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A bstract

W e perform a �nite group analysison the quark m ass m atrices. W e argue that the

dom inantterm sshould beproportionalto classoperatorsofthegroup and thatsym m etry

breaking to splitthem assspectrum and sim ultaneousdiagonalizability to suppressavor

changing neutralcurrents can be accom plished at this point. The naturalsetting is a

m ulti-scalarm odeland thescalardoubletscan havem assesoftheweak scalewithoutany

param etertuning.W hen wespecializetoS3 asthegroup ofchoice,wearriveattheresults

thatthedom inantm assterm sare,dem ocratic-and thattheratiosoflightm assesand the

Cabbibo angle �= (m d

m s

)
1

2 are allgiven by group param eters in the breaking ofS3 to S2.

A largem assexpansion isthen perform ed and a generalized W olfenstein param eterization

isgiven.Furtherbreaking by way ofintroducing heavy-lighttransitionsin thedown-type

m assm atrix ishere related to the heavy-lightCabbibo-Kobayashi-M askawa elem ents.
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One ofthe frontiers in understanding elem entary interactions is the organization of

ferm ion m asses, which in som e e�ective way are related to Yukawa couplings between

ferm ionsand scalars. M any proposalshave been m ade and m ostare m otivated by som e

conjectureson physicsata m uch higherenergy scale. Typically,a certain ,texture-isas-

sum ed fortheYukawa structureand then arenorm alization group analysisisperform ed to

predictconsequencesforphysicalprocesseswhich are currently experim entally reachable.

These are very am bitiousand form idable endeavours.

W e shalltake a di�erent tack in the present discussion. Our starting point is to

accept what we know from the data about ferm ion m asses and m ixing between up and

down sectorsatthe electroweak scale. Severalfeaturesstand out: the alm ostdecoupling

ofthe top and bottom heavy quarksfrom the lighterones,the high degree ofsuppression

ofavor changing neutralcurrents at low energies,and the validity ofthe W olfenstein

param eterization. W e then ask the question: How m uch ofthis can be understood by

applying sym m etry considerations? W e argue in this note that one can achieve quite a

lot in this regard. Ofcourse, som e assum ptions need to be m ade along the way,and

they willbe explicitly stated.They have to do with sym m etry breaking,which should be

fam iliarto m ostofus,drawing upon pastexperience.W erem ark thatthisapproach m ay

be com plem entary to the top down m ethod just m entioned. One advantage here is an

im m ediatelink between physicalparam etersand those introduced in thegroup analysis.

Before being speci�c,let us outline how such an analysis is developed. Consider a

group with a �nite num ber ofelem entsgi. W e can partition these elem ents into disjoint

conjugate classesCj. Because Cj com m ute with each otherand can be m ade herm itian,

they are a part ofthe com plete set of observables and can be used to labelstates.(1)

Also, because allelem ents of the group com m ute with these class operators, Cj’s are

invariants.Asa zeroth orderapproxim ation,i.e.,beforesym m etry breaking isintroduced,

the interaction which isresponsible form assgeneration foreithercharged 2

3
or� 1

3
type
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quarksisa linearcom bination ofthese classoperators,which we writegenerically as

M 0 =
X

ajCj: (1)

Because we are dealing with a �nite group,the elem entsgi can be m ade unitary,and the

invariance underthe proposed sym m etry is

giM 0g
� 1

i = M 0: (2)

The spectrum ofM 0,which splitsquarksinto heavy and lightspecies,generally has

som edegeneracy atthislevel.Pastexperienceleadsusto speculatethatthedegeneracy is

lifted by sym m etry breaking along som e directon in the group space. Thus,one assum es

thatanotherterm

M 1 =
X

bkgk; (3)

accounts for that,where the sum isover a setofelem ents,such that sym m etry ofsom e

subgroup rem ains.Therefore,M 1 m ustbe expressible asa function oftheclassoperators

ofthe subgroup.Thisforcesconditionson b’s,reducing theirindependentnum ber.

