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A bstract

It is shown that the strati ed or \doubly lopsided" m ass m atrix
structure that is known to reproduce well the qualitative features of
the quark and lpton m asses and m ixings can arise quite naturally
In the context of grand uni cation based on the groups SU N ) w ih
N > 5.An SU (8) exam ple is constructed w ith them inim alanom aly—
free, three—fam ily set of ferm ions, in which a realistic avor structure
results w ithout avor symm etry.
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1 Introduction

A stillunanswered question iswhy the quarksand Jptonsofdi erent fam ilies
have di erent m asses even though they transform in exactly the sam e way
under the symm etries of the Standard M odel. M ost proposed answers are
based on the idea that there are  avor sym m etries that distinguish ferm ions
ofdi erent fam ilies. T here is another idea, however, suggested long ago [1]
but much lss studied, which is that there is a grand uni ed gauge group,
G, under which di erent fam ilies transform di erently. IfFG = SU (N ), then
N must be greater than 5, since under SU (B) every fam ily transform s the
sam e way, namely as 10+ 5. Under SU N ), with N > 5, however, fam ilies
or parts of fam ilies can com e from m ultiplets of various sizes.

For Instance, consider SU (6) w ith ferm jon m ultiplets that include totally
antisym m etric rank-2 and rank-3 tensors: *P = 15 and *B¢ = 20.Both
the 15 and the 20 contain a 10 ofSU (5) and therefore contain ferm ionsw ith
the quantum numbers ofuy,, dy,, u7 , and ez . Suppose further that the weak—
Interactionswere broken only by a Higgs eld thatisina 15 ofSU (6). Then
the only m ass term for the up-type quarks allowed by SU (6) would be ofthe
form 2B “PHHEFi ,ocpgr,ie. 15 15 hl5 i, which givesm assonly to the
up-type quark in the 15, but not to the up-type quark in the 20. T herefore,
w ithout any \ avor symm etry", a hierarchy of ferm ion m asses would result.
(SU (6) isnot large enough to give interesting or realistic exam ples; but sin ple
realistic exam ples can be constructed wih SU (N ) groups with N 7. A
realistic SU (8) exam pl w illbe presented below . Form odels In plem enting a
sin ilar \ avorw ithout avor symm etries" idea using the group SO (10), see
el

T here are severalways that hierarchies can arise am ong the light ferm ion
m asses In such schem es. In a ferm ion m assm atrix, som e elem ents m ay arise
from renomm alizable Yukawa tem s (like the 15 15 155 term in the SU (6)
exam ple), som em ay arise from higherdin ension operators generated by tree
diagram s, and som em ay arise from higherdin ension operators generated by
loop diagram s. Even elam ents that arise from operators of the sam e din en—
sion and at the sam e loop kevelcan stillhave very di erent m agnitudes ifthe
operators that produce them involve H iggs elds that transform di erently
under G .

In SU N ) with thenom alem bedding ofthe Standard M odelgroup, there
are no exotic ferm ions if all the ferm ion m ultiplets are totally antisym m etric



tensors. A rank-p totally antisymm etric tensor w ill be denoted by [p] and

its conjugate tensor by E] orby N pl. If the st of form ions multiplets
is anom aly-free, then, as is welkknown, they decom pose under the SU (5)

subgroup as som e number of 10 + 5 fam ilies together w ith a vectorlke set of
multiplets that can contain 10+ 10 pairs, 5+ 5 pairs, and sihgkts. A s there

is typically no symm etry to prevent i, the conjigate pairs In the vectorlke

set \m ate" w ith each other to acquire superheavy m ass. The 10+ 5 fam ilies,

however, being chiral, are forbidden to cbtain m ass and rem ain light. (This
is G eorgi’s weltkknown \survival hypothesis" [B].) Therefore, the fact that
the cbserved light form ions  t neatly into som e number of 10 + 5 fam ilies
of SU (5), which is often seen as pointing to SO (10) uni cation, has Jjust
as sin ple an explanation n tem s of SU (N ) uni cation. M oreover, SU (N )
has the follow ing theoretical advantage over SO (10): In SO (10) the sim plest
possibility isthat allthe 10+ 5 com e from 16 spinorm ultiplets, so that the
gauge group does not distinguish am ong the fam ilies. But or SU N ), aswe
will see In the SU (8) exam ple described below , it can happen that even w ith

the sim plest anom aly—-free three-fam ily set of farm jon multiplets, the three
light fam ilies do not transform in the sam e way under the SU N ) group.

