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A bstract

A generaloperator expansion is presented for quark and lepton m ass m atrices in

uni�ed theoriesbased on a U(2)avorsym m etry,with breaking param eteroforder

Vcb � m s=m b �
p
m c=m t. W hile solving the supersym m etric avor-changing prob-

lem ,ageneralform fortheYukawacouplingsfollows,leadingto9relationsam ongthe

ferm ion m assesand m ixings,5ofwhich areprecise.Thecom bination ofgrand uni�ed

and U(2)sym m etriesprovidesa sym m etry understanding fortheanom alously sm all

valuesofm u=m c and m c=m t.A �tto theferm ion m assdata leadsto a prediction for

the anglesofthe CK M unitarity triangle,which willallow a signi�canttestofthese

uni�ed U(2)theories.A particularSO (10)m odelprovidesa sim plerealization ofthe

generaloperatorexpansion.Thelightergeneration m assesand thenon-trivialstruc-

tureoftheCK M m atrix aregenerated from theexchangeofa singleU(2)doubletof

heavy vector generations. Thism odelsuggests thatCP isspontaneously broken at

the uni�cation scale | in which case there is a furtherreduction in the num berof

freeparam eters.
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1 Flavor in Supersym m etry

1.1 Ferm ions

Is it possible for the pattern offerm ion m asses and m ixing angles to be explained in a

qualitativeand quantitativeway by asuitableextension ofthesym m etriesoftheStandard

M odel? Despite greate�ort,the answerto thisfundam entalquestion rem ainselusive. In

this paper we explore the com bined consequences ofverticalgrand uni�ed sym m etries,

which lead to the successfulprediction ofgauge coupling uni�cation [1],and horizontal

avorsym m etries,which acton thethreeuni�ed generations.

Them easured valuesofthebottom quark and the� lepton m assesarecom patiblewith

theirequality atauni�cation scale[2],establishing aniceconsistency with theheavinessof

thetop quarkin thecaseofasupersym m etrictheory[3].On theotherhand,theinterpreta-

tion ofthelightm assesand ofthem ixinganglesconstitutesaform idablechallenge.Several

relationshavebeen noticed in thepast,som etim esjusti�ed on atheoreticalbasis,like,e.g.,

jVusj’ (m d=m s)1=2 [4],m � ’ 3m s and m d ’ 3m e [5],orjVub=Vcbj’ (m u=m c)1=2 [6],in-

volving the m asses and the CKM m atrix elem ents renorm alized at the uni�cation scale.

Apparently m issing,however,is a coherent overallpicture based on a m inim um num ber

ofassum ptions and capable ofexperim entalpredictions. Ref.[7]is an attem pt in this

direction.

W e seek grand uni�ed and avorsym m etries acting on the three generations, ,and

spontaneously broken by a setof�elds�,so thattheYukawa interactionscan bebuiltup

asan expansion in �=M whereM isthecuto� ofan e�ective theory:

[ H (1+
�

M
+ :::) ]F (1)

and H containstheHiggsdoublets.Thisexpansion should yield theobserved hierarchical

structureoftheferm ion m assesand m ixings,hencetheleading term in (1)should notgive

m asses to the lighter generations norshould itgive rise to quark m ixing. The structure

of(1)should be su�ciently constrained so thatthere are few relevant param eters and a

quantitative�tto thedata should lead to predictionsforquantitiesthatcan bem easured.

1.2 Scalars

In supersym m etric theories there are m ass and interaction m atrices for the squarks and

sleptons,leading to a rich avorstructure.In particular,ifferm ionsand scalarsofa given
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charge have m assm atriceswhich are notdiagonalized by the sam e rotation,new m ixing

m atrices,W ,occur at gaugino vertices. The squark and slepton m ass m atrices willbe

constrained by thegrand uni�ed and avorsym m etriesand arisedom inantly from

[ y(1+
�

M
+
�y�

M 2
+ :::)zyz ]D : (2)

where a super�eld notation has been used and z is a supersym m etry breaking spurion,

taken dim ensionless,with z = m �2y.

Equation (1) m ust contain a large interaction which generates the large top quark

Yukawa coupling. Since (1)and (2)are governed by the sam e sym m etries,itfollowsthat

atleastsom eofthescalarsofthethird generation arelikely to havem assesvery di�erent

from their�rstand second generation partners:m 2
3
� m2

1;2 � m2,wherem 2 istheaverage

scalarm asssquared [10].Such a m asssplitting doesnotlead to excessive avor-changing

e�ects provided the new m ixing m atrices have elem ents involving the third generation

which areno greaterthan thoseoftheCKM m atrix,V :jW 3ij�<jV3ijand jW i3j�<jVi3j,where

i = 1;2 [11]. Ifthe approxim ate equality holds,then there are contributions to avor-

changing processeswhich areinteresting { wecallthisthe\1,2| 3" signal[12].

On thecontrary,in generalthereshould beconsiderabledegeneracy between thescalars

ofthe�rsttwogenerations:m 2
2
� m2

1
� m 2.ForCabibbo-likem ixingforW 12,theobserved

CP violation in theK system requires[13]

m 2
2
� m2

1

m 2 �<
10�3

sin�

�
m

300GeV

�

(3)

in thecharge� 1=3sector,where� istherelevantCP violatingphase.In thelepton sector,

the corresponding lim it from � ! e and � ! e conversion is (m2
2
� m2

1
)=m 2

�< 10�2

(m =100GeV)[13].Theseconstraintswereferto asthe\1| 2" problem [12].

W econcludethattheavorsym m etry should yield m ixing ofthethird generation with

thelightertwo which isatm ostCKM -like,giving a possible \1,2| 3" signal,while in the

lightsectoritshould yield sm allferm ion m assesand sm allscalarm asssplittings,solving

the\1| 2"problem .W e�nd thatallthesefeaturesaresatis�ed by aU(2)avorsym m etry

in which thelightertwo generationstransform asa doubletand the third generation asa
yA (possiblypartial)listofpapersthathaveused  avorsym m etriestoconstrain thegenerationstructure

ofboth theferm ion and sferm ion m assesisgiven in Ref.[8].Thisisalternativetotheview thattheYukawa

coupling and the supersym m etry breaking sectorsaredecoupled and thatthe sferm ion m assesarealm ost

degenerate,in generation space,due to som eparticulardynam icalm echanism [9].
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trivialsinglet:  =  a +  3,providing the sym m etry breaking param eterisgoverned by

Vcb � ms=m b �
q

m c=m t.z

2 U (2) and its B reaking

In a grand uni�ed theory,for exam ple based on the group SO(10),the m axim alavor

group isU(3),with thethreegenerationstransform ing asa triplet.Thisavorgroup will

be strongly broken by the large top Yukawa coupling to U(2),which is the avor group

studied in thispaper.Thethreegenerations aretaken to transform as2 � 1,

 =  a �  3:

Taking theHiggsbosonsto beavorsinglets,theYukawa interactionstransform as:

( 3 3); ( 3 a); ( a b):

W eassum ethatthequark and lepton m assm atricescan beadequately described by term s

in (1)up to linearorderin the�eldsf,\avons",non trivialunderU(2).Hence theonly

relevantU(2)representationsfortheferm ion m assm atricesare1,�a,Sab and A ab,where

S and A are sym m etric and antisym m etric tensors,and the upperindicesdenote a U(1)

charge opposite to that of a. The transform ation properties ofthese �elds under the

uni�ed gauge group is discussed in the next section. The observed hierarchy offerm ion

m assesofthethreegenerationsleadsusto a avorsym m etry breaking pattern

U(2) �
! U(1) �0

! 0 (4)

so thatthe generation m asshierarhiesm 3=m 2 and m 2=m 1 can be understood in term sof

thetwo sym m etry breaking param eters� and �0.