W e m ustdigressatthispointto discussthe problem ofavorchanging neutralcur-

rents.Asonefollowsthediscussion so far,onem ustwonderaboutthem echanism swhich

cause the division ofM into M 0 and M 1.The currentlore isthatthere m ay be di�erent

SU (2)Higgsdoublets,which coupleseparately toM 0 and M 1.W eacceptthisand willnot

be discussing the dynam icaldetailspertaining to such scalarsatthisjuncture. The only

issue we wantto bring up isthatifthe scalarsare distinct,they willgenerally introduce

tree levelavorchanging neutralcurrentprocesses.(2) The reason isthatifwe write out

the scalarsexplicitly,we have

M (x)=
X

a
0
jCj�0(x)+

X
b
0
kgk�1(x); (4)
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where the �rstand second term son the righthand side,respectively,com e from M 0 and

M 1. Ferm ion m asses are induced by replacing the �elds with their vacuum expectation

values

�0;1 ! v0;1; (5)

and perform ingabi-unitarytransform ationU yM V .Becauseofthespace-tim edependence,

such a transform ation cannotdiagonalizeM (x)M (x)y forallx,unless

M 0M 1;M 0M
y

1
;M 1M

y

1
; (6)

com m ute. W e recallthat M 0 = M
y

0
;and [M 0;M 1]= 0 is autom atic by the very nature

ofM 0 being m ade ofclassoperators. Com m utativity would be trivialifM 1 = M
y

1
also.

However,in orderto liftalldegeneraciesatthispoint,herm iticity ofM 1 m ay notbewar-

ranted and com m utativity should bechecked.Ifsatis�ed,then underrathergeneralscalar

selfinteraction,the dom inantpartofthe induced avorchanging neutralcurrentscan in

factbeavoided atleastup to theoneloop level.(3) W ecallthecom m utativity requirem ent

radiatively natural. The gist is due to a result that the otherwise worrisom e divergent

piecesofthe one loop contributionscan be absorbed into wave function renorm alizations

withoutspoiling sim ultaneousdiagonalizability.

W ehavegenerated m assesfortheheavy quarksthrough M 0,and m assesforthelight

quarksand theirm ixing m ostly through M 1.Therequirem entofsim ultaneousdiagonaliz-

ability probably willnotinducem isalignm entbetween theheavy and thelightstatesofthe

up and down typequarksifweassum ethatthesym m etry basisvectorsin both sectorsare

thesam e;i.e.,theCabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa (CKM )m atrix elem entsVtd;ts;cb;ub vanish

atthislevel.Ifourpicture isin concordance with nature,there m ustexistanotherpiece

M 2,which givesriseto �nite,albeitsm all,heavy-lightm ixing m atrix elem ents,and which

also resultsin avorviolation in heavy-lighttransitions.W eshallnow turn to an exam ple

to givesom especi�cs.
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A �nitegroup which issuggested em pirically isthesym m etricgroup S3,
(4) with group

elem entsfe;(12);(13);(23);(123);(132)g,where e isthe identity,(12)isthe operation of

exchanging entriesin positions1 and 2,and (123)correspondsto 1! 2! 3! 1,etc.Let

ustaketheup quark sector3x3 m assm atrix

�uL M uuR ; (7)

which we assum e to beinvariantunder

�uL ! �uL gi; uR ! g
� 1

i uR ; (8)

for gi�S3. The conjugate classes are feg;f(12);(13);(23)g;and f(123);(132)g,with the

concom itantclassoperators

C1 = e; C2 = (12)+ (13)+ (23); C3 = (123)+ (132): (9)

From thegroup table,one�ndsC 3 = (C2)
2=3� C1,which m eansthatatm osttwo ofthese

classoperatorsneed be speci�ed to labelstates.

The three quark states are assum ed to be linear com binations ofthe basis vectors

j�;�;� >;j�;�;� >;and j�;�;� >,on which thesym m etry operationsacton theentries

� and �,e.g.

(13)(j�;�;� >; j�;�;� >;j�;�;� >)

= (j�;�;� >;j�;�;� >;j�;�;� >)

= (j�;�;� >; j�;�;� >;j�;�;� >)

0

@
0 0 1

0 1 0

1 0 0

1

A ;

(10)

from which one obtainsthe (reducible)m atrix representation. One can easily show that

on these states,theclassoperator

C2 =

0

@
1 1 1

1 1 1

1 1 1

1

A ; (11)
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and C1+ C3 = C2.Looking attheireigenvalues,oneseesthatC2 has(0,0,3),which m akes

item pirically rathercom pelling to take(4)

M 0 = m 0C2; (12)

to givem assto thetop quark,wherem 0 isa realconstantcarrying thedim ension ofm ass.

