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ABSTRACT

T his paper is based on four lectures given at the Trieste Summ er School 1994 on
theoriesof ferm ion m asses. The rsttwo lectures introduce threem echanisn swhich
have been used to construct m odels of ferm ion m asses. W e then discuss som e recent
applications of these ideas. In the last lecture we brie y review SO (10) and som e
predictive theories of ferm ion m asses.

1. Introduction

T he Standard M odellSM ] provides an excellent description ofN ature. M yriads of
experin ental tests have to date found no inconsistency.

E ighteen phenom enological param eters in the SM are necessary to t all the
low energy data[LED ]. These param eters are not equally well known. ;sjn2 (w)s
me;m ;m and M, are all known to better than 1% accuracy. On the other-
hand, m .;m y; Vusjare known to between 1% and 5% accuracy,and (M z);m ;m g;
mgnme Vol Y]‘;E iy 1595 and the Jarlskog invariant m easure of CP violation J are
not known to better than 10% accuracy. O ne of the m ain goals of the experin ental
high energy physics program in the next 5 to 10 years w illbe to reduce these uncer-
tainties. In addition, theoretical advances in heavy quark physics and lattice gauge
calculations w ill reduce the theoretical uncertainties inherent in these param eters.
A Iready the theoretical uncertainties In the determ nation of ¥4 Jj from inclusive B
decays are thought to be as Iow as 5% &M oreover, lattice calgulations are providing
additional determ inations of M ;) and heavy quark m assed .

A ccurate know ledge of these 18 param eters is in portant. They are ckarly not a
random set of num bers. There are distinct pattems which can, if we are fortunate,
guide us towards a fundam ental theory which predicts som e (if not all) of these
param eters. Conversely these 18 param eters are the LED which will test any such
theory. N ote, that 13 of these param eters are in the fem ion sector. So, if we are to
m ake progress, we m ust necessarily attack the problem of ferm ion m asses.

T his assum es the m inimn al particle content. W ih no right-handed neutrinos and only H iggs dou-
blets, the theory predicts m 0.
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1.1. Spinor N otation

T here are 15 degrees of freedom in one fam iky of ferm ions. W e can describe these
states In term s 0f 15 W eyl splnor elds (@ach eld annihilates a particle wih given
quantum num bers and creates the corresponding antiparticle). W e use the notation

(e © @Wd u d

forthese 15 elds Where the up and down quark eldshave an in plicit color index).
The above elds are all keft-handed W eyl spinors satisfying the free eld equation of
motion (In m om entum space)

E+~ pPlE=0
where E = pjand ~ are 2 2 Pauli spinors. Rew riting this equation we nd

— o= 1 20 @

whereh = 1=2 isthe helicity ofthe state. T hus the states are eft-handed ,ie. their
FIn is antialligned w ith theirm om entum . W e ocbtain a m ore com pact notation by
de ning the Lorentz covariant spinor

- @;~):

W ethen have® P =~ =E + ~ p.
Note if ! (@) is a kft-handed sonor, then 1 ,! (o) satisfying

~

ol o=+ @)

is right-handed.

G ven the above notation, we can verify that we have acoounted for all the degrees
of freedom 1In one fam ily. The eld annihilates a left-handed neutrino and creates
a right-handed antineutrino, whilke creates a keft-handed neutrino and annihilates
a right-handed antineutrino. The CP conjugateof is ¢p = 1, .

For the ekctron we need two elds: e annihibbtes a left-handed electron and
creates a right-handed antielctron, whik € anniilates a keft-handed antielctron
and creates a right-handed electron. W hereas for the neutrino, only the combined
operation CP can be de ned; for the electron we can de ne the pariy operation P
such that e, = 1 e .

It is often useful when calculating Feynm an am plitudes to use D irac notation.
W ecan alwaysde neaDirac eld in tem s oftwo Independent W eyl elds. For the
electron we have !



In this basis, the D irac gam m a m atrices are given by

(@]
'_l
(@]

w ith = (1; ~). W ih this notation the lft and right proctors are given by
Pre)= l(% .

Lorentz scalarsm ay be form ed in the usualway. For exam ple, a kinetic tem for
neutrinos isgiven by €8 ;, = ~ @ . A maprana neutrino m ass can be w ritten
as™y 5 + hxre= + hc:where L.

In the next section we use this form alismn when discussing the ferm ionic sector of
the Standard M odel.

1.2. standard M odel[sM ]

Consider the Yukawa sector of the SM .W e have
_ ij—0 0 5305~ 0 ij—=07-.+ O
Ly = Uljuith + D Pd;hQ 5+ Eljeith

The indices 3,7 1,2,3 label the three form on fam ilies; U;D ;E are complex 3 3
Yukawa m atrices and h;h are H iggs doubkts. In the m nin al SM there is only one
H iggsdoublet andh i,h .Howeveri any supersym m etric[SU SY ] theory there are
necessarily two independent H iggs doublets, so we w ill continue to refer to a theory
w ith two Independent H iggs doublets. The quark and lepton states are de ned in
term s of left-handed W eyl spinors and the superscript \0" refers to the so-called weak
basis In which weak Interactions are diagonal. In Tablk 1, we explicitly de ne the
electroweak charge assignm ents of all the states.

W e also de ne the vacuum expectation valuesfvev] ofthe Higgs elds in the con—
ventionalway

0. Vu —0, Va4
hh'i= p=; th i= p=
2 2
a 2
with v = v+ v = 246GeV as given by the tree relation 82 = g% = 27 or
p_ B w
v= @2 2Gr) . We alo de ne the ratio of Higgs vevs tan w=v4. Thus
ferm jon m asses are given by
m, U sin PV—E
mgq D cos PV—E
m. Ecos p"—é

In the weak basis, ferm ion m assm atrices are non-diagonalcom plex 3 3 m atrices.
Note that CP invariance of the SM Lagrangian requiresm, = m_ fora= u, d, e.
T hus a non-rem ovable phase in the ferm jon Yukawa m atrices violates CP.

W e can always diagonalize the m ass m atrices w ith the biunitary transform ation

Diag: _ 7 V.
m = V.m,VS:



Tabk 1. E kctroweak Charge A ssignm ents.

State |, | Y { weak hypercharge | SU ),
0
Q0= 210 1/3 doublet
a° -4/3 singlet
—0 .
d | 2/3 singlet
0
L0 = o 1 doublet
@ 2 singlet
ht
h= o 1 doublt
|
—0 .
h= %1 1 doublet

T he m ass eigenstates are given by
W viu; o ouv,

and sim ilarly for down quarks and charged ¥ptons. There are 9 r=al (@nd by conven—
tion positive) massparametersgiven by m y; Me; My; Mg; Mg; My, Me; M ;M .

In the quark sector, the charged W interactionsaregiven by theterm W @°%) — d°
(nDimcnotation W W d°) which in them ass eigenstate basis becom es

W uVCKM_d:

The Cabbio, K cbayashi, M askawa m atrix Ve x v s explicitly given by the expression

0 1
Vud Vus Vub

B C
Veku (Vuvg) =@ Vg Ve Vg A
Via Vis Vg

Note, Vi y Vexkm = 1. Using the freedom to arbitrarily rede ne the phases of all
the ferm ions, the CKM m atrix can ke expressed in term s of 4 real param eters (3 =al
angks and a CP viokhting phase). There are thus a total of 13 param eters in the

ferm ion sector of the SM . N ote, shoe neutrinos are m asskss, we can alwaysde nea
basis such that ° VY . Thus there are no cbservablke weak m ixing m atrices in the
Jepton sector of the theory.



1.3. Summ ary of O bservabk Fem ionic P aram eters
T here is a hierarchy of ferm jon m asses.

@177 &V ) > (105:M &V ) > e(5H11M V)
b@25 14GeVv) > s@50 30Me&vV) > d( ™ &V)
td74 17Gev) > c(@27 005Ge&v) > u( 5M &V)

T here isa hierarchy ofweak m ixing angles as seen in the W olfenstein param etriza—
tion ofthe CKM m atrix.

0 2 . 1
1 - A 3( + 1 )
B c
Vek M ¢ 1 72 A ° A
A ca +1i) A? 1
T he param eters Vs 22l and A; ; 1. Note §4,j= A 2 and \é—iz =

J +1 j Inthisparam etrization ofthe CKM m atrix, istheCP violating param eter.
H ow ever this assignm ent depends explicitly on the particularphase convention chosen.
A rephase Invariant or convention Independent CP viclating param eter is given by
the Jarlskog param eter J where

J Im (Vud Vuththd):

There is a clear pattem of ferm ion m asses and m ixing angles. W e would lke to
understand the origin of this pattem. But no one relation between param eters can
provide that understanding. Tt can only com e through a quantitative description of
the whole pattem.

2. Renom alizability and Sym m etry

T he 18 phenom enological param eters of the SM are arbitrary independent reno—
m alized param eters In the SM Lagrangian. T hus since they are arbitrary, within the
context of the SM they cannot ke understood. They aremerely t to the data. The
problem of understanding these param eters is however even worse than you m ight
think. In the fem ionic sector of the theory there are 13 param eters. C onsider how —
ever a single charge sector of ferm ions. For exam ple, the complex 3 3 up quark
m atrix U has by itself 18 real arbitrary param eters. Thus In the ferm ionic sector
there are In principle m any m ore param eters than there are cbservables. T his often
leads to much confusion. In any fundam ental theory of fermm ion m asses, we would
like to detemm ine the Yukawa m atricesU; D ; E. But only 13 com binations of the 54
param eters in these m atrices are cbservable. In order to understand the pattem of
ferm jon m asses, it is necessary to reduce the number of arbitrary param eters in the
Yukawa m atrices from 54 to a number which is less than 13.

T he key Ingredients which m ay allow us to m ake som e progress In this direction
are renom alizable eld theories and symm etry. In a renomm alizable eld theory there



areonly a nite num ber of counterterm s necessary to de ne the theory. Forexam plke
In QED , we have the renom alized Lagrangian given by

_ _ 1
L=7%, & + Zie B Z3ZF2 Zm M

In this case the electron charge and m ass are arbitrary param eters. H owever ifwe can
Introduce enough symm etry into a theory such that there are m ore observable pa-—
ram eters than there are countertem s, we can in principle cbtain predictable relations
am ong these param eters.

In the ollow Ing, we w ill discuss three m echanian s which have been used In the
past or cbtaining relationsbetween ferm ion m asses and m ixing angles. W e w ill then
discuss m ore recent realizations using these 3 tools of the trade.

2.1. Tools ofthe Trade

BefPre descrbbing each m echanian in detail, ket me give a brief description of
the sam inal ideas involved. W e w ill broadly classify the 3 m echanisn s as radiative,
textiires and e ective operator relations.

