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ABSTRACT

The problem offerm ion m assesand m ixingsis discussed in the contextofsuper-

sym m etric grand uni�cation theories. Som e predictive fram eworks based on the

SU(5),SO (10)and SU(6)m odelsarereviewed.

1. Introduction

1.1.Fam ily Problem s

Theproblem offerm ion avours(orfam ilies)isoneofthekey problem sin m odern

particle physics.Ithasdi�erentaspects,questioning origin ofthe fam ily replication

(why three fam ilies?),quark and lepton m assspectrum and m ixing pattern,CP vi-

olation in weak interactions,CP conservation in strong interactions,suppression of

theavourchanging neutralcurrents(FCNC),pattern ofneutrino m assesand oscil-

lations,etc.

The Standard M odel1 (SM ) can be considered as a m inim altheory ofavour.

Being an internally consistent renorm alizable gauge theory,it has been extrem ely

successfullin describing variousexperim entaldata accum ulated overthepastseveral

years. It is likely that the SM is a literally correct theory at presently available

energies.Itaccom odatesallobserved quarksand leptonsin a consistentway.Three

fam iliessharing thesam equantum num bersundertheSU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)gauge

sym m etry areintroduced asan anom aly freesetofchiralleft-handed (LH)ferm ions

qi = (ui;di),u
c
i,d

c
i;li = (�i;ei),e

c
i,where i= 1;2;3 is a fam ily index (q;lare the

weak isodoublets,and theisosingletstatesuc;dc;ec aretheC-conjugatestotheright-

handed (RH) com ponents uR;dR;eR ). A rem arkable feature ofthe SM is that the

ferm ion and thegaugeboson W � ;Z m asseshavea com m on origin,nam ely theHiggs

m echanism . In fact,ferm ions would rem ain m assless as far as gauge sym m etry is

unbroken.They getm assesthrough theYukawa couplingsto theHiggsdoublet�:

LYuk = �
u
ijqiCu

c
j
~� + �

d
ijqiCd

c
j� + �

e
ijliCe

c
j� (~� = i�2�

�) (1)

�Based on lecturesdelivered atthe ICTP Sum m erSchoolon High Energy Physics and Cosm ology,

Trieste,Italy,3-28 July 1995 (to appear on Proceedings),and XIX Int. Conference on Particle

Physicsand Astrophysicsin theStandard M odeland Beyond,Bystra,Poland,19-26Septem ber1995
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So,the ferm ion m assesare related to the weak scale h�i= v = 174 GeV.However,

theYukawa constantsrem ain arbitrary: �̂u;d;e aregeneralcom plex 3� 3 m atrices.

The SM contains no renorm alizable couplings that could generate the neutrino

m asses. Asfarasrenorm alizable interactionsare concerned,the lepton and baryon

num berconservationsariseasaccidentalsym m etriesofthetheory.Thelowestorder

couplingsrelevantfortheneutrino m assesarethed = 5 ones2

L� =
��ij

M
(li~�)C(lj~�); �

�
ij = �

�
ji (2)

where M � v issom e regulatorscale. In the seesaw picture3 these can be induced

by exchange ofthe heavy RH neutrinos. In thiscase M isrelated to the m assscale

ofthe latter. Alternatively,ifthe SM isvalid allthe way up to planckian energies

(i.e.thereareno RH neutrinoswith m ass� MP l),then operators(2)with M � MP l

could e�ectively em erge due to the non-perturbative quantum gravitationale�ects4.

In thisview,thevalue
o
m = v2=M P l= 3� 10� 6 eV can beregarded asa naturalunit

oftheneutrino m assesin theSM .

The coupling constant m atrices and correspondingly the ferm ion m ass m atrices

m̂ f = �̂fv (f = u;d;e)and m̂ � = �̂�(v2=M )can bebroughtto the diagonalform by

theunitary transform ations:

Vfm̂
f
V
0
f = m̂

f

diag ; V�m̂
�
V
T
� = m̂

�
diag (3)

where

m̂
u
diag = diag(m u;m c;m t)= v� diag(�u;�c;�t)

m̂
d
diag = diag(m d;m s;m b)= v� diag(�d;�s;�b)

m̂
e
diag = diag(m e;m �;m �)= v� diag(�e;��;��)

m̂
�
diag = diag(m 1;m 2;m 3)=

v2

M
� diag(�1;�2;�3) (4)

Hence,quarksarem ixed in thecharged currentinteractions:

LW =
g
p
2
(u1;u2;u3)L

�
W

+
�

0

B
@

d1

d2

d3

1

C
A

L

=
p
2g(u;c;t)�(1+ 

5)W +
� VCK M

0

B
@

d

s

b

1

C
A (5)

whereV = V +
u Vd istheCabibbo-Kobayashi-M askawa(CKM )m atrix.In aconvenient

param etrization ithasa form

VCK M =

0

B
@

c12c13 s12c13 s13e
� i�

� s12c23 � c12s23s13e
i� c12c23 � s12s23s13e

i� s23c13

s12s23 � c12c23s13e
i� � c12s23 � s12c23s13e

i� c23c13

1

C
A (6)

where cij and sij respectively stand forthe ‘cos’and ‘sin’ofthe m ixing angles�12,

�23 and �13,and � isa CP-violating phase.In thecaseofm assiveneutrinos,a sim ilar

m ixing m atrix VLept = V +
� Ve em ergesalso in thelepton sector.
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The m assspectrum ofthe quarksand charged leptonsisspread over�ve orders

ofm agnitude,from M eVsto 100 GeVs:5:

m t = 170� 12GeV; mc = 1:3� 0:1GeV; mu = 2� 8M eV

m b = 4:3� 0:2GeV; ms = 100� 300M eV; md = 5� 15M eV

m � = 1:784GeV; m � = 105:6M eV; m e = 0:511M eV (7)

Following thetradition6,fortheheavy quarkst;b;c,wereferto theirrunning m asses

respectively at� = m t;b;c,and forthe lightquarksu;d;s { at� = 1 GeV .Forthe

top quark ‘pole’m assM t = m t[1+ (4=3�)�3(m t)]therecentresultsoftheCDF and

D0 groups7 im ply respectively M t= 176� 8� 10 GeV and Mt = 199� 20� 22 GeV,

with the average M t = 180� 12 GeV.Thisisin a good agreem entwith the present

precision data on theSM .

The lightquark m assesarethelessknown quantitiesin (7),howevertheirratios

areknown with thebetteraccuracy8:

m u

m d

= 0:25� 0:70;
m s

m d

= 17� 25;

�
m u

m d

�2

+
1

Q 2

�
m s

m d

�2

= 1 (Q = 23� 2) (8)

The weak transitions dom inantly occur inside the fam ilies,and are suppressed

between di�erentfam ilies.FortheCKM m ixing angleswehave5

jVusj= s12 = 0:222� 0:002

jVcbj= s23 = 0:040� 0:005

jVubj= s13 = (0:08� 0:02)� s23 (9)

Direct m easurem ents show no evidence for any ofthe neutrinos to be m assive,

providing only theupperbounds5:

m �� < 31 M eV; m �� < 270 keV; m �e < 7:0 eV [2�0� : m
�
ee < 0:7 eV] (10)

On the otherhand,there have been indirect \positive" signals forneutrino m asses

and m ixing accum ulated during the pastyears. The m ostserioushintam ong these

isrelated to thesolarneutrino problem (SNP).A solarneutrino de�citindicated by

thecurrentexperim entaldatacannotbeexplained by nuclear/astrophysicalreasons9.

Thispointsthatthe SNP isratherdue to the neutrino properties,them ostnatural

and plausiblesolution being thesolar�e oscillation into anotherneutrino �x (�x = ��

or��).Itcan explain theexperim entaldata in two following regim es.

Just-so10:long wavelength oscillation from Sun to Earth,with param etersin the

range

�m
2
ex � 10� 10 eV 2

; sin22�ex � 1 (11)

i.e.neutrinom asses�
o
m and alm ostm axim alm ixing.In thecontextoftheoperators

(2)thisim pliesthatM � MP l and all��ij � 1,asitcould em erge from the Planck

scalephysics4.
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M SW 11:resonantoscillation insidethesolarm edium ,with theparam eterrange

�m
2
ex � 10� 5 eV 2

; sin22�ex � 10� 2 (12)

Thiscase favourssm allerscale M � 1012� 16 GeV,and the \hierarchial" form ofthe

m atrix ��ij alligned to thecharged leptonsYukawa m atrix �
e
ij.

Other hints,as are the atm ospheric neutrino de�cit12,LSND anom aly13 or the

"afterCOBE"evidenceforsom ehotfraction ofthecosm ologicaldarkm atter14,point

to heavier(m � � 0:1� 10 eV)and substantially m ixed neutrinos.

Sum m arizing,one can conclude thatthe SM accom odatesthe ferm ion sectorin

a consistent way. There is only one dim ensionalparam eter,v = 174 GeV,which

determ inesthe m assscale ofthe charged ferm ions. Itisofkey im portance thatthe

SM exhibitsthenaturalsuppression oftheavourchangingneutralcurrents(FCNC),

both in the gauge boson and Higgsexchanges15. Since the Yukawa constantsin (1)

are generally com plex,the observed CP-violating phenom ena can be explained by

theCKM m echanism with su�ciently largeCP-phase(� � 1).However,atthesam e

tim ethiscreatesthestrong CP problem 17:theoverallphaseofthecom plex Yukawa

m atriceswould e�ectively contribute to the �-term in QCD and thusinduce the P

and CP violation in strong interactions. On the otherhand,absence ofthe dipole

electricm om entofneutron putsa strong bound �< 10 � 9.

1.2.Ferm ion m assesbeyond the Standard M odel

Asnotedabove,theferm ionm assandm ixingproblem canbephrasedasaproblem

ofthe Yukawa coupling m atrices �̂f which rem ain arbitrary in the SM :there is no

explanation,whatisthe origin ofa strong hierarchy between theireigenvalues,why

�̂u and �̂d are alligned so thatthe CKM m ixing anglesare sm all,whatisthe origin

ofthe com plex structure needed forthe CP-violation in weak interactions,why the

�-term isvanishingly sm allin spiteofthecom plex Yukawas,etc.

It is attractive to think that at som e interm ediate scale M F between the elec-

troweak and Planck scalesthereexistsa m orefundam entaltheory which could allow

to calculatetheYukawa couplings,oratleastsom ehow constrain them .

In ordertoanalyzepredictionsofsuch atheory,onehastocom parethequark and

lepton running m assesatthe scale � � MF .The latterare related to the ‘physical’

m asses(7)through therenorm alization group (RG)equations.Onehastorem em ber,

however,thattheseequationscontain a principally unknown param eter:

X (M F )= Spectrum ofparticlesbelow thescaleM F (13)

The m inim alassum ption isthatX (M F )= XSM ,i.e.below the scale M F the theory

reduces to the m inim alSM literally in allits sectors (gauge,ferm ion,Higgs) and

there are no extra particles besides the known ones. (In the context ofthe M SSM

there willbe also their superpartners with m asses m S � 1 TeV).In this case the

RG running is essentially de�ned by the gauge coupling constants g3;g2;g1 ofthe

SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1) sym m etry and large top Yukawa constant (�t � 1). The
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e�ectsoflarge�t im ply theexistence oftheinfrared-�xed point
18 and also inuence

theRG running ofotherYukawa constantsand m ixing angles19.

Looking on the ferm ion m assspectrum atthe scale � � MF � M W ,we observe

thatitisdivided into following groups(in unitsoftheweak scalev = 174 GeV):

m t � v; mc;b;� � 10� 2v; m s;� � 10� 3v; m u;d;e � 10� 5v (14)

One can also observe thatthe verticalm asssplitting issm allwithin the �rstfam ily

ofquarksand isquickly growing with thefam ily num ber:

m u

m d

� 1;
m c

m s

� 10;
m t

m b

� 102 (15)

whereas the m ass splitting between the charged leptons and down quarks rem ains

considerably sm aller:

m e

m d

� 0:3;
m �

m s

� 3;
m �

m b

� 1 (16)

so thatatlarge� thethird fam ily isalm ostunsplit,m b ’ m �,whereasthe�rsttwo

fam iliesaresplitbutm dm s � mem �:

Horizontalhierarchy ofquark m assesexhibitestheapproxim atescaling low

m t :m c :m u � 1:"u :"
2
u ; m b :m s :m d � 1:"d :"

2
d (17)

where"� 1u = 200� 300 and "� 1d = 20� 30.Thecharged leptonsm asseshavea m ixed

behaviour:

m � :m � :m e � 1:"e :"e"
0
e (18)

where "e � "d and "0e � "u. One can also exploit experim entalinform ation on the

quark m ixing.TheCKM anglesexhibitthefollowing hierarvhy:

s12 � "
1=2

d ; s23 � "d; s13 � "
2
d; (19)

which pointstothecorrelationsbetween thequarkm assspectrum andm ixingpattern.

M oreover,there are intriguing relationsbetween m assesand m ixing angles,such as

thewell-known form ula fortheCabibbo angle s12 =
q

m d=m s.

It is tem pting to think thatcorrelation between the m ixing angles and ferm ion

m assesisintrinsicallyconnected tothepeculiaritiesofthehypotheticalavourphysics

atthe scale � � MF ,and and the form eractually are the functionsofthe latter.It

isalso suggestivethattheCKM angleshavethefollowing "analytic" properties20:

Decoupling. M ixingsofthe �rstfam ily with others(s12,s13)vanish in the lim it

m u;m d ! 0.Atthenextstep,when m c;m s ! 0,s23 also vanishes.