To accountforthe lightquarksc and u,we assum e thatM 1 isalong som e direction

such thatS2 is the residualsym m etry. ForS2,there are only two elem ents fe;gg,with

g2 = e.To m akethisgeneral,we write

M 1 = m 1g; g = a1e+ a2(12)+ a3(13)+ a4(23)+ a5(123)+ a6(132); (13)

where m 1 � m 0 isanotherrealconstantwith the dim ension ofm ass.A setofconditions

which yield therequirem entg2 = e is

a1 = 0; a5 + a6 = 0; a2 + a3 + a4 = 1;

and

a
2

2 + a
2

3 + a
2

4 = 1+ 2a26 (14)

W eshallm akethechoicethatallthea’sarereal.(Thisresultsin anon-herm itian reducible

g,which iswhatweneed to separatethelightm asses.Theresidualsym m etry actson the

m assm atrix M 0 + M 1,butnoton the states.) Itiseasy to verify thatthe sim ultaneous

diagonalizability conditionsofEq.(6)aresatis�ed,basically becauseM 0 isunitarily equiv-

alentto a diagonalm atrix with only one non-vanishing entry. The eigenvaluesofM 1M
y

1

are

�
2

1;2 = m
2

1(1+ 6a26 � 2a6

q

3+ 9a2
6
); �� 2

3 = m
2

1; (15)

which depend on a6 only.One can solveforitas

a6 =
m c � mu

2
p
3m um c

: (16)
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The corresponding eigenvectorsare

j�
0

1;2 >= N 1;2jx1;2; y1;2; � (x1;2 + y1;2)>; j�
0

3 >=
1
p
3
j1;1;1 >;

with

y1;2

x1;2
=
�
p
3+ 9a2

6
+ 3a4 � 1

3a2 � 1
; (17)

and N 1;2 arenorm alization factors.

W ith the conditions ofEq.(14) and the a’s being real,we have three independent

param eters, which m ay be chosen as m 1; a2 and a6. They uniquely give the m asses

m u
�= �1;m c

�= �2 and therelativeweighty=x ofthephysicalstatesj�
0
1;2 >

�= ju;c>.W e

can replicate the sam e analysisforthe down sectorand obtain sim ilarresults,which we

use prim esto denote. A furtherassum ption ofcharge independence a2 = a02 reduces the

num berofparam etersto �ve,which isin agreem entwith the countofm c;u;m s;d and the

Cabibbo anglesin�c �= Vus
�=< �01j�

00
2 > :

A particularinteresting case iswhen

a2 = a
0
2 = 1; (18)

which gives,because ofEq.(14)with a choice ofsigns,

a3 = � a6; a4 = a6; a
0
3 = � a

0
6;a

0
4 = a

0
6: (19)

These lead to

sin�c =
(m d

m s

)1=2 � (m u

m c

)1=2

(1+ m d

m s

)1=2(1+ m u

m c

)1=2
: (20)

As well-known,this is quite close to the m easured value for the Cabibbo angle.(5) The

m ixing angle �c is a dynam icalsignature in the group space,pointing to that direction

which seeksouttheresidualS2 sym m etry.Although atthistim ewehavenotbeen ableto

associate any deeperm eaning to thischoice,otherthan the factthatthe valuesfora2;3;4

look quitesym m etrical,itdoesillustratesuccinctly thecapability to relateto data.
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W e m ay wonder whether there is any freedom in introducing further term s for the

lightsector. In other words,is there a �M ,which is sim ultaneously diagonalizable with

M 1 in thesenseofEq.(6)? By usingg
2 = e,onecan show thattheonly necessary condition

is

�M M
y

1
M 1 = M 1M

y

1
�M ; (21)

which can besolved to give

�M = h1C2 + h2((123)� (132)); (22)

where h1;2 are som e arbitrary constants. Thism atrix isalso sim ultaneously diagonalised

with M 0 and thereforedoesnotlead to any CKM heavy lightm ixing.Besides,thereisno

underlying group argum entaswehad forM 1 to justify itsbeing.W eshalljustdiscard it.

To discuss the CKM heavy light m ixing,it is convenient to m ake a unitary trans-

form ation to decom pose into the irreducible subspaces, viz. 3 ! 1 � 2. This is done

by

gi ! U
y
giU;

where

U =

0

B
@

� 1p
6

� 1p
2

1p
3

� 1p
6

1p
2

1p
3

2p
6

0 1p
3

1

C
A : (23)

Then,them assm atrix

M 0 + M 1 !

�
(M 1)2� 2 02� 1
01� 2 �m 0

�

;

in which �m 0 = 3m 0 + m 1 and

(M 1)2� 2 = m 1(

p
3

2
(a2 � a3)�1 +

p
3a6i�2 +

1

2
(� a2 � a3 + 2a4)�3): (24)

W e m akethe ansatzthatheavy lighttransition isdue to

M 2 =

0

@
0 0 �f x

0 0 �f y

�d x �d y 0

1

A ; (25)
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in which �d’sand �f’sare com plex num bersoforderatm ostm 1,so thatalllow energy

avorchanging neutralprocessesdueto theabsorption,em ission orexchangeofattendant

Higgsscalarswillbe suppressed by heavy quark propagators.