Ferm ion m asseslinearin � can ariseonly from :h�2i=M � �� and hS22i=M � �S,giving

Yukawa m atricesoftheform 0

@
�S ��

�� 1

1

A

in theheavy 2� 2 space.Thebreaking �� isnecessary to describeVcb,while�S isnecessary

ifU(2)alone isto solve a possible \1,2| 3" avor-changing problem . In theorieswithout
zThisisto be contrasted with previousattem ptsto addressthe issueof avorin supersym m etry using

a U(2)  avor sym m etry,where the sym m etry breaking param eter was taken to be
p
jVcbj�

p
m s=m b

[14,15].
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�S,the sym m etry breaking param eter � is oforder
q

m s=m b to account for the strange

quark m ass. This leads to excessive contributions to �K ,unless the m asssplitting m 2
3
�

m 2
1;2 is taken to be considerably less than m 2,as in [14,15]. On the contrary,the U(2)

sym m etry breaking param eter� ’ jVcbj’ m s=m b leads,via (2),to a scalarm asssplitting

(m 2
2� m21)=m

2 � �2 � 10�3 .Theconstraintof(3)isjustsatis�ed:the\1| 2"problem has

becom ean interesting \1| 2" signature.

In principle there are a variety ofoptions forthe laststage ofsym m etry breaking in

(4).W eassum e

� Thetheory containsoneofeach ofthe�elds�a;Sab and A ab.

� The non zero vevs of �a, Sab and A ab each participate in only one stage of the

sym m etry breaking in (4).

In thebasiswhere�2 = O (�)and �1 = 0,S22 = O (�)and allothercom ponentsofS vanish

{ ifthey werenon-zero they would break U(1)atorder�,which isexcluded by (4).Hence,

these assum ptionsim ply thatthe laststage ofthe avorsym m etry breaking of(4)m ust

beaccom plished by A 12 oforder�0.

To linearorderin f=M ,the sym m etry breaking pattern (4)leadsto Yukawa m atrices

in up,down and charged lepton sectorsoftheform :

0

B
B
@

0 �0 0

� �0 � �

0 � 1

1

C
C
A :

Such a pattern agrees qualitatively wellwith the observed quark and lepton m asses and

m ixings,with threeexceptions:

� mb � m� � m t.

This m ay not be a puzzle. It could result as a consequence ofh1,the light Higgs

which couples to the D =E sectors,having a sm all,orderm b=m t,com ponentofthe

Higgsdoublet in the uni�ed m ultiplet H . Such Higgs m ixing could be understood

in term s ofsym m etry breaking in the Higgs sector,and would reduce the Yukawa

m atrices�D =E by a sm allfactor,�,relativeto theYukawa m atrix �U .

� mc=m t� m s=m b;m �=m �.

� mum c=m
2
t � m dm s=m

2
b;m em �=m

2
�.
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NeithertheU(2)sym m etry norHiggsm ixing appearsto givea ferm ion m asshierarchy

which is larger in the U sector than in the D =E sectors. Hence the centralquestion

which thisU(2)fram ework m ustaddressisW hy do �U
22
and �U

21
vanish atorder � and �0

respectively?

3 SU (5) A nalysis

3.1 Suppression of�U22;12

Thecentralissueofwhy �U
22
and �U

21
vanish atorder� and �0,respectively,can beanswered

using SU(5),which iscontained in allgrand uni�ed sym m etry groups. To linearorderin

the�=M ,theexpansion (1)in thecaseofSU(5)� U(2)hastheform

T3H T3 + T3 �H �F3 (5)

+
1

M

�

T3�
a
H Ta + T3�

a �H �Fa + �F3�
a �H Ta

�

(6)

+
1

M

�

Ta(S
ab
H + A

ab
H )Tb+ Ta(S

ab �H + A
ab �H )�Fb

�

(7)

whereT and �F are10 and �5 representationsofm atterand H and �H are5 and �5 represen-

tationsofHiggs,necessary foracceptablethird generation m asses.In generalthe�;S and

A m ultipletscan transform asany SU(5)representation with zero �vality and containing

one,orm ore,SM singlets. The interactionsof(5),(6)and (7)are understood to include

allpossible SU(5) invariants. The second operatorof(5)leads to the well-known SU(5)

m assrelation [2,3]

m b = m � (8)

attheuni�cation scale.

The couplings �U22;12 arise from the TaTb term sof(7),while the couplings �
D ;E

22;12 arise

from the Ta �Fb term s. These term s are distinguished because T � T possesses a de�nite

sym m etry,5s+ 45a forcom ponentscontaining aHiggsdoublet,whileT � �F doesnot.The

vanishing of�U
22;12 atorder�;�

0 isim m ediate ifthe SU(5)representationsofS and A are

such thatSH and AH donottransform as5 and 45 respectively.Forexam ple,sinceA abH

isantisym m etric in avor,itcouplesto TaTb only ifitisconjugate to the antisym m etric

productof10� 10,which isa45.For�D ;E

22;12 tobenon-zeroatorder�;�
0,SH and AH m ust

transform as45 and 5,orthe m ultipletsS;A m usttransform as75,1 respectively. This

5



im pliesthat�D ;E

22 arisefrom S �H � 45,leading to theGeorgi-Jarlskog [5]m assrelation

m � = 3m s

�

1�
m d

m s

�

(9)

attheuni�cation scale.Sim ilarly,�D ;E

12 arisefrom A �H � �5,leadingtothehighly successful

determ inantalm assrelation

m sm d = m �m e (10)

at the uni�cation scale. In any grand uni�ed theory where the avor sym m etry U(2)

com pletely solvesthesupersym m etricavor-changingproblem ,SU(5)providesasym m etry

understanding for the vanishing of�U
22;12 at order �;�

0,and leads to the Georgi-Jarlskog

relation (9)and thedeterm inantalrelation (10)asdirect,necessary consequences.

