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Flavour-Changing-Neutral-Currents (FCNC) play an imanttdle in testing the Standard Model
(SM) while probing the possibility of having New Physics beg the SM. In the SM, FCNC are
forbidden at three level, but arise through calculable lmog-contributions. We review some of
the features of FCNC in two examples of minimal extensiorthefSM. In the first example, we
consider an extension of the SM consisting of the additioonaf vector-like quark either of the
up-type Q = 2/3) or the down type@®@ = —1/3). In this extension there are non-vanishing but nat-
urally suppressed Z-mediated FCNC at tree level. In thersbegample, we discuss extensions
of the SM with two Higgs doublets, without the assumptionatimal flavour conservation, giving
rise to Higgs mediated FCNC. The existence of strict expemntal limits on processes sensitive
to Higgs FCNC requires a strong suppression of these cstréké present scenarios resulting
from discrete symmetries where all new flavour structurésérquark sector are parametrized by
elements of the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matagether with the ratio of vacuum
expectation values of the Higgs doublets in the Higgs basised by the symmetry. We extend
these scenarios to the leptonic sector with the Ponteciliaki-Nakagawa-Sakata matrix playing
a réle similar to the CKM matrix in the quark sector.
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1. Introduction

The Standard Model (SM) is very successful in accountingHerexperimental observations
of the hadronic sector except for a few anomalies and tegssiifl to be confirmed. In the leptonic
sector we are confronted with a different situation. In th, $ieutrinos are strictly massless:
there are no Dirac neutrino masses due to the absence ofytithainded neutrino fieldg; and
no Majorana masses are generated in higher orders, due ¢b Bxaconservation. Therefore
non-vanishing neutrino masses require Physics Beyondthe S

Extending the SM in order to account for the observed leptamiking and neutrino masses
involves novel features, not present in the quark sectoenEkie most straightforward extension
consisting of simply introducing righthanded neutrinogieg up the possibility of very rich new
phenomena such as baryogenesis through leptogenesis. vByitrias been established that in
the SM it is not possible to generate the observed baryon ragym of the universe (BAU). In
particular, new sources of CP violation are required. Tioeeeneutrino masses and the observed
BAU provide two of the motivations to consider New Physicgdrel the SM.

In this note, we consider two simple extensions of the SM,ree&CNC arise at tree level,
but are naturally suppressed. In the first example, destiib8ection 2, we extend the SM with
vectorial isosinglet quarks which leads to Z mediated flawwhanging neutral currents (FCNC)
as well as deviations from unitarity of the Cabibbo-Kobdyddaskawa (CKM) matrix, in such
a way that the strength of both effects are inter-relatedithEtmore, such extensions allow for
a natural suppression of these effects, as required by iexpetr In Section 3 we discuss a two
Higgs doublet model, without natural flavour conservationthe Higgs sector, where all new
flavour structures in the quark sector are parametrized daypahts of the CKM matrix, together
with the ratio of vacuum expectation values of the Higgs dietsb whereas in the leptonic sector
the same réle is played by the Pontecorvo-Maki-Nagawai8aMNS) matrix. In general two
Higgs doublet models have Higgs mediated FCNC as well asepsas mediated by a charged
Higgs field which, of course, is not present in the SM. The héeature of the class of models
described here is the fact that the flavour structure of FCNIE depends on the CKM matrix and
can be naturally suppressed by small CKM matrix elements.