Radiative In this exam ple, we calculate the electron m ass as a radiative cor-
rection proportional to the muon m ass. W e show that the gauge symm etry of
the theory allow s only one Yukawa ocoupling forboth and e. In addition, as
a consequence of a m issing vacuum expectation valiefvev], the muon cbtains
m ass at tree levelw hile the electron rem ainsm assless. At one loop we then nd
me m

Textures W e use both gauge and discrete fam ily sym m etries to de ne them ost
generalY ukawa m atrix for a pair ofquarkswhich is sym m etric and hasa certain
num ber of zero elam ents, thereby reducing the num ber of indam ental param e~
ters. W e thus obtain tree level relations am ong quark m asses and m ixing angles.
N ote since experin entally m g=m ¢ 1=20 >> , it would not be possiblk to
cbtain allm ass ratios radiatively.

E ective Operators W e use U (1) symm etrdes wih light ferm ions coupled to
heavy ferm ionsw ith m irror partners. W hen Integrating the heavy femm ions out
of the theory we generate e ective higher dim ension fermm ion m ass operators
which explain the ferm ion m ass hierarchy.

2 2. Radiative m echanism

W einberg, 1972; G eorgiand G lashow, 1973]5-’ In a sam inalpaper, com ing shortly
affer the proof of the renom alizability of spontaneously broken non-abelian gauge
theoried®, W einberg em phasized the advantages of renom alizable eld theories for



obtaining calculable ferm ion m asses. In a sin ple exam ple he showed that the electron
m ass can be generated radiatively from themuon mass. There was a critical aw in
his exam ple which was later pointed out and corrected by G eorgiand G lashow .
Consider a theory describbing jaist two fam ilies of Jeptons. T he electroweak gauge
group isextended toGy = SU (3); SU (3), which allow s only one Yukawa coupling
forboth and e. In addition the theory has a discrete parity invariance which
Interchanges the states transfom ing under the two SU (3)s, ie. 1 $ 2 which am ong
other things allow s only one gauge coupling constant, g. T he ferm ions are represented
by

0o 1 o 1
e
B c B c
1 @ e Ay 2 @ A
e

which are n the (3,1), (1,3) representation of Gy , respectively. The m lnin al H iggs
content ., = (3;3); a;b= 1;2;3 contains two H iggs doublets when locked at in
termm s of the SU (2);, U 1)y subgroup of Gy . The SU @), U 1)y lC§LEgroup is

explicitly de ned by the generators T = & + ££; i= 1;2;3and Y = 12(G + B)
w ith 0 1
1 2 0 0
I p—=B& 0 1 0% :
20 01

The only renom alizable Yukawa coupling is given by

a b,
1 ab 2-
Asaresul, the ;emasssaregiven In temm softheexpressionsm = v;m.= W

wherev = h 13i; v = h 31iarrthetwo vevsof which break SU ), U (1) to
U (1)gm - Them ost general renom alizable potential for isde ned such that, fora

nie range of param eters, the m ininum energy state hasv 6 0;v. = 0. Thus the
electron ism asskss at tree level. However there is no symm etry which can protect
the electron from ocbtaining a m ass radiatively since the chiral sym m etries ofe and
are unied by the gauge group Gy . In  g. 1 we show the Feynm an diagram which
contrbutes to the electron m ass.

The problem w ith thism odel, discovered by G eorgiand G Jashow , is evident from
the Feynm an diagram of g. 2. This diagram is obtained by closing the extemal
ferm jon lnein  g. 1. This diagram is logarithm ically divergent. Tt in fact generates
the localdim ension 4 operator

31 13X X

Such a tem must be In the Lagrangian since there is clearly no symm etry which
prevents it and it isa din ension 4 operatorwhich requiresa fiindam entalparam eter to
renom alize. Thistemm hasthenastye ectofdrivingy = h 316 0. In orderto solve
this problem and have a renom alizable scalar potential such that v, = 0 \naturally",
Georgi and G lashow proposed to enlarge the gauge symmetry Gy further. The
details are not In portant. It is in portant to recognize however that the problm for



W einberg’s exam pl is that the m ost general renom alizable potential for did not
satisfy the requirem ent that, ora nite range of param eters, the m ninum energy
state hasv. = 0.

2.3. Textures

W einberg; W ilczek and Zee; Fritzsch, 1977}'? In 1968, s=sveral peoplk m ade the
cbservation of a sin ple em pirical re]ai;jon between the Cabibbo angl and the down
and strange quark m ass ratio given by

S

mgy fm
tan .= —

mg fx mg

Ttwasnotuntil9 years Jaterthat a possibl explanation ofthis relation wasproposed :?
B efore we discuss the explanation, lt’s consider the general problm . T he up and
down quark m ass tem s, de ned iIn the weak eigenstate basis, are given by
| |
u

L= (T C)my, + (d 8)mg
C S

where In general the up and down m assm atrices are given by

_ cC B .
my = B Fin ’
!
M= c B
B A

A;B;B%C;K;B;B%C are in general arbitrary com plex param eters. N ote however
that not allthe phases are physical. W e can rede ne thephasesofthe eldsuju;Gic;
d;d; s;3 and rem ove 5 of these phases w ithout introducing any new phases anywhere
else in the Lagrangian. For exam ple, rede ne the phase of s to m ake B real, then
rede ne the phase of s to make A real. Note that we must also rede ne the phase
of c by the sam e am ount as s so that we don’t introduce a new phass In the W -
cs vertex. Next rede ne the phases of diciu m aking B? and & real and argB =

argB?. W e now see that the m ass eigenstates and m ixing angles in the up (down)
sector depend on 6 (5) param eters for a totalof 11 param eters. H owever, how m any
observables are there? There are 4 quark m asses and one elkctroweak m ixing anglke
or a total of 5 param eters. W e certainly have enough arbitrary parameters to t
these 5 observables, but we are not able to m ake any predictions. In order to m ake
predictions we m ust reduce the num ber of arbitrary param eters. In order to reduce
the number of findam ental param eters we need to Introduce symm etries. In the
paper by Fritzsch (see é)) it was shown that by

extending the electroweak gauge symmetry to SU 2}, SU )z U (1), and



dem anding Parity, CP and an additional discrete sym m etry

the num ber of arbirary param eters In m ;m g can be reduced to 4. This allow s for
one prediction which relatesm asses and the onem ixing angle. T he discrete sym m etry
enforcres C = C = 0 and parity requires the m atrices be Hem itian. The resulting
m atrices have the fom |

m,= 2. BJ1,
Bi KJ

_ 0 BET
Ma™ g

N ote w ithout assum lng CP Wwhich requiresm , and m 4 to be real) we ram ain w ith
one phase and lose the prediction.
Letm enow give Fritzsch’sm odelin m ore detail. Them odelincluded 2 left-handed
quark and 2 lkeft-handed antiquark doublkts
! !
u

Q;= ’ Gi:

d ;i= 12

ol cl

i i

transform ing in the @;1); 1;2) representations of SU (2)g, SU @)= U (1) with
equal and opposite U (1) charges. The index iis a generation label. T hus you should
consider the quarks denoted by 2 as ¢ and s quarks and thoss by 1 asu and d. ITn
addition, them odelhas 2 scalarmultiplets ;) In the 2;2) representation. W ihout
any additional sym m etries the allowed scalar quark -antiquark couplings are given
by
L= 450; 105+ ngi 2Q 5

with 455 gj arbitrary com plex coupling constants. Ifwe now inposed CP nvariance
on the Lagrangian, then ;3 and Sj are real. Under Parity

QS i,0; $ LY,

Im posing P on the Lagrangian requires

Finall, we de ne two additional discrete sym m etries fP ;P,g which act on the st
of elds in the Pllow ng way.

C£01;0.5 19! (1) £01;0,7 19
Lo £f0.;0,7 29! @ £0,;0,; 29

P, :£02i0,; 29! (1) £02;0,; .9:
Ilist below theonly tetmsin L allowed by P, {

8262 2Q1+§1 2Q2) + 22(62 1Q2) + 11(61 1Q1):



Ifwenow InpossP; we are keft wih
2262 2Q1+61 202) + 22(62 102):

The up and down quark m assm atrices are now given by
! !
_— 0 %h%i 0 B
’ h 51 2h i B K

and m 4 is given by the sam e expression w ith ‘f(z) replacing |, or

Note "@ are the neutral com ponents ojcfI the scalar which givem ass to up (down)

quarks. Theweak vev v isgiven by v= ( })2+ ( 9)2+ ( )2+ ( 9)2.
W e can now obtain the successfil relation

24.E ective Operators

Froggatt and N ielsen, 1979]“-7 In the previous m echanisn , the sm all m ass ratios
m ,=m . M 4=m ;) are given in tem s of arbitrary ratios B?=K? B ?=A?). But we have
no understanding of why B" << X&', etc. Froggatt and N ielsen tried to provide this
explanation.

Consider the SM with an additional globalU (1) symm etry denoted by Q . The
quantum numbers of , for exam pl, up-type quarks under Q are given by g
ag;); a gl and we take gH iggs) 0. W e assum e that Q is spontaneously
broken and that the sym m etry breaking is com m unicated to quarks by the insertion
ofa tadpole with m agnitude < 1 and charge-1. It isthen assumed thatg= g = 0
wih §;; g nonvanishing such that the Yukawa tem ushus; is the only Q Invariant
temm w ithout a sym m etry breaking insertion. T he term U;hu; hasQ chargeq;+ g; and
needsthe nsertion % to be nvariant (see g.3). Thesse ective higherdin ension
operator tem s are thus suppressed w ith respect to the direct din ension four Yukawa
coupling.

W hat is the origin of the snall parameter ? Consider the graphs of g. 4
which describes a sinpl two fam ily quark model. W e have introduced two new
scalars %; !, singlets under the electroweak symm etry with Q charge denoted by
the superscript and the left-right symm etric up-type quarks U ;U l, m em bers of
an SU (2);, doublkt, antidoublet, respectively. Both °; ! are assumed to get non—
vanishing vevs satisfying ° > 1'>> M, . Asa result, the new up-type quarks



are heavy w ith m ass of order h °i. D ue to the expectation values of the weak H iggs
h® and the new scalar !, these heavy quarks m ix with the light quarks. Fig. 4
represents this m ixing. These graphs generate o -diagonal m ixing in the fem ion
m ass m atrices between the light up quarks of the second and third fam ily. W e have

WhuJ + Tlhu}) as the Iowest order m ixing cbtained in a power series expansion in
the sn allparam eter = hh—olll

T he procedure of reading the low energy m ixing term o ofthe diagram of g. 4

is equivalent to the procedure of diagonalizing the ferm ion m assm atrix, ignoring the
weak vev ofh. For exam ple, consider the m ass temm s represented asverticesin  g. 4
frthe state U ! . W e have

+1

U '0%U *+h M) h%UTt

U+ d):
De nethemassive statewy U '+ 4 and the orthogonalm asskss state is uf

U '+ uj. At energies much below h °i and greater than hthi we can de ne an
e ective theory by integrating out the statesw ith m ass of orderh %i. In thise ective
theory, the vertex U;hU ! becomes  TWhuf which is obtained by using the relation
U ! 1§)+ uy . O foourse, theexacte ective din ension 4 Yukawa coupling which
contains an expansion in ) is obtained by using the exact expressions for the m assive
and m assless eigenstates.