3.2 H igher order origin for �U22;12

The SU(5)theory ofthe previoussubsection,described by (5),(6)and (7),qualitatively

accounts for allferm ion m asses and m ixings,with the exception that m u = 0,which is

a consequence ofthe SU(5)and avor sym m etries leading to TaA abH Tb = 0. Form u to

be non-zero at higher order in �=M ,additional�elds � m ust be added. W e choose to

do this by introducing a �eld � Y which isa trivialavorsinglet and an SU(5)24. The

subscriptY isthen to recallthatthevev h�Y ihasto break SU(5),so thatitpointsin the

hyperchargedirection Y .Theobserved valueform u leadsto �Y =M � � � 0:02,hencewe

need only keep term sin the expansion atorder(�=M )2 which give leading contributions

to them asses.These relevantterm sare

1

M 2
(Ta�

a
�
b
H Tb+ TaS

ab�Y H Tb+ TaA
ab�Y H Tb) (11)

The �rstoperatorgivesan order�2 contribution to m c=m t,augm enting a contribution of

thesam eorderwhich arisesfrom thediagonalization oftheU m assm atrix in theheavy 23

sector. The second and third operatorslead to contributionsto �U
22;12 atorder�� and �0�

respectively.
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3.3 G eneralC onsequences

The Yukawa m atrices which follow from this expansion in SU(5)and U(2)breaking,via

theoperatorsof(5),(6),(7)and (11),are

�
U =

0

B
B
@

0 �0� 0

� �0� � �� � �

0 � � 1

1

C
C
A � (12)

�
D ;E =

0

B
B
@

0 �0 0

� �0 (1;� 3)� � �

0 � � 1

1

C
C
A � (13)

where \� " represents unknown couplings oforderunityx,and � � � followsfrom Higgs

m ixing,ifthelightHiggsdoublet�h containsonly a sm allpartofthedoubletin theSU(5)

m ultiplet �H . Yukawa m atrices ofthis form can be diagonalized perturbatively to give a

CKM m atrix [16]

V =

0

B
B
@

1 sD
12
� sU

12
ei� � sU

12
s

sU
12
� sD

12
ei� ei� s

sD
12
s � s 1

1

C
C
A (14)

where

s
D
12
=

�
�
�
�

Vtd

Vts

�
�
�
�=

s
m d

m s

�

1�
m d

2m s

�

(15)

and

s
U
12
=

�
�
�
�

Vub

Vcb

�
�
�
�=

s
m u

m c

: (16)

with m u and m c,asm d and m s,renorm alized atthesam escale.

These Yukawa m atriceslead to the qualitative resultsshown in Tables1 and 2. Since

� ’ � ’ � ’ 0:02 and �0 ’ 0:004,the cuto� scale,M ,is 30| 50 tim es larger than the

uni�cation scale,atwhich SU(5)breaksand U(2)isbroken to U(1). The scale ofavor

U(1)sym m etry breaking isaboutan orderofm agnitudebeneath theuni�cation scale.

Since the 13 avor observables are given in term s of4 sm allparam eters,the 9 ap-

proxim atepredictionscan betaken to bem t;m b;m c;m s;m d from Table1 and the4 CKM

param etersfrom Table 2. Ofthese 9 approxim ate relations,itisstraightforward to see
xThesem ay di� erin D and E sectors.If�a isnon-singletunderSU(5),then the 23 and 32 entriesare

allarbitrary;whereasifitissingletthere are only three independentYukawa couplingsdescribing these

entries.
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m t 1 m c

m t

�2 m u

m c

�02

�2
�2

�2
m um c

m 2

t

�02�2

m b � m s

m b

� m d

m s

�02

�2
m dm s

m 2

b

�02

m � �
m �

m �

3� m e

m �

1
9
�02

�2
m em �

m 2

�

�02

Table1:Qualitative predictionsforquark and lepton m assesin uni�ed U(2)theories

jVcbj
jVtdj

jVtsj

jVubj

jVcbj
�

� �0

�

�0

�

�

�
1

Table2:Qualitative predictionsforCKM m atrix elem entsin uni�ed U(2)theories

that5 are in factprecise,having no dependence on the unknown coe�cients labelled by

\� ". Three ofthese are m assrelationsbetween the D and E sectors: the SU(5)mb=m �

relation of(8),theGeorgi-Jarlskog relation of(9),and thedeterm inantalrelation of(10).

Thesem assrelationsarecorrected byhigherdim ension operatorsinvolvingthe�Y �eld,

leadingtouncertaintiesof2| 3% .In addition,Eq.(9)receivesacorrection ofrelativeorder

� from the diagonalization ofthe D =E -m assm atricesin the heavy 23 sector. These m ass

relationsarealsocorrected by loopsattheweakscalewith internalsuperpartners,asareall

entriesin theYukawa m atrices(12)and (13).Fortan� � 3,weestim atethesecorrections

to belessthan 2% ,whereas,forlargetan�,they can besigni�cantly larger[17].

The �naltwo precise relations are those of(15) and (16). These follow purely from

the zero entries of(12)and (13),together with the antisym m etry ofthe 12 entries,and

an approxim ateperturbativediagonalization oftheYukawa m atrices.Thezerosand anti-

sym m etry ofthe12entriesareupsetby higherdim ension operatorsonly ifadditionalU(2)

breaking �elds are present. The approxim ate diagonalization m eans thatthese relations

arecorrected atorder� and �2=� respectively.

Theuni�edU(2)schem edescribed aboveprovidesasim plesym m etryfram eworkleading

tothepatternsofTables1and 2,and requiring the5preciserelationsof(8),(9),(10),(15)
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and (16).In thissection wehaveused SU(5)astheuni�ed sym m etry,asitissu�cientto

reach ourconclusions;thisSU(5)theory m ay be em bedded in a uni�ed U(2)theory with

largergaugegroup.

3.4 T he Q Problem

Each ofthe precise relationsofthe previoussubsection,(8),(9),(10),(15)and (16),are

apparently in good agreem ent with the data. W ith the exception of(8),which receives

large radiative correctionsfrom the top Yukawa coupling,these relationsinvolve atleast

one quantity which isnotknown from experim entto betterthan 20% orm ore.However,

there isa com bination ofthese quantitieswhich hasbeen determ ined,using second order

chiralperturbation theory forthepseudoscalarm eson m asses,to 3.5% accuracy

Q =
m s

m dr

1� m 2
u

m 2

d

= 22:7� 0:08 (17)

with a possible am biguity related to an experim entaldiscrepancy concerning the � ! 

decay [18].

W e�nd thisvalueforQ conictswith thepreciserelationsoftheprevioussubsection.

Com bining (9)and (10)leadsto a determ ination of

m s

m d

=
1

9

m �

m e

 

1+ 18
m e

m �

!

= 25; (18)

im plying thatQ islargerthan 25 by an am ountthatdependson m u=m d.Using (8),(10),

(16),butnot(9),one�nds

�
�
�
�

Vub

Vcb

�
�
�
�=

s
m u

m d

0

B
@

1

1� m 2
u

m 2

d

1

C
A

1

8  
1

Q

! 1

4

 
m em �

m 2
�

! 1

4

s
m b

m c

s
�c

�b

p
yt= 0:076

s
m u

m d

0

B
@

1

1� m 2
u

m 2

d

1

C
A

1

8

(19)

where �c;�b and yt arerenorm alization factorsdiscussed in section 6,and have been eval-

uated for �s(M Z) = 0:117,and we have used the running m asses m c = 1:27 GeV and

m b = 4:25 GeV.The experim entalvalue forjVub=Vcbj= 0:08� 0:02 ensures thatmu=m d

cannotbetoo sm allin theU(2)fram ework,thusm aking theprediction forQ even larger.

How should thisQ problem ,which isa feature ofm any textures,be overcom e in the

U(2)fram ework? W ehave argued thattheprecise relationsreceive correctionsatm ostof

order� � 0:03,and yettheconictbetween (17)and (18,19)requiresthat(18)bem odi�ed
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by 20% . W e believe thatthe m ostprobably resolution ofthispuzzle isthe order� term s

in the 23 and 32 entriesofthe D and E Yukawa m atrices. Suppose they have a size c�,

wherecisa num beroforderunity.The23 diagonalization then leadsto correctionsofthe

Georgi-Jarlskog relation (9)which can beabout2c�2.In com bining (9)and (10)to obtain

therelation (18)form s=m d,onem ustsquare(9),hencethecorrectionsto(18)areoforder

4c�2,so thatc� 2 isquitesu�cientto resolvethediscrepancy.W eshallcom eback to this

pointin section 6.2.