2. New Physics in the Flavour Sector in the Presence of Heavy Fermions

One of the dogmas in the construction of unified gauge modelsei absence of Z-mediated
tree-level flavour changing neutral currents. The origitthig dogma 1], 2] stems from the fact
that Z-mediated FCNC, if not suppressed, lead to too largéribotions to various processes like
K? — putu—, K, — Ks mass differencek ™ — vV, etc. One may ask the question whether this
dogma can be violated in realistic and plausible extensiétise SM. In this section we emphasize
that this is indeed the case. This talk is based on work dotieiframework of models with vector-
like quarks [3], [#]. Models with vector-like quarks ( ses@}5] ) provide a framework where there
are FCNC at tree level, which are naturally suppressed hgriaofm?/M?, wherem andM stand
for the masses of the SM quarks and the vector-like quarks.dé&finitness, let us consider an
extension of the SM where one up-type isosinglet quai& added to the SM spectrurd [4]. Both
T;, andTy are isosinglets, so mass terms of the typ& , Trug; (j =1 to 3) areSU(2) x U(1)
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gauge invariant and can be large. Without loss of generahiy can choose a weak basis where
the down quark mass matrix is diagonal real. In this bdsiss, just the 4x 4 unitary matrix which
enters the diagonalization of the up quark mass matrix. Ytloss of generality, one can also use
the freedom to rephase quark fields, to choose the phagéiahe following way:

0 x -y..
m 0 0 ..
argU) = By 0 (2.1)

where the four rephasing invariant phases dre [6] ,[7]:

B=ard—VeaV,ViaVin) + Y= S ViV, VoaVen);
x=arg—V,VViVy) i X' =argd—VeaViVE V). (2.2)

some authors usg, = x, ¢ = B and@; = y; X’ is usually neglected. It should be emphasized
that independently of the dimensions @f only the four rephasing invariant phases irj 2.2 enter
its 3x 3 sector connecting standard quarks. In the three genesa8M, these four rephasing
invariant phases and the nine moduli \¢fx,, are related by various exact relation$ [8] which
provide a test of the SM. It can be readily verified that in tbatext of the SM, the phasgsand
X' are small, of ordeA? and A4, respectively, withA ~ 0.2. It has been pointed out that in the
framework of models with up-type isosinglet quarks [9], @@ obtain larger values of The
recent measurements pfare in agreement with the SM, but the errors are large andliéss that
there is room for New Physics contributions, which can bealisred once a better precision is
obtained in the measurement yof

As mentioned above, we assume that there is only one up-$gsinglet quark, which we
denote T. In the mass eigenstate basis the charged andleutest interactions can be written:

8 & t
Ly = ———=u ywvd, W, +H.c.,
8 & t d i
T [y (Vv u, —dpyHd, — 2sirf 6y Jh, ] Z,, (2.3)

whereu = (u,¢,t,T),d = (d,s,b), while V is a 4x 3 submatrix of the 4 4 unitary matrixU which
enters the diagonalization of the up-type quark mass matrix

Vud Vus Vuh
V= Vcd Vcs Vch ) (2 4)
Via Vis Vi

Vra Vrs Vro

Itis clear from Eqs.i(2:3); (2.4), thatv T # 1, which leads to FCNC in the up-quark sector. Writing
explicitly:
(Vv =8j— UiaUy (2.5)

one sees that deviations from unitarity are controlledUhy/;, The salient feature of this class
of models with isosinglet quarks is that there are natumsihall violations of unitarity. It is clear
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from Eq.i2.4 that the columns f are orthogonal, while its rows are not. It can be readilyfiesi
[10] that deviations of unitarity are suppressednlsy/M?, wherem andM stand for the standard
guark and vector-like quark masses, respectively. At thiatpit should be emphasized that there
is nothing “strange" in having small violations of<33 unitarity. The leptonic mixing matrix also
has small deviations of unitarity in the seesaw type one éxaonk.

One may summarize some of the implications of the additiamefisosinglet up- type vector-
like quark in the following way:[11]:

e Leads to the he inclusion of a new mass eigenstate in the uprsghich can give new
contributions to amplitudes involving virtual up quarksfasexample in kaon and B-meson
mixings.

e Leads to a quark mixing matriX which is not 3x 3 unitary allowing for deviations of the
elementd/;; from SM values

e Leads to moified couplings to the Z-bosons in the up-sectmiuding tree level flavour
changing couplings and a reduced value of the flavour coimgeocouplings.

e Leads to modifications in thiad sector which can alleviate the existing tensions.

Next we briefly mention some of the consequences of havindl sfe@ations of unitarity.
Although our analysis is done within the framework of onesinglet quarkl’, a good part of our
results hold in a much larger class of extensions of the SM.drhcial ingredient is the presence
of small violations of unitarity, independently of theirgin.