Before describing what happens in SU N ), it will be usseful to set the
stage by review Ing som e recent ideas for explaining the gross features of the
observed pattems of quark and Jlpton m asses and m ixings in the context of
SU (B). T willbe seen below that the SU (5) structures postulated by these
recent ideas em erge autom atically in SU N ) uni cation.

The recent SU (5)Jbased idea is that of \doubly lopsided" m assm atrices.
(The st paper proposing the lopsided m ass m atrix idea #] actually pro—
posad the doubly lopsided structure. Singly lopsided | or just \lopsided" |
m odels were Independently proposed by several groups to explain the large
atm ospheric neutrino m ixing angle [B]. For a review see [6]. Then doubly
Iopsided m odels were taken up again by several groups as an explanation of
the fact that both the atm ospheric and solar anglks are large [/, 8].) The
doubly lopsided structure em erges naturally as follow s.

Im agine that som e sym m etry distinguishes the three light 10's of quarks
and Jptons and prevents them from m ixing strongly with each other. Let
them ixing of 10; with 10, be controlled by the an allparam eter and the
m ixing of 10, w ith 103 be controlled by the sn allparam eter . On the other
hand, in aghe that no sym m etry distinguishes the light 5’s from each other,
0 that they are allowed to m ix strongly. In that case one would expect the



follow ing structures for the three types of m assm atrices (the entries in the
m atrices give only the order ofm agnitude of the elem ents) :

0 5 5 5 10 101 1
(10,;10,;105)8 2 2 S8 10, & 15, i;
1 10,
0 005,
I
5 — 1
(10,;10,;104) 8 %g 2 Z% Y5, i; @)
1 1 1 .
0 10 _ 1 3
111 5,
5,;5,;5:)8 1 1 158 EZ;C\ 2l
111 5,

This structure is characteristic of the kind of doubly lopsided m odels dis-
aused In Refs. [4, 7]. This structure would give m ass m atrices for the
up-type quarks, dow n-type quarks, charged lptons, and neutrinos (denoted
resoectively by the subscriptsU,D , L, and ) ofthe fom

0 2 2 2 1
MU E 2 2 %m;
1
0 1 0 1
1
M, @& Sm% M, & 15 m? @)
1 1 1 1
0 1
11 1
M B1 1 18%m
11 1

From these fom s several things are mm ediately apparent: @) the MNS
neutrino m ixing anglesw illbe oforder 1, (o) the CKM quark m ixing anglks
willbe an all (the 12 m ixing of order , the 23 m ixing of order , and the 13
m ixing of order , (c) the m asses of the up-type quarks w ill have a strong
fam ily hierarchy ( F: ( )*: 1, (d) the m asses of the dow n-type quarks and
charged kptons will have a weaker fam ily hierarchy : : 1, and () the



neutrino m asses w ill have the weakest fam ily hierarchy, since allthe neutrino
m asses w illbe of roughly the sam e order. These ve features are just exactly
what is cbserved.

Aswewill see below, SU (N ) uni cation naturally leads to exactly the
resul that the 10’s of fem jons are distinguished from each otherby symm e~
try | symmetries In SU N )=SU (5) | w hereas the 5’s of ferm jons are not
distinguished by symm etry.

2 An SU (8) m odel: particle content

W e shallnow describbe a m odelbased on SU (8) where the SU (8) symm etry
is su cient to produce a non-trivial avor structure very much lke that
cbsarved in nature.

If the num ber of kefi-handed fem ion m uliplets of type [p] and B] isde-
noted by n, and n , respectively, then the condition that the SU (8) anom a-
lies cancel is (g ni{)+4n, n,)+ 5n0s ns3)= 0,and the condition
for three fam ilies is (n» n;)+ 2n; ni3) = 3. The general solution is
nq ni) = 12+ 3p, @ =n,)= 3 2p, @ niy)= p. Themost
eoconom ical set, asm easured by the totalnum ber of com ponents, isn ; = 9,
n,= 1,n; = 1, ie. theset Bl+ R]+ 9 [l]= 56+ 28+ 9 8. This
is precisely the set of fermm ions that w illbe assum ed in the m odel presented
below .