In thism echanisn the extra globalsymm etry Q controls the textures ofe ective
massoperatorsin  g. 3.

3. Theories of Ferm ion M asses — Survey (1979 —-1994)

In the Jast 15 years, there have been m any paperson ferm ion m asses. M ost ofthese
papers, if not all of them , have been applications of one or m ore of the m echanian s
or tools for ferm ion m asses we discussed In the previous section. In this section Iwill
consider a fBw representative exam ples of papers in the literature. Im ake no clain
that these exam ples are all inclusive.

3.1. Radiative m echanism

T he extended technicolor theory of ferm ion m asses assum es that the Iight quarks
and Jptons receive their mass via a radiative m echanisn from new heavy tech-
niferm jons. T he techniferm ion m ass, on the otherhand, results from a chiralsym m etry
breaking condensate due to new strong technicolor interactionssee D in opoulos and
Susskind, E ichten and Lanef. T hesem odels are notoriously non predictive as a result
of the strong interactions which are needed for chiral sym m etry breaking. O ne can
at best obtain order ofm agnitude estin ates for quark m asses given by form ulae such

asm g hETi where NT T i is the techniferm ion condensate and ETc isthe ETC

ETC

breaking scale.
In recent m odels, peopl have attem pted to get fem ion m asses In SUSY theordes
by feeding m asses from the squark and skpton sector into the quark and lepton




sectors . For exam plk, In the graph of g. 5 the down quark getsm ass from a soft
SUSY breaking bottom sguark m ass squared given by Am,. This leads to a down
quark m ass

|
<2
s m Amg
mg —
2 m 2 m 2

my

where m? is a m easure of the bottom and down squark m ixing in the quark-squark
basis which diagonalizes quark m asses at tree level. Since such a theory replaces the
arbirary Yukawa param eters in the ferm ion sectorby new arbitrary m assparam eters
In the scalar sector, it is not clear that one can really m ake progress using this

paradigm .

3 2. Textures and D iscrete Symm etries

Fritzsch generalized histheory ofthe C abibo angle to a com plete 6 quark m odel?.
Thism odelhas 6 realm agnitudes and 2 phases or eight param etersto t 10 cbserv—
ables (six quark masses and 4 CKM anglks). There are thus 2 predictions. O ne of
these predictions, as shown by G ilm an and N 24, is that the top quark is necessarily
light, ie. m < 96G &V . Hence the Fritzsch texture is now ruled out by experin ents
at Fem ilab.

3.3. E ective O perators

A SUSY vergion ofthe Froggatt and N delsen m echanisn has recently been studied
in the literaturel’ within the context of the SM gauge group. In these m odels the
ferm ion m ass m atrices have the form
m = a(E;)+ q(Es)
where f = u;d;e. This paradigm can \naturally" explain the zeros in m assm atrices
and certain order ofm agnitude ratios of non-vanishing elem ents, but unfortunately it
has no power to predict testabl fermm ion m ass relations. T he proof of this paradigm
would be found in the existence ofnew statesw ith m ass above the weak scale respon—
sble for the e ective operators.

A 11 of the exam ples discussed so far have the ollow ng features in comm on:

1. They are allrelations de ned jist above the weak scale; as a consequence they
all require new physics (ew particles and/or gauge symm etries) jast above
experin ental ocbservation.

2. They all (except for the Fritzsch Ansatz) give only a qualitative description of
ferm jon m asses; thus there are no testable predictions for fem ion m asses and
m xing angles.

3. Quark and Jpton m asses are unrelated.



An In portant question iswhat is the scale ofnew physics; the scale at which new
sym m etries and particles appear. Ifthisnew scale is just above theweak scalethen we
must worry about possble new  avor changing neutral current FFCN C ] interactions.
In radiative m echanian s, Joop diagram s can contribute to new FCNC Interactions
(orexample see  g. 6). In thiscase thee ective FCNC interactions are of order

|

m2

1 2.
2 p(Sd) H

=
N

T hey are proportionalto squark m ixing m ass tem s and can be suppressed by Increas-
Ing the overall squark m ass scale. In the texture m echanism , the new states required
to incorporate the necessary discrete and gauge sym m etries which m ake texture ze-
ros \natural" w ill contrbute to FCNC interactions. Finally in the Froggatt-N ielsen
m echanisn , the new heavy fem ions and scalars can also contrlbute to FCNC inter-
actions. In all cases, one m ust com pare the new FCNC interactions w ith experin ent
and place bounds on the scalke of new physics. G enerically, these bounds w ill force
the new physics scale to be in the (I  10°)TeV range depending in detail on the
goeci ¢ process considered.

4.SUSY GUTs

W e would lke to obtain m odels m ore predictive than our previous exam ples. In
order to do this we need more symmetry. W e can gain a lot of predictive power
by relating quark and Jepton masses. O f course this requires som e sort of grand
uni cation symm etr$i.

In the rest ofthese lectures Iw illoonsider the consequences ofSUSY Grand Uni ed
Theories G U T sf222. Them ain reason isthat they already m ake one prediction which
agrees rem arkably wellw ith Iow energy datall. U sing the m easured values of and
sin?  , and assum ing reasonable threshold corrections at the weak and GUT scales,
Langacker and Polnsky:¢ obtain the prediction or ;M ,) I g. 7. They alo
plot the experim ental m easurem ents of M ;) and you can see that the two are
In ram arkable agreem ent. Note that them ininalnon-SUSY GUT gives a value for

s™M ;) 0207 whith is several standard deviations away from the observations.

Let us now consider the rst predictions from GUTs for form ion masses. In
order to do this we will give a bref introduction to SU G)%. The quarks and
Iptons in one fam ily of ferm ions  t Into two irreduchble representations of SU (5):
1053 = 10y; 5 = M5, where ;3k;m = 1 5 are SU (5) indices. T the
fundam ental5 din ensional representation ofSU (5) the ad pint isrepresented by 5 5
traceless hem itian m atrices. W e can consider the indices from 1 3 as being color
Indices acted on by the SU (3)q1wr Subgroup of SU (5) and the Indices 4;5 as weak



SU (2);, indices. H ypercharge is represented by the m atrix

0 1

200 0 O

< lgozoooC
Y= 2 2YoandYs P—E 0 0 2 0 og
3 0% 000 3 0%
000 0 3

satisfying TrY52 = 1=2. From this embedding of the SM into SU (5) we can check
that the states t into the 10 and 5 as Hllow s:

! !
10- 29 ,s5- @
e L

The two Higgs doubkts titoa 5( H)and 5( H). Sinilarly H and H can be
decom posad Into weak doublets and color triplets under the SM sym m etry. W e have

H_=

ol et
T
Il

w ith t(h) denoting triplet (doublet) states.
Up and dow n quark Yukawa couplingsatM gy aregiven in tem s ofthe operators

WH 10510, P 4+ (H 10457

W hen wrtten In tem s of quark and lpton states we ocbtain the Yukawa couplings
to the H iggs doublts o _
wuhQ + 4(@hQ + €ehl):

W e see that SU (B) relates the Yukawa couplings ofdown quarks and charged Jeptons,
ie. | g = . attheGUT scal. Assum Ing this relation holds for all 3 fam ilies, we
haveiﬂ b= r s = i a= eatMgyur.

To com pare w ith experin ent we must use the renom alization group RG ] equa—
tions to run these relations (valid at M gy ) to the weak scale. The st relation
gives a prediction fortheb— ratio which is in good agreem ent w ith low energy data.
Note, for heavy top quarks we must now use the analysis which includes the third
generation Yukawa couplingst?. W e will discuss these results shortly. The next two
relations can be used to derive the relation: === atM gyt . However at one loop
the two ratios are to a good approxin ation RG Invariants. T hus the relation is valid
atany scale < Mgyr - This ads to the bad prediction

mg m

mg me

for running m asses evaluated at 1 G&V . Ik is a bad prediction since experin entally
the keft hand side s 20 whilk the thsis  200.



An ingeniousm ethod to  x thisbad relation wasproposed by G eorgiand Jarlskod?.
They show how touse SU (5) C Eoschs In a novel texture for ferm jon Yukawa m atrices
to keep the good rwlation = , and replace the bad rwlation above by the good
relation

mg 1m

mgy 9m

4.1. Georgi-Jdarlskog Texture

G eorgi and Jarlskog found an interesting texture which resolved the problem of
light ferm ion m asses. They also constructed a grand uni ed theory with 3 fam ilies
of quarks and ¥ptons, the necessary H iggs and with su cient symm etry so that the
theory was \natural."

T he ferm j(())n Yukawa mlatrjoes h%ve the form

0
0 C O 0O F O 0o rF° 0
U=8C 0 Bi;D=8BF°E OX;E=8F 3E 0%
0 B A 0 0 D 0O 0 D

where A ;B ;C ;D ;E ;F;F ° are in general arbitrary com plex param eters. The SU (5)
version of the theory contains in addition to the Higgsmultiplets, H = 5; H = 5
discussed previously, a 45. The Yukawa Lagrangian is given by

H F°%0,5, + F10,5;) + D H 10555 + E 4510,5,
+CH 101102 + BH 102103 + AH 103103:

N ote ifwe diagonalize the down and charged lpton m atrices n the 2 2 subspace of
the two light generationswe nd the relations ¢ % ;i a4 3 eresulting from the
C bsth factor of 3. This factor of 3 is very natural in any GUT since it just resuls
from the fact that there are three quark states for every lepton state. A fter RG
running from M gyt to 1 GV we obtain the good m ass relationsm ¢ %m ;Mg
12m ..

Note, the up m ass m atrix is necessarily symm etric but within SU (5) the down
m atrix isnot. . was shown by G eorgiand N anopoulo? that by extending the gauge
symm etry to SO (10) the down m atrix will also be symm etric. In this case a 126
din ensional representation is needed to obtain the C osth of 3. A com plete SO (10)
version of the theory was rst given in a paper by Harvey, Ram ond and Reis&?.

