.
Thisisclearfrom a directinspection ofthem assm atrices:theCKM angles
evidently involve ratiosofelem entsofdi� erentrowsofMD (e.g. Vcb would
involve �3=�3 � 1),while the M NS anglesinvolve elem entsofdi� erentrows
ofM L (e.g.U�3 = sin�atm involvestheratio �2=�3 � 1).

Turning to the m ass m atrix ofthe light neutrinos,it is apparent that
allofitselem entsshould be com parable,since the three lightneutrinosare
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notdistinguished in any way by SU(8),butonly by which antifundam ental
ferm ion m ultiplets they are contained in. That is,they allcom e from the
sam ekind ofm ultiplets, (m )i.Thiswould im ply thattheratiosofneutrino
m assesshould notexhibita largehierarchy,which isconsistentwith thefact
that(� m 2

sol)
1=2 and (� m 2

atm )
1=2 only di� erby aboutafactorof5.Sinceeach

ofthem atricesM D and M L containselem entsofvarioustypes,(though they
allariseatone-loop level)oneexpectsam uch strongerhierarchy am ongtheir
eigenvalues,asisindeed observed. And � nally,since MU notonly contains
elem ents ofdi� erenttypes,butalso both tree-leveland one-loop elem ents,
the hierarchy am ong the up-type quarksshould be the strongestofall;and
thattoo correspondsto whatisseen.

Finally,itshould be noted thatthere are m any Standard M odelsinglet
ferm ion � elds in this m odel,which can play the role ofright-handed neu-
trinos. To be exact,there are 31 ofthem ,ofwhich 27 com e from the nine
antifundam entalm ultiplets ofSU(8). For these 27,the m asses com e pre-
dom inantly from the coupling am n (m )I (n)JhH

IJ
i. Due to the antisym m e-

try ofthem atrix am n,theseterm sby them selveswould lead toDiracm asses
forthese particles. W hen othercontributionsto the right-handed neutrino
m assesaretaken intoaccount,a\pseudo-Dirac"form can em erge.Asiswell-
known,such a pseudo-Dirac structure can lead to resonantenhancem entof
leptogenesis.

5 C onclusions

It has been shown thata realistic grand uni� ed m odelcan be constructed
based on SU(N ),N > 5,in which the SU(N ) sym m etry and its pattern
ofbreaking issu� cientto create a non-trivial avorstructure forthe light
quarksand leptons,withoutthere being any  avorsym m etry atall. W hat
m akestheferm ionsofdi� erentfam iliesdi� erentfrom each otheristheway
they transform undertheSU(N ).Thisisin particulartrueofthethreelight
10’sofSU(5),which do notallcom e from the sam e kindsofm ultipletsof
SU(N ). On the otherhand,in this m odelthe three light5’sofSU(5)do
allcom efrom thesam ekind ofm ultipletofSU(N ),and thusarenotdistin-
guished from each other.Sincetheleft-handed neutrinosareallcontained in
the5’s,nofundam entalsym m etrydistinguishesthelightneutrinosfrom each
other,and asa consequence largeneutrino m ixing naturally resultsand the
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neutrino m assesshould notexhibita strong hierarchy. Forthe m assm atri-
cesofthedown-type quarksand thecharged leptonsa strati� ed or\doubly
lopsided" structure results,leading to a strongerhierarchy fortheirm asses.
The strongest m ass hierarchy ofallis that ofthe up-type quarks. (In the
SU(8)m odelwepresentasan exam ple,only thetop quark obtainsm assat
treelevel.)

The factthatthethree light5’sarenotdistinguished by any sym m etry
(which iswhatgivesthe realistic strati� ed structure to the m assm atrices)
stem s from the factthatthey allcom e from antifundam entalm ultiplets of
SU(N ).Thatin turn can betraced to therequirem entsofanom aly cancel-
lation. ForSU(N )m odelscontaining only antisym m etric tensorm ultiplets
offerm ions,the m ost econom icalsets offerm ions that have three fam ilies
and are anom aly free tend to have m any antifundam entalm ultipletsand it
isusually thecasethatallofthe5’scom efrom thesem ultiplets.

Them odeldescribed aboveisanon-supersym m etricgrand uni� ed theory.
Itisalsopossibletoconstructm odelsbased on thesam eideasthathavelow-
energy supersym m etry. In such m odels allthe m asses ofthe light fam ilies
would have to com e from tree-leveldiagram s. However, there could still
be m asshierarchies,since tree diagram scan generate operatorsofdi� erent
dim ensionsand ofdi� erenttypes.M oreover,therecan beahierarchy am ong
the scalesatwhich SU(N )breaksdown to the Standard M odelgroup,and
thishierarchy can be re ected in the m assm atricesofthe lightquarksand
leptons,asthem odelpresented hereillustrates.
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