These ferm ion m ultiplets decom pose under SU (5) as follow s.

I.2]L — RAB] | 4 I 4 IJ
28 ! 10 + 3 5 + 3 1;
BL = RBC] | R I " 5 IJK -
56 ! 10 + 3 10 + 3 5 + 1;
9o I = ma m) T )1
9 8 ! 9 5 + 27 1;

T he subscripts L on [p] indicate that these are left-handed fermm ion m ulplets.
The ndicesA,B,C, etc. mun from 1 to 8; the lndices , , etc. run from
1 to 5; and the ndices I, J, K, etc. run from 6 to 8. A 1l of the foregoing



are SU (8) gauge Indices. The ndex m = 1;:3;9, on the other hand, just
labels the nine di erent antifindam ental ferm jon m ultiplets. O ne sees from
Eqg. (3) that there are altogether four 10 and one 10 of SU (5), or a \net"
ofthree 10, and nine 5 and six 5 of SU (5), for a net of three 5. (& should
be em phasized that we referto SU (5) m ultiplets as a convenient way to keep
track of the ferm ion fam ilies, even though the actual sequence of breaking
0f SU (N ) to the Standard M odel group m ay not go through SU (5). The
sequence of breaking depends on the relative m agnitudes of the superlarge
VEV s ofthemodel) W hich ofthe 10 and which ofthe 5 rem ain light after
SU (N ) breaks to the Standard M odel depends on the H iggs content of the
m odel, to which we now tum.

In the model it is assum ed that the Higgs elds are In the Pllow ng
muliplets: [l = H» = 8, Ry = H BBl = 28, 4}, = H BECPI = 70,
andAdy = L = 63. The [l and R} are assumed to have superlarge
VEV s in all the directions that leave the SU (5) unbroken: ie. H ! and H 17,
I;J = 6;7;8. The Bk hasno SU (5)-singlkt com ponents and so must not
obtain a superlarge VEV . The adpint Higgs eld has a superlarge diagonal
VEV, which is needed for the breaking to the Standard M odel. A 1l three
kinds of antisym m etrictensor Higgs elds, [I , Rk , and Bl , participate
in the breaking ofSU ()1, U (1) at the weak scale via the weak doublets
they contain, H?*, H ¥, and H 9% , where i= 1;2. O f course, actually there
is only one light H iggs doublt, which is a linear com bination ofthese elds.

3 Yukawa tem sand superheavy ferm ion m asses

T he renom alizable Yukawa tem s that are allowed by SU (8) are the follow —
ng:

(BL L) Rl = Yo ( BBC1 W )Hg.,
(RLRL) BL, = Y (PBI EPhm .o,
o . @)
(PLOL) O}, = Yo wia) Hy
(LL L) Rk = @nn ( @ia  @s)HP®)



A tem ofthe om (BL BL) Rh vanishes by the antisym m etry of the ten—
sors. Forthe sam e reason, the Yukawa coupling m atrix a, , in the fourth line
of Eq. (4) isantisymm etric. NotethatH ;.= mecoereniH FFC7 =4l
O f course, repeated indices of all kinds are summ ed over throughout this
paper.

The rst task is to determm ine how the vectorlke ferm ion pairs \m ate"
to obtain superlarge m ass, and which ones do, so as to dentify the ferm ion
multiplets that rem ain light. The \m atihg" of the vectorlke pairs 5 + 5
that gives them superheavy m asses isdoneby temslkey, ( ' ) )HH i
and Y, ( 7 o, )M ;i. X is clear that if there is only a singke L} the
fom er term m ates only one of the three 5’s that are contained in the RIL.,
nam ely the linear combination tH ;i . (tm ates it w ith one ofthe 5’s from
am ong the nine E]L , nam ely the linear combiation v, @) . In oxder for
all three 5’s that are contained in the R, to be m ated by renom alizable
temm s, there would have to be three distinct [} multiplts. In that case, the
mass term would be written v . ( * @) ) @i, @a = 1;2;3, and for for
each value ofa one 5+ 5 pairwould get m ated. H owever, it is not necessary
for the m odel to be com plicated In that way. Even wih only a singke [}
of Higgs, all the 5's In the RL, get mated if higherdim ension operators
Induced by one-loop diagram s are taken into account. For exam ple, the one-
loop diagram s shown in Fig. 1(@) and 1 () induce the e ective operators
Vi 08mom (T m) )HIJHJandymooamoomoam%( 1 w) JH 5 goHJO.