Scaling. Allm ixing angless12;s13;s23 vanish in the lim itwhen m assesofthe up

and down quarksareproportionalto each other:m u :m c :m t = m d :m s :m b.
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2. Ferm ion M asses in SU SY G U T :the SU (5) Lessons

2.1.From Love Story to Fam ily Problem s

Nowadays the m ostprom ising ideasbeyond the SM are related to the concepts

ofsupersym m etry (SUSY)21 and grand uni�cation theories(GUT)22;23;24.Theirrela-

tionscan beexpressed by a sim pleform ula

SUSY + GUT = =~
%

(20)

Softlybroken (atthescalem S � 1TeV)supersym m etry istheonlyplausibleideathat

can supportthe GUT againstthe gauge hierarchy problem 25. The presentdata on

�3(M Z)and sin
2�W (M Z)are in a rem arkable agreem entwith the elderprediction27

ofthe SUSY SU(5) while exclude the non-supersym m etric SU(5).26 On the other

hand,the m inim alsupersym m etric standard m odel(M SSM ) without GUT is also

not in best shape: uni�cation at the string scale gives too sm allsin2�W (M Z). In

the M SSM the running gauge constants g3,g2 and g1 given at � = M Z withing

theirexperim entalerrorbars,in theirevolution to higherenergiesjoin atthe scale

M X ’ 1016 GeV.26 Hence,atthisscaletheSU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)sym m etry can be

consistently em bedded into SU(5),which atlargerscalescan befurtherextended to

largergroups.AtthispointtheelegantGUT and beautifulSUSY,already long tim e

attracted to each other,�nally successfully m eet.

Allthesesuggesta following paradigm :a basic(string?) \Theory ofEverything"

below thePlanck scaleM P reducesytoaSUSY GUT containing theSU(5)subgroup,

which then atM X ’ 1016 GeV breaksdown to the SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1). Below

the scale M X starts GreatDesert,with no extra particles besides the known ones

and their superpartners. In other words,X (M X ) = XM SSM ,where XM SSM denotes

the M SSM particle content containing the chiralsuper�elds ofquarks and leptons

qi, li, u
c
i, d

c
i, e

c
i (i = 1;2;3), two Higgs doublets �1;2, and the gauge super�elds

ofSU(3)� SU(2)� U(1). In fact,som e extra com plete degenerate supem ultiplets

could populateinterm ediatescaleswithoutspoilinguni�cation ofthegaugeconstants.

However,thiswould a�ecttheRG factorsin theYukawaconstantrunning(seebelow,

eq.(22)).

In theM SSM theferm ion m assesem ergefrom thesuperpotentialterm s

W Yuk = �
u
ijqiu

c
j�2 + �

d
ijqid

c
j�1 + �

e
ijlie

c
j�1; W � =

��ij

M P

(li�2)(lj�2) (21)

which are strightforward extension ofthe SM couplings (1) and (2). The Yukawa

m atrices�u;d;e;� rem ain arbitrary in theM SSM ,whilepresenceoftwo Higgses�1 and

�2 with VEVsv1 = vcos� and v2 = vsin� (v = 174GeV)involvesalsoan additional

param etertan� = v2=v1.

y W ithoutknowing exactly to whatisthebasicscaleofthetheory,in thefollowingunderthePlanck

scaleweim ply abroad rangeM P � 1017�19 G eV,unlessitisspeci�ed.In particular,thiscan bethe

Planck m assM P l ’ 1019 G eV itself,reduced Planck m ass2� 1018 G eV,ora string scale � 3� 1017

G eV.
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Applied to the avourproblem ,grand uni�cation can play an im portantrole in

understanding the ferm ion m ass spectrum . It can allow to calculate the Yukawa

constantsatthescaleM X ,oratleastsom ehow constrain them .In orderto confront

these predictions to the observable m ass pattern (7), one has to account for the

Yukawa constants RG running down from the scale M X � 1016 GeV.By assum ing

thatX (M X )= XM SSM and considering m oderatevaluesoftan�,oneobtains28:

m t = �tA uy
6
vsin�; m c = �cA u�cy

3
vsin�; m u = �uA u�y

3
vsin�

m b = �bA d�byvcos�; m s = �sA d�vcos�; md = �dA d�vcos�

m � = ��A evcos�; m � = ��A evcos�; m e = �eA evcos� (22)

wherethefactorsA f accountforthegaugeboson induced runningfrom thescaleM X

down to the SUSY breaking scale m S � mt,y accountsforrunning induced due to

thelargetop Yukawa constant(�t� 1):

y = exp

"

�
1

16�2

Z lnM X

lnm t

�
2
t(�)d(ln�)

#

(23)

and the factors�b;c (or�)encapsulate running from m t down to � = m b;c (ordown

to � = 1 GeV foru;d;s).By taking �3(M Z)= 0:11� 0:13,wehave:

�b = 1:5� 1:6; �c = 1:8� 2:3; � = 2:1� 2:8;

A u = 3:3� 3:8; Ad = 3:2� 3:7; Ae = 1:5 (24)

TheRG running forneutrino m asseswasstudied in refs.29.

It is ofobvious interest to �nd a self-consistent,com plete and elegant enough

exam pleofa SUSY GUT thatwould providea realisticand predictivefram ework for

ferm ion m assand m ixing pattern,and thuscould beregarded asaGrand Uni�cation

offerm ion m asses.ThenaiveconceptofSUSY GUT solely isnotsu�cienttoachieve

thisgoal,and itshould be com plem ented by otherideasthatcould furtherrestrict

thetheory and thusenhancethepredictivity.

2.2.Grand DT Hierarchy Problem and sm all� Problem

A realistic SUSY GUT should be capable to solve naturally the gauge hierarchy

problem . At the levelofthe SM this is essentially a problem ofthe Higgs m ass

stability againstradiativecorrections(quadratic divergences).Itisrem oved assoon

as one appeals to SUSY,which links the scalar m asses to those oftheir ferm ion

superpartnerswhile the latterare protected by the chiralsym m etry. In the context

ofgrand uni�cation thegaugehierarchy problem concernsrathertheorigin ofscales:

why the weak scale v � MW isso sm allascom pared to the GUT scale M X ,which

in itselfisnotfarfrom the Planck scale M P . Thisquestion isinevitably connected

with thedoublet-triplet(DT)splitting puzzle25:theHiggsdoublets�1;�2 em bedded

in the GUT m ultiplets are unavoidably accom panied by the colourtripletpartners
�T;T.Thelatterwould m ediateunacceptably fastproton decay (especially via d = 5

operators30)unlesstheirm assesare� MX .
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For exam ple,The Higgs sector ofthe m inim alSUSY SU(5) m odelconsists of

chiralsuper�eldsin adjoint(24dim ensional)representation �and fundam ental(5+ �5)

representations

H = (T + �2); �H = (�T + �1) (25)

with �1;2 being the M SSM Higgsdoublets and �T;T colourtriplets. Superpotential

involving these�eldshasa form :

W =
M

2
�2 +

h

3
�3 + M H

�H H + f �H �H (26)

The SU(5) sym m etry breaking down to SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1) is provided by su-

persym m etric ground state h�i = (M =h)diag(2;2;2;� 3;� 3),h�H ;H i = 0. Then

the m asses ofthe T and � super�elds are respectively M 3 = M H � (3f=h)M and

� = M H + (2f=h)M .So,thelightdoublet(� � MW )versusheavytriplet(M 3 � MX )

requiresthathM H � � 2fM ,with theaccuracy ofabout10� 14.Supersym m etry ren-

dersthisconstraintstable againstradiative corrections. However,such a \technical

solution"25 isnothing buttheFine Tuningofparam etersin thesuperpotential.

Naturalsolution ofthe DT problem can be provided by the \m issing m ultiplet"

m echanism 31.In thisscenario the24-plet� issubstituted by the75-plet� ofSU(5),

and additionalheavy super�elds	+ �	 (= 50+ 50)areintroduced.Thelatterhave

a barem assterm M 	
�		,M 	 � MX ,whileM H H �H can bealso suppressed by som e

sym m etry. In this case the term �H �H is absend,but instead the superpotential

containsthe term s �H �	 and H � �	.Then the tripletcom ponentsT; �T in H ;�H can

get� MX m assvia theirm ixing to tripletstatesin 	; �	,whilethedoublets� 1;2,will

rem ain m asslesssince50-pletdoesnotcontain doubletfragm ent.

Yetanotherproblem isa so-called �-problem 32. The supersym m etric m assterm

��1�2 should besm all,and onecould think that� = 0 isa m ostnaturalpossibility:

then theHiggsm asseswould em ergeentirely from thesoftSUSY breakingterm swith

m S � v. However,thisis excluded experim entally,and � is required to be � v as

well. Hence,in SUSY GUTs the gauge hierarchy problem turns into a problem of

sm all(butnotvanishingly sm all)�-term : � � mS. A realistic SUSY GUT should

producethesupersym m etric�-term in a naturalway,without�netuning of� to the

softSUSY breaking m assm S.

2.3.M inim alSU(5)Uni�cation

Already them inim alSU(5)m odelcan providean im portantkey towardsunder-

standing the ferm ion m ass pattern. The quarks and leptons ofeach fam ily �tinto

them ultiplets

�5i= (dci+ li); 10i= (uci+ qi+ e
c
i); i= 1;2;3 (27)

and thesuperpotentialterm srelevantforferm ion m assesbecom e

W Yuk = �
u
ij10iH 10j + �

d
ij10i

�H �5j; W � =
��ij

M P

(�5iH )(H �5j) (28)
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AttheGUT scaleM X theseterm sreducetotheM SSM couplings(21)with �̂eij = �̂dji,

and hence�d;s;b = �e;�;�.

The�b = �� uni�cation
33 isde�nitely a Grand Prix.Afteraccounting fortheRG

running (22),ittranslatesinto m b=m � = y�bA d=A e � 3y.W hen Igetto thebottom

Igo back to the top34: for�t � 1 (y = 1)thisexplainsbasic factorof3 di�erence

between the m asses ofbottom and tau. However,the m ore precise com parison of

m b and m � within the uncertaintiesin (7)pointsthaty < 1.Thisin turn im pliesa

ratherlarge�t (� 1),in which casethetop m assis�xed by itsinfrared lim it35

M t= (190� 210)sin� GeV = 140� 210 GeV (29)

Thus,the m inim alSUSY SU(5)m odelexplains the principalorigin ofthe bottom

quark m assand nicely linksitto the large value ofthe top m ass,within the range

indicated by thepresentdata7.

Unfortunately,theotherpredictions�s = �� and �d = �e arewrong:they im ply

m s=m d = m �=m e ’ 200{ c’estla vie!In addition,thereisno explanation neitherfor

the ferm ion m asshierarchy norforthe CKM m ixing pattern: the Yukawa m atrices

�u and �d rem ain arbitrary and there is no reason fortheirallignm ent. Therefore,

oneisforced to go beyond them inim alSU(5)m odeland im plem entnew ideasthat

could shed som em orelighton theorigin offerm ion m assesand m ixing.

2.4.ToolsforFerm ion M assM odels:OldiesbutGoldies

Below webriey review som eideasthatcan beregarded asa M odusOperandifor

thepredictive m odelbuilding.

� M assm atrix textures. Relationsbetween the ferm ion m assesand CKM angles

can be obtained by considering the m ass m atrix ansatzes with reduced num ber of

freeparam eters.In particular,certain elem entsin theYukawa constantm atricescan

beputto zero (so called \zero textures")36;37.Oneofthem ostpopularansatzeswas

suggested by Fritzsch37:

�̂f =

0

B
@

0 A f 0

A 0
f 0 B f

0 B 0
f Cf

1

C
A ; f = u;d;e (30)

Itim pliesthattheferm ion m assgeneration startsfrom the3rd fam ily (C isassum ed

to bea largestentry in eq.(30))and proceedsto lighterfam iliesthrough them ixing

term s.Onecan assum efurtherthat

jA 0
fj= jA fj; jB 0

fj= jB fj: (31)

Then,ifneglect the phase factors,the totalnum ber ofparam eters foreach m atrix

�̂u;d;e is reduced to 3,i.e. just the num ber ofthe quark and lepton species. This

allowsto expressthequark m ixing anglesin term softheirm assratios:

s12 =

�
�
�
�
�
�

s

�d

�s
� e

i�

s

�u

�c

�
�
�
�
�
�
; s23 =

�
�
�
�
�
�

s

�s

�b
� e

i�

s

�c

�t

�
�
�
�
�
�
; s13 =

s

�u

�c
s23 (32)

9



where � isa CP-violating phase and � issom e unknown phase. In particular,when

� � 1,we obtain s12 �
q

m d=m s. Unfortunately,the value ofs23 in eq. (32) is

notcom patible with the large top m ass,neitherin ordinary norin supersym m etric

cases38.Therearehoweversom esim plem odi�cations39 oftheansatzwhich could still

agreetotheexperim entaldata.Forexam ple,ifjB 0
dj= 2jB dj,oneobtainsaconsistent

valuefors23 (seebelow,eq.(45)).A dedicated analysisofpossiblezero-texturescan

befound in ref.40.

� Radiative m echanism . The observed m ass hierarchy ofabout 1� 2 orders of

m agnitude between neighbouring fam ilies m akes attractive the idea that radiative

correctionsm ayberesponsibleform assgeneration.M assesofthelightferm ionscould

arise asa radiative e�ectfrom the tree-levelm assesofheavy fam ily41;42. Nam ely,if

due to som e reasons only the 3rd fam ily ferm ions have tree-levelm asses, the 2nd

fam ily m asses em erge at the 1-loop leveland the 1st fam ily becom es m assive only

at2-loops,then the inter-fam ily hierarchy willhave a shape ofeqs. (17),(18),with

"f � (g2f=16�
2)and gf being typicalcoupling constantsoftheorderof1.

Radiativem odels41;42 providearatherqualitativeexplanation totheferm ion m ass

hierarchy,and generally failin predictivity.In particular,they cannotreproducezero

textures form ass m atrices. M oreover,itisvery di�cult to obtain a quantitatively

correctpicture(e.g.s12 ’
q

m d=m s contradictstoperturbativity),and alsotoavoide

dangerousavourchanging phenom ena43.

A consistentand predictivereadiativeapproach wassuggested in44,whereferm ion

m asshierarchy is�rstradiatively generated in the ‘hidden’sectorofthe heavy vec-

torlikeferm ionsand thetransfered in an inverted way totheusualquarksand leptons

by m eans ofthe \universalseesaw" m echanism . However,these m odels cannot be

valid in theSUSY GUT context:atscalesm uch largerthan m S theloop corrections

willbesuppressed by supersym m etry.

Nevertheless,thism echanism leavesthefollowing im portantm essage:thelighter

ferm ion m asses could be due to the higher order operators. In gauge theories the

vanishing ofcertain m assterm satthe tree-levelcan occurasa consequence ofthe

representation contentofthe�eldsin thetheory,ordueto som einter-fam ily sym m e-

try.In radiativescenario thesem assterm sthen can em ergein thee�ectiveaction as

operatorsofdim ension d > 4 (i.e.involving m orethan onescalarleg).

