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Abstract

We reconsider a generation of up-type quark mass hierarchy in the standard
model and clarify how a mechanism works to realize the hierarchy without severe
fine tuning.

1 Introduction

Itis expected that the fermion mass hierarchies in the standard model (SM) are elegantly
understood from unknown features, e.g., flavor symmetries and a structure behind tex-
ture zeros, based on the top-down approach 3,[4}/5,16]. The flavor structure of quarks
and leptons has been studied intensively, using various flavor symmetries [6) 7, 8} 9,
[11,[12,[13,14]. It is important not only to identify flavor symmetries but also to figure out
what’s behind their breaking, because no exact flavor-dependent symmetries exist in the
SM [15,[16]. The bottom-up approach has also been used [17, 18,19, 20} 2T}, 22} 23].

It is mostly believed that the fermion mass hierarchies are derived without severe
fine tuning. In other words, tiny Yukawa couplings should not appear as a result of fine
tuning among parameters of O(1) size. Hence, it is conjectured that there exist tiny pa-
rameters at a more fundamental level, and an excellent mechanism works to generate a
hierarchical structure on physical parameters.

In this letter, we reconsider a generation of up-type quark mass hierarchy in the SM
and clarify how a mechanism works to realize the hierarchy without severe fine tuning,
based on the following ideas. The SM is an effective quantum field theory (QFT), and
QFT is a tool or a framework to describe quantum phenomena in an efficient manner.
Parameters in the SM Lagrangian are not necessarily fundamental but effective ones,
and a tininess of some physical parameters is naturally understood by using more fun-
damental parameters.

The outline of this letter is as follows. In the next section, we present our basic idea in
general terms. We examine up-type quark mass hierarchy in Sect. 3. In the last section,
we give conclusions and discussions.
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2 Basicidea

We show that a hierarchy among physical parameters in magnitude can be generated at
a tree level without severe fine tuning, when more fundamental parameters exist. We
study an effective QFT described by the Lagrangian density:
Ca
Zarr =ZWOm (1)
a

where ¢, are dimensionless parameters, A is a cutoff scale, and O, are operators with
mass dimensions d,. We assume that particles are weakly coupled, i.e., [cq| = O(1).

Let ¢, be classified into two categories. One is a set of parameters that are physical in
itself, e.g., gauge couplings in the SM. The other is a set of parameters where physical pa-
rameters C, originate from, after redundant ones (unphysical ones) are eliminated, e.g.,
Yukawa coupling matrices yg) in the SM. Hereafter, we focus on a second one. When

there appears a hierarchy among C, in magnitude or C, contain a tiny parameter such
as up quark Yukawa coupling y,, a cancellation among c,, is, in general, needed to derive
a tiny one with |C,l < O(1) from |cg| = O(1). In the following, we analyze this feature in
a quantitative way.

First, we regard c, as fundamental parameters, and introduce a measure of fine tun-
ing defined b

aC, cg
0ce C,l°

)

a

AE :‘dlnéa
@8 dln ey

Here and hereafter no summations on a and a are done. The value of A, C, implies a
necessary cancellation of first part of that. Or the smaller A, C, are, the less a degree of
fine tuning is. For instance, in a case with |0C,/dcy | = O(1) and |c4| > |C,| for some Cy,
we have A, C, > 0(1) and need severe fine tuning among ¢, to obtain C,

We give a simple example that C, are given as linear combinations of ¢, such that
C1=%3_ Alacq and Cp = Y3 _| AsqCq. We assume that Aj, and A, are irrelevant to
Ca, and their magnitudes are given by [A;4| = O(1), |A24| = O(1), and [cq| = O(1). In the
presence of |C;| = O(1) > |C,|, degrees of fine tuning are estimated as

= A]aT
1

=0(1), A, Cor= > O(1). 3)

Ca
Apy—
2a Cg

The second relation means that severe fine tuning is needed to derive C,.

Next, we consider a case with more fundamental parameters. They are classified into
two categories, {fi} and {¢;}, based on their magnitudes, i.e., fx = O(1) and ¢; < O(1).
Here, their values are taken as positive ones. For example, f; emerge as vacuum expec-
tation values (VEVs) of some scalar fields such as moduli fields (pch), ie., fi= I((pch)) |/ M.