HIJ
, | .
K
H IJK H
_ Vi O _
I Y JK | An O
m OK m )
HJ
Fig. 1(@)
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Figure 1: Typical oneoop diagram s that \m ate" ferm ions in 5 and 5
muliplets of SU (5) to give them superheavy m ass.

In a sin ilar way, if there isonly a shgke P}k Higgs muliplt, the tem
Vo ( ¥ @) )HHis;ionly matesa sihgke 5 from the Blwih a 5; but loop
diagram s induce higher-din ension operatorsthatm ate the ram ainingtwo 5’s
from the BL . Them a‘dngoftheﬁ that isin the BL with a 10 isnotdoneby
any renom alizable operator, but is done by such higherdim ension operators
as — ¥y LH X and ok ( )H TH ¥ . (Theadpint
Higgs in the st operator is needed to prevent it from vanishing identically
by antisym m etry of indices.) T hese operators com e from one—-loop diagram s.
They m ate the 10 wih som e Inhear combiation of the 10’s fiom the B
and RL .

4 The light fam ilies and their m asses

O ne sees, then, that even the an all set of H iggsm ultiplets given above, H *,
H BBl g BBCD] and 2, with one of each type, is enough to mate all of
the conjugate pairs of ferm ion m ultiplets and m ake them superheavy. W hich
ferm ion m ultiplets m ate determ ines which m ultiplets rem ain light.

The three 10’s that ram ain light are linear com binations of the one that
isin RL and the three that are In BL . W ihout loss of generality, we can
choose the avor basis of the light ferm ions so that 13 com es partly from
RL, but that 10; and 10, come purely from B} . This show s that for the



10'sone fam ily is autom atically selected out asdi erent by virtue of com ing
partly from a di erent SU (8) multiplkt than the other fam ilies. This will
allow an explanation of why the t quark is so m uch heavier than the u and

c quarks. M oreover, even though the 10; and 10, com e entirely from the

sam e SU (8) multiplet, namely BL , they come from di erent com ponents of
that muliplt. That is, they are given by T with di erent values of the
SU (8)=SU (5) index I and are thus distinguished from each otherby SU (8).

Thus, SU (8) can suppress the m ixing ofthese 10’s, aswillbe seen.

By contrast, one sees that all three light 5’s must com e from the sam e
kind of SU (8) multiplet, nam ely E]L . In other words, the three ]jghtg’s are
sin ply three particular Iinear com binationsofthenine ¢, . Forsim plicity,
we ocould take the basis In the space of these nine  elds to be such that the
light ones corresponded to the valuiesm = 1;2;3.) Sinhce ¢, hasonly an
SU (5) index and a Jabel (m ) that hasnothing to do w ith the gauge sym m etry,
the SU (8) does not distinguish am ong the three light 5’s in any way. One
would therefore expect that these 5’s would be able to m ix strongly with
each other.

It is interesting that the large m ixing am ong 5’s that is an ingredient of
the Iopsided and doubly lopsided m odels em erges naturally In the context of
SU (N ) uni cation wih N > 5. The reason has to do w ith anom aly cancel-
Jation. The 10’s o£ SU (5) must com e from tensors that have a rank of at
Jeast 2, which tend (for large N ) to m ake a Jarge positive contrioution to the
anom aly. In the m ost econom ical solutions of the anom aly conditions, this
large contrdbution tends to be cancelled by large num bers of antifindam en—
talmultiplets. This, In tum, gives the result in m any cases that the light
5’s all com e from antifiindam entals, as in the present SU (8) exampl. To
take another exam ple, In SU (9) the m ost econom ical three—fam ily solutions
to the anom aly conditions are @) B]+ 9 _[l] (165 com ponents) and ()
3 R1+ 15 [1] (243 com ponents). Both of these solutions have num erous
antifindam entals, and in both solutions all of the 5 are contained in these
antifindam entals.