Since SUSY GUT s seam to work so nicely for gauge coupling uni cation, it isnat-
uralto wonderw hethera SU SY version ofthe G eorgiJarlskog ansatz gives reasonable
predictions for ferm ion m asses and m xing angls. D in opoulos, Hall and I ghowed
that the predictions for form ion m asses and m ixing angles worked very welfi?3. Us-
Ing the freedom to rede ne the phases of ferm ions, we showed that there were jast 7
arbitrary param eters n the Yukawa m atrices; a standard form is given by

OOCOl ° 0 Fe' 01 ° 0 Fe' 0
U=8BC 0 BX;D=8BFe! E O0%X;E=8TFe® 3E 0%
0 B A 0 0 D 0 0 D



where now A ;B ;C;D ;E;F; arethe 7 rmalparam eters. Including tan we have 8
real param eters in the ferm ion m ass m atrices. O n the otherhand, there are 14 low
energy ocbservables, 9 charged farm ion m asses, 4 quark m ixing angles and tan ; thus
there are 6 predictions.

W e used the best known low energy observables, m¢;m ;m ;m . ;m b;j\fusjmfi as

m

Input to m ake predictions form ¢;m g; Vo, Fm 45 \é—uz and the CP violating param eter
J In temm s of atbitrary values oftan . The results were in good agreem ent w ith the

low energy data. F itting all the param eters sin ultaneously, B arger, B erger, Han and

7rakk?s showed this texture agreed w ith allthe low energy data at 90% CL.Recently

Babu and M ohapatra have found an interesting representation forthe G eorgiJariskog

texture In temm s of an e ective theory at Mp mnali. This is an SO (10) theory con—
taining e ective m ass operators w ith din ension 4 which elin nates the need for
the large 126 dim ensional representation.

To conclide this review of the literature, other textures have recently been pur-
sued. Di erent SO (10) SUSY GUT textures have been discussed?. Babu and Sha
have considered the SUSY version ofFritzsch (de ned ata GUT scak) and showed
thatm < 120G &V . F nally Ram ond, R oberts and R oss have, in a bottom -up ap—
proach, classi ed all symm etric quark m ass m atrices w ithin, the m inin al supersym —
m etric standard m odelM SSM ] w ith texture zeros at M GUTQQ. They nd 6 solutions
which tthedata.

4 2. Renom alization G roup Running

In this section I want to discuss the RG equations for the bottom , top and tau
Yukawa couplingsin SUSY GUTs. TheRG equations described below neglect m ixing
am ong the di erent generations. For the light fam ilies one can neglect the e ect of
the Yukawa couplings in the beta fiinctions on the right-hand-side of these equations.
Specifying a typical Yukawa coupling by we de ne the quantity Y =4 ).

M 2

Wealso de ne ~ =@ ) and t= In—% . In tem s of these param eters the RG
equations aretd:

(‘i—vj('t=3f't(l—6~3+ 3~2+1—3~1 Y. Y, Y );
dt 3 9
e Yb(l—6~3+ 3~y F z~1 Yo 6Yy, Y);
dt 3 9
dl= Y (3~2+ 3"’1 3Yb 4y Y ),'
dt
and
Ky gt o 3y, 4y Y):
dt 5

W e have included the RG equations for the tau neutrino assum Ing a D irac m ass
tem for the keft handed tau neutrino coupled to a singlt state. The function is



zero for t > ]nii—é2 and one otherw iss, where M  is the m aprana m ass of the singlkt
neutrino. ForM M gy thetau neutrino doesnota ect the munning ofthe charged
ferm ions.

For light quarks and Jptons it is easy to see that the additional color interactions
for quarks explains why the ratio of quark to Jpton Yukawa couplings increases at
low energy. For the bottom to tau m ass ratio this increase is in fact too large if one
beginsw ith the uni cation assum ption that , = atM gur - twas shown by Thoue
et. al. and Ibanez and Lopez that a large top quark Yukawa coupling can decrease
the ratio = at low energjeélfhi In g. 8 we show this ratio as a function of the
top quark mass valid forsnalltan or equivalently neglecting 1, and In the RG
mnnning. In g. 9 we show the prediction for the_top quark running mass as a
function oftan assum ing b uni cation at Myy 7. You see that the top quark
is naturally heavy and can easily be in the range observed at Femm ilab.

A san aside, it hasbeen noted recently by several author} that the tau neutrino
can a ect the RG equations signi cantly if ftsm ass is In the few €V rangem aking it
a good candidate fora hot com ponent to the dark m atter in the universe. In this case
M 10*2G eV and the tau neutrino becom es in portant. T hey noticed that the tau
neutrino o setsthe e ect of the top quark Yukawa ocoupling to decrease the bottom
to tau m ass ratio. See for exam ple the equation below .

d Yy Y, 16 20 )
Er 7 (§~3 51 e Y ) 3% Y)):

In orderto a ecta signi cant decrease they show that the bottom quark Yukawa
coupling, which also tends to drive the bottom to tau ratio down, must be signi cant,
requiring values oftan larger than about 10.  __

Fially Ananthanarayan, Lazarides and Sha 22 have studied the SO (10) GUT
boundary conditions = = . They have dem onstrated that these conditions
are consistent with the low energy data. They necessarily require large values of
tan 50. W ewill study this case In m ore detail, but st etmebrie y discussthe
group SO (10).

5. Introduction to SO (10) G roup T heory

The de nihg rpresentation is a ten din ensional vector denoted by 1Q; i =
1; 710. SO (10) isde ned by the set of realorthogonaltransform ations €0 To =
1 such that 102= 045105. In nitesin al1SO (10) rotationsaregiven by O = 1+ i* with
AT = L W ecanalwaysexpressthe 10 10 antisymm etricm atrix * in the canonical
form 4y 'ap . !ap are 45 real in nitesin al param eters satisfying Ly =  !i
and = i(§% 27P) are the 45 generators of SO (10) in the 10 din ensional
representation. Note that the antisym m etric tensor product (10 10), 45 is the
adpint representation.

¥Tn a one H iggs m odel, how ever, the top quark Yukawa coupling tends to increase the ratio =



The SO (10) generators satisfy the Lie algebra

[ ab,

cd ab od cd ab __ ad ac bc bd
; I

H % 15 = laxbe bt %ad i acl
The adpint representation transforms as Dllows : 45); = 030 ;145 or 45}, =
04507 );5.

In general the tensor product (10 10) = (10 10), + (10 10)g = 45+ 54 +
1. The 54 din ensional representation is denoted by the symm etric tensor 545 =
545; Tr(54) = 0 w ith transfom ations 54°= 05407 .

T he spinor representation ofSO (10) can bede ned in tem sof2  2° din ensional
representations ofa Cli ord algebra ;; 1= 1; ;10 , Just as for exam ple the spinor
representation of SO (4) is represented in term sof4 4 D iracgamm am atrices (see for
exam pl, G eorgi, \Li A yebras in Particke P hysics" ©ra m ore detailed discussion??).
The ssatisy {= ;; £ i; 59= 2 i5. They can explicitly be expressed in tem s
oftensorpro%ucts of 5 Paulim atrices, although we w illnot do thishere. W e can also
de ne 5 i:ol ; satisfying £ 11; ig= 0 for alli. The generators of SO (10) In

the spinor representation are now given by

Note [ 11; i]= Oand 7, = 1.Hence ;; haseigenvaluies 1 which divides the 32
din ensional soinor into two irreducible representations of SO (10) which are the 16
and 16 spihor representations.

In order to generate som e intuition on how SO (10) acts on the spinor representa—
tions, we use the gamm a m atrices to de ne operators satisfying a H eisenberg algebra
of creation and annihilation operators. Let

+ 1
A = 22 12 z ; =1; ;5
and .
A - _2 1 12
2
TheAssatify fA ;A g= 0; fA ; A'g= :W e could now rew rite the generators

0f SO (10) explicitly in term s of products ofA s and AYs. Instead ofdoing this ket me
directly identify an SU (5) subgroup ofSO (10). In fact the set ofgenerators £ ;39 are
equivalent to the set of generators £Q ,; ; 7 ;X gde nedby

a

Qa=Ay7A ; a=1; ;24

where # arethe5 5 traceless hem iian generators of SU (5) In the 5 din ensional
representation. Tt is then easy to see that the Q s satisfy the Lie algebra of SU (5),
Da;Qb]: jfachc'De ne

=A A = ; Y =AYAY = Yo,



Finall, we de ne

the U (1) generator which comm utes w ith the generators of SU (5).

Let us now de ne the 16; 16 representations explicitly. Consider rst the 16
which containsa 10+ 5+ 1 under SU (5). Let Pi i P]be the SU (5) nvariant
state contained in the 16, such that Q,Pi 0. Ik is thus the vacuum state for the
annihilation operatorsA (ie. A Pi 0), an SU (B) snglkt and a zero index tensor
under SU (5) transfomm ations respectively. W e now have Y Pi= 401 = Rla?2
index antisym m etric tensor or 10 under SU (5). F inally, Y Y pi= Hi = Al
Thus, n summ ary, we have de ned the 16= 10+ 5+ 1 by

ji= Pi; j0i = Y Pi; Hi = Yo Y i
Sin ilarly the 16 = 10+ 5+ 1 isde ned by
$i = AYPi; 01 = Y AYDi; di= Y Y AYPi:

SO (10) is a rank 5 group, m eaning there are 5 U (1) generators in the Cartan
subalgebra. The 5 generators can be de ned as:

i

2= Z[ 1 2] @IA, 1=2);
i v

34 = Zl[ 37 4] @A, 1=2);
i %

56 = Z[ 5; 6] @A3A3  1=2);
i v

78 = Z[ 77 8] @A A, 1=2);
i y

910 = Zl[ 9/ 10] @AZAs 1=2):

The 1rst3 acton color indices and the last two act on weak indices. T hus the SU (5)
Invariant U (1) generator in the 16 din ensional representation is given by

X = 2 AYA 1=2)= 2( 12+ a3+ 56t 98+ o10):

The 10 din ensional representation can be expressed n temsofa G 5) (2 2)
tensor product notation. W e can use the above form ula to w rite an expression for X
iIn thisbasis. W e nd

X = 2x



where 0 1
10000
§01000§

x=B 00100
£00010%
00001
and !
0 i
100

Sin ilarly we can identify the otherU (1)swhich commutewith SU 3) SU @) U @)y :

2x3 X5 . .
Y = 3 (N 1=2) + AYA 1=2)dn16 = Yy dn10
=1 =4
0 1
23 0 0 0 0
§ 0 2=3 0 0 o§
wherey=§ 0 0 2=3 0 0 &;
B o 0o o0 1 0%
o 0o 0 0 1
2 %3 _
B L= 3 @aYA 1=2)3n16= - 1
=1
0 1
10000
go 100 0¢
where o 1)=8 0 0 1 0 Oé;and
§00000X%
00000
1% , 1
Ty = = @aYA 1=2)dn16 = =R
2 _, 2
0 1
00000
Eo 0000
wheretbtgk =8 0 0 0 0 0§&.
B00010%
00001

It isa usefulexercise tousse thede nition ofthe 16 de ned above and thede nition
of Y in tem s of num ber operators to identify the hypercharge assignm ents of the
states in the 16.