W ithin SUSY fram es one could think ofsom e tree levelm echanism that could

generatethe relevante�ective operatorswith successively increasing dim ension,and

thusexplain theobserved m asshierarchy.

� Higherorder(non-renorm alizable)operators(HOP).Indeed,thereisnophysical

reason for suppressing the higher order non-renorm alizable term s scaled by inverse

powerofthe Planck scale M P .In fact,we have already introduced one such a term

in (28) for the neutrino m ass generation. In the m inim alSU(5) theory one can

consider45 thehigherdim ension term sinvolving the24-plet�:

1

M P

10�H 10 +
1

M P

10� �H �5;
1

M 2
P

10�2
H 10 +

1

M 2
P

10�2 �H �5; ::: (33)
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which can be relevant for the light ferm ion m asses. Below the scale h�i � M X

they contribute to the Yukawa couplings (21) with the m agnitudes � "X ,"
2
X etc.,

"X = M X =M P .Thissuggeststhatm aybe therenorm alizable couplings(28)�x only

thethird fam ily m asses,thusm aintaining the�b = �� uni�cation,and m assesofthe

lighterfam iliesem ergeentirely from theHOPslike(33).In thiscaseonecan avoide

the wrong predictions �d;s = �e;� ofthe m inim alSU(5),since the tensor product

24� 5 containsalso thee�ective 45-plet.

Addressing the idea ofm ass m atrix textures and also m odifying the Higgscon-

tentofthe theory,one can builtm ore realistic and predictive m odels. Forexam ple,

considera\m issing partner"m odelwith 75-plet�instead ofthe24-plet�,including

also a singletY with VEV VY . Letusalso assum e thatdue to som e (inter-fam ily)

sym m etry G H only the third fam ily m asses em erge from the direct Yukawa term s,

whileotherentriesareinduced through theHOPs,and thelowestorderterm sin the

superpotentialallowed by G H arethefollowing:

W up = 103H 103 +
1

M P

102(�H )45103 +
Y

M 2
P

101(�H )45102

W down = 103 �H �53 +
1

M P

102(� �H )45
�52 +

Y

M 2
P

(101 �H �52 � 102 �H �51) (34)

(theorder1couplingconstantsin each term areom itted).Then theYukawaconstant

m atricesatGUT scaleobtain thefollowing pattern:

�̂
u =

0

B
@

0 � C 0

C 0 B

0 � B A

1

C
A �̂

d =

0

B
@

0 � Fei� 0

Fe� i� E 0

0 0 D

1

C
A �̂

e =

0

B
@

0 � F 0

F � 3E 0

0 0 D

1

C
A (35)

Itisakey m om entthatthetensorproduct75� 5can inducetheferm ion m assesonly

via the45 channel.ThiscreatestherelativeClebsch coe�cient� 3 between the(2,2)

entriesin �̂d and �̂e.On the otherhand,10� 10 contains45 only in antisym m etric

tensorproduct,so thatno diagonalentriescan beinduced in �̂u while the(1,2)and

(2,3)entriesare antisym m etric. Interestingly,thisalso im pliesthatquark couplings

to the tripletcom ponentT in H ,qiqjT,being sym m etric cannotem erge from these

antisym m etriccouplings.Thiswilllead topartialsuppression ofthedangerousd = 5

operatorsfortheproton decay (seebelow,in setion 5).

Exceptthe(1,2)entryin �̂d,allm atrixelem entsin(35)canbem aderealbyproper

phase rede�nition ofquark and lepton �elds. Hence one is left with 8 param eters

(A;B ;C;D ;E ;F;� and tan�) versus 14 observables (9 ferm ion m asses, 3 m ixing

angles,CP-phaseand tan�),and thus6 predictionscan beobtained.

Theansatz(35)wasinitiallysuggested byGeorgiandJarlskog46 inordinarySU(5)

with thetreelevelYukawa couplingsinvolving theHiggs5-and 45-plets.Itspredic-

tionsin the supersym m etric case were elaborated atlength in ref.47. From (35)one

obtains(atthescale� � MX )theYukawa constantrelations

�b = ��; 3(�s � �d)= �� � �e; �d�s = �e�� (36)
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and thefollowing expressionsfortheCKM m ixing angles

s12 =

�
�
�
�
�
�

s

�d

�s
� e

i�

s

�u

�c

�
�
�
�
�
�
; s23 =

s

�c

�t
; s13 =

s

�u

�c
s23 (37)

After accounting for the RG running,these predictions can be tested for the low

energy (experim ental) observables. W e know that the Yukawa uni�cation �b = ��

m otivatesthe large value of�t. Thisin turn can renderthe value ofs23 com patible

with experim entaldata,provided thatsin� � 1.47 Forthe light quark m asses one

obtainsm s � 150M eV and md=m s = 9m e=m � � 1=22,in agreem entwith thecurrent

estim ates(8).In addition,for� � 1 wehaves12 �
q

m d=m s � 0:2.

Besidesreproducingthepredictivepoweroftheansatz46;47,theoperatorstructure

in (34)can explain theorigin oftheferm ion m asshierarchy.Indeed,wehave:

�t :

q

�c�t:

q

�u�c = A :B :C � 1:"X :"2X "Y

�� :�� :
q

�e�� = D :E :F � 1:"X :"X "Y (38)

where"X = M X =M P and "Y = VY =M X .Theferm ion m asspattern can bereproduced

if"X ;Y � 1=15 or so;we have �t=�c � �c=�u � ��=�e � 200,as in eqs. (17) and

(18). Then from M X ’ 2� 1016 GeV we obtain M P � 3� 1017 GeV (string scale?),

and VY � 1015 GeV.

� Heavyferm ion exchanges(HFE).Higherorderoperatorscan beinduced through

therenorm alizableinteractions,asa resultofintegrating outthehypotheticalsuper-

heavy particles48;49;50;51.In otherwords,thequark and lepton m assescan beinduced

through theirm ixingswith thesuperheavy ferm ions,in a directanalogy to thecele-

brated seesaw m echanism forneutrinos3. Letusrecallthatin thisscenario the RH

neutrino�c isessentially aheavy neutralferm ion with aM ajoranam assM � v.The

m assofphysical(LH)neutrino em ergesvia itsm ixing term (=Dirac m assterm )to

theRH neutrino.Nam ely,atscalesbelow M a diagram m ediated by exchange of�c

reducesto thee�ectiveoperator(2).

One can introduce also a vector-like set ofcharged heavy ferm ions,having the

sam e quantum num bersasthe usualquark and lepton species. In the following we

referthem to asF-ferm ions.Theirexchangescan induce e�ective HOPscuto� by a

scaleM � MF (notnecessarily M P ).Forexam ple,theoperatorslike(33)or(34)can

beinduced by F-ferm ionsin representations49;50

X k + �X k; �V l+ V l; etc: (39)

(following ref.50,we use rom an num eralsV = 5 and X = 10 to denote theirdim en-

sions). Such ferm ionswith m ass� MP can existin string theories. Typically they

em erge also in the contextGUT theorieslargerthan SU(5). E.g.,27-pletofthe E 6

theory,in addition to�5+ 10containsalsoextra �V + V states.In SU(11)m odel52,after

the SU(11) sym m etry breaking down to SU(5),a num ber ofF-states (39)em erge

12



along with three chiralfam iliesof�5+ 10.In spiritofthe survivalhypothesis52,they

should get m asses at the scales ofthe larger GUT sym m etry breaking to SU(5).

Hence,generically the F-ferm ion m assesand correspondingly cuto� scalesoftheef-

fectiveHOPs,can vary from M P to M X .

TheHOPsinduced bytheHFE m echanism canbem oreinstructivefortheferm ion

m assm odelbuilding than thead hoc introduced non-renorm alizable operators.The

HFE can produce the relevant operators in a rather selective way,and can �x the

Clebsch factorsbetween theYukawa constantsin dependenceon theF-particlesrep-

resentations. Exam ples dem onstrating advantages ofthe HFE m echanism willbe

given in nextsections.

In the literature the HFE m echanism ,in itssim plestform 49;53 which isrem ines-

cent ofthe neutrino seesaw schem e,is also known as \universalseesaw". For its

applications,seee.g.ref.54 and referencestherein.

� Horizontal(inter-fam ily)sym m etries.Them assm atrix texturescan arisefrom

tothespontaneously broken horizontalsym m etry between theferm ion fam ilies.Con-

sider,forexam ple,m odelwith allquark and lepton states transform ing as triplets

f� = (q;l;uc;dc;ec)� ofthe hirizontalSU(3)H sym m etry55,(� = 1;2;3 is a fam ily

index). In order to avoide proliferation ofHiggs doublets in non-singlet horizontal

representations,the Higgs � should be a singlet ofthe SU(3)H . Extra light (with

m asses� v)Higgsdoubletswould spoilthe naturalsuppression ofthe FCNC15 and

would also destroy the gauge coupling uni�cation,thus preventing any attem pt to

em bedd them odelin SUSY GUT.

Such a horizontalsym m etry doesnotallow quarksand leptonsto haverenorm al-

izable Yukawa couplings. Hence,the ferm ion m assgeneration ispossible only after

theSU(3)H breaking,through theHOPsinvolving som e\horizontal" Higgsesinduc-

ing thisbreaking atscalesVH � v.Thissuggeststhatobserved m asshierarchy m ay

em ergedueto thehierarchy in theSU(3)H sym m etry breaking.

Onecan introducehorizontalscalars��� in thetwo-index sym m etricorantisym -

m etricrepresentations:sayasextet�
f��g

3 and twotriplets�
[��]

1;2 � "�� �.TheirVEV

pattern can bechosen so thatthesextet�3 hasa VEV V33 towards(3,3)com ponent,

and triplets�2 and �1 have the sm allerVEVsV23 and V12 directed towards1st and

3rd com ponents.Thus,thetotalm atrix ofhorizontalVEVshasa form 50:

V̂H =
X

k

h�ki=

0

B
@

0 V12 0

� V12 0 V23

0 � V23 V33

1

C
A ; V33 � V23 � V12 (40)

Then ferm ion m assescan be induced by HOPsinvolving the horizontalHiggses�k.

Forexam ple,in the contextofthe SU(5)� SU(3)H theory with ferm ionsin repre-

sentations(�5+ 10)�.Therelevantoperatorsatlowestorderarethefollowing
50:

W up =
guk�

��

k

M
10�H 10�; W down =

gdk�
��

k

M
10� �H �5�; W � =

g�k�
��

k

M 2
(�5�H )(H �5�)

(41)
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These operators (41) can be induced through the HFE m echanism using the F-

ferm ionsX �+ �X � and �V �+ V �,respectively in (10+ �5;�3)and (10+ 5;3)representations

ofSU(5)� SU(3)H .Certainly,in thiscasetheVEV pattern (40)isdirectly reected

in thelightferm ion Yukawa m atrices,and theferm ion m asshierarchy followsto the

SU(3)H sym m etry breaking hierarchy. W e refer this case as to a directhierarchy

pattern. In particular,the VEV pattern (40)leads directly to the Fritzsch texture

(30)considered above.z

However,theHFE m echanism can suggestalso anotherpossibility,known asthe

inverse hierarchy pattern49.Nam ely,theF-ferm ionscan beintroduced as(X + �X)�,

etc.sothattheirinvariantm assterm sareforbidden by theSU(3)H sym m etry.Then

theycan getm assesafterthehorizontalsym m etrybreaking,viatheYukawacouplings

X��X etc.On theotherhand,theseferm ionscan m ix the(�5+ 10)� statesthrough the

SU(3)H invariantcouplingslike10A �X,10H X,�5�H X etc.,whereA issom edim ensional

param eter (or alternatively the Higgs 24 or 75 ofSU(5)). Then,for A � VH ,the

decoupling oftheheavy statesleadsto e�ective operators49

W Yuk = 10�
AH

h
P
guk�

k
�� i

10� + 10�
A �H

h
P
gdk�

k
�� i

�5� (42)

which projectthe VEV pattern (40)on the ferm ion m ass structure in the inverted

way. The possible im plications ofthe inverse hierarchy horizontalSU(3)H m odels

werediscussed in refs.56;57.

TheSU(3)H sym m etry isattractivesinceituni�esallfam ilies.W ithin thesam e

linesonecan considerthem odelswith areduced horizontalsym m etry SU(2)H acting

bewteen �rst two fam ilies;then third fam ily can get m ass from the direct Yukawa

couplings. Severalother possibilities can be also envisaged, including discrete or

abelian horizontalsym m etries58.

� P,CP,PQ and other avour-blind sym m etries. Flavour-blind sym m etrieslike

spontaneoulsy broken P and CP paritiescan also help in constraining them assm a-

trices. In particular,in the context ofthe L � R sym m etric m odelm ass m atrices

should beHerm itian dueto P-parity.FortheFritzsch ansatz(30)thiswould im ply a

condition (31).Thespontaneously broken CP-invariancecould constrain thecom plex

phasesoftheYukawa constantsand thusenhancepredictivity61.

P or CP can provide a solution to the strong CP-problem without introducing

an axion,a l�a Nelson-Barrm echanism 59. Such m odelsbased on \universalseesaw"

were suggested in60,where the �-term autom atically vanishes atthe tree leveland

z Theb� � Yukawauni�cation requiresthat�3 istheSU (5)singlet.Asfortriplets�1;2,they should

have a non-trivialSU (5)assignm ent,say 24 or75. O nly in thiscase they can couple 10’sin W up

and thusgenerate antisym m etric o�-diagonalentriesin �̂u (antisym m etric tensorproduct10� 10

containsonly the 45-channel,which then can beconfronted by thee�ective45 in 24� 5 productof

the scalar�elds). O n the otherhand,the e�ective 45 in W dow n willallow to splitthe down quark

and charged lepton Yukawa constantsin �rsttwo fam ilies. Alternatively,forpurposesofeconom y,

one could assum e that�1;2 are SU (5)singlets,butby som e sym m etry reasoning they appearonly

in the nextorderterm stogetherwith � or�,like(1=M 2)10�1;2�H 10,etc.
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em ergestobenaturallysm allin theloop corrections.Alternatively,forthesolution of

thestrong CP-problem onecan introducethePeccei-Quinn (PQ)62 typesym m etries,

which in addition could furtherrestrictthe m assm atrix structure. In particular,in

thehorizontalSU(3)H sym m etrym odelsthePQ sym m etrycanbenaturallyrelatedto

thephasetransform ation ofthehorizontalscalars�.49;50;56 In thiscaseaxion appears

to besim ultaneously a m ajoron and fam ilon.