4 SO (10) A nalysis

4.1 Prelim inaries

Therestofthispaperconcernsuni�ed theoriesbased on thegaugegroup SO(10).Thisis

thesm allestgroup which leadsto a uni�ed generation,and itgivestheoriesofavorwhich

areconsiderably m oreconstrained than thosebased on SU(5).Thethreegenerations are

taken to transform as(16,2 � 1):  =  a �  3. To linearorderin the �=M expansion,

(5),(6)and (7)arereplaced by{

 3H  3 (20)

+
1

M
 3�

a
H  a (21)

+
1

M
 a(S

ab
H + A

ab
H ) b (22)

where theHiggsdoubletswhich couple to m atteraretaken to transform as(10,1)under

SO(10)� U(2).The�elds�a;Sab andA ab could transform as1,45,54 or210 underSO(10),

and,forany particularchoice,each oftheaboveoperatorsaretaken to includeallSO(10)

invariants. By com paring (20),(21)and (22)with (5),(6)and (7)one �ndsthatSO(10)

leadsto a reduction in thenum berofoperatorsby a factorof2,3 and 2,respectively.For

(20)thisisnotsigni�cantbecause the e�ectofthereduction isnegated by Higgsm ixing:

forthethird generation,theinteraction (20)togetherwith Higgsm ixing,leadsonly to the

relation m b = m �,asin SU(5). However,forboth (21)and (22)the reduction can have

signi�cantconsequencesforferm ion m asses.

If�a transform sasan adjointofSO(10),(21)containsthreeSO(10)invariantoperators

according to which �eld theadjointistaken to acton.Forexam ple,(21)can beexpanded
{W e do not discuss neutrino m asses in this paper. They involve,in the right handed neutrino m ass

sector,a di� erentsetofoperatorsfrom the charged ferm ion m asssector.
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as
1

M
[( 3�

a)H  a +  3(�
a
H ) a +  3H (�

a
 a)] (23)

where the parenthesesshow the action ofthe adjoint�. In fact,ofthese three invariants

only two are independent. The adjointvev givesthe quantum num berofthe �eld itacts

on.Sincethequantum num beroftheHiggsdoubletm ustbejustthenegativesum ofthe

correspondingquantum num bersofthetwom atterferm ionsthereisnolossofgenerality in

droppingoneoftheoperators.IfS orA transform sasan adjoint,then theavorsym m etry

reducesthetwo independentSO(10)invariantsto a singleone,so (22)becom es

1

M
 a(fS

ab
;H g+ [A ab

;H ]) b (24)

with theunderstanding thattheadjointactson them atter16 nextto it.

If�a,Sab orA ab transform sasan adjoint,there isin generala com plex param eter,�

(orequivalently �0),which descibestheorientation ofthevev in group space:

X + �Y or(B � L)+ �
0
T3R (25)

whereX istheU(1)generatornotcontained in SU(5),Y ishypercharge,B � L isbaryon

num berm inuslepton num berand T3R istheneutralgeneratorofSU(2)R.In thispaperwe

donotdiscussthesuperpotentialinteractionswhich determ inethevacuum .Sim plem odels

can lead to vevswhich pointprecisely in theX ;Y;(B � L)orT3R directions[19].Asin the

SU(5)case,onewillalso haveto includepossibly relevantterm soforder1=M 2 asin (11).

4.2 T he direct SU (5) extension

TheSU(5)theoriesdiscussed in theprevioussection can beobtained in a straightforward

way from SO(10)by prom oting,forexam ple,

S
ab(75)! S

ab(210) (26)

A
ab(1)! A

ab(1;45) (27)

�
a(1;24)! �

a(45) (28)

�Y (24)! �Y (45) (29)

with vevstaken to pointin thesam edirection in group spaceasin theSU(5)theory.

In both theories,m s;� (m d;e)com esfrom a singleoperatoratorder� (�0),and �U
22
(�U

12
)

arisesfrom a di�erentoperatoratorder�� (�0�). Hence,these entriesdo notlead to any

11



up-down relations. The only di�erence isthatthe SO(10)version ofthe theory involves

a factor3 reduction in the num ber ofindependent couplings linear in �a. The vev h�ai

gives Vcb and m ust lead to sizable corrections to m s and m � to solve the Q problem . A

non-zero valueforVcb requiresthat�a bean SO(10)adjointratherthan singlet,so that,in

general,theh�ai=M contributionsto theYukawa m atricesaredescribed by threecom plex

param eters,thetwo independentcouplingsof(23)and �.However,non-trivialpredictions

could resultifthere isa reduction in the num ber offree param eters,asdiscussed in the

nextsubsection.

4.3 T heories w ith adjoint �a and Sab

In thissubsection weintroducean alternativeclassofSO(10)theories,which doesnotlead

to the SU(5)theory ofsection 3. The �elds�a and Sab cannotbe SO(10)singlets,since

they would lead to unacceptable valuesforVcb and form c;s;�,respectively. In the restof

thispaper,we considerthe nextsim plestcase where they are both SO(10)adjoints,and

A issingletoradjoint. In general,the orientation ofeach adjointvev involvesa com plex

param eter(25).However,thesearestrongly constrained by phenom enology:

�

Vcb 6= 0 =) �
0
� 6= 0 (30)

Threeinteresting specialcasesareh�ai/ X ;Y;T3R .

�

�
U
22
� � =) �

0
S = 0 (31)

Thisisthe only possibility forwhich (22)avoidsgiving m c atorder�,howeverthis

orientation doesnotgivea contribution to m s;� atorder� either.

�

�
U
12
� �

0 =) A(1) or A(45); with �A = 0 (32)

A(1)gives�D =E

12 = 0 whileA(45)gives�D =E

12 = O (�0).

�

m u 6= 0 =) �� Y
6= 0 (33)

The �Y �eld,necessary foreventualnon-zero valuesof�U
22;12,willonly give m u 6= 0

ifitsvev breaksSU(5).

12



M

M G hSi’ h�i’ h�Y i

hAi

[SO 10 � U 2]SU 5 � U 2

SU 3;2;1 � U 1

SU 3;2;1

(a)

M

M

M G

’

hSi’ h�i’ h�Y i

hAi

h�X i
SO 10 � U 2

SU 5 � U 2

SU 3;2;1 � U 1

SU 3;2;1

(b)

Figure1:Scalesofsym m etry breakingvevsappropriateto theclassoftheoriesdiscussed in

sect.3 orin subsect.4.2 (a)and in subsect.4.3 (b)respectively

Thisclassoftheoriesclearly requiresa new ingredient: W hatis the origin of�
D =E

22 =

O (�)? IfA isa singlet,there isalso the need foran origin for�D =E

12 = O (�0). These new

ingredientsm uststillsuppress�U22;12.Thesedi�cultieshavearisen becausethevevshA(1)i

and hSi/ B � L preserve a u $ d interchange sym m etry. Thisisa clearindication that

SO(10)should be broken to SU(5) ata m ass scale larger than these vevs. This is done

m osteasily by introducing an adjoint�X with h�X i/ X having am agnitudenotfarfrom

thecuto� M ,forexam ple M =3.Thescalesofthevevsin theclassesoftheorieswhich we

havediscussed in thispaperareshown in Figure1.