Note that we willuse elds in the adpint (45) representation to break SO (10)
to the SM . A 45 vev in the X direction willbreak SO (10) to SU (5) U (1)x . The
vev ofa 16+ 16 in the ~ directions can then break X leaving SU (5) invariant. W e



could then use a 45 with vev in eitherthe Y;B L or Tiz directions to break SU (5)
toSU 3E) SU (@) U 1)y .Notealwo that either X ;Y ) or B L;Tsxr) sean the 2
din ensional space of U (1)swhich commutewih SU 3) SU @) U 1)y .

F inally, the 16 ofSO (10) containsone fam ily of ferm ionsand their supersym m etric
partners. The 10 of SO (10) contains a pair of H iggs doublets necessary to do the
electroweak breaking. Under SU (5) we have 10 = 5+ 5. The sinplest din ension
4 Yukawa ocoupling of the electroweak H iggs to a singl fam ily (consider the third
generation) is given by

A16310163:

The SO (10) symm etry relation which follows is

6. The E ective O perator A pproach

W ehave studied the supersym m etrized G eorgiJariskog texture for ferm ion m asses.
Tt is ram arkably successfiil n describing the low energy data. N evertheless there are
som e Inherent shortcom ings w ith the texture approadch.

1. The texture of zeros is adhoc —perhaps there are others which work better or
have few er param eters.

2.Down and charged lpton Yukawa m atrices are related, but not up quarks {
this is so even for the SO (10) version of the theory.

3. There isno explanation ofthe fam ily hierarchy —the arbitrary param eters sin ply
satisfy A >> B >> C andD >> E >> F.

4. The Im portant C osch factor of 3 requires a H iggs 45 din ensional representa—
tion In SU (5) ora 126 in SO (10) —these are large representations which m ake
it di cul to construct complete GUT theordies.

T he third problem above suggests we consider the higher dim ension e ective op-—
erators of FroggattN ielen’. Combine this with a desire for m axin al predictability
and we are led to consider GU T sw ith additional fam ily symm etrdes. In the rem ain—
der of these lectures we will describe an e ective supersym m etric SO (10) operator
analysis of ferm ion m asses. W e de ne a procedure for nding the dom inant operator
st reproducing the low energy data. In the m Inin al operator sets we have jist six
param eters In the ferm jon m assm atrices. W e use the six best known low energy pa-—
ram eters as nput to  x these six unknow ns and then predict the rest. T hese theories
are supersymm etric[SU SY ] SO (10) grand uni ed theordes(GUT éﬁg . In the next two
sections Iwant to brie y m otivate these choices.



7.W hy SUSY GUTs?

Looking back at the history of particle physics, it is clear that much of our un—
derstanding com es from using sym m etries. T his is becauss, even w ithout a com plete
understanding of the dynam ics, symm etries can be used to relate di erent ocbserv—
ables. Here too we want to correlate the known low energy data, the three gauge
couplings and the fermm ion m asses and m ixing angles. W e want to descrioe these 16
param eters In tem s of fewer fundam ental numbers. GUT s allow us to do just that.
In fact using this symm etry we can express the low energy data as follow s {

O lservable = Inputparam eters B oundary condition atM s RG factor

w here the observablk is the particular Iow energy data we want to calculate, the input
param eters is the set of fundam ental param eters de ned at the GUT scal and the
last factor takes into account the renom alization group running of the experin ental
observable from M ; to the low energy scale. The grand uni ed symmetry SU (5) (or
SO (10), E (6) etc.) detem ines the boundary conditions at M ¢ 3. Thes are given :n

tem s of C bosch-G ordan coe clents relating di erent cbservables. O f course, these
relations are only valid at the GUT scak and the RG equations are necessary to

relate them to experment. It is through the RG equations that supersym m etry

enters. W e will assum e that only the states present in the m inin al supersym m etric

standard m odelM SSM ] are In the theory below M ¢ . W e assum e this because it

works. Consider the GUT expression for the gauge couplings {

Mg

G
My

iMz)= ¢ Ryl )
w here theboundary condition isR;( ¢;1) 1+ . The input param eters are and
M ; and the C bschs in this case are allone. Thus we cbtain the wellknown result
thatgiven and sin? m easured atM ; wepredictthevaluefor M ; )4 For recent
analysis of the data, see $¥). Note that SUSY without GUT s m akes no prediction,
since there is no symm etry to specify the boundary conditions and GUT s w ithout
SUSY m akes the w rong prediction.

I should also point out that the SO (10) operator analysis for ferm ion m asses that
Tam about to describe is not new . This analysis was carried out 10 years ago w ith
the result that the favored value of the top quark m ass was about 35 G eV 21,

8. W hy SO (10)?
T here are two reasons for using SO (10).

1. It is the amallest group In which all the fem ions n one fam ily t into one
irreducible representation, ie. the 16. Only one additional state needs to be
added to com plte the m ultiplet and that is a right-handed neutrino. In larger
gauge groups, m ore as yet uncbserved states must be ntroduced to obtain



com plte multiplets. Thus we take 16; fU;;D ;Ey; s9;1i= 1;2;3 forthe 3
fam ilies w ith the third fam ily taken to be the heaviest. Since SO (10) C Eboschs
can now rehte U;D ;E and mass matrices, we can in principle reduce the
num ber of fundam ental param eters in the ferm ion sector of the theory. We
retum to this point below .

2. In any SUSY theory there are necessarily two higgs doublkts { H, and Hg.
Both these states t into the 10 of SO (10) and thus their couplings to up
and down type fem ions are also given by a C Eosch. There are however six
additionalstates in the 10 which transform asa 3 + 3 under color. T hese states
contrbute to proton decay and m ust thusbe heavy. T he problam ofgiving these
color triplet states lJarge m ass of order M ; whilke kesping the doublkts light is
som etin es called the second gauge hierarchy problem . This problem has a
natural solution in SO (10) which we discuss later?.

N ote that the gauge group SO (10) has to be spontaneously broken to the gauge
group oftheSM { SU3) SU () U (). ThisGUT scak breaking can be accom —
plished by a set of states ncluding £ 45;16;16; g. The 45 (the ad pint represen—
tation) enters nto our construction of e ective ferm ion m ass operators, thus I will
discuss it in m ore detail in the next section.

I prom ised to retum to the possbility of reducing the num ber of findam ental
param eters In the fermm jon sector of the theory. R ecall that there are 13 such param —
eters. Using symm etry argum ents we can now express thematricesD ;E;and 1n
tem s of one com plex 3x3 m atrix, U . Unfortunately, this isnot su cient to solve our
problem . There are 18 arbitrary param eters in this one m atrix. In order to reduce
the num ber of findam ental param eters we m ust have zeros In thism atrix. W e thus
need new fam ily symm etries to enforce these zeros.

9. The Big P icture

Let us consider the big picture(see Fig. 10). Our low energy observer m easures
the physics at the electroweak scale and perhaps an order ofm agnitude above. O nce
the SUSY threshold is crossed we have direct access to thee  ective theory at Mg , the
scale where the 3 gauge couplingsmeet. O focoursethe GUT scaleM ¢ 10*° Gev is
still one or two orders of m agnitude below som e m ore findam ental scale such as the
P landk or string scales wWhich we shallreferto asM ).Between M and M ; therem ay
be som e substructure. In fact, we m ay be ablk to mfer this substructure by studying
ferm ion m asses.

In our analysis we assum e that the theory below the scale M is described by a
SUSY SO (10) GUT .Between M 3 and M , at a scale vip, we assum e that the gauge
group SO (10) is broken spontaneously to SU (5). This can occur due to the vacuum
expectation value of an adpint scalar in the X direction and the expectation values
ofa 16 and a 16 (denoted by and resoectively). Then SU (5) is broken at the
scale vs = M ¢ to the SM gauge group. T his Jatter breaking can be done by di erent
adpints (45) .n the Y, B-L or T3z directions.



W hy consider 4 particular breaking directions for the 45 and no others? TheX and
Y directions are orthogonaland span the two dim ensional space ofU (1) subgroups of
SO (10) which commute w ith the SM .B-L and T 3z are also orthogonaland they soan
the sam e subspace. N evertheless we consider these four possible breaking directions
and these are the only directions which will enter the e ective operators for ferm ion
m asses. W hy not allow the X and Y directions or any continous rotation of them in
this 2d subspace 0of U (1) directions . The answer is that there are good dynam ical
argum ents for assum Ing that these and only these directions are im portant. The
X direction breaks SO (10) to an intem ediate SU (5) subgroup and it is reasonable
to assum e that this occurs at a scale vy vs. W hether viy is greater than vs or
equalw illbe determ ined by the LED . The B-L direction is required for other reasons.
Recall the color triplkt higgs in the 10 which must necessarily receive large m ass.
As shown by D in opoulos and W ilczek®%, this doubkt-triplkt splitting can naturally
occur by Introducing a 10 45 10 type coupling in the superspace potential. Note
that the higgs trplets carry non-vanishing B-1. charge whike the doublets carry zero
charge. Thus when the 45 gets a vacuum expectation valuefvev] in the B-1L direction
it willgivem ass to the color triplet higgs at vs and leave the doubletsm asskess. T hus
In any SO (10) m odelw hich solves this second hierarchy problem , there m ust be a 45
pointing in the B-L direction. W e thus allow for all4 possble breaking vevs | X,Y,
B-L and T 3k . Furthem ore we believe this choice is \natural" since we know how to
construct theories which have these directions as vacua w ithout having to tune any
param eters.

Our ferm ion m ass operators have dimension 4. From where would these higher
dim ension operators com e? N ote that by m easuring the LED we directly probe the
physics In som e e ective theory at Mg . This e ective theory can, and lkely will,
Include operators with din ension greater than 4. Consider, for exam pl, our big
picture looking down from above. String theories are very findam ental. They can
In principle describe physics at all scales. G ven a particular string vacuum , one can
obtain an e ective eld theory valid below the string scaleM . T hem assless sector can
Include the gauge bosons of SO (10) w ith scalars in the 10, 45 oreven 54 dim ensional
representations. In addition, we require 3 fam ilies of ferm ions in the 16. O foourse, In
a string context when one says that there are 3 fam ilies of ferm ions what is typically
m eant is that there are 3 m ore 16s than 16s. The extra 16 + 16 pairs are assum ed
togetmassata scale M g, since there isno symm etry which prevents this. W hen
these states are Integrated out In orderto de nethee ective eld theory valid below
M ¢ they will typically generate higher dim ension operators.