W econcludethissection by dem onstratingaSU(5)� SU(3)H m odelwhich allows

to properly correct the Fritzsch texture m aintaining its predictive power. Let us

introduce,along with thealready fam iliarhorizontalsextet�3 and triplets�1;2,also

theSU(3)H octetscalar��
� with theVEV � diag(1;1;� 2)towardsthe�8 direction.

Let us also assum e a ‘avour-blind’discrete sym m etry Z 2,under which the � and
�5� stateschange thesign while allotherstatesareinvariant.Then operatorW up in

(41)isstille�ective fortheup quark m asses,butW down isforbidden now by the Z2

sym m etry.However,itcan bereplaced by thenextorderoperator:

W down =
gdk

M 2
10�(�� k)

�� �H �5� (43)

which can be obtained through the ‘double’exchange m ediated by the F-ferm ions
�V � + V � (Z2 singlets)and �V 0� + V 0

� (wich also changethesign underZ2).Then,by

taking into accounttheVEV pattern (40),wearriveto thefollowing textures:

�̂
u =

0

B
@

0 A u 0

� Au 0 B u

0 � Bu Cu

1

C
A �̂

d =

0

B
@

0 A d 0

� Ad 0 B d

0 2B d Cd

1

C
A �̂

e =

0

B
@

0 � Ae 0

A e 0 2B e

0 B e Cd

1

C
A

(44)

Thus,thecondition jB dj= jB 0
djisavoided and instead ofeq.(32)weobtain

s12 =

�
�
�
�
�
�

s

�d

�s
� e

i�

s

�u

�c

�
�
�
�
�
�
; s23 =

�
�
�
�
�
�

s

�s

2�b
� e

i�

s

�c

�t

�
�
�
�
�
�
; s13 =

s

�u

�c
s23 (45)

(notice the factor2 in expression fors23). Thus allpredictions but fors23 are the

sam e as in the Fritzsch ansatz,and now the prediction for s23 can perfectly �t its

experim entalvalue(9).

In Section 4wewilldem onstratethatavour-blind sym m etriescan dom uch better

job withoutany horizontalsym m etry.

3. Ferm ion m asses in SU SY SO (10)

3.1.SO(10)Uni�cation

SO (10) is a sm allest group in which allthe ferm ions in one fam ily �t into one

irreducible representation 16.In addition to the quark and lepton statesoftheSM ,

it includes also RH neutrino �c (singlet ofSU(5)). Thus,SO (10)can in principle

relateallYukawa m atrices �̂u;d;e;� by theSO (10)Clebsch factorsand thusreducethe

num beroffundam entalparam etersin theferm ion sector.
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TheSO (10)sym m etrycanbreakdowntoSU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)viatwointeresting

channels:SO (10)! SU(5)orSO (10)! G 422 = SU(4)� SU(2)� SU(2)0.Forthe

sym m etry breaking purposesonehasto introducea setofHiggsesin representations

54,45 and 16+ 16,which werecalllateron asS,A and  + � �elds.Theircontents

in term softheSU(5)and G 422 subgroupsarethefollowing:

SU(5): 54= 24+ 15+ 15; 45= 1+ 24+ 10+ 10; 16= 1+ �5+ 10

G 422 : 54= (1;1;1)+ (3;3;1)+ (1;1;200)+ (2;2;6); 16= (4;2;1)+ (�4;1;2);

45= (3;1;1)+ (1;3;1)+ (1;1;15)+ (2;2;6) (46)

The VEVsof ;� towardsthe SU(5)singletcom ponentreducesSO (10)to SU(5),

while the VEV ofS contains only the G 422 singlet. The SO (10) sym m etry does

not allow S and  ;� super�elds to have renorm alizable couplings to each other in

superpotential. However,A �eldscan couple both S and  . One can introduce the

Higgs45-pletsofthefollowing types:\sim ple" �eldsA B L having theVEV VB L only

towards the (15,1,1)fragm ent,A R with VEV VR on the (1,1,3)fragm ent,A X with

VEV VX towards the SU(5) singlet com ponent and A Y with VEV VY orthogonal

to VX ,and a \general" one ~A having a VEV ~V shared by both (15,1,1)and (1,1,3)

com ponents.TheVEV orientation ofthe45-pletsaredeterm ined by theircouplings

to theS and  type super�elds(see e.g.ref.64).In particular, ~A hasVEVstowards

both (15,1,1)and (1,1,3)fragm entsifsuperpotentialincludestheboth term s ~A 2S and

 ~A � .AsforA B L and A R ,in orderto ensure the strict‘zeroes’in theirVEVs,they

should coupleonly toS butnotto � .On thecontrary,A X should havenocoupling

with S butonly A X
� .Thetrilinearterm slikeA B LA RA X arealsonecessary in order

to evadetheunwanted Goldstonem odes.

AsfortheHiggsdoublets�1;2,they �tinto the10-pletH ofSO (10):

SU(5): 10= �5(�T;�1)+ 5(T;�2);

G 422 : 10= �(1;2;2)+ T (6;1;1) (47)

whilethreeferm ion fam iliesarearranged in chiralsuper�elds16i (i= 1;2;3):

SU(5): 16i= �5(dc;l)i+ 10(uc;q;ec)i+ 1(�c)i;

G 422 : 16i= fi(4;2;1)+ f
c
i(
�4;1;2) (48)

For the ferm ion m ass generation via the HFE m echanism one can also introduce

superheavy fam ilies16Fk + 16
F

k (k = 1;2;:::):

SU(5): 16Fk = (X + �V + I)k; 16
F

k = (�X + V + �I)k

G 422 : 16Fk = F k(4;2;1)+ F
c
k(
�4;1;2); 16

F

k = F
c
k(
�4;2;1)+ Fk(4;1;2) (49)

In order to m aintain the gauge coupling uni�cation,we assum e that allVEVs

VS;V ;VB L,etc. are ofthe order ofM X ’ 1016GeV,and below this scale SUSY

SO (10)theory reducesto the M SSM with three ferm ion fam iliesfi and the M SSM
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Higgses�1;2 (i.e.X (M X )= XM SSM ).The �eld A B L can serve forthesolution ofthe

DT splitting problem through the \m issing VEV" m echanism 63;64. In this way the

Higgsdoublets�1;2 can bekeptlightwhile theircolourtripletpartners �T;T acquire

theO (M X )m ass.

3.2.DirectHierarchy Approach:t� b� � Uni�cation and Large tan�

Onecan assum ethatthem assesoftheheavy fam ily em ergefrom a singlerenor-

m alizableoperatorwith theO (1)coupling constant:

O 33 = 163H 163 (50)

Thisleadsto theuni�cation oftheYukawa couplings�t= �b = ��,which isrem ines-

centoftheuni�cation ofthethreegaugecouplingsg1,g2 and g3.
65

The other ferm ion m asses em erge from the higher order operators. In order to

achieve predictivity,onehasto appealto theidea ofzero textures.Recently various

m ass m atrix ansatzes have been considered in the SUSY SO (10) fram ework and

severalinteresting (and testable) predictions were obtained66;67. In particular, in

ref.66 theso called \22" textureswerestudied:

�̂
f =

0

B
@

0 z0fC 0

zfC yfE e
i! x0fB

0 xfB A

1

C
A ; f = u;d;e;(�) (51)

where zf;z
0
f etc. are the Clebsch factors distingusihing di�erent ferm ions. Once

the (3,3)entry em erges from (50),itsClebsch isindependent off = u;d;e. Other

Clebschescan be �xed by the structuresofthe higherorderoperatorsO 23,O 22 etc.

generating corresponding entries.In orderto unam biguously �x theseClebsches,one

hasto acceptthefollowing rulesofthegam e:(i)therelevantoperatorsareobtained

by m eansthe HFE m echanism by exchange ofheavy 16F + 16
F
states(49). These

eitherhavean invariantm assM oracquirem assthrough theYukawacouplingstothe

Higgs45-plets;(ii)all45-pletsinvolved into the gam e have ‘sim ple’VEV structure

(i.e.thereareonly 45-pletsA B L;R ;X ;Y and no‘general’one ~A).Forexam ple,in oneof

the m odelsofref.66 these operatorshave the following form ,obtained by exchanges

of9 heavy species(16F + 16
F
):

O 23 = 162
A Y

A X

H
A Y

A X

163; O 22 = 162
A X

M
H
A B L

A X

162; O 12 = 161

�
A X

M

�3

H

�
A X

M

�3

162

(52)

Thentheferm ionm assandm ixingpatternisdeterm inedby6param etersA;B ;C;E ;!

and tan� which describe 14 observables. Thus 8 predictions can be obtained. A

typicalstrategy for analysing these predictions is to �x six better known quanti-

ties:m assesofthe charged leptons(m e;m �;m �),c,bquark m asses(m c;m b)and the

Cabibbo angles12 asinputparam eters,and deduceprecisepredictionsforother,less

known quantities:m u;d;s,M t,s12,s13 and CP-phase�.In ref.
66 a plethora ofallpos-

sible operatorstructureswasscanned,and itwasshown thatonly very few ofthem
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could �tthe observed pattern ofthe ferm ion m asses and m ixings. Itisnoteworthy

thatin allconsistentcasesthe Clebsches yi satisfy yu :yd :ye = 0 :1 :3,the form

fam iliarfrom theGeorgi-Jarlskog ansatz46.Forthelistofthetestablepredictionsof

theansatzes(51)onecan addressref.66.

Needless to say,that one needs to invoke a very com plex set ofinter-fam ily as

wellas avour-blind sym m etries which from one hand would enforce zeros in (51)

and,on theotherhand,would �x theneeded pattern of‘non-zero’operators.These

sym m etriesshould also �x the Higgssuperpotentialterm sin such a way thatwould

force the Higgs45-pletsto have the VEVsofthe desired ‘sim ple’pattern: only X ,

Y ,B L and R directions,and also would im plem entthe\m issing VEV" m echanism 63

fortheDT splitting.

A key m essageofthedirecthierarchy m odels65;66 isthatthird fam ily playsa role

ofthe Yukawa uni�cation pointatthe GUT scale. Itgetsm assfrom the tree-level

Yukawa term which �xes �t = �b = �� at the GUT scale. Then m ass generation

proceedstothelighterfam iliesthrough thesm allerterm sinduced by theHOPs.The

large splitting ofthe top and bottom m asses can be reconciled only atthe price of

extrem ely large tan�,ofabout two orders ofm agnitude. This can be achieved by

certain tuning ofparam etersin the Higgssector68.However,itbecom esthen rather

surprisingthatdespitethegianttan�,m c=m s isabout10tim eslessthan m t=m b while

the�rstfam ily isalm ostunsplit,m u � md.Such a situation isrem inescentofa �ne

tuning,and it deserves a judicious selection ofthe SO (10)Clebsch coe�cients. In

particular,theoperatorO 12 in (52),which im plieszu :zd :ze = � 1

27
:1:1 (z0f = zf),

appearsto betheuniqueconsistentone66.

3.3.Inverse Hierarchy Approach:u � d� e Uni�cation and Sm alltan�

The ferm ion m ass pattern (15),(16) suggests that the �rst fam ily m ight play

a key role in understanding the structure ofavour: a role ofthe m ass uni�cation

point. Indeed,running m asses ofthe �rst fam ily exhibit an approxim ate SO (10)

sym m etry: m e � mu � md with splitting ofabouta factorof2,while the heavier

fam iliesstrongly violate it. In the contextofsm alltan� thism ay indicate thatthe

SO (10)Yukawa uni�cation holdsfortheconstants�u;d;e ratherthan for�t;b;�.

Such apossibility can beindeed realized by HFE m echanism in theinversehierar-

chyapproach49.Theinter-fam ilyhierarchycould�rstem ergeinasectorofF-ferm ions

(49)and then betransfered inversely to ordinary quarksand leptonsby m eansofthe

‘universalseesaw’. W ith thispicture in m ind,itissuggestive to think thatthe 1st

fam ily m assesareunsplitsincethey arerelated toan energy scaleM 1 > M X atwhich

the SO (10)sym m etry is stillgood,while the m asses ofthe 2nd and 3rd fam ily are

respectively related tolowerscalesM 2;3 � MX ,atwhich SO (10)isnolongerasgood.

A predictiveinversehierarchy fram ework in SUSY SO (10)wassuggested in ref.69.

Thism odelinvolves the ‘sim ple’45-pletsA B L with VEV VB L on the (15;1;1)frag-

m ent,A R having a VEV VR towards the (1;1;3) com ponent,and a ‘general’one
~A with the VEV ~V shared by both (15,1,1)and (1,1,3)directionsin term sof(46).

Allthese VEVs are assum ed to be ofthe order ofM X � 1016 GeV,and the only
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scalebeyond isa string oneM P = 1017:5 GeV.The�eld A B L isused entirely forthe

DT splitting via the \m issing VEV" m echanism ,whereasA R and ~A participate the

ferm ion m assgeneration.

Itwasassum ed that16i(48)haveno directYukawa couplings16iH 16j by certain

(inter-fam ily) sym m etry reasons,and their m asses allem erge through the ‘seesaw’

m ixing with three heavy fam ilies(16F + 16
F
)i (49).The relevantterm sin superpo-

tentialarechosen as

W m ix = �ij16iH 16
F
j +

G ij

M P

(16
F

i A R )(A R16j) (53)

(No concrete texture isspeci�ed forthe coupling constants: �̂;Ĝ are arbitrary non-

degenaratem atriceswith O (1)elem ents.) Theheavy ferm ionsthem selvesgetm asses

from theoperatorsofthesuccessively increasing dim ensions:

O 11 = M P 16
F
1 16

F

1 ; O 22 = 16F2
~A 16

F

2 ; O 33 =
1

M P

(16F3
~A)(~A 16

F

3 ) (54)

O 33 aswellasthesecond operatorin (53)can beinduced by theexchangesofsom e

otherheavy (with M � MP )states 16
F + 16

F
,so thatcom binations in the paren-

thessestransform ase�ective 16 and 16.