! This type of measure is originally proposed to quantify the degree of fine tuning on the Higgs boson
mass among soft supersymmetry breaking parameters [24].

2 The dependency of C, in ¢, can be restricted by imposing on a condition such as A, C, < O(1). The
finite version is used in a bottom-up approach based on ‘stability’ principle [20]. Here, the stability
principle means that a tiny parameter should not be sensitive to a change of fundamental parameters.
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Here, M is a fundamental scale such as a string scale or the Planck scale. Then, the mag-
nitudes of fj are O(1), if those of (c/);CM)) are O(M). g are defined by €; = [{¢;)|/ M, and
their magnitudes are much less than O(1), when [{¢;)| < M.

For simplicity, we examine a case with two fundamental parameters f and € such that
f=0(Q) > ¢. In this case, C, are functions of f and ¢, i.e., C, = C,(f,€), and degrees of
fine tuning are measured by

. :'dlnéa _'aéa - :‘dlnéa _‘aéa € (@)
T2 =\ 8mf | |af C,1” "¢ | olne | | 0e G,
If the following conditions fulfill,
aéa ~ aéa |Ca|
<0(|C4]), <=Oo|—], 5
%] <o(e.), [%2|<o| ®

A f(:’a < 0(1) and A.C, < O(1) are derived, and then tiny parameters can be obtained
without severe fine tuning. This feature is understood from a viewpoint of perturbation,
i.e., effects of £ can be perturbatively incorporated, as follows. For |C,| = O(1), C, are, in
general, expanded as power series of ¢:

Ca=) Can(f)e", (6)
n=0

where |Cap| = O(1). If |0Cq0/0f| = O(1) and |C,1| = O(1) hold, AfC, < O(1) and A,C, <
0(1) are derived. For |C,| = O(¢) < O(1), C, are expanded as power series of ¢:

(o9]

= Z Ca,n(f)gny (7)

where |C,1| = O(1). In this case, |0C,/0¢| = O(1) holds. If |0C,,1/0f| < O1) holds,
A f(:’a < 0(1) and A.C, = O(1) are derived. Note that the term with 7 = 0 is missing in
Eq. (@), and its absence could be due to the existence of some symmetries.

Let us explain the above feature by way of ¢, = ¢, (f, €). We assume that ¢, (f, €) orig-
inate from independent terms in a more fundamental theory, and c, are written by

ca = cP(f)+c9(f,e), 8)

where [c{’| = 0(), 1c¥| = O(e), 10c’ 10 f| = 0(1), 10c€ 10 f| = O(e) and |0cE) /0| = O(1).
Then, A fC and A.C, are calculated as

- 0C, ocl’ 0C, 0cl f 0C, 0cy €
|\ S o 5 o
a aca af Ca af C 6ca O¢ Ca
respectively. If the following conditions fulfill,
Zac“ %l o, |2 <O(|Ca|) (10
acy) of | U lac® | e )
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we find that A;C, < O(1) and A.C, < O(1). The point is that C, are not functions of cq
but ¢! and '@, or ¢V and ¢© are treated as independent ones.

We reconsider the previous example that C; = Y3 _, Ajgcq and Cp = Y3 _| Apgc, with
|A1gl = O(1), |Azq| = O(1), and |cq| = O1). If ¢4 are given by Eq. ) and Y2 _; Azqcy) =0
holds, we obtain the hierarchy in magnitude such that

3
Y AP (f,0)|=0(). (1)

a=1

=0(1), |G| =

3
1C11=1Y (A1acP () + A1ac?(f,0)
a=1

The absence of ¢\ in €, could be related to some symmetries.

In this way, we arrive at the idea that parameters in an effective QFT are not necessarily
fundamental but effective ones, and then a tininess of some physical parameters can be
naturally understood by using more fundamental parameters.

Strictly speaking, we decipher a mechanism that a hierarchy among physical param-
eters can be realized at a tree level without severe fine tuning. Physical parameters, in
general, receive radiative corrections, and hence we need to examine whether the hierar-
chy is stabilized against radiative corrections or not. Some symmetries can play a central
role to the stabilization, and we suppose that they function effectively in our case.