The m asses of the uptype quarks, u, ¢, and t, come from operators
that (in SU (B) tem s) couple 10, to 10 . There is only one renom alizable
operator of this type, nam ely

Oa= (RLRL)BL = *° “PH,.cpi &)



which contains the temm  ( )H . NotethatH = csH °78)
However, only one of the light 10y ’s, nam ely the one that we have labelled
103, contains some of RL,, ie. of ; the other two light 10’s, nam ely
10; and 10,, are purely In B} . Consequently the operator O, contributes
only to the 33 elem ent of M  , the m ass m atrix of the up-type quarks. This
elem ent, which will be denoted A, is the only elem ent of M y that arises at
tree Jevel, thus explaining the relatively lJarge m agnitude ofthe tquark m ass.

At onedoop level, however, m any higherdin ension operators are induced
that contrlbute to the other elements of M y . In particular, one has the
follow Ing classes of operators:

O = (RLBL)LL Rk; (RLBL)LL Bk ;=
= apcpercu ( 2% CPE)HFHC"; ,pcperen (% CPHHHEFCEH;:
O = (BLBL)AdK Rk; (BLBL)RL Bk ;:=:
= aBcpEFGH ( ABC DEI) EHGH; aBcpEFGH ( ABC DEI)HIJH JFGHH::
O = (BLBL)OLL 0k Rk; (BLBL)LL O} Bk ;=
= ABCDEFGH ( ABC DEI)HIHFHGH; aBcpEFGH ( ABT CDJ)HIHJHEFGHi"'
(6)

T he operatorsoftype O oouplk Rl to BL, and therefore couple 105 to 104
and 10, . T hese operators thus contribute to the 13 (31) and 23 (32) elem ents
ofM y , which willbe denoted °and , respectively. (The operatorsO will
also contrbute to the 33 element A )

The operatorsoftype O coupk BL to BL, and therefore coupl any of
the 10; to any other of the 10;. They cannot, however, contrbute to any
diagonalelem ent ofM y , because of the antisym m etry ofthe epsilon sym bol
T hese operators therefore contribute to the 12 1) elem ent ofM y , which is
denoted , aswellasto theekments ; °.

F inally, operators of the type O , which also coupke BL to BL, can
contrbute to any elem ents of M y, Including the 11 and 22 elem ents, which
are denoted °and , respectively.

In sum , the m assm atrix of the up-type quarks has the fom

10
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There is no reason a priori why the di erent types of operators induced
at onedoop kevel must allm ake contributions to M y of the sam e order of
m agnitude. For exam pl, the operators of type O are of dinension 6 or
higher, w hereas som e ofthe operatorsoftype O are only ofdim ension 5. So
it could bethat ; ° ; Y. M oreover, the superheavy VEV sofH iggs elds
In di erent representations of SU (8) could be of quite di erent m agnitudes,
5o that even operators of the sam e din ension but involring di erent types
of H iggsmuliplets could m ake very di erent contributions.

If it were the case that ; ; ° ; 0 then thematrix M y would have
the observed threefold hierarchy am ong its eigenvalues, ie. m me Mg,

Tuming now to them asses of the dow n-type quarks and charged Jptons,
these com e from operators that (h SU (5) tem s) couple 10y, to 5, . At  rst
glncoe, there seam to be din ension4 operators that do this, nam ely

Yo ( my JH 5
Yo ( . (m))H T

However, the st of these operators is related by SU (8) to the operator
Yo (1 @), )H;,whith matesprecisely the 5, that is the linear combina—
tion v @) toab tomake it superheavy. So that the rsttem in Eqg. (8)
isnot a contrdbution to the light ferm jon m assm atrices, but is a coupling of
light ferm ions to superheavy ferm ions. In the sam e way, the second operator
in Eq. (8) is related by SU (8) to the operator Y, ( ™ 4, ) H;, which
m ates precisely the 5;, that is the linear combination Y, ¢, toab tomake
it superheavy. The second term 1n Eqg. (8) is thus also not a contribution to
the m ass m atrices of the light ferm ions.