ThechoiceoftheA R type45-pletin them ixing term s(53)isofkey im portance.

In thiscase the lightferm ionsin 16i getm assonly via the m ixing to the weak isos-

ingletF-typecom ponentsin the16Fi states(49),whiletheF -type(weak isodoublet)

fragm entsareirrelevant.Thism aintainstheSU(4)� SU(2)� SU(2)0invariance(i.e.

quark-lepton and isotopic sym m etries)in the ‘heavy-to-light’m ixing term sand,in-

terestingly,also suppressesthe dangerousd = 5 operatorscausing too fastdecay of

theproton73.

Asa result,afterintegrating outtheheavy statesattheGUT scale,oneobtains

theYukawa constantm atricesin thefollowing form :x

�̂
� 1

f =
1

�
(P̂1 + "fP̂2 + "

2
fP̂3)=

1

�

0

B
@

1+ a2"f + x2"2f ab"f + xy"2f xz"2f
ab"f + xy"2f b2"f + y2"2f yz"2f

xz"2f yz"2f z2"2f

1

C
A (55)

where � � (VR =M P )
2 � 10� 5,P̂1;2;3 are rank-1 m atriceswith O (1)elem ents,which

withoutlossofgenerality arechosen asP̂1= (1;0;0)
T� (1;0;0),̂P2= (a;b;0)

T� (a;b;0),

P̂3= (x;y;z)
T� (x;y;z),and "f � ~V =M P � 10� 1� 10� 2 aresm allcom plex param eters,

di�erentforf = u;d;e;(�).However,even ifthe VEV of ~A hasa ‘general’pattern,

theSO (10)sym m etry im posesthat"d;u = "15� "3,"e;� = � 3"15� "3.Thus,only two

ofthesefourparam etersareindependent,and

"e = � "d � 2"u ; "� = 2"e + 3"u (56)

x Thispattern was�rstobtained in ref.44 in the contextofthe radiativem assgeneration scenario.
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In lowest order the Yukawa constant eigenvalues are given by diagonalentries:

�
(i)

f � �"
1� i
f where i= 1;2;3 isa fam ily index. In thisway,the quark m asspattern

(15),(17)isunderstood by m eansof"u � "d: �u;d � �, �c=�s � ("d="u)� 10 and

�t=�b � ("d="u)
2 � 102.Thisalso im pliesthattheCKM m ixing em ergesdom inantly

from the down quark m atrix �̂d: �̂u ism uch m ore "stretched" and essentially close

to itsdiagonalform ,so thatitbringsonly O ("u="d)correctionsto them ixing angles.

Thus,atlowestorderoneexpectsthats12;s23 � "d and s13 � "2d,which estim atesare

indeed good fors23 and s13.

However,forthecorrectquantitativepicturethem atrices(55)m ustbediagonalized69;44

by assum ing thata2"f � 1.Then fortheYukawa eigenvaluesweobtain

�u;d;e =
�

j1+ a2"u;d;ej
; �c;s;� =

�j1+ a2"u;d;ej

jb2"u;d;ej
; �t;b;� =

�

jz2"2u;d;ej
(57)

whiletheCKM anglesare

s12 =
j"dabj

j1+ "da
2j
=

s

�d

�s
j"da

2j; s23 =
�u

�d

�
�
�
�

yz

b2
"d

�
�
�
�; s13 =

�d

�u
jxz"2dj (58)

From (57)im m ediately follow therelations

s

�b

�t
=
�d�s

�u�c
=

�
�
�
�

"u

"d

�
�
�
�;

s

�b

��
=
�d�s

�e��
=

�
�
�
�

"e

"d

�
�
�
�=

�
�
�
�1+ 2

"u

"d

�
�
�
� (59)

As soon as j"u="dj=
q

�b=�t � 1,from (56) we obtain that "d � � "e and hence

�b � �� and �d�s � �e��. Thus,in spite ofnaive expectation,the Grand Prix of

b� � uni�cation isnotlost:itism oreprecisethem oret� baresplit.Thisisadirect

resultofthe SO (10)sym m etry relation (56). Otherwise,since �b;� em erge atO ("
2)

level,e.g.the factorof2 di�erence am ong "d and "e would cause already factorof4

splitting between �b and ��.

On theotherhand,theexperim entalvalueoftheCabibboangles12 ’ (m d=m s)
1=2

im plies thatj"da
2j’ 1. Then,owing to the sam e relation "d � � "e,the constants

�d = �j1+ "da
2j� 1 and �e = �j1+ "ea

2j� 1 should deviatetodi�erentsidesfrom �u = �

by a factorof2 orso. Hence,the �rstfam ily can indeed play a role ofthe Yukawa

uni�cation point,with itssplittingunderstood by thesam em echanism thatenhances

the Cabibbo angle up to the value s12 ’
q

m d=m s.The otherm ixing anglesin (58)

stay m uch sm aller:s23 � "d and s13 � "2d,in accord to theobserved pattern (19).

Form oredetailsofthem odelonecan addressrefs.69,wherethedetailed num erical

analysiswascarried out.In particular,them assesofleptonsand cand bquarks,the

ratio m s=m d and the value ofs12 were taken as input param eters and the u;d;s

quark m asses,top m ass and tan� were com puted: m s ’ 150 M eV,m d ’ 7 M eV

and m u=m d ’ 0:5� 0:7.Thetop m assem ergesin infrared-�xed regim e(�t � 1:5 at

GUT scale),and thusitisnaturally in the 100 GeV range.However,there em erges

an upperlim ittan� < 1:7,which translatesinto theupperbound M t < 165 GeV.
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Zero texturesofeq. (51)give a biggeram ountofpredictionsthan the ansatz of

eq. (55),asfarasthe m odel73 isbased on weaker assum ptions than the m odelsof

ref.66.However,predictivepoweroftheform erapproach can beenhanced furthere.g.

by im posing speci�czero textureson thecoupling constantsin (53)which in general

analysiswereleftarbitrary.

4. G IFT for Ferm ion M asses: SU SY SU (6) M odel

4.1.HiggsDoubletsasPseudo-Goldstone Bosons

SUSY SU(6) m odel70 (see also71;72;73;74) was originally designed for the natural

solution to the gauge hierarchy and doublet-triplet(DT)splitting problem svia the

elegantGIFT (GoldstonesInstead ofFineTuning)m echanism {.TheSU(6)m odel70 is

am inim alextension ofSU(5):theHiggssectorcontainssuperm ultiplets�and H + �H

respectively in adjoint35and fundam ental6+ �6representations,in analogyto24and

5+ �5 ofSU(5). However,thism odeldrastically di�ersfrom the otherGUTswhere

theHiggssectorusually consistsoftwo di�erentsets:oneisfortheGUT sym m etry

breaking (e.g. 24-pletin SU(5)),while anothercontaining the Higgsdoublets(like

5+ �5in SU(5))isjustfortheelectroweak sym m etry breaking.TheSU(6)theory has

nospecialsuper�eldsforthesecond purpose:35and 6+ �6constituteam inim alHiggs

contentneeded forthelocalSU(6)sym m etrybreakingdown toSU(3)� SU(2)� U(1).

Asforthe M SSM Higgsdoublets�1;2,they em erge from � and H ; �H ,asGoldstone

m odes ofthe accidentalglobalsym m etry SU(6)� � U(6)H . This globalsym m etry

arisesifm ixing term softheform �H �H aresuppressed in theHiggssuperpotential70.

Then �1;2 beingstrictlym asslessintheexactSUSY lim it,acquirenon-zerom assterm s

(interestingly,including also the�-term )dueto thespontaneousSUSY breaking.

OncetheHiggsdoubletsem ergeasGoldstonem odes,theircouplingsto ferm ions

have peculiarities leading to new possibilities towards understanding ofthe avour

structure.Indeed,should theYukawa term salso respecttheSU(6)� � U(6)H global

sym m etry,then �1;2 being the Goldstone m odes would have the vanishing Yukawa

couplingsto allferm ionswhich rem ain m assless afterthe GUT sym m etry breaking

down to the M SSM ,that are ordinary quarks and leptons. Thus, the couplings

relevantforferm ion m asseshavetoexplicitlyviolateSU(6)� � U(6)H .Thisconstraint

leadstostrikingpossibilitiestounderstand theferm ion m assand m ixingpattern even

in com pletely ‘dem ocratic’approach,withoutinvoking the the horizontalsym m etry

argum ents. In particular,it was shown in ref.72 that only the top quark can get

� 100 GeV m assthrough the renorm alizable Yukawa coupling,while otherferm ion

m assescan em ergeonly through thehigherorderoperatorsand thusaresuppressed

by powersofthePlanck scaleM P .

In orderto builta consistentGIFT m odel,onehasto �nd som e valid sym m etry

reasonstoforbid them ixing term slike �H �H :otherwisethetheory hasno accidental

{The G IFT m echanism forthe DT splitting was�rstsuggested in the contextofSUSY SU (5)by

assum ing an ad hoc SU (6)globalsym m etry ofthe Higgs superpotential75;76. Results for ferm ion

m asses,however,arespeci�cofthe gauged SU (6)theory.
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globalsym m etry.Itisnaturalto useforthispurposethediscretesym m etries,which

in principlecould em ergein thestring theory context.In addition,they can provide

a properpattern ofthehigherorderoperatorsinducing theferm ion m asses.Possible

consistentm odelsweresuggested in refs.73;74.Below weconsidertheSU(6)m odelof

ref.73 with theavour-blind discrete sym m etry Z 3.

4.2. SU(6)� Z3 M odel

W eassum ethatbelow thePlanckscaleM P the�eld theoryisgiven bySUSY GUT

with theSU(6)gaugesym m etry,equipped with theavour-blind discretesym m etries

Z3 � Z2.Z2 standsforthe usualm atterparity,underwhich the ferm ion super�elds

change the sign while the Higgsonesstay invariant. Z2 parity is known to be free

ofdiscrete anom alies77,and isneeded forsuppressing the B and L violating d = 4

operators.Thetheory containsthefollowing chiralsuper�elds:

(i)Higgssector:vectorlikesetofsuperm ultiplets�1(35),�2(35),H (6), �H (�6)and

singletY ;

(ii)Ferm ion sector:chiral,anom aly freesuperm ultiplets(�6+ �60)i,15i (i= 1;2;3

isa fam ily index)and 20;

(iii) F-ferm ion sector: heavy vector-like m atter m ultiplets like 15F + 15F ,etc.

with large (� MP ) SU(6)invariant m ass term s. They willbe needed forthe light

ferm ion m assgeneration through theHFE m echanism 48;49;50;51.

The �eld content ofthe m odeland their Z 3 charges are given in Table 1. Z3

sym m etry satis�esthe anom aly cancellation constraints77 and itcan be regarded as

a gaugediscretesym m etry.

In the following we assum e that allcoupling constants in the Higgs as wellas

in the Yukawa sectors are ofthe order of1. (For com parison,the gauge coupling

constant at the GUT scale is gX ’ 0:7.) The m ost generalrenorm alizable Higgs

superpotentialcom patiblewith theSU(6)� Z3 sym m etry is

W = M ��1�2+ �1�
3
1+ �2�

3
2+ �S�1�2+ M H

�H H + �Y (�H H � �2)+ M Y Y
2+ �Y3 (60)

and ithasan accidentalglobalsym m etry SU(6)� � U(6)H ,related to independent

transform ationsof� and H .kIn the lim itofexactSUSY (i.e.ofvanishing F and D

term s),am ong theotherdegenerated vacua,thereisthefollowing one:

h�1;2i= V1;2

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1

1

1

1

� 2

� 2

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; hH i= h�H i= VH

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1

0

0

0

0

0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; hY i= VY (61)

k Notice that globalSU (6)� � U (6)H is not a sym m etry ofthe whole Lagrangian: the Yukawa

and the gauge couplings(D -term s)do notrespectit. However,in the exactsupersym m etry lim it

it is e�ective for the �eld con�gurations on the vacuum valley where D = 0. O wing to non-

renorm alization theorem ,itcannotbe spoiled by the radiativecorrections.
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Z3: Higgs ferm ions F-ferm ions

! �1
�6i,�6

0
i,20 15

2

F , 15
3

F , 20F , 35F , 70F , 84F

�! �2 15i 152F , 153F , 20F , 35F , 70F , 84F

inv. H , �H ,Y { 15
1

F , 151F , 20
1;2

F ,105F ,105F ,210F ,210F

Table1:Z3-transform ationsofvariousSU(6)superm ultiplets(! = exp(i2�=3)).

where,provided that�� V � = (V 2
1 + V 2

2 )
1

2,wehave:

VY =
M H

�
; V1;2 =

M � + �VY

(�1�2)
1

3�
1

3

1;2

; VH = �+ O

 
V 2
�

�

!

(62)

AfterSUSY breaking,thecon�guration (61)can indeed bea truevacuum statefora

properrange ofthe softparam eters. Then H ;�H break SU(6)down to SU(5)while

�1;2 break SU(6)down toSU(4)� SU(2)� U(1),and both channelstogetherlead to

thelocalsym m etry breaking down to SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1).Atthesam etim e,the

globalsym m etry SU(6)� � U(6)H isbroken down to[SU(4)� SU(2)� U(1)]� � U(5)H .

M ost ofthe Goldstone degrees correspond to generators ofthe broken localSU(6)

and they areeaten up by theSU(6)gaugesuper�eldsthrough theHiggsm echanism .

However,since the globalsym m etry ofthe ground state exceeds the globalone,a

coupleoffragm entssurviveand presentin particlespectrum atlowerenergiesasthe

Goldstonesuper�elds.TheseconstitutetheM SSM Higgsdoublets�1;2 which in term s

ofthedoublet(anti-doublet)fragm entsin �1;2 and H ;�H aregiven as

�2 = c�(c��� 1
+ s��� 2

)� s��H ; �1 = c�(c� ��� 1
+ s�

��� 2
)� s�

�� �H (63)

where tan� = 3V�=VH and tan� = V2=V1 = (�1=�2)
1

3 � 1. In the following we

assum e thatM P � VH � V� ’ M X ’ 1016 GeV,asitism otivated by the SU(5)

uni�cation ofthe gauge couplings. In this case the doublets �1;2 dom inantly com e

from �1;2 whilein H ;�H they arecontained with sm allweight� 3V�=VH .