3 Consideration of fine tuning on Yukawa couplings

3.1 Quark Yukawa couplings

The quark Yukawa coupling matrices y* and y? are diagonalized bi-unitary transfor-
mations as
t .
VL(u)y(u) Vé“) - ygi‘;g = diag(yu, e, yt)» (12)
d) (d) (@ d .

VL( )J’( )V}g ) :yc(li;g:dlag(J’d,J’s;J’b)y (13)
where VL(“), VL(d), Vé“) and Véd) are unitary matrices, and y,, y¢, Vi, Y4, Vs and y,, are
Yukawa couplings of up, charm, top, down, strange, and bottom quarks, respectively.
The Kobayashi-Maskawa (KM) matrix is defined by

Viw = VO v, (14)
Each quark mass is obtained by multiplying each Yukawa coupling by the VEV of

neutral component of Higgs doublet. From Egs. (I2), (I3) and experimental values of
(u) (d)

quark masses, y diag’ Vdiag and Vi are roughly estimated at the weak scale as
Viiag = diag(13x107°, 7.3 x 107°, 1.0) = diag (A", A%, 1), (15)
Vg = diag(2.7x107%, 5.5x 107%, 2.4 x 107%) = diag (A7, 1°, %), (16)
1 A At
Vim=| A 1 A% |, (17)
A Az 1



where A" means O (A") with A = sinf¢ = 0.225 (0 is the Cabibbo angle [27]).
Information on physics beyond the SM is hidden in VL(”) , VIE”) , and Véd) besides ob-

servable parameters yéli‘;g, yé’ﬁg, and Viuv. The matrices VL(”), Vfg“), and Véd) are com-
pletely unknown in the SM, because they can be eliminated by the global U(3) x U(3) x
U(3)/U(1) symmetry that the quark kinetic term possesses.

(d)

Using V," and V|, the Hermitian matrices y"" y®" and y@ @ are diagonalized

by unitary transformations:

4 oy = O (Y <) s

If Yukawa coupling matrices are specified, we can obtain VL(”) and VL(d) from and

check whether they provide correct KM matrices or not.
As seen from (I2), yy, y., and y, are written as linear combinations of y*:

vu=Y Ruy, ye= Y Ry, ye=Y Ry, (19)
LJ I,] i,j

where i, j(= 1,2,3) are family labels and R/ "/ = (VL(”)) . (VIE”)T) . When we regard yl(;f)
i Ji

as fundamental parameters, a large cancellation seems likely necessary to obtain y, =

0(107%) and y, = O(1072) in the case with |R;; /| = O(1), |Ry2"/| = O(1), and |y | = O(1)

ij
for their non-vanishing components.

3.2 Reexamination of Yukawa coupling hierarchy

Let us reexamine the hierarchy among up-type quark Yukawa couplings, based on a gen-
eral argument in Sect. 2. We consider a simple case with three fundamental parameters
¥, €1, and &2, and asuume that yl(;.‘) are composed of three parts with much different
magnitudes:

(u) u u(ey) u(ez)

Vij :yi]-(“ (y)+yl.j (y,sl)+yl.]. (y,€1,€2), (20)

where £ and ¢, are tiny parameters, i.e., y(= O(1)) > £1(= O(A%)) > &,(= O(A7)).
In this case, the hierarchy can be generated without severe fine tuning, in the follow-
ing setting (a) — (c).

(@) The magnitude of non-vanishing components in ylf‘j(l) (y) is at most O(1), the rank
u(

of y ij 1 (y) is one, and the magnitude of non-zero eigenvalue is O(1).

(b) The magnitude of non-vanishing components in yl.”j(gl) (y,€1) is at most O(g;). The
rank of yl.“j(” ) + ylf‘j(gl)(y,gl) is two, and the magnitude of non-zero eigenvalues
are O(1) and O(eq).

u(

(¢) The magnitude of non-vanishing components in y; j€2) (y,€1,€2) is at most O(eo).