Consider a sin pketwo fam ily m odel. Let 16,; 165 represent the 2 heaviest fam ilies
of quarks and ¥ptons, ;; o i= 1;2 are heavy 16;16 states w ith m ass of order
M, A;K are in the 45 din ensional representation and 10 contains the electroweak
H iggs doublets. In this exam ple we have 4 16s and 2 16s. At the scaleM we assum e
the superspace potential has the form

16310163 + g3l63A2_1 + Q1_1AV 1+ g2162A 2_2 + g2_2K 2+ 110 24

Wenow assuamethat i i X andhA,i Y with i >> hA,i. Thus the dom inant



contrbution to the m ass of the states ;; 3; i= 1;2 is given by ¢:&'i. In order to
de ne the e ective theory at M; , we m ust Integrate these states out of the theory.
Asa result we cbtain the e ective m ass operators —

A, &t A, 2t
O33 = 16510 2p:|_6p; O3 = 162 =2 10 % S22 162 2aqp+ 2t
3 3 3 ~ S 5

which can be read 0  the tree diagram s in g. 11. The superscripts In this form ula
denote independent U (1) charges which m ay be assigned to the elds. The sum of
the charges at any vertex must vanish or U (1),;U (1), ;U (1) to be symm etries of
the theory. N ote, at the level of the e ective operators, the operator

D 2 e 2t 2 P 2d4+ 2t
16, — 10 165

also preserves all3 U (1) symm etries. T his operator is not equivalent to O 3, above. Tt
cannot be obtained however by integrating out the heavy elds. Thus the sym m etries
of the full theory restrict the order of operators appearing in the e ective theory.

T he operators O 33 and O3, represent only the st tem in a power series In the

. i
ratio p—

m ass m atrix

2
. W e can obtaln the com pkte e ective theory by diagonalizing the 4 2

o 1 2 163 162 |
1 glml 0 g3hA 2 i 0

2 0 gzml 0 gzhAzi

T he m ass eigenstates are given by
= @HEL 1+ gshR,1165)=m y;
162 = ( gshAsi 1+ g h&i163)=m

q
wherem1= g']z_j']AVl:f‘F g%jﬂzlf.smﬂa]ﬂy,

S = @i ,+ @hA,i16;)=m,;

16, = ( qMA,i ,+ ghXil6;)=m,
q
wherem, = g JXif + IR ,1iF. The states 163;16) are m asskess, whik the other

stateshavemassterms 2 ,fm; ; J).W ecan now invert the relations to get

163 = (@h&i165 + gshA,i D)=my;
1= @KL gshAzﬂ6§)=m 17

0
1
2= (@K1 2 gzhA2ﬂ62)=mz:



The e ective eld theory is now obtained by taking the tem s In the superspace
potential1l6310165+ 10 , and replacing 163; 1; » by theirm assless com ponents.
We nd 0 1 0 1

16 _]:8 lOB L 16
38 A % X 103

1+ gshA i 1+ gshAsi
g b1 g1 hEi
0 1 0 1
| |
sMAL1 B 1 c A ,i B 1 C
$16, T2 B - Cqo ETZ KL g,
K1 14 SMoi 2 g1 14 @i 2

10. O perator B asis for Ferm ion M asses at M ¢

Let us now oconsider the general operator basis for ferm ion m asses. We
Include operators of the fom

Oiy=16; ( o D0 ( 264

where
M & 45 245

Mg a5yt

and the 45 vevs in the num erator can be in any ofthe 4 directions, X ;Y ;B L;T 3x
discussed earlier.

It is trivial to evaluate the C ebsch-G ordon coe cients associated w ith any par—
ticular operator since the matrices X ;Y;B L ;T3 are diagonal. Their eigenvalies
on the form jon states are given In Tabl 2.

It is probably useful to consider a couple of exam ples of e ective operators and
work out their contrlbbutions to ferm ion m ass m atrices before we continue w ith our
discussion of the systam atic search over all operator sets which are consistent w ith
the low energy data. For our rst exampl oconsider the 2 fam ily e ective theory
discussed earlier. T he superspace potential is given by

| |

M ,i M,
10
i i

( a3

O 33+ O 32 = 16310163 + 163 162:

Wenow assume hA,i= a,e’ ?Y; Wi= ae""X witha, Mg anda= vio> Mg.
W e can now evaluate the Yukawa m atrices. W e nd

0 XS B
U= ;
xX.B A
!
0
0 x4B



Tabl 2. Quantum num bers of the
four 45 vevs on farm ion states.

N ote, if u denotes a left-handed
up quark, then u denotes

a left-handed charge conjugate

up quark.

X| Y |B L T 3r
ul 1| 1/3 1 0
ul| 1| -4/3 -1 -1/2
d| 1] 1/3 1 0
d| 3| 2/3 -1 1/2
e| 3| -1 =3 0
el 1l 2 3 1/2

3| 3 0
| 5 0 3 -1/2

|
E = 0 ng .
xX.B A

The constant B is given In temm s of ratio of scales

a, 2
B = (rmtio of ocoupling constants) =
a

where we have explicitly rede ned the phases of ferm ions to ram ove the arbitrary
phase. Finally we evaluate the C Eoschs

Xy =X, = 4=9;x4= xg = 2=27;X. = xg = 2=3:

A particular ratio of C Eoschs

j’iu Xd ]
G

KuxoJ
In this case the Yukawa m atrices are sym m etric.
In the next exam ple, replace the operator O 3, above by
A, A,
032 = 163—10—162
rE K
where A ;i= a1 ' B L). In thiscase B 42 We ndtheCkoschs

Xy = 1=3;x3 = 4=3;x4 = l=9;x21 = 2=9;x.= l;xg =2



and in this case . .
Ku X4J

1= .

KuX)J

= 2=3:

You see that the Yukawa m atrices are no longer sym m etric.

11. D ynam ic P rinciples

Now consider the dynam icalprincipleswhich guide us towards a theory of ferm ion
m asses.

0. At zeroth order, we work In the context ofa SUSY GUT with theM SSM below
Mg.

1. Weuse SO (10) asthe GUT symm etry wih three fam ilies of ferm ions f16; i=
1,;2;3g and them inin alelectroweak H iggs content in one 10. SO (10) sym m etry
relations allow us to reduce the num ber of fundam ental param eters.

2. W e assum e that there are also fam ily sym m etries w hich enforoe zeros of the m ass
m atrix, although we w ill not specify these symm etries at thistine. Aswe will
m ake clear in section 12, these sym m etries w ill be realized at the level of the
fundam ental theory de ned below M .

3. Only the third generation cbtainsm ass via a din ension 4 operator. T he farm jonic
sector of the Lagrangian thus contains the term A O33 A 165 10 165. This
term givesmass to t, b and . It results In the symm etry relation | £ =

b= A atM ; ._This relation hasbeen studied before by A nanthanarayan,
Lazarides and Sha ¢¢ and using my, and m as Input i leads to reasonablk
resuls form ; and tan

4. A llotherm asses com e from operatorsw ith din ension > 4. A s a consequence, the
fam ily hierarchy is related to the ratio of scales above M ¢ .

5. P redictivity requirem ent] W e dem and the m inim alsst of e ective ferm ion
m ass operators at M ¢ consistent with the LED .

12. System atic Search

Ourgoalisto nd them inin alset of ferm ion m ass operators consistent w ith the
LED .W ih any given operator set one can evaluate the ferm ion m assm atrices for up
and down quarks and charged Jptons. O ne obtains relations between m ixing angles
and ratios of ferm ion m asses w hich can be com pared w ith the data. Tt iseasy to show,
however, w thout any detailked calculations that the m inim al operator set consistent



w ith the LED is given by

O33+ 023+ O+ Oy \22" texture
or
O33+ Op3+ 0%+ 01 \23M" texture

It is clear that at least 3 operators are needed to give non-vanishing and unequal
m asses to all charged femm ions, ie. detfm ;) 6 0 fora = u;d;e. That the operators
must be in the 33, 23 and 12] slots isnot as obviousbut isnot di cul to show . It is
then easy to show that 4 operators are required In order to have CP violation. This
isbecauss, with only 3 SO (10) invariant operators, we can rede ne the phases of the
three 16s of ferm ions to rem ove the three arbitrary phases. W ih one m ore operator,
there isone addiionalphase w hich cannotbe ram oved. A corollary ofthis observation
isthat thism inin al operator set resuls n just 5 arbitrary param eters In the Yukawa
m atrices of all form ions, 4 m agnitudes and one phase® T his is them inin al param eter
set which can be obtained w ithout solving the rem aining problem s of the ferm ion
m ass hierarchy, one overall realm xing anglke and a CP violating phase. W e should
point out however that the problem ofunderstanding the ferm ion m ass hierarchy and
m ixing has been rephrased as the problem of understanding the hierarchy of scales
aboveM ¢ .

From now on Iwill just consider m odels w ith \22" texture. T his is because they
can reproduce the cbserved hierarchy of ferm ion m asses w thout ne-tunindg M odels
w ith \22" texture give the follow ng Yukawam atricesatM ¢ W ith electroweak doublet

elds on the right) {

0 0 1
0 z, C 0

.=8 zC y.Ee x°B X
0 X, B A

with the subscript a = fu;djeg. The constants x.;x2;Va;Z.;2- are C Ebschs which

can be determ ined once the 3 operators (0 23;0,,;01,) are speci ed. Recall, we have
taken O 33 = A 163 10 165, which iswhy the C osch in the 33 tem is Independent ofa.

F inalky, com bining the Yukawa m atrices w ith the H iggsvevsto nd the ferm ion m ass
m atriceswe have 6 arbirary param etersgiven by A ;B ;C;E ; andtan describingl4

observables. W e thus cbtain 8 predictions. W e shalluse the best known param eters,

me;m ;m o;memy; Vgj as nput to x the 6 unknowns. W e then predict the values
ofm;mg;mg;meitan ; VoFVupjand J.

N ote: since the predictions are correlated, our analysiswould bem uch in proved if
wem inin ized some 2 distrbution and cbtained abest tto the data. Unfortunately
this has not yet been done. In the paper however we do include som e tables (see
for example Tabl 5) which give all the predictions for a particular sst of input
param eters.

e1)

*This is two fow er param eters than was necessary in our previoys analysis (see
*Form ore details on this point, see section 14 below or refer to Ed .



13. Resuls

The results for the 3rd generation are given In  g. 12. Note that since the
param eter A ism uch bigger than the otherswe can essentially treat the 3rd generation
independently. The am all corrections, of order (B =A )?, are however included in the
com plte analysis. W e nd the pole m ass for the top quark My = 180 15 G&V and
tan = 56 6 where the uncertainties result from variations of our lnput values of
theM S runningmassmypfmy) = 425 045and (M ;) taking values 110  :126.
W e used two loop RG equations for the M SSM from M 3 to M gygsy ; Introduced a
universal SUSY threshold atM gysy = 180 Ge&V with 3 Joop QCD and 2 loop QED
RG equationsbelow M gysy . The varation In the value of ¢ was included to indicate
the sensitivity of our resuls to threshold corrections which are necessarily present at
theweak and GUT scales. In particular, we chossetovary M ;) by tting M)
take on slightly di erent valuesthan {Mg)= Mg)= g.