Theterm sin (20,21,22)should bereplaced with

 3f1

�
�X

M

�

H  3 (34)

+
1

M
 3�

a
f2

�
�X

M

�

H  a (35)

+
1

M
 a

�

S
ab
f3

�
�X

M

�

+ A
ab
f4

�
�X

M

� �

H  b (36)

where the functionsfi contain term sto allordersin �X =M ,and each term representsall

possibleSO(10)invariantcontractions.

This generalization ofthe theory im plies that �0� 6= 0 of(30) is no longer required.

However,(31,32,33)are stillrequired,and the orientation ofthe S and A vevs necessary

13



forthe vanishing of�U
22;12 atorder�;�

0 leadsto the Georgi-Jarlskog (9)and determ inantal

(10)m assrelations,respectively. W e stressthatthisisnotthe sam e group theory which

givestheGeorgi-Jarlskog relation in SU(5).Thevev hS22i/ B � L correspondsto a �xed

linearcom bination ofvevsofan SU(5)1 and 24 which would occuronly asan accidentin

SU(5). In factthe u :d :e Clebsch ratiosare di�erent { 0 :1 :3 from (B � L)f(X )in

SO(10),and 0:1:� 3 forthevev ofa 45 in SU(5).W enotethathS22i/ B � L can occur

even ifthedom inantbreaking ofSO(10)isvia h�X ito SU(5).Also thisvev in theB � L

direction isusefulforunderstanding why theHiggsdoubletscould haveescaped acquiring

m assesattheuni�cation scale[20].

Non-zero valuesfor�U
22;12 atorder��;�

0� aregenerated by

+
1

M 2
 a

�

S
ab�Y f5

�
�X

M

�

+ A
ab�Y f6

�
�X

M

� �

H  b (37)

4.4 Yukawa M atrices

W e have discussed U(2)theoriesofavorbased on SU(5)and SO(10). Allthese theories

lead to thequalitativepattern ofquark and lepton m assesand m ixingsshown in Tables1

and 2. They allpossess9 approxim ate m assrelationsofwhich 5 are precise asdiscussed

in section (3.3).TheYukawa m atricesforthesetheoriescan bewritten in theform

�
U =

0

B
B
@

0 �0� 0

� �0� ��0 xu�

0 yu� 1

1

C
C
A � (38)

�
(D ;E ) =

0

B
B
@

0 �0 0

� �0 (1;� 3)� (xd;xe)�

0 (yd;ye)� 1

1

C
C
A � (39)

wherexi;yi= O (1).Allparam etersarein generalcom plex,although thephasesof�,�,�0

and the com m on phase ofxi,yi,relative to thatof�,do nota�ectthe quark and lepton

m assesand m ixings. In the 22 entry,+3 (� 3)correspondsto the group theory ofB � L

(the45 ofSU(5)).

Di�erenttheoriesin thisclassarelargely distinguished by therestrictionsplaced on the

23entries,which arenotconstrained in thegeneralcase.Thestructureoftheotherentries

isrem arkably rigid,and isdeterm ined by just6 param eters.

Diagonalization ofthesem atricesleadstoexpressions,beforestandard RG scalings[21]

from high to low energiesfor
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1.the6 lightm asses,relativeto theheavy ones

m em �

m 2
�

= �
02 (40)

m sm d

m 2
b

=
m em �

m 2
�

(41)

m um c

m 2
t

m 2
�

m em �

= �
2 (42)

m c

m t

= �
�
�
� �
0
e
i(�̂0�̂�� u�� u)� xuyu�

�
�
� (43)

m �

m �

= �
�
�
� � 3e�i(̂+ �e+ �e)� xeye�

�
�
� (44)

m s

m b

�

1�
m d

m s

�

= �
�
�
� e
�i(̂+ �d+ �d)� xdyd�

�
�
� (45)

where � ! �eî�,�0 ! �0eî�
0

,� ! �eî,xi ! xie
i�i and yi ! yie

i�i with �,�0,�,

and xi;yi now real. In view ofthe Q problem ,the �2 term shave been keptin (44)

and (45),even though they arenon-leading order.

2.theVCK M m atrix (14)with (15),(16)and

s = �jxde
�i� d � xue

�i� uj (46)

� ’ � � (̂� � ̂ � �u � �u): (47)

Theferm ion m assesand m ixingsthereforedepend on 9 independentparam eters:

� �,� forthethird generation;

� 5 com binationsof(�0,�̂0,�̂,�,̂;xi,�i,yi,�i)form c=m t,m s=m b,m �=m �,Vcb and �;

� �0and � forthe�rstgeneration m asses.

Thisleadsto 4 precisepredictionsk.

Particulartheoriesofthistype willbe distinguished by the valuesforthe param eters

xi;yiofthe23and 32entries.In generalSU(5)theories,theseentriesdepend on 6com plex

param eters,whereas,in generalSO(10) theories,there are only 3 com plex param eters.

Furtherpredictivity willbepossibleif
kIfthe � correction term sin (44)and (45)areneglected,there areonly 8 independentparam etersand

the G eorgi-Jarlskog relation isrecovered asthe 5th precise relation. However,in view ofthe Q problem ,

the 9th param eterisneeded.
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� h�iliesin theX ;Y;B � L orT3R directions,

� CP isspontaneously broken in thesectorwhich involvesthelightestgeneration,m ak-

ing thethreerelevantparam etersreal,

� theoperatorsaregenerated by theFroggatt-Nielsen m echanism [22],asthisproduces

particularSO(10)contractions.Forexam ple,thethreeoperatorsof(23)aregenerated

bytheexchangeoftheheavystates(16,2),(144,1)� (144,2)and(16,1),respectively.

In section 6 wediscussa sim pleSO(10)Froggatt-Nielsen m odelin which �0= �,�̂0= �̂

and the set (xi,�i,yi,�i) is reduced to three param eters. Even though the theory still

dependson9independentparam eters,theform oftheYukawam atricesleadstoasom ewhat

m oreconstrained �tto theferm ion m assdata.In thism odela form forthephasescan be

chosen,which m ightarisein atheory with spontaneousCP violation,such thatthenum ber

ofindependent param etersofthe Yukawa m atrices isreduced to 6,leading to extrem ely

tightpredictions.