W e are now ready to com plete ourdiscussion ofthe CKM m atrix by perform ing an

expansion in inverse powers ofm b and m t.
(6) W e note thatforM u = M 0 + �M 1 + �M 2.

we have

M uM
y
u = �m 2

0

0

@
0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 1

1

A + � �m0

0

@
0 0 �f x

0 0 �f y

�f ?
x �f ?

y 0

1

A + O (�2): (26)

� is a counting param eter in the inverse m ass expansion,which willbe set to unity af-

terwards. Note thatbecause we are dealing with left-leftm ixing,the second term on the

righthand sideofthelastequation,which istheonly O (�)term ,hasdependence on �f’s

only.�d’sarenotm easurable to thisorder.

Itisa sim ple m atterto solve forthe eigenvectorsto obtain

ju;c>= j�1;2 >
�= j�

0

1;2 > �
�F ?

1;2

m t

j�
0

3 >;

jt>= j�3 >
�= j�

0

3 > +
�F 1

m t

j�
0

1 > +
�F 2

m t

j�
0

2 >;

where

�F 1;2 � < �
0

1;2jU

0

@
�f x

�f y

0

1

A = � N1;2(

r
3

2
(x + y)1;2�f x +

r
1

2
(x � y)1;2�f y): (27)

From these,weform theCKM m atrix elem ents

Vud =< ujd >�= < �
0

1j�
00
2 >= cos�c;

Vus
�= sin�c; Vcd

�= � sin�c; Vcs
�= cos�c;

Vtd
�=
�F ?

1

m t

cos�c �
�F ?

2

m t

sin�c �
�F

0
?
1

m b

;
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Vts
�=
�F ?

1

m t

sin�c +
�F ?

2

m t

cos�c �
�F

0
?
2

m b

;

Vub
�= � V

?
tdcos�c � V

?
tssin�c;

Vcb
�= V

?
tdsin�c � V

?
tscos�c;

Vtb
�= 1: (28)

These expressions have further corrections of order 1

m 2

b

; 1

m bm t

; 1

m 2

t

. Eqs.(28) m ay be

taken asa slightly generalized W olfenstein param eterization.(7) Ifweassum e�F 1;2=m t �

�F 0
1;2=m b and drop the form er,the num berofparam eterswe need to incorporate heavy-

lighttransitionsin CKM m atrix isthree,nam ely them agnitudesof�f 0
x;y and therelative

phase,which is precisely what we need to specify in general. CP violation is intim ately

tied up with avorviolation in theheavy-lightconnection.

Because ofsim ultaneousdiagonalizability ofM 0 and M 1,there isno avorchanging

neutralcurrentdue to tree levelscalarexchangesin the lightsector.The m assesofthose

scalardoubletsassociated with M 0 and M 1 can takeon singleHiggsvalues� mW asin con-

ventionalStandard M odelanalysis.Particularly,they willnotgiverisetodisproportionate

surprisesin K 0-�K 0 orD 0-�D 0 system s.(2) New physicsm ostlikely willbe �rstrevealed in

processesthrough theinterm ediaryoftop and bottom quarks,whenceexploration in future

B-factoriesshould be m ostinteresting. W e are looking into phenom enologicalm anifesta-

tion ofthe term s�d,�d 0,�f,�f 0 and theaccom panying scalars.

In sum m ary,wehaveargued thatiftheavorspaceadm itsan approxim atesym m etry

ofa�nitegroup,then thedom inantpieceoftheYukawainteractionsshould beafunction of

som eclassoperatorsofthatgroup.Ratiosoflightquark m assesand theCabbiboangleare

given by directionalparam etersofsom esubgroup intowhich theoriginalsym m etry breaks.

Thedynam icalissueofm assesand m ixing isthen shifted into theeventualdeterm ination

oftheseparam etersfrom som e�rstprinciple.S3 isused to show explicitly how thisworks.
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W ehavebeen ableto m atch theindependentparam etersin theanalysisto basically quark

m assesand CKM angles.There isno avorchanging neutralcurrent,untilthe laststage

when heavy-lighttransition term sareintroduced to accountforheavy-lightCKM m ixing.

Thiswork hasbeen partially supported by theU.S.Departm entofEnergy.
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