T he follow Ing set of operators passed a straightforw ard but coarse grained search
discussed 1n detail in the pape?. They hclide the diagonaldin ension Hur coupling
of the third generation {

033 = 163 10 163
T he six possbl 0 ,, operators {

O =

16, 2 10 22 16, ()

16, & 10 === 16, @)

16, £ 10 221 16, ()
16, 10 2+ 16, (@

X
16, 10 16, ()

45, 455
16, 10 22 Mc 15 (£)

M 2
452
Note: in allcases the C bschs y; (de ned by O, above) satisfy
Vu Vg :Ye= 0:1 :3:
This is the form fam iliar from the G eorgiJarlskog textura!?. Thus all six of these

operators lead to identical low energy predictions.
Finally there is a unique operator O ;, consistent w ith the LED {

3 3
O0,,= 16, = 10 £ 16,

M M




T he operator O ;3 determm lnes the KM elam ent Vg, by the relation {

S

3

Vo = —< R G factors)
m

ot

where the C osth combination is given by
:;Ku de
= .
FuXyJ

m . is input, m. has already been detemm Ined and the RG factors are calculable.
D em anding the experin ental constraint Vg, < 054 we nd the constraint < 1. A
search of all operators of din ension 5 and 6 resuls In the 9 operators given below .
N ote that there only three di erent valuesof = 2=3; 5=6; 8=9 {

O23 =
= 2=3

1) 16, - 10MG 16,
Q) 16, 4§Y 10 453 L 16,
@) 16 -1 oMG 165
@) 16, 32- 10 453 16,

= 5=6
G) 16, 2= 10 45Y 165
6) 16, 3= 45Y 165

= 8=9

M 1610 1 16

8) 16, 10 454% 165

9) 16, 10 = 165

452
W e Iabel the operators (1) — (9), and we use these num bers also to denote the corre-
soonding m odels. N ote, all the operators have the vev 45¢; in the denom inator. This
can only occur ifvig > Mg .

At this point, there are no m ore sin pl crteria to reduce the num ber of m odels
further. W e have thus perform ed a num erical RG analysis on each of the 9 m odels
(represented by the 9 distinct operators 0 »3 w ith their caloulable C bschs %, ;%0 ;a =
u;d;e along w ith the unique st of C Eoschs determ ned by the operators O 33;0 5, and



012). W e then fteratively t the 6 arbitrary param eters to the six low energy nputs
and evaluate the predictions for each m odel as a function of the input param eters.
The results of this analysisare given n  gs. (13 —-19).

Let memake a feaw comm ents. Light quark m asses (u,d,s) areM S m asses evalu—
ated at 1 G &V whik heavy quark m asses (cb) are evaluated at m .;m ) resoectively.
Finalk, the top quark mass n  g. 12 is the poke mass. gs. 13 and 14 are s=If
evident. In g. 15, we show the correlations fortwo of our predictions. T he ellipse in
them 4=m 4 vS. m ,=m 4 plane is the allowed region from chiral Lagrangian analysis?.
One sesthat we favor owervaluesof M ;). Foreach xedvalieof ;M ;), there
are 5 vertical line segm ents In the Vg4, vs. m = 4 plane. Each vertical line segm ent
represents a range of values form . W ih m . lncreasing m oving up) and the di erent
line segm ents represent di erent values ofmy, W ith m , increasing m oving to the kft).
In Figure 18 we test our agreem ent w ith the observed CP violation in the K system .
T he experin entally determ ined value of x = 226 10 °. Theoretically it is given by
an expression ofthe form By  fm ;Vis; Ok Bis the socalled B ag constant which
has been detem ined by lattice calculations to be in the range Bx = 7 284, In

g. 18 we have used our predictions for ferm ion m asses and m ixing angles as input,
along with the experm ental value for x , and xed By for the 9 di erent m odels.
One sees that m odel 4 is inconsistent w ith the lattice data. In g. 19 we present
the predictions for each m odel, for the CP viclating angles which can be m easured
In B decays. The interior of the \whalk" is the range of param eters consistent w ith
the SM found by N ir and Sarid®! and the error bars represent the accuracy expected
from a B factory.

N ote that m odel 4 appears to give too little CP violation and m odel 9 hasunoom -
fortably Jarge values 0f V4,. Thus these m odels are presently disfavored by the data.
Iwillthus focus on m odel 6 in the rest of these lectures.

14. Summ ary

W ehave perfom ed a system atic operatoranalysisof ferm ionm assesn an e ective
SUSY SO (10) GUT .W euse the LED to lead us to the theory. P resently there are 3
models (models4, 6 & 9) with \22" texture which agree best w ith the LED , although
as m entioned above m odel 6 is favored. In all cases we used the values of and
sih® y (modulo threshold corrections) to x (M z).

Tabl 3 shows the virtue of the \22" texture. In the st column are the four
operators. In the 2nd and 3rd colum ns are the param eters In them assm atrix relevant
for that particular operator and the input param eters which are used to  x these
param eters. Fnally the 4th colum n contains the predictions cbtained at each level
O ne sees that each fam ily ism ost sensitive to a di erent operatot

C onsider the theoretical uncertainties inherent in our analysis.

1. The experimn entally determ ined values ofmy;m ., and (M ;) are all subEct
to strong Interaction uncertainties of QCD . In addition, the predicted value

{This property is not true of \23" textures.



Tabl 3. V irtue of \22" texture.

O perator | Param eters | Input | P redictions
013 tan A b t tan
023 B c Vi
025 E S
01, C e Vys | u d i:: J

of (M) from GUTs is subct to threshold corrections at My which can
only be calculated once the SUSY spectrum isknown and atM ; which requires
know ledge ofthe theory aboveM ¢ . W e have Included these uncertainties @beit

crudely) explicitly in our analysis.

2. In the arge tan regine in whith we work there may be large SUSY loop
corrections which will a ect our results. The nite corrections to the b and
Yukawa couplings have been evaliated?®. They depend on ratios of soft
SUSY breaking param eters and are signi cant in certain regions of param eter
spacet In particular it hasbeen shown that the top quark m ass can be reduced
by asmuch as 30% . Note that although the prediction of g. 3 may no longer
be valid, there is still necessarily a prediction for the top quark m ass. It isnow
however sensitive to the details of the sparticke spectrum and to the process
of radiative electroweak symm etry breaking®?. This m eans that the cbserved
top quark m ass can now be usad to set lin its on the sparticlke soectrum . This
analysis has not been done. M oreover, there are also sin ilar corrections to the
Yukawa couplings for the s and d quarks and for e and . These corrections
are expected to a ect the predictions for Vy,;m g;m ;m 4. Ik willbe interesting
to see the results of this analysis.

3. The top, bottom and  Yukawa couplings can receive threshold corrections at
M ¢ . W e have not studied the sensitivity to these corrections.

4. O ther operators could in principle be added to our e ective theory at Mg .
T hey m ight have a dynam icalorigin. W e have assum ed that, if there, they are
subdom lnant. Two di erent origins for these operators can be In agined. The

rst is  eld theoretic. The operatorswe use would only be the leading term s in
apower series expansion when de ning an e ective theory atM; by integrating
out heavier states. T he corrections to these operators are expected to be about
10%,.W em ay also be sensitive to what has com m only been referred to asP lanck
slop®?, operators suppressed by som e power of the P lanck (or string) scak M .
In fact the operator O 1, m ay be thought ofas such. T he question iswhy aren’t

“There is a sn all range of param eter space in which our results are unchanged®?. This requires
threshold corrections at M ¢ which distinguish the two H iggs scalars.



our results orthe rst and perhaps the second generation, hopelessly sensitive
to this unknown physics? This question w illbe addressed in the next section.

15. W here are we going?

In the rsthalfofTabl 4 Igive a brief summ ary of the good and bad features
of the e ective SUSY GUT discussed earlier. Severalm odels were found wih Just
four operators at M ¢ which successfully t the low energy data. Ifwe add up all
the necessary param eters needed in these models we nd jast 12. This should be
com pared to the SM with 18 orthe M SSM with 21. Thus these theories, m lnin al
e ective SUSY GUTsM ESG ], are doing quite well. O foourse the bad features of the
M ESG isthat it is not a fundam ental theory. In particular there are no sym m etries
w hich prevent additionalhigher din ension operators to spoilour results. N either are
we able to calculate threshold corrections, even in principle, at M ¢ .

It is for these reasons that we need to be ablk to take the M ESG which best
describes the LED and uss it to de nean e ective eld theory valid at scales M .
The good and bad features of the resulting theory are listed in the second half of
Tablk 4.

In thee ective eldtheorybelow M wem ust incorporate the sym m etriesw hich
guarantee that we reproduce the M ESG w ith no additional operators

M oreover, the necessary com bination of discrete, U (1) or R symm etriesm ay ke
powerful enough to restrict the appearance of P Janck sbop.

Finall, the GUT symm etry breaking sector m ust resolve the problem s of nat—
ural doublt-triplt splitting (the second hierarchy problem ), the problam,
and give predictions for proton decay, neutrino m asses and calculabl threshold
corrections at M ¢ .

On the bad side, it is still not a fundam ental theory and there m ay not be a
unigque extension ofthe M ESG to higher energies.

16. String Threshold at M g

Upon constructing the e ective eld theory M, we will have detem ined the
necessary SO (10) states, sym m etries and couplings w hich reproduce our ferm ion m ass
relations. This theory can be the starting point for constructing a realistic string
m odel. String m odel builders could try to obtain a string vacuum with a m asskss
oectra which agrees w ith ours. O f course, once the states are found the string will
determm ine the sym m etries and couplings of the theory. It ishoped that in thisway a

T his statem ent excludes the unavoidable higher order eld theoretic correctionsto theM ESG which
are, in principle, calculable.



Tablk 4.

GUT symm etry breaking
1) d —t splitting
i) problm
iii) proton decay
) neutrino m asses
v) threshold corrections at M ¢

G ood Bad
E .FT. 4 op’s.atM; ) LED N ot findam ental
Mg 5para’s. ) 13 ocbservables No symm etry
+ 2 gauge para’s. ) 3 cbservables| ) W hy these operators?
+ 5 s0fE SUSY F.T .+ Plandck sbop)
breaking para’s. )
Totall2 param eters T hreshold corrections?
E .FI. Symm etry N ot fundam ental
M i) gwvesE .FI. Mg
M =M guring + corrections N ot unique?
orM p ana i) constrains other operators

fundam entaltheory ofN ature can be found. W ork in this direction by several groups
is In progress’?. String theories with SO (10), three fam ilies plus additional 16 + 16
pairs, 45’s, 10’s and even som e 54 din ensional representations appear possible. O ne
ofthe rst results from this approach is the fact that only one of the three fam ilies

has diagonal couplings to the 10, just as we have assum ed.