The m ass m atrices of the dow n-type quarks and charged Jptons, which
w illbe denoted M , and M 1, , respectively, do not arise until one-loop. T here
are two kinds of operators that contribute:

@)

11



0 = (RLOL)AGK B (RLIOL)IRL Ik

(2 @n) soHei (% @a)HpeocHC e
)
o = (B]LEO]L)E]HAdeE]H; (B]LE]LO)AdeE]H;::Z
= (PPC @a)He SoHcei (PPC @ia) CoHpejum

T he operatorsoftype O oouplk RL to [l]and therefore 10, to 5;,i= 1;2;3.
T hus they contrbute to the 3iekm ents ofM ; and the i3 elem ents ofM ,
which we denote ;. The operatorsoftype O woupl BL to [L]and therefore
can contrbute to all the elements of themassmatricesMp, and M. W e
denote the resulting non-vanishing 2i elem ents ofM , and i2 elem ents ofM ;,

by ;, and the resulting non-vanishing 1i elem ents ofM ;, and il elem ents of
M by {. Thesem atrices consequently have the form ,

0 1 0 1
1

= o

E; M, € ) 10)

NN No
w w wo
WobNokro
w N (=
>0

1 3

The matrix M ; is not exactly the transpose of M  , because of SU (B)-
breaking e ects from the adpint H iggs VEV s that com e into the one-loop
diagram s (eg. the factorsof ., mn Eq. (9)). Thatiswhy a \ " isused in
the equation forM ; ratherthan an equalsign. These SU (5)-breakinge ects
can explain the welkknown G eorgiJarlskog factors O], ie. the deviations of
me,=m andmg=m,. from 1.

T he notation used In w riting elem ents of the m ass m atrices is as follow s:

(@) E Jam ents that com e from operators of the sam e class are denoted by
the sam e G reek ktter. Forexam pl, and Oin Eqg. (7) both com e from the
operatorsofclassO ,and 1, 2, 3, Vr 5,and Jallcome from the operators
of class O . Consequently, elem ents that are denoted by di erent G reek
Jetters, since they com e from entirely di erent operators, have no reason to
be com parable in m agniude.

(o) E Jem ents that are denoted by the sam e G reek ketterbut di erby a
prine, such as and %or ; and J, come from the sam e operators, con-
taining the sam e SU (8) m ultiplets, but involve di erent com ponents of those
multiplets. For exam ple, suppose that 10; = 8 and 10, = 7. Then

12



theelements and °would both come from the operatorsO ,but would
oom e from the term s ( )H H %, ( "YH-H ©’8, etc., wheresas °
would com e from the tem s ( 8y H 7, ( 8)H gH °78, etc.. Since
di erent com ponents ofthe same SU (8) multiplet of Higgs elds | such as
H®H’,andH® | can have vacuum expectation values that are very di er-
ent from each other if there is a hierarchy of scales involved in the breaking
0ofSU (8) down to the Standard M odelgroup, elem ents that di erby a prin e
can also be of very di erent m agnitude. In other words, we see that a hi-
erarchy am ong elem ents of a m ass m atrix of light fermm ions, ie. a \ avor
hierarchy", can arise In part from a hierarchy of scales In the breaking of the
grand uni ed group.

(c) E Jem ents that are distinguished only by a subscript, such as Jand J,
com e from the sam e kinds of operators, and the sam e SU (8) com ponents of
the m ultiplets w thin those operators, but involve di erent antifindam ental
m uliplkets of ferm ions. For example, 1, 2, and 3 allcome from the same
operators O (such as AB° m)a poHp) and wih the SU 8) indices taking
the sam e values; but they nvolve di erent linear com binations of the nine
antifindam entalmultiplets )a,m = 1;::5 9. In otherwords, SU (8) gauge
symm etry In no way distinguishes am ong the elements ;, ,, and 3. If
there are no preferred directions In the nine-dim ensional space spanned by
the lndex m | ie. ifthe Yukawa couplings Y, , vn » @and a, , are \random Iy"
oriented In that space | then one expects that ; 2 37 1 2 3r
and {9 O

In consequence, one expects them atricesM , and M ;, to have a stratd ed
structure characteristic of the doubly lopsided m odels of Refs. #4, 7]. ALl
the elem ents ofa row of M, (ora column ofM ;) should be com parabl in
m agnitude; whereas the di erent row sofMp (or colum nsofM ;) should typ—
ically be quite di erent n m agniude. A swas explained In the Introduction,
such a strati ed structure leads to a situation where them ixing angles of the
ft-handed quarks (the CKM anglks) are an all, whike the m ixIng angles of
the keft-handed leptons (the M N S neutrino-m ixing angles) are of order one.
This is clear from a direct inspection of the m assm atrices: the CKM angls
evidently involve ratios of elam ents of di erent rows ofMp (eg. Vg would
nvolre 3= 3 1), whilke the M NS anglks involre elem ents of di erent row s
ofM; g.U 3= sih ,un Ihvolvesthe rmtio ,= 3 1).