In the SM, using 3« 3 unitarity of Vcxa, We can derive exact relations between rephasing
invariant Vegy, phases and the moduli &fy,. These relations are obviously modified in the
presence of an up-type vector-like quark. As an examplejdeonsider the estimated value)of
in the present model.

From orthogonality of the second and third columroone obtainsi[9]:

’VubHVus,

\Vrp||Vrs|
|Vcb||Vcs|

siny =
X Voo Vs

sin(y—x +x) + sin(c—x) , (2.6)
where o is a rephasing invariant phase,= arg(Vr,V.,V;, V). In the SM one has, of course,
siny = ¢(A?), since only the first term in Eq. (2.6) is present. It is cldttin this extension of
the SM one may obtain a significant deviation from the SM vald@e may obtain a significant
enhancement iV, Vr,| is not too small or one may obtain a suppressiory d@fthe two terms in
Eq. (2.6) have opposite signs.

This model has FCNC in the up sector and in particular one daslings of the type, y*1,Z,
which are proportional tuz4u34|, which measures deviations of orthogonality of the secomt a
third rows of V. Provided|uz4uz4| is not too small, one may have rare top decays cZ at rates
which can be observed at the LHC. In this model one alsazhasuplings toc, y*u; at tree level
[12] . In order for these couplings to be able to account ferdghserved size a®® — DO mixing,
the size offugu4| has to be of ordeh® [13] .

It has also been pointed out thak [4] that in the frameworkif model one has the potential
for solving the tension between experimental values 0§, and Br8* — 17 v;) with respect to
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SM expectations. One may also have important deviatioma ffee SM in observables in the bd
sector like the semi-leptonic asymmetts,, BS — p*u~ andA§, —A¢,. Other potential places
where NP can show up includg g, y, Kf — mPvv, D — pt = [i1].

3. Minimal Flavour Violation with Two Higgs Doublets

The flavour structure of Yukawa couplings is not constraibgdgauge invariance. In the
SM all flavour changing transitions are mediated by chargedkncurrents with flavour mixing
controlled byVcky, the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix. Models with twgd$ doublets
[14], [I5] have potentially large Higgs FCNC. The existemgestrict limits on FCNC processes
requires a mechanism of suppression. The elimination efleeel FCNC is accomplished, for
instance, in the context of natural flavour conservatiortfitpugh a discrete symmetry such that
only one Higgs doublet couples and gives mass to each feitrsentor. An alternative proposal is
the Aligned two Higgs doublet model [i16]. An alternativeaglgut forward in the early nineties, is
to have tree level Higgs mediated FCNC suppressed by srotdrfagiven in terms of small entries
of the Vg matrix [17], [L8]. The first models of this type with no ad-hassumptions. obtained
from a symmetry, were proposed by Branco, Grimus and Laviiil@(BGL). Later on, we have
generalized BGL models [20], and extended the idea to thenépsector[21] as reported in this
talk. In the early year two thousands the designation Mihiteour Violation (MFV) was coined
[22], [23], referring to extensions of the SM model where lineaking of the largé/ (3)° flavour
symmetry of the gauge sector is completely determined byaWakcouplings, as it is the case in
the SM. The definition requires, in addition, that the toprguéukawa couplings should play a
special réle. Due to this requirement, not all BGL implenagions, which are presented below,
fall into the category of models considered as being of MRyetyonly a specific example out of
the six possible BGL models is recognized as such by autlidne aefinition {24]. An interesting
alternative definition of MFV in the context of two Higgs ddebmodels was given and discussed
in a recent worki[25]. A feature common to all these modelkésfact that the flavour structure of
the quark sector is expressed in terms of entries o¥/thhg, matrix. A distinctive feature of BGL
models is that they are obtained from a global Abelian symynet

In order to fix our notation, we specify the Yukawa interagsipstarting with the quark sector:

Ly = —Q0 F1®1d3 — Q0 Ip®2d% — Q0 £y D1u — 00 DBl +h. c. (3.1)

wherel ; andA; denote the Yukawa couplings of the lefthanded quark dos@%to the righthanded
quarksdy, ug and the Higgs doublet®;. The quark mass matrices generated after spontaneous
gauge symmetry breaking are given by:

1 ) 1 )
My = —=(vil14+v2e'T2), M, = —=(vil1+voe "9Ny), 3.2
p \/é(l 1+v2e"T2) \/z(l 1+v2 2) (3.2)

wherev; = | < 0|¢°|0 > | anda denotes the relative phase of the vacuum expectation vélaes)
of the neutral components df;. The matrices\l;, M, are diagonalized by the usual bi-unitary
transformations:
UJLMdUdR = Dy = diag (mg,mg,mp) (3.3)
Ul MUy = D, = diag (m,,me,m;) (3.4)
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The neutral and the charged Higgs interactions obtained the quark sector of Eq; (3.1) are of
the form

. —-1
% (quark, Higg = —df; [MyH® + NOR +iNO1] d3 —

—1
— uf - (M, H®++ NOR + iN1| u — (3.5)

V2H*

-0 —~0f

wherev = /v +v3 ~ 246 GeV, andd®, R are orthogonal combinations of the fields aris-
ing when one expands [26] the neutral scalar fields arouriditheuum expectation valueqajo =

%(vj +p;+in;), choosingH? in such a way that it has couplings to the quarks which are pro-
portional to the mass matrices, as can be seen from Eq. (S#)ilarly, / denotes the linear
combination off); orthogonal to the neutral Goldstone boson. The matiesV? are given by:

NO = i(\/zr]_ — Vleiarz) No = i(\/zAl — vle_iaAg) (36)

d \/é ) u \/z

The flavour structure of the quark sector of two Higgs doubiedels is thus fully specified in
terms of the four matrice®,, M,, N2, N2. In terms of the quark mass eigenstates, the Yukawa
couplings are:

+ 0 —
_vaH u(VNaye — N} Vy)d +h.c.— HT (uDyu+dDy d) —

Ly =
R _ —
-3 [M(NMVR +NIyL)u+d(Nayg +NiyL) d} + (3.7)
I _ —
+ i; [M(NMVR — Ny )u—d(Nay _N;VL) d}

with y, = (1—)/2, yg = (1+ y5)/2 and wheré/ stands for thé/cxy matrix. The matricesv,
andNn,, are:
Ny=U}NUsw, — N,=U}NU.g (3.8)

Comparison with Egs.i (3.3), (3.4) shows that the matrig&sn? transform in the same way as
the matrices\1;, M,, under unitary transformations of the quark fields. The ptglsneutral Higgs
fields are combinations @f°, R and/. Flavour changing neutral currents are controlledvpyand
N,. For generic two Higgs doublet mod&¥s, N, are non-diagonal arbitrary.

In order to obtain a structure for the matridesandA; such that the the strength of the tree
level FCNC is completely controlled bk, Branco, Grimus and Lavoura (BGL) imposed the
following symmetry on the quark and scalar sector of the aagian {19]:

07, —exp(it) QF;,  up; —exp(i2T)up;, Dz — exp(iT)®z, (3.9)

wheret # 0, T, with all other quark fields transforming trivially underetsymmetry. The index
can be fixed as either 1, 2 or 3. Alternatively the symmetry treghosen as:

07, — exp(it) 0F; dp; — exp(i21)dg; , Py — exp(—iT)®; . (3.10)
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The symmetry given by Eq. (3.9) leads to Higgs FCNC in the deaagtor, whereas the symmetry
specified by Eq.(3.10) leads to Higgs FCNC in the up sectdhdrcase of the symmetry given by
Eq. (3.9), forj = 3 there are FCNC in the down sector controlled by the matjigiven by [19]

=

N ii =
( d)] V1

1% 1%
Dg)ij— (i + v-;) (Vixan)i3(Ver )i (Da) jj - (3.11)
whereas, there are no FCNC in the up sector and the couplitrixrofthe up quarks to th& and
I fields is of the form:

N, = —-Xdiag (0,0,m,) + “2diag (im,,m,.0) . (3.12)
V2 V1
It is clear that BGL models are very constrained. Only one pavameter, not present in the SM,
appears in the flavour sector, that is the ratiofaav,/v1. As a result of the imposed symmetry
the Higgs potential, together with a soft symmetry breakigmgn, required in order to avoid an
ungauged accidental continuos symmetry, has seven paanwvetiich can be chosen to be real,
without loss of generality. The Higgs sector does not veol@P neither explicitly nor sponta-
neously. The seven independent parameters of the potdateimine the masses of the four Higgs
fields, tan3, the quantityv = ,/v3+v3 and the mixing among/® and R, which is supposed to
be small due to the fact that the Higgs field discovered at HH€ [27], [28], behaves very much
like a SM Higgs field. The study of the phenomenological irgtions of this class of models is
underway. This requires the specification of the leptonatae For Dirac neutrinos the extension
is straightforward in analogy to the quark sector. The cdddajorana type neutrinos is more
involved.

In terms of the low energy effective theory for Majorana miewat masses, a priori, it looks
more difficult to implement MFV. However, this can be done mposing aZ, symmetry to the
effective Lagrangian as presented in Ref; [21] . In the seesse, with the introduction of three
righthanded neutrinos the leptonic part of Yukawa couliagd invariant mass terms can then be
written:

L imass= —LY M1®112 — L9 Mpd,18 — L9 51 b1v8 — 19 Tod,v0 +

+ :—ZLVIQTC‘lMRvg+h.c.. (3.13)

The matrixMg stands for the righthanded neutrino Majorana mass matrixe [€ptonic mass
matrices generated after spontaneous gauge symmetryirayeak given by:

1 . 1 B
m; = ﬁ(v1ﬂ1+vze’9ﬂ2) , mp= ﬁ(\/lzl—k\/ge 922) . (3.14)

The neutral Higgs interactions with the fermions, obtaifrech Eq. (_Q_TIS) can be written:
=1
Z (neutral, lepton = —12= [m;H® + NPR +iNP1] 19 +
1%

—1
— VS mpH + NJR+iNJI R + hic., (3.15)
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with

N = fnl—Telenz, (3.16)

No— 25 ML iy, 3.17
v \/z \/ée ( )

There is a new feature in the seesaw framework due to theHattiri the neutrino sector the
light neutrino masses are not obtained from the diagonaiizaf mp. In general the couplings of

Eq. (3:15) lead to arbitrary scalar FCNC at tree level. Ireofdr these couplings to be completely
controlled by the PMNS matrix we introduce the followidg symmetry on the Lagrangian:

L% — exp(ia) L% v — exp(i2a)vis ®, — exp(ia) P, , (3.18)

with a = /2 and all other fields transforming trivially undéj. The most general matric€k, Z;
andMpy consistent with thig, symmetry have the following structure:

[ x x x 00O

M =1]xx x|, M=000]|, (3.19)
000 X X X
[x x 0 000 x x 0

21 = | x x0], 2, =1000] , Mp=|x x 0|, (3.20)
00O 00 x 0 0 x

where x denotes an arbitrary entry while the zeros are imposed bgytmenetryZ,. Note that the
choice ofZ, is crucial in order to guarantédss = 0 and thus a non-vanishing dé. In this case
there are flavour changing neutral currents in the chargadne sector given by:

N :—D UDaW)s(D);; . (B.21)

U, is the PMNS matrix. In the neutrino sector we have three leghd three heavy neutrinos.
The light-light Higgs mediated neutral currents are flavdiagonal. On the other hand Higgs
mediated light-heavy and heavy-heavy neutrino couplirays lwe parametrized [21] in terms of
neutrino masses and the orthogonal complex matrix of thesCaisd Ibarra parametrization [29].
This matrix plays an important role for leptogenesis [30].the context of seesaw the masses of
heavy neutrinos are many orders of magnitude above the Tal¥,sberefore processes involving
heavy neutrinos are not relevant for low energy physics.

V2

V2
(N)ij = (U] NP Uig)ij = = (D)) — (—
V1 Vi
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