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LARGE MIXING ANGLES IN A sU (2); GAUGE THEORY OF WEAK INTERACTIONS
AS A RESONANT EFFECT
OF 1-LOOP TRANSITIONS BETWEEN QUASI-DEGENERATE FERMIONS

B. Mache@@

Abstract: We show that 1-loop transitions between two quasi-degéméeamions can induce a poten-
tially large renormalization of their mixing angle, and &g renormalized Cabibbo (or PMNS) angle
when the second fermion pair in the same two generations isdiamn degeneracy. At the resonance,
the “Cabibbo angle” gets maximal and simply connected tosemsvithout invoking any new physics
beyond the standard model. This solution appears as theoarlyperturbatively stable” (mixing angles
are then renormalized with respect to their classical wahyesmall amounts).

PACS: 12.15.Ff 12.15.Lk 14.60.Pq Keywords: mixing, radiative corrections, mass-splitting

1 Introduction

The origin of large mixing angles observed in leptonic ckdrgurrents is still unknowr [1]. A com-
mon idea is that it is linked to a quasi-degeneracy of nearibut this connection was never firmly
established. And it cannot be on simple grounds, since hoapbge transformations on a (mass) ma-
trix, while changing its eigenvalues, do not change its migetors, hence mixing angles; accordingly,
infinitely different spectra can be associated to a giverningiangle.

We show below, in the case of binary coupled systems, thgé larixing can be associated with quasi-
degeneracy. Indeed, small (perturbative) changes of paesis(for examples elements of mass matrix)
can then trigger large variations of eigenstates. In the aader scrutiny, 1-loop transitions between two
fermions generate perturbative @?) modifications of their kinetic terms. A (slightly non-uriga trans-
formation, which differs from a rotation only at (?), is needed to cast them back into their canonical
form eI (Tis the unit matrix). When the two fermions are quasi-degaieerthe induced transfor-
mation of their mass matrix is enough to trigger in turn lavggations of its eigenvectors, such that its
re-diagonalization requires a rotation by a large anglee [akter ultimately becomes the renormalized
Cabibbo angle that occurs in charged current.

In the following, we shall work with two generations of felnis, and take the example of two pairs
of quarks d;s) and (;c). This can be easily translated to the (more appropriatéphepase, when
the two pairs are instead, for example,; )and e ; ). Then, “Cabibbo angle’]2] translates into
“first PMNS angle” 1, [3], “quasi-degeneratey; s) system” into “quasi-degenerate neutrino pait; c)

far from degeneracy intdelectron;m uon) far from degeneracyrc. Also, the the sake of simplicity,
we shall work in a puresU (2);, theory of weak interactions instead of the standard (2);, U 1)
electroweak model.
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2 1-loop transitions between non-degenerate fermions. Re-diagonalizing
the quadratic Lagrangian

2.1 1-loop transitions

Like in the Standard Model of electroweak interactions g diagonalization of the classical mass
matrix by a bi-unitary transformation leads to the cladsitass eigenstates, for exampfe andd? , with
classical masses ; andm 4. They are orthogonal with respect to the classical Lagean{io transition
between them occurs at the classical level). However, abf;lgauge interactions induce diagonal and
non-diagonal transitions between them. For example, Figstribes non-diagona) ! d’ transitions

@, mediated by ther  gauge bosons. Diagonal transitions are mediated either byor by thew 3
gauge bosons.

u%, G

S d;

p q p
Fig. 1: s> ' & transition at 1-loop

We investigate in this work how the Cabibbo procedure imgets in the presence of these transitions
[5]. The one depicted in Fig. 1 contributes as a left-han#aubtic-like, p>-dependent interaction of the
type

sih cocos c hEPimyimy ) h@memy ) dg Bl s)sh; 1)
that we abbreviate, with transparent notations, into

scchy ) B@Q s)sp: (2

It depends on the classical Cabibbo angle= 4 . The functionh is dimensionless. It is sim-
ple matter to realize that all (diagonal and non-diagondbap transitions mediated betweerand d
mediated by gauge bosons transform their kinetic terms into
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To the contributions[{3) we must add the diagonal transitiorediated by ther * gauge boson. The
kinetic terms for left-handed? ands? quarks become (omitting the fermionic fields)

!Similar transitions occur betweerandu quarks, and between their leptonic equivalent.



Kd = I+Hd; 0 1

Hgq = hu+hc+(hu h:)Tx(zc)‘l'@ A; (5)

Ku = I+Hu; O 1
hg+ h h
H, = dz g h)T,RH+@ T A (6)
he

We shall now diagonalize the quadratic part of the effecthleop Lagrangian, which means putting the
pure kinetic terms back to the unit matrix and, at the same,tig@-diagonalizing the mass matrix. This
is accordingly a two-steps procedure.

Note that the kinetic terms of right-handed fermions aremotlified, such that we shall only be con-
cerned below with the left-handed ones.