5 Predicting the anglesofthe C K M unitarity triangle

By m eans ofthe precise relations,Eqs.(14,15,16),which are a pure consequence ofthe

U(2)sym m etry and Eqs.(8,41),which,on the contrary,follow from the fullSU(5)� U(2)

orSO(10)� U(2)sym m etry,itispossible to predictthe valuesofthe anglesofthe CKM

unitarity triangle,de�ned asusualas

� = arg(�
V �
tbVtd

V �
ubVud

) (48a)

� = arg(�
V �
cbVcd

V �
tbVtd

) (48b)

 = arg(�
V �
ubVud

V �
cbVcd

): (48c)

Given Eq.(14),thefollowing approxim ateexpressionshold fortheseangles

� = � (49a)

� = arg(1�
sU
12

sD12
e
�i� ) (49b)

 = � � � � � (49c)

in term softheCP violating phaseappearing in theCKM m atrix.
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m e 0:511 M eV jVusj 0:221� 0:002

m � 105:7 M eV jVcbj 0:038� 0:004 *

m � 1777 M eV jVub=Vcbj 0:08� 0:02 *

Q 22:7� 0:8 j�K j (2:26� 0:02)10�3

(m s)1G eV (175� 55)M eV * �m B d
=ps�1 0:464� 0:018

(m c)m c
1:27� 0:05 GeV

p
B fB (200� 40)M eV *

(m b)m b
4:25� 0:15 GeV BK 0:8� 0:2 *

(m t)m t
165� 10 GeV �s(M Z) 0:117� 0:006 *

Table3:Listofthe inputphysicalobservables

Toobtain theseangles,oneobservesthatthesidesoftheunitaritytrianglejVub=Vcbjand

jVtd=Vtsjcan both be expressed,asin Eq.(19),asfunctionsofm u=m d,forgiven m c,m b,

Q and �s(M Z).In thesam eway,onecan expressjVusj,Eq.(14,15,16),in term sofm u=m d

and the CKM phase �. Or,forgiven jVcbj,one can express the CP violating param eters

in K physics,�K ,and the B d-B d m ixing m ass,�m B d
,in term sofm u=m d and �.A �tof

these quantitieswillthen determ ine a range ofvaluesform u=m d and � or,via Eqs.(49),

fortheangles�,�,.A fulllistofphysicalquantitieswhich includealso theonesrelevant

to this �t is given in Table 3 [23]. Since the uncertainties in these observables are very

di�erent,hereafterwe�x thewellm easured ones,thosewithoutan asterisk in Table3,to

theircentralvaluesand we�ttherem ainingones.In thisway theuncertaintiesareslightly

underestim ated.

Assum ingthatboth�K and�m B d
arefullyaccounted forbytheusualSM boxdiagram s,

wetakeforthem

�K = 4:7� 105ei�=4B K J (4:22� 10�5 � 2:36 ReJdsut) (50)

and

�m B d
= 5:0� 103

 p
B fB

180M eV

! 2

jVtdj
2ps�1 (51)

where

J
��

ij = Vi�V
�
i�V

�
j�Vj�

�;� = d;s;b
i;j= u;c;t

and J = Im [Jbdtu]’ s
D
12
s
U
12
s
2
s�: (52)

These expressionsfor�K and �m B d
involve the quantitiesB K and

p
B fB ,which we take

asfurtherobservables,\m easured" on thelattice.
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inputs constrained unconstrained

m s=M eV 175� 55 153+ 35�22 153� 35

jVcbj 0:038� 0:004 0:039+ 0:0025�0:0015 0:038� 0:004

jVub=Vcbj 0:08� 0:02 0:075� 0:013 0:075� 0:016

�K � 103 2:26 2:26 � (1:7+ 1:3�0:1 )

B K 0:8� 0:2 0:86� 0:16 0:8

�m B d
=ps�1 0:464 0:464 0:37+ 0:14�0:05

p
B fB =M eV 200� 40 178� 18 200

�s(M Z) 0:117� 0:006 0:118� 0:005 0:118� 0:005

Table4:Fitin theuni�ed U(2)theorieswith (\constrained")orwithout(\unconstrained")

inclusion of�K and �m B d
in the inputs

The resultsofthe �tsare shown in Table 4. Asm entioned in sect.1.2,both �K and

�m B d
m ay be a�ected by superpartnerloopsatthe weak scale. Forthisreason,we have

considered both a �t where �K and �m B d
are included in the inputs (\constrained") as

wellasa �twherethey arenot(\unconstrained").In thelastcase,wesim ply calculate,as

a resultofthe�t,theexpected contributionsto �K and �m B d
from theSM box diagram s.

W e �nd infact that such contributions can deviate from the m easured values of�K and

�m B d
,in absolute m agnitude and for the centralvalues ofB K and

p
B fB indicated in

Table 4,in a signi�cantway.Noticein particularthatin the\unconstrained" �t,nam ely

theonenotincluding �K and �m B d
am ong theinputs,thesign of�K isnotdeterm ined.

Asm entioned,these �tsallow the prediction ofthe CKM unitarity triangle,shown in

Figs.2 forthecorrelation between sin2� and sin2� at90% c.l..Fig.2a also includesthe

current range ofvalues obtained by doing a �tofthe available inform ations(jVusj,jVcbj,

jVub=Vcbj,�K ,�m B d
,B K ,

p
B fB )by a generalparam etrization oftheVCK M m atrix in the

SM .No such �tispossiblewithouttheinclusion of�K and �m B d
,which explainswhy the

SM rangeisnotincluded in Fig.2b.

Atthe sam e tim e,one obtainsm u=m d = 0:76+ 0:10�0:16 and m u=m d = 0:76+ 0:14�0:22 in the con-

strained and unconstrained �tsrespectively.Thesevaluescan becom pared with m u=m d =

0:553� 0:043,as obtained from chiralperturbation theory and som e supplem entary hy-
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Figure 2: (a)90% contour plots from the constrained �t(�K and �m B d
included)for the

SM (whitearea),theuni�ed U(2)theories(lightand darkshaded area),them odelofsect.6

with free phases(darkerarea)and with m axim alphases(cross);(b)asin Fig.2a from the

unconstrained �t(�K and �m B d
excluded)

pothesis[18].

6 A n explicit SO (10)� U (2) m odel

6.1 D e�nition and basic form ulae

W ithin thestated assum ptions,everything thathasbeen said so farisgeneraland isbased

on an operatoranalysis.In thissection we describe an explicitSO(10)� U(2)m odel.One

purposeforthisisto show thattheQ problem can besolved.Thisrequiresa m odelwhere

allthecorrectionsofrelative order� to Eqs.(8,9,10)arefully undercontrol.In turn,this

willallow usto detailthe num erical�tofthe known data and the predictionsforseveral

observablesin avorphysics.

W eseek a specialrealization ofthesuperpotentialin Eqs.(34,35,36,37)generated from

a renorm alizable theory,where the non-renorm alizable operatorsarise from the exchange

ofheavy vector-like fam ilies(the so called \Froggatt-Nielsen" �elds). A m inim um choice

involves one doublet under U(2),�a + �a,transform ing as 16+ 16 under SO(10). The

m ost general,renorm alizable,invariant superpotentialinvolving these vector m ultiplets,
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Figure 3: Diagram s generating the Yukawa coupling superpotentialin the SO(10)� U(2)

m odel

the usualchiralm ultiplets,the Higgs ten-plet,the avon �elds �a(45),Sab(45),A ab(1)

and theadjoint�elds� X and �Y ,introduced in section 4,is

f =  3H  3 + �
a
H  a + �a(M �

a + �X �
a + �Y �

a + �
a
 3 + S

ab
 b+ A

ab
 b) (53)

where,asusual,dim ensionlesscouplingsand SO(10)contractionsareleftunderstood.