17. Constructing the E ective Field T heory below M g

In this section [will discuss som e prelin lnary results cbtained in collaboration
with Law rence H alt! . Iw illdescrbe the necessary Ingredients for constructing m odel

6. Som e very general results from this exercise are already apparent.

States | W e have constructed a SUSY GUT which includes all the states nec—
essary or GUT symm etry breaking and also for generating the 45 vevs in the
desired directions. A m inin al representation content below M ¢ includes 54s +

45s+ 3 16s+ n(l6+ 16) pairs+ 2 10s.

Symm etry | In orderto retain su cient symm etry the superspace potential in
the visble sector W necessarily has a number of at directions. In particular
the scales vs and vy can only be detem ined when soft SUSY breaking and
quantum oorrections are included. An auxiliary consequence is that the vev of

W yispe Vanishes in the supersym m etric lim it.




C ouplings | A san exam plk ofthe new physics which results from this analysis
Iwill show how a solution to the problem, the ratio =  and proton decay
m ay be intertrelated.

In Tablk 5 are presented the predictions for M odel 6 for particular values of the
Input param eters.
Tabl 5: Particular P redictions forM odel 6 with (M ;)= 04115

Input Input P redicted | P redicted
Q uantity Value Q uantity Value
my Mmy) 435 GeV M 176 GV
m m ) | 1777 Gev tan 55
m.m.) 122 Gev Vo 048
m 1056 M &V | V=V 059
me 0511 MeV ms(1GeV) | 1712M &V
Vs 0221 Bk 064
m ,=m 4 0:64
m ¢=m 4 24:
In addition to these predictions, the set of inputs .n Tablk 5 predicts:
sn2 = 46,sh2 = #49,sh2 = B4,andJI =26 10°.
M odel 6

The superspace potential for M odel 6 has ssveral pieces ~W = W femion T+

W sym m etry breaking + W H iggs + W neutrino ¢

17.1. Fem jon sector

The rsttem must reproduce the four fem ion m ass operators ofM odel 6. T hey
are given by

033 = 163 101 163

0,5 = 16, % 10, AT; 165

022 = 162 M£ 101 % 162
3 3

012= 161 M£ 101 M£ 162

There are two 10s in this m odel, denoted by 10;;1 = 1;2 but only 10; couples
to the ordinary ferm ions. The A elds are di erent 45s which are assum ed to have
vevs In the llow ng directions { lA,i = 45, , A i= 45 ,and W&i= 45 . As
noted earlier, there are 6 choices for the 22 operator and we have just chosen one
of them , labelled a, arbirarily here. In  gure 20, we give the tree diagram s which
reproduce the e ective operators forM odel 6 to leading order In an expansion in the



ratio of an allto Jarge scales. The states_a; ;a=1; ;9 arem assive 16;16 states
respectively withmassgven by hSy 1 M . Eadch vertex represents a ssparate Yukawa
Interaction N W ferm 1o0n (S22 below ) . Field theoretic corrections to thee ective GUT
operators m ay be obtained by diagonalizing the m ass m atrices for the heavy states

and Integrating them out of the theory.
W ferm ion =

16516510, + 1A,165+ K ;+ 4 ,10;

+ LK ,+ LA,16,+ 3A;16,

_ X2
+ 3K 3+ 3 410, + Sy (2 a)

a=4

+ K16+ K 4+ K

+ 6 2101+ B g+ K o+ K16

N ote that the vacuum insertions in the e ective operators albove cannot be re—
arranged, otherw ise an inequivalent Iow energy theory would result. ITn order to

preserve this order naturally we dem and that each el carries a di erent value

ofa U (1) fam ily charge (see g. 20). Note also that the particular choice of
a 22 operatorwilla ect the allowed U (1) charges of the states. Som e choices
m ay be acoeptabl and others not.

Consider Wsem ion - £ hasmany tem s, each of which can have di erent, In

principle, com plex Yukawa ocouplings. N evertheless the theory is predictive e—
cause only a very special linear com bination of these param eters enters into the
e ective theory at M ¢ . T hus the observabk ow energy world is sim pk, not e—
cause the full theory is particularly sim plk, but because the sym m etries are such
that the e ective Iow energy theory contains only a few dom inant temm s.

17 2. Symm etry breaking sector

T he sym m etry breaking sector of the theory is not particularly ilim inating. Two

54 din ensional representations, S;S° are needed plis several singlkts denoted by
Si;i= 1; ;7. They appear n the st two tem s and are reponsble for driv—

ing the vev of A; into the B-L direction, the third term drives the vev of the 16;16

eds ; into the right-handed neutrino lke direction breaking SO (10) to SU (5)



and forcing A into the X direction. The fourth, fth and sixth tem s drive A, Into
the Y direction. Finally the last two tem s are necessary in order to assure that all
non singlt states under the SM gauge Interactions obtain m ass of order the GUT
scale. Allprined elds are assum ed to have vanishing vevs.

Note ifhS;i M ¢ then two ofthese ad pints state m ay be heavy. C onsiderations
such asthiswilla ect how couplings run above Mg .

W sym m etry breaking —

A%(SA; + S1A) + 8°S,8 + A
+E°( 4+ S3K)

+AJ SR+ SE+ (S1+ S5)K)

_O —
+ A, + A, O

+A1A,K%+ Sg@%)?

17.3. H iggs sector

T he H iggs sector is introduced below . Tt does not at the m om ent appear to be
unique, but it is crucial orunderstanding the solution to several in portant problem s {
doublet-triplt solitting, problm and proton decay { and these constraintsm ay only
have one solution. The 10;A,10, coupling is the tem required by the D in opoulos—
W ilczek m echanisn fordoublet-triplet solitting. Shoe A | isan antisym m etric tensor,
we need at least two 10s.

The couplings of 10; to the 16s are Introduced to solve the problem . A fler
naturally solving the doublettriplet spolitting problem one has m assless doublets.
One needs however a an all supersymm etric mass for the H iggs doublets of order
the weak scale. Thism ay be induced once SUSY isbroken in severalways.

The vev ofthe eld A may shift by an am ount of order the weak scale due to
the Introduction of the soft SUSY breaking tem s into the potential. In this
theory the shift of A, appears to be too an all.

There m ay be higher dim ension D term s in the theory of the fom , eg.
z

1
d 1gd@,):

Mp,




Then supergravity e ectsm ight nduce a non-vanishing vev for the F tem of
A, oforderthemy M ¢ . Thiswill nduce a value of ofordermy M =M 5 ;.
The shift in the F-tem s also appear to be negligble.

H igher djn ension D -tem s w ith hidden sector eldsm ay however work. Con—
sider -~ d' 1Gz where z is a hidden sector el which is connected w ith
soft SUSY breaking. It would then be naturalto have F, Mpi.

One Ioop_e ects may Induce a  tem once soft SUSY breaking tem s are
4

introduced?2. In this case we nd T where * represents the product

of Yukawa couplings entering into the graph of gure 21.

W euse the lJast m echanisn above forgenerating in the exam pl which follow s.

WHiggs=

+10,A,10, + S,107

+ 10+ %0,

Note that the rst two tem s already appeared In the discussion of the sym m etry
breaking sector. They are ncluded again here since as you w ill see they are In portant
for the discussion of the H iggs sector as well. The last two tem s are needed to
incorporate the solution to the problm . As a result of these couplings to  ;

the H iggs doublets in 10; m ix w ith other states. Them assm atrix for the SU (5) 5;5
states in 10;;10,; ; 0;_;_Ojsgjven below .

5,55 5o
0 1
5, 0 A, O
5, B A, s, 0 og
5 € 0 0 0 A,&
5 0 A, O

H iggs doublets In the doublkt sector the vev A; vanishes. Since the Higgs
doublkts In 10; now m ix wih other states, the boundary condition =+ = 1 is
corrected at tree kevel. The ratio isnow given in tem s ofa ratio ofm ixing angles.

P roton decay The rate for proton decay In this model is set by the quantity

M %),;f where M t is the color tripkt Higgsinomassm atrix®. We nd M%), = .
1

Thism ay be mudh an aller than ﬁ for S; su ciently am aller than M ; . Note there



are no light color triplet states in this Iim it. P roton decay is suppressed since In this
Iin it the color triplet H iggsinos in 10; becom e D irac ferm ions (W ith m ass of order
M ¢ ), but they do notm ix with each other.

17.4. Symm etries

T he theory has been constructed in order to have enough symm etry to restrict
the allowed operators. This is necessary In order to reproduce the m ass operators
In the e ective theory, as well as to pressrve the vacuum directions assum ed for
the 45s and have natural doublt-triplet splitting. Indeed the construction of the
symm etry breaking sector w ith the primed elds allow s the 45s to carry nontrivial
U (1) charges. Thism odel has several unbroken U (1) symm etries which do not seam
to allow any new m ass operators. It hasa discrete Z 4 R parity n which allthe prim ed

elds, &;; and 10, are odd and 16;;i= 1;2;3 and _a; ;a=1; ;9 go Into 1times

them selves. T his guarantees that the odd states (@nd in particular, 10,) do not couple
into the ferm ion m ass gsector. T here is in addition a Fam ily Re ection Symm etry (see
D in opoulos- G eorgid?) which guarantees that the lightest supersym m etric particle
is stable. F inally, there is a continuous R symm etry which is usseful for two reasons,
(1) as a consequence, only dim ension 4 operators appear In the superpotential and
(2) thisR symm etry is an anom alous PecoeiQ uinn U (1) which naturally solves the
strong CP problm .

N eutrino sector T he neutrino sector seem s to be very m odel dependent. Tt will
constrain the sym m etries of the theory, but I w ill not discuss it further here.

18. C onclusion

In this last kcture, I have presented a class of supersymm etric SO (10) GUTs
which are In quantitative agream ent w ith the low energy data. W ith in proved data
these particular m odels m ay eventually be ruled out. N evertheless the approach of
using low energy data to ascertain the dom inant operator contrbutionsatM ¢ seem s
robust. Taking it seriously, w ith quantitative tsto the data and including the leading
order corrections to the zeroth order results, m ay eventually lead us to the correct
theory.

W hat is the proverbial an oking gun for the theories presented here ? There are
three observations which combined would con m SUSY GUTs.

1. G auge coupling uni cation consistent w ith the cbserved valuesof ;sirf y ; 5.

2. Observation of SUSY particks.

3. Observation of proton decay into themodesp ! K"~ andp ! K° * 43,
A though SUSY GUTsmay not predict the rate for this process, nevertheless

the observation of thisprocesswould con m SUSY GUTs.

In addition, the m Inim al SO (10) m odels presented here all dem and large tan
T hus observation of arge tan would certainly strengthen these ideas. F nally, if the



calculable corrections to the predictions of one of these m odels in prove the agreem ent
w ith the data, it would be di cul not to acospt this theory as a true description of
nature.
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