Thescalar�eldsin �1;2 then getm assfrom thesoftSUSY breaking term s78:

VSB = Am SW 3 + B m SW 2 + m
2
S

X

k

j’kj
2
; (64)

where ’k im ply allscalar�eldsinvolved,W 3;2 respectively are trilinearand bilinear

term sin (60)and A;B ;m S arethesoftbreaking param eters.SUSY breaking relaxes

radiative correctionswhich liftthe vacuum degeneracy (m ainly due to the largetop

Yukawa coupling,origin ofwhich we willclarify below) and �x the VEVs v1 and

v2.Thee�ectsofradiativecorrectionsleading to theelectroweak sym m etry breaking

werestudied recently in refs.79.

Interestingly,theGIFT scenario naturally solvesalso the�-problem .Taking into

account the soft SUSY breaking term s (64)in m inim ization ofthe Higgs potential

of� and H ; �H ,one observesthatthe VEVsV1;2 are shifted by an am ountof� mS
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as com pared to the ones ofeq. (62) calculated in the exact SUSY lim it. Then

substituting these VEVs back in superpotential,this shift gives rise to the ��1�2
term ,with � � mS. Thus,in GIFT scenario the (supersym m etric) �-term em erges

asa consequence oftheSUSY breaking.

Thus,the SU(6)m odelnaturally solves both the DT splitting and the � prob-

lem s. The Higgsdoublets�1;2 rem ain light,� � mS,and theirtripletpartnersare

superheavy:thetripletsfrom �1;2 havem asses� MX ,whilethe‘Goldstone’triplets

from H ;�H acquire m asses � VH due to the Higgs m echanism by m ixing with the

SU(6)gaugesuper�elds.

4.3. Ferm ion M assesand M ixing in SU(6)� Z3 M odel

Now we show how the observed hierarchy offerm ion m assesand m ixingscan be

naturally explained in term sofsm allratios"� = V�=VH and "H = VH =M P .

Them ostgeneralYukawa superpotentialallowed by theSU(6)� Z3 sym m etry is

W Y uk = G 20�120 + �20H 153 + �ij15i�H �6
0
j; i;j= 1;2;3 (65)

where allcoupling constants are O (1). W ithout loss ofgenerality,one can always

rede�nethebasisof15-pletsso thatonly the153 statecouples20-pletin (65).Also,

am ong six �6-pletsonecan alwayschoosethreeofthem (denoted in eq.(65)as�601;2;3)

which couple151;2;3 whiletheotherthreestates�61;2;3 haveno Yukawa couplings.

Already at the scale VH ofthe gauge sym m etry breaking SU(6) ! SU(5) the

ferm ion content reduces to the one ofthe m inim alSU(5). Indeed,in term s ofthe

SU(5)subgroup theferm ionsunderconsideration read as

20= 10+ 10= (q+ u
c+ e

c)10 + (Q c+ U + E )10

15i= (10+ 5)i= (qi+ u
c
i+ e

c
i)10 + (D i+ L

c
i)5

�6i= (�5+ 1)i= (dci+ li)�5 + ni

�60i= (�5+ 1)0i= (D c
i + Li)�50 + n

0
i; i= 1;2;3 (66)

In the spirit ofsurvivalhypothesis52,the extra vector-like ferm ions 10 + 103 and

(5+ �50)1;2;3,get� VH m assesfrom couplings(65):

�VH 10103 + �ijVH 5i�5
0
j + G V1(U u

c� 2E e
c); (67)

and thereby decouplefrom thelightstateswhich rem ain as�51;2;3,101;2;10and singlets

ni;n
0
i (weneglect� "� m ixing between theuc� uc3 and e

c� ec3 states).

The couplings of20-plet in (65) explicitly violate the globalSU(6)� � U(6)H
sym m etry. Hence, the up-type quark from 20 (to be identi�ed as top) has non-

vanishing coupling with the Higgs doublet �2. As far as VH � V�,it essentially

em ergesfrom G 20�120 ! G quc�2: Thus,only the top quark can have � 100GeV

m assdueto thelargeYukawa constant�t = G � 1.

Otherferm ionswould stay m asslessunlessweinvoketheHOPsscaled by inverse

powers ofM P , which willem erge by integrating out the F-ferm ions. Before ad-

dressing the concrete HFE schem e,let us �rst analyse the generalstructure ofthe
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possible HOPs. Obviously,Z3 sym m etry forbids the d = 5 ‘Yukawa’term s in the

superpotential.However,thefollowing d = 6 and d = 7 operatorsareallowed:� �

d = 6: B = B

M 2

P

20�H (�1
�H )�63; C =

C ij

M 2

P

15iH (�2H )15j

S =
S
(1)

ik

M 2

P

15i(�1�2
�H )�6k +

S
(2)

ik

M 2

P

15i(�1
�H )(�2

�6k)

N = N kl

M 2

P

�6kH (�1H )�6l (68)

d = 7: D =
D

(1)

ik

M 3

P

15i(�
3
1
�H )�6k +

D
(2)

ik

M 3

P

15i(�
2
1
�H )(�1

�6k)+

D
(3)

ik

M 3

P

15i(�1
�H )(�2

1
�6k)+

D
(4)

ik

M 3

P

15i(�1
�H )�6k � Tr�21

U =
U
(1)

ij

M 3

P

15iH (�
2
1H )15j+

U
(2)

ij

M 3

P

15iH (�1H )�115j (69)

(SU(6)indicesarealwayscontractrd so thatcom binationsin theparenthesestrans-

form ase�ective �6 or6).Sincethe�60and 153 statesalready have� VH m asses,these

operatorsarerelevantonly forthelightstatesin 20,151;2 and �61;2;3.Onecan always

rede�ne the basisof�6-pletsso thatonly the �63 couples20 in eq. (68). In addition,

weassum ethatconstantsB ,Cij,etc.allareorder1 aswellastheconstantsin (65).

OperatorB givesriseto thebquark and � lepton m asses.AttheM SSM levelit

reducesto theYukawa couplings"2H B (qd
c
3+ ecl3)�1.Hence,though band � belongto

the 20-pletaswellast,theirYukawa constantsare by factor� "2H sm allerthan �t.

In addition,theb� � Yukawa constantsareautom atically uni�ed attheGUT scale:

�b = ��,up to � "2� correctionsdueto them ixing ofec and ec3 statesin eq.(67).

Operator C contributes the up quark Yukawa constants ofthe �rst and second

fam ilies,as�uij = "2H Cij (i;j = 1;2).Asforthe operatorsS and D ,they induce the

Yukawa constantsofthedown quarksand charged leptonsrespectively as

�
d
ik = "�"

2
H (S

(1)

ik � S
(2)

ik );
~�dik = "

2
�"

3
H (3D

(1)

ik � D
(2)

ik + D
(3)

ik + 12D
(4)

ik )

�
e
ik = "�"

2
H (S

(1)

ik + 2S
(2)

ik );
~�eik = "

2
�"

3
H (3D

(1)

ik + 2D
(2)

ik + 4D
(3)

ik + 12D
(4)

ik ) (70)

(i = 1;2,k = 1;2;3). Clearly, the m ass hierarchy between the �rst and second

fam iliesferm ionscan have a realistic shape only ifthelatterem erge from the d = 6

operators C and S,while the �rst fam ily get m asses from the d = 7 operators U

and D .Certainly,thiscan bedoneby introducing som e horizontalsym m etry which

could �x the m assm atrix texturesand the structure ofthe HOPsinvolved in m ass

generation (see e.g. ref.74). However, it is interesting that in the context ofthe

HFE m echanism the basic explanation ofthe ferm ion m assand m ixing pattern can

achieved in acom pletely \dem ocratic"approach,withoutappealingtoany horizontal

sym m etry. This can be obtained asa resultofthe properly chosen representations

��Theterm slike15�H (�1�2
�6)or15�H �6� Tr(�1�2)donotviolatetheglobalSU (6)� � U (6)H sym m etry

and arethereforeirrelevant.
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forF-ferm ions.In particular,the HFE can induce theHOPs(68)in such a m anner

thatCij and S
1;2

ik em ergeastherank-1m atrices,which then withoutlossofgenerality

can bechosen as

Cij =

 
0 0

0 C

!

; S
(1;2)

ik /

 
0 s�S2 s�S3

0 c�S2 c�S3

!

(71)

In addition,such HOPsshould providede�niteClebsch structures,which would allow

to obtain certain m assrelations.

The relevantHFE’sinvolving the F-ferm ionsofTable 1 are shown in Figs. 1-3.

Asa result,one obtainsthe following pattern ofthe Yukawa couplingsatthe GUT

scaleM X :

0

B
@

uc1 uc2 uc

q1 0 "�"
3
H U 0

q2 "�"
3
H U

0 "2H C 0

q 0 0 G

1

C
A � �2 (72a)

0

B
@

dc1 dc2 dc3

q01 J"2�"
3
H D 1 J"2�"

3
H D 2 J"2�"

3
H D 3

q02 J"2�"
3
H D

0
2 K "�"

2
H S2 K "�"

2
H S3

q 0 0 "2H B

1

C
A � �1 (72b)

0

B
@

l1 l2 l3

e0c1 "2�"
3
H D 1 "2�"

3
H D 2 "2�"

3
H D 3

e0c2 "2�"
3
H D

0
2 "�"

2
H S2 "�"

2
H S3

ec 0 0 "2H B

1

C
A � �1 (72c)

Notice that the basis ofdown quarks (in 1501;2) is already ‘Cabibbo’rotated with

respectto the upperquarksbasis151;2,by the angle� � 1 (see eq.(71)).The HFE

shown in Figs.1,3induceoperatorsS andD respectivelyin conbinationsS / S1+ 2S2
and D / D 1 + D 3 � D4 (in term softhe possible operatorsin (68)and (69)). Then

theClebsch factorsare�xed asJ = 8=5 and K = � 1=5.

From (72)weobtain theYukawa coupling eigenvaluesattheGUT scale

3rd fam ily : �t� 1; �� = �b � "
2
H

2nd fam ily : �c � "2H ; �� = 5�s � "�"
2
H

1st fam ily : �u � "2�"
4
H ; �e =

5

8
�d � "

2
�"

3
H (73)

whiletheCKM anglesare(noticedi�erentparam etrization from thatofeq.(6)):

VCK M �

0

B
@

1 s12 s12s23 � s13e
� i�

� s12 1 s23 + s12s13e
� i�

s13e
i� � s23 1

1

C
A ; s12(�)� 1; s23 �

�s

�b
; s13 �

�d

�b
(74)

wheretheCP-phase� arisesdueto thecom plex Yukawa constantsin thetheory.
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Taking into accounttheRG running fortheYukawa constants(22),thispattern

can be confronted to thelow energy (experim ental)observables(7)and (9).W e see

thatin thecontextofsm alltan� (which israthernaturalin theGIFT scenario),eqs.

(73)and (74)explain allbasic featuresofthe ferm ion m assesand m ixingsin term s

ofsm allparam eters"H ;"� � 0:1 (com pare e.g. with pattern ofeqs. (14)and (19)).

M oreover,from (73)followsthat

m d

m s

’ 8
m e

m �

�
1

25
[1+ O ("�)] (75)

(� "� correction can ariseduetom ixing term sin (72)),whileforthesquark running

m assat� = 1GeV weobtain m s = (�Ad=5A e)m � = 100� 150 M eV.

Asforthe neutrinos,they acquire sm allM ajorana m assfrom the operatorN in

(68)induced by theHFE in Fig.2:

m
�
ij � Nij

"H v
2

"�M P

(76)

which for"�;"H � 0:1givesm� � v2=M P � 10� 5eV.Sinceour‘dem ocratic’approach

in generalim pliesnohierarchy in constantsN kl� 1,oneexpectsthatneutrinom ixing

anglesare O (1). Thusthe predictionsforthe neutrino oscillation param etersare in

therange(11),needed forthe\just-so" solution to thesolarneutrino problem 10.

Let us rem ark that the above results are obtained from the generaloperator

analysis ofallpossible HFE,and the F-ferm ion content ofthe Table 1 is uniquely

selected am ong severalotherpossibilities73.In constructing the HOPsthe following

constraintshavebeen taken into account:

(A)In ordertoensurethatthed = 6operatorsC,S induceonly thesecond fam ily

ferm ion (c;s;�)m asses,thehaveto beinduced by theuniqueexchange chain.

(B)Once the HFE generating C and S are selected,the d = 7 operatorsD and

U should be constructed by the F-ferm ion exchange chainswhich are irreducible to

d = 6 operators:otherwise them asshierarchy between the �rstand second fam ilies

would be spoiled. In otherwords,the exchange chains should notallow to replace

�1 � �1 by �2,so that the (sym m etric) tensor product �1 � �1 should e�ectively

act as the 189 or 405 representations ofSU(6). This condition requires the large

representationslike105,210,etc.to beinvolved into thegam e.

Allpossible HFE satisfying the conditions (A) and (B) have been classi�ed73.

Itwasshown,thatoperatorD can be induced only by few otherirreducible chains

involvinglargerepresentations,which giverisetothecom binationsD 1� D2+ D 3+ D 4:

(J = 1),D 1� D4:(J = 1),D 1� 2D2� D4:(J = 11=17),and D 1+ D 3� D4:(J = 8=5).

Therefore,the HFE ofFig.3 im plying J = 8=5 isselected asthe only one feasible

choice:allotherpossibilitieslead to �d � �e and arethusunacceptable.

AlsotheHFE relevantforoperatorS havebeen classi�ed.Byscanningallpossible

representationsfortheF-ferm ions,ithasbeen obtained73 thatS can em ergeonly in

the com binationsS1:(K = 1),S2:(K = � 1=2),S1 � S2:(K = 0;� 2 respectively),

S1 � 2S2: (K = � 1),and S1 + 2S2: (K = � 1=5). W e have chosen the lattercase
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uniquely selected by the HFE in Fig.1. Allother cases are unacceptable: K = 0

(jK j� 1) leads to m assless (too heavy) s quark,while K = � 1=2 in com bination

with J = 8=5 im pliesm d=m s � 1=70.

AsfortheoperatorsC and U,theonly possibleHFE obeying conditions(A)and

(B)are the onesshown in Figs. 1,3. Thus,am ong allpossible F-ferm ionsonly the

onesselected in Table1 lead to acceptablepattern oftheHOPsin (68)and (69).