In fact, under reasonable assumptions such that

oyie) oyie) oyie)
‘ Y =0, ‘ Y =0, ' Y=o, )
ay 0e; o€z
Qyie) oyien)
‘ Y -0, ‘ 4 'z o), (22)
ay &1
degrees of fine tuning for y,, and y, are estimated as
dlny, Olny, '6lnyu
A = =0(), A = =0 , A = =0(1), 23
yYu ‘ alny o(1) e1Vu 'alngl (€1) e Vu dlne, (1) (23)
Iny, Olny, Olny,
Ay_Vc ' 01 y (1)) Ael_VC - '01— (1)) AggyC - 'alngz = 0(82/81)’ (24)

and they suggest that the large hierarchy with y;, = O(1), y. = O(€1), and y, = O(gz) is
naturally realized.
Finally, let us give an illustration with a matrix given by

.Vz(?) _ySl]"‘yl]El)(J’;E )+yl (82)(%81,82), (25)

where S;; is the (i, j) component of the democratic matrix defined by

1 1 11
S= 3 1 1 1|. (26)
1 11
S is easily diagonalized as USU" = diag(0,0, 1) with the unitary matrix:
1 0w o 1
U=—| o o 1 |, (27)
V3 1 1 1
where w = e?"/3 and @ = 0? = e*"?/3 yl"](el) and y”(52) are supposed to be given by poly-
nomials of £ and &, such that
Vi e = Z i el v e e = Z A (28)
Then, yl(;f) is diagonalized as
t .
VY (yS+ y" e (ye1) + ¥y (y,61,62)) V' = diag (v Ve i), (29)

where VL(“), VPE“), Yu Ve, and y; are perturbatively given by

(V") =Uij + Z e (el + Z L) (g, eq)el, (30)

ij,n ij,n

Re2) (g e1)el, 31)

ij,n

(V)= Uy + Z e (el + Z ¢

ij,n



(o.0] (0] (0]
Yu=Y. Py ened, ye=Y el + Y v (yenel, (32)
n=1

n=1 n=1

ve=y+ Y et + Y ey enel. 33)

n=1 n=1

Degrees of fine tuning for y, and y, are estimated as

AyJ’u =0(), Ae\Vu= O(e), Aey Yu= o(1), (34)
Ay}’c =0), Agye=0Q1), Ag,ye=0(e2/€1), (35)

using [c{"“*2| = 0(1), 10c“*?/3y| = O(1), 10c*?) 10e1| = O1), 17| = 0(1), || =
0(1), 8¢V /ay| = O(1), 10¢**? 1ay| = O(1), and |0¢\“*) /3¢, | = O(1). From Eqs. 34) and
(35D, there seems no severe fine tuning to derive y, and y.. Note that no contributions
of yl.”j(l) () = ¥Sij in y, and y, stem from (USU"); =0 and (USUM,, =0 relating to Ss
symimetry.

4 Conclusions and discussions

We have reconsidered a generation of up-type quark mass hierarchy in the SM, and clar-
ified how a mechanism works that the hierarchy is realized without severe fine tuning.
Based on the idea that parameters in an effective QFT are not necessarily fundamental
but effective ones, and a tininess of physical parameters can be naturally understood
by using more fundamental parameters, we have found that up-type quark mass hierar-
chy can be naturally realized, if up-type Yukawa coupling matrix consists of several parts
with much different magnitudes, the rank of a dominant part is one, and the rank of a
sum of dominant and semi-dominant ones is two.

The mechanism is available for the generation of both up-type and down-type quark
mass hierarchies in an extension of the SM with extra vector-like fermions. We consider a
case with n families of quarks and n —3 families of mirror quarks. It is assumed that nx n
up-type Yukawa coupling matrix consists of y*!) (= O(1)) and other tiny ones, and n x n
down-type Yukawa coupling matrix also consists of y*( (= O(1)) and other tiny ones. If
the rank of the dominant part y* is n — 2 and that of y#V is n — 3, there can appear
two up-type quarks and three down-type quarks much below the weak scale. The n—3
sets of up-type and down-type quarks form vector-like heavy fermions in company with
mirror ones. Then an up-type quark with a Yukawa coupling of O(1) remains as a chiral
one, it acquires a mass of the weak scale after the breakdown of electroweak symmetry,
and it is identified as a top quark.

It would be interesting to study a mechanism behind the flavor structure, from the
aspect of an exploration of a theory beyond the SM. As a by-product, we might close in
on an unknown part of QFTs through generic features in the mechanism.
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