Tuming to the m ass m atrix of the light neutrinos, it is apparent that
all of its elem ents should be com parable, since the three light neutrinos are

13



not distinguished in any way by SU (8), but only by which antifindam ental
ferm ion multiplets they are contained In. That is, they all come from the
sam e kind of muliplkts, ();. Thiswould Inply that the ratios of neutrino
m asses should not exhbit a Jarge hierarchy, which is consistent w ith the fact
that ( mZ;)" and ( m2_ )" only di erby abouta factorof5. Since each
ofthem atricesM ; and M ;, contains elem ents of various types, (though they
allarise at oneJoop lkvel) one expects am uch stronger hierarchy am ong their
eigenvalues, as is lndeed observed. And nally, since My not only contains
elem ents of di erent types, but also both treelevel and one-loop elem ents,
the hierarchy am ong the up-type quarks should be the strongest of all; and
that too corresponds to what is seen.

F inally, it should be noted that there are m any Standard M odel singkt
ferm jon  elds in this m odel, which can ply the rolk of right-handed neu-
trinos. To be exact, there are 31 of them , of which 27 com e from the nine
antifundam ental multiplets of SU (8). For these 27, the m asses com e pre-
dom inantly from the coupling ann @)r @)oMH W i. Due to the antisymm e—
try ofthem atrix a, ,, these tem s by them selves would lead to D iracm asses
for these particles. W hen other contributions to the right-handed neutrino
m asses are taken into acoount, a \psesudoD irac" form can em erge. A siswell-
known, such a pseudoD irac structure can lad to resonant enhancem ent of

Jeptogenesis.

5 Conclusions

Tt has been shown that a realistic grand uni ed m odel can be constructed
based on SUN ), N > 5, n which the SU (N ) symm etry and is pattem
of breaking is su cient to create a non-trivial avor structure for the light
quarks and lkptons, w ithout there being any avor symm etry at all. W hat
m akes the fem ions of di erent fam ilies di erent from each other is the way
they transform underthe SU (N ). T his is In particular true of the three light
10’'s 0of SU (5), which do not all com e from the sam e kinds of multiplets of
SU (N ). On the other hand, in this m odel the three light 5’s of SU (5) do
alloom e from the sam e kind of multiplet of SU NN ), and thus are not distin—
guished from each other. Since the keft-handed neutrinos are all contained In
the 5’s, no fiindam entalsym m etry distinguishes the light neutrinos from each
other, and as a consequence large neutrino m ixing naturally results and the
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neutrino m asses should not exhbit a strong hierarchy. For the m ass m atri-
ces of the dow n—type quarks and the charged kptons a strati ed or \doubly
lopsided" structure resuls, kading to a stronger hierarchy for their m asses.
T he strongest m ass hierarchy of all is that of the up-type quarks. (In the
SU (8) m odelwe present as an exam pl, only the top quark ocbtainsm ass at
tree level))

T he fact that the three light 5’s are not distinguished by any symm etry
(Whith is what gives the realistic strati ed structure to the m ass m atrices)
stem s from the fact that they all com e from antifuindam ental m ultiplets of
SU (N ). That in tum can be traced to the requirem ents of anom aly cancel-
lation. For SU (N ) m odels containing only antisym m etric tensor m ultiplets
of ferm ions, the m ost econom ical sets of ferm dons that have three fam ilies
and are anom aly free tend to have m any antifindam ental m ultijplets and it
isusually the case that allofthe 5’s com e from these m ultiplets.

T hem odeldescribed above is a non-supersym m etric grand uni ed theory.
Tt isalso possble to construct m odels based on the sam e ideas that have low -
energy supersymm etry. In such m odels all the m asses of the light fam ilies
would have to come from treedevel diagram s. However, there could still
be m ass hierarchies, sihce tree diagram s can generate operators of di erent
din ensions and ofdi erent types. M oreover, there can be a hierarchy am ong
the scales at which SU (N ) breaks down to the Standard M odel group, and
this hierarchy can be re ected In the m ass m atrices of the light quarks and
Jeptons, as the m odel presented here illistrates.
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