Concluding,the ferm ion m assand m ixing pattern can be naturally explained in

ourschem e withoutappealing to any horizontalsym m etry,provided thatthe scales

M P ,VH and V� are related as V�=VH � VH =M P � 0:1. As far as the scale V� ’

1016GeV is�xed by the SU(5)uni�cation ofthe gaugecouplings,these relationsin

turn im ply thatVH � 1017GeV and M P � 1018GeV,so thatM P isindeed close to

the string orPlanck scale. Itisalso noteworthy also thatthe scale VH �
p
M X M P

could naturally em ergein thecontextofthem odelsdiscussed in refs.73;74.

5. C onclusion

In conclusion,Ibriey discusssom eactualitiesoftheavourproblem :

� How m any fam ilies? Thisdi�cultquestion isoriginated by the factoffam ily

replication itself. There isno sim ple answerto the question \why three fam ilies?",

or\why onlythreefam ilies?".In theSM (M SSM )aswellasin GUTsthenum berof

fam iliesN f rem ainstobean arbitrary param eter.Nevertheless,itseem sthatNature

prefers3-fam ily variant.Them easurem entoftheZ-boson decay width indicatesthat

there are no m ore standard-like fam ilies with lightneutrinos. The standard m odel

precision data constrain the num beroffam iliesasN f < 6,so thatonly one ortwo

extra heavy fam ilieswith heavy (M > M Z=2)neutrinosarestillallowed.

In the M SSM with very m odestvalues oftan�,there is stillsom e (though not

m uch) room forthe fourth fam ily80. Concerning SUSY GUTs,the presence ofthe

fourth fam ily would nota�ectthe gauge coupling uni�cation. However,thiswould

a�ecttheRG running oftheYukawa constantsand thusspoiltheGrand Prixofthe

b� � uni�cation.In theSUSY SU(6)m odelthereisno room forextra heavy fam ily

since due to Goldstone nature ofthe Higgs doublets only one ferm ion,nam ely the

top,can have� 100 GeV m ass.

� Neutrino M asses.IftheSU(5)isa fundam entaltheory up to thePlanck scale

M P ,orifitisem bedded in SU(6)atsom e scale below M P ,then the naturalvalue

ofthe neutrino m asses is rather
o
m = v2=M P � 10� 5 eV.This can solve the SNP

via ‘just-so’oscillation10,butotherneutrino hints12;13;14 areleftunexplained.Asfor

the SO (10)theory,itcontainsthe RH neutrinos�c,and generatesthe LH neutrino

m assesby m eansoftheseesaw m echanism 3.ThepredictiveSO (10)fram eworks66;67;73

allow to calculate the neutrino Dirac m asses,and their spectrum typically has the

sam eshapeasthatofthecharged ferm ions(seee.g.eqs.(51)or(55)).However,this

cannotsu�cefordeducing theneutrinom asspattern,sincenow thequestion m ark is

contained in theRH neutrinosM ajorana m assesM R .Thelattercan em ergethrough
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thed = 5 operatorsinvolving thetheHiggs16-plets ;� :

gij

M P

(16i� )(� 16j) (77)

Thuswe obtain M R � M 2
10=M P ,where M 10 isthe SO (10)! SU(5)breaking scale

which can range from M X ’ 1016 GeV to M P = 1019 GeV,and therefore M R �

1012� 16 GeV.This corresponds to the m ass ofthe heaviest neutrino (��) ofabout

10� 3 � 10 eV,in which casetheSNP can bedueto theM SW m echanism11,and still

som e room can be leftforexplaining one ofthe otherneutrino hints. Forexam ple,

ifm �� � 0:1 eV and m�� � 10� 2:5 eV,the SNP can be explained via the M SW

oscillation �e ! nu� while the ANP can be explained via the �� ! nu� oscillation

with largem ixing angle.M oreprecise predictions,however,would require to �x the

pattern ofconstantsgij by im posing som esym m etry constraints.

It is worth to rem ark also that ifallrecent neutrino hints9;12;13;14 willbe con-

�rm ed by futureexperim ents,then threeneutrino states�e;�;� willnotsu�ceforthir

explanation. Itwas shown in ref.81 thatonly one possibility is com patible with all

these data,which requiresan extra lightsterile neutrino �s beyond thethree known

neutrinos. Then,assum ing that m �e;s � m ��;� ,the SNP can be explained by the

�e ! nus oscillation and the ANP by the �� ! nu� oscillation. In addition,alm ost

degenerate �� and �tau with m ass ofabout 2:5 eV provide the cosm ologicalHDM

and can also explain theLSND oscillation ��� ! ��e.

Ofcourse,oneneedsto explain naturally theexistenceofso lightsterileneutrino.

According to therecentproposals,itcould em ergein theparticlespectrum asa light

pseudo-Goldstoneferm ion82,orasa neutrino ofa hidden ‘m irror’world83.

� Proton decay. A realistic SUSY GUT m ustbecapable to preventproton from

toofastdecay.Thegauge‘dinosaur’boson m ediated proton decaysarenotdangerous

in SUSY GUT owing to thelargeuni�cation scaleM X � 1016 GeV.In SUSY GUTs

proton wantsto decay ratherfastly via thed = 5 operators30:

O L =
1

M
qiqjqklm ; O R =

1

M
u
c
iu

c
jd

c
ke

c
m (78)

which are m ediated by exchanges ofthe heavy triplets T;�T with m ass M � MX .

Thesecoupletoferm ionsasqiqjT,qklm �T etc.,which couplingsin SUSY GUT em erge

on the sam e grounds as the ones ofthe Higgs doublets �1;2 in eq. (21). Although

operators(78)involvethesm allYukawaconstantsandm ixingangles,theyareanyway

dangeroussincethey contain only onepowerofthelargescaleM X .TheoperatorsO L

dressed by W inosbring dom inantcontribution to the proton decay via the channel

p! K �.A dedicated analysis84 in them inim alSU(5)m odelshowsthatforatypical

param eterrangeproton lifetim ein theabovem odeisabout2-3 ordersofm agnitude

below the present experim entalbound,and can be m arginally reconciled with this

bound ifallinherent uncertainties are taken atextrem e borders. In generic GUTs

with nontrivialClebschestheprediction ofm inim alSU(5)arenotvalid.However,if

thereareno conspiracies,theproblem stillrem ainssincethetypicalClebschesabout

2 or3 in generaldo notsu�ceto properly suppressproton decay.
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However, there are severaltheoreticalpossibilities for naturalsolution of this

problem .Theproton decay can besuppressed bythesam em echanism which provides

the predictivity for ferm ion m asses. This happens,e.g. in the ‘inverse’hierarchy

SO (10)m odel69 where the dangerousoperatorsO L vanish autom atically,while the

m ore safe operators O R are left with a chance to show up in future experim ents,

essentially via the decay m odes like p ! K �,etc. There also exist m ore devoted

m odels in which both operators O L;R can be killed by specialarrangem ents in the

HiggsorFerm ion sectors64;85;86.

Proton decay can be (atleastpartially)suppressed by the horizontalsym m etry.

For exam ple, in the SU(5)� SU(3)H m odel50 the light up quarks (u and c) get

m assvia antisym m etric operators 1

M
10��

[��]H 10� (�;� = 1;2;3 isa fam ily index).

On the other hand,the coupling q�q�T is sym m etric, and thus it cannot em erge

from antisym m etric operator. Then only q3q3T isallowed,which em erges from the

sym m etric operator in (41),so that only the third fam ily sferm ions contribute the

dom inantdecay m odep! K �.Thiscan suppresstheproton decay rateby about2

ordersofm agnitudeascom pared to them inim alSUSY SU(5)prediction.

� Sparticle spectrum and avourchanging phenom ena.In theM SSM theuniver-

salsoft SUSY breaking78 guarantees naturalsuppression ofthe FCNC phenom ena

m ediated by the sparticles. However,in the context ofSUSY GUT this becom es

insu�cient,since the im pact ofphysics betweem the Planck and GUT scales can

strongly violatethesoft-term suniversality87;88.

PredictiveSUSY GUT fram eworks,genericallybased on theHFE m echanism ,em -

ploy a rich ferm ion sector(F-ferm ions)abovetheGUT scale,and alltheseferm ions

typicallyhavelargeO (1)Yukawacouplings.Thenthesoftm assesofdi�erentsferm ions

with the sam e standard chargeswillhave di�erentRG running down from the scale

M P ,so thatatthe scale M X where the heavy states decouple from the lightones,

the m asses ofthe latterare no m ore universal89. Asa result,atlowerenergies the

sferm ionscan arrivebeingalreadysubstantiallysplitbetween di�erentfam ilies,which

would giveriseto theFCNC phenom ena.

Letusconsider,asan exam ple,thecaseoftheSU(6)m odeldiscussed in previous

section. The FCNC problem em ergese.g. due to the third term in eq. (65),even if

itdoesnotcontribute the lightferm ion m assesand in factworksonly forrendering

the extra (5+ �50)i states superheavy. The Yukawa couplings �ij � 1,unless they

are degenerate,would cause di�erentRG running ofparticle m assesfrom M P down

to the SU(6) sym m etry breaking scale VH . Then the soft m asses e.g. ofsleptons

~eci,contained in the m ultiplets 15i (i= 1;2;3),should be strongly split already at

the scale VH . The non-universality ofthe slepton m asses would induce decays like

� ! e+ ,EDM oftheelectron,etc.88.

The avour-changing problem isa challenge forthe relationsofthe two (20).In

particular,splitting between thesferm ion m assesofthe�rsttwo fam ilieswould cause

very seriousproblem s,since in thiscase the � ! e+  decay rate,the ratesofthe

K 0 � �K 0 transition,etc.would strongly exceed theexperim entalbound.

Besidesthedisorientation and plasti�cation introduced in particlephysicsby Di-

m opoulosetal.90,an idea ofthenon-Abelian horizontalsym m etry,say SU(3)H ,can
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beanaturalwayforsolvingtheproblem .Forexam ple,them odelofref.50 (seesection

section 2)can naturally renderthesferm ion m assesunsplit(atleastwithin �rsttwo

fam ilies)in spite the renorm alization e�ectscaused by the large Yukawa constants.

Sincein thism odelthehorizontalSU(2)H subgroup between the�rsttwo fam iliesis

broken below thescaleM X ,softm assesofthelatterwillhavethesam eRG evolution

down tothescaleM X and thuswillrem ain unsplit.They willnotgetstrongsplitting

due to m ixing e�ects with the heavy F-states �X + X and V + �V neither,since the

m ixing anglesare sm all:ofthe orderofcorresponding Yukawa constantsin M SSM ,

�c;�s,etc. Asforthe third fam ily ferm ions,theirsoftm asses in generalshould be

splitfrom the onesof�rsttwo generations,since �t � 1 and thusthey are strongly

m ixed to the softm assesofthe corresponding F-states. However,splitting between

thethird and the�rsttwo fam iliesofsferm ionsisnotyeta problem 88.

R eferences

1.S.L.Glashow,Nucl.Phys.22 (1961)579;

S.W einberg,Phys.Rev.Lett.19 (1967)1264;

A.Salam ,in Elem entary Particle Theory,eds. N.Svartholm ,Alm quist and

Forlag,Stockholm ,1968.

2.S.W einberg,Phys.Rev.Lett.43 (1979)1566.

3.M .Gell-M ann,P.Ram ond and R.Slansky,in Supergravity,eds.D.Freedm an

etal.,North-Holland,Am sterdam ,1979;

T.Yanagida,Prog.Th.Phys.B 135 (1979)66;

R.N.M ohapatra and G.Senjanovi�c,Phys.Rev.Lett.44 (1980)912.

4.R.Barbieri,J.Ellisand M .K.Gaillard,Phys.Lett.90B (1980)249;

E.Akhm edov,Z.Berezhiani,G.Senjanovi�c,Phys.Rev.Lett.69 (1992)3013.

5.ParticleData Group,Phys.Rev.D 50 (1994)1173.

6.H.Gasserand H.Leutwyler,Phys.Rep.87 (1982)77.

7.F.Abeetal.(CDF Collaboration),Phys.Rev.Lett.74 (1995)2626;

S.Abashietal.(D0 Collaboration),ibid.2632.

8.H.Leutwyler,Nucl.Phys.B 337 (1990)108.

9.J.N.Bahcall,Neutrino Astrophysics,Cam bridgeUniversity Press,1989;

V.Castellani,S.Degl’Innocentiand G.Fiorentini,A & A 271 (1993)601;

V.S.Berezinsky,Com m entsNucl.Part.Phys.21 (1994)249.

10.V.Gribov and B.Pontecorvo,Phys.Lett.28 (1967)493;

J.N.Bahcalland S.Frautschi,Phys.Lett.29B (1969)623;

V.Barger,R.J.N.Phillipsand K.W hisnant,Phys.Rev.D 24 (1981)538;

S.L.Glashow and L.Krauss,Phys.Lett.B 190 (1987)199.

Fortherecentstatus,seeF.Calabresu etal.,hep-ph/9507352;

Z.Berezhianiand A.Rossi,Phys.Rev.D 51 (1995)5229;hep-ph/9507393;

P.Krastev and S.Petcov,Nucl.Phys.449 (1995)605;SISSA 9/95/EP.

11.S.P.M ikheyev and A.Yu.Sm irnov,Yad.Fiz.42 (1985)1441;

L.W olfenstein,Phys.rev.D 17 (1978)2369.Fortherecentstatus,see

31

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9507352
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9507393


P.I.Krastev and A.Yu.Sm irnov,Phys.Lett.B 338 (1994)282;

V.Berezinsky,G.Fiorentiniand M .Lissia,ibid.B 341 (1994)38;

N.Hata and P.Langacker,Phys.Rev.D 50 (1994)632.

12.Y.Fukuda etal.,Phys.Lett.B 335 (1994)237.

13.C.Athanassopoulosetal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.75 (1995)2650.

14.R.K.Shaeferand Q.Sha�,Nature359 (1992)199.

15.S.L.Glashow and S.W einberg,Phys.Rev.D 15 (1977)1958;

E.A.Paschos,ibid.1964.

16.Forreview,seeE.A.Paschosand U.Turke,Phys.Rep.178 (1989)145.