On integrating outthe heavy �a + �a states,one generates,from the diagram sshown

in Fig.3,aparticularcaseofthesuperpotential(34,35,36,37).W ith respecttothisgeneral

form ,theterm bilinearin the�eld �a isabsentand only som e contractionsoftheSO(10)

indices occur. Also im portant is the fact that the superpotential(34,35,36,37) contains

an in�nite towerof(� X =M )n-operators,which are allundercontrolin thiscase. Thisis

welcom e,in view ofthefact,already m entioned,thath�X i=M isnotfarfrom unity.In the

followingwetreath�X i=M exactly and wegiveexplicitform ulaeto�rstorderin h� Y i=M ,

butwecontrolthesizeofthehigherorderterm s.

To be able to write down explicitform sforthe Yukawa m atricesin thiscase,we only

need to know the SO(10)propertiesofthe U(2)doublet�a. Forthe tim e being we take

itto be an SO(10)-adjointwith itsvev pointin a generic SU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)-preserving

direction T,so thath�2i� h�iT.
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Following thelineofthediscussion in theprevioussection,itisstraighforward to write

down explicitexpressionsfortheYukawa m atrices.Aftertrivialrescalings,onegets

�
U =

0

B
B
@

0 �0� 0

� �0� �� rTu�

0 rTQ � 1

1

C
C
A � (54a)

�
D =

0

B
B
@

0 �0 0

� �0 � rxTd�

0 rTQ � 1

1

C
C
A � (54b)

�
E =

0

B
B
@

0 �0 0

� �0 3� rxTL�

0 rTe� 1

1

C
C
A � (54c)

where

r=
h�i

hSi
; x =

1+ �

1� 3�
; � = �

5

16

�

�

1� 3�

1+ �
; (55a)

� /
h�X iu
M

; � /
h�Y iu
M

(55b)

and thenorm alization ofT isim m aterialsinceitcan bereabsorbed in r.

TheseYukawam atriceshavetobecom pared with thegeneralform given in Eqs.(38,39).

Notice that� = �0 and thatallthe coe�cients x i,yi oforderunity are now determ ined

by the param eters r and x. In particular,allcom binations ofdim ensionless couplings

occurring in the diagram sofFig.3 have been rescaled away. By rede�ning the phasesof

them attersuper�elds,itispossibletom aketheparam eters�,�,�0and rrealand positive.

In general�,x and � arecom plex,so that,from now on

� ! �e
î�
; x ! xe

i�̂
; � ! �e

î (56)

with � real.

6.2 Solving the Q-problem

Forany choiceofT itisnow possibletouseEq.(54)tom akea�tofthedata.Beforedoing

that,letusdiscussagain theproblem ofthecorrectionstotheGJ relation (9).Noticethat

Eqs.(8)and (10),which wehaveused in sect.5,rem ain unchanged.

Asa consequence ofthe diagonalization of(54)in the23 sector,Eq.(9)getsm odi�ed

as
m �

m �

= 3
m s

m b

�

1�
m d

m s

�

+
m �

m �

� (57)
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where (m �=m �)� isan additionalcontribution thatdepends,in particular,on the choice

ofT.From Eqs.(44,45),afterspecialization to (54),itfollowsthat

j
m �

m �

�j� x�
2
r
2jTeTL � 3TdTQ j= 6x�2r2jTuTQ j; (58)

wherewehaveused TL = � 3TQ and Td + Te = � 2Tu.From Eq (46),theparam eterx can

bebound as

x

�
�
�
�

Td

Tu

�
�
�
��

 
jVcbjG

jTuj�r
+ 1

!

: (59)

while the com bination �r can be obtained from mc=m tjG by m eansofEq (43),where the

term proportionalto �0 = � can be safely neglected for the purposes ofthis discussion.

Therefore,from (58),

j�j� � m ax � 6
�
m c

m t

� 1=2

G

 

jVcbjG

�
�
�
�

TQ

Tu

�
�
�
�

1=2

+
�
m c

m t

�1=2

G

! �
�
�
�

Tu

Td

�
�
�
�

�
m �

m �

(60)

wheretheinequality issaturated form axim alphases.

Using (57)instead of(9)gives

m s

m d

= 25� (1� 2�) (61)

instead of(18),so that,from (17),

Q = 25�
1� 2�
r

1� m 2
u

m 2

d

(62)

To see the consistency ofthis expression with Q = 22:7 � 0:08,we plot in Fig.4a the

contoursofQ m in � Q(�= � m ax)asfunction ofm u=m d and ofaparam eter� which de�nes

the generalsuperposition ofSO(10)generators: T = X cos� + Y sin�. This plotisonly

weakly sensitive to the valuesofm c,m t,jVcbj,�s(M Z),then �xed to theircentralvalues.

Asapparentfrom this�gure,Q aslow as22:7� 0:08can beobtained ifT = Y orT = B � L

forvaluesofm u=m d com patible with jVub=Vcbj,plotted in Fig.4b. Thisiscon�rm ed and

m adeexplicitby theoverall�tdiscussed in thenextsubsection.

6.3 Param eter �t

A general�tofthe data can be m ade based on Eqs.(40{47),specialized asin (54)with

T = Y orT = B � L.By ausualanalysis,� and � aredeterm ined by mt and m �,allowing

a prediction form b in term sof�s and tan�.
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Figure4:(a)contourplotofQ m in versusm u=m d and � in T = X cos� + Y sin� forcentral

values ofm c,m t,jVcbj,�s(M Z);(b) jVub=Vcbjversus m u=m d for �s(M Z)= 0:117� 0:003

and centralvaluesofm b,m c,Q

Fortherenorm alization rescalings[21],weusein particular

m b

m �

=
�b

��

Y

a

�da

�ea

1

yt
(63)

where�b,�� arethescaling factorsfrom theweak scaletolow energy,�d;ea= 1;2;3 arethegauge

couplings renorm alizations from the GUT scale to the weak scale and yt is the scaling

factor,stillfrom theGUT to theweak scale,dueto thetop Yukawa coupling.Eq.(63)is

appropriateforthelow tan� case,to which we stick in thefollowing.Onem otivation for

thisisto besurethattheweak scalethreshold correctionsm entioned in section 3.3 do not

invalidatetheanalysis.

The16 observablesin Table3 depend on 14 param eters:the10 freeavorparam eters,

theratioofthetwoelectroweak vevsv2=v1,�s,
p
B fB and B K ,sothatthe�thas2degrees

offreedom . Having �xed the m ore precisely m easured quantities to their centralvalues,

theother6 observablesarethen �tted by varying the4 rem aining independentparam eters

(which wechooseto be�s,m u=m d,cos(̂� � ̂)and coŝ�).Oneshould notethattheerrors

in theinputobservablesarem ostly theoretical.

The results ofthe �t are shown in Tables 5 and 6 respectively forthe param eters of

them odel,asde�ned in Eqs.(54,56)with T = Y and forthe6 inputphysicalobservables
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freephases m ax phases

�2
m in

=d.o.f. 0:67=2 2:1=5

� 0:0162+ 0:0013�0:0008 0:0174� 0:0002

� 0:0201� 0:006 0:0205� 0:001

�0 0:00414 0:00414

r(TuTQ )1=2 1:95+ 0:31�0:22 2:10� 0:07

x 2:56+ 0:4�1:1 1:20� 0:035

cos(̂� � ̂) 0:22+ 0:19�0:33 0

cos(�̂ + ̂) � 0:95+ 0:55�0 � 1

cos�̂ 0:96+ 0:04�0:06 +1

Table 5:Param etersofthe m odel,asdeterm ined from the �t,for T = Y with free phases

orm axim alphases

whose centralvaluesare allowed to vary. The �tdoesnotdeterm ine the relative sign of

sin(̂� � ̂)and sin(̂� + ̂),butthisam biguity doesnota�ectin a signi�cantway any of

the observableslisted in Table 5 and 6. The �twith T = B � L givesresultswhich are

allwithin theuncertaintiesquoted in Table5,6.