2.2 First step: re-diagonalizing kinetic terms back to the unit matrix

The pure kinetic term& 4 for @ ;s2 ) written in (8) can be cast back to their canonical form by a
p?-dependent non-unitary transformationsaccording to

VIKgVq= It (7

The procedure to fintt, is the following. Let@+ t, )and @+ t ), t. ;£ =0 dgz), be the eigenvaq,ues

. . . . . cos!ly shly
of the symmetric matrixx d@. It can be diagonalized by a rotatim (! 5) €
sih!ly cos!y

according to 0 1
1+t
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(10) defines! 4 in particular as a function of the classicat g = !4 (¢;::9.

The diagonal matrix obtained inl(9) is not yet the unit matbit one gets to it by a simple renormaliza-
tion of the columns ok (! 4) respectively bys—=— and» lit . The looked for non-unitary matrixy
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It differs from the rotatiorrR (! 4) only ato () and satisfies

0 1 1
1 t +t B 1+t C
VaVYi= I+ )T ( 21q) ;5 VIvg= :
VaT Ui eodr ) > & ) Tx O 2Y4) aVa= @ 1 A
1+t
12)
Forhy hj $h. hieq.[d0) shows thaty( o) .. S0, when the paind;s) is close to

degeneracy andu;c) far from it (see also footnotel 6);4 becomes close to a rotatian ( ). This
property plays, as shown in subsectionl 4.2, an importaetirothe determination of the renormalized
Cabibbo angle.

2.3 Second step: re-diagonalization of the mass matrix

By the flavor transformatiow 4 acting on left-handed fermions in the bare mass basistransforms
into VM 4, which needs to be re-diagonalized. To this purpose, a newikary transformation is
needed. The transformation acting on left-handed fermisiise rotationr ( 4) that diagonalizes the
real symmetric matrif
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(@15) defines in particular, as a function oft 4, and thus as a function of the classical 4= 4( c;::9.
It also defines 1-loop mass eigenstaigs (©?) ands, 1, ©*). Since itis in particular unitary, it preserves

the canonical form of the kinetic terms that had been re@alkér the first step of the procedure. By
construction, at any giver?, there is no 1-loop transition between; ©?) ands, 1, ©%).

The main property of (15) is the presence of a pole. It ocaurs f
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which is, through[(ID0), a relation betweefgm 4;m g;m ,;m o, my (andp?).

We shall see in subsection #.2 that, for quasi-degenggsate and largely splitaa;c), 4 ( ) ultimately
becomes the renormalized Cabibbo angle, which is accdydimglicitly expressed by (15) as a function
of the masses of fermions and gauge fields, anef of

3From now onwards, to lighten the notations, we shall fretjyemit the dependence asf and on the masses.
“The re-diagonalization of kinetic terms indirectly cohtries to a renormalization of the masses: ! 4;ms ! .
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3 Individual mixing matrix and renormalized mixing angle

3.1 1-loop and classical mass eigenstates are non-unitarily related

The left-handed 1-loop mass eigenstates are related to the bare ones by
0 1 0 1

0
@ O%LA=VdR(d)@ R
S

m L Sm L

(17)

They are thus deduced from the latter by the productdtdependent non-unitary transformatispand
ap?-dependent unitary ore ( 4). The two basis are accordingly non-unitarily related [G]phrticular,
on mass-shell (respectively gt = m 2 andp® = m 2), one has for the physical mass eigenstates

VaR (@1 ©°=m3) & + VaR (@l =m3) .
VaR (b1 @ =m2)dp + VaR (ko @ =m2) sh.: (18)
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Since bare mass states are unitarily related to bare flaatwsstthe physical mass eigenstates are also
non-unitarily related to bare flavor states.

3.2 Individual mixing matrix and renormalized mixing angle

Classical flavor eigenstates and 1-loop mass eigenstaeslated to each other according to
0 1 0 1 0 1

a2 0
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whereCq R (g4) is the classical mixing matrix in th¢d;s) sector. The individual mixing matrix at
1-loop is thus given by
Cq= CqoVaR (g) = R (g)VgR (q): (20)

Sincevy R (4) + 0 &%) (seel(Il)), one has
Ca Ri(at lat a): (21)

The quantity! 4+ 4is seen or[(21) to renormalize the classical mixing angldé-rom [15), one deduces
that it satisfies the general relation
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Let us suppose now that and s are quasi-degenerate and thaand c are, at the opposite far from
degeneracy. Then (see subseclion 2'2), ) o and21) becomesy; R (¢ <+ ql(o) =

5The subscript. refers to left-handed fermions.