17.ForReview,seeH.Y.Cheng,Phys.Rep.158 (1988)1;

R.D.Peccei,CP Violation,ed.C.Jarlskog,W orld Scienti�c,Singapore,1989

18.B.Pendleton and G.G.Ross,Phys.Lett.B 98 (1981)291;

C.T.Hill,Phys.Rev.D 24 (1981)691.

19.M .Olechowskiand S.Pokorski,Phys.Lett.B 257 (1991)388.

20.H.Fritzsch,PreprintM PI-PAE/PTh 93/83 (1983).

21.Yu.A.Golfand and E.P.Likhtm an,JETP Lett.13 (1971)323;

D.V.Volkov and V.P.Akulov,JETP Lett.16 (1972)438;

D.V.Volkov and V.A.Soroka,JETP Lett.18 (1973)312;

J.W essand B.Zum ino,Nucl.Phys.B 70 (1974)39;

A.Salam and J.Strathdee,Nucl.Phys.B 76 (1974)477.

22.H.Georgiand S.L.Glashow,Phys.Rev.Lett.32 (1974)438;

H.Georgi,H.R.Quinn and S.W einberg,ibid.33 (1974)451.

23.J.C.Patiand A.Salam ,Phys.Rev.D 10 (1974)275.

24.H.Georgi,in Particlesand Fields,APS Proceedings,ed.C.Carlson,1974;

H.Fritzsch and P.M inkowski,Ann.Phys.(N.Y.)93 (1975)193.

25.L.M aiani,in Com ptes Rendus de l’Ecole d’Et�e de Physique des Particules,

Gif-sur-Yvette,1979,IN2P3,Paris,1980,p.3;

S.Dim opoulosand H.Georgi,Nucl.Phys.B 150 (1981)193;

M .Sakai,Z.Phys.C 11 (1981)153;E.W itten,Nucl.Phys.B 188 (1981)573

26.J.Ellis,S.Kelley and D.V.Nanopoulos,Phys.Lett.B 260 (1991)131;

U.Am aldi,W .deBoerand H.F�urstenau,ibid.447;

P.Langackerand M .Luo,Phys.Rev.D 44 (1991)817;

F.Anselm o etal.,N.Cim ento 104A (1991)1817.

27.S.Dim opoulos,S.Raby and F.W ilczek,Phys.Rev.D 24 (1981)1681;

S.Dim opoulosand H.Georgi,Nucl.Phys.B 193 (1981)150;

L.Ibanezand G.G.Ross,Phys.Lett.B 105 (1981)439;

M .B.Einhorn and D.R.T.Jones,Nucl.Phys.B 196 (1982)475.

28.V.Barger,M .Bergerand P.Ohm ann,Phys.Rev.D 47 (1993)1093.

29.F.Vissaniand A.Yu.Sm irnov,Phys.Lett.B 341 (1994)173;

A.Brignole,H.M urayam a and R.Rattazzi,Phys.Lett.B 335 (1994)345.

30.S.W einberg,Phys.Rev.D 26 (1982)287;

N.Sakaiand T.Yanagida,Nucl.Phys.B 197 (1982)533.

31.B.Grinstein,Nucl. Phys. B 206 (1982)387;H.Georgi,Phys. Lett. B 108

(1982)283;A.M asiero etal.,ibid.B 115 (1982)380.

32



For‘revam ped’m odel,J.Lopezand D.V.Nanopoulos,hep-ph/9508253.

32.J.E.Kim and H.P.Nilles,Phys.Lett.B 138 (1984)150.

33.M .S.Chanowitz,J.Ellisand M .K.Gaillard,Nucl.Phys.B 128 (1977)506;

A.Buras,J.Ellis,M .K.Gaillard and D.V.Napopoulos,ibid.B 135 (1978)66.

34.J.Lennon and P.M cCartney,\HelterSkelter" in W hite Album ,vol.2,ed.G.

M artin,Parlophone,London,1968.

35.J.Giveon,L.Halland U.Sarid,Phys.Lett.B 271 (1991)138;

P.Langakerand N.Polonsky,Phys.Rev.D 47 (1993)4028;

M .Carena,S.Pokorsky and C.W agner,Nucl.Phys.B 406 (1993)140;

W .Bardeen etal.,Phys.Lett.B 320 (1994)110.

36.S.W einberg,in FestschriftforI.I.Rabi,Trans.N.Y.Acad.Sci.38 (1977)185;

H.Fritzsch,Phys.Lett.B 70 (1977)436;F.W ilczek and A.Zee,ibid.418.

37.H.Fritzsch,Nucl.Phys.B 155 (1979)189.

38.K.Kang,J.Flanzand E.Paschos,Z.Phys.C 55 (1992)75;

K.S.Babu and Q.Sha�,Phys.Rev.D 47 (1993)5504.

39.H.Fritzsch and J.Plankl,Phys.Lett.B 237 (1990)451;

L.Lavoura,Phys.Lett.B 228 (1989)245;

Z.Berezhianiand L.Lavoura,Phys.Rev.D 45 (1992)934.

40.P.Ram ond,R.G.Robertsand G.G.Ross,Nucl.Phys.B 406 (1993)19.

41.S.W einberg,Phys.Rev.D 5 (1972)1962;Phys.Rev.Lett.29 (1972)388;

H.Georgiand S.L.Glashow,Phys.Rev.D 6 (1972)2977;D 7 (1973)2457;

R.N.M ohapatra,Phys.Rev.D 9 (1974)3461.

42.B.S.Balakrishna,Phys.Rev.Lett.60 (1988)1602;

B.S.Balakrishna,A.Kagan,R.N.M ohapatra,Phys.Lett.B 205 (1988)345;

B.S.Balakrishna and R.N.M ohapatra,ibid.B 216 (1989)349;

K.S.Babu,B.S.Balakrishna and R.N.M ohapatra,ibid.B 237 (1990)221.

43.H.P.Nilles,M .Olechowskiand S.Pokorski,Phys.Lett.B 248 (1990)378;

R.Rattazzi,Z.Phys.C 52 (1991)575.

44.Z.G.Berezhianiand R.Rattazzi,Nucl.Phys.B 407 (1993)249;

JETP Lett.56 (1992)429;Phys.Lett.B 279 (1992)124.

45.J.Ellisand M .K.Gaillard,Phys.Lett.B 84 (1979)113.

46.H.Georgiand C.Jarlskog,Phys.Lett.B 86 (1979)297;

J.Harvey,P.Ram ond and D.B.Reiss,Phys.Lett.B 92 (1980)309.

47.S.Dim opoulos,L.J.Halland S.Raby,Phys.Rev.Lett.68 (1992)1984;

V.Barger,M .Berger,T.Han and M .Zralek,ibid.68 (1992)3394;

H.Arason etal.,Phys.Rev.D 47 (1993)232.

48.C.D.Froggattand H.B.Nielsen,Nucl.Phys.B 147 (1979)277.

49.Z.G.Berezhiani,Phys.Lett.B 129 (1983)99.

50.Z.G.Berezhiani,Phys.Lett.B 150 (1985)177.

51.S.Dim opoulos,Phys.Lett.B 129 (1983)417;

J.Bagger,S.Dim opoulos,H.Georgiand S.Raby,in Proc. Fifth W orkshop

on Grand Uni�cation,eds.K.Kang etal.,W orld Scienti�c,Singapore,1984.

52.H.Georgi,Nucl.Phys.B 156 (1979)126.

53.Z.G.Berezhiani,Yad. Fiz. 42 (1985)1309 [Sov.J.Nucl.Phys.42 (1985)825];

33

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9508253


D.Chang and R.N.M ohapatra,Phys.Rev.Lett.58 (1987)1600;

A.Davidson and K.C.W ali,ibid.59 (1987)393;

S.Rajpoot,Phys.Lett.B 191 (1987)122.

54.H.Fusaoka and Y.Koide,M od.Phys.Lett.A 10 (1995)289.

55.J.L.Chkareuli,JETP Lett.32 (1980)684;Z.G.Berezhianiand J.L.Chkareuli,

JETP Lett.35 (1982)612;Yad.Fiz.37 (1983)1047.

56.Z.G.Berezhianiand M .Yu.Khlopov,Z.Phys.C 49 (1991)73;Yad.Fiz.51

(1990)1157;ibid.1479.

57.Z.G.Berezhianiand J.L.Chkareuli,Yad.Fiz.52 (1990)601;

Z.Berezhiani,M .Khlopov and R.Hom eriki,ibid.538.

58.M .Leurer,Y.Nirand N.Seiberg,Nucl.Phys.B 398 (1993)319;

E.Dudas,S.Pokorskiand C.Savoy,Phys.Lett.B 256 (1995)45;

L.Ibanezand G.G.Ross,ibid.B 332 (1994)100,and referencestherein

59.A.Nelson,Phys.Lett.B 136 (1983)387;

S.M .Barr,Phys.Rev.D 30 (1984)1805.

60.K.S.Babu and R.N.M ohapatra,Phys.Rev.D 41 (1990)1286;

Z.G.Berezhiani,M od.Phys.Lett.A 6 (1991)2437.

61.J.L.Chkareuli,JETP Lett.32 (1985)473;

Z.G.Berezhianiand J.L.Chkareuli,Yad.Fiz.44 (1986)1363.

62.R.D.Pecceiand H.R.Quinn,Phys.Rev.D 16 (1977)1791

63.S.Dim opoulosand F.W ilczek,PreprintNSF-ITP-82-07 (1982).

64.K.S.Babu and S.M .Barr,Phys.Rev.D 48 (1993)5354.

65.B.Ananthanarayan,G.Lazaridesand Q.Sha�,Phys.Rev.D 44 (1991)1613;

H.Arason etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.67 (1991)2933.

66.G.W .Anderson etal.,Phys.Rev.D 49 (1994)3660;

L.J.Halland S.Raby,Phys.Rev.D 51 (1995)6524.

67.K.S.Babu and S.M .Barr,Phys.Rev.D 48 (1994)5354;Phys.Rev.Lett.75

(1995)2088;K.S.Babu and Q.Sha�,Phys.Lett.B 357 (1995)365;

K.S.Babu and R.N.M ohapatra,Phys.Rev.Lett.74 (1995)2418.

68.A.E.Nelson and L.Randall,Phys.Lett.B 316 (1993)516;

L.Hall,R.Rattazziand U.Sarid,preprintSU-ITP-94-15 (1994).

69.Z.G.Berezhiani,Phys. Lett. B 355 (1995)178;see also in Proc. Int. W ork-

shop "SUSY 94",eds. C.Kolda and J.D.W ells,Univ. ofM ichigan,1994,p.

42 (hep-ph/9407264).

70.Z.Berezhianiand G.Dvali,Sov.Phys.Lebedev Inst.Reports 5 (1989)55.

71.R.Barbieri,G.Dvaliand M .M oretti,Phys.Lett.322 (1993)137.

72.R.Barbierietal.,Nucl.Phys.B 432 (1994)49.

73.Z.G.Berezhiani,Phys.Lett.B 355 (1995)481;Proc.Int.W orkshop \Physics

from PlanckScaleto ElectroweakScale",eds.P.Nath,T.Taylorand S.Poko-

rski,W orld Scienti�c,Singapore,p.240 (hep-ph/9412372).

74.Z.Berezhiani,C.Csakiand L.Randall,Nucl.Phys.B 444 (1995)61.

75.K.Inoue,A.Kakuto and T.Takano,Progr.Theor.Phys.75 (1986)664.

76.A.Anselm and A.Johansen,Phys.Lett.B 200 (1988)331;

A.Anselm ,Sov.Phys.JETP 67 (1988)663.

34

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9407264
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9412372


77.L.E.Iba~nezand G.G.Ross,Phys.Lett.B 260 (1991)291;

L.E.Iba~nez,Nucl.Phys.B 398 (1993)301.

78.R.Barbieri,S.Ferrara and C.Savoy,Phys.Lett.B 119 (1982)343;

P.Nath,R.Arnowittand A.Cham seddine,Phys.Rev.Lett.49 (1982)970.

79.C.Csakiand L.Randall,preprintM IT-CTP-2478,hep-ph/9512278;

B.Anantharayan and Q.Sha�,preprintBA-95-17,hep-ph/9512345.

80.J.F.Gunion,D.M cKay and H.Pois,Phys.Lett.B 334 (1994)339;

Z.Berezhianiand E.Nardi,Phys.Rev.D 52 (1995)3087;

Phys.Lett.B 355 (1995)199.

81.D.Caldwelland R.N.M ohapatra,Phys.Rev.D 48 (1993)3259;

J.Peltoniem iand J.W .F.Valle,Nucl.Phys.B 406 (1993)409.

82.E.Chun,A.Joshipura and A.Sm irnov,Phys.Lett.B 357 (1995)608.

83.Z.G.Berezhianiand R.N.M ohapatra,Phys.Rev.D 52 (1995)6607;

R.Footand R.Volkas,ibid.6595.

84.J.Hisano,H.M urayam a and T.Yanagida,Nucl.Phys.B 402 (1993)46.

85.etal.and J.W .F.Valle,Phys.Lett.B 158 (1985)401.

86.G.R.Dvali,Phys.Lett.287B (1992)101.

87.L.J.Hall,V.A.Kostelecky and S.Raby,Nucl.Phys.B 267 (1986)415.

88.R.Barbieriand L.J.Hall,Phys.Lett.B 338 (1994)212;

S.Dim opoulosand L.J.Hall,ibid.B 344 (1995)185.

89.S.Dim opoulosand A.Pom arol,Phys.Lett.B 353 (1995)185.

90.S.Disopoulos,G.Giudiceand N.Tetradis,Nucl.Phys.B 454 (1995)59.

35

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512278
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512345


B:

C:

S:

20 70F 70F 15
3

F 153F
�63

�1
�H �H

� �

152 20F 20F 20F 20F 152

H �2 H

� �

1502 15
1

F 151F 15
2

F 152F
�62;3

�1 �2
�H

� �

Figure1:diagram sgiving riseto theoperatorsB;C;S

N :
�6k 35F 35F 35F 35F �6l

H �1 H

� �

Figure2:thediagram giving riseto theoperatorN forneutrino m ass

D :

U:

15i 105F 105F 210F 210F 84F 84F �6k

�1
�H �1 �1

� � �

15i 105F 105F 201F 202F 20F 20F 152

�1 H �1 H

� � �

Figure3:diagram sgiving riseto theoperatorsD and U

36