Asapparentfrom Table5,allthevaluesofthephases�̂,�̂,̂ arecom patiblewith being

m axim al.Atleastfor �̂ and ̂ thisisclearly indicated by the�titselfand itissuggestive

ofspontaneousCP violation.W ith thisin m ind,we have m adea �twith allphases�xed

at m axim alvalues, �̂ = �=2,�̂ = 0, ̂ = � for T = Y . In this case,having still�xed

allthe inputs without an asterisk in Table 3 at their centralvalues,only �s rem ains as

free param eterto �tthe six observablesin Table 6.Although thisprocedure m ay require

im provem entsin thedeterm ination oftheerrors,which m aybeunderestim ated,thesuccess

ofthis�tisapparentfrom Tables5,6. In turn,thisallowsa determ ination ofthe CKM

m atrix with asm alluncertainty in each oftheparam eters,even sm allerthan in thegeneral

case discussed in the previous section. This is also shown in Fig 2a,2b,both for the

case offree phases and forthe case ofm axim alphases. As to the value ofm u=m d,this

isessentially unchanged from the generalcase when the phasesare leftfree,whereas,for

m axim alphases,m u=m d = 0:606� 0:022.
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inputs free m ax

m s=M eV 175� 55 158� 28 155� 6

jVcbj 0:038� 0:004 0:0391� 0:0025 0:0407� 0:002

jVub=Vcbj 0:08� 0:02 0:075+ 0:003�0:012 0:0611� 0:001
p
B fB =M eV 200� 40 179+ 14�10 187� 8:5

B K 0:8� 0:2 0:84+ 0:18�0:14 0:91� 0:15

�s 0:117� 0:006 0:119� 0:005 0:114� 0:001

Table6:Resultsofthe �tforT = Y with free phasesorm axim alphases

7 C onclusions

W e have studied supersym m etric theories ofavor based on a avor group U(2),with

breaking pattern U(2)
�
! U(1)

�0

! 0,and sym m etry breaking param eters� � ms=m b and

�0�
q

m dm s=m
2
b.These param etersare su�ciently sm allthatthequark and lepton m ass

m atricesare dom inated by term sup to linearorderin � and �0,and m usttherefore arise

from just4 typesofinteractions:  3 3H + (1=M )( 3�a a +  aS
ab b +  aA

ab b)H ,with

Sba = +Sab and A ba = � Aab. Allowing the m ost generalbreaking ofU(2) to U(1),by

hS22i;h�2ioforder�,and assum ing thatthe�nalU(1)isbroken only by hA12ioforder�0,

asim plesym m etry origin isfound forahighly successfultexture.Thissym m etry structure

alsosolvesthesupersym m etricavor-changing problem ,whilestrongly suggesting thatthe

exchangeofsuperpartnersattheweak scalewilllead toobservablerareavor-changingand

CP violating e�ectsin future experim ents. Itisinteresting thatsuch a sim ple sym m etry

structure sim ultaneously provides a very constrained structure for the Yukawa m atrices,

and an acceptableform forthescalarm assm atrices.

U(2) and its hierarchicalbreaking,U(2) �
! U(1) �0

! 0,are su�cient to qualitatively

understand alltheobserved sm allferm ion m assratiosand m ixing angles,exceptthelarge

m t=m b ratio and the observation that the m ass hierarchies in the up sector are larger

than those in the down and charged lepton sectors. However,the com bination ofU(2)

and grand uni�ed sym m etries allow a sym m etry understanding forthe large m t=m c and

m c=m u hierarchies,which involve a sm allsym m etry breaking param eter,�,the ratio of

the SU(5)breaking scale to the UV cuto� ofthe theory. Furtherm ore,these sym m etries

25



enforcea correlation between thesem asshierarchiesand them assrelationsm � = 3m s and

m em �=m
2
� = m dm s=m

2
b attheuni�cation scale{ thesem assrelationsarea necessary con-

sequenceofrequiring largem t=m c and m c=m u ratios.In Tables1 and 2 wegivequalitative

expressionsforthe13 avorobservablesofthestandard m odelin term sof4 sm allparam -

eters �;�0;� and �,a Higgs m ixing param eter which allows large mt=m b. Hence uni�ed

U(2)theories give 9 approxim ate relations. Ofthese 9 relations,5 are precise,receiving

corrections which are higherorder in the sym m etry breaking param eters. These are the

relations (15) and (16) for jVub=Vcbjand jVtd=Vtsj,which follow purely from the texture

dictated by the U(2)sym m etry,and the three uni�ed m assrelations(8),(9)and (10)for

m b;m s;m d in term sofm �;m �;m e.

Theseresultsfollow from ageneraloperatoranalysisand apply in awideclassofuni�ed

U(2)theories.In section 3 wedescribed a classofSU(5)theories,whilein sections4.2 and

4.3wediscussed twoclassesofSO(10)theories,distinguished bytheSO(10)transform ation

propertiesof�a;Sab and A ab.Allthesetheorieslead to thesam econstrained form forthe

Yukawa m atrices,which successfully accountsfortheknown quark and lepton m assesand

m ixings,provided the CKM unitarity triangle isconstrained so thatsin2� and sin2� lie

in the shaded (dark+light)region ofFigure 2. Thisisa crucialprediction ofthe uni�ed

U(2)theories.Theuni�ed U(2)theoriesalsopredictm u=m d = 0:35{0:90at90% con�dence

level.

Thelightquark and lepton m asses,and thenon-trivialstructurefortheCKM m atrix,

arise from non-renorm alizable operators ofthe expansion in the e�ective theory. In sec-

tion 6 we propose a speci�c SO(10) m odelin which these non-renorm alizable operators

are generated by the exchange ofa U(2)doubletofheavy vectorgenerations. Thisisthe

sim plestuni�ed U(2)theory thatwe know. The Yukawa m atricesatthe uni�cation scale

feelSU(5)breaking only via them assoftheheavy vectorgenerationsand theorientations

ofthe� and S vevs,which transform asSO(10)adjoints.W hen �ttothedata,thistheory

producesa som ewhattighterprediction forthe CKM unitarity triangle com pared to the

generaluni�ed theories,asseen from thedark shaded region ofFigure2.

An interesting feature ofthis m odelis that the �t to the data shows that the three

independentphysicalphaseswhich enterthe Yukawa m atricesareconstrained to be close

to m ultiples of�=2,suggesting a spontaneousorigin forCP violation via the vevs which

break the avorand grand uni�ed sym m etries. In thiscase,theYukawa m atricesdepend

on just7 param eters,and a �tto data producesprecise predictionsforsin2�,sin2� and

jVub=Vcbj. The scalarm assm atricesofthism odelare m ore restricted than in the general

uni�ed U(2) theories,allowing a calculation ofthe m ixing m atrices at gaugino vertices.
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Theresulting predictionsforthesupersym m etric contributionsto avorand CP violating

observableswillbereported elsewhere.
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