R (4 + q(¢)). Furthermore, at the pole_(116) ¢f (15). when 4 ( .) becomes maximaly = =4,
itis easy to show thaty + 4gets smalff ; alsthen renormalized only by a small amolint

4 The renormalized Cabibbo angle

4.1 The effective gauge-invariant and hermitian Lagrangian at 1-loop

After 1-loop radiative corrections te} ; $ dj, andq ; $ up, have been accounted for, the kinetic
terms for the first two generations of left-handed fermiamse cast into their standard formd

1D © ) ,write, in the bare mass basis
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SU (2);, gauge invariance, by requesting the replacement of thepdetivative by the covariant one, is
at the origin of the gauge couplings that appeal_in (24is hermitian and involves the (Cabibbo rotated)
SU (2)1, generators
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wherec, is the classical Cabibbo matrix
0 1
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SWhen the pair(d;s) is quasi-degenerate and;c) far from degeneracy! 4 £g < such that[{16) is approximately a

second degree equationdas2 .. Furthermore, one has, then (in the unitary gauge), h3 amimt my L m;_szn
m2m2p? m2 2 n2 p2 . m? m2 ) . ! )
Hu hj 8"—2 ’C“% v which, added tochy hj — §+ — g , enables to write the approximate solution of
@)as 1 m2+ m? 2 m? m?2 m2+m?
c0s2 . - hC)mg mg 122 cqu ”mg mg: (23)
Since the r.h.s of (23) is 1, it corresponds to a classical itself close to maximal. Then, so doés ( .).
At the pole [T6), | *—— :%”?n; cole!d] = 1 and the relation[22) becomesn2 (!4 + 4) = 1=tan2!4, which
vanishes when 4 becomes maximal. Theng + 4! 0,¢.e.d
"Ones finds numerically froniL(22) arld {10) that; + 4) ( ) only vanishes at the polE{lL6)e. when . 4 is close
to maximal.



4.2 The renormalized Cabibbo angle

From [24), one deduces that, in the bare mass basis, thenaliwed Cabibbo matrix is, at )

cM ;i) = % rI+{ZH—u1CO+ Co fI+{ZH_d} (28)

Ky K g

which, in particular, is not unitary . Using_(IL7), it beconieshe basis of 1-loop mass eigenstates
CE% )= VuR (W)FC™ ©%::0) VaR (@) (29)

SinceH , andH 4 in (28) areo (@), the terms proportional to them in{29) can be calculatedh tie
expressions ok ( 4) andvg ato @°), that is, fort, = 0 = t ; one can accordingly take in there

R (g4) [}E) R ( !g)andvy EFU) R (!4), suchthavgR (4) ! L The same approximation can be done
in the @;c) sector. The resulting expression fois
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in the second line of which we have used|(2[7)] (20) and itsvedgnt forc,.

Let us now get an approximate expressiond®cy whend ands are close to degeneracy, whileand
care far from it. Then (see subsection]2.2),( .) < such that, by[(11), one hag; R ( ),

which cancels the, R (c) in (30). Likewise, from the equivalentin 2!, = 4= ie
of (I0) in the (u;c) sector, we deduce that, singe, hj Hhg hij's ! 0such that, from the
equivalent of[(Il)y, T Also, sincetan 2, is proportional tosin 2!, in the equivalent of_ (15), ,

becomes small, such that(,) ! T tooﬁ. Finally, (30) becomes

CE%;::9) R (4()+ 0 @) when d;s) degenerate ands;c) far from degeneracy (31)

This is our main result: the renormalized value of the Cabibhgle finally becomes; ( o) as given
by (18); it can become large and eventually maximal at thenasce[(16). If so, since. is then close
to maximal, too (see footnoté 6), the Cabibbo angle getsrnealized by a small amount (like; (see
subsection 3]2) and, (see footnotgls)).

S Summary and prospects

We have shown that, in aU 2);, gauge model of weak interactions, 1-loop transitions behwsvo
fermions can strongly modify their mass eigenstates andrgéma large mixing angle when:

* this pair is close to degeneracy;

* the other pair in the same two generations is, at the oppdsit from degeneracy.

While the classical mixing angle, of the largely split pair undergoes a small renormalizattbe one 4
of the quasi-degenerate pair gets renormalized;kty.) ., which play the following roles: the rotation
R ( .) casts the kinetic terms of the quasi-degenerate pair batletonit matrix andk ( 4 ( o)) puts its
mass matrix back to diagonal. The Cabibbo angle gets acggydienormalized from 4 ulo,
approximately,( 4+ 4(c) <) u thatis, upto corrections @?), 4( c)itself. Inthe vicinity of the
pole oftan 2 4, both . and 4 become close to maximal. 1-loop renormalizations of . and . are
then small. A maximal value for the Cabibbo angle appearsdasd conditions as the only perturbatively
stable solution (see footndié 7).

8/4R () 1, such that the renormalization of the mixing angle of thgédy split pair is small.



This non-trivial effect of 1-loop radiative correctionsutd explain the large mixing angles observed in
charged leptonic currents if the classical PMNS angles lasedo fulfilling the leptonic equivalent of
conditions [(16) and_(23). To our knowledge, it is the firsteithat such relations connecting masses
and angles could be established on simple perturbativengsowithout invoking physics beyond the
standard model.

A more quantitative analysis is currently under investayat
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